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I.

"THE REIGN AND COINAGE OF CARAUSIUS,
A.D. 287-293.

(See Plates L-V.)

HISTORICAL SUMMARY.

* THE history of the short-lived British Empire which was
founded by Carausius in 287, and terminated on the
death of Allectus in 296, is wrapped in considerable
obscurity, for the only accounts remaining to us which
were written while the facts were fresh in men’s minds
are those of Mamertinus in his Panegyric on Maximian
Herculeus delivered in 289, and of the author, per-
haps Eumenius, who panegyrized Constantius Chlorus a
few years later. Britain unfortunately produced no con-
temporary writer. The Roman historians, Aurelius Victor
and Eutropius, wrote in the reign of Julian the Apos-
tate some seventy years after the reconquest of Britain,
while Orosius Paulus flourished sixty years later. Zosimus,
the Byzantine historian, was contemporary with Orosius,
but his chapters relating to this period are lost, as also
are those of Ammianus Marcellinus compiled in the fifth
century ; while Zonaras, another Byzantine whose date
was about 1100, dismisses the whole subject with the
words, “The prefect Asclepiodotus destroyed Crassus,
who had been in possession of Britain for five years.”
The next authorities are the English chroniclers—Bede,
VOL. VIL, SERIES IV, B
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pieces of the EXPECTATE VENI types, but some of them
are very fine,

The coins afford abundant corroboration of the con-
clusion of peace with Diocletian and Maximian, and show
that Carausius himself believed, or at least asserted,
that he was a duly adopted colleague of those two
Emperors. The fine and scarce piece bearing the three
portraits with the legend CARAVSIVS ET FRATRES 8VI, and
the more numerous coins bearing the name of Carausius
on the obverse and reverse legends, referring to the
alleged triumvirate as PAX AVGGG, PIETAS AVGGG, and so
forth, of course refer to this event. The recognition by
the other two Emperors seems, however, to have been
grudging and incomplete; for though pieces bearing
their names and effigies with reverse legends terminating
in Avaa@a exist in small numbers, they are all of British
mintage, and there is no doubt that they were issued by
Carausius, probably in self-assertion, and not by the
express authority of Diocletian or Maximian. The work
was very carefully done, and a Continental style of
portrait and type was adopted in preference to that
which distinguishes the British fabric. Carausius in
this, as in other matters, proved himself competent and
thorough. That Allectus put forward no similar preten-
sion to joint sovereignty may be deduced from the fact
that these plural types are almost wanting in his reign,
the one or two exceptions being probably blunders.

The great frequency with which Carausius used the
type PAX AVG suggests that he had, in fact, concluded a
peace, or peaces, which he considered very honourable
and advantageous. As many of these coins are of very
rough workmanship, they should probably be attributed
to the early years of the reign before the failure of




THE REIGN AND COINAGE OF CARAUSIUS. 35

Maximian’s expedition, and may therefore refer to the
alleged treaties with the Picts and Scots. There are no
coins which can be interpreted as referring to victories
over those turbulent nations.

Coins inscribed CONCORDIA AVG and CONCORDIA
MILITVM are common; those bearing the legend CON-
CORDIA AVGG are believed to exist ; but there is no record
of any reading CONCORDIA AVGGG. The Concordia type,
therefore, probably refers to peace and agreement in the
island and not with the Romans.

Certain coins bearing the reverse legends VICTORIA
GERM and GERMANICVS MAX. V. (type, a trophy between
two captives) contain an historical allusion which is not
yet satisfactorily explained. Probus settled some of his
German captives in Britain, and it has been suggested
that these pieces celebrate victories over them. It seems
unlikely that these settlers were in sufficient force to
challenge the great power of the Emperor, or that a
victory over them would have been of sufficient import-
ance to be commemorated by an issue of coins.

Another explanation which has been offered is that
the Emperor desired to commemorate his early successes
under Probus or some victories over German tribes in
Batavia. Perhaps this view is based on the statement
of the Panegyrist that the land of Batavia was “once
seized by various tribes of Franks under a son of
Batavia ;” but there seems no sufficient ground for
believing that this passage refers to Carausius. It is
more probable that the victories referred to were gained
over German pirates, or that the coins were mere
imitations of the issues of earlier Emperors.

The great Blackmoor hoard of 29,802 coins found in
two earthen pots near Woolmer Common, on property

D2
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of the Earl of Selborne, between Liss and Alton, in
Hampshire, is very interesting, and throws some light
on the history of the period. The earliest pieces were
two of Gordianus Pius. There were single specimens
of Philip I, Otacilia, Trebonianus Gallus and Volusian,
a few of Valerian, and of later Emperors, as follows :—

Gallienus . . . 3475 Severina. . . . . 14
Salonina . . . 331 | Tacitus . . . . . 206
Saloninus . . . 7| Florian . . . . . 18
Postumus . . . 331 | Probus . . . . . 431
Laelian . . . . 8|Carus. . . . . . 12
Victorinus . . . 5450 |Carinus . . . . . 24
Marius . . . . 60 | Magnia Urbica . . 2
TetricusI . . . 10,195 | Numerian . . . . 14
Tetricus II. . . 3,833 | Diocletian . . . . 75
Claudius Gothicus 4,213 | Maximian Herculeus 53
Quintillus . . . 188 | Constantius Chlorus. 1
Aurelian . . . . 175

Of Carausius there were 545, comprising about 160
varieties, of which no less than 117 were then unpub-
lished ; and of Allectus 90, comprising 10 varieties, of
which three were unpublished,

There are abundant signs that a battle took place in
Roman times in the vicinity of the place where this
hoard was found, and its composition lends the greatest
probability to the conjecture of the late Lord Selborne,
that it was the military chest of Allectus buried at his
last fight. Asclepiodotus had landed near Portsmouth,
and may well have been encountered by the British
forces here on his march to London. The appearance
of the one coin of Constantius Chlorus is not inconsistent
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with this view, for it bears his title of Caesar, which
had been conferred on him in 292, and not that of
Augustus, which he obtained in 305.

A little hoard of very similar date was found not far
away, on property of Lord Barrington, at Watchfield,
in Berkshire, in 1905. Its twenty-three coins were
divided as follows: Gallienus, 1; Victorinus, 3; Tetricus
I, 3; Tetricus II, 2; Claudius Gothicus, 1; Maximian
Herculeus (struck by Carausius), 1; Carausius, 6; and
Allectus, 6. The coin bearing Maximian’s effigy bore
the reverse legend, VIRTVS AVGGG, and a London mint-
mark, and one coin of Allectus was an unpublished
variety. The depositor of this hoard may well have lost
his life in the disturbances consequent on the downfall of
Allectus at no great distance away. A very notable find
at Amiens comprised six British-struck coins of Carausius
and ten of Allectus. The recent Llandudno find of some
five hundred coins of Carausius awaits description.

The portrait of Carausius on his British-struck coins
throws some light on his character, and possibly on his
origin, for it does not suggest a man of Latin race. A
round head, covered, it would appear from some speci-
mens, with curly hair, a low forehead, heavy eyebrows,
straight nose, firm mouth, and massive jaw, with a short,
thick curly beard, rests on a neck which is often depicted
as so burly and deep towards the chest as almost to
amount to a deformity. The portrait is much less
conventional and more convincing than those on most
contemporary Continental issues, and the engraving of
the dies was often spirited and artistic, though the
mechanical skill of the workmen was at first deficient,
and many coins were badly struck and of irregular
shape. The face is that of one “ vilissime natus " perhaps,
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but shrewd, energetic, determined, and by no means
devoid of humour and kindness. On one piece [PL IV.
11] his beard projects, and his appearance is quite that
of a jovial sailor. He would appear to have been of
middle age when he came to the throne, and of immense
physical strength. His one existing full-face portrait
[PL II. 14] is, however, disappointing and unpleasing,
and it is difficult to reconcile it with the more familiar
profile. On one point his coins are almost the only
source of information now available. None of the
ancient writers have informed us what names other than
that of Carausius were borne by him, but most modern
authors have styled him Marcus Aurelius Valerius
Carausius. The attribution of the name Valerius is
probably based on a misreading by Dr. Stukeley of two
coins, both of the Colchester mint, published in his
Medallic History of Carausius, Pls. vi. 1 and xxvi. 7,
with legends IMP C M AVR V CARAVSIVS P AVG. PAX AVG.
and IMP M AVR V CARAVSIVS P AV. PAX AVGGG. respec-
tively. The former belonged to Sir Hans Sloane, whose
coins found their way into the British Museum, the
latter to Dr. Parker, who, Stukeley says, gave it to St.
John’s College, Cambridge. The most careful search
has been made for these coins, but they cannot be found,
nor has any similar inscription been published since
Stukeley’s time. Inspection of his Pl vi. shows a
vacant space between the vV and the following c, and it
seems very likely that what he read as vV was part of the
letter M., for the Bodleian Library contains a coin bear-
ing the reverse legend VIRTVS AVGGG, with the obverse
legend IMP C M AVR M CARAVSIVS P AVG., while Sir
John Evans and Major Mowat have each published coins
rending IMP C M AV M CARAVSIVS P F AVG. PROVID
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AVGGG., and M. Lucien Naville one bearing a similar
obverse legend with the reverse PAX AVGGG.

It may be noted that coins reading IMP C M CARAVSIVS,
&c., are not uncommon, and, in the majority if not in
. all cases, they are of good style and issued at the
Colchester mint, though they are not associated, as those
bearing AV. or AVR. and the second M. generally are, with
reverse types referring to the alliance of the three
Emperors. It therefore seems probable that Carausius
originally bore a praenomen commencing with the letter
M, and adopted the names Marcus Aurelius after the
peace, out of compliment to Maximian, who also bore
them. The name Carausius does not appear elsewhere
in Roman history except in the case of another British
ruler, whose date is stated by Mr. Arthur Evans to have
been circa 343 A.n. It was probably of Keltic origin,
and it would not therefore be surprising to find that
the Emperor’s original praenomen was Keltic rather than
Latin. There is evidence that this was actually so.
The Transactions of the Cumberland and Westmoreland
Antiguarian and Archaeological Soctety for 1875 contain
a record by Mr. Haverfield of the discovery near Carlisle
of a Roman milestone bearing Carausius’ name. This
discovery has been discussed by Major Mowat in the
Revue Numismatique for 1896, and by Sir John Evans
in the Numismatic Chrontele for 1905. The milestone,
which is about six feet high, appears to have been
originally erected by Carausius, and afterwards inverted
and used again by Constantine the Great. The inscription
at one end is, so far as now legible and germane to the
present question, IMP C M AVR MAYS CARAVSIO INVICTO
AVG, and on the other FL \A. CONSTANT[IJNO NOB CAES.

Major Mowat considers MAVS to be an abbreviation
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of Mausaeus, or Mausaius, which name in the form
MAVSII0s is found on & Gaulish coin in the Bibliotheque
Nationale, Paris, and this explanation seems satisfactory.
He suggests that the reversing of the milestone shows
that Carausius’ successor denied any official character
to his public acts, and so far as possible destroyed all
traces of his reign. This view finds some support in the
fact that coins of Carausius are not commonly found
with those of Emperors of later date than Allectus.

The title “Invictus,” which appears on the milestone,
is found on a few coins of Carausius, and is quite common
on those of Allectus.

The foregoing pages contain such ancient information
as to the interesting period of which they treat as
appears to be available, and the reader can form his own
opinion as to the reliability of the various statements.
Should he desire to see what lengths fancy and enthusiasm
may lead historians, he is referred to Genebrier’s Histoire
de Carausius (1740), to Stukeley’s Medallic History of
Carausius (1757), and to the History of Carausius by
their vitriolic contemporary critic, Richard Gough, who
says in his advertisement, “ Every Research after Tr
has degenerated into Contest for an Hypothesis.
all Inquirers after it Antiquarians, to whose Discove
some Deference is presumed to be due, should qua
least, much less should they substitute Fancy
Invention to that Fiction and Obscurity they laboufr to
banish.” An attempt has been made in the compilagtion
of these notes to avoid these most reprehensible faul fts.

It may, however, be permissible to conclude } that
Carausius was a more than ordinarily competentg and
successful usurper, and that his conduct shows not, only
military and naval skill of a very high order, with pavhich

!
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he is credited even by his adversaries, but also great
political astuteness, and probably considerable power of
consolidating and governing his country.

The coinage of a country was, at any rate in early
times, an almost unfailing index to its progress and
prosperity : if this be true of the British Empire of that
long bygone day, we may fairly believe that Carausius
evolved order from chaos, and that his government was
intelligent and so successful that even his murder was
not sufficient to destroy the edifice which he had con-
structed. There is ground for believing that he was a
popular raler, that his murderer proved both less kindly
and less capable, and that the British people were not
displeased to see Allectus fall before Constantius Chlorus,
especially as the latter appears to have shown clemency
and moderation after his victory.

THE COINAGE.

Carausius struck gold, silver, and bronze. His gold
coins are very rare, only twelve varieties being known,
of which eight are of British and four of Continental
origin. There are in the British Museum two aurei
bearing the bust and name of Maximian, and the reverse
legend sALvS. AvGGG [PL I. 6], which were issued from
the London mint by Carausius; one of these was found
in the Thames.

The workmanship of the aurei of Carausius is very
good, especially in the case of the British pieces. Their
diameter is usually from 18 to 20 millimetres, but the
weight is considerably less than that of the gold coins
of the contemporary Roman Emperors, the average being
66-3 grains as compared with 80°1 of Diocletian and 81-1
of Maximian.
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The two gold pieces issued by Carausius in the name
of Maximian, weigh respectively 66-1 and 665 grains;
their style is very similar to the aurei issned by the
Roman Emperor himself, but the fact that they are of the
average weight adopted by Carausius and far below that of
Maximian, contributes interesting evidence in support of
the accepted theory that all the coins which bear reference
to the alleged triumvirate were issued by Carausius.

The Emperor is usually laureate on his aurei and denarii,
and radiate on his bronze pieces.

In view of the fineness of the workmanship of the gold
pieces, it may be assumed that their issue did not com-
mence till Carausius was well established on the throne,
and that they were not struck earlier than 290.

There are somewhat over one hundred varieties of the
silver coinage of Carausius recorded. Seven of them
bear a London mint-mark, about seventy of the remainder
bear the mark RSR, or some probably blundered variety
of it, such as RXR, RCR, or SR., and several others,
though without mint-mark, or so badly centred that the
exergual space does not appear on the flan, or with mint-
marks X, XX, XX>, XXX, VVV, or a thunderbolt, suggest
by their style and fabric that they may safely be attri-
buted to the mint which used the mark R S R, or to
imitators of its issues. Two denarii, above mentioned,
bearing respectively the reverse legends VBERITA AV. and
VBERITAS AVG. and the mint-mark R.S.R., which were found
at Rouen, appear to be imitations, by local engravers, of
British models. Two denarii have been published as
bearing the exergual mark C, but it has not been possible
to verify them. There is one in the Hunter Collection
with the reverse legend CONCORDIA MILITVM which has
a crescent in the exergue, and it may well be that the
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two coins referred to bear this mark and not a true C.
At any rate, it is certain that the mark C on silver coins
is of extreme rarity, if it exists at all, and that by far
the greater part of the silver issue came from the mint
which used the mark RSR. The localities in which the
mints were situated will be considered below.

The metal employed varied from a very base alloy to
fine silver. The workmanship shows an equal amount of
variety ; some pieces, probably of the earlier issues, are
of very poor, almost barbaric execution, while a number
of them, which may be attributed to the later years of
the reign, are of good design, struck on large flans of fine
metal well centred, and altogether of creditable execution.
This silver issue is the most remarkable numismatic
feature of the period. The Roman mints issued hardly
any true silver from the reign of Septimius Severus
down to the improvement of the coinage carried out by
Diocletian; its place was taken first by coins of base
white metal, and afterwards, if at all, by bronze coins
covered with a thin wash of silver or tin. Diocletian
did not issue silver before 294, and probably not till
296. It is, therefore, to the credit of Carausius that he
should have coined so considerable a quantity of silver
money; not in imitation of any contemporary Roman
coinage, but because he, at an earlier date than even the
astute Diocletian, appreciated the public need of it. It
is clear from the evidence of various hoards that, although
the issue of true silver had been so long suspended, there
was still a considerable number of ancient denarii in
circulation. The Germans and other Northern tribes
always rejected the base metal issues, and Carausius may
have found the need of a good silver coinage in his deal-
ings with them. The average weight of his denarii is
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much greater than that of the pieces issued by Diocletian
and his colleagues ; the best silver are of superior appear-
ance, and the types are much more varied.

The bronze issues from the British mints are extra-
ordinarily varied both in size, style, and type, and are
frequently defective in mechanical execution, the coins
being often irregular in shape and thickness, and not
infrequently bearing legends which are blundered or
inconsistent with the type employed. In size they vary
from 17 to 25 millimetres—that is, they are all of the
sizes which are comprised in the somewhat inaccurate
numismatic term “third brass.”® The sesterce and
dupondius had long died out, and the issue of the
new bronze coin, which is commonly known as the
follis, had not commenced. It seems possible, how-
ever, to trace a persistent division of the British bronze
pieces into two sizes, a division which is obscured by the
great irregularity of the issues of Carausius, but becomes
much clearer in the reign of Allectus. Under Carausius
are found a very large number of pieces which do not,
as a rule, exceed 19 millimetres in diameter, and generally
bear a short-necked, thick-set bust with a trite reverse
type, most commonly PAX AVG, but sometimes SALVS,
SECVRITAS, VICTORIA, &c. They are mostly without a
mint-mark, but occasionally bear one of London, and
seemn to have something of a style of their own, and to
be hardly fit to compete on even terms with the larger
pieces, of which the majority exceed 20 millimetres in
diameter. In view of the large issue of silver above

3 To this there is one exoeption. A piece of 26 mm. in the York
Museum is there considered as a “second brass.” (See Fig. 1, p. 57.)
The size of its bust and lettering show that it is not merely an A?on a
large flan,
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mentioned, the fineness of the gold, and the beauty and
interest of many of the bronze types which were struck
by Carausius after the peace, we may reasonably infer
that he gave great and increasing attention to his coinage,
and although the point may be obscured by the issues
of illiterate and unskilful moneyers, it is reasonable to
conclude that any marked difference between one class
of his pieces and another was made advisedly and for a
definite purpose. Some of the incompetent moneyers may
have been unauthorized, some may have been makeshifts
at the commencement of his reign, but although many
badly struck pieces are found among the smaller class of
bronze, still that class comprises a great number of coins
of very respectable British workmanship evidently issued
by competent and authorized engravers.

The similar but much more clearly marked division
under Allectus has been discussed in & paper on the
coinage of that Emperor,* and it has been suggested that
his bronze coins may have passed current at two values,
the smaller, always marked Q, at half the value of the
latter, which are never so marked. If this view be
accepted, it may reasonably be applied also to the coins
of Carausius, though the irregularities in size and weight
in his issues are so considerable that the suggestion could
bhardly have been made had it not arisen from the
examination of the more accurate and better struck coins
of his successor.

THE MINTS.

Historical record of the places at which the coins were
struck is entirely wanting, and the evidence of hoards is

¢ Num. Chron., 1908, Part II. pp. 131-133,
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not clear, for, with one exception, they have not been
found to contain any great preponderance of pieces from
a mint which could be identified with the locality in
which they were discovered. It becomes clear, however,
on examining the coins themselves, that they were issued
from at least three, and possibly four, different mint cities.
The fabric and style of most of them differ materially
from contemporary Continental issues, and it is well
established that these came from the British mints.

One mint was undoubtedly established in London ; its
distinguishing mark, the letter L, is found on a large
number of coins. Many other coins bear one or other of
the mint-marks C or CC. Some authors have also noted
the mark CL, but the present writer has failed to verify
it. Stukeley, Pl. xxix. 2, publishes a coin on which he
reads the exergual mark as CLA, but this also it has not
proved possible to verify. Some authors have attributed
these marks to Clausentum, Bitterne, near Southampton,
but modern opinion favours the claim of Camulodunum,
Colchester, and is probably correct in so doing.®

As we have already seen, the greater part of the silver
coinage of Carausius bears the exergual mark R 8 R, which
is also found on some twenty-four varieties of his bronze.
These bronze pieces resemble in workmanship, and are
generally of similar type and size to the silver coins
bearing the same mint-mark, and it might be supposed
that they were struck from the silver dies, but for the
fact that in most cases they bear a radiate bust. They
are decidedly scarce, only one specimen of each variety
having been noted.

Controversy has raged round the interpretation of the

3 Cf. Num. Chron., 1906, p. 184.
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letters R.S.R, and the mint to which they should be
attributed.

As the exergual mark used in the mints of Carausius
almost always includes the letter or letters indicating the
Place of issue, we are at first sight inclined to attach a
similar meaning to the letters in question. Slight
varieties of the middle letter occur, and it would,
therefore, appear that the name of the place of mintage,
if indicated at all, commences with the letter R.

The possibility that Rotomagus, Rouen, is indicated is
excluded by the fact that all the coins, except perhaps
he two denarii referred to on p. 31 above, are of
ritish fabric, and it therefore becomes necessary, in
ursuing the above assumption, to inquire what British
wn was in name, situation, and importance a likely seat
for the mint. Most numismatists from Stukeley onwards
halve selected Rutupiae, Richborough, on the Kentish
t, near Sandwich. The Itinerary of Antoninus
mefntions this port as being 450 stadia, about 53 miles,
frofp Gesoriacum, Boulogne, which statement is very
accujrate, and Ammianus Marcellinus® speaks of a

allic and the Batavian trade, and the town was
t and populous in Roman times, and so re-
mained) till its destruction by the Danes in 1010. The
remains) of the Roman building known as Richborough
Castle alnd traces of an arena still bear testimony to its
bygone ‘importance, and large numbers of Roman coins

| ¢ Bk. XX. chap. i.

—
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have been found there; Roach Smith records no less
than 1279, of which 91 were of Carausius and 43 of
Allectus. Rutupiae, therefore, seems to fulfil the con-
ditions laid down.

The only possible competitor for the honour seems to
be Regnum, Chichester, which, though an ancient Roman
gsettlement, does not appear to have been a place of /
much importance till Saxon times, and has produced no
relics on which a claim to supplant Rutupiae could be
based.

But the acceptance of Rutupiae as the place of
mintage does not by any means clear up the whole/
difficulty, for it leaves the second R and the letter d
still unexplained. Dr. Stukeley reads, “ Rutupii Signatoy
Rogatorum. Signator is the cutter of the die. Roga
donativum honorarium. Rogator is the same word
Erogator: the distributor of the Emperor’s bounty apd
presents to the officers and soldiery.”

Akerman shirks the difficulty of the second R, and
interprets the mark “ Rutupiae signata.” Other modjern
writers have suggested “ Rutupise Statio,” or “ Steltiva
Romana,” but no convincing suggestion has been| put
forward.

Seeing that we have to deal with an altogethey ex-
ceptional issue, the first output of silver for sefenty
years, we are perhaps justified in considering whetler its
exergual letters may not also be exceptional, an@d have
reference to something other than the matters gel'nerally
indicated by mint-marks. The required initiall letters
appear in an inscription quoted by Orelli, “ Reitionalis
Sacrarum Remunerationum,” but it is difficult’ to base
any satisfactory interpretation thereon. There was,
however, during the Imperial era, in each Roman
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province an official of high standing, “qui res fisci
curabat publicos reditus colligebat et erogabat ;” in fact,
a provincial chancellor of the exchequer, with a control
over receipts and payments which was independent of
the governor. He was at first called Curator, or Pro-
curator Caesaris, but from the time of the fiscal reform
under Severus until the middle of the fourth century,
he was entitled Rationalis Summarum Rationum.” It is
possible that this special issue was made by the officer
who held this title, not of course independently of, but
under the authority of Carausius, and that the letters are
the initials of that title, especially as Boethius tells us
that Hirtius, a Procurator Caesaris, was slain at York.
This theory is not inconsistent with the fact that none of
these coins bear anything which can be identified as an
office mark, and it is consistent with the attribution of
them to London made by Count de Salis. That distin-
guished numismatist devoted great attemtion to the
identification of the mints of the third and fourth
centuries, especially by means of the peculiarities of style
and fabric which distinguished them, and it is only
necessary to examine the coins of this period in the
National Collection, which were arranged by him, to be
convinced of the accuracy of his knowledge and the
hesitation with which dissent from his conclusions must
be expressed.

The mark RSR is not found on any coins except those
of Carausius, and perhaps no other Emperor for many
years had been so original and individual in his treat-
ment of the coinage, and therefore so likely to diverge
from the usual practices. As mentioned above, this mark

? Bouché Lecleroq, Manual des Institutions Romaines, p. 353.
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