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PREFACE BY THE KEEPER OF COINS

Tue present Catalogue describes in two volumes (paged
continuously) the coinage of the later Roman or Byzantine
Empire from the accession of Anastasius I in A.p. 491 to the
Fall of Constantinople in 1463. With the exception of some
of the specimens arranged under the headings of ¢Italian’ and
‘ Provincial* coinages, the coins here catalogued are those that
are believed to have been issued by Imperial authority at
Constantinople and the other mint-places of the Empire. The
coinages of the so-called ‘Empires’ of Nicaea, Thessalonica and
Trebizond, as well as those of the Vandals, Goths, and Lombards,
which have often been confused with the true Imperial coinages,
are reserved for treatment in a subsequent volume.

The size of the coins is given in inches and tenths, and
the weight in English Troy grains. Tables for converting grains
into grammes and inches into millimetres, as well as into the
measures of Mionnet's scale, are placed at the end of the second
volume. Two lists of Emperors, one a brief alphabetical list,
the other chronological and more detailed, will be found at the
end of the Indexes.

The whole work has been written by Mr. Warwick Wroth,
_ Assistant-Keeper of Coins and Medals, and the proof-sheets have
been read by myself and by Mr. G. F. Hill, Senior Assistant
in the Department.

H. A. GRUEBER.

Brrrisu Museon,
February, 1908.
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ADDITIONS AND CORRECTIONS

Page 10 As to the tremissis of Vitalian see further, p. xiii n.

16 Add No. 84%. & -95. Wt. 146-2 grains. Onr., [; above, star; below,
star. [Purchased, 1904].

»s 26 To the mints of Justinian add Cherson, and see p. xviii.

» B0 Add No. 248%, A .5. Wt. 820.2 grains. Same as No. 244, but on
rev. A instead of B. [Presented by Mr. R. A. Inglis, 1907].

sy 74, last line but one, for is closely modelled on read much resembles.
» 440, 1 11, and on p. 494, 1. 6, for B read b.
Pages 507, 528, 586, for IC read iC.

Plate LXIV. No. 8 obv. (Bust of Emperor) is the obs. of No. 10 rev. (Christ
seated).—No. 10 obr. (Bust of Emperor) is the obv. of No. 8 rev. (Bust
of Christ).

1



INTRODUCTION

§ 1. EXTENT AND ARRANGEMENT OF BYZANTINE COINAGE.

SABATIER, in his well-known work entitled Description générale des
monnaies byzantines, published in 1862, has dealt with the coinage of the
later Roman Empire from: the reign of Arcadius onwards. But in
choosing this reign as his starting-point he was influenced—as he admits
{ch. i, p. 151)—by motives of convenience and the desire to make his
book a supplement to Henri Cohen’s Corpus of Imperial coins. Cohen’s
descriptions extend to the reign of Romulus Augustulus, but do not embrace
the coinages of Arcadius and his successors in the Eastern division of the
Empire.

Although collectors and compilers of catalogues have usually followed
Sabatier in regarding the reign of Arcadius as the point de départ of
the later Roman or ‘Byzantine’ coinage, there is really no historical
Justification for such a view. It may, no doubt, be convenient for a historian
of the later Roman Empire to adopt the year 395 (Arcadius and Honorius)
as a starting-point,! but (as Prof. Bury remearks?) just as there is mo
question of two Roman Empires in the days of Constantius and Constans,
80 ‘the relation of Arcadius and Honorius, the relation of Theodosius II
and Valentinian III, the relation of Leo I and Anthemius, were exactly the
same as the political relation which existed between the sons of Constantine.
However independent one of another, or even hostile, the rulers from time
to time may have been, theoretically the unity of the Empire which they
ruled was unaffected ’.

If this is true of the general political relations of East and West, it is
no less true of their financial relations—at any rate so far as coinage
is concerned. The coins of both great divisions of the Empire from the
reigns of Arcadius and Honorius till the reign of Romulus Augustulus are
homogeneous in style, type and fabric, and cannot be profitably studied
except as a whole.

The position is simplified when the Emperors of the West (and their
mints) disappear from the sceme with the resignation of Romulus
Augustulus, A.D. 476. This event is coincident with the early part of

! Cp. Bury, Hist. later Rom. Emp., i, p. ix. ? Op. cit., i, p. vii.



xii INTRODUCTION

the reign of Zeno (A. D. 474-491), but it seems better to begin a description
of the later Roman coinage, not with Zeno but—a few years later—with
Ansstasius I (A.D. 491-518), who, though he adhered, in the case of his
gold money, to the models of his predecessors, instituted an important
reform in the bronze coinage and inaugurated the large folles (PL L 8, 9)
which long remained characteristic of Byzantine coinage.

It may be added that several distinguished numismatists—such as
de Sauley (in his valuable pioneer Essai de Classification des swites
monétaires byzantines, 1836) ; T. B. Burgon (Catal. of Pembroke Collection,
1848, p. 310); Barthélemy (Rev. num., 1863, p. 456); Babelon (Traité,
i, p. 14), and, apparently, de Salis—have already expressed the opinion that
a descriptive catalogue may best begin with the coinage of Anastasius 1.1

In the arrangement of the coins the important factors are the mint-
place, the denomination and the date of issue. An arrangement according
to ‘metals’ such as Sabatier adopted can have no scientific justification,
and it can hardly be questioned that, both on historical and numismatic
grounds, the primary classification, in each Emperor’s reign, must be
according to mints. Under each mint the coins would probably be arranged
most scientifically if they were placed in strict chronological order. Thus,
all the coins of year 1 of each Emperor’s reign—of whatever denomination—
would be placed together; all those of year 2, of year 3, and so on. But
an arrangement of this kind presents some practical difficulties in the case
of the catalogue of a large collection; one objection being that the
description of each denomination would have to be again and again
repeated under each year. It seems best, then,? under each mint, to group
the coins according to denominations, the specimens of each denomination
being, of course, arranged chronologically, wherever possible. In this way
an important feature—the denomination—is brought into relief, while the
chronological sequence is not greatly, if somewhat, obscured.® In each
reign, therefore, the great bulk of the coinage will be placed first, under
¢ Constantinople’ ; then will follow the coins of Thessalonica ; those of the
Asiatic mints (Nicomedia and Cyzicus), and then the coinages minted at
Antioch, Alexandria and Carthage, in Sicily, and at Rome and Ravenna.
Under the mint-heading °Constantinople’ (e.g.) we shall bave (i) the
gold solidi (or momismata), semisses and tremisses, described in their
approximate chronological order; (ii) the silver coins; (iii) the bronze
coins, which, till the seventh * century usually bear their own dates, and
can be arranged mechanically year by year.

t Cp. also Madden in Num. Chron., 1878, p. 169:—‘the true Byzantine type of
coinage commences under Anastasius.” Cp. Finlay, Hist. Gr., ii, p. 3.

2 As proposed in a paper on the ‘Study of Byzantine Numismatics’ contributed by
the present writer to Corolla Numismatica (Oxford, 1906), pp. 825-335.

8 In a Corpus of Byzantine coinage, the arrangement might also be affected by the
necessity of noting the different series of officinae-marks and even the differences of dies.

* Or even the eighth century.



§ 2. ANASTASIUS I—VITALIAN xiii

§ 2. HistoricAL AND NUMISMATIC SUMMARY,

The first ruler whose coins are described in these volumes is Flavius
Anastasius, who was proclaimed Emperor in April, 491, in sucoession to
Zeno. Anastasius was an Imperial guardsman (silen-
tiarius) and owed his promotion to Ariadne, the
widow of his predecessor, whom he married shortly
after his accession. There are coins of Ariadne with
her portrait, but these were all issued during the lifetime of her first
husband.

The reign of Anastasius was, on the whole, a prosperous one, though
troubled by an Isaurian war, by Bulgarian invasions of Thrace and,
especially, by a war with Persia lasting from the summer of 502 till 506,
when the Persians restored their conquests in return for a large indemnity.
In the religious disputes of his time the Emperor ranged himself on the
side of the Monophysites. A rising in 514 in defence talig
of the Orthodox party was headed by the general Re:olDt O:IZ:MG
Vitalian. In the following year Vitalian advanced to
Constantinople, defeated the Imperial troops, and compelled the Emperor
to come to terms. The coins that have been usually attributed to Vitalian
are undoubtedly barbarous pieces of the time of Justin I or later.!

Anastasius is described by Procopius (Hist. arc., Xix. 2) a8 mpovonTikd-
Tarés 7€ dpa xal olkovopikdraros mwdvrov avroxkparbpwv. He built for
the protection of the Capital the Long Wall stretching from the Sea of
Marmora (at Selymbria) to the Black Sea, and rendered service of a rarer
kind by giving his personal attention to the details of finance, by abolishing
the Chrysargyron, the oppressive tax on receipts that weighed on the
humblest of his subjects, and by practising economy in the Court and
public expenditure. He was thus able, in spite of the large disbursements
of his reign, to leave his successor a treasure of 320,000 pounds of gold.

The great currency-reform of his time was the introduction, in A.D. 498,
of the large bronze ? follis of 40 nummia, with its smaller denominations
of 20, 10 and 5 nummia (Pl I. 7, 10, 11; PL IL 1). The new coinage
was welcome to the people as taking the place of bronze coins that were
usually of very small module, and which had evidently become scarce.
It also commended itself by the conspicuous way in which each denomina-

tion proclaimed its value on the reverse—[M = 40; K- 20, &c.® These

ANASTASIUS 1,
11 April, 401
-1 July, 518.

1 See infra, p. 10. The tremissis belonging to Mr. J. W. Barron there referred to,
is thought (as its owner kindly informs me), by some numismatists who have seen it,
to have been altered in the obverse legend, and cannot therefore be claimed as a coin
of Vitalian.

2 In some cases brass rather than bronze: cp. § 8, infra.

3 The passage in the Chronicon of Count Marcellinus, under A.D. 498, has been
discussed by Mommsen in Pinder and Fricdlaender, Beitrdge zur alteren Miinzkunde

—ea



xiv INTRODUCTION

coins were struck at the three mints which were in operation under
Anastasius—Constantinople, Nicomedia and Antioch. The Imperial gold
and silver money, from this reign onwards, is struck chiefly at Constan-
tinople, or at Carthage and in Italy.

Anastasius wae succeeded by Justin I, an illiterate man of peasant- .
birth, but & good soldier and at that time commander of the Imperial
Guards. His reign has been described as a mere prelude

ﬁBTINnIS, to the reign of his famous nephew Justinian. In-521
Y :z' gy, Justinian assumed the Consulship, and by his display of

magnificent Games won the favour of the populace.

On 1 April, 527, Justinian was created Augustus, and reigned jointly
with his uncle till 1 Aug., when Justin died. The coins of the joint rule are
now rare, especially the bronze pieces, but the gold

Justin I and 00 e were probably struck in considerable numbers,
Just L as there are two varieties of the solidus, each with
joint reign, ’

its own set of officinae-numerals. The Constantinople
mint must have been active during the short period—
four months—when these solidi were issued.

The gold coins of Justin I are of rude work, and it is difficult to
separate them from the numerous ‘barbarian’ pieces that bear the name
and head of IVSTINVS (see infra, p. 21). A silver coin with the name of
¢ Justin’ (rev., FELIX CARTA), assigned by Sabatier to Justin I, is probably
& Vandalic piece (infra, p. 18, n. 2, and p. 21).2

1 April-1 Aug. 527.

(Berlin, 1851), p. 123 f.; ep. p. 185 f. and in his Hist. monn. 1om. (ed. Blacas), iii, p. 100 ;
cp. p. 108; see also O. Seeck in Zeit. f. Num., xvii, p. 164; Finlay, Hist. Gr., i, p. 445 ;
Babelon, Traité, i, p. 770. The text in Roncallius, Vet. Lat. Script. Chron. (1787), p. 305=
Mon. Germ. H. xi, p. 95 is:— ¢ Nummis quos Romani Terentianos vocant, Graeci follares,
Anastasius princeps suo nomine figuratis placibilem plebi commutationem distraxit.’
The text apparently contains several corruptions. Scaliger and later critics read
placabilem for placibilem: for follares is read phollares (Babelon) or phollerales (Scaliger) ;
for Terentianos or teremtianos some read teruncios or teruncianos; for commutationem
Nipperdey proposed computationem direxit. Mommsen, who was inclined to read com-
mutationem instruxit, supposed the passage to mean that Anastasius marked each coin

with its respective name (suo nomine figuratis), i.e. with its mark of value, M, K, &ec.,

and thereby introduced a change that was welcome to the common people. Pinder and
Friedlaender (Beitrdge, p. 135 f.) declare that suo nomine figuratis must mean that
Anas'asius issued coins stamped with his own name. The words may certainly (and
perhaps more easily) bear this latter meaning (subsequently adopted by Mommsen,
Hist. monn. rom,, iii, p. 101), but the passage thus translated seems to lose its force,
because the novelty or reform introduced by Anastasius was surely not the stamping
of coins with the Imperial name or monogram—a thing done by his predecessors—
but the stamping them with their marks of value in a conspicuous manner. Another
reading that has been proposed by Mommsen (ap. Pinder and Friedlaender, p. 135)
is implacabilem plebi commutationem distrazit, i.e. * die bisherige dem Volke unbequeme
Art des Miinzverkehrs beseitigte der Kaiser.’

* The alleged representation of EUPHEMIA, the wife of Justin I, on the reverse of
a small bronze coin of her husband (Sab., i, p. 167, No. 59 ; cp. Mém. Soc. arch. St. Pét.,



§ 2. JUSTINIAN I b:3 4

The close of the year 527 ushers us into the spacious times of Justinian,
of Belisarius and Tribonian. The character of Justinian was one strangely
compounded of elements of strength and weakness,
and oven his ability has been depreciated as of SCSTINIAN I,

. . 1 Aug. 527
a mediocre type. Yet he was certainly the cause _14 Nov. 665
of greatness in others, and was himself inspired with ' '
an exalted, or at least grandiose, sense of the dignity of Empire. His
great ideals were those of Imperial and Christian unity!—ideals to be
attained by the re-conquest of the ancient Empire of Rome and by the
organization and surveillance of State and Church in every detail.

Yet Justinian, the law-giver and diplomatist, the theologian, the
master-builder of church and fortress, the patron of the Arts, hardly here
concerns us, and it is remarkable that his ecoinage so imperfectly reflects
the general artistic achievements of his reign. He did nothing to improve
its mechanical execution or to vivify its reverse designs, though he certainly
made an effort in the direction of portraiture so far as his own head
is concerned? But the head of Theodora is absent from his coins,
though the representation of an Empress had for centuries been familiar on
Roman coins, and though his immediate successor (Justin II) associated his
wife with himself on most of his obverses. It is the more remarkable
because Theodora had immense political influence and shared to the full
her husband’s Imperial honours. Her name in insecriptions accompanies
that of Justinian; mosaic portraits and statues of her were everywhere
displayed.®

But Justinian the organizer of victory has left ineffaceable traces on
the coinage, and in place of the five mint-centres of Justin I we have the
eleven or twelve mints of Justinian. The conquest of northern Africa,
of Sicily and Italy, made Carthage, Catina,* Rome and Ravenna Imperial
mints which will interest us till they are lopped off one by one, through the
loss, in the seventh century, of Africa; of Sicily in the ninth century;
of Italy in the eighth and the eleventh centuries.® We are concerned,
moreover, with Justinian on account of the great attention that he paid to

iv, p. 293) is in the highest degree doubtful. I suspect the coin to be a badly preserved
example of the piece with »ev., Tyche of Antioch, like PL IV. 4, infra; cp. de Saulcy,
FEssai, p. 11.

! Cp. Diehl, Justinien, pp. 21, 22.

* Justinian's portrait is discussed, infia, § 4, Period I.

3 Diehl, Justinien, pp. 52, 53, and his Figures byzantines (1906), ‘ Théodora,’ p. 67.

¢ This was probably the mint of Sicily as was certainly the case under later
Emperors.

5 Cp. Bryce, Holy Roman Empire, chap, xvii, p. 318 f., ed. 1904. Justinian has been
sometimes reproached for making these re-conquests instead of confining himself to the
wiser policy of strengthening his Eastern provinces. But, as Prof. Diehl has remarked
(Justinien, p. 662), he could not foresee the future. Justinian was not a mere Byzantine
ruler but, in his own belief, the heir of the Caesars, bound to recover, if he could, his
glorious heritage.
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economics, at least as understood by him.! His reign, in spite of grinding
taxation, of devastating plague (A.D. 542), of extravagant expenditure and
maladministration of the public finances, witnessed a great development
of commerce. His coinage is remarkably abundant and was evidently
regularized with care. This was especially the case with the bronze money
which, from his twelfth year (i.e. A.D. 538/9) onwards, is made to indicate
by regnal years the date of issue, so that at the mints of Constantinople,
Nicomedia and elsewhere we can follow the currency year by year.

Constantinople. The principal mint, as at all periods, was at the

capital. Under Justinian, though not in most later

MINTS OF reigns, the issue of gold was confined to this centre,

JUSTINIAN L., r was silver elsewhere coined, except at Carthage.
Tg::'::ﬂo The important city of THESSALONICA, and the Asiatic
* 777 cities, NICOMEDIA and Cyzicus, continued to issue

bronze on the model of Constantinople.?

Antioch. The usual legend on the coins is ‘Theoupolis’?® & name
assumed by the city after the disastrous earthquake of 29 Nov. 528.

The name ‘ Antioch ’ is not found on the coins after this
ANTIOCH. period though of course it was never really superseded
by the new name. After the destruction of the city by Chosroes in
June 540, it was rebuilt and beautified by Justinian.* We shall note in
later reigns that in this great city of Greeks, Syrians and Jews, Latin seems
to have been imperfectly understood by the Antiochene die-engravers,
and even under Justinian the Latin legends are sometimes most barbarously
reproduced.

Alexandria. This mint, after having been long dormant, once more
comes into operation.® It was never important, its
coins being usually small bronze pieces, undated, and,
as time advances, of barbarous style. The highest denomination is
IB (12 nummis).

Carthage. The conquest of Africa necessitated a new coinage, and the
establishment of a mint at Carthage, the capital. Carthage had fallen

into the hands of Belisarius shortly after his victory at

CARTHAGE. 1, imum, 13 Sept. 533. The native chieftains hastened
to make their submission, and Belisarius disbursed large sums as presents.
It is possible that the issue of a silver coinage may have taken place at
once (the coins with CONOS = CONOB, p. 63, infra), but the minting
of the bronze (marked KART), and, it may be, of the silver, was
probably not carried out till about Sept. 534, when the organization of the

ALEXANDRIA.

1 Diehl, Justinien, p. 534.

? Thessalonica, however, has denominations peculiar to itself, infra, p. 43.

3 See the Catalogue, infru, p. 58. 4 Procop., De aedif., ii, 10 ; v, 5.

5 The coins assigned by Sabatier to Justin I, seem to be better attributed to
Justin II; see infra, p. 62, note 2.
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new province was proceeding. Africa was placed under a Praetorian
Prefect who had his official residence at Carthage. This city was also the
residence of the African commander-in-chief (magister militum).!

It was perhaps in this year (A.p. 534), the date when Belisarius
celebrated at Constantinople his triumph for the overthrow of the Vandals
and king Gelimir, that the enormous gold medallion, formerly in the
French Collection (see frontispiece, vol. I and p. 25, infra), was produced,
no doubt, at the mint of Constantinople.

Sicily. The conquest of this island by Belisarius followed hard upon
his African success. By the end of 585, Sicily became

. . . SICILY.
an Imperial province under the governorship of & praetor
(orparnyés). Its scanty bronze coinage does not seem to be earlier than
A.D. 538.2

There are numerous gold, silver and bronze coins bearing the name of
Justinian which can be identified by style, &ec., as the products of an
I@m mint. '(In some cases ROMA. is named on the  yq yra
coins). The difficulty is to determine whether these MINTS.
coins, or any of them, were struck by the Imperial ; po.m
mint-masters.

Speaking broadly, and without dwelling on details partly discussed
infra, pp. 78, 74, it may be said that several considerations lead one to
suppose that the whole of these coinages, with the exception of a few
bronze and possibly a few gold pieces, are not Imperial but Ostrogothic.
A comparison of the heads of Justinian on these coins (silver and bronze)
with the heads of the same Emperor on undoubted Ostrogothic coins
(i.e. those with the King’s name or monogram), suggests that the entire
series was issued under the same (Ostrogothic) authority.

From the accession of Justinian in 527 till the taking of Rome by
" Belisarius in 536 the Imperialists had no foothold in Italy, and it was
not till 552, on the defeat of Baduila (Totila) and the Ostrogoths by
Narses, that Italy really became Imperial? There was thus ample time
and opportunity for the Qstrogothic mints to continue their operations.

If, moreover, we consider the output of the mint of Rome in the reign
of Justin II and other immediate successors of Justinian, we find that its
issues are exceedingly scanty and chiefly confined to bronze piecvs of the
‘denominations XX and X.* No doubt a great mass of Ostrogothic
coins bearing the name of Justinian long remained in circulation, and
even continued to be imitated over a long series of years, but it is certain

1 See Diehl, L’ Afrique byzantine, especially pp. 40 f., 97, 116, &c.

* The coins are undated, but have the full-face obverse which was first introduced
on Justinian's coinage in A.D. 538/9.

3 The struggle did not even quite end. till 555. Gregorovius, Hist. Rome, i, p. 483
Eng. trans.

¢ There are some solidi and & tremissis that may possibly be Imperial issues of
Justinian, but this is very doubtful ; see infra, pp. 73, 74.

I c
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that the Imperial Roman mint was not important under the immediate
successors of Justinian, and it is probable that in his reign it had not
assumed a position of any significance.

The only coin assigned in this work to the Roman mint is the bronze

piece (p. 70), marked X X, which is dated year 26, i.e. A.D. 552/3, the
year of the practical conquest of Italy.!

Ravenna. This city passed from the Ostrogoths to Belisarius in
589/40, but money does not seem to have been coined
there till about fifteen years after this event. The
establishment of the Exarchate of Ravenna apparently dates only from the
reign of Maurice Tiberius (A.D. 584).

Cherson and uncertain mints. Justinian had various friendly relations
with the interesting city of Cherson,? which was an outpost of commerce,
an oasis of Hellenic civilization, in a desert overrun
by barbarian Huns. Some small bronze coins, no
doubt of 5 nummia, have been attributed to it. They
bear the head of Justinian, and on the reverse a mono-
gram which may be read as the name of Cherson.® This coinage was
scanty and unimportant, though it is possible that it may have been
supplemented by the somewhat similar bronze pieces described, infra,
Pp- 72-78, under ‘ Uncertain Mints’.

.  Corsica and Sardinia, which fell to the Empire along with Africa, seem
to have had no independent mints. So long as Carthage remained Imperial
these islands doubtless used the coins that emanated from that centre.

ii, RAVENNA.

CHERSON AND
UNCERTAIN
MINTS.

Nor do the successes of Justinian in south-eastern Spain (from A.D. 554) -

seem to have led to the establishment of Imperial mints, for the gold coins
with the name of Justinian which are discovered in Spain appear to be
chiefly the currency of the Visigoths.¢

Justinian died on 14 Nov. 565, and his successor was his nephew,
Justin II. He was married to Sophia, niece of Justinian’s wife, Theodora.
The conspicuous events of the reign of Justin II% and

JUBTIN IL, ¢ his successors Tiberius II and Maurice Tiberius are
15 Nov. 5656 . 3 i i
—8 Oot. 578 concerned with the exhausting struggle with the Persians ;

with the devastation of the Balkan Peninsula by Slavs
and Avars; and the conquests (from A.D. 568) of the Lombards in Italy.

! Even to this coin Ravenna may have a claim ; see infra, p. 70, note 1. In 554
the Emperor confided to the revived Senate of Rome the supervision of weights and
measures. The governor of Rome at this time was the praefectus urbis nominated by the
Practorian Prefect. Cp. Diehl, Etudes sur l'administration byz. dans Uexarchat de
Ravenne, p. 125 1. 2 Cp. Procop., De aedif., iii, 7. See Byz. Zeitschrift, iv, 897.

% A. V. Oreshnikov, ‘ Chersono-Byzantine coins’ in vol. iii of the Transactions of the
Moscow Numismatic Society, 1905, p. 862; Pl. VIII. 1-8. See also Sab., Pl XVII 17
and infig, p. 43, note.

¢ Cp. F. Gorres, ‘Die byzantinischen Besitzungen an den Kisten des Spanisch-
‘Westgotischen Reiches (554-624) ' in B. Z., 1907, p. 515 f. 8 Bury, Hist., ii, p. 67 f.
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The general disintegration of the Empire reaches & climax in the reign of
Phocas’! (A.D. 602-610), but in the course of the seventh century the
Empire is rescued from destruction and revived by the energy of
Heraclius.

During the last four years of his life Justin II was insane, but in
a lucid interval in Dec. 574 he created Tiberius II Caesar, and, till the
death of Justin IT in 578, Tiberius ruled (as a subordinate co-regent) with
the Empress Sophia.

Sophia, unlike her aunt Theodora, assumes a prominent place on the
Imperial coinage from the very first year of Justin’s reign; the usual
type of the bronze coins being a group of the Emperor
and Empress enthroned (Pl. XL 8-11). She doce not T“;;mh;”"
appear on the gold and silver. On the coins of Carthage, )
not only the effigy but the name of the Empress is added to that of her
husband, in the inscription DN IVSTINO ET SOFIE VITA (p. 99, infra).
Perhaps these figures reproduce actual statues such as those which are
known to have stood in public places at Constantinople—statues of Justin IT
and Sophis, of his daughter Arabia and of Helena his niece.?

During this reign all the mints of Justinian continue in operation, and
gold coins seem also to have been struck at Ravenna. At the Capital,
a new reverse type is introduced on the solidus, a seated figure of
Constantinople (Néa ‘Péun: Pl XI. 1). John of Ephesus® says that on
his ‘daries’ (i.e. solidi) Justin ‘introduced a female figure which was
generally compared to Venus’, but that his successor Tiberius II discon-
tinued this design and, in accordance with the dictation of a vision,
caused the Cross to be represented on the reverse of his coins. It seems
strange that the armed and draped figure of Constantinople should bave
been mistaken, even by the most ignorant, for the Goddess of Love, yet
John’s statement is at any rate correct as to the reverse-type substituted
by Tiberius.*

The coins of Antioch are remarkable for the entirely barbarous
legends of the obverses, which must have been prepared by engravers
who were unacquainted with Latin.

At Carthage, the variety of types is noteworthy. We know that
in Justin’s reign some special care was bestowed on the administration
of Africa and the regulation of its finances. Carthage erected statues
in honour of this Emperor.® The silver coins (Pl. XIIL 3) bear

! Bury, op. cit., ii, p. 68. 2 Unger's Quellen der Byz. Kunstgesch., pp. 251, 263.

3 iii, 14, trans. R. Payne Smith.

* On the obr. of his solidi Justin IT holds the globus surmounted by a Victory
offering a wreath: on the solidi of Justinian I the Emperor holds the globus cruciger.
The Victory introduced by Justin may be compared with the wreath-bearing Victory
that surmounted the Imperial throne of Justin II ; cp. Corippus, In laud. Iust., iii, 201 f. ;
Bayet, L'Art byz., p. 94.

5 Diehl, L' Afrique byzantine, p. 458 f.
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the legend FELIX RESPVBL(ica) and Justin’s panegyrist Corippus
declares :—
Felix est totus Iustino principe mundus;?!

but probably this particular inscription was suggested by the FELIX
CARTHAGO of the Vandalic coinages.?

Tiberius II, Constantine,® Count of the Excubiti, who had been
appointed Caesar by Justin II in Dec. 574, became Augustus and sole
Emperor in Sept. 578, in the month preceding the

gﬁfﬂ:mli’ death of Justin IL. In the dates on his coins he
Caesar, Doo, 574 2ially reckons his ‘reign’ as beginning with his
_Sept. 578 ; Caesarship, but there is no evidence that decisively

proves that he struck money till he became sole ruler
and Augustus.* His wife Anastasia now received
Imperial honours and took the place of his former
co-regent, the widowed Empress Sophia (cp. obv. of
coins of Thessalonica, Pl. XV. 2, Tiberius II and Anastasia).

Tiberius merited praise as a ruler for the attention which he paid
to the army and for his remission of taxation throughout the Empire.
But his popularity was largely achieved—to the great detriment of the
Imperial treasury—by the most extravagant donations to all sorts and
conditions of men. One of the most politic of his gifts was the presentation
to Chilperic, King of the Franks, of gold coins or medallions each of
a pound’s weight (cp. infra, p. 105).

The election of Tiberius to the (sole) consulship gave occasion at
Constantinople and several provincial mints for a new obverse type
representing the Emperor in Consular dress. The earliest of these coins
belong to 578/9 (regnal year ‘5°’). The bronze coins of this type are
large and well struck, and the solidus is of relatively good work
(PL XIV. 5; XVL 3; XIII 20). We have already noticed (p. xix, supra)
that he introduced a sacred reverse-type —the Cross—on all denominations
of his gold money. Another innovation was the introduction of a bronze
piece of XXX nummia.

Tiberius died on Aug. 13, 582. A few days earlier (Aug. 5), realizing
that he was dying, he had elected as his successor Mauricius, the Count

Augustus and sole
ruler, 26 Sept. 578
-18 Aug. 682.

1 Corippus, Paneg. in laud. Anastasii, 1. 83; ed. Partsch. At the processus of
Justin II's Consulship, the Senate (according to Corippus, In laud. Iust., iv, 1. 180 f.)
saluted the Emperor-Consul with cries of ¢ Vincas' and ‘Consule te felix, te principe,
floreat orbis *.

* Corippus, Iohann., vi (v), 58, 59, ‘felix Carthago Iustiniana.’ Cp. Feliz Roma the
favourite motto of the Ostrogoth Theodoric: ‘Regnante Theodorico Domino nostro
felix Roma * (Gregorovius, Rome, Book II, chap. ii, pp. 315, 316, Eng. trans.).

3 The name of Constantine had been bestowed on Tiberius by Justin 1I when he
appointed him Caesar; John of Ephesus, iii, 5, 10, 23; Chron. Pasch., p. 376 A, cited by
Clinton, Fast. Rom., p. 834. As to the name on the coins, see infre, p. 130 n.

¢ On the difficulties of the dating on the coins see the discussion, infra, p. 125.
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of the Foederati (barbarian auxiliaries), a good general who had recently
returned from the campaign in Persia.

Maurice—who had assumed the additional name of Tiberius—had

a reputation for piety and moderation. He was stigmatized as avaricious,
but he seems only to have practised a wise economy MAURICE
which contrasted strongly with the lavish expenditure TYBERIUS
of his predecessor. Until the peace of A.D. 591, the 18 Ang. 582
Persian War was a perpetual drain upon his resources, o9 wov. 602
while he was further harassed, during his twenty (d. 26 or 37 Nov.).
years' reign, by the struggle with the Avars and Slavs.
His unsympathetic treatment of the army, or perhaps his disciplinary zeal,
led to a revolt in which the centurion Phocas took a leading part. Phocas
marched on Constantinople and Maurice fled to Chalcedon, but was
captured and put to death by Phocas on 26 (or 27) Nov. 602.

The mints of this reign continue as before, and the coinage is
abundant. At THESSALONICA, the flourishing city where the Prefect of
Illyricum resided, the dated coinage extends from the second to the last
year of the Emperor’s reign, but there are apparently no coins of years
16, 17, 18, i.e. from A.D. 597/8 to A.D. 599/600. It seems to have been
in the year 597 that the city experienced a siege at the hands of the
Avars.!

The coinage of CARTHAGE—partly dated by Indictions—is fairly
important. In this reign the Exarch of Africa (in place of the Magister
militum Africae) is mentioned (A.D. 591) for the first time. The Exarchs
were selected judiciously by Maurice, and they governed and defended the
country with success against native risings. The insurrection of 595 was
the last revolt of the Africans against the Byzantine authority.?

The coinage of Rome continues to be very scanty, but that of Ravenna
is more important: the Exarch of Ravenna was apparently first created in
this reign, circ. A.D. 584.3

The bronze of Sicily, now marked with the mint-name Catina, becomes
more abundant, and was issued during many years of the reign.

The Lombard and Gaulish imitations of the coinages of Maurice* lie
beyond the limits of this work, though they illustrate the history of his
reign. The Duchies of Spoletium and Beneventum had already been
formed by Lombard chiefs, and from 584 onwards the Lombardic conquests
in northern Italy began to be consolidated and completed. Against the
Lombards Maurice sought the help of the Franks, and sent a subsidy
of 50,000 solidi to Childebert, whom he saluted as his ‘son’. .

The somewhat interesting family coinage of Maurice Tiberius must be

! Bury, Hist., ii, p. 134 f. Thessalonica was thrice besieged in the seventh century.
* Diehl, L'Afr. byz., pp. 478, 482.

3 Bury’s Gibbon, iv, p. 545 ; Diehl, L' Exasrchat de Rarenne.

* Cp. p. 161, infru.
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noticed. It consists (i) of bronze coins (Pl. XX. 1) bearing the figures of
the Emperor and his wife Constantina (the daughter
of Tiberius II, Constantine), and—on the reverse—
their son Theodosius, represented in youth or manhood. These coins
were struck at Cherson, which, though commercially important and
tenacious of its old Hellenic independence, was never one of the great
mints of the Empire and had apparently issued coins hitherto only under
Justinian I.! It is probable that Maurice had some special connexion
with this city, and that the issue of coins from its mint was intended as
a compliment, on one side or the other.? (ii) There are silver coins of
Carthage bearing the name of Theodosius (Augustus) only. On one type
of these (Pl. XX. 8) are three busts which may be best identified as those
of Theodosius and of his father and mother.

As to the date of these family coins: Theodosius was born 4 Aug. 584.
A few years later (about 589%) he was created Augustus. This is the
earliest date at which these coins can have been struck, but unless we
are to assume that the representation of Theodosius is purely conventional
(a child represented as youth or man), it is better to place the issue a few
years later when the precocious Augustus was at any rate about twelve or
thirteen. Perhaps the issue of the coins took place about 596/7 when
Maurice made a remarkable will by which he bequeathed the Empire to his
sons. The share assigned to Theodosius as the eldest was Constantinople
and the East. The coins are not likely to have been struck so late as
601/2, because in that year Theodosius was very much in disgrace with
his father (who, indeed, chastised him with rods) on account of his
connexion with Germanus, who was charged with rebellion against the
Emperor. Theodosius was put to death by Phocas in 602, shortly after his
father. His mother Constantina was imprisoned, and put to death in 605.

Phocas, who had been crowned Emperor on 23 Nov. 602, shortly
before his execution of Maurice Tiberius, was an ignorant and brutal
soldier, regarded by his contemporaries as a sort of

Family Coinage.

2: IHqOCAe%z monster—the ‘ New Gorgon’. His very appearance was
4 O:: .610 repulsive, and Cedrenus?® describes him as short and

deformed, with red hair and shaggy eyebrows that met
together (but with a shaven chin),* and a face disfigured by an ugly scar
which darkened in moments of anger. On his coins (Pl. XX. 4, &ec.) Phocas

1 Cp. p. xviii, supra.

? The inscription in Boeckh, C.I. G., vol. iv, No. 8740, mentions the restoration of
the palace (xaiodpiov) in Bosporus which Eupaterios, orparnhdrns xai 300§ Xepoowos,
undertook at the expense of a Byzantine Emperor. According to Latyschev (cited B. Z.,
iv, 1895, p. 897) the Ewmperor in question is probably Maurice Tiberius and the date
A.D. 590.—To the references to the Cherson coins on pp. 158, 159, infra, add
A. V. Oreshnikov, ¢ Chersono-Byzantine Coins,’ printed in vol. iii of the Transactions of
the Moscoww Numismatic Society, Moscow, 1905, P1. VIII, 5-12,

3 P. 404 =i, 708, ed. Bonn. ¢ Zivoppis e kal T yéverov kepouevos.
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has an unkempt, almost ruffianly appearance: he is always represented
bearded,! so that the description of Cedrenus must, in this particular,
be inaccurate? We may rely all the more on the testimony of the
coins because, in this case, a bearded Emperor is a deliberate innovation
on the beardless type of the previous reigns. Moreover, the leaden seals
of this Emperor have the same legend and bearded bust as the coins.?

During the earlier years of his rule Phocas places on the bronze coins
the two standing figures of his wife Leontia and himself, Leontia being
usually nimbatet The coinage as a whole was fairly abundant, and was
struck at nine mints. Many of the bronze pieces are restruck, chiefly on
the coins of Maurice Tiberius.

‘The reign of Phocas’ (says Gibbon) ‘ afflicted Europe with ignominious
peace and Asia with devastating war.” The peace was that which was
concluded with the Avars in 604, when at the same time the Imperial
tribute to them was increased. The Persian war was especially disastrous.
In 606-607 the Persians overran western Mesopotamia and Syria, and in
608 their army advanced across Asia Minor to Chalcedon so that blazing
villages could be seen from Constantinople itself.

The tyranny and stupidity of Phocas increased the disorders of
a troubled period. His endeavour to constrain his Jewish subjects to
accept the Christian sacrament of Baptism led to serious revolts (A.D. 609)
in Antioch and Alexandria.® The many conspiracies of the reign were
succeesfully repressed by him, but, finally, on 4 Oct. 610, a new rival,
Heraclius, the son of Heraclius the elder, the venerated Exarch of Africa,
defeated the Emperor’s fleet. The tyrant was put to death, and Heraclius
was proclaimed Augustus and crowned by the Patriarch in Constantinople
on Oct. 5.

A coinage of solidi (vouiopuara), now very scarce, was evidently
prepared in haste for circulation with the name of

Heraclius. . This »éuioua was closely modelled upon HERACLIUS,
i : o s 5 Oct. 610
the corresponding coin of Phocas, and the portrait is _11 Feb. 841

not distinguishable from that of Phocas (see imfra,
p-184, note 3; PL XXIII.1). But Heraclius soon instituted a new véuoua

! On the Constantinopolitan semisses and tremisses he is beardless, but the obverses
of these denominations are purely conventional and are repeated from reign to reign.
On the corresponding Ravenna pieces Phocas is usually given a beard.

?* Unless possibly it means that the beard on his chin was trimmed [cp. the pointed
beard of the coins] but not clean shaven.

3 Schlumberger, Sigillogr., p. 420 ; Konstantopoulosin Journal internat. d'arch. num..
1903, p. 70. A steelyard weight in the British Museum having the form of a bearded
Emperor has been identified with probability, on comparison with the coins, as Phocas:
see Dalton, B. M. Cat., Early Christian Antigquities, No. 485.

* Cp. Gibbon, v, p.64, ed. Bury :—* The images of the Emperor and his wife Leontia
were exposed.in the Lateran to the veneration of the clergy and Senate of Rome.’

5 Of Alexandria there arc & number of extremely barbarous coins which appear to
belong to this reign.
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on which the cross potent (already found on the tremissis of Phocas, but
without steps) takes the place of the figure of Victory. From his third
year onwards variations in the obverse type in all metals become frequent.
Most commonly Heraclius appears with his young son Heraclius Constantine,
who was born in May, 612 and crowned Augustus in 613. His son (by
Martina, his second wife) Heraclonas, who was born in 615 and crowned
Augustus in 638, appears on the coins with his father and elder brother,
but not (at Constantinople) before the year 639/40.! When the Empress
Martina is seen it is in conjunction with her husband and her stepson
Heraclius Constantine.

These family groupings are represented quaintly but not without
a touch of artistic feeling (see Pl. XXIII. 7, 10; XXIV. 10), and it may
be said that the engraving of the gold and silver coins of Heraclius
(at any rate at Constantinople) is throughout fairly neat and skilful.
Heraclius himself, according to the description in Cedrenus,® was a man
of middle helght strongly built and broad-chested, with fine eyes and
yellow hair: he had a long bushy beard, but when he became Emperor
he shaved. The coins represent him in A.D. 610 with a pointed beard like
Phocas,® but shortly afterwards with a close beard (Pl. XXIII 1 and 2).
From about 629/30, the twentieth year of his reign, he presents a grotesque
appearance with a long flowing beard and a moustache of enormous
extension (Pl. XXIIL. 9).

The earlier years of the reign of Heraclius were times of grievous
disaster for the Empire. Persia was, indeed, a vetus hostis, but its
hostility was now productive of unexampled misfortune. Phocas had lost
Mesopotamia; but Asia Minor was now overrun by the Persians right up
to Chalcedon. Syria was attacked, and in 611, Antioch, and in 614,
Jerusalem were captured.* A precious relic, the Holy Rood, was carried
off to Persia. The new coin-legend, Deus adiuta Romanis, first adopted on
the silver of 615,° must have had an almost pathetic significance. In 617
the Persians captured Alexandria and robbed the Empire of ¢ Egypt’, the
granary of Constantinople. But in 622 there came a change. Heraclius
had proclaimed & crusade which was welcomed with something like
national enthusiasm. The churches of Constantinople lent their plate and
treasure, and the free doles of corn to the populace were discontinued. The
Emperor himself commanded in person, and by & long series of campaigns
lasting from 622 to” 628° completely shattered the power of Persia.

1 On coins of Rome (p. 243, infira) Heraclonas appears A.D. 622/8.

? Bury, Hist., ii, p. 208.

3 No doubt a fancy portrait ; see p. xxiii, supiu, and infra, p. 184, note 3.

4 Pernice, L'Imp. Eraclio, p. 64, note.

* Tolre ¢ éret (615) yéyovey dmd vépov vépiopa éfdypappov dpyvpoiv, kai Baoihixal fdyas
8¢ abrod yeydvag kai kara 6 futov rijs dpxudryros, Chron. Alex., vol. i, p. 706, ed. Bonn.

¢ 8o Pernice, op. cit., p. 57. In 626 a formidable but unsuccessful attack was made
upon Constantinople by the Persians allied with Avars and Slavs.

l
|
|
|
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In 628 the Persian King Chosroes died. His son made submission to
Heraclius and peace was established. In the following year (629) the
Empire was again in possession of Egypt and of the other provinces of
which Persia had deprived it. The Holy Rood was given back to Heraclius
and was solemnly reinstated by him at Jerusalem (A.p. 629).! The long
cross seen on the coins of A.D. 629/30 in the hands of the Emperor may
perhaps be not a mere cruciform sceptre but the Rood itself (P1. XXIV.5;
XXVIIL. 20; infra, p. 234).

But a power more formidable than the Persian was already rising, and
at a time when the Empire was exhausted by long warring and drained
by new taxation, the great Islamic movement under Mohammad had to be
reckoned with. In 634 the Arab conquest of Syria began. Damascus,
Antioch and Jerusalem fell into the hands of the Saracens, and by 638 the
conquest was complete. The Arab invasion of Egypt was reserved for
the last melancholy years of the reign of Heraclius, and its capital
Alexandria did not fall till some time after his death, which took place
on 11 Feb. 641.

During this long and momentous reign no less than twelve mints were
in operation, but no important changes were made in the coinage beyond
the issue of the ‘silver Hexagram’ (= double miliaresion), a piece of
six seripula, extant specimens of which weigh a little over 100 grains Troy.
A curious feature of the bronze coinage, probably significant of an
ill-supplied treasury and of careless administration, is the constant evidence
of restriking. Instances in which new flans were prepared for the coinage
of Heraclius are probably exceptional ; the general rule being to utilize as
flans any older coins that came to hand, especially those of Tiberius II
Constantine, Maurice Tiberius and Phocas. Restriking has been noticed
in previous reigns, but under Heraclius it was particularly extensive and
slovenly. Little or no attempt is made to obliterate the first types, and the
original dates and mint-names are often more conspicuous than those
impressed by Heraclius. Sometimes the old coin restruck by Heraclius

has itself been originally restruck. In Sicily, the large M coins of the
fifth and sixth centuries (Anastasius I—Justinian I) and certain coins of
Heraclius himself, struck at various mints, were reissued with no alteration
beyond two countermarks which showed the reigning Emperor’s head and
the name of ¢Sicily’ (Pl. XXVIIIL 8, 4, &o.). A curious parallel may be
found in the history of the English coinage under George III, when the
government of the day—as a makeshift for a much-needed new issue of
five-shilling pieces—put into circulation a great mass of Spanish dollars,
countermarked either with G. R. (Georgius rex) or with a small head of
George ITI.

Of the twelve mints, the most important was CONSTANTINOPLE, where

V On the date of the restoration of the Rood, see Pernice, op. cit., pp. 317 £, 174 f,
I
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a long and nearly unbroken series of dated coins was issued from the
first to the thirtieth year of Heraclius. In bronze, the

only important denomination was the follis (marked M).
The succession of the types can be studied conveniently
on the dated bronze pieces of this mint. In years 1 to 3 we find
Heraclius alone; from year 8 to 5, Heraclius and his son Heraclius
Constantiné ; from year 6 to 19, the group of Heraclius, Heraclius Con-
stantine and Martina. In year 20 (= A. D. 629/30) there is a new variety—
Heraclius in malitary dress and Heraclius Constantine. In year 30
(A. D. 689/40) we find the three figures of Heraclius, Heraclius Constantine
and Heraclonas.

CARTHAGE in this reign is also a mint of considerable importance.
Heraclius as the son of an exarch of Africa had a peculiar regard for
the province, and at one time contemplated the substitution of Carthage
for Constantinople as his capital. Under Heraclius, Africa was prosperous
and peaceful, though towards the end of his reign the disorganization
of the province had already begun, and the Berbers and other native
peoples were asserting their independence.! The African coins present
several peculiarities, especially the representation of Heraclius and his
eldest son in the guise of Consul. The first appearance here, cire. A. p. 629,
of & Greek legend—€N TOBTO NIKA—is also noteworthy.

ALEXANDRIA has & varied and somewhat curious coinage. The capture
of the city by the Persians took place at the end of A.p. 6172 but in
627/8 the Persians evacuated Egypt, and the Imperial supremacy was
restored and confirmed by the peace of 629. It is strange that there

should be coins (see infra, p. 224, M) that bear dates from 622/3-623/4,
and thus fall within the period of Persian rule. The undated coins (infra,
p. 224; PL XXVI. 7, 8) with the star and crescent on the obverse are
also remarkable,® and these symbols may perhaps commemorate the
victory over the Persian king Chosroes, whose emblems they were;* and
if this is the right interpretation the coins were probably struck in 628,
the year of the death of Chosroes, or in 629.

The Persian invasion of Egypt was to be followed, after some years
interval, by the still more important attack of the Arabs. This latter invasion
began in Dec. 639,° and in June 641 (i.e. a few months after the death
of Heraclius) Alexandria was attacked. It capitulated in Nov. 641, and
was finally evacuated by the Romans in Sept. 642. At the end of 645
the city was retaken by the Romans, but was finally regained by the

Mints of
Heraolius.

1 Diehl, L'4fr. byz., p. 517 f. In Spain, most of the Imperial possessions were lost
in A.D. 616 and again 621-631; Diehl, p. 531.

* A. J. Butler, Arab Conguest of Egypt, pp. xxvii, xxviii.

® Notice also the crown with cross in crescent on No. 276, p. 224, infra.

4 Cp. Froehner, Annuaire de la soc. frang. de Num., 1890, p. 472 f.

5 Butler, op. cit., for this and the following dates.
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Arabs in the summer of 646. It will thus be seen that there was
opportunity for the intermittent activity of the mint of Alexandria during
the earlier years of Constans II, the successor of Heraclius. I have not,
however, ventured definitely to assign coins to his reign, though, as
indicated, infra, p. 227, some of the more barbarous pieces deseribed under
‘Heraclius I, Alexandria’ may have been issued A.D. 641-646, and thus
during the reign of Constans. It seems likely that with the Arabian
conquest in the summer of 641 the mint came to an end. Yet it is just
possible that some of the coins with apparently barbarous legends, MAN,
NON, &e. (infra, p. 227), may have emanated from Alexandria even
under the domination of the Arabs; for under the new rulers the old
civil administration of Egypt was, on the whole, maintained unaltered,
and many official posts were even filled by Coptic Christians.!

The coinage of Rome is insignificant ; that of Ravenna in gold, silver
and bronze of much greater importance. In Sicily we have already
observed (p. xxv, supra) the issue of old folles stamped with the Emperor’s
countermark. The smaller denominations in bronze were struck at Catina.

Antioch (Theoupolis), captured first by the Persians in A.D. 611,% and
then by the Arabs in 636 issued no coins under Heraclius, though
once 80 prolific & mint. The only exception is formed by the coins of
year 7 (= A.D. 616/7) with the inscription SEYSH, apparently a blundered
rendering of ¢ Theoupolis’.

The old mints of Thessalonica, Nicomedia and Cyzicus continued in
operation, and two other places now strike for the first and last time under
Byzantine rule—Isaura Palaia, which issued coins of year 8 (= A.D. 617/8),
and a Cypriote mint, doubtless Constantia, which struck in year 17
(= A.D. 626/7) or perhaps as early as year 15 (= A. D. 624/5).

Heraclius by his will left the administration of the Empire to his
two sons Heraclius Constantine and Heraclonas, and
to the Empress Martina. Heraclius Constantine died, HrBAcLIUS
after a few months’ reign, on 24 May, 641. In CONSTANTINE
September, Constantinus (I1I), called also Constans AND

. . HERACLONAS.
(II),* the young son of Heraclius Constantine and
grandson of the great Heraclius, was chosen Emperor. He was crowned
in October, and Heraclonas and his mother, Martina, were deposed.

1 Butler, op. cit., p. 450. Fustat Misr, not Alexandria, was now the capital
of Egypt.

? Bury's Gibbon, v, 69 f.

3 Bury, Hist., ii, 267 n.; Bury's Gibbon, v, 437 n.

* His baptismal name was Heraclius, changed at his coronation to Constantinus.
This last was evidently his official name, Constans being a popular appellation (Bury's
Gibbon, v, 176 n.; Kaestner, D¢ Imperio Constantini III (1907), p. 24). On the coins
he is always ‘Constantinus’, but to avoid possible difficulties in the numbering of the
many Emperors named Constantine, and in accordance with the usage of most modern

historians (following Theophanes), the Emperor has here been spoken of as Constans II.
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There are no coins that can, with any certainty, be assigned to this
period between the death of Heraclius in Feb. 641 and the coronation
of Constantinus III (Constans II) in October of the same year.

The coinage of Constans II is closely modelled on that of his grand-
father, Heraclius, and in various series he associates himself with the
figures of his son Constantine IV, Pogonatus (Augustus

CONSTANS II g,y a.D. 654), and his younger sons Heraclius and
(CoweramrTINUE Tiberius. His coins were struck at five mints only—
III), Sept. 641 Constantinople, Sicily (Catina or Syracuse), Carthage.
_Sept. (1) 668. onstantinople, Sicily yracuse), hage,
Rome and Ravenna—as compared with the twelve
mints of Heraclius; in other words, Thessalonica, Nicomedia, Cyzicus,
Antioch and Alexandria! have ceased to coin, as well as the short-lived
mints of Isaura and Cyprus.

The gold coinage issued at the Capital is abundant and well struck
and the number of dies employed is very remarkable. The bronze
coinage, on the contrary, is very badly struck, and the types are usually
impressed on earlier coins, which are sometimes the large coins of the
sixth century cut up into two or three pieces. The chief denomination

is the follis (marked M) which is now of small module: on most of these
coins the inseription dvavéwa:is occurs (see infra, p. 266 n.).

The Carthage mint continues to be of considera.ble importance, though
after the Arab invasion of 647 the Imperial domination of Northern Africa
began to be seriously threatened. Sicily, in place of the old sixth-century
coins which Heraclius had made current by his countermarks, has now
types of its own, but even these are generally restruck on earlier money.

Under the rule of Constans, a man of energetic and independent
character, the territory of the Empire was not materially curtailed, though
in the earlier part of his reign Cyprus was attacked, Rhodes plundered and
Armenia lost. Alexandria was razed to the ground in A.p. 646.2 In 658/9
Muaviah the Caliph made peace with the Emperor, In 663 hostilities
were renewed and the Arabs made yearly invasions of Asia Minor.

! Some of the barbarous Alexandrian coins catalogued under Heraclius I may
possibly have been struck in the early years of Constans II; see supra, p. xxvii.

? In A.D. 647 GREGORY the Patrician, Governor of Africa, revolted and assumed the
purple. According to Ibn Abd-el-Hakam he struck coins with his own effigy (Kaestner,
De Imp. Constant., p. 34; Diehl, L'Afr. byz., p. 557). Some small silver coins have been
sometimes attributed to him (Kev. belge, 1856, p. 191, cp. p. 492; 1857, p. 22; Helbing
Sale Cat., 13 May, 1907, lot 170 and plate. The obr. has a crowned Imperial bust.

o

Rev., 44R. The attribution does not seem to me certain, and the style of the obverse
€

appears to be later than the time of the African Gregory. Two specimens in the
British Museum are assigned to the series of Beneventum: one of these formed part
of the large collection of Italian coins purchased by the Museum in 1847 from
Baron Kolb.
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Constans was unpopular in the Capital, and his famous TVmos, which
forbade all discussion as to the nature of the will and the nature of the
energy of Christ, though intended to make for peace, scemed to his subjects
to treat with contemptuous indifference the burning theological issues of
the day.! In 662 he left Constantinople never to return. On his way to
Italy he visited Athens, and it is likely enough that he and his courtiers
brought with them the numerous gold coins that in our own time have
been discovered buried at the site of the Asklepieion.? After ravaging the
territory of the Dukes of Beneventum, which he was unable to recover for
the Empire, Constans took up his residence at Syracuse, where he lived till
668, when he was assassinated by his bathing-attendant. He had reigned
twenty-seven years. .

His son Constantine IV had, since 654, been associated with his father
as Augustus, and it is from this year that Constantine reckons his regnal
years when—as is only exceptionally the case— ;4o s gmrNE IV,
a date is inscribed on his coins. He is said to

. . POGONATUS,

bave acquired the nickname Pogonatus from the Sept. 668-Sept. 685.
circumstance that when he left the Capital for

Sicily to avenge his father's death his face was smooth, but when he
returned he had grown a beard. On the coins we find both beardless and
bearded types, but ¢ Pogonatus’ is an epithet more suitable to the enormous
beards of Heraclius and Constans II than to the short close beard: of
Constantine as shown on his coins (Pl. XXXVI).

During this reign the Bulgarians settled to the south of the Danube
(their kingdom was established A.p. 679), and the Slavs more than once
besieged Thessalonica, now no longer an Imperial mint. But the life-and-
death struggle was with the Caliph Muaviah and the Saracens. A great
siege of Constantinople, extending over the years 672-677, was successfully
resisted, and the army and fleet of the infidel suffered disastrous defeat.
In 678 peace was made with the Caliphate on honourable terms, and
Constantine, who played something of the heroic part of Heraclius and
Leo the ‘Isaurian’, received the congratulations of the western world.
It is probably not without significance that on the obverses of his coins
this Emperor is represented—almost throughout—as an armed warrior.
The design is borrowed from the earliest type of the solidi of the great
Justinian (itself modelled on a type found in preceding reigns), and the
characteristic feature is that the Emperor holds a spear and a shield
(adorned with the device of a horseman attacking a prostrate enemy).
On the second type of the solidi of Justinian I (and afterwards on the
solidi of his successors) the Emperor holds the globus cruciger instead of
the spear, but Constantine IV only exceptionally lays aside his spear for
the globus.

! Bury, Hist., ii, 304.
? Svoronos, in Journ. internat. d'arch. num., 1904, p. 143 f.
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Constantine’s bronze coins struck at the Capital are of about the same
large module as those of Justinian I, though it may be suspected, perhaps,
that old coins of Justinian have been restruck with the types of the later
Emperor. His Sicilian coins are like those of his father Constans. His
Carthage coinage, though showing (on the thick solidi) traces of barbarism,
continues to be important : in spite of the Arab invasion of Africa in 669,
and of the foundation of Kairouan, south of Carthage, the Imperialists still
held their ground, and at the end of the seventh century, Carthage and
Hadrumetum and many citadels of the interior were still in their
hands.!

In the acts of his reign and on many of his coins, Constantine IV
is associated with his younger brothers Heraclius and Tiberius, but he
deposed them from their Imperial position, circ. 680. The extraordinary
demand made by the army of the Anatolic district that Constantine should
associate his two brothers in his rule because—being believers in the
doctrine of the Trinity—they wished to be governed by a trinity of
Emperors, may perhaps throw light on the feeling that inspired the
frequent representation on Imperial coinage of groups of three (e.g.
Heraclius and family and later Emperors).

Constantine died in 685, leaving his throne to his eldest son Justinian IT,
who was then sixteen, and who had been associated with his father (though
not apparently on the coins) since 680.

Justinian II was successful in & war with the Bulgarians, but in 692
he quarrelled with the Caliph Abdalmalik, and the Imperial arms suffered
defeat in Cilicia and Cappadocia at the hands of the Saracens.

Justinian employed as his ministers two men, Stephanus and

JUSTINIAN II Theodotus, whose rapacity and extortionate det.a.ling—

(frst reign) not alien to a certain strain of cruelty in his own

Sept 685-69’5 character—made him immensely unpopular. In 695

) " he was overthrown by the general Leontius and
banished with his nose slit,”? or at any rate branded, to Cherson.

Leontius reigned three years, and like most of the
ephemeral monarchs who ascended the Imperial throne,
probably issued coins, though none are known to be
extant.3

With regard to the coinage of Justinian II during the period 685-695
it may be noticed that he introduced some interesting types, notably the
head of the Saviour (in two forms), which now appears for the first time
on the Imperial coinage (Pl. XXXVIII. 15-17).* In one of his coin-legends

LEONTIUS,
695-608.

! Diehl, L'Afr. byz., p. 589.
2 Hence his nickname Rhinotmetos.

3 A leaden seal reading Deus aiuta Leontii Aug. Romion is attributed to Leontius by
Mordtmann in B. Z., 1906, p. 614.

¢ There is, previously, un isolated case of the representation of the figure of Christ
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the Emperor describes himself as Servus Christi; on other coins the
word PAX is conspicuous. His mints are Constantinople, Carthage and
Syracuse.

There are no coins (at any rate in the British Museum) belonging to
the Ravenna mint, though bronze money may well have been struck there,
as was certainly the case in one or two later reigns. .

But the issue of the great bulk of the gold coinage of Coinages of Cen-
Ravenna (distinguishable by its bracteate-like fabric) trel and Southern

seems to have ceased with the reign of Heraclius or . tlft;ltyhl:n?eoth
Constans II. )

Under Justinian II the coinage of Italian mints centuries.

differs greatly in style and fabric from that previously issued by the Lombards
(in the north of Italy) and by the Imperialist authority at Ravenna.!
This Italian coinage continues throughout the eighth century and during
the ninth till the time of Theophilus and Michael III, i.e. circ. A.D. 842.
It consists of solidi and tremisses which, as a rule, reproduce the types of
the Imperial coinage of Constantinople, reign by reign. But it may
be distinguished from the Constantinopolitan money by the following
criteria :—1. The coins are rudely engraved in high relief, and type and
legend are very rough to the touch, almost, one might say, as if designed
to be fingered by a blind man. They nearly always show some trace of
barbarism, especially in the frequent blunders of the inscriptions. 2. The
gold is often much alloyed either with silver or with baser metals: some
of the coins have the appearance of electrum, others of silver, more or less
debased. 3. Various letters and a star are often found in the field of
the reverses.

These coins have been much neglected by numismatists, though
de Salis, in arranging the British Museum collection, has rendered a useful
service in bringing a number of them together under the heading of the
Italian class’. I have arranged many others in the same way, but the
great difficulty is to determine at what mints, and by whom, these pieces
were struck. Their general provenance seems to be Italy, Central and
Southern, and many bear a remarkable resemblance to the gold coins of
the Lombard Duchy of Beneventum.? This ducal coinage of Beneventum

on a rare solidus of Marcian, struck circ. A.D.450. On the rer., the Saviour, wearing the
nimbus cruciger, stands blessing the bride and bridegroom, Pulcheria and Marcian; see
G. Macdonald, Coin Types, p. 234 ; Pl. IX. 8, solidus in Hunter Museum ; cp. Dressel in
Zeit. f. Num., xxi, p. 247 f.

1 Even before the time of Justinian II there are gold coins, inscribed with the
‘names of Constans II and of Constantine 1V, which are not of the ‘bracteate’ fabric
but resemble the Italian coins with the name of Justinian II here referred to.

2 On the Beneventum coinage see Keary, Coinages of Western Europe, p. 99;
Blanchet, Nouv. manuel de num., 1I, p. 212; Engel and Serrure, Traité de num., i, pp. 85,
288. The coins of the Principality of Salerno may also be compared, but these do not
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took its rise under Romoald II, cire. A.D. 698, and consists of imitations
of the solidi of Justinian II, whose bust and legends (much blundered)
are copied by Romoald and his successors. Grimoald III, the contemporary
of Charlemagne, first places his own name on the Beneventine coins
instead of the blundered name of Justinian IL!

The provenance of the Italian coins now under discussion, and their
resemblance to the Beneventum coinage, seem to authorize us in describing
them as a coinage of Central and Southern Italy. They can hardly have
formed part of the Beneventine currency, though another Lombard Duchy,
that of Spoleto,? in Central Italy, might be a possible claimant. On the
whole, it seems best to regard these coins—or at least certain groups of
them—as Imperial issues minted at Rome and in the South Italian
possessions of the Empire in the toe and heel of the peninsula. The
barbarous style and blundered lettering are difficulties in attributing
many of the coins to Rome; on the other hand (as Prof. Oman has
pointed out to me) the style of the earliest Papal coins (those of Adrian I,
A.D. 772-795; rev. RM)?3 recalls the style of these Italian gold coins.
Probably only a careful study of the provenance of these coins—such
as could best be made by an Italian numismatist—will enable us to
determine their classification. Meanwhile, I have catalogued all these
pieces under the heading Central and Southern Italy, even though they
are not demonstrably of Imperial mints; at the same time assigning
specifically to Rome those specimens which by their style and from
the presence of letters in the field seem to suggest this attribution.*

begin till the time of Siconolfus, A.D. 839-849: see Engel and Serrure, i, p. 291 and
F. Gaetano, Le Monete delle Zecche di Salerno, Salerno, 1891,

! The coins before Grimoald III are assigned to different Dukes according to the
letters and symbols found in the field of the coins.

2 The earliest pieces hitherto assigned by numismatists to the Duchy of Spoleto are
coins of Guido (d. 894): Gnecchi, Bibliogr., p. 368. It may be also remarked that
the earliest coins of the Duchy of Naples—another conceivable claimant—are assigned
by A. Sambon to the time of Leo III the Isaurian, A.n. 717. They are followed,
but probably not till cire. 821, by the money of the later Dukes: Engel and Serrure,
Traité, i, p. 293 f. The coins now in question are certainly not of the Lombard Kingdom
of North Italy, where coinage inscribed with the kings' names probably begins with
Grimoald, A.D. 662, and is continued by his successors of the seventh and eighth
centuries. This regal Lombardic coinage is of thin, bracteatelike fabric. On the
coinage of Central and Southern Italy, especially in the tenth and eleventh centuries, see
J. Gay, L'Italie méridionale, Paris, 1904, p. 587 f. During those centuries there are
abundant references in extant documents to the Byzantine solidi (solidi Romanati;
soteriki, i.e. with the type of the Saviour; skyphati) as forming a medium of exchange
in Italy, side by side with the local silver coins such as the tari of Amalfii These
solidi must have been the ordinary solidi minted at Constantinople, for our Central
and Southern Italian class of gold coins does not seem to have been minted subsequently
to cire. A.D. 842,

* Engel and Serrure, Traité, i, p. 284.

* Some portions of this section are expanded from my article in Corolla numismatica
(1906), p. 330 £.
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In 698 Leontius, the supplanter of Justinian II, was dethroned and
banished to & monastery by the admiral Apsimarus,
who, as Emperor, assumed the name of Tiberius (III).
During his reign the Imperialists took the offensive
against the Saracens, invaded Northern Syria, and
were victorious in Cilicia. We have coins of Tiberius III struck at
Constantinople, Syracuse, and (in bronze only) at Ravenna.

A few gold coins may be also, possibly, assigned to Carthage in
698, the year in which that city was finally taken by the Arabs! After
this capture, which was followed in a few years _ | .
(A.>. 709) by the surrender of Septem (Ceuta), the Cm:mge ?t A.fnos.
Roman rule, and, with it, the Roman official coinage, I;:nncl?.l
oeased to exist in Africa. In spite of this, we find 1nage.
in the reign of Tiberius III, and in many subsequent reigns, till as
late as the time of Basil I (died 886), a series of gold and bronze coins
which bear Imperial types, and which by their provenance, style and
blundered inscriptions seem to proclaim themselves as of African origin,
or at least as modelled on coins of the old Carthaginian mint. The
coins of this series are generally in high relief and often of alloyed
gold (in these respects resembling the Italian coins discussed on p. xxxi),
but they have other peculiarities ; the heads, for instance, are very stiffly
drawn, and the face presents the appearance of a mask. Count de Salis,
who partially arranged the series of these coins in the British Museum,
has labelled it ¢African’. But it seems, on historical grounds, highly
improbable that all these coins can have been minted in Africa and
exclusively used there. I have therefore catalogued them (whether Imperial
or non-Imperial) under the purposely vague title of the ‘ Provincial Coinage’.
It is possible that this coinage may have been in use in Sardinia, while
Sicily has, @ priori, a still better claim, and there is some little evidence
a8 to the Sicilian provenance of the coins.!? Another alternative is that
some of the coins may have supplemented the Arab issues in Africa, or
bave been struck by native tribes who had been previously accustomed
to use the Imperial money issued at Carthage.?

Tiberius III was reigning only in fancied security. In 704 the
dethroned Justinian managed to escape from Cherson,
and in 705, with the aid of the ]gulgarian army, J’US'I'INIA‘N -
made himself master of the Capital where, in the ('“7‘:;': ;:llgn),
Hippodrome, he put to death the two usurpers, o

! On the chronology, Diehl, L' Afr. byz., p. 582 f.

% o.g. various coins of this class, chiefly of the eighth and ninth centuries, which
came to me at the British Museum for examination (in 1905) were found mixed with
Byzantine and other coins that were undoubtedly of Sicily.

3 The Arab coins in use were those of the Omayyad Caliphs (A.D. 661-750) and the
Abbasid Caliphs (A.D. 750, &c.). Then, the coinage of the Aghlabids in Tunis, &c.
A.D. 800-909. (Also the Idrisids of Morocco, A.D. 788-985.)

I e

TIBERIUS III,
APSIMARUS,
698-705.
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Leontius and Tiberius III, Apsimarus—*treading’, as it was said in
scriptural language, ‘upon the Lion and the Asp.’

Justinian caused his young son Tiberius to be crowned Augustus,
and associated him with himself on all the coins struck after his restora-
tion. These coins were struck only at the Constantinople mint. There
are no coins of Syracuse or Ravenna. In 705 Syracuse had been attacked
by the Arabs and great spoils taken from it: from this time the issme
of Sicilian coinage appears to have ceased, unless the ¢ Provincial’ coinage
just referred to (p. xxxiii) is to be regarded as Sicilian. The Ravenna
mint ceased to coin in the reign of Leo III (a.D. 717-741).

Justinian II was put to death in 711 by the Armenian Bardanes,
called Philippicus, who had induced the army to revolt and seize Con-
stantinople. The little Tiberius, a child of about six years, was torn
from the altar to which he clung for safety and brutally killed. Such
was the pathetic end of the last representative of the great House of
Heraclius, once the bulwark of the Empire against its Persian and Arab
foes.

Philippicus, as Emperor, proved himself a mere man of pleasure, who
paid no attention to public affairs. He was dethroned in June, 713, as

the result of a conspiracy, and his eyes were put out-
PHILIPPIOUS, (, the obverse of his coins Philippicus is repre-
Do 5, Sented s holding in addition to the usual globus

) " an eagle-headed sceptre (PL. XLI. 11). It is tempting
to connect the appearance of this sceptre with the story! that Philippicus
had been banished by Tiberius III .because of a dream in which Philippicus
was seen with his head overshadowed by an eagle—an omen betokening
future sovereignty. But on these coins Philippicus seems to be repre-
sented as Comsul, this eagle-headed sceptre being a characteristic of the
representations of Heraclius, Phocas, and their predecessors in their
consular capacity: it is found also on the well-known consular
diptychs.

The coins of this reign are chiefly of Constantinople, but the solidus
(Pl. XLL 14) described, infra, ii, p. 369, No. 9, is undoubtedly Italian,
and was apparently struck at the Roman mint. It must have been issued
in the usual course immediately after the accession of the Emperor, for
we know that as soon as it was ascertained at Rome that Philippicus
was a heretic and & monothelite, there was a violent popular outbreak.
The people refused to recognize his acts of sovereignty, and declined to
use the solidi bearing his effigy :—hisdem temporibus cum statuisset
populus Romanus mequaquam haeretici Imperatoris nomen, aut chartas,
vel figuram solidi suscipere.? A new Duke of Rome sent by the Exarch

! Bury, Hist., ii, p. 857.
* Lib. Pentif., 174; Diehl, L'Exarchat de Ravenne, p. 362; Gregorovius, Rome, ii,
pp- 208-212, Eng. trans.; Wroth in Corolla Numismatica (1906), p. 331.
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on behalf of Philippicus was resisted by the former Duke, Christopher,
and expelled from the city.

Anastasius II, the successor of Philippicus, was overthrown in 7186,
afber s short reign, by the soldiers of the Theme ANASTASIUS II,
Opsikion. As an orthodox Emperor he was June T13—Jan. 718
welcomed by the people of Rome who had just B
rejected his predecessor, and his coins were struck at Rome as well as
at Constantinople. On the coins, his private name ‘Artemius’ appears
in conjunction with his assumed Imperial name ¢ Anastasius’.

The place of Anastasius was taken by Theodosius III, an obscure
commissioner of taxes, of Adramytium in Mysia,
who under the stress of a great Saracen onslaught
upon the Empire soon abdicated in favour of the
distinguished general Leo, who was proclaimed
on 25 March, 717.

Leo III, generally known in history as the Isaurian, though, as
a native of Germanicia in Commagene, he was really a Syrian, was, like
Heraclius and Constantine IV, one of the heroic

THEODOSIUS III,
Jan. 718
-256 March 717.

defenders of the Empire and Christendom against I‘"Eo 1 ,
the Moslem. From the great siege of Constantinople, the ‘ Isaurian ,
which took place in the first year of Leo’s reign 25 March, 717

> -18 June, 74L

A.D. 717-718, the Saracens retired discomfited—with
the great army of the Caliph decimated and his armada shattered. ¢The
date 718 (says Bury) is really oecumenical’, and Leo is more important
in history than Charles Martel.! Under Leo and his House the Empire
now begins to acquire that new vigour which, in the ninth and tenth
centuries, was to animate its still more expansive life under the dynasty
of Basil the Macedonian.

Leo was a great reformer. He reorganized the army, developed the
system of the Themes,? and devoted attention to finance. By the issue
of his Ecloga (a legal handbook written in Greek) and of military,
agricultural, and maritime codes® he rendered mnotable service to his
subjects, to whom Roman law and the Latin language had ceased to
be intelligible.*

The great iconoclastic movement—the centre of interest in this reign
and in many succeeding reigns—was inaugurated by Leo III in 726 by

! Leo's decisive battle over the Saracens at Akroenos in 739 is also noteworthy : see
W. M. Ramsay in Studies ¢n hist. and art of the Eastern Provinces (1906), p. 288.

% On this subJect see, besides the well-known essay of Gelzer, Lombard, Constantin V,
p. 82 f.; Diehl, in his Etudes byz., pp. 276-292 (‘ Un trait caractérise essentielloment lo
régime des themes; c'est la réunion entre les mains d'un méme gouverneur des pouvoirs
civils et militaires,’ P 277).

3 Leo's connexion with the two last-named codes is not, however, ascertained with
certainty ; ep. Lombanrd, op. cit., p. 84 f.

¢ The coins, however, contmue to bear Latin legends.
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his decree commanding the total abolition of images, but it concerns us
here only in one of its minor manifestations—its influence on the Imperial
coin-types. Ever since the time of Tiberius II Constantine, the reverse

type of the coins, whenever it was not a mere mark of value (M, k, &e.),
had consisted of a representation of the Cross. Towards the close of
the seventh century Justinian IT made an innovation by introducing
two interesting heads of the Saviour, with a cross shown behind the
head. Justinian’s successor (Tiberius III) once more displayed the cross
on his coins, but there can be little doubt that but for the reforming
zeal now directed against both iconolatry and mariolatry, the experiment
of Justinian IT would have been repeated and improved onm, and that
those figures of the Saviour, of the Virgin, and the Saints, which are
common on the later Byzantine coinage would have appeared much earlier
and probably in greater variety.

On his coins Leo retained the cross, with the symbolism of which
he had no quarrel, for we know that when the great image of Christ
was removed from the Palace gateway—to the outrage of a popular
feeling which (according to the point of view adopted) we may account
either devout or superstitions—he caused a simple cross to be set up
in its stead. Under his successor (Constantine V) the coinage becomes
more secularized,! and the ingenious device is adopted of placing the
head of an Imperial personage on eack side of the coin, instead of merely
placing both the heads on the obverse and a religious device on the
reverse. Constantine V is known to have set up in Constantinople many
statues, in gold and silver, of himself, some of which, if Nicephorus? is
to be trusted, occupied the site of images of the Saviour.

In 720 Leo III had crowned his infant son Constantine V (born 718).
De Salis and others have denied the existence of any coins belonging
to this joint rule, but certain pieces representing Constantine beardless
and Leo bearded seem to have a good claim to fill the lacuna.? The
gold coinage of the Emperor Leo is fairly abundant, but his bronze, and
still more the silver * money is now extremely rare and can never have
been very plentiful. At Ravenna, only bronze pieces were struck, probably
at the beginning of the reign; but the coins that can be assigned to
Rome and to the Central and South Italian class are fairly numerous.
In what I am obliged to call vaguely the ‘Provincial’ class, there are
solidi obviously modelled on the earlier products of the Carthage mint.

1 The Emperor, however, holds a cross, and the cross is the reverse type of the silver
coins.
. 2 Cp. Lombard, op. cit., p. 101.
3 Cp. vol. ii, p. 366, No. 8, infra.
* Finlay (Hist., i, p. 450; cp. ii, p. 82) would attribute silver coins usually given to
Leo V, to Leo III in conjunction with Constantine V, but he has not examined the
numismatic difficulties in his proposed arrangement.
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Leo died in 741 and was succeeded by his son Constantine V, a good
soldier and a vigorous and intelligent statesman, who has too long
suffered in the eyes of posterity from being known
mainly through the distorting medium of biogra- CO§STANTINE v

. . A OPRONYMTUS,
phers who were his theological opponents.! Like 18 June, 7417
his father, he joined eagerly in the iconoclastic 14 Sept’: —
movement, with which (in the later part of his
~ reign) he coupled a crusade of his own against monasticism—undertaken
probably quite as much on political and social as on religious grounds.
He was successful in defending his frontiers, and beat back the Slav,
the Saracen, and the Bulgarian. In Italy he fared less well, and the
year 751 is memorable for the taking of Ravenna by the Lombards under
Aistulf and the overthrow of the Exarchate, which then passed by the
donation of the Frank King Pepin to the Pope. In 773 Charlemagne
destroyed the kingdom of the Lombards and sided with the Pope,
Hadrian I, who was the first successor of St. Peter to strlke a coinage
independently of the Emperor.

Constantine maintained the finances of the Empire in a flourishing
condition,? though we hear much of his brilliant court and costly largesses,
and of public works, such as the restoration of the aqueduct of Valens.
On both sides of his coins he continues the practice that long subsisted
of representing the heads and figures of various members of the Imperial
family. His coins retain the head of his father, Leo III, and in A.D. 751
he introduces the head and name of the newly-crowned  Leo the younger’,
i.e. Leo IV, his son by Irene, daughter of the Chagan of the Khazars.

At Constantinople, in addition to the gold and silver money, there
is & fairly plentiful issue of bronze, most of which is dated in the
thirtieth year of his reign = 749/50 A.p. The custom of dating the
bronze coinage had fallen into desuetude, and it is doubtful if it was
revived in later reigns.? The coinage of the ‘Provincial’ class is also
abundant, and the bronze coins with the title A€CTI[OTHC] are well
struck.* The coinage of RAVENNA had long since dwindled down to the
issue of a few bronze pieces, and had apparently come to an end even
before the Lombard conquest of A.D. 751. The Imperial coinage struck
at RoME, on the other hand, is somewhat important, in spite of the
inauguration (already referred to) of a purely Papal currency and of
the break between Pope and Emperor, which practically dates from
circ. 756. What we have called the Central and South Italian class
ceases to be of importance after the death of Constantine V, though
Naples and Calabria and Sicily still adhered to the Empire.

! See A. Lombard, Constantin V, Paris, 1902; especially chap. ii, ‘La légende de
Constantin V.’

* Lombard, op. cit., p. 101. 3 See infra, § 6, under ‘ Dates.’

¢ On the use of 3condrys, see p. xl n., infra.
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The earlier part of the reign of Constantine V was disturbed by
the rising of Artavasdes, the son-in-law of Leo III, who seized the
capital and assumed the Imperial crown, which he

ARTAZ‘:SDES also shared with his son Nicephorus. Both father

and son were captured ere long and blinded by
NICEPHORUS, ¢ stantine, but the coins figured in Pl XLV exist
27 June, 742 ?

7441 a8 rare memorials of their reign. Fig. 16 is a neatly-
engraved solidus of Constantinople, but Figs. 18 and
19 are of the Roman mint, and are closely modelled on the Roman
solidi of the previous reign (Leo III jointly with Constantine V). The
strange conjunction, in the case of Fig. 18, of Artavasdes with his rival
Constantine V is perhaps due to nothing more than the error of an
engraver, who more or less mechanically copied the reverse of a solidus
of Leo III and Constantine V.! ‘

Leo IV (nicknamed the Khazar), who had ruled jointly with his

father Constantine V since A.D. 751, became sole ruler on Constantine’s
death in 775. His health was weak, and special
LEO IV, son 2
the KHAZAR mea.sures. 'were tak?n to secure the succession i to

14 Sept. 775’ Constantine VI, his son by Irene, the beautiful

—8 Bept. 780 Athenian. On 24 April, 776, this son, a child of
with his son, about six, was crowned at Constantinople, the gover-
CoxsranTing v DOrs of the themes and all classes of the citizens
from 24 April, 776, having already sworn allegiance to him. Constantine
' VI is associated with his father on all the coins
issued by Leo IV, and appears on the solidi, e.g. Pl. XLV. 21, as his
throne-fellow. The figures are of mnearly equal size and height, but the
chubby face of the child-Emperor is quaintly contrasted with the father's
conventional oval visage and ‘ beard of formal cut’.

The gold and bronze money of this reign further displays the heads
of Leo III and Constantine V, identified by the coin-legends as the
¢ grandfather’ and ¢ father’ of Leo IV.

On the death of Leo IV, 8 Sept. 780, the boy Constantine VI and
his mother Irene began their joint reign. The whole soul of Irene was

possessed by ambition, but it was the ambition
OONSTANTINE V1 (as Finlay drily remarks) of reigning alone, mot
and IRENE, ;¢ reigning well. It was not, indeed, till 790,

_1858:?;1;. 7789?7 when Constantine was about twenty, that he tried
IBENEg(.al on;) to break loose from his mother’s control. Ireme
15 Aug. 797 ’ was then deposed by the soldiers, and her favourites

-81 Oct. 802. were dismissed, though in Jan. 792 she was again
restored by Constantine to her old position.

! It may be noted that there are some Papal documents dated by the years of
Artavasdes. .
* Bury, Hist., ii, p. 478.
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The rule of Constantine and his mother lasted till 797 when, on
Aug. 15, Irene caused her son to be deposed and blinded. She then
ruled—the sole occupant of the throne and.the last representative of
the ‘Isaurian’ dynasty—for about five years, until in 802 (81 Oct.) she
was herself deposed by Nicephorus, her treasurer, and finally died in
banishment in Lesbos.

On the coins of the joint reign, the heads of the two rulers are always
associated. In the case of the gold coins of her sole reign the Empress
adopts the unusual practice of placing her own bust on the reverse as
well as on the obverse (Pl. XLVI. 10). She appears in a robe embroidered,
like the consular dress of the Emperors, with a lozenge pattern and holds
a cruciform sceptre and the globus ; but the portrait is highly conventional,
and does not materially differ from the portrait of her son. The bronze
coins of Irene and, no doubt, some of her gold pieces were probably
employed for the dwarela or consular donative which Irene liberally
distributed to the people on the Easter Monday (1 April) of 799, the
day on which she went in procession from the Church of the Apostles
to the palace! This procession, we are told, was carried out with
unusual pomp. ‘The Roman world (says Gibbon) bowed to the govern-
ment of a female; and, as she moved through the streets of Constantinople,
the reins of four milk-white steeds were held by as many patricians, who
marched on foot before the golden chariot of their queen.’

In style and types the coinage of Constantine and Irene follows
the stereotyped model of the earlier ‘Isaurian’ rulers, i.e. it displays
only Imperial busts and figures.? Yet a new departure in coin-decoration
might well have been expected .from Irene, for she reversed the policy
of her iconoclastic predecessors, and at the Seventh Oecumenical Council,
held (at Nicaea) in 787, the figure of the holy cross and holy images
(especially figures of Christ, the Virgin, angels and holy men) were de-
clared to be lawful in stone or any other material, inasmuch as they
stimulated those who beheld them to think of the originals.

The annals of the two reigns include disastrous campaigns against
the Bulgarians, and the payment to the Arabs of a great tribute of gold
pieces to purchase peace for Asia Minor.® But the most remarkable event
of Irene’s reign took place on the Christmas Day of 800, when the Pope
(Leo III) crowned Charles the Great, King of the Franks, as Roman
Emperor. The allegiance of successive Popes to the Imperial throne had

! ‘PiYaca Omarelay év 15 péop mo\iw, Cedr., vol. ii, p. 28, ed. Bonn. Coins were
liberally distributed on the occasion of a coronation—three gold solidi, three silver coins
and three ‘obols’ in purses (érwdupBia), or there were distributions of vouiopara (solidi):
¢p. Codin., De of., cap. 17, p. 88, Bonn; ib., p. 98; cp. Comm. in Codin., pp. 355, 856,
mareia of semisses, tremisses and newly-struck solidi.

? Except the silver coinage, of which the cross potent long remained the usual type.
! Haroun-er-Rashid was Caliph in A.D. 786.
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long been weakening. Now came the absolute and final breach, and
we have henceforth to deal mainly with an eastern, as distinct from
a western, Roman Empire. '

It is probably significant that there are, apparently, no Imperial coins
struck at the mint of Rome under Constantine V,! the scourge of monks
and image-worshippers, nor are any found under Constantine VI and
Irene, though (in 785) these rulers were gratefully hailed by the Pope
as a new Constantine the Great and a new Helena.

Nicephorus, Irene’s successor, reigned aloue till Dec. 803, when he
crowned his son Stauracius. On the solidi of his sole reign he had

restored the cross potent as the reverse type, but the
> solidi of the joint reign display an Imperial head
on each side, after the model of his iconoclastic

NICEPHORUS I
81 Oct. 802

_;:A'Tmyé:;:' predecessors. On these latter coins Nicephorus has
(his son), the title of Bacileds, his son being described as
Dec. 803 Seambrns.? . ' .

-2 Oct. 811. The ex-treasurer turned his attention chiefly to

finance. He imposed new taxes and tributes but
practised a well-judged economy as a set-off to the extravagance of his
_predecessor. In this reign Haroun-er-Rashid again overran Asia Minor,
and was again bought off by an indemnity. But the most interesting
political event is the treaty of Nicephorus (A.D. 803) with Charlemagne,
defining the limits of the eastern and western Empires. The authority
of Charlemagne over Rome, the Exarchate of Ravenna, and the Pentapolis
was acknowledged by Nicephorus, while at the same time the western
Emperor admitted the supremacy of his eastern  brother’ over the maritime
parts of Dalmatia and the south of Italy.

The cessation of the (eastern) Imperial coinage at Rome has already
been noticed, but we still find under Nicephorus and in a few subsequent
reigns solidi of Italian origin bearing Imperial types. These pieces have
a quasi-barbarous appearance, and are of base gold, or electrum, but they
presumably represent a currency issued for the use of Byzantine subjects
in the south of Italy.® Nicephorus was killed during & campaign in
Bulgaria on 26 July, 811; Stauracius then reigned till October 2, when
he was deposed by Michael I, Rhangabe, the husband of his sister
1Procopia.

1 At least of his sole reign.

.3 Aeomorns had already first appeared on the ‘ Provincial’ bronze of Leo III, where
it is applied to Leo himself and to his son Constantine V. Again, on the corresponding
coing of Constantine V, it is applied to the deceased Emperor Leo III and to the
reigning Emperor Constantine V. On the coins of Nicephorus I, 8eondrys has more the
sense of ‘ Prince’, ‘heir-apparent ’, and is applied to the Emperor’s son, while Baci\eds
is reserved for the father.

3 Cp. p. xxxii, supra.
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A few months after his accession Michael crowned his son Theophylactus,
who appears with him on the coins. But Michael’s

incompetent conduct of the Bulgarian war led to the M;C(;“nlgfl L
deposition of both father and son, after about two ey u.l.y 818
years’ rule (813). Michael, although, like Irene, and

a supporter of the image-worshippers, made no change THEOPHYLACTUS,

in the types of the coinage: the head of Christ which 25 Dec. 811
Sabatier and others have described as appearing _;; July, 813.
on his solidi clearly belongs to the coinage of
Michael II1!

Leo V, the Armenian, the competent ofticer who had been chosen by
the army to replace the weak Michael I, drove back
the Bulgarians when they appeared before Constanti- LEO V,.
nople, and after the death of Krum (815), their the Armenian,

: X , ) 11 July, 813
formidable ruler, concluded a thirty years’ peace with 25 Deo. 530.

King Omortag.
Leo restored the discipline of the army, purified CQ?;::.::):NE

the civil administration, and enforced a stricter dis- 25 Deo. 818
pensation of justice. But the trimming policy of _, 5 peo. s30.
the ‘Chameleon’ (as he was called) on the image-

controversy pleased nobody, and at last the Council of 815 re-established
the Acts of the Council (754) of Constantine V ordering the removal of
images and pictures.

Leo’s coins are of the usual character, and on nearly all he is
associated with his son Constantine. He met his death in his own chapel
on Christmas Day, 820, at the hands of conspirators who proclaimed-the
distinguished general Michael of Amorium his successor, and banished
Constantine to a monastery.

Early in his reign Michael II crowned his son Theophilus, and all the
known coins appear to have been issued in their joint names? Michael
died a natural death in Oct. 829, but his reign had

been marked by many disasters.® Crete was lost to the lgcs;l?-sl’;:l,

Arabs in 826, and held by them till an Eastern Emperor oot o . s
icepborus Phocas) long after (961) recovered it; v 29, an

ooy ’  THEOPHILUS

Sicily, often attacked in the eighth century, was now (his son)
again invaded by the Arabs (827), who began gradually ga,9_oet. 8,29.
to settle there, with Palermo as their chief military

- centre, though the conquest was not completed till 878, in the reign of
Basil 1.

1 See note, mfm, u, p- 405,

* See notes, infrq, ii, pp. 414, 416, on Michael II, and Brooks in B. Z,, 1901 p. 540f.
as to the coronation of Theophilus.

3 Thomas the Slavonian, in the course of his remarkable rebellion, 822-Oct. 824, was
crowned at Antioch, but there is no evidence that he struck coins.

I f




xlii INTRODUCTION

Theophilus was an iconoclast of a rather violent type, but some sympathy
may be felt with his passion for building, and his taste for the acquisition
of gems and embroidery, and all the productions of

THEOPHILUS, goldsmith and silversmith. The famous golden tree
—2300::1.1 8::2 with its (mechanically) roaring lions and its melodious
-~ birds was an elaborate toy in which he delighted.

With More important was his reconstruction and improve-
CONSTANTINE, . . vy

. ment of the sea-walls of the capital, and his pride in

and with this useful undertaking is proclaimed with led
Micmapn Irx  opis useful undertaking is proclaimed with unexample

(born 839). frequency by insqripti.ons on th'e walls.! Theophilus

was unfortunate in his wars with the Saracens, and

lost Amorium, his family city, to the Caliph Motassem. In this reign

the coinage that we have attributed to the South Italian possessions of

the Eastern Empire apparently comes to an end. The ‘Provincial’
coinage ceases in the next reign but one, i.e. under Basil I.

Some space ought here to be devoted to discussing the family history
of Theophilus in connexion with the coins. The wife of Theophilus was
THEODORA, ¢ the Paphlagonian ’, and legend, wearing only, it is to be feared,
the mask of history, declares that he chose her (as Paris chose the loveliest
goddess) by presenting her—one among many fair competitors—with
a golden apple. The marriage (however brought about) probably took
place in A.D. 8212 during the lifetime of his father Michael IL There were
several children of this union whose names occur on coins in conjunction
with Theophilus, and these coins may be classified as follows :—

1. With the head of Theophilus alone.

2. Heads of Theophilus and Theodora and their three daughters
(all otherwise known), Thecla, Anna and Anastasia (Pl XLVIIL 14).2

8. Theophilus in conjunction with a ‘ Michael’ (always bearded) and
a “Constantine’ (always beardless).

4. Theophilus and Constantine (the latter, beardless).

5. Theophilus and a beardless ¢ Michael.’

Of these series, No. 2 (Pl. XLVIIL 14) is, in many ways, the most
interesting and important. This coin can hardly have been struck during
the lifetime of Michael IT (with whom Theophilus was then associated as
‘prince’), because Michael II (Emperor) finds no place upon it. The
earliest possible date of its issue must therefore be Oct. 829, when
Theophilus became Emperor after his father's death. From the fact that
only the female household of Theophilus is represented thereon, it may be

1 Van Millingen, Byz. Const. (Walls), pp. 182, 183.

* Brooks in B. Z., x (1901), p. 540 f.

3 Mary, another female relation of Theophilus is sometimes supposed (Brooks in
B. Z., x, p. 544) to have been his eldest daughter; by others (E. K. in B. Z,, xi (1802),
p- 256) to have been his sister. She does not figure on the coins. There is also
a Pulcheria named as the daughter of Theophilus. She is likewise absent from
the coins.
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fairly assumed— as Schlumberger has suggested !—that at the time when
the coin was struck Theophilus and his wife had not been favoured with
male offspring. Yet Theophilus had sons. The young Constantine on
Nos. 3 and 4 in our list, though often said to be ‘unknown to history’
is evidently the ¢ Constantine, son of Theophilus,’ of whom there is a bare
mention in the De Cerimoniis.?

The bearded Michael on No. 3 has been sometimes assumed to be a son
(otherwise unknown) of Theophilus. As he is represented bearded, his
birth would have to be placed soon after the marriage of Theophilus
(a.p. 821). But from our argument about the ‘family’ coin (No. 2),
it results that Theophilus had no male children till after circ. 829.
This bearded Michael, therefore, was probably not the son of Theophilus,
nor do we know that he was his brother. I fall back, then, on the simple
hypothesis that he is Michael II, the deceased father of Theophilus, who is
placed on the coin (as was the practice under the Isaurian dynasty) in
commemoration, and perhaps also to range symmetrically with previous
types. It is, indeed, noticeable that this bearded Michael only appears as
one of the family group of three, and not alome with Theophilus, as does
the young Constantine (No. 4).

The beardless Michael (No. 5) is clearly the well-known son of
Theophilus who became Michael ITI, and earned the unenviable nickname
of ‘the Drunkard’. He was born late in his fa.thers reign (A.D. 839),
and was only three when Theophilus died.

The course of events I suppose to have been as follows. At the
time of his accession in 829, Theophilus had no sons. For a time he
reigned alone, but in a year or two (circ. 8821%)3 a son Constantine was
born, and was associated in the Empire. This son died, or was displaced,
probably in or before 839, when Michael (ILI) came into existence, Michael
being crowned in 840 and associated with Theophilus on the coins.

In the coinage some innovations were made by Theophllus He
restored the cross (now the patriarchal cross) on some specimens, and
on the folles, an inscription—in this case ©EOFILE AV4OVSTE SV hICAS—

takes the place of the familiar mark of value M.+ He slso introduces on
coins the legend Kvpie Bofifet 7@ 0@ SovA@ so familiar on Byzantine seals
and other monuments.® On some of his coins Theophilus describes himself
and his son Constantine as the dofAot of Christ: Justinian II, on his solidi,
had called himself Servus Christi.

! Mélanges d’arch. byz., i, p. 141 f.

* Const. Porph., De Cerim., ii, 42 = vol. i, p. 645, ed. Bonn :—érepov Aapvdxiov mpdaivov,
év & dwérarar Kevoravrivos 6 vids Geopihov. The difficulty naturally found by Mr. E. W.
Brooks (who cites this paseage, u. 8.) as to Constantine being sometimes bearded is caused
only by a mistake of Sabutier's: Constantine is always beardless on the coins.

3 Cp. Brooks, loc. cit., p. 544.

* This mark of value is continued only on the ¢ Provincial ' bronze.

8 Schlumberger, Sigillographie, pp. 29-35, 42, 48, &c.
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Theophilus died in Jan. 842, leaving his child Michael III to the
care of his widow Theodora, who proved a prudent and economical regent.
At the opening of the reign solidi were issued with

MICHARL III: the head of Theodora (styled DESPVhA) on one side,
‘the Drunkard " .4 o5 the other the little Emperor and his sister

- ‘;:“; 8::7 Thecla robed as ‘Augusta’ (Pl. XLIX. 14). On a
Trmol:)c;m *  solidus struck when the Emperor was a few years
(widow of older, the busts only of Michael and Theodora appear,
Theophilus), and the reverse presents the head of the Saviour

(Pl. XLIX. 16). The reappearance of this last-named
type is clearly due to the action of Theodora, who
restored the worship of images, and brought the great controversy to
an end by the overthrow of the iconoclasts. The divine image had
been first introduced by Justinian II, A.D. 685-693, but was not destined
to reappear on the coins till the reign of Michael III. There can be
little doubt that it is reproduced from one of the old coins of Justinian I
(Pl. XXXVIIL 16), though the encircling legend is somewhat altered.
The sacred head is not nimbate, but the cross is seen behind it.!

In 856 Theodora retired from the regency, and her daughter Thecla
and the two daughters Anastasia and Anna, who once figured on a coin
of Theophilus (Pl. XLVIII 14), were at this time, or earlier, banished to
a monastery.

Michael himself had grown up dissolute and sottish; he plunged

eagerly into the contests of the Hippodrome, and lived on familiar terms
with the charioteers: with his boon companions he mimicked the sacred
rites of the church and the solemn religious processions.
- A noteworthy incident in this reign is the appearance in the Bosporus
of a new enemy, the Russians, who attacked Constantinople (A.Dp. 860),
though they were finally driven off. It has already been stated that
the ¢ Provincial’ coinage comes to an end in the ninth century (reign of
Basil I), but a mint for several centuries dormant, that of Cherson in
the Crimea, now displays some activity. Its coins are all of bronze,
and are of very rude workmanship and design. This important commercial
centre had been, from the time of Justinian II till the reign of Theophilus,
governed by a president, wpwreswy or mpwromoAirns, and a council of
senators. Theophilus had in A.p. 833 sent thither a strategos, and an
Imperial officer of this name thenceforward ruled there, with the mparedor
and senate in subordination.?

regent till 8656.

! A similar head of Christ appears on a ring of Basil, the great chamberlain
(wopaxotpdpevos), who is in all probability identical with Basil (I), afterwards the
colleague of Michael III: Schlumberger, Mélanges d’arch. byz., i, p. 39 f. Cf. Cabrol,
Dict., 8. v. Anneaux, p. 207.

* Schlumberger, Sigil., p. 235; Bury, Hist., ii, p. 857; Koehne, Mus. Kotschoubey,
i, p. 200 f.
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The end of the worthless Michael came on 23 Sept. 867 when, ‘in
the hour of intoxication and sleep,” he was murdered at the instigation
of his familiar companion, the grand chamberlain Basil (I), whom he
bad associated with himself in the Empire since May, 866.

Basil, the groom and horse-tamer, who had risen to be a high court
official and co-emperor, was the founder of the great Macedonian dynasty
which was destined to rule the Eastern Empire for

nearly two centuries. Though not himself a great BASIL I,

. the Macedonian,
soldier or a man of culture, he was of acute and 24 Bept. 867
vigorous intelligence; he recognized the immense o Aug. 886.

opportunities of his position, and possessed the useful

kingly art of choosing his agents wisely. He was a great builder and
restorer of churches. He improved the navy; revived in his handbook
(the wpbxewpos vépos), and in the Basilica, planned by himself and com-
pleted by Leo VI and Constantine VII, the neglected laws and law-books
of Justinian, and—a hardly less useful service—strove to regulate the
publie expenditure and to lessen the grievous burden of taxation.

By the fall of Syracuse in 878 Sicily was finally won by the Arabs,
but a compensation to the Empire may be said to have been found in
the Imperial successes in southern Italy. In 875 Bari had surrendered
and became the military centre of the eastern Empire in the west. The
Arabs were driven out of Calabria, and the new theme of Longobardia
was formed. These successes had, however, no influence on the coinage,
and the ¢ Provincial’ issues! cease to be struck after this reign, having.
dwindled down to little more than a currency of bronze. But the
appearance is now to be noted at Naples of local coins bearing the name
of the Emperor Basil.? The rude bronze of Cherson remained the solitary
example of & currency issued beyond the walls of the Capital.

The Constantinopolitan money of Basil I is fairly abundant and
neatly executed. Attention was evidently paid to the regular issue of
the bronze currency, though cases of restriking occur. On the reverse
of the solidus, which Basil must have struck about the time of his
coronation, he introduces for the first time the figure of the Saviour
enthroned (‘Iesus Christus, rex regnantium’), whose head had already.
appeared on the money of Michael IIL® His sons Constantine, Leo VI,
and Alexander, all appear on the coins in association with their father,
and there is an interesting solidus (Pl. L. 18) of Basil with Constantine
(his son by his first wife Maria) and Eudocia, Basil’s second wife. Such
family groups were represented in mosaic on the walls of the palace

! The provenance of some specimens suggests that they may have circulated in’
Sicily and Italy.

? Engel and Serrure, Tiraité, i, p. 295; Rev. Num., xiv, p. 245.

3 The head of Christ is also found on the exceptional foursolidus piece of Basil I

(PL L. 10).
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of Basil, and are found in the Paris MS. of the Homilies of Gregory of
Nazianzus.!

Basil died on 29 Aug. 886, from an injury received while engaged

in his favourite pastime of hunting. He was succeeded by Leo VI, the

LEO VI Wise, who passed as his son, though generally supposed

’ to be the son of Michael III by Eudocia Ingerina,

2;]1 : W“:B’ 6 who had been the mistress of Michael before she became
B Me 1a. the wifo of Basil I Leo's long reign and that of his

son Constantine VII, Porphyrogenitus (died 959), carry
us onward far into the tenth century. Leo and Constantine were not
men of strong character or great rulers, but most scholars feel a kindness
for these literary Emperors—punctilious and pedantic though they were—
to whom we owe the ZTactica,? the De Cerimoniis, and the De administrando
Imperio.? The writers themselves, like other encyclopaedic compilers of
their age had, no doubt, something more than a literary aim, namely,
the desire of rendering the wisdom and experience of the past practically
useful to their contemporaries—of producing in fact some rowvaperiés
épyov.t

The administration of Leo was lax and incapable, and this Emperor,
as Finlay has remarked, typified a bad feature of Conservatism—its ‘idle
spirit’. In some respects he much resembles ‘the British Solomon’,
James I. If the army, as one may judge from the Tactica, was well
organized and well officered, the military history of the reign is a record
of disaster. Bari, in South Italy, was lost, at least temporarily, to the
Langobards of Beneventum ; Thessalonica, the second city of the Empire,
was captured by the Saracens (904), and the invasion of Bulgaria, then
ruled by a powerful king, Symeon, was unsuccessful. The Islamite
pirates of the Aegean still continued a scourge of the Empire. Yet the
Empire, as a whole, was not materially affected, and in the east the Empire
of the Caliphs was breaking up, just as the Empire of Charles the Great
had broken up in the west. The Bulgarians were being converted to
Christianity and were settling down. One characteristic feature of the
period of the Macedonian dynasty is the growth, in the provinces, of
powerful families and their mutual strife, which tended to the weakening
of the throne.

Basil I had died, leaving his sceptre to his sons Leo VI and Alexander,
who had already been crowned in his reign. Little brotherly love subsisted

! Bayet, L'Ast byz., p. 156 (ed. 8).

? The Tactica is doubtless of the reign of Leo VI, if not actually from his own pen.
See Mitard in B. Z, xii (1903), p. 585; Bury's Gibbon, vi, p. 515 £., citing Oman’s At of
War. Some writers (cp. Krumbacher, Byz. Lit., pp. 636, 721) had assigned the work to
Leo 111, the Isaurian. Cp. Neumann, Weltstellung (French trans., p. 51 n.).

 On this treatise, Bury in B. Z., 1906, p. 517 f.

¢ C. Neumann, Weltstellung, &c., French trans., p. 28.
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between them,! and Alexander, a mere lover of pleasure without kingly
tastes or habitudes, naturally fell into the background. The names of
the two brothers are found at times conjoined in lapidary inscriptions
as late as A.D. 904, but it has been thought? that after some years Leo
practically reigned alone. It does not seem likely, however, that Alexander
was ever formally displaced, for he was assigned by Leo as the guardian
of his young son Constantine VII, and he himself for a time struck coins
as sole ruler (Pl LII. 1).

Turning to the coinage of Leo’s period, we find Leo and Alexander
associated only on the bronze money, but we have coins of Leo alone
struck in gold, silver, and bronze. Sp. Lambros has supposed that the
coins with the name of Leo alone were struck subsequent to A.D. 904,
but an examination of the whole series (see infra, p. 448 f) suggests,
though not very strongly, that Leo’s ‘sole’ coins belong to the beginning
and middle rather than to the end of his reign. As the predominant
partner Leo may have thought it sufficient, as a general rule, to place
his sole name on the coinage, and the absence of the name of Alexander
need not perhaps necessarily imply that he was not, at least nominally,
co-emperor at the time.

Leo’s coins follow the model of his predecessor Basil I, but he
introduces (Pl LI. 8) a new and important type—the Virgin MARIA.
This type is a bust of the Virgin orans, and it is interesting to compare
with it the ivory in the Berlin Museum, whereon the Blessed Virgin is
represented as crowning the Emperor Leo.®

In 911 Leo crowned Constantine VII, his son by his fourth wife
Zoe, and the young Emperor is portrayed on the solidi then struck—
a tall, slim figure, almost equal in height to his father, though he was
but six years old (Pl LI. 9). This is an instructive instance of the
conventionality of the coin-types when representing the younger members
of the Imperial family.

Leo VI died on 11 May, 912 and was succeeded by his brother
Alexander, the guardian of the young Constantine VIL. It seems likely
that Alexander, during his year's reign, struck coins in

all three metals, but the only extant pieces are some A:'IE;AN DER,
b I ' ay, 912
rare solidi of Constantinople and rare bronze of the -6 June, 913

Cherson mint. On these coins the existence of Con-
stantine VII is ignored, and on the solidus Alexander puts himself under
the protection of a saint, no doubt his namesake, St. Alexander, who
is represented placing the Imperial erown on his head (Pl LIL 1). This

1 Vita Ewhymii, cap. i, 16; xi, 5, ed. C. De Boor.

* Sp. Lambros in B. Z,, iv (1895), p. 92 f.

3 'W. Vége, Bilder der christl. Epoch. (Berlin Mus.), Elfenbeinbildierke, Pl. 4, No. 7.
Schlumberger, Mélanges darch. byz., i, p. 111 f. and additions at end of that volume
On the Virgin oruns see further, § 4, period IV, infra.
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type of a saint, or, more often, the Saviour or the Virgin, bestowing

the crown upon Imperial personages becomes sufficiently common on coins

and other monuments in later times, and on the solidus of Romanus I,

struck circ. A. D. 927, we find Romanus crowned by the Saviour (Pl LIIL. 2),
as Alexander was by St. Alexander.

We pass on to the long reign of Constantine

CONSTANTINE VII, VII, Porphyrogenitus. For the first six years

PORPHYROGENITUS, gfter the death of his guardian Alexander, Con~

6 June, 913 stantine was under the tutelage of his mother

-16 (%) Nov. 868.  Zoe and other regents, and the coins are issued

in the name of mother and son.

During the next period, from A.D. 919 to 944, Constantine still remains

in the background, and new co-emperors come forward to share his

honours. The ruling spirit is Romanus I, Lecapenus

RLOMAN US 1, (father of Constantine’s wife Helena), who was crowned

MOAPXNUS,  Emperor at the end of 919. Prof. Bury has remarked !
17 Dec. 819 3

16 Dec, p44, ‘hat Romanus has been unjustly represented as a man

of weak character. In foreign politics and war he was
successful, and by his important law of 935 he attempted to stop the
growth of enormous estates in Asia Minor, and their pernicious absorption
of the small agricultural farmers.

In 921 Christopher (died 981), the son of Romanus I, was crowned
co-emperor, and in 924 the two younger sons of Romanus, namely
Stephen and Constantine, were likewise raised to Imperial rank. We
possess coins of all these rulers: on some pieces, Constantine VII takes
a secondary position ; on others, he does not appear.

Romanus I was deposed by his sons Stephen and Constantine, 16 Dec.
944, but they were themselves shortly afterwards (27 Jan. 945) banished
to the island-monastery to which they had consigned their father. ¢Old
Romanus (to quote Gibbon's version of his authority) met them on the
beach with a sarcastic smile, and after a just reproach of their folly and
ingratitude, presented his Imperial colleagues with an.equal share of his
water and vegetable diet.’

Constantine VII was at last independent. For about two months
he reigned alone, and at this time doubtless issued the solidus and the
numerous bronze coins which show his head bearded (Pl LIIL 7). It is
interesting to observe that nearly all these last-named pieces are struck
on the bronze money of Romanus I, which had probably been hastily
called in and put out of circulation. In April 945 Constantine crowned
his son Romanus II, and placed his head on the coins.

Constantine was among the kings who reign but do not rule; yet
his mild manners and the absence of great disasters under his government

! Bury's Gibbon, v, p. 209; cp. p. 215 n.
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endeared him to his subjects. As a man of cultivation, as author, painter,
architect, connoisseur and patron of the arts, he stands conspicnous
among Byzantine emperors.! He died in Nov. 959, and was succeeded
by Romanus II, the son for whose behoof he had

written the De administrando Imperio, very much as ?O;EANNUS I,
Lord Chesterfield wrote his Letters to his son. Romanus, —:6( :ztar :;' 9956:

like Philip Stanhope, proved a disappointing pupil.
He grew up indeed handsome and fascinating, but, as Emperor, had
only the interests of a man of pleasure. It is strange that we seem to
have no coins of his reign? beyond the trivial currency of Cherson. He
died at the age of twenty-four, leaving his wife, the

beautiful but unserupulous Theophano, regent for his TH(:&:E;W of °
young sons Basil II and Constantine VIIL? Romanus II)

This regency lasted a few months only, till March
16 Aug. 968, when Nicephorus II, Phocas, the most re_gle: 2\11: 963,
distinguished soldier of his time, became Emperor,
and in the following month married Theophano, of whom he was deeply
enamoured. The young Emperors, Basil and Constantine, though necessarily
kept in the background, were not ousted from their

position. On the coins, Nicephorus appears alone, NICEPPH?)&FSUS I,
except in the case of the solidus, PL LIV. 4, 16 Aug. 96’8

whereon he is represented with Basil II; and this -10 Dec. 969.
piece we may conjecture to have been struck
immediately after his acoession, in order to show that he was the guardian
not the supplanter, of the young Emperors. On the solidi with his sole
name the bust of Nicephorus is associated with the effigy of the Virgin.

Under Nicephorus II and his great successors, John Zimisces and
Basil II, the Empire reached the zenith of its military glory. Already
under Romanus II Nicephorus had recovered (A.». 961) for the Empire
the island of Crete, which had been so long the stronghold of the Saracen
Corsairs. In 962 he had been victorious over the Saracens in Cilicia,
and taken Aleppo from its Emir Sayf-al-dawla, the redoubtable Hamdanid
dynast. Further successful campaigns in Cilicia and northern Syria
followed later, leading up to the capture in 969 of the great city of
Antioch, which was henceforth to remain, almost continuously, in the
hands of the Imperialists for more than a ocentury. In 9656 the fleet
under Niketas had recovered Cyprus from the Saracens.

The great military services of Nicephorus had made him popular at
the time of his accession, but his religious policy alienated ecclesiastic

1 Rambaud, L'Empire grec au diziéme sidcle—Constantin Porphyrogénéte ; Bayet Lart
byz., p. 117 £.; A, van Millingen, Byz. Const. (The Walls), p. 112.

2 See mfm, p. 468.

8 If the bronze coin that has been described (cp. infra, p. 470) as bearing the name
of Theophano is correctly read, it probably belongs to the period of her regency.

1 . g
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and monk,! and the imposition of taxation, necessitated by a succession
of important campaigns, aroused the discontent of the laity. Cedrenus?
and Zonaras® tell us that he tampered with the coinage, and issued two
kinds of vopiopara (solidi); ome, of the usual weight and fineness, in
which payment of taxes had to be discharged; another, of diminished
weight, which had to be accepted in payments made by the Treasury.
The latter coin is stated to have been called reraprnpéy or reraprepiv.
This was probably not its official denomination, but its popular nickname—
as if we were to speak of & debased English sovereign as a crown (i. e. five-
shilling piece). It is further stated that the Emperor refused acceptance,
except at a discount, of the solidi of his predecessors.

Now with respect to the debasement of the coinage, it is important
to observe that the extant wvouiopara of Nicephorus are of the usual
weight and, so far as is known, of the ordinary fineness. There is thus
no evidence to support the statement that the Emperor issued base money.
Suspicions to the effect that the solidus was only a quarter of what it
purported to be may have been rife among the subjects of Nicephorus
at a period when he was unpopular and when—during a time of famine—
he, or his brother Leo Phocas, was suspected of buying up corn to sell
it at an enhanced price, and the historians may have confounded suspicion
with factt The whole story of debasement and of the issue of more
than one kind of véuiocua has probably been antedated, for it would be
true of some of the successors of Nicephorus.®

The end of the great soldier, and stern, ascetic ruler was tragic. On
a December night of the year 969, as he slept alone on a tiger’s skin
spread in & corner of his palace, he was attacked by a band of assassins
and murdered. The chief conspirator was another distinguished general,
John Zimisces, the Armenian, and the Empress Theophano, who had
become his lover, was privy to the act.

Zimisces was at once proclaimed Emperor by his friends, but as the
price of his consecration in St. Sophia's he had to promise the Patriarch
to repeal the ecclesiastical legislation of his predecessor,

Jo L and to banish the guilty Theophano. This remarkable
ZIMISORS, . .
D soldier, who is described as short of stature but of
°0- 969 t bodily strength and besuty, carried on the work
-10 Jan. 976, S&Te8 y strength an uty, carried on the wor

of Nicephorus in the East, and his campaigns of
974 and 975 justified his own boast that ‘all Phoenicia, Palestine, and

! He forbade the building and endowment of new monasteries and required
ecclesiastical appointments to be sanctioned by the Emperor.

* Vol. ii, p. 869, ed. Bonn.

? Vol. iii, p. 507, ed. Bonn.

¢ Cp. Paparrigopoulos, Hist. du peuple grec, iv, 151-153, cited by Schlumberger,
Un Emp. byz., p. 539.

8 Of his namesake Nicephorus III, Botaniates, for instance. Cp. also the statement of
Zonaras (xviii, 22) about Alexius I, cited infra, p. Ixii.
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Syria were delivered from the tyranny of the Unbelievers and had become
obedient to the Romans’. But his great service to the Empire was his
complete overthrowing of the Russians who, under Sviatoslav, had invaded
Bulgaria, and were threatening Constantinople itself. As a further result
of this Bulgarian war (A.D. 970-972), Bulgaria—or, rather, the Eastern
kingdom of Bulgaria—was annexed to the Empire, and the Imperial
frontier was once more extended to the Danube. The marriage (in 972)
of Theophano the younger!® (daughter of Romanus II and Theophano) to
Otto (II), son of the Emperor Otto I, brought the Eastern Empire, in
this reign, into intimate relations with the Western.

John had been proclaimed as guardian of the two young co-emperors,
Basil II and Constantine VIII (sons of Romanus II), but their names
do not appear upon the coinage, though their existence is implied in
the inscription (= rois Bacilebot) on the silver coin, No. 7, p. 476, infra.
John’s gold and silver coins are not now very common, though he gained
popularity by his charitable distributions, and by the unusual lavishness
of his largesses. He abolished the kapnikon, a hearth-tax that had been
instituted by the unpopular Nicephorus 1.2

In the choice of types, John, who was known for his piety and for
his approval of monasticism, seems to have been influenced by his devotion
to the Blessed Virgin. He engraves on his solidi the bust of Mary, who
places the crown on his head, while the Manus Dei is stretched over
him in blessing. The remarkable silver coin, Pl. LIV. 14,3 which there
is good reason for attributing to this Emperor, may have been struck in
972, when he celebrated at Constantinople his triumph after the victories
in Bulgaria, and displayed the ikon of the Theotokos that had been
captured during the war.

There are no bronze coins bearing John’s name or effigy,* and this
is true also of his successors until Constantine X Ducas (A.D. 1059) once
more issued bronze money with the Imperial
name. We have, however, the formal testimony
of Scylitzes that Jobn first issued (in A.D. 972)
bronze coins with the head of the Saviour
and a religious inscription in Latin, and that & similar practice was
followed by his successors:—mpocérafe 8¢ xal év 7@ voulopari xal év
78 B0l eixéva éyypdpeclar Tob Swrijpos, un mpbrepov TolTOV Yevo-
pévov éypddovro 8 xal ypdppara popaiorl év Oarépe péper HOé mp

Anonymous bronze
coinage of John I
and his successors.

! Represented on an ivory plaque, see infra, p. lix n,

* Schlumberger, L' Epop. byz., i, p. 183.

% The British Museum specimen has unfortunately suffered injuries which distort the
face of the Virgin and the head of the Infant Christ,

* The bronze of Cherson, however, bears the monogram of John I and (later) of
Basil II.
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Siefibvrar *Incods Xpiords Bagireds Baoihéwv. Tobro 8¢ xal of xalefis
éripnoay Bagiheis.!

There are extant a large number of bronze coins bearing a sacred
type and legend as described by Scylitzes (or with similar types and
legends), which must undoubtedly be assigned to John and his successors.
An attribution of these types to various Emperors has been attempted
in this Catalogue,? and is discussed in detail infra, p. 480 f. A clue to
the arrangement is afforded by the restrikings, and by noting the varying
ornamentation of the nimbus of the Saviour.

John died suddenly on 10 Jan. 976, on his return from the East,
and Basil IT and Constantine VIII (the sons of Romanus II) were now
left as joint Emperors. Their busts appear side

Oonzfgwi;;n dW‘rIII by side on the gold and silver coins, but
076-1025. ’ Constantine was the faint Imperial shadow of

his brother Basil—the ascetic warrior, abrupt
of speech, who was feared rather than loved, and indifferent to all the
refining influences of art and literature.® The person of Basil is known
to us from a description in Psellus and from the miniature representing
him as a soldier in the Venice Psalter.* His portrait on the coins seems
conventional, or of little value as a likeness.

In the earlier years of his reign—for we may speak of it as his—
Basil was absorbed by the serious rebellions of Bardas Phocas and Bardas
Skleros. But in 991 he entered on the task of his life, the subjugation
of the Bulgarian nationality in both its eastern and western kingdoms.
The great struggle continued under Czar Samuel and his successors, and
did not close till 1018, when Basil—‘Bulgaroktonos '—celebrated his
triumph at Constantinople. By the subjugation of the Slavs and—a
more doubtful policy—the annexation of Armenia, the Empire acquired
a greater extent of territory than it had possessed since the days of
Justinian I, but its greatness culminated with Basil II.

In the Constantinopolitan coinage the only feature of interest is
the adoption, probably towards the end of the reign, of a new fabric
for the nomisma (PL LVI. 4). This fabric is thin and spread, and tends

! Cedren., vol. ii, p. 413, ed. Bonn ; Finlay (Hist., i, p. 451) remarks on the first part
of this passage that its plain meaning is that ‘John I made a change in the type of the
gold nomisma and of the copper obolos which had previously been distinguished by
the portrait of the Emperor'. The facts are that on all the extant gold and silver of
John his name and head appear, though with the addition of the Virgin. On the bronze,
the Imperial name and head are, for the first time, omitted, and a religious type and
inscription take their place.

 On the lines proposed in my article in Corolla Num., p. 338 f.

* Schlumberger, L' Epop. byz., Parts I and II.

¢ Reproduced in colours in Schlumberger, Un Emp. byz., p. 304. On the coin-
portrait, see infra, § 4, Period V. Basil II (with Constantine VIII) appears also in the
miniature of the Bari MS. figured in Schlumberger, L’ Epop. byz., iii, 801.
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to become concave on the obverse! forming the nwmmi scyphati so
often mentioned in documents of a later age. The

. -~ . . NuUMMI
concavity appears more distinctly in the following SOYPHEATT
reign; and for a considerable period the fabric of ’
the old nomisma or solidus, thick and of small module, subsists beside
the thin and concave fabric of the new nomisma.?

In this reign the coinage of Cherson comes to an end, and the date
of its cessation is doubtless the year 989, when the old Greek city—* dernier
débris du grand naufrage du monde hellénique '—the
intermediary between the trade of Constantinople and
Southern Russia, was taken by Vladimir, son of
Sviatoslav.® Cherson was, indeed, restored to the Empire when Vladimir
married the sister (Anne) of the two Basileis and embraced Christianity,
but there is no indication that its coinage was continued after the Russian
capture of the city.

Constantine VIII, left to rule alone by the death of Basil II in
Dec. 1025, was an idler* who committed the chief offices of government
to his eunuchs. In his expenditure he was
lavish, and the gold coins of his three-years’

Coinage of
Cherson ends.

CONSTANTINE VIII

reign are of three different types. He died 15 (ﬁue?’l)ézs
11 Nov. 1028, the last male representative of _11 Nov. 1038

the great Macedonian House. Just before his
death he had compelled Romanus Argyrus, a Byzantine noble, to marry
his second daughter Zoe,® and Romanus duly succeeded to the throne.

The coinage of Romanus III is not abundant. There are apparently
no silver coins, and the nomisema is known only of a single type. This
type departs from the model of his predecessor, and

the obverse shows the Emperor crowned by the ROMANUS III,

Theotokos (Pl LVIL 13). The Virgin Mother seems A;“m;
to have been specially invoked as his patron—as 12 Nov. 1028
-11 April, 1034.

she had been by an earlier ruler, John I, Zimisces.
In her honour he built at Constantinople the church and convent of
St. Mary Peribleptos, and the ikon of the Mother of God which served
as the standard of the Emperors was embraced by him with tears and
kisses in & moment of peril in his unfortunate campaign in Syria
(A.D. 1030).

! The side bearing the Emperor’s name and figure may be conveniently described as
the obverse.

? The nomisma of concave fabric is of heavier weight than the flat nomisma ; see
farther, infra, p. Ixii

3 On the date, Schlumberger, L' Epop. byz., i, p. 758.

4 On his character, Schlumberger, L'Epop. byz., i, 334, 835 ; iii, p. 2 f.

5 On Zoe, Schlumberger, op. cit., iii; Diehl, Ktudes byz, p. 70, and his Figures
byzantines, chap. x.

¢ Psellus, Hist., 334 (p. 81, ed. Sathas, 1899).
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Romanus died in 1034, and was succeeded by Michael IV, an able
and handsome court-officer, for whom Zoe had, while still the wife of
Romanus III, conceived a passion, and whom

MICHAEL IV, . . ,
she now married without a moment’s delay.
THE PAPHLAGONIAN, .. .
. In this reign, the increase of the taxes and
13 April, 1034 their arbitrary collection led to a revolt of the
-10 Dec. 1041.

Bulgarians and Servians, and the independence
of Servia began now (1040) to be tacitly recognized. An attempt to
reconquer Sicily from the Saracens was undertaken by the brave George
Maniakes with Normans and Varangians in his army, but was not
successful, though Messina was stormed (1038). Michael died 10 Dec.
1041.

Zoe caused to be crowned as Emperor, Michael V (the nephew of
Michael IV), her ‘son’ by adoption. On 18 April, 1042, the adopted son
sent Zoe into exile, but as the result of a popular

MICHAEL V, ,tbreak Michael was deposed and Zoe restored to
KALAPHATES, i i

14 Dec. 1041 the throme. The only coin that has any claim to
_a1 April, 1042, belong to Michael V is that figured in Pl. LVIIL 5,

a nomisma showing the Emperor crowned by the
Virgin. The Emperor's head may be compared with the portrait of him
that appears in the MS. of Zonaras at Modena,! representing his face
as long and oval with a somewhat long beard and moustache.

For a few months Zoe shared the government with her younger sister
Theodora, and though no coins have been identified as of their joint rule,
it is not improbable that such pieces were issued.

Tzn:f):::g Psellus describes the two Empresses seated side by
21 April-11 June, ide on the throne, and states that they made immense
p1042 " largesses to the multitude.? Theodora (according to

Psellus) was calm and restrained. Zoe passed rapidly
from the transports of joy to the depths of gloom. Zoe was extravagant
and lavish, while Theodora husbanded her resources.® Their portraits
appear in the Modena MS. of Zonaras* and they were represented,
conventionally, on the crown of ‘Constantine Monomachus’ now in the
National Museum of Pesth.

On 11 June, 1042, Zoe, who was now sixty-two, took to herself
a third husband, the handsome Constantine Monomachus, who was

1 Schlumberger, L Epop. byz., iii, p. 532.

2 Cp. Schlumberger, op. cit., iii, 388, 889. Type 1 of the nomisma of Theodora's
sole reign, infra, p. 505, might be assigned to her joint reign, were there in existence
& corresponding nomisma with the portrait of Zoe. Or, the two Empresses may have
been represented side by side.

3 Cp. Schlumberger, op. cit., pp. 391, 392.

4 Schlumberger, op. cit., p. 541.

5 C. de Linas, Hist. du trav. & I"Exp. univ. de 1867, p. 121f. (in colours) ; N. Kondakoff,
Hist. . . . des émaux byz., p. 228 (248 f. in German ed.) ; Molinier, L'orfévrerie, p. 52.
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crowned Emperor the next day. Their court was frivolous, not to say
scandalous, and the Emperor, who was little interested in military
affairs, was prodigal in his expenditure,
pleasure-loving and somewhat Bohemian in CONSTANTINE IX,
his tastes. Yet the reign of Constantine IX ~ITONOMACHUS,

oy s e 11 June, 1042
was fertile in important events, and even the _11 Jan. 1055.
Emperor has his serious side, as evidenced by
his encouragement of literary men—among them, the ‘humanist’ Michael
Psellus—and by his re-institution of the University of Constantinople.
Philosophy and Law were once more to be studied, and the Law (declared
the Emperor) was no longer to remain as obscure as an oracle. It was
to be hedged round by science, and the professional lawyers were to
be recruited only from the students of the University.

It was in this reign that the great schism of the churches of east
and west took place (1054), and it was under Constantine that the
permanent settlements of the Normans in Apulia (circ. 1042) and their
capture of Otranto (1055) practically crushed the Byzantine power in
Southern Italy; while the attacks of the Seljik Turks began to weaken
the structure of the Empire in Asia.! Yet, at the time, the future
gravity of these attacks could hardly have been foreseen: the prestige
of the Eastern Empire was, indeed, still considerable, and Armenia was
completely under its control.?

The nomismata that may be assigned to Constantine IX are of no
less than five types; and it is important to notice that, until the reign of
Alexius I, we have to do with nomismata of two distinct fabries3: (i) the
thick small coins resembling the earlier solidi (P]. LVIIL 6-8); (ii) coins of
the thin, spread concave fabric that had been introduced by Basil II
and Constantine VIII (Pl. LVIIL 9-12). The usual weight of (i) is about
62 grains ; the weight of (ii) is about 68 grains. The old (flat) nomisma
was thus reduced in weight, but the new (scyphate) nomisma retains
the original weight (about 68 grains) of the old solidus or nomisma.
Both classes seem to belong to the Constantinopolitan mint—though very
likely to different officinae—and they probably represent the same denomi-
nation. Of course, if Class I (62 grains) passed current as & nomisma,
the government was a gainer by its issue. It may be conjectured that
one class was more especially used as the currency of widely extended
commerce, while the other class chiefly circulated in the capital. A study,

! Finlay, Hist., ii, pp. 433, 434.—Cp. Diehl, Introduction to French trans. of
Neumann's Wellstellung des byz. Reiches, p. 5 :—* La bureaucratie civile, jalouse des barons
et de l'armée, devint toute puissante au palais, et elle crut, en tenant les généraux en
suspicion et en désorganisant 1'armée, avoir évité a tout jamais la révolution. Le réegne
de Constantin IX . . . marqua le plein triomphe de ce systéme.’

? Neumann's Weltstellung, &c., pp. 66, 67 (French trans.).

* The two nomismata had been first introduced under Basil IT and Constantine VIII.
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if it could be made, of the usual provenance of each of these classes of
nomismata would probably throw light on the cause of their contem-
poraneous issue. The silver coins bear interesting types of the Virgin
(PL. LIX. 8, 4, 5) who, on one denomination, is expressly identified as
the Virgin of Blachernae, H RAAXEPNITICA. Another silver coin
supplies an instance, very rare on coins, of a metrical inscription:—
déomowva odfos evae Movoudyov. This is an iambic trimeter of the
kind usually found on the metrieal Bullae! A coin of Romanus IV
(infra, p. 526) is inscribed with a hexameter line.

It may be added that the Empress Zoe does not appear on the
coins whether alone or in conjunction with her husband. Possibly the
position of the beautiful Skleraina—herself created Augusta—may have
caused a difficulty, though we know that wife and mistress lived together
in the Imperial palace on strange terms of amity.

Constantine IX died on 11 Jan. 1055. Zoe had died in 1050, and
her aged sister Theodora—she was now seventy—once more made her
appearance upon the Imperial stage, and was proclaimed Empress, even
before the dying sovereign had expired.

The Empress took an active part in the administration, but died
after a short reign on 31 Aug. 10566, the last representative of the
Macedonian House. Her gold coins show her

'I;IE?:ID?;: *  adorned with a profusion of jewellery, and wearing
_81 Aug. 1050,  ©laborately embroidered robes (see PL LX. 1-3,

and p. 506, infra, note 1). Her sister Zoe is said
to bave disdained both jewellery and brocaded dresses? Theodora’s
coins are of neat and careful workmanship, particularly the standing
figure of the Saviour (Pl. LX. 4-7), which has been supposed to be a
reproduction of the image of the Saviour of Chalce (part of the Imperial
palace), which stood above the gate® -

Theodora nominated as her successor Michael VI, Stratioticus, once
an able soldier, but now old and incapable. The army soon rose
against him, and proclaimed as Emperor Isaac

MICHAEL VI, (i inenus, a member of the great family of the

sm“::’:‘l';‘;‘;” Comneni who had acquired rich estates in Asia
—81 Aug. 1057. Minor. Michael abdicated on 31 Aug. 1057} and

the next day Isaac was crowned in St. Sophia.

1 See Froehner in Annuaire de la Soc. frang. de Num., 1882, p. 44 ; 1884, p. 812 f.

2 Schlumberger, L'Epop. byz., iii, p. 392.

3 See Dumont in Reo. Num., 1867, p. 195, where a silver coin, with obv., the Virgin;
rev., standing figure of {C XC O XAAKHTHC, is published. Dumont thinks it may
belong to the time of John III, Ducas, Vatatzes, Emperor of Nicaea. The coin was
formerly in the Photiades coll. and is described in Photiades Cat., No. 676.

¢ His portrait in the Modena MS. of Zonaras, figured in Schlumberger, op. cit., iii,
p- 533, (Portrait of Isaac I, ib., p. 540.) The type of an angel—apparently the archangel
Michael—on Michael's coine is novel (p. 509, type 2, infiv).
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Isaac’s energy was directed to financial reform, and to curtailing
the expenditure at court. But he was weakened by illness, and near the
end of the year 1059 he followed the example of
his predecessor and abdicated. Zonaras and Scylitzes O:)sl::mi';,s
record that Isaac caused himself to be represented ’

. . . . . 81 Aug. 1067
on his gold coins with a drawn sword in his hand —_a5 Deo. 1069
(see this type, Pl LX. 12), and they take this repre- ' )
sentation to be an act of vainglory on the part of the Emperor, who thus
seemed to ascribe his good fortune in securing his throne not to Providence
but to his personal prowess. But Isaac does not seem to have been
s man of the stamp of Hybrias the Cretan, and it is probable that
these authors are merely echoing the sneers of persons who wished to
ridicule the Emperor—disappointed courtiers, for instance, to whom Isaac's
reforms were naturally not palatable.! For though the representation
of an Emperor with a drawn sword was an innovation, it was not
s startling one. Constantime IX (died 1056) had already been shown (on
his silver coins) holding a sword in its sheath; and on two types of
his nomisma Isaac I himself likewise holds his sword ensheathed.? To
represent the sword withdrawn from its sheath was, therefore, only to
develop slightly a motive already familiar.

On his only known silver coin Isaac used the epithet ¢ Orthodox’, one
not found on the coins of other reigms.

Constantine X, the Cappadocian noble who succeeded Isaac I, has
been called by Finlay ‘an avaricious pedant’. This may be a crude
characterization, but it is certain that his policy
was anti-military, and that his chief efforts were CONSTANTINE X,

lirected to replenishing the treasury at all hazards. - ]]))ZOAISO’SO
The Senate, the bureaucratic classes, and the clergy _myc.loe'l

who supported the Emperor against the military
and land-owning olasses, believed, or affected to believe that the age of
wars was over. Part of the army was disbanded; pay was lowered, and
the upkeep of stores and munition neglected. Yet at no time was a great
Imperial army more needed. The gravest danger arose from the Seljik
Turks under Togril-bey and his successor Alp-Arslan. In 1064 the
Seljiks had captured Ani, the ancient capital of Armenia, and their
numberless raids and invasions laid Asia Minor waste. In 1066 a new

! Cedren., vol. ii, p. 641 ed. Bonn:—alrixa r¢ Bachix¢ vopiopare owabypdpos
Swyapdrreras, pi) ¢ Oeg 10 wiy émiypdPwy dANa 1 ig loxvi xai T3 wepl woképovs épwerpiq.
The versified account of Ephraemius is to the same effect ; p. 140 ed. Bonn.—Similarly
also Zonaras, Ep., xviii; vol. iii, pp. 665, 666 ed. Bonn (ré wopiopar: &idipn éavrov
éwexdpafe). But Zonaras, in another passage (Ep., xviii ; vol.iii, p. 667 ed. Bonn) about
Isanc, seems to. take the drawn sword (rd gipus yvuwéy) as symbolizing the Emperor's
drastic and over-hasty methods of making reforms.

3 Cp. Maedler, Theodora, Michael Strat., Isaac Komnenos, p. 45 n.

I h
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enemy, the Uzes, broke into Bulgaria. In 1064 Belgrade had fallen into
the hands of the Magyars.

The coinage of this unfortunate and illjudging ruler is abundant.
We may note especially, that in the course of his reign he abolished the
‘anonymous’ bronze coinage that had subsisted since the time of John I,
Zimisces (supra, p. li), and substituted one with the Imperial name and
effigy. The time-honoured practice of using old flans for the bronze
currency was not, however, discontinued.

Constantine X died in May, 1067, and for a few months his widow

Eudocia carried on the government with two of her

EUDOOIA] ”“(r:::: ) sons—Michael VII and Constantine. She struck

a nomisma (Pl. LXI. 10) with her own figure

(which had already appeared on one of the bronze coins of Constantine X)
placed between her two sons.

In December (1067) Eudocia took a husband in the person of
Romanus (IV), Diogenes, a Cappadocian noble famed for his valour. But

he was as impetuous as brave, and rashly hurried an

BOMANUB IV, pgisciplined army into the fild. He made head

D;ffﬁ::’ against the Seljiiks in Armenia, Cappadocia and

N Aug- 107L Syria, but in the fateful battle of Manzikert, in

’ Armenia, the Byzantine army suffered a crushing

defeat at their hands (A.D. 1071). The same year is also memorable for

the taking of Bari by the Normans under Robert Guiscard, and the ending
of the long-lived domination of the Eastern Empire in Italy.

During the three or four years of his reign Romanus issued coins
remarkably varied in type. On one of his nomismata he placed his own
portrait (alone); on another the portrait of himself and Eudocia in con-
junction. A third (PL LXI. 11) is a family-coin, showing, on the reverse,
the three stepsons of the Emperor (the sons of Constantine X by Eudoeisa),
and on the obverse, a figure of the Saviour crowning the Emperor and his
wife. This subject—Christ ecrowning Romanus IV and Eudocia—is familiar
to students of art from the ivory (the cover of an Evangeliarium) in the
Bibliothéque Nationale, Paris. The ivory is of far higher artistic merit
than the coin, as may be discerned from the mild and gracious aspect of
the Saviour and the easy action of the arms in blessing, which are extended
nearly horizontally and not raised as on the coin.!

1 Molinier, Hist. des arts appliqués, &c., vol. i, ‘Ivoires,” p. 97; Babelon, Guide
Qlustré au Cabinet des Médailles, Paris, 1900, fig. 145 and p. 818; Diehl, Ktudes byz.,
p. 119; Venturi, Storia del’ arte ital., ii, p. 583. On the coin, the Christ stands
on a rectangular footstool or platform which, on the ivory, is itself raised on a basis
of omphalic form. On the ivory, the Emperor and Empress are nimbate as well
a8 the Christ. The coin-types are reproduced on a leaden piece (presumably a seal)
figured by De Marchant, Mélanges de num., letter iv; PL; No. 2, and by Sabatier,
Iconographie, Pl suppl. 24, No. 1.—The motive of the Saviour blessing two Imperial
persons is found, in the tenth cenmtury, on the ivory plaque of the Musée de Cluny,
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On one of the silver coins (Pl. LXIL 2) occurs a beautiful figure of the
Blessed Virgin holding (in her left arm) the Infant Jesus. This has been
thought to be the Virgin called the Conductress—H OAHFHTPIA—who is
familiar from other works of Byzantine art, such as the Spitzer ivory.!
The legend of this piece forms a hexameter verse :—IIap@éve oot woAvaive
s fiAmixe wdvra karopfor.?

After Manzikert, Romanus IV became the prisoner of Alp-Arslan,
and a revolution at Constantinople soon disposed of both Emperor and
Empress.

Michael VII, Ducas (the eldest son of Eudocia and Constantine X),
was now proclaimed Emperor. His reign was a period of disaster and
revolt. The Emperor, a pupil of Michael Psellus,
amused himself with rhetoric and verse-making, but MICHAEL VII,
was careless of affairs of State. The Seljik hordes :‘m‘l‘g:n
continued to pour into Asia Minor, and the Seljuks o %0
of Rim or Iconium, under Suleiman, now became ’ )
an independent power. At last, Nicephorus III, Botaniates, one of the
pretenders to the throne, was proclaimed Emperor at Constantinople on
24 March, 1078, and Michael retired to the monastery of the Studium.

The reign of Nicephorus was short and troubled. His expenditure
was wasteful, and we know from the testimony of extant coins that he
debased the nomisma, which is often struck in

alloyed gold or electrum. As to the personal Nliﬁiﬂont;:snl,
appearance of the Emperor: what purports to be g 3y 107’8
a portrait appears in the MS. of Chrysostom in April,,IOSL

the Bibliotheque Nationale, Paris,® but his por-
trait on the coins is evidently conventional, and is practically identical
with the head of Michael VII as found on coins. Nicephorus, on his
silver coins, placed beside his own the bust of his wife, the Empress
Maria, the widow of Michael VII, who had represented her on some of
his coins.

Three rebellions of this reign (including that of Nicephorus Bryennius)
were put down by the aid of the general Alexius Comnenus, nephew
of the former Emperor Isaac I, Comnenus; but in the crushing of a fourth
rebellion, that of his brother-in-law Nicephorus Melissenus, Alexius refused

representing Christ blessing the Emperor Otto II and his wife Theophano, the daughter
of Romanus II and the famous Theophano : Schlumberger, Un Emp. byz., p. 651.

1 Schlumberger, Sigillogr., p. 37. Spitzer ivory triptych, Schlumberger, Un Emp.
byz., p. 105 ; ivory triptych, Evéché de Litge, Schlumberger, L’E‘pop. byz., i, p. 181; cp.
miniature, ib., p. 105 ; copper plaque in Victoria and Albert Museum, South Kensington,
L'Epop. byz., iii, frontispiece.—On the Virgin Hodegetria, see further, Bauer and
Strzygowski, Eine Alexandrinische Weltchronik, p. 159 (in Denkschrifien der kais. Akad.
der Wissensch., Wien, 1906, Bd. 51).

2 See p. 525, infra. On metrical inscriptions, supra, p. lvi.

3 Bayet, L’ Art byz., p. 169; Diehl, Etudes byz., p. 121.
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to take part. This pretender was proclaimed Emperor at Nicaea, and
struck a silver coin with his name as &eomwérys

?gféﬁ::g: (infra, p. 589; PL LXIIIL 11). But Alexius Com-
(pretender),  DeDUS, & much abler rival, was now himself a

1080-April, 1081. candidate for empire; on 1 April, 1081, he entered

and plundered Constantinople, and Nicephorus III

retired to a monastery. Melissenus was given the title of Caesar, but
ceased to be of political importance.!

The aoccession of Alexius I, Comnenus, a representative of ome of

the great feudal families, put an end to a period of anarchy and weakness.?

During his long reign this able Emperor had to con-

‘:,LEXIUS L tend against Norman, Patzinak, Turk, and Crusader,
aori - yet his organizing skill and his subtle, if unscrupulous,

2 April, 1081 vl ] od him in atead. The 3

-16 Aug. 1118. diplomacy constantly sto m in stead. o de-

cadence of the Empire was at least arrested by
Alexius, as it was afterwards by his successors John II and Manuel 1.

His earlier years, 1081-1085, were occupied with the war in Illyria
and Thessaly against the Normans, under the famous Robert Guiscard,
Duke of Apulia, but the danger of the Norman invasion passed away
with the death of Guiscard in 1085. A struggle with the Seljik Turks,
and with the Patzinaks, who were at last annihilated at the battle of
the Leburnion in 1091,® filled the years 1084-1092. The First Crusade
began in 1095. Europe (as Gibbon says) was ‘ precipitated on Asia’, and
Constantinople was almost swept away by the impetuous deluge. Alexius
with great adroitness avoided a conflict with these hordes of western
warriors : he regarded them as mercenaries in his pay, and tried to win
their chiefs by costly presente.* Some of the Imperial possessions in
Asia Minor were won back by the Crusaders, and the war with the
Seljiiks, 1110-1117, ended in favour of the Emperor.

One of the great tasks of Alexius was the creation of a navy and
the strengthening and reorganization of the military forces, especially
in the cavalry arm. Over his army Alexius exercised absolute control,
and usually took the command in person. A vast increase in the publie
expenditure was the result of these military necessities; the subjects
of Alexius groaned under the burden of taxation, and endured the
numberless losses and vexations brought about by a systematic debasement
of the currency.

! Waddington in Rer. num., 1863, p. 899.

? ‘L'avénement des Comnénes en 1081’ ‘Ce fut le triomphe de l'aristocratie
féodale et du parti militaire sur le gouvernement central et la bureaucratie civile.’
Diehl, Introd. to Neumann’s Weltstellung (French trans.), p. 6; cp. note, p. lv, n., supra,
as to the state-policy under Constantine IX.

3 They were finally extinguished under his successor, John II, A.D. 1128,

* Chalandon, Essas sur le 1égne d’ Alexis I, chap. vi.
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Alexius was about thirty-three at his accession, and is described
as a man of short stature, with broad chest and shoulders. His bust
and full-length figure often ocour on the coins, but the portrait seems
to be conventional. He is represented also on seals! and in a MS.
of the Vatican? In the earlier part of his reign he associated with
himself Constantine Ducas, the son of Michael VII, Ducas; but Constantine
does not appear on the coins, for the pieces assigned by Sabatier (ii,
p- 194) to Alexius I and Constantine are doubtless of Alexius III and
Saint Constantine. In 1092 Alexius associated his eldest son John (II)
in the Empire, and it was no doubt on this occasion that he put forth
a nomisma (Pl LXV. 1) bearing figures of himself, his wife Irene and
John. His famous daughter Anna Comnena does not appear on the coins,
though her seals are extant.*

The coinage of Alexius I presents many varieties of types—the bust,
or the full figure, holding the cross, the labarum or a jewelled scept.re
But there is no bold departure in the designs. The interest of his comage
lies in the metals and denominations.

(i) Bromze coinage (PL. LXV. 9-16), consisting mainly of small pieces
of irregular shape and thick fabric. Extant specimens weigh from about
50 to 70 grains. (This is probably the follis.)

(ii) A silver coin (Pl. LXV. 2-6), nearly identical in size and fabric
with the bronze just described. The weight of the specimens in the
British Museum is about 60 grains; no doubt the miliaresion. There
are also flat, thin coins in silver; the British Museum specimen weighs
32 grains.

(iii) Nomisma. This is found in various metals :—

Type 1 in gold.

Type 2 in bronze.

Type 8 in gold and in electrum.
Types 4 and 5 in base silver or billon.
Type 6 in electrum.

Type 7 in gold and in billon.

. 1 On the seals of Alexius, see Schlumberger, Mélanges darch. byz., i, pp. 268, 264 ;
Sigillogr., p. 79; and p. 428 (rev., seated Christ); p. 688 ; Sorlin-Dorigny in Rer. arch.,
1871, pt. i, p. 82; Birch, Seals in British Museum, v, p. 4; Konstantopoulos in Journ.
snternat. arch. num., 1905, p. 214 f. (Alexius and family).

* See the reproductions of Cod. gr. Vat., No. 666, in Chalandon, op. cit., frontispiece
and p. 50.

3 The standing figure of Ireme occurs in enamel in the pala d'oro of St. Mark’s,
Venice: see Veludo in Pasini, Il tesoro di San Marco, Pl. XV-XX; Venturi, op. cit.,
p- 645 f.

¢ S8ee Schlumberger, Mélanges d'arch. byz., i, p. 267; Sigillogr., p. 641, and in Rep.
num., 1905, p. 839 f. Cp. Comptes rendus de I Acad. frang., 1905, p. 142 (ring of Irene ?
wife of Alexius I).

el
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It is certain that Alexius was reduced to great straits for money.
Early in the reign he had recourse to the precious vessels of the churches,
and from the doors of one church he stripped the gold and silver plating ;
he also melted down various public monuments made of bronze.! And he
was easily led on by the example of his predecessors to the adulteration of
the nomisma.

The changing fortunes of the nomisma may here be briefly recapitulated.
We have seen that as far back as the tenth century, Nicephorus II, Phocas,
was accused, though apparently unjustly, of tampering with this coin.
Under Constantine VIII (1025-1028) we find two gold coins, both pre-
sumably intended to pass as nomismata though one is inferior in weight to
the other. These coins are () a scyphate piece (first introduced by Basil IT)
with the weight of 68-70 grains?; (8) a small thick coin of the weight of
62-63 grains. These two coins continue to be struck down to the reign
of Michael VII, Ducas (1071-1078), but after his time the gold coin of
62-63 grains ceases to be issued.

Among the extant nomismata of Michael VII there are some specimens
struck in pale gold or electrum, and even in silver and billon.® Already,
therefore, the debasement of the gold nomisma was being attempted.
The nomisma-coinage of the next Emperor, Nicephorus III (1078-1081), the
predecessor of Alexius I, is particularly shameless, specimens in pure gold
being of exceptional occurrence, while the majority of pieces are in electrum
or base gold. The part that Alexius himself played can be made out fairly
well from the following statement in Zonaras, which we can confront with
the testimony of the coins themselves :— .

Ofros ¢ Baoikeds kal 70 vépiopa xexiBdnhevpévov mwapd Tédv mpd abrod
edpnrds xdAkeov Edero, @ eis T& Tiis PBacikelas éxéxpnro dvadpara, Tods
8¢ ye ¢Pbpovs 8ia xpuoivov Soxipwv eloémparre, mp O0é ye xal 8 érépwv,
Xpvoivay utv kdkeivov, dAN’ fuixpbowr, éore 8’ of xal Sid TdV xalkéov
édaopopdper (Zonaras, Ep., xviii, 22=vol. iii, p. 738, ed. Biittner-Wobst,
Bonn %),

The changes introduced by Alexius involved not merely the debase-
ment of a single denomination (the nomisma), but the setting up side by
side of nomismata of varying intrinsic value. Thus, there was the old gold
nomisma, of 68-70 grains, which tended to become electrum ; there was
the new silver nomisma, which tended to become billon ; and finally, the new
bronze nomisma. All this produced a hopeless confusion in accounts and
furnished fresh opportunities of exaction to the collectors who farmed the

! Rev. num., 1866, p. 36 f., on Nicetas.

% i.e. the weight of the nomisma (solidus) of earlier reigns.

¥ See p. 530, infra, note 1.

4 Bittner-Wobst translates :—* Hic rex cum solidum a decessoribus suis adulteratum
repperisset, aeneum fecit, quo in regni expensis uteretur; in vectigalibus vero probos
aureos exigebat, aliquando etiam nummos semiaureos, interdum aeneos.’'
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taxes. For instance, the collector of the supplementary taxes (the 8ixéparov,
éfdporrov, &c.) sometimes tried the device of reckoning fractions and small
payments as if twelve miliaresia still went (as formerly) to the nomisma.
Thus, for a tax of 3 nomisma six miliaresia were demanded, though the
nomisma was at this time only worth four! miliaresia. The contributory
thus paid six miliaresia instead of two, or (in the new money) one whole
nomisma + two miliaresia.

In large transactions, as e.g. in his treaty with Bohemund, Prince
of Antioch, Alexius agreed that his own payments should be made in
‘Michaels’? i.e. in the nomismata coined by Michael VII, thus putting his
own money and that of his predecessor hors de combat. A subsidy paid by
Alexius to the German Emperor Henry IV was discharged in silver coin,
a proof, a8 Finlay has remarked,® that Byzantine silver money was formerly
not so rare as it now for the most part is.4

John II—fKalojoannes’,—who was left by his father's death sole
Emperor, has the distinction of being probably the most amiable ruler
that ever occupied the Byzantine throne.® His reign
was not inglorious, and in fortunate campaigns against JOHN 1II,
the Seljik Turks he extended the boundary of the ~ COMNENUS,
Empire east and west. But he neglected to restore 185 AA e 111::3 ¢
the fleet, and the Venetians, who now traded direct pril, )
with the Christian principalities in Syria, and were rapidly becoming the
trading rivals of Constantinople, plundered with impunity Rhodes and
other islands and coasts of the Empire. In the end, John was forced to
renew the commercial privileges of the Vemetians in Constantinople
(A.p>. 1126).

The coinage of this,reign of nearly twenty-five years is varied, and
there are at least seven types of the nomisma’ Two of these types are
entirely in billon, and two others are chiefly in electrum. There are three
types, however, usually struck in gold, and it would seem that John—

! Or perhaps five.

* Finlay, Hist., iii, p. 63 n., and p. 128; Chalandon, op. cit., p. 248; Ducange, s.v.
Michaelitae.

3 Hist., iii, p. 74.

* On the tax-collecting and the difficulties caused by the nmew coinage, see an
excellent section in M. Chalandon’s Alexis I, pp. 299-309, founded partly on the model
accounts for the revenue-collectors of Alexius I (published, Zachariae von Lingenthal,
Ius Graeco-Romanum, pt. 3, p. 385 f.).—On the expressions véuopa rpaxy, rpaxt dompoy
»ouopa, which apparently designate the nomisma in silver, see Svoronos, Journ. internat.
d'arch. num., ii, p. 352 f. According to Svoronos, vop. rpay. is a translation of nmummus
asper, i.e. a coin fresh from the mint, and rough to the touch because not yet worn
smooth by circulation. “Agwpos, as applied to coins (especially to the silver of the
Emperors of Trebizond), afterwards—it is suggested—meant ¢ white ® or ‘silver ’ money.

¢ Finlay, Hist., iii, p. 130. .

¢ On the chronology, &c., of this reign, E. Kurtz in B. Z., 1907, p. 69 f.

7 No silver coins, apart from the silver nomisma, appear to be extant.

N
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while maintaining the electrum and billon nomismata—made an effort to
improve on the gold nomisma of his father Alexius I. The Virgin crowning
the Emperor is a frequent type, and the figure of & saint—St. George—
is introduced (Pl LXVIIL. 12!). The warrior-saint wears a cuirass and
sword ; his hair is curly and his head nimbate.?
John II was succeeded by his youngest son Manuel I, Comnenus,
a man of extraordinary physical endowments; a Samson who could tear
a stirrup in two?® and whose lance and buckler not

MANUEL I, g4, Raymond ‘the Hercules of Antioch’ could wield.
: ip ril 11:;3 He was a good soldier, but had more the temper of
_24 Sept. 1180. a knight-errant who loved fighting and adventure for

their own sake. He was enamoured of Western
civilization and delighted in tournaments. Both of his wives were western
princesses, and he married his son Alexius to Agnes, daughter of the French
king Louis VII.

Manuel’s reign of thirty-seven years was spent in incessant warfare.
He invaded Hungary and won the battle of Zeugmin. He repulsed the
Normans under Roger of Sicily. He was involved in a naval contest with
the Venetians, but had finally to restore their trading privileges, which he
had tried to suppress. In his struggle with the Seljiks he failed to
re-conquer Asia Minor. If in his dealings with the warriors of the Second
Crusade Manuel showed considerable discretion, his general foreign policy
was grandiose and Utopian; thus, he sought from Pope Alexander III,
who was at enmity with Barbarossa, a union between the Kastern and
Western churches, a condition being that he should be erowned Emperor
of the West. At the same time he neglected to make radical internal
reforms—a heroic task, no doubt—and the opportunity of reform was
rapidly passing away.

His coinage is varied and abundant, there being at least eight types of
the nomisma in the precious metals, and five types of the nomismsa in
bronze or a mixture of bronze. There are also at least eight types in the
ordinary bronze coinage. Gold is not frequently employed for the nomisma,
but only a very pale electrum, which is often hardly distinguishable from
gilver. According to Nicetas* he coined bad nomismata to deceive the
Crusaders. These may, however, have been only the ordinary bronze or
billon nomismata of the time, and Manuel of course was not responsible for
the first introduction of the nomisma in bronze.

1 An earlier but isolated representation of a Saint on coins occurred in the time of
Alexander, see supra, p. xlvii.

2 The curly bair and cuirass—sometimes & tunic—are found on other monuments.
The Saint, however, usually stands holding a spear and shield: see Schlumberger,

pop. byz., i, p. 13; ii, pp. 49, 182, 278 ; cp. Dalton, Cat. of Early Christian Antiquities,
s.v. ‘Saints’. St. George is found with spear and shield on the coins of Manuel 1
(Pl. LXX. 16).

3 So at least says an Arab author. *1,5; cp. Ducange, Gloss., s.v. Manlat.
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As his predecessor had introduced St. George on the coinage, Manuel
introduced St. Theodore and St. Demetrius. The head of the youthful
Christ, inscribed ‘ Emmanuel’ (Pl. LXVIIL 15), may perhaps have been
-chosen as suggesting the name ¢ Manuel’.

Manuel I was succeeded by his son Alexius II, & boy of thirteen,
but in Oet. 1183, Andronicus (I, Comnenus), a cousin of Manuel and
grandson of Alexius I, was associated with him as
joint ruler. In Sept. 1184, Andronicus put Alexius ALEXIUS II,

to death and reigned alone. ;io&pt T::(’)
The sole reign of Alexius II lasted about three —Sept. 1184.

years, and it would seem probable that even in that
anarchic period coins were struck in his name. No extant pieces can,
however, be attributed to him with any ocertainty, for all the coins
inscribed ¢Alexius’ show a bearded head, and we should expect, even
amid the conventionalities of Byzantine coinage, that he would be repre-
sented as beardless. However, to the single year (1183-1184) during
which Alexius II reigned jointly with Andronicus I, some of the coins
inscribed with the sole name of ¢ Andronicus’ may possibly belong.
Andronicus Comnenus is one of the most striking, though not ome
-of the most important, figures who occupied the Imperial throne. He
has been described as a Byzantine Alcibiades, and
he was, indeed, in character, as many-sided as his AN:OBONIG‘UB L
Athenian prototype. He had the same ambition, , . u;:::::’us "
the same intellectual gifts and personal charm, ( with Alexiu-.n);

-combined with an almost equal want of moral Sept. 1184
stability. Viewed from some aspects, he may be -12 Sept. 1185
portrayed as a blood-stained tyrant and a traitor (alone).

to his country. But he appears also as a romantic

adventurer at Turkish courts, and even as a prison-hero. He was, no
doubt, a profligate, but (as Mr. Finlay puts it) ‘a sober and abstemious
profligate.’ Certainly he had many qualities of a statesman, and in his
brief reign, when he was nearly seventy years old, carried through
with iron will reforms which, if begun earlier or continued later,
might have propped a falling state.

These reforms were chiefly in finance, judicature, and general ad-
ministration. He lightened the taxes and paid the tax-collectors large
salaries, that so they might be less tempted to extortion. He abolished
many useless posts that had previously been sold to the highest bidder,
and appointed to the judicial bench men of professional knowledge and
high character. Like Basil II and other great Emperors, he tried to
-curb the fendal nobility, whose vast estates had been acquired to the
detriment of the small proprietor. His interference with the public
spectacles, and his abolition of court-festivities, were likewise excellent
in theory, but probably hardly expedient: certainly these measures earned

I i
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for the reformer immense unpopularity, and the people came to have
& peculiar detestation of any aged man who wore the forked and pointed
beard that was characteristic of Andronicus.!

On 12 Sept. 1185 (when Andronicus had reigned alone but one year),
a rising of the mob of Constantinople set on the throne Isaac Angelus,
a survivor of the great family of the Angeli, which Andronicus had
ruthlessly suppressed. Andronicus was not only dethroned, but put to
death with refinements in the way of torture and indignity that can
hardly be described.

In his coinage, Andronicus had made no innovations. His nomisma
is of gold, electrum, and bronze, but seems to be scarce in the two first
metals, When Andronicus was dethroned, great stores of gold, silver,
and copper, both coined and in bullion, were found in the palace.*

. Isaac II, in his love of pleasure, and inattention—amid a luxurious
court—to public business, recalls king Charles II, though he had, probably,
less natural ability than the English monarch. His

m;:’ reign was signalized by a great rebellion of the
12 Sept 1ss  Vallachian and Bulgarian peoples between the Haemus

_ and Danube: a new monarchy, the Wallachian, was

8 April, 1186. ¢ rmed, and the great work of Zimisces and Basil
was brought to naught. Cyprus, also, was lost to the Empire, and the
rebel Isaac, Ducas CoMNENUS, ruled there as ‘ Emperor’ (1184-1191),
and issued coins ® until he came into ill-advised collision with Richard
the Lion-hearted, who seized the island and gave it to Guy de Lusignan.

The revolt of THEODORE MANEAPHAS (1189 and later), who became
master of the country round Philadelphia, and likewise assumed the title of
Emperor, requires some mention here, as, according to Nicetas,* he struck
gilver money with his own effigy. But this coinage has not been
identified with certainty.’

Isaac II is accused by Nicetas of debasing the currency,’ but it
must be said that his extant money is not worse than that of his
predecessor Andronicus I, the nomisma being in gold, pale electrum,
billon, and bronze.”

! See this beard represented on the coins of Andronicus I, infra, p. 583, No. 1, and
Pl. LXXL 3, 4.

* Nicetas, 228 ; cp. Finlay, iii, p. 220; E. Miller in Rev. num., 1866, p. 40.

® His rebellion had begun in the previous reign. See tnfra, p. 597, on his coinage.

* Hist., p. 522, ed. Bonn :—dpyipeov xéxope womapa Tiv oixeiav éyxapdfas év adre
aryiny,

® A silver nomisma (obr., Imperial figure crowned by the Virgin; rev., bust of
Christ) is assigned to Mankaphas by Thomsen Cat., No. 809, Pl I; but the legend
of the obv. seems very indistinct. *

¢ P. 584, ed. Bonn :—d\\a xai 1o dpyipior xiB3n\edoas dddkiuoy 16 vipopa kéxoge.

7 The archangel Michael appears on his coins (Pl. LXXI. 16) wearing & cuirass and
not the long robes in which he is often represented in Byzantine art.
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Isaac II was deposed (8 Apr. 1195) by his brother Alexius III, who
blinded him and kept him in prison.

Alexius IIT was another weak Emperor, heedless of public business.
At his accession he made a lavish distribution of honours, titles, and
money, and was ready (it was said), if requested,
to pile Athos upon Olympos. His coinage is ALEXIUS III,
abundant and, like that of Isaac II, includes the ANGELUS, OALLED

. . P COMNENTUS
nomisma in gold, pale electrum, and inferior 8 April 119;
wetals. But the taxation that he authorized was . Ju.ly’ 1208
erushing ; the army and navy were out of gear; ’ )
roads, bridges, and aqueducts were left in a ruined state, and in spite
of the magnificence and wealth of the capital, the general condition was
one of national demoralization.!

His reign ended on 17 July, 1203, when a great blow fell upon
the Empire with the first capture of Constantinople by the Venetians
and the warriors of the Fourth Crusade.

The Crusaders brought forth Isaac II from his

prison and restored him to the throne in conjunction ISAAGC 11
. . . . (restored),
with his son Alexius IV. No coins are known of and his son

this joint reign, which lasted rather more than six 4 oo o 1o
months. . _ 18 July, 1208

A rising in the capital against the Franks was _ag yan 1304,
headed by Alexius V, who was crowned 5 Feb. 1204, '
and stood manfully at his post till the final great

BXIUS V.
storming and capture of Constantinople by the l::c AS oasned’
Crusaders on 12 April (1204). A nomisma in Htmzn"rm.us
bronze (Thomsen Caf, No. 811) and a bronze coin . o o4 ’

(Sabatier, Pl. 58, 142%) have been assigned to this 5 Feb. 1204
brief reign, but both attributions are perhaps open _jg Apri1 1304
to doubt.

The great orgy of plunder—the pillage of shrine and reliquary; the
destruction of priceless works of ancient art, was followed by the estab-
lishment of the new line of Latin Emperors.®
Yet neither Baldwin, Count of Flanders, nor
his successors, who reigned till 1261, appear
to have assumed the Imperial right of coinage. The few bronze coins
which Sabatier and others have ascribed to these Emperors bear no
Imperial name and belong rather (as I have endeavoured to show?) to
the time of Alexius I and the First Crusade.® M. Schlumberger has well

! E. Pears, Fall of Constantinople, pp. 102 f,, 113.

* A specimen of this coin in the British Museum reads AECI, the rest of the
legend being quite obscure. It is perbaps of the Empire of Nicaea.

8 E. Gerland, Gesch. des lateinischen Kaiserreiches von Konstantinopel, 1905, &c.

¢ Infra, p. 554.
5 Yet it would appear from Nicetas, that bronze coins were minted cire. 1204, made

LATIN EHPEB/ORS
1204-1261.
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suggested ! that the coins current under the Latin Emperors, 12041261,
were the silver coins of Venice, and that the mints were controlled by
Venetians.? This is probable enough when we consider the commercial
importance of Venice at Constantinople; the predominating part that
she played in diverting the Fourth Crusade to the capture of the Capital,
and the large share that she enjoyed from the spoils of the divided Empire
(Crete, the Aegean Islands, &ec.)

The Empire was now split up into a number of feudal principalities,

and into the so-called ‘Empires’ of Nicaea (1204-1261), Thessalonica

(1223-1234), and Trebizond (1204-1462). The

KMFPIRES OF coins issued by these ‘Emperors’ are of the

NICAEA, familiar Byzantine types and fabric® but as
THESSALONICA, e TP ’

AND TREBIZOND. ‘he description of them lies })eyond the scope of

: these volumes, we must again take up the story
of the Empire in the year 1261, when Michael VIII, Palaeologus, the
last Emperor of Nicaea, ousted Baldwin II, the last Latin Emperor, and
himself reigned at Constantinople as monarch of the restored Eastern
Empire.

Michael VIII, the first of the dynasty of the Palaeologi, was crowned
on 15 Aug. 1261. He ruled over a shrunken Empire, shorn of its ancient
glories, and was the last Emperor of any con-
spicuous political and military ability. Under
the Palaeologi, Constantinople, though no longer—
in face of Italian competition—the commercial

with his son emporium of the world, still remained a centre
of artistic and intellectual culture, but the two

ANDRONIOUS IT, . .

8 Nov. 13789 . centuries of. their rule are marked by the decadence

11 Deo. 1283. of the Empire as a whole.*

Michael's gold nomismata (Pl LXXIV. 1-4)
represent on the obverse the kneeling Emperor supported by St. Michael
from bronze statues melted down: see Nicetas, De Signis, pp. 856 and 859. ’AMN\& xai
radra [statues in the Hippodrome, &c.] xexépacwy els »mopa, dvralkacodpevor puxparv v
peydha, xr), ! Num. de UOrient lat., p. 274.

? The principal denomination in the Venetian coinage was the silver Ducato or
Matapan, more often called the Grosso. This coin was instituted by Enrico Dandolo the
Doge (A.D. 1192-1205) who took so prominent a part in the capture of Constantinople.
(See N. Papadopoli, Monete di Venezia, i, 1893, p. 84.) The Venetian gold ducat (Zecchino

d'oro) was not known in the period of the Latin Empire, for it was first coined im
A.D, 1284,

3 Those of Trebizond (silver dowpa) are less distinctively Byzantine.

Empire of Nicaea. Sab., Pl 64-66; Engel and Serrure, Tiuité de num., ii, p. 902.

Empire of Thessalonica. Sab., PL 66, 67.

Empire of Trebizond. Sab., Pl 67-70; F. de Pfaffenhoffen, Essai sur les aspres
Comnénats . . . de Trébisonde, Paris, 1847 ; Engel and Serrure, op. cit., ii, p. 903. On the
coins of the Despotate of Epirus (1205-1358), Engel and Serrure, ii, p. 901; P. Lambros in
Numismatische Zeitschrift (Vienna), iii, 1871-72, pp. 485-500; Schlumberger, Nuni. de
’0r. lat., p. 358 f. 4 Diehl, ﬁfudn byz., pp. 217 f., 220, 233.

MICHAEL VIII,
PALAEOLOGUS,
15 Aug. (ooronation)
1261—11 Dec. 1282;
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and crowned by the Saviour. The reverse type is still more original, and
represents (a8 Pachymeres has recorded) the city of Constantinople. The
representation is conventional, and consists of the encircling walls, flanked
by towers arranged in groups of three. Only the inner wall, the main
bulwark (70 péya reixos) of the city, is reproduced. The outer wall (73
&k Teixos), which was separated from the inner by a moat, and flanked
by towers of lesser height, has not been indicated by the engraver.! In
the centre is a figure of the Virgin orans. It is conceivable that the
idea of this type may have occurred to the Emperor when, just before
his coronation, he entered Constantinople through the Golden Gate with
the image of the Virgin Hodegetria borne before him, or when his
attention was directed—as it soon was—to the restoration of the walls
of the city guarded by God or by the Mother of God.

Pachymeres ? states that he debased the coinage more than his pre-
decessors, but an analysis has shown that some (at any rate) of his gold
pieces are not inferior in fineness to the gold coinage of an earlier
thirteenth-century ruler, Theodore II, Lascaris, of Nicaea, which are
‘16 carats fine and 8 alloy’.> Some extant specimens, however (see, e.g.,
Michael VIII, infra, No. 8), have a brownish colour, which suggests the
presence of a considerable alloy of copper.

Michael VIII was succeeded by his son Andronicus II, who had
already been joint ruler (from A.D. 12781%), and had probably issued
bronze coins (see ¢nfra, p. 613, note) in conjunction
with his father.

The long reign of Andronicus II lasted till
1328, and witnessed the rising power of the Ottoman
Turks under Othman, and the incursion of the Grand Company of the
Catalans who, if they drove off the Seljiks, made conquests on their
own behalf and to the Empire’s detriment. Moreover, from 1321 till
1825, a civil war went on between Andronicus II and his grandson
Andronicus III.

The coinage may be divided into four Periods. In Period I, A. D. 1282-
1295, Andronicus II ruled alone. He struck gold nomismata, much
alloyed, generally it would seem with copper.* On these he retains as
the reverse type the View of Constantinople, and with some appropriate-
ness, because he himself afterwards undertook (in 1317) a general repair
of the fortifications of the Capital. On the obverse, the Emperor appears

ANDRONICUS II,
11 Dec. 1282
-24 May, 1328.

! S8ee Van Millingen, Byzantine Constantinople (The Walls), and cp. the map
(frontispiece) of Bondelmontius, A.D. 1422, showing the circuit of the walls; cp. Journal
of the British School at Athens, xii (1905-6), P1. I, 2; p. 214 (Hasluck).

2 Lib. vi, cap. 8 = vol. ii, p. 493, ed. Bonn, and Svoronos's comment, Journ. internat.
darch. num., ii, p. 347; Finlay, Hist., iii, pp. 320, 352.

3 H. P. Borrell in Num. Chron., iv, 1841, p. 21.

* The lowering of the standard of fineness is recorded by Pachymeres; see Finlay,
Hist., iii, pp. 320, 397.
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prostrate before the Saviour (PL LXXIV. 10-12), and this figure of
Andronicus recalls the figure of an Emperor (before the enthroned Saviour)
in & well-known mosaic of St. Sophia.! ‘
In Period II, 1295-1320, Andronicus II is associated on the coins—
a8 he was in the Empire—with his son Michael IX. On the gold nomisma

(Pl. LXXYV. 2) Christ is seen in the act of blessi
MICHAEL IX, crowning 1he joint rulers® We note a:sstll?i%

21 May, 1205 . . ; .
12 Oct. 1820 time, or a.. little later, tfwces of' W-est:ern mt.luenee
(with :n the ooma:%e. The s;‘lv:?lrl 00‘17!1 is n:.:l fabric and
ype a servile copy of the Vene grosso or
ANDRONIOUS IT). matapan (Pl. LXXV. 17), and some of the bronze
coins have a Western look due to the adoption of the circular inscription
and the type of the cross pattée or potent with pellets in its angles
(Pl. LXXYV. 16).

The coinage of Period III, Oct. 1320-1325, is not easily to be identified.
On the death of Michael IX in 1320, Andronicus II was again left sole
Emperor. Some of the coins assigned to Period I may perhaps, therefore,
belong to this later period of his solitary rule. There is, again, the
possibility that his grandson Andronicus III—though not actually crowned
Emperor till Feb. 1326—may have been associated with Andronicus IT
during this period ; and, on this hypothesis—not, however, a very likely

one—some of the coins assigned to Period IV would belong to Period I1L
In Period IV, 1825-1828, Andronicus II and
2 Feb. 1325 Andronicus III are associated as Emperors. The
_aa M&y 1398 coins that have been assigned to them usua..lly
(W'lt’h bear—perhaps purposely—the rather vague in-

scription AVTOKPATOPEC PWMAIWN.

In May, 1841, on the abdication of Andronicus
ANDRONICUS 111 1l Andronicus III became sole ruler. His coinage

ANDRONICUS 1I,

ANDRONICUS III).

(alone), is scanty, and no gold coins appear to have been
24 May, 1828 struck.® It was in this reign that Orkhan, the
-15 June, 1841. son of Othman, captured Nicomedia and Nicaea,

and completed the Turkish conquest of Bithynia.
Andronicus IIT was succeeded by his son John V, Palaeologus, a boy
of nine. His long reign brings us near to the end of the fourteenth
century, and is marked at every stage by loss of

P Jo v territory and financial distress. The real Emperor 4
ALAEOLOGUS, . . .
15 June, 1341 °f the early part of this period was the Servian

_16 Feb, 1991,  monarch Stephen Dushan who styled himself ‘Car
eb. 1801 and Autokrator of the Servians and Greeks, the

! Bayet, L' Art byz., 8rd ed., p. 58, fig. 12; Salzenberg, PL. XXVII.

? The nomisma (Pl. LXXV. 8) representing, apparently, the Empress Irene with her
husband and their son Michael IX should be noticed.

* The coin, No. 1, p. 629, infra, often described as of gold, is really of silver (gilt).

* Cp. Gelzer in Krumbacher's Gesch. Byz. Lit., p. 1057.
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Bulgarians and Albanians’. Later, the Sultan Murad I, the successor of
Orkhan, extends the Turkish borders to the Balkans, and John V becomes
his vassal.

The dynastic troubles and changes of this period are likewise manifold.
At the very outset of John’s reign he was opposed by a rival Emperor
in the person of John VI, Cantacuzenus, the Grand

; e o e ; . JOHN VI,
Domesticus, now chiefly interesting to us as an his-

. . . CANTACUZENUS,
torian, and for the part that he played in hastening 26 Oot. 1841

the invasion of the Turks! After a long civil war,
John VI was formally acknowledged Emperor in
1847, but abdicated in 1354.

Other Imperial figures flit across the scene. MATTHEW, the son of
John VI, was made joint Emperor with his father in 1358. ManvEeL II
(see further, .z@fm), the s?cond son of J?hn v, ANDRONICUS IV
was crowned joint Emperor in 1373. AndronicusIV, 18 Ooct. 1876-1379 !
the eldest son of John V, temporarily ousted his ) )
father from the throne in 1376, and ruled as Emperor.

It is disappointing to find the coinage of this whole period so scanty.
The unearthing of a hoard, or a more careful examination of the very
obscure coinage of the Palaeologi, may modify our
views, but at present it would seem that there
was no issue of gold money from 1341 to 1391,
while even some of the coinages attributed by Sabatier and other
numismatists to John V may perhaps have to be withdrawn ; for instance,
the bronze and silver pieces inscribed MOAITIKON (p. 632, infra) seem
to be rather tickets than coins.

There are no coins that can be readily attributed to John VI or to
his son Matthew, though there are some pieces that may be assigned,
if not without hesitation, to Manuel IT (in conjunction with his father,
John V), and to the rebellious son, Andronicus IV,

The known straits of the Imperial Treasury, and the shabby make-
shifts of & court where (as at the coronation in 1347) gilded leather took
the place of gold, and glass of precious stones® seem to find expression
in the mean currency of the period. It may well be suspected that
throughout this long reign of John V the Imperial mints almost ceased
to be operative, and that the currency of the dwindling Empire was
mainly furnished by the abundant issues of Venice and Genoa, its great
and intrusive rivals.®

1 Cp. Jorga in B. Z., 1906, p. 222. M. Diehl (Etudes byz., p. 232) says:— Jean
Cantacuzéne, vrai Byzantin, au meilleur sens du mot comme au pire: intelligent,
instruit, un des plus habiles politiques de son temps: écrivain de mérite, I'un des plus
distingués de son siécle ; mais ambitieux & ’exces, sans scrupules, dénué de sens moral
autant qu'un Borgia, et avec cela capable de sentiments mystiques, et qui finira dans la
paix du cloitre sa longue existence troublée.’ ? Parisot, Cantacuzéne, p. 228.

3 Cp. Diehl, E. byz., p. 240 f., ‘ La colonie vénitienne & Constantinople a la fin du
XIv® giecle.’

(re-crowned Feb.
1847)-Dec. 1354.

Coins of the reign
of JOHN V.
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A serious effort to restore the Imperial coinage was evidently made
by John V’s son and successor, Manuel II, an able, magnanimous and
accomplished man, worthy of a wider Empire than

ngf.gefrls’ one that had shrunk almost to Constantinople,
16 mreb. 1391-1a2 Thessalonica, and a province of Peloponnesus. He
@. Juy, 1435) restored the gold nomisma, retaining the familiar

type of the View of Constantinople, but this coin is
now, from whatever cause, extremely scarce, and the bulk of Manuel's
extant currency consists of silver pieces which must have been issued in
considerable quantities. There are three or four denominations of the
silver, the highest of which, judging by the similar coins of Manuel’s
successors, was intended to weigh about 135 grains.!

In his struggle with the Turks, Manuel sought aid from the West,
and is now, as then, an interesting figure to Frenchmen and Englishmen.
In 1400 he was in London, the guest of King
Henry IV. During his absence (till 1402) his
nephew John VII was regent and co-emperor, and
John is probably the Emperor who figures on
s bronze coin of Manuel II (infra, p. 689). The Turkish pressure on the
Empire was at last relieved by the invasion of Timir, the famous Khan
of the Mongols who, in the great battle of Angora, A.D. 1402, defeated
Sultan Bayezid, and for a time annihilated the Ottoman power. The
Empire had thus a breathing space till 1422, when the Turks—with
renewed hostility—laid siege to Constantinople. In the following year
Manuel, stricken by apoplexy, retired to a monastery, to die two years
later.

Manuel’s son John VIII continued the silver coinage on his father's
model. It is now not uncommon, but no gold money is known.? John’s
long reign was passed in peace, but in ignoble
peace a8 a vassal of the Turks. In 1428 his brother,
the governor of Thessalonica, sold this city to the
Venetians, and seven years later it was annexed by
the Turks. Jobn’s efforts on behalf of the Empire were chiefly confined
to the restoration of the walls of the Capital, and to seeking aid from
the Pope against the Unbeliever. In 1438 he attended the Council of Ferrara
(a Council continued at Florence), and as the price of such assistance
as the Pope afforded him agreed to the union of the Eastern Church with
the Church of Rome. It was doubtless in 1438 and at Ferrara that
Vittore Pisano made the wax model that he utilized for his well-known
medal of the Eastern Emperor? Pisano’s medal (see Frontispiece to

JOHN VII,
4 Dec. 13890-1402
(with MANUEL II).

JOHN VIII,
PALAEOLOGUS,
1423-3 Oct. 1448.

' On the silver coinage of this period cp. Finlay, Hist., iii, p. 490 n.

3 A gold bulla of John VIII is published by Schlumberger, Mélanges d’arch. byz.,
i, p. 184, No. v, PL. X. 4,

3 @. F. Hill, Pisanello, p. 106 f.; Pl 29.



§ 2. JOHN VIII—CONSTANTINE XI Ixxiii

val. ii of this work) shows the Emperor’s head in profile, wearing a tall,
helmet-like head-dress, with a jewelled apex and a great brim of strange
device. And it is interesting to compare this portrait by the first and
greatest of the Renaissance medallists with the portrait produced by
the latest of the Byzantine mint-engravers, who had inherited traditions
reaching back to Constantine and even to Augustus (Pl. LXXVII. 7-18).
The coin-portrait of John may, perhaps, be set aside by some numismatists
as purely conventional, since it closely resembles that of his aged father,
Manuel II. But this resemblance may be due to a family likeness, and
I think we may discern on the coin some attempt at reproducing the
mild, grave, insouciant expression of Palaeologus, which is rendered with
such artistic delicacy on the medal.

Of Constantine XI, John VIII's brother and successor, no coins have
been identified.? It is hard to believe that he struck no money. If his
coronation, through taking place at Sparta, did

not involve the customary largesses, his subse- CONELANTINE XI,

A J . 1448
quent entry into Constantinople must have done ( cro:':;vhm 1449)
80, and coins must have been needed even in the -20 May, 1458,

few troubled years that followed. Constantine,
one of the best and bravest of the Palaeologi, was confronted by
Mohammad II, ‘the most commanding personality among the whole race
of Ottoman Sultans.’® A cause of quarrel was soon found by the ambitious
Sultan, and the actual siege of the great city guarded of God began in
April, 1453. On 29 May the cannon of the Turks made its fatal breach
in the walls, and the enemy poured into the city over the dead bodies
of the Emperor and his gallant companions. The next day the Sultan*
entered Constantinople, and the dome of St. Sophia rang with the cry
‘ Mohammad is the prophet of God.’®

The great edifice of Empire had long been tottering, yet even to

1 Compare also with the head-dress on the medal, the crown on the coin, which is
shaped like a helmet and surmounted by a pearl. In addition to Pisano’s medal there
are two contemporary representations of John VIII: (i) The bas-reliefs on the bronze
doors of St. Peter's at Rome by Averlino (called Filarete). These reliefs show the
Emperor at the Council of Ferrara-Florence; his departure from and return to
Constantinople. (ii) Bronze bust, life-size, in the Museum of the Propaganda, Rome,
closely resembling the medal by Pisano. Lazzaroni and Mufioz (Comptes rendus, Académie
des Inscriptions, 1907, pp. 300-309, cp. their monograph Filarete) ascribe it to Filarete,
A.D. 1439. Cp. also Hill, op. cit., p. 111 n.

* His gold bullae are extant and there is a fine specimen in the Vienna Museum,
engraved, Von Sallet, Miinzen und Medaillen, Berlin, 1898, p. 105 ; see also Schlumberger,
Mélanges d'arch. byz., i, p. 64; cp. B. Z., 1905, p. 743, citing Sp. Lambros,

* Oman, The Byzantine Empire, p. 343,

* The bronze coins with Greek inscriptions attributed in Sabatier, Pl. 64, 4,5 to
Mohammad II are now recognized as the money of the Danishmend Dynasty: see
Casanova in Rev. num., 1896, p. 217 and Schlumberger, Mélanges, i, p. 10.

3 Oman, op. cit., p. 349.

I k
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the student who has attentively observed the leading features of its history,
art and coinage, the fall seems to come with suddenness. A familiar
landmark of the world’s history is removed; and the glory of Byzantium
fades almost like the ‘ insubstantial pageant’ of the magician.

§ 8. DENOMINATIONS AND WEIGHTS.

At all periods the coinage in gold was of the first importance, and
extant specimens in this metal are very common. Coins in silver, on
the other hand, are now rare, though they were probably fairly abundant
in antiquity (ep. p. Ixiii, supra). The bronze coinage was entirely re-
organized by Anastasius I in 498, and under his successors, till about
the time of Constantine IV, formed no unimportant part of the state-
currency.

GOLD.

The chief coin is the solidus or, as usually named in Byzantine
authors, the nomisma.! The weight of this coin varied but little through
GoLD. the long period of its existence. It is always (when

s OI-ID'U:s. struck at the Capital) of more, than 60 gra.ins,v ‘and

the heaviest extant specimens usually weigh from 68

to 70 grains.? The fineness of the Constantinopolitan nomisma—so far
at least as the eye can discern, and in the absence of a.systematic
series' of analyses—is well maintained almost till the reign of Michael VII
(A.». 1071), when the nomisma tends to become an electrum coin. Some-
what later, under Alexius I, the nomisma (as explained supra, p. 1xi) was
issued in several different metals simultaneously, but there was evidently

1 I am not able here to enter into a detailed account of the varying names, or
nicknames, borne by the solidus and other Byzantine coins at different periods
(Romanati; Michalati, &c.). This subject would alone require a little treatise to itself,
Some material may be found in Du Cange’s Dissertation on Byzantine Coins; in an
article in Revue archéol., 1876, xxxii, p. 283; in Svoronos, Journ. d'arch. num., ii,
p- 845, &c.; A. Engel, Recherches sur la numismatique . . . des Normands de Sicile et
dTtalie, Paris, 1882, pp. 72-75 (nummsi schifati; besantii; Romanati, &c.); Diehl, Ktudes
by=., p. 249 (hyperpre; cp. Svoronos, op. cit., ii, pp. 362, 345 n., Imépmupor Viopa =
the solidus; Schlumberger, Principautés Franques du Levant, p. 7; Kubitschek in Num,
Zeitschrift, xxix, 1897 (1898), p. 168 f., on the solidus, &c., in Egypt). For the world-wide
use of the solidus in the time of Justinian I there is the testimony of Kosmas
Indicopleustes, cited by Mommsen, Gesch, des r8m. M@nzwesens, p. 817.—On the ¢ bezant *
as money of account in Cyprus and on the bisante bianco of Cyprus (the last-named not
an Imperial Byzantine coin), see N. Papadopoli, Le Monete di Venezia, ii, p. 484.—
On the name ‘bezant’ applied (twelfth and thirteenth centuries) to Arab gold coins
(dinars), see P, Casanova in Rev. num., 1897, p. 585,

3 Specimens that attain 70 grains are, however, decidedly uncommon. A solidus of
Justin I weighs 70.3 grs, A gold nomisma of John II weighs 74.2; one of Alexius III,
74-6; Manuel II, 72.5. The solidus of the ‘Provincial’ and ‘Italian’ coinages weighs
less than 68, viz. 60-685 grs., and is often much alloyed. Throughout this section the
weights cited (unless otherwise stated) are those of coins in the British Museum.
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an attempt made to preserve at least one type of it unalloyed. The
wide European circulation of the ‘bezants’ (nomismata) was probably
one reason why the standard of fineness was protected from a more rapid
deterioration.

From the time of Anastasius I till the period of Constantine V, the
solidus is accompanied by two small divisions, the half (semissis) and
the third (tremissis). After the last-named reign these
divisions were not issued with the same regularity,
and in the tenth century they entirely disappear.

The semissis always exceeds 30 grains, and the tremissis 20 grains.
The usual weight of the semissis may be stated as from 34 to 85 grains,
and the weight of the tremissis as from 22 to 23 grains.! The weights
of these divisions point to a solidus of about 70 grains.

In the reign of Basil IT and Constantine VIIIL, i. e. about the beginning
of the eleventh century, we find (as already noted, p. liii) the eurious
phenomenon of a heavy and light nomisma side by LIGHT AND
side. The light coin bears a general resemblance
to the old solidus in fabric, %)eut weighs, at the HEAVY NOMISMA.
most, only 63 grains.! The heavy coin is of a novel (cup-shaped) fabric,
but maintains the weight of the familiar solidus—68 to 69 grains.

The light nomisma disappeared under Alexius I (circ. A.D. 1081) or
under his predecessor, leaving the heavier scyphate coin in possession
of the field. The ocurious scyphate form has never been satisfactorily
explained, and is usually supposed to have been adopted for some
mechanical convenience in striking. Yet we find that flat coins (in
bronze and silver) of the usual fabric continue to be struck at the same
time as the scyphate pieces, and I would suggest that the original reason
for the adoption of this peculiar fabric was simply in order to distinguish
the heavy from the light nomisma. It would be thus a device of the
kind that we sometimes find in modern coinages when a nickel coin is
issued with a hole in its centre, in order that it may be readily distin-
guished from any contemporary silver coins which it resembles in size
and colour.

SEMISSIS AND
TREMISSIS.

SILVER.

The silver coinage, on account of its comparative rarity, cannot be
thoroughly studied until something like a Corpus of extant specimens
is available; it may be useful, meanwhile, to set forth
in detail the weights of representative coins, mainly those
in the British Museum.

SILVER.

' The eemissis rarely weighs quite 35 grs., though this weight is found under
Constans II. The tremissis sometimes slightly exceeds 23 grs., as 23-2 (Constans II) ;
23.5 (Constantine 1V).

? This weight occurs under Michael VII. The usual weight is 62 grains, a little
more or less.
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The chief mint is Constantinople. Carthage, Ravenna, and Rome also
coin in this metal, but their issues, as a rule, consist only of pieces of
the lowest denominations. The principal coin, till the time of Heraclius,
was the miliaresion (miliarense), which had been introduced by Constantine
the Great, and which, after being struck in succeeding reigns, continued
to be issued by Anastasius I and his immediate successors. Its normal
weight approaches 4-55 grammes, i. e. over 70 grains Troy.!

In the following lists the weights (unless otherwise stated) are in
Troy grains.

Axastasius 1. 29-3(siligua ; Tnormal about 40). 1 gram. 42—1 gram.
28 = 22-20 grains (half-siliquae).?

JusTIN 1. 61.4 (pierced); 60-8,52; also 44-0 gram. (=68 grains) in
French coll. (miliaresion). 2 gram. 22—2 gram. .09 (=34-38 grains) in
French coll. (kalf-miliaresia)® 29-4, 27-9 (siliquae).

JusTINIAN 1. 755, 64-8. Specimens in French Coll. 67 to over 68
graing Troy: Dieudonné, in Rev. num., 1899, p. 196; Babelon, Traité, 1,
P. 571 (miliaresion). The small coins of Carthage weigh 19-8, 15.3, 10-1,
each of these being of a different type.

Of the four following reigns there are (at least in the British Museum)
only coins of small denominations, as follows :—

JusTIN IE 16 (Constantinople mint); 18-4 (Carthage mint).

Tiserivs II. 17.7,9.7 Carthage; 7 Ravenna. (A large silver medallion.
Photiades Cat., Pl. I, No. 225).

Mavurice TiBerius. (No Constantinople silver); 14-5, 12.3 Carthage ;
5.6 Ravenna.

Procas. (No Constantinople silver; cp. p. 164, note 2, infra). 9-5
Carthage (injured); 6-5 Ravenna.

HeraoLius. Under Heraclius, in A.D, 615, a new silver coin, the
hexagram, is issued (cp. p. 195, n., infra). This coin generally weighs
more than 100 grains: the highest weight in the British Museum is
105.3. Its issue is continued in the three following reigns, and under
Heraclius it was coined at Ravenna as well as at Constantinople. Also,
coins weighing 10-5, 11:6, 12.7 (worn) all of Carthage ; 7 Ravenna.

Constans II. 1048, 105-5 (hexagram; abundant); 8-2 Carthage ;
6-2 Rome ; 55 Ravenna.

ConsTANTINE IV. 102-2 (hexagram); 8 Rome; 4.7 Ravenna.

JusTinIAN II.  102-8 (hexagram).

Tiberius III, Philippicus, Anastasius II, Theodosius III, Leo III. No
coins in British Museum. (A coin of TiBErIUS III in Rev. nwm., 1865,
p- 286, weighs 3.32 grammes (about 51 grains); perhaps a clipped specimen
of the hexagram.)

' Babelon, Traité, i, p. 570. ? Tbid., i, p. 579.
* Tbid, L. c.
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CoNsTANTINE V. The hexagram having ceased to be coined, Con-
stantine V (A.D. 741-775) inaugurated a silver piece characterized by its
thin, flat fabric, and by a reverse ‘ type’ consisting entirely of an inscription.
This coin was minted in most succeeding reigns, and remained, practically,
the sole representative of Byzantine silver currency till the reign of
Alexius I. Extant specimens, which are often fairly common, vary & good
deal in weight: the coin often attains more than 40 grains, and sometimes
reaches 50 grains. :

CoNsTANTINE V. 29.8 (worn). At Rome, a coin of 7-6.

Leo IV. 32.7.—CoNSTANTINE VL. 41.—MicHAEL I and THEOPHYLACT.
82-6.—Lro V. 84-5.—Mi1cHAEL II. 25.—THEOPHILUS. 47-5.—MI1cHAEL IIL
31-6 (pierced).—BasiL I. 42:6—Leo VI. 44, 48.7—PERIOD OF CONSTAN-
TINE VIL. 50-2. —NicepHoRrtS II. 444.—JoBN L 49.7 — Basir II and
ConsTANTINE VIIL. 46-2. An exoeptional specimen (ii, p. 487, note 1,
infra) weighs nearly 67 grains, and would seem to belong to a special
denomination.—(Constantine VIII, alone, Romanus III, Michael IV and V.
No silver coins in British Museum.)

ConsTANTINE IX. 28 grains. Nos. 16 and 17, p. 502, infra, are of
another module and fabric. They weigh 32-4 and 37 grains respectively,
and must originally have weighed more.

THEODORA. About 19 grains (pierced : Paris Coll.).—MiorAEL VI. (No
gilver in Brit. Mus.).—Isaac L 1 gram. 88 (= over 21 grains), Paris.—
ConNsTANTINE X. 19-5 grains (pierced; Brit. Mus.); 24 grains (pierced:
Paris).—RomaNus IV. With rev. Bust of Virgin, 11.3 (broken and pierced):
with rev. Virgin and Child, inser., TAPOENE COl &e., 41.8.

MicHAEL VIII. Obv. Two busts; rev. Insor., 34-8. Rev. Virgin stand-
ing, 38-8 (pierced). Obv. Christ seated. Rev. Inscr. 167 (worn). Obv. Bust
of Virgin. Rev. Inser. 20.7.

NicepHORTS III. Rev. Inser. 18 grains (Berlin Mus.).

Avrexius I (A.p. 1081-1118), who made changes in the nomisma,
introduced a new silver coinage. Though, like his predecessors, he issues
a thin coin with the reverse consisting of an inscription (a specimen in
Brit. Mus, weighs 32 grains), his silver money consists mainly of thick
pieces of small module which are usually of the same fabric and general
appearance as his bronze coinage. The types employed are numerous,
but the denomination throughout is the same, as follows : —

Obv. Emperor standing. Rev. Christ standing. 60-3.
Obv. Emperor standing. Rev. Christ seated. 58.
Obv. Bust of Emperor. Rev. Christ seated. 57-2.
Obv. Bust of Emperor. Rev. Bust of Christ. 50-6.
Obv. Bust of Emperor. Rev. Bust of Virgin. 54-8.

(John II, Manuel I, Andronicus I, Isaac II. No silver coins in Brit.
Mus.).



Ixxviii INTRODUCTION

‘ALEX1US III strikes a coin of the old thin fabric with »ev. Inseription.
A worn specimen in Brit. Mus. weighs 16-3 grains.—(MiceAEL VIII. No
silver in Brit. Mus.: Photiades Cat., No. 578, describes a silver coin.)

Under Anpronicus II and MicHAEL IX (A.D. 1295-1320) a serious
attempt was made to restore the silver currency, and a model was found
in the grosso (or matapan), the neatly struck silver coin of the Venetians.
Coins (in the British Museum) struck on this model weigh as follows :—
ANproxtcUs IT and M1oHAEL IX, 81.1. (There is also & lower denomina-
tion, rev. Cross radiate and circular inser., weighing 20.)—AxNDRroNIOUS II
and IIT, 82.4, 82.8, 81 ; ANpronIcUs III, 33.6.

JoHN V. Rev. Bust of Christ, 16-4 (pierced and worn).—(Jon~ VI. No
coins known.)—ANDRONICUS IV. Small silver or billon, 13-2, 10:6.

Under MANUEL II (A.D. 1891-1428) there is again a reform in the
silver coinage, and specimens in this metal are still comparatively abundant.
Manuel had re-introduced the gold nomisma, but it does not seem to have °
been an important element in the currency of the time. The weights
of the silver coins in the Brit. Mus. are as follows : —

Size :95. Wt. 111.5 (broken).
Sizes -8-.7. Wt. 54-4, 54-6, 55-2, 56-5, 55-8.
Size -6. Wt. 14-2 (broken), 11.3, 8.
Of Joun VIII (A.D. 1428-1448) no gold coins are known. His silver
is of the same character as that of Manuel II, as follows :—
Sizes 1.1-1.05. Wt., 132, 133.8, 129. .
Sizes 8-.7. Wt. 58, 45-6.
Sizes 65-6. Wt. 17.2, 12.5 clipped.
(ConsTANTINE X1, no coins known.)

BRONZE.

The bronze coinage introduced by Anastasius I remained the model

of the Imperial currency till about the time of Constantine IV (died 685).
BRONZE It bore marks of value, an indication of the mint and
COINAGE. officina, and (from the twelfth year of Justinian I) the
date of issue. The weights of extant specimens vary
very greatly, even in the case of coins that bear identical marks of
value, yet, when due allowance is made for the exceptional wear and
tear which Byzantine bronze coins seem to have undergome, it becomes
clear that the weight of the original flans was adjusted with considerable
care.
The chief denominations are marked M (the follis), K, I, €, being
pieces of 40, 20, 10, and 5 nummia. These pieces are mainly struck at
Constantinople, at the Asiatic mints (Cyzicus and Nicomedia), and at
Antioch and Carthage. Thessalonica has, to a great extent, denominations

of its own. At Alexandria, the usual denomination is IB, i.e. 12 nummia.
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ANASTASIUS 1. The coins marked M, k, ], are struck in two main
series: (i) of large module; (ii) of small module. The coins of small
module are always lighter than those of the large size, no attempt
being made to add to their weight by increasing their thickness. We
are thus in presence of a heavy and a light coinage, the latter being
about half the weight of the former. This system appears to have been
partially continued by Justin I, but not by his successors.

(Large Module)
M 301.6, 287, 282.6, 278, 276, 260, 252.
K 1405, 138, 124.

I 622.
(Small Module)

M 162, 155, 150.6, 148, 121.5, 119.4.
K 87.7, 7.8, 702, 66.
I 386, 357, 38.

€ 384, 34.2, 30.
JusTIN 1.
(Large Module)
M 2842, 282.2, 2755 (at Nicomedia not above 269.2).
K 1396, 1872, 1267, 118.

(Small Module)
(M and K coins are described by Sabatier of the Constantinople mint.)

[ 85, 766, 75.2, 68, 56-6.
€ 337, 38.5, 36.6.

JUsTINIAN L
(Profile type)
M 278.2, 275.6, 264.8; at Nicomedia, 285.
K 14s.

l 115, 90-8, 83 and lower; 67 at Nicomedia; 94 at Carthage; 64-4 at
Ravenna.

X 1024 Carthage; 58 Sicily. -
€ 522, 51.6. Others of 30, &e.
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(Full-face type)

This type was introduced in A.D. 538/9 (Justinian’s twelfth year), and
the weight of the coins was increased.

M 1n the earlier years of the issue the weight is almost always above
300 grains (363-8, 339-2, 352). From year 20 (A.D. 546/7) to
the end of the reign the weight of 300 grains is hardly ever
reached (298.6, 283-2, 281, 264-4, 247-7).

K 180-6, 158-7, 149 Constantinople ; 174-2 Nicomedia ; 176-2 Cyzicus;
98, 76 Thessalonica; 206-3 Carthage.

At Alezandria, |B (12) coins, wt. 843;1 S (= 6), wt. 52; and
(= 8), wt. 82 (cp. p. 62, note 1, infra). Also the denomina-
tion ]\l" (833 nummia), wt. 223-3 (cp. p. 62, note 1, infra).

At Thessalonica exceptional denominations oceur (cp. p.. 43, note,
infra), as follows :—

IS (16), wt. 1286, 104.

H (8), wt. 722 (highest).

A (4), wt. 265.

[ (), wt.172.

B (2), wt.12.,

JusTiN IL The coins show a falling off in weight as eompared with

Justinian’s coinage.

M 285.5, 2434 Constantinople; 248-2 Nicomedia.

k 128 Constantinople; lighter at Thessalonica; 153.6 Carthage.

XX 79.7 Rome.

l 46-4 Thessalonica; 77-4 Antioch; 75-6 Carthage.

X 83 Carthage; 47 Sicily.

IB 797 Alexandria.

Tiser1us IL

M 277 Constantinople; 260-2 Nicomedia ; 242-2 Cyzicus; at Antioch
generally below 200 grains, the highest weight being 238.8.

! For weights of coins of Alexandria in various reigns, see Kubitschek in Num.
Zeitschrift, xxix, 1897 (1898), p. 198 f. This piece of * 12’ was in Egypt reckoned as the
Sfollis, ibid., p. 188 £,
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XXX, a new denomination (p. 110, infra), wt. 199-6.

XX 121.8 Constantinople (p. 110); 133-7 Nicomedia ; 102-7 Antioch ;
99-7 Rome.

K 97.4 Thessalonica ; 121 Antioch.
X 66 Constantinople (p. 111).

[ 556 Constantinople; 72-5 Ravenna.
U (5) 42:1 Constantinople.

IB 763, 84-4 Alexandria.

MAavuricE TIBERIUS.

Mx early always below 200 grains. The heaviest specimen at
Constantinople weighs 205-6 ; at Nicomedia, 213.6. At Cyzicus
only one specimen reaches 200. At Antioch always below 200.

K generally below 100. Highest weight, 109.9.

I 50-4 Constantinople; 515 Cyzicus; 56.6 Antioch ; 66-4 Sicily.
€ 371 Constantinople ; 36 Carthage.

IB 782, 80-5 Alexandria.

XX 125-6 Carthage; 97-1 Rome.
X 67.2 Carthage; 63 Sicily; 36.6 Rome.
\/ 564 Carthage.

At Cherson (pp. 158, 159, infra), in addition to M and K coins, there

are pieces marked H (wt. 190-7, 178-6) and A. (wt. 101.9).
These are respectively pieces of 8 pentanummia (56 nummia x 8

= 40 nummis, i.e. M), and 4 pentanummia (5 nummia x4
= 20 nummia, i.e. IS).

ProOOAS.
M 2208 Constantinople, year 1. At Antioch, of lower weight (177,
166-5, &e.).
X XXX introduced in year 2. Wt. 195, 194, 192.8, 185.7; at
Ravenna, 95-8.

k 99.2, 87-7 both at Thessalonica.
XX 115-8, 1117 Constantinople. At Thessalonica the rudely-
prepared flans weigh less (98-7, &c.). At Antioch, 84-6.

X 50-1, 60 Carthage ; 32 Rome.
1 1
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€ 275 Carthage. U 392.
IB 487, 41.6 Alexandria.
HERAOLIUS AND FAMILY.

M The weight of the follis is now considerably lower than in
previous reigns (188-2, 168-2, 151, 145), and many of the later
specimens in this reign fall below 100 grains. If a high weight
occasionally occurs, it is because the coin has been restruck ;

thus 226 grains, restruck on a coin of Tiberius II; 216-5,
restruck on Justin II.

XXXX at Carthage, 251-5 (worn).

A (80) a scarce denomination (Constantinople, p. 210, infra), 90,
restruck on M coin; 74-8 (restruck: cp. Sab., i, p. 68).

K 846,837, At Carthage, 965, 120.4; at Rome, 99-4.

X X At Carthage, 137.2, 1206, 86.6; at Rome, 59.9.

X At Carthage, 70, 59, 48-7.

\/ At Carthage, 29-6.

IB 205 (exceptionally large), 174-6, 144, 121, and lower. Also 55-4
and 51-6 of thinner fabric (Alexandria).

S s2 grs. Another series weighs 50 or less (Alexandria).
Sicily. The M coins are those of Anastasius I, Justin I, &c., counter-
marked by Heraclius. Also | (10 nummia) 66-7, 63.7.

Constans II.  Constantinople. The M coins are now small, rudely
struck, and frequently restruck. The weight is usually considerably under

100 grains and even under 50. K coins weigh 44 grains and lees.
Carthage. M 1131, XXXX 130. XX 1013; usually under 100
grains. X 535. Sicily. M Small; wt. under 100. | 615 and less.

Rome. XX 79 and less. k about the same weight as XX.
X about 20.

ConstanTiNe IV. The M coins are once again of large module
(wt. 290, 274-7), but this is because they are, in all probability, coins
of the fifth and sixth centuries restruck. IS weighs 94-3 and less. [ 59.7.
XX at Rome, £0-5 and less.

JusTINIAN II—LEeo III. The coinage inaugurated by Anastasius I,
disappeared, after many vicissitudes, under Constantine IV. The bronze

currency is now represented by a small follis, marked M, without date;
even this coin seems almost to be absent (till the time of Constantine V)
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from Constantinoﬁe, and to be struck only at the less important mints.

(Justinian II. at Carthage and in Sicily, wt. under 100 grains.
Tiberius IIL M at Ravenna, wt. 77-6.

CoNsTANTINE V (A.D. 741-775). The follis (now bearing on the
reverse a type in addition to the mark of value M) is re-introduced at
Constantinople. There is a heavy coinage of this denomination with
a maximum weight of about 181 grains, and a light coinage weighing
from 80 to 40 or less. The ‘ Provincial’ coins (cp. p. xxxiii, supra), which
bear no mark of value, weigh from about 40 to 56 grs,

Leo Iv. M 975, 795.

CoNnsTANTINE V1. 564, 37.

rme M 66,

NicerHORUS 1 and STAURACIUS. M 1. ¢ Provineial ’, 61.5.

MicHAEL I and THEOPHYLACT. M 89, 75-2. ¢ Provincial’, 29-9.

LzoV. M 901.2. «Provincial’, 904, but often less.

Mrcmaer II. M 1168, 92.3. < Provincial’ under 100 grains.

Tacoprrivs. M Constantinople, 116.1,105. Without mark of value
(follis), 138, 122-2, all specimens exceeding 100 grains. A smaller denomina-~
tion weighs 68-1. ¢Provineial’, M, 75.5. Without mark of value, 69:8.

Miomaen IIL  Follis, 1287. <Provincial’, 60.6 (M); 84 (without
mark of value).

Basin 1. Follis, 1204, 121. ‘Provincial’, 32-8 (without mark of
value). Cherson. 117.1, also 56, and & smaller denomination.

Leo VI. Follis, 1358, 123-8, 111.2. Another denomination 68.
Cherson, 48.

ConsTANTINE VII (PERIOD OF). Follis, 164 grains, but generally less
(1198, &c.). Cherson, 136-6; another denomination, 65-2.

NicerrorUs II, PHocas. Follis, 118.1. Cherson, 60-8.

JorN I Follis, 318:6. The restruck pieces weigh much less. Cherson,
44-8.

BasiL II and CoNsTANTINE VIII. Size 1-35, weighs 2566 ; size 1.1,
weighs less. Cherson, 57.

CoNnsTANTINE VIL 182.7,

Romanus ITI. 162-4.

MicEAeL IV, 275.2, Mostly restruck.

ConsTANTINE IX. 151.6.

THEODORA. 165.3 and a small denomination, Some restruck.

MicraeL VL Chiefly restruck pieces.

Isaac 1. 128, 1208.

CoNsTANTINE X. Chiefly restruck.
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Romanus IV. 156:5.

MicmAEL VII. 146-8.

NiceprorUS IIL. Chiefly restruck.

Arexius I. As in the gold and silver coinage, Alexius introduces
changes in the bronze which, more often than not, in the reigns of many
of his predecessors had been restruck on old flans. His brorze coins are
generally of small module, and weigh 68-5 grains, though often less. There
is a smaller denomination weighing about 20.

JomN II. 78, 67-4. Smaller denomination, 36.3.

ManveL I. 63.3 and less. (Sizes -85-6.)

Axproxicus I. 69. (Sizes -85--65.)

Isaac II. About 81-3 and less. (Sizes -9--65.)

Avexius ITI. 566, &c. (Sizes -75--6.)

MicrAEL VIIL 34, 29-4. (Size -85.)

Anpronicus II. 483 and less. (Sizes 9-.7.)

Anpronrcus IT and IIL. 40-4.

Axproxicus IIL 58.4.

Manven II. 846

JonN VIII. Small bronze, 14-4, &ec.

The coins, at all periods, consist mainly of copper with an alloy of
tin and zine, and often of lead. Some analyses recorded by Bibra and
by Sabatier are brought together by J. Hammer in his article, ‘Der
Feingehalt der griech. u. rom. Miinzen’, in Zeit. fiir Num., 1907, pp. 140, 141.

§ 4. TypEs, ART, AND PORTRAITURE.

Although most of the interesting types found on Byzantine money
have been already referred to as they made their appearance in the reigns
noticed in our historical summary (§ 2), it may be convenient here to take
& more general survey of the coinage as & whole, with especial reference to
its types, art, and portraiture.

Byzantine coinage, as regards type, fabric, and mechanical execu-
tion, may be said to have its roots deep in the past. Thus, the gold
coins of Anastasius I (A.D. 491-518), the first
Emperor dealt with in these volumes, are simple
reproductions of those of his predecessor Zeno.
Zeno followed the traditions of Arcadius (A.D. 895), the ruler of the Eastern
division of the Roman Empire. Arcadius went back to Constantine, and
the coinage of Constantine, though in some respects an innovation, can yet
be shown to be evolved from that of Augustus, as the money of Augustus
can be traced—by a circuitous course—to the model furnished by the
portrait-coins of the Greek successors of Alexander.

Evolution of
Byzantine Coinage.
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The Byzantine coinage, therefore, in its choice of types follows the
custom of earlier kings and Emperors, that is to say, its types are in
the main either Impe.ria.l (s}wh as bus.tx? or fégures General character
of the Emperor and his family), or religious, in the of the types.
latter case the deities of the classic pantheon being
replaced by sacred emblems, by the Saviour and the Virgin, and, in the
later periods, by the Saints.

Secular types, apart from those of strictly Imperial import, can hardly
be said to exist. If the coins of Anastasius and of many of his successors
display the conventional figure of Viectory, it is yet a Victory whose sceptre
is surmounted by the cross or the sacred monogram (Pl I 1; PL IV. 9);
if Michael VIII introduces a topographical type—a view of Constantinople—
he at the same time represents its patron and protectress the Blessed Virgin
(Pl. LXXIV. 1, 2). Justin II represents the City, or the City-Tyche
* Constantinople’ (Pl. XI. 1), but she holds the cross-surmounted orb, and
even this type is said to have been objected to as pagan, and it was at
any rate removed by his successor to make way for the cross.!

An exception to the prevailing character of Byzantine coin-types may
seem to be found in the great bronze currency instituted by Anastasius I,
the chief feature of which is the bold indication, on the reverse, of the value

of the coin (M H k, &c.): even here, however, the cross is usually present,
though in a subordinate position.

Coinage, whether in the ancient or modern world, has rarely—except
in the case of the Greeks—reached the level of fine art, if by fine art we
understand (with Ruskin) a product to which the
hand, the brain, and the heart have simultaneously
contributed. The Byzantine currency as a whole
cannot certainly be reckoned among the artistic coinages of the world, yet
a close examination of it suggests that it has been (from the artistic stand-
point) unduly depreciated.? In execution it is often, indeed, either careless
or unskilful, and in the choice of types limited in range, yet it is not hard
to find individual specimens which have some of the charm of art, and in
most periods it may be said to display, if not artistic quality, yet at any
rate a certain numismatic propriety. I would instance the typical Byzantine
bronze coins where the reverse consists of a large letter, or rather, numeral,
which forms a bold and not undecorative device® Such a reverse cannot
fairly be compared with reverses that attempt a figure-subject, but, given
- the commercial necessity of clearly marking each coin with its value, the
Byzantine engraver has done well. The same sort of propriety may be
found also in those reverses which merely consist of an inscription—in the

The art of
Byszantine Coins.

! See the statement of John of Ephesus noticed supru, p. xix.

* On the influence of Byzantine coins on other coinages, see Keary, Numismatic
Chronicle, 1886, p. 77 ff.; Macdonald, Coin Types, p. 251.

’egPLILS 4; VLY, 10,11,
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bold letters of the coins of John Zimisces, for instance, with their little
ornament above and below the writing (Pl. LV). In the case of the silver
coins, again, where the reverse is made up only of an inscription, a not
inelegant finish is provided by the triple border (e.g. Pl. LIII and
PL LIV).

We shall probably be able to make a more satisfactory survey of the
varied details of types and portraiture if we divide
the whole Byzantine coinage into some six or
seven periods, fixed, partly by historical considera-
tions, partly by observing important changes in the coins themselves.
Periop 1. Anastasius I—Constantine IV (A.D. 491-685).
Periop II. Justinian II—Theodosius III (A.D. 685-717).
Periop III. Leo III—Theophilus (A.D. 717-842).
Periop IV. Michael III—John I (a.p. 842-976).
Periop V. Basil IT and Constantine VIII—Nicephorus III (A.D. 976-
1081).
Periop VI, Alexius I—Alexius IV (A.D. 1081-1204).
Periop VII. Michael VIII, Palaecologus—Fall of Constantinople
(A.D. 1261-1453).

Periods of
Byzantine Coinage.

Periop 1.  Anastasius I—Constantine IV (A.D. 491-685).

In the annals of the coinage, this period is remarkable for the number
of mints that were in operation, and for the abundant issues of bronze
money.

The reverses of the bronze coins consist, as already remarked, of
a conspicuous numeral indicating the mark of value. The reverses of the
gold coins do not, at first, diverge much from the
models furnished by the predecessors of Anastasius I,
and Victory remains the stock type. Justin II introduces ¢ Constantinople’
on his gold (Pl XI. 1), for which his successor Tiberius II substitutes
the cross—a cross potent, on steps. Maurice Tiberius restored the Vietory,
but the cross potent was once more adopted by Heraclius, and proved to
be one of the longest-lived of Byzantine coin-devices.

Next with regard to the representations of the Emperor seen on the
obverse.! At first, the coins display the fully armed helmeted bust that
had been familiar on Imperial coins since the reign
of Arcadius. A bust in consular dress was intro-
duced by Tiberius II and occurs at intervals in
later periods of Byzantine coinage. The full-length
figure also occasionally occurs in this period.

Reverse-types.

Obverse-types and
representations of
Imperial persons.

! The Emperor rarely occupies the reverse, but see Pl. III. 1, Gloria Romanorum, and
the equestrian figure of Justinian I on the large gold medallion, frontispiece, vol. i.
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The Empress does not appear—even Theodora is not an exception—
till the reign of Justin IT, when Sophia is represented enthroned beside her
husband. Similar representations, seated or standing, which were probably
suggested by statues, are found in the case of Anastasia the wife of
Tiberius II, and of Leontia the wife of Phocas.

Maurice Tiberius (on the coins of Cherson) represents his son as well
as his wife (PL XIX. 22-23; PL XX. 1), and Heraclius establishes the
practice, followed down to the latest periods of coinage, of representing two
or more members of the Imperial family in addition to himself. Such
representations, though often extremely quaint and. apparently, conventional
(cp. PL. XXTII. 10-12; Pl. XXXI. 1, 2; Pl XXXVIIL 9), are pleasing to
look upon, as are all family groups in which the young are mingled with
their elders. (Cp. the pleasing heads of Heraclius and his son, Pl. XXIII.
5; cp. also PL XXXIII. 8 and 10.)

The Imperial busts and figures of the coins are not merely valuable for
details of costume, but are—or may be presumed
to be—interesting for their portraiture. But before
noticing these portraits one by one, it may be well
to say a few words as to the conditions under which they can be profitably
studied.

Nearly all extensive coinages—those of France and England, for
example—which both precede and follow the Renaissance period, present us
with regal portraits of two kinds—the conventional portrait and the
characterized portrait. We determine a portrait to be conventional when
it appears on the coins of several different monarchs unchanged, except,
perhaps, in small details of coiffure or head-dress. Such a portrait is
the youthful head which on our English coinage does duty for the early
Edwards and Henries. When, on the other hand, each ruler—as, in our
own coinage, first Henry VII, then Henry VIII—is distinctly differentiated
by the engraver, we have the characterized portrait. Unfortunately, such
a portrait is not necessarily characteristic or true to the original, and we
can only decide whether the characterized portrait is faithful or otherwise
by comparing it with other contemporary portraits, preferably those by
a painter or sculptor, whose work belongs to a higher sphere of art
and who is free from the trammels and limitations of the craftsman
of the mint.

But in the Byzantine series it is not often that we can confront
a coin-portrait with a contemporary portrait found elsewhere. Even when
this is possible (as when we compare the Justinian of coins with the
Justinian of the Ravenna mosaics) the trustworthiness of the non-
numismatic monument may itself be open to question. The small scale
on which the Imperial heads are reproduced on coins is one obstacle, in
the case of not very skilful engravers, in the way of attaining life-like
portraiture. Again, the mechanical rendering of the eye by a mere globule

Portraiture on
Bysantine Coins,
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or pellet constantly interferes with the likeness. We may see this by
comparing the heads of certain Emperors found on coins with those that
appear in the miniatures of the Zonaras MS. referred to in detail later
on (p. xevi, infra). Coin and miniature often agree as to the contour of
the face and the treatment of the beard, but the coin makes no attempt,
as the miniature does, to represent the eye with truth to nature. The task
of discriminating between the characterized portrait and the portrait that
is not only characterized but also faithful thus becomes a delicate one, and
in many cases appears to be hopeless.

In studying Byzantine coin-portraits, then, the first step is to rule out of
court all representations that can be demonstrated to be conventional.
Thus, it is quite certain that the beardless profile-head that is invariably
found on the semsisses and tremisses is conventional, because it subsists
unchanged through several centuries, and in each reign accompanies solidz
which bear a totally different Imperial image.! Commercial reasons—such
as the popularity of these small denominations of the gold currency with
barbarians and foreigners—probably led to the retention of the purely
conventional effigy. Again, there are certain whole periods during which
the same, or nearly the same, portrait is served up as the representation of
different Emperors ; such conventional representations occur, for instance,
in our second Period.

Turning to the portraits of the present period we find that the
representation of the first Emperor, Anastasius I (PL L 1), is undoubtedly

Portraits in conventional, fm: it is a beardless, armed bust r.aembling

Period I the busts of his predecessors. The same view must
be taken of the similar bust of Justin I (Pl II. 10).2

Passing over, for the moment, the representations of the great Justinian,
we reach the reigns of Justin II, Tiberius II, and Maurice Tiberius. The
busts of these Emperors, though differing in some details (e. g. Tiberius IL
introduces the consular costume, Pl. XIV. 5), resemble in essentials not
only one another but also the head of Justinian (PL IV. 12). We cannot
therefore regard them as true portraits; for if the head of Justinian is
decided to be conventional, then these heads are clearly in the same
case; if, on the contrary, the Justinian head is a true portrait, then
these heads merely reproduce the features of Justinian without material
modification.

The next Emperor, Phocas, presents a characterized portralt a.nd

1 In some cases, e.g. Pl. XXXI. 4, 6; Pl. XXXIII. 11-14, it might be thought that
the semisses and tremisses bear a true, or at least a characterized, portrait. But the
examination of a number of specimens will prove that it is merely the same youthful
bust barbarously rendered.

2 Equally conventional are the beardless heads in proﬁle found chiefly on the bronze
coins of Anastasius I and Justin I, and in the first coinage of Justinian I. They are to
be classed with the conventional beardless heads found on the semisses and tremisses. -



§ 4. PERIOD 1. HERACLIUS, ETC. Ixxxix

wears a short pointed beard (PL XX. 4, 5, 12; PL XXII 16, profile,
bearded). Having in view the fact that this portrait differs markedly
from the conventional heads of his three predecessors, we may, I think,
venture to regard it as a true likeness. A similar head is repeated on
the seals of this Emperar.!
Of Heraclius, four representations are found :—

1. With pointed beard. PL XXIII. 1.

2. With short beard and helmet. Pl. XXIIL. 2, 3.

8. With short beard and crown. Pl XXIII 4-8; PL XXVIIL. 8, 4.

4. With long beard. Pl XXIII. 9.

No. 1 (P1. XXIII. 1) is, as I have already pointed out (p. xxiii, supra),
simply a repetition of the portrait of Phocas (Pl. XX. 4), made probably
before the engraver to the mint had been able to obtain a ‘sitting’ from
the new Emperor. No. 2 (Pl XXIIL 2, 8) represents Heraclius with
a close beard, not pointed. It is a characterized portrait, but not one
to be depended on as a likeness. It is really the conventional head of
Tiberius IT or Maurice Tiberius, with the addition of a fringe of beard:
the eyes, too, are clumsily represented by prominent pellets, as they were,
indeed, in the case of Phocas. )

The portrait No. 3 (PL. XXTIL 4-8; XXVIII. 3, 4) has a better claim
to be accepted as a likeness of Heraclius.® In the case of the coin
figured Pl XXIIL 7, an engraver of more than ordinary skill was evidently
at work, and other coins, though less carefully executed (e.g. P1. XXIII. 4;
XXVIIIL 4) present a portrait which does not materially differ from the
model of Pl. XXIIIL 7.

The last portrait, No. 4 (P1. XXIIL 9; cp. XXIII. 11), may readily be
held to furnish evidence that Heraclius in the latter part of his reign
grew a beard of portentous length and a moustache in accordance, but,
probably, it does not well reproduce the features of the Emperor, for
the eye is strangely represented by a ring with the centre hollowed out.t

Constans II, son of Heraclius Constantine, and grandson of the
Emperor Heraclius, is represented by three portraits: —

1. Beardless head. Pl XXX. 12, 18.
2. Short beard. PL XXX. 14, 15.
3. Long heard. Pl XXX. 16-21.

! See supra, pp. xxii, xxiii, and the description of Cedrenus there referred to.

2 On the delicately executed gold coins of Carthage, Pl. XXVII. 11, 12, Heraclius
wears a milder aspect than on the coins of Constantinople, and the leard is more
pointed. The bronze coin of Carthage, Pl. XXVII. 21, has, however, the portrait of the
Constantinopolitan coins.

* On the personal appearance of Heraclius, see the description of Cedrenus, cited
p- XXiv, supra.

* This way of representing the eyes is found on some coins with portrait No. 8, e.g.
PL. XXIII. 4, which may be contrasted with Pl. XXIIL 7.

I m
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The coins on which these portraits occur were issued, so far as can
be made out (see infra, p. 255 n.), at three periods, when Constans was
about eleven, sixteen, and twenty-one, but none of the portraits tally
well with the age of the issuer. It must be said, however, that No. 2
(PL. XXX. 14), with its long-drawn visage, recalls the portrait of Heraclius
Constantine (father of Constans), as seen in Pl XXIII 9, and has so far
a claim to be considered life-like. On the other hand, No. 8 is a slavish
reproduction of the long-bearded head of Heraclius; cp. PL XXX. 17 with
PL XXIIL. 9.

Constantine IV, son of Constans II, has a bust strongly characterized,
in so far as it is almost invariably that of a warrior in panoply; but
whether the portrait is a faithful one seems open to question, for the
general idea of the armed bust has evidently been suggested by, and
copied from, much earlier coins, probably those of the first issue of
Justinian I. Further, in the case of many representations, such as
PL. XXXVII. 10-12, we are precluded from relying on the portraiture,
owing to the mechanical rendering of the eyes by hollowed-out circles.

" Portraiture of We h:'zve still to noti(.ze the portrait ?f Justlma.n 1I.

3 ian I. The material for a discussion of the subject is mainly

as follows!:—

1. Solidus, three-quarter face, circ. A. D. 527 (PL IV. 9, 10).

2. Solidus and bronze coins, full-face, A.p. 538 and later (PL. IV. 11,
12; VIL 1, 8; VIIL 4, &c.); op. gold medallion, A.D. 5342
Jrontispiece to vol. i, and p. 25.

8. Bronze coins struck at Rome (by the Ostrogoths, or by Justinian %)
with profile head of Justinian (Pinder and Friedlaender, Die
Munzen Justinians, PL. V. 8).

4. Barberini ivory (Louvre) with equestrian figure (Schlumberger,
in Monwments Piot, vol. vii, p. 79, Pl. X; Diehl, Justinien,
frontispiece).

5. Mosaic, S. Vitale, Ravenna (Diehl, Justinien, pp. 15, 16 ; Venturi,
Storia dell’ arte ital., i, pp. 130, 181).

6. Mosaic, S. Apollinare nuovo, Ravenna (Diehl, Justinien, p. 13).

7. Equestrian statue of Justinian in the Augustaion of Constantinople,
known from the description in Procopius, De Aedif., i. 2, and
from a drawing reproduced in Diehl, Justinien, p. 27 ; cp. p. 77.

8. Silver disk found at Kertch (Diehl, op. cit., p. 30; ep. Dalton,
B. M. Cat. Christian Antiq., No. 543).

No. 1, the three-quarter face solidus (PL IV. 9, 10) struck at the
beginning of Justinian's reign, A.D. 527, is certainly to be set aside as
a conventional portrait, for both in pose and features it resembles the
heads on the solidi of his predecessors.

! Cp. Diehl, Justinien, pp. 14-16 ; W. G. Holmes, Age of Justinian, ii, p. 865 n.
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In A.D. 538 Justinian made certain changes in the coinage: he
caused the bronze money to be inscribed with the year of issue, and
placed a new bust of himself both on the gold and bronze currency.
This bust differs in features from the preceding bust, and is shown
full-face, and not three-quarter face, or in profile, as on earlier coins
(PLIV.11,12; VII. 1, 8; VIIL 4, &c.). It must be borne in mind that
this head was never again changed throughout Justinian’s long reign,
and is therefore evidence only for the year 538 and thereabouts! It is
& beardless visage, plamp, rounded, and not without a smile. It so far
agrees with the contemporary description of Procopius, who says (Hist.
arc., viii. 4) that Justinian had a round face, a ruddy complexion, not
ill to look upon, and that he was a man of medium height, with a body
neither thin nor corpulent. Procopius (op. ecit., viii. 4-6) was struck
by his resemblance to representations which he had seen of the Emperor
Domitian. No. 6 in our list, the mosaic portrait of Justinian in S. Apollinare
nuovo, presents a head which is of the same character as these coins of
A.D. 538; but the mosaic was made about A.D. 557, and represents & much
older man, who has been sorely buffeted in the storms of life. Another
portrait of the same character, but evidencing more skilful and delicate
treatment, is to be found in the horseman of the Barberini ivory (No. 4).%

In contrast with the above-mentioned portraits must be set the figure
of Justinian seen in the deeply impressive groups of San Vitale (A. D. 547).
Here the Emperor has an oval rather than a rounded face, and he wears
a moustache. John Malalas (p. 425) vouches for the existence of a
moustache, and perhaps the Emperor adopted this fashion for a time,
subsequent to the issue of the coin-portrait of 538. I am not sure,
however, that we can rely on this San Vitale representation. The black,
staring eyes, for instance, seen in the case of Justinian as well as of
Theodora and the courtiers that surround them, are, one may suspect,
not necessarily true to life, but due partly to convention and to the
difficulty of manipulating mosaie cubes for the purposes of portraiture.

No. 8 (if really of Justinian) and No. 7 (the figure in the Augustaion)
add nothing very important to the evidence. They are both beardless
figures, and No. 7 wears the plumed head-dress found also on the gold
medallion ( frontispiece, vol. i).

One representation, No. 3, remains. It is the coin of Rome (whether
Ostrogothic or an actual issue of Justinian’s3), and is interesting from

! If the gold medallion of Justinian (frontispiece, vol. i; p. 25) is rightly assigned to
A.D. 534, he had already attempted a characterized portrait some years before it was
introduced on the ordinary currency.

* This figure is, however, believed by Strzygowski (Der Dom zu Aachen, p. 49;
cp. Mrs. A. Strong, Roman Sculpture (1907), pp. 344-346) to represent Constantine
the Great.

3 It much resembles in treatment the head of the Ostrogothic ruler Theodahat
(A.D. 534-536) figured in Keary, Coinages of Western Europe, Pl. VII (II), No. 18;
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its skilful execution and because it shows the head in profile. The hair
is cut straight over the forehead, and the whole head reminds one of
a Roman Emperor of about the end of the first century A.Dp., rather,
however, of Trajan than of Domitian, the Emperor to whom, according
to Procopius, Justinian bore the most resemblance.

On the whole, it may be said that, if we were preparing a ‘ composite
photograph’ of Justinian, we should find the best material in the coin-
portraits of 538 (and the gold medallion of 534%), in the Roman coin
(No. 8), the mosaic of San Apollinare, and perhaps in the Barberini ivory.

Regarding Period I as a whole, it may be remarked that the coinage—
so far as the reverse-types are concerned—displays little originality or

. artistic feeling. The portraits of the early Emperors

Ohar;::::t;cs of (with the probable exception of Justinian) are

: conventional, but from Phocas to Constantine 1V

portraits occur which have a claim, in varying degrees, to be accepted
as genuine likenesses.

The gold coinage issued before the reign of Heraclius is carelessly
struck!; but under Heraclius and his successors it is better engraved and
more neatly turned out. Greater care is generally bestowed on the bronze
coinage which, however, begins to deteriorate after Heraclius. The custom
of restriking or countermarking old flans largely prevails after the time
of Justinian I.

Periop II. Justinian II—Theodosius III (A.D. 685-717).

This period is marked by the disappearance of several of the older
Imperial mints and by the diminishing importance of the bronze coinage.
It is noticeable, from the point of view of types, for the first appearance of
the image of Christ on Byzantine coins. This sacred type occurs both in
the first and second reigns of Justinian II—the Servus Christi: other
Emperors employ the cross for their reverse-types.

The image of the Saviour consists of a bust with the cross placed
behind the head, which is not nimbate. There are two representations—
one, a head with hair and beard flowing, a work of some artistic feeling

Friedlaender’s Minzen der Ostgothen, Pl. 11. 4 ; Sabatier, PL. XVIII. 24, 25.—Cp. also the
standing figure holding Victory in the Barberini ivory above-mentioned.

! The careless execution of the gold coins—even in the reign of Justinian—is,
perhaps, to be accounted for by supposing that money in this metal was chiefly struck,
and on a large scale, for the purpose of paying tributes and taxes (cp. Keary, Coinages of
Western Europe, p. 24), and was therefore coined rapidly and without much regard to
the requirements of artistic, or even of Imperial, dignity. Extant Byzantine coins
strack in gold are (as is well known to collectors) generally remarkable for their good
preservation. On the other hand, the bronze and silver coins, the part of the currency
which bore the brunt of everyday transactions, more often than not display lamentable
evidence of wear and tear.
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(PL. XXXVIIL 15, 16, 24); the other, a more crudely treated head, of
strange facial contours, with the hair curly, the beard cut close (PL XXX VIII.
17, 22, 25 ; Pl. XXXIX. 20; Pl XLI 1-5).

The attempts at portraiture which we discovered in certain reigns of
Period I are now abandoned, and the heads become entirely conventional.
The engraver outlines the face as if it were a sort of inverted omphalos ;
he surrounds it with a hardly discernible fringe representing whiskers and
beard, while another straight-cut fringe of hair is made to run across
the brow.

The general execution of the coinage (always excepting, in this Period
and later, the rude ‘ Provincial ’ and ¢ Italian’ coinages, some of which may
not be Imperial) is neat, and, but for the conventionality of the portraiture,
would do credit to the Imperial mint. The best specimens are such as
Pl XXXVIII. 18, and 15 where Justinian II stands holding the cross
potent ; PL. XXXIX. 4; Pl XLI 11, of Philippicus.

Periop III. Leo III—Theophilus (A.D. 717-842).

This is the period of the great iconoclastic movement. The head of
the Saviour (first introduced by Justinian IT) is no longer represented, but
the reverse-type consists only of the cross,! or, more often, of the bust
of some member of the Imperial family.?

Constantine V, in introducing & new silver coin, entirely filled the
reverse-space with an inscription, and placed the cross on the obverse; and
this arrangement was repeated in many later reigns. The triple or double
border which surrounds each side imparts some finish to an otherwise
plain coin.

On the coinage as a whole the types are practically confined to the
representation of the cross and the Imperial family. Human portraiture
fares, in a way, hardly better than the sacred image. It is throughout
conventional, the face being represented in the manner described in
Period II: see e.g. PL XLIIL 22, 23; XLVL 15; XLVIIL 14, Theophilus,
his wife and three daughters. Though two rulers of this period, Irene and
Michael I, were image-worshippers they made no change in the coinage of
their iconoclastic predecessors, and their portraits were not more life-like;
thus (except by the head-dress) the head of Irene is hardly to be
distinguished from that of her son Constantine VI: see Pl. XLVL 5, 6,
9, 10, 11

The only exception to the conventionality of the portraits is to be
found at the beginning of this period in the case of Leo III, whose head

! The cross potent. Theophilus, Pl. XLVIII. 15, first introduces the patriarchal cross.
? As to the influence of the icomoclastic movement on the coins, see further',
PD. XXXV, XXXVi, supra.
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as shown in Pl XLIL 7, 8 is strongly characterized and may well be
a likeness. But even Leo is, after the first part of his reign, represented by
a conventional head : see Pl. XLII. 9, 10, &ec.

Periop IV. Michael III—John I (A.D. 842-976).

The beginning of this period is marked by the close of the long
iconoclastic controversy and the revival of image-worship by Theodora the
regent-mother of Michael III. The change is evidenced in the new life and
artistic vigour imparted to the coinage, and it may be noted that the quasi-
barbarous ‘ Provincial’ currency comes to an end in the earlier part of this
period.!

A succession of new reverse-types now appears. Michael III restores
the head of the Saviour, and his successor Basil I represents the Saviour
enthroned. Leo VI introduces the image of the Virgin; Constantine VII
represents the Saviour in the act of crowning the Emperor; Alexander for
the first time places a head of a Saint on the coins. John I (at the end of
the period) takes a step in the same direction in connexion with the bronze
coinage, which in his reign and long afterwards was made to display only
religious types and inscriptions,? while ¢ the things of Caesar '—the ‘image’
and the ‘¢ superscription ’—were surrendered and excluded.

With regard to the types relating to the Saviour and the Virgin,
the head of Christ re-introduced by Michael IIT (Pl XLIX. 16, 17) is
copied, as can hardly be doubted, from the coins of Justinian IT (A.D. 685-
695), reproducing, however, the head with flowing hair (Pl. XXXVIIL
15, 16) and not the bizarre image (Pl. XXXVIII. 17) with the close beard.
The heads of Christ, found later, in the reigns of Constantine VII and of
Nicephorus II Phocas, are rendered with delicacy and artistic feeling : see
especially Pl. LIII. 7, 12-14; LIV. 4, 5; and cp. coins of John I, PL LIV.
and LV. In contrast with this, the seated figure of Christ introduced by
Basil I and destined to become stereotyped on the coinage has not any
special merit either in pose or expression (Pl L. 11, 12).

The Virgin-type introduced by Leo VI is a bust or half-length figure
orans (Pl. LL 8). It is treated with grace and freshness, and, though often
repeated in later reigns, never, perhaps, quite loses its charm.?

Under Nicephorus II Phocas, the Virgin (a half-length figure) is
shown beside the Emperor (Pl. LIV. 5) in the place previously filled by
emperors’ wives or sons. In the next reign (John I) she is seen crowning
the Emperor (Pl. LIV. 10-12). The Virgin with the medallion of the

! Under Basil I. The ‘Italian’ coinage had ceased in the reign of Theophilus.
? See supra, p. li.

3 On the orans type, see Bauer and Strzygowski, ‘Eine alexandrinische Weltchronik,’
pp- 155-158 in Denkschriften der kais. Akad. der Wissensch. Wien, 1906, Bd. 51; L. von
Sybel, Christliche Antike I (1906), p. 261 ; Kaufmann, Handbuch der christl. Arch. (1905),
p-412. Cp.W. E. Crum, P. S. Bib. Arch., xxi. 251. Further reff. infra, p. 502.
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infant Christ, though a subject old in art,! is not seen on the coins till the
reign of Jobn I (PL LIV. 14).

In the manipulation of the Imperial busts and figures we may discern
an advance on the previous (iconoclastic) period—more variety of pose,
and a richer and more decorative treatment of the costume. None the less;
the conventional, uncharacterized head still continues to be prominent, and
the contour of the face which we noticed in Period II as resembling an
inverted omphalos now recalls an inverted triangle. But in addition to
these conventional heads we often find, and on the coins of a single
Emperor, a strongly characterized bearded type.

Michael III and his family and Basil I do not really break away from
the iconoclastic tradition in the matter of portraiture, but Leo VI (side by
side with a purely conventional head, Pl LI. 18, &c.) presents on the gold
coin of Pl. LI. 8 a fine bearded head, which we might without difficulty
believe to be a genuine portrait were it not that its issue probably took
place when Leo was only twenty.?

A similar long-bearded head, engraved with gem-like delicacy, appears
also on some coins (Pl LIII. 7) of the art-loving Constantine VIL
(Porphyrogenitus), but from its close resemblance to the above-mentioned
portrait of Leo VI we must doubt whether it is true to life. There are,
further, three heads with shorter beards which appear on the coins, respec-
tively, of Romanus I (Pl LIL 9-11), Nicephorus II Phocas (PL LIV. 6-7),
and John I (Pl. LIV, 10-13). Each of these heads taken separately might
well be deemed an authentic portrait, but when we compare the three
together their resemblance becomes so obvious that it is almost certain
that two, at any rate, of the heads (Nicephorus II and John I) cannot be
the vera ¥mago of the Emperors they pretend to represent.

With regard to the gemeral characteristics of this period, it may be
remarked that the best executed and best designed of the coins contrast
favourably with the angular and arid work of the iconoclastic period, and
many specimens prove that the engraver had a good notion of filling
a coin-space in a decorative and not inelegant way (see e.g. PL LL 9;
LIV. 4, 5, 10, 18). The present period, and the next (Period V) may,
indeed, almost be looked upon as the Golden Age of Byzantine coin-art,
especially when we compare them with the periods that preceded and
followed.

Periop V. Basil I and Constantine VIII—Nicephorus III
(A. D. 976-1081).

This period is transitional between Periods IV and VI. It witnesses
the introduction of the seyphate fabric for the nomisma (a fabric finally

1 See text, infra, p. 476, No. 7.
* Cp. p. 449, infru, as to the date of this coin of Pl. LL 8.
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adopted in Period VI by Alexius I), and, at the same time, the retention
of the old solidus or nomisma of small module. . The difficulty of filling
the comparatively broad ‘field’ of the new scyphate pieces was ingeniously
overcome by placing a triple border on each side of the coin (e. g. PL LVL. 8).
The Imperial busts could now be represented on a rather larger seale, and
the rich jewelled details of Imperial costume were fully displayed (e.g.
Pl LVIIL 2, 10; LX. 8).

During the greater part of this period the coins (with ecertain
exceptions) present the neat, decorative appearance that we found in
Period IV (e.g. Pl. LVI. 6, 7, 9-11). There is considerable variety and,
at times, artistic merit in the types employed, e.g. the Virgin crowning
Romanus ITI (Pl LVIIL 13); the Virgin orans (PL LIX. 3); the Christ of
Chalce (Pl. LX. 4, 6, 7); standing figures of Emperors, as Isaac I with his
drawn sword (PL LX. 12); and the beautiful design of the Virgin and
Child in Pl. LXII. 2.

The busts and figures of Emperors are represented with considerable
care, variety of treatment, and attention to detail, but in the majority
of cases it is certain, or may be strongly suspected, that the portraiture
is not true to life. .

In the two latest reigns of this period, those of Michael VII and
Nicephorus III, instances of feeble engraving and careless striking
sufficiently indicate that the decadence of Byzantine coin-art has already

begun.!

1 Further details of this period may be noted as follows:—

Basil II and Constantine VIII. The two portraits Pl. LVI. 1 are clearly conventional,
but the bearded head of Basil, PL. LVI, 2, 3, 8, &c.,is at least a more characterized
representation. No. 3 on this plate bears some resemblance to the head of Basil II as it
appears in the Venice Pealter (see supra, p. lii), but when we confront it, as well as
Nos. 2 and 8, with the coins of the preceding Emperors John I and Nicephorus II
Phocas, it becomes hardly doubtful that we are dealing with a stereotyped bearded
representation and not with an exact portrait.

Constantine VIII, in his sole reign, presents the bearded heads seen in Pl. LVII.
6-10. Of these, the heads Nos. 6-8 recall (perhaps too vividly to be independent
likenesses) the heads of Leo VI (Pl LI. 8) or Constantine VII (PL LIIIL 7); Nos. 9, 10
have a portrait of a somewhat different character.

Romanus III has an obo. of elegant design—the Virgin (his special patron) placing
the crown on his head (PL LVIL. 18). Cp. Schlumberger, L'Epop. byz., iii, p. 532.

Michael IV, His head, as represented in Pl. LVIIL. 1, 2, has certainly distinctive
features, and, so far, might be a portrait. (Cp. the portrait in the Zonaras MS. at
Modena; Schlumberger, op. cit., p. 533, which is like the Zonaras Romanus III.)

Michael V. The head of this standing figure (Pl. LVIIL 5) may be compared with
his head in the Zonaras MS. (Schlumberger, op. cit,, iii, p. 532). The form of the face,
beard and moustache are practically the same, but the eyes on the coine are clumsily
represented by two pellets.

Constantine IX. This portrait (Pl. LVIII. 8-12) seems to be suggested by the coins
of Michael IV, and can hardly, therefore, be regarded as trustworthy. In some respects,
however, it resembles the head of this Emperor in the Zonaras MS. (Schlumberger,
op. cit., iii, 540). The beautiful figure of the Virgin orans, Pl. LIX. 8, is to be noted.
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Periop VI. Alexius I--Alexius IV (a. D. 1081-1204).

With the accession of Alexius I the very distinctive Byzantine coinage
of which the scyphate nomisma is the chief feature, may be said to have
been completely established. The old solidus or nomisma of thick fabrie
had already disappeared from the currency.

In respect to mechanical execution there is a decided change for
the worse. Cases of double-striking, due to the shifting of the dies, seem
almost to have been the rule and not the exception at the Imperial mint,
and it is on the reverse side—the side bearing the sacred image—that the
most flagrant instances of such carelessness occur: see e.g. PL LXVIL. 8.
Details of costume, moreover, are less delicately treated than in Period V,
and the figures have either a bizarre appearance (as PL LXIV. 3, obv.),
or are so stiff and wooden as almost to recall a primitive age of xoana
(Pl. LXVIOL. 9; LXV. 14). In particular, the seated figure of Christ
(PL. LXVII) and the seated figure of the Virgin (Pl. LXX) are usually most
clumsily rendered. The beardless bust of Christ (Emmanuel) (Pl. LXVIIL
15; LXIX. 1, 2) is something of a variation from the usual type of the
Saviour found on the coins, but it is of small artistic merit. The intro-
duction of saints on the coinage of this period lends it some little interest
and variety.!

But although throughout this period the number of types is exceptionally
large, there is little real invention or free play of the artistic spirit, and
the varieties of type are chiefly brought about by presenting sometimes the
Christ, sometimes the Virgin—seated or standing, as a bust or a whole
length, in the attitude of prayer or of blessing.

Theodora. The coins are very delicately executed. Her bust and figure (PL. LX. 1-3)
are shown richly attired, but the features seem little characterized, an observation that
is true also of her portrait in the Zonaras MS. (Schlumberger, L'Epop. bye., i, 541).
The Christ of Chalce (cp. p. 1vi, supra) appears on her coins.

Michael VI—Isaac I—Constantine X. On the coins of these reigns, the Emperor is
generally represented as a standing figure, and the details of portraiture cannot be well
made out. Isaac I holds the drawn sword referred to p. lvii, supra.

Romanus IV. The portrait (Pl. LXI. 13; LXIL 1) is on a small scale, but resembles
the Zonaras miniature of Romanus III: Schlumberger, op. cit., p. 532, so that some
doubt may be felt as to whether the portrait of Romanus IV is taken from life. Several
interesting types occur:—The family groups of Pl LXI, 11, 12, in which the Emperor
and Empress are crowned by the Saviour, a type known also from the ivory in the Biblio-
théeque Nationale, Paris (see p. lviii, supra); the bust of the Virgin with the medallion
(Pl. LXI. 13, 14 ; LXIL 1), a type now revived after a long interval; and the beautiful
figure of the Virgin and Child in Pl. LXII. 2 (see further, p. lix, supra).

Michael VII—Nicephorus I1I. Michael is represented by a sturdy bust with features
that resemble his predecessors. Nicephorus closely resembles Michael and neither
portrait can be relied on as faithful.

! John II (successor of Alexius I) introduces St. George; Manuel I introduces
St. Theodore and St. Demetrius. The only Saint seen on coins before the reign of
John II is St. Alexander, on the coins of his namesake Alexander, A.D. 912-918,

I n
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Perrop VII. Michael VIII—Fall of Constantinople (a. D. 1261-1453).

The types of this period, which begins with the restoration of the
Greek Emperors, arrest the attention by reason of the curiously crowded
grouping of the Imperial figures; e.g. the kneeling Michael VIII, Christ
and St. Michael in PL LXXIV; the grovelling figure of Andronicus IIL
(Pl. LXXIV; ep. LXXV. 1,2).! Of the types new to Byzantine coinage,
the most remarkable are the representation of a seraph (Pl. LXXYV. 10)®
and the view of Constantinople (Pl LXXIV. 1).3

Under the Palaeologi of the fourteenth century there was a sort of
Renaissance in mosaic and some other branches of art,* but the general
execution of the coins, especially of the nomisma, is extremely rough, and
proves that a very low standard of mechanical skill and care existed
during this period at the Imperial mint. There was, however, a counter-
acting Western influence at work which tended to alter, and in some
cases to improve, the appearance of the currency. This influence came
chiefly from Venice, and is visible in the direct copying of Venetian
coins (both fabric and types: see Pl. LXXV. 17), in the employment of
a new form of the cross (Pl. LXXV. 7), and in the disposition of the
inscription in & circular arrangement (Pl. LXXYV. 16).

In the period of John V, Byzantine coinage apparently almost ceased
to be issued, and its place was probably taken by the money of Venice.
Manuel II, followed by John VIII, made evident efforts to restore the
currency, and his silver coins (still fairly abundant), though not skilfully
engraved, show a certain attempt at decorative effect (Pl LXXVI. 9-183).
In these coinages, Western influence is again traceable, and the latest
specimens of the coin-art of Constantinople may be pronounced ¢ Mediaeval ’
rather than ¢ Byzantine’ in character.

With regard to portraiture, some attempts at characterization appear
to have been made, but they are of little importance owing to clumsy
execution or to smallness of scale. In the case of Jobn VIII it is
possible that we may have a portrait, and his coins can be compared
with the portrait-medal by Vittore Pisano figured as the frontispiece to
vol. ii.

! And see further on this type, p. Ixx, supra.

* With the representation in Pl. LXXV. 10 compare the angels represented in a
Vatican MS, of the eleventh century, photographed in Bertaux, L’'Art dans I ltalie mérid.,
Pl XII. The archangel Michael had already appeared in the eleventh century on
a coin of Michael VI (p. 509, infia).

3 See further on this type, p. lxix, supra.

4 Diehl, Etudes byz., p. 431.

® See further on this portrait, p. lxxii, supra.
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§ 5. IMPERIAL MINTs.

In the reign of Anastasius I three mints only, Constantinople,
Nicomedia, and Antioch, were in operation. Under Justin I, Thessalonica
and Cyzicus were added. The conquests of
Justinian necessitated the establishment of new
centres of coinage, and eleven or twelve mints
were at work during his reign. Under his three immediate successors
the number of mint-places remains nearly the same. Heraclius coins at
twelve mints. In the reign of Constans 1I (the successor of Heraclius)
the number of mint-places does not exceed five or six, and from about
the time of Nicephorus I (A.p. 802) to the reign of Basil II and Con-
stantine VIII, only two or three mints (so far as is known) continued
in operation. From the sole reign of Constantine VIII (a.Dp. 1025)
onwards, all coins seem to have emanated from the Capital.

CONSTAXTINOPLE (A.D. 491—circ. 1448). The
chief mint for coins in all metals.

Mint-name. (i) CONOB (on the gold coins till the time of Leo III).
(i) CONOS, COB (on the earlier silver). (iii) CON (on the earlier
bronze coinage). : )

CONOB (found also on the gold of Carthage, Rome and Ravenna) is
now generally admitted to consist of the mint-name with the addition
of OB, an abbreviation of olryzum, ‘refined gold’.! In CONOS, S, if
not a blunder for B, must be an abbreviation mark. COB is perhaps C
(the name of Constantinople) and OB(ryzum). (For the occurrence of
OB on bronze and silver coins, see infra, under ‘ Thessalonica ’).

Officina marks. On the solidi from Anastasius I to Justinian II
numerals occur with great regularity, ranging from A to | (i.e. 1 to 10).
After that time they are more sporadie, and finally disappear. On the
solidi of Heraclius (see p. 192, infra, note) various letters or numerals
occur in addition to the officina numerals. Probably a series of these
varieties was struck at each officina.®

On the bronze (chiefly M) coins the officina numerals are A, B, I, 4, €
(1-5).3
THESSALONICA (circ. A.D. 518—cire, 620). Coinage in bronze only,

vsually not of a higher denomination than K. The
coins are carelessly engraved, and often struck on
irregular flans with jagged edges.

1 Babelon, art. ‘Obryzum’ in Daremberg and Saglio, Dict. des ant., and authorities
there cited. On gold of Phocas (p. 164, note), OBXX takes the place of CONOB.
BOXX occurs under Heraclius: cp. also Tiberius II, p. 106, No. 9.

? There are occasionally exceptional marks, such as ©3 on a solidus of Tiberius II;
p- 106, No. 9, infra.

3 On the peculiar numerals All, [ll, &c., found under Constans 1I, see infra,
p- 268 n. It is doubtful whether these are officina marks,

VARYING NUMBER
OF MINTS.

CONSTANTINOPLE.

THESSALONICA.
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Mint-name. TE€S; ©€C. Under Justin I, THESSOB (p. 17), but the
inscription OB (i.e. obryzum, ‘refined gold’) is quite inappropriate on
a bronze coin, and has probably been copied mechanically from the gold
coins of the predecessors of Anastasius I, which are inscribed THSOB;
TESOB.! It may be noted that OB had even previously appeared on
silver coins, the gold and silver coins of Leo I (for instance) being alike
marked THSOB. In the mint-indication COB found on some silver
coins of Constantinople (see supra), we may probably discern the word
OB(ryzum) loosely used for refined silver instead of refined gold.t

Officina marks. These are rarely present.

NICOMEDIA (cire. A.D. 498-circ. 627). The two Imperial mints of
NICOMEDIA. Asia Minor were Nicomedia and Cyzicus.® Their
co " coinage, closely modelled on that of the Capital, is in

bronze only.

Mint-name. NIKO; also NIKOMI, NIKM, NIC, NIK, NI.

Officinae. Two only (A and B*), as compared with the five indicated
on the bronze coins of Constantinople.

Crzicus (cire. A.D. 518—cire. 628). Coinage in bronze
only, resembling that of Nicomedia (q.v.).
Mint-name. KYZ; KY.
Officinae. Two only (A and B): cp. Nicomedia.

CYZICUS.

ANTIOCH (cire. A. D. 498-cire. 617). Bronze coins only. The legends
on the obverse (i.e. the Imperial name and titles) are

ANTIOOH. constantly blundered and often unintelligible.
Mint-name. At first, ANTX; ANTIX; AN. After A.D. 528 (see
p- 53, n.), the name of the city having been changed to Oeodmocs,
¢ Antioch’ disappears from the coins, and we find the new name, sometimes

as OYTTOAS or ©Y, but commonly in the Latin form THEUPO ; THEUP/.

Io'.t; P; € (see p. 59, n.) also indicate this mint. The exceptional SEUSU
(p- 228) is no doubt only a blundered reproduction of THEUP/.
Officinae. Four or five officinae were usually at work.

IsAURA (A.D. 617/8). A mint for bronze, in the reign
of Heraclius only (see p. 221).
Mint-name. I1SAYR. Officina. A only.

ISAURA.

! On No. 49, p. 17, we might read THESSOB as THESSO B, i.e. the mint name with
the officina numeral added. But this interpretation is precluded by No. 50 (p. 17),
where, in addition to THESSOB we find the officina numeral €.

3 Argentum pusulatum (abbreviated Pv., Ps., &c.) is the proper term for refined

silver.
3 The short-lived mint of Isaura (q.v.) hardly forms an exception to this statement.
¢ There is an exception in the reign of Justin I; see infra, pp. 17, 18.
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CyrRuUs (cire. A.D. 627/8). Bronze coins were struck in this island
under Heraclius, probably at Constantia, the chief city. It is doubtful
whether the coinage continued beyond this reign, though o8
some pieces struck by Heraclius, and countermarked by )
Constans II (or Constantine IV ?), may have for some time circulated in
Cyprus (see p. 222, n. 4; cp. p. 267 n.).

Mint-name. KVOP/,

Officinae. The only officina numeral (at least on the British Museum
specimens) is I

ALEXANDRIA (from circ. A.D. 538: p. 62, n. 2 to Heraclius or Con-
stans II: p. 227, n. 8). The coins (in bronze only) are

mainly of the denomination IB. They are often very

rude in appearance, and of peculiar thick fabrie.
Mint-name. ANEZ ; ANEI (on ABAZ ; MON, &c., see pp. 227-229).
Officinae. No numerals occur at this mint.

ALEXANDRIA.

CARTHAGE (cire. A.D. 584-circ. 698). This was a mint of importance
during the whole period of the Imperial domination in Africa, i. e. from the
conquest by Belisarius till the time of Justinian II or
Tiberius III.! Its bronze coinage is abundant and its
silver coinage (mostly confined to the smaller denominations) is not
very rare.

The gold coinage must have been extensive, though it was not set on
foot, apparently, till the reign of Heraclius. It is inscribed CONOB, like
the gold coins of Constantinople, Ravenna and Rome. It is therefore
identifiable only by its style and fabric and by a knowledge of provenance.
When the solidus is of small module and lumpy fabric (e.g. Pl. XXXIII. 2)
it is easily recognized as African, but the African solidus when struck of
the ordinary size and with flat fabric (e.g. Pl. XXXIII. 6) is less readily
distinguished. But there are certain criteria, in addition to the clues given
by provenance.! Thus, & linear border generally takes the place of the
border of dots found at Constantinople and elsewhere, and a straggling
form of A—A\ or P\—is employed by the Carthaginian engraver. The
engraving of the types is often crude, and unusual letters or numerals
frequently appear (e.g. under Constans II).

Though there seem to be good reasons for attributing both the thick
and the flat series of solidi to Carthage, it is not obvious why these two
dissimilar fabrics were employed at the same mint, and even, it would
seem, contemporaneously.

Mint-name. Gold. CONOB.

Silver. CONOS (p. 63), but the mint-name is usually omitted.
Bronze. KART ; KAR; CAR; KRTG; CRTG; KTG; CT.

1 Cp. also p. xxxiii, supra, on the ¢ Provincial Coinage’.

? Wroth in Corolla Numismatica, p. 329, and infra, p. 290 n., and p. 292 n.

CARTHAGE.
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Officinae. On the solidi of Heraclius, officinae A-l (1-10) are recorded :
the numerals 11, 12, 13, 14 which are also found on these coins are
probably to be explained as officinae marks (pp. 230-232). On the solidi
(both of the thick and the flat fabric), and on the semisses and tremisses of
Constans II, peculiar marks occur. Thus (in the flat series) we find at the
end of the inscription—the usual position for the officina number—such
letters or numerals as C; ©; ©f ; ©l, &c., each of these being accompanied
by a letter (or numeral) placed in the field (P; I; C; A, &e.). Similar
marks occur under Constantine IV.

The bronze coins are as & rule without officina marks. Under
Justinian I, however, there are perhaps indications of five or six officinae

(see pp. 64-67). We also find on some M and K coins of this reign the
letters SO and O (p. 66), which may possibly indicate the second or the
sixth officina. On coins of Phocas (p.179) and of Heraclius, € (fifth officina)
is found.

SiciLy (CATINA, SYRACUBE), circ. A.D. 538 3—circ. 705 or later?
Coinage begins in this island a few years after the
conquest by Belisarius (p. 69), and lasts till the sacking
of Syracuse by the Arabs in A.D. 705 (see further, suprae, p. xxxiii,
¢ Provincial Coinage’ as to a possible coinage in Sicily after A.p. 705).
Mint-name. SECILIA (p. 152) ; SCLS;SCS; SCL; CAT ; CVPAKOVCI
(cp. pp. 69, 153, 237 n.). The usual mint-place was Catina, but, from the
time of Constans II, Syracuse was probably the chief centre of coinage.
One coin of Justinian IT (Num. Zeitschrift, i, p. 431) is inscribed CVPAKOVCI.
Officinae. Officina marks do not occur.

RoMF (circ. A.D. 552/8—circ. 775). From the time of Justinian I to
the reign of Heraclius inclusive, this mint seems to have
been of little importance, and to have coined only small
denominations in bronze (see supra, pp. xvii, xviii).

Under Constans II a coinage in gold begins! and continues till the
reign of Constantine V (died 775), after which it apparently ceases. The
solidi attributable to this mint are marked CONOB but may be distinguished
from the corresponding Constantinopolitan issues by their comparatively
high relief (rendering the coins rough to the touch), by the appearance of
symbols (star, &c.) and letters in the field, and to some extent by the colour
of the gold, which from the time of Leo III is greatly alloyed.

Mint-name. CONOB (on gold); ROM ; RM; R (pp. 387, 388).

Officinae. No marks on the bronze. On the gold (from Constans II)
various officina numerals and letters occur in the field.

8S1cILY.

RoME.

! There are also some small silver coins. The coins that seem to have the best
claim to be Imperial Roman issues are the bronze pieces with the name and portrait-head
of Justinian (Pinder and Friedlaender, Méanzen Justinians, P1. V. 8, and p. 48), but even
these may be Ostrogothic.
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RAVENNA (circ. A.D. 555-circ. 741). Coinage begins some years after
the taking of Ravenna by Belisarius, and continues almost to the time
when it was lost to the Empire through its capture
by the Lombards in 751. Ravenna was a somewhat
important mint for gold coinage.! The silver (as at Carthage) is generally
of small denominations, though the hexagram of Heraclius was minted
there as well as at Constantinople. The hronze coins are now somewhat
searce. .

The coins of this mint are often very neat, even sometimes rather
elegant, in style. The gold coins (inscribed CONOB) may be distinguished
from the corresponding pieces of Constantinople by their bracteate-like
fabric and by the prominent relief of insceription and type.

Mint-name. CONOB (on gold) ; RAVENNA ; RAVEN ; RAV; RA.

Officinae. There are indications that ten officinae were generally in
operation for the coining of the gold. Marks on the bronze rarely occur
(€, Maurice Tiberius; A, 4, Heraclius: on SS, see p. 157).

BAVENNA.

CHERSON (6th cent.; and circ. A.D. 886-989). This mint was never
important, and issued bronze coins only, usually of small size. It perhaps
first came into operation in tl.xe reign of Justinian I oF.
(see p. xviii, supra). Its next issues were made under
Maurice Tiberius (p. 158 f.), but it does not seem to have coined again
till the reign of Michael III (with Basil I, A.D. 866). From this period
there is a continuous coinage till the time of Basil II, when Cherson was
taken (A. D. 989) by Vladimir the Russian.

Mint-name. In monogram under Justinian I (see A. V. Oreshnikov,
‘Chersono-Byzantine Coins’ in 7'rans. Moscow Num. Soc., iii (1905),
Pl VIII. 1-3); X€PCWNOC, XEPCONOC (reign of Maurice Tiberius);

AX = ‘0 mparevav Xepoavos 1, or A = MOAIC?

Officinae. No officina marks occur, but on the coins of Justinian I,
of an uncertain mint (possibly Cherson), described infra, pp. 72, 73, the
marks A to A are found.

ProvinciAL CorNaar (cire. A.D. 698—c.rc. 886). The coinage which
it is necessary to classify thus vaguely has been already referred to,
p. xxxiii, supra. It consists of gold and bronze pieces
(the former often much alloyed), and the engraving
is stiff and crude. Coins of Carthage have evidently
served as its prototypes, yet it cannot be of Carthage, for it continues
to be issued long after the Imperialists had lost their foothold in Africa.
Sardinia and Sicily may possibly have had a share in it. It lasts from
the reign of Tiberius III to the time of Basil L.

CeENTRAL AND SouTH ITALIAN CoINAGES (seventh cent.—circ. 842).

‘PROVINOCIAL'
COINAGE.

! Apparently first issued in the reign of Justin II (see pp. 103-104).
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These strange coinages are closely modelled on the Constantinopolitan
money, though they are generally struck in gold of
a more or less debased quality. They have been dis-
cussed, p. xxxi f., supra. They were probably struck.
for the Imperial possessions in Southern Italy, though
some specimens (included in this Catalogue for convenience) may not have
been really issued at Imperial mints. The gold coins attributed to Rome
(see supra, p. xxxii) are akin to these Central and South Italian coinages.

The following table summarizes the details given above:—

CENTRAL AND
SOUTH ITALIANW
COINAGES.

A. %’14898' 6th£enn.tg{‘§om 7th cent. 8th cent. 9th cent. | 10th cent. 112!;;1.5&
Constanti-| Constanti- Constanti- | Constanti- | Constanti- | Constanti- | Constanti-
nople nople nople nople nople nople nople

Thessalonica | Thessalonica
Nicomedia| Nicomedia | Nicomedia
Cyzicus Cyzicus
Antioch Antioch Antioch
Alexandria Aéexn:adria
Carthage arthage
Sicily Sicily Sicily !
Rome Rome Rome |
Ravenna Ravenna Ravenna i
Cherson Cherson Cherson
Isaura '
Cyprus !
‘Provincial* | ‘ Provincial’ ‘Provincial’
¢ Italian’ ¢ Italian’ | ‘Italian’

§ 6. INSCRIPTIONS AND DATEs.

The inscriptions found on Byzantine coins are short and not very
The material that they supply for study is therefore

varied in character!

somewhat scanty, but can be dated with considerable accuracy.
Obverse legends. The obverse legend usually consists of the name

of the Emperor, preceded by DN (Dominus noster) and followed by PPAVC
(Perpetuus Augustus). This applies to the coins from
Anastasius I to Justinian IL2 Greek inseriptions begin
to make their appearance (on the obverse) under
Irene, the mother of Constantine VI (A.D. 797-802),® but Latin is not
completely abandoned till the time of Isaac I (A.D. 1057). In the Greek
legends, the place of Dominus and Perpetuus Augustus is taken by
BACINEVC or BACINEVC POQMAIOQN ; sometimes by AVTOKPAT/ ; and,
from the time of Romanus IV (A.D. 1067-1071), by AECNOTHC

! Metrical legends are very rare, see supra, p. lvi.

* Philippicus and some of his successors have Multus An. (&c.) instead of PPAVC.

3 There are still earlier instances of obs. Greek inscriptions on the ¢ Provincial'
coinage of Leo III (a.p. 720).

OBVERSE
LEGENDS.
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Reverse legends. In the earlier reigns we find such legends as
Victoria Aug.; Qloria Romanorwm ; Victori(a) Mawri (Maurice Tiberius).
Heraclius introduces Deus adiuta Romanis and the
- legend EN TBTO NIKA, the latter furnishing the first
instance of a Greek legend on Byzantine coins.! But
it is long before Latin legends are finally discarded. Justinian II introduces
INS CRISTOS REX RESNANTIUM (often used in later reigns). Under
Constantine V (A.D. 751) we have INSYS XRISTYS hICA (ii, p. 380),
a curious instance of the mingling of Latin and Greek, and of the partial
writing of Greek words in Latin letters, errors into which the engravers of
later reigns were prone to lapse ; e.g. OEOFVLACTOS V€SP S (Michael I and
Theophylact): CVRIE BOHOH TO SO DOVLO (Theophilus); PICTOS
for NICTOC; PATHR for MATHP (Leo IV). These mixed legends are
not completely supplanted by purely Greek legends till about the time
of Romanus IV (a.D. 1067-1071).

The following forms of letters are those which chiefly call for notice :—

REVERSE
LEGENDS.

L LaTIN INSCRIPTIONS,?
A
The usual form is A (sometimes A). The form A is very rare; it is
found chiefly at Carthage and Ravenna. At Carthage LATIN
the straggling form A\ is often used. A is not very yxgoripTIONS.
common, and chiefly occurs in the word ANNO.
B

B, or with the lower lobe projecting as in the word CONOB. From
the time of Tiberius II onwards, b, or more usually ®.

D
D (Anastasius I—Justin II: on the coins of Justin II and Maurice
Tiberius carelessly formed so that it appears nearly as O)., Under Tiberius II
D comes in and tends to oust D in later reigns. (Under Heraclius,
d occurs ; under Constantine V, O°; on coins of Artavasdes and Leo VI, C.)

E
€ is nearly always preferred to E.
G
C; C the latter form often carelessly engraved so as to resemble 1;
e.g. AVI=AVC. G is not found. Under Tiberius II we find ¢ (in ANC),
which form oceurs in later reigns as well as G and 4. Under Justinian II
Yand G are found as forms of G.
1 Except in mint-names like KYZ.

? A division between Latin and Greek is not always easy, owing to the admixture of
letters and the writing of Greek words in Latin letters.

I o
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H
The form employed is h: cp. p. 331 n.

L
Both L and U occur.

M, but under Tiberius II M comes in on the Constantinopolitan
coins (on coins of Rome and Ravenna the form is M).
Maurice Tiberius. M; M; M; (at Carthage, generally M).
Phoeas, M ; Heraclius, M.
Constantine IV (at Carthage, [7]).
Constantine V, M, Michael I, M.
Michael III, M (at this period M is chiefly retained in the inser.
RECNANTIYM).

N

N is the usual form. Under Justinian II, h is found, and from the
time of Constantine V this form takes the place of N.

R

R. On the coins of Anastasius II Artemius, the Greek P is generally
written for R in ¢ Artemius’.

T

T. The form T first occurs in the word THEYP/ = Theoupolis
(Antioch) under Justinian I, whose other coins, however, have T (T also
often occurs on the blundered coins of Antioch struck under Justin II).

T continues in use till the reign of Heraclius, when T begins to be
used, and is the usual form subsequently employed (the form T is,
however, also retained in stereotyped legends like VICTORIA AVCQ).

T is an occasional variant of T (Constantine IV, Justinian II, &c.).
The form T, found on some coins of Constans II (pp. 266, 301), is no
doubt T with the abbreviation mark / subjoined. Anastasius II has T ;
Theodosius III, T and T. Under Leo VI (p. 445) the form ¥ is found.

A

V (as in AVC; VOT). Under Tiberius II, U becomes prominent as in
UICTOR(ia) TIbERI and UIU (i.e. vivat) FELIX (p. 106), but V is found
at Carthage, as in LVX MVNDI.

Maurice Tiberius has V.

Phocas, Heraclius, Constans II, use both U and V. Afterwards, U is
the usual form. (A rare form W is found, p. 54.)
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II. GrREERK INSCRIPTIONS.

A

Usually A; also A. Under Nicephorus II, Phocas, John I and Basil I,
A sometimes occurs. A (p. 221, No. 267, Heraclius)
is found on a coin of Heraclius struck at Isaura
and A ocours also on coins of John VIII (see infra,
p. 637, note 1 and p. 641, note 1).

The form A (Alexandria, Heraclius, p. 227) is exceptional. The
transverse bar is sometimes omitted, notably on the coins of Alexius I
(N for A).

GREEK
INSCRIPTIONS.

B

Beta as & numeral often occurs on the coins. It has the forms
B, B, B and B (chiefly sixth and seventh centuries).

® occurs in such words as bASLIS, bASILISSH (Constantine V; Irene) ;
MIXAHL BASILE (Michael I); BOHOH (Theophilus), but in these cases
there is a curious mixture of Greek and Latin.

Under John I Zimisces, the R form appears, as in ROHOH (for
BOHOGH). Also H RAAXEPNITICCA, i.e. the Virgin of Blachernae (coins
of Theodora) ; RACINEVS PQM (Isaac I). Cp. p. 527, note 1.

Under Andronicus II and later Emperors the B form once again takes
the place of the R form.

a
A ; sometimes A.
E

€ (not E) is the almost invariable form. On coins of Andronicus IT
and III (a.D. 1325-1328), € has the form €& or F (p. 626 n.).

K

K. The Latin letter C used for K appears under Constantine V and is
the usual form till about the time of Isaac I (A.D. 1057) when K re-asserts
itself. €C O€Y =€K BEOY ; CE = KE = KAl (Basil I); CVRIE sic = KVPIE.

AN
N\ ; but the Latin L often takes its place, as in DOVLO = AOVAW
(Theophilus).
M

Sometimes M, as on coins of Isaac II, p. 594, infra.
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This letter chiefly occurs on the rude coins of the Alexandrian mint
where we find X (Justinian I, p. 62; Justin II, p. 97); 2 (Tiberius II,
p. 121); Z (Maurice Tiberius, p. 148).

T in AAETZANCROS (coins of Basil I, p. 437, No. 5, and of Leo VI,
p- 447).

T in OPOOAOIW (silver of Isaac I).

S or Z is usual in the spelling of the name of Alexius I, but I is
also used.

Z and I (Alexius ITI).

n
Mor M.

P

P; but until about the time of Constantine IX the Latin R is often
used, as in the word RWMAIWN ; again, we find on coins of Basil II
MNORFVROY (i.e. MOP$VPOrENNHTW as written on coins of Theodora).

z

The Latin S is often used for X till about the time of Constantine IX
when the lunate sigma—C—becomes the regular form. The straggling
form ¢ or § sometimes occurs under Manuel I and later (see p. 572, note 1,
infra and p. 630).

Y

Y is used for Y (as in ©€Y = €EOV). But the form in the purely
Greek inscriptions is V.

Q

Nearly always W, but sometimes approximating to W, as on the coins
of Romanus I, cire. A.D. 919. © sometimes occurs, as under Constantine X
(p. 515) and under Alexius I (p. 543).

ABBREVIATION MAREKS.

These do not frequently occur till the time of Constantine VI or
Nicephorus II Phocas, when they become common.
The usual mark is 7/ as in O€ESPO/ (despotés) ;
S also occurs, as in BASILES ; SCLS ; also §.

S = et or KAl (SIR = et Irene; period of Constantine VI).

C =S = et (Constans II, p. 259).

On coins of Constans II, v» and ~ are perhaps marks of abbreviation
(see infra, p. 266 n.).

ABBREVIATIONS.
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The omission of letters is sometimes marked by =, as in the familiar
#¢ 6Y accompanying the figure of the Virgin; SCLS = SicilS.

More rarely a dot indicates an abbreviation, as in €N X.UJ, ie.
€N XPICTW (John I, Zimisces). On a coin of Leo VI (ii, p. 444, No. 1)
we find U, in the word ROMWW, i.e. ROMAIWN.

O = @® = ¢ dytos before the name of a Saint; e.g. © OE0AWPOY,
St. Theodore (coins of Manuel I).

LIGATURES.

These are of very rare occurrence till the time of Alexius I. Those
found are chiefly as follows :—M\H (in KOMNHNW);
M=NH; =79; U and Ul=Z2T (Alexius III,
Pp- 599, 600); & in FEBr1OC = St. George (Alexius III); 8 = OY; ¥p =
MHTHP; P = =T (Andronicus II, p. 615); &M =AH; A =€Y (John

VIIL p. 640); WANS.A = Manuel I1; T P\ Manuel II = Palacologus.

LIGATURES.

MoNOGRAMS.

The monogrammatic combinations that are so characteristic of
Byzantine art occur but rarely on the coins. Their use is, in fact,
mainly confined to the city of Cherson, where mono-
grams form the usual ‘types’ of the coins from RomanusI
to the period of Basil II and Constantine VIIIL, i e. circ. 920-1025. Some
coins of Justinian I also bear monograms as a ‘type’ (i, pp. 72, 73) : these
are of ¢ Uncertain mints’, though possibly of Cherson (p. xviii, supr«). The
monograms of the Justinian period are arranged so as to form a block
of letters; but from the time of Constantine VII and Romanus I, the
letters of the monogram are usually attached to the extremities of a cross;
e.g. Pl. LII. 14.

Apart from these instances the monogram is hardly found except
to indicate the names of various Emperors :—Heraclius (subsidiary device

in field); Pl XXIII. 10, »ev., &e. 3 = monogram of Constans II and
of Constantine IV (p. 267 n.; Pl. XXXIV. 15; Pl. XXXVII. 21); mono-
gram of Justinian II, p. 339, No. 47 (Sicily); monogram of Tiberius II1
(PL. XL. 18). See also at end of Index III.

MONOGRAMS.

NUMERALS.

The officina numerals and the marks of denomination (e. g. M=40
nummia) are in Greek.

Dates (see further, infra) are nearly always indicated
by Roman numerals, and the following examples may be cited :—

U =15 (usual form). I =5 (Justin II, p. 94).

NUMERALS.
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4 = 6 (usual form). Ul = 6 (Justin II).
Uil and lU =7 (Justin II); 41 and Wil =7 (Tiberius II, Antioch) ;
VIl = 7 (Heraclius, Ravenna).
411, Ulll and 1114 = 8 (Justin II); VIIl = 8 (Justin I, Carthage). (On
a coin of Heraclius, No. 469, p. 253, infra, Ulll = 8 occurs. This coin
is attributed doubtfully to Ravenna: the use of U instead of the V usually
found at Ravenna is one of the reasons for regarding the attribution to
that mint as doubtful.)
IX=9or11% (Justin II, p. 95).
HIX = 13 (Maurice Tiberius, p. 147).
XY = 15 (Justinian I).
XUl, X4=16 (Justinian I); UIX =16 (Maurice Tiberius, p. 147);
XVI = 16 (Heraclius, Ravenna).
UltX = 17 (Maurice Tiberius, p. 147).
XUl = 19 (Justinian I).
XX4, XXVI = 26 (Justinian I).
XXUli, XXV, XX4111 = 29 (Justinian I).
XXX4, XXXLII = 36 (Justinian I).
xxx‘u, XXXVIl = 87 (Justinian I).

DATEs.

Dates first make their appearance in ‘years 12’ of Justinian I
(A. . 538/9), and occur regularly (though only on the bronze money, and
not on all denominations of the bronze) till the reign of
Constans II. After that reign (as will be seen below) they
are rarely found.

The dates nearly always indicate regnal years, the first year of the
‘reign’ being reckoned from the day on which the Emperor became Caesar
or Augustus, a creation which may have taken place before his sole reign
began. For example, Tiberius II, who became Augustus and sole ruler
26 Sept. 578, dates his (Constantinopolitan) coins from Dec. 574, when
he was created Caesar by Justin II.

Dating by Indictions is found only on coins of Maurice Tiberius and
Constans II.

JusTINIAN I. Regnal years. At Thessalonica (p. 41, ¢nfr«), the letters
A P occur, with no accompanying date. It is not certain whether these
stand for anno primo.

JusTIN II. Regnal years, dated from his accession. (At Carthage,
p- 97, infra, PR ANNO presumably = primo anno.)

TiBerits II. On his coins of Constantinople, the earliest date found
is ‘year 4’, reckoned from his Caesarship of A.D. 574, and therefore
indicating the year 578, the first year of his sole reign. But at Thessalonica,
years ‘1’ and ‘3’ occur, apparently reckoned from the first year of his

DATES.
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sole reigm, i.e. from A.D. 578. At the Thessalonica mint, however, there
arc other dates (year 8, &c.) which are reckoned, in the usual way, from
his Caesarship of 574.

At Antioch, the system of dating presents some difficulties which are
discussed infra, pp. 125, 126.

Maurice TiBerIus. Regnal years. At Carthage the only dates found
are the Indictions.

Puocas. Regnal years.

HerAcLIUS. Regnal years. At the Carthage mint dates are not
found, unless the numerals inscribed on some of its gold coins are dates
rather than officina numerals (p. 232, infra).

ConsTtaNns II. At Constantinople, some of the coins are dated in the
usual way (by regnal years), but a curious series of numerals is also found
there which may be either dates (regnal years), or dates (regnal years)
combined with the officina number. This latter class is discussed infra,
p- 268.

In Sicily, there is a case of dating by Indiction (ep. coins of Maurice

Tiberius), and on the k and | attributed to Sicily, a date * year 1’ oceurs,
perbaps indicating the first year of the residence of Constans II at Syracuse
(A.D. 662 ; see p. 305, infra).

CoNsTANTINE IV. Dates (regnal years) occur at Ravenna, but at
Constantinople they cease to appear except in an isolated instance, viz.
§= year 30 = A.D. 683/4, reckoned in the usual way, from A.D. 654,

X
the first year of Constantine’s Augustus-ship.

JusTINIAN II. A few dates occur during his first and second reigns
(see pp- 335, 856). In the following reigns no dates are found, and the
bronze coins, on which alone it had been customary to mark the dates,
now become rare.

CoNSTANTINE V (A.D. 741-775). The only date found—-and it is
apparently an exceptional commemorative date—is A ))E: year 30 =

N X
A.D. 749/50, reckoning from 25 March, 720, when Constantine was made
Augustus by Leo III (see p. 380).
On coins of Leo IV and Constantine VI no dates are found.

Irene has M coins with z ;(( (apparently modelled on the A X of

N X
N X N X

Constantine V). The same combination of letters and numerals is repeated
in subsequent reigns, but finally ceases in the time of THEOPHILUS. As
this combination is found on coins of Emperors who reigned less than
thirty years, it cannot indicate ‘year 30’. Probably it is a religious
¢jaculation, Xpiords vikg, thrice repeated (see p. 400, infra).
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In concluding this Introduction, I am anxious to express my indebted-
ness, especially in regard to its historical section (§ 2), to the writings of
Finlay, Bury, Diehl, Schlumberger and other scholars whose monographs
are cited in these volumes. I am also indebted to Professor Oman’s brilliant
sketch of Byzantine history, and to the learned historical summary by
Gelzer appended to Krumbacher’s great work on Byzantine Literature.

In preparing the main body of the Catalogue I have referred throughout
to Sabatier’s Description (1862), a laborious and useful work, though
defective in many ways, as has long been recognized. De Sauley’s Essai de
classification (1836), I have also found well worth reading. Yet there
are numerous problems in connexion with Byzantine coins which these
meritorious numismatists did not suspect or did not attempt to solve, and
it is to be regretted that their successors, the numismatists of the last forty
years, have—with a solitary exception or two, such as Dr. Kubitschek and
M. Svoronos—almost entirely neglected the study of Byzantine coins—
a field of study which (it cannot be denied) is at times an arid one, but
which would already have yielded to historical students an infinitely
better crop had it been sown with a more liberal hand and cultivated
with less intermittent care. There is one numismatist, indeed, the late
Count J. F. W. de Salis, who, although he left little in print or manuscript
on Byzantine coins, must be gratefully remembered by an official of the
British Museum writing on this topic. For de Salis not only enriched
our national collection with numberless Byzantine and quasi-Byzantine
coins (barbarous imitations, &c.), but classified the series with his usual
skill and acumen. Unfortunately, his arrangement was in many places
left incomplete, and he published nothing to record or justify his classi-
fication—a classification no doubt often suggested by the knowledge
of provenance which as an ardent collector he probably possessed. His
special service to the scientific study of Byzantine coins is the discrimination
attempted by him between the Imperial and the non-Imperial money, and
if I have been able to earry this division farther it is because the path has
been indicated by this remarkable numismatist.

For kind help in reading the proof-sheets of these volumes, I have
greatly to thank Mr. Grueber, the Keeper of Coins, and Mr. G. F. Hill.
Mr. O. M. Dalton has also been so kind as to read the proofs of the
Introduction and has made several valuable additions and corrections.

WARWICK WROTH.



IMPERIAL
BYZANTINE COINS

ANASTASIUS |
11 Aepin, 491—1 Jury, 518

The primary classification of the coins is under Mints, which, in the present
reign, are as follows: L. Constantinople; II. Nicomedia ; ITI. Antioch.

No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse
I. CONSTANTINOPLE
Solidus
DNANASTA SIVSP|VICTORI AAVcCC
PAVC!' Bust of Anasta-| Winged Victory in
sius, beardless, with| chiton and peplos
head three-quarters r.;| standing l., holding in
wlears hglmet with | r. staff surmounted by
plume and armour; r. red .
hand holds spearbehind | o oo T onogTAm (s
his head ; L hand (not| in ex., CONO B; in
represented) supports | field L, star.
shield decorated with
the group of a horseman
r. attacking with spear
a prostrate enemy.’
1| 686 A8 B at end of inscr.
[PL L 1]

1 PPAVG = Perpetuus Augustus. G has here (and in later reigns) the form G, C, (, or
even |. The shield (originally nearly of oval form) can be seen more distinctly on the

solidi of prec

its device of the

1B
o.g PLII

II. 3), which may be described as a reel border,

reigns, e. g. Arcadius (Montagu Cat., P1. XXXVI, No. 1036) ; so also

orseman and enemy.—BORDERS OF BYZANTINE CoINs.
tine coins are ornamented both on obverse and reverse with a border (see
from its resembling a series of

As a rule,

reels or rings strung together. In the present Catalogue the borders are, as a rule, only
described :vfen of some unusual character. '

B



[ O]

IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight Metéailz:nd Obverse Reverse
DNANASTA SIVSP | VICTORI AAVCCC
PAVC Bust of Anasta-; Victory (as on No. 1),
sius, as on No. 1. holdingstaff with mono-
grammatic cross (§.);
inex.,CONO B; in field
i L, star.?
|
2 | 69 A7 .8 |[F. Parkes Weber gift, ' at end of inscr.
1906]
3 | 664 | AN.8 A at end of inscr.
[PL I 2.]
4 | 69. A7 .8 |[Bank of England gift,! € at end of inscr.
(pierced) 1877]
5 | 643 & .85 [de Salis gift] i H at end of inscr.
Semissis
DNANASTA SIVSP VICTORIAAVCCC
PAVC Bust of Anasta-  Victory wearing mantle
sius r. beardless, wear- | over lower limbs seated
ing diadem, cuirass and | r.onshield and cuirass?;
paludamentum. on her knees she sup-
ports a shield on which
with her r. hand she in-
scribes XXXX ; in front,
4 ; in ex., CONOB
6 | 336 | A&7 [Montagu sale, 1896, No.
1086
[PL L 3.]
7] 332 AT [J. E. Sinyanki, 1852]
8| 317 N7 [Purchased, 1904]

| (Cuirass rude)® (B)

! There are Italian imitations of this type with reverses of fairly good work, but

with obverse unskilfully treated, especially as regards the eyes. Those in the British
Museum supply the numerals [, §, and I.
* These details appear more clearly on earlier coins, e.g. on & solidus of Arcadius

(Montagu Cat., No. 1038), and on a semissis of Zeno (Mont

. No. 1071).

® Compare a semissis of another type, Montagu Cat., No.1089 (from Coll. d’Amécourt);
reo., VICTORIA ACVSTORVM (sic) Victory seated on cuirass, and winged Genius
supporting shield inscribed VOT* P* C; in ex., COMOB. (Cp. Catal. Ponton d’ Amécourt,
p. 140, No. 870.) This is, perhaps, not of the Imperial mint.



ANASTASIUS I—CONSTANTINOPLE—GOLD, SILVER 3

No. | Weight Mega.ilzeand Obverse ' Reverse
Tremissis
DNANASTA SIVSP|VICTORIAAVCVSTO
PAVC Bust of Anasta- |RVM Victory in
sius r. beardless, wear- | chiton advancing to
ing diadem, cuirass and | front, looking back 1. ;
paludamentum. in r., wreath; in 1,
globus cruciger; in field
r., star; in ex., CONOB
9 | 226 N .6 DNANASTAS IVSPER | (AVCVSTRPVM altered
AVQ) in the die from AVCQVS
[PL 1. 4.] TOPVM sic).
[de Salis gift]*
10 | 22. A .55 [de Salis gift]
[PL L 8.]
11 | 225 N6 [de Salis gift]
12 | 21.8 A7 .55 [de Salis gift]
13 | 212 N6
14 | 22.8 N .6 [Royal Collection]
15 17.2 A7 .55 [Dr. Cullen of Kustendji,
1868]
Silver
DNANASTA SI[VSP| VOT
PAVC] Bust of Anasta- | MVLT within wreath?®;
siug r. beardless, wear- | MT]I
ing diadem, cuirass and in ex.,CONO[S?].
;ﬁudamentum.
16 | 29.3 R7 [Purchased, 1902]
[PL 1. 8.]

! The excellent style and the lectio difficilis (PERP) of the obverse seem to show
that this coin is of the inperial mint, in spite of the blundered reverse.

! The type and legend recur under Justinian I, infra ‘Carthage’, R: cp. Sab.,
Pl.2éll. 11 (VOT MVLT HTI). Cp.also Pinder and Friedlaender, Minzen Justinians,
P

There are also silver coins of a higher denomination (size -9):—

(i) Inscr., Bust of Anastasius q.; reo. CGLORIA ROMANRV Emperor nimbate
standing 1. ; r. hand raised ; 1. hand holds globe ; in ex., CONOB. Sab., No. 7 (=Saulcy,
PL L 3); cp. Quelen, Cat., No. 2360 (‘ Romanorvm’).

(ii) Inscr., Bust of Anastasiusr.; rev. CLORIA ROMANORVM Emperor nimbate
SP“X. 1.; r. hand holds spear; 1. hand rests on shield ; in ex., COR (sic). Sab., No. 8;



4 IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS
No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse
Bronze
(i) Large module with marks of value, M, K, 1
(40 nummia)
' DNANASTA SIVSP| M onr.,star; onl, star;
PAVC Bust of Anasta-! above, cross: in ex.,
sius r. beardless, wear-| CON
ing diadem, cuirass and
pagudamentum. ‘
17 | 2695 | &£ 14 [de Salis gift] i (On r.,crescent,onl.,star),
"~ beneath, €. Pellets in
field.
[PL 1. 7, rev.]
18 | 3016 | & 14 | Beneath, A
19 | 2376 | & 125 [de Salis gift] 'Beneath,AgcheMth.icker
than on No. 18).
20 |261.7 | & 13 Beneath, B
21 | 2826 | & 13 [Purchased, 1904] | Beneath, B (the [M thicker
i than on No. 20).
92 {2782 | £ 13 |(Bust smaller than on' Beneath, B (the M ason
Nos. 20, 21) . No. 21).
23 | 248. | E 14 | Beneath, !
94 | 2697 | B 1.5 | [Purchased, 1904] | Beneath, A (unusually
[PL 1. 8, obv.] i large flan).
25 | 287. | & 145 | Beneath, A
(toashed [de Salis gift]
with silver) ) I
26 | 2717 | & 145 | [Purchased, 1904]  * Beneath, &
27 (274- | E 14 Beneath, &
fm. 19]
28 | 2783 | E 145 Beneath, €
29 |216. | & 13 [de Salis gift] Beneath, € (EleMthicker
than on No. 28: cross
above, obscure).

1 Here and at times elsewhere " has the form ['.



ANASTASIUS I—CONSTANTINOPLE—BRONZE 5

Reverse

(20 nummisa)

k on 1., long cross.

Onr,B
. [PL 1. 10.]

Onr,l
Onr,A
Onr, €

I

(10 nummia)

[ around, cON CORDI;
on r.andl.,pellet; above,
cross ; in ex., CON

4! before CON CORDI

€ before CON CORD
[PL L 11.]

\(ii) Smaller modules with marks of value, M, K, 1, €

M

No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse
DNANASTA SIVSP
PAVC Bust of Anasta-
sius r. beardless, wear-
ing diadem, cuirass and
ﬁudamentum.
30 | 133 [ E1 [de Salis gift]
31 | 120. | & 1.05
32 | 124 | B 1.05 [de Salis gift]
33 [ 1405 | & 1.1 [Purchased, 1904]
DNANASTA SIVSP
PAVC Bust of Anasta-
sius r., as on No. 30.
7
34 | 586 | & .85 |[Presented by Hon. J. L.
(pierced) Warren, 1860]
3B | 622 | E 8 [Purchased, 1904]
BNANASTA SIVSP
PAVC Bust of Anasta-
sius r. beardless, wear-
ing diadem, cuirass and
ﬁudamentum.
36 [ 1506 | £ .95
37 [162. | & 1. [Townley Coll.]
38 |143. (& .95 | (AV for AVQ)

[Purchased, 1904]

; M onr.,star; onl, star?;
above, cross; in ex.,
CON

Beneath, A
Beneath, B
Beneath, B (restruck ?)

! Sabatier, No. 22, has B.

? There is another variety (small module) with M between star and crescent (Mémoires
Soc. imp. d’arch., Saint-Pétersbourg, iv (1850), p. 291, No. 3) corresponding to the M of

large module, supra, No. 17.



IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

41

51

52

. | Weight

122.5

155.

1194

66-

66.1
52.3
64-4
7.8
702
36.7

(w00rn)

35.7
38.6

25.7

Metal and
Size

E 9%

p: 1

B B B BB B

B

By

B b B b

1.05

65
65

65

Obverse Reverse
Beneath, I (star on r.
obscure).
[Pl 1. 12.]
[Townley Coll.] Beneath, € (star on r.
obscure, or absent ?).
‘Without stars; nonumeral
beneath.
DNANASTA SIvsP k on L, long cross; above
PAVC Bust of Anasta-| and below, star.
sius r., as on No. 36.
[de Salis gift] Onr., A
[PL 1.13.]
[de Salis gift] Onr.,B
Onr.,B
[de Salis gift] Onr,r
[Purchased, 1904] Onr., A
Inscr. obscure. On r., € (without stars).
[Purchased, 1904]
Onr, s
(AV for AVQ) (Without letter or stars.)

DNANASTA SIVSP

PAVC Bust of Anasta-
sius r. wearing diadem,
cuirass and paludamen-
tum.

[de Salis gift]

[de Salis gift]

[ around, CON CORDI

Onr., A (CON COR?)

Onl, €; on r., pellet.
[PL I 14, rev.]

Onr.and L, pellet (ICON
CORD).

(ICON CORD)




ANASTASIUS I—-NICOMEDIA —BRONZE 7
No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse
(5 nummia)
DNANASTA  SIVSP | € with two pellets.
PAVC Bust of Anasta-
sius r., as on No. 50.
54 | 3718 | & 5 [Purchased, 1904] Onr, A
55 | 384 | B 5 [Purchased, 1904] Onr.,B
5% | 28. | A& .55 [de Salis gift] Onr.,B
571 380. | & .55 [Purchased, 1849] Onr,r
| [PL L 1.]
58 &£ 55 [de Salis gift] 'Onr., A
[DNANASTA?] Bustof| M (mon. in Greek of
Anastasiusr.,asonpre-| Anastasius) within
vious coins. wreath.!
5 | 14 |ZE 45 [de Salis gift] [PL 1L 3.]
60| 96 | &E 35 (? no inscr.) [Purchased, 1904]
II. NICOMEDIA
Bronze
(i) Large Module
DNANASTA  sIVSP | Monr.andl star;above,
PAVC Bust of Anasta-| cross; beneath, star;in
siug r. beardless, wear- | ex., NIKOM|
ing diadem, cuirass and
pl:aﬁudamentum. ,
61 | 2522 | & 1.35 (Rude work) ! [P 1I. 3.]

! Following the example of bis predecessors Zeno and Leo (cp.Sab., PL.VIIL.21; VIL 9),

ius issued small coins with his monogram as the rev. t
pﬁ; 42 and 50). This issue doubtless preceded the other bronze coinages of
which are apparently not earlier than A.D. 498 (see Introd. supra, § 2, under
Most of the extant specimens of this monogram type a&:pea.r however

Vandalen,
his reign,
‘ Anastasius 1?).

e (Friedl. Minzen der

to be Ostrogothic imitations (cp. Friedl, p. 41 f.) on which the bust is rudely represented
and the inscription curtailed or omitted (on 7ev., usually border of dots instead of wreath).



IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No.

R

67

Weight

Metal and
Size

Obverse Reverse

121.5

66-2
87.7
66-

31.7

260-2

236-3

A 1

b

A 317

£ 13

A 12

(ii) Smaller module, M, K, |

M

DNANASTA SIVSP | Monr. andl star;above,
PAVC Bust of Anasta- Cross ; beneath star;
sius r., as on No. 61. in ex., NIC

[de Salis gift] [PL IL 4.]

K

DNANASTA SIVSP | K on 1, long cross and
PAVC Bust of Anasta-| NI
sius r. beardless, wear-
ing diadem, cuirass and
paiudamentum.

[Purchased, 1835] [PL 11. 5.]
On r., star.

[Purchased, 1904] On r., ¥; above, O, be-
| neath,[l(] (.e NIKO)

I

DNANASTA SIVSP "l'around,lCONCOkD
PAVC Bust of Anasta-
sius r., as on No. 63.

[de Salis gift] [FL 1L 6.]

III. ANTIOCH
Bronze

M

DNANASTA SIVSP| M on1,onr.,andabove,
PAVC Bust of Anasta-| long cross.
sius r. beardless, wear-
diadem, cuirass and
udamentum ; on, or
above, head, globus
cruciger.

DNANASTTA ISP | Beneath,B; inex., ANTX
Avich [de gnft]

[PL 11 7.] Beneath,4;inex.,[AJNTX




ANASTASIUS I—ANTIOCH—€ 9

|

No. | Weight Mets?lz:'nd Obverse . Reverse

€

Inscr. Head of Anastasius G
r. beardless, wearing
diadem ; on, or above,

head, cross.
69 | 342 E 45 |[ANAST?] OSPP Onr.,AAN
[Presented by Mr. Double-
. day, 1846]
0] 2 'E 5 (Inser. obscure) Onr.,ArN
[Purchased, 1863]
1| 315 | & 55 |....... SIVSPP.. Onr., AAN
[P 1I1. 8.] [de Salis gift]
72 | 276 | £ 45 |(Headandinscr.obscure) |Onr., AAN
3| 305 | & 5 [DN.....IV (bust r. in|Onr., N
diadem, paludamentum [de Salis gift]
and cuirass).? [P 1L 8.]

COINS WITH NAME OF ANASTASIUS NOT STRUCK AT THE
IMPERIAL MINTS.

In this reign, and in the following reigns, only those coins are catalogued
which there is reason to think were struck at the Imperial mints (in the
present case, Constantinople, Nicomedia, and Antioch). The numerous imita-~
tions (chiefly in gold, and of the fifth, sixth, and seventh centuries) of the
Emperors’ coinages which were struck by the Ostrogoths and other invaders
of the Empire are reserved for description in a future volume. The British
Museum collection of Ostrogothic, Vandalic, &c., coinages was originally
arranged by Count de Salis (cp. Keary, The Coinages of Western Europe, 1879),
who has divided the various series with his usual numismatic acumen. The
chief criteria are furnished by style and provenance.

The following are brief notes on the imitations of the coins of
Anastasius :—

GoLp.—Solidus. The Victory on the rev. usually holds a broad-limbed
cross, not the monogrammatic cross of the Imperial mints, though this latter
type is occasionally imitated (see supra, p. 2,n. 1). On the solidi assigned by
de Salis to the Vandals the lettering is curious and the type somewhat rude.

! The attribution to Anastasius is not quite certain.
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The Visigothic solidi, also, are not hard to distinguish from the Imperial
coins: they frequently read COHOB. The series classed by de Salis as
‘Italian imitations’ are often of good work (except sometimes in the
treatment of the eyes on the obz.) but have rev. Victory with broad-limbed
cross. The Burgundian and Merovingian imitations are rude. = T'remdssis.
This denomination is often reproduced, but usually with rev. Victory in profile
with wreath and palm. The rev. of the Imperial trem?ssis hasa different Victory
(PL 1. 4, 5). The legends of the Visigothic and ¢Italian ’ tremisses are often
blundered. The Imperial ¢remissis is itself of poor work, and in cases where
its reverse type is ezactly copied discrimination is difficult. The details of
the Emperor’s cuirass are, however, less exact in the imitative pieces and the
brooch of the paludamentum is sometimes omitted. Count de Salis classes
some pieces reading COMOB (cp. Rev. belge, 1867, p. 156) as Italian imitations.

Siver.—Sabat., No. 11, 7¢v. monogram in wreath, has peculiar letters
and high relief. Ostrogothic or Italian. Sabat., No. 12, rev. ¢ Invicta Roma’.
Probably Ostrogothic, struck at Rome : see Friedlaender, Minzen d. Ostgothen,
p- 55. The well-executed gold and silver coins of Theodoric the Ostrogothic
monarch (A.p. 493) bear the name and bust of Anastasius, but are dietin-
guished by Theodoric’s monogram (Keary, op. cit., p. 45 f.).

VITALIANVS. Most of the coins that have been published as those of
Vitalian (for whose revolt see Introd., supra, § 2, ‘Anastasius I’) are un-
doubtedly barbarous pieces of the time of Justin I, Justinian I, &c. Thus
a tremissis which reads IAVITA JIVOVAVG, and which has been attributed
to Vitalian, is undoubtedly a barbarous coin (Visigothic), probably of the time
of Justin I or later. (Two specimens in British Museum.) See further Sabatier,
i, p. 157; de Saulcy, Fssaz, p.6 ; Friedlaender, Repertorium, p. 426 ; Rev. belge,
1857, p. 10. There is a tremissis, however, in the possession of Mr. J. W.
Barron (1907) which appears to read DNVITALIANVS (obv. beardless
diademed head, rev. Victory). Unless this legend has been altered from
DNIVSTINIANVS the coin must be of Vitalian.

Bronze.—Small & with rev. V in wreath. The wreath, the Roman
(instead of Greek) numeral and the style of the obz. (with type and letters in
rather prominent relief) indicate that this coin is of Italian mintage. This
being so, it cannot have been struck by Anastasius, but must be an Ostro-
gothic coin bearing the head and titles of the Emperor as was usually the
case with the ¢barbarian ’ coins.
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JUSTINUS |

1 Jovry, 518—1 Avcust, 527!
Mints = I. Constantinople ; II. Thessalonica; ITI. Nicomedia; IV. Cyzicus;

V. Antioch.
No. | Weight Metsailz :nd Obverse Reverse
I. CONSTANTINOPLE
Solidus
DNIVSTI NVSPPAVC|VICTORI AAVCCCQ
Bust of Justin, beard-| Victorystandingfacing,
less, with head three-| holdinginr.,long cross;
quarters r.; wears hel-| in L, globus cruciger;
met with plume and| wearschitonand peplos;
armour; r. hand holds| inex.,CONOB; in field
spear behind his head ;| r., star.?
L hand (not repre-
sented) supports shield
decorated with the
group of a horseman r.
attacking with spear a
prostrate enemy.
1| 684 [ &/ .8 [Blacas, 1867]* A at end of inscr.
[PL1II. 10.]
2169 |A& 8 [Blacas, 1867] I at end of inscr.
3| 686 | &4 .85 [Rich] [ at end of inscr.
4| 703 | &4 .8 |(DIMIVSTI NVSPPAVQ)|(VICTO[RI] AAVCCC)
[de Salis gift] ¢ at end of insecr.
(COovoB).*
[PL II.1L]
5) 687 | &/ .8 [Purchased, 1904] | at end of inscr.®
6| 408 | £ .8 |(& with gold plating;| | at end of inscr.
(plated) probably an ancient
forgery. )

! For coins of his joint reign with Justinian I see infru after ‘ Justinus I°.

* The solidi of this reign (cp. also those of Justinian) are very
mens here described might well be classed as ‘barbarous imitations’.
t::otypes more worthy of the Imperial mint they must have din:speared

me exceedingly scarce. One solidus of this style was procured in

(coll. of Mr. Horace Sandars, 1905).
A deocrigtion of the gold coins acquired by the British Museum from the collection

of the Duc de

¢ This coin may not be of the Imperial mint.

* A specimen in Photiades Cat.,

rude, and the speci-
If there were
or have
Roumania

lacas was published by Madden in Num. Chron., 1867 and 1868,
0. 95, with the numeral © (9).
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No |Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse

Semissis’

DNIVSTI  NVSPPAVC | VICTORIAAVCCC  Vie-
Bust of Justinr. beard-| tory, wearing mantle
less, wearing diadem,| over lower limbs, seated

cuirass and paludamen-| r.onshield and cuirass ;
tum. on her knees she sup-
ports a shield on which

with her r. hand she
inscribes XXXX; in
front, ..P; behind, star;
in ex., CONOB

7| 343 | & 75 [Purchased, 1852] [Pl 1L 12.]
8| 328 | &4 .75 [Blacas, 1867]
9 | 333 | & .7 [C. R. Fox, 1850]
10 | 32 | R 7 [Purchased, 1904] (Ancient forgery ?)
(pierced)|  (gile) ’
Tremissis
DNIVSTI  NVSPPAVC | VICTORIAAVCVSTO
Bust of Justin r. beard- | RVM Victory in chiton
less, wearing diadem,| advancing to front,
cuirass and paludamen- | looking back 1. ; in r.,
tum. wreath; in L, globus
cr.; in field r., star; in
ex., CONOB
1 | 215 | & 6 [de Salis gift] [PL 15.18.]
12 | 226 | & 6
13 | 23- | & 65 [C. A. Murray, 1849] | (Ends RV)

! Besides the semisses and fremisses here catalogued there arc other pieces with the
same types and legends, but distinguished () by their thinner, spread fabric, (b) by ruder
work and lower relief, especially on the ob». These may, conceivably, be (i) the coins of
Justin I, (ii) barbarous imitations of the coins of Justin I, or (iii) the coins of Justin II.
The third of these attributions seems to be the most satisfactory, especially as it pro-
vides Justin II (to whom Sabatier has assigned only solids) with semssses and tremisses.
(See further under Justin II.) The history of the small gold currency seems to have
been as follows: Justin I issues semisses and tremisses of relatively good style. Then
Justinian I strikes pieces of ruder style, thinner fabric and lower relief. His successor,
Justin II, issues gimilar pieces of still ruder style. Lastly, under Tiberius II Constan-
tine, a new 7rev. type—the cross—is substituted for the Victory that had hitherto
appeared on semissis and tremissis.
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JUSTIN I—CONSTANTINOPLE—SILVER
No. | Weight Metsa.li’ea.nd Obverse Reverse
Silver
DNIVSTI  NVSPPAVC  CLOR[IA RJOMANO
Bust of Justin 1. beard-| RVM = The Emperor,
less, wearing diadem, |, nimbate, in cuirass and
paludamentum and| paludamentum, stand-
cuirass. ing 1. ; r. hand upraised;
L hand holding globus ;
in field r., star; in ex.,
CcO[B]
14 | 614 | R 9 [Purchased, 1904] [PL L 1.]!
(pierced)
DNIVSTI  NVSPPAVC |CLORIARO MANO
Bust of Justin r. beard- | RVM  The Emperor,
less, wearing diadem,| nimbate, in cuirass and
crested helmet, paluda~-| paludamentum, stand-
mentum and cuirass. ing to front looking r.;
r. hand rests on spear;
1. hand holds globus cr.;
in field r., star; in ex.,
CcoB*
15 | 608 | R -8 [de Salis gift] [PL 1L 2.]
16 52 |BR 9 [Purchased, 1868] (Ends RVI)
[P1. oI 8, rev.]
DNIVSTI NVSPPAVC|CLORIARO MANO
Bust of Justin r.,ason |[RVM  The Emperor
No. 15. standing, as on No. 15;
in field r., star; in ex.,
cos
17 | 294 | R -T5 [Purchased, 1904] [PL 1II. 4.]
18 | 217 [ R -T5 [Purchased, 1904] (Exergue obscure)
19 | 279 | R 65 [Purchased, 1904] (Ex. and part of inscr.

obscure)

! From the plate it may appear that the b
its of Justin, but this difference is merely due to the state of this specimen, which

rtrait of the obv. differs from other

riral
E:s been cracked and injured. With the coin cp. Sab., No. 8=S8aulcy, Pl I 8.
* Cp. a similar coin in the French coll.,, wt. 4-40 B
1899, p. 196.) Cp. Babelon, Truité, i, p. 570; Mommsen-Blacas, Monn. rom., iii, g 8.
The R piece with inser. FELIX CARTA assigned by Sabatier to Justin I (No. 17) is

Vandalic.

See infra at end of coins of Justin I.

mes (Dieudonné, Rev. num.,
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IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight Me%a.ilz :'nd Obverse Reverse
Bronze
(i) Large module with marks of value, M, K
‘ M
DNIVSTI  NVSPPAVC | M onr. star; onL, star?;
Bust of Justin r. beard-| above, cross; in ex.,
less, wearing diadem,| CON
cuirass and paludamen-
tum.
20 | 236.8 | £ 1.25 |([DNI]JVSTI  USPPV | Beneath, A (COM&)4
(pierced) Bust rude.) [Purchased, 1904]
21 | 2358 | B 1.25 Beneath, B
22 12292 | £ 125 |(DNIV]STIN VSP | Beneath, I .
AVC) ~ Above head, [de Salis gift
8 Cross.
23 | 2236 | £ 12 Beneath, I
[Purchased, 1904]
24 | 2352 | &£ 125 |(Legend and ¢t bar- | Beneath,
¢ barous) yee [Prese’nted by Mr. (now
Sir) John Evans, 1847]
25 [ 2755 | & 125 Beneath, A
[Purchased, 1904]
26 239 | £ 13 Beneath, A
[Purchased, 1904]
27 1199 | E 12 Beneath, €
28 | 252 | B 12 Beneath, € (ex., [COJN)
29 [ 2822 | £ 12 |[(AforA) (On r., cross; on L., star),
[PL IIL 5.] beneath, A
30 | 2614 | £ 13 [de Salis gift] (On r., cross; on L, star),
beneath, B
31 | 2842 | &£ 125 [Purchased, 1904] (On r., cross; on L, star
: beneath, I :
32 | 2538 | & 125 (On r., cross; on L., star), -
beneath, A

1 There are varieties of the large M coins, (i) with rep., two stars, (ii) with croes and
star (No. 29, &c., infra), (iii) with two crosses; see Sab., No. 19.
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Weight

Metal and
Size

Obverse | Reverse
|

35

36

126.7

118.

766

A 85

&A1

& 1.05

E 65

K

DNIVSTI NVSPPAVC | K on 1., long cross.
Bust of Justin r. beard-
less, wearing diadem,
paludamentum and
cuirass.

[de Salis gift] Onr, B!
[Purchased, 1904] On r., B; above, star.

[de Salis gift] Onr., €
[FL 1. 6.]

(ii) Smaller module with marks of value, M, K, |, €

M

For a specimen (size .85) see Sabatier, No. 22
— pe ¢ ) ) ;

See Sabatier, Nos. 29 and 30; Pl X. 12, 13.*

I

DNIVSTINVSPP[SV ?] I surmounted by cross.
Bust of Justin r. beard-| BCON CORDI
less, wearing diadem,
paludamentum and
cuirass.

[Northwick sale, 1860] | (Thick fabric).*
[PL 1. 7.]

1 Struck on a flan too small for the types, but probably intended to pass for the
same value a8 Nos. 34 and 35.

2 Rev. num. iv

Justin I and Justinian I. . .

3 No. 36 is certainly of Justin I (cp. fabric and inscr. of Anastasius I). Nos. 87-9
differ from it in fabric and No. 88 presents a new obv. type. These may possibly be of
Justin II, but it seems best to keep to the general rule that the coins of the second
Justin (with certain fairly clear exceptions as at Carthage) always represent the
Emperor and Empress on the obv., and not the Emperor singly.

(1839), p. 244; Pl X. 3, with DNIVS IVSTVSP, is apparently of
I
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IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight Met;'il wand Obverse Reverse
DNIVSTI NVSPPA/C || surmounted by cross;
Bust of Justin r. beard-| on r., star; on 1, star;
less, wearing diadem,| in ex., CON
paludamentum and
cuirass.
37 | 566 | &£ 9 [de Salis gift] [PL 1IL 8.]
D NIVSTI NVS PPAVC l surmounted by cross;
Justin wearing cuirass| onr., star; on 1, star;
standingfacing,looking | in ex., CO
r.; in r., spear; in 1,
globus.
38 | 68 | & .8 [de Salis gift] [PL 111 ©.]
39 | B2 | E 8 [de Salis gift]
DNIVSTI NVSPPAVC 1
Bust of Justin beard- R onr. €
less r., wearing diadem,
paludamentum and
cuirass.
40 | 361 | E 6 [Royal coll.] Onl, A
[PL 11X 10.]
41 | 358 E 5 [Purchased, 1904] Onl, A
42 | 333 | £ 55 |[(AV for AVQ) Onl,B
[de Salis gift]
43 | 366 | E -55 r. blundered; IVTfor |On 1., B
IVST, &c., ends APV) [Purchased, 1904]
4 | 385 | B .55 |(PAC for PPAVQ) Onl,B
[Purchased, 1904]
4 35 E .55 [de Salis gift] Onl,l
46 37. |E 55 [de Salis gift] Onl, A
47 | 274 | £ .55 |(Inscr. obscure and blun- | On L, N (= Nummia ?)
dered ?
[de Salis gift]
48 | 387 | E .55 |(PP omitted) Onl, N

1,
[Purchased, 1904]

! There may be some doubt on account of the style and rev. type as to whether these
are Imperial coins and of the Constantinople mint.



JUSTIN I—THESSALONICA—BRONZE 17
No. | Weight u°ts"il “a.nd Obverse Reverse
II. THESSALONICA
anivsTI  NVsPPAVC | Monr., star; on L, star;
Bust of Justinr. beard-| above, cross; in ex.,
less, wearing diadem,| THESSOB
paludamentum and
cuirass.
49 | 286. | & 125 [Purchased, 1904] [PL @1 11.]
50 (2242 | £ 125 [de Salis gift] Beneath, €
III. NICOMEDIA
DNIVSTI  NVSPPAVC M onr.,star; onl,star;
Bust of Justin r., wear-| above, cross; in ex.,
ing diadem, paludamen- |  NIKM
tum and cuirass.
51 | 2692 | B 125 [de Salis gift] Beneath, A
[PL 111 12.]
52 |262.3 | & 125 (Head smaller) Beneath, A
53 | 2596 | &£ 125 [Purchased, 1904] Beneath, B
54 | 175. | &£ 125 |(ONIVSTI NVPPAC) | Beneath,l;inex., NIKOH
(Type rude) EBorrell sale, 1852, lot
057]
55 | 263.6 | £ 1.2 | Above head, cross. Beneath, &
[Purchased, 1904]
56 |239- | B 12 (Restruck ?) (On r., cross ; on L, star),
beneath, A
57 | 2651 | A& 125 | (VST for IVST) (Onr., cross ; on L., cross),
beneath, B
58 | 2233 | £ 12 |(Ends NVSPAC) (Onr., cross; on L., cross),
[Purchased, 1904] beneath, B
59 | 261. | & 1.25 |(As No. 58 but different | (As No. 58 but different

die)

die.)
[F. Parkes Weber gift,
1906]

D
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IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No.

Weight

Metal and
Size

Obverse

Reverse

61

62

137.2
123.

1396

260.7

£ 11
A .9

& 125

£ 11

A 14

K

DNIVSTI NVSPPAVC
Bust of Justin r. beard-
less, wearing diadem,
paludamentum and
cuirass.

[Purchased, 1904]

(Inscr. obscure), cross
above head.

k on L, long cross be-
tween N and |

Onr.,B
Onr., [€7]

Iv. CYZICUS

M

[DNIVSTI NVSPPAV
Bust of Justin r. beard-
less, wearing diadem,
paludamentum and
cuirass.

Cross on cuirass.

M on r. [cross?]; om L,
cross ; above, cross; in
ex., KYZ

Beneath, A
[Purchased, 1904]

K

DNIVSTI  NVSPPAVC
Bust of Justin r. beard-
less, wearing diadem,
paludamentum and
cuirass.

[Purchased, 1852]

k on 1, long cross be-
tween Kand Y

On r., A; beneath, star.
[®1. IIL 18.]

V. ANTIOCH

M

DNIVSTINVSPPAVCS
Bust of Justin r. beard-
less, wearing diadem,
paludamentum and
cuirass.

[de Salis gift)

M on l, star; on r.,
crescent ; above, cross ;
in ex., ANTIX

Beneath, I



JUSTIN I—ANTIOCH—M 19

No.

Weight

Metal and
Size

Obverse : Reverse

67

69

70

71

273.

204-4

(0orm)

225.

225.

1187

85.

55.

A 14

& 135

A 14

& 1.35

A 1

(DNIV2TINV[S]PPAV | Beneath, A
al) (f on brooch fas- (Purchased, 1904]

tening cuirass) double- [FL 1v. 1]
struck.

[de Salis gift] l Beneath, A

[With rex. M between two stars ; Sabatier, p. 162,
No. 20.]

DNIVSTIN VSPP|(Onl,cross;onr., cross),
VCS) Above head,| beneath, A (ANTX)
Cross. [de Salis gift]

Similar to No. 67. Similar to No. 67.
[de Salis gift]

— 1

DNIVS[TIN] VsPPavc Konl, 5,—&"
Bust of Justin r. beard-
less, wearing diadem,
paludamentum and
cuirass ; on head, cross.

[Presented by the Rev.|Onr.,B
Arthur Dixon, 1906]

I

DNIVSTINVSPPAVC | | surmounted by cross
Bust of Justin r. beard-| CON CORDI; in ex.,
less, wearing diadem,| ANTX
paludamentum and '
cuirass.

[Purchased, 1904] A before CON ; on r. and
L, pellet.

(Inscr. obscure; head | A before CON;.onr. and
larger) 1., pellet.

[Purchased, 1904  before CON; onr. and
[PL TV. 2, rev. 1., pellet.

1 Cp. Sab., No. 24; Rev. num., vii, p. 18.



IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. |Weight Meg;lz esnd Obverse Reverse
73 | 556 | & 85 | [Purchased,1904] |(l DCON CORDI; onr.
and L, cross; in ex.,
ANTIX)
74 | 53- | £ 65 | (DNIVST INVSPPAC) |(FCON CORDI)
[Purchased, 1904]
[PL IV. 8, rev.]
€
DNIVSTINVSPPAVC | D The Tyche of Antioch
Bust of Justin r. beard-| seated 1. on rock within
less, wearihg - diadem, | distyle shrine; at her
paludamentum and| feet ﬁyer-godShOmntes
cuirass. 8 r. She wears
turreteg head-dress,
chiton and peplos, and
(on some specimens)her
r. hand is outstretched,
holding ears of corn (or
palm-branch ?).!
75 | 365 | &£ 6 |(EndsAVGS) [Northwick sale, 1860]
76 | 31.3 | £ 6 |(EndsAV) [H. P. Borrell sale, 1852,
. . lot 1057]
77 | 825 | £ .55 |(Ends AV) [Purchased, 1904]
78 | 308 | & .55 |(PAV for PPAVCQ) [Northwick sale, 1860]
79 | 38 | & .55 |(PAV for PPAVQ) [de Salis gift
[PL IV. 4.
80 | 314 | £ .45 | (PAV for PPAVCQ) [Purchased, 1904]
81 2.7 | E 5 cr. obscure, blun-
(h:lsered ?) ’
8 | 267 | £ .5 |(Inscr. blundered, ends
PPINS)
1 On the group of the Tyche of Antioch and the Orontes which was apparently

originated by Eutychides, a
are concerned) on the money

‘ Galatia,’ p. Ix.f.

pupil of Lysippus, and which first a
og Tigranes, ki é of Armenia, see

8 (so far as coins
roth, Brit. Mus. Cat.,



JUSTIN I—-NON-IMPERIAL COINS 21

COINS WITH THE NAME OF JUSTIN I NOT STRUCK AT THE
IMPERIAL MINTS.

SoLipus.—As stated above (note 2, p. 11) even the solidi that appear
to have emanated from the Imperial mint are deeply tinged with barbarism.
Besides these we have the following Italian imitatioms: (i) 7ev. Victory 1.
with broad cross  COMOB, obz. of fairly good work ; (ii) »ev. Victory with
monogrammatic cross, rade work; (iii) later, extremely barbarous. Other
imitations, apparently Burgundian, are very similar to the ‘Italian’ both of
classes i and ii. Montagu Cat., lot 1092 (now in British Museum) belongs to
this series. TrEmissis. Burgundian and Visigothic imitations; rev. Victory
r. with wreath. The Visigothic pieces are of rough work. There are also
‘Italian’ imitations with the same 7rev. type as those of the Imperial mint,
but distinguished by the high relief of the letters. (The treatment of the
letters in high relief is characteristic of the AR coins struck in Italy— Ostro-
gothic, &c.)

Vanvaric Sinver.—Obv. name and head of IVSTINVS in profile ; rev.
FELIX CARTA ; female figure standing. Though this coin is assigned by
Sabatier (No. 17) to Justin I, it is clear that it cannot have been struck by
the authority of Justin I, i. e. before the taking of Carthage, which did not
occur till the reign of Justinian. Mr. Keary (Coinages of Western Europe,
P- 36 ; cp. p. 32) supposes that the coin was struck by Justin II, and though
this is a possible view, I am inclined to doubt it for the following reasons :—
(i) We have other R (African) coins of Justin II with obv. head facing ; rev.
FELIX RESPVBL(ica). (ii) The Feliz Carta type first occurs on coins of
Hilderic the Vandal king, A.p. 523-30 (Friedl.,, Vandalen, Pl. I, and
pp- 30-3). There is great difficulty in supposing that Justin II would have
adopted a Vandal type, and one, moreover, that had been for many years
disused, for it was never adopted by his predecessor Justinian for his African
coinage.

It will thus be seen that there are difficulties in assigning the coin either
to Justin I or to Justin II. I therefore regard it as a Vandalic issue of the
period of Justin I. There are, of course, numerous instances of the barbarian
rulers placing the name and head of the reigning Emperor on the obverses
of their coins.

Ostrocorric SiLver.—There are a number of small R (rev. CN; #E(- &c.;

also &£ with rev. k) which bear the name and head of IVSTINVS. It is
certain from style and provenance that these were struck in Italy. They
closely resemble (on the obv.) the silver coins that bear the names or mono-
grams of the Ostrogothic kings, and I believe the whole series to be Ostro-
gothic, struck either during the lifetime of Justin I, or possibly even after
his death, for in style (especially in the case of the obv.) many of them seem
to be later than the silver coins of Justinian. Baduila, when at war with
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Justinian, is known (Keary, Coinages of Western Europe, p. 52) to have placed
on his money the head and name of the long-deceased emperor, Anastasius I,
and he may also have adopted on his money the head of Justin L

Bronze—Small & with rev. V in wreath. These must be Ostrogothic;
cp. similar coins with name of Anastasius, supra, p. 10, ¢ Bronze ’.

Small & with rev. € and § in wreath. Although these have the Greek
(not Roman) numeral, I am inclined to regard them as Ostrogothic on account
of the wreath and the style of the obv., with head and letters in prominent
relief. (One specimen (British Museum) has rev. €N, the wreath being
omitted.)
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JUSTINUS | AND JUSTINIANUS |
1 ArriL—1 Aveusr, 527 aA.D.

Mints = I. Constantinople; IL. Nicomedia; ITI. Antioch.

2

Weight

Metal and
Size

Obverse

Reverse

692
68-5

686

67.8
694

69.1

-85

-85

-85

-85

(IVSTINI
NIAN

I. CONSTANTINOPLE

Solidus
Type 1

DNIVSTINETIVSTI
NIANPPAVC Justin and
Justinian,  beardless,
nimbate and draped in
long robes, seated
facing, hands clasped
on breast; in ex.,

CONOB
[Blacas, 1867]
[Purchased, 1904]

[Purchased, 1904]

VICTORI AAVCCC
Victorystandingfacing,
holding in r.,long cross;
in 1., globus cr.; wears
chiton and peplos; in
field r., star; in ex.,
CONOB

B at end of inscr.

A at end of inscr.

[PL IV. 5.]

I at end of inscr.

Type 2
} Inscr., type, &c., as No. 1.

Inscr. and type similar to

No. 1, but each Emperor
holds globe in 1. hand
and rests r. hand on
breast ; above, between
the heads, cross.

[Purchased, 1904]

(IVSTINAN sic)

[Purchased, 1904]
IVSTI
[Plzrchased, 1862]

for

|

|

I at end of inscr.!

< at end of inscr.?

© at end of inscr.®

[BL IV. 6.]

! Cp. Monta

? Cp. Photi

es Cat., No. 113.
3 Cp. Sabatier, No. 1, and Moustier Cat., No. 3959, with 1.

Cat., No. 1096, with A ; Ponton d’Amécourt Cat., No. 878, with €.
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No.

10
11

Weight

249.2
226.

125.3

28.4

Metal and

Size

& 115
A 12

A 1.

& 45

Obverse Reverse

M

DNIVSTINEIVSTINIAN | M on ., cross; on L,
PAV  Bust of Justin| star; above, cross; in
r. beardless, wearing| ex., CON
diadem, paludamentum
and cuirass.

[Purchased, 1904] Beneath, B(?)*
[Purchased, 1904] Beneath,

II. NICOMEDIA

M

See Friedlaender, Miinzen Justinians, p. 17, PL L 4.}
III. ANTIOCH

M

See Sabatier, No. 3.

ED NJIVSTINV[SETIVST ° K onl,,longcrossand AN
NIAN?] Busts of | TX
Justin and Justinian, |
beardless, facing ; nim-
bate ; draped. ‘
[de Salis gift] | On r., A (obscure)®
: (®L 1v. 7.]
€

foNivsT ..o D The Tyche of Antioch
NIANVSPPA* Busts of | seated L on rock within
Justin and Justinian, | distyle shrine; at her
beardless,facing,draped | feet Orontes swimming;
and crowned. wears turreted head-
dress, chitonand peplos;
r. hand outstretched
holding (ears of corn ?).

[de Salis gift] [PL 1V. 8.]

[3?51;71]1 sale, 1852, lot

! Cp. Friedl., Miinz. Justinians, p. 17, P1. 1. 3 ; Sab., No. 4.
? See also Friedl., op. cit, p. 18=Rev. num., 1839, p. 244, P1. X. 8; cp. Sab., No. 7.
* The identical specimen described by Sabatier, No. 6; the engraving (Rh XL 22)

‘restores’ the coin too much, and I cannot read the word VITA stated by him to occur
on the obv. Cp. Num. Chron., 1878, p. 170, P1. VI (VIII), No. 2.

Friedl., M. Justin., p. 17.

* The inscr. begins above the right-hand bust and is partly obscure; cp. Sab., No. 8;



25
JUSTINIANUS 1

1 Aveust, 527—14 Novemser, 565

Mints = I. Constantinople; II. Thessalonica; III. Nicomedia; IV. Cyzicus;
V. Antioch (Theoupolis) ; VL. Alexandria; VIL Carthage; VIIL Sicily;
IX. Rome; X. Ravenna; XI. Uncertain Mints.

No. Metsai.lz:nd Obverse Reverse

Weight

I. CONSTANTINOPLE
Gold Medallion
Circ. A.p. 534 ?

Caesarea in C

FRONTISPIECE.— A/, size 8-35 inches.
British Museum) of the original, which was forme
only specimen of this medallion that has ever come to ligh

DNIVSTINII (sic) ANVSPPA
VC Bust of Justinian,
nimbate, three-quarter face
to r.; wears richly orna-
mented helmet with plume
of peacocks’ feathers; also
diadem, cuirass and mili-
tary cloak fastened b
brooch; in his r. hand,
spear; behind 1. ehoulder,
shield. Border of dots.

SALVSETCL ORIA RO-
MANO RVM  Justinian
on horse riding r., preceded
by winged Victory in chiton
and mantle, holding in 1
palm-branch and trophy ot
arms, Justinianis nimbate
and diademed, and wears
plumed helmet, cuirass with
teryges, military cloak and
goots. On the horse is a
decorated saddle-cloth and
jewelled trappings. In
field, star; in ex.,, CONOB:
border of dots.

Pbotogmlphed from an electrotype (in the
rly in the French Collection. The

t was found in 1751 at

asgadocia.. It passed into the French Collection, but was melted down
by the thieves who plundered the coin-cabinet in 1831. A mould, fortunately taken from

e original some time before this date, has been preserved in the British Museum, and
from this electrotypes have been made for the French and English collections. See
Babelon, Mélanges numismatiques, iii, p. 305 f., and his article in Reo. num., 1899, p. 1 f.;
Pinder and Friedlaender, Méinzen Justinians, p. 18 f,, PL. II. Cp. note, infra, under
Tiberius II Constantine, as to the gold medallion sent to Chilperic.

The original weighed ‘cinq onces deux %Aéos ’, equivalent to 36 solidi or half a
Roman pound (Babelon, Mélanges, pp. 312 and 821). e head-dress on the obr. is like
the roida worn by the equestrian figure of Justinian in the Augusteum at Constanti.nople ;
see Diehl, Justinien, p.27. With the rev. type compare the Barberini ivory (frontispiece
to Diehl’s Justinien), where, however, the imperial figure has been called by Strzygowski
(Der Dom zu Aachen, p. 49) Constantine the Great. Cp. also the Kertch silver disk
{queshblop. cit., p. 30) and a plaque in British Museum, Dalton, Cat. Christian Antiq.,

0.

With re, to the date of the medallion, Babelon (Mélanges, iii, p. 831) cites
Cedrenus (vol. i, p. 649, ed. Bonn) to the effect that this Emperor struck a coin repre-
senting himself on one side and on the other side his general Belisarius in armour
and the inscription Behwdpews 1) 86¢a rév ‘Popaior. In this tﬂaasage Babelon sees, and no
doubt rightly, an allusion to this gold medallion, though the description of the reverse
fi as Bei'aarins is an inexactitude. The description of Cedrenus may, however, give
a clue to the date, and Babelon would assign the issue of this medallion to the time
when Belisarius celebrated at Constantinople his triumph for his conquest of Africa [spring
of A.D. 534]. It maybe added that the bust on this medallion bears a general resemblance
to the bust that appears on those gold solidi of Justinian that were issued previous to
his twelfth year, i. e. 538/9. In that year a new bust (differing from the bust on the gold
medallion) was introduced. The date of the medallion is therefore in all probability
not later than A. p. 538, and may be as early as A.D. 534.

B
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No. | Weight | Metal and
1|69 | 8
2 69. N 8
3 65- N 8
4 68. A 85
5 672 | &4 -8
6 663 | A/ 85
7 694 | & 8

! The solidus with the three-quarter face obv. (with two different rer. types
precedes the solidus with the full-face obv., which latter was probably introdu in

rison ;vith the large bronze coins marked ANKO XII (=A.D.
. 4, &c.).
the specimen at Paris, also with |, ﬁﬁmd
p. 71=8ab.,, No. 1). Both the ‘three-quarter face’ and the later
Victory. The appearance of this

April A.D. 538 as a com
5{8/?) suggests (cp. PL

A rare coin (cp.

on the rev. a faci

remarkable. Possibly the

Obverse Reverse
Solidus
“Three-quarter face types'
Before April a. ». 538
DNIVSTINI ANVSP)|VICTORI AAVCCC
PAVC Bust of Justi-| Victorystandingtacing,
nian, beardless, with | holdinginr.,long cross;
head t uarters r.;| in L, globus cr. ; wears
wears helmet with| chiton and peplos; in
lume and armour; r.| ex.,CONOB;infieldr.,
d holds spear behind | star.
his head ; 1. hand (not
represented) supports
shield decorated with
the group of a horseman
r. attacking with spear
& prostrate enemy.
[Purchased, 1904] B at end of inscr.
DNIVSTIWUI AWVSP | I at end of inscr.
AVCQ) [Royal Collection]
[Purchased, 1904] € at end of inscr.
(Ruder than No. 3) € at end of inscr.
[Sinyanki, 1852] © at end of inscr.
(PLIV. 9.]
[Purchased, 1904] { at end of inscr.
DNIVSTINI ANVSP|VICTORI AAVCCC
PAVC Bust of Justi-| Victory standingl,
nian with head three-| holding inr. globe with
querters r. (asonNo. 1, | themonogram 3R ; wears
but wears diadem as : .3
11 as helm. chiton and peplos; in
well as helmet). ex., CONOB; in field
1., star.?
[Purchased, 1904] I at end of inscr.
[PL IV. 10.]

coin may not belong to the

there is no particular evidence in the matter.

)

by Pinder and Friedl,
‘ full-face * solidi have

file Victory is, therefore,
onstantinopolitan mint, but



JUSTINIAN I—CONSTANTINOPLE—SOLIDUS, FULL-FACE 27
No. [ Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse
Full-face type
April a. ». 538 and later
gN\I,VSTINI ANVSP VIYQTORI AAVCCC
AVC Bust of Justi- ictorystandingfacing.
nian, beardless, facing, | holding in r. long cross
wears helmet with| surmounted by létterP;
plume and armour; r.| in L hand, globus cr.;
hand holds globus cr.;| wearschitonand peplos;
L. hand (not repre-| inex., CONOB; infield
sented) supports shield | r., star.
decorated with the
group of a horseman r.
attacking with spear a
prostrate enemy.
8| 684 | 4 .8 [PL Iv.11.] A at end of inscr.!
9| 672 | &4 .85 |(A for A) (IC for VC) (P twice repeated in the
die). A at end of inscr.
chased, 1870]
10 | 686 | & .8 [Purchased, 1904] B at end of inscr.
(pierced)
11 | 68 | & 8 [Purchased, 1904] | B at end of inser.
12 | 683 [ A& -8 [de Bosset] A at end of inscr.
13| 65 | A& 8 [Purchased, 1904] A at end of inscr. (Croes
without P)
14 | 67. | A .8 |[(AforA) € at end of inscr. (Cross
[Royal Collection] without P)
15 | 673 | 4 -8 |(Ends ANVSPPA/Q) Z at end of inscr.
[Purchased, 1905]
16 | 685 | & -8 [C. A. Murray, 1849] | © at end of inscr. (Cross
without P)
17| 666 | & 8 |(A/C © at end of inser. (CGC
chased, 1905] for €CQ)
[PL Iv.12.]
18 ] 69 | A& 8 [Royal Collection] | at end of inscr.

! The obe. of this coin is somewhat finer and bolder than usual, and on the cuirass
are three globules instead of the small pellets that usually decorate it.
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No. | Weight Mets.ql and Obverse Reverse
1ze
Semissis
DNIVSTINI ANVSP|VICTORIAAVCCC
PAVC Bust of Justi-| Victory wearing mantle
nian r. beardless, wear- | over lower limbs seated
ing diadem, cuirass| r.(onshieldand cuirass,
and paludamentum. rudely delineated) ; on
her knees she supports
a shield on which with
her r. hand she inscribes
numerals ; in front, q.;
behind, star; in ex,
CONOB
19 | 343 | & .75 [Rich] On shield, XXX !
[P1 1V. 18.]
20 | 328 | A& .7 [Purchased, 1904] (rev. rude)
21 | 347 | A& 8 [de Salis gift] (rev. rude: in front, )
Tremissis
. DNIVSTINI ANVSP|VICTORIAAVCVSTO
PAVC Bust of Justi-| RVM Victory in chiton
nian r. beardless, wear- | advancing to front,
ing paludamentum and | looking back L ; in r.,
cuirass. wreath; in L, globus
cr.; in field r., star;
in ex., CONOB?*
22 | 222 | 4 65 |[Bank of England gift, [PL IV. 14.]
1877]
23 | 226 | A& 6 [C. A. Murray, 1849]
24 | 215 | A7 65 [de Salis gift]
25 | 214 | & .6 DAI;IIIVSTINI VNVSP| [C. A. Murray, 1849]
)

! Probably the numerals have no significance at this period, and are more or less
blundered. Cp. Pinder and Friedl., op. cit., p. 22.

* These are of careless work, especially on the rev. In spite of this they a; to
belong to the Constantinople mint; the style of the Italian ¢remisses is very different.
A specimen of the Constantinople tremissis of better style than our Nos. 22-5 belongs
to the Nikosia Museum, Cyprus.



JUSTINIAN I—CONSTANTINOPLE—-M, PROFILE 29
No. | Weight Metsailzea.nd Obverse Reverse
Silver
DNIVSTINI ANVSP | CLORIARO MANORVM
PAVC' Bust of Justi-| Justinian, beardless,
nian r. beardless, wear-| nimbate, in military
ing helmet, diadem,| dress, standmgl look-
cuirass and paludamen-| ingr.; holdsinr. hand,
tum. long spea.r, in L hand,
globus cr. ; in field r.,
star; in ex., cosB*
26 | 648 | R 9 [S. Verkovich, 1859] [PL V. 1]
DNIVSTINI ANVSP|CLORIARO MANORVM
PAVC Bust of Justinian | Justinian, beardless,
T. beardless ; as No. 26,| nimbate, in military
but without helmet. dress, standing L. ; holds
in r. hand, long spear;
1. hand rests on shield ;
in field r., star.®
27 55 | R 1. [Purchased, 1904] [PL v. a.]
Bronze
Profile type
Struck before April a.p. 538
DNIVSTINI ANVSP; M on, star; onr.,cross;
PAVC Bust of Justinian | above cross; in ex.,
r. beardless, weanng. CON’
diadem, cuirass and '
paludamentum fastened]
by a brooch ornamented ,
with XK.
28 | 2648 | £ 115 (Brooch plain) | Beneath, A
[de Salis gift]
29 | 2756 | E 12 (Brooch obscure) | Beneath,B
: [de Salis gift]
30 | 2696 | &£ 1.25 [PL V. 8.] { Beneath,
| [Purchased, 1904]
I
31 | 2782 | & 1.25 ! Beneath, I’

1 C (=G) here and elsewhere has often nearly the form of I.
828 speclmen in Photiades Cat., PL I, No. 117; cp. also Babelon, Mélanges, iii,
p-

; Dieudonné in Rev. num., 1899, p. 196.
* Nos. 26 and 27 were proba.bly struck ‘before April A.p. 538. Another coin
(Babelon, op. cit., g 827), with the same rer. as No. 27, has the full-face obv. type that
was introduced on Justinian’s bronge coinage in April, 538,
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No. | Weight

Metal and
Size

Obverse

Reverse

32 | 235.7

268.5

278.

| 35 | 240.5
36 | 169

- 37 | 216.

38

39 | 321.2

£ 12

A 125

&£ 13

A 13

A 12

A 1.2

& 12

&£ 1.5

(AV for AVC)
[Purchased, 1904]

[Purchased, 1904]
(Brooch obscure)

Brooch obsclalg?
[Purchased, 1904]

[Purchased, 1504)

Beneath, &
[de Salis gift]

(On 1., star; on r.,
star), beneath, A

(On L, star; on r.,
star), beneath, B

(On L, star; on r.,
star), beneath, &

(On 1, star; on r.,
star), beneath, A

(On 1, star; on r.,
star), beneath, €

(On 1, cross; omn
r., cross; (cross ?
above), beneath, €

Full-face type
Struck April A.o. 538 and later

DNIVSTINI ANVSP

PAVC® Bust of Jus-
tinian, beardless,
facing ; wears hel-
met with plume and
armour; r. hand
holds globus cr.; 1.
hand (not repre-
sented) supports
shield decorated
with the group of a
horseman r. attack-
ing a prostrate
enemy?; in field r.,
cross.

M onlk, A
N

N

(0]
above, cross ; in ex.,
CON

Onr.,XI1%; beneath, A

12=
538/9

1 C sometimes represented by a carelessly formed C or by I.
% Rudely represented by a thick line beneath the horse.
3 The years of Justinian’s reign are reckoned from his accession as joint-ruler with

Justin I, i.e. from April 1, 527 A.D.

A.D. 538/9, beginning April 1.

His twelfth year therefore corresponds to



JUSTINIAN I—CONSTANTINOPLE—M FULL-FACE 81
No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverso Date
10 {3392 | & 16 Onr., XI1 ; beneath, B | 12=
538/9
41 | 3322 | & 1.55 |(Cuirass narrower | Onr., XII ; beneath, B [ 12=
than on No. 40) [Campa.na sale, 1846 538/9
lot 1044]
[PL V. 4]
423374 | B 165 Onr., X1l ; beneath, I | 12=
538/9
43 (3638 | £ 17 Onr., XII; beneath, A | 12=
538/9
413255 | B 1.7 On r., XII ; beneath, € gé:/s
45| 334 | A& 1.65 |[F. Parkes Webergift, | On r., XII ; beneath, € | 12="
1906 (0 in GON larger 538/9
than on No. 44)
46 | 341. | B 15 Onr., X; beneath, A | 13=
n 539/40
4713434 | B 15 On r., X; beneath, B | 13=
]| 539/40
48315 | & 16 Onr., X; beneath, I | 13=
1] 539/40
49 | 3185 | & 1.55 On r., X; beneath, A | 13=
i 539/40
50 | 326.7 | & 15 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, € | 13=
i 539/40
51 | 3308 | & 1.55 Onr., X; beneath, € | 13=
m 539/40
92| 349- | & 1.65 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath,B |14=
n 540/1
1 :
53 | 3444 | & 155 [de Salis gift] | Onr., X; beneath, I |14=
] 540/1
]}
94 | 3633 | & 1.55 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, A | 14=
: n 540/1
i
55 | 3513 | & 1.55 On ., X; beneath, € | 14=
" 040/1
1
96 | 3408 | & 1.5 |[PresentedbytheRev.|Onr., X; beneath, A | 15=
ArthurDixon,1906] 4 541/2




32

IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight Megilz:nd Obverse Reverse Date
57 1324 | &E 17 [Purchased, 1904] |[Onr., X; beneath, A | 15=
| 541,2
58 | 352. | & 1.5 On r., X; beneath,B | 156=
Yy 54172
59 | 337.2 | & 1.55 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, I | 15=
4 54172
60 | 318 | & 1.55 [Blacas, 1867] Onr., X; beneath, [ | 156=
Y 541/2
61 | 3194 | & 1.55 On r., X; beneath A |15=
Y 54172
62 | 3504 | & 1:55 [Blacas, 1867] On r., X ; beneath, € | 15=
4 541/2
63 | 343.5 | £ 1.55 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, € | 15=
y 541/2
(double-struck)
6413263 | & 15 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X ; beneath, A [ 16=
ul 542/3
65 | 2904 | B 14 On r., X ; beneath, A [ 16=
ut 54273
66 | 3163 | & 15 [Purchased, 1904] | On r., X; beneath,B | 16=
ut 542/3
67 12956 | &£ 1.4 On r., X; beneath, A | 16=
4l 542/3
68 | 2732 | & 14 On r., X; beneath, A |17=
7] 543/4
i
69 | 317. | & 1.45 On r., X; beneath, B | 17=
y 543/4
il
70 | 3148 | &£ 14 On r., X ; beneath, | 17=
q 543/4
I
71326 | &E£13 On r., X ; beneath, A | 17=
9 543/4
]
72 | 288.3 17=

£ 13

On r., X ; beneath, &
il




JUSTINIAN I—CONSTANTINOPLE—M, FULL-FACE 33
Fo. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date
713|292 | & 135 |(EndsA) On r., X; beneath, A | 18=
u 544/5
i
7412521 | £ 1.3 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, A | 18=
u 544/5
11}
7 (2922 | &£ 1.35 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, € | 18=
qy 544/5
1]
762991 | £ 14 |(DNIVSTIN ANVS|Orr, X ; beneath, A |19=
PAVC) ul 545/6
. Iy
77 |313. | & 14 |(Ends ANVSPPAV) |Onr., X; beneath, I |19=
ul 545/6
i
78 | 2652 | & 1.35 |(DNIVSTIN ANVSP |On r., X ; beneath, € | 19=
AVCQ) 4l 545/6
[Purchased, 1904] Iy
792986 | £ 13 |[(A for A) On ., X ; beneath, A |20=
X 546/7
80 [ 3094 | & 1.35 | (A for A) On r., X ; beneath, € | 20=
[Purchased, 1904] X 546/7
81302 | & 135 Onr., X ; beneath, € | 20=
X 546/7
0 | 2675 | £ 135 Onr., X; beneath, A 21—
)'( 547/8
83|281- | A 13 |(DNIVSTIN ANVS|Onr., X; beneath, I | 21=
&c.) >|( 547/8
84 | 281.7 | £ 14 | (M for second N) On r., X ; beneath, € | 21=
>|( 547/8
85 (2764 | B 14 On r., X ; beneath, € | 22—
X 548/9
1]
8 | 2727 | £ 13 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X ; beneath, A | 24=
X 550/1
i
]
[PL V. 5.]

¥




IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

Metal and

No. | Weight Size Obverse Reverse Date
871282 | & 135 | [Purchased, 1904] [Onr., X; beneath, A | 24=
X 550/1
"
.
88 | 2844 | £ 13 On r., X ; beneath, A | 26=
X 552/3
S
89 (265 | A& 13 [Purchased, 1904] | Onr., X ; beneath, B | 28=
X 554/5
S
1
90 | 259.5 | & 18 [de Salis gift] Onr., X ; beneath, A | 29=
X 555/6
S|
1
91 | 2832 | £ 1.35 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, I |29=
X 555/6
S|
I
92 | 2587 | & 1.2 [Purchased, 1904] | On r., X ; beneath, € | 29=
X 555/6
1Sl
|
93 | 2214 | B 1.15 [Blacas, 1867] On r., X; beneath, A 30=
X 556/7
X
94 |263- | &£ 13 [Purchased, 1863] * | On r., X ; beneath, € | 30=
X 556/7
X
95 | 2644 | £ 1.3 [Purchased, 1904] |On r., X; beneath, [ [31=
X 557/8
X
|
9 | 2714 | £ 1.3 On r., X ; beneath, A | 31=
X 557/8
X
|
97 12644 | £ 1.3 [Purchased, 1904] | On r., X ; beneath, € | 32=
X 5589
X




JUSTINIAN I—CONSTANTINOPLE—K, PROFILE 35

No. [Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date

98 [258.7 | & 13 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X ; beneath, B | 34—
XX 560/1
1
i

99 | 286. | & 13 On r., X ; beneath, B | 36=
XX 562/3
S

100 | 2412 | & 125 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X ; beneath, A | 36=
XX 562/3
S

101 | 247.7 | & 1.25 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X ; beneath, A | 37=

K

Profile type
Struck before April a.p. 538

DNIVSTINI ANVSP | K on 1., long cross;
PAVC Bust of Jus-| above and below,
tinian r. beardless,| star.!
wearing diadem,
cuirass and paluda-
mentum fastened

by brooch.
102 | 1363 | & 1. [Blacas, 1867) Onr., A
103 | 148. | £ 11 [Purchased, 1904] (Onr., A
104 | 89.7 | £ .9 | (> on brooch) Onr., €
[de Salis gift] [Pl V. 6.]

! K series, profile and full-face types. The coins here described bear no mint-
name, except Nos. 113, 114, of years 14 and 15, which are marked CON and which are
pieces of exceptionally small module. There are also K coins of year 14 which are
without mint-name and of the ordinary module.

There is, no doubt, considerable difficulty in supposing that Constantinople issued
this double series of coins in year 14, and it may be thought that the K coins without
mint-names cannot belong to Constantinople. On the other hand, it would be sur-
sriuing if the capital which issued | coine (with mint-names) did not issue the higher

enomination, K, year by year. The small K coins marked CON can hardly be its sole
issues of this denomination, and I am disposed to attribute the whole series of K coins
to this mint. o
K coins marked [y and B are attributed infra to Antioch.
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IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

Metal and

No. | Weight Size Obverse Reverse Date
105 | 584 (A .85 | [Purchased, 1904] |On r.,S (head of cross
. downwards; border
of dots).
106 {120- [ A& .9 |(DNIVSTINIAN |No letter on r. (head
VSPP) (dress varied)| of cross down-
[Purchased, 1904] wards).
[PL V. 7.]
Full-face type
Struck April A. v. 538 and later
DNIVSTINI ANVSP | K on L, A
PAVC Bust of Jus- N
tinian beardless, N
facing ; wears hel- o
metwith plumeand | above, cross.
armour; r. hand
holds globus cr. ;
1. hand supports
shield with horse-
man device; in field
T., Cross.
107 | 158.7 | & 1.1 Onr., XII ; beneath, B | 12=
538/9
108 | 155- | & 1.1 [Purchased, 1904] | Onr., XII ; beneath, B .‘1’;§S=9
/
109 | 1573 | & 1.15 Onr., XII ; beneath, € | 12=
538/9
110 | 1304 | £ 1.2 [Purchased, 1904] | Onr.,XIl; beneath, B | 13=
539/40
111 | 1806 | £ 1.1 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr.,Xll; beneath,r | 14=
[PL V. 8] 540/1
112 | 142. | & 12 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X! beneatn,r(s) | 14=
" 540/1
113 [ 1281 | & .95 Townley Coll (The k smaller than | 14=
PL V. 9, rev. on previous coins) | 540/1
(A for A); on r.,
X1l ; inex., CON
14| 7. | & 15| [PLV.10,re0] |(The K smaller than|15=
on No. 113) (A for | 541/2

A); on r., a pellet
and XV;,in ex.,
CON




JUSTINIAN I—-CONSTANT]NOPLE—R, FULL-FACE 37
No. | Weight Metsa;l’:ud Obverse ] Reverse Date
—— l_
115 | 1344 | & 1.05 [Townley Coll.] | Onr., XUl; beneath,B | 16=
542/3
116 | 1392 | & 1.05 | [Purchased, 1904]  Onr., XUI;beneath,l | 16=
! 542/3
117 | 146 | E 1.1 DNIVST ANVSP |Onr., XX;beneath,[ | 21=
V sic) | 547/8
[Townley Coll. ]
118 | 149. | & 1.05 [de Salis gift] Onr., XX; beneath, B | 22=
1l 548/9
119 | 143. | & 1.05 [de Salis gift] Onr., XX ; beneath, € | 32=
Xil 558/9
Undated
Struck before April a. ». 538
DNIVSTINI ANVSP I surmounted by
PAV Bust of Jus-| small cross; on 1.,
tinian r. beardless,| star; on r., star;
wearing diadem, | inex., CON
cuirass and paluda-
mentum.
120 728 | & .75 [Purchased, 1904] [PL VI. 1]
Inscr. Bust of Jus- l on 1, long cross;
tinian r. beardless,| on r., long cross;
wearing diadem,| inex., CO
cuirass and paluda-
mentum.
121 | 903 | & .75 |DNIVSTI.........
[Purchased, 1904]
122 | 115. | & .75 [DNIVSTIN........ [PL VI. 2.]
[Purchased, 1904]
123 | 743 | & .75 gt';lAIVST[IN] IANVS [de Salis gift]
124 | 77.1 | & .75 [DNIVSTIN IANIP [de Salis gift]
PAC
125 | 678 | & 8 \D’t;lII)VS[T] [INIAN [de Salis gift]




38 IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse | Reverse Date.
Dated
Issued from April A. p. 538 onwards®
DNIVSTINI ANVSP | | surmounted by
PAVC Bust of Jus-| small cross.
tinian r. beardless, | On 1., A
wearing diadem, N
cuirass and paluda- N
mentum. (0]
in ex., CON
126 | 83. | &E 1. [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X 13=
i 539/40
127 | 824 | &E -8 [de Salis gift] Onr., X 13=
n 539/40
128 | 81.6 | & .95 Onr., X 14=
“ 540/1
[PL VI 8.]
129 | 832 [ &E .8 Onr., X 14=
i 540/1
1}
130 | 82. | £ .95 | [Purchased, 1904] |(Obv. type (1.) and| —
[PL VI. 4.] inscr. repeated in
incuse)?*
131 | 678 | & .75 | [Purchased, 1904] [Onr., X 16=
ui 542/3
132 | 544 | £ .85 | [Purchased, 1904] |[Onr., X =
X 549/50
1]
133 | 566 | £ -8 |(PIC(sic)for PPAVC) | Onr., X 26=
[Purchased, 1904] X 552/3
\'4!
(beneath, P* instead
of CON)
[PL VI. 5.]

! For year xii, Pinder and Friedl., p. 44.

2 This »ev. type is produced, unintentionally, by the impression of the obv. type
of another coin (from the same die), which, through an oversight, was not removed
from between the dies after being struck. Similar instances are found in the earlier
Roman mints, and indeed in mints of most periods and countries.

® The letter P occurs on K coins assigned infra to Antioch. But all the dated
I coins of that mint have the full-face type on obo. Constantinople seems to be the
most likely mint.




JUSTINIAN I—CONSTANTINOPLE—| » DATED 89

No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Beverse Date
134| 606 | & 65 |(AVC omitted) Onr., X 26—
[Purchased, 1904] X 552/3
\4
(beneath, P instead
of CON)
135 | 495 | & .65 | [Purchased, 1904] (Onr., X 30=
X 5561
X
136 | 657 | & .65 | [Purchased,1904] (Onr., X 30=
X 556/7
X
137 | 404 | £ .65 |(DNIVSTI NIANVS Onr., X 33=
rest omitted) X 559/60
X
m
[Purchased, 1904]
[FL VL 6.]
138 713 | & .75 [de Salis gift) (I surmounted by |38=
star; CON obscure) | 564/5
Onr., X
XX
sl

€1

DNIVSTINI ANVSP | € within reel border.
PAVC Bust of Jus-
tinian r. beardless,
wearing diadem,
cuirass and paluda-

mentum.
139 | 51.6 | £ .8 |[BankofEnglandgift,|Onr., A
1877] [PL VI. 7.]

! The coins with € are without the mint-name. Some € coins with a letter
(numeral) in_ front of the € were struck by Anastasius I (Pl. II 1) ﬁresnmably at
Constantinople—or, at any rate, not at any African or Italian mint. e € coins of
Justinian I may, therefore, with some probability, be attributed to Constantinople, with
the exception of one class, which shows the € encircled by a wreath and which is of
thicker fabric than usual. These thick coins, in type, resemble the Ostrogothic bronze
pieces bearing the name of Justin I (cp. also those with the name of Justinian), and
I am inclined to regard them as Ostrogothic issues, although the style and lettering
of their obverses is not distinctively Italian. Of these Ostrogothic € coins there are two
obr. types, profile and fullface.

e coins of the € denomination with rer. monogram of Justinian within C (i e. €),
obr., a head and blundered legend, are described smfre under ‘ Uncertain mints’ of
Justinian I. Another series of € coins with obv.,, monogram of Justinian I, is also
described among the ‘ Uncertain ’ of Justinian. K

There are also acarce € coins of Cyzicus, marked y (see infra): the fabric of these
is like that of the € coins here assigned to Constantinople.



40 IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Dste
140 | 512 | & .75 | [deSalisgift] |Onr,A
141 | 338 | E .7 |(AV for AVC) Onr., A
[de Salis gift]
142 | 476 | &£ .75 | [Purchased, 1904] [Onr., 8
143 | 522 | & .85 | [Purchased,1904] |Onr.,I
144 | 483 | & .75 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr.,F
145 | 50- | &£ .8 [Purchased, 1853] |Onr., &
DNIVSTINI ANVSP ewithinreelborder.
PAVC Bust -of Jus-
tinian r. beardless,
as on No. 139.
146 | 318 | E .6 Onr., A
147 | 304 | E 6 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., A
148 | 328 | B .65 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., 8
49| 25 |E 65 [de Salis gift] |Ont.,B
150 | 245 | £ 6 |(AV for AVQ) Onr.,
151 | 322 | E .65 |(AV for AVC) Onr.,A
[Purchased, 1904]
152 | 833 | & .65 [(AV for AVC) Onr,A
[Purchased, 1904]
153 | 338 | & .65 |(A for AVC) Onr., 8?
154 | 312 [ E 6 [(AV for AVQ) Onr., %
[Purchased, 1904] (L V1. 8.]
155 | 441 | £ .7 | [Purchased, 1904] [PL VI 9.]
156 | 333 | & .7 [de Salis gift]
157 292 | E 6 DNIVSTIN ANVSP | On r., star.
AV)*
158 | 315 | B2 6 DNIVSTIN ANVS | In front, star.
AV) [de Salis gift]
159 | 277 | &E 6 DNIVSTIN ANVSP | In front, star.
AV) [Purchased, 1904]

1 j.e.0V; posaibly an adumbration (in combination with the type) of IOVCTINIANOV,
but in this case A and N would be omitted.
2 Nos. 157-9 are of careless work on the obo.



JUSTINIAN I—THESSALONICA—K 41

No. | Weight l!eg;l m“d Obverse Reverse Date

II. THESSALONICA'!

K

DNIVSTINI ANVsP | Kon1, &
PAV Bust of Jus- N

tinian beardless, N

facing ; wears hel- o

met with plume ! above, cross; inex.,

andarmour;r.hand ; TE€S

holds globus cr.;,

1. hand supports

shield with horse- |

man device; in field |

r., cross.? i
160 98 |&E 95 [de Salis gift) On r., XXX 37=
un 563/4
[PL VI 10.]
61| 764 | & 9 de Salis gift On r., XXX 38=
C gt " un 564/5
162 | 746 | £ .9 |(Vfor AV) (double-|On r., XXX 39=
struck) i 565.
[Presented by Mr.

George Finlay,
1854] .

IS ase)

DNIVSTINI ANVSP AISP’; in ex., TE€S

PAVC Bust of Jus-
tinian r. beardless,
wearing diadem,
cuirass and paluda-
mentum.

163 | 104 | A -85 | [Royal Collection] | Above, o4«
[PL VL 11.]

164 | 8.7 | £ -8 [de Salis gift] Above, o4

! The coins of this mint are nearly always carelessly engraved and struck on
megnhr and jagged flans
Cp. Pinder and Fnedl
* AP. Possibly=anno pnmo but the interpretation is not certain. Cp. Pinder
and Friedl, pp. 42 and 50. Cp. Nos. 172, 175, and 180, infra.

G
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IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

[Purchased, 1904] | Above, R

! Cp. a specimen in Sab., No. 89; Pl XVI. 7.

No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date
165| 939 | & 9 [de Salis gift] Above, ¢4
166 | 723 | & .75 [de Salis gift) Above, o4
167 | 967 | & .9 [de Salis gift] Above, X+ X
168 | 912 | & .85 | [de Salisgift] | Above, k4%
169 | 97. | & .85 | [Purchased, 1904] |Above, X+ X%
170 | 81.7 (£ 8 | [Purchased, 1904] | Above, X +X
(€T$ for T€S)
1711236 | & 95 | [deSalisgift] | Above, ®
172 | 656 | & 9 Above, |;A] o W;
onr, |
173 1032 | & 9 |(Ends AC?) Above, +Ae
[de Salfs gift]
174 | 88.7 | £ .85 |[Townley Coll.] . Above, ? and K
DNIVSTINI ANVsP | aHp
PAVC Bust of Jus-
tinian r. beardless,
wearing diadem,
cuirass and paluda-
mentum.
175 | 552 | & 9 [de Salis gift] Above, +
176 | 722 | B .8 [de Salis gift] Above, 4
177 | 39. | A& .65 | [Purchased, 1904] | Above, X+%
178 | 435 | E 8 [de Salis gift] | Above, R
[PL VI 12]
179 | 64 | &E 7



JUSTINIAN I—THESSALONICA—Z\ 48

No. | Weight Metsailz:nd Obverse ' Reverse Date

DNIVS[TIINIANVG | aAAP
(sic) Bust of Jus-
tinian r. beardless,
wearing diadem,
cuirass and paluda-
mentum.

180| 265 { &£ .6 |[Presented by Mr. [PL VI 18.]
George Finlay,
1854]!

r

DNIVSTINIANVSP [ onr. of which, star.
PAVC Bust of Jus-
tinian r., like No.
180. '

181 | 172 [ & .45 |(Inscr.partlyobscure) | [Presented by Mr.
: | George Finlay,

i 1854]

| [Pl VIL14]

B

DNIVSTINIANVSP | B between two stars.
PAVC Bust of Jus-
tinian r., as on No.

180

182 | 12. | Z .45 | (Inscr.partlyobscure) |[Presented by Mr.
George Finlay,
1854]

[Pl VI. 15.]

! Varieties exist with a cross (Pinder and Friedl, p. 41) and 3R (Reous belgs, 1862,

p- 183) above the A. No. 180 was found at Athens (Finlay, Hist. of Greece, i, p. 446), as
were also Nos. 181, 182, marked [ and B. The I and B coins closely resemble in the
style of their obverses the obv. of No. 180, and I have no hesitation in attributi
them to Thessalonica. The coins of this mint are pieces of 16, 8 and 4 units, with 3 an
2 as smaller change. The ordinary Imperial system of 40, 20, &c., only makes its
appearance here at the end of the reign (see coins with K). In Mommsen's view
(Momn. rom., iii, p. 166), the coins of Thessalonica marked ‘16’ (1$’), ‘8, and ‘4" are
probably ¢ des seiziémes, trente-deuxidmes et soixante-quatridmes de siliqua, et peuvent
ére évaludes &4 155/5, 713/}, 329/3, deniers.’” CHERSON. For a coin attributed by
Sabatier to this mint, see Sab., No.130 (Justinian I); cp. Pinder and Friedl,, p. 41.



IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No.

Weight

Metal and
Size

Obverse

183

184

185

186

187

188

285-3

265-4

268.4

3522

3495

245-2

£ 12

A 12

£ 12

ZE 1.65

&£ 1.7

A 1.35

Reverse

III. NICOMEDIA

M

Profile type
Struck before April a.». 538

DNIVSTINI ANVSP
PA Bust of Justinian
r. beardless, wear-
ing diadem, cuirass
and paludamentum.

AN, (2

[de Salis gift]

M onl, star; on r.,
cross; above, cross;
in ex., NIKM

Beneath, A

(On 1, cross; on r.,
cross) beneath B’
[®1. VI. 18.]

(On L, cross; on r.,
cross) ; beneath, B

M

Full-face type
Struck April A.p. 538 and later

DNIVSTINI ANVSP
PAVC!' Bust of Jus-
tinian beardless,
facing ; wears hel-
met with plume
and armour;r. hand
holds globus cr.;
L hand supports
shield with horse-:
man device; in field '
T., CTOSS.

Campana sale, 1846,
o 104]

[Purchased, 1904]

Monl.,A
N

N

o
above, cross; in ex.,
NIKO

On ., XII; beneath, A

Onr., XIl; beneath, B

Onr., XIl; beneath, B

1 C often nearly (.



JUSTINIAN I—-NICOMEDIA—M, FULL-FACE 45

No. Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date

189 | 359.5 | & 1.75 |[Rev. G. J. Chester, | Onr., XII; beneath, B | 12=

1889] (in ex., NIK) 538/9
[PL VIL 1.]

190 | 326.7 | &£ 1.65 | [Purchased, 1904] |On r., X; beneath, A | 13=
" 539/40
|

(in ex., NIK)

191 | 3452 | & 1.7 On r., X; beneath, A|13=

Ill 539/40
(in ex., NIK)

192 | 3285 | & 1.6 [de Salis gift] On r., X ; beneath, B| 13=

I'I 539/40
(in ex., NIK)

193 | 348.5 | &£ 1.6 [Purchased, 1904] {Onr., X ; beneath, A | 14=

“ 540/1
(in ex., NIK)

194 | 314 | £ 1.45 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath,A'|14=
n 540/1
1}

195 | 346.5 | £ 1.5 | (Emperor'snecklong)|On r., X; beneath, A | 15=

PL VIL 2.] q 541/2
[Parchased, 1904]
196 | 335-3 | A& 1.55 de Salis gi Onr., X; beneath, A | 15=
I gift] X A S
197 | 3713 | £ 1.6 |[Rev. G. J. Chester,|Onr., X ; beneath, B [ 15=
1889] y 541/2
198 | 3236 | &£ 14 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X ; beneath, B [ 16=
. ul 542/3
199 | 318. | E 1.45 de Salis gift Onr., X; beneath, A [17=
[ ] X A
1}
(above, ‘P)

200 | 2753 | & 1.85 On r., X; beneath, A | 17=

:-II 543/4
(above, '?)

1 With B beneath, in collection of Mr. H. P. Hall of Oldham (1904).



IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Roverse Date
201 | 2966 | & 1.45 Onr., X ; beneath, B | 17=
q 543/4
]
(above, ‘F)
202 | 2982 | &£ 1.35 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, A | 18=
] 544/5
]}
1
(above, 'F)
203 | 268. | A 14 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, A | 18=
q 544/5
1
I
[above, 'P]
204 | 279.3 | & 145 | [Purchased, 1904] |[Onr., X; beneath, B | 18=
y 544/5
1l
|
[above, 'F]
205 | 291.3 | & 1.5 de Salis gi Onr., X; beneath, A [ 19=
[ i) 'y " | 54576
I
]
(above, 'F)
206 | 2814 | & 1.4 Onr., X; beneath, B | 19=
¥ 545/6
]
]
(above, ‘F)
207 | 3108 | & 14 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X ; beneath, A | 20=
X 546,7
208 | 301.7 | & 1.45 Onr., X; beneath, B | 21=
X 547/8
|
209 | 283. | & 14 [Purchased, 1904] |On r., X ; beneath, A | 22=
X 548/9
i
210 | 310- | & 14 [Purchased, 1904] 2=

On r., X ; beneath, B
i

548/9




JUSTINIAN I—NICOMEDIA—M, FULL-FACE 47
No. | Weight Meg;lzeand Obverse Reverse Date
211 | 2593 | & 1.3 Onr., X ; beneath, A |24=
(pierced) X 550/1
i
]
(double-struck)
212 1263 | ® 13 On r., X ; beneath, A |25=
X 551/2
4
213 | 263- | E 14 [Purchased, 1904] | Onr., X ; beneath, A | 28 7=
X 554/5
q
LI (or 11 ?)
214 | 2765 | /£ 125 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X ; beneath, B |28=
X 554/5
(V]
]
1
215 | 2652 | & 1.3 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X ; beneath, A [ 29=
x’ 555/6
q
]
il
216 | 247. | E 1.25 Onr., X; beneath, B | 29=
X 555/6
(V]
1]
]}
217 | 259 | ® 13 Onr., X; beneath, B |30=
X 556/7
X
218 | 267.6 | & 1.3 de Salis gift] | Onr., X ; beneath, A [31=
Pl VIL 8.] X 557/8
X
|
219 | 259- | & 1.2 On r., X ; beneath, B |32=
X 558/9
X
|
220 | 2623 | &£ 13 |0 Onr., X ; beneath, B |34=
[Purchased, 1904] X 560/1

X
I
]}




48 IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight Meiéailz:nd Obverse Reverse Date

K

Full-fuce type
Struck April a.v. 538 and later

DNIVSTINI ANVSP | K on 1, A
PAVC Bust of Jus- N
tinian beardless, N
facing ; wears hel- (0]
met with plumeand [ above, cross;
armour; r. hand| beneath, NI
holds globus cr. ;in
1.,shield with horse-
man device; in field
I., Cross.
221 | 1742 | & 1.35 de Salis gi On r., XIl 12=
[ gift] , 5389
222 | 166.7 | & 1.05 Onr.,Xul; (above, ¥) | 18=
n 544/5
223 | 935 | E 1 |(PPIfor PPAVCI? Onr., XX 26=
[Townley Coll. ] Vi 552/3
[Pl VIIL 4.]
224 | 845 | &E 1 (Legend obscure; as|On r., XX 26=
No. 2287) Y 552/3
[Purchased, 1904]
225 | 1195 | & 1. [de Salis gift] On r., XX 27=
il 553/4
226 | 1252 | £ 1.05 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., XX 29=
Vil 555/6
Undated

DNIVSTI NIAN[VS | *]*; beneath, NIK®

PPAVC?] Bust of
Justinian r. beard-
less, wearing dia-
dem, cuirass and
paludamentum.

27| 616 |& .7 [PL VIL 5.]

! There is another rev. tya)e probably earlier, consisting of I between N and |
(Pinder and Friedl,, p. 45;



JUSTINIAN I—-NICOMEDIA—-I, DATED 49
No. | Weight uﬁ:“d Obverse Reverse Date
Dated
DNIVSTINI ANVSP labove,
PAVC Bust of Jus- ; in ex., NIK
tinian r.,as No. 227.! N
o
28| 624 | E .6 1 ., X 30=
[Purchased, 1904] Onr,x 556/7
X
29| 606 | & 6 r. obscure Onr, X 2=
[de Salis gx)ft] ’ X 558/9
]
220 673 | B .7 is gi . X 2=
[de Salis gift] Onr., X 558/9
X
n
21| 45 | & -6 is gift] . 32=
[de Salis gift] Onr., i 558/9
x .
"
82| 495 (B 6 [de Salis gift] Onr., x);( ?5(75334
sl .
[P V1L 6.
IV. CYZICUS
Full-face type
Struck April A. p. 538 and later
DNIVSTINI ANVSP | M above, eross; on
PAVC Bust of Jus-| 1, A; mex., KYz
tinian beardless, Nv
ing ; wears hel- N
met with plume o
andarmour, r.holds
globus cr. ; L hand
supportsshieldwith
horseman device;
in field r., cross. :
233 | 3374 | £ 1.75 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., XII; beneath, A gé—g
/

1 The bust of these dated coins is of rude work.



IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

Metal and |

No. | Weight Size Obverse Reverse Date
234 | 351.8 | £ 1.6 [Parchased, 1904] |Onr., XII ; beneath, B | 12=
(double-struck) 538/9
235 | 3443 | & 1.7 Onr., X; beneath, B’ | 13=
. " 539/40
|
236 | 3226 | & 1.6 de Salis gi Onr., X ; beneath, A |14=
[ gift] Xs Dl Evrvd
]}
237 | 361.1 | & 1.55 Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, B | 14=
PL. VIL 7, rev. 1 540/1
]}
238 | 341.3 | & 1.55 [Purchased, 1904] |On r., X ; beneath, A | 15=
4 54172
239 | 359.1 | & 1.65 Onr., X; beneath, B’ | 15=
Y 541/2
240 | 303- | & 1.55 | [Purchased, 1904] |[Onr., X; beneath, A |16=
S 542/3
241 | 2826 | & 14 [Blacas, 1867] Onr., X; beneath, A |16=
(pierced) S 542/3
g'grm of S different
m No. 240)
242 | 298.6 | & 1.55 |[G. Hamilton-Smith, | On r., X ; beneath, A | 16=
1893] S 542/3
243 | 3006 | & 1.5 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, B |16=
(pierced) S 542/3
244 | 305.8 | & 1.5 de Salis gi Onr., X; beneath, 8 | 17=
C gift] K 543/4
245 | 309. | & 14 [de Salis gift]  |Onr., X ; beneath, B | 18=
4l 544/5
1l
246 | 293.5 | E 145 Onr., X; beneath, A|19=
9l 54576




JUSTINIAN I—CYZICUS—M, FULL-FACE 51
No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date
247 (303 |£18| | Onr,X; beneath, A |20=
X 546/7
248 | 323.7 | B 14 de Salis gift Onr., X; beneath, A [ 21=
K ] X Rl Frr
|
249 | 272. | & 1.45 | [Purchased, 1904] (Onr., X; beneath, B | 21=
X 547/8
|
250 | 294.5 | &£ 1.35 de Salis gift Onr., X; beneath, A |22=
[ ] "X " | 548/9
]
251 | 2784 | B 145 [de Salis gift] On r., X ; beneath, B | 22=
X 548/9
1
252 | 253-5 | & 1.3 |[(AV for AVQ) Onr., X; beneath, A |24=
[Purchased, 1904] i( 550/1
1
1
253 | 255.3 | & 1.35 Onr., X ; beneath, B | 25=
X 551/2
4
254 | 2574 | B 1.25 On r., X ; beneath, A |29=
X 585/6
Sl
|
255 | 246.2 | & 14 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X ; beneath, A |30=
(pierced) § 556/7
256 | 274.5 | £ 1.4 | (Ends ANV SPPAV)|Onr., X; beneath, B | 30=
;(( 556/7
[de Salis gift]
257 | 2654 | &£ 1.35 | (P P for PP) Onr., X ; beneath, A |3l=
X 557/8

X
|
[de Salis gift)




52 IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date
Full-face type
DNIVSTINI ANVSP [ K on 1, A
PAVC Bust of Jus- N
tinian beardless, N
facing (as on No. o
233); in field r.,| above, cross;
cross. beneath, ;‘
258 | 1762 | £ 1.25 [PL.viLs] |Onr,X|| 14—
540/4
259 | 1545 | & 12 (The K reversed;  |15=
onT., A 541/2
N
N
(o)
onl, PX?)
260 | 1447 | & 1.1 Onr., x:" 17=
: 543/4
261 | 150.7 | £ 11 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., y 1| 18=
544/5
262 | 135.4 | ZE 1.05 | (AV for AVC) Onr., y N 24—
[de Salis gift] t 550/1
X
263 | 1274 | & 1. Purchased, 1904 Onr. ZforY)?*|29=
, . » 1904] ’xq:'( Y 555/6
DNIVSTINI ANVSP . € on r., K .
PAVC Bust of Jus- Y i
tinian r. beardless,| border of dots.*
wearing diadem,
cuirass and paluda-
mentam.
264 | 41.6 | £ .75 | (Inscr.partlyobscure) |[Presented by the
[P1. vII. 0.] Hon. J. L. Warren,
1860]

! K serves both as the mark of value and as the initial lt;ttor of the town-name.

2 The engraver, probably using an actual coin as his model, has failed to reverse the
details on the die, 8o that K appears as ), &c.

% For coins of the denomination I, see Pinder and Friedl., p. 45.

¢ Instead of the usual reel border.



JUSTINIAN I—ANTIOCH—M, PROFILE 53
No. | Weight, | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date

V. ANTIOCH (THEOUPOLIS)'

M

Profile type
¢ Antioch’, Aug. a. . 527-Nov. 528

DNIVSTING ANVSP | M above, cross; in

PAVC Bust of Jus-| ex., ANTIX
tinian r. beardless,
wearing diadem,
cuirass and paluda-
mentum.

265 | 2152 | &£ 125 | [PL VIIL 1,7ev.] |(Cross obscure),on 1.,
star; on r., star;
beneath, I

Profile type
¢Theoupolis’, circ. A. . 529-539°*

DNIVSTINI ANVSP | M above, cross; onl,,

PAVC Bust of Jus-| star; on r., star.
tinian r. beardless,
wearing diadem,
cuirass and paluda-

mentum.
266 | 217.8 | & 1.2 [de Salis gift] Beggath, A?; inex.,
OYTIONS
267 | 212. A 12 gDNIVSTI]NIA NVS Beﬂath, A; in ex.,
PAVSC] 6YTION[S]

[Purchased, 1904

! The coins of this mint which bear the name ‘Antioch’ must be earlier than
Nov. 29, 528, when the city, having suffered severely from an earthquake, assumed the
name of ©covmohis, which is henceforth a.lwa{s found on the coins (H. Leclercq in
Cabrol’s Dict., ¢ Antioche’, p. 2390). (The title of the Patriarch was § marpuipxys rijs peydins
0¢0b, méAews 'Avrioxeias, Pinder and Friedl., p. 82 n.; Schlumberger, Sigil., p. 314, &c.

The coins with the name ‘Theoupolis’ (written sometimes in Latin) probably
extend from circ. A.D. 529 onwards. There are three obv. types: (i) profile, (i1) seated
figure, (iii) full-face. The full-face type, introduced at most mints in year 12, i.e.
A.D, 538/9, here first appears in year 13=a. ». 539/40. There are no coins of year 14
=April, 540-March, 541, a circumstance accounted for by the destruction of Antioch by
Chosroes in June, 540. Subsequently the city was again rebuilt and beautified by
Justinian, and there are coins of many of the later years of his reign.

The name of Theoupolis is still found on a seal of a Byzantine Duke of Antioch of
the eleventh century—AOYZ THC MEMAAHC BEOYTTIOAEW(s) ANTIOX(etas), Schlum-
berger, Sigil., p. 810, No. 4.

? There are two principal varieties: (i) with the mint-name written in Greek,
(ii) with the mint-name in Latin. S at end of the Greek name is an abbreviation mark.



54 IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS
No. | Weight Meté,alizea.nd Obverse Reverse
268 | 233.8 | & 1.35 Beneath, ['; in ex.,
: ©YTIONS
269 | 171. | & 1.25 Beneath, A ; in ex.,
©YTTOANS
270 | 247. | &£ 1.35 [PL vIII. 2.] Beneath, A; in ex.,
+THeus+
271 | 2384 | &£ 1.25 [de Salis gift] Beneath, B; in ex.,
+THEUR+]
272 | 184 | 2B 1.2 Beneath, B; in ex,
+THEUR+
273 | 2212 | & 1.3 [de Salis gift] Beneath, IM; ex. as
No. 272.
274 | 2249 | £ 1.3 [Purchased, 1904] | Beneath, ; ex. as
No. 272.
275 |1 210. | & 1.25 [Purchased, 1904] | Beneath, A ; ex. as
No. 272.
276 | 209.2 | & 1.25 [de Salis gift] Beneath, A; ex. as
No. 272.
Seated figure
Struck ? a. p. 529-539
DNIVSTINI ANVSP | M above, cross; onL,
PAVA Justinian| star;onr.,crescent;
beardless, seated in ex., + THEWP
facing on throne;
he holds in 1. globus
cr.; r. hand rests
on long sceptre;
wears long garment
of state and a head-
dress of plumes;
feet on footstool.
277 | 2685 | & 1.35 [de Salis gift] Beneath, A
278 | 2604 | £ 1.25 Beneath, B
279 | 2416 | B 1.35 | (v forn) Beneath, B

[Purchased, 1904]




JUSTINIAN I—ANTIOCH—M, FULL-FACE 55
No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date
280 | 246. | & 125 | (v for n) Beneath,
281 | 256.3 | & 1.3 | (2 ininscr.; v for n) | Beneath, '
[Purchased, 1904]
282 | 260- | A& 1.25 | (@ in insecr.) Beneath, A
[Purchased, 1849] [PL VIIL 8.]
283 | 241. | ZE 185 | [de Salis gift] | Beneath, &
(+THEWR+)
Full-face type
Struck a. o, 539/40 and later
DNIVSTINI ANVSP | M above, cross; on1,,
PAVC Bust of Jus-| A
tinian beardless, N
facing ; wears hel-| N
metwith plume :ind o
armour; r. holds | ipex.. BVTIO
globus cr. ; L. hand 1o
supportsshield with
horseman device;
in field r., cross.
284 | 338! | £ 1.7 |[Presented by Col. | Onr.,XIll; beneath,A |13=
W. J. Massy, 1904] 539/40
285 (3382 | &£ 1.6 [Purchased, 1856] | Onr.,XIll; beneath, | 13=
539/40
286 1339 | E 1.5 [Purchased, 1904] | Onr.,XIlI; beneath, I | 13=
(exergual letters | 539/40
larger than on No.
285).
287 | 3673 | & 1.55 |[Campana sale, 1846, | Onr.,XIll; beneath,A | 13=
lot 1044] [PL VIII. 4.] 539/40
288 | 364- | & 1.6 [Purchased, 1904] | Onr., X4; beneath, [ | 16=
CHEUPo: the €|942/3
ouble-struck).
989 [ 311. | E 1.45 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr.,X4; beneath, [ |16=
b 3 542/3
(CHeuPo)

! Including weight of a bronze loop evidently attached to the coin in antiquity so
that it might be worn as an amulet or ornament. Col. Massy supplies the information
that this specimen was found in a tomb on the site of Sycaminum in Palestine.



56 IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS
No. | Weight Metal and Obverse Reverse Date
290 | 362.5 | & 1.6 Onr., X4; beneath, A | 16=
_Xx 542/3
(CHeuPo)
291 | 2902 | £ 145 [de Salis gift] Onr., X and crescent ; | 20=
. X 546/7
beneath, A
(UHUM)
292 | 2846 | &£ 1.4 [Purchased, 1904] | Onr., X and crescent; | 20=
X 546/7
beneath, I
(ex. as No. 291)
293 | 2853 | & 14 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, [ | 21=
' )l( 547/8
(ex. as No. 291)
294 | 284.7 | &£ 1.35 | [Purchased, 1904] |[Onr., X; beneath, € |21=
[PL VvIII. 5.] )l( 547/8
. (ex. as No. 291)
295 | 288.2 | &£ 1.35 | [Purchased, 1856] |[Onr., X; beneath, B | 22=
ﬁ 548/9
(ex. as on No. 291)
296 | 2886 | £ 1.35 | (VAC for AVQ) Onr., X; beneath, =
[de Salis gift] I)l(l 549/50
(ex. as No. 291)
297 | 281.7 | & 14 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X ; beneath, A | 25=
)é 551/2
(ex. THUM)
298 | 286.6 | &£ 1.3 chased, 1904] |[Onr., X; beneath, I [25=
[Pur d ] ’ X ] 51,2
4
(ex. as No. 297)
299 | 2595 | £ 1.4 [Purchased, 1904] [Onr., X; beneath, A | 26=
)‘: 552/3
(ex. as No. 297)
300 | 261.8 | &£ 1.4 [de Salis gift] Onr., X; beneath, Z | 26=
- X 552/3

q
(ex. as No. 297)




JUSTINIAN I—ANTIOCH—M, FULL-FACE 57
No. | Weight Metsai.lz:nd Obverse Reverse Date
301 | 309.3 | &£ 1.5 [de Salis gift] Onr., X; beneath, A|27=
X 553/4
|
(ex. gs No. 297)
302 { 2934 | £ 1.3 [Purchased, 1855] | Onr., X ; beneath, A | 27=
X 553/4
I
(ex. is No. 297)
303 | 276- | & 1.45 [de Sali gift] Onr., X ; beneath, B | 28=
X 554/5
411
(ex. as No. 297)
304 | 266. | £ 14 [de Salis gift] Onr., X; beneath, [ | 29=
)(I|I 555/6
(ex. as No. 297)
X
305 | 2709 | & 14 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., [X];beneath, r{30=
X 556/7
(in ex., THYR)
X
306 | 2924 | £ 1.35 |(AV for AVC) On r., X; beneath, [ | 31=
[Purchased, 1904] Xl 557/8
(ex. as No. 305)
X
307 (2653 | £ 13 |(AV) Onr.,X;beneath,r(?) [ 32=
[Purchased, 1904] ﬁ 558/9
(ex. as No. 305)
X
308 | 285.5 | & 1.25 |(AV) Onr., X ; beneath, I |33=
[Purchased, 1904] X 559/60
]
(ex. as No. 305)
X
309 |287. | £ 14 &DPBAIVTINI [A]NVS | On ., i; beneath, 2‘53(45:5-1
/
[Purchased, 1904] 1]
: (ex. as No. 305)
X
310 | 286.5 ' &£ 1.3 (A[\Il%r o1 Onr, ); ; beneath, [ ggi-
chased, 1 /2
[PL VIIT. 6.] ] Y

(in ex., THEYP)
I




58 IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight ne'é“il’:nd Obverse Reverse Date
X
311 [ 2693 | &£ 1.4 |(Inscr. meaningless, | On r., X; beneath, I |35=
VNDSLLI ADSNLP X 561/2
\D)) "I(Q
[Purchased, 1856] (ex. as No. 310)
X
312 | 2896 | &£ 1.35 | (Inscr. meaningless, | On r., X ; beneath, I | 37=
' EIINSPLLI\D%N\} ’ﬁ" " |563/4
[Pl)lrchased, 1904] (ex. as No. 310)
X
313 | 2802 | £ 1.3 |(Inscr. meaningless, | Onr., X; beneath, [ | 37?
' [, Bonic?] AW X 563/4
AON e
[de Salis gift] (ex. as No. 310)
Profile type

¢ Theoupolis’, circ. A. v. 529-539

DNIVSTINI ANVSP (K onL, TH
PAVC Bust of Jus- €N
tinian r. beardless, o
wearing diadem,
cuirass and paluda-| and long cross.!
mentum.

814 {131. | &E 1 [PL VIIL 7.] Onr.,

Seated figure
Struck a. p. 529-539 ?

ONIVSTINI ANVSP k onL, TH

PAVy Justinian €N
beardless, seated o
facing on throne; P
heholdsin l.,globus | and long cross.
cr.; r. hand restson
long sceptre ; wears
long garment of
state and a head-
dressof plumes; feet
on footstool.

315 (1385 | &£ 1.15 [PL VvIIL 8.] :Onr.,

! Another variety of the profile tsy‘;pe, probably earlier than this, has the inser.
OVTTOAS (see Pinder and Friedl., p. 85, Pl. IV. 5); cp. the inscr. on the M profile type
of Antioch, supra.



JUSTINIAN 1—ANTIOCH—K, FULL-FACE 59
No. | Weight Mets‘;l““d Obverse Reverse Date
Full-face type
Struck A. v. 539/40 and later
DNIVSTINI ANVSP | K above, cross ;
PAVC Bust of Jus-| onl, A
tinian beardless, N
facing ; wears hel- N
met with plume and o)
armour; r. holds
globus cr. ; 1. hand
supportsshield with
horseman device ;
in field r., cross.
816 | 1692 | &£ 1.3 [PL vIIL 0.] Onr., XHI 13=
beneath, O 539/40
317 | 147.2 | & 1.1 [(AV for AVC) Onr., XX; =
[Purchased, 1904] beneath, [¥' | 546/7
[PL IX. 1, rev.]
318 | 123.7 | & 1.05 'ownley Coll. On r., XXIII; =
(r v ] beneath, r 550/1
319 | 1147 [ & 1.15 [(AV for AVC) On r., XXIIII; 24=
[de Salis gift] beneath, (¥ | 550/1
[Pl Ix. 2.]
320 | 1412 | & 1.05 8cT. obscure) On r., XX4; 25=
[Townley ColL] beneath, ¥ | 551/2
321 | 1387 | & 1.05 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., XX4; 25=
beneath, 551/2
322 {1094 (& 1 [de Salis gift] On r., XX 26=
[P Ix. 8.] Vi 552/3
beneath, P
(N for A)
323 | 160. | & 1.05 Purchased, 1904 On r., XXXI ; 3l=
[ ] beneath, & 557/8

! Nos. 817-23 may be attributed to Antioch on account of &, P, and B, which

scem to indicate abbreviations of the

the M coins of Antioch.

M pieces. The obv. of No.

bearing the name of Antioch, No. 827 infia.
The coins with {3 had already been attributed to Antioch by Sabatier (No. 79), as
well as another variety with CH (No. 78).

o
laﬁends THYRY, THYE, and THEYP found on

In goint of style also these pieces agree fairly well with the
819 is remarkably like in style to the obv. of an | coin



60 IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS
No. | Weight Metsai.lz:nd Obverse Reveug Date
Profile type
See Pinder and Friedlaender, p. 33.
Seated figure
Struck a. o. 529-539 ?
DNIVSTINI ANVSP | | surmounted by
PAVI  Justinian| cross; on L, cross;
seated facing on| onr., cross. Inscr.
throne (as on No.| CON CORDI; in
315). ex., THEYP
324 | 682 | & 9 [de Salis gift] 8 before CON
[PL IX. 4.]
Full-face type
DNIVSTINI ANVSP I surmounted by
PAV  Bust of Jus-| cross;onl,A
tinian facing (as on N
No. 316); in field r., N
cross. fo}
325 | 692 | & 9 [de Salis gift] |Onr., X 20=
X 546/7
in ex., YHYY
X
326 | 74 | £ .85 | [Purchased, 1904] [Onr., X 2=
1" 548/9
ex. as No. 325.
X
327 51.5 | E .95 | (A for AV) Onr, X 24=
[Pl IX. 5.] 1 550/1
ex. as No. 325.
X
328 | 833 | &E 9 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X 25=
Y 551/2
in ex., [T PJHYY
i X
329 | 8.5 | £ 9 de Salis gi Onr, X 26=
[de Salis gift] ' 552/3
in ex., THYY
X
330 | 59.7 | E .75 Onr., X 28=
qil 554/5
ex. as No. 329



JUSTINIAN I—ANTIOCH—|, FULL-FACE 61
No. | Weight Meté?lz:nd Obverse Reverse Date
o - X
331 | 65 (A .95 | [Purchased, 1904] [Onr., X 28=
]| 554/5
ex. as No. 329
X
32| 8.7 | £ 8 [Purchased, 1904]) |Onr., X 29=
111 555/6
ex. as No. 329
X
33| 555 | £ .95 Onr., X 33=
X 559/60
"I'LJ
in ex., THY[R ?]
X
334 | 494 | £ .8 |(Inscr. meaningless, |Onr., X 35=
VANIOA NI\P/\ X 561/2
NuW)? Y
[de Salis gift] in ex., THEYP
X
35| 505 | &E 7 scr. meaningless) | On r., X 36=
[de Salis gift] )q( 562/3
ex. as No. 334
X
336 | 46-8 | &£ .75 |(Inscr. obscure, appa-|Onr., X 36=
rentlymeam sﬁi(;.s:s X 562/3
[Purchased, 1904] 4l
ex. as No. 334
X
B7| 585 | E -8 |[(Afor AV) Onr., X 36=
[Purchased, 1904] XI 562/3
4
ex. as No. 334
X
338 | 55.5 | £ .8 |(Inscr. meaningless, [ Onr., X 37=
VINOA. NSANG) 3‘(" 563/4
ex. as No. 334
[PL IX. 8.]

! Cp. the blundered obv. legends on some of the later M coins of Antioch, supra,
Nos. 811-313.



62 IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date

VL. ALEXANDRIA

Al 33
Struck a. . 538/9 or later

DNIVSTINI ANVSP A+
ust of Jus- | AAE T
tinian  beardless, ANex
facing ; wears hel-
met with plume
and armour;r. hand
holds globus ecr.;
L hand supgorts

shield with horse-

man device; in field

I., Cross.
839 2233 | & 1.15 [P Ix. 7.]
340 | 1828 | & 1.1 [de Salis gift]

(s00rm)

8412137 | & 12 |(ONIVSTI [NIAN | [Purchased, 1904]

IB a2

DNIVSTINI ANVSP [+B°

C Bust of Jus-| AAE:

tinian r. beardless, ANEE
wearing diadem,
cuirass and paluda-
mentum.

342 | 4. | & .7 | [Purchased, 1904] [FL IX. 8.]
343 | 843 | & 75

! On the analogy of other coins /A\I" must be the mark of value 83 (nummia) though
it does not fit in with the other denominations of Alexandria, which are 12, 6, and
8 nummia. Cp. Pinder and Friedl, p. 80; Num, Chron., xvi, p.114. On the excep-
tTi’onsl denox:ix'lzatiom of Alexandria, see Mommsen, Monn. rom., iii, p. 167, and Babelon,

vaité, i, p. .

2 Thgse a.ﬂ)ear to be the earliest coins issued at Alexandria during the ¢ Byzantine *
period. The Alexandrian coins marked 1B, assigned by Sabatier (Pl. XI. 15) and other
writers to Justin I, may, it seems to me, be much more conveniently assigned to Justin II
(see PL XIII. 1), (i) use the increase in the number of the mints of the Empire
appears to begin with Justinian, (ii) because these pieces are ruder in style than the
corresponding coins struck by Justinian, but (iii) chiefly because IB coins of Alexandria
are needed for the reign of Justin II, otherwise there would be an inexplicable gap
between Justinian I and Tiberius II Constantine, both of whom issued Alexandrian coins
of the same type and fabric.
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No. | Weight l{et;li“snd Obverse ! Reverse Date
344 | 817 | & .65 |(EndsAV)
#5( 71. | £ .7 |(EndsAv)
[de Salis gift] l
346 | 547 | B .65 | (Inscr. incomplete) !
(s0orn)
S ®
DNIVSTINI ANVSP| S
PAV Bust of Jus-
tinian r. beardless,
wearing diadem,
cuirass and paluda-
mentum.
47| 52 | &E 6 [P 1X. 8.]
348 | 446 | &£ 6 |(DNIVST INIAN
VSP)

[ e
349 | 32. | & .55 |(Inscr.?) Bustr. [
l [PL 1X. 10, 7ev.]

VII. CARTHAGE
Silver

First struck circ. a.p. 5343

DNIVSTINI ANVSP | VOT

PAC Bust of Jus- | MVLT within wreath;
tinian r. beardless, ] HTI
wearing diadem,| beneath, CONOS*
cuirass and paluda-
mentum ; border of
dots.

350 | 184 | R .55 |(A for A) [PL IxX. 11.]
[Purchased, 1904]

! Bee Pinder and Friedl, p. 31. For coins with palm-tree, rev. S (ibid., p. 82), see
infra under Heraclius, Alexandrian mint.

* Though the bust is worn and the inscription illegible, the coin may with proba-
bility be attributed to Justinian. It has the tgick fabric and the broad border (on the
rev.) of the Alexandrian mint, and differs in fabric from the [ coins of Thessalonica
described supra. Cp. the A& in Pinder and Friedl., p. 32; obs. [%, rev. palm-tree.

3 Possibly at the end of A.D. 538 ; see Introd., supre, § 2, Justinian I (Carthage).

¢ These coins t h inscribed CONOS (=CONOB) were undoubtedly struck in
Africa (at Carthage). e rude style of the obo. and the wreath of the rev. are evidently
W by the silver coins of Gelimir, the last king of the Vandals. The rev. type and
the legend CONO(S ?] (but MT! for HTI) had already occurred on the &R of Anastasius I
struck at Constantinople ; see Anastasius I, No. 16, supra, and note.
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No. | Weight Me%ailz:nd Obverse Reverse |
R I
351 158 | R 6 [Presented by Capt. [P Ix. 12.] '
A. Gordon, R. E v i
1846] |
852 | 18 | AR 65 | [Purchased,1847] !
33| 193 | R .55 !
854 | 173 | & -55 | [Purchased, 1849]
DNIVSTINI ANVSP |Cross pattée sur-|
PC  Bust of Jus-| mounted by P; on
tinian r., as on No. L, A; on r. wl
350 ; border. whole in wreath.’
35 | 153 | R 5 |(Cfor AC) [Bankof England gift,
[PL IX.13.] 1877] 8
856 | 13.9 | R .55 |(Ends PPA?) [de Salis gift]
DNIVSTINIANVSP |V O .. s mul
PAC Bust of Jus-|M T (L-e. votis mul-|
tinian r., as on No. | ¢4s); each letter in
350; border of dots. an angle of a cross;
whole in wreath;
beneath wrea.th 3|
CONOS ; border of
dots.?
357 | 101 | R 45 [Purchased, 1849] [PL IX. 14.]
358 | 92 | R -45 |(Inscr. incomplete) [Purchased, 1853] |
359 | 94 | R .45 |(Inscr. incomplete) [Purchased, 1853]
Profile type
A.D. 534-539
DNIVSTINI ANVSP | M above, cross; onL,
PAC Bust of Jus-| star; on r., cross;
tinian r. beardless,| in ex., KART
wearing diadem,
cuirass and palu-
damentum with i
brooch ; on breast, '
cross.
360 | 1988 | £ 1.05 [Blacas, 1867] Beneath, £

monuments.

A go

in his Dict. d’arch. chrét,

come from Tunis.

! The combination of the A () (¢éyd 76 A\ kai 76 &) with the Christian monogram
(the whole sometimes within a wreath) is very common, especially on the epigraphic
od instance of the combination occurs on the
figured in Diehl's Justinien, p. 201 ; on the whole subject see the s.rtlcle A Q by Gabrol

venns sarcop!

* These coins are of the same style as No. 350, and Nos. 358 and 809 are known to



JUSTINIAN I—CARTHAGE—M, PROFILE

No.

361

363

364

366

367

368
369
370
31
372

373

Weight
1813
162.
169-2

2413

214-

192.9

160.7

320-4

Metal and

Size Obverse
& 115 [Purchased, 1847]
£ 11 [Purchased, 1904]
Z 1.05 | (On breast, cross ?)

&£ 1.15

£ 115

& 1.05

& 11
& 115
A 12
& 125
& 125
£ 11

A 1.05

& 1.05

& 115

(ANI for ANVS)
(X on breast)

(ANI for ANVS)
(x on breast)

DNIVSTIN
AC)
(Monogram?on breast)

IANIP

[Blacas, 1867]
[Purchased, 1904]
[Purchased, 1904]

(A for A in inscr.)

[Blacas, 1867]

/N for A)
o break in inscr.)
(no cross)

N for A)
No break in inscr.)
(no cross)

N for A
ENO ?:;osg)

(No break in inscr.)
(no cross)
(AforA?)

65

Reverse

Dnte

Beneath, B
[P Ix. 15.]

Beneath, B

Beneath, I
[Townley Coll.]

Beneath, I’
[Blacas, 1867]
[PL IX. 16.]

Beneath, I

[Townley Coll.]

Beneath, I

Beneath, ¢
Beneath, @!
Beneath, eeoe

[Blacas, 1867]

[Purchased, 1904]
[Pl IX.17.]

[Purchased, 1849]

[Purchased, 1849]

(On 1, short cross;
on r., star); thick
fabric.

(N for A)

[Blacas, 1867]

! Apparently=¢ (6), not €, the « in the centre being a private mint-sign, which on
No. 367 l‘:s placed above the C. ol

K
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No

Weight

Metal and
Size

Obverse

Reverse

376

379

380

264-8

301.7

331.7

151.2

248.6

ZE 15

& 1.55

& 16

A 115

& 1.25

M

Full-face type
Struck a.p. 539-541

DNIVSTINI ANVSP
PAVC Bust of Jus-
tinian beardless,
facing ; wears hel-
metwith plume and
armour; r. holds
globus cr. ; 1. hand
supportsshield with
horsemandevice;in |
field r., cross. |

(A for A)
[de Salis gift]
[PL X. 1, rer.]

[Purchased, 1904]

[PL x. 2]

M above, cross ;
onl, A
N

N
o
in ex., CAR

Onr., XI;
beneath, SO!
(KAR for CAR)

Onr., X; benea.th,§
mn

On r., X; beneath, S
1 )

K

Full-face type
First struck a.o. 539/40

DNIVSTINI ANVSP

PAVC Bust of Jus-
tinian facing (ason
No. 376); in field r.,
€ross.

(A for A)
[Purchased, 1904]
[Pl X. 8, rev.]

[dfpial; glﬂ't]

k above, cross;
onl, A
N

N
o
in ex., CAR

Onr., XIi;

beneath, SO !
(KAR for CAR)

Onr., X; beneath, S
m .

13=
539/40

13=
539/40

13=
539/40

1 O possibly for officina. S=secunda, or ? =§ (sixth officina).
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No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date
381 | 2063 | & 12 |(End of inscr. not|Onr., X; beneath, § |13=
visible) i 539/40
[de Salis gift)

Restruck on M coin (Carthage mint ?) of
Justinian, like PL IX. 17: on r¢v., traces of
drapery and inscr. SPPAC ; on 0bv., remains

of M , and, on 1. of it, star.

X

A.D. 534-539 or later

DNIVSTINI ANVSP | VICTO RIAAC Vice-
PAC Bust of Jus-| tory advancing to
tinian r. beardless, | front; inr.,wreath;
wearing diadem, | in L, globus cr.’;
fnu;ﬁsnind paluda- in ex., X between
two stars.
382 | 91. | & .75 | [Purchased, 1849] | (A for AQ)
[PL X. 5.]
38 | 71.6 | £ .75 | [Purchased, 1849]
384 701 | & .8 |(AforAQ) In fieldr., M
uis Frazer, 1847]
385 | 493 | & .7 |(Afor AQ) (ACC for AQ)
[Louis Frazer, 1847]
386 | 885 | B -8 |[(Afor AC) (ACC for AQ)
[Purchased, 1904]
387 | 1024 | B .7 |(A for AC) (Inscr. incomplete)*
. [Purchased, 1904] [PL X. 8.]

! Pinder and Friedl. (Mi#nzen Justin., p. 87 f.) suggest that the t; (cp. the word
VICTORIA on the € coins described infra) refers to the victory of Belisarius over the
Vandals. The type is certainly appropriate, but it had loni been familiar as the type of
the tremissis (legend, Victoria Augustorum). In any case the attribution to Carthage on
the ground of nee, &c., is well made out by them, loc. cit., p. 88.

*0f thicﬁ, rough fabric, curiously like the Alexandrian coine of the third
century A.D.
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No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date
|
A. p. 539-541
DNIVSTINI ANVSP | | above, cross
PAVC Bust of Jus-| onl,A
tinian r. beardless, N
wearing diadem, N
cuirass and paluda- (o)
mentum. in ex., CAR
388 | 858 | & .8 [de Salis gift] Onr., X 13=
1 539/40
389 | 94 | & .8 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X 13=
] 539/40
390 | 883 | £ .8 |(Second S blundered) gk for A) 14=
nr., X 540/1
n
[PL X. 7.]
31| 77. (& .75 [ (ANI for ANVQ)04 Onr., X 4=
[Purchased, 1904] i 540/1
392 | 844 | B .75 |(AC for AVQ) g\ for A) 14=
540,1
IIII
393 | 97. | & .75 | (A for AVQ) Onr., X 14=
1 540/1
€
Circ. A.p. 534 and later
DNIVSTINI_ANVSP | VICTORIAAC €
PA BustofJustinian | in ex., CAR
r. (a8 on No. 388).
39| 4652 | E 6 [®1 X. 8.]
395 | 382 | £ .65 | [Purchased, 1904]



JUSTINIAN I—SICILY— X 69

No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse | Reverse Date
396 | 48 |- .6 | [Purchased,1904] (ACC for AC)(CAR) |
397 | 43. (& .55 [de Salis gift] . (ACC for AC) (CAR)
398 | 232 | £ .55 | [Purchased, 1904] | (Mint, &c., off flan)
VIII. SICILY
A.D. 538 o7 later
DNIVSTINI ANVSP| X on r. and L of
PAVC Bust of Jus-| which, star; whole
tinian beardless,| in wreath.
facing ; wears hel-
met with plume and
armour; r. holds
globus cr. ; traces of
shield (in 1. hand);
in field r., cross;
border of dots.
399 | 484 | E 6 [PL X. 0.]
DNIVSTI .. ..... T star in each angle ;
Bust facing, as No. | whole in wreath.
399, but ruderstyle. !
400 | 462 | £ .55 | [Purchased, 1864] l, [P x.10.]
401]| 53. |& .55 [de Salis gift]

1 I follow de Salis (who has not, however, recorded his reasons) in assigning this
coin to Sicily. It has some of the neat characteristics of Italian coins (also note the
wreath on the ren.), but cannot be proved to be Italian. Nor is it Carthaginian, for

the Carthaginian coins of the x denomination are of a different type and fabric.

The mint-place may have been Catina, the name of which is recorded on & of
Maurice Tiberius and later coins. The full-face type of the obo. almost certainly proves
that the coin was not issued earlier than A.D. 588. It is thus a few years later than the
conquest of Sicily by Belisarius (A. D. 535). R

Nos. 400, 401 (rev. cross) are of ruder work on the obv, than No. 899, but the thick
fabric and the stars (on rev.) are in favour of the Sicilian attribution. They are evidently
of the same denomination as No. 399, and the cross can be so turned that it presents
nearly the appearance of X.
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No. | Weight Metg.ilz:.nd Obverse Reverse Date

IX. ROME'

XX

DNIVSTINIANVSPP | X X

AVC Bust of Jus-| i centre. A
tinian beardless, ?
facing ; wears hel- N
met 1andl armour ; o)
r. holds globus cr. ; 2
L ha.ndgsupports beneath, XXVI
shield ; in field r.,
cross.

402 (1183 | B .95 [de Salis gift] [PL X. 11, rev.] 26=
(worn) 552/3

X. RAVENNA

M

DNIVSTINI ANVSP | M on1, A

PC (sic) Bust of Jus- N
tinian beardless, N
facing ; wears hel- (0]
met with plumeand | above, cross ;
cuirass (of check | beneath, RAVEN
pattern); r. holds NA
globus cr. ; 1. hand
supportsshield with
horseman device;
in field r., cross.

X
403 | 166 | A& 14 [FL X.12.] On r., XX 34=
i 560/1

I

DNIVSTINI ANVSP | [ on1, A ; onr., date;
PAVC Bust of Jus- N
tinian facing, as on N
No. 403 (but cuirass o
of usual pattern);| whole in wreath.
in field r., cross.

404 | 63.6 | B 65 On r., XX 29—
Vil 555/6

! On this mint see Introd., § 2, Justinian I, Italian mints; also infra, on ¢ Coins
with the name of Justinian not struck at Imperial mints’. The word ANNO and the
date on this coin recall the money of Ravenna (cp. Pinder and Friedl., g: 47), but
the attribution to Rome seems preferable (i) from the resemblance to the A& of Rome
struck by Justinian’s successors, (ii) because Greek (not Latin) numerals (for the
denomination) appear to be usual on the Ravenna coins of Justinian's reignm.

* Cp. Pinder and Friedl., Miinzen Justin., p. 57 (with year 81) ; cp. p. 48. Compare
2 of Justin II (P1. XIII. 18) with XX rom.




JUSTINIAN I—UNCERTAIN MINTS 1

No. | Weight Metsa.ilz:.nd Obverse Reverse Date

405 | 644 | B .7 [Purchased, 1904] | On r., XX 29—
vili 555/6

406 | 378 | &£ -6 |(Inscr. blundered;|Onr., XX 29 =
partly obscure) Vi 555/6

[Blacas, 1867]

407 | 326 | £ .7 |(Inscr.partlyobscure)|On r., XX 36=
[Purchased, 1904] XVi 562/3

408 | 52.7 | & .65 |(2forS; AVfor AVC)|On r., XX 37=
[de Salis gift] Xvil 563/4

[PL X.18.]

409 | 62.7 | £ .65 |(AV for AVQ) On r., XX 37=

ﬁv 563/4

XI. UNCERTAIN MINTS
Silver

Small silver pieces with obv. helmeted head, rev. K (also rev. R, &c.), are assigned
b{ Sabatier (i, p. 180, Nos. 23, 24, P1. XII. 9, 10) to the time of Justinian I ‘on grounds
of style ’, but it can hardly be said that their style is conspicuously like that of the coins
of this emperor. Some pieces are of neater work than others, and some of the heads
may be compared with the heads on the Imvicta Roma series of & Ostrogothic coins
(Sai., Pl . 25). A solitary specimen (obv. bearded head, 1., rev. K) occurred in
the Chatby (Alexandria) find (see infra) of ‘ Byzantine ® gold coins, which ranged in date
from Constantius II to Heraclius, i. e. fourth cent. A.D. to circ. A.D.641. Their date is not
easily determined, but they would seem to be not earlier than the fifth or later than the
midgle of the seventh century. I think also it may be a question whether these pieces
are not Zesserae rather than coins.

Sabatier interpreted K and R as ‘ Constantinople’ and ‘Rome’, but he did not
know of a third variety with P on the rer., which can hardly be identified as the initial-
letter of a city-name.

The British Museum possesses the following specimens (sizes 45 in. to -6 in.) :—

I

Obv. Helmeted female bust, r.; border.
Rev. K; border. Cp. Sab., Pl XII. 10.
AR 22 grains. Bought of N. Dimitri (together with some Lycian and
Phrygian coins) in 1862. ' .
20 grs. chased, 1904.
15.7 grs. de Salis gift.
14.8 grs. Woodhouse gift, 1866.
12.8 grs. de Salis gift.
(Cp. also Revue belge, 1905, p. 160, describing a R piece, weight 1.5 gramme=24 grains,
oby. ‘ Buste barbu tourné a lg)'a.nclxe >+ border of dots. Rer. K ; border of dots. From the
Chatby find of 1908.)
1I.
Obr. Similar to Class I.
Rer. B ?grlder' de Sali (obo. of tyle)
AR 151 grs. de 8alis gi v. of pretty style).
11. grs. Purchaseg,‘fiSGO.

IIL
Obr. Similar to Class I.
Rev. R ; border. Cg. Sab., Pl. XII 9.
R 1(5).:22, grs. Bought of de Salis, 1867.
- gﬁ- ” ” ” ”
10.3 grs. Bought in 1902 (perhaps procured in Constantinople).
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No. | Weight Meg;lzea.nd Obverse ' Reverse Date

Bronze

Blundered inscrip- @t(i.e.thedenomi-
tion. Bust of Jus-| jation € (5) and

tinian r. beardless,
wearing diadem, IOVETINIANOV)!

paludamentum and

cuirass.
410 | 254 | £ .65 [DNIVSTNI ANVSP| [Purchased, 1904]
PNAC (Partly obscure) [Pl X. 14.]

411 | 35- | & .7 [VNIANV &e.

412 | 248 | & .65 |VNOTSICVMSP..A | [Presented by Mr.
@ Doubleday, 1850]
413 | 266 | £ 6 |VNO.w é&c. [Purchased, 1904] |
\ —_— !
bk e
414 | 36. [ B -5 [de Salis gift] In front, A
415 | 302 | &£ 65 In front, A
416 | 323 | B .75 [de Salis gift] In front, A
417 | 28. | E .55 [de Salis gift] In front, B
418 | 27. | & .55 | [Purchased, 1904] |Infront, B
419 | 255 | E 65 In front, I
40| 237 E -6 [de Salis gift] In front, [
421 | 206 | E .7 [de Salis gift] In front, &

! Cp. Pinder and Friedl, p. 55 f.; Koehne, Mus. Kotschoubey, i, p. 205. The
obv. legend appears to be always glnndered, and it is possible that these coinsare not the
product of any Imperial mint.

2 Sabatier’s interpretation (i, p. 191, No. 125) as ¢. IOVCTINIANOVC, or rather
. IOVCTINIANOV, seems almost certain, though the use of < for C or C is somewhat
curious (Sabatier’s Pl. XVII. 5 is incorrectly drawn).

Most of Justinian’s coins of the € denomination appear to have been struck at
Constantinople (see note, supra, p. 39); some others at icus. The specimens here
described (No. 414 ff.) have usually jagged or irregular flans, like the smaller E of
Thessalonica. They might, therefore, be attributed to that mint, were it not that the
denomination € (5) does not readily find a place in the system of division (16, 8, 4) that
predominated at Thessalonica. Information as to the usual provenance of these coins
18 desirable. Some pieces are of thick fabric. (Koehne, Mus. Kot., i, p. 203, strives to read
the inscr. as the name of Cherson, and assigns the coins to that city.)
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No. | Weight Metsailz:“di Obverse Reverse Date
422| 33. |Z 55 | [Purchased, 1904] |In front, &

423 | 262 | & .55 [de Salis gift] In front, K

424 | 487 | £ .65 | [Purchased, 1904] [ In front, K

25| 414 | E 6 [Purchased, 1904] | In front, N

26| 297 | E 55 [de Salis gift] | In front, N

427 | 384 | &£ .5 |[PresentedbytheRev. |In front, (N?)

T. H. Hopkins, 1869]
98] 266 | & 6 [de Salis gift] | In front, T
[Pl X. 15.]

N €
429 | 208 | £ .5 |[Gen.C.R. Fox,1853] l Infm[nt, + :
Pl X, 16.

' |
80| 209 | E 55 , In front, T

K

For A& coins with 7er. k and bearing no
mint-name, see ¢ Constantinople’ supra.

o
For A coins with k and mint-mark 2,
P, and B, see ¢ Antioch’ supra.

COINS WITH THE NAME OF JUSTINIAN I NOT STRUCK AT
THE IMPERIAL MINTS.

GoLp.—Visigothic. Chiefly tremisses of very barbarous work (rex. Victory
in profile with wreath). Some solidi classed by de Salis as Hispano-Byzantine
are rather rude on obv. (facing type) and read P.P.AV or PAVI sic.

Burgundian. Solidus. Obv. inscr. blundered ; rude bust with head in
high relief. Rev. Victory in profile.

Ostrogothic and Italian. Solidi. Three-quarter face type of bust on
obo. Rev. Victory in profile holding broad cross, inscr. COMOB. These are
certainly not Imperial. Also obv. Full-face type. Rev. Victory facing,
holding long cross. Some of these are obviously non-Imperial, with the face

L
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very broad and large eyes, a caricature of the ordinary full-face type. On
the other hand some of the better-executed specimens of this full-face
type may possibly be issues of the Imperial mint (Rome or Ravenna), but
this is doubtful. On the whole, however, a comparison with the non-
Imperial Italian coins (especially with the obv.) rather suggests that these
pieces also are not Imperial but Ostrogothic. A solidus at Berlin (Z. f. NV, i,
p- 303) and a neatly executed tremissis (Brit. Mus. ; cp. Pinder and FriedL,
P- 23), each inscribed ROMOB, also have some claim to be regarded as
Imperial coins.

The Ostrogothic or Italian tremissis is easily recogmized by the com-
paratively high relief of types and lettering (cp. Pinder and Friedl., p. 24,
PL III. 5). The Victory on the rev. has a blurred and rough appearance.
There are also some very flat thin specimens (Lombardic ?).

Indian Imitations.—A thin, bracteate-like gold piece with barbarous
legend imitating "the solidus (obv. full-face head of Justinian). This was
acquired by the British Museum in 1886 from Lieut.-General G. G. Pearse,
a well-known collector of Indian coins. There can be little doubt that it was
made in antiquity in India, probably in Southern India, where imitations of
ancient coins are generally found, according to the information given me by
Prof. Rapson.

SiLver.—There are many small coins of various types which are of
undoubted Italian work. Specimens in British Museum : rev. cross on globe;
star ; sacred monogram ; monogrammatic cross and stars; CN ; PK; PKE, &c.
All these have the rev. type enclosed in a wreath. Comparison (especially as
regards the high relief of the obv.) with the money of the Ostrogothic kings
‘suggests that these pieces also are Ostrogothic and not coins of the Imperial
mint. There are similar R with the head of Anastasius and the head of
Justin L

Bronze.—Pieces of minute size with various rev. types, and obv., usually
of barbarous work, diademed head, accompanied by the more or less blundered
name of IVST .., IVSTINIAN . ., &c.; cp. Friedl., Vandalen, pp. 42f. and
50f. Some of the rudest pieces appear to have circulated among the Vandals
(though some specimens are found in Italy, Friedl., op. cit.), to whom small
coins with the heads of earlier emperors had long been familiar. Possibly the
issue of these—at & local mint (hardly Carthage)—continued even after the
conquest of Africa. These pieces have been little studied by numismatists,
and may be left over for description among the coins of the Vandals and
Ostrogoths.

The Italisn & coins are of peculiar style and may be generally recog-
nized by the high relief of the obv., the wreath enclosing the rev. type, the
patina, &c. The fine bust of Justinian on the Roman Z& with rev. M in
wreath is closely modelled on the bust of Theodahat, as portrayed on his

large, thick & coinage.
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JUSTINUS I

15 NovemBER, A.D. 565—5 OcroBER, 578

Mints = L. Constantinople; II. Thessalonica; IIL. Nicomedia; IV. Cyzicus;

No.

V. Antioch; VI Alexandria; VIL. Carthage; VIIL Sicily; IX. Rome;

X. Ravenna.
—— -
Weight Meféaliz:nd Obverse Reverse
I CONSTANTINOPLE
Solidus
DNI VSTI NVSP:VICTORI AAVcCC
PAVC' Bust of Jus-; Constantinople
tin II beardless,; (Néa ‘Pdun)? seated
facing ; wears hel-| on throne facing,
metwithplumeand’ looking r.; she
armour ; hisr. hand '  wears helmet, tunic
holds globe sur-| and mantle; r. leg
mounted by Victory, uncovered; onr.
r. extending wreath ~ shoulder, aegis; r.
to his head; his 1. | hand holds spear;
hand supports! 1 handholdsglobus
shield with horse- ~ cr.; inex., CONOB
man device.
687 | & .8 [Royal Collection] | A at end of inscr.
69- | &7 .8 |[F.Parkes Webergift, | A at end of inscr.
1906] (Different dies from
No. 1)
675 | & 8 DNIVS Tl NVSP |Bat end of inscr.
AV) [Purchased, 1904]
68 | & .8 |(EndsAV) [ at end of inscr.
[Purchased, 1904] | (A for A) :
[P1. XI. 1.]
69 | & 8 ' at end of inscr.; in
| I field 1., star.

Date

the a
zP

coin, No. 26, infra.

1 D (in DN) has sometimes nearly the form of O, and C (=G) has sometimes nearly
rance of | : 80 also on the semissis.
. B. Z.,iii (1894), p.219. The figure can hardly be Victory, though cp. the R
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No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date

6| 616 | & .15 [Purchased, 1904] | and two pellets at
end of inser.; in
field 1., €

7] 69 | A& .8 |(EndsAV) € at end of inscr.
[Purchased, 1904] | (A for A)

8| 683 | & .8 SR,NIVSTl NVSPP ¢ at end of inscr.

A for A)
[lgurchased, 1904] (
9] 673 |~ .8 [Ba,lslk;)f England gift, | S at end of inscr.!
187

10| 665 | &4 .8 [Purchased, 1904] | H at end of inscr.

11| 687 | o7 .8 |(AforA) H at end of inscr. ; in
[Royal Collection] field 1., star.
[PL XI. 2.]
12| 683 | o7 .85 | [Purchased, 1904] |®© at end of inscr.
13| 691 | &7 .8 |(AforA) I at end of inscr.
[Purchased, 1904]
14 65 (& 8 [Purchased, 1904] |1 at end of inscr. ; in
field 1., star.
15| 688 | &7 .85 [Drake, 1875] I at end of inser.; in
field 1., G
16| 681 | A7 .85 [de Salis gift] | at end of inscr. ; in
field, +
Semissis?

DNIVSTI NVSPP|VICTORIAAVCCC
AVC® Bust of Jus-| Victory wearing
tin II r. beardless,| mantle over lower
wearing diadem, | limbs seated r. on
cuirass and paluda- | shield and cuirass;
mentum. on her knees she
supports a shield on
which with her r.
hand she inscribes
numerals (rudely
represented by

dots) ; in front, ¥;
behind, star; in ex.,
CONOB

17 327 | & 7 [Souratty, 1867]
(pierced)

1 A very similar solidus with S, set as a pendant, is in the British Museum, and will
be published in the catalogue of Greek and Roman gold ornaments.

? The semisses and tremisses that may be assigned to Justin II have the same types
and inscriptions as those of Justin I, but are in lower relief and of more barbarous work,
especially on the reo.

3 AVI on Nos. 18-20.



JUSTIN II—CONSTANTINOPLE— SILVER

77

No. | Weight Meféailz :nd Obverse Reverse Date
18 | 34.6 _Nd_-75— [Dr. Cullen of K_us- o [i’l. XI. s_j o
tendji, 1868]
19| 332 | & .65 [Blacas, 1867]
(pierced)
20| 335 | &4 .7 [Purchased, 1904] [P XI. 4.]
Tremissis
DNIVST! NVSPP|VICTORIAAVCVS
AVC Bust of Jus-| TORVM Victory in
tin I r. beardless, | chitonadvancing to
wearing diadem, | front, looking back
cuirass and paluda-| l.; in r., wreath;
mentum. inl., globus cr. ; in
field r., star ; in ex.,
CONOB
211 224 | &4 .65 [de Salis gift] [PL XI. 5.]
22| 215 | A 6
(pierced)
2| 221 | &4 65 [de Salis gift] (H for M)
24| 204 | &4 .65 | [Royal Collection] |(RVI for RVM)
25| 224 | & .65 |[C. A. Murray, 1849] | (RVI for RVM)
- Silver
DNIVST INVS Jus- | SALVS [AVC?] Half-
tin II and the Em-| length figure of
press Sophiadraped | Constantinople
and nimbate, seated | facing, looking r. ;
on double throne| she wears helmet
side by side, facing;| and tunic! and
each rests r. hand | aegisonr. shoulder;
on book; between| in r. hand, spear;
heads, cross; inex., | in L hand, globus
CONOB; border of | cr.; in ex., VIC
dots. TORI[A]; border of
: dots.?
26| 16 | R -6 | [Purchased, 1904]
| [P1 X1. 8.]

1 As appears by comparison with the costume of ‘ Constantinople’ on the solidi of
Justin II, though here the dress has rather the ap nce of & cuirass with steryges.

2 Cp. Sab., No. 9. The word VICTORIA (which is not the main legend) would at
first sight seem to label the figure as Victory. But an unwinged Victory is improbable,
and the figure is evidently identical with lt:ie figure on Justin’s solidi, which (from a
comparison with other similar representations) would appear to be Constantinople.
;/nlg'légkl:iﬁ, then, is probably an ejaculation, like the VITA on other coins of Justin

phis.



78 IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight | Metel and Obverse : Reverse Date

271 16. | R .65 |(Each has tall head- [de Salis gift]
dress instead of the i [Pl XI. 7.]
nimbus ; the hands

of each are clasped |

on breast; thrones

separate; no book.) |

Bronze

M

DNIVSTI  NVSP | Mon1, A
PAVC  Justin II (on N

L)and Sophia(onr.) | N

nimbate, and wear- (o)

ing tall head- above,cross;inex.,
dresses' and long CON

robes,*seated facing

on double throne?*;
Justin holds in r.
globus cr.; Sophia .
holdsinr. cruciform

sceptre.
28 | 2103 | & 1.3 [Purchased, 1904] | On r., | ; beneath, I %6__5/‘6
29 | 185.5 | & 1.05 [Pl XI. 8.] Onr., |; beneath, [ %5__5/6
30 | 189.7 | & 1.05 | (AC for AVQ) !Onr., |; beneath, A |1=
[de Salis gift] 565/6
31207 | & 115 [Purchased, 1904] | On r., | ; beneath, € %6?/6

! The head-dresses are apparently of the same ceremonial kind as those worn by
Justinian and Theodora in the famous mosaics of San Vitale at Ravenna. Sophia’s
(like Theodora's) is a kind of ‘stephane ’, which has jewelled pendants and is surmounted
by jewelled ornaments, which on the coins are conventionally represented by a sort of
turreted crown (No. 29) or by three leaf-like projections (Nos. 42, &).

2 The jewels worn by the Empress are clearly seen on No. 88.

3 The throne is cushioned, and in front are separate foot-rests, or more often a sort of
ornamented dais, on which the feet are placed (see especially the M coins of Cyzicus,
note on M coin of year 11, infra).

An upright projection of the throne is shown on the side of the Empress; this has
at first sight the appearance of the side of the throne, but probably it is the upright
support of the back of the throne (see the details clearly given on a M coin of Cyzicus
of year X, infra, note}.

On the mosaic of St. Sophia above the doors of the narthex the Christ is seated on
a throne with a horizontal crossbar at the back, which is supported on each side by
& nearly semicircular support. In front of the throme is a solid dais-like footstool
(Bayet, L'art Byz., p. 58, Fig. 12).

The introduction of this detail on the coins is probably due to a desire for sym-
nln‘et —the projection of the throne is made to balance the globus cruciger held by
the Emperor.

¢ Justin’s accession took place Nov. 15, 565 ; see Bury’s Gibbon, v, pp. 1, 2.



JUSTIN II—CONSTANTIN OPLE—M

. | Weight

Metal and
Size

35

36

37

39

41

42

46

214.5

230-6

235-

235-5

192.

212.3

233.8

208-3

190-8

209-5

210

197.3

& 1.05

£ 11

A 11

&£ 11

£ 1.1

A 11

X 115

& 12

A 12

& 115

A 125

A 1.25

A 12

& 115

& 12

Obverse

(AN for AVG)
[Purchased, 1904]

(AN for AVQ)
[de Salis gift]

(C for AVQ)
[Purchased, 1904]

(A for AVQ)
[Purchased, 1904]

(L for AVQ)

Inscr. partly obscure)
( [Purchased, 1904]
avs)

[Purchased, 1904]
[®1 X1. 9, obv.]

[Purchased, 1904]
(Endof inscr. obscure)

(A for AVC)

[Purchased, 1904]

(A\ for AVC)
[P1 XI.10.]

A for AVCQ)
resented by Mr.
Rohde Hawkins,
1848]

Inscr. partly obscure)
¢ [Purchased, 1904]

(Inscr. partly obscure)

79

[Purchased, 1904]

Reverse
On ., Il; beneath, B
On r., Il; beneath,
On r., Il ; beneath, &
On r., Il ; beneath, €
Onr., l'l; beneath, A!

On r., Il ; beneath, €

On r., Il ; beneath, B
]

On r., Il ; beneath,
]

On r., Il ; beneath, &
]

On r., U; beneath, B

[Procured inSyriaand
presented by Mr.
J. S. Agnew, 1906]

On r., 4; beneath,

On r., U; beneath, I

On r., U; beneath, A

On r., U; beneath, €

On r., U; beneath, €
(above ‘F)

! With B, Moustier Cat.



49

51

53

55

56

57

58

39

IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

. | Weight . Metal and

Size | Obverse | Reverse Date
1444 | E 1.15 + [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., 4; beneath, A g-_b
: 70/1
208.6 | & 1.15 | [Purchased, 1904] |On r., 4; beneath, A =
(pierced) (above, ) 5(9/1
2126 | £ 1.1 [de Salis gift] Onr., 4; beneath, A | 6=
£ 570/1
(above, )
[
2007 | £ 1.2 |CONVSTI NVSP|Onr.,9; beneath, B |6=
AC) 570/1
[Capt. Manso di Villa,
| 1856)
|
231. | B 13 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., 4; beneath, B 6_'1—' 1
(above, ’E) 570/
2246 | &£ 1.2 | (VSTI for IVSTI Onr., 4; beneath, I | 6=
[de Salis gift (above, ) 57071
222.2 | B 1.25 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., 4; beneath, & =
| (above, %K) 57011
I
9154 | £ 1.1 | [Purchased,1904] |Onr.,4; beneath, A |6=
(above, ) 57071
232.5 | &£ 1.2 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr, 41; beneath, A | 7=
(above, ’E) 57172
2339 | B 12 [de Salis gift] On r., 41 ; beneath, B| 7= ,
(above, ’R) 57172
248. | B 1.2 [Purchased, 1904] | Onr., 41; beneath, [ | 7=
(above, ’R) 51172
191. | E12 Onr., 41 ; beneath, A | 7=
: 57172
204.7 | £ 1.2 | (Inscr.partlyobscure) | On r., 41; beneath, € | 7=
i(h[lpurchased, 1904] ) » ECY:

! Here and elsewhere on the coins of this reign D (in DN) has nearly the form of 0.



JUSTIN II—CONSTANTINOPLE—M 81
No. { Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date
60 | 2434 | B 12 | (AC for AVC) On r., 41 ; beneath, € | 7=
[Purchased, 1904] (above, B) 571/2
61 {2015 | & 12 |(A? for AVC? Onr.,4; beneath, B |8=
[Blacas, 1867) " 572/3
62 |217. (& 12 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr.,4; beneath, € |8=
n 572/3
63 [ 2184 | & 1.2 |(A\ for AVC) On ., 91; beneath, A | 9=
[de Salis gift] n 573/4
64 | 182.7 | £ 1.15 | (A\ for AVQ) On r., 41 ; beneath, B| 9=
I 573/4
651|197 | £ 12 [Purchased, 1904] | Onr., 91; beneath, [ | 9=
n 573/4
66 | 2047 | £ 1.15 Onr., 4; beneath, I | 9=
- n 573/4
|
67 2348 | E 1.2 [Purchased, 1904] |On r., 41; beneath, A | 9=
I 573/4
68 [198. | E 1.2 [Purchased, 1904] |On r., 41; beneath, A|9=
n 573/4
69 | 2073 | E 1.2 [de Salis gift] Onr., 9; beneath, € | 9=
" 573/4
|
70 { 2086 | E 1.2 [Purchased, 1904] | On r., 41; beneath, € | 9=
] 573/4
(above, ’E)
71 | 200- | & 1.15 |[Northwicksale,1860] | On r., X ; beneath, A | 10=
574/5
72 (2182 | &£ 1.15 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, 8 | 10=
574/5
73 | 2082 | E 1.2 [Parchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, B | 10=
- 574/5
74 1193- | _E 1.15 | (Inscr.partlyobscure) | On r., X ; beneath, A | 10=
Northwicksale, 1860 574/5
| 2243 | E 12 [Purchased, 1904] | Onr., X; beneath, € | 10=_
(W) (above, *) 574/0



IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight Metéailz:nd Obverse Reverse Date
76| 231. | B l~_3_ (Inscr. partly obscure) | On r., X ; beneath, € | 10=
[Purchased, 1904] (above, ,ﬂ) 574/5
772016 | &£ 1.15 | (A\ for AVQ) Onr., X; beneath, A | 11=
[Purchased, 1904] | 575/6
78 [ 2142 | B 1.25 [(A\?) Onr., X; beneath, 8 | 11=
[Purchased, 1904] | 575/6
[PL X1.11.]
79 | 247. | &£ 1.35 | (A for AVQ) Onr., X; beneath, & | 11=
[Purchased, 1904] [ 575/6
(above, ’E)
80 | 226. | & 1.15 On r., X; beneath, A | 12=
n 5767
81236 | & 13 |[(A\ for AVQ) On r., X ; beneath, B ;gé-'_
1 i
(above, ’E)
DNIVSTI NVSPP|Kon1, A
AVC Justin and N
Sophia  seated N
facing, as on No. 28. (0]
above, cross.
8| 9. |Z£ .85 [(DNIVST INVSPP) |Onr., |; beneath, [ =
[de Salis gift] 565/6
83128 | &£ 9 [Purchased, 1904] | Onr., |; beneath, € =
565/6
84 | 112.7 | £ .8 [(Afor AVQ) On r., Il ; beneath, B | 2=
[Purchased, 1904] 566,17
85 1033 [ &£ 9 IVTI for IVSTI) On r., Il ; beneath, B | 3=
\ for AVCQ) 567/8
[Purchased, 1904]
8 | % | A .8 |(Inscr. obscurel) (Wfor N) (above?) |(3=
(w00rn) [Purchased, 1904] onr.,lll 567/8
beneath, (?)

Restruck




JUSTIN II—CONSTANTINOPLE—K

83
No. | Weight legi"lze and Obverse Reverse Date
87| 883 | & .8 |(Inscr. obscure) On ., I1; beneath, A | 4=
[de Salis gift) n 568/9
88 | 1216 | & .9 |(Without Avc% Onr., | |; beneath, € | 4=
[Purchased, 1904] 1 568/9
89 | 1203 | & 1. [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., 4; beneath, & |6=
(above, ) 570/1
9 | 1126 | &£ 1- r. obscuref Onr., 9; beneath, € | 6=
[Purchased, 904] (above, K) 570/1
91 1075 | & -9 &DNIVS[TI?] NSVP | On r., 41 ; beneath, [ | 7=
AV(? (above, XK) 571/2
[de Salis gift] ?
921037 | £ 1.05 |[(DNIVST [INVS|Onr.,9; beneath, B |8=
(pierced) PAVC?] n 572/3
[Purchased, 1904] (above, *)
93 11005 | & .95 |(AV for AVC) Onr., 9; beneath, B | 8=
[Purchased, 1904] n 572/3
94| 808 | £ .9 [de Salis gift] Onr., 4Il =
beneath, CON 572/3
above,
double-struck)
95 (1153 | & .95 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr.,41ll; beneath, € | 9=
- (above, R) 573/4
9% | 848 [ £ .9 |(Inscr. incomplgt(;)ez On r., X ; beneath, A | 10=
[Purchased, 1904] 574/5
97| 99. | & 9 [de Salis gift] On r., X1 ; beneath, A | 11=
575/6
98| 0. | E .8 [Purchased, 1904] | On r., XI; beneath, I | 11=
(and star?) 575/6
99 | 99.7 | & 1.05 |(C for AVCQ) On r., XI ; beneath, € | 11=
[Purchased, 1904) [PL XI.12.] 575/6
10| 865 (&£ .9 r. incomplete) | Onr., Xil; beneath, A | 12=
[de Salis gift] 576/7




101

102

103

104

105

106

107

IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

. | Weight

81.4

93-6

100-4

97.3

57.

77.

Metal and
Size

Obverse Reverse

Date

II. THESSALONICA

K

(a) With head of Justin II

DNIVSTI NVSPPAV | Kon1, A
Bust of Justin II N
beardless, facing; N
wears helmet with (o)
plume and armour;! above, cross;
his r. hand holds| beneath, T€S
globus cr.; his L
hand supports |
shield with horse- .
man device.

[de Salis gift] Onr,ll

[de Salis gift] Onr., I

[Purchased, 1904] {Onr., A

(Restruck on a I S coin of Justinian, of
the Thessalonica mint ; on the rer., traces of

s and star and P: ¢p. Rev. Num., iv, 1839,
p. 246)

[Purchased, 1904] I On r.[,P tlk X1.18]

(B) With figures of Justin I and Sophia

DNIVSTI NVSPPAV: K on 1, A
JustinIT and Sophia N
seated, facing, as on N
No. 28. o

above, cross;

beneath, T€S

DNIV] STINVSPP) (On ., &
([[Purcllmsed, 1904] )

[Northwicksale,1860] | On r., A

[Purchased, 1904] |Onr., A
(above, cross ?)

Double-struck, and apparently restruck




No.

108

109

110

111

112

113

114

115

116

117

118

119

120

121

122

JUSTIN II—THESSALONICA—K 85
Weight Megailz:nd Obverse : Reverse Date
723 | & 15| [deSalisgift] |Onr.,€ (above, OKC'[5=
and cross) 569/70
834 | &£ .85 | [Purchased, 1904] |On r., € (above, OKC | 5=
and cross) 569/70
(double-struck)
5.7 | &£ .9 [Purchased, 1904] |On r., U (above, M |5=
and cross ?) 569/70
Double-struck
92 | xE 8 [Purchased, 1904] [ Onr., U 5=
’ ’ 569,70
947 | £ -85 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., Z? =
571/2
8. |& 9 [(AVQ) Onr.,ulll =
[Purchased, 1904] 572/3
872 | £ .9 |(Inscr. incomplgiae;z On r., Ulll (above, M | 8=
[Purchased, 1904] and cross 572/3
91. | E .85 [Purchased, 1904 Onr.,dl =
] "1 573/4
[Pl XI. 14.]
118 | & 9 cr. incomplete Onr., Ul =
(Ins[de Salis gift] ) 1 573/4
99.3 9 rchased, 1904] & | On r., X (above, © C | 10=
o > 1904 ) On % crogs) ’ 574/5
82.5 -8 [Purchased, 1904] | On r., X (above, © C|10=
1904 On r crogs) ’ 574/5
1174 | £ .9 |(Afor AV) Onr., X 10=
[Purchased, 1904] 574/5
Restruck on a coin of Justinian ; on 7ev.,
ANVSPPA visible.
944 | £ .85 [ (DNVHI incomplete) Onr.,XI(Smis-formed) [ 11=
[Purchased, 1904] ~ | 575/6
86.5 | &£ .8 |(Inscr. incomplete On r., X| (above, ©C|1l=
[Purchased, 1902] and cros(s) ’ 575/6
86.3 -8 | (Inscr. incomplete) |Onr., XII (above, ®C|12=
576/7

[de Salis gift] and cross

1 These letters and the ¢ ¢, © C, and M on other coins of Thessalonica await satis-
factory explanation. Words like ®ds, ©eds, Oeoréxos, Mapia suggest themselves, more
especially as the letters occur in close connexion with the cross.

2 Year 7 is also marked Uil on the coin of Thessalonica in Photiades Cat., No. 214 ;
cp. Nos. 108, 110, supra, where both € and M are used for 5.



IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

Metal and

No. | Weight Size Obverse Reverse Date
123 | 764 |E -8 | [Purchased, 1904] |On r., XIl (above, & C | 12=
and cross 576:7
124 | 757 | E -8 nscr. partlyobscure) | On r., X1 (above ?)! |13=
(I[Purchased, 1904] n 5718
DNIVSTI NVSPPAV | | surmounted by
Bust of Justin Il r. | cross; onl, A
wearing diadem,
paludamentum and N
cuirass. o
in ex., T€S
125 | 426 | B .7 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., Il 3=
[P1 X1.15.] 567.8
126 | 464 1 [Purchased, 1904] !Onr., A 4=
368,9
III. NICOMEDIA
DNIVSTI NVsPP M on1, A
AVC Justin IT and N
Sophga seated, N
facing, as on No. 28. (o)
above, cross ; in ex.,
NIKO*
127 | 2193 | & 1.15 [de Salis gift] On r., I ; beneath, B | 2=
(pierced 566,17
and
plugged)
128 | 2006 | & 1.15 [de Salis gift] On r., Il ; beneath, A | 3=
| 567/8
129 | 223. | E 11 [de Salis gift] Onr., Il; beneath, B | 3=
1 567/8
130 | 209. | & 1.25 [P1. XI1I. 1.] On r., Il ; beneath, A | 4=
" 568/9
131 | 2104 | &£ 12 |(WQ) ] On r., Il ; beneath, B | 4=
[Purchased, 1904] i 568,9
. (NIKO)

1 The obliterated object may be either the cross or $C and cross as on the coins in
Kohne's Mémoires soc. imp. darch., St. Petersburg, iv (1850), p. 302.
2 Sometimes O for O.



JUSTIN II—NICOMEDIA—M 87
No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date
132 | 1984 | & 12 |(AQ) "~ |Onr, Il; beneath, B | 4=
3 gggkes ‘Weber gift, 1 568/9
133 | 1992 | £ 1.15 Onr., U; beneath,B (5=
569,70
134 | 1654 | £ 1.2 | (WC) Onr., 4; beneath, A | 6=
orthwicksale, 1860] 570/1
135 | 2482 | & 1.2 | (WC) Onr., 4; beneath, B | 6=
[Purchased, 1904] 570/1
136 | 1334 | & 1. VVC for AVG) Onr., 4; beneath, B | 6=
Above heads, cross) 570/1
[Purchased, 1904]
137 | 207.7 | & 1.1 | (Cross above heads) |Onr., 41 ; beneath, A | 7=
571/2
138 | 2048 | &£ 12 Onr., 4 ; beneath, B | 7=
571/2
139 | 209- | & 1.15 | [F. Parkes Webergift, | On r., 41 ; beneath, B| 7=
1906] 571/2
140 | 1806 | £ 1.1 | (WC) Onr., 9; beneath, A | 8=
Cross above heads ] 572/3
[Purchased, 1904
141 | 182. | & 12 de Salis gift] | Onr., 9; beneath, A |8=
: it n t 572/3
142 | 178.8 | & 1.1 |[Northwicksale,1860]|On r., 4; beneath, A | 8=
] 572/3
143 | 201.1 | & 1.15 [ (AVC carelessly en-|Onr., 9; beneath, B |8=
ved) " 572/3
[gl;r::rchased, 1904]
144 | 1912 | & 1.1 | (AC for AVC) Onr., 41 ; beneath, A | 9=
[Purchased, 1904] | 573/4
1451227, | & 1.2 [Purchased, 1904] | On ., 41; beneath, A [ 9=
I 573/4
146 | 2036 | & 1.15 Onr., 41 ; beneath, A | 9=
" 573/4
147 | 2132 | & 1.2 Onr., 4l ; beneath, B| 9=
I 573/4
148 | 1385 | & 1. DNIV STI &ec. Onr., X; beneath, Ae | 10=
Cross between heads) 574/5

[Blacas, 1867]




IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

. { Weight

Metal and
Size

149

150

151

152

153

154

155

156

157

158

159

160

222.5
204-
205-7

2133

2122
148.4
(pierced)
192.2
194-6

196.6

193.8

207.8

1115

£ 12

A 125

£ 11

A 12

ZA 1.15

& 1

A 115

£ 1.1

£ 11

A 1.2

&£ 1

Obverse

—g;or-s ; WGQ
Northwick
(WC)

e,1860]

ANGQ)
Cross above heads)
(Cross above heads),
scroll-ornament in
ex.?
[Purchased, 1904]
[Purchased, 1904]
(Cross?
[Purchased, 1904]
[Purchased, 1904]
(Ends &)
[Purchased, 1904]

(Ends NV2PPA/Q)
[Purchased, 1904]

GAD)
[Purchased, 1904]

DNIVSTI

Sophia seated,
facing, as on No. 28.

[Purchased, 1904]

NVSPP
AVC Justin II and

Reverse

On r., X ; beneath, A

On r., X ; beneath, B

|
On r., X; beneath, A
|

: On r., X ; beneath, B
I

[PL XII. 2, obv.]

| Onr., X; beneath, B
I I
|

On r., X ; beneath, B
i |

i

: Onr., )i; beneath, A
1

On r., X ; beneath, B
I

On r., X ; beneath, A
lll

On r., X; beneath, A
III

Onr, ﬁ; beneath, B

K

k onl, A
N

N

o
beneath, NI
above, cross.

Onr., il

574/5

’t—i

576/7
571/8

13=
5778

13=
577,8

566/7

! This is really the decoration of the foo;-rest or dais beneath the throne. A similar

ornamentation may be seen on many of the M coins of Cyzicus, and from a coin of Cyzicus

sented.

of year XI (PL XII 5) it is clear that an ornamented dais is intended to be repre-



JUSTIN n—cyzicus—M 89
No. | Weight Metsailz:.nd Obverse Reverse | Date
161 | 793 | & .85 | [deSalisgift] |Onr.,§ 6=
570/1
162 | 85 | & 9 |(W2) Onr., 4i T=
[de Salis gift] [PL XII. 3.] 571/2
163 | 1028 | & 1. [Purchased, 1904] {Onr., 4I T=
5712
164 | 1364 | &£ -85 | [Purchased, 1904] Onr.,4 8=
! ] 572/3
165 [ 1042 | £ .95 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., 4i 9=
, ] 573/4
166 | 100.6 | £ .9 [de Salis gift] | Onr., X 10=
| 574/5
IV. CYZICUS
DNIVSTI NVSPP| Mon1,a
AVC Justin II and N
Sophia seated N
facing, as on No. 28; (0]
above heads, cross. | above, cross;
i inex., KYZ
167 | 237.2 | & 1.25 | (SVC for AVQ) ‘Onr., |; beneath, B! | 3=
. " 567/8
168 | 2291 | & 1.2 | (SVC for AVC) ‘Onr., | ; beneath, B |3=
[Purchased, 1904] n 567/8
169 | 1888 | £ 13 |(DNIVST NVSPPAI)| Onr., 4°; beneath, B | 5=
| [Obtainedin theisland | 569/70
| ofCosand presented
by Mr. nJ. B.
Wace, 1906]
170 | 190- | & 1.2 [Purchased, 1904] | On r., 91 ; beneath, A | 7=
571/2
171 | 191. | & 1.1 ggvaan VSPP | On r.,4il; beneath, A | 8=
V) 572/3
172 | 2032 | £ 1.2 |(DNIVSTINA SPP|Onr.,4il; beneath, B g7=23
/

3
[de Salis gift]

1 Also with A beneath (private coll., 1905).
2 Year 4 (6) occurs in Photiades Cat., No. 208.



IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight Metsai.lz:nd; Obverse Reverse Date
173 | 2149 | & 115 | (AC for AVC) Onr., 411 ; beneath, A | 9=
[Purchased, 1904] 1 573/4
174 | 2142 | & 1.15 | (ONIVSTI ANVSIIC) | On 1., 41 ; beneath, A | 9=
R " 5734
(K< above heads)
175 | 1992 | &£ 1.15 |(DNIVSTI NVEP|Onr., 4; beneath, 8 |9=
AV) 1 573/4
(R sbove heads)
176 | 195. | £ 1.2 | (A for AVQ) On r., X; beneath, A | 10=
(star above heads)' [PL X1I. 4.] 574/5
[de Salis gift]
177 | 180. Z 1.15 | (AC for AVQ) Onr., X; beneath, A | 10=
[Pure: , 1904] 574/5
178 | 161.6 | & 1.05 | (DNIVS TIN VSPP|Onr., X; beneath, A | 10=
VC) 574/5
[Sotheby’s, Dec. 20,
1852, lot 206]
179 | 1473 | &£ 1.05 | (DNIVS TIN VSPP|Onr., X; beneath, A | 10=
V@) [Townley Collection] | 574/5
180 | 198. | & 1.2 | (A for AVQ) On r., X ; beneath, 8 | 10=
574/5
181 | 2184 | & 1.2 Q:NIVSTN ANVS|Onr., X; beneath, A|1l=
%:“ 1 575/6
chased, 1904
Pl. XII. 65, obv.
182 | 202.8 | & 1.2 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, B | 11=
1 575/6
183 | 1826 | & 1.2 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X; beneath, 8 | 11=
I 575/6
184 | 182.6 | & 1.1 | (A for AVQ) On ., X ; beneath, A |12=
[Purchased, 1904] " 576/7

p- 78, note 3, on M coin of Constantinople.

* This specimen clearly shows a

! On this specimen part of the framework of the throne is clearly shown : see supra,

is-like foot-rest before the throne ; it is orma-

mented in front with scroll-work and pellets, ornamentation which is often seen in the
exergues of the M coins of Cyzicus (cp. Nicomedia, suprs, p. 88, note), <




JUSTIN —CYZICUS—K—antioca—M

91
No. | Weight Mets?lz:nd Obverse : Reverse Date
DNIVSTI NVSPP | Konl, A
AVC Justin II and N
Sophia seated' N
facing, ason No. 28; o
above heads, cross. above, cross ;
. beneath, KYZ
1851 99. | & .95 |([DNIVJSTIN [VSP On r., Il (KYZ) =
AVC? | 566/7
[Purchased, 1904]
186 | 1052 | & .95 [(..IVSTIN rest!Onr, Il Qe
obscure) | in centre, pellet. | 567/8
[Purchased, 1904]
187| 994 | & 9 $DNIVSTN AN[VSP On ., 4 (KYZ) 6=
AVCQ ?]Sa : 570/1
[de Salis gift]
188 | 7. | & -8 |DNIVSTIN &c. Onr, X 10=
[Purchased, 1904] 574/5
189 | 885 [ & .8 [de Salis gift] Onr., X 10=
574/5
190 | 952 95 | (/ for AVC) Onr., X 1=
[Purchased, 1904] | 575/6
1911014 | & 9 [de Salis gift] Onr, X 1=
1 575/6
192 | 1146 | £ .95 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., X 12=
n 576/7
[Pl XI1I1. 6.]
V. ANTIOCH!
(e) With head of Justin IT
See Sab., i, p. 225, No. 4, PL. XXI. 4. The obr.
has the head of Justin II facing, holding globe on
which is Victory (like the corresponding K coin,
infra). The coin described by Sabatier is of year 2.

I 3

! Justin II's coins of this mint show a variation of the ordinary type on the obv.
and the obr. legends are generally blundered. A border of dots sometimes takes the place
of the ordinary reel border.



92 IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight ; Metal and Obverse Reverse Date
i ! (B) With figures of Justin IT and Sophia
' pNIVSTI NvsPP|Mon1, A
' AVC (usually blun- N
1 dered or unintelli- N
; ible). JustinlIl o
on 1) and Sophia| above, cross;
onr.)nimbate,and | in ex., THEUP/
. wearing tall head-
! dresses and long
' drapery, seated
| facing on double
throne. They sup-
port between them
globe surmounted
by a smaller globe
and a long cross.
Justin holds in r.
: sceptre with globu-
: lar top; Sophia
‘ holds a similar!
[ sceptre in L
193 | 234 | &£ 1.3 |(VN2APT SPST..)?|Onr., Il ; beneath, B | 5=
(border of dots i 5697710 |
[de Salis gift (border of dots)
[PL X11. 7.] |
|
194 | 2232 | £ 1.2 | (NTAP22 VNUrS1) | On r., Ul ; beneath, B | 6= “
border of doi{;)sg4 (border of dots) 570/1
[Purchased, 1904]
195 | 1996 | &£ 1.2 | (Inscr. as No. 194?) | Onr., Ul; beneath, [ | 6=
[Purchased, 1904 57071
196 | 210.7 | & 1.15 | (Inscr. as No. 194) On r., Ul (larger than | 6=
ocured in Syria| on No. 195); be-|570/1
and presented by | mneath, [
Mr. J. S. Agnew,
1906]
197 1 203.5 | &£ 1.3 VNTAC. .TAM.|Onr., U; beneath, I 7;. ,
A 1 571,2
(gorder of dots) | (border of dots)

1 Contrast the description of No. 28, supra. The foot-rest is here represented only
by the line of the exergue.

3 These blundered and unintelligible legends must have been engraved by workmen
ignorant of Latin. In most cases letters seem to have been arbitrarily inserted without
meaning and without attempt to adumbrate the forms of the original inscription. The
only element that remains nearly constant is VN=DN (dominus noster). It is not easy
—nor perhaps very important—to reproduce the exact forms that occur in these bar-
barous legends. On most of Justin’s coins (Constantinople, &c.) the D is badly formed
(sometimes becoming nearly O) or is placed sideways. Tﬁu D has given rise to V.



JUSTIN T—ANTIOCH—M 93
No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse | Reverse Date
198 | 234 | & 13 |(.NTD22 MTPSC.)|Onr., U; beneath, [ | 7=
(border of dots) " 571/2
(border of dots)
199 | 2225 | £ 1.2 |[(VNTD22 MTPSC.) | Onr., U; beneath, I | 7=
(border of dots i 57172
de Salis gift rder of dots
Salis g border of d
200 | 2114 | £ 125 [(VN.... TOOA) |[Onr.,U; beneath, |7=
H 571/2
201 | 2483 | £ 13 |[(VNMSS ..... ) Onr., U; beneath, [ | 7=
] 5712
202 | 1965 | £ 1.3 | (VNTUD NCLP) Onr., 9; beneath, I |8=
n 572/3
(in ex., THEYPO)
203 | 2025 | & 12 g NTLTAl ACUL |Onr., 9; beneath, I | 8=
n 572/3
. (in ex., THEYPO/)
204 | 2055 | & 115 [(..... VATSLLNC) l Onr., U; beneath, [ | 8=
i [de Salis gift] 1] 572/3
205|175, | & 11 |VTPCPLANWL ' Onr.,94; beneath, [ |9=
i 1] 573/4
206 ‘ 184 | &£ 12 |[(VNTPL NTDC\) |Onr., X; beneath, [ | 10=
| gbu(-)rrder of dots) (reel border) 574/5
| chased, 1904]
207 | 1886 | & 1.3 R/TN'CPL MCLL | On ., X ; beneath, [ | 10=
dor of dots (reel border) 574/5
| El")norchased, 1934]
208 11764 | £ 1.2 |(VNTOT UNTIAC) ! Onr., X; beneath, I | 10=
(pierced) (border of dots) (reel border) 574/5
209 | 2125 | £ 1.3 | (VNTATI .LANL) (On r., X and star;|10=
(border of dots) beneath, I 574/5
THEUPoO)
reel border)
210 | 225.7 | & 1.2 (VNTC'ETI\ v4D [On ., )l(; beneath, ;'115=6
LN /
border of dots) (reel border)
chased, 1904] [Pl XI1I. 8.]
21 | 2058 | & 1.2 (V(_/l\; NT &e.) Onr, )l(; beneath, é%5=6
rder of dots /
[de Salis gift (reel border)
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IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight Meféa.ii:nd Obverse ’ Reverse Date
212 | 2202 | & 125 |(VNTG. PNTIA\)|Onr., X; boncath, [ | 13=
&l))‘(:rrder of dogs&4 577/8
chased, 1904] (reel border)
(a) With head of Justin IT
[DNIVSTINVS] PP Koni,a
VT (sic) Bust of N
Justin II facing, N
wearing helmet o
and armour. Hisr. above, cross ;
hand holds globe | beneath, €
surmounted by Vic-
tory r., extending
wreath to his head;
his 1. hand holds
shield with horse-
man device; in field
I., CrOsS.
213 | 1062 | &£ 1.05 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr., II! 2=
[PL X1I. 9.] 566/7
(B) With figures of Justin II and Sophia
DNIVSTI NvsPPA | Kon1, A
VC  (usually blun- N
dered and unin- N
telligible) Justin II o
and Sophia seated | above, cross;
facing, as on No. beneath, € ;
193; borderof dots. | border of dots.
214 |1 105-1 { £ 1.1 | (VONITINOSPAN) Onr., 1l =
| i 569/70
[de Salis gift]
215 | 1185 | E 1. de Salis gift] iOnr., lI ;(Afor®)? [5=
Pl XII. 10.] | 569/70
I
216 | 915 | B 1. [ ONLWA) \Onr ui =
[de Salis gift] 570/1

! Cp. the similar coin in Sab., No. 5, year ‘1°,
supra, Ip 59, note.
n

coin clearly belon,
It is noteworthy ¢
legend is intelligible.

to that mint, on account of the

t it is one of the few Antioch coins of ti

obv. t,

On B as mint-mark of Antioch, see

spxte of the absence of any of the characteristic mint-marks of Antioch, this
and the borders of dots.
is reign on which the obo.



JUSTIN II—ANTIOCH—]

95
No. | Weight Meg;lz:nd Obverse Reverse Date
217 | 1115 | & 95 |(VNTIPTPV.)  |Onr,ull 7=
(reel border) (reel border) 57172
[de Salis gift]
218 | 111.6 | & 1. (P PMCi2C) |(Onr, U 7=
[Purchased, 1904] | 571/2
[PL XII. 11.]
219 | 1026 | & 1. (VNTIVN ...... ) |Onr., IIU 7=
[de Salis gift] 57172
220 935 | £ 9 |(VAPINC NAT.)(Onr., I 8=
[de Salis gift] (reel border) 572/3
221 {1027 | & 95 [(VNT.. .IUTWV\) |Onr, IX 9 (or
[de Salis gift] (reel border) 11?)
[PL XII. 13, rev.]
221 8. | A1 (VNTI? ITALC Onr, X 10=
[de Salis gift (reel border) 574/5
23107 | E 1L VNTTI VAN|Onr, X 10=
LC?) (reel border)® 574/5
[Purchased, 1904]
(a) With head of Justin II
DNI VSTI PPAVT ? || surmounted by
Bust of Justin II| ecross; onl, A
facing, as No. 213;
in field r., cross. Ig
in ex., THEUP
24| 774 | B .75 | (Inscr.partlyobscure) (On r., |; above and | 1=
[Purchased, 1904] below which, small | 565/6
CTOss.
225| 61. | A& .8 |(Inscr. blunder(;}))4 All as No. 224. 1=
[Purchased, 1904] [P1. X1I. 18.] 565/6
(B) With figures of Justin I and Sophia
DNIVSTI NVSPPAV | | surmounted by
(blundered and un-| cross; onl, A
intelligible). Jus-
tin II and Sophia N
seated facing, a8 on (o)
No. 193 ; border of | in ex., THEUP’
dots. border of dots.
26| 39.5 | £ .8 |(Inscr. obscuref Onr,ll 5=
', [Purchased, 1904] ] 569/70

! Sabatier (No. 30) describes a specimen of year 11X (13).



96 IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS
No. | Weight Me%allz:ndl Obverse Reverse | Date
227 | 386 | & .15 |(VNGTA IN..N)|Onr.,ul | 6=
[Purchased, 1904] - 570/1
228 | 556 | & .8 |(TNIA ?)04 Onr., Ul =
[Purchased 1904] [Pl XII. 14.] i5'10,/1
29 | 494 | &£ .75 |(TNUA . 30 Onr,ul 6=
[Purclmsed 1 4] 1 570/1
230 | 452 | & .75 |(..T. N.T.)) Onr.,4 =
reel border) ] 57172
[Purchased, 1904] |
231 | 406 | &£ .75 [(VNIC ...) Onr.,4 | 8=
[de Salis gift] 1] | 57273
(reel border) '
232 | 413 | E T |(o---- NU‘CO\&O Onr., 4 8=
orthwicksale, 1860] i 37273
(reel border)
233 | 524 | & .75 [(VNTClI ANUC\)|Onr, 4 =
[Purchased, 1904] 1 '572/3
(reel border) !
234 | 463 | £ .75 |(V.NT 2 Onr., X 11 =
[de Salis gift] | 97475
235 | 382 | B .75 ... NUTAC & Onr., X 10=
[Purchased 1864] (reel border) 574/5
236 | 546 | £ .75 | (Inscr. obscureP On r., X and star 10=
[Purchased, 1904] (reel border) 57475
237 | 432 | £ .7 |(Inscr. obscure) On r., X and star 10=
orthwicksale, 1860] 574/5
238 | 38 |&E 7 ceeoe. AUTNC?) [Onr, X 11=
[Purchased, 1904] | 375/6
239 | 52 | & .7 [(NeT? ....) Onr, X 11=
l 575/6
(reel border)
240 | 512 | & .75 |(Inser. obscure, ends [Onr., X 12=
TINC ?{ " 576/1
[de Salis gift]




JUSTIN II—-ALEXANDRIA -CARTHAGE 97
No. | Weight Meg‘;i:nd Obverse j Reverse Date
VI. ALEXANDRIA
DNIVSTI NVSPPAV | |+5H i
Bust of Justin I r., [+B ox., ANEX
wearing diadem,
cuirass and paluda-
~ mentum.
241 | 703 | £ .65 |(A\ for AV) [Pl XIII. 1.]
242 | 592 [E 6 |(A\forAV)
243 | 691 (B .65 |(Afor AV)
24| 61. | E .65 |(Afor AV) [Northwicksale, 1860]
245 | 797 | £ .65 | (Without AV)
246 | 84 | A .75 | (Without AV)
VII. CARTHAGE
(i) Head in profile
DNIVSTINVSPPA| X onl, P
Bust of Justin IT r., R
wearing diadem,! onr., A
paludamentum and
cuirass. N
(N for A usually) o
above, +
beneath, X
in ex., CAR
(A for A usually)®
47| 8. | &E . [Blacas, 1867] i Year 1
248 | 82.3 | £ -8 |(Inscr. blundered?) Year 1
249 | 66. | E .75 |(DNIVST INVS |[E. Aschkenasi of| Year 1
PPA? | Tunis, 1854]
Double-struck

1A imen (Rev. belge, 2nd ser., v, p. 837) is restruck on one of the Carthaginian

coins of Justinian I with »ev. Victory (as Pl. X. 6).

PR is doubtless for PRIMO.

There are stated to be similar coins of Justinian I; but are the obv. legends of these
correctly read ? (see Sab., i, p. 166; Pinder and Friedl., Minzen Justin., pp. 29 (note)
and 38 ; de Saulcy, Essas, p. 15 ; Windisch-Griitz Cat., No. 112). )

(]



IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight Metéaii:nd Obverse i Reverse Date
250 | 564 | & .75 | (Without A) i [Purchased, 1904] | Year 1
[PL xmir. 3] !

251 | 53-8 | £ .7 |(Inscr. incomplete) i [Purchased, 1904] | Year 1

(ii) Head facing
Silver
DNIVSTI NVSPPA | FELIX!
Bust of Justin II |R E S within wreath.
facing, wearing hel- | PVBL
met and cuirass;
1. hand holds shield
with horseman
group.
252 | 184 | R -6 [de Salis gift] [PL XIII. 3.]
253 | 163 | R .35 [Blacas, 1867]
254 | 164 | R .55 nk of England gift
[B?874] .
DNIVSTI NVSP ‘S’IL'"
P[A?] Bust of Jus-
tin II facing, as on
No. 252.
255 | 66. | & .8 [de Salis gift] w
[PL X1I1. 4.]
256 | 756 | E .15 [de Salis gift)] (D)
257 | 625 | &£ .7 |(EndsPPQ) [F. Parkes Weber gift,
1906]
258 | 608 | & .75
259 | 462 | E 65 [Blacas, 1867]

1 On the legend see Introd., supra, § 2, ‘ Justin I1I°.
2 The l is here both the mark of value (10) and the initial of the Emperor's name.
Pinder and Friedl., Méinzen Justinians, P- 50, cite Corippus, In_laudem Iustini, i. 853-6,

where the sanctum Iota of Justin’s name is mentioned.

also in the same poem (ii. 139

and 140; cp. Bury, Hist. Later Rom. Emp., ii, p. 70) it is said that the Emperor raised
on a shield at his coronation stetit ut sua rectus littera. For other I coins see p. 101



JUSTIN I—CARTHAGE—M 99

No. | Weight Megitlzeand Obverse | Reverse Date
| [DNIVSTI NVSP :
| A?] Bust of Jus- "{(
. tin IT facing, as on
i No. 252.
260 l 23 | E 6 [de Salis gift]
l (iii) Justin and Sophia (on obz.)
1
I M
DNIVSTI NOETSOFIAV Mo l,A;onr,V
Busts of Justin II and N m
Sophia facing; in ex., N
VITA? o
beneath, S ; above, 4;
in ex., KAR
A, size 1.1; see Sab., No. 13 ; Photiades Cat.,
No. 207.
X
DNIVSTINO ET X ;onl,A
SOFIEAC  Justin IT| X N
and Sophia, wearing N
head-dresses and (o)
. long drapery seated % onr, K
2 facing on double A
: throne; each rests’ R
| r. hand on knee;:
' between heads,
cross; in ex.,VITA?
261 | 242. | £ 1.3 [Purchased, 1904] 10=
Double-struck 574/5

! The € and C are not very distinct: cp. a specimen referred to by de Saulcy
(Essai, p. 25), who attributes it to Cherson, but the obv. very decidedly resembles the obo.
of Justin's African coins. de Saulcy reads the letter onr.as €; if it could be read O we
should have an intelligible monogram of the name of Justin.

? An acclamation for the long life of the Emperor and Empress—JTustino et Sophiae
vita. Cp. Vita tibi, Felices vivatis, Vivas in Christo, &c., of the inscriptions, and see art.
‘Acclamations’ in Cabrol, Dict. d'arch. chr. It is doubtful whether VITA occurs on thc
coins earlier than the reign of Justin II; cp. note on p. 24, note 3, supra. At the
coronation of Justin II, according to Corippus, In laud. lustini, ii. 167-9 ; cp. 1.310.

Laudibus innumeris regnantum nomina tollunt.
Tustino vitam ter centum vocibus optant.
Augustae totidem Sophiae plebs tota reclamat.

The usual formula of the woAvxpévor-was eis woAAa & ‘qua acclamatione mirum quam
Graeci delectati fuerint: hine nihil crebrius apud illos quam illa woAvypowd(ery, woAuxpé-
nopa, wohvxpévov * (Comm. in Codin., De Of., cap. xiv, p. 163, ed. Bonn). Such acclama-
tions were used at the coronation of an Emperor and Prince; at the imperial table
(Cod., cap. vii, p. 55, Bonn); at the Christmas Day service attended by the Emperor:
YdAhovow of Ydkrar 16 mokvxpémor (Cod., cap. vi, p. 52), &e.

475494



100 IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS
No. { Weight M""s":l and Obverse Reverse Date
ize
262 | 221.8 | £ 1.1 | (DNIVSTI SOIg(A)&B b 10=
[Purchased, 1904] (ﬁ) 574/
[PL XI1I. 5.]
263 | 291.6 | & 1.15 [Purchased, 1904] 10=
37475
DNIVSTINOETSO (Kon1, A
FIAA Busts of Jus- N
tin II and Sophia N
facing. Justin o
wears helmet and| onr.,V
cuirass and holds 1]
shield with horse-| above, 4+
man group; Sophia| beneath, S
is draped and wears| in ex., KAR
tall head-dress;
between heads,
cross; in ex., VITA
264 | 98 | & .85 |(Inscr. incomplete), [de Salis gift] =
top of head-dress [P1 x111. 8.] o72/3
semicircular and
ornamented with
cross.
265 | 1176 | &£ .9 |Top of head-dress|[Borrell sale, 1852,|8=
inted. lot 1065] 572,3
FI(')I. XIII. 7, obv.]
DNIVSTINOETSO | TwoVictories,r.and 1.,
FIEAC Justin IT and | supporting shield’
Sophia, wearing| ornamented with
head-dresses and| 3K; above, cross;
long drapery,seated | beneath,
facing on double| K (20 nummia).
throne ; each rests M
r. hand on knee;
between heads,
cross; in ex., VITA
266 | 1536 | &£ .9 [Purchased, 1904) [Pl X111, 8.]
267 | 1251 | & .9 [Purchased, 1904]
268 | 127.6 | £ .9 |(Afor AQ)

1 A circular shield appears to be intended, though on some specimens the form
tends to become oval.



JUSTIN II—CARTHAGE—I, TWO BUSTS 101
No. | Weight Meté‘;lz:nd Obverse I Reverse Date
269 | 1113 | & .85 | (Inscr. obscure) |
(w0orn)
270 | 1074 | A -8
Inscr. Busts of Jus- NIM
tin II and Sophia :
facing,asonNo. 264,
supra; between
heads, cross ; in ex.,
VITA
271 | 652 | £ -8 |DIS ACC (sic). Top [l XI1II. 9.]
of head-dress semi-
circular, with pellet
in front.
212 | 53. | A& .75 |DIS ACC Head-dress
as No. 271.
213 | 668 | &£ .7 |D[IS..?] NSC Head-
dress as No. 271.
214 | 556 | B T N Top of head- | (Restruck; on rev.,
dress pointed. NVS and traces of
[Purchased, 1904] helmeted facing
head ? visible)
[Pl XIIIL 10.]
275 | 638 .7 | DIV Topofhead-dress | [Borrell sale, 1852, lot
semicircular ? 1065]
276 | 47.6 .7 |DIV  NSC Top of| [L. Fraser, 1847]
head-dress semi-
circular.
277 | 385 | & .7 |(Inscr. obscure) !(Restruck on a coin of
[L. Fraser, 1847] Justin II similar to
No. 255, supra ; on
obv., traces of S
and[ ; on rev., traces
of Emperor’s head
facing)
28| 51.8 | B -8 NSC (Restruck on a coin of
Justin II similar to
No. 255)
219 | 383 | A& .55 | (Inscr. obscure) [L. Fraser, 1847]
[PL X111 11.]
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IMPERIAL BYZANTINE COINS

No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date
VIII. SICILY
DNIVI IVNI Bust| X in each angle, star;
of Justin II facing,{ whole in wreath.
wearing helmet
and cuirass ; border
of dots.
280 | 47. | E 6 [P1 X11I. 12.]
IX. ROME
DNIV S TINVSPP| XX above, cross;
AVC JustinII(onl)| beneath, ROM
and Sophia (on e:g,
wearing tall head-
dresses and long
drapery, seated
facing on double
throne. Justin
holds in r. globus
cr. ; Sophia holds in
r. cruciformsceptre;
above heads, cross.
281 | 793 | & .8
282 | 545 | & 8 [Presentedg&g Mr.
Lockyer, 1848]
283 | 615 | & .75 [(DNIVSTINVSPPA)| [Purchased, 1904]
284 | 74 | ZE .8 |(DNIVSTINVSPPA)| (Exergual line in-
(no cross) serted)
[Northwick sale, 1860]
[P1. X111. 18.]
285 | 67. | A& .8 |(DNIVSTINVSPPA) (Exergual line in-
(no cross) serted)
[Northwick sale, 1860]
286 | 79.7 | A& -8 |[(DNIVSTINV S PPA| [Purchased, 1864]

VCC  (Justin nim-
bate) (mo cross)




JUSTIN I—RAVENNA—GOLD 103

Metal and

No. | Weight Size Obverse Reverse Date
X. RAVENNA!
Solidus
DNI VSTI NVSPPA|VICTORI AAVCCC
VC Bust of JustinII| Constantinople
facing ; wears hel-| seated on throne
met with plumeand| facing, looking r.;
armour ; hisr. hand| she wears helmet,
holds globe sur-| tunic and mantle;
mounted by Victory| r. leg uncovered;
r. extending wreath | onr. shoulder,aegis;
to his head; his L | r. handholdss ;
handsupportsshield | 1. hand holds g obus
with horseman| cr.;inex., CONOB
group.
287 | 674 | A/ .8 S: at end of inscr.
288 | 68.7 | A/ .9 |[Northwicksale,1860]|Z at end of inscr.
280 | 70. | A& .8 [(AVD | at end of inscr.
[P1 XIII. 14.] [Royal Collection]
Semissis
DNIVSTI NVSPPA |VICTORIAAVCCC
VC Bust of Justin II| Victory wearing
r., wearing diadem,| mantle over lower
cuirass and paluda-| limbs seated r. on
mentum. shield and cuirass;
on her knees she
supports a shield on
which with her r.
hand she is writing ;
in front, T ; behind,
star;inex.,CONOB
20| 34 | AN 65 [de Salis gift] [P1 x111. 185.]

! The bracteate-like fabric and prominent relief of these gold coins prove that they
were struck in Italy, and I am inclined to regard them as Imperial issues of the Ravenna
(possibly the Roman) mint. That there was an Imﬁeria.l mint for gold coins in Italy is
in itself probable, and at Ravenna at the end of the sixth century we find mentions of

e scrinium aureae massae and of the monetarii auri (Diehl, L'Exarchat de Ravenne,
p- 164). The exarch was liberally supplied from the Imperial treasury at Constanti-
nople. Thus, in A.D. 577, 3,000 pounds of gold were sent to him (Diehl, p. 200).
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No. |Wexght Metal.lz:nd| Obverse l Reverse : Date

] | :
: Tremissis |
I

DNIVSTI NVSPP; VICTORIAAVCVS
AVC BustofJJustinIl | TORVM Vlctoryl
r., wearing diadem, inchiton advancing
cuirass and paluda- to front, lookmg
mentum. I.; in r., wreath;
in L, globus cr. ; in
field r., star; in:
ex., CONOB (type !

rude) \
291 | 21. | A .65 | [Purchased,1904] |(N for M) 5
: [Pl X1IT. 16.]

292 | 207 (A T [Pembroke sale, 1848, | (N for M)

lot 1456] !
i
|

293 | 227 | & .7 [(AVI)
; [C. A. Murray, 1849] |

COINS WITH THE NAME OF JUSTIN II NOT STRUCK AT THE
IMPERIAL MINTS.

GoLp.—Lombardic Imitations (?). “Solidi’ of ruder work and more
blundered than those described supra under ¢ Ravenna’. ¢Tremisses’ of ruder
work, especially on the rev., than those described supra under ¢ Ravenna’.

Gaulish Imitations.—See Babelon, Traité, i, p. 540.
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TIBERIUS 1l CONSTANTINUS

CAESAR (under Justin IT), DEcEMBER, A.D. 574—SEPTEMBER, 578.
AUGUSTUS AND SOLE RULER, 26 Seer.!, Ao.p. 578—13 Aveusr, 582.

Mints = L. Constantinople; II. Thessalonica; III. Nicomedia; IV. Cyzicus;
V. Antioch; VL Alexandria; VIL. Carthage; VIII. Rome ; IX. Ravenna.

No. | Weight M°ts"ilu“d Obverse Reverse Date

I. CONSTANTINOPLE

Gold Medallions

Tiberius 1I sent as presents to Chilperic, kin
of the Franks, gold coins each weighing a poun
On the obv. was the inscription TIBERII CON-
STANTINI PERPETVI AVGVSTI and the image
of the Emperor; on the rev. GLORIA ROMANORVM
and a chariot and charioteer. These coins were
shown by the king to Gregory of Tours (Hist.
Franc., vi, 2), but are not now known to exist.
In general appearance they must have resembled
the large gold medallion of Justinian I described
supra, p. 25. As to gold medallions of this kind
sent by emperors to barbarian princes, see Babelon
in Rev. num., 1906, pp. 185-9.

Solidus

OMTIbCONS TAN | VICTORI AAVCC

TPPAVI Bust of| Crosspotenton four
Tiberius II facing,| steps; in ex., CO
wearing crown| NOB?
(with circular orna-
ment in front and
surmounted by
cross) and armour ;
in r., globus cr. ; L
holds shield with
horseman device.

1] 678 | &7 .8 [Purchased, 1904] | A at end of inscr.

! Justin II died 5 October, 578, after inaugurating Tiberius as Emperor in the
previous month. :

2 Most specimens of this type are of very careless work on the obv., but in spite
of this they are probably of the Imperial mint; at any rate they have not the unmis-
takable fabric of Italy. This type of the solidus was probably issued in the first few
months of the reign, if we may judge by comparing the obv. type of the 2 M coins
(infra, No. 18) struck at Constantinople in year ‘4 ' (Sept.-Nov. A.D. 578).

P
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No. | Weight | Metal and Obverse Reverse Date
2| 656 | &/ 8 | [Purchased, 1904] |Bat end of inscr.
[PL XIII. 17.]
3| 682 [ A/ .8 |[(DN for DMN) [ at end of inser.!
[de Salis gift]
4| 672 | & .85 [Rich] € at end of inscr.
5| 691 | &/ .8 |(AV for AVI) ¢ at end of inscr.
[Blacas, 1867]
6| 678 | &4 .85 |(AVQ) Z at end of inscr.?
[Purchased, 1853]
7] 615 | &N 8 [Royal Collection] |© at end of inscr.
8| 678 | &4 .8 [(AVQ) | at end of inscr.
[Purchased, 1904]
9| 63 | A .8 [Purchased, 1904] |©¢ at end of inscr. (in
[Pl XIII. 18.] ex., OB+X instead
of CONOB).?
10| 675 | &/ .85 | DMTIbCONS TAN |UICTORTI [b]€ERI’
TPPAVI Bust of |AUS Cross potent on |
Tiberius II facing,| four steps; in ex.,
wearing crown| CONOB

(surmounted by |[Rollin sale, London, -
gl.cr.)andarmour; | 1853, lot 245]
in r., globus cr. ; 1 [PL X1I1.10.] |
holds shield with i
horseman device. i

11| 687 | 7 .85 | CONSTANTA UCU | UICTORTI bERIAUS

IUFELIX (i.e. Vivat| Cross potenton four
Jfeliz) Bust of Ti-| steps; in ex., CO
berius II facing (as| NOB
Consul).* In up- [Blacas, 1867)]
lifted r., mappa ; in [P1. XIII. 20.]
1., sceptre sur-
mounted by eagle
with spread wings,
and above it, cross.
The Emperor wears
crown, surmounted
by cross, and con-
sular robes (tunic
and embroidered

searf).

! One with A ; in private possession, 1905.

? H at end of inscr.: see de Saulcy, Essai, PL IIL 6; and Ponton d’Amécourt Caé,
No. 880 (Lombardic).

8 A similar exelrliue on a solidus of Phocas described infra; Pl. XX, 5.

* Represented like the consuls on the ivory diptychs of the fifth and sixth centuries;
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No. | Weight Obverse Reverse Date

12
13

14
15
16

17

t

27.2
34.3

22.5
219
22.6

22-4

g &

S S

E

-65

Semissis

DMCOSTANTIN’

VSPPAC Bust of
Tiberius II r., wear-
ing diadem, palu-
damentum and
cuirass.

[Purchased, 1904]
[C. A. Murray, 1849]

UICTORTIbERIAUS
Cross potent, be-
neath which,globus
(circle with pellet
in centre); in ex.,
CONOB

[PL XIV. 1.]

Tremissis

DMCOSTANTIN

VSPPAC  Bust of
Tiberius ITr., wear-
ing diadem, cuirass
and paludamentum.

[C. A. Murray, 1849]

[C. A. Murray, 1849]

(DMCOSTAN TIN
VSPPAI)

(DMCOSTAN TIN
VSPPAI)

IUICTORTIbERIAUS
Crosspotent; inex.,
CONOB

[P XIV. 2.]
(VCITORTIbERIA

[(/) A. Murray, 1849]
[PL XIV. 8.]

AYSTT for AQS%
C. A. Murray, 1849]

Silver
A silver ‘medallion’ (of Constantinople ?),

rev. A, is figured in

No. 225. See also under ‘Carthage

‘ Ravenna’ infra.

Photiades Cat., PL I
and

M

OMTIbCON (sic)

TANTSPPAV Bust
of Tiberius ITfacing,
wearing crown (sur-
mounted by cross)
and armour; in r.,
globus cr. ; 1. holds
shield with horse-
man device.
the solidisx %Cp
type, Nos. f—9)

Monl.,A
N

N
o

above, ’E
in ex., CON

cp. y the diptychs of Anastasius (Dlehl Justinien,
p. 111); Areobmdns (1bid., p. 458) ; Boethius (Daremberg and Sps,g

265);
lio, 1, p

o (ibid.,

This t{pe of the sohdus was probably struck some time between Dwember 578,
and Novem

nople and

er,
rovincial mints in year ‘5’'=

579, becanse a similar obr. begins to ap;

578/9.

consulship of Tiberius II; cp. Pauly-Wissowa, a.rt ‘Consul’, p. 1187,

ear on the bronze coins of Const&ntl-

T

e type commemorates the first
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Metal and

No. | Weight Size Obverse Reverse Date
18 | 2357 | B 13 | [Purchased, 1904] | Beneath, A; onr., Il | 4=
[PL XIV. 4.] I | 5778
19 | 203.7 | & 1.25 | (A for AV) Beneath, A; onr., Il | 4=
[Purchased, 1904] 1|577/8

omMTIbcoNs TAN [Tl on 1, A
TPPAVI Bust of N
Tiberius II facing N
(as Consul). In up- o)
lifted r., mappa; in | above, cross.
1, sceptre sur-
mounted by eagle
with spread wings,
and above it, cross.?
i The Emperor wears
| crown (surmounted
by cross, and with
circular ornament
in centre?), and
consular robes
Stunic and embroi-

ered scarf).

20 | 2342 | & 145 Onr.,U;inex.,CONB | 5=
578/9

21 | 2724 | B 145 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr.,4;inex.,CONB | 5=
[PL XIV. 5.] 578/9

22 | 277. | B 14 [Purchased, 1904] |Onr.,U;inex.,CONF | 5=
578/9

23 |1 2732 | A 1.35 Onr., U (obscure); in | 5=
ex., CONI’ 578/9

24 | 253. | & 145 [Purchased, 1904] | Onr.,4;inex.,CONA | 5=
578/9

25| 2752 | & 14 (AV? Onr.,U4; inex., CON€E | 5=
[de Salis gift] 578/9

1 Tiberius II dates his ‘reign’ from his creation (under Justin II) as Caesar in
December, 574; cp. Du Cange, Gloss., vol. vii, p. 155 (Diss. de num. § xxiii). Year ‘4’
therefore corresponds to December, 577-November, 578. As he did not become Emperor
till September, 578, the exact date of the present specimen is doubtless September,
October, or November of A.D. 578. In fabric, and in the details of the rev., this coin
closely resembles the Constantinople M coin of Justin II struck A.D. 576/7 (=year 12);
supra, p. 82, No. 81. There is stated (Rev. belge, 1862, p. 184) to be a Constantinopolitan
coin with the date ‘year 1°. On this date see note, p. 126, infra.

2 On the later coins (year 7, &c.) the cross forms the top of the sceptre. .

3 A circle with a pellet in the centre, probably a jewel. On some specimens it
seems to form a globus on which the cross rests ; cp. the rev. of the semissis supra, No. 12
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No. | Weight Meg}lz:nd Obverse : Reverse Date

26 | 256.5 | & 14 | [Purchased, 1904] |Onr.,U;inex.,CONE [5=
(pellet near centre | 578/9

of coin)
27 (1593 | & 1. [de Salis gift] Onr,y 5=
in ex., CON(A?)! | 578/9*
28 1200 | & 12 [(CO NS, &c.) Onr., 4l T=
Borrell sale, 1852, | in ex., CONA 580/1
lot 1066]
29 | 1777 | B 1.3 |(CO NS, &c.) Onr, 4l =
(pierced) [Purchased, 1904] in ex., CONB 580/1
30 | 158.8 | & 1.25 |(CON S, &c.) Onr., 4l =
Borrell sale, 1852,| in ex., CONB 580/1
lot 1066]
31 |182 |& 12 |(CON §, &c) Onr., 4l =
[PL XIV. 6.] in ex., CONI 580/1
32 | 2006 | & 1.3 |(CO NS, &c.) Onr., 4l =
[Purchased, 1904] in ex., CONA 580/1
33117083 | £ 12 |(CON S, &c.) Onr., 4l 7=
in ex., CON€E 580/1
34 | 173. | &