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Abstract [1]

“Byzantine monetary affairs during the 8th, 9th, 10th and 1ith
centuries. "

by

Yasiliki Athanassopoulou-Pennas

Candidate for a D.Phil thesis

Wolfson College

Trinity term 1990

The subject for this dissertation is the study of Byzantine
nonetary affairs from the accesion of Leo III  (717) up to the
beginning of Alexius I's reign (1081).

The work is divided into the following mein chapters:

1. Gold Coinage: Teaking into account documentary and fragmentary
nunismatic evidence new chronologies and a few new attributions are
attempted. A thorough survey of the recorded types and a detailed
discussion of the relevant literature is included. References to
iconography. monetary reforms and minting process are made.
II.Silver Coinage: A similar study, including a separate section on
netrology and valuation.

IIT.Copper Coinage: The focus is concentrated in the coinages of
Michael II, Theophilus and the anonymous folles of Class A. VWith
the aid of detailed stylistic analyses, the study of dies and then
the geographical distribution of the sylistic groups, the complex
problem of provincial mints is discussed. The study is supplemented
by four Appendices. Appendices I-III include a descriptive
catalogue of 378 copper coins of Michael II and Theophilus upon
which the stylistic analysis is based. Appendix IV contains
catalogues of hoards and stray finds of Anonymous folles of Cl.A
from Greece. <Yugoslavia, Bulgaria, Romania and Asia Minor.

IY. \Hone_tar} Circulation. A detailed survey of the attested
evidence from all the areas under Byzantine dominion is included.
On the basis of hoards and stray-finds the trends of the
circulation in Greece are described. This study is supplemented by
Appendix V., where a corpus of 122 coin hoards is presented.
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Abstract (2)

The subject of this dissertation 1s the study of the Byzantine
monetary affairs from the accession of Leo III (717-740) to the
beginning of Alexius I's reign (1081). On the basis of the
monetary history the whole period may be sub-divided as follows:

The eighth century was characterized by the decline of urban
life, the recession of monetary and economic affairs and the
dwindling of copper coinage.

The two hundred years 820-1025, which followed, witnessed a
progressive recovery whose cumulative effect by the first quarter
of the eleventh century was great. It is clear from a comparative
study of hoards and site-finds that the volume of the currency
gradually grew and that Byzantine coins penetrated. either via
commercial routes or in the wake of the territorial expansion. into
Asia Minor, the Balkan peninsula, Moldavia. Transylvania. the coast
of the Black Sea and at crossing points of the Danube.

The death of Basil II (1025) marked a turning point in
Byzantine economic history. The Empire accepted a radical change in
its social and economic structure after the landed aristocracy had
gained ascendancy. Wealthy landed proprietors retained 1large
reserves of gold in their treasure-chests. At this very period,
the debasement of the gold Byzantine nomisma and a rise in prices
took place and 1t is obvious that a reform and a revival of the
monetary economy were necessary, namely the drawing up of a
monetary policy in accordance with the requirements of an increased

consumption.
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The aim of this dissertation was to reconstruct the broad
outlines of monetary affairs and trends during the centuries in
question.

The work 1s divided into the following main chapters :

I. A study of the gold coinage: it consistsof three sections.

First there 1s a thorough survey of the recorded types and
chronological problems of the period, spayming from the accession of
Leo III up to the death of Basil II. Taking 1into account the
historical events of each reign and the fragmentary numismatic
evidence, new chronological schemes are proposed. Although
chronological problems largely have been solved some specific
1ssues attract the attention for a further investigation.
Moreover, the wuse of <coinage in interpreting obscure and
controversial documentary evidence is a promising exercise, for it
not only helps to develop a thorough understanding of each period's
attitudes but also proves the validity of the numismatic evidence.

Special references are made to iconography, and minting
process.

Second there is a general survey of the gold coinage from the
second quarter of the eleventh century onwards. This survey 1s
included because a comprehensive outline of the monetary affairs
should be given. The period is characterized by a great wvariety
of each coin type which suggests a complex system of
mint-administration. Unfortunately the lack of gold hoards of the
period from Greece and the fragmentary publication of hoards found
in other countries cannot permit, at the moment. an internal

chronology of the available varieties of each series
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Third there 1s a detailed discussion of the xoxisma telarieroi
introduced by Nicephorus II Phocas in accordance with the fiscal
and economic policy of the first llacedonian emperors.

IT1. A study of the silver colhage.

It contains a survey on the evolution of the axilisréesion
reformed by Leo III. In addition, there are special references to
problems of metrology. valuation of the currency to the gold., and
mint administration. Finally there is a separate piece of work on
the chronological classification Of Theophilus' miligresig . in the
light of a recently found silver hoard, most probably in Asia
Minor, a type. previously attributed to Ilichael III, is actually a
rrligresion of Michael I; this provokes further discussion of the
chronology of Theophilua' silver issues.

III. A study of the copper coinage. It consists of five sections.

First the period trom Leo III to Leo V inclusive is discussed.
In addition to a comprehensive survey of the character of the
copper coinage of this period new chronologies and a few new
attributions are made. in accordance with the gold coinage.

The copper coinage of the Amorian dynasty is examined
separately. The focus concentrates on problems of nmint
attributions. The period 1s characterized by an unequal artistic
execution of the rolles out of which disparity has arisen a
scholarly dispute concerning the operation of provincial mints.
With the aid of detailed stylistic analyses, based on lMetcalf's
method. the study of dies and then ot the geographical distribution
of the wvarious stylistic groups. this complex problem 18 examined.

The study has been supplemented by three Appendices which include a



descriptive catalogue of the 378 copper coins of lichael II and
Theophilus. upon which the stylistic analysis is based. Diagrams
of reverse die-similarities., and histograms of the weight
distributions illustrate the wvarious stylistic groups. Since the
analysis was a laborious project, especially with regard to 1its
final representation, it was necessary to omit many details, albeit
useful. for the sa)e of clarity.

The anonymous folles of Class A are also examined in detail,
using a similar method. Appendix IV contains analytical
descriptive catalogues of hoards and stray finds of this 1issue.
Comparative material from wvarious places in the Balkans including
Greece. and Asia lMinor is presented. As much documentation of the
available material as possible is exposed. At the end of Appendix
IY a provisional chronological scheme of the recorded varieties of
the anonymous rolles of Class A is attempted. This is, as yet, a
tentative but still quite promising classification. The problen
will be the subject of further research undertaken with the

assistance of computer-driver statistical progranme.

;V'J/oﬂelarg circulation:

A detailed survey of the attested evidence from all the areas
under Byzantine dominion is included with special references to
regional peculiarities in accordance with the historical background
of the period. The expansion of the monetary sector was
impressive during the period under consideration. Nevertheless
Byzantine coinage was the only currency which existed 1in

the Balkans and even in nations to the north of the Empire,
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and therefore 1its circulation 1n these areas nust be viewed
differently from the circulation in traditional urban centers of
the empire both 1n Asia Minor and in Greece. The examination of
the attested material was entirely based on this consideration.

The final section of this dissertation concentrates on the
trends of the numismwatic circulation in Greece based on hoards and
stray-finds. A considerable volume of new material is presented
from all over Greece.

The study of the numismatic circulation is supplemented by
Appendix YV where a corpus of 122 coin hoards is presented. They
come from Greece, Yugoslavia, Bulgaria, Romania and Asia linor.
Hoards included in IlMosser's gathering are mentioned only when new

documentation exists. The others are occasionally mentioned 1in

references in the main text.

xK
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GOLD COINAGE:

A. Introduction.

The Byzantine gold so/idus was the main instrument of imperial

economic policy: not only was it an international coin!, but its
fineness and nominal value also remained unchanged from the
Constantinian period until the first half of the eleventh century.
Because of its prestige it was more suitable than the two other
metallic currencies for furthering the interests and dynastic
subitions of the enmperor and its iconography was designed to

promote 1mperial principles.

Whereas in the early Roman empire, coins were used to carry
propaganda 1in support of governement ideas and programmes, from the

fourth century onwards their propaganda content was greatly reduced

and very different in character?. Evidently the Christianization
of the Empire and the incorporation of some Christian symbols in
the established iconography gradually changed the purposes for
which the propaganda was used. For instance the representation of
the angel holding a cross sceptre. which replaced the Roman
victory, emphasised the wvictorious majesty of the Christian

sovereign.

1 C I BrAtianu, Ztudes brsantines d'histoire économique et
soc1ale,1938 esp. 237: C.N.Cipolla, Money FPrices and Civilisation in
the Nediterranean World. Fifth to Seventlhr Century, Princeton, 1956,
13-26.R.S5.Lopez, "The dollar of the middle ages", 6 J&4 11,1951, 209-34.
2. A R Bellinger, "The coins and Byzantine imperial policy", Speculun,
31 1956.70-81; see also for general conclusions, A Grabar .'’'sapereur
dans 1'art byvrantin 1936,155-62.



Bellinger writes!: " There were in fact, two parallel cults: that
2f the church and that of the court, each with its appropriate
ritual. As the 1cons visibly served the one the coins visibly
served the other.. . "

It 13 significant. however. that pure religious figures only
appeared on coins for the first time at the very end of the seventh
century. IDuring the reigh of Heraclius (610-41) the sole Christian
theme was the cross potent on a three-stepped base: the monumental
cross railsed on Golgotha by Theodosius II in 420 and it was only
during Justinian II's first reign (685-95) that this standard type
was replaced by a portrait of Christ. Then too, for the first time
in the history of Byzantine coinage, the emperor's figure was
removed from the obverse, the position of greatest honour, to the

reverse. while the effigy of Jesus Christ was stamped on it.

Breckenridge' 3¢ study of the iconography of Justinian II's coinage
remsins fundemental since he approaches the topic from both
archaeological and numismatic viewpoints. Justinian II's gold
coinage shows also two more remarkable points which actually
require emphasis: firstly the high level of its technical and
artistic style and secondly the omission of the mint indication
OWF and of the officina letter from the reverse of the
Constantinopolitan solids issued during the emperor's second reign
(705-11).

It has been suggested that both these innovations indicate a

1. Ibiden 70

2.J.D. Breckenridge, “The numismatic iconography of Justinian
II" . ANSARZY 144, 1959, 1-104



new policy in the Constantinopolitan nint. connected with an

attempt to revolutionise the minting of gold coinsl. However
there 18 no evidence for this supposition. True, mint-marks were
ocassionally used by Justinian II's successors, but only on coins
of traditional design. carrying the cross potent on the reverse.
In contrast the officins letter continued in use almost up to
Theophilus' reign, but, as we shall see, after Leo III's reign the
sysatem fell into confusion.

In conclusion, Justinian II altered the iconography of the
byzantine solidus, for the first time in a century. removing
elements that had evidently ceased to perform any actual function.
However. it 1s unclear whether this was the beginning of a proposed
reforn of the coinage, which did not proceed, probably because of
his second dethronement.

In 711 the Heraclianh dynasty., whose representatives had ruled
the empire for five generations during the course of a whole
century. ceme to an end. Philippicus Bardanes was proclaimed
emperor (711-3) as a result of a bloody revolt, and Justinian and
his heir Tiberius were nurdered. During the next six years the
emplre saw three violent changes of government, before the

accession of the Isaurian dynasty. The coinage of these short

1. The dropping of SO and the officine letter occurred also on
some Constantinopolitan Zremissis and semissis of the first reign.
due plausibly to the smaller surface of the fractional issues.
Perhaps similar problems of space forced the mint authorities to
omit these indications from the solid: of the second reign since
the new deaign did not leave enough room for them.



reigns' was of the traditional type with the emperor's bust on the

obverse and the cross potent on the reverse?. Its most important
features are as follows: on the reverse of 3some Philippicus's
s0lidi the traditional letter of the officins is accompanied by a
zecond letter B, I' or © whose the meaning i3z unknown. This device
continues to occur until the beginning of the ninth century.

On March 717 Leo, the siraiegus of the Anatolikon theme and
a man of Syrian origin, was crowned emperor bringing the series of
revolts and short reigns to an end. From then until the first
quarter of the eleventh century a more or less regular dynastic

succession was meintained. There were a few short-lived attempts

to usurp power? snd the transitions between dynasties were somevhat
violent but there were 1long periods during which power was
transferred peacefully, due to the practice by which each ruler
reqularly associated his son with him on the throne during his
life-time.

Moreover Leo III's reign opened a new and unusual chapter in
Byvzantine history. since he was the first emperor who promulgated
iconoclazm as the official doctrine of the Empire. From then
enwards a struggle ensued which lasted until 842, with a temporary

break in 787. under the reign of the empress Irene.

1. Philippicus:?11-3; Artemius-Anastasius:713-5; Theodosius III:
715-7.

2 Philippicus iz shown holding a consular symbol, the eagle-headed
sceptre: its last appearance in Byzantine art.

3.1.¢ the usurpation of Artavasdus in July 742. the deposition of
Irene followed by the short reigns of Nicephorus
I1/802-11) Stauracius(811) Michael I(811-3);the usurpation of Leo VY
sgainst Michael I 1in 813: Leo V's murder by the partisans of
Hichael II.



B.From Leo III to Basil II (719-1028): Types aml chronological

suggestions.

Leo I1XIC 25 March 747 - 18 June 741): (Teble I.a)

With respect to its iconography, Leo III's gold coinage falls
into two main groups!:
Class I: adheres to the traditional type with the cross potent

on the reverse and is dated between Leo's accession (717) and his

son's association (72032.

Class II: bears imperial busts on both sides, that is Leo's
bust on the obverse and his son's Constantine on the reverse. This
iconography of the solidus was maintained up to the end of the
iconoclastic conﬁBversy although from Constantine V's reign
({741-775) onwards deceased members of the dynasty gradually began
to appear on the reverse.

Dezpite the fact that the coinage throughout the whole period,

examined here, is characterized by impressionistic portraits,

1.0n the gold coinage of Leo III see A R Bellinger,K "The gold
coinage of Leo III and his successors", A4ASZ¥ ,13,1967,123-6 and
P Grierson in %" 226-30. The iconography of the fractional issues
is similar to that of the solidi, but on the series with
Constantine on the reverse, the young co-emperor 13 depicted
holding a cross potent on globe instead of a glodus cruciger.

2 This first issue, preserving traditional elements of the previous
reigns, may carry an actual portrait of the emperor: 1t has been
noticed that the imperial representations from the beginning of the
7th century show a naturalism and might even be portraits.



details such as the co-emperors' age are 1ndicative 1in
distinguishing sub-types. However, they cannot always be dated
precisely.
Thus Bellinger and Grierson divide Class II into three
sub-types according to Constantine's features while they
distinguish also a third Class: Class III.

Bellinger dates Class II as a whole to the period 720 -
37, but Grieson  proposes the following dates for these three
sub-classes: Class IIa: 720; Class IIb: 720-c.725; Class Ilc:
¢ 725-c.732. Moreover Bellinger dates Class III between 738 and
741 while Grierson identifies two sub-classes (IIIa & IIIb) and
dates them correspondingly to 732-¢ 737 and ¢ 737-741. Grierson's
dating of Constantine's bust on the basis of his gradually maturing
features 1s essentially attractive. However it 1is sometinmes
difficult to attribute a bust to a specific sub-class.

Leo III's coinage presents a number of problems and some of
1ts features hint at an involved system of minting, the details of
which unfof%nately elude us. For instance the three Classes can
be divided into the following four categories on the basis of their
officina - warks: 1.- issues with officines letter at the end of the
reverse inscription (Classes I,IIa and IIb).; 2 - without orfficina
letter at all but sometimes with an abbreviation mark (c) after
the last letter of the reverse inscription ( Class IIc and Class
IITa); 3. - a different officina letter on each side ( Class IIIb).
4 - officina letter only on the obverse ( Class IIIb). On some
1ssues o0of the two last categories the inscription bearing
Constantine's nhame 1s preceded Dby the inexplicable 1initijal
N. which also appears on the obverse inscription of sone

sol1d2 of Constantine's own reaign.



Interpretation of these innovations requires evidence from
several reigns and so must wait. Nonetheless, irregularities in
the officina - marks enable us to draw some preliminary conclusions
about the chronology of Leo III's gold coinage.

Class Ila is dated by Grierson in 720. However he also
notices that the ofricina - letters of this Class are normally much
2maller than the letters of the inscription and inters that they
were inserted after the main desigh of the coin had been cut. He
therefore suggests that the type was originally intended for a
temporary special issue, probably for ceremonial purposes on

Constantine's coronation in which ah officinga letter night be

dispensed with!; and that officins letters were added later when
the 1ssue became permanent. If so, the issue should probably cover
a longer period: 720-5 (?) [in 725 Constantine was seven years
0ld]. Class IIb has then to be moved to the period 725-30.

The most remakable feature of Class IIc is the omission of the
officina letter. which probably results from a reform of minting
procedures<.

Grierson's Class III shows the following features: the
anscription of the reverse has been divided as CON STAN... instead
of CONST AN... for more space is now available in the right half.
Moreover the initial letter of the reverse inscription of Class

IIIb has altered from © into 6. Most officina - letters of

1. 2%, 230.

2. This may have confused the mint workmen causing them to add some
meaningless letters, such as an L or a second !, after the final I
nf Constantine’'s inscription on the reverse; the inscription of
Class II generally reads NCONST ANTINUSH.



Class IIIb occur on Leo's side, that is on the obverse, while there
are specimens with an g¢fficinas letter only on the Constantine's
side and others without any officinas letter at all.

The latter as well as Grierson's Class IITa, which similarly
appears to bear no officins letter, should surely constitute a
single sub-class, succeeding IIc. regardless of the form of the
1nitial letters of their inscriptions. though those with?might be
the earliest examples of the variety being influenced by the
preceding types. Some specimens of this sub-class show a more
mature face of Constantine than others!, with a triangular shape,
very much reminiscent of the next sub-class in the sequence. The
change in Constantine's depiction may plausibly be dated around
738. when he became twenty years old. If so the specimens with
Constantine's face rounded would belong to 733-8 and those with
triangular to 738-741. Then Class IIc would belong to 730-3. The
choice of the year 733 as the starting date of the renovated Class
IIT is conjectural, although it does coincide with
Constantine's first marriage to the daughter of Khazar Khan.

As has been already mentioned the officims letters of Class
IIIb occur merely with the bust of Leo. Grierson interprets this
practice as resulting from the greater space available on this
side. Where a different officina is used on each side of the coin
he suggests that a “"change in practice occurred while the type was
being issued, and during the period when the dies of the two groups
were available, the workmen did not trouble to ensure an exact

correspondence between those which they were using...". He clearly

1 Compare 1n XX P11 no.7a.1 and no.7a.2.
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considers this variety to be transitional. Although this 1is
plausible. certain details suggest a different explanation though
the number of coins considered here is limited. Actually the
change 1in practice proposed by Grierson may have happened in a
different way and after Leo's death: the appearance of an officins
letter on Leo's side could be intended by the mint authorities to
make clear what is presumably now the reverse. Specimens with an
ofricins letter on both sides might represent either the earliest
examples of this new practice, that is before it had become
tamiliar to the workmen. or a stockpiling of dies prior to Leo's
death although it is not clear whether an indication of officina on
the reverse, was introduced again sometime after 838!. However,

there are cases where the final S of Constantine's name has been

altered to a ©°> . This probably implies that some officins marks
had started to be engraved on Constantine's side (reverse) just
before Leo's death.

The next development in this new practice is represented by
the 123ues with an officina letter only on Leo's side and the
initial NI before Constantine's inscription. The two examples of
this device illustrated in DOC3 do bear a more mature face of
constantine which might be that of a twenty-year old. Actually

Constantine was about twenty-three years old when his father died

during the summer of 7414

1. No officing - letters appear on specimens of our Class IIIa.
2 M 7d.

3716 .2

4 About Leo III's death see XX 225.
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In conclusion to this section on Leo III's gold coinage, I
suggest that all the 1ssues with an offzicine mark on Leo's side may
belong to Constantine's own reign!

However., new material, especially from hoards, should shed
further light on the problem. The Liopesi hoard?, is not a great

help since there 1is no detailed publication of the coins

themselves’ and the reason for its concealment is difficult to be

determine. The latest issues of the Liopesi hoard (668-741) are of

our Class IIIb*. The Lagbe hoard. which covers a period of about a

century, contains only three issues of Leo III. They are all of our
Class IIIbS.

Artavasdus (July 742- November 743):

As has been already mentioned, after Leo III's death the
throne was occupied by his son Constantine V. A vyear later
Artavasdus, Constantine's brother-in-law, an 1image-worshipper,

seized the throne for more than one year (July ?742-November 743).

1.5ee below.

2.5.Vryonis, "An Attic hoard" of Byzantine gold coins (668-741) from
the Thomas Whittemore Collection and the numismatic evidqu? “?E
the urban history of Byzantium" Zbornik Fadove Vissntoloskog. 8.1956
/= Mélanges Georges Ostrogorsky I} 291-300.

3.Moreover their indentification among the coins of DOC, where it
has been incorpotated, is suspect owing to inadequate labelling:
Y, la.

4 DOC. 7.1 & 7f.2

5. E T Newell.* The Byzantine hoard of Lagbe". 4NSAAYY 105,

1945, 7-8 nos.1-3.
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Artavasdus' coins are amongst the rarest in the Byzantine

series though several types were issued during his short reign'
These may be divided into three classes:
Class I (742): It bears Artavasdus' bust on the obverse

holding the patriarchal cross. The reverse seems to have been

nodelled on that of the reformed 27’isresiox except that there is
the mint mark CORWY in the exergue, retained from the traditional
s011d1 of the 6th and 7th centuries. Because of this, it was once
supposed that the earliest reformed m7Zzisresis were those struck by
Artavasdus. Why Artavesdus adopted a pattern which is now generally
connected with the iconoclastic policies of Leo III for his solidus
15 uncertain. Perhaps the coins were minted in haste after the
success of his rebellion. A new design would have taken time to
devise, while this of the reformed ailZigresiom roughly adhered to
the traditional pattern of the solidus of the 7th century
ensuring continuity.

However, that the emperor should hold the patriarchal cross
before his breast on the obverse is surely deliberate, signifying

that the cross of Christ, which had protected the Empire againsat

t1.L.Laffranchi,“I1 solido di Artavasdo nel medagliere reale di
Torino", Mwmismatica.2.1936,85-7; A Boyce,"A solidus of Artavasdus,
ANSIW 5,1952,80-102; D.M.O'Hara, "Another solidus of Artavasdus”,
Colns of the World, D.J.Crowther,5,61967, 2-3.

2 1.2 the Cross potent accompanied by the inscription

ThSUSARISTUSHIXA.



the Arabs 1in 717, would continue to protect the new emperor from
his domestic and foreign enemies!.

Class II: On the reverse the bust of Nicephorus, Artavasdus' son,
is depicted. Both emperors hold the patriarchal cross before their
breasts in their right hands.

Class III:. It also bears the busts of the emperors on each side but
they hold the globus cruciger in the right hand and the &Xaktig in
left. Nicephorus wears lozenge patterned Jorss.

Artavasdus' coinage raises two particular problems.

Firatly. though few examples survive, it is remarkable that
three distinct types of solidws should be issued in a reign of only
fifteen months. It nust be wondered why a second type of solidus
was introduced during the first year of the joint reign of
Artavasdus and Nicephorus.

Secondly, the sequence of Classes II and III is not clear?.

The existence of a semisses , variation of Class III3, night Dbe

indicative for the sequence of the two Classes, implying a

1.C. Horrisson, SAF 478 and Breckenridge gp. cifZ.n.5,100-2. Actually
Artavasdus' religious convictions seem to have produced no real
change in the coinage which continued to extol the Christian
virtues of the sovereign. nor does the theology of iconoclasm seen
to have influenced it as generally has been alleged;for this see
A R.Bellinger,op. citn 2,72,

2 Grierson considers Class II earlier than Class III; he describes
Hicephorus' bust on Class II as beardless, but this is not entirely
clear.

3.24% no.(5),on this fractional issue Nicephorus holds the cross
potent on a globe instead of globus cruciger.
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precedence for Class III since the fractional gold denominations
have been considered as having a ceremonial character., and being
133ued wusually on the proclamation of a co-emperor. True the
patriarchal cross of Class II shows a closer relation with
Artavasdus’' Class I. Probably Class III constitutes a hasty issue
for the coronation of Nicephorus while Class II may reflect a

second step aiming at a more permanent and careful issue.

Constantine V (741-775)_: (Table I.b)

On 2 November 743 the legal emperor, Constantine V entered the
capital after a brief siege and the civil war ended with the cruel
punishment of Artavasdus, his two sons and some of his supporters.

Constantine's coinage is divided generally into two classes :
that of his own reign and that of his period of co-rule with his
son Leo IY. We have already argued above that solidz with officins
marks on Leo's side, which are attributed to Leo's reign, could in
fact belong to that of Constantine soon after his father's death.
If so. the coinage is divided into three Classes:

Class I = Leo's Class IIIb.
Class II: 1t depicts on each side Constantine ¥V and Leo III
respectively holding the cross potent on a base in their right
hands and the &k&kis in their left. they are both dressed in the
same way wearing a chlamys.
Class IXII: The obverse shows Constantine V¥ and his son Leo, who

was proclaimed co-emperor in 751, while the reverse carries a
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redesigned bust of Leo III'. The obverse inscription, with the word
nEOS after Leo's name is an innovation. Apparently this issue is
dated from 751 to Constantine ¥'s death in 776.

There has been considerable debate as to whether the side with
Leo's bust in Class II should be regarded as the obverse or the
reverse of the seolidus However it is now generally accepted that
the bust of Constantine occupies the obverse?.

The inscription on the reverse with Leo's name is sometimes
followed by an officins letter on what appears to be early issues
nf the type. Once again Constantine's name is sometimes followed by
NC or OC or is preceded by a B or I’ These are presumably control
warks. though their meaning is uncertain. Bendall has noticed an

instance where the final letter of Constantine's name ,S5, has been

recut over OC3. Though perhaps of 1little significance this
alteration implies that coins with an inscription followed Dby

control marks are early in the sequence.

1. Grierson on the basis of Leo IV's features distinguishes two
sub-classes: IIla (751-c.757): the bust of Leo IV is small and
childish: IIIb (c.757-775): Leo's bust is larger and more mature.
D" 300-1; there is also a sewmissis from the joint reign of
Constantine ¥ and Leo IV.

2 P.Grierson in &% , regarded the side with Leo's buat as the
obverze: but recently he has revised this theory and now accepts
that Constantine occupies the obverse; see P.Grierson, Byrantine
coins. Berkeley and Los Angeles, 1982, 157

3. 5. Bendall * Constantine V, an altered solidus-die", Nire 85,
1977, 304.
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In view of our suggestion that Leo III's Class IIIb might belong
to Constantine's own reign, a question arises as whether it would
constitute his only issue, for the period before Artavasdus’
rebellion ( 17 June 741- July 742). Consequently it is not clear
when Constantine's Class II was introduced. There are two
possibilities:

a.- Class II may have been introduced during the winter
741/Z2, but Artavasdus' rebellion should have caused its
interruption. If so0, Class I (= Leo's Class IIIb) might have
covered the previous period soon after Leo's death in July of
741. The practice of alterating Leo's coinage to Constantine's 1s
rather peculiar but it actually fits in with the enperor's
niserable financial activities, as described at least by
contemporary writers!l.

b.- Class II may belong to the period from 743 onwards, that is
after the defeat of Artavasdus. If so, Class I ., would cover the
whole period from Leo III's death up to the rebellion of
Artavasdus.

Two solidi which show Constantine's face apparently without
moustache or beard’ as well as a rare semissis seem to decide the
problem. The latter 1s a variation of Class II., where Constantine
15 depicted with moustache and beard holding a cross potent on
globe It has Dbeen suggested that this SERISSIS Was

probably issued on Constantine’s accession in 741. But in view of

1. %% 291 and esp.n. 8.

2 v 1b P1.VIII: F/A 378.no.1, P1.XLIII 22

3. The heavy line of the chin. might be an attempt to depict a
3lightly bearded face.
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Constantine's features, as they are represented on the two so0l2d:
nentioned above. it might be of a later date. It seems high
likely that this rather ceremonial denomination was issued on the
occasion of the emperor's final victory and his entry 1into
Constantinople on 2 November 743. If so the two solid: under
consideration imply that the introduction of Class II should be
dated before Artavasdus' usurpation.

The Lagbe hoard includes eight specimens of Constantine V's
Class II. All are of the type with moustache although some of those
belong to an early period. when control marks were engraved after
Constantine's name. On the contrary there are three specimens of
Class 1I. Although this evidence 18 very patchy one cannot
preclude the thought that the collection of the hoard could have
started when Constantine was 1in Asia INinor. in which case Class I
could represent ‘“emergency" money used for the needs of

constantine's troops.

Leo IV:(775-80)

During the brief reign of Leo IV two types of sclid7 were struck.
The obverse of Class I carries the busts of Leo IV and his son
Constantine YI, who was crowned co-ruler in 776, and the reverse
the busts of Leo III and Constantine Y. Class II bears the same
effigies but on the obverse the two emperors are seated on

lyre-backed throne. The change of type probably followed a major

victory over the Arabs in 778!,

1. Theophanes (ed. de Boor) 453.
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A remarkable feature of the coins of the time 13 the depiction
of members of the imperial family from four different generations,
each accompanied by an inscription. Thus the effigies of Leo IY and
Constantine VI are entitled "Leo the son and grandson, Constantine
Junior" ( LEUnVSSESSONM OnSTAnTInOS0RERS), while the busts of Leo III
and Constantine ¥ “Leo grandfather, Constantine father"(ZZtnf4F’
NS TARTINOSEATHR) L.

Again there has been debate as to whether the side of the coin
with Leo IV and Constantine VI should be considered the obverse or
the reverse’. However it is now generally accepted that living
emperors are represented on the obverse. Moreover in the case of

Class II the two seated emperors should occupy the obverse, the

side of (greatest honour, for specific reasons®: the two seated
figures may be derived from a historical event after the victory of
the Pyzantines over the Arabs in 776 when according to Theophanes
" the two emperors showed themselves seated side by side to the

crowd . "

1.A.Yeglery, (.2Zacos, "Enigmatic inscriptions on Byzantine
coins", Aire, 63,1955,109-11; 2574 "New light of the solidus of
Leo IV", Airc. 69, 1961,30-1. These scholars corrected the word
ESSON to read EGGON, an obvious abbreviation of the Greek
eggonos(=grandson). & new sglidus with the word eggon proves the
validity of their reading; see also §S.Maslev,"0 nekotorykh
voprosakh, svyazannikh s vizantiiskimi pamyatnimi monetami”,
PV, 16,1961,236-8; see also XX 326.

2. Veglery and Zacos have suggested that Leo IV assigned the obverse
of his solidi to his ancestors for dynastic reasons.

3. A R.Bellinger, gp ¢zt n.9,125: C lorrisson, F¥F 484
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anstantine VI Irene (780-797): (Table II a)

In September 780 Leo IV died at the age of thirty-one and his
son Constantine VI was crowned emperor. He was only ten years old
and his mother. the mighty Irene of Athens, acted as regent for her
son.

Constantine VI's gold coinage is of two main classes; the first
i3 divided into two sub-classes
Class Ia: The obverse bears on the left the bust of Constantine
beardless, holding a glodbus cruciger in his right hand, and on the
right the bust of the queen-mother., holding a globus cruciger and a
cross sceptre i1n her right and left hand respectively. The reverse
represents Constantine VI's ancestors, Leo III, Constantine V¥ and
Leo IY. The inscription commences on the reverse with the name of
Constantine followed by some letters which are not always
legiblel,
Class Ib: It is similar to Class Ia , but Irene holds only a cross
sceptre in her left hand. Constantine's name is transferred to the
obverse
Class II:. An important innovation occurs on coins of this Class:
the ancestors’' busts are banished from the reverse and so each side
of the wsolidus, bears the imperial busts of Constantine VI and

Irene correspondigly.

1. For the interpretation of the different letters following
Constantine's name see A R Bellinger, b "The end of the Isaurians".
ANSIH 13,1967, 128; see also for some other interpretations
KK 338
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The relationship between the various types and the main events

of the reign 1s disputed and consequently scholars disagree over

their chronology.

Grierson dates Class Ia to 780-90, when the queen- mother
probably held power as quardian of the very young Constantine. He
then places Class Ib in 790-2, when it is known that her power was
declining!. Finally he dates Class II to the years between
Irene's return to power and Constantine's eventual deposition and
blinding: 792-7¢. He actually considers the side with Irene on it
a3 the obverse of Class II.

Bellinger's chronology is roughly the same, except for his
dating of Class Ib to 780-90 and of Class Ia to 790%. A similar
arrangement has been proposed by Misiou, though she dates Class Ib
to 780-7 and Class Ia to 787-90 and, finally she dates Class II to
7904,

1.In the autumn of 790 Irene demanded an oath of allegiance from
the army with a clause in which it swore not to accept Constantine
as ruler for as long as she was alive. The army of the Armeniac
theme refused and a little later the other troops. who had first
agreed, reversed their decision. Constantine was declared sole
emperor and on November the 10th Irene was temporarily deposed.

2. For Grierson's chronology see X% 337-9.

3. A.R.Bellinger,op. c22.n.41,130-1. He connects Class Ia with the
events of 790, when Irene took vigorous measures against her son.
However, Class Ia is quite common and must have lasted for longer
than two years.

4 A Microv, "Stadia pacthetas Kwvetavrivov Zv kar Elpnwne kar Ta vopopata Touc
Larrana 1,1981,141-56.
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Morrisson, however, has proposed a quite different schene
retaining Class Ia in 780-90 but shifting Class Ib to 790-7.
lHoreover she connects Class II with the period between January

and September 790, during which Irene persuaded the troops to not

recognize Constantine as effective emperor during her lifetimel
In November of 787 a Synod took place in the imperial palace

of llagnaura, at which Constantine VI and his mother Irene presided.

They ratified the resolutions of the Synod and signed its

proceedings. The two co-emperors were acclaimed by those present

as "New Constantine and Helene'. Irene was called Christoforos?
while at the very end of the Synod the participants received
different gifts from the two emperors. This important event might
have eventually promoted the issue of Class II.

Actually Claas II shows a technical superiority to Classes Ia
& Ib., the more refined modelling, the higher relief and the
increased clarity of the inscriptions constitute a definite
advance. The letters which on Classes Ia & Ib are misspelt and
nisundreatood can now be deciphered on both sides, though there are
still spelling mistakes (.. & IRINI AGOVYSTI). Thus Class II could
be considered as an elaborate issue minting on the occasion of an

important event and in order to publicise it.

1. ZNF 1.490. lMorrisson argues there that the removal of
Constantine's ancestors may have occurred in January - September
790. when Irene took the measures against her son described
above.19 n.1; when Constantine returned to power he restored them
to their former position, at the same time abandoning the ¢glodus
cruciger held by his mother on the early issues.

9 . Theophanes (ed.Bonn)
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The officing marks of this Class are engraved on Constantine's
inscription although there are specimens without any officins
letter. This practice probably indicates that Constantine's side
was the reverse. Presumably Irene, the moving spirit of the Synod
and the restoration of the icons had occupied the side of the
greatest honour.

The chronological frame of Class II might be defined between
787 and 792, when Irene, after a year's removal from the throne,
was once again crowned co-ruler. Specimens without an officins
letter on Constantine's side might be then dated from 10 November
790 to 15 January 792. Their disappearance here night intend to
enphasise Constantine's solitary confinement, after his mother's
banishment to the Palace of Elephtherios.

In view of our suggestion about the chronology of Class II.
Class Ia might cover the period from 792 to 797. while Ib from 780
to 787,

Class Ia shows Irene bearing the same insignial! as Class II
and therefore might follow in the sequence. The unusual practice of
placing Constantine's name on the reverse, the less important side
of the coin, probably illustrates Constantine's repentance to his
mother and his complete obedience to her, as well as the public
acceptance which  Irene's  resettlement received. However,
Constantine's Iconoclastic anceators appeared again on the reverse.

Class Ib, the earliest class, according to our chronological
scheme, depicts Irene wvithout the symbol of the imperial

dominion, the glodus cruciger, while Constantine's name appears

1 See X% 139 Actually the cross sceptre was first introduced
in the 1conography of the coins by Irene.
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on the obverse. This probably reflects a decision of the mnint

authorities deriving from the rather restrained acceptance

accorded the coronation of a woman as co-ruler!. lMoreover, the
silver ailiaresion, which was apparently issued at the very
beginning of the reign, on the coronation of the two co-rulers,
bhears Constantine's name first.

In August 797 the ambitious Ireme (797-802) had achieved her
aim: she was now the sole ruler of the Byzantine Empire while her
blinded son was exiled to Principo, where he died some years later.

The coinage of Irene's reign is the most remarkable in
Byzantine monetary history. Her own bust occupies both sides of
the s¢lidus and she is given the title of DASILISSH. Her name is
now spelt EIPINH and she again holds a cross sceptre in her left
hand and a globus cruciger in her right. The reverse inscription is
regularly followed by control or sfficina letters?

In October 802 Irene was desposed and exiled to the island of
Lesbos. where she died a year later. The new emperor, Nicephorus I
802-11) a former minister of finance, tried to reform the Empire's
financial administration, adopting many shrewd and significant
measures to which Theophanes refers abusively as the “teh misdseds"

of the emperor Nicephorus®

1. Theophanes writes with a restrained adwiration:"£Xwmn 4 evocbeorary..
T o0 Beoter TRV MARAERY éyyamierar”

2.0n the so0lidz of the previous period Irene's name is misspelt
IRINI. The recorded officins letters are either a ©, or an X, or a
curious 0.

3.P E Niavis, 7he Keign of lhe Bysantine Emperor Nicephorus I (Al
§02-841), Athens, 1987, 91-110.



The coinage of the reign falls into two periods, that of
Nicephorus alone (802-3)= Class I, and that of the co-reign with
his son Stauracius (803-1)= Class II.

Class I. The obverse depicts Nicephorus holding in his right
hand a cross potent on base and the aiaiis in his left. The reverse
i3 modelled on the type of azrliaresion showing a cross potent on
steps accompanied by the inscription ZFSTS XXRISTUS nlUA accompanied
by an officina letter! .

Class II: The obverse depicts a similar bust of Nicephorus,
vhile the effigy of the co-emperor on the reverse is depicted
holding in his right hand a glodus cruciger and in his left the
akakia. The inscription calls him despotes? .

Stauracius succeeded his father to the throne after the latter
was Killed in a battle in Bulgaria, but his reign lasted only a few
months and no coins seem to have been issued. Stauracius’
brother-in-law, the courgpalates lichael 1 Rangabes, was crowned
emperor on 2 October 811, after a coup 4’ #is¢, while the deposed
emperor withdrew to a monastery and died three months later, having
been wounded in the same battle in which his father died.

There are no coins from the period when Michael I (811-3) ruled
alone (October-December 811). The coinage of the joint reign with
his son Theophylact is similar to that of Nicephorus and

Stauracius.

1. The recorded ofrficins letters are X or O.
2 The recorded pfficins letters are E,0.X.



In 813 Michsel I was deposed and Leo ¥ (813-20) the Armenian cane
to the throne.

Leo V's gold coinage falls into two classes:

Class I: It carries the emperor's bust on both sides; on the
obverse he holds a cross potent in his right hand and the steaiis in
his left, while on the reverse a glodus cruciger. The obverse
inscription names him as 2wsileus while the reverse as despotes .,
8 title normally given to the co-emperor. The o&ffIcins marks are
replaced by a star. Class II: It is struck in the names of Leo VY
and his son Constantine who was crowned co-emperor on Christmas day
913 and follows the pattern of Nicephorus I's coinage. Officins
narks appeared again on the reverse.

Leo ¥'s reign ended on Christmas day 820, when he was murdered
by the supporters of lichael the Amorian (820-9) who was actually
crowned emperor the same day.

Michael II continued to issue gold coins on almost the same
pattern as his predecessors. These are also divided into two
classes:

Class I: At the very beginning of his reign both sides of solid:
show the emperor's bust but the dress and insignia differ; on the
obverse he wears a chlamys and holds a cross potent in his right
hand and the &iatia 1in his left, while on the reverse he wears the
loros and holds respectively a globus crucigér and a cross
sceptre. He 1is entitled J2asileus on both sides, while a
s1x-pointed star precedes the obverse inscription .

Class II: IMichael's bust on the reverse has been replaced by his
son's. Theophilus. who was crowned co-emperor in May 821. He is

naned despotes .
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Hichael II's gold coinage shows a gradual process of technical
improvement and a tendency towards greater elaboration though the

portraits of the emperors remain impressionistic and stylised., 1in

the Isaurian tradition.

X Kk % k %k X Xk % X
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Theophilus (829-42): Teble IIb

Theophilus' reign begins a new era in the history of Byzantine
coinage for, although he revived the Isaurian custom of placing the
lwage of his father on the coins, his issues differ markedly 1in
general appearance from those of the beginming of the eighth
century They fall into five main classes:

Class I: On the obverse Theophilus is depicted wearing the Zoros
and holding the globus cruciger and cross sceptre. On the reverse
there is a patriarchal cross on three steps accompanied by the
inscription CVRIZDOFERTOSODOVION

Class II: The obverse bears Theophilus' cloaked bust holding the
patriarchal cross in his right hand and the ai&tis in his left. The
reverse shows the cloaked bust of his son Constantine entitled
0€IMOTIS  nolding a patriarchal cross on a globe in his right
hand and a cross sceptre in the left.

Class III: On the obverse Theophilus is presented as on Class Il
while on the reverse his father lichael II and his son Constantine
are depicted. both cloaked.

Class IV: This Class is an extremely rare issue depicting five
menbers of the imperial family. llore precisely on the obverse there
are .in the centre, the cloaked bust of Theophilus. to his right
the bust of his daughter Thecla and to his left the bust of his
wife Theodora, both wearing the Zoros On the reverse there are
the busts of the emperor's two other daughters. Anna and Anastasia,
dressed similarly.

Class ¥: On the obverse Theophilus is shown as on Classes II and
IIT while on the reverse Theophilus' son Michael ., wearing the
loros and holding the globus cruciger in his right hand and a cross

aceptre 1n the left.
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The letters E X.L.o.and A are recorded as the so-called
off1cing warks. Normally they appeared on the reverse, but on some
specimens of Class III they are engraved on the obverse, while

Class IY and a rare specimen of Class III have no letter at all: on

Class V they appeared on both sides!.
The chronology of Theophilus' gold coinage raises many

problems, partly because the literary sources are scanty and often
contradictory? and partly because there are few hoards.

Dikigoropoulos® proposes that Classes II, V, and IV are
ceremonial issues and gives the following chronological scheme:
Class III. Subatantive issue from 829 to 834/5; Class II:. special
1s3ue for Constantine's coronation on 5 June 830; Class 1I.
substantive issue from 834/5 to 842; Class IV: special issue,
perhaps struck either for a victory celebration in 837 or for the
birth of Michael III in 838, Class V: special issue for Michael

III's coronation as co-emperor on 1st September 838.

1. It is difficult to verify if those letters still functioned any
nore as an officina indication. Probably, from the ninth century
onwards it is preferable to call them control marks, although it
is not possible to trace the system of this control. Perhaps
Michael II's attempt to reform the coinage (see below under the
section on the copper coinage) resulted in a change in the function
of these letters; a question arises as to whether they could
represent the initials of the die-sinkers. However, they night be
meaningless letters, since they no longer performed their original
role.

2. Symeon the Logothete, the 'Pseudo-Symeon’'., Joseph Genesius,
Theophanes C(ontinuates De Ceremoniis etc .

3.A.I.Dikigoropoulos, "The Constantinopolitan solidi of
Theophilus”, XF 18,1964, 353-61.



Morrisson! follows Dikigoropoulos' identification of the
ceremonial issues and proposes a similar chronology: Class III:
from 829 to April 835; Class II: special issue in 830?; Class I:
from 835 to 642; Class IV: special issue from 838 to 840; Class V:

special issue in 842 on Michael III's coronation as co-emperor.

Grierson® in his turn, alleges that only Class IV could be

ceremonial and interprets the rarity of some types as due to their

being struck for only a very short period3. Grierson's
chronology is as follows: Class I: from 829 to 830/1; Class II. in
B30 or 831; Class III. from 830/1 to 840; Class IV:. late 830s;
Class V¥, from 840 to 842.

Both Bellinger! and Treadgold5, without resorting to the
hypothesis of ceremonial issues, give the following chronological
schemes respectively:. Class 1:829-31. 829-33. Class II: 832; 834-5.
Class III: 833-7; 835-40. Class IV: 838; 833. Class V. 839-42;
640-2.

1. SAF 515,

2 % 407-16; P.Grierson, Bysaniine Coins, Berkley and Los
Angeles, 1982, ;here he suggests that there are two,or perhaps three
groups of ceremonial solidi

3.9imilarly the issues from the eighteen-month co-rule of
Theophilus and lichael III are very rare. Grierson believes that
this is due to unusual overstriking of solids of the first month of
Michael III's own reigh, see also G.Ostrogorsky and E. Stein, "Die
Kronungsordrnungen des Zeremonienbuches", Byrantion.?7,1932,228.

4 A R Bellinger,L "The emperor Theophilus and the Lagbe hoard",
Feryius, 8,1944,102-6.

5. W.T. Treadgold, "The marriage of the emperor Theophilus",ckZS 16,
1975, 340-1; lden. The  Byvzantine Kevival. 780-842 Stanford,
California 1988, 284



A survey of the arguments used by the above scholars in dating
the various issues may be summarized as follows:

a.- Dikigoropoulos considers Class III to be the first issue
of the reign on the basis of two factors. Firstly he demonstrates
that the cloaked bust of Theophilus on this Class is very nuch
reminiscent of that on his pre-reformed 7foZlss dated during the
first half of 830s. lMoreover he concludes that the series
lasted up to the death of Constantine. in 834/5, a year or more
before his sister lMaria's marriage to Alexius Mousele. We shall,
however, come back to the date of Constantine's death. lNMorrisson
concurs, but the rest of the above mentioned scholars consider
Class I as the earliest issue of the reign. However, their views
about the duration of C(Class I differ, mainly due to their
disagreenent about the starting day of the next series.

b.Class II has been classified second in the sequence by all
scholars but Treadgold . However there is a long debate about the
dates of Constantine's birth and death and consequently about the
start and end of the issue. By placing Class III first in the

sequence Dikigoropoulos and lMorrisson accept the view that he

was already born in 829'; according to  their chronological

acheme Class II was a special issue on Constantine's coronation as

co-emperor in 8302, Grierson on the basis of numismatic arguments

assumes that Class II represents a very short issue lastbnﬁ for

1.J.B.Bury. AHisiory of the ZfLastern FKomsn Zapire 1912,465-7: he
places Constantine's birth in 829-30, and his death before 831,
based on Constantine Porphyrogenitus' remarks [ /De Ceremoniis)
{(ed.Bonn) . 645].

2. For Constantine's coronation see also G. Ostrogorsky, E.Stein
“Die Kronungsordnungen" ,b228: they proposed that Constantine would
have been crowned on 25 December 829.
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only a few weeks!, either in 830 or 831, when he also dates
Constantine's death. Bellinger? dates Class II in 832, the year
which according to his scheme, Constantine was born. Finally,
Treadgold, adopting a chronological scheme based merely on the
evidence given by Symeon the Logothete places Constantine's birth
in 834 and his death i1n 835 and dates the series correspondingly’.
He classifies it third in the sequence of Theophilus' coinage.

c. The above suggestions about Constantine's birth and death have

obviously resulted wn some debate on the chronology of Class III

1. /0%, 412. (Grierson has noted that the period from Oct.829
(Theophilus'accession) to Dec.829 or even to June 830(Constantine's
coronation) is too short for the issue of Class I. However he
accepts the view that Constantine was already dead when in 831 a
triunphal procession took place in Constantinople on the occasion
of a great victory over the Arabs.

2.For a similar date of Constantine's birth see E.W. Brooks," The
marriage of the emperor Theophilus", A2 10,1901, 540-5; he places
his birth in 832.

3. The same date is given also by Dikigoropoulos. This date is based
on the assumption that the passage of Constantinus Porphyrogenitus,
which speaks of a Caesar riding side by side with Theophilus in his
triumphal procession, must refer to the celebrations of 837 rather
than 831, since it concerns Alexius IMousele, Theophilus'
son-in-law, the death of Constantine might be in 834/5, a vyear or
nore before the marriage of IMaria to Alexius. For a recent
rejection of this suggestion see C.lMango, "On re-reading the 1life
of 5t Gregory the Decapolite"; according to him the description of
Porphyrogenitus refers to the triumph of 831, so Constantine may
have died before 831 loreover he suggests that Maria's betrothal,
a3 well as the granting of the title of Caesar to Alexius. probably
occured simultaneously in 831. For Maria's birth and marriage see
also, J. B. Bury, and W.T Treadgold, op. czi¢ ; the latter dates her
birth 1n 835 and her betrothal in 836
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Moreover, some scholar considered that this type was issued during
Constantine's lifetime. Thus the problem becomes even more
complicated since Class III has to be accommodated among the
recorded events of the period. Teking this into consideration.
Dikigoropoulos and lorrisson put the issue first in the sequence,as
has been already mentioned. Bellinger in his turn suggested that
ilass III might be dated in the years 833-7. considering the latter
as the possible date of Constantine's death. It was Grierson., who
first suggested that the issue must in fact represent a memorial

colnage, analogous to that struck under the Isaurians, and

Constantine must have been dead when it began!. Consequently he
dated Class III from 830 or 831 to 840. Treadgold followed the same
view and consequently dated it from 835% to 840.

d. Class IV is dated normally after lfaria's death 1in

the late 830s° and before Michael III's Dbirth. Treadgold

however dates the Class in 833, that is before Constantine's and

Maria's Dbirth according to his theory!.

1. %% 409 and n. 1:2.

2.5ee above, 30 n.3.

3. Dikigoropoulos, gp. ¢zt see also WX, 415, laria's death has also
been discussed by the scholars. It is dated in 832 by the
Pseudo-Syneon (Symeon llag..ed.Bonn,b630), but most scholars reject
this view, stressing that the dates in this text are pure
invention.

4 W.T. Treadgold, " The marriage",333. Wroth in 58 has put Class IV
first in the sequence of Theophilus' coinage based on Theophanes
Continuatus' statement that Ifaria was the youngest daughter of
Theophilus " macidv v éoxatv". Bury and Brooks assumed that the
statenent is mistaken and that Maria was actually the eldest and
died before the issue of Class IV, Bury dates the issue from 838 to
839.



d. The dates of Michael III's birth and coronation have also been
the focus of a consi‘é’rable debate. Dikigoropoulos dates type V in
September 838, arguing that Michael was born in late July 838 and

crowned on the first Sunday in September of the sawme vyear.

However, after a thorough study of the literary sources, lMango! has
proved that Michael was born in January 840, and he suggests that
his coronation may have taken place sround September 840. Following
this scheme, Grierson and Treadgold date Class V from 840 to 842,
when Theophilus eventually died.

Unfortunately the hoard evidence of the period is very scanty.

The Lagbe hoard? contained only one solidus of Class III and
thirty-five of Class I. Accordingly, Bellinger argued that Class I
is the earliest (829-31) and that the hoard was buried in 832
during the capture of Lulum in Cilicia by Mamum, but this dating
of the burial contradicts his own proposed date for Class III from
833 to 837 However this does not seem to invalidate his main
argument that the quantity of Class I coins in the heoard shows that
they were earlier than Class III.

In contrast Dikigoropoulos’ argues that the Lagbe hoard cannot
prove the order of issue. Firstly he suggests that the coins of
the hoard need not have been withdrawm from circulation at

the time of its burial. Secondly he suggests that the hoard was a

1.C Mango, "When was Michael III born?", F. 21,1967, 2563-8.

2 E. T Newell. "The byzantine hoard of Lagbe", 4¥5NAZY 105, 1945;
A.R Bellinger op ci¢ .n.63.

3.He refutes also Bellinger's idea that the hoard has a doctrinal
character, containing only the issues of Iconoclastic emperors and
suggests that the absence of issues of Iconodule rulers is due
partly to their rarity.
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composite one "put together under circumstances of which we are
1gnorant”. Because there are few coins of Leo IY in the hoard,
despite their relative commonness, he argues that the first part of
the collection was assembled at the beginning of this emperor's
reign. During lMichael II's reign another part was added while a
further hoard was assembled under Theophilus. Finally he considers
that the specimens of Class I represent the latest issues of the
reign, pointing out that Theophilus' bust ia more youthful on the
single specimen of Class III than on the thirty-five specimens of
Class I.

Although  Dikigoropoulos' comments on the hoard are very
attractive, they do not seem to prove that Class III was earlier
than I. Moreover the argument that the bust of the emperor on
the unique Class III coin in the hoard is much more youthful than
on Class I, and hence must be earlier. seems inadequate for Class
III is undoubtly a very widespread issue with striking differences
in the depiction of the imperial bust.

The thirty-five coins of Class I from the hoard are very
heavily die-linked. Thus they night have been struck concurrently
and not in sequence. This, in connection with the condition of
the coins, which are reported as uncirculated implies that
they were not withdrawm from circulation by random. It has been
suggested that the hoard might represent the contents of a
sealed pursel. However one <cannot be sure whether the
reported specimens comprise the complete hoard since there are

indications for some dispersal?.

1., 21 and n. 59.
2. See Metcalf's review of Dikigoropoulos in ABX 20,1966, 682.



The Lagbe hoard may in fact represent the treasury of a wealthy
and aristocratic family of the Anatolikon theme, either civil
or military. Such families often received quite 1lavish imperial
allocations, on special occasions and if this is the case so the
specimens of Class I of the hoard may represent such a donation.

The thirty-six specimens of Class I, as a total, is very much

reminiscent of Santorini hoard of 1900 which includes twenty-nine

piliaresig', all of the same rare variety?. The Santorini hoard
way also represent a similar donation to a high-rank individual or
a special despsfch to provincial suthorities, which was eventually
buried on the island of Santorini as a result of the Arab raids
that Cyclades suffered during the autumn of 8293, scon after
Theophilus' accession.

On these milisréesia ‘Theophilus is named DULOS (=servant) of

Jesus while the emperor is also called the Lord's servant in the

reverse inscription of gold Class I* . This probably indicates that
both 1issues were contemporary and perhaps special 1s8sues on
Theophilus' accession. The existence of a semissis of Class IS,
as well as the Italian provincial issues® modelled on this Class,
may also imply that this was actually the first gold issue of

Theophilus' reign.

1.F Hiller von Ge&ringen. P.Wilski, Stadtgeschichte von 7Thers
/=Thers.111).Berlin 1904,13, 200.

2. They are all of %" Class III.

3. W Treadgold, " 7Ze Bysaniine Revivoal...",6 268.

4 On m1l2arésion the inscription reads:+ GEUFILOSDILOS XRISTUSETS
TOSERA VIV DASILEY ROCIAION . on solidus. CVRIZDOHOHTUSOMVVL.

5. See XX 6.

6 See A 31 (Mint of Naples?).



As far aa the iconography of Class I 1s concerned there are two
views. Dikigoropoulos' proposal that the depiction of the emperor

in a Joros indicates a late date of the series, in the middle 830s

has already been mentioned. On the other hand Metcalf! connects
this depiction and the patriarchal cross of the reverse with the

new persecution of the iconodules during the patriarchate of John

Grammaticus after a Synod held by him in 837/8%. But Theophilus is
shown to hold a patriarchal cross on his early copper coinage
and so this symbol must not be connected with doctrinal propaganda.

It was the young Theophilus who,in 821, carried the wood of the
True Cross around the walls of the capital, during a procession

held by Michael II in order to encourage his defenders against the

usurper Thomas? Probably this cross became a symbol of protection
for the young co-ruler, on the instigation ,perhaps, of his tutor
John Grammaticus. If so the choice of the patriarchal cross for his
coinage was probably deliberate since this symbol " was conceived
of as representing the actual cross of Christ in a particularly
intimate fashion“*

Class I, may have stopped issues soon after an important event
dictated a new series. This cannot have been very 1long after
Theophilus' accesion, since Class I does not appear to have been a
large or an extensive one. From a numismatic point of view there is

only one possibility: the birth of Constantine or his coronation

as co-ruler, the date of which has been s0 much disputed . The new

1. 0p.cit, 34 n 2.

2 V.Grumel, “Recherches récentes sur l'iconoclasme"”, 2, 29,1930, 99:
see also W.Treadgold, 7Ze Ayzaniine kKevival. .. K6 297,

3. Thidem 237

4 DT 284
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1ssue (Class II), although there are a few specimens of it, appears
to have been intended for extensive circulation. The only evidence
that might support this suggestion is ,that the three known
specimens, differ from each other, in the appearance of the
effigies and in the design of their imperial crowns. The specimen

from A" shows the cross of Theophilus' crowm on a pointed
circlet!; on that in BNP? this circlet appears on Constantine's

side; the third example from DOC® carries no circlet at all.
Then the rarity of the surviving exemples =might be due to
their later overstriking from Class III, when the majority of them

were still not put into circulation. Indeed some s¢lid? of Class

III bear traces of overstriking. but no undertype has been read!.
The duration of Class II, therefore, might have been interrupted
suddenly, just as the death of the young co-emperor was sudden.
Class III 1is undouhtedgthe nost extensive issue of the reign
and might cover the period from Constantine's death sometime in 831
to 840, when Michael III was born. It is the only type from
TheophiluS’ reign that appears in the reported hoards of the ninth
century as well as among stray-finds. Sslid: of Class III have been

found in Asia Minor. west Balkan regions. in Italy, in Greece but

1 5 11,P1 XLVIII 17

2. 5AF. 9. This specimen differs also from the two others im the
type of the inscription on both sides.

3. A Za.

4 7. £ /0(3d.8. Grierson assumes that the earlier coin was a sglidus
of Constantine V, Class II, since there are traces of S+ on the
obverse. He suggests that the S was part of the inscription (CON)S
and that the cross belonged to the emperor's crown. However these
traces could constitute part of the reverse inscription of Class
11
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not one trom Class I 1s reported. The finds from the latter areas

probably reflect a revival of trade between Byzantium and the
West!, which, as in the case of the abrupt mnonetary growth of

Corinth, might be dated from the mid-830s onwards?. The lack of
Class I from the above areas may confirm its early date
similarly almost no Theophilus' pre-reform Zolles are reported to
have been found there.

Class IV, because of its rarity but alsoc because of its
iconography, should be a pure ceremonial or commemorative issue.
As a matter of fact it is the first time that all living members of
the imperial family are depicted on coins. Treadgold suggests that
this type "shows Theophilus' particular pride in Theodora and in his
first three daughters... "3 Class IV should have been issued on the
occasion of a special event, which it is difficult to seek out. A
pos3ibility could be the fall of Amorium, the birth-city of the
dynasty, to Mutasim in 12 August 838* In this case the issue might
be intended as political propaganda or might constitute an act of
despalir; the demonstration of the whole imperial family could be

either a projection of power or promises for stability despite the

1.D.M. Metcalf, Coinage in South-Zasitern Rurope, 1979,19-20.

2.The revival of trade between Byzantium and the West may be
related to the dramatic growth of the monetary economy in Corinth
functioning as a transit centre; see below: trends in the
circulation. ..

3 W Treadgold, 72he Byrsaniine Kevivel ..,b 284.

4 G Ostrogorsky, AHistory of the Bysantine State Oxford, 1980, 208.

The date proposed for Class IY implies that lMaria was already dead
in 838.
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lack of a male heirl

In conclusion , Grierson's chronological scheme for Theophilus'
gold coinage, seems highly likely . Moreover, the numismatic
evidence should be used as a primarly source in order to clarify
the obscure and contradictory history of Theophilus' family,
focusing on the following: a.- Class I is a small issue and has
scarcely been found in areas where the circulation of the
coins is mainly related to the growth of the economy (& 835
onwards) and not with martial enterprises. b.- Class II is a
very short issue which ended abruptly. c¢.- Class III is the most
extensive issue and is normally found in areas where post -

reforned ZFolles are also reported among stray-finds.

Hichael IIT (842-67): Table IIla.
Michael III was only two-vears old when Theophilus died (20
January ©8642) and the regency devolved on his mother Theodora,

though his sister Thecla was also entitled to share, since, she is
mentioned in government pronouncements® and pictured on the coins.

The gold coinage of Michael III is divided into three Classes:
Class I: On the obverse Theodora 1is depicted holding in her

1.Generally for Theophilus' reaction to the fall of Amorium see
W.Treadgold, op. ci¢. ,3056-312 (1.¢ the commission of the bronze
doors for St. Sophia,with inscriptions invoking God's help for
hinself and the vVirgin's for the empress Theodora).

9..Acta of the forty-two martyrs of Amorium ed. Y Vasilenski and
P Nikitin, b2



right hand a globus surmounted by patriarchal cross and in her left
a cross sceptre. On the reverse there are the busts of Michael III
and his sister Thecla. HNichael has the place of honour on the
left; he wears the Zsros and holds the globus cruciger in his right
hand. On the right is the larger half-length figure of Thecla
holding a long patriarchal cross in her right hand. The series is
characterized by numerous divergences in detail among the various

dies and there have been many efforts to identify its chronology.

For instance, 0'Hara! suggests a chronological sequence on
the basis of the various combinations of the three co-rulers’
crowns.

However there are more divergences. Sometimes the inscription
of the reverse MIXAHLS OECLA is written either as MIXAHLSO ECLA or
MIXAHLSOE CLA. Moreover, the way in which Theodora's or Thecla's
crown i3 desighed varies greatly: the former's cross is either on a
pointed or rounded circlet., with a pellet inside it., or rests
directly on the crowm; the pinnacles may also be pointed or
rounded. Thecla's crown appears to be more variable: it may have
three pinnacles of equal size, sometimes each with a pellet inside,
with a cross carried by the central one; or simply one cross
between two pinnacles; or only a cross in the centre?.

Quite apart from these wariations, however, there is a more
substantial one which may be of some chronological significance.
Specimens with Thecla's name split into OE-CLA or O-ECLA, show a
half-length figure of the young empress, so that Michael III's bust

1.[' O'Hara." An unpublished and rare wvariety of a solidus of
Michael III, and suggested sequence for his first issue" (oiz
1152.1,1969.
2 XX 1la-1t.
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appears much smaller. The difference in size of the two figures is
not so striking on specimens carrying Thecla's name unbroken on
the right of the reverse. The fact that Thecla's name is
unbroken nay reflect a more developed arrangement of the
inscription on the reverse while the abandonment of her half-length
figure may be intended to compensate for the unusally small size of
the emperor himself. If so this variety was probably later.

Many of the reign's first coins appear to have been carelessly
restruck on coins of Theophilus and they were clearly issued in
some haste. This may be due to two factors: firstly political
propaganda in order for the natural successors to secure their
position; secondly that Theodora struck her new coinage on
stockpiled solid: to obviate the need for fresh supplies of goldl.
This would conform with the moderate financial and monetary policy
of her regency?.

Class II: The obverse carries the bust of Christ accompanied
by the inscription IhSUS XRISTOS. The bust of Christ derives from
the second type of Justinian's first reign and its design is copied
from 1it. Its revival has been connected with the triumph of
Orthodoxy in 843 and consequently the new series of solidv is

dated by Morrisson and Grierson shortly before the end of that

1. Theodora probably found large quantities of ninted gold coins
in the imperial mint after her husband's death. The latter's public
works and expenditures probably resulted in an increase in the
money supply. There are also hints that prices rose during
Theophilus'reign as a result of the increase in the money supply.
see PR.J H Jenkins, DSveaniiua the Imperial Centuries. 4D
810-1071.1966,146-7.

2 W.Treadgold, 7Re Brsaniine State Finances in the Ez’g‘?fz and Ninth
Centuries. New York, 1982,9.
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year!  However Wroth dated it c.862 or earlier¢ This suggestion
concurrs with the assumption that the process of restoration
was rather slow’.

The introduction of Christ's image on the gold coinage almost
immediately after the Council of 843, night have the sane
symbolic importance as the decoration of the Brazen Gete, where

Christ's image was most probably restored ©before the death

of the Patriarch Methodius in June 847%.

Nevertheless the chronology of Michael III's Class II in 843
presents the following problems:

a.- The earliest coinage of the reign , as has already been
mentioned, shows a great variation among the reported dies. This
suggests an extensive issue which could hardly have been confined
to one or even two years (January 742- end of 743).

b.- Class II does not appear to be very common, which raises
doubts as to whether it can represent an issue lasting thirteen
years.

c.-The 4cta of the ljorty-two martyrs of Amorium refer to
Thecla as co-ruler with Michael and Theodora in the year 845, while
only Michel III and Theodora are represented on Class II .

As far as the first problem is concerned Grierson® suggests that
the divergences among the dies of Class I reflect the haste with
which the coins were put into circulation, implying that different

styles may have been produced concurrently. Unfortunately the

1. XX 455-7; BAF 517,

2 58,3 & 4.

3. C Mango, 7Ze Srasen House, Copenhagen 1959,130 and esp.n. 94
4 Idem 125-32.

5. [0, 457.



hoard evidence from the period is so scanty as to be of 1little
help. Die-links and ‘“"near-duplicate" 1links could provide
information about particular groups of dies and indicate whether
the stylistic wvariations in their cutting are attributable to
different periods. But at present, as mentioned above, Ilichael
ITI's Class I nmay be divided into two main varieties on the basis
of Thecla's size. The change in the size of the two co-emperors on
the reverse of Class I could have taken place just after the
Council of 843

For the third problem Grierson's suggestion is that Thecla's

disappearance was merely due to convenience since there was not any

space for her on the flan!. However it seems more likely that a
coin connected with the restoration of the icons would depict all
the nominal co-rulers. lMoreover, the practice of putting three
busts on the same die of a coin was quite familiar to die-sinkers
since the busts of Theophilus, Theodora and Thecla had been
engraved on Class IV of the preceding reign.

In conclusion, lichael III's Class II was probably not
introduced in 843. However more numismatic evidence is needed.
The possibility that Class II was introduced in 853 after the

crucial, for Theodora's policy, sack of Damietta, is at the moment

considered with great scepticism?

1. ¥ 454,
2 G.Ostrogorsky, op. ¢212. .n.103,222.
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Class III: In 856 Michael III acquired sole rule for himself and
his mother disappeared from the coins. On the reverse of the s¢lid:z
Michael III's bust. wearing the loros and holding in his right hand
3 labarum with cross and in his left the a&aisiizs appears. The

obverse keeps the bust of Christ identical to that of Class II.

00 o o ok o oK e o K o ok e o ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
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Basil I {867-886): Table IIIb
On &4 September 867 the Amorian dynasty came to an end. when

Michael III was murdered by his co-ruler Basil I. the founder of

the lMacedonian dynasty.

The gold coinage of Basil I 1s of three Classes:

Class I: On the obverse is depicted the seated figure of Christ
on a8 small lyre-backed throne accompanied by the inscription
+IhSXPSREX REGNANTIUIT*. On the reverse there is the standing figure
of Basil I wearing the loros and holding in his right hand the
globus crucager and 1n his left ke askakia.

A seated figure of Christ had never before been used on
colnage and it clearly made a big impression at the time.

Theophanes Ceoniimusius names the new coin as cgewarory sensatom' and

Laurent® has shown that the word derives from oévlos, which is

frequently used in the Book of Ceremonies for the imperial throne.
However there 1is some debate over the monumental prototype of

this new image. Grierson suggests that it derived from the great

nosaic of Chrysotriklinos, which had been restored by Michael III
between 856 and 8663, However Veglery proposes that the prototype
must be the narthex mosaic of St.Sophia* He maintains that the
same representation of the enthroned figure of Christ probably

continued to appear on solidz of the llacedonian dynasty as late as

344

1.Theophanes (oniznuatus (ed Bonn),173.

2.V Laurent " To oeviutov", X2F 12,1954,193-7

3 /%7 154-8

4. A Yeglery." The date of the narthex mosaic 1in St Sophia at
Istanbul" Azrc 79,1971,100-2.
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because it stemmed from such a striking innovation under Basil I.
But the date of the narthex mosaic of St.Sophia is still debated

and discussion of the 1identity of the Kkneeling emperor is

inconclusivel . In any event whatever its prototype? the seated
figure of Christ on Basil I's coinage obviously reflects the new
artistic tendencies and activity after the re-establishment of icon
worship. The issue 1s dated by almost all numismatists to the very

beginning of the reign up to Constantine's coronation as co-emperor

between November 867 and February 8683
Class II: This type is more problematic. On the obverse there
is still the seated figure of Christ, but some details suggest an

advance in design. On the reverse there are the busts of Basil I

1. C.lMlango." lMaterials for the study of the mosaics of St.Sophia..
at Instabul"., A¥ 8.1962.96-7 . he notes that most scholars think
that the emperor, is Leo VI, while others prefer Basil I; see also
A.Grabar, Z'iconcclasye bycantin 1957,239-41 he concludes that the
kneeling emperor 1is Leo YI begging the enthroned Christ-Sophia for
wisdom. A new interpretation of the mosaic has recently been
proposed by N.Oikonomides in his article, "Leo YI and the narthex
mosaic of St Sophia"., 20F 30,1976,.151-72.  According to him the
nosaic represents the repentance of Leo VI. See also
. A Gavrilovic." The humiliation of Leao ¥I the Wise",
Cah A’ 979, 87-24, for s criticism of this theory.

2D M O'Hara, "The seated Christ of Basil 1I", d{oin List:s
{J Crowther). No 4,1967.2.4. The author contends that the seated
figure of Christ 1s similar in the disproportion of head to body to
Thessalonican frescoes 1in the Rotunda and in the church of
St. Sophia; he suggests that the coin type may have been inspired
in whole or in part by one of those frescoes.

3 For Constantine's coronation see X" 474
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and his son Conatantine ;| both figures hold a patriarchal cros:
with their right hands and are dressed with the JZorses and a cloak
respectively. The duration of the issue is difficult to

determine. Normally it may have ended just after Constantine's

death in 879! but here there is a problem, as no other type is
known to represent a substantive issue covering the rest of Basil
I's reign, that is a period of seven years. From this period there
are only a couple of fractional gold coins with Basil I's two other

son3s Leo and Alexander which are obviously ceremonial issues for

the latter's coronation as co-emperor in 8792

It is generally accepted that minting in both gold and silver
was intermittent during the last seven years of the reign, though
the phenomenon has not been accounted for. However we know that
Basil's own state spending was massive since his biography contains
3 lengthy catalogue of new buildings and restorations? and this
prezupposes a good supply of coined money. Thus the sudden break
in the 1ssue of gold coins is quite strange. Possibly it was
due to over-production of solidz and &xrlisresia before
Constantine’'s death. The sources inform us that during the reign

0f Michael III reserves had declined and that when he was

1. /%%, 474, 481, See also FAF ,538: Morrisson accepts the view that
the issue stopped in 870, before the coronation of Leo as
co-emperor, but the 1ssue, as Grierson states. 13 too common to
Imve been limited to two vears.

2. .5MF, 8 (semissis y, X ,6 (iremissis).

3.C. NMango, 7he 4rt of the Bycsntine Zmpire. JF12-1453 Sources and
Jocuments Englewood Cliffs N.J. .1972.192-202.
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nurdered in 867, Basil I found only 1,300 pounds of gold!. They
also mention that Basil quickly increased this to 30,000 pounds
and that a little later, when he discovered the rest of Theophilus'
gold ornaments in the Treasury - about 200 ientensaris of gold- he
ordered the minting of semsatom  Although the figures from the
sources as well as estimates based on them are of limited wvalue
they show that Basil very quickly filled his treasury by applying a
foresighted financial policy. This perhaps resulted in the use of
stockpiled se¢lidr during the last seven years of the reign. At
that time the death of his deeply loved son may. anyway. have
caused basil to curtail his artistic activity and proposed
expenditure<.

Any suggestion that the issue continued in use after
Constantine's death seems unlikely for two reasons. Firstly it is
unusual for a living and a dead ruler to be shown side by side
sharing the imperial insignia. Secondly it is equally unusal for
a8 dead member of the imperial family to be depicted in preference

to two co-rulers who were still living.

1.Theophanes (onlinuatus (ed.Bonn) 255-7.

2. All Basil's buildings are dated before Constantine's death; i.e.
in St.Sophia the firat figured mosaic of the Yirgin and the Child
in the apse. was made in 867, the church of 5t. Sergius and Bachus
was redecorated between 867 and 877, that of the Holy Apostles
between 867 and 886 and that of the Yirgin llary of the Source some
time before 879; finally Aes ZiklIesia, Basil's finest achievenment
was dedicated on 1 May 880.
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Leo' was associated as co-emperor ih 870, and Alexander after

Constantine's death in 879% and it is quite implausible that Basil

would not have included them on his coinage. Whatever his feelings

were for his sons and colleagues their appearance’ on the coinage
after 879 would have been inevitable to ensure normal succession
and stability. Since they do not appear the presumption is that no
colns were struck at all during the last seven years of the reign.
Class III  with Basil on the obverse and Eudocia and

Constantine on the reverse is a ceremonial series. connected either

with Constantine's coronation as co-emperor®* or was struck in

commemoration of Basil's beloved Eudocia and Constantine after

their deaths® Constantine is represented on the left beardless.
wearing the Jorosand  holding the glodus cruciger in  his right
hand: Eudocia is pictured on the right also wearing the JZoros
and holding a cross sceptre in her left hand. The accompanying
inscription reads :ANSTURNT SEVIN T4 . The absence of any
title 1in both effigies seems quite remarkable, especially
for an 1ssue struck to celebrate Constantine's coronation. On
the other hand the existence of a Zremrssis® of the same type,

a coin normally distributed at celebrations, argues

1. 00 474-5.

2. AN, 475-6.

3 However the lack of fractional denominations and a77igresis in
the names Basil-Constantine- Leo, although they coexist as
co-rulers for nine years.: see below.53.

4. FAF . 538.

5 A% 481,

6.0 (4).
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against the commemoration of the dead. Moreover the emperor's

depiction on the obverse of Class III is very nuch reminiscent of

that on IMichael III's copper coinage!, where Basil is depicted as
co-ruler on the reverse. Then the presumption could be that Class
III constitutes Basil I's first coinage, issued on his coronation.
The arguments in favour of this chronology may be summarized as
tollows:

&.- It has been noticed that the rarity of Class III is not

as extreme as of Class I¢. The latter therefore might be a special

18sue, of pure commemorative character, not intended for extensive

circulation. Genesius® records that after Basil had completed and
dedicated the ¥Nea Zilessia he received the imperial crown from the
Patriarch. so establishing a new beginning for his reign. If so,
this re-coronation may have been celebrated with some luxuries,
including the minting of Class I which is characterized by an
elaborate style as far as the standing effigy of the enmperor is
concerned!.

b. - Theophanes (uonfirnuatus implies that Basil I ordered the
ninting of senzalon. atfter he had increased the gold reserves

and after he had discovered the remainder of Theophilus' gold

1. On those rare folles Basil is also depicted wearing the lZoros
and holding in his right hand a patriarchal cross on a globe and in
his left the atakia

2. w7 481,

3 Genesius, Bssileisr 4.54

4 It has been noticed that some details of the seated Christ of
Class II suggest an advance in its design comparing it with Class
I.see %% 481 (this obviously implies that Class II is later than
Iy Actually this is not obvious while the execution of Class I on
both sides appears extremely neat.



ornaments Given that Class I was a very limited 1ssue and that
the discovery of the ornaments did not happen at the very beginning
of the reign. we may assume that Theophanes’ report concerns
Basil's second coinage. that is Class II.

c. -The copper issues in an elaborate style. the only ones
showang Bazil alohe. is now considered. quite certainly., as the
latest 1in the sequence and dated from 879 to 886. It seems
therefore highly 1likely that its iconography might have been
influenced by the solidus of Class I, where the emperor is also
depicted alone.

In the 1light of these considerations the following
chronological schieme could be suggested: Class III: 24 September
867 - November 867/February 868; Class II: 867/868-879; Class I:
880,

Although the iconography of Class III raises some problems as
far as 1ts chronology at the wvery beginmning of the reign 1is
concerned, 1t might be indicative for the history of Basil's
family. It 1s remarkable that Leo, Basil's second son born in 866,
1s not included among the two other members  of the imperial
family. This led Morrisson to consider the series as ceremonial
on Constantine's coronation and Grierson as an issue 1in memory of
Basil'z deceased wife and son. However the absence of Leo from

Clazs III might be deliberate. Leo's parentage has been debated by

a number of modern schofars? although contenporary historians

1 J.B. Bury, History of the Zastern  .169.n 5. see also R.Jenkins,
Byzantiuw: The Imperial Centuries 1966,198. I 474 For a
different view 3ee C.llango." Eudocia Ingerine. the Normsns and the
lfacedonian dynasty.Zhornik kBdove Visantoloskog lnst2tuts
14716 1973 23-4



state quite explicity that he was Michael's son!. If s0. his
absence from an inaugural coinage night imply Basil's intent to
secure power and rights in favour of his own son Constantine

immediately, before his formal coronation as co-emperor . lMoreover
Basil should have been very anxious about public reaction with
regard to political developments after Michael's murder. This is s
context of emergency in which the iconography of Class III might
have been devised. True Basil's career and private life appears to

have been intimately connected with curious and obscure

arrangements with Michael III¢, with whom he shared, quite hastily.
the throne from 866 onwards. It would not be extraordinary if Leo's

rejection from Class III, was the result of a similar agreement
with Euwdocia. whose complicity in Michael's murder is plausible?
even 1f Constantine was not her own child4 It is quite remarkable
also that Basil avoided issuing s¢lidz or mziligresia 0or even

fractional denominations in the names of Constantine and Leo , when

the latter became co-ruler in 870.

1.Leo Grammaticus .{(ed. Bonn). 255.

2 On the affairs of Basil's wife Eudocia with Michael III, and on
the history of Basil's family see C.llange, gp. ci? .23-7, where a
select bibliography is given.

3.C.llango. ap. c122. . 24.

4. There 13 a dispute as regards Constantine's mother; 1.e

Mango, gp. c2¢. ,22, states that he was probably Basil's son from his
first marriage to a certain llaria. For an alternative see &% 474



Leo YI:886-912)

Basil died on 29 August 886. as a result of a hunting accident.
atter a reign of nearly twenty years, and his son Leo VI succeeded
to the imperial throne. As well as raising some chronological
problems, his coinage has a number of vremarkable features
reflecting the artistic activities of the age, which art historians
call the " MNacedonian Renaissance". Leo YI's gold coinage 1is
divided into two classes:

Class I: On the obverse the Virgin is depicted, for the first
time in the Byzantine monetary history. Her bust is shown facing
and orans wearing tunic and a&phorioiz . The date of this extremely
rare issue 13 very problematic and there are different suggestions,

although all agree that its character should be purely ceremonial.

For instance Wroth! dates it at the very beginning of Leo's reign
on his coronation as sole emperor. However the emperor's bearded
bust on the obverse, which shows the revival of naturalistic
portraiture, hardly corresponds to a man of twenty. On the other
hand Grierson has suggested that this type was struck between the
emperor's fourth marriage in 906 and the coronation of his son
Constantine &as co-emperor in 908 and that its iconography derives

from the image of the Theotokos in the church of Pharos where Leo

parried his fourth wife Zoe Carbonopsina‘.

1. B/ x1vii, 444-5.
2.P . Grierson, Ayvzantine coins. Berkeley and Los Angeles, 1982,179.
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Class II: This type. which 1s extremely common, obviously
covers the period from the coronation of Leo YI's son. Constantine.
az co-emperor in 908 and Leo's death in 912. On the obverse 1s
depicted the seated figure of Christ, modified from that engraved
on Basil's sglidz but 1n a superior artistic style. On the reverse
there are the standing figures of Leo and Constantine, wearing the
loros and each holding a globus cruciger and supporting between
them a patriarchal cross.

It seems that the minting of gold coins during Leo's reign was

intermittent, continuing Basil's practice. As a matter of fact no

subatantive gold series had been issued for about thirty years! and
this void night be attributed to the same foresight in financial
policy adopted by Basil wusing stockpiled solidi ¢, In contrast,
the minting of copper coinage appears to have been abundant with a
great variety of types.

When Leo YI died his son Constantine was a child of seven and
Alexamder , Leo's brother, was left as regent. He died a year later
and obviously his coinage 1is very rare. Nonetheless it also
demonstrates the innovative spirit of the age. For the first time

on Byzantine coinage the emperor is depicted being crovmed by his

name- saint 7.

1. 7.2 from the death of Basil I's son, Constantine in 879 to
Constantine's VII coronation as co-ruler in 908,

2 &% 509-10 and eap.n. 8

3. 2.1-2. 2. There 1s also a bronze pattern of a solidus :see
A 1 :on the Jﬁerse the bust of Jesus Christ and on the reverse
Alexander's bust wearing chlamys with ‘ablion
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Constantine YII(913-59): Table IVa.

Before his death. Alexander appointed seven regents for the
young emperor Constantine VII. of whom the Patriarch of
Constantinople. Nickolas Mysticus. was the most powerful. Zoe.
Constantine's mother. was expelled trom the palace temporarily but
recovered the regency eight months later. in February 914. and
retained 1t until 919 when Romanus Lecapenus. the admiral of the
fleet., entered the capital and was appointed Conmander of the
Palace Guard. On lay 919 Constantine married Helena, Romanus'
daughter and Romanus took the title of ZAsszilegpsisr. while his son
Christopher succeeded him as Guard Commander. Thereafter Romanus
gradually increased his power and in August 920 Zoe was finally
sent to a monastery. A nmonth later Romanus was created Caesar and
later in the same year was crowned Augustus by Constantine and the
Patriarch Nickolas. After securing his position. he crowned his
wife Theodora as Augusta and his son Christopher as Augustus in 921
ahd in 924 his two other sons were crowned co-rulers. However his
authority in the i1mperial court began to decline after the death of
hig son Chraistopher and in 944 he was exiled by his other sons to
Prote. The Lecapenus fanily disappeared completely. after 27

Januwary 945, when Stephen and Consfantine Lecapeni joined their

father in exile!. Then, in April of the same year, Constantine's

son by Helena, Romanus II,was crowned co-emperor at the age of six.

1 For the historical events of the period, see S Runciman, 72¢
Eyperor Komanus Lecapenus and Hhis Keigrn. Cambridge, 1929,



It 18 1into this complicated context that the coinage of
Conatantine’'s reign must be fitted. The problems of its chronology
have been discussed at length by many scholars. There are in fact
fifteen types though it is uncertain whether some were struck
concurrently.

Class I: This class is known only from one silver pattern

coin'. It has unique features: firstly it gives the earliest
representation of the Virgin with the medallion of the infant
Christ in front of her breast and secondly bears a legend
reminiscent of Greek hymnography, but never recorded on coins. Most
probably it represents the earliest issue of the reign, before
Zoe's first deposition, which was never actually issued, because
of the hostility of the seven regents towards Zoe.

Class II: This rare type represents the regency of Zoe, showing
the seated figure of Christ on the obverse and the busts of
Constantine and Zoe holding a patriarchal cross by its shaft on the
reverse. The seated figure of Christ is quite close in style to
that on Basil I's coinage. The type is normally dated between 914
and 919. although it is rare for a coin issued over five years.

Class III: On the obverse 1is depicted the seated figure of
Christ, while on the reverse the beardless bust of Constantine, on
the left, and of Romanus, on the right. they hold the patriarchal
cross between them.

Class IV: Similar type but on the reverse the positions of the

imperial busts are reversed.

1 A Veglery, G Zacos, " An unique silver coin of Constantine
TII". Airc ,64.1956.379-80 and 65.1957,195-6. . see also X% 541



Class V: On the obverse is presented the coronation of komanus
I by Christ. On the reverse there are the busts of Christopher and
Constantine; that of the former bearded on the left and that of
the latter smaller and beardless, on the right.

Class ¥I: Similar to the previous type but the positions of the
imperial busts are reversed. Both busts are bearded and of equal
s1ze.

Class YII: On the obverse the seated figure of Christ appears
again. On the reverse the two emperors on the left Romanus I and
on the right Christopher., who is depicted smaller and beardless.

Class VYIII: On the obverse is depicted the seated figure of
Christ inh an elaborate style., similar to that on s¢lidz of Leo VI
with Constantine VII. On the reverse, in the centre the standing
figure of Romanus I, on the 1left the half-length figure of
Constantine, beardless, and on the right, that of Christopher.

bearded.

Class IX: This type is represented by only two pattern coins!.
On the obwerse is presented the bust of Christ and on the reverse
the busts of Romanus I and Constantine in that order.

Class X: On the obverse there is the seated figure of Christ as
on Class VIII. On the reverse the standing figure of Constantine
beardless, and on the right, that of Romanus, bearded.

Class XI: This is alsc a pattern coin showing on the sbverse the

bust of Christ Pantocrator and on the reverse a portrait bust of

1. X9



Conatantine VII, with long beard and holding the globua aurmounted

by a patriarchal cross in his right hand!.

Class XII: This is a similar issue to the pattern coin above
but Constantine is dressed in a modified Jorgs and holds in his
left hand the &kakia

Class XIII: Almost the same type as XII but Constantine's left
hand is not shown.

Class XIV: On the obverse is depicted the seated figure of
Christ in elaborate stvle. On the reverse on the left, the busts of
Constantine VII, bearded and on the right that of his son Romanus
II.

Class ZXV: On the obverse is depicted the bust of Christ
Pantocrator ,while the reverse is similar to Class XIV.

Several attempts, based on different criteria, have been made
to place this coinage in its proper order.

Bellinger's and lMorrison's chronology is founded chiefly on
historical evidence and the political ambitions of Romanus
Lecapenusz®.

Grierson relies more on numismatic details such as the different
styles of the inscriptions and 0of the seated figures of

Christ, which lead him to arrange all the issues with the same

obverse type in sequence’ : issues with the crude representation

of the seated Christ (Basil I's type) should be the earliest and it

1.00, (11).

2.A.R.Bellinger, " The coins of Constantine Porphyrogenitus and his
associates", 4ANSIMN 13,1967, 6148-66; ZAF 563-5.

3 . 529-36.



3eems significant that the letters on theses typea are large and
well-formed. on coins with the more elaborate type of seated Christ
the letters are much smaller and frequently carelessly engraved.
consequently Grierson sees an evolution of letter size, from large
to small, 1implying that the types with small 1lettering are
definitely late.

Gregory. however, objects to the theory of the evolution of
letter s1ze on several numismatic and historical grounds, and

argues that coins with the more elaborate type of seated Christ

could represent special, perhaps coronation, issueél. He therefore
concludes that there were two separate series of 1issues, one
regular and one special, perhaps struck in separate workshops in
the nint at Constantinople.
Grierson’'s suggestion that the small lettering must indicate
a late date seems to accord very well with the evidence from the
silver coinage of the period. The =ziZiaresis in the name of
Constantine VII and Romanus II also have small lettering, while
those in the nsme of Romanus I, Constantine VII, Stephen, and
Constantine Lecapenus show an intermediate stage between these and
the earliest types in the name of Romanus I and Constantine VII or
Romanus I, Christopher, and Constantine, on which the letters are
large and well-formed.
However there are specimens of Class VII where small

lettering on Dboth sides occurs with the crude type of

seated Christ? indicating that at a certain moment both styles

1. T E Gregory. " The gold coinage of the emperor Constantine VII"
AXNSTH 19,1974, 67-118.
2 1.6 X7 13, BNF S



were used in the nint. lMoreover, the seated figure of Christ of

the elaborated style appears first on type VIII! with lettering
which does not seem to be of the evolved type; the letters of the
obverse inscription are equal in size to those which accompanied
the crude type of seated Christ. Thus the adoption of the new type
of seated Christ was not necessarily connected with the small
lettering from outset since the more elegant type of seated Christ
was already known from Leo VI's reign; its reintroduction during
the reign of Constantine VII may have occurred a little earlier
than the final evolution of the letters.

In view of this the following chronolegical scheme seems more
convincing.
Class III: 17 December 920- 20 May 921, that is from Romanus I's
coronation as Augustus to Christopher's coronation?
Class VIII: 20 May 921, probably being a ceremonial issue for
Christopher's coronation. The type with the standing figures of
the co-rulers shows an influence from Leo VI's issue with the
atanding figures of Leo IV and Constantine VII, on which the

elaborate style of the seated Christ appeared, for the first time.

The same date is proposed by Morrisson and Gregory’ . On the other
liand Bellinger and Grierson consider it a special issue for an

urknown occasion, the former dates between 924 and 927 and the

latter in ¢ 9304

1ie % 81,8 2., BNF1.
2.This date is accepted by all scholars.

3. BNF 563,666, T Gregory,op czt¢ ,104 (type V),106 and n 39a
4 A Bellinger, K oo c2Z ,159,no.13; 2. 534.
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Class IV: for a short period after Christopher's coronation. It

might be placed before the coronation, as most scholars,

suggest', but Theophanes comiinustus informs us that Christopher
Lecapenus was crowned by Constantine VII., while later the younger
Lecapeni Stephan and Constantine were crowned by their father
Romanus. If this 1s true, it means that Romanus took
precedence over Constantine VII from 20 Ilay 921 onwards.
Consequently the issues which show Romanus in the place of honour,
on the 1left, should belong after the date of Christopher's

coronation. It is curious however that Christopher is absent from

an issue dated just after his coronation. Gregclry3 suggests - that
Class IV and its similar Class VII, must have circulated together.
He dates, however., the former before Christopher's coronation.
Nevertheless both Classes could have being issued concurrently just

after the coronation; the minting of Class IV probably ceased

sometime after April 922, due to dynastic rivalries, vwhile Class
VII continued up to Christopher's death in 931. A second
possibility is that the omission of Christopher, who was
third by that time in the hierarchy. would facilitate the

minting procedures of Class&which was 1intended for general

1.i.e Bellinger ogp ¢z 156,n0.9; %533 (Class IV). Gregory,103
{type IV).

2 Theophanes Continuatus (ed Bonn)398. For Christopher's coronation
see A Bellinger, ogp ciZ .n 156,157 n. 356.

3. T.Gregory, 107,

4 See below under Classes YI & V. Class IV is very rare;see
X" 533: Grierson comments that it might have been issued for two
or three months at most.
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circulation and consequently its production was rather massive.
When <Christopher took actual precedence over Constantine the
practice changed and Constantine's name was replaced by
Christopher's.

Morrisson dates Class IV between Christopher's death in 931 and

Romanus I's exile in 944! but it is too rare for a period of
thirteen years. Class VII, as has been already mentioned might
have been an extensive issue covering a period of about nine years
(921/2-931)<.

Clasz ¥V : 924 ; Class ¥I. 927 Class VYV bears a beardless bust
of Constantine and therefore should be earlier than Class VI’
Since both series are very rare they night have been ceremonial
i3sues. Although it is difficult to determine the occasions of

their minting, the iconography of the obverses suggest that they

could have been issued on some imperial coronations?

1. FNF.564.

2. The issue is very common; see T.Gregory, gz cii ,106.

3. X% 534. However there are cases where the depiction of a co-ruler
is not realistic but symbolic of his relationship with his
colleague, z.& Christopher's bust on Class VII is beardless
although when he was crowned co-emperor he was an adult.

4. 5imilar representations exist on ivory plaques dated in the 10th
century.; 1i.e.the ivory plaque in lMoscow showing the coronation of
Constantine VII or the ivory in Paris which most probably shows the
coronation of emperor Romanus II and his consort Eudocia: see
U.T.Rice, Byesantine Art 1968, 444-5;see also T. Gregory.op cit ,108:
the author regards the representation of Romanus' coronation by
Christ as an announcement that the favour of God had passed to the
Lecapeni.
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Class ¥ might have been issued on the occasion of Stephen's and
Constantine's coronation as co-rulers on Christmas day of 924 and
thies date accords with the historical backround of the period. The
reverse of this series shows Christopher and Constantine in this
order and actually should belong to the period of Christopher's

precedence, which most probably took place some time between 922

and 924!, that is before the coronation of the young Lecapeni. The
representation of the emperor's coronation by Christ probably
conveys the symbolism that the emperor, as God's representative on
Earth and with the co-operation of his two colleagues, could pursue
the completion of his plans. In this case the effect is to justify
his attitude to the legimate emperor at a moment when two mnore
members of his family shared the imperial throne.

Assuming that Class VI is later than Class V the date of this
serles 1s very 1intriguing. The reverse bears the busts of
Constantine and Romanus in that order. However ,as has been
already mentioned., Christopher took precedence of Constantine after
April 922 which fact contradicts the evidence given by Class VI.
Nevertheless,  Theophanes Continuatuss records  that  when
Christopher's daughter llaria married Peter, the Bulgarian Tsar, in
927, the Bulgarians demanded his precedence over Constantine. This
statement is supported by Constantine Porphyrogenitus himself

who says that at the time of his daughter's marriage Christopher

was third and least’ Moreover we are told that 2Msgister

1.G.Ostrogorsky. Hisitory of the Brsantine Sitaile, Oxford,1980,270
and esp.n. 1.

2. Theophanes cContinuatus (ed.Bonn) 414

3. De Administrando Imperio (ed loravcsik-Jenkins), 74
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Nicetas wurged Christopher to rebel against his father in 928,

because he was then only third in dignityl. Although
Ostrogorsky rejects the  story concerning the Bulgars® the
three references mentioned suggest that Christopher's

position was ambiguous sometime in the late 920s. This may not have
been due to the decrease for his father's affection te him. but

possibly to some opposition either from the people of

Constantinople or from state authoritiesd. Under  these

considerations Class YI could be a special issue connected with the

marriage of Christopher's daughter in 927¢ Romanus I, a talented
ruler and a clever diplomat, would keep up pretences, at least in
matters connected openly to imperial court. However substantive
gold and silver coinage continued to be issued in the nanmes
Romanus-Christopher and Constantine. The symbolism of the
representation with Romanus crowned by Christ might be similar to
that of Class V. the marriage of an imperial bride to the Bulgarian
Tsar had to be publicised as God's will through his representative
on Earth.

Morrisson, without regarding the portraiture of the two
co-emperors Constantine and Christopher, dates Class VI betore
Class YV that is the former between 921 and 922/4 and the latter
in 922/24. She bases her chronoclogy on the fact that Constantine

was second emperor in April 922 , and therefore the 507747 bearing

1. Theophanes (onfinuatus op. c1t ;see also A Bellinger gp cit , 161
and T.Gregory, ogp cii .107-9.

2.G.0strogorsky. op. cit

3. For a similar suggestion see T.Greqgory,op c2? ,109.

4 If Class VI is connected with the marriage it suggests that the
demand of Bulgars was never carried out or that the demand
followed the wedding festivities .
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the names of the co-rulers in the order Romanus-Constantinus-
Chistopher might belong to that period!.
Bellinger dates Class Y in 927, considering that a second

demotion of Constantine might have taken place after the demand of

the Bulgars in 927 and Class VI after Nicetas' rebellion in 928¢

Gregory. in his turn, considers Class ¥ as a special issue
for Christopher's elevation between April 922 and December 924. He
suggests also that, since both Classes show close similarities,

Class VI might have followed very quickly because of public
opposition to Romanus' dynastic plans Finally Grierson dates

both in 921. classifying Class V first in the sequence!.

Class X: 944. This Class is one of the most problematic.
crierson dates it between 931 and 944, suggesting that Romanus I
nay have been so deeply disturbed by his son's death in 931, that
he tried to restore Constantine's position by returning to the
scheme used on his earlier issues® Romanus is shown on the right.
while Constantine occupies the side of the greatest honour, left,
though he is smaller and his hand is lower on the shaft of the
sceptre. In contrast lIMorrisson dates the series to 945 and

regards the type as a commemorative issue for Romanus II's

coronation®.

1. BAF 564,567. There 1is a novel which gives evidence that
Constantine indeed was second enmperor in April 922; see
G Ostrogorsky, op. ¢zt ,n. 173,

2 A.Bellinger, op. ¢i?. ,160-1, nos. 14,16,

3.T.Gregory. gp. ¢2¢,106-9. (Yarieties YII & VYIII).

4 WX 534

5 Idex 534-5

6. 5NF 565,569 (Type 9)
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Actually there are some difficulties concerning these suggestions
In Grierson's case it seems very odd for a man of twenty-six to
be depicted as a heardless youth. Moreover Morrisson's scheme does
not explain the peculiarity of Constantine's name being first

The elaborate style of the issue, as well as the advanced execution

of the enthroned Christ on the obverse, makes likewise

Bellinger's! and Gregory's¢ date of 17 December 920 very dubious.
Furthermore details such as the type of the enthroned Christ on
the obverse ., which connects the issue with Class XIV of the very
beginning of Constantine VII's and Romanus II's co-reign, and
the type of the reverse which is very much reminiscent of Leo VI's
Clasa II. aggravate the problem. Nevertheless Grierson's
suggestion that Class X night be dated in the period between
Christopher's death and Romanus I's exile seems at the moment
highly 1likely although it might not constitute a substantive
issue’.

During the summer of 944 an unique religious festival took
place in Constantinople on the reception of the “"Sacred Mandylion”.
By that time, Romanus immersed in religion and sadness for his son

Christopher's death, was vready to amend the suppresion of the

legitimate emperor Constantine VIIY.

1.A Bellinger, gp. cz¢ ,155 no. 6,156,

2. T.Gregory, op. ¢zt 102,104 {variety II).

3 Grierson notes that the issue is fairly common and fills "an
otherwise inexplicable gap in minting between 931 and 944.. ."; for
the size of this issue see also Gregory, gp. c¢iZ .94 (die ratio .364)
4 M. 528 and esp.n. 13,635
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Class X indeed fits very well into these events. Its refined style,

large flan and general appearance suggest that it should be a

ceremonial issue for a very special event!. The issue recalls the
type used for the coinage on Constantine's coronation as co-emperor
in 908, a vital nmoment for Constantine's legitimacy. Moreover it
follows the correct protocol with Constantine's nhame coming first
and his figure being on the 1left. Obviously it reflects an
intention to reinstate the legﬁiate heir. Moreover Class X, by
attempting to depict the two emperors realistically yet at the same
time in a purely symbolic fashion, plausibly aims at conveying the
cordial relationship between the two emperors after ten years of
dynastic rivalries®

The above chronoclogical scheme leaves the period between 931
and 944 without gold issues. However Class IX which is actually
represented by only one pattern coin, indicates that probably soon

after Christopher's death in 931 a new type was intended to be

issued®. A contemporary pattern ailigresior bearing on the
obverse Romanuz I's bust and on the reverse a cross, was eventually
replaced by the miliaresior in the names Romanus- Constantine-
Stephen- Constantine. In contrast the pattern selidus showing
on the reverse the busts of Romanus I and Constantine VII,
in that order, was abandoned, while there was no gold issue in the

names of the young Lecapeni. Conceivably a claim by them to be

1. T Gregory, op ci? ,114 (variety II)

2 Similarly. Christopher appears as a beardless youth on Class
7II, although he was already fully adult at the time of his
coronation.

3.4% (no.9)

4 XX (no 19).
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represented on the gold colnage a3 well was received with
reluctance by the emperor himself., while at the same moment Class
VYII. in the names Romanus-Christopher., had been considered
sufficient for normal circulation. The latter is not unusual since
similar cases have been noticed during the reigns of Basil I and
Leo YI. It 1s difficult to define the reasons for such a practice,
but as has already been mentioned it night have been connected
with a foresighted financial policy under the lMacedonian dynasty.
In contrast silver and copper coinage continued to be 1issued
regularly’

The coinage of Constantine VII's sole reigh (945-59) can be
rasily arranged:

Classes ¥II¢ and XIII belong to the period between Romanus I's
exile on 20 December 944 and Romanus II's coronation as co-emperor
on 6 April 945, The reverse depicts the splendid portrait of
Constantine VII , an obvious influence from his father's, Leo VI,
coinage. The obverse shows a significant innovation depicting the
bust of Christ, which became the dominant representation of
Byzantine coinage during the second half of the 10th and 1ith
centuries.

The introduction of this type and ites origin has been the

zubject of considerable debate.

1. The 133ue of azliaresia and especially of folles during the
period wss apparently very large; bronze coins of X’ Class 5 are
plentiful among stray-finds in Corinth while there 1is a
considerable number of hoards consisting entirely of specimens of
this Class.

2 There 1is also a pattern solidus (Class ZXI) similar to these
types. see XX no 11.
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actually, it was during Romanus I's reign that a bust of Christ
had appeared for the first time on a pattern solidus The
accompanying inscription reads +JZ72505% FIS77S5 and this effectively

obviates any connection of the type with that on Constantine YII's

coins entitled as +JASUSIFIREXREGNANTION 1. The origin of the

former 1s difficult to identify. although it could be a segment of

Christ's standing effigy on Romanus' Classes V and VIZ. If so,
Christ's bust on Romanus' pattern coin might well reflect Romanus'
purpose to establish a new type for his dynasty by changing that of
the enthroned £Xfexr Kegnanizuw type adopted originally by Basil I.
The bust of Christ could serve as an "emblema" of his family, while
at the same time being techhically more convenient for a
substantive coinage.

Probably Constantine's type was influenced by the same
philosophy or perhaps by the pattern coin itself. Constantine had
s similar purpose and he too needed to proclaim his independence
from the Lecapeni dynasty. He adopted Romanus I's practice and

engraved on his coinage a segment of the Rex Regnantium of his

1. T.Gregory, gp. ¢cit. ,112 and esp.n.60. The author has suggested that
the bust of Christ on Constantine's s0lid: was influenced by the
Sacred Mandylion and was chosen by the emperor in order to
celebrate his liberation from the Lecapeni. For the pattern solidus
he writes:" it may be that Romanus himself considered 1issuing a
coin with a bust of Christ-perhaps to commemorate the return of the
Mandvlion. If so,the revolt of his sons prevented him, and the
execution of the idea was left to the capable lMacedonian”.

2.There are =2imilarities between the type of Christ on these
classes and that on the pattern sslidus (i.e the type of the cross
nimbus, the way of holding the Book).
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prede cessor, Basil I'' The final evolution of the type may have

been influenced by contemporary monumental paintings or mosaicsé
but not its origin.

Class XIY was most probably a ceremonial issue for Romanus II's
coronation on 6 April 945. The enthroned Christ on the obverse is
very much reminiscent of Class X, which, as has been suggested,
might be a ceremonial issue on the recovery of the Sacred
Mandylion.

Class XY was apparently the regular coinage for the period of
the joint reign of Constantine ¥II and his son (945-59).

The gold coinage of Romamus ITI (959-63) is extremely rare and
iz represented by only a single type with two varieties?, following

the tradition of the realistic portraiture.

Nicephorus Phocas (963-9):

Romanuz died on 15 lMarch 963 and left his two sons aged five
and three. az nominal emperors under the regency of their mother
Theophano. Five months later, however, Nicephorus Phocas was hailed

as emperor by his troops at Caesarea and on 16 August of the

1.A.Grabar, L' 'iconoclasye byzaniin 1957,40-1; J.D. Breckenridge, "The
nuuismatic iconography of Justinian II", A4ASAAZS 144,1959,48-9.

2. J.T.Mathews, “"The source for the solidus issued by Constantine
YII in 945", 4NSIA  24,1979,199-213. The author explores
Constantine's political motives to interpret the message carried by
the new iconographic type of Christ. According to him the

inspiration for its design may be the decoration of the cupola of
Hes .

2. %%, 576-7 (Classes I & II).
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same year was crowned in St.Sophia. He subsequently married
Theophano and becane the protector of the two young princes, Basil
and Constantine. There 1s no gold coinage from the period between
Romanus II's death and Nicephorus' coronation, either in the nanes
0of Theophano, Basil and Constantine or in the names of the nominal
enperors alone.

The gold coinage of Nicephorus Phocas is divided into two
types:
Class I: On the obverse there is the bust of the Pantocrator while
the reverse depicts the busts of Nicephorus on the left and Basil
II on the right, holding a patriarchal cross between them.
Class II: This is an innovation. The obverse depicts the same type
of Christ but on the reverse the emperor on the right 1is
accompanied by the bust of the ¥irgin. quite remarkably the Virgin
shares the patriarchal cross, occupying the senior place. It has
been suggested that Nicephorus was trying to claim divine sanction

for marrying & widow, when himself a widower, and so abandoning his

mnonastic aspirations!. But the emperor had always been a devout
worshipper of the Virgin, as a warrior and a monk, and it was
during his reign that the great centre of Greek monasticism on
Mount Athos, dedicated to her, began to flourish.

Hoard evidence suggests that the introduction of Class II
might have taken place after 965/6. The Edessa hoard/1935, the

hoard from the Danube fortress of Iatrus as well as the Yoden hoard

include only gold coins of Nicephorus Class I2. It has been

i1.A R.Bellinger." The coins and Byzantine imperisl
policy. . . ".op. c22.n. 2,78.

9.5ee Appendix V: The hoards
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suggested that the concealment of these hoards night be connected

with some hostilities between Nicephorus II and Bulgars, at the

frontiers of the Bulgarian Empire, between 965 and 966!

In nonetary terms the most important event of Nicephorus'
reign was the introduction of a second gold denomination.
called the <Zelarierom by the sources, which for almost a
century circulated concurrently with the full weight gold soZidus
or, a3 1t was called from now onwards the nromisms histamenocn. The
nev coin was slightly lighter. The reason for its introduction has
frequently been discussed. as we shall see in the relevant chapter.
The precise date of its introduction is not reported and the hoard

evidence is inadequate on this point., since no ¢elariezra seem to

have been included in hoards dated to the end of the 10th century®.

Jobn Zimisces (969-76):

Nicephorus Phocas was murdered in December 969 by his nephew
Johh Zimisces with the connivance of Theophanc. John was crowned
emperor a week later, after agreeing to all the Patriarch's
demands, such as the banishment of Theophano and the punishment of
his own accomplices.

The gold coinage of John Zimisces is represented by one main

1.D. M. YMetcalf, Coinage in South-sasitern Furops. . . " ,45.
2.1.¢.The Edessa hoard/1935, the "Ayies Paraskies" hoard/1962; see
appendix V.



type on both nomisms and ftelarterom . Un the obverse 1s depicted
the bust of Christ Pantocrator and on the reverse the busts of the
enperor and the Virgin. The latter is different from that of coins
of the preceding reign since the Virgin is shown crowming the
emperor and the relative position of the two figures has been
reversed. Above them is the JZJknus J'lez blessing the emperor, who
usually holds a patriarchal cross in his left hand, although there
are varieties showing him holding a plain cross on globus and
others depicting him with a globus surmounted by trefoil. on the
latter there is sometimes a cross in the upper field of the reverse
It 15 remarkable how all these varieties can be fitted in a short
reign of seven vears. Possibly they night be connected with mint

organization but on present evidence no satisfactory arrangement

can be deviszed:.

Basil I1(976-1025): Table IIIc.

After the death of Zimizces the two sons of Romanus II, Basil
and Constantine, eighteen and sixteen vyears old respectively,
succeeded to the imperial throne, though not without difficulty,
since dynastic ambitions were shown for a time by their uncle Basil
the Faracocexomencs and by some genersls such as Bardas Phocas.

The striking feature of the gold coinage of the period is that

the tetarteron at some stage began to differ from the Aislamenon

1 Grierson considers the varieties without the patriarchal cross as
short-lived experimental attempts.



some details of its design being changed apparently to make 1t more
readily distinguishable from the standard weight »ozisze, which
graduslly became a large, thin coin, quite similar in fabric to the
contemporary silver xzilisresion.

Another remarkable feature is the great range of wvariation in
the designs. There are differences in the size and decoration of
the nimbus of Christ, in the costume of the emperor. in the form of
the patriarchal cross and the decoration of its shaft. The
emperor's Jorgs may be either modified, decorated with  the
traditional lozenges or with a novel square pattern. The nimbus of
Christ was gradually enlarged so that a great variety of ornaments
could be inserted on the arms of the cross. The patriarchal cross

retained its traditional form or was treated as a crosslet, and its

shaft is decorated with various different objectsl.

Recognizing that the different varieties nmust be susceptible
of being arranged in a chronological sequence Grierson divides the
gold coinage of Basil II into six Classes and suggests the
following chronological scheme®.

Class I: January 977.

The obverse depicts the bust of Christ. The nimbus 1s quite
narrow and on each arm of its cross there i3 a dot. The reverse
besrs the busts of Basil II and his brother Constantine VIII

holding with their right hands the traditional patriarchal cross.

1. 20C 604-5.

2.C Zdravka," K"m v"prosa za zlatnoto vizantiisko monetosechene/
963-1025/-khistameni 1 tetarteroni" K Aumismsiiia 16 no.2,1982,18-28;
the author proposes three categories rather than six



The shaft of the cross 1s either undecorated or carries a dot.
Fas1l wears a modified Zoros .
Class II: 977-89 (?)

Christ's nimbus on the obverse is enlarged to allow the
insertion of ornaments on its cross!. On the reverse Basil wears
the traditional JZores with lozenge pattern and the shaft of the
patriarchal cross is decorated with various ornaments.

Class III:589-1001(").

The different ornaments on the arms of Christ’'s nimbus cross are
more elaborate?. On the reverse Basil wears a modified Zoros and
the patriarchal cross is treated as a crosslet.

Class IV:1001-1005(7).

The niwbus of Christ is always decorated by a dotted rosette. On
the reverse a crown 1s suspended over Basil's head. Constantine's
chlamys haz a decorated Zabligc;z . After the inscriptions there are
various zigns,such as a cross. or a rosette . Grierson connects
the beginnhing of the series with the triumphant return of Basil to
Constantinople in 1001 after two years of successful campaigns 1in
hsia Minor?

Class V: 1005(?)

The obverse 1is the same as in the preceding Class but on the

reverse the patriarchal cross has a large globule at the end of

each arm?

1./x%, 604, Table 21 (IIa-k)

2 Ibidexy Table 21 (IIla-j)

3.4¢ 606 and esp.n. 10,11,

4.Grierson argues that this Class might be experimental and very
quickly replaced by Class VI, see A%.607.



Class YI:1005(?)-1025.

On the obverse the arms of the nimbus cross have serrifed ends
where they join the rim of the nimbus and there are crescents in
the upper quarters. On the reverse a simple patriarchal cross
appears. The flan of the coin is large and there is a triple
border of dots on both sides.

Grierson also suggests that the felariers of the reign are of
two different sorts. The first were identical in design to the
Listamens of Classes I-IV but were lighter,and were produced down
to ¢ 1005, when the mint authorities subsequently introduced " a
mlscellany of wvarying designs", which did not occur on the

Lkistamens, to ditfferentiate the two coins. The issues of the

"reformed" ¢ersrieron occur in six Classes!.

Basil II's coinage is quite difficult to date since the same
iconographic types are repeated and the change to a more elaborate
style reflects artistic or minting evolution rather than being
attributable to some historical events. The only exception might
be Class IV with the crowm suspended over Basil's head, which nmust
conmenorate a notable victory.

Of a hoard of ninety—eight gold coins from Crete, found at Ayies

Paraskies near Heraklion in 1962¢, eight are of Nicephorus II and
the rest of Basil II and Constantine. The hoard does not cover the
whole period of Basil II's reign and it is difficult to deduce the

circumstances wunder which it was concealed. However it could

1.5ee XX 605, Table 21(C).
2. 5. Alexiou, Y dpmaroryres kae pryucie Apyrit. 43,1872, 1963 213-4
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be connected with the cruel persecutions of the Arad chaliph

Al-Hakim, against the Christian populations of Egypt and Palestine

in 10061 Basil reacted to this with economic reprisals,
prohibiting trade with Egypt and Syria. This situation might have
eventually created a certain embarrassment among the inhabitans of
the island who had been liberated by the Arab occupation quite
recently.

The specimens of the hoard belong to Grierson's Classes I,II
and III, though not all the wvarieties are represented and some new
ones appear. Their condition implies that they were in circulation
for some time before their burisl. 6.1%X of the hoard's coins are of
Class I, 65.9% of Class II, 24.4% of Class III while one specimen
belongs to a new type, to which I shall return. These proportions
indicate that the hoard was collected mainly during the period that
Class II was in full circulation and that it was concealed at a
time when Classe III was still in production.

The study of the hoard provides the following new evidence:
1. - A new type of a rare ZAistamenor has appeared. The obverse

depicts the bust of Christ flanked by the aﬁ%eviationa IC XE} above

them there is a dot:. On the reverse there are the busts of Basil
IT and Constantine VIII holding between them a labarum with cross;
there is one dot at each corner of the labarum as well as at each

angle of the cross inside it. The long shaft of the labarum

1. A A Vasiliev. 'Jorope 7k Butavrevie Avroxperopas 324-1453, Athens
1954, 367.

2. This feature appears also on some rare tetariers of John
Zimisces; see ¥ 595 6b.



bears a latin cross too. The triangular faces of the two
Co-emperors look very vyouthful. Basil on the left 1is slightly
bearded and wears an ornate robe very much reminiscent of the

modified Joreos : there sre only four squares which are decorated

with drop-shaped ornsments! The emperor's crown carries five dots
and is surmounted by a cross. Constantine on the right is
beardless and wears a chlamys with a decorated ZabZion and a

crown. A similar type was known to constitute an independent

tetsrterorr. since the weight of the unique specimen was recorded
as 4.06gr. However the coin from the Cretan hoard weighs 4.38 gr.

and is evidently a xomisms histamencn Apparently both issues

should be dated at the beginning of the reign’. However the two
specinens show two remarkable differences. Firstly on the

tetarieroir Constantine wears a robe decorated by a characteristic
V¥-shaped embroidery which also occurs on other types of Zetarisrat

Secondly the inscription accompanying the imperial busts reads

differently on the two denominations:

1 Basil's garment is very reminiscent of that worn by the standing
figure of Romanus I (Class X). see AW Pl . XXXVI.10.1.

2. See AN 608 (Type A).

3.The existence of a similar ¢elsrteror indicates that the
histamenon under consideration cannot be dated to the period after
Romanus II's death, during Theophano's regency. For the coinage of
this period see A% 578 n. 5,579

4 1. e Grierson's independent ¢elariera of Class F. see 15,



+bASIL'CCONSTA'T.INA R' (=Basietoc kar Kwvatavtivoc AvyoveTtor (?) Pupatwy)

on the Zistamenon snd +bASILC CONSTANTID' R{=BaciAeros kar KuvotavTivoe

Baciheic "Popaiwyv) on the Zetarteron. These differences suggest that
from the very beginning of the reign the nint authorities were
trying to draw distinctions between the two denominations.

Although coins of this Class are extremely rare ,it may have

lasted for some time, their rarity being due to domestic troubles

in the empire’ and consequent irregular issuing of coinage. It
cannot be a ceremonial coin struck for the emperor's coronation,
since this happened later, and was probably intended for
extensive circulation. Its appearance in the Cretan hoard could
suggest that it circulated for a short period of time, in limited
quantities, but the greater age of the two co-emperors on the
succeeding series suggests that some time elapsed between the two
issues. It is impossible to estimate the duration of this rare
issue. but it probably ceased in 978, when Basil II was a youth of
twenty, and he is represented by a more mature bust.

2 - Grierson has suggested that Class I nust have been a very

brief issue?. However the Cretan hoard includes five specimens
of this Class which show considerable differences in style as well
as in the two co-emperors' features. This implies that Class 1
muat also have been issued for some period of time.

3. - The hoard shows that there are two more varieties of Grierson's

class I. six more varieties of Class II and two more of Class III.

1 See G.Ostrogorsky Aisitory of the Sycantine State. .. . 298-304.
2 X% 603,



(see Table V). making the total wvarieties of each Class as

follows!: Class I=3 (Ia.Ib.Ic); Class II=18 ( IIa, IIa.1, IIa.2.
IIa.3, IDb, IIc, IIcc, IId, IIe. IIe.i, IIe.2, IIf, IIg. IIh,
IIi. IIj. 1IIk. 1IIk.1); Class IIT=14 (IIIa, IIIb, IIIbb, Illc.
ITId. IIle. IITe.1. IITe.2, IIIf, IIIff, IIIg, IITh, IXIi, IIIj).

It 1s difficult to be sure whether the mint authorities
restricted the 1ssue of each variety to a standard periocd. The
purpose of such a policy might be to control the money supply on an
anrmial basiz (?), to enable estimation of the amount of gold
colnage 1n circulation, of state expenditure and the like. Thus. on
the assumption that each wvariety corresponds to a yearly output,
Class I might be assigned to 975-81, Class II to 981-1000.
Class III to 1000-1014.

This chronological sacheme suggests that Class IV, with the
crown suspended over Basil's head night have been introduced
sometime 1n 1014, Moreover the crown as a symbol of power and
victory implies that this Class 1s more likely to have been 1ssued
after the great Byzantine victory over the Bulgarians in 1014¢.
Class IV could have lasted up to 1018, when it was replaced by
Claas VI

lass Y seems to have been & very brief issue and plausibly
could be considered as transitional, either between Class IV and VI

or nost probably, Class III and IV. Nevertheless some details in

1 The varieties in bold 1letters indicate those included in the
Cretan hoard.

2. X% 606 and esp.n . 10. Grierson connects this issue with the
triumphant return of Basil to Constantinople in 1001 after two
years of successes 1in Asia linor.



the treatment of Christ's effigy and beard imply that the latter
case could be more likely. In Class V the treatment of Christ's
beard is more natursalistic as in late issues of Class III and it

does not show the characteristic lumps which are more predominent

on specimens of Class IV!. Moreover., on issues of Class IV, as
also on Class YI, Christ's bust is broader and the treatment of

hils right hand very linear and schematic while that of Class V i3

very much reminiscent of Class IIIZ.

It is true that Class VI is quite common in relation to a
period of issue of seven years (1018-25), but it was at this time
that the struggle with the neighbouring Slavonic states came to an
end and the Empire's frontiers ran once more along the Danube and
the Euphrates. Thus new propitious conditions were created
for the development of commercial relations with neighbouring

states such as Rus, Patzinaks in the north, the Arabs in the

east and the Italian states. The Aeslzioselenato 3 might reflect
the stability and economic reconstruction which apparently resulted
in the abundance in money supply from 1018 onwards.

The Cretan hoard also gives some evidence about the ‘Zefarieron

nf the reign. Grierson's types of the so-called "independent"

tetarters®have to be reduced from six to five, since Type C of

1.see % P1.XLIV and compare no.5 with 3f.1 and 4a.2.

2. 7dex P1.XLIV and XLV, compare Christ's right hand of no. 5 with
nos. 4 and 6.

3. For the term AZelioseléenatorn applied to this issue as well as
Constantine VIII's gold coinage see XX 57-8.

4, The term "independent" :‘sfariera has been conveyed by Grierson:
XX, 608
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the <letarteron 1s equivalent to the new variety of Azstamenon
Ila.2 without obvious distinctions.

The ietarteron of Type A, as has been already mentioned,
corresponds to the rare Azslamenon of Class A.I found in the hoard.
Thus Type A might belong to the period 976-8 while Type B must
belong to 981-1000 szince it is similar of Class IIc except that
the shaft of the patriarchal cross is decorated with a crescent:.

Type E is very reminiscent in iconographical details of the new
variety Ic of the Azstamenor in the Cretan hoard. although the
latter is of a more elaborate style. Christs's broad nimbus,
a3 well as the co-emperors'features imply that it night be

dated later and was quite possibly issued at the period of

Class IV kistamens (1014-8)2

The rare type D is characterized by the elaborate treatment of
the two emperors' garments and this probably implies that it was
be a special issue for the great wvictory of 1014. If so, it
night be contemporary with the rare Class V. which has been
considered above as transitional between Class III and IV.

Indoubtedly Type F is late; its abundance as well as its
appearance in a number of hoards from the Balkans indicate that it

night belong to the period of stability and economic expansion that

is from 1018 to 10253

1. For an interpretation of this crescent see A% 609

2. The reason for attributing type E to this period is that both
co-emperors wear pendilia a feature first introduced in Class IV
3 The weight of these retartere (4.22g ) indicates that they are
probably Z23-carat Zetartera.
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C.From Constantine VIII (1025) to Alexius Commenus (1081): the last
phase of the traditiomal "ascwises”

The death of Basil II marked a turning point in Byzantine
history. Not only was it followed by a period of decline and
weakness, culminating in the defeat of Manzikert in 1071, in which
the emperor Romanus IV himself was taken prisoner, but it also
heralded a rsdical cheange in the economic and social structure of
the Enmpire. The landed aristocracy had won the struggle for
political supremacy and it remained to be seen whether civilian or
nilitary families would dominate. In the vears that followed there
was a chaos of court intrigue resulting in short reigns. and on
several occasions ambitious empresses and emperor's widows or
daughters claimed to rule in their own right!

The nonetary history of this period is dominated by the
devaluation of the Byzantine gold coin, which began in the 1040s
and which was the result of a combination of different factors to
which we shall return.

The two gold denominations, the nomisms Aistamenom and the
tetarteron ,continued side by side as distinct coinages with
different sizes and iconographic types. Under Basil II the module
of the ZXistamenon had been increased from c¢. 2imm to over 25mm and
its identity was clearly distinguished from that of the fetarieron
In the mid 1040s the Zistamenon was even made concave and, after a

brief return to flat coins in the reigns of Theodora and Michael

1 For the history of the period G.Ostrogorsky, " Aistory of the
Bysaniine State " 320-56: see also table



I¥. the concave form was revived by Issac I and from then on 1is &
reqular feature of both the full ZAistamenon and the ZLyperpyro:
which replaced it after 1092,

It has been suggested that it was either a means of

strengthening the coins, which could be easily bent because they

were 30 thin', or an indication of debasement?. However the
concave fabric is also applied to some large and thin, full
niligresia from the reign of Constantine IX, Michael VII and
Nicephorus III, which suggests that it was not specially devised
for the gold issue alone. Furthermore it can scarcely be
interpreted as an indication of debasement, since the Zelariere ,
which were apparently debased, remain flat, while the Z2isiazens of
Theodora and Michael ¥I also stay flat although their quality is

reduced. It has been recently shown however that the concave fabric

night be due to technical reasons?.

1. T Bertele, "Lineamenti principali della numismatica bizantina”,
FIN 66,1964 ,65. C.Morrison, "La concaviteé des monnaies
byzantines",K 55F4 30, 1975, 786-8.

2. M. Hendy, Coinage &and HMNoney 1in the Bysanitine Zapire 10851-1252
(x5 12y, Washington ,1969,.6 and P.Grierson in Y. 6. See also
P Grierson " Nummi Scyphati. The story of a misunderstanding,
M 11,1971,253-60: the author discusses the term 'scyphati’', which
iz commonly connected with concave coins and shows that because it
appears in Italian records from 1024 onwards, it derives from the
Arab shafah meaning edge or rim and referred initially to the broad
thin histamenon of Basil II.

3.F Delamare, P.lontmitonnet,C lMorrisson, "Une approche necanique
de la frappe des monnaies. Application a 1'étude de 1' evolution de
la forme du solidus byzantin", &A¥ 26,1984,b23-5.
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The iconography of the Aiszamena and the Zetartera in the
period in question is generally restricted to representations of
Christ and the Virgin on the obverse and of the emperor, either in
bust or standing, on the reverse.

Christ iz mainly pictured either seated on a square-backed

throne ( Romanus III, Constantine X, Eudocia, Michael VYII,
Nicephorus III) or a backless throne (Isaac I, Nicephorus III), or
on a wide lyre-backed throne (Constantine IX, Constantine X) or in
bust as Pantocrator (lMichael IV, Constantine IX, IMichael VII,
Nicephorus III}. On the ZAzisiamens of Theodora Christ is pictured
standing and facing, oh square soupedion, raising his right hand in
blessing and holding the Book of Gospels in his left. loreover on
an unique copper pattern of a XLisismernon of Zoe there is the very

rare representation of Christ Antiphonetes and the coin seems to

be one of only three pictures bearing this epithet’. The
icohography of this pattern coin may have been inspired by the
particular devotion to Antiphonetes by the empress Zoe herself who,
838 Psellus informs us, had a copy of his icon which ensbled her to
foretell the future®

Christ Pantocrator is also represented on some Zeiariera (
Conztantine XI. Theodora, Isaac I, Nicephorus III), but most bear

one or two types of the Virgim's bust: a. -Bust of the Virgin

1 In the church of the Dormition at Nicaea there was a mosaic icon
of Christ Antiphonetes, now destroyed, showing him, not 1in
three-quarter length, a3 on the coin, but full-length.

2.C Mango, 7he Srazen House .. ,142-8. Zoe also built a church of
Christ  Antiphonetes in  which she was buried: Sathas,
Fibl gr med aev: VII, 163.



Blachernitissa ( Michael YI. Constantine X); b - Bust of the Yirgin
Nikopoios. holding medallion of Christ ( Romanus III, Eudocia.
Romanus IV and Michael VII). The type of Virgin Episkepsis, that is
orans with medallion of Christ, occurs only once on the JAistamens
of Zoe and Theodora

The emperor is pictured in three different ways:

a- Emperor in bust wearing collar-piece and modified Jorgs. crowm

with cross and pendilia and holding imperial insignia‘:

r hand labarum |r.hand sceptre lr.hand globus | r. handglodus
1 hand glolus |1.hand globus | crucigér. | cruciger
CrUSIFEY | cruciger |1. labarum |1.hand &aiaiis
Hichael IV Romanus III

Constantine IX Constantine IX
Constantine IX Constantine IX
Theodora

Constantine X
Hichael YII

Ricephorus III

Nicephorus III

b.- Emperor standing but dressed similarly and holding imperial
insignia-

B e e e o o o o o s o o im e o e e = e = . = e o e e o —— o v —— — — — — — — ——

r. hand long cross | r.hand labarum
1. hand =siskis | l.hand glodus cruciger

Michael VI Constantine X
Nicephorus III

1. The names 1n boild print indicate that the denomilinstion 1s the
h2stamenon.
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During the reign of Issac I an iconographic 1innovation

occurred whereby the emperor was depicted either with & labarum in
nis right hand and a sheathed sword resting point down on the
ground in his left, or carrying a sword on his right shoulder and a
3cabbard in his 1left hand. This innovation was criticized by
contemporaries as seeming to imply that the emperor's authority
derived not from God's grace but from his own sword. However the
type showing an euperor wearing military costume and holding the
hilt of a csheathed sword, was first introduced by Constantine IX
for his large ziZisresia and probably represents nothing more than
a warning to domestic and external enemies. Nor does the sword
seemn intended as a propaganda symbol for the military aristocracy
from which Isaac came, since Constantine IX was a member of the
civil aristocracy.
c.- Emperor standing by the side of a Holy figure and both holding
a labarum. The Zistamens of Theodora show her and the Virgin (in
that order) holding between them a labarum on a shatt, while on an
issue of Michael IV the archangel Ifichael, standing on the left, is
shown handing a labarum to the emperor.

The attribution of the latter and of the type as a whole has
been discussed frequently. Sabatier and Wroth attributed the coin
to HMichael VI but a discovery of an imitation of the type on Danish
permies of the 10405 favoured its attribution to one of the two
other emperors of that name: IMichael IV and Michael V. Grierson

initially attributed the coin to lMichael Y on the assumption that

ntherwise Michael V has no zomzsas at alll

1. 20022
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Two other schelars argued that it should be attributed to Iichsel
IV, although on different grounds.

Fagerlie' sees similarities of style Letween this coin and
the Zisieméns of Romenus III and argues that since there are also
Danish imitations of Romanus III's &zligrésis, the DByzantine
prototype of the coin in question, it must date to the period of
Rowanus III's immediate successor, Michael IV. She also based her
argunent on the fact that Michael IV was an epileptic; Psellus
informs us that he tried warious therapies, such as prayers and
purifications and finally built a church in honour of the 452z
Anargyroi, the saintly thaumaturges. Thus Fagerlie interprets the
representation of the archangel lMichael on this coin as ... "another
attempt on the part of the ailing emperor to propitiate a saint
whose healing powers were well known...".

Hendy attributes the coin to Michael IY but considers it to
be a Thessalonican 1issue on the ground that an identical

representation of St. Demetrius is shown on coins struck by Alexius

I at this provincial mint?. He suggests that a mint was opened at
Thessaloniki because it was Michael IY¥'s headquarters for the
Bulgarian campaign and argues that since Harold Hardrads took part
in that campaign he had every opportunity to take back large

quantities of this coin to Denmark.

1.J.11. Fagerlie, "A miliaresion of Romanus III and a nomisma of
Michael IV", ANSMA 11, 1964,234-6.
2.11. Hendy, " Michael IV and Harold Hardrada', A¥, 10,1970,187-97.



Nonetheless the choice of civil rather than military dress for
the archangel IMichael is difficult to explain 1in this context.
lMoreover Cedrenhus informs us that when the emperor was in Salonica
he visited the tomb of the patron of the city, St Demetrius, and

made lavish gifts of money in the hope of a providential

improvement in his health!. Thus a representation of St. Demetrius
seems more appropriate for a coin minted in Thessaloniki, and the
question whether an emergency mint should be attributed to this
city, during Michael IV's campaign remains unanswered.  However,
the depiction of the emperor being crowned by the 2Manus lez and
receiving & labarum from the minister and messenger of God, the
archangel Michael, probably represents an effort by Michael IV to
claim divine sanction for the regime of the Paphlagonian dynasty
through the offices of his name-archahgel. Harold Hﬁr&gda had

another opportunity of collecting Byzanhtine AZisiaasns, in 1040-2 when

1.Cedrenus, (ed. Bonn),527: he nentions that while Michael IY was in
Salonica, John Orphanotrophos sent him ten cenienszris of gold by
ship. Finally the ship was caught in a storm and was wrecked on the
Illyrian coast.This incident is obscure, since it is difficult to
explain how a ship sailing from Constantinople to Salonica could be
wrecked on the Illyrian coast. Nevertheless it may have had orders
to sail to the Adriatic sea so0 that the money could be used there
(by the strazegus of Dyrrachium?).for campaigns against Stephen
Yoislav. In any case this story weakens the theory of a mint in
Salonica; one wonders just why the money had to be sent either to
3alonica or to the Adriatic coast from Constantinople if a nint
existed in Thesseloniki. Cedremus however speaks generally about
gold and one may suggest that it may not have been in coin but in
bullion.
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he intervened at Constantinople on the side of the imperial guard?

d.- Coronation of the emperor by a holy figure. The most common
type i1s the coronation of the emperor by the Virgin ( Romanus III,
Michael VI, Constantine X), but during the reign of Romanus IV
christ 1s shown blessing the union of Romanus and Eudocia.

e.- Two or more imperial figures. The custom of representing
wembers of the imperial family on coins, which had been dominant
during the three preceding centuries, now become a rather rare
phenomencn. Imperial relatives appear only twice, during the sole
reign of Eudocia and of Romanus IV. In the first case the reverse
bears 1in the centre the figure of Eudocia flanked by her sons,
Michael and Constantius. In the second case the obverse depicts
the standing figures of ., Constantius and Michael VYII, whom Romanus
inherited as colleagues, as well as that of their youngest brother
Andronicus {(in that order). On the reverse of the same emperor's
tetariers are depicted the half-figures of Romanus, on the left,
and Eudocia on the right, while the ‘Zeiariteras of llichael VII carry
the half- length figures of Michael and l!laria. There is also a
rare tetarteron which bears the half-figures of Eudocia and llichael

YII (in that order) on the reverse, which Grierson dates to 1067

before Eudocia's marriage to Romanus IVZ.

1.C Morrisson, " Le role des Varanges dans la transmission de la
monnaie byzantine en Scandinavie", Zes Fays du Nord et Bysarnce.
dctes du Collogue 4°' UDpsal J0-J20 Avril 1979 4dcla niversitatic
fpsaliensis. 133.

2 N%, 782
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A notable feature of the gold coinage of the period, is the
great variety in details such as the decoration of the garments, or
the forms of the labarum held by the emperor. For instance in the
representation of Romanus III's coronation by the Virgin, the
Yirgin i3 pictured either with or without a nimbus and there is
great variety in the decoration of both figure's garments. It has
been suggested that these variations may possibly represent a

chronological development of the work of different sections or

officinge within the mint!. Similarly the Azstamens of Michael IV
vary in the forms of the labarum hold by the emperor. while
Constantine IX's four types show variation in the form of the
globus cruciger, or of the labarum, or in the ornaments on the
cross-arm3 of Christ's nimbus or in the treatment of the emperor's
chlanys which may be with or without a fringe. It has also been
suggested that all these varieties may be of different dates2. The
different wvarieties of Basil II's coinage have been considered as
possibly reflecting a system of annual issues designed to control
the circulation of gold coins. However, it is difficult to know
vhether this new policy was applied temporarily by Basil II as part
of his own financial strategy or was the start of a new ninting

procedure which continued throughout the eleventh century. Detailed

1. x%"712-3. 11.D.O'Hara," A rare histamenon of Romanus III Argyrus
A.D.1028-1034", 50775, 637, Sept.1971, 321-4: the author proposes a
sequence of five types.

2.P Grierson, Zrraniine Coins ..,199. M.D.0O'Hara.A" An introduction
to the gold coinage of Constantine IX MNMonomachus A.D 1042-1055"
SUME 630, Febr 1971, 46-51.
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pwblications of coin hoards from this period will shed more light
on this problen.

One of the most distinctive features of Byzantine nmonetary
history of the 1ith century is the debasement of the traditional

gold coin, the Byzantine s¢lidus, which had remained almost pure,

24 carats, for seven hundred years® It is true that from the end

of the tenth century the Byzantine gold coin fluctuated between 22

and 23 1/22 carats or even between 21 1/2 and 23° and that during the
long reign of Basil II the measured fineness varies from issue to
issue. probably because of a temporary financial crisis due to the
immense coat of his military campaigns. However it is generally
accepted that this reduction in purity was not deliberate and that
actual debasement only took place in the eleventh century., between

the 1030z and the nonetary reform of Alexius I in 1092.

Lopez's assertion! that the introduction of the ¢etarteron gave

the first hint of the great crisis of the bezant has been contested

1. It 1s known that the Byzantine solidus was evidently intended to
contain 24 carats of pure gold. Brunetti's estimations have showed
that the gold coinage of the eighth to tenth centuries maintained a
very respectable standard between 23 and 24 carats; see L Brunetti,
"Nuovi orientamenti statistici nella monetazione antica", RIN,
62-63.1950-1 . 6-8&

2 A% 39 and n 123

3 C Morrisson, "Du Solidus & 1' Hyperpére:dévaluations et déclin de
la mormale d'or byzantine,CZAF.14,1977.65-76 74 . "La dévaluation de
la mornale byzsntine au XIe siecle: essai d' interpretation",
77 6,1976, 5-6.

4 R S. Lopez,"La crisze du bezant au Xe zidcle et la date du Livre du
Prefet", Melamges MHenri Grégoire. IT(=dnnuaire de 1 Institut d4de
Fhilologie et 4° Histoire Qrientales et Slaves10). 1950 403-18
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by Grierson who argues that a distinction must be drawn between the
debasement of the gold coinage and the introduction of the
light-weight 2edarteron. since the latter was originally of the
same high quality as the zopisme Lisltaxenocn.

Scholars do not agree on the exact date when the debasement of
the gold coin hegan.

Grierson has studied the eleventh century debasement using the

specific gravity method. Originally' he argued that the debasement
took place under Constantine IX but subsequently. in the light of
further material, he concluded that it might have happened during

the reign of HMichael IV2. The figures show a reduction from between
zz and 23 carats to almost 20. In the course of this study
Grierson also attempted to correct some of the doubtful
attributions fomerly given to Byzantine rulers bearing the sane
name’.

Morrisson, however, suggests that the debasement took place
under Conatantine ¥I and her analysis showed that the fineness

of the last two issues of the reign diminished from 89.6% to

84 8% and from 85% to 81. 4% respectively (20 1/4 carats and 19

1/25%

1. P Grierson, "The debasement of the bezant in the eleventh
century",. A2 47,1954, 379-94.

2 7d "Notes on the fineness of the Byzantine solidus",
£Z.54,1961 ,91-7.

3.1 e he transferred to Constantine IX a series of coins formerly

attributed to Constantine VIII, and he reattributed the coins of
Michael ¥ and VI .see X% 721.
4 C Morrisson, op. ¢cz¢.,7.36.



Under Romanus IV the coinz fall below 18 carats and after the
defeat of Manzikert there was further reduction, to reach 16 and

finally only 10 carats during the reign of Michael YII and only 8

carats during that of Nicephorus III!.

But what were the main reasons for the debasement of the
Byzantine gold coin? It is true that many parts of both the Muslim
and Christian worlds in the late tenth and eleventh centuries
experienced monetary difficulties. During the first decades of the
eleventh century the fineness of the gold coin of the Buwayhid
dynasty in Baghdad fell to 12 carats. while a depreciation of
silver coins in Italy and in France is also attested. Thiz was
probably the result of an increase in the volume of trade without
any 1important alteration of the monetary wvalue of the coins. In
the Evzantine empire the depreciation was probably a result of
several factors since it can hardly be solely the consequence of
financial difficulties due to wars. Psellus informs us that
despite the immense cost of his military campaigns Basil II left
2,000,000 pounds of gold in the treasury, besides great quantities
of precious stones and other wvaluable objects and contrasts this
with the extravagance of Basil's successors.

The eleventh century is crucial for the history of the
Byzantine empire and indeed highlights a number of peculiarities.

It is intriguing that a sudden collapse occurred after a period of

1 Bertelé has suggested that the Zzslaaens of Nicephorus III were
of 9 rather than 8 carats; T.Bertele, gp cit. K XFIN 66,1964 33
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economic reconstruction, which as has besn already nmentiocned
followed Basil II's victorious campaigns, from 1018 onwards. The
growth of the urban economy eventually enabled traders and artisans
to assume a role of political significance. The members of this
nev connercial class of nouwesur riches seem to have been prone to
extraordinary outbursts of extravagance and were unscrupulous in
their search for personal profit, and indeed made no attempt to
demand the re-establishment of the traditional fineness of the
NOR1SBE.

It is remarkable that for the first time in the whole
Byzantine period an entrepreneur from the capital, a money-
changer, waz proclaimed emperor and most probably, under this
euperor, lichael IV, the debasement of the traditional gold zozisma
took place.

Apparently reforn was needed to revive the monetary
gconomy and draw up a monetary policy that would mnmeet the

requirements of an expanding economy which had passed into the

hands of individuals. The government could nho longer control

trade in every product or material and the well-knowm Rodosto!l
incident illustrates the important role of private capital in state
administration at the close of the eleventh and the beginning of

the twelfth centuries.

1 Michael YII'3 reign was marked by general confusion and he was
nicknaued Fargpinaces; a nomisma would now purchase only a zedzimnus
ninus a quarter of wheat(i. e minus a pinakion, mapa mvakiov). and not
a whole »edimnus  Such price rises aroused popular displeasure and
when in 1073-4, he and Nicephorus the Zogotiets tried to secure a
uwonopoly of the grain-trade at Rodosto they failed completely and
the populace raided and demolished the silos of grain see
N Metcalf, Coinmage 1n South-eastern Furope . 68 and esp n §
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D. Salidus- nomisma- nomisma histemenon- lelarieron

Solidus. nomisme and nomisys histamenon are the three
successive namea for the Byzantine gold coin with a standard weight
0f 24 keratia or siliquae, which maintained an unvarying integrity
for centuries. Alongside this main gold issue there were also sonme
fractional issues, the sexissis and the <‘fremissis |, which
eventually ceased to be struck in the East, except as ceremonial
coins. toward the middle of the eighth century. Hencefoward the
only gold coin in the East until the last quarter of the tenth
century was the selidws, while in the West fractional gold coins
continued to be struck as long as the nints remained in Byzantine
hands.

The niddle-eleventh century chronicler Scylitzes accuses the
emperoy Nicephorus Phocas of having introduced a light-weight gold

nomiskse . ralled the Zelariteronm alongside the traditional

BOBISBE This statement is repeated in almost every detail by
George Cedrenus at the end of the eleventh or the beginning of the
twelfth century. In the mniddle of the twelfth century another
account is given by John Zonaras, which narrates the introduction
of the ¢etarteron slightly different, although using the original
statement of Scylitzes.

Although the above chroniclers seem to agree on the main
facts- that Nicephorus II created the Zelariteron nomisms and that
it was a light- weight gold coin mnodern scholars do not agree

about the purpose of its issue nor about the way in which it was

1 For these accounts see X% 35-6 and esp.n. 104-6
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used, while there has been a long debate on its 1identification-.
However it 1is now generally accepted that the ‘relarieron was

normally & coin of 22 carats weight ( theoretical weight of about

4.17g.)¢ and 1t was at first indistinguishable from the ZA:zsiazenon
1n 1ts fabric, module, iconographical types and metallic purity. it
was only towards the end of the joint reign of Basil II and
Conatantine VIII that, as has beeh already mentioned, it assumed
distinguishably different features.

Nevertheless attempts by historians and numismatists to
determine the purposes for which the Zelarieron was introduced. in

the light of the written sources, have been inconclusive.

Grierson® contests Lopez's theory that its introduction may
give the first hint of the «crisis of the bezant due to
financial difficulties of Nicephorus Phocas. He proposes that the
original motivation for the issue was the government's desire to

provide the 3yriac provinces, which had been reconquered by the

1. For a substansive survey on the problems concerning the
identification of the 2elarieron see % 29-30 where all the
previous bibliography is included; see also M. Hendy, "Light weight
snlidi, tetartera, and the Book of the Prefect",ZAZ 64.1972.75 where
attempts to connect the creation of the Zefarieron with an emperor
other than Nicephorus II are mentioned (i e Christophilopoulou,
Dolger;.

2 W, 32-3.see also L.L.Uzman, "The tetarteron of Nicephorus
Phocas-Fact or Fiction | RZrc ,70,1962.4-5 and P.Grierson,
Tetarteron or counterfeit? A note on Mr.Uzman's coin &zzre 70,
1962,53

3. P.Grierson Nomisma, tetartéron et dinar: un plaidoyer pour
Nicéphore Phocas. A54 100,1954, 75-84.
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lHacedonian emperors, with a coin of the same weight and value as
the Fatimid dinar.

However, Ahrweiler suggests that Nicephorus Phocas intended to
reduce the weight of the zomisms and not to establish a double
standard in gold coinage. Popular opposition and the early death
of the emperor meant that the reform was not completed but that
nevertheless the succeeding emperors found the precedent of issuing
light-weight gold coins too attractive to abandon. She therefore

stresses that different motives were in operation before and after

Nicephorus' death!.

Hendy for his part argues that the teilarieron was equivalent to
the sixth and seventh century 1light-weight s02idus. and was
subsequently designed to increase the imperial revenues during a

period at which ambitious military and political projects had

necessitated extraordinary expenditure?,
What were the real financial and monetary tendencies of the
period before and during the introduction of the Zetarteron ?

There are five main features of Byzantine financial and monetary
history from the reign of Theophilus until the reign of Nicephorus
Phocaz.

a.- From the szecond half of the ninth century there are hints of
price rises apparently as a result of urban recovery, and there is

evidence that the emperor Theophilus himself took a close interest

1. H Ahrweiler -Glykatzi,K "Nouvelle hypothese sur le tétartéron d'or
et la politique monétaire de  Nicéphore Phocas" Mélanges
G ostrogorsky. I (=Hecuell des traveuxr de 1'Institut 4@ Studes
brcantines 8) ,Belgrade, 1963,1-9

2. 11 Hendy, gp. c1¢.n.257.75-80; 7b. Studies in the Bvsantine lonetary
Econoay ¢ J300-1450 Canbridge, 1985 507,
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in the retail prices of basic commodities 1in the markets of
Constantinaplel!

b.-There is extensive overstriking of gold coinage during the
joint reign of Theodora and IMichael III and gold money ceases to be
issued from some time in the third quarter of the ninth century.
under the reign of Basil I, as well as at the beginning of the 10th
century, under the reigns of Leo VI and Romanus I Lecapenus. This
phenomenon, as has been alreadv mentioned, reflects a farsighted
monetary policy most probably in order to limit the money supply
and so reduce inflation.

c. -There is an increase in the weight of the x:z/iaresion and an
inprovement ih its fineness by Basil I. This may reflect an
antention on Basil I's part to give the mzligresion the character
0f a genuine currency. The underlying reasons for such a policy
can hardly be identified in detail but it suggests that a new
convenient currency was required for transactions hitherto

conducted with one gold denomination and one copper, or even

temporarﬂq with copper issues of different weight-standards?.
Additionally although the introduction of the silver coin into
commercial transactions might merely imply a price rise in
commndities it may also have beem a measure against usury and
profiteering, aimed at protecting the gold coin either from

hoarding or from illegal exportation.

1. R.J H Jenkins, Byraniiug. the Imperisl Centuries. A.D 510-1071
1966, 46-7.
2 1. e during the reign of Theophilus, see below.
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d.During the tenth century new trade routes opened up a2 the
ifluzlin threat receded and the Byzantine armies penetrated beyond
the Taurus mountains into Cilicia and Syria. The newly arrived
Russians provided opportunities for 1long-distance trade and
navigation 1in the Aegean sea was mnade mnuch safer after the

reconqueat of Crete in 961 by Nicephorus Phocas. The treaties of

307 and 944/5 between the Byzantines and the Russians® and the
dispersed hoards and single finds of Byzantine coins found 1in
lMoldavia. on the coast of Dobrogea and at the crossing-points of
the Danuwbe-few though they are- all suggest that merchants
travelled between Constantinople, the Danube and the Black sea
portsc

e. - The state financial policy of the period was intended
firstly to discourage initiative and the accumulation of wealth,
and secondly to enable the greatest possible state control of
commercial traffic, through strict regulations and restrictions.
The text of the two treaties between the Byzantines and the

Pussians mention many regulations governing the business activities

of Puzsian merchants in the capital?

The Book of the Prefect, dating from the reign of Leo ¥I, is a
cnllection of government regulations for the control of trade,
industry. the circulation of money and the activities of the guilds
in the capital. A third simllar source, the famous manuscript

from the Ilonastery of St.John on Patmos {oder Srimianus

171), contains five short notices concerning tenth century shops in

1.C Mango, Syesantive the Eypire of ¥New Xome, 1960,55,

2 D M Metcalf, Coinage 11 South-eastern ZFurope 23-4. see also
helow

3 C NMango gp cit
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Constantinople:. This records a number of transactions. prices and
rents and informs us that the members of the aristocracy were
Iorbidden to engage in commerce and hence invested their funds in
buying shops, from which they enjoyed a stable and quite high rent.
Apparently the financial policy of the Macedonian dynasty was
tlearly characterized by a spirit of distrust and conservatism
vhich hardly conformed with the general atmosphere of the period.

f.-The tenth century is a turning point for several sectors of
the Byzantine world. Military campaigns, stimulating and fruitful
activity in the realm of education, scholarship and art, and
diplomatic relations with foreign courts undoubtedly created a
society with different needs and requirements from that of the
eighth, and of the first half of the ninth centuries. The
numismatic evidence also implies a great abundance of gold coinage
which shows that the government was not generally short of precious
netal. Thus 1its curious financial policy can only have been
intended to combat the landed aristocracy, to keep prices at a
stable level and to discourage new markets and new connections with
foreign areas of production and outlets for commodities by
individual entrepreneursc.

It was in this context that Nicephorus II decided to introduce

the light-weight tefarzeron alongside the standard weighted roz:sas,

1.N.Oikonomidés,"Quelques boutiques de Constantinople au Xe
siecle, F 26,1972, 5345-6.

2.J Danstrup, “lManuel I's coup against Genoa and Venice in the
light of Byzantine commercial policy”, ClasSs1cA NG
Medievalia, 10,1948,137.



and thus ite introduction waz almost certainly the result of a new
monetary policy.

The nearest text to the date of Nicephorus' reform is, as
menticned above, that of John Scylitzes. He reports the creation of
the ({elarieron in the following terms: “"he (Nicephorus) also
reduced the zomisms by inventing the so-called <¢tetarteron
ANomismata being henceforth of two kinds, the collection of taxes
demsanded of the heavy zomisms, while in expenses the small one was
squandered” But Zonaras writing in the niddle of the twelfth
century produced a quite different version; he describes the event
in the following fashion:..." he (Nicephorus) invented the
tetarteron by diminishing the weight, and he effected on the one
part the collection of taxes in heavy zomisass and on the other the
pavuents and expenses in the nmutilated”.

The account of Zonaras indeed seems very curious: how would
the citizenz provide themselves with the heavy coin to pay the
taxes 1f all state payments were made in ‘Zglarierd’? Grieson writes
that" it i3 not necessary to take the chroniclers literally., and
suppose that the government made all payments in tetarteral .. " and
Hendy has noted "that the only feature of the Zgtariesron that seems
to have been fundamentally nisunderstood by Zonaras 13 that of

using 1t for state expenditure while using the histamenon for

revenue” -,

1. X% 37 and esp.n. 109
2. . Hendy, Stwdies in the Brsantine Moneiary Economy .., 507,
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It i3 true that Zonaras' atatement 1s strikingly different

from that of Scylitzes and consequently of Cedrenus-. Scylitzes
does not specify that the lighter coin was necessarily used only in
state expenses Spesking in the third person he probably states
that while the heavy coin had to return to the imperial treasury,
the lighter remained in circulation and was generally squandered
on expenses. Apparently Scylitzes' account is explicit and nust not
involved with that of Zonaras.

Moreover, according to Scylitzes Nicephorus also made a law
that his owm moxZsms  should be preferred and those of other
empercrs slighted:. .. " though it was the law and custom that every
coin bearing the imperial portrait, unless reduced in weight,
should be of equal wvalue, he made a law that his own should be
preferred and diminished the wvalue of the others. This occasioned
great hardship among the subjects in the exchanges. And worst of

all, because of it there developed a dearth of goods for sale"

This statement is viewed as referring to the new light coin? .

1. Normally the text of Zonaras and that of Cedrenus, which is
actually a direct copy of Scylitzes', have been interpreted as
stating the ssme thing i.e see M Hendy, "Light weight solidi,
tetartera. . ", 67 he writes" Both Zonaras and Cedrenus seem to agree
. that it was used in state expenses while revenues were collected
in coins of full weight... ",

2 M. Hendy, op. cit. n 267:"the telarieron was formally given some sort
nf preferential tariffing in exchanges" Grierson on the other hand
conaiders the depr@ciation of the o0ld coins something intrinsically
independent of the creatlion of the new light coin; 2% 37.
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However it seems very likely that it might concern the emperor's

own heavy denomination!

apparently Nicephorus put into circulation two gold
denominations, quite independant of each other, the values of which
were mainly determined by financial factors. State payments were
Lade partly in »nomismaia and partly in tetartera. Without obvious
distinctions between it and the heavy coin, people were presumably
Iorced to accept the new light coin from the government as if both
were of equal value from the outset. Eventually the parity of the
tvo denominations became spurious and applied only in the context
of payments and not of revenues.

The intention of this curious monetary policy. which seeus
actually to conform very well with the financial policy of the
early lacedonian dynasty, as sketched above, may be summarized as
follows.

Firstly gold coins may have been controlled to prevent hoarding
and 1llegal exportation: any one offered a (¢eiarieron might well
feel cheated and disinclined to hoard it. The relative rarity of
the ‘¢elsrfers and the scant hoard evidence from the period
indicates that Nicephorus' reform succeeded in meeting its aims.

Secondly the use of the ¢eiarferon in transactions served to
counter inflation, at the same time establishing a reduction of
prices. Skylitzes reports that the introduction of the t¢etarteron
and the depreciation of old zomismals created a dearth of goods for

sale. This is probably an exaggeration but reflects that the new

1. For demonetized coins in 10th century see X% 509-10 where =&
law of Leo VI iz commented on.
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lighter coin led 1nevitably to reduced consumption. since the
nerchants were not willing to sell their products.

Thirdly the new denomination could be more I[lexible Ior
commerclal transactions with foreign people either of North or East
or even West, not practically familiar with the traditional heavy
Byzantine gold coin. And there would be an extra profit from these
transactions paid 1n ‘terariérs.

It 13 not clear whether Nicephorus' reform was the first
step towsrds abandoning the traditional gold coin conpletelv!
though indeed he adopted & series of severe measures in order to
impose the new lighter coin. By demonetizing the gold coins of the
previous emperors, merchants were obliged to accept the new
denomination in their transactions; they could not cheat their
customers by demanding heavy coins of previous reigns in order to
avoid payments in ¢etartera, since the wvalue of the former had
diminished . ©On the other hand, the Book of Prefect in sections
dealing with different merchants, such as 1linen-merchants,
perfune-sellers wax-chandlers, grocers, includes penalties for
those who refused to accept the Zelsarieron bearing the authentic
imperial stamp?

The description of the well-known transaction between monks
in the Life of St Lazarus the Galesiot® , dated in the firazt half

af the eleventh century, indicates that the lighter coin was still

1. H Ahrweiler.op cii .9.
2 Le Livre du Frérect (ed.J Nicole) 40, 42,45 4¢
3 H Ahrweiler gp cz¢ .5 and n 19
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regarded with suspicion and that suppliers, despite the attested
restrictions, were unwilling to accept it.

Tetartera continued to be issued during the reigns of John
Tzimisces. Basil II and the whole of the eleventh century up to
alexius' reform in 1092.

Basil II seems to have struck another coin of weight Z3 carats.
It has been suggested that this may be Identified with the Jus
teésrton which is mentioned in the Book of the Prefect alongside
the ¢etartsron However the role and the Jdentification of this
denomination remains debatable. It has been found in large
quantities in the north-eastern Balkans! but this merely confirms
the sauggestion that 1lighter coins than the traditional one were
used for commercial transactions with this area.
The use of the Zelarieron from 1025 onwards seems to be
similar to the previous period, although with some remarkable
deviations. For instance there is evidence, of special arrangements

in the payment of land taxes, half in nomismels and half in
tetartera in cases where monasteries were involved<.

The evidence from the 7Nypikor of Michael Attaleiates® far
his Monastery in Rodosto (1077) shows that at the beginning of the

last quarter of the eleventh century even private payments, in the

1.D. M Metcall, e coinage of Soulth-Zastern .. .54,75.
2 H Ahrweiler op c22.277.
3 P Gautier,K "La Diataxis de Michel Attaliate",K AZF 39,1981 5-143
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form of annual donations, were made half 1in »opzszZsis and half 1n
tetartera . It 13 diffaicult to know if this was the practice during
the tenth century. However it seems plausible that this 1s a
deviation o the eleventh century, and that in the 10th century
private payments might have been made only with Zelsriers.

The role of the <zelarterssz . as devised by Nicephorus, 1is
hardly appropriate to the general economic and social climate of
the mé]or part of the eleventh century; the landed aristocracy and
generally the different entrepreneurs, whose power had now greatly
increased. would hardly be forced to carry out their commercial
dealings waith a coin which had been introduced expressly to combat
their speculative tendencies. llost probably Nicephorus' regulations
on the use of Zefarieron were altered by adopting them in the
private enterprises too. Thus the light coin was found very
convenient for speculations 1in businesses: the enterpreneurs
demanded the full coin for their takings and paid all their debts,
except to state, half in f&larisrs and half 1h rRoazisasils .

gonaras, describing in the middle of the 12th century the
result of Nicephorus' depreciation of hiz predecessors' coins,
states that the merchants asked for his momisas only, and that in
thia way. he would draw a profit from all the exchanges of
aoklsasts that he effected. loreover, while the citizens were
distreased by this state of affairs there was no succour from the
clerks of the market who regulated buying and selling there. Thus
each merchant did whatever he liked and consequently the consumers

became every day poorer. This account apparently might refer to
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the practices of a later date than that of Niceporus II It sesne
quite plausible that this would reflect the situation from the
zecond quarter of the eleventh century cnwards and when the coins
are mehtioned with individual naumes according to the emperor under
whom they were issued or according to their own appearance and
condition And indeed it is remarkable that, while the nozzisas
tetartsron had been created during the second half of tenth
century, the term nomisams Azstamenon, which was used to distinguish
the coin of full weight. is first attested in an act of the year
1030 from the Athonite monastery of St. Panteleimon. Similarly.
the first mention of the zoaisms Zetartsron appears in the Life of
St. Lazarus the Galesiot, dated in the first half of the eleventh
century. Mentions in the Book of the Frefsc? cannot be taken as
evidence for even earlier usage of the term. since whatever the
date of its original promulgation it has generally been regarded as
containing later material — This gap of sixty five years between
the introduction of the nomisma ¢gzariéeron and the first mention
ei1ther of 1t or of the distinguishing epithet Zisisasnocn for the
atandard weight coin night be indicative for the function of the
tetardsron during the eleventh century.

The wvariety of the terms for the gold coins used from the
second half of eleventh century onwards shows indeed a curious
tendency te refer precisely to the nature and quality of the

coins 1in circulation-. After the introduction of the tetarisron

1 For the different namez2 of the coins of the 11th century see:
N 3voronoz, "Le cadaztre de Thebes", SU4 83,1959 79-99. P Grierson,
"From s0lidus to hyperperon: the names of PByzantine geld coinsz,
Mirc 74,1966, 123-4; Id = W 4-62. C Morrisson, " Le Michaelaton
et lee nom2 de monnaies & la fin du XIe siecle 7% 3 19638 369-74
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and the beginning of the dabasement of the gold coins, the relative
values of the more plentiful types were well underatood and the
13sues had to be referrsd to by nanme

The old pure gold coin clearly ceased to exist at the end of
eleventh century. and the various terms illustrate the heterogenous
character of its successors while ., as it has been mentioned, the
financial corruption had alsc resulted in the debasement of the
gold coin. The latter probably would be anticipated, if Nicephorus
had completed his reform by establishing a new gold coin more
adjustable in the requirements of his period. From this point of
view Ahrweiler' suggestion that Nicephorus' intention was simply to
reduce the weight of the zomisme and consequently to abandon the

Constantinian standsrd, seems high likely.

AR AR A AR A0 K AR 0K K Kb K 0 R o 6 b K A 3K A K K A8 3 K K 8 ko o K K K oK oK oK oK K
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THE 81LYER 881NAGE
A. Introduction

During the reign of Justinian II in 685, the 1ssue of the
3llver Aexagrsd . the important dencmination of the 7th century.
was resumed on a nodest scale and appears to have had a purely
ceremonial character.

The circumstances surrounding the disappearance of the Zeragraz

remain obscure.

Grierson’ connects it with the monetary reform of the Umayyad
caliph "Abd al-lalik in the 690's. In the Islamic world this
reform established a mint ratio of 1 part of silver to 14 gold.
while the contenporary ratio at the same time in the Byzantine
Enpire was 1:18. Consequently large profits could be made by
exporting silver in exchange for gold. This may explain why so
mich gold and so little silver was coined in Byzantium during this
period.

Yannopoulo§?, in his turn, argues that the disappearance of the
bexsgraz was due to a lack of silver, since during the last decades
of the seventh century the Arab and Slavonic invasions cut

Byzantium off from its mines in the East and in the Balkans.

Even if Byzantines had 1lost all access to mines®, they had

nevertheless discovered new ways of maintaining the gold

1 P Grierson, "lonetary reforms of Abd al-Mslik'.. Journal of
Foonompic and Social History of the orient. I11/73, 1960, 241-64,
C Morrisson, 5AF 1,400.

2. P Tannopoulos,Z ' JLevagraxme. wi RO Iage byrantin en argen? du
7 77e siecle Louvaln-la Neuve 1978 66-3.

3 On Byzantine mining activities generally see S Vrvonie "The
queztion of the Byzantine mines", Speculum 37,1962, 1-17
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supply ftor their sglidus, vwhich remained purée and stable
Consequently if silver coinage had really had a role to play in the
nonetary system, similar efforts would have been made to maintain
the si1lver supply. Here, however, the Byzantines would have uet
with szome difficulty, for as result of Abd al-Malik's reform a

great number of Arab mints were producing large quantities of

silver coina’. This not only affected the price of silver generally
but resulted in intense market rivalry among silver buyers.

In fact Grierson's suggestion that the disappearance of the
hexagrax was connected with al-llalik's great reform is attractiwve
and quite plausible. However, there i1s unfortunately nothing, in
either Byzantine or Arab contemporary sources, to support this
hivypothesis. Nonetheless Abd al-Malik's reform must have had
repercussions beyond the Islamic frontiers especially in the
Bvzantine Eupire, the caliphate's major rival. and the abandonment
nf Byzantine silver coinage may result from two main factors.

Fi%tly the natural decline of the ZAeragrax once it had
fulfilled its purpose and secondly the introduction of the new Arab
silver coin, the diries.

The Zerxagrsz was struck in large quantities and extant
specimens szhow that its theoretical weight, < 6gm., was attained
with surprising accuracy. Thus, the coin could easily be subject

of hoarding?, perhspe causing the financial authorities

1.P.Grierson, op. c1t. 260,

2 Numerous Aevsgrsz hoards have been found outside the empire
and particularly 1in Transceucasia; see V. V. Kropotkin, Z#Zedy
WISENIIZSK TN Bonel 8 tErritorii SS55K Moscow 1962,
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to doubt its original function. In contrast the new Arab dirhem. @
silver c¢oin weighing only ¢ 3gm. . appeared more flexible and
convenient for commercial transactions. Besides. the ZAevagraz had
a strong rival within the Eumpire itzelf. the gold solidus . for
wvhich the state traditionally showed a preference.

Leo III's introduction, during the first decades of the
gighth century. of a new type of silver coin, the so-called
reformed &iligrésion . which clearly resembled the Arab Umayyad

dirhem nay support the above thoughts.

B.The reformed ailiaresion.

The reformed x7lZaresion is a thin broad coin bearing, as
has been already mentioned., a definite resemblance to the Arab

dirhem. However its iconographical type shows the influence of

contemporary Byzantine imperial seals. The obverse! carries the
inscription with the names of the emperors and their titles,
arranged in five lines, while the reverse depicts a cross potent on
three steps accompanied by the legend JAsSUS IRISTUS HNIC4  The
main features which testify to Muslim inspiration are the thin
flan, the religious character of its legend and the triple dotted

border.

1 I accept the identification of obverse and reverse given in
S 62 n. 202,



r.)

Some vyears ago there was considerable debate &anmong

nanil

s

natists sz to whe really did introduce the new silver

(£

denomination. But two aticles by G.Milesl and A Vegley -G.Zacos’
have now resolved the question and it is generally accepted that
Leo III (714-41) was the creator of the new imageless ailiaresion

Another problem was how to distinguish between the coins with
the combination of imperial names Leo/Constantine which occur three
times in the 5th and 9th centuries. The above mentioned scholars .
pointed out that the inscription was changed during the reign of
Michael I (811i-3). by the addition of the word AVAEION next to
5457715 . This simplified the problem of distinguishing between the
coins of Leo YV (813-20) and those of Leo III (?717-41) and Leo IV
(775-80). It was now obvious that the silver coins of an emperor
named Leo bearing the new inscription should be attributed to Leo
¥, llichael I's successor.

The problem of separating the coins of Leo III from those of
Leo IV waz much more difficult. because they differ only in minor
stylistic details. Nonetheless these differences were sufficient
to enable Yeglery and Zacos to resolve the problem. They pointed
out the following: the cross on the obverse of Leo III's coins is
tall and narrow, the horizontal arms end in wvertical lines which

are somevhat longer than the arms. the steps are narrow and quite

1 G Miles, "Byzantine miliaresion and Arab dirhem:some notes on
their relationship" .4A5% .9 ,1960, 189-218.

2 A Veglery and G zZacos. "The miliaresion of Leo III", Mizrc
71,1963, 162-4; see also P.Grierson, "The miliaresion of Leo III",
N ire, 71,1963 247
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separate from each other: the top of the cross does not extend to
the border of dots. and there is normally a pellet at the end of
the reverse inscription, which in sowe rare cases 1s wissing or 13
replaced by a rosette. In contrast., on the milisrésion of Leo IV,
the cross has short bars at the end of the arms, and the steps are
broader having slanting lines at their extremities.

It has been proposed that the reformed milZigresion way have
been introduced to celebrate the coronation of Leo III's infant
szon, Constantine V, as co-emperor in March 720°

On the other hand G Miles has suggested that the coin was
issued atter Leo's and Constantine's great victory over the Arabs
at 4dkreoines (Afyum Qarea Hisar) in 739 or 740. Alternatively, 1ts
1ssue night be connected with Leo's emergency taxation to raise
funds for the rebuilding of the walls of Constantinople after the
great earthquake,in 740°

The paszage of Theophanes referring to this, although
uentioning that the payment had to be made in xiligresion. does not
supply any precise information about it®. This probably indicates
that the coin was already in circulation before the introduction of
this tax.

The fact that the coin was issued by all the members of the
Izaurian dynasty 1in the name of two associated emperors perhaps

favours the theory that 1t was firstly minted for the coronation of

1. J Herrin "The sontext of Iconoclast reform".in JUUMNZASY

Papers given =t the 9th Spring Symposium of Byzantine
studies,University of Birminghanm.lfarch 19756,19.

2 G Miles, o5 ¢2¢ . 208-9

3. Theophanes (ed Born) 634-5
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constantine ¥ as co-emperor. Consequently the new zz1/igrésiox might
be considered as a ceremonial issue connected with distribution to
high-ranking civilians and military officials on the occasions of
such coronations®

However the abundance of extant specimens argues that it may have
rapidly azsumed a genuine economic role.

Veglery and Zacos? suggest that the aniconic ziZigresion was
iszsued by Leo III to publicize his iconoclastic ideas, under the
influence of the TUmayyand Csliphate. The removal of the
reprezentation of the cross from the gold s¢lZidws has also been
interpreted a3 s purely iconoclastic measure. However the cross
remained on the reverze of the silver coinage, and the Iconoclasts
actually gave a great prominence to it elsewhere: it replaced the
icon of Christ on the Chslie Gzte of the imperial palace and was
extensively used in the decoration of iconoclast churches®
lHoreover 1t was in the tenth century, almost fifty years after the
end of Iconoclasm, that the emperor Alexander changed the design of

the &zilisresion by introducing the bust of Christ.

1 The Jlgtorologion of Fhilotheus ,of 899, states that the newly
proclaimed enperor used to donate to the Holy and Great Church of
God and to the 3enate respectively 100 1litres of gold, and
thousands of wmxzizaresigs to each Zagms and group in charge;the
co-enperor, 6 jukpoc. used to provide half of those sums: 3ee
N Gikononides, Zes 1istes de présé&zzce breantines Jdes Ixe et Xe
s18cle5,1972,9% and 225,

2. 5. Yeglery and A Zacuos, oo <2t

3 For instance 1in &5t Sophia in Theasalonica, 1in St Eirene 1in
Constantinople etc. It has been 2zuggested that the «cross i

51

~

symptomatic of a return to the beliefs of Constantine the Great .
cee L W Barnard, 7Re Grseco-Komsn amd Orientsl Bsckgrowsd of the

Y 3

Iconoclastic Controversy Leiden 1979 749



This implies that Leo III's imageless silver c¢oin was hot
connected with iconoclastic activities. It seems more plausible

that the milisresion was in several respects a response to the Arab

dirkem The inacriptions IhSUS XRISTUS NICA,EC OEU bASILIS- and the
crosz rconstituted a kind of retort +to similar religious
invocations of the dirhex.

Its creation might represent a government effort to revive
the eilver currency and its iconography might reflect imperial
domestic snd foreign propaganda. Interestingly, western documents
from the twelfth century onwards apply the term z:iZ/gré6s to various
types of IMuslim silver and this mwmight well provide late
confirmation of Leo III's intention of creating a silver coin to

thie rival Arab dirhen.

C.The successive centuries.

For the rest of the 8th century, the zmilisresion remained
basically unchanged except for a gradual development in its style.
The only gap in its striking during this period i3 in the reign of
Micephorus I (502-11), but, as Grierson writes, this may be partly

due to the emperor's "penurious” habits”.

1 The new ziligresior was the first =silver coin with a Greek
inscription. The ailiaresion was also the first coin of any kirnd
to adopt the Greek term Baothewc for king. C.llorrizson 1in SAF 451
writes "introduit dans les documents officiels aous Heracliuz. en
n2% le terme n's pénétré dans la domaine numismatique que pres d'uan
z1écle sapreéz et ce :zeulement sur la nonnaie d'argent 4w rang
inférieur & la monnale d'or. . . "

2 7 Milez, op c1? 196
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Under the Amorian dynasty (820-67) some changes were made ¢
the coin's inscription, to the design of its cross and probably to
its weight.

While exsmining & 3mwell hoard of ax:i7zZsreszs. which appeared on
the market towards the end of 1982, S5.Bendall noticed that some

&ilisresiz hitherto attributed to Iichael III must belong to

Michael II'! 1lore precisely he attributes to him the ziligresia
with the obverse inscription +MIXA/HLECOEU/PISTOSDA/SILEUSRO/IMAION.
Thus Michael II. the founder of the Amorian dynasty, was the first
emperor to iassue &iliaresisa in his own name and to abandon the old
Isaurian tradition.

Theophilus and Michael III introduced <certain other
innovations, adding the expressions Souhos Xpiotou and péyas Paothevs
respectively to the obverse inscription. Under Michael III a small
dot also appeared beneath the ateps of the cross, which in later
reigns changed into a large globule.

Moreover Theophilus introduced two heavy series of miligresia
(%" Classes II & III). They have been considefﬁ to represent
an attempt by the emperor to reform the silver currency,

which finally failed Dbecause of problems in revaluation as

well a2 in its regular circulation® For instance, a swall hoard

nf 29 heavy zilzaresia (% Class III)

1.5.Bendall. "liliaresia of the vreign of Michael II A.D 820-
gce", A2re. 90,1983 .44, see also & L5338 where Grierson suggests
that Michael III'z miiisresis with the title of 2asileus Komsior
chould perhapz be attributed to Michael II.

2 D .M Netcalf, Coinage in South-esstern Furope, 1979.29.
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discaovered during the German excavations on Thera in 1500- has
been interpreted 22 implying that heavy wvaritiez. nminted for
general circulation could be withdrawn very quickly for hoarding<

However these heavy series night not be considered as

substantive issue

()]

but as ceremonial ones. Unfortunately the
gxisting numismatic ewvidence is too little to solve the problem. A
pilisresion of WX Class III was discovered during the excavations
of Oclagonen at Philippi in 1976, in the high street of the Early
Christiasn period'? It i3 extremely significant that this relatively
rare giliaresion should occur in an abandoned city. at a date, when
only the memory of St . Paul's visit could have induced people to
journey to 1it.

Another specimen of the szame type. probably found in Serres,
i3 now in the Collection of the Rotunda in Thessaloniki. Again it
13 quite rewarkable that this rare coin happened to be found far
away from the commercial centres and cities of the period under
consideration. lloreover the hoard was concealed on the small island
of Santorini at a date when sailing across the Aegean was
extremely hazardous and commercial activities consequently very
puch limited.

The above cases might suggest that this type of zzilisresiom was

probably ceremonial and the people who hoarded or lost it were

{ F Hiller won Gaétringen and P Wilski,K Stadigeschickte  vor
7hers, 1904,13, 200,

2.0 413

3. T Mexekavione, Avaakapn Giainnev. /745, 19T6A: 1T
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the recipients of imperial gifts rather than of commercial profits
or of any kind of salaries.

Additionally there is no obvious reason why Theophilus should
have increased the weight of the zilzaresionm to ¢.3.4gm. Grierson
suggests that since azlisresis were 1ssued on a more regular basis
at this time it was felt that their intrinsic and 1legal walues
should be more closely equated®. But 3.4g is a good deal higher
than the legal weight which seems only to have been ¢ 2.20 or even
a. arg.

The first emperors of the Hacedomian dynasty made only small
changes to the established silver coinage.

Bazil I'z (B67-86) milisresig constitute a reformed issue since
their weight increased significantly from ¢ 2g to ¢.2.96g. During
the whole reign xilisrésis of only one type were issuad in the
ranes of Basil and his son Constantine. Obviously these were first
atruck after the latter’'s coronation as co-emperor at the beginning
of @868, It hsz been suggested that Basil's delay in issuing
gi1liarssig wss probably due to the fact that he used, for his
inmediate needs, those he found in the treasurys. Nevertheless the
lack of &ilisrésisé in Basil's name night be due to the curious
circumatances under which he became emperor, after mnurdering

Michael III.

1. 00 412,
2 Ibidem 482
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un the other hand the absence of xr77376516 associating Bazil
with his sons Leo VI {co-emperor from January 870) and Alexander
¢from §7%) could be interpreted in two ways It might reflect s
sudden halt in the minting of silver coins. after &79 . or it might
wean that the single issue lasted right until the end of the reign.

despite Conatanftine's death at this date.

The Antalya hoard‘ composed exclusively of Basil I's xzlisresis.
provides some evidence as to the sclution. The years 872 and 873,

when Basil undertook his campaigns against the Paulicians of Asia

Minor, would be a possible date for the concealment: Additionally
the identification of eight distinct stylistic groups in the hoard
indicates that milisresie were minted in large quantities? In
that case it s3eems more likely that the production of the
ziliaresis stopped just after Constantine's death, or even earlier
in order to <control coined silver supply.

During the reign of Leo YI a few chenges were made: eight
globules were added on the triple-dotted border of the obverse, in
direct imitation of the Abbasid Jirkex; and some alterations were
wade to the inscription -for instance the word PISTOS was replaced
by EVSELHS

The most important change came in the reign of Alexander when
for the first time in two centuries, the miliarssion deserted itz

sriginal aniconic pattern and the bust of Christ was placed in s

1 D If Metcalf,” The Antalya hoard of miliaresia of Basil I'" M~
17,1377 113-285.

2 G Ostrogorsky, History of the Byssntine Fapire . 237
3.Metcalf, gp c1£.11%-20. the author according the ztvlistic groups
ot the arlisresis in the hoard estimates their output at about -4
m1llion
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wedallion &t the centre of the crozz Subzequently 1n thé reigns of
Romanus I, Nicephorus II and John I the bust of Christ was replaced
by that of the enperor. Under Basil II the busts of the two
reigning brothers were placed in the field on both sides of an
elaborated cross.

The numismatic history of the reign of Constantine VYII is
complicated and has generated a certain amount of discussion among
nunismatists. The difficulty.as we have already seen, 13 to place
Constantine's and his colleagues'coinage in a proper order.

The problem regarding the silver coinage seems to have been
solved. Grierson and Ilorrisson proposed the same typological
classification and roughly the same chronology. They infer from
stylistic details that the ai/isresiga in Constantine's name only,
formerly dated to 945%, are actually the earliest silver issues
(914-21%¢. The large lettering, the eight globules on the dotted
border of the obverse, the absence of similar globules from the
reverese. and the traditional type of the cross potent indeed
indicate an early date’.

The 3ame features are also shown on the two 3seriez of
zBilisresis in the names of Romanus I, Constsntine VII and

Christopher, which actually follow in the sequence. After 931

1 A Bellinger. "The coins of Constantine Porphyrogennetus, A%

13.1967 148-66

2 GNF B62-5 X% ,536-7

3.The Hermitage collection includes a unigque silver coin  of

Constantine YII and his mother Zoe which 1s probably a double
2l1aresion, 1ntended for awards and not for circulstion cee

T % Sokolove, " Serebrianyl nonetyi chakan Konstanting

VII", AE, Z,21960,57-50.



ietter 312e3 are generally reduced.

Moreover the &ilzarésisa 1n the nameas of =Xeomanus I,
Constantine VII, 3Stephen and Constantine Lecapenus (331-44) show
the insertion of new details: firstly a medallion bearing Romanus’
bust was placed at the intersection of the cross-arms,; secondly
five pellets were substituted for the globule below the steps of
the traditional cross; thirdly four globules were inserted in the
dotted border of the reverse, while ornaments appeared above and
bensath the obverse inscription.

The zilisrésig i1n the names of Constantine YII and Romanus
II 3how further <changes. The traditional cross potent 1s
transformed into a crosslet, with an X at the interzection of the
arus. The ornauents above and beneath the obverze inscription of
the previous type are removed, while sixteen globules appear on the
outer horder of each side.

The remarkeble feature of Constantine VII's silver coinage 1is
the first appeatrance of ornaments above and below the inscription.
The signiiicance of these ornaments 1is unclear. We shall examine
zuch problems later dealing with the copper coinage , where those
ornanents becale very common.

Under Basil II and Constantine YIII 1n addition to the type

with the two busts of the reigning brothers on both sides of an

elaborate crasz a new type appeared- It bears the representation

1 P Grierson, " A misattributed miliaresion of Basil II", Melamgs:s
COSSEOgOrSAY I J=Rscuell Jes traveuxr de l'lnstiiut 4 gtudes
sweantines, 8 [bBelgrade. 1963) . 111-16
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of the Virgin A#itepcics on the obverse and a long 1nscriptilon
mentioning her aid to the two empercors on the reverse

After this pericd the wmilZaresis show a considerable variation

o

from those of the esrlier periods. It 1is noticed thst. despite the
rarity of silver issues of this era, new types occur frequently and
are given an elaborate treatment reflecting the artistic tendencies

of the time. The most beautiful among the different types is the

ailigresion , now attributed to Romanus III*, with a standing
figure of the Virgin Aodegsiria snd with a metrical invocative
inscription: +[TAPOENE  COIITOAYAINE  on the obverse and
OCHATIIKEITANTAKATOPOO] on the reverse. Moreover at approximately
the niddle of the eleventh century we witness the first minting of
fractional 1ssues, such as the two-thirds of a axiligresiom and the
one-third of a &xiliaresion, whose monetary role is obscure, while
during the reign of Constantine IX the first concave ailigresio:

ars .

(% )

app
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D. Hiscellaneous

a.Weight and Metrological problems.

The intended weight-standard of the "reformed" &azlzaresion
trom the eighth century to the last decades of the eleventh 1s
difficult to determine However we can obtain a general idea of its
development and its main fluctuations which allow the whole pericd
to be divided as fallows:

Group I: The years 740-886 take the coin from its introduction
to the end of the Amorian dynasty The theoretical weight of the

&2l28resion during this period hss been estimated either at 2. 27g.

at Z.24g*. This neans that 144 were struck to a pound of <

[ =)
o]

326 83g°. Unfortunately hoard evidence from this period 1s
extremely rare and a comparative study in this direction is not at
the moment feasible The Thessaloniki hoard, now in the Iluseum of
Warasaw, iz 20 small that it provides no reliable information’ On
the other hand a hoard of unknown provenance, which appeared on the
market in October 1987, gives some controversial evidence (see

ig.1)* The mean weight of the 98 specimens of the hoard,

which cover the period Dbetween the reign of Leo IITI and

1 % 65 and BAF 452

2 Thi=s figure 1is reminiacent of the theoretical weight of the
zo-called “reduced"szZigus of the second half of the 4th century.

3. A. Szemlothowa,h "Les rares monnaies antiques du Musee National de
Varsovie", Viadowosci Numismaiycesne b (1961)(=5pecial 1ssus for the
Internationsl Numismrilc Congress in Kome 11-16 Sept 1961) 89 In
thiz cgsze there are two, inconzistent. modal walues of 1 68 and
S.Jog. the lightest coin weighs 1.28g and the heaviest 2 idg.
4 5 FBerndall "An  Eighth-century hoard of Eyzantine wmiliarezia”
Mi1rc 9e . 1986, 213-4






Group II: Thia period lasta from 286 to 10256 from the sccessicn

ot Basil I to the dszath of Basil Il

Inder Basil I the azlisrészon 1ncreased 1n weight to the level
which would prevail under his successors!. However it is also
difficult to determine this figure precisely since hoard evidence
13 3ftill wvery rare. The mean weight of 210 specimens of this
period from the collections of DO and ENP is 2.69 g..while their
modal weight is 2.8 g. By contrast the Antalya hoard,consisting
entirely of Baszil I's a&xiliaresig, has a modal wvalue close to
Z.96q. , arel this seems more 1likely to  represent the
weight-standard,since the recorded coins were for the most part &
fleur de coin

The hoard of 1914 from Tegani of Samos® contained 24 coins, of
vhich 9 are gold zomzsmaits of Constantine VII and Romanus II
f945-9) and 15 are silver milisresia of Nicephorus Phocas (963-9).
The nean weight of the &xisigresis 1s 2.88 g. Actually their weight
shows a large fluctuation. Four specimens are considerably heavier
than the medal value of the =mzlisresis from the Antalva hoard!
There are two coinz close to that weighing 2.97 g. and 2.99 g.
respectively Three apecimens weigh 2.69 g : of the rest of the

coins three are between 2. 80 g. and 2.90 g and three fall below

1. U N Hetcalf,K Toinsge in Soulli-eastern Furcpe. .. .35
2 D M. Metcalf,K gp. c2¢2 " The Antalya hoard. . ", 114

3 S5ee Appendix | V.

4 3 433.. 5 40g . 3 233.. 3.06g.
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a noard found in 1303, on the Vella farwm-2state on the Baltic
coast-, contained 1 a&iligresion of Nicephorus II, 1 of John
ziuisces and 112 of Basil II, as well as Arab and Western European
coins The number of Byzantine coins is extraordinarily high for
a Pussian hoard of the 11th century. Basil II's #ilzaresis from
the hoard reveal an erratic weight distribution with values ranging
between 1. 75 g. and 3. 25 g. The mean weight is 2.61 ¢g..the mode
Z.98 g. The coins in question are of two types : % Class IIA and
“lass IIB (977-89). The frequency table of each class is
di1stinctly different. The coins of Class IIA have a modal weight
of 2.58 g. and a mean of 2 .36 g., while the coins of C(lass IIB
give figures of 2 95 g. and 2. 88 g. respectively. The catalogued
toins of the DOC from this period present roughly the same figure.
Apparently this difference in weight between the two sub-classes is
related to the different sizes of the coins. In Class IIA the
coins appear to be clipped. Their mean diameter is 21.35mm and the
mode <imm, while 1in Class IIB these are 25 365mm and Z6mnm
respectively. It has been suggested, as we shall see below. that
the occurrence of 3mall, badly clipped coins of the same class.
welghing much less than the class weight-standard, surely implies a
different workshop.

Group III : This covers the years 1025-1081, from the death of
Bas1l II to the accession of Alexius I Comnenus. During this
perind the weight of the &iiisrésicn 3eems to have  remained

unchasnged although the frequency table of 46 coins from DOC and ENF

1. I.Y 3ckolova,” Yizantiiskie  moneti  kladi  Vella" Trudi
sosudarstvermogo Ermitazha 4.1961,10-22.



give a mean weight of Z 16 g and a modal of 2. 55 ¢ OSpecimens
heavier than the mode, from the two above sources, are rather few
Neverthelesas the Oxavre hoard (Gotland), like the Vella hoard.
includes among other currencies 104 Bvzantine milisrssis of which
98 are of Constantine IX and twe of Romanus III- Undanaged
specilmens trom this hoard suggest a nmode of ¢ ¢ 2(0g.
Consequently . if we add back some wear., the intended weight
reaches very much to the theoretical weight of the azilisresior
succeeding Basil I's reform {i. e 2.96 g.).
However . the zilisresion of the 11th century inevitably began
to decline in weight. as well as in finemess Chemical analysesc

have revealed three periods in the history of the finenessof the

k2

Iliaresion . which roughly coincide with the three weight phases
discuzsed above.

Period I: (740-868). The modal wvalue of the silver contents of
coing of this period is ¢ 885-90%, except in specimens which are

restruck on Arab dirhems and are of better quality silver?

1 P Grierson, "Harold Hadrada and Byzantine coin types in
Denmark". Myreaxtinische Forsciuugen 1 (1966),130; 72 265 n. 211.
He gives an intended weight of 3. 00g.

2 D Il letcalf "Analyses of the metal contents of medieval coins". in
Hethads of Chexicel and [Metallurgicael Invesilgation of Ancient
Corixnege.eds. E T Hall and D .l lMetcalf,h 1972, 289 see glso
A A Gordus, D N letcalf, "The alloy of the Bvzantine nilisresion
and the question of the reminting of Islamic silver". MB#
24/26.1970/72,16.

3. The fineness o0of these 3pecimens 13 over 90%¥ and sometimes even
az mwuch as 9%,



Period IT: {868- niddle of the 11lth century) Under Basil I the
stendard was raised to ¢ 96¥ and there is evidence that newly nined
netal. perhaps from Armenian sources,was now available®

Period III: In the middle of the eleventh century the rfineméss
gradually began to decline from its high point of 96X falling
sometimes to only half of the previous standard or even lower-.

Surprisingly enough, from the time of Constantine X onwsrds the
173 miligresion wes of better quality silver than the 2/3
mijiareszion and sometimes even than the zijisreszion itself.

It has been suggested that the ‘“silver famine", which also
affected the Islamic world from ¢ 1025, was one of the most
serious factors in the decline and debasement of the Byzantine
xrlisresion®  Probably the silver shortage played some role in it
it we must net forget that at this period Byzantine gold coinage
alsn became dJdebased Thus the second half of the 1ith century
might constitute the starting point of & new Byzantine monetary
eystem reflecting the economic trends of the period and dictating
the abandonment of the traditional denominations. This was
probably the reason for the appearance of the fractional silver

denominations the condition of which obviously indicates extensive

circulation and they might not be ceremonial 4.

1. A A Gordus . D If.lMetcalf."The alloy .. ".16.

2.1.e IMichael VII(1071-3):40.2%¥ Nicephorus III  (107S-81%:
23,78 .. The data are from Gordus' and lletcalf's table I.

3 ANT511 for quite 8 different suggestion see lMetcalf " Anslyses
2t the metal contents. ", 389 The esuthor suggests that thiz =ilver
cshortage di1d n2t begln qQuite so early eand was not so severe in +the
Evzantine Empire

4 SAT 62l
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D) Valuation of the azlzarssion

There 13 great confusion about the velue of the 'reformed’
Biligresion in relation to the solidus. due to the contradictory
statements given by the sources:

Accerding to a nomic gless on the Basilics® | the ailisresion

W

(41

walued at 171000 of a pound of gold and fourteen ziligresis

[s(

were equavalent to one s¢lidws.  Another nomic gloss on the same
corpus intorms ws that now things have changed so that 109
&illaresis and nhine nuami, are worth 9 nomisasils, 1 milisresion and
9 Xxuapz. Obviously this means that now the zilisresion was
equivalent to 1/12th of & solidus’. However it is unclear whether
these nomic glosses of Basilics describe conditions at the time of
writing or during some earlier period?.

Additionally George Cedrenus® writing in the 1late 11th
century of Leo III's taxation, 70 dwemeror , states that the

cerarion equalled twelwe folles Thus. according to this

1. Sinilar confuzion surrounds the etymology of the term xiligresior
as well as its role in the monetary systems of different periods. .
see J P Callu, "Les origines de "Miliarenszis":le temoignage de
Dardaniuz, A¥ 22(19%80),120-30.

2 F Hultsh, Meirologicorum Scriptorum Keliguise, 1864-6, II, 307.
3. ibidex, 309

4 The Bsszilics were the systematic arrangement in Greek of
custinian's Codex by the emperor Leo VI between 886 and 892. They
were nof based on the Latin original of the J&JC .but on Greek
rersphrases of the Justinian legislation snd adaptations by Greek
Jjurists of the late 6th and 7th centuries:szee I E Kapayravamouvhoc,
Tiya  1ie Buavmivie “lotopas, Oeoounovikn, 1978 . witth 8  systematic
reference to the different editions of the Basilics

5 ¢ Cedrenus AHieforzs Jompendiwm (ed Bonn) 3801
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infarmation, the Judairer 2 & the pavment of one zillsresion par
NoxIsys, equallad twenty-four folles Given that one gold coin
aight he r=ckonad at about two hundred and eightv eight Follss
during the eighth century*. then one ailisrésicn should represent
i/lath of a solidus {(c66.24=12). Similar figures occur in the ZSuoi
ol the Frefect -, but the accounts for the Cretan expedition of 949
state a different scheme 3ince the price of some 38ils is given as
28 nomismets and 12 miliaresis®. It has been assumed that the
xilisresion at this period was worth 1/14th of the gold nomisas 9.
The hoard from Tegani of 3Samos should provide some evidence
concerning the wvalue of the miligrssisn in relation to the gold
NORISHS. Although it comes from an attachment it seems highly
likely that thiz is the complete hoard containing 8 gold nomiszsils
and 15 piliaresis However its evidence is very intriguing for,
1 the casze that hoard represents the total sum of a payment then
it hintz at &5 figure where nore than 15 Bilieresis  were
reckoned to the nozisme The 1% miligresis nf the hoard weigh 43 2
q If this weight 1is divided by the weight - atandard of the
xiliaresior this gives 14 3/5 specimens. One wonders whether the
reckoning was bazed on the weight of the ziiisresis and
consequently the figure varied accordingly. Besidez, the Fooik

of the Frefect?t states that 1f the xrilisresion

Le Livye Zu Frefst (ed J Nicole) 16

-

1
2
3 e vsrsmoniis (ed. bomn), 675,
4



was not intact. thén the woney changers must estimate 1t
proportionately. ilore hoard evidencs will shed further light on

this crucial probleu.

¢ lint organisation.

Thiere 1z little literary evidence concerning nint organisation
and ninting in general, so we nust mske deductions from the coins
theunselves.

For instance., the striking of some &zJigresis over Arab
diriems, during the 6&th and early 9th centuries may provide sone
inforwation about nint procedures. However, the 3uggestion that
the &ziligaresig of Constantine VI without a symbol at the end of
the obverse legend , which are the nost frequent overstruck on
arab dirhems, were possibly issued in the East and not in
Constantinople- seems rather wunlikely. True the reign of
constantine ¥I and Irene shows a strong concentration on the
reminting of I2lamic silver currency, but this practice., dates back
to the reigh of Constantine ¥ (741-85) In thet case an eastern
mint ought to have been in operaticn earlier than Constantine VI's
reign, something which does not fit into the constitution of the
empire during a period characterized by & decline in nonetary

affailrs

1 3 Bendall "An Eighth-century hoard . "213
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Undowbtedly the introduction by Leo III of the Jikerslsu

presupposes use of the rilisresion in state pavments The existing

Cis
w

evidence does not permit us, at the wnoment, to estimate how
extensive this supply was, during the 8th century, but & portion
of the nilitary asalaries night have beenh paid in this currency. The
imperative need f{or payments while at war would push the nint
autherities to an emergency production of &iligresis using ready
flans. Consequently the abundance in eastern areas of overatriken
ziliaresis on Arab Zirkess night be the result of the Byzantine
military expeditions sgainst the Arabs in Asia Minor and Syria.
Additionally some ailisresisz of the eighth and early ninth
centuries 1nay have been struck over Arab dirhems carelessly and
hastily because of the uneasy domestic political climate under
which the corchation of a co-emperor would sometimes take placel.
Actually the lack of any information as to how the Byzantines

btained arab ZGirless raises a series of questions, which, at the

[wR)

momsnt, cannot be answered satisfactorily. It is possible that

Byzantines acquired aArsb 4irkems in the form of tribute? However
neither documehtary evidence nor a specific historical event,
aupports this case. Nevertheless a series of wvictorious operations
againat the Arabs from the reign of Leo III up to the reign of

Constantine VI and Irene (717-790). could have provided the

1 7 ¢ The case of Constantine YI as co-emperor. Theophanes informs
us that Constantine's father Leo V.in order to win supremacy
against his five brothers in favour of himself and his infant
son,distributed genercus sum of money to the aoldiers as well as to
the populace; Theophanes (ed. Bonn}

2 Miles oo o1l
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Evzantines with Jzr4222$ Indlcatively we mehtion the felloving
cases: 740 the wvictory at Acroinon; 746 the capture of Germaniceld
by Constantine V and the tranaplantation of the Christian
population to Thrace, 7582 the capture of Theodosiopolis and
[felitene, two important fortresses at the frontiers of Armenia and
Mesopotamia; 778 new siege of Germaniceis by Leo IY and a great
victory 1h a battle nearby, which was celebrated by the Byzantines
with a magnificent triumph in the capital. The emperor carried out
a new transplantation of the Christian population to Thrace
Finally in 780, at the beginning of Constantine ¥I's reign, the
Evyzantines won another wictory over  Arabs at lelou in Asila
Minor

A glsnce at the legible Arab overtypes shows that in most
cases they are dated bhefore the vyear 780 when actually the
Byzantines had gained supremacy against the Arabs. In the hoard
nentioned sbowve the legible Arab undertypes have been struck as
far back a3 714-744 and as recently as 763-776. Bendallalso gives
us the information that the Arab undertypes of some of Constantine
V1's miligrésis, examined in Lebanon, cover the period from 720 to
730+ 13 overstriken xi/igresis published by lMiles give a similar
figure although the & apecimens of Constantine ¥YI and Irene
overstruck on Abbasid dirhems cannct be dated more cilosely than
750-797.

However the possibility that Arab Jiriems reached Byzantium
through trsde affairs cannot be excluded, despite the belligerency
between the two worlds
Nesverthelezs the phenomencn of overstriking Arab ZFiriaszs ov the

Byzantines must not be exaggerated Chewical anslvaes

4]

nJJeat that



the rewinting of Islamic silver was unimportant. except in the
second half of the 8th century and the early 9th. with a strong

concentration during the reign of Constantine VI and Irene. But
even in these cases this procedure does not seem to have been on a
large scale. Few specimens show clear traces of overstriking while

chemical analyses have also shown that newly nined uetal was

available to the Byzantines at this early period too:. This
supports Vryonis's argument that the Byzantines were able to
obtailn newly mined silver as well as gold and other metals on their

o¥n 301l in nines operated continuously from the antiquity

nnwa rda-

If we come now to the eleventh century. the Vella hoard
provides substantial evidence of minting during the reign of Basil
IT and Constantine VIII.

As already mentioned, coins of the same class different in
their size and weight hint at the existence of two distinct
warkehops (osfficingsy. This seems to be the case for DOC Classes

IIA and IIE of the above emperors' milisresis

However Hendy® has suggested that Class IIA, which 1s

characterized by clipping, bear the 3zame relation to the normal

~
!

lazs IIE. as the Zsiariercn to the Aisitamenon noiska.

f,

1 See A Gorduz D M Metcalf, gp i

2 Thidem ,20;3ee alsoc S.Vryonis, "The qQueztion of the Byzantine
wines" Specplum 37.1962.1-17.

3 Il Hendv, "Light weight sclidi; fTetartera and the Eock of the

Prefect", B2 1972, 48-70
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Without entirely relecting this proposal. JSrierzon suggests
that the clipping may have taken place during circulaticn and have
Deen due to economlc pressures which had diminished by the time
that Class IIb was 1s5szued.

However the fact that both types coexist in the Vella hoard
favours the idea of two different officizmss . S50 too does chemical
aralysis of some of Basil II's ariiaresis®. It reveals that the
specimens of Class IIA have very regular gold traces of 0.7-0.5 ¥,
while fthose of Clasa IIR. as alsc all the other Classes of
Bilisresis, contein lesser amounts. The source of this metal is
unknovm but o0ld stocks of silver may have been melted dowm to
provide 1t The different alloy clearly implies two workshops for
the two Classes. lMoreover Class IIA shows technical peculiarities
in its minting which might he explained as an effort of the second
officins Lo increaze or hasten production and reduce its cost?

Hewever the suggestion that clipping was practized
in an imperial gofficins seemns dubious and in contradiction
to the documentary evidence that the riliaresia should be
"genuine and unsdulterated"!. Nevertheless the second workshop

probably wez coummissioned in  an  effort to increase  the

1 P.Grierson. "The gold and silver colnage of Basil
II, A%57%, 13,1967 ,187,; 22 X% ,610-1.
2.4 Gordusz,D. . lMetcalf, op. o2t
3.1 Sokolova. "0 Teknike 1zgotovleniia shtempelel dlia chekanki
vizantilskikh  wmonet”  Soedshohenizas  Gosnudsrsivennogs
Mo 15,1969 4£-9

p

g 2r Livye de Frefso? (ed Nicole), in.



production ot milierssi& for export or ftransactions with
Northern states  where there wes a preference to silver
denominations.

A historicel event. which 1is prohably réflected by the Vella
hoard, cannot be overlocked. At the beginning of the year 3865, the
usurper Bardas Phocas reached Constantinople with his army. Af this
crucial moment Basil II negotiated with Vladimir, Prince of Kiev,
and received from him military help amounting to 6.000 men-
Probably. under these circumstances the mint authorities having the
imperial consent, put in operation a second, temporary offzcins in
nrder to confront pavments and special expenses resulted by this
neqgotiation  Peculiarities of this efficine. which have been
nentioned above, az well as the ¥ella hoard itself could remforce
thisz suggestion.

The ornaments above and below the reverse inscription of the
zmi1liaresis, which appeared from the reign of Constantine VII
mmwards Aalso have been considered as evidence for the organisation
of the mint during the period in discussion. Similar ornaments have
appeared also on contemporary gold and especially on copper coins

where this ftopic will be discussed.

1. G. Gatrogoraky, Aastoryv of the Svzaniine State, . .. 504.
y - &
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d) The chronology of Theophilus' ax:zlzsresis

A

LA/

is well known, the chronology <f Theophilus' coinage remain:
wicertain wainly due to the patchy evidence concerning the
emperor's fawily history Theophilus' axilisresion fall into five
Claszez which according to their obverse inscriptions may be

-

oribed as follows:

(1))
e
tr
(40
4]

ds
Class I: +OEO/FILOSEC/OEUbASI/LEUSRO/IMAION.

Class II:+0EOFI/LOSSCONST/ANTINOSAU/LUXRISTUS/PISTUSDASILS/RONAIOS
Class III:+OEOFI/LOSAULOS/ERISTUSPIS/TOSENAVTO/bASILEUS' RO/HMAION.
Class IV: +OEOFI/LOSECOEU/PISTOSbA/SILEUSRO/MAION

Class V. +OFEO/FILOSSMI/XAHLECOE' /bASILISRO/IAION.

The various chronological schemes of Theophilus' gold coinage
proposed hy a number of scholars, as well as  the contribution of
the mmismatic evidence in solving the controversies, have been
dizoneszed in detail in the relevant chapter. In this section we
shall re=fer only to the chronologies suggested by Grierson and
igean, since nest athers scholars have focussed their attention
neinly on the empsror's gnld surrency.

The new arrangenent by Bendall of lMichael II's silver coinage,
gives indeed s=ome useful clues for the chronological classification
of Theophilus' &rlisr8518 Class IV might belong tc the early

vears of Theophilus' reign, zince it was most probably influenced

by the type established by IHMichael II for his sole reign-.

1 BEendall "Milisresia of the reign of Michael II §
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Apparently there are two possible solutions for the chronology
of Class IV. It night move forwards to the very beginning of
Theophilus' reign as a substantive issue parallel to the ceremonial

Class III or might follow Class II, after Constantine's death.

The date of Class III has been discussed already!, while dealing
with Theophilus' gold coinage. This, as well as Class II, might be

ceremonial, the former on Theophilus' proclamation in 929 and the

latter on Constantine's coronation as co-ruler in 829/30%.

Hoard evidence may eventually provide a definite answer but at
the moment one can only suggest provisionally that the second
solution is more likely for the following reasons:

Firstly the period between Theophilus'accession to the throne

1.5ee above, 35-6. The Thera hoard of 1900 contradicts the
suggested date for Class III. Among the ailZigresis of Class III
was a solidus attributed by the excavators to Michael IIT and dated
856-867: F.Hiller wvon Gaertringen, P.Wilski, Sladigeschichie vor
Thera. .., 13,200. Nevertheless letcalf's 3ug%sfion that it might
belong to Michael II seems more plausible. He writes:..."One
cannot, however, altogether rule out the possibility of a date of
deposit £ 830": see D.M Metcalf, Coinage inm the Balkans. 570-1355,
Thessalonica 1965,28. His reasons for suspecting the account are:
firstly.that all the silver is of the same type.in the name of
Theophilus alone; secondly that the description of the solidus as
“a gold coin of Michael Basileus" is not clear; thirdly,that the
stray finds from the same excavation were a follis of lMichael II
and Theophilus, and another of an unidentified Michael; see also
his review of Dikigoropoulos' article in AB#, 20,1966,680-2.

2. For the problems concerning Constantine’'s birth and coronation as
co-ruler see above, 30 n.2 and 31,1,2.
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in 829 and his son Constantine's coronation as co-emperor in 830 or
even 831 seems too brief for the issue of two different types (IV &

III) even if the one was of a ceremonial character. True the term

"ceremonial" for this series must not be taken literally!. It would
be more pregige if this sort of issue was called “"special®, the
tern determining an elaborate issue on an imperial accession.

Secondly Theophilus, after the death of his beloved son
Constantine, maintained the Isaurian tradition for his gold coinage
by depicting on the reverse the two dead members of his family, his
father lMichael II and his son Constantine. Similarly he might have
adopted for his silver coinage the traditional type of milisresion
a3 developed by his father. It is true that the wording of both
Class II and III inscriptions, bears a series of inovations. they
would fit well for an inaugural silver coinage reflecting .the
emperor's romantic personality and his tendency for artistic
brilliance and renovations.

Finally Class IV should be earlier than Class I. The
inscription is distributed in a slightly different fashion
across the flans of the two types, even though they have the same
dianeter. In Class IV, five letters from Theophilus' name
constitute the first line of the inscription while in the case of
Class I, it consists of only three. This 1is not perhaps
surprising. since the first inscription has a total of

thirty-four letters and the second only twenty-eight. However. the

1. Pure ceremonial issues could be considered Theophilus' gold
Class IV, Basil I's gold Class I and some gold coins of Conatantine
YII (i.e Classes V., VI ,VIII.X).see above,39.50,60, 62-3 65-7



-140-

inscription of the latest Class V (840-2): ©OEO/FILOSSHI/
XAHLECOE' /bASILISRO/MAION, also has a three letter first line, like
X" Class I despite containing thirty-three letters (counting an
abbreviation for the letter U of the word OEU). Thus the issue with
the name of Michael III (Class V) is closer to Class I than to
Class IV.

The dropping of the word FISAW in Class I might well occur
during the new persecution of the iconodules in 837. The new
type of the inscription could serve as imperial propaganda , at the
time, giving greater emphasis to its assertion that Theophilus is
king "by the Grace of God".

Although further evidence is needed , we may propose the

following provisional chronological scheme for Theophilus'

7&1’ liaresis .
/i1 L Proposed pocC BNP
Description
.Llasses dates.
i Theophilus alone 829 830/1-38 | 835-42

(dULOS. . PISTOS/
§ Theophilus+Constantine] 830 or 831 830 or 831] 829-835

v Theophilus alone 830/1-37 | 838-40 -
(PISTOS)

| Theophilus alone 837-40 829-30/1 835-42

UV  [Theophilus+Michael 111 | 840-2 840-2 842
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S0 SOZTASE.

A. From Leo IITI to MHichael II (717-820): the decline of the
traditiomal folles.

The copper coinsge of this period contimues the tradition of the

()

¢t representatives of the Heraclean dymasty, although there are

1
ok

C

indications that Leo IIT had attewpted :zome changes either in
uwinting or in the monetary policy.

The reverse continues to bear the mark of wvalue of the
dencuinzticn while the fractional issues gradually disappeared so
that by the end of the eighth and the first quarter of the ninth
century the only copper denomination was that of the #folles
Yiorveover the indication of the date, which at the begi%ing of Leo
IIT'z reign waz mechanically copied from the rslles of Justinian
II's second reignm* (705-11), was replaced sometime at the end of
the first hnlf of the eighth century by the letters NNN . Similarly
the word ANNO to the left of the mark of walue was replaced by the

ietters o7

1. 3ee DOCClasses 1,2 & 3 of Leo III's copper coinage {date XX).

2 Grierson suggests that the letters XX and NNN are purely
decorative. Wroth had interpreted them as an abrevistion for
Zl{moaroc) Niwe) thrice repeated: see AN 383 and n 1 400 and n 2)
For a similar interpretation zee P Lambroz, A¥ 4 1859 210 3See alsn
H Weller. '3-N on the iconoclasts' copper colnage’
N1rc ©4,1976.144 who believes that the IhSUS XRISTUS NIKA of the
1conoclaste’ silver coinage was abbreviated to X-N on their COpper

PECERP L
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A survey. necessarily brief, with some comments and suggestions on
the chronology of problematic issues will give a more precise

picture of the monetary history of the period under discussion:

Leo III (717-41). (Table YI)

The copper coinage of Leo III has only recently been identified!?
by Philip- Grierson. It is today divided into five main types, the
third and the fifth of which are subdivided into three and two
types respectively. They may be summarized as follows:

Class 1: The obverse type has been influenced by some types of
Constantine V1's Z7ollés bearing the armoured bust of Leo III,
facing, with a spear in his right hand held transversely across his
shoulder. This iconography suggests that Leo III wished to
promote himself as a natural successor of the Heraclean dynasty.
and to emphasize his abilities as a soldier promising victories
against the enemies of the empire and especially against the Arabs.
Specimens of [folles, half-rfolles, decanummis and a  rare
pentamupprup © are recorded of this type. It has been considered as

the earliest issue of Leo III and consequently it is dated between

717 and 720.

1.P.Grierson, "The copper coinage of Leo III (717-41) and
Constantine ¥ (720-5), AU 1965,183-96.id." A new early follis type
of Leo III(718). A 1974.75-7; id."A follis of Leo III from officina
r., Mirc /76,1968, 260;see also X 232-4.

2. /75 I11.no. 29.
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Class 2: On the obverse of this class Leo is depicted standing and
wearing the Zorss. The emperor holds in his left hand a long cross
and in his raised right hand the akiakiz Specimens of Zfollés and
half folles are recorded. The emperor's wearing of the Zoros has

been connected with hia tenure of the consul»sh‘iP‘, which he had
assumed in January 718'. The type is very rare but its discovery

in excavations’ indicates that the issue was substantial rather
than ceremonial and presumably of very short duration.

Class 3: The coins of this type bear the imperial busts on both
sides, that of Leo III on the obverse and that of his son
Constantine on the reverse. The latter is depicted above a
balustrade, below which is engraved the mark of value. Folies,
half-7olles and decarnummia are recorded. The folles of this type
are represented by issues of three different weight standards., the
medium and light ones bearing depictions of an older Constantine
than the heavy series, which is obviously the earliest. The
teryinus ante gquem of the type is secure, since it is known that
Constantine was proclaimed co-emperor in 720. Thus the suggested
date of class 3 is 720-¢ 732.

Class 4: The obverse bears the two frontal busts of Leo III and
Constantine holding a cross potent between them. Leo wears the
chlamys and Constantine the Jorgs. The reverse again bears only the

mark of value, while the immobilized date XX. which occur on the

1.Grierson," A new early follis...",b76.

2.Coins of this class are recorded to have been found in the
Athenian Agora excavations of June 1972 and in the excavations at
the Kalenderhane camii at Istanbul.
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previous classes. has been replaced on the lelit oy the letters L
and on the right by NNN. Only follss and hali-rollises are recorded.
The clasa 13 dated by Grierson to 732. Its aftribution :is.
hiowvever., still problematic and., as we 3hall see below, 1t way
belong to Artavasdus and his son Nicephorus.
Class 5: 3Similar to the previous class with sone remsrkable
varitations on the chverse: the two frontal busts are named by an
inacription. both busts are depicted cloaked. they hold the aiadia
in front of their breasts. This type may belong to the sole reign
0f Constantine V as we shall see below. only Zfolles and
halifi-Zsiles are known s0 far.

Grierson divides class § into two sub-classes: on the first
(ba) Constantine' s bust i3 beardless while on the second (5b) he 13
depicted Lbearded. The suggested date for the former is o
732-¢. 735 and for the latter ¢ 735-741.

actually the copper coinage of Leo III i3 quite obscure and

sti1ll raises questions since the numismatic evidence i3 too patchy
to provide any definite solutions to the problems of chronolegy and
attribution. These way be summarized as follows:
a. - Two rolles of Clasa 5a in DOC* are wvery abnormal. They are
only the size of Jéecsmimyiux and their weights are consequently as
iow as 1 95g. and 0. 6bg. But whether these two coins represent a
separafe sub-clazaz of a lighter weight-stsndard 7sefles or. as
srierson suggests, were prepared either for half-7so/lss or for some

3waliler denomination, they apparently imply anomalies 1n minting

1 20 Pl IV noz Z3b.1 & 38b 2



procedures. Probably they represent 1saues Jjust aftsy Leo IIl'2
death parallel to those of Class IIIb of geid soligdl
b.- Similarly class 60 1s quite problematic. Here Constantine wha
is the same size a3 his father on the left, is depicted bearded and
the general 1impression is that of sn adult The treatment of his
face 1s more reminiscent of issues of his sole reign than of Class
fa

Some of the recorded specimens are struck over Class 4.  Although
oversgiking is very frequent during the firat half of the eight
sentury<, in this case it may perhaps represent a Jdeanslic Rerorias

If 20, Leo III's Class 4 may be attributed to Artavasdus
{742-743) and the fact that the co-ruler is dressed in the lZores
which Artavasdus' son Nicephorus also wears on some gold 1szsues of
the wuzurpation, may confirm this attribution. Henceforward Leo
TII'z Class 5b could be attributed to the reign of Constantine ¥

atter hiz final wvictory over the usurpers on 2 November 743

t. See above,16-7 and esp.n.1: we have suggested there that all the
qold 1ssues of Leo III with an of7Zcins letter on Leo's side (Class
TIIbY mev be dated to the very beginning of Constantine V's reign
=nd we have interpreted this wnusual practice az & reflection of
cnstanting ¥'s miserable financial activities.

2 The overstriking of coins during this period mnay hint at a
thorough re-coinage 1introduced by Leo III 1n order to increaze
circulation of petty currency. The £ologe . couwpiled by this emperor
early in his reign, refer to small amwounts of money suggesting that
by the beginning of the eighth century there was a shortage of it

By the end of Leo's reign the situation appeara fo have changed.
see M Thempson, ' Some unpublished Dronze ponsy of the early eighth

century" . desperis, 93,1940, 370-3.
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Constantine Y (741-775); (Table VI)

Some of Constantine V's copper colnage raises further

difficulties. It is usually divided into four classes! as follows:
Class 1: The obverse depicts the cloaked bust of Constantine V
holding in his right hand the glodus cruciger and in his left the
akakia. On the reverse there is the mark of wvalue flanked by the
letters XXX and NNN. Specimens of folles, half-rfolles and
Jecanumpis are recorded.

This series 13 very problematic indeed. Constantine appears to

be beardless and generally his effigy seems more childlike than on

Lec III's class 5bl.

The isaue should belong to Constantine ¥'s reign: but, if so,
to which period? Following the suggestion that Leo III's clasas 5b
13 actually an issue of Constantine V's sole reign after 743, it
may belong to the period from Leo's death in June 741 until
Artavasdus' revolt in July 742¢.

Here a problem arises as to why the two bust type. Leo and
Constantine. returned when a type representing the new emperor
alone had already been introduced after Leo's death. The

explanation must 1lie in imperial propaganda. After Artavasdus’

1.5ee A% 294 where Grierson refers to a suggestion by Mr Veglery
that this type could belong early in the reign of Constantine YI.
But this emperor 15 always represented on coins with his mother
Irene while as Grierson has pointed out some stylistic details of
the type can hardly belong to the 780s.

2. There are also two solidz of Constantine V's reign., dated most
probably in this period.similarly showing the emperor beardless:see
above.17.n.2
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usurpation, Constantine had to adopt & dynastic type Ior his
coinage to emphasise that he was the legal successor. On the gold
coinage this was easily done since one side was avallable to carry

e,

the effigy of the dead founder of the dynasty. The cipper Coinage
posed more of a problem. The reverse cught to bear the mark of
value, and the only possible solution was to return to an old Lype
depicting both euperors side by side.

Class 2: This 1ssue 13 known only from hali-Zrollés and an unique

pentanuppiuy. Its attribution to Constantine V is dubicus- since

the inscriptions on the recorded specimens are too worn to be read

with certaintv On its obverse it beers a bearded bust holding a
rrnss potent in his right hand. The type may therefore be
attributed to Artavasdus during his period of sole rule since the
same symbol is held by the two co-rulers on Leo III's class 4
which as has been mentioned above, could belong to Artavasdus’
usurpation.

Class 3: The obverse depicts the closked busta of Constantine V and
hiz zon Leo I¥ who was proclaimed co-emperor 1in 751 On the
reversze 12 the buzt of Leo III, dressed with the Joros above a
balustrade, and holding & cross potent  Below the bar is the mark
af walue flanked hv the letter X left and the letter N. right.
Only Folles and half-rsoiles of thie class are recorded. The latter
adhere tn the 2cheme of the traditicnal type, with only the mark of

walue nccupying the flan.

1.7 295305 nos 9-10 and B3F 470
2.7he only diztingulshable letters in DOC pemisnumzius are TA which
might equally belong to the namea CONSTANTINUS or ARTAVASDUS

5]
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Class 4: The two co-enperores are seated on a 1lyre-becisd throne and
vearing the chlawys. The reverse 1: simllar to ths previous <13ss.
nly Zolles and helfi-follss of this type are recorded. These
hali-rolles are the last to carry an appropriate value letter Frouw
now on they bear the value mark of the Jfolles and are
distinguishable from them only by their smaller size.

The chronology of the two last classesz of Constantine V's

(g (]

copper coinage does not raise any great problems zince 1t 13
determined by documentary evidence. Class 3 obviously started in
761, and 1t may have continued to be 1ssued until 763 when 1t was
replaced by class 4. The two seated imperial figures on the latter
Lost probably allude to the celebrations, held in the capital
during this vear, after Constantine's great victory against tae
Bulgsrs- However Grierson and Morrisson®, date the beginning of
clessz 4 in 768/9, the occasion of some other aplendid ceremonies

when Constantine’s third wife Eudocia was crowned Augusta and his

younger sons Nicephorus and Christopher were designated as Caesars

Leo IV (775-80):

It seemsx that Leo IV did not issue any coinage during the seven

monthas of his zole trule  His copper coinage after the coronation

o5f his son Constantine ¥I as co-ewperor falls into two classzes
1 Cetrogqoreky, Histery of lhe Frosntine Siats 168-9 and =2p n 1
- . A - B - . " -'—r' o d

2. AT 298 BNE 46f
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Class 1: The obverse bLearz the cloaked bust

L
Al
O

Constantine Y1 while the reverse the busts of the two ahosgstiirs

l’u
m

4

and Constantine ¥ above a balustrade, flanked Ly the lette
4. Below the bar 13 the wark of wvalue and to left and right the

letters XN vwlles ahd hali-Zol! are recorded = The latter nho

('v

bear londer the ¥ as their mark of value They are identical to the
foilises but smaller in size and without the letters EBA
Class 2: The two co-emperors are depicted seated on a lyre-backed
throne The reverse i3 similer to the previous class but lackz the
letters bBa

The sujggested date for claza 1 is 776-6 and that of class 2
778-50 The seated figures may allude to the celebrationz for a

mainr victory over the Arabs in 778%

Constantine ¥I (780-97):

The copper coinsJe of this emperor does not raise difficulties
snd followz the pattern and chronolegy of his gold coinage It 1is

Aivided 1inteo two classes. the first being subdivided inte two

Class 1a: The obverse depictz the cloaked bust of Constantine VI
hnlding the glokue cruciger on the left 2nd on the right the queen
nother wearing the J7orss In her right hand she holds a glatnus

B

~rur1ger. On the reverse Constantine’'a2 three ancestors Leo III.

1 Grieraon interprets the letters BA 3s abreviations for pesihac:
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Cconstantine ¥V oand Leo IV are repressnted above a Da
warx of vaiue below 1t 1s flanlked by the lstters 2 snd N

Class 1b: The only difference fronm the previous class is that Irene
a0es not bear the globus crucifer

Class 2: The obverse now besrs only the bust of Irene dresaedL%he
Zoros, while the reverse that of Constantine, above a balustrade
holding in his right hand a glodus cruciger.

The relationship between the different dates proposed and the
historical events of the period have been discusszed in the chapter
on gold coinage*. Following the proposed dates for Constantine's
gold coinage the chronology of his copper is as follows: Class
b 780-7; Class II 787-792; Class 1la 792-7.

oré

Two =2bnormal copper specimensviilustrated in 2% > On thenm
~onstantine appears clearly holding the a&ieizs in his left hand,
while on other apecimens this 1s entirely hidden under the chlamys.
The former examplea ahould be early issues, following the original
design a2 1t is reprezented on the corresponding gold issue (=Class
IIy It seems quite plausible that the latter examplest%%sued

between Februsry and September of 790 when Irene had actually
c(,az'meo( superiority over his son’. Indeed the removal of the
shekis., an inportant imperial Zmeigymiuw. might reflect Irene's

clains to have precedence in the imperial hierarchy.

1 Ses sbove,l-4
2 &% Pl XIY,7.5 &7 15,

3 See above 01 and =3p n 1.



'
>
w
'_L

1

In fact. the specimens showing Conztantine without the afsdzs

can only be fitted in thia period that consequently

.

confirms the chronology of gold Class II and of copper Class & to

the proposed date (787-92).

irene (797-802): Irene's copper colnage. though wvery simple, is
highly 1rmnovative. The Zoiis resumes its traditional size for the
first time zince the end of the seventh century and its flan
carries a large traditional I, flanked by the letters XXX and NNN.
The 1conography of the obverse is that of the splidus depicting
the empress wearing the Joros and crown with cross, pinnacles and

pendilia. In her right hand she holds the globus cruciger 1in her

seit the Ccross sceptre.

Nicephorus I (802-11): The copper coinage of this emperor falls
111bo two claszes. Class 1 belongs to the period of the emperor's
3cle rule (602-3) and Class 2 to the period of his reign with his
son Stauraciusd (605-11). No inscription names them and thus there
waz some controversy over the attribution of the type. Wroth had
ascribed the coins to Leo V and his 3on Constantine. although there
i3 & similiar type from their reign with an inscription haming them.
sday. Lowever, Srierson's attribution of the type to Nicephorus'

reign has bLeen generally accepted- Moreover these anepigrsphic

1.0 353 See also D M Metcalf " The folles of Michael IT and of
Theophilus before his reforw". BN 21, 1967, 23; 74 "How
extensive was the 1ssue of folles during the vyears 775-3207.
Svosprzon 37 1967 ,279
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folles are of a heavier weight-standard than the copper issues of
the previous period and this would indeed suit Nicephorus' economic
reforns, since the emperor himself was a former high official in
the financial administration. One wonders whether the
introduction of the anepigraphic 7olles by the emperor Nicephorus,
could be a further step in order to reform the fiscal
adninistration and coin production. Nicephorus' anepigraphic follés
would aim at a more flexible petty currency which could circulate

regularly without being affected by the change of an emperor.

Hichael I {811-3):

The problem raised by Michael I's copper coinage has been
discussed often and there are two types which may belong to him:
Class 1 bears on the obverse the bust of an emperor named by an
inscription as MIXAHL DASILES. He wears the JZsros and holds a
globus cruciger in his right hand and a cross sceptre in his left.
Class 2 bears on the obverse the busts of two co-rulers named by
the inscription MIXA HL SOEOF'. The reverse of both classes
retains the customary large 1.

Hoard evidence and the more detailed description of hewly

discovered material may shed further light on the problem, but at

the moment Metcalf's and Grierson's attributions! of both types to

1.Metcalf, "The folles of Michael II...", 22-3; X% 364. Morrisson
attributes both types to Michael I ;see in FAZ 504 and esp.note for
no.AE/01. For previous attributions see F.de Saulcy, Zssa: de
classification des Suites nondlaires Dbycsantines, lMetz, 1836: he
attributes class I to lfichael I and class 2 to NMichael II; Wroth in
B/, 406,n. 2 attributes both series to Michael I.
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Michael II, the founder of the Amorian dynasty, seem quite probable
for the following reasons:

a.-Coina of Class 1 are the only ones of this period depicting the
euperor on the obverse wearing the JZoros and holding a glodus
cruciger and a cross sceptre while Michael II's bust on the reverse
of his early 507747 is identically accoutred. Moreover Michael II

had his own reasons for adopting & coin type first introduced by

Irene!. Similarly the depiction of the one ruler in the chlanys
and the other in the Joros on class 2 is an innovation which ,
since it is not followed by Leo VY, could belong to Michael II's
reign.

b.- Specimens of Class 1 appear to be of exceptional workmanahip
compared with the bronze coins of preceding reigns. Moreover the
treatment of their design is closely similar to gold coinage of
Michael II's period of sole rule. Indeed, some details., such as
the circlet base for the cross on the crown, the number of jewels
in the top row of the Zores ., and the dotted style of the crowm,
the loros and the outlines, are matched on Michael II's early
s0lidi. In addition the reverse shows a narrov tall M while on

specimens dated in the first decade of the century it is rather

squat and broad’. There are, however, transitional specimens in an

inferior style and with an N reminiscent of those of the previous

period’, which may be early in the sequence.

1. Metcalf,k gp c2¢. ,22: he connects the issue with events in the
civil war at the very beginning of Michael I's reign, and contends
that it was struck as hostile propaganda against the rebel Thomas.
who claimed to be Constantine VI in order to gain popular support
as heir of the Isaurian dynasty.

2 W%, 364.

3.1.e the specimen from Oxford illustrated in AB¥ 21, Taf.2.A.
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Furthermore, the style and execution of some specimens of Claas 2,
hardly seem in Kkeeping with that of the end of the eighth and
beginning of the ninth century. On some specimens the general
appearance of both co-rulers is actually highly reminiscent of the
reformed folles. which might have been introduced after the end of

the civil war in the spring of 824.
c.- a specimen in DOC! and another in the Numismatic HMuseum of

Athens?, have the inscription OEOFI instead OEOF'.
The copper coinage of Leo Y (813-20), the successor of

Michael I, no longer raises difficulties® and is divided into two
classes: Class 1 belongs to the short period of his sole reign
(813) and depicts on the obverse the cloaked bust of Leo ¥ holding
the cross potent in his right hand and the aXatia in the left.
Class 2 belongs to the period after Constantine, Leo ¥'s son, was
crowned co-ruler at the same year and consequently depicts on the

obverse the cloaked busts of the two co-emperors.

1.%, 364 and n.6,397 no.8.6.

2.Athens, Numismatic luseum (=Postolakas 12339a); W=4.79g.. D=20mm.
3. It used to be among the most awkward to identify since the name
Leo and Constantine occurs three times in the 8th and early 9th
centuries. For detailed stylistic descriptions of specimens of

copper coins from the reign of Leo IV, Nicephorus I and Leo V see
D.M. Metcalf, " How extensive was the issue...",6281-301.

ok e 0 o ok ok oK K ok koK ok oK K
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B. HMichael 1I's copper coinige.

The date 624 warks the end of a chapter it the history of the
Eyzantine copper coinage. In this year, zoon after the end of the

-

civii war. Ilichael II most probabiy introduced a larger and
heavier follzs loreover on the reverse of the reformed follss the
immobilized officizs letter A wa3 replaced Dy the O . 50 that the
initials of the two co-rulers, IHichael and Theophilius, dominated

tne reverse of thelr copper coinage.

<r
5{4

letcals 3 suggested on the basis of metrclogical details as
well as of a detailed stylistic analysis of fifty coins® which
allowed him to divide the materisl into three styliatic groups,
that two or three mints were at work during Michael II's reign.

Hix

ul)

roups 1 & 3 are of a weight-standard of about 7. 64g. whlle
are
Jroup ZLpf & 12g. Metcalf connects the latter with Theophilus'

[ #1]

gqroup I and suggests that they may belong to the same small
provincial nint  Concerning his groups 1 & 3. although they are of
the same welght-standard, he suggests that  they may have been
133ued at different mints, since group 3 18 in a very crude style

He writes: the argument for giving group 3 to a separate mint
trom Jqroup i however, 1s essentially that it would be difficult to

imagine o3 1. 14 and 50 a3 heving been produced in the same mint

during a reign of nine years = "

1. Metcalf." The (folles of Michael II...", 24-%5 Hetcslf' s
criteria are clearly 3tylistic - bhased on the eyxecution- rather
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Today, however, extra material allows the copper coinage of

Michael II to be divided into the following classes!:

Class 1a: (Appendix I: nos 1-26, P1.1,2)

The main feature of this class is the rounded portrait of
Theophilus. The busts of the two co-emperors are depicted in
almost three quarter view and the crosses of their crowns stand on
circlets. The three strings hanging from the fibula that fastens
lfichael's chlamys at his right shoulder are long and each ends in a
dot. The accompanying inscription reads MIXAHL SO EOFILOS.

A specimen in BMCZ appears to represent an early die of the
type. where Theophilus' expression is very childish with his 1lips
denoted by two dots and third dot denoting his chin. Its obverse
shows very careful and neat workmanship and the style of the
portraits should be compared with those on some s5lid7.

In this study. class 1a contains 26 specimens but only two
obverse die-links nos.4-5 and 16-17 and only one reverse die-link
nos. 10-11. Close examination, however,reveals many die-similarities

which help to differentiate small connected groups(see Appendix I).

Class 1b (Appendix I: nos 27-42; Pl 2).

This class also depicts the <crosses on the crowns
standing on circlets. Its main feature, however, is the
triangularity of Theophilus' face, which wears a very similar

expression to his father, although it is depicted Dbeardless.

1.1 am extremely indebted to my supervisor Dr.D.M Metcalf for
allowing me to study his private collection of plaster casts.
2.5ee Appendix I, no.1.
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In addition, MNichael's chin is pointed, while on class 1a it is
rounded. The busts are shorter than those of class 1a and
consequently so are the strings hanging from Michael's fibula.

There are neither obverse nor reverse die-links among the 16
specimens described here. However, stylistic similarities, as well
as strong reverse die-connections between the specimens of class 1b
reveal small sequences (see Appendix I). A consistent feature of
the reverse type appears to be the letter ©, which is always large
and lemon-shaped.

There is, so far, no corroborating hoard evidence to shed
some light on the problem as to whether classes 1a and 1b
represent successive issues or issues of the sanme nint made
concurrently by two different groups of die-sinkers. True, the
portraiture of Class 1a indicates that it could be earlier in the
sequence, since Theophilus' effigy appears to be more childlike on
it. loreover the size and weight of the specimen no. 1 of class 1a
in our appendix shows that it could be ‘"experimental" and
transitional between the ZfolZles of the end of the eighth and the
beginning of the ninth centuries and the version reformed by
Michael II. However, the striking of specimens nos 27-29 of class
ib on small flans by even smaller dies suggest that they may also
be early experimental issues, strongly interconnected with no.1i of
class 1a by the following reverse die-similarities: a.-the slightly
lop-sided short and broad If; b.- the very large O, which in nos. 1,
28 and 29 falls below the serifs of the M, c.- the narrow NNN: the
fat seriffed cross above the Il

It seems, therefore, highhlikely that each of these classes

night represent early and concurrent issues of the metropolitan



mint.  Some more reverse dis-similarities confirm this scheme (32

Yy oo ) T,
appendix I

The portraiture alone allows zmall closely interconnected

o
[ (]

quences to be distinguished within beth clazses 13 and 1b
However it iz difficult to tell whether differences among coins of
the saue clazs represent a process of evolution or merely represent

Aifferent

b-1

()]

tvles produced concurrently. Since there is no hoard
evidence, exact 3sequencez of diea of each class csnnot be
2ztablizhed  Nonetheless szequences linked by similar cbhverse dies
are alas linked Dby zimilar reverze dies perhaps indicating that
each 0f ‘theze 3small sequences represents issues struck at
particular momentz
Class 2:( Appendix I:.ncs 43-64; P1. 3).

he uwsin feature of this group iz the lack of circlets on the
eupercr's crowns  The strings of Michael's fibula are longer than
o class 1k, but shorter than on 1la; and on some specimens, perhaps
late issues of the class, they form a deep triangle, each string
ending in a rather large dot.

Clazs 2 i3 characterized by a greater wvariation in its artistic
ztyles:

The execution of nos 45-48 13 quite different from the other

coin: of the <clasz; they are of the s=ame neat and careful

warkmanship as the previous clasa  indicating thst they could Le
esrly issues of class 2. 3till influenced by ola2s 1. Specinen

no. 43 iz unique as far as the arrangement of its inscription 1:

concerned  and might represent an experimental and transiticnasl

0

a

3

[§

1220 between clazz 1 and cls o



Finslly there ars eramples of clazz 2 in a crudsr artistic atvie
1 & nog 55-56 and 62-64). showing & linesr treatuent of the lacksz
f the hair which are designated st the side by a dotted line
ending 1n a schematic tuft.  These epecimens differ fron those of
the “"crude" class 4 {see below) in the following features. a. - the
%211 have rounded outlines and shoulders, while on classes
43 and 4b they sre angular snd the treatment of the reduced hodies
iz wery flat and linear treatment: b - the faces are ashort and

trianguler  with characteristic szhort triangular noses, while on

2132z 4 the faces sre extremely long with long rounded and bulbous

Thers zres neither obverse nor rev

A (]

1' 3

(A1)
[ ¢

die-links anong the

H
D

ogued coind of <lass 2, although some details. on both obverae

and reverse, 3suggest 2mall strongly related sequences (see Appendix

Class 3: {Appendiy Ircz 685-71 Pl 4)

have been izolated 30 far. The figures are tall, so that the

(L0d3 Dbetwesn the emperors’ heads has been pushed higher and

znterrupts the letter: 50, The strings of the fibula are very long

t Thiz iz equivalent to lMetecalf's group 2. zee
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" The folles
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and the crowns lack circleis. Another distincrive teature of the

0N

zlass 15 the final & of the obverse inscription, 1t 1s not parallel
with the other letters  but 1its axis points to & position
somewhere between 11 and 12 o'clock. The well preserved coins of
this group have a mean weight of & 12g.

Class 4:

Class 4a (Appendix I:nos. 72-89) .

Class 4b (Appendix I.nos 90-104). (Pl 4.5).

Class 4c{ Appendix I: nos. 106-6).

This ciass i3 of the "crude style", the main features of which
nave already been described. In class 4b the crosaes on the crowns
are substantially taller than 1in class 4a. while in class 4c
Tneophilus appears bearded.

On the present evidence, as in the case of classes 1a and 1b. it
13 ditficult to define the relation between class 4a and 4b In
2iass 4b, however, the treatment of the emperor's portraiture with

the

D

¥tremely long faces and the long crosses on their crowns is
very similar To class 4¢. which wdoubtly represents late isaues of
iflichael's reign This probably indicates that class 4b conatitudes
a process of routinery evolution of class 4a.

Though the reverse types of 4a and 4b are in the same heavily
serifrfed atyle and in both cases the letters XX and NNN are broad
with fat staorkea, they still differ significantly. In class 4a the
It 13 usually very narrow and tall while in class 4bh it smries in
form and 2ize  Specimens of class 4¢ are very rare 1indeed but the
tyo recorded apecimens show a very tall and rather broad N

i~1as33 4c aril

s 1]
D

1,

3 also diftficulties in fitting into the probiew



¢i Theophiius® age. Treadgold argues that the GHearded face of
sheopnilus confirms L1s suggesticn  that  he was  Zorn arowd
£13. 1n which case would have heen szixteen in 829 However.
the general impressicn from the CO1N3 themnselves 13 that
Theophiius' bust cannot correspond to a boy of sixteen vears old
and the beard l1ikewise might indicate an older age for hiw
actually the crude style of this group iz of very little help in

I extremely complicated problen.

[ (]}
(]
[
=
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in conclusion, the 1conoegraphic and stylistic study of the
avaiiable material gives the following evidence concerning the

roblew of the provincial nints:

b ol

Classes 1a amd 1b sre of a very careful and neat workmanship
and were undoubtedly atruck at the same mint. The engraving of

tnelr dies appea

~
(1]

to be hLomogeneously executed, so that each

zted long enough to become routinery.

[
cn
(4]

Ciass way not have

Class 2 1is the mwost problematic. Some specimens ars
artisticalily superior tc others and we have argued that they mnay
be earlier in the sequence influenced by class 1. The expression

and  modeiling of the portraiture on thesze coins is also very

reminiscent  of certain exauples of class la (i.e of nos. 14-1%)

Moreover  there are specimen3s, which Zhow reverze
die-3z1mliarities 4o clazs 1 and eazpecially to clazs ia (see
APpERALA 1. all those features indicate that class 2 was s

continuation of la  and consequently issued at the zame mint wost
probaply at & iater date.  Yariation in  the =ztyle of class U

indlcate toat 1t was produced for Zongey thar clazze: &
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routine producticn.

The evidence for the rare class 3. which on present evidence
seews 10 be of & heavier weight-standard, 15 st1ll very limited and
thus no conclusions way be drawm up. Nevertheless obvious reverse

dle-similarities of class 3 with a number of class Z 3peciluens (sSee

appendix 1) 1naicate that both classes were, most probably,
procuced at hne same mint and st very close dates. lioreover

PeCluén no. 95 appears to have been issued by s repaired die of

fl-
(-

e rm.

.. lhe possibility that cless 3 could be a short and a

(o]
}. 4
gt
[ A1)
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"special” 1zzue of the metropelitan mint on an important accasion,
such as Theophilus' wmarriage in §21/2Z, should be viewed, at the

wonent, with great aceptician®
There appear to be obvious reverae die-links between the crude
class 4@ and class ¢ (see Appendix I). which suggests that the
Iorher was the routine continuation of the latter. probably when
the mint mef increased demand for copper coinage. Classes 4b and
4c. a3 we have already argued, could represent a procesz of

further evolution of class 4s.
h ervation

0D in connection with the fact that the

|‘[l
(R 4]
o
(19)}

=1

extremely rare specimens of class 4c, depicting Theophilus bearded .

Y

re onlv of the crude style. cast conaiderable doubts on the

151
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yistence of a zecond provincial mint

1 Fuor the warrisge of Theophilus see . E W.Brooks.“ The marriage of

tne emperor Thecphilius". A 10,1301,840 he dates 1t in &21/23

13}

)

Howewer Treadgold dates the marriage in 0

)

3ee

T

The problem of

i

the maYriage Y 34N
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lacr of hoard evidents, zupplsumentsry way ol resolving

(A

iglven to
wicertainties about the provincial mints 13 to mwap out the recorded

specimens. though an insufficient rnumber are of known provenance

(3ee Fig.17.

Fig.t
Classes ia 1b: Total P 3 |48 4b 4c: Total
Corinth 1 ] 1 i
Athens i i
Thessaloniki |
Istanbul 4 519 3 35 8
Pergamum 2 2
Sardis 2t ?
!lza HH 2 2 1 1 2
i
Antalye 3 3
Trebizond ' 1 , ,

The detoiis of thelr provenance way be summarirzed az follows
The specimens f{rom Athems snd Corinth come from the American
excavations there-

The specimen tron Thessaloniki- was purchased trom a private

LLAp I nod. 26,101, ¢
2 Ap 1 uo 51
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B Py
ophlius

L]

L

individual there togsther with & pre-reform 73z of Th

s0le rule. We do not know exactly where they ceme from or whether

they were found together. However the gliis of Theophilus

S

5n0Ws & neat and careful workmanship suggesting that 1

l
.
E
~3
¢
\
A
4
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Deen mikted at the metropolitan mint. I 30, Once again a <oih of
iiachael II's reign of class 2 appears closely related to the
constantinopolitan wnint and coine minted there were evidently
Circulating in the wvicinity of Thessaloniki by 829,

The 22 specimenz from Istambul‘ come from the bazaar and only
the provenance of two of them. which come from Istanbul itselfé, is
known . though others may have been brought from Asia lMinor. There
are 2lso 18 identifiable cecins from the excavaticn of the church of

ot Polveuctus. and all belong to the " group of neat style snd

In

careful execution . ", Unfortwiately neither detsiled descriptions
ner some illustrations of the coins themselves are available and it
is not peseible to classify them in their appropriate class.

The specinens fron Pergamam’ and Sardis® were discoversd during
e excavaticns there.

Three specimens sre said to come from the vicinity of Izmir® while
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.40.44 57 60 52 A4
ST Gl 60, 90,%7,5%6,535 .1
2.4p. I'n 71 and AA¥ no. 13

3 Hendy oSrwdres in the brsantine lMonetsry Zcopomy . 424 n. 234

-

425 1d " The coins” in ’C_rﬂctxv'-«fzi.‘ns at Sar<chamne. 339
4 (letcalf " The Folles of Michael II . " 31
5 5 E Bates. Awrssmiins CJoins XprfisI1 Harvard, 1971 122 nos 1107

foo110% Unfortunately they are not 1lluatrated and thouoh thew ars

soribed

(3 Q

3 11 of Wroth's tvpe 6 f=Ap. I nuc. 2  one wondey:
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wvhether they resliy are of & siwllar die and have the saue
"experimentsl” charscter.
6 Metoalf on -27 The Ioinz ar

&

D

frow the H P Borrel)l -olle-sq:or



tourth specimen- in  the Numismatic Huséwn of Athéns mey cope [rok

the

e

ame srea sihce 1t was donsted by a Greek diplomat stationed
there.

Three coins. also in the Athens Mazeum. may come from the area of
Antalya® =zince thev were donated by the Greek vice-consul there

One specimen surely was found in Trebizomd®, while ancther one
from Professor Bryer's collection may come from here or from the
neighbouring areat.

The evidencs from the geographical distribution of the classes

13 3t1ii fragmentary and gives few solid clues. One's first
1upression, however, 13 that the different classes and styles are
rather intermingied except at the excavation of the church of St.
FPolyeuctus. Nonetheless coina of the crude style make up a higher
proportion of the finds in Asia than in Europe. This, however,
doed not conatitute evidence for an attribution cf a

rovinclal mint to  the Asia llinor coast. Eventually clasz ¢ of

Tt

the “crude” style might reflect a mazsive minting in the course of
5 reign, and 1ts higher occurrence in Asia lMiner night bz

due to the war enterprises undesrtaken in this area arowd the vyear

The issue of coins in unequal styles aft the same mint  the one
in the capital., could simply mean an innovation in  the
administration of coinage  production  in order either to

confront or encourage  the increased demand for the petty currency

.....

S Treadgold, 22s Sycencise AVt 048 and nogi9



indicates that  the reformed Fof7=ss of lMichser IZ were struck in
iarJge quantities.

In conciusion, on the present evidence drawn <from both

’
(]
d
in

nulilamatic criferia and geographical distribution the

identification of a provincial mint during Michael Il's reign 1

(0]

3t1il wvery dubious. Nevertheless, the whole prcblem of provincial

mints wiill be the focus of a similar study for Theophilus' copper

o
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C.Theophilus' copper coinage.

The copper coinage of Theophilus is of three classes. One
shows the bust of Theophilus alone (Class 1). another shows
Theophilus with his son Constantine {Class 2) and, finally, there
is a reformed type on which the traditional mark of wvalue on the
reverse is replaced by an inscription several lines long, as on the
gilver coinage (Class 3).

Following the suggested chronclogy of Theophilus' gold
coinage, Class 1 might be the first issue of the reign covering the
period from the emperor's accession to the throne, at the end of
829, until Constantine's proclamation as co-emperor sometime in
830. The reformed rssll65 have been connhected with the triumph of
831 and appear to have been issued up to the end of the reign,
since there is no copper coinage with Theophilus and his son
Michael III from 840 onwards. Consequently Class 2 may cover the

period from 830 to 831, when Constantine died.

Class 1 (Appendix II. nos.1-45; Pl.6).

On its obverse this depicts the cloaked bust of Theophilus
holding the patriarchal cross in his right hand and the &iaiis in
his left. The inscription begins with an asterisk, located below
the patriarchal cross, and a dot. This initial dot is found either
beside the cross, near top of the cross or above it.

The iconography of the type is fairly uniform, although there
are slight variations in detail. For example, on some specimens the

left sleeve of the emperor's diwilision protrudes from under the



-168-

chlamys, and is elaborately decorated (i.e nos.1,2,15), while on
others it is concealed by folds of drapery with only its cuff in
view. Similarly the patriarchal cross sometimes lacks its stem
(i.e nos.7,16,17,24-43), while on others the emperor's right arm,
holding the cross, is more extended making the rosette on the upper
part of its sleeve longer and more oblique {i.e.nec.21).

In addition, the style of portraiture, the artistic execution and
the fabric of a group of coins described in our catalogue as class
1b {nos.24-43) distinguish them from the rest of class 1la
{nos.1-23).

Specimens of 1b are apparently stylistically inferior to 1a,
though by no means as crudely executed as llichael II's class 4 or
Theophilus' class 2. The size of the emperor's body is reduced,
with the drapery of the chlamys contracted though arranged
similarly to that of class 1a. lloreover Theophilus' face on some
specimens of 1b, 1is broad, with a bulbous nose (nos.24-2%) or
spade-shaped (nos.28-30) Additionally all the specimens of class

ib have a compact reverse type with a narrow, often lop-sided M in

a heavily seriffed style. Their flans are generally smalll and they
are most probably of a lighter weight-standard than class 1a: the

17 specimens of 1a have an average weight of 7.30g.¢, while the

average weight of the 16 specimena of 1b is 6. 42g7.

1.The average diameter of the 20 specimens of class 1b is 28mm,
while that of the 23 of class la is 30mm.

2. This weight is some 0.30g. less than the catalogued Zolles of
Michael II.

3.Class 1b shows considerable inconsistencies: for example nos. 28

and 37 weight 8.0g. and no.35 8.29g., but these high values are
probably aberrations without significance.
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The different metrology of the two subclasses as well as the
difference in style, again provoke the question as to whether a
second provincial mint was in operation at the beginning of
Theophilus' reign. However, information about the provenance of
the coins is so scant that a geographical survey is of no help in
shedding some light on the problem. The two stylistic groups of
class 1 appear intermingled, as in the case of the previous reign:
there is one coin of class 1a from Thessalonikii and one from
Sardis2, while three specimens of this class were purchased at
Istanbul, though their exact origin is unknown: Two folles most
probably of 1l1a are reported also from the Corinth excavationss.
Three coins of 1b come from Asia IMinors while eight come from the
bazaar of Istanbule, though again they are of unknown origin.

At the moment the awvailable material itself may afford clues to
sone features of Byzantine mint-organization and practice. Since
class 1 may only have been issued for about a year, the differences
among its specimens might indicate that the production of copper
coinage had already started to increase, necessitating extra
recruitment of nint labour. loreover the different weight-

standards hint at a mnore flexible use of the 7rolles in different

1. Appendix II no.14.

2. Appendix II no.16.

3. Appendix II nos.6,19,b23.

4.D. 1. Mletcalf," Corinth in the ninth century: the numismatic
evidence", Fesperia, 42,1973,216; these Zfolles are described as of

the same type as Wroth 15-16. which suggests that both belong to
class la.

5. Appendix II nos.25,41.43.
6. Appendix II nos.24,27,30,31,32,34,38,39.



-170-

geographical areas and for different purposes. For instance,
Theophilus'class 1b might represent issues for the payment of the
troops campaighing in Asia Minor, vwhere prices for every day
transacblons might have been lower than in the metropolitan
territory.

A4 specimen of class 1b from Turkey (no.43) also raises doubts
as to the existence of provincial mints. It shows Theophilus' face
with rather bushy locks of hair and is very reminiscent of
Metcalf's groups S' or Z2' of Theophilus' reformed class 3. Its
provenance from Asia Minor excludes it to be viewed as an early
issue of a Greek mint in the Peloponnese and Hellas, to which
Metcalf attributes his groups §' and Z2' respectively. HMost
probably it represents a further stylistic variation of class 1b
executed by a new group of die-sinkers added later to the imperial
nint.

Both subclasses are very compact and without hoard evidence
the chronology of their dies is unclear. However, Class 1a, should
be earlier in the sequence than 1b, not only because of its more

elaborate style but also because specimens of this series show

signs of restriking on folles of Michael II'.

A specimen, formerly in Goodacre collection, shows an

interesting variation of 1a‘ (no.44). The inscription reads ©EO
FIL instead of the normal ©E OFIL and the emperor's long face is
quite different from that on the other specimens. The
patriarchal cross has a foot, and the strings of the fibula are
very long and in the dotted style. The drapery of Theophilus'

chlamys covers the arm holding the &ksiia. There 1is also a

1.5ee Ap.II:nos 1 & 2.
2. 45N 67.
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very irregular specimen of class 1 in an extremely barbarous style
with faulty outlines, nonetheless connected it with the above
specimen by some iconographical details: the inscription is broken
©EO FIL; the cross has a similar foot of which the ex-Goodacre
specimen provides an otherwise unique example. The coin may be a
contemporary forgery by an unskilled, not hecessarily Byzantine
workman, who had in front of him a specimen similar to Goodacre's,
or it may be a pattern coin. If so, Goodacre's specimen, which may
be characterized as an experimental type, represents the earliest
issue of class 1 and was probably a special issue on

Theophilus' coronation.

Class 2 (Appendix. II. nos. 46-49; Pl.6).

This rare class depicts Constantine smaller than his father,
but generally reproduces the type used by Michael II with his son
Theophilus. However the size of the figures has been reduced
recalling the "miniature" style of some specimens of lMichael II's
class 1a. The exaggeratedly tall crosses on both emperor's crowms
and the style of execution generally is highly reminiscent of
Michael's class 4b in the "crude" style, although the outlines of
the bodies are not so0 linear. The reverse has a broad and tall Il
with a large © below it. A similar I occurs on some specimens of

Michael's class 4b but the large © is very similar to specimens of

class 1b.
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Class 3: {Appendix III.nos. 1-378 ).

The reformed copper coinage of Theophilus raises even more
complicated problems with regard to the existence of provincial
nints. The emperor seems to have reformed the copper coinage not
only by introducing a new type, but also by furthering his father's
innovations. Stylistic and metrological differences between the
various issues have once again raised the problem of provincial
nints. There is no literary evidence for this, however, and the
different criteria upon which scholars have based their stylistic
groupings have led to disagreement on the subject. Nonetheless,
controversy is restricted to the number of provincial mints which
may have been in operation, since almost all scholars agree that
some of Theophilus' ZFolles in “"bolder and rougher workmanship"
should be assigned to a mint outside the capital.

The possible operation of provincial mnints under Theophilus

was first suggested by !M.Metcalf!. He divides Theophilus' copper
coinage into eight stylistic groups, A-H, which he assigns to eight
different mints as follows:

Group A, which is divided into four subgroups, is assigned to
Constantinople.

Group B, which is divided into two subgroups is assigned to the

metropolitan region, perhaps on the Asian coast of the Propontis.

1.D.M Metcalf, "The new bronze coinage of Theophilus and the growth
of the Balkan themes", 4NS2® 10,81-98; 24 "The reformed folles of
Theophilus: their styles and localization", 4A5M¥ 14,1968, 121-53:
24" Corinth in the ninth century: the nurismatic evidence,
Hesperia, 42,1973,180-261.1id. Coinage in South-eastern REurope . . .
29-31.
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Group I', is attributed to the metropolitan region of western
Asia Ilinor.

Group A, which is of a lighter weight-standard than the other
groups. was originally assigned to Thessaloniki on the grounds that
its coins are numerous and must have been minted at an inportant
city some distance from the capital, while the mint of Thessaloniki
often showed a curious preference for smaller standard-weighted
copper coinage. New evidence and the present lack of group A coins
from the Thessaloniki region caused Metcalf to abandon this
attribution. He suggested instead that it night represent reduced-

weight (military?) issues circulating within the frontiers of

modern Turkey!. Vhatever the true provenance of group A, he
remains adamant that coins of this group should not be regarded as
half-7olles, since they have not been found at the Corinth
excavations, where the number of follés demonstrates a remarkable
recovery of the petty-currency during Theophilus' reign.

Group E, which is very rare, is assigned to a small, unidentified
provincial mint, possibly in Greece.

Group 5°', which is divided into two subgroups, was originally
attributed to central or southern Greece, most probably Corinth,
while group 2 vhich is also divided into two subgroups, was
originally attributed to a roughly similar region, most probably
Thebes. However, though coins from both groups were Plentiful at
Corinth, the evidence from Thebes seemed negative. Moreover. a

series of so-called "nule" specimens of groups S' and 2 were

discovered: 1 at Corinth and ¢ in the Istanbul bazaar! Thus

1. D.Il.Metcalf, K "Links between stylistic groups among the reformed
folles of Theophilus",K KXirc 84.1976,6-7.
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Metcalf argued that 5/Z2 "mules" provide evidence that both groupa
wvere produced by the same mint; and yet stressing the problems
raised by such a theory, not leaat as regards the different
weight-standards of the two groups., he concludes that "to describe
the 5/2 coins as mules is probably nisleading".

Group H. which shares the weight-standard of group 5., was
originally ascribed to an uncertain small provincial mint or to the
same mint as group §S. Metcalf does, however, now call for
investigation of a possible link between group H and A in view of
certain stylistic resemblances.

The variations in design., which Metcalf used as criteria for
his classification of the coinage into eight stylistic groups. may
be summarized as follows: a.- the shape of the emperor's Zufas and
the number of dots which decorate it; b.-the treatment of the free
end of the JZoros, as well as its transverse and skirt panel: c.-
the proportions of the emperor's figure; d.- the position and
number of fingers within the circle of the glodus crucigsr Other,
minor, details permit further classification into subgroups. These
include: the treatment of the drapery over the emperor's left hip
and right arm; the presence or absence of pendants on the banner
of the Jlakerum the decoration of the JZabsrua with a linear or
dotted cross.; the placing of its staff behind or in front of the
emperor's arm; the treatment of the emperor's locks of hair.
Additionally, he lists the following factors which might supplement
the stylistic evidence in helping to identify different mints: the
netrology: the regional distribution of the different groups; and
finally the existence of the so-called "mule" coins, which are
especially useful in tracing links between or among stylistic

groups.
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Other scholars, concentrating on other details, have

arrived at other arrangements. For instance, Bellinger!
emphasises the treatment of the globus crugicer held by the
emperor, which is sometimes depicted as a well-defined circle but
on occasions has a convex bulge. According to Bellinger.
variations only in design could be attributed to the operations of
provincial mints on the assumption that the mint-authorities would
prefer noticeable alterations in_orcler to control the output of

each provincial mint.

Marx‘, on the other hand, has proposed groupings based onh the
presence or absence of streamers oh the banner of the laksrum
In his classification of the DOC, Grierson divides the reformed
folles of Theophilus into four subgroups (= Class 3a-3d): a
"normal” type: a type with a squat figure of the emperor; a type
without a free end of the loros; and finally a type without
streamers on the banner of the Zabarua He treats Metcalf's group
A as half-foilles and consequently divides it into three subgroups :
a type with a normal JZorss;, a type with a reversed Zoros: and
finally a type with a small cross in the right of the obverse
field.
New material collected since lMetcalf's studies, tends to
confirm his stylistic groups, although their attribution to certain
provincial mints still remains problematic. 378 coins are described

in the present work, though of course not all are previously

1.A.R.Bellinger, " Byzantine notes,4. Metcalf's arrangement of the
copper of Theophilus", 4¥SM¥ 13,.1967.136-41.
2 Ml.Marx, " The stylistic wvarieties of the reformed folles of

Theophilus", The Voice of the Turtle (North American Journal of
Nunismatics),5,1966,47-51.
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unpublished. Coins 1llustrated in AW, ¥V 10, N 14, Mirc 84, SAF
and wvarious DSale cCatalogues have been included in an effort to
gather as much material as possible, while an attempt has been made
to 1llustrate as many specimens as possible especially those not
1llustrated elsewhere. The result is as complete a picture of the
period's coinage as 1s at present possible. The catalogue of
Theophilus' reformed rfolles adopts lMetcalf's scheme, and it appears
to work wvery well indeed. Significant details occur together so
consistently as to rule out coincidence. Whatever the
interpretation placed wupon the resultant stylistic groups,
classification of material by style of execution and points of

detail 13 an accepted archaeological technique.

Group A ( Appendix III. nos.1-65), Table VII, P1.7-9.

Al (Apppendix III:. nos. 1- 22).
The main features of this group may be summarized as follows
The drapery 1s invariably elaborate: two slightly curved
lines are usually depicted between the emperor's right arm and the
inside fold of his Joros, presumably denoting the crease of the
divitision. However, sometimes, most probably in later issues,
there 13 either only one line or none. The drapery of the
divitzsion over the emperor's left hip is represented by a thick
oblique line. forming the outline, and a thick curved line which
neet to create a mirror 1image of the Greek letter a. Thinner
shading lines fi1ll the intervening spaces. On some specimens the
drapery 13 simpler. with less shading and a less pronounced curve

to the nain fold.
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The Zufa is usually decorated with six dots and is generally
shaped 1like a fully opened fan. It may sometimes, however, be
harrower or lop-sided and dots may be added or omitted.

The lZalarum is roughly rectangular though variants may have a
slightly 1larger banner with pronounced dots at its corners
(nos.14,15,19).

The neckline is usually round, though in some cases it may be
"boat-shaped" and there is sometimes a dot at emperor's throat
(nos.14,15,17,19,20). According to Metcalf's classification of
group A the " boat-shaped" neckline is a feature of subgroup A/2
while the dot at the emperor's throat a feature of subgroup A/4.

The transverse and skirt panel of the lJgros usually bear 7 1/2

or 6 1/2 and b5 or 4 dots respectively, though the execution is
sometimes imperfect. The dots are usually swall but larger dots do
occur{ nos.12,13).

The free end of the Jorss is normally rectangular with dotted
or undotted (nos.4,5,16) square panels. On some "good" examples
its outer edge also carries a row of dots (nos.1.2). In one case
the free end of the Zoros also has dotted intersections (no.19),
while in three others it inclines to the triangular (nos.14,15,20).

The treatment of the emperor's portrait may be used as a basis
for dividing the specimens of subgroup A/1 listed in this catalogue
into six smaller runs (See Appendix III).

The first three runs (a.b.c) exhibit no real stylistic

peculiarities. The obverses of each run are either die-duplicates



oy very close copies of each other indicating that they may
reprezent  early and limited issues which would clearly have a low
survival ratio.

The other three runs (d.e.f) show a gradual satylization

specially in the treatment of the drapery, although the emperor's
portraits differ only slightly from each other.

Specimen no. 19 of run f, has been catalogued in Metcalf's
scheme under subgroup A/2 as “"a careful early die". The existence
i two similsr dies ({nes 20,21), showing further stylization,
perely in the execution of the drapery, suggests that this run
probably simply represents late examples of sub-group A/1.

Finally there is a strange specimen (no.22) of which the
attribution to A/71 is based on the following observations: the
emwperor's portrait is wery similar to that of run b, the wfs is
scallop-shaped and wvery similar te that on no. 8, though slightly
larger and decorated with seven dots (table,1); it depicts a zmall
rectangular Jabsruw with small parallel pendants; the drapery of
the enperor's Aivizision is very similar to that on runs e & f, and
the free end of the Zorss is rectangular.

The coin deviates in one important respect from those of
group A/1: the tranaverse panel of the Zoros which is decorated
with 7 pairs of dots. is curved- a detail which normally occurs in
group I, but also on specimens of group A/4. Further, one mnay
racognise some cther minor deviations: the skirt panel of the Zoros
has only 3 1/2 pairs of dots: the word BASIL bears ana which

according to lMetcalf's provisional classification is a feature of

n

ubgroups A/3 & A4, but a similar small A occurs on the Specluens
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of runs e & f{ nos 17-21); the fingers of the emperor's left hand
appear to be slightly oblique, which is also a feature attributed
by lNetcalf to group TI'; but obligque fingers also occur on some
specimens of group A/1 catalogued here {(i.e nos. 4.5.19). Finally,
the reverse of no.22, although resembling reverses of A/1
{(i.eno 12) that, has an S instead of a in AYG, and also bears
an opened C in NICAS, reminiscent of some examples of Group A/3 or
S

Coin no. 22 may represent a late issue of subgroup A/1 made by a
die-sinker, who modelled it on run b but added his own stylistic
touches. Since its treatment is still not far removed from the

original, it may simply presage the development of a new style.

Group A/2 (Appendix III: nos.23-32).

The imperial portraits of group A/2 are more uniform than those
ocf A/1. The enmperor is depicted with a rather broad and
spade-shaped head. His nose is round-tipped and his beard is
depicted by a thick, rather clumsy line around the jaw. The locks
of the wavy hair have less body than on A/1 and the shading is
achieved Dby straight oblique 1lines showing a rather hasty
execution. The locks on the right sometimes appear to be curlier
and fuller than those on the left.

The treatment of the other details is also homogeneous. The
drapery of the diwvizision over the emperor's left hip does not show
any undulations. It is denoted by a thick slanting 1line. which
also outlines itself and the Zoros being shaped 1like the
“mirror-image" of an N. The internal folds are shaded with

thinner vertical lines. The neckline may be a shallow or a
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deeper semicircle. ‘The free end of the Jgros is short and may be
rectangular (nos.c2g,29,32) or triangular ({nocs 23,27, 21) dotted.
{nos. 23.28) or undotted (nos.27,29,31. 32) .

The only major wariable in the pattern of our A/Z2 specimens,

apart from the number of dots on the panels of the Jorss. is the
form and decoration of the Zufs

On A/2 coins the cross on the globus is either placed underneath
the right half of the inscription or is mowved slightly to the left,
so that its upper limb is squeezed between the two last letters or
touches the L.

One of the ten A/2 examples listed here, carries a portrait
which is wvery different from the other examples although its main
features conform with those of the subgroup. Significantly its
reverse 1links it closely to no. 23, but the emperor's face,
expression and hair style, and the slightly lop-sided neckline, are
extremely similar to nos. 1-3 of A/1, although the shape of its
turs is very peculiar (see Appendix III no.32). This specimen may
well provide a clue as to the relationship between the two
subgroups: group A/2 might initially represent the mechanical copy
of run A/ila. Indeed A/2 should be considered as a wvariant of A/1

in a more extreme style.

Group A/3 (Appendix III nos.33-45).

Subgroup A/3 exhibits considerable wvariety. both in the
treatment of the emperor's portrait and in its general workmanship.
This may suggest that. like the subgroup A/1, it was produced by

several die-sinkers who developed their owm styles independently.
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Nevertheless some common featurez are distinguishable which may be
summarized as follows:

The drapery of the Jdivitision over the enperor's left hip 1is
simple and linear. It 1is denoted by slightly curved, parallel
lines which vary in number and so affect the whole structure of the
enperor's baody. The right of the body is almost entirely
cbliterated under the wide Zivi¢isZonm and the transverse panel of
the Zoros which passes beneath the emperor's right arm (nos.40-45).
A more naturalistic treatment is achieved on other specimens where
there are fewer shading lines (nos.33-39).

The treatment of the emperor's left cuff is so schematic as to
mar the whole design. On some specimens, for example, it consists
merely of two cramped lines, so that the glebus cruciger touches
the emperor's left shoulder and only the four fingers shown on the
globus, represent the emperor's left arm { nos.33,36-41,43,44). A
rather more satizfactory treatment is found on the other four
specimens (nos.34,35,42,45); at 1least there is a gap between the
globus cruciger and emperor's body, though the depiction of the
cuff is still wvery linear and on no. .34 it overlaps part of the
right edge of the transverse panel of the lsros

The design of the glebus cruciger and its disposition relative
to the inscription also seems to have caused the die-sinker(s),
some difficulty. For example, the cross is placed asymmetrically on
the globus on nos. 36,40,41,44 and obliquely on nos. 42 and 44,
while a mis-shapen cross surmounts an ill-defined globus on
nos. 37-39. Only four coins show a Dbetter arrangement: on nos 33

and 45 the glolus bears a tall, narrow cross which fits corfortably
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between the inscription and the emperor’s head, while nos 34 and 35
depict the globus crucigsr beneath the inscription.

The free end of the lorss is generally shovm sz a long.
sometimes wvery narrow (nos. 40 1nd 41) triangle, divided into four
or five pairs of undotted squares. It is true that the Joros on
no 4% is almost rectangular, but this specimen., as we shall see
later. appears to bhe an ‘"experimental" issue. The free end 1is
nornally oblique to the emperor's body, so that it no longer =eens
tec hang from the emperor's left wrist. A mnore naturalistic
treatment occurs on nos. 33,34 and 45, where it is depicted parallel
vith the emperor's body.

The Zabgruz normally has a tall, square banner with a pendant
at an aoblique angle on each side of the staff. There are sone
deviations, however. For example, although the Zalsrum of nos.
37-39 has o typical A/3 banner, this carries two parallel pendants
at 1tz lower corners. The banner of no. 35 has a left pendant
rurning obliquely away fron the ataff and a right pendant sprouting
at a 3light slant from the lower side of the banner.

The portraiture of group A/3 enables the identification of four
wain runz of coins ( see Appendix III).

Specimen no. 4% 1s the most intriguing of the thirteen A/3
zpecimenz listed here. At first sight its attribution to group A
cseems rather dubious for it has a half-moon shape which is one of
the main festuress of group B/Z (see below). In addition, two other

zlementzs suggest an attribution to group B: the squat Zshsrua

oe

e

‘ries two very zhort pendants, and the obverse inscription reads

bASILE instead of DASIL with a contraction mark joined to the E
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Moreover the contraction mark after OEOFIL has been omitted. A
similar obverse inscription is also found on some specimens of
group B.

Despite. all these new features, however. no.45 should still be
attributed to group A/3 for several reasons: firstly, the drapery
over the emperor's left hip is more elaborate than is normally the
case on group B, where the divitision appears very narrov;
secondly, the emperor's portrait, as well as the treatment of the
halr, 1is more closely related to group A/3, especially to no. 44,
than to group B, thirdly. on no.45 the free end of the loros is
divided into panels, while specimens of group B are unique in
representing it by three parallel lines.

Similarities between the reverse die of no.45 and other A/3
specimens also suggest an attribution to group A/3. The specimens
which seem closest in style to its reverse die are nos. 43 and 44.
No. 45, therefore, may be represent “transitional® specimen between
the two groups A/3 and B.

Stylistic analysis and the comparison of reverse dies also
allow us to determine the relation of subgroup A/3 to a/1 . There
appear to be definite affinities with A/1, which suggests that A/3
uay have developed from it ( see Appendix III).

The A/3 specimens with reverse dies suggesting a 1link
with A/1, have obverse portraits in a linear style quite
different from the portraits of A/1. However, deviations from the
initial design on some A/1 specimens appear to presage the
style of A/3: runs A/1d and A/le, for example, shovw a tendency

towards stylization and simplification of the diwritiszon with
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the replacement of 1ts curved main folds by a straight one. In
addition, minor details of their treatment of the JZslsrum the
globus cruciger and the lettering of the obverse are faintly

reminiscent of A/3.

Group A/4. (Appendix III nos. 46-68).

This group is divided into two main categories: the first
depicting the staff of the Jalsruz behind the emperor's right arm;
the second in front of it.

Both categories are extremely similar as regards the emperor's
portraiture and the main features which characterize the group.
Nevertheless later examples of the second category, which appears
to be the more common, show a gradual process of 1linear
stylization.

The chief feature of group A/4 1is the treatment of the
enperor's Zufs which is normally scallop-shaped and decorated with
four bold dots. Of the twenty specimens described here, only three
{nos. 48, 49 snd 61) show a differently shaped <{ufs., which is
six-dotted and rather elongated and narrow.

The treatment of the free end of the Zoros also constitutes a
distinguishing feature. It is normally a short rectangle divided
into three pairs of undotted panels and ending in a three dotted
fringe, though on some, apparently late examples, it may be narrow
and triangular or lack the frindge ( nos.59,60,65,666).

The drapery of the Jivilision over the emperor's left hip is
simply denoted by three parallel shading lines.

The emperor's portrait is a very distinctive feature of

the group under consideration. The rather broad head is almost
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invariably well-rounded with a round Jaw. Some late
examples, however. depict a long triangular face with a slightly
different expression. The features described abave enable three
runs to be distinguished (see Appendix III) .

Group A/4 shows close links to group A/1. llore precisely
the specimen no. 22 of group A/1 depicts a Zafs. which has exactly
the same shape as group A/4 (scallop-shaped). It depicts also a
slightly curved transverse panel of the Jorss. such as occurs on
A/4 coins. while the emperor's portrait differs from other A/l
examples. It seems probable that coin no.22 could be considered
as transitional. but nonetheless still appears to belong to A/1
because of its artistic execution and distinguishing features. 1In
addition there is a considerable number of reverse-die similarities
between the two groups (see Appendix III). This suggests that they
could represent issues of a close date. or even contemporary. made
by two different groups of die-sinkers. On the contrary. group
A/3 probably constitute the evolution of group A/1. though a
certain number of die-sinkers were responsible for their
production. Finally group A/2. as already mentioned. may represent

a variant of group A/1.

Group B (Appendix III nos.66-114). Table YIII, P1.11.12

In Metcalf's scheme, Group B is divided into two subgroups on
the basis of the treatment of the drapery over the emperor's lett
hip and the shape and decoration of the Zuza. The two subgroups

are linked by common features of design, similar workmanship and
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close affinities between their reverse diez One distinctive
common feature is that the free end of the forss is not divided

into panels but merely depicted by three parallel lines generally

terminating in a four-dotted fringe. Moreover, the transverse
pauel of the Jorgs itself has diamond-shaped panels. Foth

subgroups  show considerable internal consistency regarding their
treatment of the emperor's portrait, the details of the drapery,
the Jebsrum, the globus rcruciger, the free end of the lorss and ths
lettering of the obverse inscription Minor differences between
the two subgroups and among individual specimens, however, do exist
and deserve brief mention.

B/1 {Appendix III: nos.66-96).

Two main runs of coins may easily be distinguished on the basis
of their execution, since the portraits vary little.

There are specimens in a more elaborate style than others (i e
nics 66-65). Three ocurved lines represent the drapery of the
Zivitision over the emperor's right arm, while the free end of the
Zoros has a wind-blown appearance.

“ther specimens show a progressive stylization involving a
graduzl reduction in the number of shading lines over the emperor's
right aru, until they finally disappear altogether

The fufs 1z alwozt always lop-sided. and normally six-dotted.
although these are quite often asymmetrically or faultily disposzed.
There are, howewver, devistionsz (see Appendix III).

B/2
Although group BYZ carries a quite similar portrait of the

eLperor. 1t sppears to be simpler than Bs1.
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The emperor is depicted with a narrower body resulting in a
shorter transverse panel to the Zoros , while no drapery is
indicated over his arm.

The fufe is always half-moon shaped but the number of its

decorative dots wvaries {see Appendix III)Y.

In the absence of hoard evidence, the chronological sequence of
the two subgroups remains obscure. Some unusual specimens,
however, may provide useful clues, not only as to the relationship
between the subgroups themselves, but also as to their relations
with other groups, especially group A.

Specimens of both B/1 and B/2 show very close reverse
affinities with specimens of A subgroups (see Appendix III)
indicating that Group B might have been the output of the same
wint a3 group A, which plausibly continued to be issued
concurrently.

lMore precisely, as has been already mentioned, there is
evidence that B/2 may have originated from A/3 and in particular
from the very unusual specimen no.45 with a half-moon shaped Zuss.
Significantly the obverse inscription of this transitional coin
reads OEOFIL DASILE, which may imply that examples of B/2 with a
similar inscription belong early in their group. The reverse of
no.45 also Dbears certain resemblances to some B/2 specimens (i.e
no 104).

In addition, reverse similarities connect early coins of A/4
very closely with some specimens of B/1 in which the closest to
group A reverse dies also appears to be concentrated (see Appendix

IIT). It seems, therefore, quite probable that B/1 antedates B/2
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This confirms our suggestion that subgroup A/¢4 might have been a
concurrent iasue of A/1 and consequently might be earlier than A/3,
from which group B/Z has been evolved.

The development of a new style probably indicates an increase
in coin production during the issuing of group A. As a matter of
fact Group B shows a compact character and its features are not
found elsewhere { Zufs three-line free end of Zoros). Furthermore,
although it is of rather neat workmanship, the lop-sidedness of the
¢Rfe (B/1) and the quite frequent asymmetry assumed by its dots
betray hasty execution . Finally, the three-line treatment of the
free end of the Jorss nay be not a stylistic idiosyncracy of the
group's die-sinker({s}. It could represent a deliherate
simplification of the original design to speed up ninting or to
make the issue more distinctive in order to send it to a particular
or to different geographical areas. The latter might seem to be a
very primitive method of contrel, but one should not forget that
standards of minting during the first half of the ninth century may
well have been inadequate to meet the new demands imposed by
Theophilus’ refornm. Nevertheless, arguments based only on
atylistic details are inconclusive regarding the nint
administration.

Coin no. %4 apparently belongs to group B, but differs from most
sther specimens in certain unusual respects. It has been included
in group B/1 because of the shape of its Zuxfs, and the three-line
foru of the free end of the loros Moreover its reverse, with the
swall and rather widely-spaced lettering, with a T having its bar
dropped, strongly recalls some B/1  reverses (1 & no 233 It

deviates from other coins of both B subgroups in soue iuportant
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details, however, and these deviations mey be summarized as
follows:

First. the emperor's portrait is larger and longer than on B
specimens and the hairstyle is more elaborate, with delicately
curled locks of hair.

Second the skirt panel of the Zores is broad and its sides
converge rather than run parallel, as on group B specimens, while
the entire obverse design is in the dotted style.

Thiz is a wvery intriguing and seemingly unique specimen ., and
the only example which night be compared with it is no.95.
Unfortunately, this is in such poor condition that its attribution
Lo group B iz rather tenuous. Nevertheless the right part of the
inscription (bASIL) include= a contraction mark typical of group B
and the letters are of the same distinctive type as those on no. %4,
though smaller. 1In addition details such as the treatment of the
emperor's left arm and the orb., the representation of the Jlskasrwz
end itz staff as leaning 3lightly to the 1left, and the dotted
style, closely link the two coins.

The reverse letterings of both specimens under consideration
(noz. 94 and 98) are in a crude style and cut in semicircular
furrows very nuch reminiscent of three A/1 reverses { nos.§,16,20).
One wonders whether it could be a mere coincidence 0r one more
indication that group B/1 atarted to be issued at a time when A/1
was 2till being iszued.

Finally, nos. 94 and 95 may well be distant forerunners of

group ¢' (see below). and especially subgroup <f1, with its long

portraits, dotted style, leaning Zaksrua and crude reverses,
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One nmore problematic cein from a private collection has also
been included in group B (no 96).

The diea of both sides were unusually lightly engraved and
several details of the obverse design, notably the emperor's left

ark holding the glebus crucigsr sand the outlines of the emperor's

tigure, are treated clumsily and in the dotted style. 1Metcalf has,
therefore, classified the specimen very early in the history of the
reformed solles The technical defects in the obverse design,
however, argue against this, although the reverse shows a
calligraphic influence.

Actually its reverse type is very similar to some A/3 examples
{nos. 43-45). This 1s particularly significant, since no.45, as
nas been already mentioned., may be a transitional type between A/3
ani BE/2. If 30, specimen no.96 could be considered as an
experimental issue of a new series, which being started issued at
the mint at a date very close to group B/2Z.

Finally. the obverse die of the coin under discussion., may have
actually bDeen modelled on nos.94 and 95, which it strongly
resemblez in its dotted style and the emperor's portrait and hair.

Group I'. (Appendix III:. nos.115-134; P1.11.12).

The obverse types of this group seem to be extremely uniform
although they differ slightly as regards the size of the emperor's
face and 1in certain minor details such as the number of pairs of
dots on the panel of the Jorss. The main features of the group may
be sunmarized as follows:

The euperor's face is long and broad and dominates the entire
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design. It has a bulbous nose and is flanked by serrated locks of
hair.

The transverse panel of the JZores is slightly curved and is
normally decorated with & 1/2 pairs of dotted panels, though some
exanples have either & or ¢4 1/2.

On some apparently early examples, the free end of the Zoros
receives a rather elaborate treatment; it is long and rectangular
and is divided into 4 (no.115) or 5 (no.116) pairs of panels, with
3 row of dots along the outer edge. Two other specimens (nos. 117
and 118) have 3 pairs of panels, while all the rest carry only 2
pairs of dotted panels on a short and almost square free end to the
loros.

The skirt panel is rather short and generally divided into
2 1/2 pairs of squares, but again there are exceptions (see
Appendix III nos.115 and 116). The Zufs is elongated and always
gix-dotted.

A distinctive feature of the group, apart from the sardonic
imperial portrait., 1is the drapery of the dJivitision over the
euperor's left hip, which is very reminiscent of subgroup A/2,
forning a mirror image of an N.

On some examples the reverse lettering is deep and rounded in
section, while on others it 1is heavily seriffed and occasionally

shows a calligraphic influence (i.e the T on nos. 127 and 132). The

O's and 0's are generally lemon-shaped. the n has an angular

junction, and the C is very open. Apparently there are technical

similarities Detween the reverses of [ and some specimens of A/2

(1.e compare no.30 {A/2} to nos.115 and 116 (I'}). Moreover
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2 nuwber of Group [ reverzes show close affinities with Groups A

Ky

aind B (z2e Appendix III), while the emperor's bust on the obverses
of zome specimenz of group A/2 {run <) night be considered as a
forerwmner of that on Group T,

Heverthieless the lack of hoard evidence does nct pernit us to
reach any definite conclusion as regards the relationship between
groups A snd [, though the discovery of coin no. 128 together with

an A2 specimen (no.27) may be indicative.

Group A. (Appendix III nos. 135-219) P1.12,13.

The coinz of group A may be divided into four =ubgroups on the
basis of their iconography:
Aa {nos 135-175): it 1is very reminiscent of asubgroup /3 and
gzpecially run A/2h

Th

D

drapery of the emwperor's ZFivziizsion over his left hip is
generslly dencted by four slightly curved shading lines, though
their number azppears to be reduced on coins in a cruder style,

The zuxf& iz =zmall and normally decorated with three dots. oOn
coira in @ wery linesy style. however, it is ill-defined and poor
execution makez the number of decorative dots uncertain. Moreover,
other speciuens have a scallop-shaped four-dotted ‘fufs (zes
Appendix III).

The free end of the Joros is trisangular, but on nos. 167 and 168
it 1z denoted Dby three simples 1lines  No. 133 bears the uwmost
elaborate free end of Joross of any of the A specimenz listed here

with & three-dotted fringe at the bottom.



The Jsbaruz bears a small square banner decorated either with a
linear or dotted cross but there are also deviations (see Appendix
11T
Ab (nos 176-1387): the only iconographical  feature which
distinguishes thiz subgroup from the previous one 1is the
arrangement of the drapery. This is treated as a mirror-image of
the drapery of group A/2, but without the emphatic main fold.
Ac (nos.188-219): the transverse panel of the Zlorss is reversed,
running between the emperor's right shoulder and his left hip. The
sther main features of the subgroup are very similar to those of
the previous ones, though from an artistic point of wview its
closest reszemblances are to their more linear and cruder specimens.
The subgroup may be divided into smaller runs on the basis of
the emperor's drapery over his right hip and a small crosa that
sonetimes appears in the lower right-hand part of the obverse field

(nos. 214-219).

Despite the iconographical discrepancies and minor variations,
the workmanship of group A appears to be quite consistent. lMoat of
the coins are poorly executed in a dotted style. The locks of the
enperor's hair are treated schematically and the general design is
sonetimes clumsily organised. There are, of course, a few
exceptions in both subgroups Aa and Ab, which exhibit very neat
workmanship.

On the contrary most of the group A coins described here,
have very neat reverse lettering, although it wvaries in size and is

acuetines rather 1lightly engraved. The main features of thiz
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lettering are the wide E's. the narrow V' and well-defined., rather
closed C's.

Almost all scholars but Metcalf consider the group A coins to
be half-7ollses The latter has recently argued that they may be

reduced-weight military issues, which only circulated in Asia

Minor. The weight-standard of the group, however., has been
deternined to be about 4.00g. This is exactly half the

weight-standsrd of groups AB, and ', which, as argued sbove, may
have been struck at Constantincple.

In fact, group A appears also to have been ninted at the
metropolitan mint for the lettering on the regular reverses of the
group closely matches that on some A/3 examples (see Appendix III}.
The only objection to the above wiew is the rather poor artistic
treatment of the obverse on a considerable number of group A coins.
This is inconclusive, however, since some specimens are of a very
neat workmanship reminiscent of A/3; the poor execution of the
others may simply be due to a routine production, the difficulty of
engraving small dies or to the recruitment of relatively unskilled
workuer: in the rush to ensure money supply.

Allowing for these considerations, group A could be considered
a2z a fractional denomination of the normal 752725 issusd at the
metropolitan wuint. However, their extreme scarcity at Corinth,
where there is clesr evidence of a dramatic increase in monetary
activity at this time, contrewdict this theory. Nevertheless,
dewand for half-rsoclles might well have been confined to areas
closer to the capital, where there was probably a greater variety

of commodities and prices were more liable to fluctuate.
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A plece of circumstantial evidence against the wview that
half-79ll2s were issued under Theophilus is the absence of any
zizilar swall denomination from the coinage of later reigns. They
w3y, however, have disappeared because price rises had made other
copper izsues in a higher weight standard than the half-sfollss

circulate alongside the normal follss for every day transactions.

Group E {Appendix III nos 220-227). Pl.13

The examples of this rare group may be divided into two runs
depending upon how they represent the drapery of the SFividisiom
and the empercor's arm holding the labarum.

On specimens nos. 223-227 the folds of the drapery are denoted
by four parallel straight 1lines, while the ewmperor's body is

t.

L {

eated so clumsily that it gives ne form to his garments, which
are shaped like s rectangle with its corners rounded off at
shoulder level.  In addition, the emperor's right arm is markedly
winatural 3ince its position is not related to the rest of the
bedy

In contrast, on nos. 220-222 the representation of the arm is
more vrealistic while = more natural relationship between the
swperor's body and the drapery 1s achieved by interrupting the

-

ciatline of the right half of the body at waist level. where the

Lespite these fechnical differences, however, the two above
rins display 2 subatantial number of chverse affinities which fornw

the bazsiz for their attribution to the same group.
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The wmoat distinctive common features are the round, squat facse
given to the emperor and the linear treatment of the four-dotted,
scallop-shaped Zufs. which is made almost to resemble a triangle
There are some reverse die-similarities between specimens of
group E and A or P ({Appendix III}, wvhich might constitute
additional ewidence that both groupz were produced at the ssme

pint, where group E was also minted, at a tine.

Group <' (Appendix III nos. 228-303) Pl.14.1%

Group ¢ has been divided into two main subgroups on the basis of the

emperor's hairstyle or more precisely, the disposition of the

shading lines used to depict the locks of his hair: on group <71,

the shading lines of the emperor's hair run parallel with the curve

of his jaw. on group €72 they are approximately at right angles to
the jaw.

Neverthelezs, the unusual technical treatment of the nose,
which has a triangular tip creating preonounced nostrils, suggests
thet both subgroups were produced by a single craftsman, or by a
group of craftsmen working very closely in the same workshop.

Further characteristics of the group sare the flared skirt
given to the emperor's clothing, the long free end of the Zoros and

ite wind-blowm appearance,
Each subgroup may be divided into smaller runs: subgroup </1

into four, asubgroup ¢/2 into two. The diferences smong these runs
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appear to be quite substantial, in particular, with regards to the
emperor's portrait, but other details are also involved (zee
Appendix III).

In conclusion, one may say that group S displays two different

types of imperial portraiture: on subgroups </1a, </1ib, ¢/2a the

head is rather long with a characteristic bushy hairstyle, while on

¢/lc, ¢/1d and </2b it is shorter and has sparser locks.

At present it is not possible to use the variations between
specimens to place them firmly in chronological order. Certain
features, however, provide some wuseful clues to the mint

attribution of the entire group.
First, some examples of group ¢/1a and both specimens of ¢/1ib

have been described in the Appendix as ¢/Z "mules" on the assumption
that their reverses were struck with reverse dies of group 2.
These so-called "mules" indubitably link the two groups and suggest
that despite their different weight-standards, they should still be

attributed to the same nint.

Second, some reverses of subgroup </2b show close affinities to
some A/3 reverses (see Appendix III). 1In addition, some apparently
late specimens of A/3, show four of the emperor's fingers, instead
of three, inside the circle of the orb. This detail has been
regarded by HNMetcalf as one of the chief features which
distinguishes coins of group S from those of A.

Third, as already has been mentioned, the treatment of the
emperor's feature and hairstyle on coins 94 and 95 classified

under group B/1, is highly reminiscent of that on some coins of

group ¢ (1.e no.234 {$/1a}, no. 264 {$/1d}), despite their greater
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refinsment. lMorgover, 1t has been suggested that both these
wusual group B/1 specimens may be related to an unique coin in the
Campall  cellection (no. 96), which has besn regarded as
‘experimsntal"

It zeems, therefore, quite probable, that the early issues of

group ¢ were bDased on this "experimental" coin, created by a

die-zinker initially influenced by group B/1. He and his team of

workers very quickly developed the distinctive style of group .

which at s certain time continued to b

(%

izzued concurrently with
gqroup 2 Other groups, however, for instance A/3, were still in
production, having adopted a more linsar style as well as
leviations frox the originel A design concerning the drapery, the
depiction of the free end of the Jsores. the type of banner ete {3ee

Appsndix III. A/3, runs a-b), features matched in anextrene way on

If group ¢ 13 attributed to the mint of the capital, this
auftomatically raises the question of the attribution of group 2.
The group 2 coins are clearly cruder in style than any of
Theophilus® ofther reformed 7siiss . and hence have heen attributed

by almost all

2]

cholars to an unidentified provincial mint
The emperor's face is broad and sometimes extremely long.
There 1s & very bushy clump of hair at each side of the head and

the wavy lockas at the temples are depicted in a characteristic

11near wav
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Group 2 is divided into two main swbgroups 2/1 snd 2/2 on the
haziz of the way in which the bamner of the labarum iz placed on
the ztaff in 271 the banner is squarely placed with reference to
the wertical axiz of the design, while in Z2/2 the banner leans to

the left Subgroup 3/1 i3 then itself diwvided into two runs (2/1

On coinz 2/1s the labarum is depicted with pendants; on those
of 2/1b, which are wore muwerous, the labarum is without pendants.
The reverse inscription of both subgroups is again in s crude

style with large lettering and a T with a dropped har. There is,

hiowever o considerable number of Z/¢ "mules", which once more

suggests that the two groups are closely related. All but three of
the 2/¢ coins listed in the present study belong to the wvariety
¢/1a, though similar reverse dies occur onh szome </Za 3pecimens,

suggesting that ¢/1a and ¢/2a may be late issues of group <.
It iz true that group 2 conins in a crude astyle can hardly be

attributed to the 3ame nint as the previous groups, especially

groups A and B. But group € is undoubtedly linked to group ¢ which
we have suggested, may have been minted at the capital. loreover,
5 specimen illustrated in DOC (Appendix III no.33Z) and described
by Grierson as “"anomalous” 1s actually a Z/A4 "mule" about which
letcalf makes the following remarks: " Perhaps, its reverse die was
cut.  in Constsntinople and sent as & model to the provincial
mint. . % . A zecond Z/A "nule” has now appeared (no. 327) and this

indeed mekes once more the attribution of Jroup Z2 to a provincial

nint highly dubious.
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Group B

The smperor'a portrait and the reverse lettering wary little

L8]

an ¢owng ¢l this group. The emperor 13 Jepicted with a rather
mally

troad hesd and pointed jaw. and there 1s nor 8 gap between his
tags snd his hair. which 13 depicted 1n an extremely linear

L

o
0

hizn. The fuss always has three dets and sometimes stands on a

[47]

talk.  The vhole labarum legans to the left as on some 3pecimens of

Jroup 4.

There are close reverse affinities between group H and ¢. This

led lletcalf to suggest that both groups should be assigned to the

a? provincial mint’. It has been shown, however, that group ¢ is

L

also closely linked to group 2, although they share a different
welght-standard. while stylistic resemblances appear again between
both obverzes and reverses of groups A and H. This scheme, in
commection withh the various links among the seven groups. as they
have been described in this study, mekes the attribution of the new
bronze coinage of Theophilus to several different mints very
inplausible.

A3 8 matter of fact the present stylistic analysis of the 375

o

Theophilus' 7ollss indicates that there was a radical reform of the
currency and mint administration at this time.

First, the different attested styles., not only anong
the eight main groups Dut among specimens of the same group,

indicate the recruitment of a considerable number of die-sinkers

1. According to letcalf'zs estimations group H 2hares the same

welght-standsrd sz group ¢ Nevertheless on the relevant histogram

ot this study, group H on the evidence of 15 coins, peakz at
.500.-5.80g, az does group Z.
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and consequently & monetary policy aiming &t an ihcrease of
petty-currency supply. Apparently the wvery small occurence of
die-duplicates, among the specimens listed here. hints at a
remarkably high output of the nint.

Second., it seems gquite probable that the metropolitan mint

1tself was involved in giving the 7ollés more than one official
veight-standard({see Appendix III). In all probability, rfolles of
all weight standards circulated in the capital, though in different
quantities.

Iue to the lack of hoard evidence, apart from the stylistic
analysis of the material, a second way of resolving uncertainties
about the existence or otherwise of provincial mints is, to map out
the geogrsphical distribution of the recorded coins, which are
3till very few.

The details of this procedure may be summarized as follows:
Theme of Peloponnese:

Corinth:

i4c specimens of Theophilus' reformed 7ol765 have been discovered
at Corinth during the Americean excavations from 1896 to 1939
The nuwber and proportion of the 139 identifiable coins, belonging
to each of the eight atylistic groups, are listed in fig.1‘. Rather
zurprizingly only 9 more specimens have been found since then?
They have not been published according to Metcalf's scheme and

therefore they are not included in the present estimation:

1 D Il Metcalf, " Corinth in the ninth century. .. ", 216-30.
2 See J.E Fischer = Hesperze 40, 1971, 47; id |, Hecperis, 43 1874
74 1d. . Hesperis. 44, 1975, 47 O.Zervos, Hesperia, 51.1932 158

E Fisher,  [Hesperis.  53,1984,246. O Zervos, Fesoeris 1y
1986,199 J.D Maclssac AHesperia. 56 1987 137
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among them, however, two have been described as halfi-rolles and
thereifore should be of group A.

Sparta:
1 follis of group E has been found on the ancient Acropolis during

the British excavations® (1907-8). 2 more specimens have been found

during the excavations of 1926-9 in the theatre area: one is of

group ¢ ; the second is most probably of group A/2%.

Psophis (Arcadia):

1 group Z specimen has been found there by Bendal ({Appendix III
no. 311;.

Patras:

1 specimen of class [ was given to the local Archaeological Service
by an individual who said that the coin was found in his field.

F1G.1:
7heme of Pelopommese: distribution of Theophilus' reformed folles

Corinth Patra Psophis Sparta X
Group A 20 i 14 368
Group B 9 6.16%
Group I 4 + 1 3.43%
Group A 7 4. 808
Group E 2 +1 2.05%8
Group 5 55 +1 38. 36X
Group Z 40 +1 28. 08%
Group H 4 2.74%

1. The coins from the British excavations of Sparta are stored in
the Numismatic HMuseum of Athens: they are going to be published
very soon by Dr.IlI. Price of the Brifish Museun.

2. The obverse of the second specimen is quite worn but its reverse
iz extremely similar to no.117 of our catalogue (group '), as well
as to ¥ 13 (group A/2); [for links between the two groups see
above,bb1].



Theme of Hellas
Athens-
mfortunstely, the 21 reformed Folies from the Americen excevations

of the Athenisn Agors are not published in detail However it has

Deen v

(3 1]

corded that four of these coinz are of Groups A, <(2), and
Thebes :

i zpecinmen of group < and one of group Z are said to have been found
nere-.

Amfissa:

There are two relevant coins here, belonging to a private

ilection. Unfortunately, they are not illustrated but 1 iz said

(]

c
almost certainly to belong to group A. The other is said to be
si1mllar but 1tz light weight wmakes its attribution to group A
unlikely?

Theme of Cephalonia?t.

Naupaktos:

i1 coin of group € (no.303) and 1 of group H (no. 373) were found here

during a rescue excavation®

1.0 .M lletcalf, (oinmage in South-Zasiern Zurcpe. .. | 31.

2 ihidewm.

3.5 Kpefaproyervos. katahoyoe Bulavmivay vojropatwy 491-1203 p N pepovapeviy
copipatuy ApQroane.  Jemayope, 2, 1974, 7. group A coin: D= 2%um @ W=§ 543
the other: D=ZBum, W=5.43g. The light weight of this coin 3uggests
thst it could Le of qgroup A, The diameter, haowever, does not zuit
a group A issue.

4. For the Jeographical deterwination of the rhewss during the ninth
century (¢ 642) zee W.Treadgold., 7Re Brsantine Fevival 336

5.2  hKwvatevtioc, 8n "Foopent Bulavtiviv  Apvwotatev. 42 36 1931 B'Z 2973

pl 192
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Glannens .
1 coin of group A (no.27) and 1 of group I' (no.130) were donated to
the local Archaeological Museum by a private individual and were

probably found together by the donator.

Themne of Dyrrhachium.
1 coin of group B is recorded from the territory of Albania, now in
the Numismatic Collection of the Academy of Sciences. 1 more

reforned Zol7Zs of Theophilus was found in Dyrrhachium (Durres).

but unfortunately is not illustrated?

FIG 2

The Zicmes of Hellas, Cepbalonia, and Dyrrbachium: distribution of
Theophilus®' reformed foZles

Athens Thebes Amfissa Naupaktos Giannena Albania X

Group A 1 i i 25. 00X
Group B 1 8.3
Group T 1 8.33%
Group A -
Group E -
Group < 2 : | : | 33. 34X
Group Z2 1 1 16. 67%
Group H 1 8.33%
4 2 1 2 2 1 =12

The sample is of course small but the contrast with the statistics
from Corinth is interesting especially where group A is concerned:

it appears to equal grouwp 2., which, together with group

¢, predominates in the currency of Corinth.

1.H Spahiu, “Monmmnaies byzantines des VYe-XIIIe sidcles découvertes
sur le territoire de 1'Albanie’ {11ris 9-10,1979-80,385 pl. V.5 ¢
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Theme of Thessaloniki
Thessaloniki:
5 colns have been found during excavations in the city: 1 of group

A (no.16), 1 of group B (no.9%4), 1 of group I' (no.121).1 of group ¢

and 1 of H!. A sixth specimen, again of group I' was purchased in the
cifty by Bendall (no.120), which as already mentioned is a duplicate
of the specimen found during excavations at the church of Hsgios
Nikolsos Tranos (=no.121). Finally, a follis of group A was
included in Thessaloniki hoard 1933/BZ.

Theme of Macedonia.

Philippi:

2 coins of group B (nos.81 and 100) were found during the
excavations of the Octagonon.

Eavala:

1 group ¢ coin (no.246) was donated to the local Archaeclogical
lffuseum by a farmer, who found it in the village of Paradisos, on
the bank of the river Nestos.

Komotine:

1 specimen of group Z (no.307) and 1 of group H (no.375) were
discovered at the coastal city of Maronia. Another group H (no.359)
was given to the local Archaeological Museum by a farmer. It is

said to have been found at a place called Kyperia with three

1 D M Netcalf. Coinsge in South-Fastern ..,31 and esp.n. 6.

2. L Tovpatooyhov, H. Taouptn—Kovhn, M.Kpikov—Tahdvm, " O 8noavpes "Kopotnvns”
71979() ). ZupBoNn oty kukhodopic Twv TetaptTpwy Tou IB  a. pX'. First
International Symposium for Thracian Studies :“Byzantine Thrace":
Image and Character. Komotini. May 28-31st 1987, Jwsterdans, 1989 396
the hoard was buried during the reign of Alexius I Comnenus.
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giligresis of Michael I1I. of which two were 1in fraguentary
condition., and a half of a =miligreszon of Basil I.

FIG. 3:
The Themes of Thessaloniki am Macedonia: distribution of
Theophilus' reformed folles

Thessaloniki Philippi Kavala EKomotine X

Group A 2 15. 3868
Group B 2 | 2 23.08%
Croup I 2 15. 368
Group A

Croup E

Group ¢ 1 1 15. 388
Group Z | 1 7.69%
Group H 1 2 23. 088

7 2 1 3 =13

The sample material from this area is still very limited but
since Figures 2 and 3 involve an equal number of specimens it is
interesting to compare them. The results which they give are quite

different:the highest proportion in Fig.Z2, as also in Fig.1, is

concentrated under group ¢, while in Fig. 3 under groups B and H.

Remarkable also is the representation of group I', that shares an

equal proportion with groups A and ¢ which are very dominant in
Fig.1 and 2.

Turning to the capital we obtain the following results: of the
26 Theophilus reformed foilles from the excavations at Sarachane 8
appear to belong to group A, while 4 most probably belong to group
g. Unfortunately., the other 24 coins cannot be classified since

they have not been published in accordance with IMetcalf's
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scheme?.

A considerable proportion of the other coins studied here come
from the Istanbul bazaar. Of course the provenance of the coins
from the bazaar is uncertain, but, even if they were not found at
Istanbul, they probably come from the immediate neighbouring area.
Indeed Mr. Weller, who has collected coins from the bazaar and
travelled widely in the interior of Asia Minor., does hot seem to
have found many Theophilus' reformed Zgolles there. On the
contrary, the late doctor Stavrides from Samos, had bought the
coins of his collection mainly in the Turkish coastal cities; there
the locals easily can find purchasers for their copper Byzantine
colns among the masses of foreigner tourists, without taking the
trouble to travel up to Istanbul. The numbers and proportions of
coins bought in Istanbul bazaar, as well as the 12 from the

excavations at DSarachane, belonging to the warious typological

groups are recorded in Fig.4:

Fig.4

Istanbul :

Group A 26 16. 05%

Group B 17 10. 508

Group I’ 6 3. 708

Group A 414 27.16%

Group E

Group < 31 19.14%

Group Z 3 19.14%

Group H 7 4.32%
162

1. 1. Hendy, 7Ze Zvcarvalions at Sarsachene. . . The coins. 340-2.
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The results are rather surprising, since the highest proportions of

specimens belong ‘to groups A , ¢, and Z; the proportion belonging
to group € 1is slightly greater than that belonging to group A.
The values for groups ' and H are surprisingly low in comparison
with those in Fig. 3 and even in Fig.2.

Asia Minor and the islands of the Aegean Sea.

Trebizond :

1 coin of group ¢ (no.255), a so-called </Z "mule", in Bryer's
collection, may come from there or from its vicinity.

Izmir:

1 coin of group A donated to the Numismatic Museum of Athens by a

Greek diplomat stationed at Izmir in the 19003 (no.184) may come

from this area. 1 specimen of group B (no.105) and 1 of group ¢
(no.230) are said to have been bought in Izmir.

Antalya:

Z group A coins (nos.58 and 59), now also in Athens, may come from

this area, since they were donated to the Numismatic Museum by the

Greek Yice-Consul at Antalya. 1 coin (no.236) belonging to group <
also comes from this vicinity.

Adana :

1 coin of group B {(no.80) originated here.

Hersin:

1 group B coin was seen there and a rubbing was taken of it.

Agin (upper Euphrates):

1 group H coin was seen there!.

1.D. 1. Metcalf, "The reformed folles of Theophilus..." 148 no.27.
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Asia HNinor coastlamis:

15 2pecimen2 from Stavrides's collection 1in Athens hsve been
certainly bought from cities of the Asia Minor cosztlands: 1 is of
group A (no. 63y 1 of B (no.83), 2 of I (nos.123,129), 2 of A
(nos. 136, 199), 6 of <, and 3 of Z.

Aegean Islands:

Lesbos.

There 1z 1 coin of group A and 1 of group ¢ in the Archaenlogical

IMizeum of Myteline; they were found by individuals on the island of

1 zpecimen of group H was found by a young pupil in the area of
Kampos near the capital of the island {no.379).

Samns -

1 group 2 coin was found during the German excavations in Teganil

Fig.5
Asia Hinor and Aegean islamds:

broups Trebizond Izmir Antalya Adana Mersin Agin Coast Islands ¥

A 2 1 1 13.79%
B 1 1 1 1 13.79%
r 2 6. 908
A 1 2 10. 35X
E

S 1 1 1 6 1 34 48X
Z 3 1 1379
H 1 1 6.90%

1 3 3 1 1 1 15 4-=29

t U Jantzen Ssmos X7V Das Kastro Tigen: Die Munsen 186
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Fig.5 gives roughly the same information as fig.1 from Corinth,
although the groups A,B,and Z are now represented by an equal
number of coins.

Summarizing the results of the geographical distribution of

Theophilus' reformed fol/es the following remarks may be stressed:

First, group ¢ is dominant in figures 1,2 and 5, which represent
provincial areas quite distant from the capital. It is rather
striking, however, that the areas of fig.1 and 2 belong to a
different geographical unit from that of fig.5; they are not only
far away from each other, their role in the empire's political and
military structure was also different during the ninth century.
Moreover, direct relations with those areas night have been
extremely difficult since the Aegean was no longer a safe sea for

Byzantine shipping. In addition £fig.4 shows that in the capital

itself the proportion of group ¢ is higher than of group A and B.
which, according to Metcalf's estimations, mnight be issues of the

metropolitan mint and of the metropolitan region respectively. The

attribution of group ¢ to a central or southern Greek mint appears
highly dubious. S5imilar observations obtain for group Z in the
“crude atyle".

Second, the frequent occurrence of group A coins at the bazaar.
as well as its rather high survival ratio at Sarachane excavations.
argues against the theory that this is a reduced-weight military
issue which chiefly circulated in Asia Minor. Moreover, were this
so. one would expect these coins to be common in Asia Minor:

and yet they are not (see Fig.5). It is probable, therefore that
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group & coins should be regarded as half -follss despite their low
proportions in the statistics from Corinth. As has been alresdy
mentioned, this fractional denomination would probably not be
needed there becsuse the prevalence of subsistence farming in the
surrounding area meant that agricultural produce for every day

consumption was not generally put on the market. Instead, selling

was probably confined to manufactured items such as pottery! or to
processed comestibles such as wine, olive 0il or sultanas.

Third. groups B and H have a rather low survival ratio in all
areas except that represented on fig.3. The material is far too
limited from this geographical unit to draw any kind of conclusions
but, the appearance of Theophilus' coins here mnight have been
partly influenced by different factors than in other provincial
areas. For instance the two group B specimens from Philippi do not
necessarily imply that there was a revival of the Early Christian
city accompanied Dby some growth in its monetary economy ; they
might simply represent losses of travellers along the Zgzstis road.

Fourth, group E, which seems to be a very limited issue, is
represented only in fig.1. Its attribution, however. to a small
provincial mnint in Greece is on present evidence very much
doubtful since, a3 already has been observed, it shows close
reverse die-similarities with groups A and B.

In conclusion. comparison of the five figures shows that the

different stylistic groups of Theophilus' reformed fo77és do not

1.D.M.Metcalf,” Corinth in the ninth century...",6203-13.
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appear to be associated with specific areas, but to be intermingled
geographically.
Finally. the statistics from the capital appear to support our

contention that coins of different weights were circulated

throughout the empire. Furthermore, the histograms of groups A.B.¢<

show  secondary peak(s) below or above their intended

weight-standards® (see Appendix III). Presumably this is another
indication that all were minted at the same mint and at a certain
date concurrently. For instance, the secondary peaks of groups A

and B could be influenced by the lighter weight-standard of the new
group ¢. Similarly, by the time that groups H and 2 started to be
issued group ¢ appears to be still in production.

lMore precisely group ¢ demonstrates a less decisive figure of

weights. It peaks at 6.50-7.50 grammes representing 29.03X¥ of the

group ¢ coins ,but there are also two secondary peaks: one above it
(7. 50-8.50 grammes) vrepresenting the 22.588 and one below
{6 50-6.50 grammes) representing the 27.42%. Apparently these high

values of the secondary peaks of weight indicate that group ¢ was
experimental and transitional between the heavy groups A,B and
perhaps I and the light groups H and Z.

¥hat new monetary policy lies behind these different weight-

standards and gradual deviations in the weight of Theophilus'

1,For the intended weight-standard of Theophilus' wvarious groups of
copper coinage see D.lf.lMetcalf, coinage In  South-sasterr
Furgpe. .. .30,Table 1: A=8g. B=Bg.. I'=8g.. A=4g.; E=?: ¢=7g.; Z=6g.:
H=7g



~213-

reformed folles i3 as yet unclear. Nevertheless it calls to nind
the information that the emperor himself had to oversee the prices
of commodities in the market of Constantinople. This, of course,
suggests that the Byzantines were beginning to be troubled by
inflation, but it also hints at something like a consumer hoom, and
both conditions might require measures to make the single copper
denomination more flexible in transactions. Furthermore a boon
causing an increased demand for money might put pressure on the
exchequer to debase some of the coinage. It is uncertain, however,
whether the mint authorities deliberately wused craftsmen of

different skill levels for issues of different weight-standards to

emphasise their different values, at least as far as groups ¢, 2
and H are concerned.
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D.The copper coinage of the HMacedonian dymasty.

1. The period from Basil I to the reign of Jobn I Z2imisces
{868-969).

The Theophilan reformed 7Follées remained in circulation

throughout the reign of his son Michael III, since the Ilatter

LX)

truck no copper coins in the East until the very end of his reign.
when Basil I was crowned co-emperor on 28 May of 866, The

underlying ressons for this are not clear but i1t may be indicative

of a loosening in the economy!. It is true., however, that during
the reign of Theophilus there was an obvious and dramatic increase
in the wvolume of petty currency in circulation and indeed the
mint-output of copper coins appears very high. The prolonged
circulation of Theophilus' Zfgolles may therefore represent a period
of adjustment to the new perspectives of the mnonetary sector,
mainly in the provinces.

it seems quite probable that this transitional period in
Byzantine monetary history lasted in most parts of the empire
throughout the reign of Basil I. Indeed, the recorded stray finds
from different areas, except Corinth, are less numerous than
during Theophilus' reign despite the fact that Basil I undertoock a

recoinage early in his reign and indeed many of his rfslies are

restruck on those of Theophilus‘.

-~

1.D. M. YMetcalf, K Coinage in South-eastern Zurope. .., 35.
2. /4. 33 and esp.n. 25; the same impression is given by the excavation
reports: i e the excavation at Sarachane where 16 specimens of Basil
I are reported in contrast to 36 from Theophilus' reign; see alsg
Appendix Y with the stray-finds frow Sparta.
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The copper coinage of Basil I presents more or less the same
problems as that of Theophilus concerning the identification of
provincial mints. There 1is still some difficulty and dispute as

to the chronological order of the five main types of folles  They

nay be summarized as follows!:

Class 1: Busts of Basil and his son Constantine holding a Zalsarua
between them. The type displays some variety in the reverse
inscription. There are for instance, specimens ending in ROMAON
instead of ROMAION while Basil's name reads either bASILIO or
bASILO or DASIL or DbASIL/. Furthermore lMetcalf has divided the
folles of this class into small and large.

Class 2: Seated figures of Basil and his son Constantine on a
double throne. There is 1likewise a vwariety in the reverse
inscription where the name of Basil reads either bASILIO or bASILO.
A more substantial wvariety, however, is that which entitles the two
co-rulers as augustol instead of the normal basilezs.

Class 3: Half-figures of Basil and his sons Constantine and Leo;
Basil's left hand is not depicted. There are specimens which bear
no symbol beneath the reverse inscription while on others there is
either a cross (+) or an asterisk (*).

Class 4: The ssme three half-figures but Basil's 1left hand is
raised to his breast. Beneath the reverse inscription there is
always an asterisk.

Class 5: The seated figure of Basil I on a lyre-backed throne,
holding a Zabsruax in his right hand.

1.This summary description follows the scheme held in DOC.For the
types of Basil I's copper coinage see also D.If.Metcalf Razba follu
Basilia I. A organizace jejich mincoven, MwmIZsasticky Sbornik
9,1966.95-127 and BNP.538 and 544-7.
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In addition there is a very scarce type in the nhames of Basil, Leo

and Alexander, while an enigmatic fsl2:zs in the names of Basil,

Constantine and Alexander, has been published!.
Class 5 has now been considered to be the latest issue of Basil

I although some scholars adhere to the traditional sacheme which

places them at the very beginning of the reign’. It has been

suggested that they were minted in 872 on the occasion of a

triumph after the destruction of the Paulican centre of Tephrice’

but an alternative chronology. after Constantine's death in 879,

seens more plausible! In fact the commencement of class 5 may be
dated in 880, when Basil I, having completed and dedicated the XNea

Liklesia, received the imperial crowm from the Patriarch, so

establishing a new beginning for his reignS.

Class 1 should be the earliest, although there is a
chronological gap between Basil I's accession to the throne in
September 867 and his son Constantine’'s coronation as co-ruler
either in November 867 or February 868. It seens, therefore,

highly likely that no copper coins were issued during this period

of Basil I's sole reign®.

1.D. M. Metcalf," Basile, Constantine, and Alexander: an enigmatic
Byzantine follis of the ninth century", $77fuls, 14/15,1974,269-73.
2.i.e. C.Morrisson in BNP, 538.

3.D. M Metcalf, gp. c2t ,L270.

4.D0OC, 482

5. See above,50 and n. 3.

6.No silver a:iliaresis were ninted during the period of Basil I's
sole reign either.
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It is diffacult to define the exact date of the replacement of

class 1 by class 2, but it may connected with the Council held in

Constantinople under the emperor's direction in 869-701.
Classes 3 and 4 are dated from 870, when Basil's second son Leo

was crowned co-emperor, until Constantine's death either in 877 or
§79%. It has been shown on the evidence of some "mules" that class 3

preceded class 4° but again it is difficult to determine the exact
date of the latter's introduction. Actually both these types are
very problematic as far as their differentiation is concerned. This
iz based solely on iconographic details though sufficiently
distinctive for the two classes to be considered as separate
issues. It is difficult to determine the reasons for this change
but it might be the result of a mint policy, most probably aiming
at the control of its output in fixed periods. Similarly the
variety in class 3, in the depiction of the emperor's Joros on the
one hand, which runs either normally from his left hip to his right
shoulder or with the directions reversed, and on the other the
addition of a cross or an asterisk below the reverse inscription,
nay be due to the same policy. Nevertheless a more precise
definition of the mint administration during the period in question

seems very difficult, without sufficient hoard evidence.

1.The Council was convened in order to re-examine relations with
Rome; for the Council itself as well as for Basil I's ecclesiastic
policy see G.Ostrogorsky., Aistory of the Byrantine State ... 234.
2.For the date of Constantine's death see A% 475 and ZAF 537 where
the whole bibliography on Basil I's history is noted.

3.DOC, 484.
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Morrisson considers class 1 as an independent 1issue of

provincial mint, where. according to her scheme. the rare follé&s

in the hames of Basil, Leo and Alexander were also minted!. The

latter. however, should be ceremonial issues of the metropolitan

nint, on the occasion of Alexander's coronation in 8792, It is true
that the style of this rare series is very crude and linear but
there are also a gold sexissis and a I¢reaissis in a similar
peculiar and puzzling style which were undoubtedly minted in the
netropolitan mint.

The existence of provincial mint(s) during Basil I's reigh was

first suggested by Metcalf on the basis of a detailed stylistic

study’. According to his initial attribution there were, in
addition to the mint of the capital, one provincial mint in Asia
Minor and three in the Greek peninsula:. one in Corinth, one 1in
Central Greece and one, responsible for the small-module "two
busts" coins, in Thessaloniki. The 1latter has now been excluded

from the list of provincial mints due to the extreme scarcity of

Basil I's coins from theret.

The lack of further material with recorded provenance since
Metcalf's studies on the copper coinage of the reign. does hot
pernit a study based on the geographical distribution of the

various types at the moment.

1. BAF 540,.547. The same scheme 1is followed by !I. Hendy in his
publication of the coins found in the excavation at S5t Polyeuctus
(Sarachane); see also M Hendy, JStudies iz the Bysaniine lonetary
Zconomy. . ., 425 and esp.n. 238 and 239.

2. X 479,481, 485.

3.D M Metcalf, “Razba follu..."; Id. “Corinth in the ninth century:
the numismatic evidence", Hesperia, 42,1973,232-49.

4. Id Coinage in South-sastern .., 6 33.
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There is, however, some hoard evidence which may be summarized as

follows:

a.- The Taranto hoard! includes: 2 specimens of Metcalf's group
all (=Constantinople); 1 small module of group b (Thessaloniki?):
Z of dI (Constantinople), 1 of dII (Central Greece?), 4 of dIII
(Corinth); 1 of eI (Constantinople) and 1 of eIl (Central Greece?).

b.- The Irsina hoard? includes: 2 specimens of Metcalf's group
cI (Constantinople), 4 of group cIII (Corinth); 1 of group dI
(Constantinople), 2 of dIII (Corinth); 3 of group eIl (Central
Greece?). and 2 of eIII (Corinth);.

c.- The Cleja hoard’ includes: 1 specimen of al (Asia Minor?),
1 of all (Constantinople); 1 specimen of the small wvariey of group
b (Thessaloniki?), and 1 of the large (Corinth); 1 of cI
(Constantinople), 2 of cII (Asia Minor?), 1 of cIII (Corinth);.

The quantitive representation of each of the nints proposed by
lletcalf mway be summarized as follows:

Taranto |Irsina |Cleja

Asia Hinor : | 3
Constantinople: 5 | 3 | 2
Thessaloniki{?): 1 | | 1
Central Greece(?).2. | 3

Corinth: 4 | 8 | 2
Total 12 | 15 | 8

1. E.Leuthold, Tesoretto di monete bizantine dei seccli IX e X nel
Museo Nazionale di Taranto,L £7¥ 58,1956, 31-5.

2.A.Siciliano,Cruzzolo di monete bizantine da Irsina, 4dmmals dell’
niversita di Lecce. 8-10 ,1977-80, (= Studzi irn oncre 41 Maric
fartzi. vol. 1) 293-304.

3.E.I.Dinian,Citeva descoperiri monetare pe teritoriul R.P.R,
SUA,1,1957,189-216.
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It is true that the three hoards are very small and have an
extended age-structure. Their evidence should, therefore, be
considered with some scepticism, although they come from areas
where the circulation of Byzantine coins was not predominant: in
Italy, for instance, the majority of circulated coins in areas
under the Byzantine dominion were issues of the local provincial
nints, while the circulation of the Byzantine coins in loldavia
was rather limited among the local populations. Thus the coins of
the hoards may be considered as the remainder of a payment or of an
exchange at a certain time(s) and consequently indicative for the
problen of the provincial mintsa.

Actually the distribution of the nints in the above hoards
appears rather intremingled. lMoreover the equal representation of
the metropolitan mint and that of Corinth in the Cleja hoard seems
very peculiar since the Byzantine coins found in lMoldavia should be
connected with restricted commercial activities between the locals
and the capital.

In conclusion and in the 1light of our study on Theophilus'
copper coinage, the existence of provincial mint(s) during Basil
I's reign, seems extremely dubious. As we have already pointed
out, the different stylistic groups of the copper coinage of the
period under discussion might simply imply a massive production of
noney and consequently the employment in the nint of unequally
skilled die-engravers.

The Argos/ 1984 hoard, dated to + 959 indicates that a similar

policy was implemented during the greater part of the 10th century:
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Horeover about 20 of the coins of the hoard, the majority of which
have been struck on new flans, bear obvious traces of clipping
wvhile other pieces may well have undergone a more careful reduction
of their dianeter. The purpose of this clipping., however. 13
obscure.

In fact during the early llacedonian dynasty there is a series
of problems concerning the official policy for the circulation of
petty currency. The evidence of overstrikings for 1instance
implies that there were thorough recoinages under Basil I, Leo VI,
and Constantine VII and that the currency was substantially
reneved. The question now is whether the copper coins were
demonetized after the change of each ruler and if so what were the
underlying reasons for such a policy. The frequent recoinages
would surely enforce the continuous circulation of folles in every
day transactions. Occasional interruptions in the issue of gold
and silver coihs during the reigns of Basil I, Leo YI and Romanus I
night alsc have resulted in establishing the role of the copper
denonination in the monetary system.

The lack of sufficient hoard evidence leaves oapen, certain

problems concerning the chronology of Leo VI's copper coinage!l.

On the contrary, the six groups of the copper coinage of
Constantine V¥II have been easily put into chronological order
merely on the basis of recorded overstriking. It does nhot seem to
have followed the historical events of the period as the

complicated gold coinage. The earliest class in the names of

1. D510, JBNF. 554, BIE 447,



Constantine VYII and his mother 2Zoe. undoubtedly represents the
period of Zoe's regency (914-9). Nevertheless there 1s sone
dispute regarding the duration of the subsequent classes.

For 1instance., according to Grierson's schenme, the only
substantial series for the period of Romanus I's gradual assumption
of supremacy of the throne (919-931) is that bearing on the
obverse the youthful bust of the legal emperor Constantine VII
{(Class 2). An unique specimen of Romanus I's son, Christopher, has
been considered ceremonial on the occasion of his coronation 1in
921 (Clasz 3). The very common series in the name of Romanus I
{(Class 4) is dated in the ©period after Christopher's death in
931 up to the ruler's final deposition in 944. According to the
above scheme the coins with a bearded bust of Constantine YII on
the obverse (Class 5) might cover the period from 945 to 950, while
those in the names of Constantine YII and his son Romanus II (Class
6) the period from 950 to 959. The chronology of the two latter
classes 1s rather conjectural and is based more on the humismatic
evidence than on the historical events of the period: Class 5 is
very common to cover only the short period from Constantine VII's
single reign up to his son's coronation as co-ruler (27 January
945- 6 April).

Morrisson's schene is slightly different; it may be
summarized as follows: Class 1: 913-9; Class 2: 919-20; Class

3:921-31; Class 4:920-44; Class 5:945; Class 6:945-59.

The Taranto hoard! confirms Grierson's proposed date for

1.E.Leuthold, op. cz¢.
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Cclass 2. The deposit of the hoard has been connected with the

conquest of the city by the Arabs in 926! and consequently the date
of class 2, which represents the latest issues of the hoard. should
be extended at least up to that year. Moreover, the absence from
the hoard of the very common class 4 raises considerable doubts as
whether it could have been issued from 920 onwards.

The unusual number of hoards consisting mainly of folles of
Romanus I (Class 4), found in the Peloponnese, has heen connected
with the Bulgarian incursions thers?. The exact date of the
invasion, however, has besn disputed:. normally it is placed in the
year 9183 although there is an attractive suggestion that it
took place later, between the years 923 and 925 Apparently both
alternatives should be excluded as the possible dates of the
concealment of the hoards under discussion: the vyear 918 is
self-evidently too early for the issue of Class 4; and the
existence of a follis of Constantine VII (Class 5) in one of the
above hoards rules out the second possibilityS.

These hoards may reflect the troubles which afflicted

Greece  later in Romanus I's reign, due to the Hungarians

incursions in 943%. According to the Life of S¢. Zuke the Younger

1.A. Siciliano, gp cit . 304.

2.D.M.Metcalf, Coinage in South-sasiern Furope... .47
3.G.0strogorsky. Aistory of the Bysantine State .. ,264 and esp.n. 1.
4. .D. M. Metcalf, op cit ,n 4.

5.Corinth hoard/1934 (Appendix V.7)

6 G.Ostrogorsky. op cit ,282; see also 7he Life of 5t lLuke the
Younger, (lligne PG 111, 442-80 ).
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the Hungarians remsined in the theme of Hellas { Central Greece)
for about three years and although there is no evidence that the
Peloponnese suffered directly from this attack, this may have
created considerable fear among the population on the farther side.
Besides, it seems quite plausible that some of the recorded hoards
might have originally belonged to the inhabitants of Hellas who
sought refuge in the safer Peloponnese, during the three-year
occupation (943-6). The deposit of the Argos hoard/1983., may also
date from this period, although it includes only issues after
Romanus' exile: 44 specimens are of Class 5 (Constantine VII alone)
and 9 of Class 6 (Constantine VII and Romsnus II). Its concealment
night be placed = in 945/6. If so0, the proposed date by
Morrisson for Class 6 seems very likely. In this case
abundance of Constantine VII's class 5 could be explained as a
thorough and very hasty recoinage effected during the first months
of the emperor's sole reign, due mainly to imperial propaganda and
dynastic rivalry.

During the reign of Romanus II (959-63) no Zfolles were struck
in the nmetropolitan mint and obviously the needs in petty-currency
must have been covered by the considerable quantities of
Constantine VYII's Zfolles.

The copper coinage of Nicephorus II raises no problem, though
there are two classes: Class 1 shows the emperor wearing a peculiar
costume very much reminiscent of a cuirass and holding in his right
hand a cross sceptre and in his left a globus surmounted by a
trefoil: on Class 2 the emperor wears the modified Ioros with

collar-piece, and holds a Zelgrua in his right hand and a glodus
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cruciger in the left. The chronological order of these classes 1s
difficult to establish and both appear to have been struck over
folles of the previous reign, on Constantine YII's class 5.

During the next reign, of John Zimisces, a new chapter opens
for the Byzantine Zollzs The end of the 10th century and the
beginning of the 1i1th marks a turning point in the history of
Byzantine copper coinage. A series of innovations reflect not only
the completion of the Empire's economic revival, but also social,
political and artistic changes.

The most obvious innovation was that the 7sllé&s were no
longer struck bearing the name of particular emperors. The
traditional bust of the emperor oh the obverse, and his name and
titles on the reverse were replaced correspondingly by the effigy
of Jesus Christ and a religious inscription. During the second
half of the 1ith century the inscription was replaced by either the
bust of the Virgin or by a variety of decorated crosses. This
practice was continued until the reign of Constantine X (1059-67),
when signed 7s7les started to be 1issued again alon%ide the

so-called ‘“smonymous” folies.
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.The Anonymous folles
I. Introduction

The literary sources ascribe the introduction of the anonymous

coinage to John I Zimisces (969-76)2. This date has been accepted

by most modern scholars, though in some respects the passage of

Scylitzes referring to it is problematic?. Scylitzes attributes
this innovation to the emperor's deeply religious nature.

The origin of the design on the early anonymous folles is not
documented. On the obverse there is the depiction of Christ's bust
holding the Gospel with the one hand and raising the other in
benediction. Some detailing of the design such as the depiction of
Christ's right arm in the folds of his cloak suggests that it might
have been influenced by mnonumental painting. A possible source is
the Christ of Chalke, greatly venerated by John Zimisces?!.

On the reverse 1is a four-line religious inscription reading:
IhSUS/XRISTUS/bASILEU/DASILE'. It is highly likely that this type

of inscription 1s the Greek form of Xer Aegnantiuma that accompanies

the enthroned Christ on Basil I's gold coinage®. It is attested

1. The term anonymous Jfoliles. has been suggested by Grierson; see
%, 634 where and other proposals are mentioned.

2. John Scylitzes (Synopsis Historiarum XIX;ed.Thurn,311). The
passage is repeated almost word for word by Cedrenus (ed.Bonn, 414).
3.A.Bellinger, 7 Adnomymous Byrzantine Bronre Coinage, NNM 365,New
York.1928 where there is a detailed summary on the chronological
problem of the introduction of the anonymous coinage; i.e Wroth
dated it to 972 after John's great victory against the Bulgars.See
also M.Metcalf.loinage In South-eastern Xurope .. .55 snd esp.n. i
4 XX, 636.

S.D.1M. Metcalf, Coinage in South-eastern ZFurope . 56 and esp.n 2:
Grierson however in DOC. 634 suggests that the reverse inscription
might be analysed in Baoihevs Baothewv (KRex Regua).
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that Basil I, the founder of the so-called "Macedonian" dymasty,
showed great devotion to this type of Christ for raising his house
to the imperial throne. Considering the obscure circumstances of
his accession to the throne, John Zimisces most probably adopted a
well known slogan in order to invoke the High protection of his

throne!

Nevertheless, the change might well have been prompted by
economic and monetary factors. As we have seen already, the last
decades of the 10th century are marked by an increase in the
circulation of copper coinage and probably a more sophisticated
monetary policy was needed. The gold ‘Zetarieron was introduced in
966, only a few years before the introduction of the anonymous
coinage, and although its function remains obscure its introduction
suggests that the Macedonian emperors had a conscious nonetary
policy.

The intention of Zimisces' innovation way be described as
follows:

By the closing decades of the 10th century a flexible
petty-currency was required in order to circulate easily
throughout the territory under Byzantine supervision and influence,
and even beyond the confines of the Empire. In accordance with
the political aim of the period it is possible that the

anonymous coinage was designed for use even in areas of indirect

1.For the iconog%!phy of the AXer Fegnaniiuw snd the theocratic
political philosophy of the period wunder discussion see
J.D.Breckenridge, 7he Iconography of Justinian LI{585-895. 205-~712
4.2 .NNIT. 144, ,N. York.1959.
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influence. The strong religious iconography would have been
warmly received by the people of the reconquered provinces in the
East and of the areas with which the Empire had opened new
commercial and artistic relations. Eventually the new anonymous
colnage could be used as an "international" currency by the
Christian populations of South-east Europe and Asia Minor,
emphasising the unity of a Byzantine-led Christendom against the
threat of Arab expansion.

Around the time of John's death there was a dramatic
improvement in the both appearance and circulation of the anonymous
1ssues. A more elaborate heavier version was introduced and widely
distributed: large quantities of them have been found in Greece,
the Balkans, Asia Minor and Russia, while they were counterfeited
by the Arabs. The new type was struck for over sixty years.

Later emperors varied the design of the anonymous ZrgZl&s so

that a dozen types were issued successively in the course of the
eleventh century!. Today these are referred to by the letters of

the albabet (A.B.C....)%. The change was not very sudden. For
instance. Class B which succeeded Class A had a similar design:
the obverse features the same figure of Christ, while on the
reverse the same religious inscription is arranged in the angles of
a cross potent, by abbreviating the first two syllables IhSUS
XRISTUS into IS XS. This form of the reverse inscription was

maintained until the end of Constantine X's reign c. 1065 (Class F).

1. For a convénient survey of the different classes of the anonymous
folles see in BNF 586.

2. The system of alphabetical references to the various classes of
the anonymous coinage was first introduced by M Thompson in her
study of the coins found in the Athenian Agora.
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addition it is reminiscent in size and fabric of the earlier issues
of the lacedonian dynasty, while it is frequently struck over
folles of Constantine VII and Nicephorus II. Its intended
wveight-standard was about 7g. Coins of this class are not found
very common and Vera Jref[ueﬂﬂxtheir issuing appears to have been
quite limited.

Class A2 is generally of a nuch larger size and a more
elaborate style characterized by a great variety of ornaments above
and below the reverse inscription as well as on Christ's nimbus

and on the cover of the Gospel. Sixty-one combinations are listed

by Grierson! while a few others have been discovered since. There
is also considerable wvariation in size and weight-standard, as a
result of which Metcalf has suggested a further subdivision.
According to his scheme specimens of Class A2 in an intermediate

size and with a reduced weight-standard night be classified

separately as Class 43¢

Class A still raises a number of questiona concerning
chronology.classification of the wvarieties, and mint attribution.
These may be summarized as follows:

a.- Concerns the sequence and the duration of the two. or
according to others three subdivisions of Class A.

Class Al is generally now considered to be the earliest isaue
of the series and is attributed to John Zimisces, since its size.
weight-standard, general appearance and lettering are very close to
the coinage of John's predecessors. Furthermore coins of Class A1

are frequently struck over coins of these emperors.

1. X% 645-7; some new varieties are occassionally reported. which
unfortunatelly are not illustrated.
2.D N Metcalf, Coinage in Soulh-eastern Furope . 56 and esp.n 4
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Some scholars, however, have interpreted the above features as
either being indicative of a provincial mint!, or of a stylistically

debased form of Class A2 due to the length of its issue?. In the
first case Classes A1 and A2 are considered concurrent issues while
in the second A1 is dated after A2. According to these scholars
the new design described by Scylitzes as an innovation would have
involved an improvement in the execution and fabric of the coins.
This was also Wroth's impression of the new coinage., who
attributed to the reign of Zimisces all the varieties of Class A
bearing dots on Christ's nimbus, since similar marks appeared on
the s07id7 of the period. He then assigned the remaining verieties
as follows: all Zfolles with a star-like ornament or a cross on the
nimbus to the joint reign of Basil II and Constantine VIII
(976-1025) and those with a crescent to Constantine VIII's sole
reign; finally the wvarieties with a rectangular ornament to Romanus
III (1028-34).
Bellinger in his turn by attributing to John's reign only class
Al dated Class A2 to the reigns of Basil II, Constantine YIII and
Romanus III (976-1034). He suggested, however, that the large
varieties might have Dbeen introduced after the defeat of the
usurper Bardas Phocas at Abydeos in 989 he reserved the coins of
what he called "intermediate" size for the period from Basil II's
accession (976) up to 989. On the contrary, HMetcalf proposed

that these issues, which actually constitute part of his Class A3

1. ¥.E. Metcalf, "Early Anonymous folles from Antioch and the
chronology of class A", ANS/A 21,1976,128.

2.E. I Dimian,"Cu privire 1la chronologia si atribuirea monedelor
anonime bizantine de bronz", S¥A 3,1969,197-221.



night be the latest of the series and dated them from 1020 to
1028, following Thompson's proposal for the final date of Class A.
b.- The meaning of the wvarious ornaments remains obscure although
it 1is widely believed these may conceal some purpose. Grierson,
for instance,has suggested that they could be sequence marks while
Metcalf views them as an indication of the existence of provincial
mints.

More precisely letcalf has classified the different warieties

into eight groups on the grounds of style, execution,

wveight-standard snd provenance!. According to the above scheme the
varieties of group (ii) could be issues of the metropolitan nint
while those of group (iii) of a provincial Greek mint. lMoreover a
couple of other groups, (v) and (vii), have been considered as

certain works of provincial mints, with a possible attribution for

the first to a mint in south-west Asia Minor?. Finally groups (iv)
and (vi) constitute his Class A3, during the issuing of which he
has suggested that the wvarious provincial mints apparently ceased
operation, although group (viii) could be of a contemporary
provincial mint.

It is obvious that a comparative study of a considerable number
of coin hoards and stray-finds with known provenance could shed
light on the above problems. Some new material is now available

which may add new information, but this is still only meagre

1.D 1M Metcalf, " Interpretation of the Byzantine 'Rex Regnantium"
folles of class 'A',c.970-1030. &7, 1970,199-219.

2 IZ "Bronze coinage and city life in Central Greece circs
A D 1000", K5s4. 60. 1965, 1-17; 14 "Byzantine coins minted in
Central Greece under Basil I1", Aoxismatiie Chroniks 33,1974, 21-5:
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the only exception being class C, which bore on the reverse a
jewelled cross and the inscription IS-XC/NI-KA arranged in its
angles. From 1065 onwards the inscription was replaced by either
the bust of the Yirgin or by a variety of decorated crosses.

Changes occurred also in the obverse types: on Class D Christ
is depicted seated on a square-backed throne and on Class F on a
backless one; a standing figure of Christ, most probably of the
type of Antiphoneites, is depicted on class C.

The chronological order of the various types of the anonymous
folles was extremely puzzling and had attracted the attention of

a number of scholars for a long time. Their classification on the

basis of overstrikes, either in collections! or from excavations?,

has, however, resolved the problem and today their chronological

sequence, as it has been developed by Grierson’, seems certain.

I1.The Anonymous folles of classes A1 and A2.

Class A is generally divided into the following two sub

classes:
Class A1 is quite homogeneous and characterized by the

absence of ornaments above or below the reverse inscription. 1In

1.There is & series of reports by P.D. Whitting and C.H. Piper
concerning overstrikes from their collections; they were published
in Sealy’'s Coin and lledal bulletinm between the years 1949 and
1952.For exact reference to them see X% 636.n.10.

2. 2.¢from the Corinth excavations: A R.Bellinger., 7ke dnonrmous
Byzantine Bronze Coinage . . or from the Athenian Agora
excavations: M. Thompson, C(oins frox the Romen through the Venetiar
Feriod (The Athenian Agora,vol.II),Princeton, 1954.

3. A% 638.



evidence since its provenance is restricted to the boundaries of
the modern state of Greece. The lack of detailed publications
of hoards from Bulgaria, Albania and South or South-west Yugoslavia
obstructs thorough research. The study of material from those
areas in connection with the historical events of the period could
contribute appreciably either to the chronology of the varieties or
the identification of provincial mint(s).

The coin-hoards we shall refer to, could be divided into three
main runs on the grounds of their composition. This division might
be of some help to our study, resulting in a comprehensive
understanding of the available evidence. Stray-finds will be
exanined also when dealing with the geographical distribution of
the wvarious groups. Finally, the classification of the different
varieties will be based on lletcalf's grouping system. The runs of

the hoards under consideration may be briefly described as follows:
Run I. [Hoards I, 1-I,16]!

It contains in total 16 small hoards or deposits® covering a
limited time span. Their character is compact and they contain
coins of only one of Metcalf's groups. All but two come from either
Athens or Corinth; one was found, however, during excavations in

J%;;ilicx; Aetolias and another near the wvillage Hormylia in

Chalkidiki. Finally a small hoard from Srpska Mitrovica is

included.

1.For a detailed commentary and bibliography of the hoards included
in this study see in Appendix IV and V.

2. The hoards I.7-I.11 are actually small deposits definitely
associated while deposits I,12-I,14 are possibly associated: see
D.I. Metcalf ," Bronze coinage and city life...",9.:
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Run II [Hoards II. 1-II.12].

This run includes twelve hoards from over a longer period of
time, containing different groups of wvarieties. They are of
particular interest for the chronology of the groups. They can
also provide useful information for circulation trends 1in a
particular area and consequently may contribute to solving the
problem of the provincial mints.

There are 4 hoards from Corinth, 1 from Athens, 1 from
Macvanska Mitrovica, 1 from Turkey, 1 from Bulgaria and 1 of an
unknown provenance, held in the Numismatic IMuseum of Athens. Four
smwall deposits from Athens are also included.

Run III [Hoards III.1-III. 11].

In this run eleven hoards have been included, which  were
accunulated during an even longer period of time. Their
concealment varies, the earliest dated at the end of the 1ith
century. before Alexius I's monetary reform in 1091, the latest
during the reign of lManuel I (1143-1180). The coexistance of class
A anonymous folles with later issues can confirm the late date of
some groups or varieties.

Eight hoards come from Greece: one from Sparta. one from
Drosaton in Central Greece, four from Corinth, two from the city
of Thessaloniki, where the numismatic evidence 1is otherwise
extremely scanty., and one with uncertain provenance. The latter is
kept at the Numismatic IMuseum of Athens and is said to come from a
private collection of an inhabitant of Chalkis in Euboea, named

lfarketes.
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The Plopeni hoard from Dobrogea in Rumania includes a good
number of Class & anonymous foll#s5 and from this point of view
differs from the Greek hoards. Undoubtedly the hoard provides
useful information. It was assembled in an area without a
continuous circulation of Byzantine issues, unlike active urban
centres of the empire. The Byzantine influence there was
connected with military expansion or a long-distance trade.
Similarities with hoards found at Corinth, Athens and other areas
of Central Greece therefore might be of great interest and might
assist in solving the problem of the provincial mint({(s). A small

hoard from Nufarul in North Dobrogea is also included.

The so-called Mardin hoard!, found some years ago in
south-east Asia Minor is also included in this runm. It contained
about 13.000 copper coins of which 2.204 bore Islamic countermarks.
All were Byzantine issues with an exception of three Islamic coins
dated to the 12th and 13th centuries. The Byzantine specinens
covered a wide period of time from the reign of Anastasius I
(491-518) until the reign of Alexius I (1081-1118). From those
only 146 were dated prior of the introduction of the anonymous
coinage. Class A 1s represented with 1,797 coins of which 170
bore Arab countermarks; 1,192 legible specimens are included in
this study.

Despite the wvarious questions concerning the interpretation of

this kind of hoard?, the MNMardin hoard provides some piece

1. N. M. Lowick,S.Bendall,P.D Whitting, he llardin Hoard Islamic
counteraarks on Byrantine Folles, 1977,

2. For a similar hoard see W .Weiser, "Ein neuer Fund spatbyzanti-
nischer folles mit islamischen Gegenstempeln, 5%, 29 , 1979 86-9.



of evidence for the circulation of Byzantine currency in East Asia

Minor. Most probably its composition, regardless of ifs date and

the reasons behind its concealment!. was based on issues that used

to be widely circulated in this part of the Empire.

The information provided by the study of the above material, as
far as the distribution of the wvarious groups is concerned (see
Appendix IV and table IX) may be summarized as follows:

Group i {Cl.A1}: The figures of the geographical distribution of
group (i). do not support the suggestion that it might be the

output of a Greek provincial mint?. Its low representation among the
anonynous folles of Class A at Antioch may simply imply that the
monetary activity in the city might have started long after its
recovery from the Arabs 1in 969 It provokes, however, a
re-examination of the chronology of some varieties of Class A2 (see
below).

Group iii. Hoards and stray finds raise serious doubts as to the

attribution of group (iii) to a provincial nint in Central Greece

or Coranth’ for three main reasons:

First the composition of the new hoard I,.15 from the vicinity of

1. The phenomenon of this kind of counterfeiting is quite intriguing
and there 1s some debate on the interpretation of these hoards.
See Lowick's abstract in AZ 110, September 1983.no.23: see also
Bendal's abstract in AZ 109. lMarch 1983.n0.278 and I.C.G.Campbell.
"Arabic counterstamps of the anonymous folles series A7 14,
1960, 66-90.

2.WFHetcalf,”Early anonymous folles from Antioch" 128,

3.0 N letcalf. " Interpretation of the Byzantine 'Rex Regnantium'.
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Thessaloniki and hoard II,9 from Turkey! harmonizes with the
evidence from Corinth and Aetolia.

Second. the statistics based on new material of stray finds
suggest that the circulation of group (iii) was wide and
predominent throughout the Byzantine empire. The total absence of
the group from the themes of Nicopolis and Dyrrachium cannot at

the moment be indicative since the awvailable material from there

is too scanty to provide certain clues?. Nevefieless the hoard
I.,1 from the south coastal area of the theme of Nicopolis, not far
away from the west frontiers of Hellas, contains only specimens ot
group {iii) and consequently demonstrates the typical figure.

that
Third the quantities of group (iii)vTirculated outside the

frontiers of the Empire., especially in Serbia® and South Dobroges.
appear noteworthy. It seems quite implausible that issues of a
provincial mint in Central Greece should reach far-off areas

during time of war.

1.The qualification of the hoard as “traveller's hoard", in the
light of the material from the Thracesian theme or even from
Antioch contains ambiguities; see D.Il.Metcalf," Byzantine coins
ninted in Central Greece under Basil II", ANoxismaliiae Chronika,
3,1974.23.

2. The detailed publication of the anonymous fgll&s of class A
recorded in HMuseum collections from Albania would, however, change
the figures for the theme of Dyrrachium. HNoreover. distinguished
monetary activity in urban centres of Nicopolis on the side of the
Ionian sea 1is attested from a later period and therefore the
predominence of group (ii) would have been influenced by factors
other than the current circulation trends in other sites.

3. The high portion of group (iil) from Serbia might be due to the
appearance of a Byzantine army in the area and the final capture of
Sirmium by Basil II, in 1019,
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Fourth the absence of group (iii) from the Corinthian hoards

III,1- III.4. consisting mainly of later issues, indicates that its
predominence in hoards of run I and II from the same city might be
sinply due to the earlier date of their concealment. Hoards III.5
and III.6 from Sparta and Drosaton respectively confirm the
pattern.
Groups (iv).(vi){A3}: Their frequent appearance in late hoards,
deposited at the end of the eleventh century or even later, in the
twelfth, suggests that they should represent the last phase of
Class A.

Hoard III.9 from Chalkis is. however, very intriguing. It
contains a highéggftion of group (iii) but only one specimen of
group (iv). Eventually this might be due to a regional difference
in the circulation of petty-currency. The slow frequency of
additions to the hoard after group (iii), indeed, may hint at a
prolonged circulation of the early groups of Class A in areas
where nmonetary activity was less developed than in Corinth or on
the coasts of Central Greece. Besides, the statistics from
Corinth, Athens and their themes show that the 1late groups of
Class A would not have circulated widely in this part of
the empire and there may have been a reduction in the money supply
to Greece which was more pronounced in the periphery. The
underlying reasons for this reduction are not clear but it might be
due to the government's concern to strengthen the monetary sector
in certain themes -see for instance the statistics from the themes
of Thessaloniki., Strymon and lMacedonia as well as from Antioch- or

even to stimulate it in the newly captured northern areas.
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Indeed, the awvailable figures for both groups from the areas
within the empire's boundariss demonstrate a fluctuation implying
different tendencies in the circulation of the petty currency.
Nevertheless their portion levels are remarkably 1lower than
group {(iii). The contrast is less pronounced in the figures
from the theme of Thessaloniki and Antioch mainly, as far as group
(iv) is concerned.

On the contrary. groups {(iv) and (vi) appear to occur in much
greater quantities in newly captured areas! or even outside the
boundaries of the empire.

The predominant occurence of group (iv) in Serbia, North
Bulgaria, or even in Dobroges? apparently reflects the monetary
activity in these areas as a result of the new expansion of the
Byzantine empire. Group (iv) might therefore represent the phase
of class A after the final defeat of the Bulgars in 1019, There
is a rather

sharp contrast in the quantities of groups (iv) and (vi) from the

1. Much more evidence is needed for final conclusions and
the publication of the Bulgarian hoards is crucial. The comparison
of the statistics from the southern or cental areas of the country,
where hostilities and battles took place, with those from northern
areas which were included within the new theme of Paristrion.
should be of great importance.

2. The contrast between group (iv) on the one side and the earlier
groups (i-iii) on the other is less pronounced in South Dobrogea
indicating that the military station in Capidava and the naval base
of Pacuil-lui-Soare continue to be active in the 1last decades ot
the tenth and at the beginning of the eleventh century. The rather
high proportion of group ({iii) from Serbia has been already
explained.
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above areas which might be due to the Pecheneg incursions
(1028-36)1 .

Both groups are overtepresented in finds recorded from
southeastern Turkey?. Unforttmatelé their provenance 1s not
certain and the statement that they have been collected in and
around Antioch does not seem reliable when comparing them with
the excavated coins from there. Since their statistics tally with
those of the Mardin hoard, a provenance further east seems mnmore
possible. It is difficult, however, to explain the predominence of
late issues of Class A in this part of the empire although they
might represent a massive supply of mnoney after 1019. The
statistics from Antioch hint at a consignment of money there much
higher than that made to Greece or to the old themes of Asia Minor
during the last phase of Class A but it is difficult to trace out
the degree and the geographic extent of this policy. especially at

a period when the empire’'s attention was devoted to its Europenw

possession?. Nevertheless more material from the area is needed.
Group (ii): On the assumption that group (iii) is not a
provincial but a metropolitan issue its distinction as a

separate group is limited to its higher weight-standard and in some

1. The twenty-four specimens of Class B in the Plopeni hoard suggests
that Byzantine currency had & normal circulation in Dobrogea at the
end of Class A.

2. The figures from South-eastern Turkey are taken from D M Hetcalt,

Coinage in South-eastern Furope. ... 59 . for detailed description
of the coins and their provenance see 12 ‘"Interpretation of the
Byzantine 'Rex Regnantium' folles.. . ",6 215.

3. See G.Ostrogorsky, History of the Byrantine Stete . 313 and n. 1.



cases to its better artistic execution. Obviously the statistics
from the capital and the Thracesian theme supplement the evidence
provided by the distribution tables of group (iii).

Groups (v. vwvii.ix ({A2}---viii {A3}). The rather muddled
distribution of these groups shows that they were similarly not
localized in circulation although they are absent from
Constantinople.

To summarize, it seems very plausible that the nine stylistic
groups of Class A were issued by the metropolitan mint.
Differences in the style, the execution and the weight-standard.
which are attested from the previous period as well, might reflect
a hasty supply for currency connected with extra military expenses
during the war as well as a period of gradual reaejtustment after
the new expansion of the empire.

The injormdz‘on awilble about the chronological sequence of the
various g;oups, especially of those belonging to Class A2, is still

very patchy!. It can be described as follows:

1.The internal arrangement of the wvarieties of Class A, although an
attractive exercice, still cannot be elucidate and will probably
constitute the subject of a future study. For a provisional
internal scheme see Appendix IV.



-243~
Class A2 {groups (ii). (iii), (v).(vii).(in)}.

Undoubtedly group (ii) with its large heavy specimens,
averaging about 15g., in a rather elaborate style, stands at the
beginning of Class A2. Coins of this group are not common among
excavation finds and their circulation appears limited, probably
due to domestic rt'va(ry between 977 and 989. About 17 main varietes
sufficiently close toieach other in their style can be counted.

Metrology. similarities Qfornamentation and close reverse
affinities with wvarieties 48/49 suggest that group (v) mnight be
incorporated into group (ii) thus increasing the total number of
its substantive wvarieties to 20.

Although the meaning of the wvariocus ornaments remains
uncertain I tend to agree with Grierson's tentative solution that,
at least at the beginning, they could have been changed at yearly
or even shorter interwvals. If so group (ii) would cover the
period 976-996.

Hoard I.1 from Ksstoﬁa(suhcqlsetolias, however, contradicts the
above suggested scheme! . Its deposit could be connected with the

Bulgarian incursions into Hellas of 9972 giving a ‘teraimus anté quen
for wvarieties 2-3-5 of group (iii). DBesides wvarieties 8, and

possibly 4 of this group, which are . .

1.It consisted of eleven coins stuck together in a form of a
roulesu keeping probably the original shape of its 1leather or
fabric container. It was found in a tomb together with a point of a
spear.

2. G.Ostrogorsky, Hisitory of the Byzantine Siate .., 308.
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not included in the hoard, could be earlier than 2-3-5!. If so, the
introduction of group (iii) could be dated at 1least five years
earlier than the deposit of the hoard, that is to 992, and
consequently the introduction of group (ii) to 2972,

Thus. Class Al, undoubtedly the earliest issue of Class A, could
represent the first phase of John Zimisces' innovation covering the
period from the emperor's accession to throne up to 972. That vyear,
according to Scylitzes testimony, the enmperor inaugurated the
rebuilding of the church of Chalkitis in the capital, celebrating
at the same time some importent military successes. Probably, the
improved version of the anonymous coinage -perhaps varieties
1.50,6,and 11- could be also part of those celebrations.

A written source supports the above suggestion for the
introduction date of Class A2. ngihew of Edessa informs us that
the emperor paid an Armenian governor the large sum of 40.000
folles in order to provide him with nules for his campaign to
Syria. Class A1, indeed, could hardly tally with such an
agreement?.

Group (iii) wundoubtedly follows in the sequence group (ii). It
seems to have been issued in large quantities and is today very
common. The system of the frequent changes of ornament above and
below the reverse inscription, however, seems to have been
abandonned during the course of its issue most probably due to the
increased demand for money in ordervggxtra war expenses to be met.
Some of its very common varieties (i.e 3,5) might have been minted.

therefore, during almost the whole period of the war against the

1. See Appendix IV.
2 X%, 72 and n. 220.
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Bulgars. I would conjecture that it should be sttributed to the
years 992-1016.

Groups (vii) and (ix) might follow in the sequenece covering
the period from 1015 to 1019. The "frozen" ornaments of wvarieties
3 and 5 were replaced by new ones indicating that after the
important Byzantine victory at Kleidion, a renovation of the copper
coinage was attempted, although both groups show a great variety
in size, weight, fabric and general execution. Apparently these
series reflect a transitional period.

Summarising we may propose the following provisional chronology
for Classes Al & A2:
Class Al: 969-972.
Class A2:
Group (ii): var.1,6,11,560: 972-976
Group (1ii): var.14/22,14a,{15,15a},{16,16a},17,
18.19,19a,30,33a,36,42b, {48,49,9},976-992
[group (v)]=var.25,626,627

Group(iii): var.8,4,2.3,5,3/20,3/24b.7,6a 993-10156
Group(vii):. var.34,21,12 1015-1018
Group(ix) : var.b1 1018-1019

Class A3 { groups: (iv). (vi). (viii)}.
As has already been mentioned., Class A3, might represent
the last phase of Class A ,from 1019 onwards.
Some new information 1s available now pertaining to its internal
classification.

Group (viii) is rather rare and hoard evidence indicates that
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1t might be the earliest in the sequence. Its frequent appearance
in hoards along with groups {iv) and (vi) confirms their relation.
The instability of its weight brings it closer to (iv). loreover,
hoard evidence, though still scanty. suggests that group (viii)
could be the earliest: groups (iv) and (vi) are absent from hoard
I1.1 while only one specimen of the heavy-weighted wariety 31
{(viii) occurs alongside with groups (i).{(ii),{v).and (iii).

Group ({viii) includes two vwvarieties of different
weight-standards: this is difficult to explain in terms of nint
organisation. It seems, however, quite possible that they were not
concurrent issues.

Group (iv) night precede group (vi). The fluctuating
metrology of its, possibly early, varieties strongly support this.
Besides hoard II.8 from Reka Devna, which might have been concealed
in an energency during the Pecheneg incursions of 1028-36, shows &
sharp contrast between the proportions between both groups., mnost
probably due to 1ts sudden deposit while group (vi) was still in
production. The structure of most hoards of run III appears alsoc
to support the pattern.

Group (1iv) could have been issued for a longer period of time
than the two types of reverse ornament imply. for the heavy and
large specimens of varieties 39 and 40 could have been issued
separately from the rest of the "intermediate" size. Nevertheless
they are not very common and probably represent an “"experimental”
1ssue at the beginning of group (iv).

With group (vi) the type of the anonymous coinage introduced
by John Zimisces reached at its end. The precise date of its

replacement Dby the anonymous rfolles of Class B is unknown



-247-

Apparently the exclusive attribution of group (vi) to Constantine

VIII's reign still needs to be proved. The chronology of Class A3

nay be summarised as follows:

Class A3:

Groups (viii) & (iv): war.31-32-32a and
var.23,{39,40,40a,40b, 245}, 1019-1025
{1a.14b, 24,33, 42a}

Group(vi): var.29/41,43,45,47! 1025-1029.

Finally the imitations of the anonymous rfolles of Class A2
found in the Byzantine theme of Paristrion, created by Basil II., in
north-central Bulgaria, have caused a considerable debate among

numismatists. It seems likely that people. most probably from

1. Varieties 44 and 46 which have been classified by Metcalf in this
group are ommited from the relevant table of the varieties in DOC;
see however the commentary in DOC, 646-7.
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further north!., are responsible for these imitations in an etfort to
involve in themselves commercial affairs around Danube, where the
anonymous coinage appears to have been circulated in considerable

quantities.

1.D.11 Metcalf, CoInage in South-eastern Aurgpe. . . .62

Y. Youroukova," La circulation des monnaies byzantines en Bulgarie
YIe-Xes. , I lMiedsynarodowy  Kongres Adrcheoclogii Slowaianskiey.
Varsawa 1-18 i1xr 1965.vol. VI (Section V).1968,128-41 : the author,
discussing a large hoard of imitations found at Zlataritsa, argues
that the imitations were occasioned by the presence of the
Byzantine troops in the area during the reign of John Zimisces.
These folles however, are attributed now to Basil II and so the
above argqument cannot be the case ;. see also I.Jordanov, "Ramni
formi na monetho proizvodstvo (XI-XII v) v bulgarskite zemi,
Nwisnalika, 14,1980,4-15. he considera these imitations as a local
autonomous coinage; see also E.Oberlénder-Tarnoveanu, "Un atelier
monétaire inconnu de la deuxiéme moitié du XIe siécle dans le théme
de Paristrion", A&evEeSEiur 21,1983,261-70.:. the author discusses
later imitations of several Byzantine issues between 1068 and
1081.

50 2k e 2 o e o o 6 o 8 2 ok o ok 3 ok ok ok o 3 3K o8 0 ok K oK o K
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The . Monefa.g circulation ( 717-1081).

I.The historical frame and a survey of the recorded evidence.

The Byzantine nmnonetary and financial affairs. from the
accession of Leo III (717-740) to the monetary reform of Alexius I
{1092), gradually changed their general character in several
respects. These changes greatly influeneced the expansion of the
circulation of the Byzantine coins throughout the empire and beyond
it.

The whole period may be sub-divided into five main units, the
teatures of which can be summarised as follows:
A. (717-800).

The financial crisis of the late seventh century caused by

the combined effects of hostile and foreign invasions, domestic

instability, fractional violence, food shortages, and natural
disasters! continues in this period.

In 1954 Kazdan® put forward the view that there was a
serious decline in the urban history of Byzantium. This view was
largely based on the lack of the petty-currency, since stray-finds
of bronze coins from this period were extremely scarce from sites
which had been systematically excavated, such as Athens, Corinth,
Ephesus, Sardis. The reactions to this view were immediate and
there was a considerable debate, over the extent of the damage

which the empire had suffered.

1.C.Mango, Bveantiun The Zupirée of New Kome 1980,60-87.
2. A P Kazhdan, "Vizantijskie goroda v VII-VYI vv., Sovdre 21,1954,
164-88; 1d Derevnija 1 gorod v Visantii (ix-xvv} MNMoscow, 1960.
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Some scholars considered that the empire was seriously impoverished

and they have submitted that its provincial cities were abandoned

or changed into small villages and forts!. Others have found the
empire still relatively prosperous and powerful with an important

trade and urban life maintained in Asia Minor and even to some
extent in Greece and Thrace?.

Horeover, Vryonis®- examining a hoard of 51 gold coins from
Attica, concealed in the second quarter of the eighth century and
presenting a variety of documentary evidence has asserted that the
vast military expenditures of the government constituted a
remarkable factor in the vitality of the provincial economy. He
has also urged that the evidence from site-finds is inconclusive
and unsatisfactory and concludes that the Attica gold hoard which,
from the period when stray finds of bronze coins are extremely few,

“"shows how capricious the numismatic evidence is".

1.C Foss, "The Persians in Asia lMinor and the end of Antiquity, ZA%
90, 1975, 721-47; iId Brranitine and DNukish Sardis, Cambridge
Mass. 1976; I4 "Archaeology and the “twenty cities" of Byzantine
Asia", 4J4,81,1977,469-86; 1id Zphesus arter Anliguily. A4 Late
Koman. Bresntine and Turkish Ciiy, Cambridge,1979.

2.G.0Ostrogorsky. "Byzantine cities in the early niddle ages". P13,
1959, 45-66; P.Charanis, "Observations on the demography of the
Byzantine Empire", 7Ririesnth International Congress of Bysantine
Studies. Main Fapers 14, Oxford, 1966,1-19.

3.5 Vryonis, "An Attic hoard of Byzantine gold coins (668-741) from
the Thomas Whittemore collection and the numismatic evidence for
the urban history of Byzantiuw", Zdornik Radove VicantoloSkog
Instituia. 8 (= lelanges Georges Osirogorsky, 1), 1963,291-300.
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Vryonis' assertion apparently created some criticism among

numismatists and, indeed, the systematic study of the mnonetary

circulation, during the period under discussion, became imperative!.
There are hints that Leo III tried to stimulate the monetary

sector in some provinces. The discovery of his rather scarce copper

coins in the Athenian Agora, might reflect this policy?. The years
which followed, however, demonstrate an almost complete lack of
archaeclogical and numismatic evidence in urban centers. Today,
almost thirty vears after the beginning of the controversy outlined
above, the extreme scarcity of 1localized numismatic evidence,
despite the increased number of excavations, either systematic or
rescue, confirms that there was a severe decline of urban life,
during the eighth century. Other archaeological finds give the
same evidence and it seems highly 1likely, that the econony of
the ewmpire had become primarily agrarian and that nonetary
activity in the cities was reduced. Apparently the recession of

the eighth century was much less profound in the capital as the

1.E Fran¥es,"La ville byzantine et 1a monnaie aux VYIIe-VIIIe
siecles, contribution au problem de 1la crise de 1la ville
byzantine", Brrantinobulgarice, 2, 4966,3-14; D.M.Metcalf,"How
extensive was  the issue of folles during the vyvears
775-8207", Byrantion, 37, 1967,270-6; see also the latter's review of
Yryonis' article in ABN 18/19. 1964/65, 280.

2. M. Thompson, "“Some unpublished bronze money of the early eighth
century", Hesperia. 9, 1940, 358-380.



ratio of coins from various centuries discovered there suggests’.
Undoubtedly salaries and taxes were mostly paid in money and
there 1s written evidence indicating that a monetary economy still
existed not only in important urban centers but even inh smaller
agrarian communities. References in Lives of Saints and in
different law texts give some information for the prices of
commodities. the salaries of craftsmen or workmen, and for loans
which should be initially peid back in money?. It seems plausible,
however, that the monetary economy was largely limited to relations
between the state and its subjects while wilhia private and every day
transactions it was less tmpodnnLTherefore the circulation of gold
coinage, and perhaps of silver, mnight have been directly
influenced by the state financial and monetary policy and it cannot

be connected with the evolution of the urban life.

The evidence of Attica hoard®, which actually is the only gold.
so far. buried during the eighth century, might be handled with

1. A .H M. Jones, "The coins", in [S.Casson and others] Freliainary
KFeport wpon the Arcaverions cCarried oul in the Hippodrome of
Constantinople in 1927 on Pehall of the British Akedemy, 1928,46-50;
see also D.l.Metcalf," Howextensive was the issue...",6 304, where
some statistics are provided. the coins of this period represent
the 9% of the total discovered in Sarachane while those dated from
800 to 886 show almost a double proportion.

2.4 fair amount from the stipulations of Leo III's Zclagae concerned
such matters.

3 See Appendix ¥ no. 35. For a hoard of the early eighth century
(711) from Asia lMinor found in 1976(?) see (A 1III, 240



some reserve:. 1t is a saving hoard and cannot reflect the current

trends in monetary circulation.

From the eighth century three hoards of xilisresis are recorded!.
Two come from Asia Minor and one from Thessaloniki. Military
enterprises against Arabs during the second half of the century
night have brought plenty of #x:/7arssisa in Asia Minor either as
part of soldiers' salaries or as payments for miscellaneous
supplies and maintenance. The Thessaloniki hoard of 1891 has been
described as a pot hoard including seven a&ilZigresis of Artavasdus.
Due to the lack of a detailed description of the whole hoard the
availeble evidence is very fragmentary.

The loss of Byzantine control in external trade should have
contributed greatly to the reduction of the Byzantine coins in
circulation. The former imperial provinces of Syria, lesopotamia,
Egypt and North Africa were under Arab occupation, while in
Mediterranean the Arabs were supreme. lMoreover land routes were no
longer safe and the southern regions of the Balkan peninsula were
overrun by the Avaroslavs. Finally, a new independent state., the
Bulgars settled in the northern part of the Empire. Coin finds
indicate that commercial relations with them during this early
period were almost non-existent, but trade by exchange might have
taken place.

The numismatic evidence, however, suggests that there was
long-distance trade, for the provisioning of the capital, with the
area of Dobrogea or fafther north with Noldavia. Both copper

and silver coins of the eighth century are recorded from

1. See Appendix V¥ nos. 51,120 & 121
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these areas either as stray-finds or as hoards!. The Urluia hoard

from Central Dobrogea and the Cleja hoard from Moldavia® are indeed
of great importance, as far as concerns the monetary history of the

eighth century.

B. 800-969.
The ninth century was a turning point in the history of the

Byzantine world. The attacks by the empire's northern neighbours

abated after Krum's death in 8145 In the central and southern
regions of the Balkan peninsula the Slavs began to fall under the
military and political control of Byzantium and the Peloponnese was
made into a theme in about 810. Furthermore, in 842, Arab power
began to decline and the Byzantines brought the eastern frontier
under their control. After their wvictory in a major battle in
northern Anatolia (863) they were able to exert an offensive policy
in the East. The fall of Crete, however, in 826-7 resulted g%‘he
entire loss of sea-control, although some local flotillas were
stationed in different ports of the Aegean coast and in the
islands.

This period eventually witnessed a progressive increase in
the monetary economy. The coins suggest that active life gradually
returned to some parts of the Balkan peninsula and Asia Minor.

Apparently, the underlying reasons for the gradual recovery of
the monetary sector were complex but the main factor was the

general reorganization in the structure of the state.

1.D. M Metcalf, Coinage in South-eastern Xurope . . |, 23.

2. See Appendix, VY, nos, 111.112.

3.D.Obolensky, 7he BSyrantine Commonwealth Zastern ZFurope 500-1453
1971,69-102.
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At the beginning of the period, the emperor Nicephorus I, a former
ninister of finance made a series of reforms which undoubtedly
laid the foundation for the empire's stability for the future,

although at the time they were strongly criticized by the

contemporary historian Theophanes!. In addition the fiscal and
econonic reforms, which the emperor introduced in order to
strenghthen public finance, some very important administrative
innovations took place. It seems highly plausible, that the
emperor's concern for the provinces and the creation of new themes
in key areas, was the main factor for the recovery of urban life
during the course of the ninth and the beginning of tenth
centuries.

Moreover, the emperors of the Amorian dynasty, as we have seen
already, undertook a series of innovations as far as the copper
coinage is concerned. Michael II introduced a much heavier and
larger follis than that of the previous period. The intent of
the innovation is not recorded but might be connected with the
very beginning of the revival of provincial monetary affairs.
Probably it reflects the market needs which arose from a renewed
trend of consumption and the emergence from the former situation ot
self-production and self-consumption. The recoinage of the copper
currency undertaken by Theophilus ought to be considered a similar
development.

The formal fiscal commercisl treaty in 816 between Byzantium
and Bulgaria, the formal treaty in 907 between the Byzantines and

the Russians and the treaty of 944/5 between Byzantium and the

1. For Nicephorus I's wvarious reforms see P.Niavis, 7he Reign of the
Bycantine 2aperor Nicephorus I (AR 802-811), Athens, 1987
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prince Igor of Kiev, suggest that merchants travelled between
Constantinople, the Danube and the Black sea ports.

The numismatic evidence, as we shall see later, shows a
dramatic increase of petty currency in Corinth, but there are
obvious 1indications of a general recovery in the provinces
whose cumulative effect by the turn of the millenium was great.

The gold se¢lid: of Theophilus appear to have
circulated quite widely in north-west Balkans. Stray-finds
are recorded from the Adriadic coasts!, as well as from the
interior: and it has been suggested that they night reflect
the tribute Dalmatian cities and islands paid to the

Slavonic tribes. Besides small hoards tfrom Corintha,'rurkey‘,

Ragusa® of Italy and Sardinia® as well as stray finds

1.I.Marovic. "Zlatnici Cara Theophila u numizmatickoej zZbirci
Arheoloskog lMuzeja u Splitu", VA% Ralmai 65, 1953, 213-6; see also
H.Spahiu, 'Monnaies Byzantines des Ve-XIIIe siécles decouvertes sur
le territoire de 1' Albanie, JZiris 9-10,1979-80,385-6: 3 sglid:
are recorded but without a certain provenance.

2.D M Metcalf, Coinage in Socuth-eastern Ruropée... .32 and esp.n.dl
where there 13 & detailed reference of the places that Theophilus'
s0l2d1 ococurred.

3.5ee Appendix ¥V no.1.

4. Sungurlu hoard:see llosser, 85.

5. Mosser,71.the author erroneously assignes the hoard to Ragusa of
Tuguslavia.

6 Porto Torres/1922: llosser 68.



from Dobrogea!,  Bulgaria? and even from Moravia® indicate an
abundance of gold coinage which might also have been distributed
through imperial gifts. The famous Lagbe hoard included
thirty-five specimens of the rare solidz of Theophilus alone, and
even the unique silver hoard of Santorini possibly confirms this
proceduret.

Similarly the folles of Theophilus, though few, show a wide
geographical distribution. They are recorded from Dalmatia®,

Bulgaria®, Dobrogea’, Wallachia® and, of course, from Greece and Asia

Minor.

1.D. M. Metcalf, Coimage in Soulh eastern Furcpe. .. 32.

2.D. Angelov, and others, JZstoriye na Finansovals. ..",31,Table 4: 1
solidus from Preslava, 1 from Varna, 3 from Sumen.

3 J.Seijbal, Z2um Fund einer byzantinischen Goldminze aus der ersten
Halfte des 9.Jahrhunderts auf dem grossmAhrischen St.Klemenens-
Burgwallen, XMoravské Numismatické Zpravy, 6,1959,17-9.

4. An uncirculated s¢lidus of Theophilus' successor, Michsel III,
found in the mouth of a skull in a lMoravian grave has been viewed
as s Byzantine gift to some noble Moravian who was later buried
with it;see J.Halacka, 'Nalez byzantské mince v Mikulcicich',
Horavske Nunismalické IZpravy, 7, 1960,52-3 and V.Vavrinek,
'"Charonuv obolos" na Velké lorave' K AMListy 25,1970 33-41.

S.H. Spahiu. gp c2Z .385: the one comes from Dyrrachium.

6.7. Yurukova, "Bulgarie VIe-Xe s.",139: 1 specimen from
Kasitchane, 5Sofia; D.Angelov,gp.ci?. .3 folles from Stara Zagora
and 4 from Yarna.

7 2 fslles in Rasova hoard: see Dimian, "Citeva descoperiri”,198; for
Mangalia finds see D.M.Metcalf. Coinage inm South-eastern Furgpe. . .,
32 and n.13.

8 See Metcalf g7 ciz .n.11:1 specimen from Oltenia.
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The Antalya hoard, the most remarkable find of Basil I's
reign, included about five hundred ziZigresisz . The character of
the hoard is not clear but, indeed., hints at a striking wvolume of
nint outputl.

Surprisingly enough, the recorded numbers of Basil I's s0/id2
from Bulgaria are rather impressive especially when compared with
areas under direct Byzantine rule. The Maluk Povorets hoard? from
northern Bulgaria includes two s¢lid7 of Basil I while stray-finds
are reported from Pliska, Preslav, Varna and Sumen®. Gold coins of
the reign from Dobrogea are rather scarcet.

There are remarkably few silver finds from Basil I's reign. One
coin is recorded from the island of Samos® and one, finding its
vay to Moldavia, is included in Cleja hoard®.

The copper coinage of Baail I appears to be rather scarce,

except in Corinth. A couple of Zfolles are recorded from Greece’
while their number from the Sarachane excavations in Instabul is

less than those of Nicephorus and Theophilus. In Sardis, however,

1.D.M Metcalf., "The Antalya hoard of miliaresia of Basil", A" 7.1977,
113-125 and esp. 119-20.

2. See Appendix V, no.72.

3.D. Angelov.and others, Jsioriye ne Finensovaia ..,31,table 4: 2
from Pliska, 4 from Preslav, 3 from Yarna, 1 from Sumen.

4.D M. NMetcalf, loinage in South-esstern Zurgpe .. ,35 and esp. n.42.
5.U.Jantzen, Die lMinzen in Saaos X7V las Xasiro Tigeni, 186, no. 65,
6. See Appendix ¥.no.111.

7.5ee Appendix V. stray finds.
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the two specimens from the excavation period 1910-4! are balanced by
the two ZFfolles of Theophilus recorded from the rest of the
published material®?. A few specimens are reported from Dobrogea’ ,
Bulgaria! and Dyrrachium®.

The reign of Leo YI shows a remarkable increase 1in

the circulation of the Byzantine coins i1hside and outside the

boundaries of the Empire. although the evidence from Asia Minor is
still very patchy®. There are plenty in Corinth and considerable

numbera are reported from other Greek sites’ and the capital®. From
the areas of the Byzantine theme of Dyrrachium there are ninteen

folles against four of the previous period, while from Bulgaria
more than one hundred specimens are listed®. The swall Bratimir

hoard from this area entirely consists of Leo VI's issuesil,

1. W H Bell, 358rdis .95.

2.G E Bates, Byezantine Coins .. .123.

3.D .M. Metcalf, Coinage in South-sastiern Zurope, 34 and esp.n. 32-34.

4 Y. Yurukova, "Bulgarie VIe-Xe 5.",139: 1 specimen is recorded
respectively from Pliska, Preslav and lMogilata; see also D. Angelov
and others, Isioriyae na Finansowela .. ,31,P1.4. Preslav:3; Stara
gagora:3; Yarna:3. Sumen: 1.

S H. Spahiu., " lMonnaies byzantines des Ve-XIIIe ...,386: 2 come from
Dyrrachium and 1 from Tirana.

6. 10 specimens have been published from Sardis.

7. 5ee next chapter and Appendix ¥:. The stray-finds.

8 42 specimens are listed from the excavation in Sarachane.
9.D.Angelov, gp. cZ¢ | Pliska:5. Preslav:54; Stara Zagora:9; Varna:15:
Sumen:10; Silistra: 5; see also Y.Yurukova, gp. cz¢ .140: MHesek,
Svilengradsko (hoard): unidentifiable number.

10.5ee Appendix V¥ no. 88



A high number of folles are also recorded from Dobrogea! and

from north-east Wallachia, while a specimen was found in Moravia®.

Two xilisresia of Leo VI were included in a hoard of the eleventh

century, found north of Transylvanian Alpst.

The figures from the reign of Constantine VII (913-59) and his
colleagues up to the reign of Nicephorus II (963-9) show an even
greater increase in the wvolume of Byzantine copper coins
circulated in Greece, in the capital and most probably in Asia

Minor. The evidence from the Balkans is quite different. only

eight are reported from the theme of Dyrrachium® From Bulgaria
the newly published material gives a more precise figure than it
was previously known. One hundred twenty seven folZées are reported

from Pliska, Preslav,Stara Zagora, Yarna, Sumen and Silistra while

a small number is known from other less important sites®. This
number, compared with the one hundred Zfolles from Leo VI's
considerably shorter reign, shows a reduction in the circulation of
Byzantine coins in the area. The underlying reasons for this
reduction are not clear: the nmilitary events between
Bycantines and Bulgars in the period 896-923 and probably
foreign political conservatism during the 1rule of Tzar

Peter mnight have played a 1role. The Patzinak and nag«aou“

1. 5. Poenaru Bordea, I.Donoiu, 'Contributii',75-6; Ochesanu, 'Citeva
monede hizantine' 309-14.

2. Metcalf, Coinage in Soulh-eastern Zurope. .., 42 and esp.n.6-8;
3.¥.Nenecek, "Nalez Dbyzantské mince z. IX-X stoletive.Vel.
Hezirici", Moravské HNum Zprawvy, 14,1977,112.

4 Preda’' Catalogul descoperirilor', 411l (Vadas).

5. Spahiu, "Monnaies Byzantines des Ve-XIIIe..." 388-9.

6. Angelov and others, op.¢cxt.; Pliska:8; Preslav:80: Stara
Zagora:10; Yarna:17; Sumen:9; Silistra:3.



-261-

invasione of Thrace in 934 and 943 might also have resulted in

the modest number of coins from Constantine VII's reign, found in

Dobrogea and Wallachial, although the rfolles struck by Constantine

VII during the regency of his mother Zoe (914-9) are Sarprisingly
common therec.

The number of gold hoards® and stray finds* from Bulgaria,
dating back to Constantine VII's reign is considerable. They mnight
be divided into two chronoclogical groups: the first consists solely
of Romanus I's and Christopher's issues; the second includes
additions of Constantine YII and his son Romanus II. A third group
is slightly later and contains issues of Nicephorus II with Basil
II. Undoubtedly these hoards reflect the different stages in the
political relations between the Byzantines and the Bulgars during
the second and third quarter of the tenth century: they
might be connected with Romanus I's agreement in 924 to pay
tribute to Bulgars. Nevertheless finds of third group. which

are mainly localized in frontier areas of the Bulgarian

1.D. Y NMetcalf, Coinage in Soutli-eastern Furope. .., , 642

2. I2 ,'Constantine YII with Zoe', 253-5; the author connects these
finds with the appearance of the Byzantine fleet in the Danube in
917.

3.74.44 and esp.nn.30-4: stray-finds from Dobrogea and Bulgaria
(Aboba-Pliska, Iatrus, Svishtov, llaritsa); see also D. Angelov ,
op. ¢zt . Pliska:3; Preslav:6.; Stara Zagora:2; Varna:3; Sumen:2:
Silistra:2; for a solidus from Isaccea in North Dobrogea see
A.Popeea, "Monede Bizantine din Nordul Dobrogei", Feuce, 4,1973-5,
176-96.

4. See Appendix V, nos.71-8.
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empire, north on the Danube or even south on the border with
Greece!, could reflect the deterioration in relations between the
Byzantines and Bulgars in 965/6 when the emperor Nicephorus II
refused to pay tribute and in 967 when he seized some Bulgarian
frontier forts. Gold nomismats of this period are also recorded
from Ochrid?, Viminacium®, Albania! and even from Cherson®.  The
Tegani hoard/1914 from Samos, very similar with the Bulgarian
finds, includes nine solid:i of Constantine VII and Romanus II as
well as fifteen &ilisresiz of MNicephorus II®. A small hoard
conzisting of fifteen mxiZigresisa of this period is recorded from
Preslav’ while a silver coin in the names of Romanus, Christopher

and Constantine is listed from Albania®.

1. 1.e the hoard from Chryse near Edessa. Appendix V¥, no.50.

2. D.Razmoska," Presped na vizantiskite moneti od Y do XIII bek od
nunizmatichkata zbirka vo Okhrid", Zikkrid, 5, 1983, 90.

3. V.Ivanisevic, "Yizantisjci novats (491-1092) iz zbirke narodnog
nuzeja u Pozharevtsu I", AMumizmaiicsr, 11, 1988,95 : Constantine
YII and Romanus II:1; Nicephorus II Phocas and Basil 1II:1;
Nicephorus II alone:1.

3. H. Sprahiu, " Monnaies Byzantines des Ve-XIIIe...",389. 2
specimens.

4 ¥ .V Golenko," Vizantiiskie monety X v.iz nakhodok wvg. Stanislave
(¥Xhersonskaia oblast)", 54,3,1962,290-1.

5.5ee Appendix Y, no.84.

6.D.Angelov gp. c12., Istoriye ne Fimgnsovels. .., 29, table 3.

7.H. Sprahiu, gp. c2¢.,388.

8. .5.Skowronek, "Nieznane znaleziska monet z terenu Wielkoposki',
AR 17,1973, 75-81.
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969-1028.

From the reconquest of Crete in 960-1 to the death of Basil II
in 1025, the Byzantine empire rose to the greatest heights of its
post-seventh century territorial expansion and political success.
Basil II left behind him an empire which reached from the mountains
of Armenia to the Adriatic and from the Euphrates to the Danube.
The whole Balkan peninsula once again belonged to the Byzantine
empire, for the first time since the Slav occupation.

Coins of the three metals were struck in large quantities apd
were widely circulated throughout the expanded empire.

We have already mentioned the main features in the circulation
of the anonymous copper coinage - Class A. The complete list of
provenances would be lengthy!. It includes however a considerable
number of hoards from Bulgaria, though not always well documented,
hoards and stray-finds from Greece and Rumania,and evidence from
far-off areas:. Synoptic lists of stray finds have been recently

published, from Dobrogea, Pacuil 1lui Soare3, and Bulgarian urban

centers?

1.52e Appendix V; for stray finds from Rumania see Appendix IV: .
2.1.Y¥.50kolova, “Nakhodki vizantiiskikh monet VI-XII wvv.v Krymu",
¥¥,.29,1969,2654-64:22 anonymous folles are recorded from Crimea
among other coina of the ninth and tenth century ranging from
Nicephorus I up to  Nicephorus II  Phocas; see also
P.0.Karyszkowski," Nakhodki pozdneriskikh i vizantiiskikh mnonet <
Ndesskoi oblasti",6 2458 7,1971,78-86.

3.G.Custurea, N.5.Andronescu." Unele consideratii asupra circulatiei
nonetare in Dobrogea in perioada 969-1092, Fomtics, 14,1981, 221-36.
4.D.Angelov, Jstoriye na Finansovata...,65,Table 6: 6.C.Zdravka,
‘Antichni  vizantiiski moneti v  Db'lgarskitezemi prez X-XI
vek' K Muwmismsatike, 2,1978,11-6.
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The silver ziliaresia of this period and especially of Basil
II usually found their way to Russia, to Baltic and Scandinavia,
and they were hoarded together with Arab Jirlkeas and west European
coins!,

From the Balkans there is the Calarasi hoard from east
vallachis D . o
allachiaYconsisted of five ailisresig of John Zimisces”.

Silver coins of this emperor are also included in the large
Gigen hoard from Bulgaria deposited most probably after
Constantine IX's reign®. There are a few other stray finds from
Bulgaria* and a small deposit of two specimens of Basil II is
reported from Silistrab .

One mziligsresion of John Zimisces has been found at the Athenian

Agora excavations sand a second has been published from Amfissa®.
From the reign of Basil II there is a small hoard of five

ziliaresia from Kenchreai which probably was the contenl of a

purse’-

1.S5ee numerous examples in Ilosser; see also T.Noonan, "The
Circulation of Byzantine «coins in Kievan Rus", ZBrraniine
Studies-Etudes Byvsentines, 7.1980, 143-81.

2. Appendix ¥V, no.109.

3. Appendix V. no. 86.

4.D Angelov, Istoriye ne Fingnsovela..., 65,table 6: (969-976):
Preslav:8; Varna:1; Sumen:3; (976-1030): Preslav:3.

5 Appendix V, no.85.

6. AKpaaptoyavvos,  Katahoyos  Bulavmivav  vowopatev  (491-1203 . X)
pepovupewy eopnuaTey Apdicons, Tetpapnvae,2,1974,10 no. 32.

7. Appendix,V no.2Z.
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Coin hoards and stray finds indicate that the circulation of

Baszil 1II'sz ‘¢etaritera of 23 carats was almost restricted to

Dinogetia in North Dobrogea!. From further north, in the Ias=i

district of Moldavia, 40 similar specimens were included among
other gold items in a hoard found in 1904° Stray-finds of
histamens have been reported from Bulgaria® -Albaniat and Greece® .

In addition the Ayies Paraskies hoard from Crete® consists solely

of Zistazers of Nicephorus II (963-9) and Basil II (976-1025).
C.1025-1081.

The death of Basil II marked a turning point in Byzantine
history. It was followed by a period of political decline, social
crizis, and military failures. The battle at lMantzikert in 1071
which resultedé%he sudden loss of Asia IMinor to the Seljuk Turks,
was the vital moment of the collapse. lMantzikert was followed by
the capture of Sicily and South Italy by the Normans and that part
of the empire in the Balkan peninsula was surrounded by newly

independent nations.

1. Appendix ¥, nos.105-6; for stray finds see lletcalf, (oinage in
South-rastéern. .., 54.

2.Dolhest1/1904 hoard: Appendix V,no.104.

3.D.Angelov, op.cz?f ,05.table o: (976-1030): Pliska: 2. Preslev:2;
Stara Zagora:.l; Sumen:1; Silistra:1; see also Il.lletcalf,
op.cit. 6 54.

4 H Spahiu," lMonnaies byzantines des Ve-XIIIe sigcles...".394: 1
3pecinmen.

5.For a specinmen in the Museum of Thessaloniki see letcalf, op. cz 2.
6. Appendix ¥V, no.59.
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Nevertheless the period under discussion was characterised by a
prosperity, which was expressed by a considerable number of
private and public buildings., and by a remarkable flourishing of
the literature and the arts. Some wills from the second half of
the eleventh century, similarly reflect the great wealth of the

landed proprietors of the age, and the large quantities of coined

money, especially of gold, that they had in their hands!. Most
probably this prosperity led to the debasement of the gold coinage
either because the precious metal was not adequate to cover the
needs of its circulation or because the 1large volume of
transactions had to face the 1lack of a substantive fractional
denomination.

The circulation, during this period, especially of the petty
currency, shows a number of peculiarities with regard to its

distribution pattern in the different parts of the empire.

First in Corinth, it seems to have levelled off:{, On the
contrary, the evidence from the surrounding area, though still very
nuch fragmentary, indicates a greater expansion and Zfolles are
found at zites where almost none of earlier periods are recorded.

The few stray finds from Thessaloniki and its sutrounding
area, as well as from other cities of this part of Greece, do not

vield, at the moment, much systematic information.

1.i.e the will of Eustathios Boilas:see §5.Vryonis,"The will of a
provincial Magnate Eustathius Boilas (1059)", F 11, 1957,263-77:
the wills of Symbatios Bakuriani and his wife Kali:see P.Tivchen
and G.Tsankova-Petkova, " Au sujet des relations féodales dans les
territoires bulgares sous la domination byzantine & la fin du XIe
et pendant la premiére moitié du XIT1e sigcles,
bysantinobulgaricsa, 2,1966,107-25.

2. See next chapter.
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The evidence from Anatolian sites! indicates that rolles of
this period, at least before the defeat at Mantzikert, were much
conmoner there than in Corinth. The lack of comparative figures
trom different vital parts of the capital does not permit any
satisfactory conclusion for Constantinople; the pattern, however,
provided by the 1limited material found at Saracahne excavation
echos that of Corinth. Similarly, in Sardis the Zfolles of the
previous period are more predominant.

The evidence from the newly created theme of Paristrion qnd
Dobrogea indicates a stimulation of the mnonetary sector in these
areas, something that has been already noted when examining the
geographical distribution of the so-called Class A3.

The find-series from Preslav and especially from Pliska, the

two important cities of the First Bulgarian Empire show, however,

a reduction in their monetary activity?. From Varna, Silistra,

Sunen and Stara-Zagora the numismatic evidence is indicative of a
substansive recovery’. The evidence from other areas in central and
south-west part of Bulgaria is fragmentary*! On the cont'éry the

number of 1listed hoards from wvarious places is considerable®

especially of those including rfoellées of Class B.

1.D.Waage, Antiochk-on-the-Oronies, 1V, part 2. Greek. Roman.
Oysantine and Crusader’s (Coins, Princeton, 1952; see also
W.Metcalf. Early anonymous folles from Antioch...,122.

2. D.Angelov and others, Jstoriye na Finansovets. ...65, table 6:
{976-1030): Pliska: 105 ; Preslava:. 356. (1030-1081): Pliska: 58:
Preslav: 300

3. I4 Stara Zagora:?9; Varna:154. Sumen: 32; Silistra:111.

4. For a few specimens found in Sofia and Plovdiv see D.M. Metcalf,
coinage in Soulth-esstern .. .76 and nn. 32,33,

5. Appendix V¥, nos.92-102.
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From the north Dobrogea, copper stray-finds are recorded from
various places. Conversely the evidence from the southern sector

of the region is limited to the area around and south of Constantal.
There are hoards from Dinogetia, Nufarul (Little Preslava),
Plopeni, and Limanu®. The fortress island Pacuil lui Soare in the
river Danube appears to be the last western limit of the monetary
activity’; from Wallachia, the numismatic evidence 1is almost
non-existent?

There is also a considerable quantity of stray-finds from
Albania (theme of Dyrrachium)® but the evidence from the central and

south Yugoslavia is still very fragmentary®.

1.D. M. Metcalf., <Coinage In South-eastern ..,66; for mnore recent
finds from Dobrogea see E.Oberlaéander-Tarnoveanu, “"Cronica
descoperirilor monetare"; A.Popea, ‘"lMonede Bizantine din nordul
Dobrogei"; A.Popea,V.Baumann, "lonede Bizantine anonime"”.

2. Appendix ¥, nos.115-8.

3.G.Custurea, N.S. Andronescu, " Unelle consideratii asupra
circulatiei monetare...",226, table 2; see also Appendix V,
nos.113-4.

4.1 specimen of Class B from Oltenia (Sendreni):V.5pinei,

"Sapaturile de sslvare de la Oltenesti”, ceipice.b,1972,133-41; 1 of
Michael IV from Sarateni: G.Coman, "Cercetari arheologice cu privire
la sec. V-XI in sudul lMoldovel", drekifoidove, 6, 1969,290.

5.H. Spahiu, "lMonnaies Byzantines des Ye-XIIle siécles”: Class B:14;
Class C:12; Class D:5; Class G:4; Romanus IV:5; Class H:2; Class
I1:.22.

6. V.Ivanisevic," Bizantimsci novats sa Veogradske", 102: Belgrade:
1 specimen of Class C and 1 follis of Nicephorus III ; g
Bizantimski novats (491-1092)", 94-6: Viminacium: Constantine X
and Eudocia: 1; lMichael VII. 1; Class I: 1. lletcalf "The currency
of Byzantine coins"; V.Popovic," Catalogues des mnmonnaies",b 188.:

Sirmium: Class C.1; Constantine X:1. Romanus IV:1; Novi
Banovcl H=-K(?):
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A zeries of important hoards of gold have been found 1n
Bulgaria, Dinogetia, South-east Yugoslavia and Dalmatian coasts.
They are of different character and presumably give useful
information for the economic life and the history of the areas.

The extended age-structure of the Bulgarian hoards from

Gyurgendzhik, Ishirkovo, Khisar, Khisarluk, and Sofia' may be the
treasure-chests of wealthy landed owners concealed in emergencies,
during the wvarious invasions from north. They are very nmuch
reminiscent of the "coined" gold and hoarded wealth, mentioned - in
the wills of Symbatios Bacuriani and Kali. The Sofia hoard
including a considerable amount of jewellery illustrates very well
the case.

The peculiar age-structure of two hoards from Dinogetia

(1939,.1954), the latter of which also contained jewellery:, and the

Kalipetrovo hoard? may reflect similar reserves of gold belonging to

rich locals.
A hoard from South-east Yugoslavia! extending from the reign of

Conztantine IX up to the first years of Alexius I's reign, could
belong to the same category of hoards.
Furthermore a series of finds found on the Dalmatian coast

conaisting entiretg of nomismalea of Romanus III, as well as

stray-finds from the same reign are of a great interest®,

1. Apeendix ¥, nos. 79-83.

2. Appendix V. nos. 105-6; see also above, 265,
3. Appendix V. no.108.

4 Appendix ¥, no.67.

S.Appendix ¥, nos 60-4.
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Since they appear not to have been supplemented to any great extent

by later 1ssues., and regardless of the reasons for their arrival

therel, they hint at a close monetary economy, quite independent

from the current tendencies of the numismatic circulation. The

small Matak hoard? also from the Adriatic coast ranging from the
reign of Constantine VII up to Michael IV, one nmozisma of Theodora
from the Adriatic island of Brac, three zomisma?s of Romanus IV and
Michael VII from the island Korcula® probably indicate some
commercial activity. |
Gold from Greece is very nuch limited. Twelve specimens of

Constantine X were included in a small hoard from Chalkis,

deposited at the second half of the twelfth century!. Similarly two

gold coins of Romanus IV were found in a twelfth century hoard

from Kastoria®.

Stray-finds or hoards of gold from other areas from Balkans,
are very few. One specimen of Nicephorus III 1is reported from
Ochrid®, while two others of the same emperor, in Zagreb IMuseum

have been considered as part of a larger hoard from the region of

C.Mitrovica’. From Bulgaria there are stray finds of gold coins from

1.Metcalf,"A shipwreck", 101-6; the author connects the Dalmatian
finds with a shipwreck in 1040; id Coinage in South-eastern .., 179
and esp.n.15.

2. Appendix ¥, no. 65

3.For Brac and Korcula finds see D.M.lMetcalf, dCoinege in Soull-
eastern .. ,179.

4 Appendix ¥V, no. 36.

S. Appendix ¥V, no. 43.

6. D Razmoska, " Presped na vizantiskite", 91.

7.D.1.Metcalf, "The currency of Byzantine coins in Syrmia"“, 439.



-271-

Pliska, Preslav, Stara Zagora, Varna, Sumen Silistra! and a few

other places® while four specimens are listed from Albania?d.

Numerous hoards of gold from this period have been reported

from eastern Asia Minor! and Transcaucasia®. The najority of the
hoards from Asia Minor appear to have been concealed during the
revolt of Nicephorus Botaniates in 1077.

Remarkably little silver has been found inh hoards from this
period. From Strovij in South® east Yugoslavia there is a pot
hoard, consisted of over one hundred silver coins terminating with
a specimen of Nicephorus III. It has been suggested that the hoard
is a further part of the large hoard from South east Yugoslavia
consisted of gold and silver coins ranging from the reign of

Constantine IX up to the reign of Alexius’. In the Dinogetia

(Carvan) hoard of 1954 four mzliaresis are included®. A few stray

1.Angelov, op. . ci¢ . Pliska:4; Preslav:2; Stara Zagora:4; Varna:.5:
Sumen:2; Silistra:z.

2. Metcalf, Coinage in Soutlh -easteéen 6,nn. 29,30,

3.H. Spahiu, 'Monnaies byzantines des Ve-XIIIe siécles', 395-7.

4. See lNosser, 11(Claudiopolis/Bithynia) ,25(Diarbekir:3 hoards),
42(Ilioje Erzurum), 92(Unknown locality).

5. [bhider. ,2, 3, 28, 31, 47, 99. see also T Abramishvili, "Klad iz
Dviri", ¥VestGosifusGrust, 19B, 1956,107-21: the Dwiri hoard contained
48 coins of Constantine X and 1 of Romanus I with Eudocia;
Jd "Idumalas gandzi”, VestoosilusGrus, 26B,1970,149-61: 13 of
Constantine X and 12 of Nicephorus III.

6. Appendix V, 6683,

?. Appendix V,67.

8. Appendix V,106
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finds are recorded from Romanial Bulgaria?, Yugoslavie’ . Albania’
and Greece®.
1.For a 2/3 miliaresion from llangalia see R.Ocheseanu, " Citeva

monede Bizantine",312; for a silver coin of Michael VII from
Zimnicele see C.Preda, "Monedele Bizantine", 412.

2.D. Angelov, ogp.cii., 64,table 6: Pliska:2; Preslav:i, Varna:.2;
Sumen:1; for two mzliaresia from Sofia see D.M.Metcalf, Coinage ixn
South-eastern .. ,76.

3.For a rare miligresion of Constantine X with Eudocia from Prilep
see D.M lMetcalf, op. cii.

4 H. Spahiu, "Monnaies Byzantines",h 397.

S.There i3 one milisresion of Michael YII and lMaria from Corinth
excavations(1926-6); for one ailiasresioz of the same emperors from
Anfissa see A Kpafaproyiavvos, " Katahoyos BulavTivov vorptopdtuv’
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II.The tremds of the monetary circulation in Greece.

The study of the numismatic circulation in Greece during the
eighth, ninth, tenth and eleventh centuries 1s mainly restricted to
Corinth and Athens. The great scale of the archaeological
enterprise in both sites has. indeed, yielded considerable numbers
of coins from the period in discussion. They offer a particularly
precious and relisable witness as far as the numismatic circulation
13 concerned.

Rescue and systematic excavations all over Greece have,
however, produced supplementary material. Although it is still very
limited, the comparison with the statistics from Corinth and
Athens is a promising exercise. Moreover, a number of new hoards
could supplement the available information.

Appendix YV contains a detailed description of stray-finds
from various places. The classification of find spots within the
different administrative themes, could facilitate the study and
could be of a great help in drawing up regional peculiarities.

The whole period is sub-divided into five smaller periods as
tollows: The first covers the fifty five years of the reighs of
Theophilus, Michael III and Basil (829-886). The inclusion of
Basil I in this period i3 based purely on the numismatic evidence.
This emperor's coinage reflects a period of reajustement in the
circulation of the petty-currency. for although he undertook a
thorough recoinage, his folles outside Corinth are quite scarce.

It seems highly likely that there was a temporal interruption in
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the expansion of the monetary sector due to the flow of currency
under Theophilus. The second period covers the eighty-three years
of the reigns of Leo YI, Constantine VII and his colleagues, and
Nicephorus II ({886-969) while the third consists of the issue
of the anonymous 7solles of Class A (969-1028). Finally the
separation of the period (1028-1070) from the following period
(1070-1092) is based on the political events of the time. The
defeat of Mantzikert, but especially political instability and
incursions of the northern nations might have influened the
monetary circulation in some areas of Greece. Separate figures
will provide evidence for frontier areas and will be of great help
when comparisons with other Balkan regions of the empire are made.

The main features of the circulation in Greece may be
described as follows:

First the high proportion of Theophilus' coins at Corinth
demonstrates a sudden and dramatic recovery of the city!. This is
of particular interest since the 1lack of any archaeological
evidence from the previous period, including coins, 1s striking.
From the reign of Leo III to the reign of lMichael II there are
only twenty-three rfolZlss, while 169 have been survived from the
reign of Theophilus.Documentary and archaeological evidence confirm

the recovery of the city which might have been directly related

1.D.M. Metcalf, "Corinth in the ninth century: the Numismatic
evidence", Aesperia, 42, 1973,180-2561.
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to Theophilus' domestic policy concerning the reorganisation of the

themes!. Moreover there is evidence which connects the impressive
growth in the currency of the city with a revival of trade between
EBvzantium and the West mainly following the sea-route through the
Gulf of Corinth rather than along the ¥ia Zgnaiia It 1is.
however, difficult to estimate the extent of this trade since both
western and Byzantine issues of the Italian and Sicilian nints are
extremely rare in Corinth. Nevertheless, there is a considerable
nunber of Byzantine hoards from South Italy and Sicily, dated to

the following period, in which folles of Theophilus occasionally

occurre.

The scarcity of Theophilus' coins from the surrounding area,
as well as from Athens, is remarkable and indicative for the
restricted character of the recovery. Theophilus' Zfeolles. however,
show a wide distribution in Greece. |

There was a gradual and stable recovery, up to the second
half of the eleventh century. However, in Athens the nineteen
specimens of Basil I suggest a radical recovery during the second
half of the ninth century. Actually the rate of increase in
petty-currency appears greater at Athens than at Corinth, despite

the higher mumber of specimens found there.

1.W. Treadgold. 72e Brsantine Kevival .., 313-9.

2.For some o0ld hoards from Italy see Mosser,71; see also
A.Sicilianc," Gruzzolo di monete bizantine ": the hoard contains 1
follis of Theophilus; E.Leuthold, "Tesoretto di monete bizantine";
for a gold hoard from Portotorres see G.Perantoni
Satta, "Rinvenimenti in Sardegna": the hoard contains mainly gold
cninz of Theophilus and Basil I



From other areas the evidence is very fragmentary and only
synoptic figures can be drawn up. In Sparta, however, a nore
regular recovery iz presented. The themes of Thessaloniki and
lfacedonia show an abnormally high incidence of the anonymous Zfolles
Clasz A. The contrast is clearer in the former. The majority of
the anonymous rsolZé&s reported from the theme of Thessaloniki comes
from Rentina, a fortress on the frontier with the theme of Strymon.
It seems quite probable that the military activity in the area
during the wars of Basil II with the Bulgarians might have
increazed temporarily the circulation of the petty currency.

The available hoards from the ninth up to the first quarter of
the eleventh century demonstrate a circulation in which the petty
currency was continuously renewed. One-type hoards from the period
of Leo ¥YI, Romenus I, Constantine VYII and of anonymous Zolles of
Clases A as well as thousands of stray-finds are indicative for an
active monetary circulation.

There waz 2ome reduction in monetary activity in Corinth during
the fourth period (1028-1070). The scarcity there of the ahonymousz
folles of Class A3 which has been already noted, in the appropriate
chapter, indicates that the reduction had already started around
1015-20. The reasons for this reduction are obscure but it mnight
be due to the abundance of currency which reached Corinth at the
beginning of millenium.

During the last period (1070-1092), an inexplicable increase in
the mnonetary sector appears in all regions except IlMacedonia. In

Corinth, Sparta and especially in Athens the increasze is striking.
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Nicephorus III's issues have the highest proportion. From other
areas outside Greece the evidence is scanty and a comparative
study, in order to speculate possible regional peculiarities,
cannot be, at the moment thorough.

A pattern which contrasts considerably with that at Corinth,

Athens and Sparta is seen in the find-series from Dobrogea and

Pacuil-lui-Soare!. The explanation may be that the abudant coinage
of the previous period had a prolonged circulation in these areas
at least up to the beginning of 1080s. The Patzinaks' incursions of
1085-7 are reflected by a greater reduction in Pacui-lui-Soare
while the figures from Dobrogea show 3pecial activity at this very
period.

Some useful evidence from Asia IMinor is vyielded by the
find-series of Sardis. The period under discussion is represented
by twelve specimens while the previous by thirty-six. This
reduction appears normal, for the defeat at lMatzikert in 1071,
followed by a series of rebellions and advances of the Turks in
Asia Minor together mnight have caused great instability in the

area.

Surprisingly enough the numismatic evidence from the Sarachaned

excavations indicates a decline of the place during the last

1.G.Custurea, N.S5.Andronescu, “Unele consideratii asupra circulatiei"
225-6,tebles 1 and 2; from Dobrogea the figures are:
(1028-1071):289 and (1071-1092):73; from Pacuil-lui-Soare they
are:(1028-1071):420 and (1071-1092):95.

2. There are 13 coins from the period (1028-1070) and only 5 from
(1070-1092).



quarter of the eleventh century

At present. it seems quite probable that the increase was
restricted to Greece. and there mainly to Peloponnese and Hellas.
The underlying reasons are obscure and it is hot clear whether the
attested increase of money corresponds to actual activity or
reflects a high loss-rate due to unspecified tactors. It seems
probable that atfter the reform of Alexius a considerable number of
pre-reform copper coihns, among which Nicephorus III's were the most
abundant. were repudiated. The available evidence 1s still very
intriguing. In Argos during a rescue excavation a hoard consisting
of signed issues of Nicephorus III and anonymous rolles of Classes

I and J. was found in a rubbish pit together with broken house

ware!. However, two hoards from Athensé, consisting essentially of
Nicephorus III's rfolles plausibly reflect contemporary losses.

Some of the available hoards from this period give useful
evidence, not only for Nicephorus III's coinage but also for the
general tendencies of mnonetary circulation in Greece during the
second half of the eleventh century (Table X). They divided into
two main groups. The first includes hoards deposited before
Alexius' reform, that is before 1092 (hoards nos.22,23,42).

The second contains hoards deposited either during the first years
of the reform or later, even up to the end of the 12th century

{hoards nos.24, 28, 30-3, 42, 45).

1.This hoard is a recent dicovery and it 13 not incfuded in the
corpus provided in Appendix V., the coins are still uncleaned and
there are problems of identification.

2 Appendix V. nos.40-1.
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The distribution of the types in the most hoards appears regular
and normal.

Hoard no.23 shows, however, a much higher concentration ot
coins dating to the reign of Nicephorus. Its evidence is very nuch
reminiscent of the information provided by the stray-finds. It
covers a shorter period of time than the two other hoards of the
same group and appears to reflect better the current tendencies of
circulation after 1071 the one rollis of Class G, included in the
hoard, could possibly be a survival from the previous period. The
hoard under discussion indicates that indeed Nicephorus III's
coppers were circulated plentiful even wup to the first years of
Alexius reign. The increase of monetary sector during the last
quarter of the eleventh century could imply that at that time there
was considerable inflation which led Nicephorus III to an
over-minting of low value coins.

The two other hoards of this group as well as four from the
second, have a rather long-age structure, starting from the last
phase of the anonymous Zsglles Class A, which appear to survive up
to the middle of twelfth century. This, however, contradicts the
evidence from various one-type hoards which strongly suggest that
after the first quarter of the eleventh century there were a

series of rapid recoinages which very much affected the circulation

of older types!. Consequently late survivals of Class A in hoards

deposited after Alexius's reform and even earlier would not

1. Appendix ¥, nos.19,20,21,39,40-1.
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represent currency withdrawn from circulation. The impression 1
that these hoards reflect selective hoarding. They are very nuch
reminiscent of the gold hoards found in Bulgaria and Dobrogea.
They simply reflect the attitudes of a different society., much
poorer. consisting not of rich land-owmers but of industrious
individuals who managed to create, in their barren and mountainous
country, small family industries for silk production or dying
fabrics. It was a society with a monetary economy based very nuch

on the copper currency.
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