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1687 1HEODV VSPFA[ Bust diademed and draped r.
Rev. ]PVB[ Victory with trophy dragging captive 1. + I
(PLATE 2)

This type is not listed by Wroth with the head of Theodosius I, but the Agora coin bears his portrait (cf.
BMC, Pl. 111, 28 for a very similar representation).

. . : T
1688 On six specimens there are markings as follows: Ell\-/l-’ EIIW’ Tllﬁ‘ (confirmed), -PI @), €] .

1689 The SALVS REIPVBLICAE type is given by Wroth only with the bust of Valentinian III. Two of the
Agora coins have a diademed and draped bust r. with DN LEO[ on one and JLEO PF Al visible on the other
(both confirmed). The reverse representation seems to be that of Victory rather than the emperor (as BMC,
p. 26, 631.).

1690 This type, not in the BMC, is to be associated with the VICTORIA AVGG reverse used by Valenti-
nian III.

1707 One specimen (BMO, p. 81, 118) has ?107“‘- (confirmed).

1709 On one coin (illustrated on PLATE 2) the monogram seems to be an abbreviated and reversed version
of the second Anastasius variety (BMC, p. 88, 185-188). As nearly as one can tell, the form is VP. The obverse
legend has three letters faintly visible, possibly JASTL.

Another specimen with the standard Anastasius monogram has been struck over a “Vandalic” piece of the
type of No. 1724.

Seventy-two of 634 Anastasius coins from Antioch are of this monogram type. In Mrs. Waage’s publication
(Antioch, IV, ii, p. 148, No. 2063) they are attributed on the basis of provenance to the local mint. The large
number of specimens from the Agora and from Corinth indicates that the type was put out by various mints.

1710 1In one case the monogram seems to correspond more nearly to that found on the imperial issues of
Justinian (BMC, Byz., I, pp. 72f., 414-430), but the condition of the coin is such that one cannot be sure.

1711 Possibly a bust r. (very worn)

Rev. N‘:g
(PLATE 2)
This silver piece has a monogram probably copied from the € coins of Justinian I (cf. BMC, Byz., I, PL. X,
15£.). What remains of the lettering to the right of the monogram would seem to be a blundered rendering
of the termination of an obverse inseription.

1712 Bust diademed and draped r. (crude)
Rev. xt
(PLATE 2)
Nothing like this is given in the BMC. Six coins of the same general type were found in the Agora. Three
do not seem to have the lower broken bar of the monogram, and of these, two may have an A between the
two upper loops.

1713 The Agora coin has what seems to be RD in a wreath. In the BMC there is a silver coinage attributed
to the Ostrogothic king Witigis of which one type shows a separation of the two major letters of the monogram

RiD (PL. X, 5). Sabatier illustrates a similar piece (Pl. XVIII, 85) which he regards as the coinage of

Erarie, another Ostrogothic ruler. On the Sabatier plate the coin is marked AE but in the text it is classed
with the silver issues. It may be that the Agora piece once had an S above and a C below the RD monogram,
in which case it represents a bronze striking of Witigis or else was once a silver plated coin from which the
coating has disappeared. Like No. 1714 its condition is too poor for reproduction.

BYZANTINE IMPERIAL COINAGE

1740ff. The earliest Byzantine bronze is undated. Although the BMC gives a careful breakdown of the
officinae in use for each issue, there seems, for the purpose of this condensed tabulation, no particular need
to identify the Agora coins in that detailed fashion. Accordingly inclusive references have been listed for the
Anastasius-Justinian period.
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In 588 A.D. Justinian I began to place his regnal years on some of the bronze denominations and this
practice was followed by succeeding rulers. Some of these dates cannot be read on the Agora specimens but
many of them are still visible. In cases where only a few years are involved, I have given the specific BMC
references and a restricted dating as related to the pieces found in the Agora. For the most part, however,
because of the number of coins and the limitations of space, I have used inclusive dates and references for
" the catalogue proper and have embodied in the commentary whatever information exists as to the exact
years when individual coins were struck. With the money of Heraclius and Constans II, the quantity of
coinage and its almost uniformly miserable condition have made virtually impossible any chronological
or stylistic distinctions within any given issue. For those two emperors the references are inclusive ones.

In connection with the numerous instances of overstriking, the earlier type is identified by its number in
this catalogue. This is intended only as a general type reference and does not imply that details of date and
officina are identical. When the year of the earlier striking can be read, it has been mentioned in the com-
mentary record.

1749 The Agora coin, otherwise corresponding to the Sabatier reference, has the officina mark S in the
right field. Wroth does not list this type for Justin in the BMC, but a somewhat similar issue with a cross
to the right of the € is attributed to the Ostrogothic king Theodoric (BMC, Vandals, p. 52, 37-40).

1750b  The legible dates are as follows: years 12 (2), 15 (1), 17 (8), 18 (1), 19 (2), 20 (1), 21 (2), 24 (1), 87 (1).
1752 Years 13 (1), 23 (1), 80 (2), 88 (1).

1753 Mrs. Waage (Antioch, IV, ii, p. 158, Nos. 2112-2116) attributes the second variety of this € coinage
(BMC, 1, p. 40, 146-159) to Antioch, and the number of pieces found in the excavations there would
certainly seem to bear out her classification.

1754 Years 37 (6), 88 (1).

1755 Years 18 (1), 17 (1), 19 (1), 20 (1), 24 (1), 29 (1).

1756 Our specimen has XU to the right (year 15).

1759 On the Agora coin the date is that of the reference but it is not reversed.
1760c Years 22 (2), 26 (1), 27 (1), 28 (1), 88 (2), 85 (2).

1765 Although not included in the Byzantine section of the BMC, this type and one following (No. 1767 a)
are classified by Wroth in his later publication of the Vandal coinage as imperial issues struck for Justinian
at Rome and Ravenna.

1767b Diademed, draped and cuirassed bust seen from the front, head r.
Rev. X in wreath
(PLATE 8)

I can find no exact parallel for this coin. Its reverse type is that of the larger denomination struck by
Justinian at Ravenna (No. 1767a), which shows a facing head on the obverse. Tolstoi (Monnaies byzantines,
Pl 26, 518) publishes a specimen from his collection with the monogram of Christ on the reverse, which is
closely comparable to the Agora piece in size and in the rendering of the obverse bust. Our coin may be only
an example of a faulty cutting of the monogram with the loop omitted. On the other hand it may represent
a smaller denomination of the published X type, in which case Wroth’s suggestion that the indication of
denomination, |, is embodied in the reverse type would be unlikely.

1770 One coin has O in front of the €, a variety not given in the BMC, but recorded by Mrs. Waage (4n-
tioch, IV, ii, p. 156, No. 2158).

It is interesting to note that over one-quarter of Justinian’s coinage in the Agora consists of the € denom-
ination with a monogram on the obverse. In discussing the mint issuing this type, Wroth (BMC, Byz., 1,
p- 72, note 2) comments on the irregular flans which resemble those of the smaller AE of Thessalonica but
hesitates to make a definite attribution inasmuch as the 5 nummia denomination does not fit easily into the
system of division predominating at that mint. It seems to me, however, that the Agora proportions furnish
strong evidence for a striking at Thessalonica, certainly the most convenient source of supply for Athens and
& mint which was providing the bulk of the city’s coinage a few years later under Justin IT.
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On the other hand it should be noted that Mrs. Waage, who assigns the type to Justin IT, reports 54 spe-
cimens from Antioch, which leads her to suggest a local origin. It may well be that the striking of this small
denomination was not confined to any one mint.

1771 Years 4 (2), 5 (3), 6 (6), 7 (2), 8 (4), 10 (2), 11 (1), 12 (1).
1772 Years 8 (1), 4 (1), 8 (8), 10 (1).
1773a  Years 2 (1), 8 (1), 4 (5).

1773b  Years 4 (7), 5 (17), 6 (1), 7 (4), 8 (7), 9 (5), 10 (17), 11 (18), 12 (12), 18 (6).

One coin has S (year 6) to the right, not given in the BMC. Another uses the form Ull for year 7, as BMC,
p-. 85, note 2. Six pieces have been struck over an uncertain earlier type, one each of BMC, Nos. 105, 111,
118, 115, 119, 122.

1774 Years 8 (1), 4 (1), 6 (2), 8 (2), 9 (1), 10 (2).

1775 Years 6 (1), 8 (1). One coin (type of BMC, No. 161) has been restruck.
1776 Years 8 (1), 9 (1), 11 (1).

1777 Years 10 (2), 11 (1).

1778 Years 6 (1), 7 (1), 8 (1), 11 (1).

1782 Years 5 (1), 7 (2), 8 (1).

1785 Years 5 (5), 6 (2).

1789 Years 2 (1), 8 (1), 9 (2), 18 (1). One piece has 2{; (year 18) with A below, a form not given in the
|
BMC. Another (BMC, No. 82) has been struck over an issue of Tiberius II.

1790 Years 1 (1), 8 (2),4 (1), 7 (1), 9 (1), 11 (1), 20 (1). Our coin of the year 20 has XX to the right and B
below, as BMC, p. 187, note 2.

1791 Years 8 (1), 6 (2), 7 (1), 10 (4), 15 (1).
1794 This specimen is a restriking.
1795 Years 4 (4), 5 (2), 6 (3), 7 (1).

1796 Two have been restruck: one (BMC, No. 52) over No. 1789, the other (BMC, No. 49) over No. 1790,
possibly year 7.

1797 One is a restriking.
1798 Under one specimen is an earlier K denomination.

1801 Year 5 (8). Two coins of this year are restrikes: one over an issue of Maurice Tiberius, the other over
an uncertain earlier type.

1807a Five restruck.

1807b Thirty-five restruck: one over Justin I (BMC, Nos. 64-66), two over Tiberius II (No. 1787), one
over Maurice Tiberius, seven over Phocas (No. 1801 for six and No. 1805 for one), two over Heraclius
(No. 1807b, probably year 8, and No. 1807 ¢, year 10).

1807¢ Eight restruck: one over Justin II, one over Heraclius.

1808 Two are restrikings.

1809a Ten pieces have been restruck: six over Phocas (Nos. 1795, 1801, 1803 [2], 1805, and an XXXX coin
of uncertain mint), one over Heraclius (No. 1807b).
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1810 DN h€RA[CL]IS PP [AVG] Bust of Heraclius facing, wearing armour and helmet with plume
and globus er. In r., globus er.
Rev. XX with cross above, Il to r., and TES in exergue.
(PLATE 8)

The XX denomination is not recorded for Thessalonica in the BMC, Sabatier or Tolstoi. It is known for
Heraclius at Carthage, Rome and Ravenna. On the Agora coin the form of the mint mark corresponds to
that on the early K issues of Heraclius at Thessalonica as contrasted with O€S which appears in 614-615 A.D.

A second specimen of this same type was found in the Agora; on it the date to the right is I and the obverse
legend survives as ]N h€RA[.

1811 Three specimens have been restruck.

1812b Five restruck: one over Justinian I, one over Justin II (No. 1778), one over Tiberius II (BMC,
Nos. 871£.), one over Phocas (No. 1795, year 6).

718120 Three restruck: one over Maurice Tiberius.
1813b One (type of BMC, No. 263) restruck.

1815 Philip Grierson discusses this issue and other similar ones in a recent article, “The Consular Coinage
of ‘Heraclius’ and the Revolt against Phocas of 608-610" (Num. Chron., Ser. 6, X, 1950, pp. 71-93). His
convincing thesis is that the Heraclius coins with consular legends and without any symbol of sovereignty
associated with the obverse types belong not to the emperor Heraclius but to his father, the exarch of
Africa, who was the moving spirit in a rebellion against Phocas which began in 608 and lasted until the son’s
accession two years later. In all likelihood, then, this Agora piece was struck in the name of the consul He-
raclius between 608 and 610 A.D.

1817a The obverse type is that cited in the BMC (p. 284) for an M denomination issued at Carthage.
1817¢ Four restruck: one over Tiberius II.

1818a In publishing a hoard of 74 bronze coins of Constans II found at Soli (Nordisk Numismatisk ﬁrsslm’ft,
1940, pp. 185-147), Alfred Westholm suggests that certain issues were struck in Cyprus at the mint of Con-
stantia. The series in question are five in number:

1) M with KVTIP in exergue (BMC, pp. 222f., 269-274, attributed by Wroth to Heraclius.
Not in the Soli Hoard but in an earlier Cyprus find)

2) M with KWN to left and CTAN to right (Our No. 1818f; five in the Soli Hoard)

8) M with CON in exergue (Our No. 1818d; one in the Soli Hoard)

4) M with CON in exergue (Our No. 1818e; four in the Soli Hoard)

5) M with two figures and CON in exergue (Our No. 1818i; not in the Soli Hoard but in the
earlier Cyprus find and presumably to be connected with Nos. 8-4)

It is not entirely clear to me whether or not Westholm believes that all of the Soli coins, with the exception
of one Cyzicus piece, were minted in Cyprus, but I think he must be referring only to the types listed above.
If this is the case, 10 of his 74 coins are, according to his theory, of local origin. In the Agora the same types
are represented by 151 pieces: 68 of No. 2, 88 of No. 8, 40 of No. 4 and 5 of No. 5. This is nearly one-fifth
of the 817 coins of Constans found in the Athens excavations.

While it does seem evident that the coinage of Constans and of other later Byzantine emperors should
be divided among more mints than Wroth lists, I should hesitate to accept Cyprus as a major source of
supply for Athens. On the surface at least, it also seems strange that during a relatively short time, the mint
of Constantia should be using markings as diverse as KVITP, KWNCTAN and CON. There can be no question
of the origin of the KVTIP pieces, whether one assigns them to Heraclius or to Constans, and one could perhaps
make out a case for the attribution of the KWNCTAN coins to Constantia since Cyprus apparently favored
Greek letters and the unusual form and arrangement of the mint mark might reflect an attempt to distinguish
the provineial workshop from that of Constantinople. I find it hard to believe, however, that CON on the
bronze coinage was intended for any mint other than that of the imperial capital.

Westholm speaks of Arab raids on Cyprus during the reign of Constans as isolating the island from the rest
of the Greek empire and thus fostering a local coinage. Such a situation would make it all the more difficult
to explain how so much money from a Cyprus mint found its way to Athens.
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Among the 119 coins of No. 18184a there are a number which show deviations from the standard type,
notably in the substitution of a K for the cross above the M and in variant renderings of the reverse in-
scription and numerals. The Agora pieces, however, are not as badly blundered as the coins cited in the
BMC (p. 270, note 1) which Wroth thinks may be Syrian imitations.

Nearly one-quarter of the specimens of this first group (27 in all) are restrikes. Of the identifiable under-
types, eight belong to Heraclius (No. 1807b for two, 1807 ¢ for four, BMC, Nos. 204f. for one) and three
are issues of Constans. Of the latter, one is recorded as type No. 1818h, but it seems likely that in this case
the first and second strikings have been confused unless No. 1818 a extends over a longer period or No. 1818 h
begins earlier than Wroth believes to be the case.

1818¢c Ten restruck: one over Heraclius (No. 1808) and one over Constans II.

1818d Eleven restruck: two over Constans II. For one of these coins this is the third impression, the type
having been struck over No. 1818a under which is No. 1807b, year 20, of Heraclius.

18180 Five restruck: one over Heraclius.
1818f Five restruck: two over Heraclius (Nos. 1807b and 1812c).

1818g Nine restruck: four over Constans II (No. 1818a for one, No. 1818¢ for one and No. 1818h for
one, which last was in turn struck over No. 1818¢). The striking of No. 1818g over 1818h would indicate
that the latter issue began before 663/4 A.D., probably in 659 when Heraclius and Tiberius became Caesars,
a date which Wroth mentions as a possibility (BMC, p. 283, note 1).

1818h Seven restruck: one over Heraclius (?), two over Constans II.

1819a-b. This K type is not described in Sabatier, Tolstoi or the BMC. One variety (No. 1819a) is, I think,
the same as a specimen illustrated in the last catalogue (P1. XXXII, 14). The examples known to Wroth were
too defaced for complete identification (cf. p. 286, Nos. 258£.). Two of the Agora coins, however, have a variant
obverse type with a standing figure (similar to BMC, Pl. XXXI, 18) instead of a bust of Constans.

All reverses have ﬁ to the left of the K with various markings to the right and below, which seem to read

as follows:

Bust type — 1" (?) tor.; XXI (?) tor.; N tor., K tor. on obverse (restruck); N tor. (restruck-
PLATE 8); N tor., K to r. on obverse; N tor.; N to r., 11Z below.
€ € €
o O
Figure type - € (?) tor., A below; N to r., K to r. on obverse.
€

The dating for this issue, as suggested in the tabulation, corresponds with that given by Wroth for the
M denominations with ANA to the left, which he places ahead of the issues with ANNO. However, if XXI
does appear on one coin and is intended as a date, the type was still being struck in 661/2 A.D.

1819¢ Twelve restruck: five over Constans IT (No. 1818 ¢ for one, No. 1818f for one and No. 1818g for
a third).

1820 One is a restriking.

1823a Since Constantine’s dated issues indicate the year by Roman numerals, the B beneath the K on this
coin is presumably an officina letter, and one wonders what purpose was served by placing ANNO on the
reverse. The M denomination with which this K issue seems to belong is dated by Wroth 688/4 A.D.; our
coin may be of the same period.

1823b One piece was struck over a coin of Constans II (No. 1818a).

1824 The obverse of one specimen has a variant bust (as Tolstoi, p. 829, 189£.) with Constantine holding
the globus in his right hand. Of the others, five are restrikes (one over Constans II, No. 1818h).

1825a Two have been restruck.
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1828 Both coins show evidence of restriking.

1829a One has been restruck.

1829b Bust of Justinian II 1. (mostly obliterated) and bust of Tiberius r. facing, each supporting a cross
potent on a base. Tiberius wears a crown with a cross and a lozenge patterned robe.
Rev. K with cross above, X to 1., A to r., and A below.
(PLATE 8) X N )
X N
0]

The second coin in the Agora is the same except that it has B below the K on the reverse.

This type is a variant of that listed in the standard catalogues (No. 1829 a). The obverse resembles the gold
and silver issues of Justinian (BMC, Pl. XL, 4f.) in the representation of two busts supporting a cross
potent, but on our coins Tiberius wears a robe of lozenge pattern instead of the customary mantle. On the
reverse there is a transposition of ANNO and the date numerals which is unusual for this period.

1830 The catalogue and discussion in Hesperia, IX (pp. 858-869) deal with forty-four coins of Philippicus
from the Agora which had been identified prior to 1940. Since then an additional seventeen pieces have been
attributed to the same emperor. All but three of the sixty-one specimens give clear indication of restriking.
Thirty-nine are over the K denomination of Justinian IT (No. 1829 a) with two showing traces of a still earlier
type — an M issue of Justinian (No. 1828) for one and possibly Tiberius III for the other. One piece seems to
have been struck directly over an M coin of Justinian (No. 1828) under which may be an | denomination of
Constantine IV (No. 1824). Four coins, apparently mules, show no trace of the | reverse of Philippicus but
have what seems to be the standard K reverse of Justinian.

1831 Two restruck: one over another K piece, either of Anastasius himself or one of his predecessors.

1832 All of these coins have been restruck: one over Constans IT (No. 1818h), twelve over Justinian II
(No. 1829a) with three showing an earlier type which in one case may be an M denomination of Tiberius III
(cf. BMC, Pl. XL, 26), one over Philippicus and two over Anastasius II.

1836 Bust of Leo III wearing crown with cross and lozenge patterned robe and holding cross potent in
r. hand.
Rev. Bust of Constantine V 1., bust of Leo IV r.; cross between their heads.
All in barbarie style.
(PLATE 8)
Although there is a somewhat similar AE type for Constantine V, the Agora coin is clearly copied from
the solidus. It may once have been gilded and intended to pass as a gold piece.

1840 The coin corresponds to the reference except that on the obverse Constantine is represented as sup-
porting a cross potent (cf. Tolstoi, P1. 69, 14 for the same type on an M denomination).

1847£. One coin of each issue shows evidence of restriking.
1849 In one case an undertype of Basil I (No. 1846) is visible.

1852 Eighteen restruck: one over Basil I (No. 1846), eleven over Leo VI (No. 1849), one over Constantine
and Zoe (No. 1851).

1853 Seventy restruck: two over Leo VI (No. 1849), fifty-five over Romanus I (No. 1852) with four
showing the earlier undertype of No. 1849.

The large number of coins of this type found in the Agora suggests that the issue extended over a longer
period of time than the January to April 945 A.D. dating given by Wroth (BMC, p. 462). I should be inclined
to consider it contemporary with the coinage of Constantine and Romanus II, which was struck between
945 and 959 A.D. after the death of Romanus I. The strongest argument against its dating any earlier is
that this Constantine bust type is commonly found impressed on flans of Romanus I.

1854 Fifteen restruck: one over Leo VI (No. 1849), ten over Romanus I (No. 1852), two over Constantine
(No. 1853).
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1855 Sixteen restruck: ten over Constantine VII (BMC, Nos. 11-18 for one and No. 1853 for nine, of which
one has the undertype of No. 1852), three over Romanus (No. 1852) with two of these showing traces of a
still earlier issue (No. 1851).

1857 TFive restruck: one over No. 1864, three over No. 1867.

1858 Five restruck: three over Constantine X (No. 1857), two over No. 1867 or 1869.
1860 Three restruck: one over Romanus (No. 1859).

1861 Bust of Christ facing, wearing nimbus cruciger, as on the anonymous issues. Beneath this striking
is an earlier one showing a similar Christ bust with XC and possibly a large star in the r. field.

Rev. C B

'5 N B Patriarchal cross, radiate, on base and step; above it, pellets. The undertype is
apparently an obverse of Michael VII with JMIX[ and what seems to be part of the projecting
right arm and the upright of the labarum. There are traces of a still earlier striking which
could be the Virgin orans type of No. 1870, but it is highly uncertain.
(PLATE 8)

This Agora coin is a fifth specimen of an extremely rare issue discussed recently by Philip Grierson (Num.
Chron., Ser. 6, X, 1950, pp. 305-311) and tentatively attributed by him to the pretender Nicephorus Bryen-
nius. There can be no doubt that our coin belongs to this series although certain details of the pieces illustrated
by Grierson do not show up clearly on the Agora example. The upper bar of the patriarchal cross is perceptible
only to the imagination and the pellets which termmate the arms are indistinet; on the other hand the ar-
rangement of the pellets at the top of the cross is) more sharply defined than is the case with the other
specimens.

Grierson has made out what seems to me a thoroughly convineing argument for the attribution to Nice-
phorus Bryennius, duke of Durazzo, who took the imperial title at Trajanopolis late in 1077 A.D. and sub-
sequently gained control of Macedonia and Thrace. He was never in possession of Constantinople, and his
power lasted for only a short time before the revolt was put down in 1078 A.D. by Nicephorus ITI. As Grierson
has pointed out, the style of the known coins, and this applies also to the Agora specimen, makes it doubtful
that they issued from the Constantinople mint. The two pieces whose provenance is recorded come from
the Sparta Excavations and from the Athenian Agora, which would accord well with a workshop in North
Greece set up by the pretender. On the evidence of overstriking, the 1077-1078 A.D. dating is highly satis-
factory. The Agora coin used a flan of Michael VII, while a specimen in the Grierson collection was restruck
with dies of an anonymous issue (our No. 1872) which, as will appear later, seems definitely to have been
the coinage of Nicephorus III.

1862 Of these coins 264 have been restruck: one over No. 1864, one over No. 1865, three over No. 1867,
three over No. 1867, 1868 or 1869, four over No. 1867 or 1869, one over No. 1869 under which is No. 1865,
four over No. 1870 under one of which is No. 1867 or 1869, one hundred and six over No. 1871 with twelve
of these showing an earlier striking (No. 1859 for one, No. 1860 for one, No. 1867 for one, No. 1867, 1868
or 1869 for seven, No. 1869 for one and No. 1870 for one), four over No. 1871 or 1872, twelve over No.1872
with three having an earlier undertype (No. 1864 for one, No. 1871 for two with No. 1867 or 1869 under
this), thirteen over an uncertain anonymous type.

1863-1875 1In 1928 Alfred R. Bellinger made a highly important contribution to the study of the Byzantine
coinage in his revision of Wroth’s attributions of the anonymous issues, notably in the dating of the various
classes and the reclaiming of many of them for the imperial mint. Whereas Wroth had relied chiefly on style
and a correspondence between signed and anonymous types, Bellinger was able to draw on the Corinth
Excavations material and to make his arrangement on the evidence of overstrikes and a correlation between
the length of reign of the various emperors and the amount of coinage found at Corinth. Since his study was
published (Num. Notes and Monog., 85, pp. 1-27) a series of articles by P. D. Whitting and C. H. Piper in
Seaby’s Coin and Medal Bulletin for 1949-1952 has added valuable data on overstrikes, and the amount of
available material has been vastly increased by the classification of 2285 coins of the anonymous category
from the Athenian Agora.

This extensive new material entirely confirms Bel]mger 8 sequence of classes, with one important exception,
but indicates that certain changes must be made in the attribution of those classes to individual emperors.
Let us look first at the record of overstriking on the Agora coinage, supplemented in some instances by
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pertinent evidence from other sources. Rather than confuse the picture by the addition of another series of
Roman numeral classes to those already presented by Wroth and Bellinger, I have used an alphabetical
enumeration, with reference in the outline that follows to the preceding classifications.

64 restruck:

No restriking

48 restruck:

44 restruck:

55 restruck:

8 restruck:

40 restruck:

88 restruck:

CLASS 4-1

(Bellinger and Wroth: Class I)

84 over Nicephorus IT (No. 1855) with 9 showing
an undertype (No. 1854 for 1, No. 1853 for 5
with No. 1852 under 1 of these, No. 1852 for
2, and No. 1849 for 1)

15 over Constantine VII (No. 1854 for 1 with
No. 1852 underneath, No. 1853 for 8 with No.
1852 under 1, No. 1852 for 6)

CLASS 4-2
(Bellinger and Wroth: Class I)

CLASS B

(Bellinger and Wroth: Class IT)
85 over CLASS A-2

CLASS C

(Bellinger and Wroth: Class III)
27 over CLASS B
7 over CLASS A-2

CLASS D

(Bellinger: Class VI; Wroth: Class V)
81 over CLASS C with CLASS B under 2
2 over CLASS B
1 over CLASS A-2

CLASS E

(Bellinger: Class IV; Wroth: Class VI)
undertype uncertain

1 over CLASS D (Seaby’s, 1951, p. 148)

CLASS F

(Bellinger: Class V; Wroth: Class IV)
28 over CLASS E
4 over CLASS C
1 over CLASS B
2 probably over CLASS A-2

1 over Constantine X (Seaby’s, 1951, p. 192)
1 over CLASS D (Seaby’s, 1951, p. 145)

CLASS G

(Bellinger and Wroth: Class VII)
11 over Constantine X (No. 1857 for 8,
No. 1858 for 8)
1 over CLASS F
1 over CLASS F or D
1 over CLASS C
1 over CLASS B

1 over Romanus IV (Seaby’s, 1950, p. 530)

8 Constantine X over CLASS D
2 Constantine X over CLASS Dor F

8 Romanus IV over CLASS G (NNM 85,
p. 18; De Saulcy, Essat de classifica-
tion des suites monétaires byzantines,
p. 250; Seaby’s, 1952, p. 878)
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CLASS H
(Bellinger: Class VIIT)
97 restruck: 2 over CLASS G 106 Nicephorus III over CLASS H with
4 over CLASS F Michael VII under 1
16 over CLASS F or D

15 over CLASS F, E, or D
8 over Constantine X (No. 1857 with CLASS D
under 1)
3 over CLASS E
16 over CLASS D
1 over CLASS A-2

CLASS 1
(Bellinger: Class IX)
188 restruck: 2 over Nicephorus ITT (No. 1862) 2 Alexius over CLASS I
82 over Michael VII (No. 1860) 12 Nicephorus III over CLASS I with
6 over CLASS H CLASS H under 2
2 over Romanus IV (No. 1859) 4 Nicephorus III over CLASS I or H

9 over CLASS G with CLASS F under 1

4 over Constantine X (No. 1857 for 8 with
CLASS C under 1, No. 1858 for 1)

1 over CLASS F

1 over CLASSF,Eor D

8 over CLASS D

8 over CLASS C with CLASS B under 1

1 over CLASS B

1 over CLASS A-2

1 over Nicephorus IT (No. 1855)

CLASS J

(Bellinger: Class X)
49 restruck: 29 over Nicephorus ITT (No. 1862) with CLASS 8 Alexius over CLASS J with Nicephorus
H under 4 IIT under 1
7 over CLASS H
1 over CLASS F or D
1 over CLASS D
1 over CLASS B

1 over CLASS I (NNM, 85, p. 8)

CLASS K

(Bellinger: Class XI; Wroth: Class VIII)
148 restruck: 68 over CLASS J with an earlier striking under 6 Alexius over CLASS K
12 (Nicephorus III for 8 with CLASS G under
1 and CLASS F, E or D under 2; CLASS I
for 1; CLASS H for 1; CLASS G for 1;
CLASS D for 1)
18 over Nicephorus IIT (No. 1862) with CLASS

H under 3

5 over CLASS I with CLLASS H under 2

8 over CLASS H

1 over Romanus IV (No. 1859)

1 over CLASS G

1 over CLASS D

1 over CLASS A
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CLASS L

(Bellinger: Clasgs XIII)
No restriking

It should be noted at this point that there are published descriptions of overstrikes which directly con-
tradict the arrangement outlined above. While they cannot be ignored, their value as evidence must be
agsessed with considerable caution. The study of restrikings is often a difficult and hazardous undertaking,
as anyone who has worked with this coinage will agree. On some of the Agora pieces there are at least four
successive impressions which produce in many instances an extremely confused and puzzling record. Even
when the overstrikes are fewer, it is not always easy to tell which was the first and which the second striking,
particularly if the specimen is in a poor state of preservation. For the chronological sequence of the anonymous
issues it ig the weight of the evidence as a whole which must be decisive; when one coin is in conflict with a
considerable body of other evidence, it may be assumed with reasonable safety that that individual piece
has been misread.

Whitting and Piper (Seaby’s, 1951, p. 198) mention a possible overstrike of CLASS E on Michael VII. The
writers themselves say that the evidence is slight, and there is ample reason on the basis of the Agora material
to date CLASS E long before the reign of Michael. With regard to CLASS &, Whitting and Piper (Seaby’s,
1950, p. 580) cite two coins in the British Museum, one of which has this type struck over Constantine X
or Michael VII and the second the same over Michael VII. On the first coin apparently not enough remains
of the original striking to make identification certain. Since eleven Agora pieces have CLASS G over Con-
stantine X, one may suppose that the first London specimen is another example of the same sequence. The
second coin is more of a problem in that the identification is more specific. There is no illustration but the
piece is described as showing part of the legend of the Michael named type, the distinetive cover of the Gospels
on the reverse, and the line of pellets which forms part of the crown on the coinage of Michael and also of
Constantine X. Actually both the pellets and the Gospels cover are very similar for the issues of these two
emperors, and the two legends have some letters in common. Since there are three coins recorded elsewhere as
having the signed type of Romanus IV over CLASS G, it seems most unlikely that the latter could have been
impressed on a flan of Michael. On the other hand, judging by the evidence presented, it is quite possible that
the second London coin like the first is an instance of CLASS G over Constantine X*. For CLASS H there are
three published overstrikings which are at variance with the order suggested above. De Saulcy (Numismatique
des Croisades, Pl. XIII, 2f. — of which No. 2 seems to be the same coin illustrated in Sabatier II, Pl. LIX, 2)
has two specimens which from his description would represent CLASS H struck over Nicephorus III. How-
ever, the line drawing shows on the one side of the coin a clear obverse of Nicephorus with only a few blurred
traces of another type, and furthermore the piece corresponds in size to the anonymous issue but is too large
for Nicephorus’ named coinage when the latter makes use of new flans. There seems to me little question
that the Nicephorus type is over not under CLASS H, a sequence confirmed by 106 coins from the Agora.
Another example of Class H over Nicephorus is cited as being in the British Museum (NNM, 85, p. 8), but
R.A.G. Carson reports that no specimen there shows that order of types. In further confirmation, P.C. Whit-
ting informs me that he has found no example of CLASS H over Nicephorus among the many coins he has
examined, whereas he has two specimens showing the Nicephorus over CLASS H sequence so common in the
Agora. Schlumberger (Numismatique de I'Orient latin, p. 277) speaks of possessing an example of CLASS H
struck over Count Roger of Sicily. He does not specify whether it is Roger I or II, but both rulers postdate
Nicephorus ITI whose coinage, as mentioned before, frequently uses flans of CLASS H.

CLASS A-1 (John I and Basil II with Constantine VIII, 969-989 A.D.)

There can be little doubt that these are the first coins of the anonymous series. The similarity of the flans
to those used by Nicephorus II and the large proportion of overstrikes on the issues of that emperor indicate
unmistakably that these small flan pieces are the coins with pious types which, according to John Seylitzes,
were introduced by John Zimisces. Bellinger divides CLASS A into three groups: small flan (NNM, 85,
Pl. 1, 2) struck by John from 969 to 976 A.D., intermediate flan (NNM, 85, Pl. I, 8) struck by Basil II and
Constantine during the early part of their reign down to the suppression of the revolt of Bardas Phocas in

* After this study had been completed, I received word from Mr. Whitting to the effect that after three careful
examinations of the coin in question, he is now convinced that the undertype belongs to Constantine X and #of to
Michael VII.

I wish to take this opportunity of expressing my deep appreciation to Mr. Whitting, with whom I have had plea-
sant and profitable correspondence on matters “anonymous.’”’
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989 A.D., large flan (NNM, 85, Pl. I, 4-6; our CLASS A-2) struck by Basil and Constantine, Constantine
alone, and Romanus ITI from 989 to 1084 A.D.

With the division into three sections and the dating of the first two varieties I am in complete agreement.
Unfortunately when the Agora coins were classified there was no attempt to distinguish between the small
and intermediate flan pieces and indeed, considering the condition of the coins, no such distinetion could
safely have been made in many cases. I am, therefore, unable to give definite figures for the coinage of these
two groups, but the total (104 pieces) can be satisfactorily related to the twenty year period to which they
are attributed.

CLASS A-2 (Basil IT with Constantine and Constantine VIII alone, 989-1028 A.D.)

This and CLASS L are the only anonymous groups which appear in the Agora without traces of restriking.
The good new flans of increased size point to a reorganization of the currency which would accord well with
an era of prosperity after the suppression of the rebellion in 989 A.D.; the wide variety of ornamentation
(cf. NNM, 85, pp. 11-18) and the extent of the coinage (519 specimens from the Agora) alike indicate that
it was struck over a considerable period of time. In discussing this class, Bellinger remarks that it should
logically stop with the sole reign of Constantine VIII with the totally different issue of CLASS B belonging
to Romanus ITI who introduced a new gold type and might, therefore, be expected to change the type of the
bronze as well. However, the sequence of classes as outlined in NNM, 85 left Bellinger no alternative, in
reconciling the amount of coinage with the length of the individual emperor’s reign, but to conclude that
CLASS A-2 continued to be struck under Romanus. New evidence now indicates that one shift must be made
in Bellinger’s sequence, under CLASS D below, and this rearrangement makes the attribution of CLASS B
to Romanus III not only logical but feasible. I would then assign CLASS A-2 to Basil II with Constantine
and to Constantine alone, limiting its emission to that 39 year period.

CLASS B (Romanus ITI, 1028-1034 A.D.)

The evidence of overstriking establishes this class as the immediate successor of CLASS A-2 and it will, I
think, be increasingly clear ‘as the chronological pattern develops that it can with complete plausibility be
ascribed to the reign of Romanus III.

CLASS C (Michael IV, 1084-1041 A.D.)

Restrikes also fix this class in sequence directly after CLASS B, and, therefore, make it the coinage of
Michael IV.

CLASS D (Constantine IX, 1042-1055 A.D.)

CLASS D brings us to the one alteration required in the NNM, 85 order. At the time that article was
published there was no available evidence on overstrikes which firmly related CLASS D to other issues.
Although Bellinger states that it could conceivably have followed CLASS C, he favored the sequence: C, E,
F, D. In adopting this sequence, he was compelled to abandon the logical arrangement outlined above, a
chronology which he would himself have preferred, for the following reason. CLASS E is a minor issue
(1 found at Corinth, 13 at the Agora). Assuming that it came directly after CLASS C, it would, according to
the normal pattern, belong to the long reign of Constantine IX. This would be manifestly an absurd distri-
bution of the coinage and in order to avoid it, Bellinger was under the necessity of assigning CLASS E to
one of Constantine’s successors, bringing CLASS C down to Constantine and shifting, in consequence, the
chronology of the preceding classes.

The two overstrikes published by Whitting and Piper (Seaby’s Bulletin, 1951, pp. 143 and 145) change the
entire picture. CLASS D must follow CLASS C, with CLASSES E and F succeeding in that order. With this
rearrangement, CLASS D provides an adequate representation of coinage for Constantine IX and it, there-
fore, takes its place exactly where it should belong in an orderly chronological sequence.

Even without the crucial evidence supplied by Whitting and Piper, the overstrike pattern of the Agora
coins would strongly suggest D-E-F as the correct arrangement. It will be noted from the detailed outline
of restrikings that for the various anonymous classes, the vast majority of restruck pieces use flans of the issue
directly preceding: CLASS B with 48 restrikes has at least 85 over CLASS A-2, CLASS C with 44 restruck
pieces uses 27 or more flans of CLASS B. One would then expect CLASS D, with 81 out of 55 overstrikes on
flans of CLASS C, to follow immediately after that class in point of time. It is gratifying to have proof that
this is in fact the case.

To some extent considerations of fabric and technique substantiate the new position of CLASS D. Its
workmanship and its flans are somewhat better than those of CLASSES E and F. Furthermore, there is a
minor detail of the reverse type which may be significant. The reverses of all three classes have the same

8
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three-line inscription. On those of CLASSES D and E the decorative motifs above and below the inscription
are identical, with CLASS F there is a slight variation. Taken in conjunction with the other evidence, this
would seem to indicate that the reverse type came in with CLASS D, was carried over without change for
CLASS E, and then altered slightly with the introduction of CLASS F.

CLASS E (Isaac I, 1057-1059 A.D.)

This issue, found over CLASS D and under CLASS F, presents no problem of sequence, but there is con-
siderable doubt as to the reign to which it belongs. As we shall see later, CLASS F is the coinage of Con-
stantine X, which means that CLASS E must be fitted in between the reigns of Constantine IX and X. The
choice embraces Theodora, Michael VI and Isaac I. Up to this point the anonymous series has followed a
regular pattern with each ruler from John Zimisces through Constantine IX represented by a new or a varied
type. Strictly speaking there are two exceptions: Michael V and Zoe with Theodora. In both instances the
reigns are short ones, three and two months respectively. For the two empresses there is no known coinage
and for Michael only one gold issue which may actually, as Wroth points out, belong to Michael IV. One has
no hesitation in omitting them from the list of rulers striking anonymous types. The situation as regards the
later period is different. Theodora reigned for eighteen months, Michael VI for one year and Isaac for two
years. All struck gold ; Theodora and Isaac struck silver as well. Any one of them could have struck CLASS E.
My feeling is that Isaac is the likeliest candidate in that his reign was the longest and also the latest. One might
assume that the extensive anonymous coinage of the emperors through Constantine IX provided sufficient
bronze for Theodora and Michael. By the time Isaac came to the throne there was presumably a substantial
amount of anonymous money still in circulation ; the new issue which he put out was little more than a token
coinage if one can judge from the number of specimens that have survived.

CLASS F (Constantine X, 1059-1067 A.D.) .

On the evidence of 23 out of 40 restrikes, this issue follows immediately after CLASS E. Earlier than Con-
stantine X it cannot be since there is a specimen of CLASS F struck over a named piece of Constantine
(Seaby’s, 1951, p. 192). CLASS G, which is clearly the coinage of Romanus IV, oceurs over CLASS F and to
an even greater extent over the signed issues of Constantine X, all of which points to the attribution of
CLASS F to Constantine.

CLASS G (Romanus IV, 1067-1071 A.D.)

The only explanation for the occurrence of CLASS G under and over signed coins of Romanus IV is that
this anonymous issue is his, a dating confirmed by the high proportion of its restrikes over the named coinage
of Constantine X, his predecessor.

CLASS H (Michael VII, 1071-1078 A.D.)

This is the only anonymous group for which the overstriking evidence is not clear cut. In every other
instance the highest percentage of identifiable restrikes involves the anonymous or signed issues of the reign
immediately preceding. However, 106 Agora coins of Nicephorus IIT were struck over CLASS H and in one
instance at least the CLASS H type was impressed on a signed piece of Michael VII. Further support for
the attribution of this class is provided by the large number of coins of CLASS I, which belongs to Nice-
phorus III, struck over named pieces of Michael.

CLASS I (Nicephorus III, 1078-1081 A.D.)

In view of the appalling quantity of signed coinage of Nicephorus III found in the Agora, one hesitates to
attribute another 859 specimens of CLASS I to the same three year reign, but I can see no alternative. One
has on the one hand 82 coins of CLASS I struck over signed flans of Michael VII and 2 over signed flans
of Nicephorus; at the same time there exist 12 signed pieces of Nicephorus and 2 of Alexius struck over
CLABS I. There seems no way of escaping the assignment of this common anonymous issue to Nicephorus III.

CLASSES J, K and L (Alexius I, 1081-1118 A.D.)

The occurrence of J over I and K over J leaves no question as to the order of these classes. Both J and K
are used as flans for the signed coinage of Alexius I so the issues must be his or those of Nicephorus. Apart
from the fact that Nicephorus is already more than adequately represented in surviving money, a consider-
ation of greater significance is the frequency with which CLASSES J and K appear over his signed coinage, a
pattern which has hitherto indicated that the anonymous pieces of the second striking belong to a later
emperor. I should be inclined to attribute both classes to Alexius’ long 87 year reign. For CLASS L there
are only two coins and no evidence of restriking; in all probability it too was struck by Alexius.
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With the anonymous series as outlined above, we have then a clearly interlocked sequence running from
John Zimisces through Alexius I, with every reign, except those of Theodora and Michael VI, represented
by a separate anonymous class whose proportions as found in the Agora show a reasonable correlation with
the length of the individual emperor’s reign. The pattern of restrikes is highly consistent, one class providing
the bulk of the flans for the restruck issues of the class immediately following. As later emperors began to
put out both signed and anonymous money, one finds, as is completely logical, that as a new ruler came to
the throne, he tended to draw his predecessor’s signed issues from circulation by overstriking them with his
own anonymous type. There was less compulsion to withdraw anonymous pieces which carried no indication
of the striking authority and such money was seemingly left to circulate until such time as a need for flans
arose. It was then called in and restruck with the signed types of the current ruler.

Any consideration of the anonymous issues raises questions as to why these types were introduced and
what purpose they served for over a century, first as a substitute for and later as a supplement to the signed
bronze coinage. To these questions I can suggest no plausible answer. The evidence from the Agora does,
however, offer the strongest substantiation for Bellinger’s belief that CLASSES H to L were issues of the
imperial mint rather than money of the Crusaders struck in Syria and Palestine (as suggested by Wroth,
BMC, p. 554). If the revised chronology presented here is correct, the first two classes (H and I) which bear
the cross device on the reverse can have no connection at all with the Crusades since they were struck by
Michael VII and Nicephorus III. Conceivably CLASS J with the cross resting on a crescent could refer to the
struggle between the Christian and Islamic worlds. If so, it dates some years after the beginning of the reign
of Alexius.

1877 One of these coins (illustrated on PLATE 8) has on the obverse a crudely rendered figure of Christ
seated on a throne with high back and on the reverse a cross of equal limbs terminating at the base in a
floral pattern, with U D in the upper angles. Two other pieces (corresponding to Sab. II, p. 236, 6) show
a similar representation of the seated Christ obverse and on the reverse a jewelled cross reposing on a crescent.
Sabatier attributes this type to the Latin emperors of Constantinople, but Schlumberger (Numismatique de
IOrient latin, p. 274) doubts that they struck coinage. I think this type is more likely a barbarous imitation
composed of elements of three anonymous classes — D, C, and J.

A fourth Agora imitation has again a seated Christ obverse and as a reverse type, a eross with IC  XC in
the lower field and possibly NI KA in the upper (for a somewhat similar type ¢f. NNM, 85, P1. III, 7). The
final type is that of a Christ bust on the obverse with the reverse impression of a cross with pronged ends
between the arms of which are pellets or blundered letters.

1878 This is a scyphate piece of billon.

The arrangement of the coinage of Alexius differs somewhat from that of the BMC, where there is no
indication, however, that Wroth intended a definitive order of strikings. The restrike evidence from the
Agora ingofar as it is specific is as follows: No. 1883 — one probably over No. 1880; No. 1886 - three over
No. 1883, one over No. 1887; No. 1887 — eight over No. 1883 (to which can be added another example in the
BMC), one over No. 1880, seven over No. 1886. This suggests as the order of issue: standing Alexius, Alexius
bust, Virgin, and finally the cross types. Without doubt some of these issues were concurrent, which would
explain the occurrence of one specimen of No. 1886 over No. 1887, as contrasted with seven examples of the
reverse order of strikings.

It is interesting to note that whereas Nos. 1883, 1886 and 1887 appear over anonymous issues of Alexius,
there is no instance of one of the latter over a signed type, which would seem to indicate, as in the case of
the anonymous series as a whole, that the named issues of any given emperor were struck slightly later than
his anonymous coinage.

1880 One restruck.
1882 One restruck.

1883 Twenty-one restruck: one over No. 1874, one over uncertain anonymous type, one probably over
No. 1880.

1885 One restruck.

1886 Twenty-five restruck: three over No. 1873 with No. 1862 under one, three over No. 1874, four over
Alexius (No. 1883 for three, No. 1887 for one).

8*
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1887 Fifty-two restruck: two over No. 1872, two over No. 1874, two over uncertain anonymous issue,
sixteen over Alexius (No. 1880 for one, No. 1883 for eight, No. 1886 for seven).

1888 One restruck.
1889 Both restruck.

1890 Miss Edwards (Corinth, VI, p. 142, note 2) has a similar mule combining the reverses of these two
popular Alexius issues. She suggests that the Corinth piece is of barbarous origin and the same may be true
of the Agora specimen. I have not been able to reexamine it, but the record on the card makes no mention
of a barbaric appearance. While one cannot rule out the possibility that such mules were imitations of imperial
issues, it seems to me quite likely that many of them were simply the result of hasty and careless striking.
Much of the bronze coinage of Constans II, which was issued in such abundance, is characterized by variant
and irregular inseriptions. One can, I think, assume that in general these were official issues — that the mint
was working under pressure so great that there was no proper scrutiny of the output and coins of slipshod
workmanship were allowed to pass into circulation. At a later period under Alexius, John and Manuel one
finds a similarly copious and poorly struck coinage, and it is then that the mules begin to appear with some
frequency: two for Alexius (including the anonymous combination of CLASSES J and K, No. 1876), two
for John and twenty-three for Manuel. Also with Manuel’s issues there are other deviations of lesser impor-
tance, such ag the transposition of the letters of the monogram. Again we have what seems to be an overtaxed
mint or mints putting out a coinage of distinetly poor quality with chipped and reused flans and careless die
cutting. Apparently the mint magistrates had no scruples about combining on occasion odd reverses and
obverses if the dies were not worn out since the use of misfits was quicker and cheaper than cutting the proper
new dies.

1891 Two of these coins are obviously barbaric imitations of the jewelled eross type. A third (probably
restruck) is very similar to a specimen cited by Miss Edwards from Corinth (p. 142, 122) showing an Alexius
bust with the labarum instead of the usual cruciform sceptre, and on the reverse, a jewelled cross with the
lower letters of the inseription placed at a diagonal slant. Miss Edwards suggests a Crusader origin.

Of the other imitations, two are Miss Edwards’ type No. 172 with a cross on both obverse and reverse, a
third is her No. 175 with the bust of an emperor and a cross, in the angles of which is the legend :\ﬁ )é/C\
The two issues are listed in the Corinth publication under “Byzantine Uncertain”, but I wonder if they may
not both be imitations of Alexius issues, the one repeating his patriarchal cross type on both sides of the
coin and the other combining obverses No. 1884 and No. 1889.

1892 This is a silver scyphate coin which had been gilded. It corresponds to the reference except that instead
of the customary obverse legend only | (W is visible to the 1. upward. M- appears above the two figures and oV
to the r.

1894 One coin has been restruck; it is diffieult to be sure whether it belongs to this group or the one just
preceding.

1895 Two restruck.

1897 Both mules have the Virgin orans reverse, combined in one case with the obverse of No. 1894 and
in the other with No. 1895. The latter has been struck over a coin of Constantine IX.

1899ff. Nos. 1899-1902 are scyphate bronze issues. No. 1899 is similar to the BMC reference but the pieces
catalogued there are of electrum while ours is bronze. One specimen of No. 1900 has been restruck.

As with the coinage of Alexius, an attempt has been made to arrange Manuel’s regular bronze issues (Nos.
1903-1909) in the order suggested by the overstrikings found on the Agora coins: No. 1907 — one over No.1904
with No. 1908 under that, one over No. 1908, one over No. 1906; No. 1908 — two over No. 1904, seven over
No. 1907; No. 1909 - one possibly over No. 1908. In two instances, No. 1907 over No. 1904 over No.1908
and No. 1907 over No. 1908, there is a contradiction of the order otherwise indicated. This may be due to a
misreading of the sequence of impressions on poorly preserved specimens or it may more likely be the result
of issues continued in circulation over a long period of time and used interchangeably for restriking. The
monogram and St. George types are by far the most common in the Agora group, and the quantity found
surely indicates that both extended over many years. So slight is the evidence on overstrikes as compared
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with the vast amount of Manuel money, that this arrangement should be considered as little more than a
tentative effort, incorporating the information on the Agora pieces, which will undoubtedly need revision when
the final study of the late Byzantine coinage is made.

1904 Two restruck.
1905 One restruck.
1906 Seven restruck.

1907 Twenty-one coins of the first monogram type (p. 580, 79-82) have been restruck: one over No. 1904
with No. 1908 under that, one over No. 1906, one over No. 1908. Three specimens of this same group show
a variation in the monogram, the A and K having been transposed.

1908 Twenty-six restruck: two over No. 1904, seven over No. 1907.
1909 Three restruck: one over No. 1895 under which is No. 1862, one possibly over No. 1908.

1910 The combinations of obverses and reverses are as follows:

10 with obverse of No. 1909, reverse of No. 1907 (p. 580, 79-82)
8 with obverse of No. 1908, reverse of No. 1907 ( ’ )
1 with obverse of No. 1904, reverse of No. 1908
1 with obverse of No. 1904, reverse of No. 1907 (p. 580, 83-85)
1 with obverse of No. 1907, reverse of No. 1908
1 with obverse of No. 1906, reverse of No. 1907 (p. 580, 79-82)
1 with obverse of No. 1903, reverse of No. 1904

1912 Seven restruck: four over No. 1907, one over No. 1908.
1913 One restruck: over No. 1912.
1914 Nos. 1914-1916 are scyphate AE pieces.

1919 Four restruck: two over No. 1907, one over No. 1912.

1920 These two pieces have the Isaac obverse of No. 1919, commonly found in association with the bust
of St. Michael, and on the reverse a representation of St. George carrying spear in r. hand and with the
letters I' | visible in the r. field. Their state of preservation is too bad for reproduction, and one cannot be
certain whether they represent an unrecorded St. George type of Isaac or are simply mules combining an
Isaac obverse with a Manuel reverse.

1922 Scyphate bronze.
1925 Scyphate bronze.
1926 Scyphate bronze.

1928 The reverse of our coin, a scyphate bronze like the reference, is recorded as having a bust of Christ.
Either this is a variation or the type has been incorrectly identified from a worn specimen.

1929 All five coins of Theodore of Thessalonica are scyphate bronze. No. 1929 has an obverse corresponding
to Sabatier, IT, Pl. LXVI, 2 - to which the nearest parallel is a silver issue in the BMC (Pl. XXVI, 2). Our
piece, however, according to the record has a bust of Christ or the Virgin on the reverse, seemingly the type
of BMC, Pl. XXVI, 8.

1932 Scyphate bronze.

FRANKISH COINAGE

1933-1937 Schlumberger assigns Nos. 1933-7935 to the period prior to 1250 A.D. before the opening of
the mint at Clermont and believes that most of the coins were struck at Corinth. No. 1936 was issued after
1250 at Clermont and No. 1937 between 1255 and 1260 A.D. in Euboea.
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1938 This type and the one following are described by Schlumberger (p. 814) as counterfeit hybrids.

1953-1956 Nos. 1953 1. are dated by Schlumberger to 1287-1291 A.D., No.1955 t01291-1294, and No.1956
to 1294-1308 A.D. One Agora specimen of the last type has the variant legends, GVI DVX ATENS and
TheBANI CIVS, cited by Schlumberger, p. 840.

1957 The DE CLARENCIA type is classed as a counterfeit hybrid in L’'Ortent latin, p. 840.
1959%. No. 1959 was struck at Lepanto; No. 7960 at Corfu.

ITALIAN COINAGE

1981 One specimen probably restruck.

1984 On one coin the Castle Tournois type with CAMPI BASSI appears on both obverse and reverse. Schlum-
berger (p. 857, note 4) cites a similar piece which has the name of Nicholas on both sides and suggests that
guch errors in striking may be the work of minor mints.

VENETIAN COINAGE

2007 This coin is billon (confirmed). Since the type is known only in gold, the Agora specimen would seem
to be an imitation or a forgery.

019 One coin with DALMA ET ALBAN has been restruck.



Aemilian, Nos. 865-367

Alexius I, Nos. 1873-1876, 1878-1890

Alexius III, Nos. 1922f.

Alexius III of Trebizond, No. 1932

Anastasius I, Nos. 1740-1744 and “Vandalic”
No. 1709

Anastasius II, No. 1831

Andronicus I, Nos. 1912f.

Andronicus IT, Nos. 1924f.

Antoninus Pius, Nos. 106-125

Arcadius, Nos. 1498-1561

Arcadius or Honorius, Nos. 1562-1568

Athalaric, No. 1785

Augustus, Nos. 14-17

Aurelian, Nos. 576-629

Baduila, Nos. 1787-1739

Barbarigo, Agostino, No. 2005

Basil I, Nos. 1844-1848

Basil II, Nos. 18631.

Bohemond I of Antioch, Nos. 1965f.

Caracalla, Nos. 209-218

Carinus, Nos. 718-721

Carus, Nos. 709-712

Celsi, Lorenzo, No. 1997

Charles I of Anjou, Nos. 1940, 1977
Charles IT of Anjou, Nos. 1941, 1978
Chios, Lords of, No. 1971

Cicogna, Pasquale, No. 2014
Claudius, No. 19

Claudius IT, Nos. 562-574
Commodus, Nos. 182-192

Constans I, Nos. 1182-1191
Constans II, Nos. 1818-1822
Constantine I, Nos. 817-914

INDEX

RULERS

Constantine X, Nos. 1857f., 1869
Constantius IT, Nos. 1029-1180
Constantius Chlorus, Nos. 755-768
Constantius Gallus, Nos. 1198-1215
Contarini, Andrea, No. 1999
Corner, Marco, No. 1998

Crispina, Nos. 198f.

Crispus, Nos. 955-979

Dandolo, Andrea, Nos. 1998f.
Dandolo, Francesco, No. 1991
Dandolo, Giovanni, No. 1990
Da Ponte, Nicolo, No. 2013
Delmatius, Nos. 1192-1195
Didius Julianus, No. 195
Diocletian, Nos. T27-741
Dolfin, Giovanni, Nos. 19951,
Domitian, Nos. 81-41

Elagabalus, Nos. 224-227
Eudocia, No. 1650

Eudoxia, Nos. 1570-1572
Eugenius, Nos. 1494-1497

Fausta, No. 916

Faustina I, Nos. 126-136
Faustina II, Nos. 152-169
Flaccilla, Nos. 1482-1487
Florent of Hainaut, No. 1942
Florian, Nos. 644-649

Gabalas, Leo (King of Rhodes), No. 1972
Galba, No. 21

Galeria, No. 771

Galerius, Nos. 764-770

Gallienus, Nos. 389-516

Constantine I and family, Nos. 928-954 and pages49f.  Gauthier of Brienne, No. 1958

Constantine II, Nos. 980-1028
Constantine IV, Nos. 1823-1825
Constantine V, Nos. 1834f.
Constantine VI, No. 1838
Constantine VII, Nos. 1851-1854
Constantine VIII, Nos. 18681.
Constantine IX, No. 1867

Gelimer, No. 1681

George I of Tenos, No. 1970
Geta, Nos. 221-223

Gordian III, Nos. 275-310
Gradenigo, Bartolomeo, No. 1992
Gratian, Nos. 1832-1370
Grimani, Marino, No. 2015



120

Gritti, Andrea, Nos. 20071.
Guy I de la Roche, Nos. 1948f.
Guy II de la Roche, Nos. 1953-1957

Hadrian, Nos. 67-103

Helen, Nos. 917-921

Heraclius, Nos. 1807-1817

Herennia Etruscilla, Nos. 843-345

Herennius Etruscus, Nos. 846f.

Hilderic, No. 1680

Honorius, Nos. 1573-1621 and ‘“Vandalic”’ No. 1682
Honorius or Arcadius, Nos. 1562-1568

Irene, Nos. 1838{.

Isaac I, No. 1868

Isaac II, Nos. 1914-1920

Isabelle of Villehardouin, No. 1943

Johannes, No. 1652

John I, Nos. 1856, 1863

John II, Nos. 1892-1897

John I of Brittany, No. 1976

John II of Epirus, No. 1961

John IT of Grande Vlaquie, No. 1969

John I of Nicaea, No. 1927

John of Gravina, No. 1947

John XXITI, Pope at Avignon, No. 1980

Jovian, Nos. 1256-1263

Julia Domna, Nos. 205-208

Julia Maesa, No. 228

Julia Mamaea, Nos. 251-260

Julian IT, Nos. 1216-1255

Justin I, Nos. 1745-1749

Justin IT, Nos. 1771-1781

Justinian I, Nos. 1750-1770 and ‘‘Vandalic” Nos.
1701, 1710, 1711(?), 1716, 1718

Justinian II, Nos. 1826, 1828f.

Leo I, Nos. 1668-1676 and ‘“Vandalic” Nos. 1689,
1707

Leo III, Nos. 1832f.

Leo IV, No. 1837

Leo V, No. 1840

Leo VI, Nos. 1849f.

Licinius I, Nos. 784-806

Licinius II, Nos. 807-816

Loredan, Lieonardo, No. 2006

Loredan, Pietro, No. 2011

Louis IX of France, No. 1974

Lucilla, Nos. 178-181

Lucius Verus, Nos. 170-177

Macrian, Nos. 551-554
Magnentius, No. 1197
Magnia Urbica, No. 722
Mahaut of Hainaut, No. 1946

INDEX

Manlia Scantilla, No. 196

Manuel I, Nos. 1899-1910

Marcian, Nos. 1661-1667 and ‘“Vandalic” No. 1706
Marcus Aurelius, Nos. 1837-151

Masuna (?), No. 1725

Maurice Tiberius, Nos. 1789-1793
Maximian, Nos. 742-754

Maximinus I, Nos. 261-272

Maximinus II, Nos. 775-783

Maximus (son of Maximinus I), No. 273
Maximus (384-388 A.D.), Nos. 1488-1491
Michael II, No. 1841

Michael ITI, No. 1843

Michael IV, No. 1866

Michael VII, Nos. 1860, 1871

Mocenigo, Alvise, No. 2012

Mocenigo, Tomaso, No. 2004

Morosini, Francesco, No. 2016

Morosini, Michele, No. 2001

Nero, No. 20

Nerva, Nos. 42-44

Nicephorus I1, No. 1855

Nicephorus III, Nos. 1862, 1872
Nicephorus Bryennius (?), No. 1861
Nicholas IT of Campobasso, No. 1984
Numerian, Nos. 728-726

Odovacar, No. 1731

Order of St. John at Rhodes, No. 1973
Otacilia Severa, Nos. 329-334

Otho, No. 22

Philip I, Nos. 811-328

Philip of Savoy, No. 1944

Philip of Tarentum, Nos. 1945, 19591.
Philippicus, No. 1830

Phocas, Nos. 1794-1806

Pius IV, Pope at Rome, No. 1986
Placidia, No. 1651

Plautilla, Nos. 219f.

Postumus, No. 558

Priuli, Gerolamo, No. 2010
Priuli, Lorenzo, No. 2009

Probus, Nos. 650-708

Procopius, Nos. 1329-1331
Pupienus, No. 274

Quietus, Nos. 555-557
Quintillus, No. 575

Raymond II of Tripolis, No. 1968
Robert of Provence, No. 1979
Roger II of Sicily, No. 1981
Romanus ITI, No. 1865

Romanus IV, Nos. 1859, 1870



Sabina, Nos. 1041,

Saint-Martin of Tours, No. 1975
Salonina, Nos. 517-547
Saloninus, No. 550

Septimius Severus, Nos. 197-204
Severina, Nos. 630-636

Severus 1T, Nos. 772-774
Severus III, No. 1677

Severus Alexander, Nos. 229-250
Steno, Michele, No. 2008

Tacitus, Nos. 637-643

Tanered of Antioch, No. 1967

Tetricus, Nos. 5601,

Theodahad, No. 1736

Theodora (stepmother of Constantine I), No. 922

Theodore I of Nicaea, No. 1926

Theodore II of Nicaea, No. 1928

Theodore of Thessalonica, Nos. 1929-1931

Theodoric, Nos. 1782-1734

Theodosius I, Nos. 1416-1480 and ‘“Vandalic”
Nos. 1687, 1692

Theodosius I or II, No. 1481

Theodosius II, Nos. 1622-1649 and ‘‘Vandalic”
Nos. 1685, 1705, 1724

Theophilus, Nos. 1841f.

Thomas IT of Salona, No. 1963

Thomas IIT of Salona, No. 1964

Tiberius, No. 18

Tiberius II, Nos. 1782-1788

INDEX 121

Tiberius 111, No. 1827

Tiepolo, Jacopo, Nos. 19871.
Titus, No. 80

Trajan, Nos. 45-66

Trajan Decius, Nos. 385-342
Trebonianus Gallus, Nos, 848-859

Valens, Nos. 1297-1828

Valentinian I, Nos. 1264-1295

Valentinian I-IIT, page 64

Valentinian I, Nos. 1871-1415

Valentinian III, Nos. 1658-1660 and ‘‘Vandalic”

Nos. 16883, 1688, 1693, 1699, 1726(?)

Valerian I, Nos. 368-388
Valerian II, Nos. 548f.
Valier, Silvestro, No. 2017
Venier, Antonio, No. 2002
Vespasian, Nos. 23-29
Vetranio, No. 1196
Viector, Nos. 14921.
Vietorinus, No. 559
Volusian, Nos. 360-364

William I de la Roche, Nos. 1950-1952
William I of Sicily, No. 1982

William IT of Sieily, No. 1983

William of Villehardouin, Nos. 1933-1939

Zeno, Nos. 16781. and ‘““Vandalic”” No. 1708
Zeno, Ranieri, No. 1989

Barbarous imitations: Nos. 915 (Constantine I); 1181 (Constantius IT); 1296 (Valentinian I); 1569 (Arcadius

or Honorius); 1836 (Constantine V); 1877 (Anonymous Byzantine); 1891 (Alexius I); 1898 (John II);
1911 (Manuel I); 1921 (Isaac II); 1962 (John II of Epirus); 1985 (Nicholas II of Campobasso); 2000

(Andrea Contarini)

MINTS

(Through the Byzantine Period)

ALExaNDRIA, Nos. 740, 767, 773f., 803, 892-895,
950, 1019, 1115-1119, 1177-1179, 1211, 12501.,
12911., 1824f., 1863, 1406-1409, 1464-1466, 1544
to 1547, 1567, 1603-1606, 1814, and page 50
AntiocH, Nos. 249, 805-308, 325-827, 858f., 364,
879-884, 460-501, 587542, 549, 570-572, 619, 636,
7011., 726, 789, 7521., 781, 802, 814 1., 884-891, 933,
949, 1016-1018, 1108-1114, 1174-1176, 1247-1249,
1261, 1288-1290, 1822f., 1861f., 1403-1405, 1461
to 1463, 1486, 1588-1548, 1564-1566, 1600-1602,
16401., 1666, 1743, 17601., 1778, 1787£., 1793, 1805,
and pages 50, 64

Aquireia, Nos. 755, 820-822, 956, 981, 1036-1089,
11851., 1218, 1266f., 1834-1337, 18741876, 1420

to 1424, 1488, 1492, 1495, 15011., 1577, and pages
49, 64

Arizs, Nos. 7851., 808, 831-833, 987, 958-960, 11871.,
1300, 13888, 1490

CarTHAGE, Nos. 764, 1762f., 1806, 1815

CoroaNE, No. 559

CoNSTANTINOPLE, Nos. 859-864, 919, 922, 9281., 943
to 945, 954, 1008-1006, 1071-1081, 1152-1162,
1192, 1204-1206, 1282-1286, 1259, 1278-1282, 1311
to 1815, 13291., 1850-1352, 1390-13895, 1448-1450,
1482, 1517-1524, 1562, 1570, 1582-1587, 1625 to
1632, 1664, 1668-1671, 1740-1742, 1745-1747, 1750
to 1758, 1771f., 1782-1784, 1789f., 1794-1796,
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18071., 1818f£., 1823f., 1827-1832, 1834{., 1887 to
1860, 1862-1876, 1878-1890, 1892-1897, 1899 to
1910, 1912-1920, 1922-1925, and pages 50, 64

Cyzious, Nos. 609-618, 635, 643, 649, 696-700, 725,
788, 7501., 759-762, 766, 779£., 799-801, 812f., 874
to 883, 916, 920, 932, 948, 971, 1012-1015, 1095 to
1107, 1166-1178, 12091., 1242-1246, 1260, 1285 to
1287, 1319-1321, 1331, 1357-1360, 1400-1402, 1454
to 1460, 1530-1537, 1571, 1594-1599, 1637-1639,
16561., 17581., 17761., 1802-1804, 1813, and pages
50, 64

Eraesus, Nos. 9-12

HeracLea, Nos. 785-737, 7481., 758, 765, 772, 792 to
795, 810, 852-858, 918, 927, 940-942, 9681., 998 to
1002, 1061-1070, 1150¢£., 1208, 1229-1281, 12571.,
1277, 1809f., 1848f., 1388f., 1440-1442, 1483f.,
1518-1516, 1579-1581, 1624, 1663, and pages 49, 64

Itany, Nos. 1, 8

Loxpon, No. 827
Lyons, Nos. 16, 18, 445, 558, 671-674, 828-830, 988,
12191., 1489

Miran, Nos. 855-357, 876-378, 431-444, 532, 583 to
587

Nicara, Nos. 1926-1928

NicomeDpIa, Nos. 778, 796-798, 811, 865-873, 980f.,
9461., 970, 1007-1011, 1082-1094, 1163-1165, 1198,
12071., 1287-1241, 12881£., 1816-1818, 13853-1356,
1896-1899, 14511458, 1485, 1525-1529, 1563, 1588
to 1598, 1683-1686, 1665, 1748, 1755-1757, 17741.,
1786, 1792, 1800f., 1812, and pages 50, 64

RAvENNA, Nos. 1661, 17661., 1816

Rowmg, Nos. 1., 5-8, 14f., 191., 21-28, 80, 81-41, 42
to 65, 67-103, 104-185, 187-217, 219-248, 251-308,
811-324, 829-833, 835-342, 848-854, 860-868, 365

INDEX

to 875, 389-430, 517-581, 548, 562-566, 575-582,
630-632, 644, 650-658, 7091., 718-717, 722f., 727
to 782, T42f., 784, 817-819, 928, 955, 980, 1029 to
1035, 1182-1134, 1198, 1216f., 1264f., 1297f.,
1882f., 1371-1378, 1416-1419, 1494, 1498-1500,
1578-1576, 1652-1654, 1765, 1779, and pages 49, 64

SErp1ca, Nos. 603-608, 6411., 6471., 693695

SromLy, Nos. 1764, 1820, 18251,

Sirmrum, Nos. 1045-1047, 1200, 1228f., and page 49

Sisc1a, Nos. 446-456, 533-536, 567, 590-602, 634,
6391., 675-692, 7191., 724, T451., 7871., 809, 834 to
840, 917, 925, 961-968, 984-990, 1040-1044, 1139
to 1141, 1199, 12211., 1268-1271, 1801-1804, 1339
to 1342, 1377-1879, 1425-1430, 15081., and page 49

Spain, No. 4

Tarraco, No. 29

TaessaLonica, Nos. 784, 747, 757, 771, 775-771,
789-791, 841-851, 926, 938f., 964-967, 991-997,
1048-1060, 1142-1149, 1196, 1201f., 1225-19228,
1256, 1272-1276, 1805-1808, 1343-1847, 1380 to
1887, 1431-1489, 1505-1512, 1578, 1622f., 1655,
1662, 1678, 1754, 1778, 1785, 1791, 1797-1799,
1809-1811, 1929-1931, and pages 49, 64

Ticinum, Nos. 5881., 638, 6371., 6451., 659-670, 7111,
718, 733, 744, 756, 807, 828-825

TreBI1ZOND, No. 1982,

Treves, Nos. 826, 924, 957, 982, 1197, 1299

UnceErTaIN Asia Mint, Nos. 385-388, 502-508, 543
to 545, 550-557

UNoERTAIN Asia Minor Mint, Nos. 457-459, 5681.

UnoerraIN EasTERN MinTs, Nos. 17, 66

UncerTAIN Garric Mint, No. 560

UncERTAIN PrOVINCIAL MINT, No. 1833

UnoerTaIN MinTs (indefinite location), Nos. 13, 546,
5781., 620-622, 1680-1789, 1749, 1770, 1861

U~cErTAIN MiNTs (irregular issues or forgeries),
Nos. 51, 186, 218, 250, 806, 309f., 328, 834, 516,
561, 915, 1181, 1296, 1569, 1886, 1877, 1891, 1898,
1911, 1921
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