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The coins in the collection of the Government Museum, Chennai have been 
acquired as treasure trove hoards, gifts and through purchase from all parts of India 
during the early period of this museum. 

The result of research work done on the various types of Indian and foreign 
coins in our cabinet by eminent scholars have been publi~hed in the form of Bulletin 
by the Museum regularly. 

Thiru T.G.Aravamuthan M.A, B.L., a lawyer of the Madras High Court and 
sometime Curator of Numismatics of this Museum during the 1930s has written a Text 
on Roman and Byzantine coins. In this work, using an inter-disciplinary approach, he 
has described the features of the history of Roman and Byzantine coins. 

A thorough investigation of the data relating to the finds was undertaken to 
decide their provenance. A detailed description about the Roman dynasties and about 
the coins were given by him in this text. The manuscript, a discussion of Roman Coins 
found in India and their find spots, was in a galley proof condition. It was not. a 
complete catalogue of the coins. In spite of this, it was published in a form of a 
catalogue in 1942 AD with all the available information provided by Thiru 
T.G.Aravamuthan himself. 

The present publication also is the reprint of the 1942 AD edition. This will 
serve as a valuable tool for the study of Roman and Byzantine coins for the scholars of 
Indian Numismatics. 

CHENNAI-6000 08 
15-3-2002 AD 

(Dr.R.Kannan,Ph.D., I.AS.) 
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INTRODUCTION 
GENERAL. 

Finds of Romlln and BY2.antine coins in India have been reported for over a centuq 
and a half now, and the finds number almost a hundred. But the Oiscoveries having been 
mltde in a country .where facilitjes fof accurilte study of the finds are greatly lacking, and the 
reports on' thejnds having had to ,be prep~ed" except on rare occasions, by persons who have 
had no special bowledge of Roman coins and .were:~t best. ~mateurs in numismatics, the 
data that we have suffers both from incompleteness and indefin~teness. The mass of material 
available, .however, ,being large, it was tempting to subject it to ~cnitiny, in spite of the 
unsatisfactory. character of at least some part of the data, and, in '1904, the material,- such 
as it was~- was subje~ted to critical examination and appraisement. l A number of interesting 
finds having come to light since then, a fresh examination of the data has become desirable. 

No Indian province has yielded ·up ~o many Roman".md Byzantine coins as Madras, nor 
have finds been made in any other provlDce SO often and at so many places. The Govern.:. 
ment Museum at Madras, having been for the past fifty years entitled, under the law relatin;g 
to treasure trove, to examine finds and to acquire such of them as may be needed for the 
purposes of numismatics, has been able to put together a representative collection of sped-: 
mens of the Roman and the Byzantine coins found in the province. Some of the coins were' 
secured before the law relating to treasure trove was clarified and codified, I and a few others' 
were acquired by purchase. Many of the coins which came in when finds were acquir~d in 
toto went out as ,gifts to similar institutioIUl or were exchanged against or were sold to the 
pubJic: some were unfortunately lost.8 The collection now preserved in the Museum co~ 
sists of 208 coins,~f gold, silver and 'brass,' 

When thisCatalog~e came to be prepared, a thorough investigation of the data relating 
to the finds in the province had to be undertaken as it was necessary to decide points, of 
provenance.' . For an understanding of the distribution of the finds in the province, whic~. 
as now constituted, is net a homogeneous unit, the finds in other provinces too had tq,bc 
studied. If the study was to be fruitful, it had to be detailed and complete: a full anq 
up-to-date list of the finds had to be drawn up, a Corpus of the coins found had to be ·pr~ .. 
p:lred, and every coin had to be identified with as much precision as the available material 
permitted of. It was anticipated that the Corp,;!s would help to clarify many moot points; 
indeed, it was in that expectation that its preparation was.started on. But when the Corpus
came to be completed it was found that it serves a purPose that had not been previously 
thought of. It has become a manual of Roman and Byzantine numismatics of special valm' 
to the Indian student: though far from being a guide to a representative collection of Roman 
and Byzantine coins, it is as comprehensive an index to the coins that came to India as a 

. century and a half of investigation in India could offer. The Corpus would have had in any 
event to be incQrporated in this Catalogue as it forms the basis for the numismatic investiga
tions that follow, but its inclusion is justified for the additional reason that it forms a handy 
guide to the coins that have occurred in this country in the past one hundred and fifty years, 
and therefore are likely to occur again. The need for such a manual has been felt often by 
numerous collectors in this country where useful handbooks on numismatics are rarely 
procurable. . 

The Catalogue describes in detail the coins which are now in the cabinets of tht Museum. 
A look at it shows the special pains bestowed on indicating the extent to which a legend ha~ 
gone off the. flan or has suffered wear or corrosion: the object is to meet the needs of Indian 
collectors. The alphabet of the legends, the Roman, is reasonably familiar to those in India 
into whose hands the stray finds in the country are likely to go, but the language, the con
tractions, the ti~ulatures and the peculiarities of dating are unfamiliar and often unifltelligible 
to them, and they can scarcely read and \lnderstand a legend, even where it is clear on the 
coin. , The legends being often worn or corroded, and portions of them being off the flan, no 
more than fractions of the legend:3 ar~ deciphefable by the layman and in this country th,,; 
types evoke no recollections; so they fail of interest. But it is on the layman in this country 
that numismatics has to depend for its progress, for only a few of the finds made annually 
reach the knowledge of the authorities administering the law of treasure trove: distaItQCS 
being ~reat, specialists being few and amateurs having no facilities to turn their enthusiasrro 
to account, every coin that is discovered has a tendency to gravitate to the melting pot. A 
Catalogue of coins has little practical utility in this country unless it is so modelled as to 
enable the layman to identify without undue effort the coins he may come across. Hence it is 
that in transcribing the legends on the coins in this collection it has been considered essenti~ .. l 
to indicate clearly the portions that have gone off the flan or have become worn or corroded : 
no other method can teach 'the man in the street' that he may find gaps in the legends 
on the coins he collects and at the same time teach him how to fill the gaps. The specialist 



.2 

in Roman eoins 'interested in the minutia. of ~ subject may not fa1lto appreciate tile paio. 
taken to indicate dHfereru:ea .in small points such ... punctuation and the intera,.cingof 
letters and. words. These details are. overJooked lihen large collections such as those pre-

· served in tbe great national collections in Europe are passed in review: they can receiyc due 
attention only when a small collectioJl such as this one is studied. 

The Corpus incorporates every detail known about each coin; its date, its provenance, 
· tbe metal of.its substance,its condition, the ~mint from which it·iaaued, th&-number of 
companions of the same. variety as itself w,ucb it had in the same hoard, and the other 

, cumpanions of .other varietie.s with whom it watvaaaociated. Wher:e a coin appears to differ 
· from a variety kno~n so.the'.talidai.d authoriti~t"tAe ,l'Iriation is noted; where a coin is an 
, imitation of a regular issue, the original of which it appears to be an imitation is reterred to 
and described;s fully as may be necessary to explain the irmtation. The arrangement 
being chronological. the Corpus helps us to keeR track cf the evolution of ~oman coinage and 
of the course of the influx. of Roman coins into India .. To facili~te the grouping together of 
coins found not rar from each other. ~he Corpus shows the country divided into a number 
of regions ~ and reference is given to the region in which a coin W.ilS discovered. ~ . 

One of the main purposes of the Corpus being to bring together all detailalikely to be of ) 
hJp in studying the constitution of the various hoards discovered as finds in the country. tbet 
~sential details have been tabulated in the section entitled 'Analysis of Indian· HOards.~ 
The Analysis is both chronological and re.gional. The reader'Will find that reference·t~ this 
Analysis will enable him to follcw with ease the discussion of problems ~lating,toJinds-"'~ 
the influx of these coins into this country. The Indian student df Roman coins has Ilttle 
competence to tackle at least. two problems which the Analysis brings to the fore: he can 
scarcdy pretend to explain why a i!-oard begins at a certain date, nor can he determi~why 
· the coins in a hoard occ~r in the proportions they do.. Only finds in Europe and in the landa 
immediately adjacent can determine conclQSivelyhoW 10nl an issue periisted in circulation 
and how far it ranged abroad, in what circumstances the issues of different mints mingled 
together. and at what rate and in what vol~me the mints emitted the varioUs issues. It is 
hoped that the data brought together in the Corpus and in the Analysis will enable Europeaa 
specia!ist. to compare the constitu:.ion of the, Indian hoards with that of hoardsneuer Rome 
and to determine it there are any variations and jf suchvariationa as there might be thte!t' 
any light on such points as the volumes in which the- several-issues' were emitted and 
.the cousae or the character of\the intercourse of Europe with India. . . 
, The range of the hoards, ,both in time and in 8pa~, has been graphically represented in' . 

a ~ Chan of Hoards,' which shows at a glance a few of the essential facts telating to :the 
hoards that shOUld enable us to study the growth of the intercourse between the two countries. 

The need for inducing the layman in this country to engage in collecting these c;:oios has 
led to the inclusion in this work of a shon sketch of Roman and Byzantine numismatics. No 
more than ~he rough outlines of the subject could be traced within such short compasa, and 
even important aspects of the subject have been glossed over where they are unlikely to interest 
the Indian reader. In view of ~ finds in this country starting with cOins as late as the close 
of the 2nd century B.C., no attempt baa been made to deal with the. beginnings and the early 
course of 'Roman coinage. The European reader is charitable enough to need no special 
request that he will ignore this section of the Introdu~on. 

Again. for the sake of the layman in this country a cbronologicalli,t of Roman emperors is 
provided. The difficulties, due to the use of agnomina and cognomina in the coin legende 
have been sought to be eliminated by including in the name of each emperor the characteristic 
agnomen or cognomen. The slight confusion that attends the oVerlapping of dle reigns of 
conjoint emperors has been sought,to be obviated by the adoption of typographical devices 
showing graphically the extent of the overlaps. . 

For a completely satisfactory treatine~ of the problem, raised by the influx of Ronum 
and Byzantine currency into India a thorough study of the finds in Ceylon is il\dispensable, 
for Ceylon in those days was by no meaDS an entity distinct from India. The Ceylon finds, 
however, require to be studied as industriduslyas the finds that have come to light in India, 
and it is to be hoped that the investigation' will be undertaken at an early date by some 

• scholar in Ceylon who c,!)mmands ,greater facilities than anyone in India .. If I may, how
ever. venture on a forecast on the basis 9f such attention as I have been able to bestow on' 
the finds in that island, I believe that the conclusions arrived at here are likely to staad 
confirmed. 



Some of the .sllortcomings 91. this. W9rk are' d~e ~o the difiiculty of obtaining' in this 
eountry the neceSsary apparatus critici: Cohen's work, for instatice, clid D9t Decom~ available 
till mudl of the work of cataloguing had been done, and. it is believed that the only set of the 
work available in aU this land is th~ one 1 have uaed.This is an index to the cqnditions ill 
which the investigations have had to be pursued. Many of tbe defects, however, are due to 
my n'ot 'baving a special mowledge' of Romanot Byzantine numismatics. lam confident 
that tbe data brought together in the Catalogue and in the Corpus will in more competent 
hands yield more and better fruit. ' 

, , The basi. of this Catalogut is a hand-list of.Roman and Byzantine coins in tbe cabinets 
of this' Musellm prepared by my predecessor in office, the lateR. Srinivasaragha~.A"aD
gar, who died unfortunately before he could take it up even for revision: 'in revising the Ii" 
I have preferred, in the interests of uniformity of description, to follow clO$ely the language 
of Mr. H. Mattingly in his Catalogue oj tM Ro",tm Coi",1 i" 1M British Milieu",. I am 
under considerable obligations to Mr. Maiting~y, who' has been'gobd .enough to identify 
many coins for me, including many of tbose of the Gumada find, aJi~ 10 idv!so". on points 
of difficulty. But for his kindly help I sb.ou,d scarcely bave been able to prepare portions of 
the Catalogue. The responSibility for all the rest of the work is solely minew 

FINDS OF RoMAN,AND BYZANTINE COINS IN INDIA. 

The earliest o£, the modern references to ,Roman and Byzantine c~ins having ~en found 
in India appears to be a notice by a traveUer wh.o had collected iome during his stay in tbe 
country between about I775 and 1778 A.D.l Since then a large number of the coins-have 
been collected by antiquarians and a much larger number have been brought up 'by the pic.k 
and ~e s,ade. A list of the finds 0.£ Roman coins in India "",drawn up about 1904 I, but 
as further coins have since come to light an attempt has ~,made to gather and digest the 
information available in respect of all finds Qf the' CQiDa in India. 

NOTICES 011' FINDS • 

.. Noti~of finds·of coins in thiS country are rec~rded below : ~e-i ~ arranged cbronol~y.
Where only the date of the earliest notice of a find ia known the date is foUowed by the letter ft. 

The location of each find-place has been given as accurately 88 the available information,!las permitted. 
To facilitate citation, each find is referred to by its number preceded ~y the abbreviation F., and 
each find-place is indicated by an abbreviation of the name of the p~~: if only the name of the 
District or the Tahsil has been recorded, the abbreviation D. or T. baa been added. Where more 
than one find has been made at the place, ~he' letters a, i, e, 4, • • are suffixed to tbe abbreviation 
to distinguish the finds. . 

The details of the composition of each, find in so far 88 they have been recorded, are analysed 
in the Corpus .. An Appendix has also been added in which an Index baa been furni.bed iD 
regard to the coins co~prised in each hoard. 
(I> 1775-8. SURAT tn~, S,urat dt., Bombay pro [Su 

'Ancient Gr~cia'n and Roman copper coins are likewise sometimes m~ with here'.' 
(2) 178-.' NELLORE (near), Nellore, dt., Madras pro . [NED 

'A peasant near Nelor . . . was ploughing on the side of a stony craggy hill: 
his pll)ugh was obstructed by some brickwork; he dug and discovered. the remains of a 
email Hindu temple, under which a little pot was found \\ith Roman coins and medals of 
the second century. He sold them al\ old gold, and many no doubt were melted, but the 
Nawab Amir-ul Umara recovered upwards of thirty of them. This happened while I was 
Governor (of the Madras Province), and I had the choice of two out of the whde. I 
chose an Adrian and a Faustina. Some of the Trajans were in good preservatio,a. Many of 
the coins could not have been in circulation; they were all of the purest gold, and many 
of thl:m as fresh and beautiful as if they had' come from the mint but yesterday; some 
were much defaced and perforated~ and had probably been worn as ornaments tin the arm. 
and others pending froin the neck." ' 
(]) 1800". POLLACHI.· Pc.llachi tk., Coimbatore dt., Madras pro [Po 
. 'In this vicinity was lately dug up a pot, containing"a great many Roman silver coins.' 
Six of these were examined; 'they were of two kinds. but all of the. same value, each 
weighing 56 grains." . 
(of) 1800. C01MBAToRE Dr., Madras pro . . (CoDti 

,A find of gold· coins was made in the neighbourhood ofCoimbatore.' 
(5) 18,)1. KANGAYA~t Dharapuram tk., Coimbatore dt., Madr;ls pro . (Ky 

J 'There are, amollgsome old papers of Colonel Mackenzie, drawings of .eYeral gold and 
liJver coins found at Kongyam, and other places'in the neighbourhood flf Coimbatore'.' 



, 
• 'A sket~h' w~ • found a~ong the lat~ Col. Maeke~lie'l papers of "gold and silver; impCt~1 

COins found In COimbatore' ,the latter lD Kongyam lnlSoI. Of theIe there are If? drawmgl 
.11 of sil.er·deoarii' ,'of the sam~ types as NOI. , and 3 of Pollachi. 
(6) 1803t. PBN'NAR, C()imbatore dt., Madras pro [PI 

'A pot full of' punch-marked purana coins .. 'was dug up at Pennaf • • • in the' 
Coimbatore province .. among which was found a silver denariua of Augustus. ,t 
(7) 1806. KARUR, Karur tk., Trichinopoly dt., Madras pro [KIt" 

Five Roman gJd coins were found. lo 
(8) 1817'" COIMBATORE DT., Madras'pr. (Com 
. 'Mr. Garrow, a former C~llector of Coimbatore, in a l~er dated l~h7 .••.. alludes 
to a silver coin of Augustus found in one of the old. tombs cllled Pandu Culiswith a large 
number of the irregularly shaped punch coins, met with in all parts of India' .11 

'There are, among some old papers of Colonel Mackenzie, • • • • ;(Jetter from 
Mr. William Garrow,. then Collector there (in Coimbatore), which states, that a silver coin 
ot Augustus had been found in one of t1)e ancient sepulchres ca1l6't1 Pandaculis ; while from 
another Were obtained a number of the irregularly shaped silver coins, stamped with punches, 
common to the southern districts of India.'l. . 

Another account runs with a variation: ·Roman coins have: been previously (previou$ to 
I8.U) found ~ the distri'7 of Coimbatore, and ~he ~ate ~l1ector there, Mr: WilliaD\ Garrow, 
,tales that a salver denanu8 olAugustus was dIscovered In one of thq.. ancient sepitchres of 
dae country called Pandukals whilst a number of irregularly shaped silver coins, stamped, 
by means. of a punch, with various devices, and not uncommon in Southern India, were 
obtained from aD()ther of the same cumuli' .. • . 
(9) 1817. ALAMPAllA, Madhurantakam tk.,Chingleput dt., Madras pro [A,-

, . A collect(lr of coins t, went to this village, for a' woman who had formerly discovered 
,ome Roman Gold coins' had' promised' him 'any others she might find'. She had since 
found none, though ·shc. had been searching e1'ery morning and evening with her hags'. 
But, 'as before\.when .he had found two Ancient gold coins (supposed to be Roman), on 
that hd«ht, she made no doubt but that she might ptoc:ure some other coins' if he came 
later. ]ie came back some four months la\er, and ·visited the old Fishwoman', but.he 
failed him. He ·then employed some Fishermen and trie~ till one o'Clock upon that height 
ud procured one Roman Copper Coin, an~ some others'll 
(so) 18z7c. OoTACAMUND. Nilgiris dt., Madras pro [Po 

When 'the foundations ot th~ house on the hill to the _south of the lake now called Bishops
down' were being dug, 's gold Roman coin was' discovered.l' 
(u) 183a.. UPPIR INDIA '. ... . [UI" 

. 'The contents of the (Bengal ASiatIC) Society's cabInet , which, although it 
boasts but a very insignificant collection of Roman coins, and those mostly without any 
record of the exact localities in which they were found or of the parties who presented them, 
il entitled to some interest from' the circumstance of the Indian origin of all that it contains'. 17 

In the cataloguing, 'several that were the private property of Mr. Wilson, Col. T.Wilson' 
or 'J. Prinsep, 'found in different parts of India' wer~ also incorporated 11 

(II-a) 183Z". INDIA. [IN 
·Among the chief collections of coins made in this country', was 'a large collection of 

copper coins, chiefly Mahommedan, but many Roman, made by Dr. R. Tytler, and presented 
by him to the 'Honorable the Coun of Directors' ofthe East India Company~ll 
(I I-b) 1832" .. DIPALDINNA. . [DI 

Another of ·the Chief collections 'of coins made in this country' was that 'of the 
late Colonel Mackenzie, which contained l!. few cutious Hindu pieces, and a vast number of 
the copper coinS' of the south of India, many modern, but some ancient, including Roman 
coins-dug up chiefly at Dil'aldinna and Amaravati, near the Godavari':Ol 
(t I-C) 1832". AMARAVAT-L [AM 

[See No. lI"b above-;] 
(12) 1832. KANoUJ, Kanauj tk., Farrukhabad dt .• United Provinces. (KJCI 

A Roman copper coin was obtained hert'. 10 '. • 

(13) 1812". KANOUJ, Kanauj tI., Farrukhabad dt., Unated Provmces. [KJb 
A copper coin of Diocletian was 'procured' here. II 

(14) 1832". CHUNAll tn.-d., Mirzapur dt., United Provinces. [eH 
A copper coin of Numerianius was collected hett." 

(IS) 1832". ALLAHABAD ~n.t-~k.,-dt., Uni~d Provinces. •• ..' (AB 
'Many of the Diocletaan C01~ • • . l.n the (B~:gal AstatIC) Society. cabine~ • • • 

were collected at Allahabad, Mtnapur and Bmdachal . 
(16) 1832". MIRzAPua (near), Mirzapur tl.,-dt., United Provinces. [M1'4 
. . A brass coin of Carinus 'was dUI up in the neighbourhood' .16 



I:'j) 1832~. MIRZ~.PUR tn.,-tl.,-dt., United Provinces. [MIb 
[See under .\u.:.HABAD, No. IS abov.!.]" 

(uS) 1832n .... F4ND.AC!;IAL tn.,-included in Mirzapur tn.,), Mirzapur tk.,-dt. [BI 
United Provinces. . 

[bee undl'r ALLAHABAD. No. IS above.]" 
(19) 1832n. MAHABALIPURAf-I, Chingleput tk., Chingleput dt., Madras pro .[MPa 

An obolus v: Theodosius was found here, 'along with several!others, bearing the same 
device, but of a smaller size.',8 
(20) 1833n. UPPER INDIA. [UIh 

'Twelve Roman copper coins, in fine preservation' were 'stated to have been found 
buried in Upper Ind!a. The collection comprises coins of Domitianus, Gordianus, Gallienus, 
Salonina his wife, Posthumus, Victorinus, Claudius Gothicus, Tacitus, Probus, Maximianus, 
Constantinus, and Theodosius."9 
(21) 1 SHe. MANIKYALA, Rawalpindi tk.,-dt., Panjab pro . [MK4 

In the cell of the stupa covered by mound 'No.2' in the village 'stood a copper urn, 
encircling which were placed symmetrically eight medals '. of copper .'. . The copper 
urn enclosed a smaller one of silver: the space between them being filled with a paste of the 
colour of. raw umber'. . . (which) was light, without smell, and still wet.. . Within 
the silver urn was found one much smaller of gold, immersed in the same brown paste, in" 
.which were also contained seven silver medals, with Latin characters. The gold vessel 
enclosed four small coins of gn}d d the Graeco-Scythic or Graeco-InQian type, ;'-:- also two 
prtcious stones and four pearls (being) the pendents of earrings . (The 
silver coins) are worn as if they had been a long time in circulation'.so 
(22) 1838n. COIM\JATORE DT., Madras pro . (CoDe 

'In 183S, Mrs. Marsden pr<:!sented two denarii to the British Museum,Sl stated to have 
l een found at Coimbatore'. 32 

(23) 1838: ATHIRALA, Pullampet tk., Cuddappa dt., .Madras pr.· [AT 
An aU~'elis of Tr:-jan' in 'fine preservat~on' was 'picked up by a woman gathering 

sticks on the side of a stony hill near the village.~1S 
(24) 1839.. TI,RUMANvALA'M TK., Madura dt., Madras pro [TI Ta 

'A solidus ofZeno was found in company with three or four of the pagodas-called Ani
mitti from their bearing the impression of an elephant and with several silver coins 3' 

at the foot of an insulated hill in the' Tir.umangalam Talook. • the Roman coin has 
been pierced to be worn as an ornament.'3$ 
(25) r340' DHA~PHUL, Sholapur dt., Bombay pro DH 

, Eighteen aurd of Antoninus Pius and/Severns, weighing from 107 to 120 grains, 
were found in June 1840 They were discovered in' a small earthen pot . '. . 
When cLaned, they turned out exces:>ively well preserved. Some had been bored, to be 
worn as ornaments in the country.' a8 . 

Another account has it that 'only eighteen' coins of the hoard' were secured, chiefly of 
the reign of Si!vcrus, but a few also of Antoninus, Commodus, Lucius Verus and Geta. 
Dra Nings of a few have been seen.'37 . 

Yet another .account says that 'a few specimens only· were secured and proved to be 
aurei of Sever;]:>, Antoninus, Commodus and Geta.'38 
(26) 1841. VELLALUR. [VEa 

'In the year 1841, a COt si lerable number of denarii were found, while digging out the 
foundations of some houses 'on some Sarampoke39 lands appertaining to the village. . . . 
They were 523 in number • . . The arrangement of the coins, according to a memoran
dum drawn up by Mr. Elliot, is a~ follows: I. Of the time of Augustus there are 132, and one 
which has been br~k?n in half, and counted as two; their'type a very common one' (Corp. 85); 
2. Of the r(ign uf Tiberius there arc 381, all of them of one of the commonest types of that 
emperor (Corp. 137); 3.- Of the reign of . Caligula there are three, two (Corp. 165) and one 
wi-tn the head of his father, Dru~us ; 4. Of the reign of Claudius there are five, also of common 
types, such as PACI AVGVSTlE, with victory pointing with a caduceus to a serpent; a 
<":ONSTANTflE AVGVSTI; a femal.! figure seated on a chair and SPQR PP on CIVES 
SERVATOS, in an oak wreath. . . Of these coin'~' 210 have been sent to the ftritish 
Museum for in:Jpection. They may be arranged as follows: (1) Six, corresponding exactly 
Wlth those d<!scribed undcr1:he head of.o\ugustus. (2) Two hundred and fOllr agreeing with 
those of Tiberiu!>. None haytas yet arri\'ed of the reigns of Claudius and Caligula. l~ is 
remarJ~abb, that though all these t.len;lrii are ot" the same type, ~till that there <ire not two 
which can be consid(.red as from the'sJlme die. Their variations are chiefly as to the form of 
the cur lie chair, ~ one of which occllrlwith h~rdly any back to it ; some very richly ornamented; 
and, in one case, app~r .:n:ly without any back at all."o 

I 



'Remarkabiy enough, out of 80 large a number, all/but a <dozen, • • • were coins of, 
Augustus and Tiberius, the exceptions being of Caligula·aad Claudius.'" , 

Another account runs thus: 'In the month of May, 1842, after a heavy faU of'rain 
an earthe.n pot waS discovered in a piece of waste land belonging to the village • • • which 

. on examination was found to be fille~. with ~lver coins. ~hen brought to the Coltector, 
they w~re . foun~ to be Roman denarn, 522 In .number, chiefly of the reigns of Atsguitus 
and T1berIUs wIth a few of CaligtJla and Claudius." The earthen vessel in which they h8d 
lain was like the common terra-cotta Iota of the present time. • • Only eleven tierent 
types wete found to occur in -the large number of cojns above inentioned.'61 
(27) 1844'" C,?'Ro,.tANDEL CDAST •. Madras pro [CC. 

f Roman coms are frequently pIcked up along the sea-shore,. to the .South of Madras on 
m&unds of sand distant about 5 or (?) miles apart, on the surface of which they are diScovJred . 
~ft"r high winds or heavy r~ins. .They. are mostly oboli worn So smooth as to leave little 
more than the head and deVIce dlscerruble. The legends of VaJentinian, Theodosius and 
EudoCia, have however been read. Old Hindu and Chinese coins are met on the same spots. "3 

Writing almoat thirty years later, the same authority referred to • the existence of great 
numbers of Roman coins occurring with Chinese and Arabian Bieces along the Roman coast 
. ~ • These are found, after every high wind, not in one or two places, but at frequent· 
intervals.' " 

Writing, again, twelve yearalater, he said: 'Along the Coromandel coast. from Nellore 
~s far south as Cuddalore ~d Pondicherry. a class of thin copper d,ie*struck coins, which, (is) 
not directly connected With the And.hra ty~.: • . They ar\! found. in considerable 
numbers in or near dunes and knolls m the VICinity of the Kupams or fishing hamlets that 
stud the shore, together with Roman oboli,perforated Chinese coins. bits of lead and other 
metal, Mads, fragments of cha!coal, etc. The~ are collected by the wives and children of 
the fishermen after gales of wmd or heavy rams, and pUichased from them by the itinerant 
pedlars caUed Labis and Merkayars, in exchange for useful necessaries, by whom they are 
sold to braziers and coppersmiths. . • The Roman coins are all of.the smallest value 
:and are generally worn smooth. bot on two or three the names of Valentinian and Eudoci~ 
have been read."~ . 
-(z8) IS47c. KOTTAVA).f., Kottayam tk.., Malabar dt., Madras pro {&oa 

·Certain Syrians residing at Keeloor Dashom in Palashy Amsham ot the COOacum 
taluk were in the hab~t of co~lecting gold from the bed of the river Vanienkudavoo (by takiDg 
the sand and sifting It), whlc.h ~ between Keela~oor Dashom and Vengador. One day, 
whilst they 'Were engaged in ~Igglng t4e bed of·the flver, a number, ?f gold .coi?, were found 
in a part where there was a mnture of ~and and mu~:. These. wer~Jymg buned In the ground. 
but not in a vessel. A great quantit! was ta~en, but no~dy knows how many. Some 
suppose that these might have: been burtedhere m b~gs, whIch ?avc: been' destroyed. • • 
During the hot season, there IS water equal to a man s depth. whilst lD the monsoon there is 
depth equal to four or five men. T~e stream run~ ~r~ugh 0I.1e side of the dry bed of the 
rivei', whilst th.e other is so filled up WIth sa1ld ~hat It IS hke an Islan~. ~elow this island on 
the other side there is ano~her current resemblIng a small canal •. which IS ~e place wh<:~ce 
the coins are taken. :Certaln Maplal?ars o( Curvoye taluk, ?e~rm~ of the discovery of gold 
at this canal, proceeded thither and trted .to cOllect some, and It IS said that they also got some 
coins. Atthough whal these people ,faot IS not so much as taken formerly by others, nobody 
knows what was,the exact quantity. 

The find is 'not only remarkable for the ~umbers found (amounting to some hundreds). 
but also for their wonderful s~ate of preservati.Qn. Many appe~r .almost as ftes.h as .oP. the 
da they were struck-the outbne of the figu~es IS sO sharp and dlstmct, and the. Inscnptions 

y I r nd legible. With very few exceptIQP8. they are all of gold .• . It seems that 
sol' c ea aa brought into the town of Calicut and offeJ;'ed for sale in the bazaar by some poor 
a lew' w e th· h" h h 
natives, who natuially supposing from f elr sd In:n" a~pe;r~nce ~T~ t er. whre worth perh~ps 
aome triBe gladly bartered them a~ay 0hr a·, at.~ ee 0 flice. . e,~olns. oWthev.er. speedily, 
found their real value. and the natlyes, t oSe \VAO were n;:t d ong ~ esttt. mat!ng e~~1 reab I value, 
and the natives. finding that some ImpOrlance was attac e to t e g Ittermg meuu.,. egan to 
rise in their demands. and at length sold ~em fo~ lr' five, t~~, hnd su~seq~e:;:IY! forlfourteea 
rupees the coin. The purity of the g~ e~fec.~ y attracte / he ~Otl: ° e r'de lers and 
the wealthier natives, who purchased. e.m or ~ e purp~sd ° h' aVI~g e:m ~e te btowl n f?r 
trinkets and ornaments, and mal)Y ~ I11 1S t~ ~ r~r~t e h' av~ ee:n If.retlreva yost 1D 
this way. The secrecy at first S? careiu y. mamtailie :a y t e nat~;h 1~.r:hpeht ~o .the sp.ot 
whence they brought them rose m proPdortlon to e ed gfer~el·ss. ":1 w IC. ~ e thC01ns w~re 
brought up and for a long time all en eavours prove rult ess lD ascertauung epre~ 



localitY wherein th:y were f(Jund.' Ii now appears that they were accidentaUy ~:Scovct\!d 
in the search far gold dust by the gradual clearing away ofthe~oi1 on the slope of a 'sm:111 
hill in the neighbourhood of Kottayam, a village abcJut ten mil\!s to the eastward of Ca~
nore .. A brass vessel was also found, in which many of the coins were deposited. Far,. 
length of time the numbers appear to have been v~ry great, and it has been stated that no 
less than five coolie loads of gold coins were dug out of the same spot. ',' It is found, 
impossjble to make any correct calculation as to the numbers which 'have actually been 
but it might be mentioned' that about eighty or nint'ty have come into the pos1esJion 
of His Higbness the Raja of Travancore,. .1d a still'greater quantity has been collected and 
prdSCrved by General Cullen, Resideni in Travancore, while ev~n after the lapse of .more , 
than a year from their first discovery they are'still procurable from the natives in. the ndgh
bourhood of Tellicherry and Calicut. The. most numerous exampl·'!s which occur are 
those of the reign.of Tiberius, and next to that emp;;ror those at Nero.''' 

The results of an examination of the batch of coins that went into the hands of the Maha,;. 
rajah c:.f Travancore .have 'been su~med' up thus: 'All are in good pr~serVation, with the 
exception' of COrp~7I, 77" 'which ar., partially obliterated. A duplicate' of Cart? 229 
'is also considerably worn. Several of the coins appear.as frc.sh .as if lheyhad but recently 
issued from the mint. . . the whole of the· coins . " are said t.J have n"Jmbered 
several hundreds, all gold-coins, and allit is supposed Roman Imperial Aurei.,::a 

One of the Kottayam coins had gone into the hands of Dr •. Kennet from whom it was 
ac;quired for the Madras Museum. at ' 

(29) 1856, IULIYAMPUTTUR; ·Madura dt., Madras pro [Kp 
'In a piece of waste'land belonging to the village . . . a pot of very beautiful gold 

coins, bearing the heads of Augustus and other early Roman emperors, has been di:scov~red 
• • • The persons .. . . by' whom lhey _ were found . . . are tank digg.!rs' 
who 'were employed in excavating brick eart~ The. coins were packed in an earth.:!n P;)t 
about the si.ze of a large mango, which unfortunately is broken. The origin'll number was 
63, Gf which:,4- are n~t brthcoming and two are reduced to ingots, leaving 57 in exceltent 
preseryation, with the heads and inscription,s exce~dinglydistinct._The po~ was found abo1.\t 
t·fo~ below the surface of the grcund adjacent to the bank of ~e Shunmoogum N uddy 
River, which is near the boundary of the Madt.;.ra and.coimbatore Districts: 50 

'Mr, (Walter) EUiot read a notice ot the Gold Coins &tated . . . to hav·'! been 
found at. Madura. They comprischf-9 sp<:cimens, of which 28 have b!en bought for the 
Gr.:vernment Central Museum, 20 Wt're purchased by,a Gentbman at MadJra and s<!nt home, 
and a single one was' obtai,ned by Mr. Elliot himself. The whole are gold piec·!s of the 
kind ~Ued aurei, belonging to the times of the earlier Caesars from Tiberius to Domitia;n, 
as-follows: of Tiberius 6, Claudius 8, Agrippina3, Elder Dcusus 2, Younger Dt'usus 5, 
Nero 17, C.lUgula I, Domitian 5, Nerva 2.'51 
bo) I 856c. KARUR. Karur tk;, Trichinopoly dt., Madras Pl'. [KRb 

'Three washermen ot Karur, .while searching for ~uller's earth; came upon a larg~ 
cl,atty containing some hundred~, it n()t thousands at demirii. There were fiv.::-or six Mldns 

, measures 61 of them • • . I cannot hear that a single d,!narius remained un:.nel.;o!d. My 
informant believLI that most of them were like an Augustus I show~ him.'33 
(31) j863", CoIMBATORE Dr., Madras pro [CaDi 

Three aurei were found at or near Coimbatore.5' 

'(J2) 18~". RAWALPINDI tn.,-tl.,-dt.;· Punjab pro [RA 
. 'A great number of Roman and Indo-Scythian gold coins' w~re 'lately . . . offl!red 
for sale at Rawalpindi; many of these" were 'in such fine condition that it is quite certain 

, they.~ould never have been in much circulation ... and, therefore, we ar:e justified in concluding 
that they must have been discovered, either in topes, or in other deposits under ground.'~~ 
(33) 1873'" CUDDAPAH,-tl.,-dt., Madras pro [Cu 

, An aureus of Trajan Wb 'found at Kadapa.'H 
<33a)' 1874". SOUTH INDIA., [SIB 

A number of Roman coins were preserved in the Madru Museum in 1874> and most of 
them had probably been collected in South India.56a 

. (34) 1874'" 'BAMA;olGHATI (near),-dt., Maiu~hanj st. [BA 
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·Some... years ago a great find of gold coins containing, among ot~ers, several of the 
Roman emperors, ConStantine, Gordian, etc., in most beautiful preservation, were found !lear 
Bamanghati.'" . . 
US} 1878. KARUR.(near),-tk., Tri.chinopolY dt.!.. Madras pro . [Kac 

A hoard of sliver Roman COlDS 'seems' to have been 'dug up by a famine coolie .in 
1878 while engaged in deepening a watercourse Dear Karur', and,it appears that there were 
about 500 of. them in an earthen pot.' It is added, that 'two-thirds· wete melted to make 
'bangles j' only 'about a hundred' were recovered. 'Twenty-seven of the coins btIong 
to the reign of Augustus, and ninety to that. of Tiberi~. Although all the former commemo
rate the same· event they are not all from one die.' The others were of another well known 
clan.i •. 
(36) .879. JALN-ABAb. . , . . UA 

,_ In excavating, the Ahin Posh, 'tope' or stupa at Jalalabad, tWenty gold coins }\pere diu
C9Yere'd'in the cell~ in wliich 'there lay about two or three handfuls of what (oiay) be ashes, 
18.gold coins, and a goldeft relic holder for wearing by a..cord roand the neck.' In the relic
holdel:' were two gold, coins. Three of the coin~ lying loose were Roman auref. 51 

(37) • 88,on. REWAH tn., ReWah st. . [RE' 
Two Roman gold coins (and one Gupta and eight Indo-Scythicf 'were discovl!red' 

by Colonel Berkley, then ~olitical Agent in ~e State, 'together with a quantity of gold mohurs 
• • -;. in a subterraneap trea$ury a~ Rewah soo~ ~~erthe d~ath'of the late Maharajah.' 

One was of Commodus a~d had,a SUSpICIOUS look. Another was of Clodius: ,t 
, bear. di&tinct traces of its having been cast in)l mould: • . .' it is a forg.::ry, a gold 
coin' imitated from 'a'rare brasscoin.'80 . .. 
(38)1882,.. MAHABALIPURAM, Chingleput tk.,---dc., Madras pr: [Mpb 
. ' A number of coins of all ages have been found, amongst others, Roman, 

, . • '81· , . 
Chinese and PerSlari. '. . (3''- 1882n. MADURA tn.,-tk.,-dt., MadraS pro '. . [Mod· 

.'Mr. Scott, Pleader in the District Court of !\fadura; had a col1ec~ion which included 
'a large number of'Roman copper coins f~nd' in ~bed of the .river, as well as a ChineJe 
coin from the sa~e p'lace.'81 . It comprtsed • COins of .Hon~r1l1S an"- Arc·.l~iu~.'6s The 
~pper coins had been ',found all about the bed of the·nver 1D the sand, not stored in one. 

place/". h' n' th .. 1..··d tha c Writing in, J904 ab9ut t IS co ect1on~ . e. ~e au ... &onty ~. t . a ~genumber, 
probablY some h~ndreds'"of Roma~ c~pper COlns, ~cre lD.1881 ~ymg loose 1D a drawer' 
in Mr. Scott's house, 'some orthem bemg of Arcadius and Honoflus ". • Almost all, 
of these 'had been found in Madu~ itself. t : ~he presence in ~ny different places in 
the aame toWn of Roman copper C?lDS, fou'!-d l~g l!l the ~ound and m:the sandy bed of the 
riftr seems to imply that these coms were m dally circulation and were dropped Carelessly or 
othe~e loat by the inhabitants of the place.,85 ' . " .' 
(40)' 1882n. SOUTH INDIA. ... ... .. .. [S14r 

Among the coins collected ~ythe Re~. Dr .. Kell!'ett, who J.Iad collectc;dthe~ ·at ~rious 
times'. ~Videndy ~ south. I~~la, wer~ topper COIns of TrclJan, Antorunus . PiUS; Severu. 
Alexandt'r add Julia Augusta. I . , 

(41) 188211. INDIA.·· . , ' . [IN" 
'The India Office'"t London had at collection of !l~n co~nsG7whi~had been made over 

. from time to time by many who had beencollectmg 1D IndIa. . 
to I)t .1882-3. MADRAS (near), Saidapet tk., Chingleput d!., Madras ~r. [SpT 
(4~ 'During·a short visit to an old temple near Madras, copp~r COlDS were. collected which 
belonged .'to the Pallava, Chalukya;~~ola: and. Pandya dynasties' and also 'a specimen, 
much 'worn, but undoubtedly Roman. . 
( ) 1883n• MYSORE st. ,. .' ..' . [MyS 
43 'An extremely rare ana interestmg. gol~.coln, ~ aureus of LaehanWt,~' one of th:! 

tho t ants was purchased 70 from a native gentleman LD Mysore. . • So tar as I ascer-
irty yr, . . k'71 ' . 
. ther copy of this aureus is nown.. ' 

taln nS: MAHABALIP'URAM , Chingleput tk.,---dt;, Madras pro [Mpc 
(44) '~s:~;"ry (Roman) coin was picked-u~some time ago near ~e Seven Pagodas. 

th ght ·oo be of the reign of Theodoslus, but was a good deal the worse for wear.'77 
It was ou .' . . d' k -d P . b (45) 1885. MAN'IKYALA,RawalpUl 1 t., t., anJa pr·[MKb 



An armlet of gold, 'consisting of fiv~ gold cJins set at small intervals in a row between 
two pieces of stout goldwire, ofthe length of aboutsi inches' and 'Of the breadth of 'nearly 
one inch: with the imerstices 'filled in with very thin plates of- gold, showing traces of 
having been once mounted with gems or enamel', and 'finished off at both ends with a 
narrow band cf gold, to which at one end a small tube of gold is attached', was' found by a 
peasant of the Top Manikyala village. . . while ploughing ~is fi:::ld.' The jewel was set 
with five aurei. 'On the ~vliole .the)' are in very good preserv.,t;'Jn'.7a 

(46) 1886n. SOUTH INDIA. _. [Sib 
Among the coin:; that 'came to light' when the collection of the Madras Government 

Museum was rearrange:! in 1886 were 'an ir.sue of Plautilla, wife of CaracaU l' and 'a fine 
green, copper coin d Constantinus Magnus struck in London'.7' . 
(47) 1887. VIDIYADU'RRAPURAM,i~ Bczwada tk., Kistna dt.;Madras pro [Vi .. 

The remains of a chaitya covered over by a mound, to the south of the village, were 
exca7ated. 'B_Iow the stone flags ofthe flelol', near the door, a Roman silver coin was found. 
It had evidently slipped down between the joints.' It was in good preservation: 'but the 
whole coin is coated with a resinous substance which will have to be carefully removed'befClre 
the inscriptions can, be read'. 78 . 

The coins were probably two, not one." 
(48) 188,:· KILAKKARAI~ Ramnad dt., Madras pro [KIa 

'While walking along the beach north-east of Kilakarai to visit the Naajimundel 
beacons ., the Port Officct of Pamban 'noticed the beach strewn with quantities of pottery of 
various kinds'. On making enquiries he was told that the legend runs that, in the ti~e 
of the Pandyans, there was a larg~ city extending from Kilakarai to Muthupettah, which is 
about nine miles, and that it also extended to Sheramooddly Theevoo, an island allout five 
miks south; that a hurricane submerged the whole country, and the islands were' then 
furmed from part of the mainland. On enquiry whether any coins were ever found (he) 
was told that they were sometimes, and eventually a parcel of coins was sent to him.' 

The collection contained many 'common coins' and also 'Buddhist, Vijayanagar, 
Chola, Pandyan, Setupati, and Indo.:French coins, and a coin of the Ceylonese monarch 
Sahasa-Malla', copper coinsofParakrama-Bahu and a copper coin of Ahsan Shah. 

It included also' two Roman copper coins both very much worn and having the legends 
on the obverses entirey illegible. One bears on the obverse the head of some Emperor, 
and on the reve:'se a cross within a circle, while the other bears on .... the obverse the head of 
an Emperor (Dec.entius or Julianus II ?) and on the reverse the legend VOT. xv M~LT xx 
in four lines within a laurel wreath, fastened above with a circular ornament '. 78 

(46-a). 1886. INDIA.. rl~t 
• A thin, bracteate-like gold piece ~ith barbarous legend imitating the solidus (ob'lJ. 

full-face head of Justinian). This was acquired by the British Musjum in 1886 from Lieut.
Genera) G. G. Pearse, a wdl known collector of Indian coins. There can be little doubt thl\t 
it was made in antiquity in India, probably in southern India, where imi.t!l~ions of ancient. 
coins are generally found. '. 79 

(46-b) 1889. KABUL VALLEY, Afghanistan [KvV 
'RJ,nan gold coins are still discovered in the Buddhist monuments of the Kabul valley, 

from the time of Augustus down to the fifth century. I have had gold coins of Leo, Justin, 
and Anastasius sent to me several times, and twice I have obtained coins of Focas'.80 
(49) 188yn. HIDDA, Jalalabad dt., Afghanistan [HI 

One of the stupas 81 • • • contained a deposit of coins consisting of five gold solidi of 
the Byzantine emperors, Theodosius, Marcian and Leof two, very debased imitations of 
the Inq,o-Scythian coinage, which may be assigned to the sixth centu~y, and no less than 
202 Sassanian coins of various reigns'. as 
(50) 1889n. UPPER INDIA. . [UIC 

A Roman coin of which no further particulars are available was collected here.8S 

(51) 1889 n. VINUKONDA, -tk., Guntur·dt., Madras pro [VK 
'Treasure, consisting of fifteen gold coins of the Roman Empire' was. 'found 

while . . digging in the old fort of Vinukonda . • . Though many of the coins 
are bent, and some are perforated, as if they had been worn as ornaments, all are in a good 
state of preservation, and the legend on the obverse of No.6 alone is illegible'.8' 
(52) 1889n. MADURA: DT., Madras pro [MoDa 

A 'specimen' in gold,85 found here 'closely resembles on the reverse an issue in the 
B:itish Museum of Leo m'.S6 
(":;3) 1889n~ MADURA DT., Madras pro . [MDDb 

'Large hoards of aurei' are 'from time to time unearthed' in south India . . . 
'The perfect state of preservation .' . • in which these coins have almost invariably been 
found precludes the possibility of their ever having been much in circulation. Most, indeed, 
are so perfect that from their appearance they seem to have come direct from the Moneta on the 

, •• \ # 
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Capitoline Hill to the shores of India. • • • Such, howewr. CIIUIot be aid with equl 
certainty of the atamp of coin to which I now allude, and of tho emteace ofwhichnortCOrci 
has, ,as far as I am aware, ever y,et ~n made. ,', These,littie copperpiec:es are found in and 
around Madura. and so~ years hunting haaproved to me beyond a doubt that they wen: 
at one period in pretty general :use in that part. Hitherto they appear to have completely 
escaped the' notice of collectors.,. • • 

'In the first place, during a recent visit to Madura and the SUrTOUDdin~iIIages in quest 
0: sp~imens, I came, acroos no less than seven of these coins, ~oman beyond any doubt, 
b'lt of a type which appears to me to be" totally distinct from that found in Europe., These 
s:1:cimens were scattered over sev~ral parcels that I examined, and were not' all together 
i!'i one or two, as is usudly the case when a number of issues have been dug -up together. 
N;)r was this by any means a solitary instance, for I hal«e rarely paid a coin hunting visit 
to these' parts without meeting with more or less specimens, and other- collectors tell me that 
their experience has been the same. Moreover, they are not. the kind of money that one 
w;)uld expi!ct the rich Roman merchant to bring in payment for the: luxuries of the East, 
but small insignificant copp:;r coins, scarce the size of a quarter: of a farthing and closely 
r"G:!mbling the early issues of the native mints. Then, again, though • • • luge hordes 
of aurd hay,:! from time to time been discovered and solitary specimens of course ever and 
a:lOn occur, I have never yet heard of the discovery in Southern India of any of tho~ fin~ 
c9pper coins (known as 1st a!1.d 2nd brass)' so plentifully found among the Roman remains 
(;x'.'lQmed in various p::r::s of Europe, and of all the specimens I have my3elf met with· not 
c:1:l.C has borne the faintest resemblance to them. Nor is this all. While aurei have been 
discovered in various parts, and on one occasion a large number of denarii of Tiberius and' 
Augustus together, tIl.! stamp of coin I now refer to occurs, a,s far as I can learn, in and 
aroClud Madura alone. • • • 
, 'On the obverse of all that I have met with app~rs an emperor 's head, but so worn 

lf~at with one or t,~v.) exceptions the features are well nigh oblit~rated" In one or two speci
mens a faint tra::e of an inscription appears running round the 'obverse, but hitherto I have 
not come acroas a ~l.lgb specimen in which more than one or two letters are distinguishable. 
The rcVJrses vary considerably, but the commonest type seems to bear the figures of three 
Roman soldiers stand.ing and holding spears in their hands. Another bears a rectangular 
fi .... ~"lr.:; somcwh~t resembling a co~nplete form of the design on the reverse of the Buddhist 
squr:.re coi,;.£' found in the same locality, while most are too worn to allow of even a sugges
tbn: as to wh~t their original design was intended to represent. On one specimen the few 
dc:cipherabk letters appear to form part of the name Theodosius, and the style of coin 
pJi.nts to ..the probability of its having been issued during the decline of ~ Roman Empire, 
po<::sibly after the capital had been transferred to Constantinople'. 87 

(;:3-a) 1889. MADURA tn, Madura tI., Madura dr. 
(sLll 1890n. NAGDHARA, Jalalpur tk., Surat dt., Bombay pro 

An aureus 'in Vi;;;ry fine preservation' was found in a field. II 

[Mob 
[ND 

(r 5) 1890n, BOMBAY TN., Bombay pro " [Do 
Among the coins 'cdlected here II Were a brass com of Gallienus .' !If impure 

s:!v.:r, and prob2.bl1 a forgery, as it has a blundered legend'. The coin 'was obtained at 
B )mbay '. eo , , 
(56) 1890. WAGIJODE, Raver tit;, East Khandesh dt., Bombay pro 

, An aureus 'in very fi..e condition' was found 'by a peasant when ploughing'.'l 
(57) 1899·'B!~GALGRE ct., Myso~e s~. ..'.. " [BL 

, Severd zpecimen3 '.of the denanus of ~l~::':US (slmilar to Corp. 119-157),...' turned up' 
in-1890'in the Ban,galore Cantonment bazaar. 
(58) 1890' KILAKKARAI, Ramnad dt., Madra~ pro (K16 
. Among 'the remains on the beach' were picked up 'a numb:r of copper coins. among 

which wasa Roman one • • • The best time for finding these is in the month of July, after 
the setting in of the south-west monsoon has washed away some of the sand from the beach.' II 
(59)18911'. VELLALUR, CQimba~ore tk., ~~dras pr... [~F.b 

• A find of si.lver Roman coms (dena1ll) was made m the vdlage when taking 
O'lt earth for a wall froJll SOII!e waste land.' " 
(60) 18gi. YASVAl'."TPUR,Bang31ore tk., dt., Mysore st. 



While excavating the 'cuttingsJ6r store sidings of the new railway tQ HindupuJ:" between 
til\! Suuthern Maharatta Railway and the village of YashvaJltpur,.t$ ~ • . 'aneuthen -pot' 
W.u 'found about Ii feet 'below ground, and was broken by a labourer's pickaxe'. The 
P'Jt contained 161 denarii, 'representing 10 types'. Some were 'a good deal abraded' 
but 'g~n::rally' they were 'in good pr.;:servation, with the faces og them sharp and clear'." 
(61) 189{n. MADURA DT .• Madras pr.. [MDDc 

'Copper coins of Theodosius. Honorius (?) and' Anastasius, aud several other copper 
Roman coins with indistinct legends' had been collected' from l\1adu,l'a ' .. 97 . 

(o~) 1894'" TIRUMANGALAM tk., Madura dt., Madras pro [TITb 
An 'aureus' of Theodosius and another of COJlstans II (?) had been'feund' in the 

t':lak. 98 

(6.» IS94n. MADURA DT., Madras pro . . [MDDd . 
An aureus of Domitian had been collected in the district .. 9t 

(:J+) 1897n. KOTTAYAM tk.,. Malabar dt., Madras pro [Kob 
'Ail aur..:us of· Theodo3ias was picked up by ryota ploughing a field in a hilly pijl.ce 

to the south-cast of the village.} . 
{()S) 1898. KARUKKAKKURICCHI, Alangudi tk., Pudukkottah st.' (KK 

A 'hoard' of Roman aurei 'was discovered early in 1898' at Karukkakkuricchi:3 

th(~ ho:ud' was secured very nearly if not altogether intact' •• • They are unfortunately 
without exception in bad condition, having evidently been in circulation a long time 
h~f(Jrc they were buried . . . more than 9::1 per cent of them~ have been deliberately 
defaced with a file or chisel.& 
(66) 1899n. l>AKLI, Hazara dt., North-West Frontier pro [PA 

'L'lst autulIlD . . . there was a find of denariiin Pakli. The coins got into the 
lunds of the !>iIidi dealers. Up to the present we do not kllOW how many were obtained.' 
Til . ..: 'tvnes' which werc 'secured' were 23 in number.' 
(07) 189911. SALlBUNDAM, Chicacole tk., Vizagapatam dt., Madras pro [SA 

'ELv..:n silver d.::nari.i of Tiberius' were 'found in a hill' at the village.' 
(f.'H) 19ocn. KRISHNA DT., .Madras pro (KsD 

'A forgcry of a gold Roman aur('us' was found in the district. 'Concerning this coin, 
Mr. Rapson, of the British Museum, writes as foUows.:. "It is interesting in' many respects: 
It is a copy of an aureus of Faustina, the elder, wu.;: of Antoninus Pius (A.D. 138-161), 
und.mbtcdly, so far as the obv.::rse goes. With regard to. tl1e reverse type-the three standing 
ti~:uLs--it is something like that of a coin of Faustina I, with.th~ inscription VOTA PVBLICA, 
w'!lich has three standing figur~s ; but two of these are females,. and one only is male. More
o·{\.!r, YOlir coin has on the r.::verse a mint-mark (perhaps a c.orruption of.coNOB1, which belong3 
to a p(r:od bter than that of Faustina I. All one can say is that the coin is undoubtedly 
.:n In'lian imitation of a Roman au reus of Faustina I, influenc~d probably by other Roman 
coins of a later dati":. \Vhethcr the imitation is ancient or modem, is a question not so easy 
t(, ans\\'.;r. Tlicre seems no reason why it should not be ancient, except, perhaps, that the 
cokur of the gold is somewhat lighter than is usually the case with ancient Indian gold." '8 

(69) 1902. SOl;nI INDIA. [SIc 
'An aureus of Augustus, 'found+ in S. India. • was acquired by purchase' 

hr this Museum.' 
(70) 190~1l. KARl'R, Karur tk., Ttichinopoly dt., Madras pro [KRd 

'An aurcus of l\hrcus Aurdius Antoninus' 10 was 'found at Karuvur'.l1 
(7I) 19°4 11 • I1UT,HENKAVU, Chtng LOur tk .• Quilon dn., Travancore st. [Pu 

'A find of about fiflY' gold 'Roman coins (solidi)' was made 'by arayat, in a pot 
three feet below the surface.' Six Gf these were acquired for this Museum.IS 
(72 ) I905n. ·ONCOLE tk., Guntur dt., Ma~ras pro [ONT 

, Two Roman gold solidi, of Nero and Hadrian " were recovered out of a find of a larger' 
numba ' on the bank of the Paleru river'.l .. 
(73) 1909n. CHANDRAVALL.I, Chitaldru.g tk.,-dt., Mysore st. [ev 

A d.:;narius of Augustus, with 'two small coins, one lead and the other probably pot.in', 
b~::.Hing , neither legends nor symbol§ visible on them' was discovered as treasure trove." 
(j·4.) 191011. KALLA,KINAR, Palladam tk., Coimbatore dt., Madras pro [KL 
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'Two silver coins (denarii)' in 'a poor state of preservation' were 'said to have been 
found with some other silver and gold coins and jewels, in an earthenware pot, obtained 
in the course of digging and levelling the raised portions of a field in the village'. The 
. other coins and the jewels were not discovered. U . 

(75) 1912n. COIMBATORE nT;, Madraspr. [CoDe 
Two denarii 'of 'Tiberius' which 'belong to a common type' were discovered in tl\\~ 

district. 16 . 

(76) 1913n. KATTANGANNI, Dharapuram "tIC;, Coimbatore dt., Madras pro [KG 
;. 'Two hundred and thirty-three Roman silver coins (denarii)' were found in the 

district, 'all belonging· to two common types of which several large finds have previously 
been made in southern India.17 184 of the coins were struck during the reign of Emperor 
Tiberius (14-37 A.D.) and the remainder in the reign of Augustus (29 B.C.-14 A.D.)'18 . 
'(77) 1915n. ' KOTPAD, Jeypore tk., Vizagapatam dt., Madras pro [Kl' 

'Four Roman silver coins (denarii), three being of the emperor Augustus (63 B.C.-q. 
A.D.) and one of the emperor Tiberius (42 B.C.-37 A.D.)' were found in the village 

-, during the digging of foundations for the quarters of the Sub-Inspector of Police.' 19 

(78) 1915n .. MALLAYAPAtEM, Guntur dt., Madras pro [ML 
'Four Roman gold coins (aurei)' were 'found by persons sifting earth taken from a field 

at the village . . . These aurei are in a fine state of preservation'.20 
(79) 19I6n. KALIKANAYAKANPALAIYAM, Coimbatore tk.-dt., Madras pro [KA 

'A Roman gold coin', which is 'a solidus of the Emperor Justinianus', was found 
in the viUage.21 . 

(80) 1917n. MADURA TN., tk.-dt., Madraspr. (MDe 
- 'A find qf eleven Roman gold cuins' was 'discovered-by Mr. J. Craig Harvey in the 

course of excavations in the compound of the Madura Mills at the town of Madura . . . 
Seven of the coins have been defaced by a slight cut across the emperor's head, but they 
are otherwise in fine condition.' The aurei were of ' nine varieties ',Ill 
{81) 1918n. UPPARIPETA, Godavari dt., Madras pro {Up 

~Three gold coins' were found in the village, 'which appear to be early Indian im~,cl
tions of Roman aurei, made for use in jewellery . . . . Two of them are bored "3 

(82) 1918n. TONDAMANATHAM, Cuddalore tk., South Arcot dt., Madras pro [To 
A ' find of six Roman gold coins' was 'discovered during excavations at' the village. 

'They comprise three, aurei of Tibcrius (14-37 A.D.), one of Claudius and Agrippina (41-54-
A.D.), one of Nero (54-68 A.D.) and an undetermined coin. All are unfortunately defaced 
by a cut across the emperor's head. An interesting feature of the find is that it also com
prised 2.7 silver puranas . . . .''' 
(83) 1918n. MAUYADIPUDUR, Nanguneri tk., Tinnevelly dt., Madras pro [MA 

'Four gold solidi' of the later Roman empire' were found in the village. 'Two of them 
are referable to the emperors Theodosius II (4°8-450 A.D.) and Anastasius I (491-5.-8' A.D.), 
while the other two which have grossly blundered ' inscriptions ~re possibly copies made 
for use in jewellery, for which purpose all coins have been bored.' S$ 

(84) 1928n. GUMADA, Jeypore tk~, Vizagapatam dt., Madras pr.. [Gu 
. Twenty-three Roman gold coins, 'unidentified,' were discovered. ,& 

(85) 1929. MAMBALAM, Madras, Madras pro [MB 
, A single coin of the Roman emperor Augustus' was included ' in the largi: hoard of 

770 punch-marked" coins found at Mambalam.'" 
(86) 1931. KARIVALAMVANDANALLUR, Sankarankoyil tk., Tinnevelly dt., Madras pro [Kv 

In a field in the village (Survey No. 124-2), two boys came across six aurei, two rings, a 
chain, a jewel and beads (Fig. ) which had been probably exposed by a heavy down-pour 
of rain a few days earlier.'s _ 
(87) 1932n. VELLALuR, Coimbatore tk.-dt., Madras pro [VEe 

A batch of 121 denarii of Augustus, tog .. :"er with 23 'unstruck pieces' of silV!::r we:',.: 
found in a plot of poramboke _ land.' ,t 
(88) 1933 ante. SOUTH INDIA. [81 

In 1933 it was found that a few coins were in the cabinet of this Museum the prec 
fi 1 .. pl~c>3 of which could not be determined. The available records do not show eith 
that R~ '3ot\. coins found outside of India had been acquired or that any specimens found 
north India had been received. It has therefore been assumed that that all these coins w..;; 
found in south India itself. 



(89) 1933'" GAIPARn, Suryapet tk., Nalgonda dt., Nizarri's Dominions. [GA 
< Three Roman gold coins were -found. aO 

(go) 1933. NANDYAL tn., Nandy,d tk., Kurnool dt., Madras pro < 4 [NA 
'When two coolies (w~rkmen)were ~ngaged on 30th June 1933 in widening a saw pit 

close to a house in course of erection on S. No. 589, the crow-bar of one of the coolies struck 
against an earthen pot at a depth of three feet from the ground level and broke it, and a 
batch of gold coins was found to have been preserved in the vessel. < The two coolies divided 
the coins among a number 'of others <as welt who came to know of.the find, but information 
reaching the Revenue Inspector of Nandyal.on7th July 1933,an attempt was made to ~race 
the coins, but only 52 were recovered.' II < < '. 
(91) 1935". KULATTUPPALAIYAM, Dharapuram tk., Coimbatore dt., Madras pro [Ku 

Three bits out of a number of pieces into which an aureus of Theodosius had been 
cut up were found, along with a number of pieces of a gold chain and of flat pieces of gold, 
in a metal.receptacle, which lay buried in Survey No. 697, itteri poramboke.' a. 
(92) 1934-5. TAXlLA, Rawalpindi t1.,-dt., Pan jab pro [Tx 

A denarius of Augustus was found, along with a coin of the dioskourn type of Azilises, 
and a tiny gold relic casket, in a steatite casket dug up from Stupa IV discovered near the 
Dharmarajika Stupa. al 

(93) 1936. TANJORE tn., Tanjore tk.,-dt., Madras pro ' [TA 
A sestertius of Diocletian-a piece of 'brass' with traces ot silver-wash,-was pur

c~sed from a dealer in copper scrap, having been picked out of a large mass of copper coins 
which must have turned up as treasure trove in the <neighbourhood." 
(93a) I"936". SOUTH INDIA. [SIe 

A 'barbarous' issue of Severus was 'found in S. India.'" 
(94) . . . MUTTRA, TN., Muttra tl.,-dt., United Provinces. [Mu 

'An illiterate person got' an aureus of CaraOlUa 'as a: stray find from a mound in tha 
suburbs of the city.' a$ , < 
(95) 1938". GHANTHASALA, Divi tk., Kistna dt., Madras pro [Gu 

A set of. two prints of photographs of a batch of . • . coins was placed in the heads 
of the present wriler in 1.938 by a friend who told him that the photographs had been taken 
by a native of Ghan~la some ten years earlier, the coins having been picked up from time 
to tirpe as stray finds al different places in the village between the years 1918 and 1928.S6 

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE FINDS. 

NOTICES. 

The notices we have of the finds are often of lit~le value, failing as they do to advert to 
important particulars. One of the finds, believed to be of denarii, did not come under the 
eye of anyone interested in numismatics.1 Of the coins of another find it is said that they 
were _ 'supposed to be Roman'; it is not known on what ground. the supposition rested.2 

Finds are naturally treated as loot, and they get di,"ded among so many people3 that often 
jt becomes difficult to dc:ermine, even. roughly, what,the composition of the find was. Only 
occasionally does more than one fraction reach the hands of the numismatist.' The accounts 
of three finds are discrepant on material facts.S In a few cases, nothing has been recorded 
about the coins except that they were Roman.' Sometimes, the find-places have not been 
noted at all ; often, nothing more than the neighbourhood in which the find was made is 
recorded;' the district or the sub-district is mentioned occasionally! Even where the 
provenance has been noticed, it is not clear whether the coins w~re found astreasure trove.10 

In a few cases the references are silent as to whether the coins-were of gold or of silver or of 
'brass.'ll In yet others, no indications are given as to the date to which the coins belonged, 
not even the name of the emperor b_eing alluded to.11 
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DJSTIJB1JTlOR. 

The ar_ Ofti' which the coiDa .~ acceptable are ..., tIetermiDabIe from til. dietri
hunan of· the find-pJaca.lI I. the Jalalabad dittrict of'~n ·there oc:curred two 
finds, and they havo been treated here as baWag been cIiIcoYerecI in India, DOt merely bec:auee 
the fiad-plac:ea are quite near the praeat JDdiaft bonier mel the &net. are the only 0DeI known 
to have been m&de in Mghaniatan, but also bocaUie the &ackpota ,lay, in the days to which 
the coins belong, in territory that ... Indiaafor all essential pwpoeeI., A find has been 
reported in the North-West FI'OI)tM:r Province, but it is • eolia,y find. From the region 
of Ra~lpindi come all the coins that have been fOWld in the funjab. Half a dozen places 
in the United Provinces have yielded these coins., AIuioet as many find-apots lie within 
the confines of the Bombay province. It is, however, in the Madras province and in the 
territories which it surrounds that we have had the heaviest and the moat numerous yields : 
the find-spots and the finds out-number greatly those in all other parts of me country.' The 
finds in Oeylon are eXtremely interesting, but the scope of this inqui;ry would be greatly , 
widened if they were taken up for study. ' . 

Over large a'reas, however~ tho coins have not been found.. Not one find has been made 
in the vast region that lies within a liJle drawn roughly from Peshawar to Rewah (some seventy 
miles almost south of Allahabad), and thence along the Vindhyan range to the Arabian 
Sea, and then coastwise to Karachi, and beyond. Nor have we known of any find in the 
extensive region east of Allahabad watered by the Ganges and the Brahmaputra. In the 
large stretch of land included in the areas known as Central India, the Central Provinces 
and Orissa, We nave had only two finds. In all the Dekhan. which comprises a large tract of 
country including the Nizam's Dominions, we have had no morcthan onQ find. 

Perhaps a clearer i~a of the range of. the reach of the coins would be obtained if we 
observed how they ha1'e been found distributed in the north-west, the north, the north-eut, 
tht( middle and the south of the country. An a~mpt could·then be made to relate the finds_ 
t~.the political' and th~ econo~c changes that die country has goQC through. 

A division of the country into such geographical regions cannot but be very rough 
in character. The accompanying sketch-ma" is an attempt at a division of the countliY 
into regions which would be easily recognisable and would at the same time correspond ih 
some measure to the limits of important factors like race and language, ~nd even modem 
provincial boundaries.l6 h will be found to be helpful in various other studies as well,-
such "as the ethnographical, the linguistic and the archaeological. 11 ' 

Region A "includes Kashmir, the North-West Frontier Province and the Punjab. For 
the reasons already set out, the contiguous areas on the other side of the present western 
bor4er may be deemed to faU within this region. Rajputana, Sindh and Gujarat fall in region 
B .. The hJsins of the Ganges and its tributaries and the areas to the south dow}l to the 
Dekhan are covered by region C. In region D are included the provinces of Bihar , . ..BenP,l 
and Assam. Region E comprises the Dekha,if the middle, the lands to the west of the West
ern Ghats and the lands to the east of the EaStern Ghats: to put it differently, the Maharatta, 
theoTelugu and the Oriya countries form its components. In region F we have the southern
f!108t part of the countty, .... south of the Dekhan, and comprising ,. small portion of the 
Telugu land, practitally the whole of the Kanarese country, and the Tamil and the Mala
yalam countries in their entirety. Fora number of reasons, region G, Ceylon .. has occupied 
a unique position in India and must therefore be treated as a separate entity. 

Three find-spots fall within region A, and seven in region C; as many as 14 lie in region 
E; but, the largest number, 30, is claimed by region F. Not one find-place, however, is 
located in region B, and the only find-spot in region D would have been out of the region 
had it been situated just a few miles to the south. ' 

The absence of discoveries of the coins in such areas cannot be explained on the hypo
thesis that the coins reached only the margins of the country,-along the line of its north
western frontier, which is the tract nearest by land to Rome and her dominions, and along the 
coasts, both western and western, which were perhaps more easily accessible as the sea
route wasprob~bly easier than the routes by land. 



REGIONS. 
It is true that ROlDan coins have been found near the 'land-frontierl - and the sea

coasts ;l~ but"' much larger number hav.': been found in areas remcwed a fair distance from 
'frontien and coasts ;11 indeed, many have turned up at places so far in land.as Allahabad,11 
Rewah,lo Gaiparti, I~ Cuddapah, II Nandyal, II Chandravalli " and Coimbatore." 

• Our present knowledge of the geographical distribution of the find-places teelDll there
fore to suggest that the penetratioo of the country by the coins bas, in some measure, been 
eccentric. 

'~The finda have been most numerous in the Madras pro~nce; they have occurred in 
e.ighteen out c#f its twenty-six administrative divisions. TheY~lhave turned up also in the 
three principal territories adjoining the province! I- tho find in one of them is very impor
tant." Owing to the law governing treasure trove. they have reachCd,-thougta often par
.tially,-insCitutions such aa this Museum, where they have been preserved or studied with 
some Care.) 

MEDALS. 

A find that came to light about 1788 is said to have comprised not only Roman coins 
but also medals,3I but it is doubtful,-in view of no further particulars having been given of 
them, of the dubious purport of the term 'medal'in those days and of no other find being 
known to have ,yielded any,-whether medals in the strict sense were among the objects dis
covered. One of the finds was in a pot belonging to a burial of a prehistoric character; 3~ 
four finds came from stu pas ;30 and one from a chaitya,31 an important hoard occurred in the 
ruins of a Hindu temple.8a.-..... The coins recovered from stupas were naturally found asso
ciated with objects common in ~tupa-deposits. But a hoard in the southernmost district 
of the country, not much north of C3pe Comorin, which did not come from a stupa. cOll}prised 
not merely coins but al$o 'two ring~, a chain, a jewd and beads.' .. 

A JEWEL. 

The jewel is fashioned in a manner not common now in this country. Two sheets of 
gold, beaten thin and cut to a ci:rcular shape, have been impressed ill repousse with designs : 
on one of the two sheets a legend too has been impressed, also in repousse. The two sheets 
have been placed back to back and bound together by two narrow strips of gold which are 
run along tire upper and low\!! margins of the sheets an~ soldered together. A tiny hole 
occurs in the t:dge: it was probably intended to allow of molten lac being poured between the 
sheets to fill in the interspace and prevent the repousse work being obliterated through rough 
usage. A series of tiny rings in gold have been soldel'ed to the edge for a thin wire to be 
passed through them all. If the beads of gold found along with the jewel a~e grouped in the 
interstices between the rings and threaded through, they would make the jewel almost 
indistinguishable from the type of pendcnts to ~cklets in common use in the country. The 
beads and the 'chain' of gold were all, obviously, used along with the circular piece, and' 
together they constituted a necklet with a pendent. The jewel has, however, been subjected 
to hard usage; it has lost most of the beads that clustered thick and close along the edge ; 
the devices are battered. and the sheets have in places got creased and crinkled, and even 
broken. . 

The design on the obv\!rse stands o~t in very high relief and represents a boldly 
modelled bust of a figure wearing a veil over the head. The features seem to be those of a 
matron, Roman or Greek, and the veil is, worn in the manner affected by the fashionable 
ladies who are represented on Greek and Roman coins till about the beginning of the 3rd 
century A.D.' The devices on the reverse are in very low relief, and the crinkling of the sheet 
makes it difficult to identify the devices. They may, however, be a high and narrow flagon 
on the left, and·a long comucupia on the right; both are objects frequently found represented 
on Roman coins. 
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Along the margin of the reverse are found' curVes and' strukes in repousse running in the 
manner of a legend. They are so faint that they escape notice unless the jewel is attentively 
examined anCl in more than one light. The more closely one examines these lines the surer 
does one grow that they do constitute a circular line of writing : they shape themselves into 
a legend. The injuries which the reverse sheet has sustained have dented and crinkled it 
so badly, especially along the margin, that serious doubts arise about some lines and loops; 
at places it looks as if a line fashioned in repousse has been s~hed by an injury: at other 
pJaces it looks as if such a line were a mere crinkle due to anoth,er injury: in the result, it is 
difficult to decide which lines are to be taken as forming, part ,of the writing and which are 
not to be. 

The sketch in the margin represents an attempt to give an idea of the types on the obverse 
and the reverse, and to reproduce the legend faithfully. In drawing the sketch, the legend 
has been viewed from all possible points of vie"'l,especiaUy as"wha~ loo,ks a stroke of writing 
from one angle looks a crinkl(drom another, and an endeavour has been made, with the aid 
of symbols, to indicate the condition of the legend. As it is hard,tofiq,d 'out where the legentl 
begins; and as the legend, being circular, may be read clock~wise or ,counter-clockwise, it 
has been sketched in a straiglk line, starting from the letter which stan~, at' II on a clock
face,--treating the face of the jewel as that of a clock,-and proceedil1g clock.,.wise. The 
skdch has only to be held up3ide down to get a reading of the legend in the counter-clock-
wise mode. ' 

At first sight the legend appears to be in Brahmi,--'-a syllabic system of writing used in 
India from at least about the 4th century B.C. to the 3rd c~ntury A.D. There is no denying 
that a few of the letters could he identified with characters in that graphic system, but there 
are other lettt>rs that seem to be foreign to it. The legend has therefore to be abandoned as 
l~cing indeciphe:rable at present.s, 

'BRASS' ISSUES. 

The occurrence of ~he 'brass' issues of Rome in India has been doubted. An important 
collection of 'brass' which was taken by one authority to have been composed of pieces 
found in India,a~- a supposition which at least in part was confirmed by those who had 
actually 'procured' or 'collected' one or other of them in India,s6- has been ignored 
by another authority on the ground that 'further details' than that they were 'of Indian 
origin' could not be given of them. 'so that the statement cannot well be accepted as basis 
for argument.' It lias been contended that 'there is nothing to show that these Were found 
anywhere in the soil cf India' and it has been concluded that 'the only safe course is to leave 
them out of aCCGunt altogethcr.'S1 Further, we are told of certain types of brass' having been 
turned out in large quantities in this country itself; 87_. little has been said of them except 
that they appear to be lccal imitations of Roman iss'ues,38 and. no endeavour has been made 
to establish their character mare precisely or to determine their date. The 'brass' coins 
therefore, are a problem calling for special consideration. That most of the 'brass' coins 
did actually reach India within a century or two of theit:.issue cannot be doubted merely on 
the score that the recc.rds of the finds of them are wanting in precision. A brass coin of 
Carinus is very definitely stated to have been 'dug up in the neighbourhood' of Mirzapur.39, 

W~ have the testimony of a traveller, who wrote slightly earlier than 1798, that ancient 
Roman copper coins Were sometim;;s met with at Surat.'o A batch of twelve copper coins 
is said to have been 'foun~ ,aurit·d in upper India.'&! A·sestertiusof Diodetian was picked 
out' 4:3 of a mass of copper-coins. whi~h had reached a merchant in scrap-metal at Tanjore,4.3 
the mass being obviously composed of portions of various finds of copper coins in those 
parts of south India which are now sending scrap-metal to that city. It cannot be treated as 
;1 stray coin incap:lble of pointing to the area in which it must have reposed for ages till it was 
shovelled nut from the earth and despatched to Tanjore 3S scrap-metal: the coin must have 
lain. bmi::d at some spot not more than twu or thr~e hundred miles awayfrom that city. When 
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~ !taman copp::r coin'is 'collectod' in the vicinity of Madras," or when 'little copper pieces' 
:Ire 'found in and around Madura' or \vhen SO'l1.'! of these c0ing are CO'l1e acrO.lS 'during 
ii. ViBit to l\-Iadura and the sllrro~.IT"Jding v:llages' in quest of Bpecimens,"s thera c n 
be no cavilling at the suggestion that they had reached Indh ccnturks ago, merely bec"u .• -=: 

Iff the absence of specific statement~ :lrl to the precise. spotA where they had been lying at rC:-3t. 
An ohulus of Theodosius I is found at MahabJipurlm46 a 'Bolit:uy (Rom)"''!) coin is pick • .!d 
up. . near thi! S:.:ven Pagodas' (l\Lhabalipur'lm)'7; an 'an-::i.:!nt' Roman gold cQin 
i; discovered in a ridge <.of sea-sand alc.ng the beach at Alampani ;,8 sOme coim ar~ picked 
up along the beach at Kilakkarai,4g coins of Valentinian, Theodosius and Eudocia ale 
found along the Coromandt'l Coast, 'after every high wind, not in one or two places, but at 
frequent intervals.'~o Roman coins ar.;:: 'found all about the bed of the river' Vaig.li in i s 
com'se through Madura, and are found a1.;o 'in many diffc:rent phct"s h th0 sam·~ town.'~l 
On what gwund:; are we to deny that tlV'lI" reached 'this country wit:1in gm"T'ft! d!cad~s of t'1.~ir 
issue? The evidence f(lr the infl:.lx 'of 'b ·.1S: is so co5ent a;) to be in:::J.p.lblc of b::ing 
doubted. . . 

1\'1 UTILI'. TION.. 

A few of the finds of gold coins cO:1tain piec .. ~s that l!re bldly bent : b~)th th·~Vinukon:l.i52 
anr! the NandyaPC finds contain su;;h specimens and it is pro~abh that the ICliya'mputtur~' 
find too contained a few such pieces. That the b.!nding was d:;)jberate admits of no doubt, 
considering that the process i~volven sp(!ciaieffort, but it is not' easy to .say why the attl.'mpt 
was at all made. The scarch:y of finds containing such coins and the apparent' abs~nce of a'li 
motive for the bending raise a doubt whether all fouch clins found in the three ,places did not 
originally belong to one batch, but no cO'lciu:;ion seems to be p033ible, for the relevant 
data have not been recorded in the aCC'OUllts WI! have of the finds at Kaliyamput.tur and 
Vinukond<l. 

A good proportion of the aurci in a few of. the find.:; is ddibcratdy d~faced,-the coins 
bdng, marked with a clean chisel-cut severing tJ,le h<;ad ,on the obvl?r.3e in two. A sav.!r 
piece' in the collection of this Museum has been sim:Iarly disfigured,5~ b\}t this is the only 
denarius ~o treated of which we have knowl!dge. It may be that only gold pieces w~re fiable 
to be Hubj.:cted·to such treatment, and that the sclitary denarius suffl!red defacement through 
some odd mischance. . 

A head or a bust is the type that has given offence; none of the of;;.'ler numerous -types 
common on Roman issues has provoked wrath,-not even the human fig-t,1rc figured at full 
length. Occasioll~lly, where a coin bears a bust or head on the obver3<! and ahlp one on the 
n;Vo;!Tse, both arc cut at.!>to The inf.!rence seems to· be justifiable that the defacement was 
t fLctcd in areas where it was well understood that the head:.; and busts on Roman coins are 
gener.1Ily r,;:presentations of the ~mperors and' their relations and that the human figures 
shown full length are mostly personifications. 

The defaced coins are found only in the hoards that have turned· up in middle artd 
southern Illdia,$' but no 'Useful conclusion may be drawn from this phenomehon, the finds 
iri gold in upper India being all too few. . . 

The dates when the defacemenis shoul j have been effecte4 may roughly b\! determined, 
for each h0ard by the date of the latest-coin in it to be found defaced, "if w<! as'JUcue for the 
rnom':nt that all the defaced coins in a hoard were defaced at CIne time. Consid-'!ring, then, 
that the latest of such pieces in the Tondamanatham ho:ud belongs to 51-54 A.O.,$8 that the 
latest of those coins in the Madur"d hoard is of 61-62 A.D., ~9 that th~ ddaCement in 
the Nandyal hoard stops with a coin of 63-64 A.D., 60 and that the lat~st defaced coin in the 
Karukkakurichi hoard is assignable to 75-79 A.D.el, one would have believed that def.1cemcnt 
was a devic .• that obtained in the third quarter of the 1St century A.D., wer>! it not that the 
Kariv,;lamvandan.'1l1ur batch closes with a c.oin of lIS A.D. that bear:! a cut,62 and that the 
curious as~wrtment of coins found in the batch that comes from Gumad.l contains a number 
of c0ins, defaced badly, which !,ange approximately from 175 to 33'0 A.D.63 The ~bface
ment of Roman coins seems therefore to have been practised as early probably as .54 A.D. 
·and to have been persistent till at least 330 A.D. 

3 
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The defaced pieces are generally found in the company of pieces which have nOt 
suffered a similar fate. For instance the Madura find of eleven aureicontains four which 
are free from chisel-cuts" and of the great Karukkakurichi hoard of over 500 aurei,·.5 ten 
per cent' have escaped the chisel. The person who of malice prepense started defacing heads 
on the coins of the Karukkakurichi hoard and persisted through a batch of over 400 was 
scarcely likely ta kave left his task incoihplete: so too, the person who defaced the seven 
coifjl of the Madura find was by no meaIl8iflikely to have felt too.tired to deface the other 
four of the. find. Had all tile coins found in these hoards when exhumed been illcltided 
in the b~tches which had passed through the hands that wielded the chisels, none of the 
coins would have escaped the wrath. The defaced pieces in a hoard have apparently had a 

,.history different from that of the undefaced cnes, and they would seem to have joined the 
undefaced ~atch after the unkindly fate had overtaken them. 

65 Kk 
80 Mdb 
8z To 
84 Gu 
86 Kv 

Karukkakurichi .• 
Madura .. 
Tondamanathan. 
Gumada ._ 
Karivalamvanda-

nallur. 

, 
Number 

of 
coins. 

.. 
s 

DEFACED BATCH. . ., 
Range in time. 

B.C. 27 to A.B. 75-79 
A.D. 41-42 to A.D. 61-·62 
B.C. 31-29 to A.D. 51-54 
A.D. 175-6 to A.D. C. 330 

A.D. lIS 

I 

Number 
of 

ooins. 

I 

12 

UNDEI'ACF.D . DATen . .. , 
Range in time. 

D.C. 19 -15 to A.D. 
A.D. 50 -51 to A.D. 

A.D . 
A.D. 195-7 to A.I>. 
A.D. 64 -68 to A.D. 

63-64-
81-84 
16-21 

206 . 
95-96 

go Na 'Nandyal . ' B.C. 8 to A.Il. 63-64 A.D. 16 -:n to A.D. I'H'-167 

But as three of the hoards contain defaced aurei later in time than the latest of the 
undefaced ones, we .have (0 infer fur~her that none of the hoards had come together by a batch 
of defaced aurei meeting and merging with a batch of unddaced aurei : the coins &:f'lced ami 
undefaced, would seem to have come together and mingled, and split and separated,--per

. baps m~re than once. 

WHEREDEFACE.1\tINT WAS EFFECTED. 

It has been suggested that 'the defacement was not effected in Rome', as in that case 
'it would ilot ~ave been' done' l}.aphazardly, as on some of the pieces from Karukkakurichi. 
and 'similarly defaced coins would probably have been found in other hoards, if the coins 
meant for India were thus defaced before being export~d', and yet· 'of such defaced coins 
there is no' record'. It has been held that 'it follows, then, that the incisions were made 

. in India, .in order to put the coins out of circ~lation'. For this conclusion to be accepted 
it has to be shown' that those who mutilated the coins were aware that the busts and the 
heads represented the rule~s and potentates of Rome and so defaced them, and knew also 
that the full-length human figures were representations of mere personifications and so 
spared them. But southern India, where the ,mutilated .specimens are. found, is removed 
too far from Rome, and·is too distant from the long-reaching hands of Roman emperors 
for strong antipathy to them to have been roused and for that antipathy to have been expressed 
by the defacement of their images. No motive for defacement could be made out if the 
defacement is assumed to have been effected in India. 

One of the explanations offered for the defacement is that 'the incisions were made 
in. order 'to test the genuineness of the coins', but it has been refuted on the ground that 
'without exception, it is the head that is defaced,' though, had such a test been the object, 
'a stab in any other part of the coin would have served the purpose.·68 Another explanation is 
that coins worn out by prolonged circulation were put out of circulation.by being chisel-cut6S , 

but the mutilation has been found on coins nQt much subject· to wear70• A third 
is that 'the defaced coins had simply passed at some time through the hands of a fanatical 
Muhammadan holding the views ofMahmud of Ghazni, who declared he ""Tshed to be 
known as th~ "breaker" of idols, not as the "seller" of them', and that 'such a man 
finding a .gold coin with a head or image on it would, b~fore selling it, deface it 
by a chisel CUt, and' so evade the reproach of selling "idols".n This explanation 
has been objected to on the grounds that 'the cuts are confined to the heads', 
while ithe figures, seated or standing', which 'bear much greater resemblance 
to idols than the . heads alone', have, 'without exception, escaped,' and that one of 
tWO heads appearing on the same side' of the same. 'coin being.. defaced while the 
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other is not, 1. ~e urge to icolioclasmis not likely to have ~en responsible for the ,wnd8-
lism.,i Consid~ring that t4e latesb:oip in the Karukkakurichi find is aS$ignable to 75-79 
A.D., wt: have to -conC1ud~ thafthe hoard was conceali:dnot very IDlIch later.. But to 
however late a date we may taKe the burial of the hoard we cannot bring it sufficiently near 
to 6a~ A.D., when the evangel against idolatry may be deemed, to have assumed point and 
d~rection. Further, the la~est Roqtan coin found in, India and' bearing, a, cut is one of 
Constantine the Great. of about the year 330 A.P., occurring in a hoard which could not 
have been in circulation' for more than a decade thereafter":' it is not till almost three 
centuries later that Muhammad could be saict to have' preached the dpty of iconoclasm. 
M~reover, none of the numerous Rom~n coins of silver found in India, except an all too 
unique p~ece,T~ has been defaced: their ~scape would be inexplicable if-we accepted the
iconoclasm theory., It has been, therefore', surmised' that 'the object" of the defacement 
'must have been to destroy the authoritY'by which the. coin was guaranteed'''; in other 
~ords. 'the ruler who had ~hem defaced ob~cted 'to these coins, with the symbol of Roman 
sovereignty, circulating in his dominions. t7t 

The various explanations of the phenomenon of defacement assume tbat it is •. 
nu~is~atic factor peculiar to India and that it .is a product of Indian political conditions. 
~~tention has, however, been drawn already to the f:lifficulty of assuming that such mutilation 
~s an Indian phenomenon. The hypothesis may,therefore be exaUlined in some detail. 

No indigenous Indian coin of the first ten centuries, for instance, of the Christian era 
is inown to be defaced. In those centuries, India saw many dynasties rise and fall, a few 
of which at least had occasion to engage in hostilities with one another. and numerous kings 
spme of whom at least. treated each other cordially. and yet defaced coins of' Indian origin 
are unknown in this period. It has been said that 'in Northern India' have been seen 
''ffi8J.ly beautiful Greek staters of full weight, and almost Mint condition, with a deep and 
viciously inflicted gash across the neck'." These Greeks may not easily be called Indian 
rulers: they took hold of certain areas lying in the north-west frontier of India, and 
however rapidly they might have become Indianised, are not likely to have hastened to 
forget their Greek hatreds. A silver coin of Heraios is known to be defaced," but though 
Heraios was of the Kushan line, he ruled in west Afghanistan ;80 he, was 'foreign to 
I~dia'.81 

A NON-INDIAN PHENOMENON. ' 

, Though defacement was thus unknown to early India, and unknown also to Rome, 
it could be shown to have been a practice well-established in some of the regions that lie 
between Italy and India. 

A gold stater, probably of Sardes, issued in the earlier half of the 6th century B.C .• 
shows a ~;jt directed at the obverse type, which is a lion's head with open jaw. and protruding 
tonlE'l'l:" ' ' , . 

In a find corne upon • somewhere in the Delta ' 8. of ' the Nile in Egypt, comprising 
coins of Greek Cities il'sued between about 500 and 400 B.C., 84. and, being 'the result', 
as evidenced by 'the places to which they belong', probably 'of a . trading voyage made 
along the coasts of the Aegean and neighbouring seas, which ended in Egypt·,. ~ there 
occurred a number of coins, issued by cities like Mende, Sermyle and Dikai:l, which are 
defaced by deep cuts,S6 In one of them the cut is aimed at ~he torso ofa man on horse
back ;87 in two others the cut is' at a device which might well have been mistaken, when 
worn, fcr a horseman ;18 in a fourth, the cut is at the incuse on the rev<*.Se instead of at 
the head' of Herakles on the obverse.8' ' 

In the delta of. the Nile was found another hoard of 3 I silver coins drawn from cities 
of Thrace, Macedon, Central Greece, Ionia, Lycia and Cyprus, and of 8 dumps of cast 
silver :'0 the hoard was buried probably a little before 485 B.C.tl Practically 'every one 
of the coins has received . . . . at least one chisel-cut.'. II It has been opined that 
since a cut is to be found on one of the dumps, 'which, of course,·Jlas no, typ~ t'l' cancel', 
we have to explain 'the chisel-cut, found here on every coin' as 'a precaution against the 
most obvious fGrm of fraud and n(.t a means of "demonetizing" the coin by cancelling the 
type'.I. This view, however, ignores both the multiplicity of the cuts and the savagery 
of many of them," ' , ' ' , 

Somewhere in Cilicia was discovered a find, IS comprising, silver issues of numerous 
Greek cities,-'the coinages of Syracuse, of Athens, ,'nd of various and is!ands along the 
coasts of ~sia ~inor and Phoneicia',~o~e "Persia~ sa~!aps .in Cilicia'~and abo. sigloi of 
some Persian KmgsH • The hoard, WhlCh ranges m time f~om ,aboul: 486 to 380 B"CC; 
seems to have been buried 'about 378 B.(:.98. ' 'Of the 14I'C()in~ which compose the hoard 



.. I .... are disfigured by what is generally known as Utest cuts,"-deep in:cisi~ns probality 
made with . some chiselUike instrument. For some unknown reason this practice seems to 
have been particularly' complon in, Calicia. The generally accepted· explanation· of . these 
cuts is that they were tests for copper cares-the- usual expedient of ancient counterfeiters 
in-making their debased and spurious coins. In the majority of coins this explanation will 
hardly suffice. Instead of one cut (which would have been ample to detect the presence of a 
copper core) often lis many as five or six, sometimes even more, disfigure the coin in a most 
effective, fashion. The thoroughness of these mutilations 8ee~ premeditated, and suggests 
the exJ»;t.nation that, in the present case, these multiple cuts were intended to make the 
coins upfit forfurther drculation-lin other words, to demonetize them once for aU'." 

A coin ot Sinope, occufring in a hoard of coins of Sinope ~nd Trapezus chiefly, found in 
'the Black Sea district' and belcmging apparently to the fourth century'h.c., bears'two 
cuts which' have just avoided the head of Sinope.l. Attempts at the head of Sinope ate 
found ~ silver coins of about 36 .... -350 D.C.' and on another of plrhaps the same d~te but 
of a barbarous style. I. 

Imitations of coins of Sinope, 'faulty and unreliable in weight, produced by unscrupulous 
neighbours of the city' in the latter half of the .... th century B.C. were often 'defaced with 
chisel-cuts in order to put them out of currency', while 'the' good Sinopean pieces' of 
the same period showed little defacement, and among the magistrates' names which figured, 
on these good coins there appeared the name of Hikesias'. This seems to confirm 'the 
.tradition' that· Hikesias, 'had· b~n Banker or Treasurer of the State and had .. paracharak
ted", 'i.e. defaced, coins was founded on the fact' that possibly 'he ordered the chisel
cutting Clf all inferior pseudo-Sinopean coins with a view to restoring Sinopean financial 
credit.'· ' 

Coins of the satrap Mazaeus and ()( his times, issued genetally from Tarsus, about the 
latter, half at the 4th century B.C., are found defaced. On one silver piece a cut divides a 
corn-ear in two fa on another, the hoplite on the reverse is cut at, more than half a dozen 
times, while the king on horseback on the obverse escapes unscathed'. A silver coin of 
about AS1 B.C. bears two cuts, neither of which, however, affects the types;7 another coin, 
~$ suffert!d' a cut on the reverse which avoids the types altogether, 8 and a silver piece of 
about '3'30 B:C. exhibits a cut that just misses the seated figure of Baaltars.8 

The bl,lst of Antinous (c. uS A.D.), the favourite of Hadrian,. on a Roman contorniate 
of capper is defaced by three or four light cuts dealt transversely.lO The cuts are not 
incisi~n:s to. test the character of the metal, the piece being of copper, but are obviously proofs 
of the publ~ esteem enjoyed by the royal favourite . 

. . The device of defacement is thus seen to be as old as probably the 6th century B.C., 
and to~have heed freely adopted in Egypt, Cilicia, the littoral of the eastern Mediterranean, 
theisl~nds -dotting that sea, the Black Sea region and the empire of Persia" together with 

. it~~ay~pieiJ .. The object was sometime~ political, due to dynastic or to ci'vic rivalries and 
hos'#HHes', oi ,~as economic, on other occasions, ,the financial repute of a state having, for 
instance; to be'retrieved by a process of paracharais : occasionally, it was the clandestine 
method resorted to by an overawed people for giving vent to their detestation of a court 
favourite. 

Evidence for: the. Roman period i& unfortunately wanting, except such rare instances 
as t1:l'3.JP\uti1ation pf the effigy of Antinous, ,but what we ,have learnt about defacing enables' 
u.s to infer that the practice, unknown to Italy and to India, might yet, in Roman ~mes, have, 
obtained in areas such as Persia or Arabia where the expansion of Rome was stoudy resisted'. 
Rom'I;'spc.licy was rigorous control, of gold issues: she allowed silver and copper to become 
the ~~~~~sof,subj~c~ion and servitud~ ; she claimed so~e power to issue gold: in her eyes, 
goId",was the unfatlmg test ofsuzeramty. The prem1um thus placed by Rome on gold 
issues must have incited berrivals to neglect silver and to adopt gold as the medium of their 
own "is!lueS, and, at the same time, to visit their wrath, at the ~oman insistence on enlarging 
her frontiers, on the heads of the effigies in gold (if the Roman emperors. The defacement 
must have taken 'place in regions such as Asia Minor, Persia and Arabia where Rome rouseGt 
hostility and raised resistance. 
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This conclusion is consistent with _all. the facts before us. If defacement had its origin 
ill' Greece and in Asia Minor, it is obvious that it c'ould have occurred on the issues of the 
chiefs of Greek descent who occupied portions of the n&rth-west' frontier of India and 
endeavoured to retain some at least of the characteristics of Hellenic culture, and that it could 
at the same time be absent frpm the coins indigenous to India. Had mutilation come to 
be understood in India to be a mode of expressing disapprobation the indigenous currency 
would scarcely have remained exempt from the vi~Ol.is infection. Almost unfailing attention 
to the nice distinction between porJaits of potentates and repreSentations of personifications 
lacks reason or justification in India, while it is fraught with significance in areas which were 
in clOSe contact and violent conflict with Rome. The silver issues would not. have been 
spared and the gold issues alone attacked if the aid of the chisel had been invoke d in a 
country where there was no special hostility to foreign gold: We have no ground whatever 
for the suspicion that Roman gold had a political significance in India which did not attach 
to Roman silver, whereas we. know definitely that the policy of Rome should have evoked 
considerable hostility to its gold issues in the regions to the west of Afghanistan. Ddaced 
specimens are found in Indian hGards as the coins.that came to Persia or ,Arabia came gene
rally to India in payment for Indian commodities; the flow of currency was not from the 
east to the west and so d~faced Roman pieces are absent from hoar~ found in Europe. 

P],ATED DENARII. 

Specim~s of one particular issue of denarii o~ Augustus are found. in large numbers 
in .Indian hoards.llIt has been said that the denarii of this issue 'found in this country 'are 
nearly always of base metal plated with silver' .12 . But th~re seems to be no warrant for this 
observation: none of the accountsuf the finds makes mention of this feature. 13 It has been 
also said that 'the Indians. found' these coins 'm~ch to their liking', and that 'barbar~us 
imitations continued to be made in considerable numbers for many years after th~ originals 
first appeared in India',lI. but the occurrence of such imi~ations in finds seems to have 
gone unrecordedl5. . 

None the less, surmise on surmise has been mad.~ on the hypothesis that these phenomena 
have actually. heen <:>bserved in this cou,ntry .. Not only has a suggestion been made that 
these plated pieces 'were purpo3ely issued for trade with India',ls but it has even been 
suggested that 'they were struck especially for trade with South India where the natives 
cO'Jld not as yet distinguish good Roman coins from bad'. 17 It has beeR objected that the 
evidence relied on for the view that the plated dcnarii were manufactured for export to the 
east 'is subject to serious question' and thzt 'it seems improbable that Rome can have 
seriously considered a policy so certain in the long run to defeat its own aims'.IS True it 
i:J that a good proportion of the denarii found in this country is of this variety, but that is 
nothing unusual, for 'the immense n.umbers in which they 'were struck19 should give them a 
dispruportionately large representation in any- normal hoard covering that period,- especially 
if they went into the earth before the currency reform of Nero. All, except one, of the Indian 
hoards of denarii belong to the pre-Neroniap. reform period, and so this Pllrticu~:lr issue of 
denarii is represented in full strength ~n the-Indian hoards. Even in Europ~an hoards, 
'plated coins of the period before Nero" are particular~y common',2O and if they appear to 
be mor·~ numerous in the hoard.> than the good ones it is because they survive' mQre easily 
than the coiris of good metal' }1 . . 

None the less, the fact of the occurrence in India of plated pieces among the coins of 
this issue and of imitations of this issue has heen admitted without qu-:!stion, and,- what is 
more,- a problem has been posed on the admission: it not having been 'the custom of 
baraarians in antiquity to imitate coins of bad quality', we have in the Indian finds 'an 
excepjon to the general rule', and the exception 'awaits explanation'.23 The Indians of 
ancient times,-:- the 'barbarians~ whose ptnchant for these coins is said to stand in need 
of expianation,- were themselves experts in plating coins. Their earliest effort at adul
t'.'rating the currency w~s to introduce plated pieces among the coins of the punch-marked 
variety, which they used fairly early in their history: 'some coins are formed of a copp~r 
blank thickly covered with silver' : but, 'this contemporary (if not time-honoured) sophis
tication of the currency is found to occur subsequently' i~ various Indian coinages, in the 
Gneco-Bactrian of the Punjab, the Hindu kings of Kabul, and later still in various Muham
madan dynasties of the peninsula' .Sa It has been found that 'the plating is extremely 
wdl executed and of the most ciurable chara~ter'S',- so durable indeed that 'these 
coins till thoroughly worn were in look and finish equal to those composed of silver through
out'.S5 Those who were skilled enough to'plate coins so well are not likely to have lacked 
either th-:! skill needed to fabricate the imitations so well as tel escape detection or the 
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IJ4ITATIONS. 

A few·of the Indian finds comprise coins which seem to be imitations of ,Roman and 
Byzantine issues. . 

The earliest of these pieces i.s apparently an imitation of a denarius of 83 B.C.," but 
the execution is so good that it is in all probabilitJ a counterfe.it ~nufactured very shortly 
afterwards in Italy itself. 

. Another early, piece, 'the types' ('eing 'well rendered' and 'the legends badly 
blundered,' imita.ting the most voluminous> of the issues (c 26-37 A.D.) of 'riberius;7 
has come from India, but whether it is a 'native' imitation deserves consideration. 

'rhe next in time is a gold coin found' in south India which combines an obverse of 
Hadrian with a reverse of Antoninus Pius 'j lIa a blunder has intruded itself into the obverse 
~e~end ~n~ a .me~ningless exeresce~ce nas been a~d~d to' a character on the reverse. That 
It UI an Imitation IS undoubted, and It must be an ancient attempt. 

A gold coiri which turned up without companions appears to be an imitation ,of an 
aureus issued in-honour of Faustina I, 141-16I A.D, ;, the piece seems to be a cast ". 

Of two coins discovered in· the Rewa treasury 30, one had 'a s1)spicious look' ; . ha.d it 
been genuine, it would have been a coin of Commodus(I77-I92A.D-.).al The other was an 
imitation of a piece of Clodius (193-'7 A.D.)ls. The probabilities are that both the pieces 
are imitations. The two gold pieces of· the Upparipeta find 8a are obvious imitations, the 
originals being probably aurei issued in the names of Sabina in 134-8 A.D.", alld of Julia 
Domna in 1 96-2 II A.D.S6.. , 

The coin of 'impure silver' bearing a 'b'lUndered legend' which was obtained in 
Bombay as is perhaps an imitation of a coin of Galliellus issued in 253-4A.D.. 

The Guma,da find 37 is very interesting for its composition. While two of the pieces 
.are genuine issues of Septimus Severus, assignable to 200-1 A.D.' and ,202-10 A.D. res ... 
pective(ye8, all the others are imitations. The die-strock pieces among them imitate coins 
of the times of Commodus, Clodius, Septimus Severus, Paracalla and Geta, ranging from 
,175 A.D. t02II A.D. The cast pieces are aU copies of coins of Septimus Severus issued, 
between 200 A.D .• and 2IO A.D. 'rwo pieces have the reverses' hammered out of recogni
tion and they are 'probably imitations of an issue of Constantinus II (3q5-6 A,D.) or other 
5mperor having a resemblance to him and of an issue of Constantine the Great, 305-337 
A.D. 

Somewhere else in India was found another gold piece imitating an issue of 'Septimus 
Severus.38 Of the .four solidi of the Malayadipudur find, ,0 terminating with a solidus of' 
Anastasius, 491-518 A.D.'!, all but t!te latest are imitations of issues cif Theodosius II, 
408-"50 A;D. 'A thin bracteate-like piece with barbarous legend', /ound 'pt-obably in. 
southern India', is an imitation of the solidus of Justin I, 527-38 A.D . .a. 

The piece simulating the Sabina U aureus seems to be the first of the imitations to be. 
fashioned by hands to which the Roman style was entirely foreign": other imitations, 
follow 'with some regularity, and -the latest is one counterfeiting a solidus of Justin 1.'5. 

The imitations c.over therefore a range of four centuries. T~e occurrence of these pieces; 
in India has led to the formulation of an impression that their manufacture should be 
.imputed to the land in which they have b~en found '6. 

The weights of the several pieces that appear to be imitations seem to indicate pretty 
clearly the periods in which they could have been respectively fashioned. 
. The hybrid aureul bearing an obverse of Hadrian and a reverse. of Antoninus Pius" 

weighs 7'.33 gm. This weight· agrees fairly with the s~ndard-obtaining in the days of 
Antoninus pius"a but is.much hlgher than the w~ights of the aureii of his successors, for 
in about sixty-five years the standard fell to ,6;48 gm.," and it kept falling steadily. The 
only other power to issue gold in this period Was the Kushan dynasty in and to 
the north-we~t of India and their issues, ranging in time from about 78 A.D. to about 
:uo A.D, kept steadily at about 7.98 gm. 50 The hybrid aureus could therefore have been 
fashioned ~i1heJ::. in the viCinity of north-west India w11ere the weight-standard was different, 51 

nor much after the time of Antoninus Pius, when the Roman standard had declined consi
derably. 

The imitation of the Faustina aurcus5B being 7.p2 gm. in wdght,- a weight that was 
receded from within about a· quart.er of a century from Faustina,- might not have been 
fashioned in the .Roman area later than about 185 A.D.sS Of the two pieces. found at 
Upparipeta,~ the one that seems to copy the aureus in honour (,f Julia Domna (196-2II 
A.n:)55, weight 6·88 gm.,- a weight that is weli within the range of the variations observa
bl~ in that pcrio~ and is higher than the weight, 6'48 gm., that was adopted in 215 
A.D.S7,-and so is li .. bte to be attribut~d to a date between 196 and 215 A.D. The ot~r 
pj.ece, imitating the Sabina aurei (1J,f-8 A.D.) 58, weighs 6·61 gm. and may have been struck 
just a little before 215 A.D. 



The imitationsco,mprised in the Gumada· find $II are interesting. Howsoever we group' 
the·pieces which appear to hav.! imitated the coins issued between 175-6 and 210-11 A.D.&O, 
we find that' there was no stable weight-standard in the period and that the variations 
were quile capricious.61 This conclusion is enforced by the circumstance that though 
six of the pieces copy one (.f the issues of 205 A.D. I~, yet, two of them, which are but slightly 
worn, differ from each other subJtantiaUy in weight 6B, a.ld two others, equally affected by 
wear and similarly pierc~d with holes, differ ill,. weight even more markedly,6' and the 
piece. which looks freshest ranks but third in. weight. 6~ But, as all of them weigh more than 
6'4S gm., the weight which was adopted as the .standard in 215 A.D., we may well take it 
that they were all fabricated before the issues based on the standard adopted in that year 
came iqto vogue. The find includes two other pieces copying coins issued probably between 
305 and 337 A.D.,66 but their weights 67 being much higher than the standard in vogue 
then or later, it h: not possible to infer from the weights the periods ip which the pieces 
could have bean fashioned. cs 

These are the only imitations in respect of which an attempt could be made, on the 
basis of the weights of the pieces, to d~termine· approximately the periods in which they 
could have been manufactured.69 If we may judge scbly cn this basis, it seems to be clear 
that many of the imitations were fabricated almost contemporaneously with the originals 
which they simulated and that none of th~m was fabricated later than about a quarter of a 
century frum the dates of the respective originab.70 The only explapation for such a pheno
menon would seem to be that, i\l the regions where the imitations were ventured on, the 
regular currency was exceedingly small in volume and that the imperative needs of co;nmerce 
and other economic interceur$e compelled the peoples of these regions to supplement the 
reglllarcurrency with local issul"ssimulating the authentic piec~!!. 

That these imitations, except that of the denarius of 83 B.C., 71 could not have been 
fashioned in Europe seems to be established by their being very different in style from the 
imitations that have. turned up at· v~rious places in that continerit : eyen the pieces that ate 
branded ,as ' barbarous ' by numismatists in Europe are much. closer to the originals than 
those found in India. 

None of the types or adjuncts figured o.n the pieces known to be imitations'shows traces 
of having been affected by Indian exampbs. Th.~ busts or heads on the obverse and the 
standing human figures on the rever$e are copies of Roman originals. The costume, the 
j~wdlcry, the implements of sacrifice, the weapons of war and other objects figured on 
th:! pi,::ces betray no signs of an adapt:.!tion that would make them resembb in any &.!gree 
the corresponding Indhn originals. The legends too are not in characters bearing any 
resem blance to the graphic sy:;tems then in vogue in this country, except on somecoi 13 

from tqe 9umada find. a When types, adjuncts and legends show no indications of having 
been afi";!cted by Indian influences, it is difficult to accept that the imitation:l could have 
been manufolctured in India. 

WHERE THE IMITATIONS ORIGINATED. 

Some light on the problem of where and under what influences the imitations could 
have been manufactured is thrown by the Gumada ~nd which is composed of a curious assort
ment of pieces. Only two of the coins are genuine, and· they are issues of Seplimus Severus7~ ; 
the rest are imitations: 

In \.h~ opinion of. a high authority,7' the imitations are all 'very rough copies and it 
is not feasible to mention any exact original of them'; for 'even the tY.Pi!S only copy originals 
somewhat freely'. It has been 'suggested by thl" same authority that elevenQf them are 
copies of aureii of Septimus Severus, and that another isa copy.of an issue of Constantine 
the Great. Originals for six of the other c(;ins have also been ventured on very tentatively 
in the hope that the venture would provo,ke ot~ers to establish more satisfactory identifications. 
The accompanying table shows at a glance th~ main features in these pieces that have to be 
borne in mind. A striking feature of the imitations is the marked difference between the 
character 'of the types and that of the legends. The types whether on the obverse or on. the 
reverse, areinv?riably Roman, apd there is nothing in the style of the execution to raise a 
suspicion that the coins were fabricated by others than 'Romans'. At any rate, th.::reis 
nothing to warrant a belief that any of them could have been produced by Indian crafismen. 
The busts or the heads on the obverse, especially of Septimus Severus, are easily recogniz
able, and the other types are characteristically Roman in style, though a few of them might . 
be rough in execution. ·The legenw., however, are curious enough to raise reasonable doubts 
about their having been produced by 'Roman' engravtrs. They deviate·considerably (from 
thos;; on the coins which have been cited as being the originals : the utter absence of any 
correspond;-nce betwer.n the leg.:onds· on the imitations and those on the suggested originals 
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Class, 

"1 

II 

IlI-(a) 1 

:I 

(b) I 

:I 

IV 

V 

precludes all possibility of the former being either imitations or degenerations of the latter, 
Indeed, it may be said that if the originals of these pieces are to be sought for, taking only 
the legends into consideration and ignoring the types, it would be impossible to point to 
one Roman issue that could .be accepted as a possible original. 

Number, 
~ 

e 
~ ~ 

162 445 

~- 459 

170- 464 

179- 411. 

181 475 

168 467 

~ 447 

164 457 

171- 469 

17z- 469 

173- 469 

1,.- 469, 

175- 469 

176- 469 

177- 470 

1,8- 470 

186-

is. 

CLASSIPICAnON 0. nIB IMITATIONS IN THB GUMADA Awo FIND, 

Date,' Emperor, .. 8 -&,u 
'- S 
~' 

Obverse, Reverse. 

A,D, 

175-6 Commddua 6'7S A THIVle.PIVIIIC IVIVIe.IVIV, 

196-, Sep, Severus, . 6'68 IIAVIVlIeelVITVIG VIIIVleIOIeVIIB, 

302-10 Do, 6'92 IVICIVIOeeIVIVIOIVI, eVICIOIeVIIVICI, 

Zlo-t Do, 6'75 NIITleePIVNIIB IVloeeCVI. 

ZII 'Geta " 6'77 IIVClvr •••• VIVCIC •• IVI-IVIIVICIV •• 

'Z02 Sep" Severns" , 6'97 SVEVEIS.PIVSA VB AlTA VU.eIVIVIVA. 

180 Commodus ... 6'Q5 VAMATG .. ATPGI-OVITOVMOC., 

195-6/7 Clod. Albinus. 6'86 VVIV3AV •• IVZEYIyT. WNVIeI.OVEVII. 

205 Sep. Severus., 6'67 ATVIIIIIVIiwc CSIVYICVIJI. 

205 00. 6'95 Do. Do. 

205 00. 6'73 Do. 00. 

,205 Do. 6'78 Do, Do, 

205 00. 6'76 00, 00, 
";> 

00. 6"9 Do. 00. 205 

zo6 00. 6'55 VIV-AVepIV ATVI Sz, 
~ 

zo6 00. 6'58 00. St. 

Constantinus 7"0 
Magnus. 

7'05 .> ••• 

• Those marked with an asterislr are those for which originals have been suggested by Mr. H, Mattingly, See p ..... 
The Wicks in' black indicate the holes punched int~ the pieces for stringing them togeth~r, The numbers of the pieces that 
bear cutS on the obverse are shown in italics, Shading with lines from right to left indicate obscuration of legend owing to 

• weer or c:orroaion or to inefficieot striking; ,hading with Iibea from left to right iodicates obacuratioo through double striking, etc. 



The imitations in the find invest the hoard wiihthecharacter of a queer puzzle -: while; 
t'e types are an Roman, and indisputably so, the legends are far from being Roman. The 
pieces have therefore all the appearance of being freaks, but we cannot accept them for such 
till we have exduded other possibilities. .. ... . 

If we classified these pieces according to the ~egends on them they will be found to f.U 
i.nto five main classes'S. The fitst class, consisting of ~ix pieces,. bears legends, whi~ 
both on obverse and on reverse,run in Latin characters and seem to be debasements, ultimately 
of Roman legend~. The second, consisting of two pieces, bears characters most of which 
appear to be Latin, but a few have the look of being Greek. The third, comprising a set 
of eight pieces, bears legends on the obverse which are similar in character to those on the 
pieces of the first class, but the characters on the reverse, which are by no means clear on. 
lome of the pic.ces, have no similarity to either Latin or Greek! such resemblance as may be 
tl"clceablc to any characters then in vogue in India is to those of the Brahmi script. The 
fourth class as w:ell as the fifth is each of only one coin, and the reverse of each coin being
hammered out, type and legend are wholly untraceable. The legend on the obverse of the 
coin of the fourth class is but faintly'traceable and appears to have some resemblance to 
Brahmi among the Intlian alphabets .. while that on'the piece of the fifth, judging from the 
graphic peculiarities. of the few characters that could be traced, is neither in Latin or"Greek, 
nor in Brahmi or Kharoshthi, but may be in one or other of the scripts, other than Greek 
or Latin, which were then current between the Mediterranean littoral and the western 
confines of Afghanistan. Such diversity is of considerable interest when appearing in one 
hoard, but the in~erest is enh~nced by the circumstance that the diversity appears to be still 
greater on closer examination and that it seems to furnish clues leading to the determina-· 
tion of the birthplace of these pieces. Let us therefore examine these pieces a little more 
carefully. 

The first class of coins is an assemblage of quite.a disparate set of pieces : not one legend, 
whether on the obverse or on the reverse, is like any other: not one of them -yields any sense: 
groups of letters· recur in them with wearisome unmeaningness 7,.. : the legends have 
all the appearance of being made up of a jumble of chara:cters. Still a few clues pointing to 
their character and origin would seem to lurk in· them. A few groups of letters look as· 
if they were debasements of blunders of bits of Latin legends": though these bits are not 
enough to enable us to determine what the original legends were, they are still helpful inas
much as they show that they were in all probability Roman. Indeed, one of the coins of this 
group bears a legend the ancestor of which could be traced and identified as indisputably 
Roman?7. 

It is thus a composite of various sets of pieces,- one coin bearing a legend that is a 
second or third debasement of a Roman legend?8, three pieces bearing 'bits of Roman, 
legends copied probably four or five removes from the origina1'9 and two other pieces bearing 
legends so debased as to be about six or seven removes awato. 

The two coins of the second "class seem. however, to tell a different tale.. On a casual 
examination they do not appear to be different from the pieces of the first class, but a close 
scrutiny reveals a distinct differenceS]. Some of ~h~ characters on one 'of the two coins" 
may not be only Greek but may tog~the( make up a Greek word83. On the other piece" 
appear characters tflat are undoubtedly Gteek8s •. and, it is alSo possible to read one of the 
legends86 in such manner as to raise a suspicion that it is; a: peculiar combination of 
Roman and Greek elements alluding to a Roman Emperor by nllme and style, the name 
being Aurclian and the style being the Greek equivalent of Emperor87 • 

All the eight coins of the third class bear legends on the obverse and the reverse in Latin 
characters similar in style to.those on both fac~s of the coins of the first class: the resem
blance is close indeed, for these too are eqU'clllyunintelligible and we have in them the 
same recurrence of not only unmeaning groups of characters but also of blunders of Roman 
nriginals88 • They divide into two main sub-classes if we look at the major differences ill 
the kgcnds on bOlh faces,- the two sub-classes differing from each other in respect of the 

4 
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Iegen~ on both faces. The first 8ub-ciasS"t'c~prising six pieces, bears legends on 
,-ebverse ~d reverSe that.ate praeticaUy identical oil all thepiece.s,. but if we took note of mmor 
differences in tr.'le obverse legend we could sort ~em out into tWo' batches". The legend 
that appears, however~.on the reverse is more i~portant but is less clear. It is tair.ly clear on 
one" of the piec~'l and soinewhat faittton ~th~r'·and scarcely visible on the rest". _ _ In 
spite of the Variations: in the cladty,the legends on the pieces seem to be identical ana to 
betray ~a closer resemblance to the Brahmi among the Indian systems of writingi- it we 
restrict -the compari&oq to Indian alphabeta,.the pieces having ocCurred in India. But, it is not 
easy to read them into any intelligible concatenation". If we .look again at these pieceS and 
caref1.llly scrutinize the _ minutiae ot the reverse legend, we find that on one of the pieces 
.,hat bear it in the m,."t bdistinct form", t4e legend turns out to be a-taintly 'impressed 
·version of the Rotnan les:;end found on most other coins of the hoard. The second sub-eIass, 
which compri~e:".,_two pieces, bears legends that veidentical, though different fr6m the legend 
on the pieces of ;theother sub-class. 13ut the legends on the reverse" thougb~e characters 
numb~r only two on each and appear to be similar, may yet not be identical'. for a character 
on one of the pieccs"·:is so damaged that a definite conclusion is not Possible. If the 
characters are to be taken to be in an Indian alrhabet, they ,ppear to be Brahmi, but no 
sense C9uld be g'lt out of the legend,- or legen~~. In·spite of this class ot coins exhibiting 
characteristic pe~lhrities-it has points of contact with the first. The eccentricities of the one 
class corr'e~pond to those cfthe other, as has been already pointed out. The obverse legends 
on the pieces of this class are 00 closely akin to the obverse legends on thr\!e of the coins of 
~he other class's that the two classes seem to be very close relations indeed"" One legerid of 
the fimt ctcl8S leaks the' ancestor of legends of the third": another legend of the first 
class seems to be aculbterd of legends of the thirdl : at the same tim " a legend of the 
second class appears to be the predecessor ot a legend of the first'. We ;11ay therefore 
conclude that the two classes are but modifications from the same genus. 

The fourth class resemblez the third in that the only legend now traceable on the piece 
looks like Brahmi', but differs in that while the legend occurs on the obverse on this piece, 
the similar legends on the pieces of the third claSs occur on the reverse. The piece having 
suffered by its reverse being obliterated, we may not be sure that ,the legend on that face could 
not have been in that variety of Latin or Greek characters found on the other coins of this 
hoard, but, if we {Ilay speculate on the f!lct that this piece is a century later than the pieces 
of the third class and on the phenomenon of a Brahmi-like legend appearing on the 
. obverse of the later coin, we may hazard the suggestion that on this piece the legends had 
been inscribed in Brahmi-like characters on ~oth the faces. The emperor's head on the 
obv~rse being Roman, even in style, aal being executed with a faidy high degree of faith~ 
fulness, we cannot decline to assume that the tYPe on the reverie should have been\Rom~h_ 
in content and in executicn. It follows, then, that both faces might have borne types that. 
were Roman but legends that resembled Brahmi. 

The a1li~iatioas oC.the pieces of this hoard ::eem to ~.Illany: with Ind"lI and Brahmi .. 
on one cide if the legends are to. be taken to run in an lidian alphabat: witf!. Italy and. 
Constantinople and Latin on another; with Greek oli the third, and with some country 
between the Mediteranean and the Hindu Kus~J on the· fourth .. The proofs of affiliation 
with Rome and Constantinople cannot but be obvious on coins issut¥l from Rome or 
Byzantium or on pieces issued on the pattern of such coinage and they do not require to 
be accounted for. The vestiges of association with the lands stretching for' hundreds of 
miles on either side of the Tigris and the Euphrates are: the factors for which an explan
ation must be sought. , 

The Bnilimi-like legands on the pieces of the third and the fourth classes would'seem 
to raise a presQmption that those pieces were fabricated ilJ. India, but they being, so far at 
least as the obverse legend are concerned, homogenous With the coins of the first class, ~e 
presumption of an Indian origin would 'Seem to be applicabl~ to all the coins of the hoard, 
except the piece of the fifth class. 

REsEMBLANCE TO WliSTERNKsHATRAPA ISSUES. 

The presumption of Indian origin would seem to gain some strength from the circum
stance that the corrupt legends,-Latin or Greek,-on the pieces of this find seems resemble 
in some measure the C<lrrupt Graeco-Roman legends on issues of the Western Kshatrapas 
of India. If the corrupt legends on these pieces couldtbe shown to bear some real resem-' 
blance to those on the Western Kshatrapa issues and if the Brahmi-like legends could be 
shown-to be really Brahmi, the case for·an Indian origin would be'WeU'gl'ounded~, 



The accepted views on the mver. coinage of the Weatera Kshatrapa line may be 
.ummarised in brief'. They are appareatly imitate~ .. r~gards size, weight an.d fabric, froiD 
the hemi-drachmil ofthe Gneco-Indian kings', aQ4 '(rom'the sameaource too, and probably 
also pardy from the Roman denarii • • • ~el derived their obverse type • • ._ 
and the Graeco-Roman cl1uacters of their obverse inscriptions". The ob~ legends on 
the issues of'Nahapana and Castana, the earlier meJn~rs of the line, are 'in ~reek, or m~re 
eonect1y Graeco-Roman, characters'; the letters 'are undoubtedly Greek With an adnuz
lUre of Roman characters'; there are 'endless variations in therepresentauQIl of the Greek 
and Roman characters, due no doubt to imperfect knQwJedge' of·the cbaractera'on the pan 
of tht die-cuuep': the legends on the reverse e~rC9, the· name and style of the ruler in 
-the Pramt language, but in two scripts,..- the Brahmi and ~aroshthi .. - and the legends on 
the obverse are not translations but transliterations of those on the reverse'! On the 
issues of the rulers beginning from Castana's grandson, Rudradaman I, the obverae legends 
become unintelligible', and they have been taken to be pl'Ogrea§ively corrupt . renderings of 
the earlier legends, though occallionally the ~.Pti0D8 themselves became standardized 
for lome little while: 'generally it may be said that no attempt to explain as significant the 
ijscriptions in these characters on coins . subsequent to Castana has hitherto been successful: 
arid that the probability is that they thel\. ceased to have any meaning and continued to be 
imitated (lr repeated simply as a sort of ornamental borde~·. On these coins 'there seem 
'often to be reminiscences of • •.• commonly recurring Roman formulae'.' Later 
~iII, th~ inscriptions 'become more frapentary,' but the fragments can ~ " ~ be referred
back' to the earlier 'stereotyped form '''-''' If later there .-. ~on of a fQrm that. was 
altogether abnormal'll there are also indications of • a .ubaeq~ reversion to the old form ,& 

~ GtJ,MADA HOA¥. 

Of all the pieces of' ~e Gumada hoard, the two belonging to the ICCOlld eM are those 
that resemble most closely the earliest Western Kshatrap;l ~ues: both series contain Greek 
characters. But this is all the resemblance. While ~ whole of the iDscription on the 
issues of Nahapana and. Castana has ~Fen shown to be intelligible, only fractions of the 
legends on the two pieces_ might hav~ a. meaning!'. The Latin characters in the legends/, 
on the issues of Nabapala and·.Castana are very few, wher~ on the two pieces from Gumada". 
they are relatively more numerous., The legends on the former seri~, though written in 
Greek characters,' are in the Prakrit language. whereas the legends on the latter are Greek, 
both in the al'phjlbet and in the language. The differences go deeper. The issues of the 
Western Kshatra'pas are essentiaLly Indian :, the obver,se type is that of the' Indian ruler,
the head of the member of ·the line for the time being,- and the reverse type is wholly Indian :, 
the revetse legends are in Indian characters and in an Indian language: the ohverse legend" 
t'oo is in the same Indian language, the characters alone being Graeco-Roman. But, Gr, the 
tWo coins from Guniada; there is no element whatever that coul~ be pointed to as bei~g 
lp.dian in any degree. While the issues of the Western Kshatrapu would, even at a glance, 
be readily and d~firiitely treated as absolutely Indian, ez:ept for the Graeco-Roman, 
legend, the two pieces fFom Gumada bear no indi~tions whatever of an Indian origin, or 
ev:en of Indian associati~ns., The only groun4 for suspecting an Indian origin for these 
two pieces are theprov.enance and the corruption of the legends. But as the corruption. 
sho~ no vestiges pointing to the impact of any kind of Indian influence, it might have. 
,occurred anywhere in the lands between Italy and India. 
, The legends on, the coiDlJ of the &rat of the classes into which the imitations of the. 

Gumada hoard, have been grouped' do not include any characters that coul~ be definitely 
called Greek; all- the characters may be accepted without demur as being in the Latin 
alphabet. In spite of ' the legends being.now unintelligible, it is still possible to discern in 
~em, as has been pointed out already, fragments of legen~ that are genuinely Roman. 
thefaet of degeneration is bome out by vestiges of the original legends being still traceable. 
While these legends are therefore Roman in the palaeography and in the content, in so far 
as the corruption would, allow us to determine both, the obverse legends on the coins of 
Nabapana and Castana are predominantly GreekJn palaeography,-with just a little admix
ture of the Latin element,--=and Prakritic in content. While the characters of the legends 
0',," the obverse of the earlier Western Kshatrapa issues a?:e different from those of the legends 
on the reverse, though agreeing in content, the characters of the legends on' both faces of 
the first class of pieces from Gumada are drawn from the salI,le alphabet and represent legends 
differently worded. The types too differ,-being purely R9.man on the Gumada series 
and purely Indian on the ,Western Kshatrapa series. N~ relationship would therefore seem 
to be traceable between these two species of coins. 
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A comparison, however, with the obverae legends on the iIs~ of the Wettem Lhatrae 
pas later'than Castana seems to be more promising. ~ Ieg«;Jid on the ilauea of Rudrae 
daman I, the successor of Castana, and the similar le~ds on· thOle of ,his lucceuon, are 
,made up of meaningless repetitions of certain letters, and, strangely, the legends on th
pieCes of the first class in the Guma~ ~d ~te ~1so made up of repetitions,~nd of repet 
lions of the same letters,-though the combinations vary and therefore the products of Jhe 
'.co~&inations also. This similarity is unmistabble, and even if it stood by itself woiald 
all for explanatioA~ But' the 'r~mblance seetrls to extend further. The obverse legencla 
on the issues of the post-Castana Kshatrapu are composed of characters which seem to 
.belong to the Latin alphabet, or, at any tate, look like corruptions ofletters of that alphabet,ll
a circum stance which marks them off from the obverse legends on the ~ues of Nahapana 
and, Castana, which are composed :of 'Greek letters, though interspersed with two or three 
Latin characters. The difference between these two species_ of legends does not seem to 
be capable. of being expressed in 'terms'of'the extent to whith the' Roman element enters 
into a legend that was essentially Greek: it looks as if it would be wrong to assume that 
.through a, penistent iniiltration of the Roman'element a legend that Was Greek came to be 
predominantly ~tin. A close examination of the post-Castana legends seems to show 
that no Gr.eek·e1ement is traceable ,in them ': nbne of the characters has the appearance of 
,being Greek. and nODe seems to benecessari1y a debasement of a Greek character. The 
peculiarities of the legends" w~ld seem to be easily explainable on the hypothesis that they 
are the t'eSult, of the progressive 4lel;aeentent of a Latin legend: the assumption that tiler 
are the corruptions pf a Greek one loob .unnecessary. ,If this view is weU-founded it would 
follow t~t the.past-Castana legends ate notderiyed from the legends of Nahapana aod 
.Castana and that they should be traced back to an original that was either aoman or bad 
Roman affinities.·, The accepted view is that the predominantly Greek legends of Nahapana 
and Castana· adered debasement under them so rapidly that the- post-Castana legends 
could not butbeia the direct line of descent. But this view does not appear to be recon
c:ilablewith the facts: even the most:~rrupt versions of Nahapana's legend have not ceasecs 
~o be predominantly Grc:ek,l~ and what we bow of castana's leg~nd stamps it as ~reek 
In no less a, degI:~. . It IS 4ifficultte,see how legends so predoDllnantly Greek got trans
muted,.immediatcly on the death of Castana, into a legend so completely Roman,-at least, 
so predominantly, Roman, -as we seem to have on the issues of Dadradaman I. Either the 
view that the post-Castana legends are Roma.n should be mistaken or we should agree that 
the Graeco-~oman characte.rs we'startwithunder,Nahapana could suffer corruption in such 
manner II to deteriorate under Rudradaman J into Roman letters. 
. That a Roman legend might have been the forebear of the legends of Rudradaman 
I and his successors isprobabiliaed by 'the arrangement of the inscription,' which (is, 
'i~ter~:pted by the bust, not continuous all ':tUouncl the coin17f,- a feature that lliasb. 
depanure,'fr9m,·the patteQlof the Indo-Greek hemi'i.dra~ to that 'Of Roman denari. 
'The presence of· another feature which would emphasise the probability has been averred,.....;.jt 
being said that vesti~es of ·commonly. recurring· Roman formulae' are traceable in the 
post-Castana legend&. • Such formulae form no -part of Greek legends or of the legendt 
'employed by the vaSsals of ,Rome in regions where Greek being the traditional language of 
coin Jegendsthe namesof·,'Roman emperors and their style were turned into Greek: so, 
,. legend that incorporates such formulae could- not be Greek or .semi';Greek, but mU8& be 
Roman. But. it is difficult to be sure of the preience of comlptio~ of the formulae in the 
post-Castana legends 1':' no combination of characters ~ to yield even corruptions 
suggesting. the originals of the formulae. Th~ post-Castana issues could not have beon 
indebted to Roman issues for anything but the obverse legends. fot the former do not differ 
in other material features'from the issues of Nahapana and Castana: the types on both 
faces and the reverse legends continue to. be indigenous. But we can ful.d no trace of a motive 
for a change in the characters ()f the legend 'when the 'Other main' features were retained. 
EVen if a motive could be found for Rudrad:Jman It immediately on the death of his father 
Castana. adopting the Roman characters in preference to the Greek, 'none whatever could 
be suggested for his adopting a Roman legend in. a form so corrupt that it could have no 
meaning to anyone. The view that the legend of Rudradaman I is only a further Corrup
tion of a legeQd in Greek characters that had already become corrupt would be more accept
able, but tWQ consideratiOns weighagainsf its acceptance. We do not know for certain 
that the legend Qf his father Castana''8uft'ered the corruption that affected the issues of Naha
pana: if Castana's legend'was not corrupt enough to have been the prototype of his 80n~. 
wholly debased leg~d, it is difficult to see why the son should have preferred to derive his 
legend ffQ~ 'the d~dversionsof the legend of Nahapana. Nor can we be sure of the 
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ph~n:>menon-of progressive debasement in the issues of at least Nahapana. The reverse 
leg::;nd in BrahJdi has not been found on any specimen cin either an incorrect or an abbre -
'~lltt:d {orm'''o Yet," the coins which have the purest form of the Greek transliteration oft 
the oh.,c.rse h:"ve· as a rule the worst· exe~ted Kharoshthi inscriptions' on the reverse, 
arA on the specimens on which the Greek legend is very corrupt the Kharoshthi legend is 
p:-rfc.ct.tl This is 'curious and decidedly puzzling'J', especially as no palliation could 
b" '3.cught for in the corrosion or the wearing out of the legends, a huge Aoard of the coins 
haYing been found 'in an excellent state of pr~rvation'8" If we postulated that it was 
t~1C Greek legend that deteriorated, then the Kharoshthi legend should have .tarted in a 
very debased version and improved steadily till it became quite regular: if, on the other 
}umd. we assumed that it was the Kharoshthi legend that suffered debasement we have to 
believe that Nahapana started with some corrupt Greek legend and worked it up gradually 
iato a perfect expression of his name and stYle. . 

A decision on the point whether the palaeography of the obverse legend of Rudra
daman I points to a Greek or to a Roman ancestry being thus difficult to arrive at, we need 
not expect the obverse legends on the coins ofthe Western Kshatrapas to help us in regarcl 
to the determination of the origin of the legends on the pieces from Gumada. 

Of the legends on the reverse of the pieces of the third class of the Gumada hoard, the 
twoshorl'ones" yield no clues whatever. Of the six long onesl ,' two alone are clear, but 
the traces of the characters visible on the other four could still be made out sufficiently to 
8Upport the conclusion that they are but vestiges of only one legend,-thc; one that iscleu 
on the two pieces. If we took that legend to be in Brahmi characters, to which it has • 
• uperficial resemblance, we may read it with difficulty,-equating the letters on the coina 
to the Brahmi characters resembling them most,-but we are unable to extract any sense 
out of the readings· so obtained." It cannot represent even a first or a second stage lJl thlt 
debasement of a Brahmi legend, for then it would be understandable at least in parts: it 
may not represent later stages as it would not then bear so close a resemblance to Brahmi'. 
The resemblance to Brahmi must therefore be treated as merely deceptive and accidental., 
We may therefore abandon the hypothesis we have so rar adopted,-that the non-Roman,-': 
or non-draeco-Roman,-.-characters .... n the coins of .the hoard are Brahmi,-on the ground 
of the Indian provenance of the hoard. . 

On one of these pieces,-the third in that class as marshalled in the Table,I'-the 
legend turns out, on close examination, to be no more than a combhationl8 of ~e Roman 
characters which we find on the other face of these pieces and on lIoth faces of other coina 
of the hoard. What is more, some of the letters are seen to be quite similar to those on the 
Brahmi-like legends and to occur at exactly the corresponding positions~ It Even mon: 
lurprising is the fact that two of the characters which look most like Brahmi are really close 
relations of Roman letters: one of the two characterslO is the result of a slight modification 
of. Roman letter, and the others1 is the product of a blending together of two letters of the 
aoman species. What we would have summarily dismissed as impossible has actually 
happened: a Roman legend has, with just a few modifications here and there, been turned 
into a Brahmi-like legend. The conclusion is irresistible that the Brahmi-like legend on 
the other five pieces too is an adaptation of a Roman legend, and that the coins of thi' 
,ub-class have had the same origins as most of the other pieces of thi. hoard. . 

The close similarity of the characters of the lepnd to those of the Brahmi alphabet it, 
flri",a jade, an argument in favour of the imitation having been executed in India. - That 
the characters do not quite conform to the norm in Brahmi and that they form a concatenation 
which is wholly unintelligible are no valid arguments against the corruption being treated 
as the handiwork of Indian craftsmen: the source of such corruption is generally a mistake 
in apprehending the original, and an indistinct Roman legend is as likely to have been mis
taken in this country as in other non-Roman areas. That the obverse legend is in foreign 
characters i8 also not an objection tQ the coins havinS been fabricated in India, for bilingual 
legends, one of which is in a foreign language, bad been already introduced into India by 
the Greek rulers of Bactria and the ICttlements on the Indian frontier, perhaps fonowing a 
bilingual tradition derived from the coinage of the Acbaemeniclt. None the less. it' need. 
not follow that the imitation was on Indian loil. 

To hold that the characters resemble Brahmi and that therefore the hoard must have 
had an Indian origin is to argue in a circle. Having at the start of the discUlsiol\ restricte~ 
the comparison of the legend to Indian systems of writing, we found that the lege~d 
approximated to Brabmi, but we may not go further and conclude that the resemblance to 
Jlrahmi excludes resemblance to a system of writing which might have been current 
beyond India. I, we discern traces of similarities with a non-Indian graphic .ystem. 
we cannot refuse. to consider the probability of the imitation having been fabricated beyond 
the frontiers of India. 
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MOlt of the eharaeten ol1he legend on the five pieces bear a fairly cloee resemblance 
to chatacters ill two. dphabetic sjltemsUa yogue between the LeftDt and Mghanistan,
Atsacidan Pahlavi and Elamitic,-both of which are found on the coina of the nearly 

··coJifempora..y rulers of those regions. II . Had the attempt at -imitation been _ made ill the 
'areas in which either of thole alphabets waa current, it is not unlikely that the result would 
have bea eactly what we find on these pieces." There seems, therefore, to be no ground 
for attributing an Indian origin to these pieces in preference to an origin either· in Parthia 
Or in the lands to the west of that country. ., -, ' 

The chances of a non-Indian source for these pieces would be improved if we could be 
Burer thad we are that the coin of the fifth c .... " waa Itruek somewhere around Persia. U 

. We have already leen that the coin of the fourth elias," which bears the bust of Con
ltantine the Great, on the only face that is now clear, might have borne a similarly Roman 
type~n.the other face and ~rahmi-like le~n~ on the o~er. fa~.17 But the.legend as 
We find 1t need not necessarily be a corruption mto Brahnu: If w:e go by the appearance of 
the characters;-and that is the only basis we can now proceed upon,-some characters in 
Chaldae.n Pahlavi are qtlite as close to tile letters on our coin as the' letters in Brahmi.,1 

Having thus passed in review the Brahmi-lib legends on the third and the fourth classes 
of the coins from Gumada we have found no reason to conclude that the -legends though 

. :esembling Brahmi and we have also found that it is not quite improbable that they are in 
lome of the Characters then in use in Persia and in the countries to the west. The determi
nation of the region in which the legends must have su1fered corruption depends therefore 
nut upon Qotudy of palaeOgraphic features alone but of general factors as-well., 
. We haye already seen that the coins of the hoard exhibit a striking homogeneity, even 

in the legends." The weights are 'practically identical and are throughout in conformity 
with Roman standards. ,The, ~ are wholly Roman and have su1fered none of the debase
ment that mars the legerldt~ -.e&- the debased legends are ultimately traceable to Roman 
prototypes. They have not been adapted in the least to suit an Indian career: no legend 
k prcnided in an Indian 'lCtipt u on the Indo-Greek isr~test nor in two Indian scripts as on 
the iuuel of ~ahapana and Castana, nor in an Indian language as on the issues of all·these : 
the types are not Indianised as on the issues of the Indo~Greeks,the Kushaos and the Westem 
Kshatrapas. The pieces remain essentially Roman; thek has been no attempt to approxi
mate them t9 Indian issues and no endeavour to acclimatise them to India. Many of them 
bye su1fered defacement.-a feature that is foreign to India, but is, in all probability, peculiar 
to those regions. I~ the days of Septimus Severus and the other Roman emperors whose 
coins are found imitated in this hoard the Kushaos kept the country well supplied with a 
£Old currency, and by the time .that the latest coin in the hoard,-the imitation of a piece of 
Constantine the Great,-could have reached India, the Guptas had emitted plenty of cur
rency in gold. -- Roman coins themselves were flowing in, all the time, without let or hin
drance. There was thus no dearth in India of either indigenoul currency or of imported 
coins, and thereforc''tto need for a multiplication of currency by resort to the fabrication of 
imitatione. 

We may now contrast the conditions in India with the conditions in Persia _ and the 
-countries to ita west. If the imitations were by perso~ familiar with the Arsacidean Pahlavi, 
the Elamitic and the CHaldaean·PabJa.'Vi stripts,--t'h08'Cin which many'orthe legends .of the 
Gumada hoard might be takeiiio'have run,-were in v~gue in the period covered by the 
coins of the hoard,'an the pieces could have had their crigin in those countries. In those 
areas and in the period covered by all but the two latest of the pieces in the hoard, the influ
ence of Rome stood high, and Roman currency would have completely displaced local cur
reneiee.:but for the readiness of Rome to: allow the local currency systems to function and 
IUrvi'Yt in silver and brass. These Asiatic currencies having grown up under the irfluence 
of Greece, the legend on one face of many of the coins was in Greek, and in the loCal script 
on the other face, but occasionally the desire to copy Roman legends led to the adoption of 
a few legends in Roman characters; ,0 on the issues, for instance, of the kings of Edessa in 
the period covered by the hoard, the Roman emperor's bust was placed on the obverse end 
his name and style added in a Greek legend, while the local king'sname an.d style appeared 
on the reverse in Greek.£! The need for gold currency was supplied by the issues of the 
Roman emperor, coining in gold being jealously guardd as an imperial prerogativ~. A" 
exception having been mad~ in favour of the king3 of the Cimmeraian Bosphorlls, they iss!ic" 
a gold coinage bearing on one side their busts, names and titles, but or. the ot~ler face ::h. 
bust of the Roman emperor was placed. (3 So. the systems of :currency obtaining in tlus reg:~}:' 
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wt'n: q'lite varied, and three intluences,- the indigenous, the Greek ana. the Roman,
w,'r..:! actively interacting on one anotte:. Yet, so firm was the grip ofthe Greek inftuence 
that it overshadowed the other iniueD :e8. - The hoard reflects veryfajthfully the wried 
conditions obtaining in the region, and yet ex..lUbits a striking homogeneitY. It is in this 
region, where there was such a welter of inftuences and yet a domination of one-,;inftuence 
over the others, that onc would expect such a varied and yet homogeneous hoard to have 
had its origin. We caWlot account for the diversity and tJ!e homogeneity had the coins 
been imitatjons fashioned in India. That the legends we have on-these. pieces'seem in',he 
main to be corruptions.of Roman legends and not of Greek ones is not a consideration that 
need militate' againsnhis conclusion: all the pieces are imitations of Roman aurell, and the 
corruption that'set in could naturally ~ratepn1y ~nthe Latin legends on the~, and co~ld 
by no means affect .legends. that they did not Dear. fhe debasement took place 1o. a region 
charged with Greek influence, -but it affected the legends on the coins that suffered the 
debasement,-and those legends were in Latin. This region suffered from a paucity of 
currency in gold, and depe~ed mainly on Roman issues, ,till-the Sassanids came into power 
in 226 A.D.; even then, the supply of both Roman and Sassanian gold was ~ver adequate 
to the ~mand .. -~specially when the Roman issues were being drained steadily to India. 
The need for gold currency supplementing the accepted issues of the Romans and the autho
Tised issues of the Sass;mians must have been an incitement to the unauthorised manufacture 
of coins on ttie spot so as to secure the volume of currency required for· internal trade and for 
export to India. Such private endeavours to eke out the deficiency of the currency started, 
very probably, about the days of Hadrian, to-which we 'have to attribute the first of .the 
.imitations found in India,'3 and continl,led steadily till under Septimus Severu. and his 
i,mmediate successors the activity reached the peak, the most numerous of the 'imitations 
belonging_to their.ge." This region included parts of Roman provinces and areas within 
the sphere: of Roman economic inftuence, -even thoug~ the political .,relations might have 
been bitter on occasions : we should therefore expect the weights of the imitations to' corres
pond to those of. ~he originals~ The expectation is not belied: the pieces are mos.:w copies 
of origmals . issued within a period of thirty years from 175-6 A.D. to 206 A.D., and the 
weights answer as closely as may be ~o the weigh,ts of the originals. Had the pieces been 
fashioned in India they are scarcely likely to have deviated from the heavier Kushan weight 
l'-undard. which remained unchanged throughout the period we are concerned with.'J 
The faithfulness with which the imitations reproduce the ftuctuations in the weights of the 
originals points to a region in close touch with Rome as their birth-plate in preference to 
another that could not have been amenable to Rome's economic power nor have responded 
s-::nsitively to the rise and faU of her holdings in gold. The manufacture of imitations of 
for.~ign coins, even of indigenous issues, ha~ not been Q pastime popular in India. The 
hdian 'knew how, difficult it is in the condi~iS)fls obtaining in the country to introduce and 
nmint~in a currency system wI;tich would elifninate the balance and the touchstone, and so 
he was content with currencies which were ~ot distinguished for technical perfection. . He 
had therefore no motive for attempting imitations of the itJSues of foreign powers. The 
Indian has always been wiling to manufacture coin-like pieces for use in jewels like neck
laces, but he is anxious to make them broad and thin so that he make a little gold go a long 
way:" but the imi"tions we have aT Roman coins are .generally of the normal breadth and 
thickness and do not vary sensilfly tram the normal. weight. ' 
.. 'We-are now in a positiC?n to, throw some light on a few points which could not be eluci
dated earlier owing to our not having understood the phenomenon of debasement as it appears 
in t,he coi~ fror:n Gumada and on· the issues of the Western Kshatapa rulers. 

The explanation of the occurrence of Greek characters on two coins of the Gumada 
hoara" is probably that the Latin letters on the 'Roman originals were mistaken -for Greek 
characters as the debas~ment proceeded in a region where the Greek influence was predomi
nant: had the i~iatiton. been fabricated elsewhere the Greek characters would not have 
intruded themselves. . 

The very hesitant speculation that the _ name Aurelian, with the Greek for 'emperor'. 
may appear OD one of these coinS" in a legend incorporating some Greek characters" 
s"rves to exemplify the difficulties of having to rely on the- vagaries that follow in the wake 

. of debasement. The conjecture is open to the objections that there is no Aurelian among 
th! emperors of the period to which the weight of the coin and the style of its' types assign 
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,it, and that even it we assume the name to be a corruption of tbat of Marcus Aurelius the 
bust which occurs on the coin enclosed by that legend docs not portray the features of that 
emperor.. . . 
" Among the combinations of letters that occur on these pieces •. re some which might • 
.if We are willing to speculate. stand for corruptions of the name of Julius or Julianus." 
Neither of the names appears on the Roman issues after about 41 A.D., except that in 
193' A.D.. the name Julianus appears on ~e coins of Didius }ulianul I. ·who wore the 
imperial purple in that year. On the issues of the kings of the Cimmerian Bosphorus the 
names Julian and Julius appear on some brass coins issued between 49 and 124 A.D.,1 This 
eircumstance suggea6 the query as to whether the legends on the pieces from Gumada w:ere . 
borrowed from the coins of Didius Julianus'l or the issues of the kings of the Cimmerian 
Bosphorus.' but the suggestion seems to be quite far fetched. 

We have seen how it is difficult to derive the obverse legends on the silver coins of 
Rudradaman I and his successors. which appear to be predominantly Roman. from the 
obve.rse legends of Nahapana and Chashtana which. however. are in Greek.U The main 
difficul~y was that while the post Chashtana legends are so debased that they fe.em to be a 
number of removes distant from the possible Roman 'original we could not point to legends 
definitely Roman that could be located at the intermediate stages in the debasement. Now 
that, however, it seems clear that the legends on the pieces from Gumada are debasements 
of Roman legends.-probably not excluding the two legends that betray a mixture of Greek,
and that they represent various stages in the debasement. short of that of the complete 
corruption witnessed to by the post-Chashtana legends, we may permit ourselves the suppo-

. sition that it is not improbable that some pieces must actually have been in circulation bearing 
corruptions on them linking up the utterly corrupt post-Chashtana lege'hds with a Roman 
original. The Gumada pieces a.re witnesses to the currency, almost contemporaneously with 
Rudradaman I, of coins bearing legends such as might have lain·between the corrupt legend 
of that king and the R.oman legend that should ·have been its proto-type. So, they speak 
also to a contact of India with a region in which Roman influence was fairly potent, ~ a region 
differ :nt from that from which Nahapana and Chashtana derived their Graeco-Roman 
legends. We do seem to have issues of Chashtana on which corruptions of Roman legends 
appear.'! and similar legends appear also on issues of Jayadaman, son of Chashtana.'& The 
legends have been taken to run in Greek," but the characters do not seem to compel us to 
accept them for Greek in preference to Roman: their proto-types might more probably be 
Roman than Greek. If this is so, we have to accept that the coinage of western India under 
Chashtana and his son Jayadaman could have come also under Roman influences, though 
the lege~d on at least Chashatana's silver issues s~ems to be overwhelmingly Greek. This' 
would warrant a suggestion that In the days of Chashtana and his son, and perhaps also in 
the days of Nahapana, who is generally taken to have preceded Chashtana, some coins were 
issued with Ro~an legends on one face and that it is as a result of the corruption of those 
legends that we have the wholly debased legends on the post-Chashtana silver issues: 
Rudradaman I would then seem to have inherited from his father and grand-father a corrupt 
Roman legend,-probably as corrupt as the debased Greek legends on Nahapana's issues,
which in his very first issues became completely debased. The Gumada coins illustrate the 
various stages in the process of debasement. On this hypothesis we are able to resolve the 
difficulty we have had to labour under,-of deriving the Roman-looking legend of Rudra
daman I from the Greek-looking legend of Chashatana.5• The Roman influence could not 
have filtered through the lands under the control of the Indo-Greek chieftains: it could 
have come only by way of the Asiatic countries to the ,west of Persia. -

INFLUX OF THE COINS INTO INDIA. 

Did the influx of Roman cQins into India bear the character of a steady phenomenon or 
did it 8uctuate from time to time in response to changes in circumstances? On an enm
lIation of the finds of Roman coins made down to 1904, the conclusion' was drawn that the 
finds pointed to • five different periods in the connection of Rome with India '. and that 
the characteristics of the five periods could be summed up thus : 

• I. There was hardly any commerce between Rome and India during the Consulate. 
~. With Augustus began an intercourse which, enabling the Roman to obtain orientalluxuriea 

during the early days of the empire. culminated about the time of Nero, who died A.D. 68. 



j.From this time forward the trade declined tiD the date of CaracalJa (A.D. aI7)~ 
.... From the date of Caraealla it. almost. entirely ceased. 
S. It revived again, though slightly, under the Byzantine emperon." 

This view has gained general acceptance, with some modifications,· . bua it raquires to 
be, subjected to review for at least the reason that a large number of finds has sjnce come to 
light. . . . 

. A more substantial reason may also b~urged in favo~r of a review. The conc1usioll". 
Bet out above was reached by splitting .up each find into its components, and treating each 
compon~nt as evidence for its havi~g reached India by itself ignoring the fact that each pnd 
is, pri",.a lacie, a complete entity and that the one date on which the find, complete as it \vas 
discovered, could, for a certainty, have b~n in circulation at the place Where it was dis
,covered is .the date of the latest coin whH:h .it contains. ' 

, For instance, the Pakli. find which comprises coins ranging over about two and a hal! 
cen,uries,-from the close of the :and centu~y B.C., to the beginning of the 2nd centulT 
A.D.,3-has been cited as a piece of evidence having a bearing on the point whether therct 
was any trade between Rome and India in the period of the Consulate.' If the consular 
coins of the find are to be taken to prove the 'Subsistence of commercial relatiolis with PaJdi 
in the time of the Consulate, then, we must assume that the coins of the find came together 
in some manner such as this: the earliest coin of the find came' to Pakli about 100 B.C., 
and at various intervals it was subsequently joined at Pakli by the other consular coins during 
the period of the consulate itself: all 0.£ them kept circulating at Pakli down to the first 
quarter of the 2~d ~entury.A.D., .. during':w~icq p'e~iod the! we~e augme~ted ~y the coins o£. 
A'Jg:,stus and Tlbenus, whIch reached Pakh:;'m dnbbl~ts, 1D their respectIve reigns: the batch 
'80 Illdde up went on circulating for 'ianibsta cen~ry till a coin of Hadrian. gained access to
it and' brought about its immuremen~ iJ.l the soil of Pakli. Not only should the coins I].ave 
ftow,;:d into Pakli in a steady s~team·tliorlighout these tw.o and -a half centuries, but they
.hot:Jd also have ~een so actively. in circulation that they did not get consigned to the earth 
in hoards. Roman coins slioutd'the~ have been an integral patt of the currency system of 

'Pakli over -the long peri?dcovered by the coins of the nnd. But, w~at evidence have we to 
support such a concluslori :?"-a 

Had Roman coins ,been coming in so'ste~dily and been circulating so actively, we a~Quld 
baYe expected a much larger. riumber of finds to have been 'made of them, at least in the vici-· 
'nity of Pakli, than we havctItnowledge of. The'scarcity of finds of the gold issues is often 
attributed to the Kushan kings, who then held sway in that regiolI, having melted down the 
gold coins that flowed in and restruck them as their own issues. If this is a correct explana
tion, we should have no finds of Roman gold in the period lying between 78 A.D. and about. 
aoo A.D.,-the period in which the Kushans emitted their gold in plenty. But, of three 
finds in that region, two cover that very period,' , and the third comprises coins the ear~est 
9fwhich belon8s to the close of the fourth cen~ury A.D.7 The significance of this ciroym-' 
i~ee may be sought to be explained away by pointing to the fact that two,. of the three' findS 
came from stupas,-the Roman coins in them,having obviously been specially selected for 
d!posit in diose monum~ts"-but the explanation fails to account for the occurrence of 
another .:ind which was not a stupa deposit.~ Further, 'we'find a total absence of Roman 
coins in gold of the years prior to 78 A.D., and, of the years subsequent to about'200'A.D. ; 
this is a phenomenon for which an explanation has to be found other than that of the currency 
policy of the Kushan kings. The scarcity of finds of the silver issues in the same area ia 
noteworthy, especially as the silter coins are not supposed to have been melted down for' 
transformation into Indian currency. The signifi~nt finds of silver in that area are two in 
number, and' both of them are deposits in.stupas.' Had Roman silver been in circulation 
as part of the currency of India,-whether in the north or in the,south,-Roman denarii 
Jhould have occurred in respectable numbers in finds in the company of such indigenous 
silver currency as the punch-marked puranas but we know of no instances of such associa
tion. Even the Pakli find did not contain one coin of the local issues, in spite of itS being a 
fairly large hoard and of ita spanning a length of two centuries and a half. The Roman 
den.uius has been found in four different finds in south India and in every one of the 
hoards not more than one denarius was found.. Only one o.f the finds of silver coins was an 
insignificant batch of three coinsl ' but the others were by no means small: it was a potful 
in one case ill the hoard was a large number in another ;11 the third was a collection of 770 
coins ;1' still, none of these finds containe4..more than one denarius. ,Even the four denarii 
of the four hoards belqn.g to the short period from about 29 B.C. to' 37 A.C. It looks as 
if a few denari, tricklC!d'Jn and got 10lt in the large volume of punch-marked puranas that 
formed the bulk of the currency. 

5 



Another hypothesis that requires consideration is that the coins of tll~ Pakli hoard had 
been in circulation elsewhere than in India till about the time of Hadrian, that the v~rious 
Consular and Imperial coins had get mingled up before they reached India, that the batch 
reached India, constituted practiCally as in the find, and that after the coin of Hadrian had 
Joined them, whether in India or beyond, they were paid out for Indian commodities, and 
that th~n'the whole batch passed a hand or two. probably getting split up into lots in the 
procelso' and that one of such lots came to be committed to the earth at Pakli. If this' is 
probable, the find is proof of commercial relations for a period not earlier than Hadrian's. 
and by no means for the days ()f. the Consulate. 

A third hypothesis may also be canvassed. It is possible to conceive of a process of 
accumulation t~t combines the two possibilities we have just examined: some of the coins 
might have come together into a batch in the countries to the west of India and then moved 
into India, and met and mingled with other coins which, having come in various dribblets 
into India. had been circulating in different localities till the vagaries of monetary circuJation 
threw 'them together. This hypothesis is not. however. different in essentials from the 
first, for it assumes the possibility of at least a portion of the coins having been in active 
circulation.-in India and therefore of that portion having functioned as a part of the currency 
of the country_ To the extent that the hypothesis depends on this aSlumption it is open 
to the same objections as the first. 

We find therefore that only the first two of these hypotheses require examination. On 
the first view, the Pakli find speaks to commercial relations having subsisted between the 
two countries in the period of the 'Consulate and in that of the Empire under Augustus and 
Tiberius and totheir having ceased for almost a century from Tiberius till they revived under 
Haarian. On the second view, the find is not evidence for any period earlier than that, of 
the latest ofthe coins in the find,-that is, for a period earlier than the reign of Hadrian. 

An examination of other. facts available to us is necessary if we are to determine the 
manner in which the hoards found in India came to be constituted; all the relevant evidence 
has to be carefully considered, before we shall be able to speak with confidence about the 
periods iD which the coins of the variou& hoards came into the country. 
, EPISODES .. 

Three episodes in the history of Roman coinage help us to understand whether the 
Roman issues that reached India had tarried on the way within the limits in which the fiat 
of the Roman emperor could run with effect, and whether the hoard was ultimately made 

. up 'within or beyond the emperor. Nero effected 'reforms' il) the coinage, in 64 A.D .• 
the two vital features of which were a reduction in the respective weights of the aureus16 

and the denarius and a substantial increase in the alloy mixed with the silver of the denarius.l$ 
Good and bad do not float together in the currency stream. and the bad pieces serve to preci
pitate the good ones to the bottom: so the old heavier coinage went steadily to the melting 
pot '.11 Thus, 'Pre-Neronian gold and silver very rarely occur'~ in hoards. 'after the 
reform': though 'Republican denarii' are found included 'occasionally'. yet 'the one 
exception consists in the legionary coinage of Mark Antony, which. by its very baseness 
escapes the melting pot. and occurs in hoards as lale as the middle of the third century' 
A.D. l7 We may therefore take it that the presence of pre-Neronian gold and silver is 
fairly good evidence of the hoard having been formed in regioAs not sub.ject to the authority 
of the emperor. Secondly, 'from about the second year of Domitian to the second year of 
Trajan'-~at is, from 82 A.D. to 99 A.D.-'the did heavier aureus' on the Augustinian 
standard 'was again struck?8 and the silver 'coins of Domitian and Nerva . • . 
seem to have represented an improvement ·on the Neronian standard'.19 The natural 
consequences of this attempt at improving the coinage did not fail to follow: the better 
coins disappeared leaving the field clear for the inferior ones ~ 'the aurei of Domitian and 
Nerva' of the higher standard, 'are abseAt' from hoards,JIo. and their silver issues 'are 
seldom found' .11 So, again, the occurrence of these issues in a hoard is an excellent index 
to the region in which it was formed. Thirdly, 'Trajan, in 107 A.D., actually withdrew 
{rem circulation such Republican denarii a8 were still current';12 so, the presence of Re
publican denarii in a hoard of a date later than this withdrawal is presumptive proof of 
the hoard having been brought together beyond reach of the emperor'. strong arm. 



Two hoards of aurei.~De at K.arukbkurichi2~ ,and 'aJl.othel' 'at' Madura.h-tcrminate 
io:the period between Nero's reform and the starting of the issue 'of the heavier series u~ 
:Qonfitiall'~ aU .bot three: out of the 501' :OOins recovered ,~,tbe' for&ner .p~ce ,a4ten. -out 0( 
there(e¥encotns found at the latter :arothe h~vier coins current before the reform of Nero. 
T.his .is conClusive evidence of the coins of each of these two- ,hoar,dS haVmg Fqme tQgetaer 
int~a hoard whcJl dtey had passedin(o an' a(ea. wh~re Gresham's Law :CQu~ not,·operate. 
A few other hoards .. of aurei 'terminate wi~, pieces 'belQnging '. to dates . later ~aD .. 92. A:n., 
the· last year in which the heavier issues oCPomitian and- T~.ajaI\'~ertt·put into cur~ncy. 
The nndat· Kaliyamputrur' is o~e of the.m~st, important of these hoards, .but [llU ~t1:i1s 
of it are not available: none the tess, it is obvious th~ a good percentage of the coins. ~hich 
it comprised Was of the period that preceeded NerQ's refcmJl:. this circums~ticeconfinns 
the· conclusion drawn in respect 9£ the Karukkakurichi a~d .the Madurar,finds. Out of the 
th1:ee aurei of th.e'Gaipar}l find,'6 one belongs to the days priQr.toNero's reform, and' none 
belongs to the decade in which Domitian's and Trajan'sheavie~ issues were uttered~ Almost 
foui-fifthsof the Nandyalhoard27 fall -in the formerperio,d ;and practi~Hy J;}ope 'in the latter. 
In the Vinukonda hoardl8. the earliC$tpic;ce belOngs to the, former p<;riQ~ and possibly one 
coin belongs to the latt~r period. Pr.obably the major po~i~n ofthe :huge K()ttayam~·hOar<r 
was made up of issues belonging to the forme(period; ~nd~ one.v~ms tohav~belonged 
to ·the latter;. Thew hoardS seem therefore . to· be compounded cunously ,:coms . of, the 
former of the two periods are present and coins of Pte latter of the perio~s are. absent .. ' This 
phenomenon calls· for the formulation of two hypotheses, . The coins of the;form~r period 
should 'have all crossed- the. pale df. the Rom~ empire befo.l'e Nero ~itiated 4ls refor~:' for. 
Ii they had cotrtillUed in ,currency within the empire these heavier piec;:es ~ould hilVe gone' 
to -the melting pot when Nero's lighter pie<;es flowed from the mi~t. ~coi!is, of the 
latter period, .being of the heavier standard, should have refused to Boat in the stream of 
lighter coins into which they :We.re thrown,a~ should have gravitated, with more. than 'the. 
usual 'speed, to the crucibles of jewdle.rs. 91' t~e ches.ts of misers. Confifmation ot at least" 
the' second hypothesis is available: in none.of the three hoards~ which, bf!ginning !\fter 
Ne¥o's reform. pass beyond the decade in which Domitian and Trajan emitted their, heavier 
iss\l~, d() we find one coi~ of that decade, . The' only silver .hoar~ that can;offe.~ any testimony 
iSjthat of Pakli,al sta~ting as it does about"I~4;'~.C. ~ndrunning down to 119-25 A.D.;· not 
only. bey<md Nero'. lightening of the s~rd and beyond the a~empt of.D~mitian and 
Trajan to improve the standard. buteven.beY9nd Trajan'!iat;t¢II1pt ,at weeding out the 
over·worn deriarii of the RepUblic. _ This hQard contains the Republican ,iss~es in full 
strength ana-afewialue. of Augustus andTiberius. but none oth~rs or. the empire down 
to' Nero's reform, nor any of the period in which Domitian an" Trajan sought. to improve 
the' standard.~I. '. Qbviollsly,.thc;se coins of t~.e·rcpublican4 the eadyempire had crossed 
over int~ foreign territorybeforc: Nero e1iec.te4 his reforms. . . .' . . 

. The effects of the three episodes in.th~ his.to.ry of the coinage are. ~ni{est not only in 
the finds in the south but also in the find.dn. the north.33 . 

When thus we- examine how the Indian 'hoar.(ls Were effected .by th~' practice of.para-· 
char:axis or by the endeavo~rs to alter weight standards or to Call in worn' out' cur~ericy we 
afe led to conclude that Roman issues had a tendency to go to the :very~dge~ of theetnpire 
and leap, over the frontiers into regio.Q.S ,which We~ sometim.es so resentCql against Rome as 
to exhibit their wrath by defacing the effigies -wbic1i Roman empel"orBpb.c~don their iSsues . . , .. , ....-, 

DEFAC~ COINS •. 

Where those regions lay might to, some eXtent be deduced from 'the range of the defaced 
co,ms in each hoard that contains·them. From what We know of··the ho21rds in which they 
oceur,3' we have to conclude that the perioa,f~om 51 "tO€?4 A.D. represents the close of the 
first paroxysm of parachmixis,z5 the period from 15 'to 79 A.D.,the oIOse of a secondattack;.~8 
the year 1I8 of it third,37 and.-if we may speak ~entatively,..J....&ome year a little beyond 
337 A.D. the termination 'of the last seizure. as. On every such occasion • ...:.wi: may take it,
the pieces then iIi that. country wo~ldbe ·defaced, but when the· paraxysm passed, the.. coins 
that Bowed in would be immune from being slashed at. kome's main antagonisms ill all. 
these periods were in'~the east: Armenia and Parthia and the adjoining 'regions rose up in 
arms against Rome now and again. The first of the . periods mentioliedabove, 51 to ~ A,D.;. 
co:"re~ponds to the first term of the activities of Yologases ofParthia (51 to 77"A~D.), who 
kept Rome active in the frontier :" in 66 A.D: Nero came to an -Understanding with Tiri
dates by which he invested'the latter with the diadem. The .second of the periods, 75 to 79 
A.D., which is .yielded by the Karukkakurichi hoard," rept"esen':s the date of issue of one 
series of coins of Vespasian: if that series was aCtually'issued,"nQt down to 79 A.D., but 
only to 77 A.D., this hoard too would taU within the reign of VologQses, but if it was issued 
even in 19 A.D.. we -are not able to point to any antagonism to Rome as the provocation. 
Pcrha~. the hoard as we now have it ~s ·only a truncated portion of a larger one which included 



pieces reaching to a date when there was recrudescenee of trouble with Rome: this sugges
tion is probabilized by the circumstance that even the latest of the coins in the find seem to 

. have been in bad condition, 'having evidently been in circulation a long time before they 
were buried'.£O Only the last of the six aurei found at Karivalamvandanallur'l speaks 
to another paro:s:ysm,-the third,-and that aureus was issued in lIS A.D.,-that is, in the 
year after that in ~hich Hardrian, succeeding to Trajan, reversed the aggressive policy which 
Trajan had pursued in the east from 113 A.D. to his- death in 1I7 A.D. Either Hadrian'. 
pacification did not bear immediate fruit,-for, then, this coin would not exhibit a gash,
or the coin is a fragment of a batch which was defaced in the course of a later onset of resent
ment. Considering that this coin is somewhat worn and might therefore have well been 
in circulation for half. century after it was uttered," we may take it that it was defaced 
in the period from 16:1 to 165 A.D. when next hostilities subsisted between Rome and Parthia, 
and that it was subsequently that it fell into the company of the other coins of the hoard. 
The last of the periods of antipathy affecting the coinage which has been tentatively ascribed 
to some year a little later than 337 A.D., is based on the fact of the Gumada hoard'-1 terminat
'jng with a coin which might have been issued in 337 A.D. at the latest. But a closer examina
tion of the composition of the hoard seems to warrant a revision of tRe tentative ascription. 
As .the hoard falls into two distinct ,groups, there being a gap of almost a century,--from 
:all A.D. to about 305 A.D.t-which goes altogether unrepresented by any coins, it is 
reasonable to assume that the hoard was formed by the merger of a batch which terminated 
with 2 II' A.D. with another that included the coin of about -305 A.D., and that therefore 
the earlier batch might have had, till the merger, a history different from that of the latter. 
The earlier batch consists of imitations of coins issued in 175-6 A.D.," 180 A.D.,'~ 196-7 
A.D.,'s :10:1 ".D.,'7 210-II A.D.'s and 2I1 A.D.'9 The antipathy culminating under 
Septimus Severm in the Parthian 'War of 197-9 A.D. might, at the first blush, appear to 
suggest that the first three of these pieces were defaced when that war was being waged, 
and the other three might similarly appear to have been defaced when the hostilities of 21 5-8 
A.D. kept Caracalla in the east. All these pieces are, however, imitations, and we have 
no ground for assuming that they were fabricated as soon as the original were minted,
an assumption that would be forced on us if we impute the defacement to the wars of Septimus 
Severus and Caracalla. But we have already concluded, from a consideration of the weights 
of these pieces, that they were all fabricated before Ca,racalla's reduction of the weight 
standard in 215 A.D. could have affected the weights of pieces fashioned in imitation of the 
issues prior to that date.~o hl all probability, therefore, they were all defaced subsequently 
to 215 A.D.: but the eastern campaign of Caracalla, 215-8 A.D., may be too early: so, 
in all probability, the period of chronic hostility that set in with the war of Alexander SeverU8 
against the newly risen Sassanids, 231-3 A.D., might have seen the defacement of all the 

_ pieces of the earlif!r batch. The coins of the later batch/1 being imitations of issues from 
about 305 A.D. to 330 A.D., their defacement might have happened in the periods of the 
antagonisms represented by the hostilities that were waged intermittently in the fourth 
century,-from 335 to 358 A.D. underlthe immediate successors of Constantine the Great, 
in 363 A.D. under Julian and Jovian, an~ in 374 A.D. under Valens,-but not probably 
after 390 A.D. when Theodosiu8 the Great concluded a lasting peace. 

The validity of this line of reasoning will stand vindicated if itturns out also that the 
undefaced batch of coins in each of these hoards was brought together in a period when 
there was no conflict inciting Rome's opponents to use the chiseL~1 The one undcfaced 
coin in the Tondamanathan hoard~i pertains to 16-21 A.D., years that fall within a long 
term of peace. The undefaced piece in the Madura~' and the Karivalamvandanallur~~ 
hoards,-closing as they do with 81-4 A.D. and 95-6 A.D .. respectively,-terminate in 
another tetm of peace. The 'pieces in the-' Gumada hoard:;s that have escaped the chisel 
c1o~e with 206 !I.D.,- a year that falls in the fifteen years of peace that subsisted between 
the campaigns of Septimus Severus and Caracalla. In the Karukkakurichi hoard~7 the 
undefaced pieces close with 63-4 A.D.,-almost two years before Nero made peace with 
Tiridates,-but, as already pointed out,~8 all these pieces are very much worn, and so it is 
not unreasonahle to take it that these are but a few of a larger batch which had escaped the 
process of defacement. Otherwise, we are faced with the paradox of the defaced batch 
terminating in a term of peace and the undefaced batch concluding in a season of war. The 
coin that comes last in the series of undefaced pieces in the Nandyal hoard59 was issued in 
145-61 A.D.,-just a year before Marcus Aurelius and Lucius Vcrus attacked the Parthian 
empire. Either the coin was issued nearer 145 A.D. than 161 A.D., or its transit through 
Parthia was so rapid that it escaped the chisel, though very narrowly: probably, the former 
is the better -·explanation. Thus, we find that in four of the hoards the talc told by the 
undefaced batches agrees with that told by the defaced ones, and that in the two other 
hoardoi the tales are not inconsistent. 



EVIDENCE OF LATER TIMES. 

H the evidence of much later times could be cited by way of a parallel. attention may 
b~ drawn t<) the circumstances in which foreign coins came to be received in India from about 
eh:! 14th century to the 18th century. A.p. During this period, there was no dearth, except 
,c(:asiollally. of coined money indigenous to the country and yet foreign coins kept pouring 
:n, from Sweden. France. Spain. Portugal, Genoa. Venice, Poland, Hungary, Turkey. Egypt. 
Armenia and Persia60 to redress the balance of trade. which was then heavily in favour of 
India, ClJllsidering the circumstances that when bargains were made 'for chequeens' 
<it Tdlichcrry, 'they were understood to be'Ibraims', 61 that 'when a parcel of Venetian 
d.ucats' was 'mixt with others, the whole' went 'by the name of Chequeens, at Surat, but 
when they' were 'separated, nne 8ort'was 'called Venetians and all the others. Gubbers, 
indifferenlly', &2 that 'the name "Veneseander" was even wide enough to cover Turkish 
coins, and the name "sequin" was applied indifferently to the gold coins of Venice an,d 
.>ther countries'. Ii we cannot doubt but that the numerous varieties of coins that flowed 
in had already got mixed up before they reached this country. The trade with India being 
eJf international importance throughout the centuries. all the world was engaged il\ it. but 
the 'm~rchant8 of every European country found merchandise, including Indian. in the 
ports and the marts on the way to India, and so they bartered their coins against goods at 
the numerous trading stations on the way. "Egypt, Arabia and Persia, with their ports 
teeming with goods of their own and with the goods that flowed into them from India and 
beyond, became the centres to which European merchants came and paid out their coiIll 
in rl~turn for oriental goods: thus did European, Egyptian. Arabian and Persian coins mingle 
together on the banks of the Nile and of the Euphrates, before they ultimately found their 
way all together to India to pay for the commodities that India sent westward. 

The Roman trade with India was similar in that it was carried on through intermediaries 
lik~ Greeks, Egyptians, Arabs and Persians. and at intermediate stations like the in-ports and 
the landmarb of Egypt. Arabia and Persia. Roman gold and silver might therefore ha~c 
tarried for fairly long periods in those areas; the probability is enhanced by the circum
stance that those countries had no coinages of their own in gold for the most important of 
the 'periods with which we are concerned. We need not therefore be surprised if coins of 
vari<?us reigns circulated together in Arabia and Persia and if when they u'jtiritately reach~d 
In~ill in" payment for Indian commodities they were found to belong to periods widely 
8ep~ri1~ed. The Indian finds should therefore be treated. " 
, " Scarcely ever would it have happened that a Roman merchant,-Roman by birth CJr 

Roman in allegiance,-setting out lor the east went to the. nearest Roman mint, weighed 
nut' his gold or silver, paid in the seignorage, asked for and obtained his quota of aurei or 
t.ien,ar.ii specially struc~ for hirn. and straightaway boarded his ship ;he is much more likely 
to 4~veplade up his holding from out of the mass of coins then in circulation in his neighbour,:, 
hood, ,A hoard so brought together is not unlikely to have comprised issues ranging over . 
a ce.~tury and more in time.' " 
. A long range is not unknown in hoards that were buried before the death of Augustus: 
hoards of issues of about a century and three quarters were not uncommon; 6~one find covers 
even a length of almost two centuries and a half.6S An equally long period is covered by 
tht': coins, ' mainly of denarii " that comprise a hoard which terminates early under Ves
pJsian.6r 'The finds of gold' of the first three centuries of the empire 'often cover con
siderable periods of timc". uIf the Indian hoards t«sti6ed to a range markedly different 
we shall have cause to investigate whether there were special circumstances to account for 
the difference. Of the Indian hoards of gold that stop practically with 200 A,D., the Nandyal 
find covers 169 years, 69that of Vinukonda extends over 197 years,'o and one of the Kottayam 
finds runs over a space Qf 246 years. 71 The only hoard that spans the third century A.D. 
covers 155 years, 72while the range of three hoards that run through the fifth century A;D. 
cannot be longer than a ccntury, and may even bc appreciably shorter.'s Hoards of silver 
are generally of vcry much shorter range, probably because the influx seems to have practi
cally stopped with 55, A.D. The Pakli hoard, "spanning the two centuries and a half ending 
with the first quarter of the 2nd century A.D. is unique for length; the hoard with the next 
longest range is one of thc V dlalur finds, which runs over 70 years.'5 The only hoard of 
copper wc know of covers a little over two centuries." The persistence with which th~ 
coins continued to keep themselves afloat does not therefore seem to have varied according 
to longitude. H:ld the Roman merchant filled his bag with the gold coins obtained *fom 
the moncy-changers of Rome or of one or other of the Roman provinces the contents of the 
bag would not havc had a composition different from that of an Indian hoard. 

But, is it probable that the batches of Roman coins that entered India .did not meet 
batches in India that had come earlier and that they did not mingle together in the hands 
of merchants or of hoarders on Indian soil? Are batches of Roman coins likely to have 
reached spots &0 far in the interior as Coimbatore, Nandyal, Dharphal or Gaiparti, just 
as they had entered the outskirts of the land, without receiving accessions from batches 
that had already reached the country 1 



·When foreign coins are allowed entry into the country without restriction they are 
-acc~ted .only as bullion cut into pieces of convenient weight, and they have no vogue I' 
, coinage backed by the prestige of an authority which undertakes some manqes- of responsi. 
bility for ensuing that the coinage satisfies the rudiments of a system of currency. So long 
.s they are made of the precious, or of the semi-precious, metals, they are not ineligible 
as -rpe medium for payments, as their intrinsic value gives them purchasing power, but, 
as'ltloney they arc not so convenient as the native issues, for they are unfamiliar to the people 
in general and they lack the backing of local potentates or influences. While they become 
acceptable by way of barter, they do not easily run current as money. The occurrence of 
defaced aurei in the Indian hoards is enough to show that the foreign pieces were accepted, 
not as coins, but as small bits of good gold conveniently clipped to a uniform weight. While 
the native pieces. because of the familiarity which they enjoyed on account of being the 
currency of the country and of the prestige which they commanded on account of their having 

. been issued by authorities or entities .that the people knew at first hand, would have run 
current without let or hindrance. the foreign aurei and denarii had no such adventitious 
aids to popular acceptance and should have had to rely only on their prepossessing appearance 

.andJ their solid worth for getting into vogue. They should have pallsed curr-ent only 
becjlu,c:cthey were ascertained to contain a definite quantity of gold or silver and to be of 4 

certaiD~grade of purity. True it is that they were of good looks and tbat th<."y justified 
themselves when their substance was put to the test, but they could win their way only 
when they had dispelled the doubts due to their being unfamiliar and established a prestige 
commensurate to the excellence of their qualities. In no event could their circulation in 
the country have matched either the rapidity or the yolume of the native currency. }<~ur
ther, it is idle to expect them to have become known at any but a few centres or except 
along a few routes which had some connection with the commodities for which they came 
to pay. -' 

Nor do we know of any reason why Roman coins on their entry into the country should 
have assumed. or been put to. the work of the regular currency of the land. Entering the 
country at a seaport or at an outpost along a land-frontier they would pass hands in payment 
for such goods as might be lying in the warehouses against the arrival of the ships across 
the seas with their freight of foreign gold or silver. If the ports or the outpo.qts were not 
themselves market ~ities, they would. then. travel to the 'emporia' lying inland. of which 
Ptolemy makes promine~t mention. There they would. pass into the hands of the great 
merchants of the land engaged in bringing the produce of the land to market. If thesoe 
merchants had found that the foreign pieces were acceptable to the minor merchant$ or the 
major producers further inland, the pieces would resume their travels. ensconced in the 
pouches of the agents whom the merchants of the emporia would be remitting in varioullJ 
directions to bring together the commodities in expectation of which the foreign coins were 
flowing in. They would not tarry in the market-cities beyond a few months: they would 
start.moving ,during the next purchasing season. Thus, passed on by merchants (rom citiclt 
to towns and thence to villages. from season to season .. the coins would reach the hands of 
the merchant in the villages engaged in cornering all the produce or of the landlords whose 
estates are the largest. Here they would stop. and refuse t~ go further and get into poorer 
hands, for even the small silver pieces had. in those days greater purchasing power than 
modern coins approximating to them in weight, and the gold coins. weighing. as each did, 
almost as much as a modern British sovereign, were certainly not designed to pay for petty 
purchases: Some of the pieces may at each of the.'le stages be melted down, for jewellery, 
or for industrial purposes, such as gilding .. Again. some of them may change hands, a1l 
commodity, at each of these stages, for the merchant at seaport or in the market-~()wn would 
pay them out by weight for die commodities he would be purchasing. But at no stage would 
each batch get frittered away completely as the indigenous currency is liable to. A tendency 
to split mtlst be granted, but the tendency to get scattered may with equal confidence bt! 

denied. Hence it is that these foreign coins occur in respectable number$ in the finds in thi~, 
country and yet are not found in the huge numbers in which the coins of the countr) 

- turn up. . 
Coming in as these coins do to pay for purchases and passing as they do through the 

hands of merchants eager .lor turn-over. these coins are not likely to tarry perceptibly on 
the way from the port to the inland village. Probably they moved in spasms, due to tilt> 
intermittent activities of trade-winds and monsoons and the periodicity of nature's pmduc
tion of seasonal products like pepper, cloves, cardamoms and cotton,--- the exports tq 

Rome. Knowing also as we do that the batches that entered this country did not include 
Tlieces that were below par, either i~ quality or in weight. the lots into which each hatch 
~:hould have got split in passing hands cannot but be fairly representative of the composl
tion of the batch when it entered the country. there having been no reason for prcferrin~ 
anyone, of the issues to any other. -
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Such hoards as are, found consigned to the'soil may, therefore, be taken to reprcsl!nt 
substantial portions of the respecti\re batches in which they came 4nto the country and to 
comprise representative selections, of the issues that occurred in the various batches~ and to 

, have ceastd to migrate further within ~ season or tWo of their, entering tlie-eountry. 
The finds, therefore .. cannot be relied on implicitly for determining the chronology 

of the mercantile relations 'between Rome and India unle'SS, we are able to decide the extent 
to which the finds reflect the composition of the batches of ,coins that entered India from 

. time to time. , 
Coins found, singly might I>e of s~me little use in determining the periods in which 

commercial relations could have been active: their testimony is not confused by the voic~s 
of associatel. But, unfortunately the evidence of'such finds has ,not been accurately recorded 
in many cases. In two-finds the cc>inswere "picked up';" in,a third, the coin was 'found';78 
,in a fourth the coin was 'a stray find>'79 -: in all these cases there might have been other coins 
lying about ,which, however, might have escapednoti&. "Of another coin nothing more'is 

,recorded ~ 'that it ,was, of gold.sO These.finds are, ~erefore, unilluminating. One of 
the finds is, of an aureus of Lucius Verus' isSued in 16~ A.D.,81 another is of an aureus issued 
'between 20a and 210 A.D: jointly in the names of Septimus Severus, Caracalla and Geta;81 
a third i. of a copper p~ece isSuedfrom:Alexandria ina83-4 A.D. by Carinus ;88 and a fourth 
is'of'a solidus issued between 378 ,and '450 A.D. by one of the first two Theodoeiuses.8' 

There are some other finds' in each of which one Roman coin has been found mixed 
up WIth iridigenous, coins. , In each of two of these finds a denarius' of Augustus, datable bet
ween 29 B.C. and 14 A.D.,' occurred along with the ancient Indian coins knoWn as puranas of 
the punch-marked class :86 in a third, it was a denarius of Tiberius, assignable to the period 
between' 26 :l.nd 37' A.D. that occurred with that same species of coins.86 A denarius of 
.ugustus datable between Z B.C. and 1 I A.D. occurred in another find along with a small 
coin of lead and another small coin 'of potin, neither of whi.ch bore legends or $ymbols 'that 
could help to date them.S? A denarius of LTiberiu9 isSued betw~en 16 and 21 A.D. was 
discovered· along .with a coin of Atilises" who might be:dated about 25 B.C.88 Thus, we 
find that single R:oman coins of silver, 'attributable to the period between 29 B.C. and 37 A.D. 

, have J),een found, mixed with indigenous coins, in areas so far apart as Taxila. Mambalam, 
ChandravaUi and CoimbatOl'e. ' 

To sum up, then,. theevidenc;:e of the coins found singly: the denarius occurs between 
29 B.C. anti 37 A.D. ; the aureus occurs in 16f>-.:7 A.D. and 202-10 A.D.; a copper piece 
in:z83-4",.D. ; the solidus between 378 and 450 A.D.8' 

'Let us n~w tum t9. a study M th~ finqa in which more than one Roman, coin occurs. 
Of the~, we may expect those finds in which Roman coins appear along with indigenous 

issues to ,be helpful in solving oUf problem. 
One find of coins,-made :t Manikyala,90-comprised Roman denarii of tb:! period 

from about 90, to 41 a.c. and was found to'include coins of the Kushan kings Kadphises I, 
Kadphises lI, and Kanishka :91 though the dates of these kings are not conclusively deter
mined we may take it that these coins range- from about 45 to 123 A.D. ; we need not there
fore' be surprised if the denarii are reported to ,have b,een 'worn as if they had been a long 
time in circillation.92 The Kushans did, not coin in silver, probably because 'the extensive 
co~ages of silver money by the Greek kings w~re found sufficient for the wants of the 
people,.'a and ~he silver istues of 'the'Saka Scythians must have continued current,.9' If, 
therefore, the entry of the' Manikyala denarii into India was about 41 B.C., then, it is likely 
that a silver coin OT two of th<: Indo-Greeks would have insinuated itself into that set of 
seven coins more easily than if the entry had been about IZ3 A.D. In a find in south India 
'consisti~g of two denarii. the later of the coins was of 39 B.C.; the two coins went into the 
eanh within a few yearS.95 'It may be that the denarii of Manikyala formed members of 
a lot th3t flowed in about 123 A.D., and'that they were picked out for inclusion in a stupa
c.tqx,sit as being thoSe that showed the least traces of the features of potentates or Irionarches 
o~her than Kushan. ' 



40 

Six aurei ranging from 3~ B.C: to 54 A.D. in date were found together in south India 
together with a batch of punch-marked puranas,'6 the date of which, however, is uncertain. 
All the ;turei being defaced with a cut on the obverse, it is likely that they all formed a lot 
when they were so defaced, or, in the alternative, that nQ fresh coins intruded themselves 
into the lot after the coins had been defaced: either way, the composition of the .find testifies 
to the a bsence of a tendency towards intrusion. 

Three aurei, assignable to the period (rom 90 to, 138 A.D.S7 were found with a series 
of seventeen Kushan coins of the reigns of Kadhises II, Kanishka and Huvishka,s8 1vhich, 
together, cover the period' from, about '45 A.D. to about 140 A.D. Considering .that the 
distance in time, between: 90 and 138 A.D., covered by the aurei is too short to'm~ke'it'either 
necessary or desirable to assume that they came ,one by one into the group, and considering 
also,that the terminal dates' of the batch of the aurei and of the batch of the Kushan coins 
are so very closp as 138 and 140 A~D., it would seem that,the three aurei :entereCt'the 'country' 
in one bunch. 

Other finds, however, are ,of no help. An aureus of about 186-9 A.D. and a gold, imi
tation of a brass coin of about 197 A.D. were found,a along with' some Kushan coins.of 
Kanishka and Huvishka (78-140 P.D.), and ,a gold coin of probably Chandragupta ,IV f?uch 
little utility as these associations may have, for us is lost by the circumstances that '~he_ rePQrt 
of the find says that all the coins :were'discovered~ 'in 'a subterranean, treasury':' for 'aught 
we know they were not live currency but dead antiques in the hands of whosoever c6mtilitted 
t~m to the treasury. Five solidi covering a range of almost a century, from 378 to 474 A-D.., 
were discovered3 along with imitations of Indo-Scythian coins of the sixth' centUry'" A.D., 
and with a large numb~r of Sassanian coins of vadous reigns., Nothing more pre~ise: ~ing 
known of -the oriental coins in the find, the combination of ~oman and oJ:iental issues proyes 
ut1~elpful. A solidus of Zeno (474-91 A.D.) is said ~o ,have been f~und 'in companywiih 
three or four of the pagodas called Animitti',' but, as the pagodas of that name are of a much 
later date, it is impossible to believe that solidus and pagoda formed part of the sadte hoard, 
unless it be that the pagoda called the 'Animitti' was really a "pagoda of earlier times: 
it may wel~ be that two hoards of different dates had got mingled together. ' 

Thus, of the six finds we have examined, the three latter are unilluminating, but the 
three former es~blish that it is more probable ,that the Roman cQins in those~ds entered 
the country, in ,ea-ch ,case, in pra~~lly the combinations in which they were discovered 
than that, they entering at different 4ates, they c;;irculated about and the,n came together, jU$t 
before they ~ound immurement in the soil. , ' 

That it'is not likely that we m!l-Y be m~sta~en 'in this conclusion seems to be'shown by 
the coins of some ten emperors who 'practically sti'cceeded on'eto the other in th.e century 
from 2-38 to 337 A.D. haying occurred t'}gether in"a fufd in Upper India.5 It is not only 
improbable that these coins 'ca~e separat~Iy inJ~ tk¢ country, but ~at they also, sU,bsequently 
came together into a complet,e se(: the,'c.hances of these happenings. are infiRitesimal. , 

The problem may be, looked at from another angle,--:- the intervals of time by which 
the constituents of the finds are spaced., A find covering, a 'short length of time and com.
prising a series of coins falling inclose sequence ,has a greater chance ofhaviIig been brought 
together in India it.self .than a find which, runs over a long period and ,contams issues '4istantly 
spaced. The reason is obvious: coins' of different reigns are likely to run c~rrent simul
taneously in the country of their origin and in the, are!ls, neal' by ; but, 'if they pass to a distant 
land where they do not become, part of the accepted currency there is -little chance of their 
surviving in circulation in thlilt c~untry and less .chance of issues widely separated in dates 
ultimately coming together into a hoard the constitpents of which are not distinctly spaced. ' 

The Piikli find,7 for inst~nce, testifies to 'a gap of at least 82 years between the ptmultimate: 
and the last of the'coinsin it. Is it probabl~ thatthe penultimate coin kept 1Ioat in In'dia l 

for 82 years till it was joined- by the last coin?, Even if ihis'is natU4'aI; what an odd chanco-' 
must it be that sent 'the last coin to just that person who had another Roman coin in 'l.is 
purse: I ' , ' 



The Karukkakurichi(Pud,ukkottah) find,6 which is said to have been ~sec\r~d very 
nearly if not al~ogether intact\ comprised as'many as. 501 coins, all of them falling within 
a: period of about a century and fairly distributed over ~he years, appears •. to furnish an 
excell~nt illustration of this phenomenop.. A merchant ~omingstraight from Rome or Arabia 
or across Parthb is bound to have brought with him coins placed so close together in time, 
and, if he chose to make a purchase at Karukkakurichi and pay' for it with gold ont~e spot. 
the lot which he should have parted with could not have been different from the find a~ we 
have if. Each of the two Vellalur finds of silver, covering the period trom about 1-0 B.C. 
to 55 A. D., comprises a series of issues' the spacing of which is (airly even.8 The silver coins 
that turned up at Yaswantpur, covering practically the same period, exhibits the same 
characterestic;9 80 too does the Kattanganni find ot ~i1ver, the range ot which is from 2 B.C. 
t~38 A.D.lo But. the find at Vinukonda,11 comprising as it did coins so tew,comparativeiy, 
as fifteen, spread over a range of about two centuries, exhibits a gap of .about fifty years 
bet"een the earl~est two of its components. . 

If this line of argument is sobnd, then, the finds would fall into two categories,~th08e. 
in whiCh the coins entered the country practically in the combination in which they were 
subsequently exhumed, and those in respect of which it cannot for the moment be stated 
definitely whether the composition of the find at the time when it came to light was due to 
the mingling of more than one batch already current jn the country. To the former class 
m~ be assigned the finds at Gaiparti,lI Kottayam,b Mallayapalaiyam,l' Ongole Taluk,l) 
and Upparipeta.16 To the latter seem to belong finds such as those at Dharphul,17 
Gumada,18 Hidda,19 and Madura; 20 .. 

The ambiguity of this conclusion in regard to the finds of the ·second category would 
seem, however, to be resolvable in some degree if we take note of an interesting feature pre-. 
lent in some of them. A good proportion of the aurei in some of the finds is deliberately 
defaced.-the coins being marked with a clean chisel-cut severing the head on the obverse 
vertically in two. . ." 

Having regard to the conclusions we have already arrived at in regard to the region 
where defacement was practised, the presence of a cut on a Roman coin would seem to be 
Prima facie proof of the coin having, at some time in its career, passed through a land which 
deemed it incumbent, in assertion of its self-respect, to place on the coin its mark of high 
displeasure with Rome's forward policy. Had the c.oin been melted down or been melted 
and rf;:struck in lands' hostile to Rome, the displeasure would have gone without palpable 
and enduring testimony : defacement should therefore have been deemed the one method 
of dealing with the intrusive gold of Rome which would give a fitting reply to the preten-
tions of Roine tosuterainty over all the world. . . 

The Tondamanatham find of six aurei,21 all defaced, should thus appear to be the 
clearest example of a hoard formed wholly beyond India : the absence of even one specimen 
that does not carry a cut makes it obvious that in the journey to India the batch did not recei ... e 
additions t1l route . 

. The Karukkakurichi(Pudukkottah) find" is however the one that is m'ost significant 
from this PQint of view. Consisting though it does of SOl pieces, the earliest as well as'the 
latest of the pieces in it is defaced, and almost every type of the coins lying between has suffered· 
defllcement. In the case of r.1any of the types, everyone of the coins belonging to the type 
has been cut at, even though the coin!' number as many as a dozen23 • or fourteen. s, .. One 
type.was represented by 161 specimens, and all of them except IS borecuts2~j of the u. 
specimens of another type, no more than one coin was free froQl a cutli j of the ten specimens 
of y~~. another type, only one was not defac. d:7 • These features make it, plain that the 
find .£alls into .Itleast two distinct sections: one section consisting of the defaced'coins, and' 
the other of the undefaced ones. The coins of the forml r category range from 29 B.C. 
to 7~A.D., while those of the latter run from 16 A.D.28 to 64 A.D.29. A hoard that divi-des 
into'"wo such well-marked sections is very probably the'result of the mingling of two distinct 
hoards. There is little' reason to doubt that the bateh ot defaced specimens suffered that 
fate i.n a land other than India. The undefaced coins. however, form a batch which is 
very .~milar to the other in the homogeneity of its contents. No testimony speaks to 
Roman coins having been circulating in India as a part of the accepted currency' of -the· 
land ~1"the unddaced batch cannot thererore be assumed to have been current in India till 
it fdfin with the defaced batch. Both the batches cover practically the same chronologi
cal ljmits.· The probabilities are thus heavily in favour of the two sections of the board 
having come together outside of India, and not' in the vicinity of Karukkakurichi. An 
analogy will be found in conditions some centuries later, when the issues of various 
western nations mingled together in Egypt, Arabia and Persia, and then flowed in a 
steady stream into India. ".' . 

The case of the Nandyal find.. \s equally interestingSo• The defaced specimens range 
from 8 B.C. to 64 A.D., and out of the 24 types falling within the period, there are only 
five types, the specimens of which have not been defaced. The undefaced specimens run from 
.6 to 161 A.D. ; no coin between 64 and, 161 A.D. bears a cut. It may well be that the coins 
down to 64 A.D., cut and uncut, came together beyond India where they kept circulating 
till they were joined by the later coins aJ,ld that till then they had not crossed over to India. 

6 
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Some of the coins of the Nellore find art: said to have been' much defaced' 81: probably 
. 'the defacing was by cuts at the head occurring as type. Seven of the eleven aurei of a find 

at Madura, including the one that stands penultimate chronologically, bears' slight' cut& 
, across the emperor's head'as. A few of the Gumada find are mutilated by vigorous cuts~. 
The latest of the aurei of the Karivalamvandanallur find has the face 8cratche<i with a chisels,. 
These finds lOO wQuld thus seem to have got immured in the soil much as they arrivO!d in 
the country. 

The evidence that has been thus passed in review seems to establish, as clearlvas the 
circumstances permit, that the batches of Roman coins that entered India did not pr;ctically 
circulate as the internal currency of the country, and that if a batch got divided in the transit 
from hand to hand the resulting groups reflected with fair accuracy th,e composition of the 
original batch, and that therefore the composition of each of the finds, we now come upon 
may be taken to be a reasonably accurate index to the composition of the corresponding 
boards when they entered the country. The evidence elJtablishes further that the coins did 
not enter India before they. had circulated for some time in the heart of the Roman Empire, 
and then in such outlying regions as Arabia or Persia, that in the course of such circulation 
the specimens of various issues came together, that often the issues of two or three centuries 
kept circulating together ·and that it is only after there had been thorough mingling that 
batches Of them entered India. 

The sorting out of the coins of tnese batches according to the reigns of the emp.:"!rors 
represented in them serves no historical purpose : the coins did not flow into the countr:; 
in a continuous stream and in chronological order : they came in as dictated by the need:'. 

.of commerce, and in batches compounded of the issues of a number of emp;!rors. The 
"date of the entry of a b~tch into India may therefore be roughly taken to be the date of the 
latest coi n in it. 

ISSUES OF TIBERIUs. 

For an apt illustration of the fallacy of the reasoning to the contrary we need only turn 
·to the facts relating to the occurrence ,of the coins of Tiberius in indian finds .. 'Coins of 
Tiberius', it has been pointed out, 'arc extraordinarily numerous, s9metimes predominating 
over those of other reigns in single hoard:.i, and they include both gold and silver't5. It 
has also been added that 'the total number of coins of Tiberius found in the south and west 
of India is 1007 as against 453 of Augustus'3~ and that 'iii all the~ come to more than half 
the total number of identified Roman coins found in south India' 7. From this abundance 
of the coins of Tiberiusand from 'the comparati \'(.~ scarcity of coins struck under Gaitia 
and Claudius', it has been argued that 'remonstrances of Tiberius' against the ihcrease of 
·the Indian trade 'took effcct'u. Hut the finds tell a different talc. Six hoards seem to 
-close with the reign of Tiberius~9 ; comprising as th~y do no fewer than 277 coins in the 
aggregate'O they can scarcely be cited in support of the theory that the emperor's wishes 
were receiving respect. It must be remembered, however, that'it is only apparently that 
these six finds close with 37 A.D. The pie(~es that f'ccm to give us that date are those w..!!J 
known as representing Livia as Pax", hut these pieces fall into three varieties, the first 
of them issued from about 16 to :u'A.D,'·, and the second between about 21 and 35 A.D.'\ 
but the third variety seems to have been issued from 16to 37 A.D.",---that is, practically 
throughout the reign. The records we have of the six ·find3 ·being inadequate to hdp us tel 
d~cide whether the finds Wl're constituted of om' or other of the varieties or of a combinatior, 
Of them, \4b have had to assume that all the fiad" C()Vd the whole of the reign of Tiberius. But 
one or other of the find~ might really have b~en composed of the earlier issues: there might. 
then, have been a cessation of the flow of silver while Tib~rius was still on t!le throne.'~ 
If this was so, his remonstrances could not have had cnough time in which to set tl) work. 
:nd~ed, the c·;:ssation might re:!lly have been due to eau"cs more potcnt than imperial dis
pic3sure. Two findo1 close in the rdgn of Claudius is; the coins of Tiberius number only 
78, and might be said to indicate that the rem!)ns~rance was taking belated effect. nut, we 
h..:..-.: t·,.·.J fi,lds from one place, terminating in the initial years Of N:::ro, which, together, contain 
ns many as 707 specimens of the issues of Tib~rius'1. Are W:!, therefore, to postulate a swiff 
and complete reversal of the policy of Tiberius. 

Apart from the fallacy in the argument based on the abundance of the coins of Tib;!rius, 
the facts do not prescnt themselves in the light in which they are made to app~~ar. Th·! 
abundance of the iSsues of Tiberius has been deemed to be a specially Indian phenomenon, 
and so a theory has been evolved to account for it. But the same abundance is noticeable 
in European finds: indeed, even the various occur in the same proportions in India and in 
Euro?e. The issue bearing on the reverse the figure of Liria as Pax and the legend' Pontif 
l'.~ / :::1, is as well represented in European finds as it is in Indian. for instance, the Cherbourg 
fi: .. 'contained about 200 aurei', a very large percentage of which were of the "PontiC· 
l'v~:'.:;:n." type of Tiberius,' and the find of Briatoco • contained some 1,000 aurei' of which 
• C"l,·; 600 were of Tiberius, of the "Pontif Maxim," reverse.'· 
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The finds that bave turned up in this country are therefore to be deemed to testify to 
the facts of commercial intercourse shortly after the dates of the latest coins in them, and 
cannot be treated as evidence for earlier periods, though issues of such periods might occur 
in them in plenty. 

TERMINAL DATES OF. HOARDS. 

Let us therefore turn to a study of the finds, paying due attention to their terminal dates. 
The data are set out in .the accompanying table showing the terminal limits of the finds 
of hoards in the country. . 

TERMINAL LIMITS 0' FiNDS OF HOARD •• 

Hoards of silver are enclosed within square hrackets [ ] ; thlHe of coppe, in ro"..,d 
brackets ( ). Hoards containing imitations are placed within strokes. 

Emperors., 

B.C. 

A.D. 
27-14 Aug\lstus 

A.D. 
14-37 Tiberiw •• 

Do. 

. 37-41 Caligula 
41-54 Claudius .• 

Do. 

54,68 

Do. 
Do. 

Nero 
Do. 

69"79 Vcspasian 
Do. 

Titus 
Domitian 

Do. 

Ncrva 
Do. 

9!l-Il7 Trajan 
117-138 Hadrian 

Do. 
. .. 

Do. 
Do. 

Antonintls Pius 
Dc. 
ro. 
Do. 

,61-180 l\larcus A1.!~e1iu8 .• 
177/1;)0- Com:uodus 

193-ZII Septimills Severns. 
198/2I1- , Caracalla .• 

21 7 
2::>9-21'" Gcta 

30 5:3 11 -

337 

378-95 
40S-S0 

457-74 
491-58 
S18-a7 

Cara.:aHa •• 
Do. 

Constantine 
Great. 

Do. 
TIlcodosius I 

Do. II 
Leo I 
Anastasius 
Justinus I' 

the 

Regions and Find-Places. 
Tenninal r----'----------" .. -~~--------"""I 

datea. Afgha-

•. c. 

41 

39 

A..D. 

37 

47 
5a 
54 

55 

79 

8a 

97 

144 
159 
161 

all 

ara 
21 3 
a15 

330 

395 or } 
450 

. 474 
518 
52'1 

nistan • 

Hi 

A B 

[pal 

Mkb 

(UT~) 

c o 

-

·E 

(Kt, Vi) 
Sa' 

OnT 

Ga 

(Up) 

Dh 
Vk 

. (Gu) 

t F 

[~] 

[Krc} Kg 
[Ky,P,?l 

[Val 
Kia 
To 

Mdb 

Kv 

Ne 

Koa 

(Ma) 
Pli 
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If the conclusion reached above that Roman coins did notclrculate in the couOtry II 

money is correct,' the date of jssue of the latest coin in a hoard is the earliest limit for the entry 
into the country of the batch of coins making up the hoard. The latest date, however, 
cannot be determined except roughly on a consideration of the extent to which the latest 
coins in the batch show signs of wear. . 

Su~h: da~ ;JB are available in respect of the wear of coins found, in. hoards Point to con
elusions which. though approximate,' do: yet seem to be reliable.' A find' of a: large' number 
of aurei at Bosco Reale near Naples contained aurei of Augustus which Were 'very much 
worn'60, while 'its burial must be connected directly with the great eruption of Vesuvius 
in 79 A.D. 61 : evidently, aurei become very worn in a century. The earliest coins in a~othe~ 
find near ~aples were issues of Augustus, which were "very much worn', but we do noE 
know the condition of th~ latest coin in the find, which belonged to 88, 89 A.D." : a period 
of a century and a decade is roughly indicated by this find as the term in .which aurei could 
become worn to the same ·degree as in the Besco Reale hoard. In a find at Corbridge, in 
England, the earliest aureus, which showed 'considerable signs of wear', was about ninety 
years eartier than the latest aureus in it;the condition of which, however, is not knowniB. 

In the Nandyal find5s of aurei which comprises coins covering ~ range of about 170 

years, the latest coin is somewhat fresh, while the earliest is worn exceedingly. Allowing 
a period.of twenty years for a coin fresh from the mint to lose its freshness and be<;ome 
liable to be classed as but somewhat fresh, the Nandyal find may be said to be composed 
of coins the earliest of which had been 190 years in circulation before finding immurement 
'in the soil. The earliest aureus in one' of the Madura finds'8. is somewhat worn, and is 
forty years earlier than the latest, which is very fresh. 

We have no reliable data in regard to denarii. In the Pakli hoard", which comprises 
issues of almost two and a half centuries, the earliest coins, which must naturally have been 
exceedingly worn, were not, .however too worn to be incapable of being identified. The 
earlier of thedenarii in one of the Manikyala hoards", attributable to 85 D.C:, were so 
worn that they·could only be identified with difficultyS&, bU.t the Roman pieces were found 
in the company of Kushan coins of which the latest, in the present state. of our knowledge 
may be as late as 123 A.D.'?; so, this· find seems to suggest that denarii . became extremely 
worn out in a little over two centuries. If we may rely on the evidence of these two.finds 
it looks as if the rate of Wear of denarii did not differ substantially from that of aurei. 

If we may. generalise on these data, we may conclude that an au reus or a dearius 
ltecomes somewhat worn in half a century, very worn in a century, and exceedingly so in 
a century and t~lrC~e <l;m:rters'9.. . . '" . . 

. The eriter18 avatlable for dt:termlOlOg the penods 10 whlch the varlOUS Roman COIns 
found in this c~1.mtry made their advent are those furnished by the several hoards discovered 
as treasure. trove. They furnish details aboUt the composition of the batches that entered 
the country and the condition of the respective pieces. The coins found singly or ao fiotsam 
are of no help as they, by themselves have no evidentiary value. Sucs. stray pieces happen 
to occur in tr-easure trove, but only when originally they had got dropped casually" or had 
been :speciaUy selected&l, or had got los~ ina mass of other varieties of coins·'. Or, they 
occur on the surface, having pr6bably been dropped when hoards \fere being removed from 
the earthll~, or they make their .appearance as waifs iIi the masses of base-metal that, shovelled 
out from some ou~ or. the way. co~ner .of the counttt> are s~rreptiti()usly ~assed on ti~l the,. 
reach the dealers 1D metal scrap 10 the larger towns. TheIr provenance IS unascertaInable, 
the routes they had taken are untraceable, their companions in their various journeys are 
unknown and the period in which they found- immurement in the soil is indeterminable. 
We may ilierefore pass on to a study of the hoards with a view to dedUCing from them the 
periods in which they $hould have co~m~ into the co~ntry. •. .. . 

We have a.lreadyseen that the ,!oms that ente~ed IndIa, whether landwlse or seawise, 
are not likely,to have.been more than one or two seasons on the way from the outposts to 
th! sourees of such commod~ties as were in request at these outposts: a term of five years 
m.1y .therefo,re be allowed as being ample for the journey of the batches of coins from outpost 
to source. Once the batches pass into the ·pouches of the respective producers of the goods 
we have no means of deterrn:ining the length o~ ti~e through which:thet would have reposed 
in the pouches till an occaslOn arose for conslgmng them to the safe-keeping of the earth. 
But the dates of theidmmurement are of no great interest to us, for once they are clipped 
or the faculty 'of migration, they cease to intro~uc~ further factors that would tend to obli-
terate or cd:l.fuse such traces'as we have of theIr hIStory. . 



The hoard which,. to all ~ppeara~ces, is the first tQ.l'e;\ct~ the country i$ that of silver 
unearthed at, Manikyala." "The coins wer~ all badly worn: four of them, assignable to 
.bout 90 B.C., and to about 41 B.C.,6~ were iden~ified with some difficulty, and thr7," assign
able to about 8S B.C. and to about 41 B.C.," could not be identified exceJ't with onsider
able difficulty. If we allow about a century and a half for these coins to wander out and 
become £0 worn, we may assigrt their immurement in the Manikyala stupa to abou 100 A.D., 

--:a'conclusion that is not inconsistent with the circumstance of the latest of their 'companions 
being copper issues 9f Kanishka,whose reign is generally taken to close with 1123 A.D." 
It may be that if the batch from which these pieces were selected for being deposited in the 
stupa contained later issuC?~ thcy were eliminatt;d during th .. qdcctioIi, or it m~y be that 
having started from Mark Antony's camp in Asia Minor on the journey east about 41 Bie., 
the date of the latest coin in the hoard,- it passed so far bcyond, the Roman frontiers that it 
did not fall in with later issues. If it was placed in the stupa about 100 A.1>., "ye may assume 
that it entered the country about 9S A.D. ' " 

The Kallakinar batch oftwo denarii, es the latter of which is assignable to'lahout 39 B.C., 
is exceedingly worn, though the earJiC1" one, issued about S8 B.C., is not worn so badly. 
So, the two may have entered India about lIS A.D. and ceased to circulate about ,120 

A.D. Probably the batch started east in consequence of the spurt in trade that must have 
been occasioned by the Concordat of Misenum which the triumvirs entered into in 39 B.C. 

The hoards that have the appcarance of having entered India next are the seven finds 
which terminate with the reign of Tibcrius.S9 The pccularity of five70 out of thcRe seVcn 
finds is that they are composed of only two issues,-that of Augustus in honour of his two 
grandsons and that of Tiberius presenting Livia as Pax,-covering a maximum range rf 

, thirty-nine years: the sixth find71 is composed only of the latter of the issues and spans a 
maximum range of twenty-two years : We »now nothing of the composition of the seventh 
hoard.TI • . 

These two issues having been emitted not only in very large numbers but also within 
quite a short compass of time it is but natural that coins of thesc two vari~ties should he 
found together and in 'Iarge hoards and that specimens of other issues should not be included. 
If coins good and true apd fresh from the mint were available in large numbers for merchants 
to send 'away to foreign markets there is little reason why their remittances bliuuld have 
included coins that were neither so fresh nor so casily available. " To seck (0 explain facts 
80 simplc by a hypothesis of 'a systematic exportation to India of coin in bulk to bceomc 
the basis of exchange therc',73 paraphrased into 'a deliberate cxport~tion of Roman coin 
to India in order to assist Roman tradc'/' and 'a~ delibcrate exportati"on of Roman money 
to create a Roman currency therc' ,75 and by a further hypothesis of 'a natural trust placetl 
by the unculturcd Indian in the good Romall coinage of that agc',76 is to go wholly beyond 
the fact~. The phenomena observed in India being far from abnormal, there is no need 
to explain them in terms of the abnormal,- a difference ill levels of culture, a delibenl6ill 
and a" system in determining the vogue of cux:rency, a policy of subsidising trade to far-away 
lands and a far-reaching plan to iniplant Roman currency in those regions to facilitate that 
trade. In the absence of more definite information about the compo;;ition of these finds 
it is hazardous to base any definite conclusions. The two pieces from Vidiyadurrapll1"am 
having probJ bly slipped in through the interestices in the stone-flagging of chaitya, we have 
to assume that they dropped out of a larger batch, and yet ,we have no knowledge of what 
other coins had accompanied them to the "chaitya ;71 the coins of the Karur find that were 
examined were only about a hundred out of the aggregate of about five hundred found in" 
the pot ;78. we do not know how many coins were found in the Kangayam hoard and whether 
all of them !lad been examined ;" only six denarii out of a find of a potf~1 at I>ollachi were 
examined.60 It is only in respect of the composition of the Kotpad81 and the Kattanganni 
hoards that we" have reliable information. We cannot therefore be certain tlaatthe coins 

" which we know to have occurred in these finds were not accompan"ied by specimens of later 
issues, and this uncertainty makes it difficult for us to reach any dt:fini.te conclusions in regard 
to the terminal dates of these finds . 

. But we have some slight data about three of th:e finds which may give us an inkling 
of the truth. 

Theoretically, the extent of wear of anyone coin in a hoard is a correct index to the 
lease of life of the hoard. Where an ea;:-Iy issue continues in circulation till it is joined or 
deserted by·a late issue, the former is mu.ch worn while the latter is quite fresh, and if the 

-:two .·continue in circulation the former will grow quite worn while the wear of the latter will 
be'sHght.83 . . 



It appears that the six coins which were examined out Qf;.. the PolJachi hoard" were 
.... ell preserved',8~ and 50 we ~y aS5umethat even if tile hoard Contained absolutelyfreah 
~ins,"':-of course, of. a later date,- those could not have belonged to a date later than about 
haifa centl,lry from the date of the six 'wellpreserved t coins. The hoard muithave gone 
out of circulation about 77 A;D. Out of the two denarii that turned up it Vidjyadurrapuram" 
one is somewhat worn ~and the other is extremely so: the co~iderable difference observed 
in the degrees of Wear is no exception disproving the general rule set out above, but is only 
a .factor 'lipecial to one of the two pieces'of the find,-the former having for some time lain 
idlcin~rhands of some one to "\Pom it had gone rolling, or·the latter baving had an e~eed:' 
ingly 'brisk life. These two may therefore· hav~ got lost in the flagging of the chaitya about. 
12$'1. .. 1';)., and may therefore have reached India, about IZO-A.D •. Of the KattaI\g8nni hoa.rd" 
.• bave three coins issued between 2 B.C. and'II A.D., al\c;l while one of them' is but· some .. 
wfi;tt worn, two are very much worn: so, the batch comprising these· coins entered the country 
about probably 80 A.D. and ceased wandering some five y~rs latet. For the dther three 
fincb.' \-'ie have no appropriate data and we are dnable even to hazard guesses' ~bout the 
chronology of their arrivals. . 

No finds terminate with coins issued in the reign of Gaius (Caligula) .. , bu~ this may 
be due to his reign 4aving been very short, and to the issucs of his 1"eign having been quickly 
joined by diose of his successors. . Right in the middle of the reign. of Claudius, we have 
th:: termination (47 A.D.) of the find of denarii atYaswantpur,;811 the latest coins in the hoard 
being evidently 'in good' preservation, with the faCes on them sharp and clear', we may 
anow for that coin a circulation of about thirty years: the batch may therefore have rc;;lched 
India abo.ut 72 A.D. and,ceased to circulate about 77 ~.D. . 

In th9 same reign we get two finds of gol<&,- one of five aurei at Karur" terminating 
in 4f).···S2A.D.. aap another of six aurei at Toridamanathan,ll-terminating in 51-54 A.D. 
We llilve no ineans of telling when the form~r ba~ reached this country, the cpndition 
of it~eomponents bejng unknown. The latter clOscswith ~ coin that is very much worn 
but the one ,immediatdy preceding it shows a lesser degr~e of wear. So,. allowing some 
seveRty years for the batch to reach India, we may set _own the date of thead\en~ ofth~ 
hoard at about 120 A.D. and the dat.e ·when it ce~sed circul~ting at about us A.D. The 

I tWQ hoards of silver unearthed at Vellalur,·· terminate with issues of 55 A.D., but we have 
'no means of judging of when they couldhave Howed into the country. 

The great hoard of 501 aureifound at Kartlkkakurichi (Pudukkottaf3 term~nates with 
a coin belunging to 75-9 A.D'., bu~ the coins are stated to have been· 'unfortilna~ly without 
,exCeption in bad condition, having evidently been in circulation a long time before they 
1teJl'e buried'. This is very inadequate. as a description of the condition of a large hoard 
tItc- earliest piece of whic~ stands separated from the latest by a gpan not short of avte~tury : 
what may be quite .tru~ of the e,rlier pieces cannot be more than be a:pproximate i~ respect 
of the later ones. Probably the batch. entered tJJ.e land about· 170 A.b. and got. out of 
circulation about 175 A.D 

Next comes. the Madura hoard of aurei," the latest coin in w~ich, dated 82 A.D., is 
in very fine condition :jn all probability the lot camo.in about 90 A.D. and remained afloat 
till about 95 A.D. . ' 

The terminal coi~ in, the find of, au.rei at Kaliyamp?ttur,'5 i~sued in 91 A.p., be III 
'in excellent preservatlon, the hoard mIght have come 10 about 120 A.D. and mIght have 
become inert about 125 A.D. . 

Four finds are known which close with coins of Hadrian. The KarivalamVandanallur 
,find'6 of six aurei closes in lIS A.D. with a coin diat is somewhat worn: the hoard might 
therefore have reached the country about 1604.D; and become -i~mobile about 1.65 A.D. 
The Ongole taluk find97 of two aJ.lrei1 the later, of the coins in which belong$to JZ4-8 A.D •. 
and is slightly worn, yields about. 170 A.D. a8 the date about which it might have arrived 
and about 175 A.D. as the date'whereabouts it stop~~ migrating.' W~ 'have none of the 
data that might help '\is to determine the date of the· atrival of the' batch of denarii· that was 
discovered at Pakli.98 Considering, however. that th-:hoard covers a very long span,
almost two centur~es and a half,-and .that eve~ the earllest/of the pieces were not too worn 
to be deciphered, we may assume that the arrival of- the batch in India could not have been 
appreciably removed frOiD the date, 119-25 A.D., to whic~,the latest c;oin in it is assignable: 
the batch might h:tVe moved into India about 130 A.~. and c:onte to ~e end fl.f its· wanderings. 
about 135 A.D. .The Jabtabad find911 of three aures termmatcs WIth a coin of 134-8 A.D., 
an aureus' of Sabina, which does not appear to be fresh: the three coins might lherefore 
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have been deposited in the; Ahin Posh stupa about 160 A.D. The depositinclud~'d lome 
Kushan gold coins, the latest of which,-the only one of Huvishka,-is said to be 'a very 
good specimen' in respect of preservation. As Huvishka's reign terminated about 142 A.D.,

as now is generally beJieved,- the condition of his coin in the deposit is not against the 
.~onclusion thatJhe deposit was made about 160 A.D. 

Five hoards close with issues of the days of Antoninus Pius. The Gaiparti find10f 
three aurei, which closes with a coin of 140-144 A.D., not appreciably worn, may have 
entered the country about 195-200 A.D., and reached Gaiparti about 205 A.D., Of the coins 
of the second Manikyala find' of a jewel of five aurei, we are told that 'on the whole-they 
are in very good preservation': the latest coin in the jewel belongs to fs&-9 A.D., and so 
the jewel may have been fashioned in the vicinity of the year 170 A.D., in the days of Marcus 
Aurelius, and it might have ceased to be worn about 210 A.D. The Ndlore hoard 3 of a large 
number of atirei which terminates with 141-161 A.D., with pieces which are said to hav(~ been 
in mint condition, may have reached India about 165 A.D., and mi~ht have heen deposited 
under a temple about the same year. The Mallayapalay.un find' of four aurei and the 
Nandyal hoanl5 of over fifty-two aurei, both; of which terminate with aurei of 145-161 A.D., 
in 'somewhat fine' condition, may have come in abcut 175 A.D., and ceased to pass from 
hand to hand about 180 A.D. . 

Three finds terminate with coins of the days of Caracalla. The Dharphul find,6 closing 
in the year 212 A.D., is said to have been composed of issues which 'turned out excessivel] 
.well preserved'. The adequacy of this description, in respect at least of the earliest coins 
in a hoard which covers a span of ab.out seventy years,- possibly only fifty years ,- may be 
open to question, but it may be accepted to the extent that the terminal coins should have been 
in exceedingly good preservation. Many of the coins of the great Kottayam hoard ~, which 
terminates with an aureus of 215 A.D., were in mint condition. The two hoards might 
therefore have reached the country practically at about the same time, that is about 220 AD., 
and might have lost tl].e faculty of circulationabout 225 A.D. Of the coins of the Vinukonda 
ho.:rd,6 closing with 210-3 A.D., it has been said that' all are in a good state of preservation', 
exccpt that 'the legend on the obverse' of one of them, issued in 134-8 A.D.9, 'is illegible', 
but liule reliance may be placed on the observation. If a legend on that coin was illegible, 
the condition of the two coins in the hoard belonging to 16-37 A.D., a full century earlier, 
could scarcely have been good; indeed, the latesl coin in the hoard, whi..:h, fortunateiy, 
is the one piece out of the hoard that has survived, has to be descrihed as very much WI)rn. 

The arrivi,l of the hoard at Vinukonda has thercforp- to be assigned to much later times,-
pr:>hably 1 h -ee-fourths of a century from the issue of the latest coin, - that is about 285 A. D. 
311d its r{~rOse from circulation to about 290 A.D. 

Somewhere in upper India is said to have been unearthed a hoard of twelve· copper 
coins,10 closing with a coin of Theodosius I, that is, in 378-395 A. D. ; the hoard might have 
ceased to pass heads when the 5th century A.D. was starting on its course, for the earliesi; 
coin in the hoard is a century and a half earlier than the latest coin. This is the only instance 
of a hoard of 'copp';r' issues of Rome or Byzantium being found as treasure trove anywhere 
in India. 

The batch of six solidi which, out of the hoard of about fifty found at Puthenkavu,l1 
wa,> acquired for this l\'1useum, closes with a solidus of Justinus I, 518-527 A.D., and it may 
t e that that soLdus, the cundition of which is slightly fresh, was the latest issue in the 
il'lard as w.:11. The hoard, then, might have reached Puthcnkavu about 540 A.D., and it 
Llig;1t have lust the migratory instinct byabout 545 A.D . 

. \'-Ie may now pass on to a consideration of the chronology of the hoards in which occur 
• pic'c('s imitating Roman originals. . 

No data have been preserved that would enahle us to decide when the imitations of the 
republican denarii of 83 B.C.,lIa of the Livia denarii of Tib:~rius13 and of the Hadrian 
Antoninus Pius aurcus,IJ cf)lild have reached the country. 

'To 141-61 A.D. belongs the aureus issued in honour of Faustina I the types of which 
hwl'! been imitated in the gold piece discovered in the Krishna district. U The piece is 
m1lcn paler in complexion than the original and appears to be a cast. Some lettering appears 
in the excrgue of the reverse-a feature not present in the original. These circumstances 
V)i:1t to the piece h:lving been fabricated much later than the middle of the second century 
A.D. to which the original.belongs. The weight of the piece points to the period of falling. 
stanJards between 196 and 215 A.D.,15 but such lettering as we find in the exergue of the 
piece cannot be so early. The weight is fairly near to that of the lightest of the 'medallions' 
or over-weight coins, of Aurelian (270-5 A.D.},16 and mint-marks had by his time come to 
be common in the exergue: this piece may therefore have been made very shortly after 
Alrt'ji:m. Being somewhat fresh, the coin might have got withdrawn from circulation 
,.: v L;, ::-. r; :\.Il. 



We know,too little of the imitations of the coins of Commodus and Clodius found in the 
Rewa treasurylT to be able to say anything useful ~bout the possibl~ date of their entry into 
the country. " 

The two pieces of the Upparipeta find le may, as we have already seen,lI be taken to 
have been fabricated a little b~fore 215 A.D:, but in r~s~~ct of strle th.ey approximate closely 
to the imitation of the aureus commemoratmg Faustma. TheIr weIghts too are not much 
below that of the lightest of the 'medallions' of Aurelian nor much above that of the aurei 
issued by ,him after the reform he effectedll• The Upparipeta pieces may therefore 
have, been m~nufactured at about the same time as the Faustina piece, and their condition 
being very fine or somewhat so. they might have retired from circulation about 295 A.D. 

Of the two genuine pieces included in the Gumada hoard," the one issued in 20~1 A.D. 
is extremely worn,·a and the other assignable to 202-10 A.D. is very worn." To judge by 
the standards applied earlier to the various hoards containing genuine issues, these two coins 
may be taken to have entered this country about 350 A.D. We have already seen thai the 
imitations of Roman originals issued between. 175-6 A.D. and 211 A.D. w~re fabriCated 
before 215 A.D.·~ Sq variously do these pieces seem .to have suffered wearl " that it IS not 
quite obvious that they corroborate the dates we obtamed from the genuine pieces for the 
arrival of the batch in this country but the lack of corroboration need not be a ~ource 01 
doubtl for the pieces being imitations, and some of them cast,27 we cannot expect them ta be 
as sharp."and clear as the ~enuine pieces. The other two pieces in the find,'· imitating 

, probably issues datable between 30 5 and 330 A.D., have been hammered at too much to 
permit of any attentpt at judging the amount of Wear they have suffered. AU, that' Could 
therefore be said is that such data as we have are ~ot in~onsistent ~ith the ~tes suggested 
on the basis of the extent of the wear of the genume coms found 10cluded 10 the hoard _ 
namely 350 A.D. for the entry il)tothocountry, and 355 A.D. for the cessation of circulation: 

The latest of the four solidi ofthe Malayadipudur h~rd,2' a .coin of Anasta~ius (491-518 
A.D.), being somewhat worn, the hoard may have reached IndIa about 555 A.D~ and may 
have stopped functioning as money about 560 A.D. The other three pieces, being'imitations' 
of issues of Theodosius II (4°8-50 A.D.), m~ght have been ma~ufa~tured apprecIably later: 
if they were fabricated, about 540 4.D., ~he'ir appearance, ~hlCh IS somewhat fresh, wiJJ 
Justify their bein~ held to have entered thiS country along With the genuine coin of Anasta
sius and becoming invrt about 560 A.D. 
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. We' hlive no d~tai1s a Bout"the,emperors to whom ail but a few of the 'brass' coins 
should be 'assigned ra~ the data stiffer fr9m indefiniteness we can pass in review only those 
'of which we have someparticulat-s. '.In'see.king to evaluate the testimony of these pieces we 
tannot afford to f~rget,that each of them is but a casual ,find and that the pieces mi~ht be. but· 
;·waifs arid strays fcdm·hoard$ reaching down to later times. The coins'collected in upper 
India without any note 'of the lfind-places80 seein to establish that 'brass' was coming in 
'aloag with gold and ·silver from practically the days when Romlm coins slatted entering India 
and that it continued to the end of the 6th century A.D., and that there was a resumption 
of the1 flow about- 975 1\..D. which lasted a.century. . The pieces found at ChunarS\ Mirzapur 
DII Allahabad.a~ Bindachalll£ and Kanauj35 run from. 283 A.D. to 293 A!D., establishing 
that the geographic;al range of the coins of little more than a decade ;vas extensive indeed. 
Similarly; the coins fo.und in south India for which no clue is available that'helps to determine 
theprecise·find-spots,3& ru~ from' 222 A.D. to 350 A.Q.. The coins found along the Coro
Inandel Coast3', at Mahab'alipuramll', and Kilakkaraibs, and at Tanjore.,oahd Madurau , 
and in the area round about Madura town, U range from 286 A.D, to 5 I 8 A.D. The evidence 
i", therefore, as cogent as may be that brass was steadily received in all patts of India in the 
fir:>t six centuries of the Christian era and in the eleventh century, except that there is nl> 
proof that.could be pointed to that it reached the sou,th in the first two centuries. 

Mention may' be' madespecialJy of the steady influx of 'brass' coins minted at 
Alexandria" in the two decades lying between 273 A.D. and 294 A.D. The pieces have 
b;;en found at Tanjorc" and at Chunar,'5 Kanauj,'& and at many other places in uppet India." 

The peculiar issues of-brass which are reported to have been found in the town of Madura 
and in the immediate neighbourhood's are said to differ torally from the Roman brass found 
in. Europe. The' barbarous' character of these pieces and the circumstance that these were 
reported only from Mad~ra led to the formulati<m of a t~eory th~~ they were 10~al imitations 
turned out at Madura, eIther because the local populatIOn was m need of coms for small 
change or because there was a Roman colony in the town which needed such change for its 
·purposes's. Such pieces are not now available in . Madura and the country round'9. Coins 
of the same kind have been found in large numbers in various parts of Ceylon,'O and the 
phenom~non has peen explained on the hypothesis that 'they formed the currency of the 
Island,' the chronologicaUimits being furnished by 'the fact that the greater nu~ber of the 
coins are of the last half the fourth century' A,,:-D., and that C the first half()f the seventh 
century· . is ',the :tatest probable limit.'Sl These 'Indo-Roman' coins are said to 1afHnto 
two classes: 'the "first closely adheres to the original, with the exception of the . lettering, 
which baffled the native minters,' while the coins of the second class 'are far less skilfully 

-executed,' and 'seem to be atleast of four sizes,' each merging into the next in size, the 
'~mlllest 'with a weight of only some 3 grains'; ~he 'designs' deterioratesteadily.61 Many 
~f these .coins might on close comparison with the regularissues turn out to be really genuine 
. pieces: the thoroughly worn condition of the coins is bound. to make even competent 
authorities suspicious of such pieces, even when they are genuine. In the degenerate-days of 
the empire the e~~cution of the brass issues was rarely up to the mark: a fall in the standard, 
not imitation in a foreign land, may be a truerexplamttion Of the debased appearance of 
the Ceylon and the Madura specimens. The probability of the imitations having been 
manufactured 'in the labds lying on the way to India, the improbability of their having 
been prepared in India, the absence of a Roman colony in MadUra in the fourth and the 
later centuries,58 the utte'r futility of a small colony of foreign settlers at Madura starting a 
currency of small change either exc1usivdy for themselves or for the town in which they 
were settled, and the totd failure of the currency to pass beyond the limits of the town, are 
circumstances which, singly and cumulatively, speak against the issues having been indi
g::nous imitations. The explanation has been, offered that 'as the one Roman province (Egypt) 
in close touch with Taprobane was precisely the one in which gold and silver coinage came 
.to an early end,' there was neeQ in Ceylon :Cor 'the curious imitations of late fourth-century 
Roman coins,' and that 'it seems tbat Roman merchants still carried on a lively trade with 
the distant island and that they actually found it convenient to export small change with 
them which was then multiplied by imitations on native soil'.5' But there being no. evidence 
to support the hypothe~is of local multipfication, the imitations may all be taken to have 
been produced on the other side of the Arabian Sea. A simpler explanation of the pheno
menon may be that these pieces are products of Egypt where similar imitations 'are found 
in gf'eat quantities,' having probably been 'the token money of the great landed proprietors, 
strikin~ in practical independence of the Government.'~6 

We have now passed in review the facts relating to the finds of Roman coins in India. 
They speak to the &ginning of commercial intercourse in the days. of Augustus and to the 
contint~ance of it th:!nceforward without any serious break or marked fluctuation till the close 
of the sth c'!ntu!'y A.D. In the 6th century. decline sets in wh'ich continues into the 7th, 
but thereafter the movement of trade was very ~light till the middle of the 11th century A.D. 

\when it ceased altogether. 



APPENDICES. 

NOTE ON ROMAN AND BYZANTINE COINAGE. 

EARLY· PERIOD. 

Roman cbiriage begins when Greek coins had come to tbe issued not only in Italy but even in 
Spain' and Gaul, and after Etruria, Rome's neighbo~r, had enjoyed a currency sys~cm .for over a 
ceJituty"and a half. About 300 ,B.C. Rome started wIth a currency of bronze, the umt bCing the .As, 
more if Weight than a coin. With Rome's advance to a dominating position in Italy her coinage 
system ·adapted itself to the needs of Italian and trans-Italian intercourse. SilYer was struck, about 
245 B.C" to take the place of the heavy bronze, for atleast foreign trade, and copper coins, small in 
size, were also issued to serve as token coinage playing a ~ubsidiary part in the trade with the south of 
Italy. Gold coins were issued in 217 B.C., but they were not a permanent feature of the currency 
for a long while. With the defeat of Hannibal, the silver coinage of Rome startcd on a career which 
not only kept step with Rome's territorial expansion but also extended beyond the regions to .which 
Roman influerice spread. Then followed a period of steady development, marked mainly by Ihe 
resumption of issue in gold by Sulla in the course of his cO{Dpaigns in the east. With Julius Caesar 
the position of gold in the currency becaIlle s.ettled and in a few years it took pride of place. The 
variations in the weights of the units and the denominations and the changes in the tariffing of the 
metals in relation toone another were natur~lly manyaJ}d were someti~es violent.. The A3 kept 
falling in w~ight from. atleast ten ounces to two. When the principal silver coin, the Denarius, was 
introduced, it was rated as equivalent to ten Asses, as its name denoted, and the mark X was probably 
placed on it to indicate the rate,' although even then the silver might have been rated abnormally 
high. • ~h~state ha.d to reduce the weights of !he various coins from time to time, thus .repudiating 
its debts, atleast paitlally, under cover of reformmg the currency. Nor was the state averse to adopt
ing expedients which were drastic, though subtle, to conceal its manipulations of the currency : 
instead of increasing the quantity of base-metal in the issues of silver,- a procedure the results of . 
which would be obvious to anyone: who handled the coins,- it occasionally plated copper pieces 
with a coat of silver and mixed aqua'ntity of the plated pieces with, every issue of the genuine ones. 
The finances of Rome being, in this early period, under the control of the Senate, the coins often 
bear markes of the ,Senate's sanction. I The issuing of the coins, ,however, was, from about 289 B,C., 
entrusted to the tresviri"-'magistrates' who were recruited from the younger senators, just turned 
twentY-feven or twenty-eight, who were feeling their way into public life. These tresviri placed 
symbols,-perhaps tile. designs of th,eir signet rings,- as identifying marks on the coins issued by 
them, but, later, their names, in abbreviations or in full, were stamped on the coins as signatures in 
token that the responsibility for the'issue, under .the ,authority of the senate, was theirs. Other 
magistrates, however, could issue 'coins for the discharge of their duties ,-for instance, the quaestors 
who in 100 'D.C. bad to purcbase corn' a,nd the curule aediles to whom was entrusted periodically 
the conduct of the great Roman games." As Rome grew and her provinces multiplied and the pro
vittccs became too many l!nd too distant to be effectively confrolled by the senate, the proconsuls or 
the imperators of the provinces issued .coinages for their provinces in virtue of their special powers.' 
EYen subordinate magistr.ates like. quaestors and pro-quaestors;' could on occasion is.sue coins. 
Magistrates who in critical· times acquired extraordinary powers set down on the coins the special 
authority under which they acted.' 

TUE EMPIRE. 

When the empire became inevitable and Augustus founded it, the power of the emperor was 
broad.based on a combination of the powers of various magistrates .of the republican period; it 

'was mainly rested on the 'tribunicia potestas' at home and on the 'imperium' abroad, and the coins 
bore references to these powers." The emperor could not, 'however, override the Senate altogether. 
nor could he suppress effectively the vassal kingdoms nor yet could. he ignore the intensity of 
feeling in the provinces for equality with Rome or the keenness of the desire of local civic organisation~, 
such as the cities, to retain their autonomy. The extent of the empire and the variations in its 
fortunes. with the consequent fluctuations in the rigotir of its control over the provincef, were also 
circumlitances which stood against the successful working of a centralised administration of the 
currency. In the result, a currency !lystem arose which represented a reconciliation of the nume
rous interests involved. The issue of currency in gold and in i;ilver came in time to rank among the 
exclusive functions of the emperor. The e~p~ror would not'ilt first mint gold at Rome as he would 
then have had to submit to the control of the Senate and so he had his mints for gold beyond the capi
tal, but as that body receded into the background with the growth of the empire in strength, the 
emperor had gold minted in the capital itself. Only to the vassal kingdom of the Bosphorus, to which 
silver coinage had been unfamiliar. would he permit the independent coining of gold. A currency 
in gold was required as much for the needs of expanding commerce as for the prestige of the exten
sive empire, but silver was the back-bone of the internal currency system. The numerous countries 
of the empire had to endure the complexities of a bimetallic system in :which strict regulation of the 
rdationsbetween the two metals was impossible .. The gold aureus and the silver denarius were 
permitted the free run of the empire: this freedom served in some measure to mitigate the. uncertain
ties of a system which could not easily be regulated. The coining of silver too was unde~ imperial 
control. but provincial :ssues were not unknown: those of Cyprus, Cappadocia, Mesopotamia and 
Syria may be instanced. It is in the policy adopted in regard to the issue of copper that we realise 
how difficult it wa(l for the emperors to subordinate local considerations to the need for evolving a 
currency wholly imperial. Copper coinage, which was reduced to the status of token money. was 
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placed in the hands of the Senate,l though liable in incrtasing rneas··.W: to~ne control of the emperor. 
The coining of small change and occasionally of the aeswas p~rr.lit_t<:~ to the provinces and to many of 
the provincial cities. The vassal kings issued coins wi~~ t~ei:: own heads on one side. and· those. side 
of the emperors on the other: in spite of the formal acknowledgment of the subordination to Rome, 
the coinage was in dependant in all essentials. The cities retained their autonomy: they issued coins 
in copper bearing the head of a divinity on one side and that of somelocal personage, mythological 
or historical, on the other.' The Roman colonies used Latin for the legends while the eastern citi~. 
used Greek ordinarily. Inumerable local mints were busy turning out coins which were sometimes 
imperial and often autonomous. The east of the empire was not so easily imperialised as the wesr. 
Whil~ the west was content with imperial gold and silver. and with senatorial copper, the east 
retained just enough of autonomy to resist the imposition of copper, and occasionally, of silver. .' 

The empire began :with a system which aimed. ~t ensuring purity of me.tal and accuracy of 
weight. The gold, the stiver and the copper of the COlnS were pur~, and the weights of the gold and 
the silv_er prieces were fairly accurate. The pieces of copper,- and those of brass, which was then 
introduced,- did not individually answer to a definite weight: they were struck at a certain number 
to the' pound, . individual pieces being allowed to vary in weight. Nero effected a slight reduction 
in the weights of the aureus and the denarius and introduced a little alloy into the latter. tn the 
course of the following two centuries, however, the au reus was reduced step" by step to about seven
tenths its original weight. The denarius was debased, about a century after Nero, to the extent of a 
quarter, and about thirty years still later the debasement was pushed to well over a third of the 
weight. CaracaUa introduced, in 215 A.D., a new silver coin, called the Antonianus after himself 
equivalent to about two denarii, and distinguished by the head of the emperor being struck 
radiate,' Gradually the antonianus displaced the denarius, but it too succumbed to debasement 
and practically'disappeared in the days of Gallienus. Indeed, so rank and chronic had debasement 
become thaI the introduction by '1\urelian of, a ~iece which, containing four per cent of silver, 
was given a thin wash of that metal to mak~ It glitter, V\oas hailed as a reform, This clepreciat\on 
was dUe in some measure to the need of maklng great largesses to the poor of Rome who had to 'be 
keptin good humour and to. the soldiers who were in need of such inducements to be loyal. But 
the more important factors were the continuous depletion of the empire's resources in the precious 
metals in consequence of the growth of her imports, for which, not being, able to pay in goods, raw 
or manufactured,' she had to pay heavily in coin, and the subsidies to foreign princes in return for 
which alone Rome's suzerainty was accepted along her frontiers . 

. Some part of the work of the mint, such as the casting ~f blanks, was entrusted to contractors: 
the direct employees of the state were slaves and freedmen" who were organized in military fashion. 
The provision of bullion for coinage, the withdrawal of the worn-out pieces from currency and the 
putting of neW issues into circulation were oeffccted by persons who undertook functions similar to 
those of banking. -

FROM DtOCLETIAN. 

So thorough was the d~teri.oration of the currenc~ s~t~m byth~ close of the third centuryA,D. 
that Diocletian was forced In 296,A,D. to effect drastiC refonns WhiCh, naturally, were determined 
by the circumstanc~s of ,the tim~, . The ,ir.npossibili~y 6£ ~Iing the' e'mpire ,from Rome having 
become all too mamfest, the empire was diVided practically Into four great regIOns, each under an 
Augustus.or a"Caesar, whose capital was wher~ h!s shifting 'sac~a domus' st?od for the moment. 
This tetrarchy was merely t?e result ot the u!,~leldmess of the empire, and a deVice for better adminis
tration: it was no conceSSIOn to local ambitIOns. The other three tetrarchsworked in such close 
concert with and in such subordination· to Diocletion. the senior Augustus, that tetrarchy was a 
powerful force keeping the empjre in,tact. No l?nger did Rome and Italy enjoy special priyileges : 
they were assigned the same status as the provinces. The Roman senate was denied all share in 
matters financial. " The administrative machinery was shaped to one pattern and it got stereotyped 
all over the empire.I?iocletian'~ re~orms in the coi~ag~ answered faithfu~ly to the changes that 
were befog introduced m other directIOns. . The provmclal and the local mmts, except the one' at 
Alexandria having by then ceased to function, he closed down that mint as well, and provided IlTI 
imperial c~inage for th;: whole of the empire, issuing it ,crC?m a nu~~er of imp'er~al min~ which 
were located in. suc!h Important centres as Rome, AqUilela, LondlnlUm, Treven, Thessalonica 
Siscia Nicomedia, Antioch, Alexandria al'ld Carthage. He sttuck an aureus on a new standarl 
and s~ also a new denarius, known possibly as the Argenteus: he struck three different denomination~' 
including the Follis, in bronze, which, mixed with a little silver and coated with a light silver wash 
was unfortunately tariffed out of proportion to its intrinsic value. Uniformity in style and in deno: 
minations was ensured by the mints being directed to conform to a standard common to all of them. 
The local issues with their distinctive features were sweI?t aside and the imperial currency flourished 
without any rivals in the fie~d. Greater regard was ,paid to .the canons of finance and efforts were 
made to cons~rve the finanCial resources of th,e empire. Pams were also taken to ensure a steady 
upply of currency throughout the empirc's t.'1r-fiung dominions. The coinage of silvered bronze 
~as the weak spot in the new system. Not o~ly was it over-rated in relation to other metals but it 
was also permittcd to be legal tender for practically heavy sums, The state, in all probability, made 
h vy profits out of the bronze, and so too should forgerers have, whether they were entrenched in 
t;a mints themselves or were compelled to eke out a precarious living outside, Depreciation was 

\eavy and the rise in prices was so sharp that a law had to be promulgated fixing prices for com
ao d'ties and prescribing the severest penalties for infringement. This effort at regulation was 
mOt I 11y ineffective, and it was rendt:red even more futile when Domitian's suCCessors started cutting 
n .. ura h' N h' h d h' d " d down the weight of t e pieces. ot lng, owever, was one to arrest t 15 epreclatlon. an I when 



til" Egypt the silvered bronte was not backed by money of gold or silver, the collapse of the moneUrv 
I)'stem was colossal and the misery of the peopl~ wall terrific. None thl' le!l~, no crisis d~TdoPfrl 
in the rest of tite empire on a scale at all compamble with those that had char.u·t.(·ri~cd tl'e rr~·,io::.!s 
age~ Gold.became available in large quantities for the purposes of coinage. Dioc1ctian'J conqucst<l 
in the east had brought in large stocks of the mt:tal: the decline of the pagan faiths with tht" g\Owt~ 
of Christianity freed the treasures that had become frozen in the pagan temples: printl' hoards 
were compelled to thaw and melt, and were forced to flow: silver came to be preferred to gold fdr 
articles of luxury : the outflow of gold beyond the empire was. in all prohability forhidden with 
wverity. An ample coinage in gold became thus available generally and oit tended to counteract 
many of the evils of a system of currency which was debased in part. ~e Roman coinage in gold 
continued to be so highly respected and so widely accepted that even the Sa .. anida of Persia, who were 
by no means friendly to Rome, struck, though intermittently, in gold. 

• The system of Diocletian formed the basis of that of his successors. But they manipulated the 
silvered bronze with disconcerting frequency, altering weight standards and exchan geratias: nc· ... 
denominations sprang up and circulated at rates that kept in almost continual flux.. They had. 
however, the good sense not to lay irreverent hands on the gold and the silver coinages . 

. WEST AND EAST . 

. The empire becoming temporarily divided in 312 A.D. into an eastern half und.:r Const.mtine I 
(the Great) and a _western half under Lkiniu§, Constantine introduced a new system in his half 
which he rested 'on the gold Solidus and the silver Siliqua. and the system was introduced into 
the west as well when in 324- A:D. he worsted Licinius. .FUlt:ler changes followed under his SUCCe:l-· 
sors. A new follis and a new denomination, the Miliarense, were introduced. The weights of the 
various denominations 'kept rising and falling, and new denominations. such as the Centenionali!l 
and the Numinis, came on the scene. Silver was allowed to become rare. Marks were placed on the 
coins,- especially those of silvend bronze,- to ,indicate nryt only the mints at which they Were 
atruck, but also the particillar section of the mint,- the shOp,-- which was responsible for each illsuc.: 
even the issue to which a coin belonged was noted on it. New, mints sprang up in place of the old. 
The handling of the currency system, however; seems to point to calculated severity,- to a policy 
that was' heartlessly irresponsiv(e to suffering on even a large scale. Spain was not allowed a mint 
arid had to draw her supplies from Gaul, and Afrit;a was 'similarly made to depend on Italy, except 
for an interval all too brief. Egypt was furnished with neither gold nor silver: it was restricted to 
·bronze. The little need to maintain or move armieS in Africa and in Sr.ain and the apprehemion 
that Egypt might assert its independence if it-was allowed to flouri!lh and fatten might have detep' 
mined thefeattites oE this policy. but the policy included another factor which wa.~ ·not necessary 
for the purposes mentioned above.- the hindering of the free flow of money from province to province 
in answer to economic requirements. , A strict ban lay on the sale of coins and on the c lrrying uy 
merchants of any quantity larger than was strictly necess~ry for purely personal needs. The misery 
to which the Egyptian people were subjected after 324 A.D. inconsequen~e of such restrictions is 
said to be almost without parallel. It looks almost as if private and social needs for currency were 
ignored in many provinces and as if currency was provided only where the state needed it for such 
purposes of its own as those of paying its hordes of civil servants or of disbursing the pay of the 
sOldiers of its armies or. for providing the largesses or doles to the discontented .. rabble of the larger 
cities. The ,state had lost hean: it seems to have become convinced that nothing that it could 
attempt would bring back prosperity to' the provinces and that all.its energies should be bent to the 
task of preventing affairs becoming worse. The people too had evidently come to feel that soticty 
was crumbling and that it could be kept intact only ·by ensuring that every mall stooq at his post, 
even against his wishes. A taste system arose, as a result, . in which a child was born into its father's 
calling and could not run away from it except by furnishing a substitute. The moneyers V,O were 

, organized into one of such castes, and the busine~s of. moneying became a hereditary calling from 
which there was practically no escape. .' . . . 

In the meanwhile, the forces that had compelled Diocletiall'to device hi9 tetrarchy kept growiI\l~ 
in intensity til! a radical solution became inevitable. The splitting up of the empire into :m ca9tcr:t aud 
a western half. in the early years of Constantine tlie Great pointed to the ultimate solution. He did 
s\]cc~ed in unifying the empire in 324 ~.D., . but he had come to realise how important to the empiu: 
the east hadbecom(~, and so made Byzat\tium, or Constantinople, the capital in 330 A.D. He could 
not prevent'll second split when death, in 337 ,..0. removed his strong hand: the division' lhat 
resulted was real, though not formal: subordination to a central authority disappeared faf.t. Sets iif 
two emperors familiarised the people with the need for an emperor in the east and for another in the 
west. Such restorations of unity as were attempted could only be provisional in the cirCllmstanct:1I 
of the times. The division becam'! complete when. on the death of Theodosius in 395 A.D.. the 
west was taken by Honorius and the east by Arcadius. All this. while, the currency system was 
worked on the lines to whieh the people had become accustomed in the days following the dCllth 
of Diocletian,. but, a steady decline in all that is characteristically Roman sets in. The prosperity 
esSential to the maintimant:e of a satisfactf,lry coinage waS on the wane. In the western half the: 
empire had been hit hard hy the· barharian and it was still recci\'ing vigorous hlows: brigan·lag.: 



was rampant: agriculture declined rapidly: trade arid -industries languished: sea-borne trade 
refused to cross the seas: marts and ports shrivelled: towns and cities dwindled in numbers and in 
prosperity. Britain writhed under the heel o(the barbarian: Spain stood desolated; the people lay 
crushed by the heavy load of taxation and exaction imposed on them by the government. In times 
1'10 unpropitious it is surprising that the currency of the west did not reach lower levels of debase
-ment and depreciation than it actually did: barbarian coinages, modelled at first on that of Rome, 
out gradually deviatirig from it considerably took its place in the various provinces that succumbed 
to them. The east was however comparatively free from such diasters. Byzantium was rapidly 
t:lkrng the place in the east which Rome had . occupied in the empire as a whole: she stood 
deeply rooteo in all that was Roman in essence, but she did not disooin to learn new modes and 
develop new traditions which ultimately gave a special cast and a peculiar flavour to her culture. 
Rome lost its lead to cultures other, than Roman. Byzantine coinage too kept developing ill 
{onSOllance with the culture that she was developing. 

BYZANTINE EMPIRE . . 
The Byzantine' e.:.pire wa~ firmly established by the time of Anastasius 1, and hi's reform of the 

currency start1;d lIY7.anline coinage on a sound basis .. Under Ju.stinian, who was on the Byzantine 
throne in the middle of the sixth century, ItalYI Spain and Africa were recovered from the barbarians, 
the administrative machinery was overhauled, a great Code of law was promulgated, and a noble 
~11( ,n was made to keep Persia in check. But plagues and famines and great buildings and strenuous 

, wars impoverished the people. Varying were the fortunes which attended the efforts of his 
successors to combat barbarian and Persian. Though in 6i.7.A.D: the Sassanids were routed and 
crushed, Islam started in a few years on a~ invincible career of conquest and conversion, which 
deprived the empire of some of-her fairest provinces. In the western provinces the barbarians starte4 
reassl'Tting themselves, and they caused infinite trouble along the northern frontiers. The weaklings 
who then carrie to the throne in succession could do little for the empire. In the first half of the 
(·jghth century, Arab and Slav were beaten, and provincial adminsitration was reformed and financial 
djsa~ters wue retrieved, but the sectarian activities of the emperors led to a dissolution of political 
1·01 d; and a deterioration of 'economic strength. Yet another series of weaklings ascended the throne 
;ud dis;lppeared, having little inclination, ability or energy for activities that were not schismati{! : 
1 h west was ilO longer sought to be retaihed under tutelage by force of arms. The middle of the 
ninth century saw a'fresh att('mpt at administrative and financial reconstruction: the position of the 
mili'ary forces was (mphasised: schisIp.a-tic ac~ivities were.thr'!st into the background: the compa
rative weakn(ss of ~hepowers along the frontlers of the emp1re was taken advantage of to recover 
.'ll)th Italy arid to b1 ing the Mediterranean under control. Prosperity smiled on tlie empire at last. 
A rnovement was started in the tenth century to regain the lands lost long ago in Asia, and among 
the successes may be mmbered the· annexations of Crete, Cyprus, Aleppo and Antioch and the 
~lIbjugation of all ·Phoenicia. Pah:stine an(l Syr.ia': the troublesome Bulgars too were checked and 
quelled. But under a nt;mber- of frivolous or fut.ile empe~ors t~e empire relapsed in "these,cond 
.Ind the third quarters of the eleventh century mto the .mefficu~ncy and chaos: the church, . th~ 
Lureaueracy and the. landed aristocracy fought one another bitterly and could not unite and resist 
the Normans and the Turks who started attackir gthe empire with vigour. 

The coinage of the Byzantine empire started .well and ma~ntained its prestige for centuries, 
cspcciaIIy in respect of the high standard that it set for itself in gold. Money was usually coined 
in all the three metals. The gold coinage held pride of place and it was generally issued in adequate 
quantItIes. Specimens of the silver coins are nOw rare, th( u;;h probably the issues were' not small 
in quantity. A high standard of purity in all the three metals was insisted on,- almost. always in 
gold, and, at least in the earlier stageS, in' respet! ofthe other two metals as well.J The principal gold 
ctin was the Solidus,! known also as .the Nomlsma and the Be~ant, and had a range of, currency 
very f,lr heyond the empire' ~ limits: E~r1y in. t\.le e~eventh ,ce~tury the ~hape of a cup w~ g~ven 
to the solidus, probably to dIfferentiate It from a sohdus of a hghter weight that was comIng lIlto 
V()~.uc. Ttc two prin~ipal s~lver coin~ were. the Miliaresio~ ~nd ~he Siliqua. The bronze coinage 
introduc( d by AnastasIUs I was ne~ In deSIgn and Was distInguished by marks, -:>f value placed 
en tJ e rever: e.· A mint mark,~anabbrevla.tio~ of the n~me of the place of ~ssue,-,- and a shop
nlark wcreah.o ccmmon. WhJie at the beglnDlng the weights of the bronze pieces appear to have 
hten regulated with care,though there were differences in m't>dule, the worsening financial condition 
of the t:mpire in later times was r.cflected in decreasing weights and in increasing debasement. 
:From 538 A,D. the coins bore the regnal year. of the king in which they were issued. The 
hronze coinage was reformed by Basil I, but httle could be made of tie later history of the 
currency,- especially. because the various coi!1s bore no indicati~s. of value. Restriking of bronze 
was common under Heraclius and Constantme IV, perhaps owmg to shortage of supplies of thJ 
metal at the mints: the large bronze coins were, under Constans 11, cut into twos and threes 
and re-issued. The' number of mints varied with the empire'sprosperityl: three were working under 
Ana~tasius I; five functioned under Justin t and Constans II, and a dozen under Justinan and 
Heraclius : no more than two are k?own in the hundred years from the middle of the ninth century 
to the middle of the tenth; one mint was enough from the mIddle of the eleventh century, Latin 
survived for the legends tiIl the eleventh century, though fr~m the middle of the eighth a mixture 
of Greek and Latin letters was not unknown and Greek was commonly used for·he obverse. The 
!ltyle of the coinage was fairly uniform especially in gold, but barborously executed issues and 
in.itations were not uncommon. 

I A half :md an one-third of the solidus,-the scm:s,is and the tremissis,-were also in VO!;UC, b~t were no 
,..u·?~ r"I11.l!ady. . . 

J 'lh;; '~tTOil';n"f.o"s w.·re ffi3.-k<;.j M, K, I. E,·· tbpy being ~tlSp('cti\'e1y' pieces of 40, ZO, 10 and 5 nununia. 
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LEGENDS ~ND TyPES • 

. The legends and the types, on the early coina are worthy attention as they indicate the linel 
along which they grew and multiplied in later days. but they do not compete in interest with 
,those which grew up when gold and silver were issued in plenty. 

The obverse originally bore the head -of Roma •. · ·thecify god .. '.. or the head of 
Mars,' and the reverse bore the Dioscuri.' the twin brethern who had fought for the city. charging 
with spears at rest. or an eagle on a thunderbolt.-} The legends were usually the names of th~ 
moneyersl.,-often comprising the praenomen. the tlomen and the cognomen. and sometimes an 
agnomen, and even indicati9na of'relationship.· Quadrigae7• bigae and the sh~wolf and .tWins 
are among the variations on the re-verse that came into fatl\ion soon after. But allusions to con· 
temporary events also came into vogue! . Gradually, the obverse comeato bear heads of various 
divinities besides Rome' and the reverse comes to beat types hitting at the contemporary affairs 
of the state,'O ,and the legends serve at labels to. the ty~s." describing them in wrious degrees 
of completeness. The circumstances that led to the transformation of the Republic into the Empire 
having been governed in part by the increasing importance of the personal element in the affairs 
of the state, the CQinl too strike the personal note with increasing clearness: the great men of Rome 
are portrayed on the coins with Increasing frequency, and in 44 B.C. the Senate decreed that th.: 
portrait ofa person still alive and active, Julius Caesar, shall be placed on coins :" thris started. the 
rule that the portrait of the emperor. or of his colleague or of the members of his family, shall occupy 
the obverse. So important. however, was religion in the life of the people and,so keen was the 
desire to commemorate historical events that the coins could not but bear types which in character 
were religious" or historical,'3 using the terms loosely. 

Jypiter ·was the chief god of the state," and a Jupiter. young in years and armed with a tb·m. 
dei-bolt .. represented pr~bably the god defyin,g the state's enemies. He Wat ' Conservator 'II or 
'Custos .. e and protected the emperor with outstretched arm. Vulcan is appropriate on coins as 
he is the patron of the mint. Ceres as the goddess of the earth is equally appropriate as standing 
for a province like Africa that produced corn in great abundance or as representing the distributions 
of com that were frequent in Rome's history. ApoHo with hisharp,8 Neptune with bis trident," 
Hercules with his club,'o Juno with her peacock," Diana with her hounds," and Sol radiating 
his bright rays," are among the gods who were honoured on the coins. Venus had an honoure<$ 
place, atleast because the founders of the empire claimed her for ancestress ;'6 'Venus Genetrice,""· 

-and 'VeilUs Victrix' were among the forms in which she was worshipped. Apollo was honoured 
as 'Actius' by Augustus in gratitude for his having ·flown,-so. the imperial panegyrists say,-
to his aid at the battle of Actium in which he won the mastery of the Roman world.'· . 

Coins were sometimes dedicated to a deity generally the patron of the person who issued 
the coin. 'A coin dedicated, for instance, to Juno· bears her figure."I a type and also a legend 
'JuMni Reginae.'u The dedication itself might have been prompted by motives too subtle to 
find open expression: expresses Were happy to wake Juno. the queen of the deitie!l, their especial 
patroness, and they could, at the same time, represent themselves in the ,type' of that goddess. 

Minor powers or virtues held an important place in Roman religion. "The Roman tended to lee 
siivine activity in every happening of life, however trivial, In course of time whole chains of happtn
ings came to be associated with the powers of- the major deities of the State, - war with Mars, 
agriculture with Ceres. But there was still room enough left for the activity of minor powers, 
conceived of as persons with more or less clearly defined functions and attributes. Thus, the . .grcat 
unknown power that turns the wheel of human fate was· worshipped as· Fqrtuna.'8 Peace had no 
'presiding major deity, but was placed under the guardianship of the minor goddess Pax." Over 
the harm~niousrelatioDships of public and private life Concordia presided, Pietas over the various 
m~nifestations of the peculiarly Roman virtue of Loyalty.·o The ideal of pditical freedom is com· 
mitted to the charge of Libertas, ,I that of honourable dealing to Fides. In the military spher«- we 
meet the two soldier virtl:cl, Virtus" and Hnnos, and above all others the Victory that accomr an' ,:s 
step by step the march of Rome. ~s Finally, the Genius or spirit that presides over every perlJIl or 
place" is invoked in particular contexts ..... Constantia suggests the courageous resolve. the cndu
r"nce, the firmness and the restraint that are essential to contancy.·· Salus presided over health and 
'sdety,- whether the health of the imperial family-" or the safety of the empire:" Sccurita5 Was the 
goddess of security,- whether the security of the emperor, recorded in legends. such as "Securi!a; 
Augusti,' or that ofthe state, notiCed in legends such as 'Securitas Republicae,'" or that ofthe times, 
referred to in legends such as ' Securitas Temporum.' The prosperity and the happiness that come 
with peace were represented in Felicitas.'o Joy or rejoicing was personified as Laetitia.s, The Genius 
was a youth invested with patera and cornucopiae ;" the presence of this unseen being was held 
in veneration; oaths were taken on the Genius of the people ,or on diat of the emperor. Hopes 
of various kinds, such as those raised by the .advent of a new prince or those which he held out to the 
people, were represented by Spes and alluded to in legends such as ~ Nova Spes Reipublicae ',8" .. 
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The fructification of an effort was symbolized as 'Good S'uccess', Nemesis~S represented, not 
the idea of divine vengeanCe or retribution that has come to be attached to her, but the fear of the 
divine that should prompt one to be moderate in the hour of triumph, to quell the insolence that 
aways one at such a moment, and to bear righteousn'ess in mind in turning the victory to account' 
such a use of victory leads naturally to Peace, Victoria was the embodiment of victory. She held 
a wreath and a palm, and she had wings which bore her aloft to the farthest corners of the Roman 
world. 14 She stood with foot on helmet ;1' she erected trophies; she rode inquadrigae ;ai 
ihe crowned emperors. • 7 . . ' 

A galaxy of thesS! minor powers was, evolved and the powers were invested with appropriate 
sY{llbo)s, Aequitas held a pair of scales a.nd a measuring rod ;s8 and the Aeternitas the head of 
Sun and Moon ;38a Concordia held the, patera, of sacrifice, Felicitas' the caduceus,3' Fides 
~ plate of fruits and corn-ears, Fortuna a globe or cornucopiae and a rudder,'" Liberalitas her 
account board"', Moneta it pair of scales and cornucopiae", Pax an olive-branch", Providentia 
a wand and a globe," Spes a flower, Tr~quilitas a capricorn, and Virtu! a spear and a 
parazonium:" Pietas was shown sacrificing, ,Salus feeding her snake, '7 and Securitas ~eaning 
on a column. It.hould not be forgotten that these, personifications were not mere abstractions;, 
they were held to he active powers which were potent for good, or evil and th~y could be influ-
enced by vows paid or sacrifices made. . 

Sports and spectacles were celebrated to appease the wrath of the gods or to win their favour., 
among the most solemn of which were the Secular Sports. and it was scarcely given to anyone maa 
to five long enough to witness the celebration 'of more than one of them. S,uch an e,rent was appro
priately commemorated on the coins. Vows too were paid for the same purpose. The public ones 
were such as were made for the safety 'of the state. Decennial vows started with Augustus and were, 
paid with zeal by the emperors,- with ~uch zeal indeed that latterly they were paid once in five' 
years. The undertaking of the vows' arid their accomplishment were both commemorated some
times by the issues of coins. . 

Spme of the types were personifications, not of virtues or of powers, but of entities like ,citie~ 
and provinces. Rome was one such, and in proof that her empire was eternal she was conceived 
of as 'Romae Aeternae'.'8 The later capital of the empire, Constantinople, was also personified:'~ 
So were the provinces, each with a characteristic emblem. The types are often illuminative of the 
treatment accorded from time to time to the provinces. Victory cutting the throat of a recumbent 
bull and the legend 'Armenia Capta,"O represent. Rome's subjugation of Armenia. A claim to tlte 
conquest of the Germani is advanced on a coin showing a German woman in a sorrowful attitude, 
her spear broken." The restoration of prosperity to various parts of the empire through the solici
tude of the emperors or the preservation of a part of the empire from a catastrophe is commemorated 
in types which, for instance, show an emperor lifting a kneeling woman, who represents the pro
vince,5I 

Types drawn from mythDlogy are not infrequent: exa.mplcS are found in the slaying of the 
Nemean lion by Hercules,," the flaying of Marsyas'\ the drrying of Anchises by Aeneas'·, and. 
the she-wolf giving suck to the twins"· 1'-

The ROPllln people were ever in the minds of the authorities who issued the coins : they were, 
personified in the 'Cenio Populi' Romani':" their 'hope' was alluded to in the legend 'Spes 
Romani Populi,' and their safety, a~d glory were thought of in the legend 'Salus et Glqria Roma-
norum'. Concern for the safety of the public, as· when corn was imported to Rome to alleviate: 
distress in that city due to a scarcity in wheat, was signified by the legend 'Salus Publica.' 

The influence of the Senate was often' recognized on the coins. Those issued under the sanction: 
of the Senate bore legends attesting the authority.'· But the powers and influence of the Senate 
extended beyond the mere issuing of coinage : the Senate was ranked on a par with the Roman' 
people: the phrase' Senatus Populusque Romanu~' •• , was common. 

When the empire became a settled fact, there was little difficulty in permitting the head or the' 
bust of a colleague or a relation of the emperor to be used as types. A colleague in the empire,or a 
prince or the empress, was honoured by being respresented on the coins. The emperor .:was gene-· 
rally mentioned in the legend by his family name, and his status was indicated by the term 'Augustus,' 
the vagQeness of its significance making it the most distinctive of imperial appellations. ,In later times 
the title 'Dominus Noster' became common. The supremacy of the military power which h~ wictlded 
was marked by the term 'Imperator': this title was especiaJly in evidence on the gold and the silver 
coinages as they were the imperator's issues. His achievements gave him titleS,such as 'Brit.mni
dus' "" and 'Germanicus'.·· As head of the state religion he was 'Pontifex Mliximus' ; in recog
nition of tle paternal character of his guardianship of the state he was called 'Pater Patriae',·' 
which became the title of highest honour that an emperor could bear. A prince was styled Caesar. 
till he became a colleague of the emperor, as sometimes happened; he was also called 'Principes 
]uventutis';" it was usual for him to be complimented by the equcstri;m erder with a present~tion 
if a silver spear and bu~kl~r.'J~ The wife of the emperor was calle? an 'Augusta'.... ,Somet~mes 
the need was felt for mdlcatlflg how an emperor stood related to hIS predecessor."s Usually the 



emperor was shown wearing a laurel crown, an ,ttribute of Apollo-'; •• a radiate Cfowl.,. the attri
bute of the sun-god came into vogue a little later·'~; a diadem set with pearls was the last !of the 
fashions in imperial wear."' The position which the emperor held in the imagination of the people 
was exemplified. in full on the coins; he was represented as a general addressing his troops:" or as 
• priest engaged in sacrificing for the prosperity of his people ; ,0 he was shown riclingabroad on a 
pranCing steed" and returning in solemn state on an ambling horse, acknowledging the. acclaml_ 
tions of the crowd with up-raised hand." If he returned from victories in the fidd he WtiS shown 
standing in a quadriga,13 .and it was not unusual to set up a triumphal arch ,?n which was inscribed 
a legend setting out the name of the enemy who had been vanquished." The vows paid annually 
or on special occasions such as recovery from illness, or on the expiry~of every five years of a reign 
were pictured in a tableau of the emper.or sacrificing at an altar and explained in legl~nds incorpora
tIng the~ term 'Vota' '0. The distributions of 'liberalitates' or largesses on occasions sucb al the 
emperor's accession, or of a victory won by him or of a return from a journey to a province, were 
depicted in a scene in which the emperor, seated on a platform, superintended the distribution, aJ d 
were recorded in legends such as 'LiberalitasAugusti."· An emperor was worshipped with 
almost divine honours in his own life-time : while the cult W2S sedulously propagated in the p~o
vinc;eait was . kept within limits at Rome.. Sometimes an emperor begJ.n by placing himseF under 
the special protection of one of the gods, but ended by identifying himself with that god. The (m;?ress 
"as similarly Ceres,"Consta·ntia,'· Pax,'" or Venus or Vesta or other goddess, in 'turn. just 
al the emperor was 'Pater Patriae';. the empress could be' 'Matri Magmoe,' beir g eqUated to 
Cybele. The htir-apprr.:nt was normally elected to membersHp of the four religio:1s college ... 
To commemorate the co-option of Nero, when no older than founeen, into all the four sacerdotal' 
colleges ala supernumerary, a coin was. issued on which were figured the four instruments of sacrifice 
of the four c:olleges8'. A lady of the imperial family could be assigned the honours· of a vestal : 
Caligula made .an,Augusta of his grandmother, Antonia,8l1 enrol~ed her a priestess of the temple of 
,Augutus and· conferred on her the' honour of a vestal.' Theempcrors, or other members of his 
family, were often consecrated on death, though not forthwith in all, cases, he or she becoming a 
'Divas' or a 'Diva'83;worship was offered to them, and even temples raised in their honour. The 
emperor 'wu usually,figured on the obverse, while tq the reverse were relegated tlie representJl! 
tions of the members of his family, whether contemporary or' consecrated.8' When more than one 
emperor was on the throne the cordial relations subsisting between them were depicted by' their 
being ahown with clasped hands and weJ:e celebrated in the·legend 'Coocordiae Augustorum S.'. 

The importance of the empire to the state was stressed jn legends like.' Felicitas Temporum '8". 
and that of an uninterrupted succession was sought to, be expresseiiin the type of Providence81 

and in legends such as ',Providentia'8I and 'Providentia Deorum' 811 in which aUusionwas made 
to the prudence and wisdom that direCt the emperor's choice of a successor and to the divine provi
dence that is beh,nd that cl,),oice. Whed an eniperorwas found by, the Senate 'and the people ~ be:the 
perfect specimen -of his class, th~y expressed their gratitude to him, styled him Optimus ;ihdAedi~ 
cated an issue of coins tohim;!IO In the days when it became the special concem of the. cmperorS 
to lay stress on the glory of the state orwhen it became necessary to provide for the security of the 
atate or to ensure its safety, the legends on the coins expressed the concern: we are totd of the· 'glory 
of the Romans,' ", the 'security of the republic"o and • perpetual security'lI3 and of the achieve
ment of' 'blessed tranquillity.'H An improvement in the posture of affairs was .indicated by.an 
issue recording 'the~appy amendment of the times,'·' ,>These coins are excellent indices to tht: 
al?prehens.ions, the trials and fhe hopes that animated. the.l?cople i? such time;;. . . 

The Importance of. the .army was fully -acknowledged OR the comage. The valour of the soldier 
waa personified as Virtus, and the emperor's own valour, was 'Virtus Augusti ..... A group of officers 
ia sometimes shown accom.panying the emperor, ~"" surrounding the emperor, whom, often he is 
addressing,tl7 The fortitude of the .army aJld its valour in the campaigns against the barbarian 
ttibes, such as the Gallic and the Alamannic, were acknowledged iR types 'depicting armed soldier, 
and their standards and in legends like • Gloria Exercitus. 'tI8 References to wars are contained in 
c,oins such as. those that re~,?rd 'the ~uelling of ·the i>arbarians OD. the frontiers or an incident in ,a w-or 
such as the Clmbrian.~tI MIlitary successes.are found commemorated in types such as that of a Ylctory 
inscribing a record of a triwnph on Ii shield.' Tp the practice ()f soldiers offering up in some temple 
the shields of which they had despoiled their antagoniSts should be traced ~he type showing a shield 
marked as being votive~· Even the' toga picta' which was a component of the costume of a triumpher 
could be represented on coins jfit conveyed an idea, th(lUgh only symbolically.:~ An officer who had 
the goverpment. of a province of. the emperor could coin money for the use of the army ; especially 
if war broke out, and in virtue.of his authority could place his name and style on the coins he issued. 

Symbols were very common. The rudder stands forgovernmentf and the globe for world
power ;6 the pileus symbolises liberty :" piles of arms or atrophy point to a victory:7 comucopiae 
etand for plenty and prosperity:' the star denotes consecration.' The laurel crown'o marks 
the emperor; it,was'conferred only on those who had reacl1ed pro-consular status; it was denied even 
to a Caesar. 'Ihe radiate crownu , was the attribute of the sun and also of Apollo, and so it sym
bolised beneficence and eternity: originally it signIfied the deification of the emPeror. The crown of 

. '-
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corn-ears 11 was assumed by the ladies of the imperial family who were identified with Ceres. The 
oak-wreath, the' Corona civica '," awarded usually to one who had saved a citizen in battle, came 
to be the greatest of military awards, and ranked among the proudest of imperial emblems, especially 
al it became customary to bestow.it on an emperor who had done something that entitled him to bt· 
styled the preserver or the saviour of the people. A palm branch wa:l borne by a conqueror at the 
triumph, and he was received with palm-branches. " The military ensigns Were of the higb.est 
importance to an empire that rested on the/army." The eagle was the principal standard of the 
legion.as Fasces, or bundles of birchen rods, with a securis or axe bound up in the middle, having 
been usually carried before the higher magistrates, came to signify powers of life and death.'7 The 
curule chair represents the curule office.'8. The simputum is the emblem of the pontifex, the lituus 
of the augur, the patera of the septemvir, the tripod of the quindeceinvir.'II'The butting bull of 
Augustus has a double' reference,- a local one· to south Gaul and a personal reference to AUgustUl, 
,,·ho was nicknamed Thurimh:."o . 

Historical allusions are noticeable in types such as that of Sulla in 'hi!! triumphal quad riga;' 
or that of the taking of hostages from the Germanic tribes,·· or that of the assignment of kingdoms 
to conquered princes.13 The discovery of Claudius by praetorians who found him in hiding on 
the murder of CaIigula, .his being taken to the praetorian .camp, the swearing of alIt~giance to him 
by the praetorian guard. and the acceptance of that choice by a Senate which found it:;df impotent 
to oppose the guard,- these are summarised in the two legends, 'Imperator Receptus,' which relates 
to the reception in the camp:~ and 'Praetorianus Receptus,' the acceptance by Claudius of tht! oath 
of allegiance sworn by the praetorians." Political. propaganda is not wanting: for instance, thl! coin 
bearing Libertas as legend and type,'· which was issued by Brutus, was expected to canvas public 
opinion in favour ofthe champions of liberty and against the triumvirate. When Trajan caUed in the 
silver of the republican period and issued his own silver coins, he utilized a series of types of the repuh
lican period, including representations of the avowed oppone,nts of the empire, in the hope that the 
people could thereby be induced to believe that the empire was but the culmination of the republic . 

. Buildings were often represented. Various temples were pictured: .7 so too were aqueducts,·' 
campsu and forts/ao We have representations of the Forum of Trajan31 and sketches of such 
structures as the platforms on· which the emperors were seated when nuking I~rgesses:!o and the 
pillars which graced important cities,as the well-head in the forum at Rome which became the resort 
of money-lenders,s, and the statue oEMarsyas which had been set up in the same torum,S5- pro
bablyas 'the centre of Roman institutions.' The soliCitude for the defence of the fortresses and the 
cities of ~he empire is testified to by a type of the gateS m a citySG or a fort" and a legend Ii ke . . (?) 

The paganism of Rome was for a brief while thrown into the shade by the sun-god38,- 'the 
invincible' one,"v whose cult was then probably associated with that of Mithras. But Christianity, 
which had been steadily gaining ground, forged ahead, converted the emperor and began to appear 
on coins in symbols such as the cross or the ' Monogramma Christi'o'. 01) the imperial ensign, t'le 
labaruln, was placed the monogram, which in time grew to signify the salvation of the state."1 The 
cross was placed in the hand of the emperor,"or on a graduated pede3tal,'3 or within a laurel 
aown44 ; on globes it was substituted for Victory. when the emperors came to attribute their successe, 
to that symbo1.45 The deities and the personifications of the pagan pantheon yielded place to the 
Saviou'r, the Virgin, the Saints and the sacred emblems.'6 If' Victory' survives, she has to bear a 
sceJltre o~ top of which has been placed the cross or the monogram.4.1 

DATING. 

Roman coins 'do not bear on them the dates of their mintage in any well establis!led era, in spite 
of their having used an era starting from the foundation of R6mel: None the less, they arc generally 
datable with' ease, the chronological framework of Roman history being deal' from practically the 
earliest times of Roman numismatics: professed works of histdry, literary rem;lins and commemora
tive inscriptions are abundant for long perjods of Roman history and they furnish the full details 
that even exacting chronologists demand. \J'he name of a money.er on the republican issues, or the 
portrait, the name and the style of an emperor is usually enough to determine within narrow limit3 
the period to which an issue has to be assigned;) On the imperial coins especially are to be found 
certain details which ensure an accurate chronological attributIOn. The imperator as the generalis
aimo of the Roman armies was entitled to the credit of all victories, even though won only by proxy, 
and so he Could ac;claim himself imperator as often_as there was occasion.48 A Ro;nln m 19istrate," 
consql 50 or censor 51' or tribune &1 had his power renewed· every time he occupied the office, and when 
these magistracies were assumed by the emperor, as he invariably did, the fiction of periodical ,enew.l!, 
however, was maintained. These appellations help to date the coins with, consid:::rablc precision. 
So too do such legends as indicate the distribution of largesses58 and the performance of, vows. s"' 
A numeral indicates the number of the occasion, except, ~uany, in the_ case of the first.:;:; Even if 
~uch indications were absent, the dating ·should not be very difficult, for the legends of the imperial 
coins refer often to wars, victories, conquests". triumphs. journeys to and from provinct:3,07 event» , 



such as 'the quiet retirement of the emperDrs' and other similar occurrences Df which the dates 
arc known from other sources. It is true that coins recording the consecration of, certain imperial 
pcrsonagt:s were sometimes issued'long after their death..'I. It is also true that cases are not unknown 
of coins being issued in commemoration of persons who were' then dead, wit)lout any indieation 
on the coins of any of them having become a' divus : instances of such are furnished by the corom !rIw
ration of Tiherius by Caligula,58 of Augustus by Vespasian511 ,and of Hadrian by Antonious Pius. 
But these are exceptions which do not affect the generality of ~he rule that the legends on the coins 
f,re of considerable belp in determining the dates of their issue. ,Where such aids are wantiftg;or 
where they fail to help, consideration. such as the weight of the coin, the character of the type, tt.e 
palaeography of tbe legend, the style and the fabric of the issue, are of much help in determining 
chronology. The indication of the regnal year,- on the model of the imperial coinage issued from 
Alexandria, for instance,- was a device which was adopted in the Byzantine period. 

EGYPT. 

Egypt's wealth in cora and Rome's dependence Dn '.it for her food supplies induced Augustus, 
'when he took Egypt, to take measures to. pre~ent the :pro~ince going under the jurisdiction of the 
Senate or falling into the hands Df an antagDnist ; so, he treated it as his persDnal domain into. which 
no senator or opponent could set foot, and his successors continued to treat the province as one that 
was peculiarly their own. It was a distinct entity in the empire,- both politically ai:d economically. 
Foreign coins were not perm~tted by way of currency: only bronze of different denominations, 
minted in the province, was furnished. In the tetradrachm was contained It small percentage of 
silver, varying from time to time. Evidently, this 'was called silver by courtesy' and 'this fiction 
was carried', at least in the earlier stages of the Roman occupation, 'to such an extent that a prelllium 
was demanded when the citizen paid his taxes in'smaller units thaI\. the tetradrachm'.' Consonalt 
with a custom established by the Ptolemies, a premium seems to have been also leviable when pay
ments were made in coins that were old or were worn.s The Alexandrian coins were probably 
exchanged for Roman coinage at rates fixed by imperial edict.3 So effective was the control that 
inflation does not seem to have set in at arty time, except in the closing quarter of the third century 
A.D. The system continued with a few variations to the end of that century, and, thereafter, the 
need for the isolation of Egypt having passed, the system Df currency Dbtaining in the rest of the-
empire was extended to Egypt as well. . ' 

Th~ issues in Egypt evidence a compromise between the Greek and the Roman styles of 
coinage. The portraits' on the obverse were often inadequate renderings of the emperors, as they 
rpuld ordinarily he only copies of the portraits on the Roman coinage; sometimes they were , even 
untrue, as owing to the keenness for issuing coins Df the first year «?fa new emperQt, the millt
master could not wait for the receipt of an authentic portrait from Rome or the imperial camp and 
bad to make the portrait of the previous emperor do duty instead. The legend on the obverse gave 
the name of the emperor in Greek, together with the title 'Augustus,' though exceptionally the 
appellation Kaioap EtBaTos was ,used. In conformity with the practice on the.Greek imperial coins 
the Alexandrian issues do not usually refer to the emperor being clDthed with the imperatorship 
:!,~d the consulship and the tribunician power. The types on the reverse were usually taken from 
gllb-jeets of Greek or Egyptian mythology or were personifications similar to the Roman ones, or 
"T'.~re representations of animals,- especially of Egyptian habitat"~ or of the buildinl9' of 
Alexandria.' Some of the mythDlogical characters and personifications had their Roman equh':t
Jents: Zeus had Jupiter;" Dikaiosyne had Aequitas.' Elpis had Spes: Nike had Viceroy,~ and 
Honoria had Concordia ;11 among those that had none such seem to. be Eirene II and Tyche"" The 
cal,)e was represented on a thunderbolt,18 being the bird of Zeus, or was intended to signify the 
aquila of the Roman legions. The year of issue of a cDin was denoted by a numeral indicating the 
emperor's regnal year to which was prefixed the letter L to show that the numeral relerreJ to a 
)'car. ,. 

11, L:t7-A.D. 14 
A.D. 

14-37 
37-41 

4 1-54 
54-68 
68-69 

69 

TABLE OF ROMAN AND BY~ANTINE EMPERORS. 

J ULIO-CUUDIANS. 
Caius Julius Octavianus, AUGUSTUS. 

TIBERIUS Julius Caesar. 
GAlUS Julius C~esar (CAUGULA). 
Tiberius CLAUDIUS Nero Druslls Germanicua. 
NERO Claudius Caesar Agustus Ger~anicua. 
Servius Sulpicius GALBA. 
Marcus Salvi us OTHO. 

Aulws VITELLIUS. 



80 

138- 161 
161-180 

Flavius VESPASIANUs. 
Fl. VesI'asianus TITus. 
Fl. DOMITIANUS. 
Marcus Cocceius NOVA. 
Nerva TRAJANUS. 
Aelius lIADRIANUS. 

FLAvtAN'(JJ. 

ANTONlNEl. 
Titus Aurelius F.B.A. ANTONINUS I PIUS. 
MARCUS AURELIUS Antoninus II. 

169 
171·' . 
:r.801~9.7. 

M. Antoninus III LUCIUS VERUS. 

Lucuis Aurel. COM~ODUS Antoninus IV. 

SEVERI. 

193 .Belvius PERTINAX . 
. 193 M. Didius JULIANUS I, 

. 193-211 L. SEPTIMIOS SEVERUS 1. 
194 PESCENNIUS Niger. 
197 CLODIUS Albinus • 

. 198} ,', . 
. 211' 2~'" M~ Aureli~s Antoninus v. (CARAC¥,LA). 

209"'"212 Antoninus VI GETA ; P. Septimius GBTA. 
217-:u8 M. Opellius MACRINUS. 

218 ANTONINUS VII Diadumenianus • 
. 2i,8-i,,2· M. Aurelius Antoninus VIII (ELAGABALU8). 
~ ~z-235 M. Aurel SEVERUS II ALEXANDER. 

L. J. A. URANJ;US ANTONINUS IX (Eas~). 
C.l. V. V. MAXIMINUS I. 

MAXIMUS 1.: 
M. Antoninus GORDIANOS I. 
M. Antoninus GORDIANOS II. 
M. Clodius Pupienus MAxI:r.iUS II. 
D. Caelius Calvinus BALDINOS. 

23&-244 ;·Antonius GORDIANUI Ill. 
244-"49 M. Julius PHILIPPU. 1 (ArabS). 
248-249 M. JULIU. PHILIPPU. II (Junior) •. 
1149"'"2SIC. Messius Trajanus DECIU •• 

HERENNIUS. Etruscul. 
~SI-"52 HOSTILIANUS. 

253 C. Vibius Trebonianus GALLUS l~ 
C. V.Volusianus GALLUS 11. " 

265-8 

,,67 
26,-8 
268-74 

M. AemiliusAEMILIANUS • 

. p; -J..,icinius GALLIENUS. 

Q. J. GALLIENuS. 
P. Licinius VALERIANUS·I. 
Licinius VALERIANUS II. 
SALONINUS 
V.u.ERIANUS III. 

THIRTY TYRANT •• 

POSTUMUS. 

VICTORINUS. 

LAELIANUS. 
MARIOS. 
TBTRICUS 

261 .. 
. 261-2 

.BALI.STA,· CYRlADES. 
Ful; MACRIANUI I . 
MACRIANUS II. 
QUIETUS. 
Sep.·ODAENATHUS. 
HERODES. . 
ZENOBIA. 

V ABALA'fHUS. 

:aSS INGBNUUI. 

A. AEMILIANUS II. 

2.67...,0 M. A. AUREOLUS. 

274 FIUllUS 1. 



FLAVIANS II. 

A.D. 
368-270 

270 

270- 275 
275 

. 275-276 
276 
276 
282 
283 
283 

284-30 5 
286;-293 

286-30 5 
305-3 11 

M. Aurelius CLAVDIU~ It GOTHICUS. 
M. A. Claudius QUINTILLVS. 
L. Domitius Val. AURELJANUS. 
[Interregnum] 
M. Claudius TACITUS • 
M. Annius FLORIANUS. 
M. Aurelius V. PROBUS. 
M. Aurelius CARUSo 
M. Aur. NUMBRIANUS. 
M. Aur. CARINUS. 

JULIANUS II. 
C. Aur. Val. DIOCLETIANUS. 
CARAUSIUS. ALLECTUS. 

JULIANUS III. 
M. Aur. Val. MAXIMIANUS I. 
C. GALERIUS Val. Maximianul II. 

CONSTANTINIANS. 

Fl. Val. CONSTANTINUS I, Magnus. 

Fl. Val. CONSTANTINUS II (Chlotus). 
Fl. Val. SEVERUS III. 

M. Val. MAXENTIUS. 
307-324 P. Val. Licinianus LICINIUS III • 

. 310-313 Gal. Val. MAXIMINUS. Daia. 
337-361 ,Fl. Jul. CONSTANTIUS Ii. 
337-340 Fl. Jut CONSTANTINUS II. 
340-350 FI. Jul. CONSTANS I. 

350 VETRANIO; NEPOTIANUS. 
353 MAGNENTIUS. 

351-3$3 DECENTlUS. 
355 SILVANUS. 

361-363 FI. CI. JULlANVS IV. Apoatate. 
363-364 Fl. JOVIANUS. 

WEST. 

364375 Fl. VALENTINIANUS I. 

3. 7 383 6 } 
,375 

FJ. GRATIANVS I. 

375} 
383 392 Fl. VALENTINIANUS II. 

383-388 MAXIMUS III. 
392-394 EUGENIUs. 

395 FI. THEODOSIUS I. Magnus. 
395-423 Fl. HONORIUS. 

405 MARCUS. 
406 GRATIANUS. 

407-4 II CONSTANTINUS III. 

409-410 Pro ATTALUS. 
409-411 CONSTANS II. 

4IO MAXIMUS IV. 
41I JOVINUS. 
412 SEBASTIANUS. 
421 Fl. CONSTANTIUS Ill. 

421-42 5 J OHANNI!S I. 

42 3} FI. PI. V ALENTIANUS III. 42 5 455 .!f 
'455 Petronius MAXIMUS V. 

455-457 M. M. AVITUS •• 
457-461 MAJORIANUS 
461-465 FI. L. SEVERUS IV. 
465-407 [Interregnum]. 
467-472 FI. P. ANTHBNIUS. 

472 Olybrius. 

EAST. 

364-378 FI. VALENS. 
365-366 PaocoPlus. 

THEODOSIANS. 

378-395. Fl., THEODOSjUS I, Magnus. 
383-408) 

I 
}FI. ARCADIUS. 

395 J 

408-450 FI. THBODOSIUS n. 

450--tS7 Fl. MARCtANUS. 

LEONINES. 

457-474 Fl. LEO. I. 



62 

A.D. 

473-474 Fl. GLYCERlUS. 
474-475 JULIUS II, Nepos. 

475-476 ROMULUS Augustus. 
476-491 Fl. ODOVACER. 

489 

491-518 
514-5 15 

THEODORIC. 
EAS? 

Fl. ANASTASIUS I. 
VITALIAN (Pretender). 

474 F1. LBO n. 
474-475 Ft. ZBNo. 
475-477 BASH,I~illnl:. 

477-491 Fl. z..!'l(' tt:p·ored). 

JUSTINIANEANS. 

518-527 
527-565 
565-578 
578-582 
582-602 
590- 602 
602-610 

A; Fl. JUSTINUS I. 
A. F1. J USTINIANUS I. 
Ff. JUSTINUS II. 
F1. TIBERIUS II Constantinus. 
F( MAURICIUS. 

THEODOSIUS. 
PHOCAS. 

610-641 HERAcLlus I. 

IUmACLIANS. 

613-641 HERACLIUS II (Constantinus III). 
638-641 lJERAcLONAS. 

641 TIBERIUS III, 

::~~i::}~.::::::~~~a::.~. 
668 . HERACLIUS IV. 
680 
685 TIBERlUS IV. 

685-695 JUSTINIANUS II • 
. 695-698 LEONTIUS. 
69~705 TIBERIUS V, Apsimarus. 
705-'111 JUSTINIANUS II (restored). 

TIBERlUS VI. 
711-']13 PBILIPPICUS, Bardanes. 
713-']16 ANASTASIUS II, Artemiua. 
716-717 TBEODOSlUS III. 

LEO II, Isaurian. 

ISAURIAN.~ . 

717-741 

720} • 
741 77~ CONSTAkrINUS v. Copronymons. 

742-744 
751 

755-780 
'776 

780-797 
797-802 
802-811 

803 
8n-811 
8n-81 3 

813-820 

820-829 
821 

829-842 
832 - 839 
8+2-857 

866} 886 
867 

869-880 
870 

886-~H~ 
911-954-
912--}13 

913 

ARTAVASDES, NICEPBORUS. 

LEO IV. 

CONSTANTINUS VI. 
IRENE. 
NICEPHORUS. 

STAURACIUS. 
MICHAEL I, Rhangabe. 

THEOPHYUCTUS. 
LEO v, Armenian. 

CONSTANTINUS. 

MICHAEL II, Amorian. 

THEOPHILUS. 
CONSTANTINUS. 

MICHAEL III, Drunkard. 

BASILIUS I, Macedonian. 

CONSTANTINU3. 

L.EO VI, th~ "'oTise. 
ALEX!l.NDER. 

AMORIANI. 

CONSTANTlNUS VII, Porphyrogcnitua. 



A.D. 
91 3--919 
9 1')-9+4 
921-9Jl 
9z4-945 

94-5 

ZOE. 
ROMANUS I, Lecapenus. 
CIlRISTOPHORUS. 
STJPHANUS. 
CONSTANTINUS VIII. 

959-963 ROMANUS II. 
963 

963-1025 BASILIUS II, Bulgaroktonos. 
963-1028 CONSTANTINUS 1. 
963-969 NICEPHORUS II, Phocas. 
969-976 JOHANNES II, Timisces. 

1028-1034 ROMANUS III, Argyrus. 
1034-1041 -MICHAEL IV, Paphlagonian. 
1041-1042 MICHAEL V, Kalaphates. 

1042 ZOE: THEODORA. 
1042-1055 CONSTANTINUS IX, Monomachus 
1055-1056 THEODORA. 
1056-1057 MICHAEL VI, Stratioticus. 
1057-1059 ISAACIUS I, Comnenus. 

1059-1069 CONSTANTINUS XI, Ducas. 
1067 1 EUpOCIA. 

DUCAl. 

1067-107851 MICHAEL VII, ANDRONICUS 1, CONSTANTINUS XU. 
1068-1071 ROMANUS IV, Diagcnes. 

1071 -
1078-1081 NICEPHRUS IV, Botaniates. 

AFGHANISTAN
Jalalabad .•• 

" Kabul Valley 
INDIA .. 

" UPPER INDIA 

" 
" NORTH-WEST 

PR.
Hazara 

f,UNJAB
Rawalpindi 

" 
to 

" 

FRONTIER 

UNITED PROVINCES-
Allahabad 
Farrukhabad 

" Mirzapur 

" .. ,. 
Muttra 

SOUTH INDIA .. 
" .. 
" BOMBAY-

Surat 

" Bombay 
Khandesh East .. 
Sho!apur '" 

CENTRAL INDIA
Rcwah 

MAYURBHANJ
Bamanghati 

NIZAM'S DOMINIONS
Nalgonda '" 

Rawalpindi .. .. .. 
Allahabad 
Kanauj 

" Mirzapur .. .. 
Chunar 
Muttra 

•••• t;-

Surat 
Jalalpur 

Raver ••• 

Suryapet 

Jalalabad 
Hidda ••• 

Pakli ... 
Rawalpindi 
Manikyala 

" Taxila 

Allahabad 
Kanauj 

It 

Mirzapur 

" Bindachal 
Chunar 
Muttra 

Su_rat 
Nagdhara 

Waghode 
Dharphul 

Rewah 

Bamanghati 

Gaiparti 

Ja 36 (A) 
Hi 49 (A) 
KV 466 (A) 
In a 4Ia A-F 
Inb 41 
Ine 46a 
UIa II A-D 
UIlI 20 A-D 
Ule SO A-D 

Pa 66 A 

Ra 32 A 
Mka 21 A 
Mkb 45 A 
Tx 9:& A 

Ab 15 C 
Kja 12 C 
Kjb 13 C 
Mia 16 C 
Mill 17 C 
Hi 18 C 
Ch 14 C 
Mu 94 C 
Sla 40 EF 
SIb 46 EF 
SIc 69 EF 
SId 88 EF 
SIe EF 

Su I E 
Nd 54 E 
Bo ... 55 E 
Wa 56 E 
Dh 25 E 

Re 37 C 

Ba 34 D 

Ga 89 B 
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MAPRAS-' 
Coromaodel eo ... ... ...... ...... CC . .. a, IF 
Vizagapatam ••• " Jeypore ... Gumad • . .. Gu. . .. B4 B 

n n Kotpad Kt ... n B. 
Ganjam Chicacole ... Salibundam Sa . .. ,67 Jt: 
Godavari Upperipeta Up ... 81 .K 
Kiatna 

l)ivi 
...... KID 68 E 

n ,I •• . .. Ghanthasala Gli . ... 95 E 
•• ••• l Bezwada Vidiyadurra- Vi 47 E 

Sattenapalle 
pUram. 

Guntur .,. Amaravati Am lie E 
It Vinukonda Vinukon'da V~ 51 E 
It ... O0I.0le OnT 1" E 
II Mallayapa1em. Ml , 8 

. CUddapah Rajampef Athira1a A. 33 
It .... Cuddappah Cuddappah" ... Cu 33 

Kurnool .... Nandya1 Nandyal Na 90 
N~.11orc ' .... Nellore Nellore NeD 3 
Chingleput Chingleput . Mahabalipuram. . Mpa 19 F 

n II n Mph 38 F .. II n Mpe 44 F 
II Saidapet SpT 43 F· .. l\fadhuranta- AJamporai AI 9 F 

kame 
Madras Mambalam Mb 8S F 
Arcot. South ... Cuddatore Tondamana- To 8a F 

Ta';jore 
tham. 

TanJere ... Tanjore Ta 93 F 
Trichinopoly Karor ... Karor .•• Kra .1 F 

,. II . .. .. Krh , .. 30 F .. II .. Kre 35 F 
It II II .... Krd 10 F 

ltamnad Kilakkarai ... Kia 48 F 
o. " 

Kib S8 F 
Madura •... MdDa. sa F 

It M'dDb 53 F 

'" 
...•• .... MdDe . 61 F .. MdDd 63 F 

I. ... Madura Madura Mda 39 F .. " ,- tt Mdb 80 F 
H ... Tirumangidam. TiTa "4 F 
II to TiTb 6z F .. Madura Kaliyamputtur. Kp z9 F 

Tinnevelly Sankaran koyil. Karivalam- Kv 86 F 
vandanallur. .. ... Nanguneri Malayadipudur. Ma '13 F 

Coimbatore Coimbatore ... Vellalur Vea 36 F , 
Veb 59 F' .. .. II .. tt .. Vee 8, F .. " .. " Kalikkanaxak- Ka 79 F 

kanpalalyam. .. Dharapuram ••• Kangayam .... Ky 5 F .. " 
Kathanganni ••• Kg 76 F 

II It Kulattuppalai- Ku ... 91 F 

, Palladam 
yam. .. Kallakinar JO 14 F 

It Pollachi Pollaehi Po 3 F 
If Pennar Pe 6 F 
If CoDa ... 4 F .. CoDb . ... 8 F .. ' CoDe ... zz F 
", CoDd ... 31 F .. CoDe ••• 75 F 

Nilgiris Ootaeamund ... 00 10 F 
Malabar Kottayam Kottayam Koa a8 F 

" .. .. Kob 64 F 
MYSORE .... MyS 43 F 

Bangalore •.• ... Bangalore Vaswantpur Va 60 F 

" 
Bangalore Bl 57 F 

Chitaldrog Chitaldrog Chandravalli ••• Cv 73 F 
PUDUKKOTTAH. AJangudi Karokkakuri- Kit 65 F 

chi. 
TRAvANCORE-

GuilOD ... Chenganur' Puthenkavu ... Pu 71 F 
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1889. On a Recent Discovery of Roman Coins in Southern India. In NC, (1899), iii. ix. 

18~~~-8A further'discovery of Roman Coin~ in Southern India. In NC, (1891). iii, xi, 199-202. 
1894. Madras Government Museulll : Coins; Catalogue No, 2. Roman Indo-Portuguese, and 
'Ceylon. 2nd, ed, (Madtas, 1894,) 

TUFNELL, R. H. Hints to Coins Collectors in Southern India. (Madras. 1899.) , 
W,-WROTH, W. Catalogue of the Imperial Byzantine~Coins in the British Museum. (London .. 

1908 .) 
WAUIOUSE, M.,J.-

187s.Archaeologic~1 Notes. In IA (1875), iv. 302-5, 
.1876. Archaeological Notes. In IA (1876), v, 237-41, ' 

V{ ARMINGTON, E. H, The Commerce between the Roman Empire and India (Cambridge, 1928,) 
WATERHOUSE. (Coins from the Ahin Posh Tope near Jalalabad), In PrASB. (1879), 77-9, 
. WILSON, H. H.- ' 

1828. Mackenzie Collection : A Descriptive Catalogue of the Oriental Matauscripts and other 
Articles collected by the late Lieut-Col.· Colin Mackenzie, (Calcutta, 1828.) , 

18~2, Description of Select Coins from Originals or drawings. • • in the possession of the 
Asiatic Society, In Asiatic Relearcllel, xvii, . 559-606. ' ' 

1841. Ariana Aritiqua, (London, 1841,) 

GRAMMES AND GRAINS: EQUIVALENTS, 

, The equivalents in Grains are given correct to two decimal places. Where an equivalent, 
Jvhell worked to four.dedmal places. yields figures in the third and the fourth decimal places ranging 
trOl~i, '005 I tl?, :qQ99..~hefigure in the secoDd decimal place in the equivalent is shown in italics, 

Grammes, Gr.lins, Gramme., Grains, Grammes, Grains, Gramme., Grains, Grammes. Grain.~: 

2'90 3'62 55'86 6'76 104'32 7'21 111"26 7'53 116'20 
3'25 5°'15 ,3'64 56'17 6'77 104'47 7'22 IU'42 7'54 116'36 
3'3 1 51'09 3'65' 56'32 6'78 104'63 7'23 1I1'S7 7'55 n6'SI 
3'35 51'69 3'66 56'48 ' 6'79' 1°4'78 7'26 112'03 7'56 116'66 
3'38 .~2'I6 :r67 56'33 6'86 105'86 ,'28 1I~'34 "58 ,116"9,1 
3'41 52 '62 3'68 56'79 6'88 106'17 7'30 112'6.) 7'60 1I,'28 
3'42 3'70 57'09 6'92 106'79 "33 113'xl 7'62 117'59 
lH 53'08 3'71 57'25 6'95 107'25 "38 113'89 7'63 117'14 

, 3'46 53'39 3'72 57'40 6'97 107'56 '7'40 114'19, ,'64 117'90 
3'48 3'74 57'71 7'02 108~33 7'41 114'35 7'66 tl8'21 
3'49 53'86 3'75 57'S7 7:05 7'42 114'50 ,'68 118'53 
3'50 H'ol 3'79 58'48 "06 IOS'95 7'43 114'66 7'70 118'82 
3'51 H'32 3'80 5S'64 7'07 I09'tO "45 114'97 7'71 118'98 
3'53 54'47 3'33 5S'10 7'10 109'56 7'4~ 115'12 7')a 119'13 
3'55 54'78 6'61 102'00 7'11 109'72 7'47 115'17 7'74 il9'44 
3'56 54'93 6'67 102'93 7'13 110'03 "48 115'43 
3'57 55'09 6'68 103'08 7'14 110'18 7'49 115'58 
3'60 55'56 6'73 103'86 "17 110'64 7'50 115'74 
3'61 55'71 6'75 10,p6 7'20 111'11 7'51 115'89 
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1 Sewell, (190,). 
1 For instance, the coin, from ltaliyamputtur; Fa9: Kp. 
• In II}06-i; lee MM.AR., 1907 : 5 : 7· 
• Neither Bidie, who prepared the Catalo,u~ of 1874, oor 'I'1wratoo, .ho prepared that ofel89., noted down the 

provenance of the coins which they catalogued. Records of ·subsequent ""btractiona Uld rearrangements, down CO 
.?out 1920, seem to have suffered the deatructioo which overtakes routine .-pen iD Government office •• 

I For details, see p. below. 
1 Stavorinus, iii. I I. 
I Sewell. 
I ~Some of which I have got in my possession.' Stavorinus, iii. J I. 
I Qavidson, in Asiatic Researches, (1790), ii.331-2. 
5 Buchanan, ii. 318-9; he was the recipient of the gift. In 1875, Walhouse [(1875), 302] referred to 'a pot fun 

of well-preserved coins of Augustus and Tiberius, which was dug up at PoJachi, in Koimbatur, in 1810', and in 1894 
Thurston [(1894-), 8] mentioned this find, without, however, citing his authority. As we have no further reference to' 
t~is find, we may take it that Walhouse's '1810' was a misprint for '1800' and that there was no lecOnd find at 
Pollachi. 

• See the next entry. 
'NC., (1843-4), i. vi. 162. 
I Elliot, (1844),214. Elliot was then inclined to the belief that 'these were probably the same' II the coina 

o! the pollat:hi find of about 1800 (lb., 214). But in 1873 he held apparently that the finds were distinct, for he wrote 
that 'in 1800 a pot full of gold coins and in 1801 another of silver denarii, were found in different parts of the Coimba
'Pre province' [lb .• (I8n), 24xJ This is in consonance with the first of the notices above. We may therefore assume 
sfind of gold coins in I 800 at some unknown spot in the Coimbatore region, a find of silver coins in 1801 at Kanpyam, 
Iud, probably, one or more finds not otherwise known. 

la. If this 'province' is to be taken: to be identical with the present 'district', it is not easy to identiEy thi • 
.,.llage. ' 

• Elliot, (1888), 228. 
10 As noted by Col. Mackenzie on the sketches which he had had drawnofthem. Elliot, (1844), al+-

I 11 Elliot, (1844), 214; (rBn), 241-2. . 
10 NC. (1843-4), i. vi. 162. 
11 Bird, 294. . 
11 An agent of Lieut.-Col. C. M. Mackenzie, who later became Surveyor-General of India. 
15 Wilson, (1828), ii. 248, 269. . 
1C Sewell, (1882), i. 2:016. 
" Prinsep, (1832a), 392. 
16. Prinsep, (1832a), 393 .. 
IV Wilson, (1832),561. 
10 Wilson, (1832), 561. 
S1 Prinsep, (183za),404. 
12 Prinsep, (1832b), 4i6 . 
.. Prinsep, (1832a), 403; (1 832b).4i6• 
II Prinsep, (1832b), 4i6. 
16 Prinsep, (1832a), 403; (1832b), 4i6. 
so Prinsep, (1832b), 476. 
IT Prinsep, (1832b),4i6. 
SA 'They belonged to Col. Mackenzie's Cabient.' Prinsep, 406. 
It So, one of each emperor. JASB. (1833), ii. 368 .. 
10 Court, 558-9; Prinsep, <'1834), 50..-5; Cuilni~gbam, (1834), 635-7. " . ' 
11 These are now preserved III that Museum: M. I. 90. 529 (Corp. ), whIch IS there saId to have been 'found 

• Cpimbatore', and M. i. 126-51 (Corp. 154), to which no data a.bout pr:o,:ena!,ce are added: . 
u NC. (1843-4), i. vi. 162. In the ab.sence of furtho~ partic:uJ~rs It 18 difficult to deCide If these came from I 

find other than those noticed above BlYhavlllg been ~de 10 ~e COl':I1'batore. area,-namely Nos. 3, 4, 5 and 7. The 
. hltest of these finds is twenty-one years before ~he gIft, an~ IS af a .smgle com. ~e. other finds are thirty-fi~ years 
earlier than the gift,- and one of them, NO·5, IS also of a SIngle com. The ProbabJiltles are therefore spinst the coin. 
(if this gift having come from one of those finds. . 

.1 Elliot, (1844), 214-5. . 
U 'Of the type figured by Prinsep as NO.9 of his Ceylon series'; JASB., vi. 2C)8; pl. 20. . 
u Elliot, (1844),215. This is probably the coin that he referred to later as baving been found at Madura: EUiot, 

'1873), 242· .. . A' . 'I 1 A '1 (11,4) hicb' If . dB· . •• NC_ (1843), i. V. 202, Cltang nat" .Journa, prl I,...., w Itae cIte ombay Gallett~, Janu.r, 31., 
1843. . 

., Elliot, (1844), us· 
IB Elliot, (1873), 242. 
It An obvious slip for 'Poramboke.' .0 NC., (1843-4), i.vi. 160-2. 
u Walhouse, (1876), 239, where he su~joi~ a Jist of the typee, he baving examined them shortly after thei., clit-

covety. His results agree with those of ~lhot,clted above . 
.. Elliot, (1844), 212-4; see also BIrd, 294· 
.. Elliot, (1844),215 . 
• 1 Elliot, (18i3),242. 
66 Elliot, (1885). 35. 
"Drury, 382-3. 
4~ Drury, JiI-3. 
18 Caldwell, 4i . 

. h MAf.AR., 1882 : 5. • 
00 'Extract of a letterfrom R. D. Park~r, Collector of Ma~ura. MJLS .. (1856--7); xvii. U4. 
s, AI.7LS. (1857-8), xix. 15,i-8. With ~eference to ~II.~, WarmlJlllton, a80, saY8: 'OriainailyemperoR': 

_wj!re represented to Commodus. No authOrity, however, II CIted In 8upport. . 
• fit 'A measure holds about three pints'; Sewell, (1904). 636 • 

.. Little, 338,. . . 
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.. These fonn the 'MBrjorihank~ Gift' to the British Museum in 1863, where the coins now are. The first i. 
~Itated to have been 'found ncar Coimbatore' (M. i. 169.32); the second is'said to have been 'found near Coimba. 
toro:, 11;63' (/~. 173.60), and the third is set down 8S having been. 'found at Coimbatore' (lb. 207.49). Very pro
hably thelle COinS bdongcd to a find at or near Coimbatore and in or before 1863. The only previous find of Roman 
gold coin5 in the area being that of 1800 (No.4 above) it ia unlikely t.hat these coins came from e find ao far back in 
time. 

H AST.R. (1863-5), ii. 148. 
61 Elliot, (1873), 242. The cftin went into hi. coll'lCtion. 
u'. They arc found catalogued by Bidie. 
11 ASI.R. (1874-6), xiii. 72-3. 
'" Little, 219-226: See aIRoMF.R., 1891 June: 1 : 2 and MM.AR., 1893: 6-7 • 
.. Waterhouse, (1 879), 77-9; Hoemle, (1879), laa, 134-,5 i pl •. 2, 3 • 
• 0 Hoernle, (1880), u8 . 
.. Scwell, (J88z), 190 • 
• 2 Sewell,. (1,88z), i: 28,5 . 
.. Sewell, (188z), i. 291. 
" Scwcll, (1882),. i. 291 . 
•• Sewell, (11)04), 6Q~IO • 
•• M.M.AR., 1882 : ,5. 
87 These were tranlferred to the British Mu.eum in 188a. The, ere cataloauecl in 'M.~ ud are a1ao GOticed 

below . 
•• MM.AR ... 1883 : 7 . 
•• The d~1:ription of the coin ehowe it to be one of COIIIIIlOd .... 
. ,. For this Museum. 
H. MM.dR.. 1883: 6. 7. Little, 338. 
1> Hoemle, (1.886), 86-9. 
H MM.AR., ~886: 4; 23. 
,. An envelope in thia Museum containing two denarii bears the superscription. 
The coins had evidently been c:Ieaned on their being received: they lie separate. but be., trac:ea of abe reaiD. For· 

t)ur purpose the find may be treated as comprising two denarii, for they arc of the same class. 
,. Situated 'on a piece of ground which slopes gently down for 100 yarde or 80 from the base of the wCltern . 

. telegraph hill to the bankt of the Kiatna river.' 
" .'lSI.S.AR., 1888 (January a). 2-,: ,5 • 
,. MM.AR .• 1888 : 3-4 : 9. 
tv W. i. 74. This coin is mentioned under the headin. 'Iadia ImitatioM.' 
•• Cunningham (1889), 61. . 
at See . 
•• Wilson (1841), 44, 110, pI. xvi, xviii i Smith (1889), 1,5,5-6 • 
•• By P. C. Mukherjee who waa 'on lpecial duty· with the Arc:haeoIo.ical Sa ... ., 01' lad • ." HoerDl. 

(890), 169. 
,. Thurston (1899), 32,-8 .. 
•• 'In the collection of the Rn. J. E. Tracy of Tirumanplam." 
•• Turnell, 2~30. 
0' Tufnell, a7-'9 . 
•• O. Codrington, 38 . 
•• 'By Oabu P. C. Mukherii, on lpeeial duty with the Archaeoloaical Su"'e,' 01 Iodie • 
• 0 Hoernle (1890), 170. 
OJ O. CodrinKton, 38. 
" MER., 1891, June: I : a. 
II ASI.SAR. 1890, Noy. : I : , • 
.. MM.AR. 1891 : 8 : 13 i Thurston (z8c)I). 199-aoa. (ISCU), ... 
•• See pafJe. 
U Riee, I. See ,lao Thurston (1894), a6-8. 

'In the same locality in which the present coins were discovered, but in dift'erent placee. baye heeD I_d e 8IIIC 
rounded iron tpear.head, 10 inches 10nR and 3t inche,·wide at the base; allO e metal spoon, much ~d.ba"in8 
• circular bowl J t inches in diameter, with the bottom gone; and the handle, 8 iochea long, apparently of IODle iDeuu
ment. It il fonned of , hard steel core with lumps of melted metal round it, and is thicker at one end than the otha. 
Theae throw no light upon the depositor of the coins, unIeaa it may be aupposed that the latter were in poaaeaaiot) of 
.ome traveller who was cooking hi. food, and were atolen lrom him by • robber armed with the apear. The thief..-, 
then have buried them .a , temporsry measure of safety and been prevented from e.,er coming beck 10 f.eIlO'Ief them. ' 
Rice,3 . 

• , By the Rev. J. E. Tncy. Thurston (1894',89 • 
•• They were in the collection of the Rev. J. E.Traq. 11Nntoe (l8c)i" at; 
•• By the Rev. J. E. Tracy. Thur.ton (189'), a9. 
I MM.,.41l. 1897 : 6 : 10. 
I Thi. il generally referred to as the Pudukkottah been!. 
• Ten mile. to the ealt of Alangudi, in the State. 
• Of them were presented to the British Museum, London, bx. H.H. the Mahenjah. 
• More vrecilely 461 out of ,01. For detaila of tbe find, See HiD (1898). 304-30, and Radhe'rilhne.Ai,..,. 
• Rodger., 363-5. 
7 MM.AR., IS99 : , : 9 . 
• MM.AR., 11)00 : 3 : 6. 
• .MAI.AR., II/oa : 6 : 6 . 
• 0 Belonging to the coUectiOD of J. R. Heodenoo. 
11 Sewell (11/04), 617. 
IS MM.AR., 1904 : ,-6 : 9. 
II Within the juriadiction of th. Sub.M'li'tnte of Oa,ole .. i • ... thea. MAI.AII., '00' : , : I. 
16 ASM",.AR. 1909 : lO. 
U Set" . 
• 0 AIM.AR., 191:1 : , : ,. 
Il Cor. obviou.I,.. 
18 AIM. AR., 191] ; • : 8. 
'" MM. AR., 191' : , : 6. A. it ia added that 'nu_1OIM ftDde olebe .. two deneri he." beeD mede from· •• e '0 time,' it h •• been 'Ilumed here th.t· the coins of this 6ad ere 01 the .. rietiea DOted in die Corpue II Noe. u,. 
.0 1'011'.1. AR., 191' : 4-' : 6. 
II MM. AR., 1916 : ,5 : 6 . 
.. !.r,\{. AR., 1917 : 4-' ; I . 
.. MM . .fR., 1915 :. : ,. 
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U MM. AR., 1018 : :I : .,. 
st MM. AR., 1918 : 3 : .,. 
IS MM. AR., 1928 :.. Ac .• 69. 
"MM. AR., 1930 : 6 : lb., 1931 ;.. AC.223. 
IS MM. AR., 1933 ; 5. AC.32-4. 
09 MM. AR.. 193:1 : 8-9. Ac. 295. ... . ~ 
10 ASN., 1933 : 7, 39. Details were kindly furnished by the Curator of the State Museum. 
11 M,\[. AR .• 1935 : 5. Ac. 385. 
IS MM. AR.. 1934: Ac. 423. Two of the three bits having been found rolled Up, the coin WII. at fitet 

believcd to be a Venetian sequin, but when the bits were lubsequently UlVolied. it WBI. recognized to be a ROIDIID 
solidus. 

II ASI.AR., 1935 : :10-30, 83. 
U MM. AR., 1937 : 7. Ac. 471 (No. I). 
u. MS. iv-a. 134. 342. 
n From information kindly furnished by the Curator of the Curron Museum of Archaeology, Muttnt. 
IS Pandit V. Prabhakara-Sastri of the Government Oriental Manuscript8 Library ~t Madras. 
1 F. 30 : Krb. - :1-. 
• F. 9 ~ AI. . 
I Instance. are F. :a8 : Koa and F. 90 : Na. 
t F. 28: Koa. 
6 F:5 : Ky; F~ 8 : CoDb; F.:aS : Dh. 
e .F. SO : VIe; F. 38 : Mpb; F. -4:1 : SpT. ; 
1 F. II : VIa; F. 20: VIb; F. 27 : 66; F. 40 : Sla: F.43 : MyS: F. 46a: In: F. 50: Olc; F. 69 : Sle. 
S F. :I : NeD; F. 34 : Ba; F. -42 : SpT. 
t See those to which the abbreviations D,T or S, have been .uffixed • 

. 10 F. 19 : Mpa; F. 22 : CoDe; F. 31 : CoDd; I<:.33 : Cu; F. 38: Mpb; F. 5a: MdDQ; F. 6a: TiTII; 
·F. 69 : SIc; F. 7S : CoDe. 

11 F. 38 : Mpb; F. 44 : Mpc. 
11 F. 1 : Su' F. 10 : 00 ; 
IS For detaiis. sce the Appendix: 'Distribution of Find-Places.' 
a The lines of demarcation are run along lines of latitude and longtitude for purpose! of practical convenience 

:'A pedantic adherence to the lines Wl>u14 have destroyed. that c?nvenience if the negligible strip of land to the lOmb 
of Lat. :u in the Cambay peninsula and the equally negligIble strIp to the south of the same line in Bengal were treated 
as falling into regions distinct from the ones to which, by common aense, they pertain. The pedantry has therefore 
been avoided. - . 

.. A closer division ia po~sible .and will be even more h~lpful, but it cannot be satisfactorily attempted tiD our 
knowledge of the various conslderatlonl that we ought to weigh should become fuller and clearer. 

H F. 36 : Ja; F. -49 : Hi; F. 66 : Pa. 
11 F. I : Su; F. 19, 38, 4-4 : Mp ; F. 9 : At; F. 85 : Mb: P. 48, S8 : Ki. 
18 Forexample:F.IZ,I]: Kj; F.94:MU; F.S4:Nd; F.S6: Wa: P.l4: Ba:F.47:Vi; F.6S:KII. 
19 F. IS: Ab. 
I' F. 37: Re . 
• 1 F. 89 : Ga . 
.. F. 33 : Cu. 
,n F. 90: Na. 
uFo 73 :Cv. 
S5 F. -4. 8, 2:1. 31, 7S : CoD. 
S6 Mysore. Travancore and Pudukkottah. 
IT F. 6S: KIE. 
ss F. 2: Ne. 
18 F. 8 : CoDb. 
19 F. :II: Mka: F. 36: la: F. 41' : Hi;. F. ga : Tit. 
Jl F. 37: Vi. 
n F. 2: Ne. 
-u F. 86: Kv. 
IS Prinsep. 
IS Sec 

11 T Sew.eIl, (1904), 6:a1. , . 
111. For instance, see F. 'and F. 
18 F. 16 : Mia: Cor. 502. 
I. It. is indeed unfortunate that indefin.iteDea! ahould mark the available recor~ relatinato a Dumber of finda: 

F. II : VIa (many) : F. 12 : Kj4 ; F. I) : KJb ; F. 14 : Cb; F. IS ; Ab j F. 17 : Mib. F. 18: Bi ;F. 40; SIll 
F. 61 : MdDc ; F. 4:1 : SpT. 

to F. 1: SUo 
tl F. 20 : VIb . 
.. By me in 1936. 
u F. 93 : Ta : Cor • 
.. F.4:1: SpT. 
u F, 53 : Md .. 
t, F. 19 : Mpa : Cor. 
t, F ..... : Mpc : Cor. "a. 
te F.9 : AI. 
t. F. 48 : Kia; F. 58 : U. 
10 F.2,7 .. 
II F. 39 : Mdll. 
u F. 51 :Vk. 
61 F.90 : Na. 
at F.:a9:Kp. 
15 Cor. 
61 Cor. 
51 Regions E and F. The &ada are: F. 6S I Kk: F. 80 : Md6; P. Sa: To: P. a. : Go: P. 86 : Ky ; P. 90 ; 

Na. Possibly; F. 2,9 : Kp, eleo. 
6' F. 82 :To: Cor. 
n F. 80 : Mdb : Cor. 
10 F. 90 : Na ; Cor. 
11 F. 65 : Kit : Cor • 
.. F. 86 : Kv : Cor. I, F. 84: Gu. 
It F. 80 : Md" . 
.. F. 65: Kit. 



? f5 'Cor. no, 166, a71, a83: 
1 ~, Hill, (1898), 3ao. 
18 Hill, (1898), 319. . . 
It First suggested by HiII, (l8gS), 319, but withdrswn by him, (1899), 82; adopted by WarruintttoD, 280. 
,. For instance, Cor. 196, al'. al8, 247, 330 , 33., 347,447,459,473. 
f1 Thcobeld,8I. 
" Cor·3 Io. 
u HiD, (1899), 801. 
" F. f4: Gu: Cor. 534. 
"F: : Cor. 
T5 HiIl,(1898), 319-20. 

. "HiII. (1899), 8a. An uception is, howenr, auppoeed Co have been mlde in the QIM vI coiM • meant Co tJ. 
dedicated at aome ahrine,' and eonfinnation of tfWI view i. BOught in the MIUDlptioo that ooin, found in the hoarde 
in • topee' are not defaeed: Hill, (18c)8), 3ao. The UllIIIlption doa DOt .eem to be weU-founded : the NeUor. 
haud wu prese"od ia I pot buried beneath • the remain. of. Hindu temple.' but aome of the ooiM were dct.t'l"d : 
F. a: Ne. 

If Theob.ld, Sa. 
" Cunningham, (1890), 5l. pI; 9 (a). 
ae Smith (1906),94. 
81 Smith (1906), 6,. 
as Head, (187.5), a~-5, pl. 10 (8). 
II About 1887: Greenwell, 1.9 . 
.. Greenwell, I, " 9. 
•• Greenwell, I-a. 
ss Greenwell, a, 9, II ; pI. I (I, •• 5, 7). 
S7 Greenwell, II. pI. I (7) . 
•• Greenwell, a, 9, II; pl. I (4, 5). 
II CI'~'Cnv. ell, 9; pI; I (I). 
to RoSinson, 93-106. 
81 Robinson, 94. 
II Robinson, 94. 
.. Robinson, 94. 

. u Robin.on, pI. 8 (I, 5, 16, 18. 19, :&9; 33).' for instance. ". defaoemmt of the dump, .. out at e.-. 
rrugltt have been .ccidental. 

u Newell, 1-33 • 
.. Newell, ::19 • 
., Newell, 22. 
t8 Newell, ll. 
gt Newell, 31- 2. 
1 Robinson (1930); 1,4; pI. I (10). 
• Six, (1885), .6-7; pi: • (8.9) ; NC. (1195' •• ,.,. pl. , (IS)! i 
• .Six, h88S), • .,; pl. a (10). 
• Seltman. lar. 
• Sis, (r88.), 156, pl . .5 (3). 
• Sis, (1884), 156, pI. 5 (4). 
, Six, (1884), 1::19, pI. 6 (3). 
• Hill (19::13), ::131-::1, p\. 10 ( .. o). 
I. Sis: (J884), 1311, p\. 6 (6). 
10 Macdonal4 (19°9),48, pI. 4 (I). 
11 See COrpUI under Cor. 78-100. 
11 Hill, (1909), 171, who appean to reI, on I statement of MOfIIriIRii in hi, Huto,.i" 4.1" Mo.lau Romat,.. ,. 

(trana. BlaCKS), iii. 337-8 ; c/. the ambiguous words of Warmington, 39:; . 
11 I han handled about specimens belonging to this MuseUm, which have been ad aput tor .. Ie u 

being superfh,lOU8. Presumably these came from the 193:& find at Vellalur, F. 87: Vee. Moat of them beilllr badly 
oorroded or being broken, it is easy to say whether they were • plated.' NOM of theae piece. hal beeD .ubjected 
to thia procesi. , 

Waim.ington. 388 (footnote 49), says that • in the Coimbatore district III of them have heeD Doticed,' but· 
he citea no authority. I have found none in the literature known to me. 

None of the pieces from India which are prelerved in the British Museum i, noted .. beiDa platt'd: 
M. i. 89"'91. 

10 Hill (19°9), 171. 
11 The literature available here makes no mention of them. This Museum hu Done .uch. The pieces in the 

. British Museum are not stated to have oome from .India: M. i. 89, note -
it MommlH:n, 01' cit., iii. 337-8, cited by HiU'(I909), 171. 
I' Warmington, 39, relying on Ernst. 
11 Mattingly (1928), 18a. 
11 M. i. Intr. 114. 
'0 M. i. Intr. 44-5. • The existence,' in European collections, • of musu of plated coW of the Emperf)fI, 

from Augustut to Nero,' i. not unknown: Mattingly (1928), 135; c/./b., 189. 
11 M. i. Intr. 45 . 
.. Hill (1909), 171. Warmington, 292, .ccepts this view and states dtat·· • the Romana • . • tried thl! 

e~ct of bad coins, fat instance dllt-pJiiti!d' ellllftlpies of Gaius and Lucius, upon uncultured mind.,' and aS7, citin~ 
Chwostow, • attributes the abundance" of diese ooin •• to a Datural truat placed by the uncultured Indian in 'h~ 
good Roman coinage of that aac.' 

II Theobald, 1811 . 
.. Theobald, 182 . 
.. Theobald, 183, f.n. 
I< Cor. 6. 
II Cor. lSI • 
• 8 Cor. 409 . 
.. F. 68 : K •. D. : Cor. 433. 
'0 F. 37: Re. 
It Cor.449. 
I. Cor. 457 (a). 
II F. 81: Up • 
.. Cor·418. 
I. Cor. 460. 
Ie F. S7 : Bo. : Cor ... 87. 
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, IT F. 84: Gu. lowe the ideotificatiOliof I majority of them to l4r. H. MattitlaJr. -In mywiety to darifJ 
the issues raised by the hoard, I haTe presumed to 'Venture identiJicatiodi of the orijiDaJe of I few other piCCCl. 

II Cor •• 61, .. 63. 
-., F. : SIe. : Cor. 453 • 
•• F. 83: Ma • 
• 1 Cor. 583 (a). 

,61 F . • 6a: In: CI-.588 • 
.. F. 81·: Up. : Cor .• 18 • 
•• Cat. 169; Cor. 463. 

, "See, for instance, th~ remarks of Wroth on F. 46 a: In, of Rapson on F. 68: KaD, of Mattingly on Cor. 
If~' arid of Mattipgly and Sydenham on F. : In, and also the account of F. 81: Up. 
: ," The 'appearance of the hybrid piece Cat. 155: Cor. 409. suggests that it wa. manufactured in • region 
wh~.re the Roman charactc;rs at least were cl~ly undtrstood. 

,," C6r.409"': Cat. ISS·, 
~. It will be noticed that this weight is quito cl~e ~o the standard of 7.39 gm. established by Neto, about a 

century'earlier :'(Mattinaly, 124). P~bably,the coins of ~ero or Vespasian, which must ~ve been current along 
with those of AntoninusPius were,those chosen for imitation in,respect to weight. ' , 

'9 This weight was taken as the'standard in 215 A.D. ; MS. iv. i. (vi). 
51 123.2 grains; Cunningham (1888), 20. This standard is quite close to that ,of AUgustus', 7.96 gm." 

(Mattinlly,' 123), and higher than that of his successors. ,The Kuahans must be taken to h8ve adopted the Augustinian 
standard, if we agree that their coinage had Roman affinities. " 
, 51 Perhaps the region in which the piece was fabricated could be ascertained with p~sion if we could determine 
where the tide CAIWR could have been transmutc;.d into CAlESAR, the form it bears on thi~ piece~ , 

50 Cor:433 :, Cat. 160.' .' . , 
53 But see p. below, where a more probable dIlte is offered for it • 
.. F. 81: Up. .' . 
16 Cor. 460 : Cat. 166., . ' . 
u Cor. 463: Cat. 169, for instance, which ill assignable to 202-10 A.D., is exacdy of tIlI. wei"ht,-6'S8 pa. 
n MS. iv. i. (vi). . 
54 Cor. 418 , Cat. 157. 
~9 :E. 84: Gu. ' " 
·n Ci;r. 469 : Cat. 11.---6. , . 
• 1 The analyses below should be enough :-

ACCORDING ,TO WEIGl(!" AND DATI!. . , A;CCORDltim TO CO~ITION ANti DATE. 

"' 
. WEIGHT. 

6·95 .. 
6!92 
6·88 
6'86 
6'79 
6'78 . 
6'77 
6~76 
6·"5 

QATE OF 
ISSUE. 

CONDITION. 
CAT. 
NUM· - CoNDITION. DATI. 

BER. 
205 Ws H. I,a Fs, a05 
196-7, Ws H. Ct 165 We. ". 
180 163 Ws .. 
202-10 '. Ws ii. ' 170 .. I.. ., 
202. WV H. C1 168 W~H. 206, 
195-7 Wv H. 164.. .. 
205 Ws 176.. 205 
" F$ 174.. .. ., 

21 I Wv H. C1 181 .. a02-IO ' 
:a95 W,. H. 175 Ws H. Ct, a·lo-u 
aIO'-U WsH, Ct 179"',,, ',196-7 

. 175-6 Wv C1 116a • I&:' -. 
6-'73' 205 W Cs , 173 Wv Ii •. Ct an 
6·67 " Ws 171.. ,." . aoa, 
6·58 ao6 W. H. 171l Wv H. 195-'7 
6·55 ' .. .. 177, Wv Cs 175-6 
eo Cat. 171-6 : Cor. 469. . . .' ". . 
II Cor. 469: Cat. 171 and 176; the weights being 6.67 gm. and 6.79 gm. respectively. 
56 Cor. 469: Cat. '172 and 175, the weigh~ being 6.95 g.m. and 6.76 gmt respectively. 
II Cor. 469 : Cat. 17 .. , the weight being 6.78 gm. 
u Cor. 529 : Cat. 184 and Cor. 534: Cat. 186. 

WEIGHT • 

6·78 
6·73 
6·79 
6·67 
6.58 
6·55 
6·95 . 
6·76 
6'92 
6·75 
6'95 .. 
6·41 
6·88 
6'67 
6·53 

Crt. 

BD. 

174 
173 
176 
171 
178 
177 
·7a 
175 
170 

179 
165 
163 
181 
168 
164-
16a 

6T 7,05 gm. and 7.70 gm. respectively. 
IS The weights anlfWer, however, very roughly to the standards adOpted by,the Sassanians, 7.30 gm., 7.20 gm. 

and 7.06 gm. under Sapor II, 309-79 A.D. (Morgan, 3l2-3): Whether. the SassanjaD standard!! had any inftuence 
OD the weights' of these imi~tions is a point that seems to require consideration. ' .• ' . ' , . 

6V A similar attempt in respect of- othcer pieces could not be made for want of data .relPlfding the weight. and 
the atandards. . ' " ',.',. 

70 The imitation of the Sabina aureus, Cor. 418: Cat. 157,wouid appear to be, about sixty years later than 
the original, but it may be that the original is a piece'issued in honour of • lady of the imperial line later than Sabine. 

n ~r. 6.: Cat. I.. . . 
,. Fo' 84: Gu. . .,' . .. '. 
" Cor. 461: Cat. 16f,' and Cor. 463 :' Cat. 169, covering the l"riod from·aGo to :no A.D., 
,. Mr. H. Mattingly. See p. alxwe. , 
76 See the Table above. 
n·Theyare: , . '. 

(a) IVI on Cat. 162, 16$, 170, 179, 181, 168,' • 
(6) IVI and VI on Cat. 162, 170. 
(e) VIon Cat. 164, 165, 181, 168. 
(d) VICI on Cat. 170, 181. 
(_) VIG on Cat. 165, 168. 
(I) }OV on Cat. 163, 164. 
(6) IOVIlon Cat. 165, 170. 
(h) IOIVI on Cat. 170. 
(i) -IO-on Cat. 1'1. 



n On Cat. 162 and 179, PlY suggests PIVS; 10 allO. nG OIl Cat. 16,. VUG OD Cat: 165, '" ... VlllC 
()n Cat. ,62, sug!!e~t AVe. . 

;. Undoubt.·dly a slight corruption of SEVlmVS PIVS AVG ; on Cal. 168. 
,. C:lt. IMI. 
H Cal. 16z, 165. 179. , 
.0 Cat. 170, IHI. 
.1 The coins of this hoard were examined very kindly by H.R.H. Pri~ Peter of Gteeee. during hi. .tay be« 

in 1939, and it is he who sugKe~tcd the possibility of thel" two pieces bearing It-gends JDlackini of Gnek. lie deaircd 
tbt the sugg~stion may be trcat~d as quite tentati, e. . 

b" Cat. 163. . . ,. . 
sa On the reverse: IlOYNIOC. 
,.4 Cat. 164. . 
" Qn the obverse, 3, and on the revtrse·w • 
•• That on the obverse. . 
"' In the sketch on p. • • the legend ha$ been transcribed as if it ran the usual coune, .. indk.at.:d by arrow I 

in the sketch of the coi,n in pI. . . .•. but this is unsatisfactory as· it yields no sense and points. to no· normal 
original. Further, the directions in which the lin.hs oi E turn,- occurring as the chancter does in both the right and 
the left halves of the legend,-- ale reasonably clear indications of the directjons in which the· halves should be 
r.:~pectivcly read. If the Idt half is then taken to run as shown by arrow 2, we.get AREAIAA ., which may I 

well be a corruption of AVHELIAN, the name, or at least a part of the ·n,lJIle, of a Roman emperor, providL-d·, however, 
that we take it that the Latin V w .. s copied ups:de dbwn ami that the legend .cXhibits a mixture of Latin and Greek 
chunl~ters, the A of Greek doing duty for the. Latin L. If the rig!)t half is taken to run in the direction of arrow I, 
we get VZEVIVV, which may be a corrupti9~ of the Greek word &;;a lAEnN, the Greek equivalent of' Emperor,' 
the A :ond the A heing written upside doWn, and the n being foUnd.in the square forin ~ found at least on some 
Inde)-D .. ctrian coins (Gardnl'T, 1886, x.lvi). It is curious that if this half· of the legend is re\ld with the coin held against 
a mirror, we get AZ EAIAA, which too may be a corruption.of the same w,?rd, the A and the· A being found in thi. 
case written prop"r siue up. It is also curious that even if we ign9re the mdication of direction furnished by the 
limhs of E and read the left half in the dircction of arrow 3 we get VREVIVV, which may he a corruption of 
AVHE!.IAN, the GFeek A and A being copied topsy-turvy. We .eem to have therefore subStantial grounds for 
bdieving that the coin h~rs a Icgmd that is a corruption of AVREAIAN BA::.! IAEnN, which itself 84:ems to be a 
l:',hrid of G ne k and Homan elt:m. nts.. . 

. •• PIVS and AVG arc sugl{csted by PIVA ;md AV retpectively, on Cat. 177, 1,8. PIVS AVG is suggested 
by IVISVIC on Cat. 174-6, and by the·furthc:r debascments.-1VIIWC on CaL 171. and VIIWCon Cat. 17~ . 

•• Sub-class III (a) . 
•• Batches J lind 2 of sub-class III (a) • 
• 1 Cat. 17J. 
eo Cat. li2. 
v, Cat. 173-.6 . 
•• The readings that could be risked are: 

(a) I'll Ma Na-Sa 1'a PuNaTaPa Nli V:INa. 
(h) Ta JVla Na-Sa I'a :;aNa-U Na VaNa. 
(r) T.1 Ma Ha-Sa Pa DaLa-U Na VaNa. 
(d) Ta IVra Hu-Sa Pa tJ I.a-U N.1 . VaNa. . 
I'ermutati.>ns und combinations of the 'varyinjJ e1ementa in the ab()ve readings may also he ventured upon, 

but they would seem to take us no further. . 
.. Cut . 
•• Cat . 
• , The possible rcadin~s ar.: DaDa and DaDa· . 
•• Cat. . . 
., Compart: the ob"er"e legends of sub.dass.1I (a) with the legend on the obverse of C'at.16:z of dass I. It is 

not to he miss('d thllt A'I VIllI and ATVllI arc quite· close to ATVUVI, and that IVIlWC. VIlWC, IVISVIC are, 
alung with I'IVIlIC, dclms('mt:nts .of PIVS AUG, though the corruptions differ in degr.ee. 

1 C"mpan' th.: sallw nhverse kg(·nds with the legend on 'the obverse of Cat. 168: ATVIIIl and the like are 
obviously ielat.'.} to AITAVlI, and IVIIWC is similarly. related to IVIVIVA. . . 

• Compare the leg.·r.ds nf sub-class p with the lej:lend'on Cat. 179 of class I. The VIVTAV of the former. 
Buh-c1ass is a precursor 01 the IVIITI or NUTI of the latter cl!lSS: so also docs the PIVATVI oCthe former see",,' 
to L" a predecessor of the 1'lVNIIG of the latter. . . 

• The po;,ible relluings ale: DeNa So.PoK .. and DeNo SaPoR ... 
• Rapson (19:>H), cviii-"ix, cx::iv. 
• 'For instanc,·: of Apollndi>l\Is Phitopator, c. 150 D.C .. Rapson (1908),cxciv. 
• Hapson (190X), cxl'i-c" .. ii. Thn'c of the variation. in the legenu. of Nahapanamay be ilhr.t!rnted. 

PAN'IIW IAHA"ATAC NAHATANAC. 
PANNI.VIANDAAA·CCENAAPNAACCE. 
. . . WIA DAAA CCCA . APNA . • • . 

These h~"e been copied from ScoH, 228-9, where, however. a much larger number i~ illustrated. The lise of 
the H()m~n Io and the transfonnation·ofGreek T into Roman P, even though the Greek P does not give place "to R, 
its Roman eqtlival('nt, may be nott'd: Scott', z30. '. 

The It'!""n&! on Castana's isslles.has been It'stored thua : 
l'ANKIWIAT P [ ]CIACTANCA. 

TIll' legend has not so far been found complete on any .Ipecimen: Rapson (1908), ell:cii. 'But enough i. 
kn:own to show thllt it was probably an Iccurate tl'lllllliter.ltioQ': Scott, 230• 

, Rapson (lfJOX). 7R, note I. 
M Rap~on (leIO!!), excii. 
• Such as • AVG, COS III, et~: : RaPlon (11)08). clI:civ. I. n:opson (190M), cxciii. 
.. Rapson (H)oR·), exciii. .. .. 
IS R:opson (1908), cxciv. Some of the 8llldatioal mly be iIIu.trated by t"e followi,.. selection of It'gends, copit'd 

from Rapson (1908).-cxcji,cJ:ciii. 

10 
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11 'Thllt II, if the word wOYNIOC could be read OD Cat. 163. and the word. AVREhIAN BAElhEnN 
could be taken to occur on Cat. 164 (See p. above). 

a They are c, I, A, V and O. 
15 For the moment the presence of the Brahmi numerals is ignored. The occurrence of A in these legends would 

leem to suggest the presence of a Greek letter in the legends, but it may be only a corruption of the Latin A. 
16 See Scott. 
17 Rapson (1908), cxciv • 

. 18 Such as 'AVG. COS III, Icc.': Rapson (1908), cxciv. 
19 I am loth to ditJer from Rapson, but I do not see sny corruptions of AVG and COS III in the transcripts of 

the legends published by him. See Rapson (1908), cxcii-cxciii • 
• 0 Scott, 234. 
u Scott, 231, 232. 
n Scott, 232. 

- U Scott, 224; indeed. 'bardlylDOR than a doaen' were 'illeaiblc' out of a total of 'about 13,250.' 
-It Sub-class IJI (6). 
U Sub-class III (a). 
26 See p. above. • 
2; Cat. 173 ; see p. 
18 What is legible of it may be read thus : V V VIICVI. , 
J9 This legend (on Cat. 173), is \.TIII1sc:ribed in the Table on p. • and may be compared with the Brahmi-Iike 

1.gemls transcribed immediately above it. It will be noticed that the last four letters of the Graeco-Roman legend 
(Cat. 173) correspond exactly to the last five of the Brahmi-Iike characters (Cat. 171, 172). 

JO The second characte(" in the lc:gend transcribed immediately above this in the Table on p. , 
11 The character immedistely following the aecond hole in the leaend tI1ID8cribed immediately above this in that 

Table. -. I' For the alphabets, see, for instance, Morgan, 149, 198. '. . 
33 The accompanying sketch demonstrates how near in shape !lOme of the characters in those two alphabets are 

to the characters which,we have so far assumed to be in Brah,ni. 'The top line of the sketch reproduces the lego:ad 
q it appears .on our pieces: the middle line shows the graphic equivalents in Arsacidean Pahlavi, and the bottom oile 
gives the Elamitic equivalents. . 

I'. Cat. 184. 
IS See. pp. . The charac;tera into which the legend on this .,jece has been corrupted may be read rouahly 

as [AJ ZIKK KMZ [KA] in the Characenian alphabet of about the same &lie. See, for instance, Morgan, 213. 
36 Cat. 186. 
I' See p. above. 
18 The legend may then be read D[M]HA[Rl; eee Morgan, 198. 
S9 The obverse legends on the pieces of the thiri class resembl~ the legends on both faces of the pieces of the 

first. A portion at leas~ of the legend on the reverse of one of t~ COins of t~e .second c1asa resem~les the leliends on 
those of the first aild third classes. The reverse legend on the COlDS of the third class are probably In the IICme c:barac. 
ters as the obverse legend on the coin of the fourth, and the reVel'll!! legend on the coins of the third claSs have been 
shown to be derived from a legend which is fundamentslly akin to the othet legends on the first and the third daua. 

;.0 As under Zenobia and Vabalathus. 
u Morgan, 236-7 •. 
u Morgan. 178- 87 • 
• , Cat. 
U To the coins of the Gumada hoard we may add another .,iIl round in India: Cor. 
,6 See pp . 
• 6 Aravamuthan (1938).42 • 

.• 1 Class II : Cat. 163, 164. 
u Cat. 164. See p. I sltou1d rc;PCat that Prince ~~er of Gre«e~ndulged in the lpeculatiOn as a mere exercise 

in intellectual gymnasfics and that he rejected the probabdltY' of the readlDg. _ 
69 The reading was obtained. as may be remembered, by reading a .. part of the legend in the COunter-clockWise 

direction. A similaI phenomenon may be noticed on lome of the coins of Orodcs I and Phraates, two Arsacidean 
princes of Elam. . 

so The combinations are: 
10VI-on Cat. 165. 170. 
IOIVI-on Cat. 170. 
10V-on Cat. 163, 164. 
10-on Cat. 179· , 

The characters -Nhich on Cat. 163 were read as wOYNIOC may be I10YNIOC, which, gives us a corruption 
of characters that would make up the name of Julius. 

lil The legends are: 
IOV" IAN. A rpJ,rwlNAN. Mor~an. 179· 
TIBEPIOC.. IOV"IOC. BACI"EVC PHCK ... OPIC. Morgan, ISo. 
TIBEPIOC. IOVAIOC. BACIAEYC CAYPOMATHC.· Morgan,181. 

iii .See p. . . . 
iii The legenli is [A]X03:N[N-J, and appeara on a copper. piece: Rapso~ (1~8), 75 •. It is curious that if the 

coin is held against a mirror the greater part of the legend runs In the normal dJr~ctlOn. [-N]NEOX[A). 
64 The legends.~.re CTOX::> and 1I::> TOXE[O] and appear on copper pieces: Rapson (190 8),76• 
u Rapson (1908),75,76. . .... 
Ii& The appearance ofa legend that is pro~ably In Greelc [D~~J?)IAEq~ on a~ issue of Dhumaka, the prede

cessor oC Nshapana [see Rapson (1908),64], IS not really an objection to thiS conclUSion, for it may have also come 
from the lands t~ the west of Persia and in !he wake of the Roman legends. as Greek legends Were much more 
common in that region. . 

1 Sewell (1904). 593. • .. . . 
I Warmington. 88-9. for instance. refus.es to Il1ll!ntaln With Sewell. that the Indian traffic grew less' under 

Vespasian. and holds that 'Indian corrunerce .was carned ~>n .unchecked m ~he age betwecn the death of Nero and 
the death of Domitian. He adds, 116, that far from behevmg that ~ decline of tradc took place after the l·eign of 
Nc;ro', he is 'convinced that the trade was more prosperous than ever. 

,3 F. 66: Pa. 
• Sewell (1904), 593-4; Warmington. 3Q· . 
• Even Warmington, 284-5, 301, who holds that ,Rome deliberately exported currency 'in order to create 

in . India a gold and a silver currency of a Roman type has to admit that' the theory caunot hold good for parts 
other than the Tamil country. 



• F 36: Ja; F 4$ : Mkb. 
1'49: Hi. 
F 36 : Ja; }.' 49 : Hi. 

b F 45: Mkb. 
> I' 21 : Mka ;F 92 : Tx:. 
10 F 73: Cv. 
11 I' 8: CoD. 
12 F 6: Pe. 
13 F 85: Mh. . 

75 

16 The weight of the sureWl waareduced from 7'96 gm = lla" .... ; Co "3~ lID == H4'10 fit.; Mattinrly (r988), 
123, 124· 

10 Mattingly (1928), 124. 
18 Mattingly (1928), ras. 
11 Mattingly (1928), 138. 
I. Mattingly (1928), 125. 
1. Mattingly (1928), 138-<). 
'0 Mattingly (1928), 139. 
01 Mattingly (1928), 138-9. 
22 Mattingly (1928), I~S, 
>I F 65: Kk. 
H F80: Mdb. 
,6 F 29: Kp. 
26 F 89: Ga. 
>1 F 90: Na . 
.. F 51: Vk . 
•• F a8 : Koa. 
10 F 86 : Kv ; F 72 : OnT ; F 78 : MI. 
n F 66: Pa. 
U Indeed, no coins are included which were issued between 16-37 A.D. and 119-25 A.D. 
33 Pakli is in region A; Gaiparti and Vinukonda are in region E; the rM fall in regioaF. 
uSee p. above. . 
o. F 82 : To ; F 80 : Md"; F 90: Na. 
n F 65: Kk. 
37 F 86: Kv. 
'8 F 84: Gu. 
s. F 65: Kk. 
uSee p. above • 
., F 86: Kv. 
4, For the rate o( wear see p below. 8. F 84: Gu. 
H Cat 162 : Cor. 
4. Cat 163 : Cor. 
u Cat 165 : Cor. 
" Cat 168 : Cor. 
48 Cat 179 : Cor. 
49 Cat 181 : Cor. 
• 0 See p. above .. 
., Cat 184 : Cor 5a9. and Cat 186 : Cor 53" 
•• See Table in p. 
53 F 82: To .. 
H F80: Mdb • 
•• F 86: Kv. 
b6 F 84: .Gu • 
• 7 F 65 : Kk .. 
88 See pp. above. 
I. F 90: Na. 
10 Aravamuthan (1938), I, a, 8, U-13, .J-", 
81 AravaolUthan (1938), IS. 
IS Aravamuthan (1938), 15. 
h Aravamuthan (1938),41• 
oe Warmington, 54. 
II A few of the finds may be mentioned: they are all of silver. 

Chantenay : 167 yre.: c. 196-17a B.C, to 3J-sg B.C. G. ii. 5-6; M. i. (76). 
Beauvoisin : 11)0 yr •• : c. 217-197 B.C. to a1)-27 B.C. G. ii. 6; M. i. (76). 
Palazzo Canavese: 179 yn. : e. 196-173 B.C. to 18-17 B.C. G. ii. 47; M. i. (76l. 
Bourgeuil : 184 ),1'11. : e. zoo B.C. to 16 B.C. M. i. (76). 

oa The Terranova Pausania find, also. of 8~er: 238 JI'II.: e. 3rd cent. middle, B.C:, to 12 B.C. G. u. 48 
M. i. (16). 

61 The Rheingonheim find: 234 yrs. : c. 174 B.C. to 79-70 A.D. M. i. (77) • 
.. Matti~ly (1928), 139, 186. 
u F 90: Na, from 8 B.C. to 145-61 A.D. 
10 F 51 : Vk, from c. 16-37 A.D. to al0-3 A.D. 
n F 28: Koa, from 3r-29 B.C. to al5 A.D. 
,. F B4: Gu, from 175-6 A.D. to 330 A.D. 
7. F 49: Hi, from 378-<)5 or 408-50 A.D. to 457-74 A.D.; F83: Ma,lrom 40S-50 A.D. to 491-$1' A.D.; 

F ,. : Pu, (rom 408-50 A.D. to 518-27 A.D. 
a F 66: Pa, from 124-103 B.C. to 111)-25 A.D. 
73 F a6: Yea, from 15-12 B.C. to 54-55 A.D. 
15 F 20: Ulb; from a38 A.D. to 450 A.D. 
77 F. 23: At: Cor. 400 ;- F. 44: Mpe : Cor. 552. 
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11 F; 33: Cu: Cor. 394-
" F. 94: Mu: Cor. 47a. 

110 F 10: 00: Cor. 6oa. 
Il F. 54: Nd: Cor. 444-
II F. 56: Wa: Cor. 466. 
II F. 16: Mia: Cor. 502. 
II F. 64: Kob: Cor. 554 a. 
II F. 6: Pe: Cor. 30: F.': CoD6: Cor .... 
II F. 85: Mb: Cor. 153. 
'7 F. 7.3: Cv: Cor: 8a • 

• IS F. 9a: Tx: Cor. la5. . 
Ie The dates of woe of cbeee coiaI lIN Iaere~. '01 ......... $ to lit tbt .... , .... UJi'll iD·&da, 
to F.al: Mka. 
fl Prinsep, (i834), 563-4 • 
.. Court, 559. 
.. Cunningham, (l88g), 18. 
tt Cunningham (1888), al . 
.. F. 24: KI. 
ts F8a: To. 
t! F 36: la. 
" Hoem1e, (1879), ua. 
u F 37: Re. 
~ HoemJe, (r880), 118. 
I HoemJe, (1880), u8. 
• F49: Hi. . 
IF a4: TiT. 
• F 20: UIIJ. 
II F6S: Kk. 
"·F66: PI. 
• See. 
• See. 
10 See. 
n F 51: VIr. 
lJF 89:Ga. 
11 F a8: Koa. 
ItF:MJ: 
" F'2: oDT. 
11 F8I: Up. 
17 Fas: Db. 
I. F84: Gu. 
18 F49: Hi. 
10 F 80: Md6. 
11 F8a: To. 
IIF65:Kk. 
II Cor. aao. 
II Cor. 243. 
16 Cor.128. 
tI Cor. 338. 
It Cor.aga. 
II Cor. 128 • 
.. Cor . 
• 0 F90: N •• 
'1 Fa: No::. 
I. FSo: Md6. 
II F84: G'l
It F86:. Kv . 

. 15 Warmington.4f • 
•• Warmington. 41. 
" Warmington. 41-3. 
" Warmington. 4a. 
18 F 5· :Ky; 1" 3: Po; F / '" : Xc; F 35: Ktc: F 47: Vi: F 76: K~. .. 
10 The number might indeed be much larger. for we do Dol bow bow m~y coiae the KapYIID md the PoU.r..h1 

Inds consisted.of. 
Il Cor. 119-157 . 
.. Cor. [19-la6. 
I'. Cor. 1'43-146 • 

. II Cor. 1Z7-I42. 
15 See p. • lower dowe. 
II F 8a: To; F 60: Y •. 
" F a6: Vea; F S9: Veb • 
... Cor. 119-146. 
It M. i. Intr. 78. 
I. M. ii. (aa). 
II M. i. (78). 
a. M. ii. (a3). 
II M. i. (78) . 
.. F66: Pa. 
iI Far: Mka . 
.. Prinsep (1834), 565. pl. 34; Cunningham (1834), 636. 
It See p. above. I, F 90: Na. . 
'1 That in the nature of things this can be only. rough ~tJlDate must be steadily borne in mind. AlIowanee 

.howd be made for the phenomenon ~f an earlier coin not h~vlDg passed from han~ to hand so freqIJentJy as • later 
. one: the circulation of the former rrught have been slo,!, while that of the latter mIght have been brisk. Examples 
of this phenomenon will be fouod in the linda at KallakiDlU' (F 7.; Klj lad Naodyal (F 90 ; Na) and in ODe of tbv 
Madura finds (F 80; Mdbj. 
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u F90': Na. 
'0 F 10: 00; F 56: Wa; probably F 54: Nd, as well. 
el As in the pieces selected for being deposited in stupas: F 92: Tx. 
II As in the cases in which a denarius was found mingled up in a mass Of punch-marked coins of silve,': He p. 

above. 
I. As in the cases probably of F a3 : At, and F 94: Mu • 
.. F2t: MKa. 
II Cor. 3, 14, 16, ao. 
". Cor. 4. 5. 19. 
IT The Kushan copper pieces found with these coins were 'completely corroded with verdigris' and were 'mostly 

corroded,' but they were still legible enough to permit of their being figured roughly and identified. see Court, 559. 
and Prinsep, (r834). s64. \\-'hiIe the wear that a coin suffers is generally translatable in terms of time. the corrosion 
that it suffers is not so convertible. as the corrosion' of a· cOin is due. not to use. but to disuse aad to factors otheJ' 
than those connected with lapse of time. The conclusion in regard to the date of the immurement of these coins is 
not therefore susceptible of beiDg checked by reference to the ezteDtto which the KushaD copper pieces "have sot 
corroded. . 

., F 74: KI. 
It F 77: Kt; F 67: Sa;· F 47: Vi; F 35: Krc. 

F 5: Ky; F 76: Kg; F 3: Po. 
70 All but F 47: Vi. 
n F 47: Vi. 
TI F67: Sa. 
n WarmingtOn,39. 
,. Warmington, 78-9. 
75 Warmington, 274. 
,. Warmington, a87, citing Chwostow. 
77 F 47: Vi.' 
7& F 35: Krt. 
78 F 5: Ky . 
• 0 F 3: Po. 
n F77: Kt. 
II F 76: Kg. 
81·· It need hardly be added that ic is assumed that other factora. auch as the hardness.of the coine. an identical. 
u F 3: Po. 
15 i Walhouse'. observation. 
10 F 47: Vi. 
67 F 76: Kg . 

.• , Cor. 87.94,98. 
It F. 60: Va. 
to F. 7: Kra. 
11 F. 82: To. 
u F. 26: Vea; F 59: Vei. 
" F 65: Kk. 
u F80: Mdb. 
t6 F 29: Kp. 
18 F 86: Kv. 
" F 72: OnTo 
II F66: Pa. 
II F 36: Ja. 

1 F89: Ga. 
, F 45 : Mkb. 
S Fa: Ne. 
• F78: MI. 
• F 90: Na. 
I F 25: Dh. 
, F a8: K(I/J. 
• F 51: V:.:. 
, Cor. 413. 

10 F so: VI •• 
11 F 71: Fy, 
u. Cor 6. 
lJ Cor 151. 
1. Cor 40 9. 
10 F68: KID. 
uSee p 0 aboY •• 
10 MS. Y. i. aso-i. 
17 F 37: Re. 
1, F 81: Vp. 
19 See p a ahove. 
so F 6S : KsD : Cor. 
n M.v.i. 350 . 
.. F 84: Gu. 
II Cat 167 : Cor .61 • 
.. Cat 169 : Cor .63' 
uSee p c'J above. 
s. See p c'J above. 
S 7 See P 0 above. • 
.. Cor sa9 : Cat 18. : and Cor 534 : Cat 186. 
n F83: Ma. 
I This place, it must be remembered. i. in Mganiatan. 
S This hoard should be attributed not only to region A but also to region. B. C and 0 as well. 
~ This entry include •• number of find, in region. A, B. C and D; They al.e F 14: Ch; F 16. '7: Mid. 

F. IS : Ab; F 18 : Bi and F 13 : Kjb. 
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ao .see. 
n F 14 : Cb : Cor. 503. . 
u F 16 : Mia: Cor 50:1 : F 17 : Mlb : Cor; 505. 
u·F IS : Ab : Cor. So6. 
u F 18 : Bi : Cor. S07. 
15 F 13 : Kjb : Cor. S:I:I. 
IS See next sheet. 
a7 F 27 : CC : Cor 5 .. , 551. 
It F 19 : Mpa : Cor 546-7 ; F 44 : Mpe : Co. 552. 
18 F 48 : Kia: Cor .. 541. 
'0 F 93: Ta : Cor S14. 
61 F : Mda : Cor. Ss6. . 
U F : MdDa : Cor 561·, 583 : F : MdDc : Cor 553 : F : MdDcI : Cor. 554. 
u F 93: Ta : Cor. S14. 
,~ F 14 : Ch : Cor. S03. 
66 F : Kj : Cor 522. 

U F JJ : l1da : Cor 497, 499-50:1, 509-13, SIS-as, 523. 
67 F 53 : Md Db. 

u Sewell, h9"4). b' 
U I have been adeast ~ve ~im~ in M~dura and t e suburbs collecting coil1l, but on no occasion did I succeed 

in procuring any of this species, 10 spite of vigorous search. Nor have my wrrespondenq at Madura been luckier. 
50 H.W. Codrington, 32, 33; . 
51 H.W. Codrington, 33. 
IS H.W. Codri~gton, 33.. . . •. . . 
6 s Wannington, 120, too II of Op1OtOD t~at the CVJdence aeema to contradlct the Idea of. Roman colony holding 

OD in Madura'. .. 
H Mattingly (1928), 2SS. .. . 
u Mattingly (1928), :ISS, cltlOg Milne, (19a6), 43. 
I Cor •• ,2. '. . . 
, The other ailver pieces were the QylOarJUS (a half of the dClllrJusland the Sestertius (a quarter). 
1 S.C., SENATUS CONS1JLTO. and Ex. S.C., EX SENATVS CONSULTO. by order of the Se~te': Cor 73, J 18, . 158 

and 303-8. 
• -Each of them styled himself III VIR; see Cor. II, 12, 14. 
I They issued denarii bearing the legend AD. FRV, 8MV, EX •. s.c., AD FBUMENTUM EMUNDOM, EX SENATVS CONSULTO 

• for the purchase of com, by order of the Senate! . , 
, Cor. 5, 10. '. ' 
1 SulIa. Cor. 7 ; Pompey, Cor. 15. 
I Cor:,. 22. . . 
I For Julius Caesar .. perpe~1 dictator, see Cor. 17, aDd for Mark Antony as ODe of the iii t:iri reipuhh'etU cOlfSti-

'"t7lda", see Cor. 20. .' • 0....... 
1 So, we have DO speclmen',ID brass or copper, of tho or PeysceDDms Niger, who had Dot been recognised by the 

Senate as emperors. . ..'. . 
1 A half and an one-third of the .0bdl1s,-the semtsslS and the trem1SSls-were also in.vogue, but were DOt 

i88ued regularly. th b' " 
• The denomination. were marked M, K, I, I!,- ey emg respectIvely Plecea of 40,20, 10 and 5 DUDUnia. 
1 Cor. I, a, 7. . ' 
'..cor. 3. 
'For instance, Cor. I. . 

• For instance, in Cor. a, • under cover of ~refereDce to an ancestor, the famous C. Serviliua Stnlctus AhaJa, who 
.Iew Spurius Maelius, the ml1~ wh~, by sdpply~?g cheap com to the people, affected the crown, C. Scrveiliua apP!Judl 
·the murder of the second Maeltus, TI.Gracchus •. M.S7. , 

. I They appear also on the obverse, as in Cor. 14. 

, Cor 9· . L Q' Cu' d • I ... __ _ 
' For instance on Cor. I. Q.CVRT IS ",or umtus mua, an M.SIlA IS lot ... qn;Qa 1uJiua SiJanua: thele two 

eollaborated in iss~ing a joint silverc:Oinage.. . . .• 
• fn Cor. 3. Q.TERM. MF is for Qumtus (Mtnuclus) Thermua Marcl FlIiua. 
• For instance,Apollo, Diana and Venus; Cor. 6, 10. 13. 
10 Cor 3, 7. . 
11 Cor. 15. 
1 Cor. 16. 
I For instance, Cor. 34. 
I For instance, Cor. 54, 66. 
• Cor. I. 
s Cor. 362-3 : IVPP1TI!R CVSTOS. 
I Cor . .. 5: IOVI CONSERVATORI. 

'Cor. 10f. 333-5, 349· 
• Cor.6,~. 
10 Cor. 450 .. 
11 Cor. 419. 
IS Cor. 63. 
11 Cor. 20, 479. 
11 Cor. 13, 26. .. 
15 Cor. 434: VENDI GENETlUCI. 
I' Cor. 600_ 
11 Cor .• p8<-9. 
~Jl Cor. H5. 
n Cor. 48J. 
11 Cor. 435, 437· 

.... Cor. 404. 
Ie Cor. 456. 



11 Cer. 245. for instance. 
to Cor. 15. 18,431,45.1. 
n Cor. 17. 398-9o/45a; 
II Cor. 335-6. 350-a. 461. 49J. 
:: Cor. 4, as, 37.44, ;49,473, 5" .. 536, 545· • • 

Cor. 404 i the genius of Lugd1lllUID, Cor. 457 •. -cbat oh'" ROIIIID PeoPle. Cor. 514-"M '. , . 
18 Cor. 183-5. 194-200, al7-2l. a35-(i. 
17 Cor. 367,443,495. 
I. Cor. 56a-3' 
I •• Cor.J.58• 
II Cor. 187-90, a6a-6, 417. 
It Cor. 44. 49, 519. 545. 
USee 
II Cor. 4. 
IT Cor. 549. 555. 
I, Cor. 369. 
II. Cor. 373. 
It Cor.483. 
10 Cor. 393, 396. 
II Cor'~4 •. 
U Cor ..... 
.. Cor. ;~9-37 • 
.. Cor. 437. 
6' Cor. 336-8. 
tI Cor. 433, 431-2. 
IT Cor. 407-8 • 
•• Cor·463. 
u Cor. 536. 
10 Cor. 37. 
11 Cor. 386. ' 
··,Cor. 416 :aESTITVTORI CAWAI. 
uCor.450. 
nCor.6. 
II Cor. 13. 
16 Cor. 411, 537. 
67 Cor. 514. 
as S.C. or Ex. S.C. . 

'19 

19 ,Cor. 40-" i81, 397. , 
n Cor. 166-9,178-80, 38a. 389-90. 397. 480. The tide 'GermaDicua' becuDelaereditlrJ'rorl 'titD •• hniat .... ' 

bome by Caligula, Claudius and NC\I'O. . 
60 Cor. 449~ 474. . 
as Cor. 74-'106, 392, 449, 45a. 
u Cor. 74-100, 391-4. 
83. Cor. 74-100, a91-4. 
It Cor. aI7-37. 
II This was done by employing aciditiODI IUch II' DiYi. P.o. 01 ~ die dead emperor'. DIme .~tbI: 

new emperor".' . 
U for insignia he had standards, trophies. lpearl IDd abield-. 
T~ If. for instance, he retumed from Africa the legend ran ADVBNTUt AUO. APalCAI. 
T6 Numerals were added to indicate bo" often the VOWi bad been paid. 
86 Cor: 65-6~ . 
Sf Cor. 487-8 
13 See pp. 
TO- Cor. 440, 459, 476. 
71 Cor. 68. 
TI Cor. 104-6. 
16 Cor. a09-13 ~ DE GERMANIS ; Gr. a34; DE BRITANN : 
76 Cor. 440. 

Cor·459· 
76 Cor. 566. 
n Cor. 424. 45a. 

Cor . •. 0 • 
.. Cor. 2:,,-21. 
7. Cor. 019-5". 
u Simpulum, lituus, tripod, p'atera ; Cor. a86-90. 
n The consecration was symbolisf!d in types such II the temple. the altar. the etll. carryina the empeNj', loid 

to heaven. the statue of the Divus, or an effigy of the emperor on a quadridga of elephaD ... 
6" Cor. 217~7 .. 
81 Cor .. 68-72. 74-100, 101, 102-3, 104-6. 109-lIa. 118. 119-57. 160. 161'1. 164-5. '71-4. 166-9. 175-6. 177, 

17S-80, 183-5. 194-200. aI7-2I, a3s-6, ass. 270-4. 283-4. 309""12. It ilnoteworth, cbal occuicnllll1. II ill the 
case of Antonia. the relative may be figured on both fac .. of I coila. Cor. al7-al. 

80 Cor. 442. 
86 Cor. 483. 
8T Cor. 42'. 472. 
u Cor .• 65, 478. 
u Cor. 4'2. 
uSee. 
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It Cor. 5.6. 559 : GLORIA ROMANORUII. 
II Cor. 545 : SECVRlTAS RBIPVBLlCAB. 
II Cor. 474: SECVRITATI PI!llP8TVAII. 
u Cor. 533 : BEATA TRANQ"IWTAS. 
It See. 
"Cor.466. 
"'0 Cor. 406. 
t'See 
•• Cor. 530-0. 535. 538-9. 
It See. 
1 Cor. ,,". 
·Cor. 
• Cor. 43. 
6 Cor. 393. 513. 
I Cor. liS. 39. 427. 439. 473. 533. 565. 
• Cor. 398. 45l1. 
, Cor. 446. 450. 534. 
• Cor. See 

'11 Cor. 158.201-4.247-53.496. . 
16 Cor. 54- . 
11 Cor. 45. 68. 501. 530. SlS. 
11 See •. 

. 11 Cor. 16. 
uCor.5. 
u Cor. 392. 
,oM. 
11 Cor. 7. 
II The tyf)e i. that &fTrajlD. HdiCI CID. pIMfQrm, ........ a6en ......... diadaI • __ ..... 

Jeaend • JUrGNA ADSIGNATA.· .• .• • • • • • • eIIPlIiDI itlllf. 
II See. 
at Cor. a:z8-g. 
n Cor. £91-3. 233. 
uCot: 07. 
IT Cor. 40. 34. 463. 53 •• 
18 See. . 
It Cor. 527-8. 
~o Cor. 527. 
11 Cor. 402. 
u Cor. 66, 406. 434-
"Cor.6. 
"Cor.8. 
u Cor. 6. 
II See. 
IY Cor. 537-8. 
II Cor. 20. 479. 
" Cor. 49.1: lNVIcnts • 
.. Cor. 531. 565-'7. 570. 573 • 
• 1 Cor. 565-'7. 570. 573 • 
•• Cor. 563. 
61 See • 
.. See • 
•• Cor. 565. 
as Cor. 592-3 • 
• , Cor. 567. 570, 573-4~ for campi •• 
tv Cor. 5, for instance. 
60 Cor. 18, for instance. 
n Cor. 6, for instance. 
u Cor. 73, for instance. 
u Cor. 424. 
ft Cor. 440, 541-2, 557. 565~ • 
•• See. 
n Cor. 37, 376. 386, 406, 415. 

Th" Cot. 413,447, 458. . tb· but the • .. .... _. tl .-'. . ,. 
e legend may not allude to e JOIItDe1, type II a_aea ., ",_oIC1t IG ...... : fOf iDllIDCt. Dt.i 

tiaD rides on a prancing borae. biI cloak tlYiDa bebiDd (Cor. 371) ; 110 too·HadriaD (Cot. 6")' 
f. Cor. 161-'3. . . 
f9 Cor. 368. 
1 Johnson, 428. 
• Johnson. 431. 
• Johnson, 433. 
• See. 
t See. 
• Cor. 497. SIS. sao-I. 
'Cor. 509. 
• Cor. 50a, SIS. 5U. 
I See. 
10 See. 
11 Cor. 51Z. 
1. Cor. S13. 
tI~ 1. CcIf.-8fI ..... 



.' '!.,NDEX 'TO FIND PLACES • 
Abhrevi.- . Find-place. Find IWaioD 

~ion. Dllmber. 
. • \!l Allahabad .• 15 C 
AI A1llmparai •• 9 F 
Am Arnaravati " z ~c E 
At Athirala 2J 
,S. Damangachi J.t 
Hi Bindachal .. a8 C 
BI Bangalore .. 51 (0' 

Bo Bombay S5 E 
CC Coromandel Coast 21 E, I: 
Ch Chunar 14 C 
CoDa Coimbatore District, 1800, 4 F' 
CoDb Do. 1817. S F 
CoDe Do. 1838• :&2 Jo' 
CoDd Do. 1863· 31 F 
CoD~ "Do. 191a. 15 F 
Cu Cuddapah .. 33 
Cv Chandravalli '" F 
Dh Dharphul •. as E 
Di Dipaldinna .. lib E 
Ga Galparti 89 E 
Gh Ghllnthasala 95 E 
Gu Gumada a. E 
Hi Hidda 49 A 
Iua India 1141 A-F 
Inb India (Office) 41 A-F 
Inc India 46d A-F 
Ja Jaialabad 36 A 
Ka l{alikkanayakanpalai)'IIID 79 F 
Kg Katbanganni 76 F 
Kia Kilakkarai, 1887 48 F 
Kib Do. 1890 58 F 
Kja Kanauj la C 
KJb 00. 13 C 
Kit Karukkakurichi 65 F 
KJ Kallakina .. 74 F 
Koa' Kottayam, 1847 a8 F 
Kob Do. 1897 64 F 
Kp Kaliyamputtur aSl F 
Kra Karur, 1806 7 F 
Krb Do, 1856 30 F 
Krc Do. r8'i8 35 F 
Krtl Do .. 1904- 70 F 
KsD Krishna Dt. 65 E 
'Kt Kotpad 77 E 
'Ku Kulattuppalaiyam 91 F 
Kv Kabu Valley 466 A 
Kv Karivalamvandanallul' 86 F 
Ky Kaniayam ! F 
Mil M>ltaiyadipudur 83 P 
Mh Marnhalam 85 .' Md. ~·fadurll. .alla 39 p 

. 
It. 



.: 
A'bbms:&. ,Find..place. Pind .... 

tion. Dumber. 
Mdb-, Madura. 1889 53" F 
Mde Do. 191' •• .. So F 
MdJ)a Madura Dt., 1889, sa F 
MdDb Do. 1889· , 53 F 
,MdDc Do. 1894· • 61 F 
MdDtI Do. 1894 .. :l F 
'Mia Mirzapur, 183a .,' C 
Mib Do. IS3a" 17 C 
'Mka M.ukym. 1834 :, al A 
Mkb ,Do. 1885" 45 A 
,Ml Mallayapalai,am. •• 
MPd Mahabalipunm,. I:t: :I; F 
MPb, 'Do, ,: F 
Mite, 'Do, 1884 44 F 
Mu Muttra .. 94 C 
MyS' M,Iore Sdt.: .. 43 fI' 
N. NaocIJaI' •• ,e 90 E 
Nd Na,dhara, ., M E 
Ne Nellon: ' •• a 
OnTO Onaole Tk .. , ,. B 
00 Oot8CamUlld ' I~ p, 
Po Pakli ". A 
Pc PeMar ," F 
Po PoUachi 3 F 
Pu ~.,. 

'. II!I 7' F 
Ra :RawaIp;odi I, '~. p A 
Re Ilewah ,,' •• .. 37 
Sa ' Stdibudml . . .. 67 B 
SIB SOuth lad .... ::: f 0 ~-' 33· 

EF 81a 'Do, I, .. .. i: SIb Do. .886 00 , . I SIc DO. 19oa , . 
SId Do. 1931" 88, BP 
Sle Do. , '93 .. 93" BP 
SpT Saidapet Tk. , " 43- F 
Su Surat ' ,', I B 
T. Tanjore " e F 
To Tondamanatham F 
TiT. Ti~ Tk.,1839" 

= 
F 

TiTb "8M,. ... 
Tic Taxila 9a A 
Ula Upper India, ,,8sa II A-I) 
Ulb Do. 1833 30 A-D 
Uk Do. 1889 50 A-I) 
Up Upparipet. ' .. 8. It 
Vea Vellalur, 1841 a6 P 
Veil Do. 189i I; F 
Vee Do. 193a F 
Vi VidiyadurraplU'8lll •• 47 ,K 
VIc Vinukonda ,. •• 51 a 
\Va W~ .. l! ... 
v. Yo-lWIDtpuf •• ... - '. • 

\ 




