IL
THE COINAGES OF AUGUSTUS.

[SEE Prates II, IIL]

REecARDED as a whole the coinage, or rather coinages,
of Augustus present & singularly complex study. That
this is so is not surprising, since the half-century over
which these coinages extend is one of the most com-
plex periods of Roman history—an age of transition,
of experiments and inconsistencies, while the great
republic transformed itself into the still greater empire.
All these historical features are strongly reflected in
the coins.

The steps by which the imperial coinage grew out
of the military issues of the later republic have been
traced by Mr. Mattingly with great clearness and
accuracy in an article on the “ Origins of the Imperial
Coinage ”.! This process was not complete until about
14 B.o.; meanwhile, the currency was largely of a
transitional character, and abounds in numerous
experiments, Mr. Mattingly's preliminary investiga-
tions form a valuable groundwork, upon which I shall
endeavour to base the following study of some of the
more important phases of the Augustan coinage prior
to the establishment of the imperial mint.

At the outset it will be well to summarize the main
outlines and divisions of the subject as follows :

L Num. Chron,, 1919,

AUMIAM. CHROX., YOL. XX, BERIES LV, C
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A. 44-39 B.c. Rome. Senatorial mint under quatuorviri
. Mmonetales issued A’ and AR with portraits of Oectavian,
J Caesar, M. Antonius, and Lepidus.

B. 42-89 B.c. Goul. Military issues of Octavian, with
portraits of J. Caesar, M. Antonius, and Lepidus.
Moneyers: L. Cornelius Balbus, Q. Salvius Rufus.

C. c. 40-29 rc. Gaul. Autonomous mints of Lugdunum
and Vienna for bronze.

D. 40-29 B.0. Gaul. Provincial mints for &7 and R
[Contemporary with A-D are the issues of M. Antonius
mn Asia Minor and the East (44-31 B.c.); of Brutus

| and Cassius (43-42 B.0.); of Q. Labienus (40-89 B.c.).]

E. ¢ 382-26 B.c. Cyrenaica. Military issue of Pinarius
Searpus. .

F. 28-19 B.c. Asia Minor. Provincial mints for & and
AR at Ephesus, Pergamum, and probably at Nicomedia
and Nicaea (Bithynia), &ec.

3. 24-22 B.c. Spain. Provincial mint at Emerita under
P, Carisius,

H. 21-156 8.0, The *imperatorial ” mint for A’ and A,

I. 20-16B.c. Spain (and possibly Gaul) Provineial
issues of A7 and Al.

J. 28-21 B.c¢. Rome. Senatorial mint for bronze.

19-16 B.c. Asia (and neighbouring provinces). A
and A.

19-156 B.c. Asia. Autonomous mint for bronze under
the Commune Asiae,

. 19-18 B.c. Rome. BSenatorial mint for &’ and &R under
the fifteen moneyers.

K.
L.
M
N. 15 B.c. Rome. Senatorial mint for bronze. Moneyers:
Sanquinius and Stolo.

O

P

q*

. 14 B.c. Establishment of the imperial mint for A’ and
A at Lugdunum. This continues till a.p. 37.

. 12-7 B.c. ERome. Senatorial mint for bronze.

10-3 B.c. Lugdunum. Provincial mint for bronze under
the Conecilium Galliarum.

R. 2 B.c.—a.D. 22. The provinecial mint of Lugdunum re-
constituted and probably affiliated to the imperial mint.
S

. A.D, 11 {(onwards), Senatorial mint of Rome for bronze
(without moneyers’ names).
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This chronological arrangement will be found con-
venient for reference in the course of this article,
although somewhat simpler classifications might be
suggested. Thus, it will be seen that under Augustus
seven different species of mints were in existence:

(1) Senatorial mint of Rome (A,J, M, N, P, S).

(2) Military mints (B, E).

(3) Mints in senatorial provinces (F, K).

(4) Mints in imperial provinces (D, G, I).

(5) Autonomous mints (C, L, Q, R).

(6) The “ imperatorial ” mint (H).

(7) The imperial mint (O).

It is not my purpose in this article to deal exhaus-
‘tively with all the different series enumerated above,
many of which have already received considerable
attention from other writers. I shall, therefore, con-
fine myself mainly to a consideration of the Asiatic
geries (F, K, and L) and the coins of the *“ imperatorial”’
mint (H). As to the other groups, it will be sufficient
to refer to existing works, merely adding such brief
comments as occasion demands.

A. The senatorial coins struck by the quatuorviri
monetales (43-39 B.c.) are fully described and com-
mented on by Mr. Grueber? In his dating of the
moneyers he follows de Salis, but it is questionable
whether his arrangement is entirely satisfactory.
However, as this does not seriously affect the main
subject of this article, I prefer to leave the details
for future consideration. |

Although the distinction accorded by the Senate to
Caesar of placing his portrait on the coins was an

* Coins of the Roman Republic, vol. i., pp. 554-594.
_ c 2
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innovation, which was readily seized upon by the
Triumvirs, it does not appear to have created a prece-
dent, and several moneyers fell back upon the older
republican custom of adopting mythological or com-
memorative types.

The coins of the period fall into three classes
according to moneyers:

(@) L. Mussidius Longus, L. Livineius Regulus,
P. Clodius, and C. Vibius Varus. These issued two
series, one with portraits of Oectavian, Antony, and
Lepidus; the other with heads of Ceres, Juno, Sol,
Concordia, &c. Grueber and de Salis assign Mussidius
and Livineius to 39 ».c., and Clodius and Varus to
88 m.c., but the closely related style of their coins
points to these moneyers having formed a quatuor-
virate, and Babelon's date, 43—42 B.C., seems on the
whole more reasonable.

(b) C. Clodius, L. Flaminius Chilo (43), L. Servius
Rufus, P. Marcellinus (42), M. Arrius Secundus,
P. Accoleius Lariscolus (41), C. Numonius Vaala,
Petillius Capitolinus (40). On the coins of these
moneyers no reference is made to any of the Trium-
virs, and the types are purely republican in character..
The dates in brackets are those of de Salis, but it
seems more probable that we have here two quatuor-
viral colleges of 42-40 B.c.

(¢) The moneyers Q. Voconius Vitulus and Ti. Sem-
pronius Gracchus issued coins with the portrait of
Octavian, but omit those of Antony and Lepidus. This
was in consequence of the redistribution of the pro-
vinces in 41 B.c., when Antony went to the East and
Lepidus to Africa. Thus, the date 40-39 B c. appears
more probable than 387 B.c, as suggested by de Salis.
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After 39 B.c. the senatorial mint closes until 28 s.c.

B. Military issues of Octavian, 41-39 B.c.®

Mr. Mattingly has dealt fully with the question of
the military coinages under the republic, and with his
conclusions I am in complete agreement.

On a matter of detail, however, I wish to draw
attention to the small group of military coins with
o, struck by Octavian as Triumvir.

The coins are as follows:—

(1) Oby.—C+CAESAR+III+VIR:R+P+«C+ Bare head r.
with slight beard.

Rev,—S+C (in ex.) Octavian on horseback r.
Denarius (Coh. 243) [P1. I1. 1].

(2) Obv.—C+CAESAR+IMP+ Similar head.
Rep.—SeC (in ex.). Same type, but horse L
Denarius (Coh, 246).
(3) Obv.—CAESAR-IIeVIR:R-P+Cs Similar head.
Rev.—Prow between S-C (in ex.). Same type as
- preceding.
Aureus (Coh. 245).
(4) Obu.—CAESAR:«IIIsVIR-R+P+C> Helmeted head of
Mars r.
Rev.—S+C (in field). Aquila between two signa.
Denarius (Coh. 248) [PL. II. 2].

In the article referred to Mr. Mattingly gives
numerous instances of S+C or EX+SC on coins
issued in the provinces by imperatores or their legati,
all before about 80 B.c. From which he infers that the
right of coinage did mot belong to the imperator as
a direct consequence of his imperium, but was merely
permitted by the Senate as the supreme controller of
the coinage. The disappearance of S+C. from the

® Full descriptions of the coins assigned to Gaul at this period
are given by Mr. Grueber, op. cit., vol. ii, p. 300f. See also my
article on the Mint of Lugdunum, Num. Chron., 1917, pp. 56-58,
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coins of Q. Metellus Scipio, P. Licinius, M. Eppius
(47—46 B.c.), M. Cato, Cn. and Sex. Pompeius (46-44 B.C.)
probably implies, therefore, that the Senate’s right
of control was disputed and finally removed. This
argument is both reasonable and convincing. At
first sight, however, it appears to be contradicted by
the occurrence of S+C on these military coins struck
by Octavian between 41 and 39 s.c.

How are we to explain the reappearance of $+C on
provincial coins, and what is the relation of this parti-
cular group to the other military issues of the period ?

Mr. Grueber attempts to override the difficulty by
maintaining that the S+C does not imply that these
coins were issued in compliance with a special man-
date of the Senate, but relates to the order given for
the erection of the equestrian statue shown on the
coins.*

It is impossible, however, to accept this explanation.
In the first place, it does not hold good of No. 4 (with
the aquila and signa), which clearly belongs to the
series. Secondly, S*C by itself, placed in the field or
exergue of a coin, never refers to the type, but in-
variably indicates that the coin was issued by order
or permission of the Senate.

The most probable explanation seems to be that this
small group of coins belongs, not to Gaul, as Grueber
and de Salis maintain, but to Northern Italy.

This being so, the appearance of S«Ce on the coins
presents no difficulty, nor does it conflict with
Mr. Mattingly's conclusions, In the case of the
military coinages of Eppius, Pompey, &c., it is easy

Y Op. cit., vol. ii, p, 400.
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to see that the sematorial right of control was not
insisted on, and was in all probability withdrawn,
since the coins were issued in provinces more or less
remote from the Senate’s influence, Italy, on the
other hand, was directly under the government of the
Senate. Consequently, if Octavian found it necessary
to issue coins for the payment of his troops while he
was in Ifaly, it is only natural that he should have
obtained a special permission from the Senate for this
purpose, or at any rate that he should have acknow-
ledged the senatorial suzerainty on his coins.

C. Autonomous bronze coinage of Lugdunum and
Vienna, c. 40-29 B.c. Having already dealt at some
length with this division of the subject in an article
on the Mint of Lugdunum, I need not repeat the
conclusions there stated.’

D. Gallic mints for gold and silver, 40-29 B.c. In
connexion with this group, the only point to which
I wish to call attention is concerning the mintage of
the following:

(1) Obv.—IMP - CAESAR<DIVI+F+lll+VIR«ITER.
R+P+C: Bare head r. with slight beard.

Rey.—COS+ITER-ET-TER-DESIG- Tetrastyle
temple inseribed DIVO-IVL.
Aureus (Coh. 89). Denarius (Coh. 90).
[PL II 8.)

(2) Same oby., and rev. legends, but on rev. Simpulum,
aspergillum, capis and lituus with three coils.
Denarius (Coh. 91). [PL 1L 4.)

The consular date fixes the issue of these coins in
82 B.c. Grueber, following de Salis, assigns No. 1 to
Africa, and No. 2, which by its type and legend is

& Num. Chron., 1917, pp. 58-63.
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connected with three other denarii (Coh, 128, 88, 111),
to Gaul. However, considering that a rather un-
common form of legend occurs on these two coins, it
seems unlikely that they belong to different mints,
still less to different provinces. The style of portrait
is unusual, and although the bolder portrait of No. 1
differs somewhat from the flat style of No. 2, the
discrepancy does not necessarily imply a difference of
mintage. If, therefore, we are to decide to which of
these two provinces the coins belong, there seems little
question that Gaul is the more probable. Moreover,
on historical grounds it is difficult to suggest any
district of Africa where, in the year 32 B.c., Octavian
could have exercised control over a mint.

B. Military coinage in Cyrenaica.

The small series of coins issued by L. Pinarius
Scarpus in Cyrenaica (circa 30-26 B.c.) comprises
denarii with obv. head of Jupiter Ammon AVGVR
PONTIF, or open right hand, IMP . CAESARI-
SCARPVS .« AVG, SCARPVS +IMP, and rev. Victory
standing on globe—IMP « CAESAR «DIVI « F,DIVI+F.
AVG « PONT, CAESARI«DIVI«F (B.M.C, vol. ii
p. 584, Nos. 4, 5, 6), also a quinarius (ib. Nos, 7, 8).

The coins themselves are rough in fabric, entirely
devoid of artistic merit, and, to the collector, possess
little attractiveness beyond their rarity. As regards
our present study, however, their interest lies in the
fact that they are the last examples of purely military
coins.

Scarpus had been placed by Antony in charge of
Cyrene, where he had issued coins in the name of his
chief. But on the collapse of Antony's fortunes after
Actinm, Scarpus handed over his four legions to
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C. Cornelius Gallus, the governor of Africa, with a
view to gaining the favour of Augustus. Apparently
his time-serving policy proved successful. At any
rate, he continmed to hold his governorship of
Cyrenaica, and issued colhs in the name of Augustus.®

We pass on now to a consideration of the various
coinages of the reign of Augustus, and some of the
problems connected with them.

The monetary policy of Augustus, as generally
stated, was to make over to the Senate the right of
issuing coins of the baser metals, while he retained
for himself the control of the gold and silver. That
this was the arrangement ultimately arrived at is'
unquestionable, but, as I shall attempt to show, it was
only reached after a series of interesting experiments,
and no specific date can be applied to the reform, or
rather readjustment, which became the basis of the
imperial system,

In his Res gestae Augustus states, “ In my sixth and
seventh consulships, after I had extinguished the civil
wars, having by universal consent become lord of all,
I transferred the Republic from my power into the
- hands of the Senate and Roman people ™.’

We have it on record that on January 18, 27 B. c.,
Augustus resigned in the Senate his office of Trinmvir
and his proconsular imperium, and surrendered all
his extraordinary powers. The above statement of
Augustus himself, however, makes it clear that the
surrender was made on two successive occasions.

¢ See Grueber, op. eit., vol, ii, p. 584 ; Laffranchi, “ Emissioni
militari in Cirenaica,"” Riv. ital., 1918, pp.169-171; cf.also Cass. Dio,
1i. 5. 9; Plutarch, Antonius, 69.

T Mon. Ancyr., Tab. vi, 13.
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That is to say, Augustus either made a partial
surrender of his powers in 28 B.c., or, as seems more
probable, his act of 27 B.c. was a formal ratifica-
tion of the actual surrender made in the preceding
year.® There can be little doubt, moreover, that it is
this act of surrender to which direct reference is
made in the remarkable legend LIBERTATIS Populi
Romani VINDEX that occurs in conjunction - with
COS+VI on the Asiatic cistophorus described later.

It is impossible to state explicitly the nature of all
the powers surrendered on this occasion, but it seems
not only plausible, but extremely probable, that amongst
other things included in the Triumviral office was
the right to issue coins. That Augustus had no
intention of permanently relinquishing the right, and,
as a matter of fact, resumed it several years later, when
occasion demanded, would have formed no deterrent
to his making the formal surrender, nor is it the least
surprising in view of the principles on which much of
his policy was based.

However, the assumption that Augustus made a
formal surrender of the right of coinage in %8 B.c.
goes some way towards explaining several remarkable
features in the numismatic history of the period which
follows.

(1) It 18 evident that the Senate controlled the
Roman mint in respect of gold and silver as well as
bronze down- to about the year 13 B.c.; and, although

® It is not easy to estimate exactly the constitutional position
of Augustus in 27 B.c. It seems clear that his surrender of
extraordinary powers was a technical act of statesmanship rather
than a sacrifice of actual power; and that, so far as his adminis-
trative position was concerned, he was in no sense the loser (see
J. B. Bury, Hist. of Roman Empire, p. 28 £, full note with refs.).
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it 1ssued no coins of the precious metals after this date,
the retention of the formula A+A+«A«F+F on small coins
struck as late as 7 B.c. seems to imply that the right
to control all the metals still existed, at all events in
theory.

(2) For the five or six years following 28 B.c.
Augustus appears to have issued no coins of any sort
on his own authority.

(3) The imperatorial or private mint of Augustus
(circa 21-15 B.C.) was confined in its operation to the
provinces; and at no time during his reign did
Augustus strike coins in Rome, thereby preserving
some show of holding to his compact with the Senate.

(4) The imperial mint, by means of which the gold
and silver coinage was placed under the special control
of the emperor, was fixed at Lugdunum (circa 14 B.c.).

F. The coinage of Asia, 28-19 B.c.

The first of the great post-Actian coinages to be
noticed is the series assigned to Asia Minor and the
neighbouring districts between 28 and 15 B.c. In the
foregoing chronological classification I have divided
the Asiatic series into three main groups, viz. (F) Asia
Minor, gold and silver coinage, 28-19 B.c., (K) Asia
and possibly Macedonia, 19-15 B.¢., and (L) the bronze
coinage of the Commune Asiae, 19-15 B.c. While
preserving these divisions, it will be convenient to
consider them in connexion with one another.

In more ways than one the Asiatic coinage may be
regarded as an entirely new departure. In the first
place, the style of the coins is essentially Greek, and
in this respect contrasts strongly with that of the coins
struck by the senatorial moneyers in Rome, or of the
military issues of Octavian in Gaul and Italy.
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Secondly, it seems pretty clear that the coinage was
issued under new conditions. Prior to 31 B.c.
M. Antonius had struck large numbers of coins in
- Asia, Ephesus being his principal mint; although
there 1s no doubt that his coinage extended through-
out the eastern part of Asia Minor and Syria.
Antony’s Asiatic coins belong almost entirely to the
military class, and bear the names of M. Barbatius,
M. Cocceius Nerva, and L. Gellius. Military coins
had also been issued in the names of the conspirators,
Cassius and Brutus, by P. Lentulus Spinther, M. Ser-
vellius, and Costa.

The Asiatic coinage of Augustus is in no sense
military, nor do the coins hear the names of moneyers
or imperatorial pfficials. It is, as a matter of fact,
a very extensive coinage struck in a senatorial pro-
vince, and intended for wide circulation, at a time
when the senatorial mint of Rome was inoperative.

Recent research on the subject includes Laffranchi’s
La monetazione di Augusto, Grueber's Coins of the
Roman Eepublic, vol. i1, and Gabrici’s La numismatica
di Augusto.!® Of these the most important is the work
of Laffranchi, in which he attempts definitely to fix
the places of mintage and the coins, or groups of coins,
that should be assigned to each. Thus he assigns
coins to Nicomedia and Nicaea (Bithynia) (29-27 B.c.),
to Ephesus (28 and 20-17 B.C.), to Apamea (Phrygia)
(c. 17 B.C.), and to Liycia (27 and 18-17 B.0.).

As to the coins that should be included in the
Asiatic series generally, my own researches, conducted

T iy,

* Riv. ital., 1916, pp. 209-222.
10 Studi e materiali, vol. ii, pp. 148-171.
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quite independently, have led to a result almost iden-
tical with Laffranchi’s. But on the questions of date
and particularization of the mints I find that I cannot
entirely accept his conclusions,

The differences of style observable in the coins of .
Asia clearly point to the operation of several mints,

The mint of Ephesus may be taken for granted, and
so, I think, may that of Pergamum, although Laffranchi
does not allow it. That coins were struck at Nicomedia
and Nicaea in Bithynia is.more than probable, and
that some may have been struck in Phrygia and Lyecia
1s concelvable.

But before stating such conclusions as I have arrived
at on the subject, a brief examination of Laffranchi’s
method may not be out of place.

As is well known, the local bronze coins of Asia for
the most part bear the .names of their places of
mintage. This Laffranchi takes as his basis, and when
a gold or silver coin shows any stylistic resemblance
to the bronze he determines its place of mintage
accordingly. Although this method justifies a proba-
bility as to mintage it is by no means conclusive.
The gold and silver currency of Asia was not only
abundant, but was widely circulated. It is quite con-
ceivable, therefore, that a coin struck, let us say, at
Ephesus circulated through a neighbouring province
such as Bithynia, where it was copied more or less
faithfully by the issuers of the local bronze. I merely
suggest this as an hypothesis, but I cannot help think-
ing that something of the kind actually happened, and,
moreover, a critical examination of the style of the
Asiatic coins forcibly suggests that there was some
overlapping of the mints. It is when Laffranchi
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applies his principle to particular examples that one
feels less convinced of its soundness.

The coins comprised in the Asiatic series may be
grouped as follows:

Class 1. 28-26 B.cC.
Cistophorus.
Obv.—IMP-CAESARDIVI+F-COS:VI- LIBERTA
- TIS-PR-VINDEX. Laur. head r.

Rev.—PAX, Peace standing. Cista mystica. Sur-
rounded by wreath {Gnh 218),"B. M. C. 248.
[PL IL 6.

Denaris. |
Obv.—CAESAR-COS-VI. Bare head r. or 1. (lituus).
Rev.—AEGVPTO CAPTA. Crocodile (Coh. 2, 8),

[PL II. @.]
Obv.—CAESARDIVIsF+COS+V|, Bare head (capri-
corn).
Rev.—8imilar (Coh. 4).
Quinarius.

Obv.—CAESAR-IMP-VII.
Rev.—ASIARECEPTA. Victory on Cista (Coh. 14).
Aurei.
Oby.—CAESAR-DIVI-F-COS+VIl- Bare head
(eapricorn).
Rev.— AEGVPT-CAPTA. Crocodile (Coh. 1).

ﬂhﬂ.—CAESSAR «COS - VIi - CIVIBVS - SERVA
TEIS. -

Rev.—AVGVSTVS. Eagle on wreath. In field
S-C» (Coh. 80). [PL IL 10.]

Although the cistophorus (Coh. 218) is naturally
placed first in the Asiatic series of Augustus, its style

I The term ‘‘ medallion ™, sometimes applied to these coins, is
inappropriate since it is evident that they formed part of the
regular currency with an exchange wvaloe of 8 denarii. They
appear, moreover, to have been issued in considerable quantities
and generally show signs of wear. On their relation to the older
cistophori see Grueber, Rom. Rep., vol. ii, p. 502, and Hill, Hist.
Rom. Coins, p. 143.
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connects it far more closely with the cisfophori of
Antony; so that it should more properly be regarded
as a transitional coin between the issues of Antony
and the newer Asiatic coinage of Augustus. Note, for
example, the long and rather crowded obverse legend,
and the crudely executed figure of Pax [Pl. IL 5]
In contrast to this, the Asiatic coins after 23 B.C. are
characterized by the absence of obverse legends or by
legends of the simplest description, and the reverse
types are executed in a thoroughly artistic manner.
A further link between this cistophorus and the earlier
coinage is the cista mystica, a time-honoured type
which henceforth disappears from the cisfophori of
Augustus,

The other coins of this group are far from uniform
in style. The denarius (Coh. 2) is most closely related
to the cistophorus (Coh. 218). The style of Coh. 4 is
quite distinct, and corresponds to that of some of the
denarii of Class 7 (a) and the bronze with C-A. The
portrait on the aureus (Coh. 30) approximates to
the style of the later undated coins, and is probably
the latest of this group.

After 26 B.c. it seems clear that there is a distinct
break in the coinage, Ahchanga in the style of the
coins i8 observable, and the next dated group belongs
to 20 B.¢c. It is probable, however, that a considerable
proportion of the undated coins was issued before this
year—possibly as early as 23 B.c. Nevertheless, there
is an interval of two or three years before the newer
coinage begins.

It seems probable that the coins included in Class 1
should be regarded as an issue made in a senatorial
province independently of Augustus. The question
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naturally arises whether the Asiatic coins struck after
28 B.C. (Classes 2-7) were issued under similar condi-
tions, or whether they were controlled by the emperor.
Gabrici suggests the latter, and connects them with
the visit of Augustus to Achaia and Asia in the years
22 and 20 B.c. It is quite conceivable that the
presence of the emperor in a province may have had
the effect of increasing the activity of the local mints,
but since Augustus possessed a private mint, described
as the “imperatorial” mint, which he seems to have
moved from place to place as occasion demanded, it is
quite open to question whether his presence had any
real effect on local or provincial mints.

The Asiatic coins, however, are very distinctive in
their style, and cannot be linked up with the equally
distinctive coins of the “imperatorial ” mint. It is, of
course, possible that the “imperatorial” mint may have
worked in Asia about 20 B.c., but I am strongly of the
opinion that the seven classes of coins here assigned
to Asia form a great provincial coinage entirely
uncontrolled by Augustus.

Class 2. Undated cistophori.
Obv.—IMP-CAESAR (below). Bare head r. ; linear

circle.

Rev.—AVGVSTVS (above) Alt:ar of Diana
(Coh. 83). [Pl IL 7.]

Rev.—AVGVSTVS (below). Capricorn (Coh. 186).

Class 3. Dated cistophori. 19 B.C.

0b0.—IMPIX<TR+PO+V (below). Bare head r.:
linear circle,

Rep.—COM-ASIAE. Hexastyle temple, the archi-

_trave inscribed ROM +ET « AVGVST
(Coh. 86). [PL. IL 8.]
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Rev.—MART-VLTO. Circular temple (Coh. 202).

Rev.—Triumphal EI?"E]SII: iasu&ihed IMP+IXTR:PO-V
' in ﬂentm{ SIGNIS (Coh. 298). [P1.II. 9.]
RECEPTIS :

In addition to the above, Grueber and Gabrici
include in the Asiatic series the following cistophori :—

Oby,—IMP-CAESAR (downwards). Bare head r.,
sometimes with lituus ; dotted circle.

Rev. - AVGVSTVS, Sphinx (Coh. 81). Six ears of
corn (Coh. 382). Capricorn (Coh. 16).

However, the outspread style of portrait on these
coins and the peculiarly flat style always found in
conjunction with the Sphinx type (Coh. 81) denote
almost certainly that the coins do not belong to the
province of Asia, but may have been struck in Syria,
as Laffranchi maintains.

The two styles of portrait found on aurei and denarii
correspond with that which accompanies the Altar of
Diana type (Coh. 33) and that which is characteristic
of the dated group. The former seems naturally con-
nected with Ephesus, and the latter, especially when
associated with the COM-ASIAE type, to Pergamum.
These two styles may therefore be considered as the
criteria for assigning the coins of the two following
classes to Asia.

C.Eugs 4, Undaled qurei and denarii.

(a) Obv.—Bare head of Augustus. Rev. CAESAR.
DIVi<F, Reverse types as follows :

A. Peace standing with olive and cornucopiae
(Coh, 89).
Mercury seated with lyre (Coh. 61).
Venus standing by column (Coh. 62, 63).
[Pl IL 14.]
Viectory on globe (Coh. 64,65, 66).

NUMISM. CHRON., VOL. XX, SERIES 1V. D
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Al. Vietory driving biga (Coh, 67, 68).
uadriga surmounted with small quadriga

(Coh. 76, 77).
Augustus on horseback (Coh. 78). [PL II.1l.]

" (d) R, Obv.—Bust of Victory. Rev. Neptune (same legend)
(Coh. 60).

Obv.—Head of Venus. Rey. Augustus standing
(Coh. 72).

Otv.—Head of Venus. Rev. Augustus running I
(Coh. 70, 71). [Pl II. 15.]

Obv.—Victory standing on prow. Rev. Augustus
in slow quadriga (Coh. 76).

Class 5.
(a) Oby.—Bare head of Augustus. Rev. IMP-CAESAR.
Reverse types as follows:

Al, YVictory facing, on globe (Coh. 113).
Naval trophy (Coh. 118).
AR. " » (Coh. 119, 120).
Temple adorned with Victory, &c.(Coh. 122).
Term surmounted with head of Augustus
(Coh. 114). [PL II.12.]
Triumphal arch with quadriga (Coh. 123).
Obv.—Laur. head. Rev. Neptune on column (Coh.
124),
Obv.—Laur. head (as a term); fulmen. Rev. Augus-
tus seated and holding Vietory (Coh. 116),

{b) A, Obv. Bust of Diana. Rev. Temple inseribed
IMP.CAESAR (Coh. 121), [PL IIL 17.]

A. Oby. Laur. head of Apollo. Rev. IMP-CAESAR
Priest driving yoke of oxen (Coh. 117).

Obv. Helmeted head of Mars. IMP.  Rew.
CAESAR on circular shield (Coh. 44).
[PL IIL 18.]

Obv. Victory standing on prow. Rev. IMP.
- CAESAR. Augustus in quadriga (Coh. 115),

IMP
(c) M. Obv. Bare head of Augustus. Rev. CAE:SAR

DIVI-F
Buckler (Coh. 126, 127).

¥
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Mr. Grueber'* assigns all the coins of Class 4, with
the exception of the denarius with Rev. Peace (Coh. 69),
"to Rome 36-29 B.c. It is impossible, however, to
accept this view as regards either the mintage or date
of the coins. The style of portrait closely corresponds
with that on the two cistophori (Ol 2, Coh. 83, and
Cl. 8, Coh. 86) noticed above (see PL II. 7, 8), and it is
curious that when Mr. Grueber assigned the IMP-
CAESAR coins of Class 5 to Asia it should have
escaped his notice that in style, fabrie, and general
appearance they are identical with those of Class 4.
The features of Augustus are regular and youthful, and
the hair hangs loosely in slightly curling locks. The
side muscles of the neck and the *“ Adam’s apple” are
carefully delineated. This style of portrait does not
in the least resemble that found on any coins issued
by the senatorial mint of Rome, which almost certainly
ceased working after about 39 B.c.

It may be mentioned that the diameter of the linear
or.dotted circle on the Asatic denarii measures 0-7 in.
consistently, whereas the circle on the later coins of
the Roman mint is 0.62 in. This is, of course, only
a minor point, but it appears from such observations
as I have made that in all the important mints
a standard size was adopted for the coin dies.

Laffranchi assigns all the coins here included in
Classes 4 and 5 to the Bithynian mints of Nicomedia
and Nicaea, 20-27 B.o. If, however, we are right in
assigning the cistophori (Coh. 33 and 86) to Ephesus
and Pergamum respectively, it follows that most of
the undated aurei and denarii belong to these mints.

1* Coins of Rom. Rep,, vol. ii, p. 8 {. and p. 585.
D2
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The treatment of the portrait is in many cases not
merely similar but identical. (See Pl II; cf. No. 12
with 7, and Nos. 11, 14 with 8.)

As to date, Mr. Grueber considers that the legend
CAESAR-DIVIF belongs exclusively to 36-29 B.c., and
IMP.CAESAR to 29-27 B.c. However, a careful com-
parison of the coins disproves this conclusion.

These legends, either separately or together, appear
to have been the titular style commonly adopted on
the Asiatic coins 28-19B.c. On the earliest cistophorus
(CL 1, Coh. 218), and also on the denarii (Cl. 5, c¢), the
twoare combined as IMP.CAESAR:DIVI+F; on the dated
coins of 20-19 B.c. (Cl. 6) CAESAR«DIVIF occurs in
conjunction with AVGVSTVS and the imperial date.

There seems no logical reason, either from the nature
of the titles or from the style of the coins, why the
legends CAESAR+DIVIF and IMP+CAESAR should
not have been used simultaneously, since they clearly
complement each other.

If the denarii Coh. 61 (CAESARDIVI.F) and Coh.
116 (IMP+-CAESAR) are compared with the dated cisto-
phorus of 19 B.c. (see PL IIL 9, 11, 14) the resemblance
in the style of portraiture is so marked that there can-
be no question that these demarii were issued about
the same time as the cisfophorus. Evidently, there-
fore, the issue of these undated coins of Classes 4
and 5 extends as late as 19 B.c.

It is somewhat more difficult to determine at what
date their issue begins. Since their gemneral style
certainly places them after the transitional coins of
Class 1, it is impossible to assign them to so early a
date as 29 B.0.—as Laffranchi suggests. The portraits
on many of the coins correspond with that on the
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Ephesian cistophorus (Coh. 33), which Laffranchi
asgigns to 17B.c. But, again, it is difficult to conceive
that coins supposed to be separated by a period of
twelve years should correspond so closely in style;
and, further, it is very doubtful] whether the legends
CAESAR:DIVIF and IMP-CAESAR, apart from the
title AVGVSTVS, occur after 19 B.c.

I am inclined to think that the most probable date
for the coins of Classes 4 (a) and 5 (a), and also for the
undated cistophori of Class 2, is from about 23 to 20 B.¢.,
since the reverse types are clearly post-Actian, and
at the same time contain no allusions to the recovery
of the standards.

The aureus and denarii with the heads of Victory,
Venus, Diana, Apollo, and Mars, instead of the imperial
portrait, described above under Class 4 (b) (CAESAR-
DIVI+F) and Class 5 (b) (IMP-CAESAR), seem to possess
some special significance, and might quite reasonably
be regarded as a separate group. They exhibit a
general similarity of style and fabric, from which it
might be concluded that they belong to the same
mint and were all struck about the same time.

The reverse types, with one exception, contain direct
references to Aungustus or his victories, the exception
being the type of the colonist, or priest, ploughing
with a yoke of oxen [AR, Coh. 117]. The unmistak-
-ably post-Actian character of the types assigns the
coins to some date after 30 B.c.; on the other hand,
the absence of allusions to the recovery of the standards
shows that the issue cannot be later than 20 B,0. Most
probably they are contemporary with the undated
issues of Class 4 (a) and Class 5 (a), though of different
mintage from the portrait coins.
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As to mintage. The aureus with bust of Diana
might naturally suggest a connexion with Ephesus, were
it not for the fact that rather curiously the identical
type occurs on a bronze coin of Augustus struck at
Amphipolis.’® [PL III. 18.] We have, therefore, a pre-
sumption, although not a certainty, for assigning this
aureus, and possibly also the demarii of this group, to
Macedonia. Moreover, in the type of the colonist
ploughing, which stands apart from the rest of the
reverse types, we can discover a certain appropriateness
to the province of Macedonia, since in the region of
Amphipolis Augustus - established several Roman
colonies, notably Philippi, Pella, and Dium.

Class 6. Dated aurei and denarii 20-19 B.c.

This group of coins, assigned by Laffranchi to
Ephesus, refers to the political settlement in Armenia
and the recovery of the standards from Parthia.

AR. 20B.c.
Obv.—AVGVSTVS. Bare head r. (or without
legend).
Rev.—CAESAR«DIV[1]«FsARMEN:CAPT-IMP-

Vills Armenian in pileus, standing (Cob.
66, 59).

19 B.c. Similar but with IMP«VIllls (Coh. 57).

Rev.—~ARMENIA-RECEPTA. Tiara, quiver and
bow (Coh. 13).

Rev.—ARMENIA-CAPTA (Coh. 11, 12).
N. Ren.—ARMENIA:CAPTA. Victory (Coh. 8, 9).

Rer.—ARMENIA « CAPTA (or without legend).
Sphinx (Coh. 10, 838, 334).

e

* I am indebted to Mr. Mattingly for bringing this parallelism
to my notice. However, that similarity of type or style is not
always a certain proof as to, mintage may be seen from the bronze

coin of Amphipolis [P1. IIL. 18], on which the portrait is perhaps
copied from an Asiatic denarius.
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Rev.—SIGNIS-RECEPTIS. Capricorn (Coh. 268).
Rev.—SIGNIS-PARTHICIS-RECEPTIS, Capri-
corn (Coh. 256).

R. Rev,—Same legend in three lines (Coh. 265, 2567).

Class 7 (a).

AB. Obv.—AVGVSTVS. Bare head r.

Rev.—IOVI-OLV (or OLVM). Hexastyle temple
(Coh. 182). EEL III. 20.]

Rev.—Laurel crown with prows (Coh. 385).

A. Q. Rev.—Victory standing on prow, 1. (Coh. 328).
[PL IIIL 19.]

(b) 7. Obv.—CAESAR. Bare head r.
Rev.—AVGVSTVS (above). Cow walking 1, (Coh.
26). [PL IIL. 24.]
Ow.—CAESAR. Bust 1. crowned with laurel or
olive,

Rev.—Similar, but cow r. (Coh. 27).

R. Obv.—CAESAR. Bare headr.

Rev.—AVGVSTVS. Cow standing r. (Coh. 28).
[PL IIL 28.]

Laffranchi a.sslgns group (a) to Lycia, 18-17 B.c.,
and group (b) to Phrygia, 17 B.c. Gabrici, however,
assigns both groups to Athens, 20 B.c,, and includes in
his classification several examples that have no con-
nexion with the Eastern provinces, but belong in all
probability either to Spain or the imperaforial mint.
Gabrici’s argument in support of the Athenian mintage
of these coins is based mainly on historical inferences,
but is not corroborated by the coins themselves, In
the first place, from considerations of style it is
‘evident that groups (@) and (b) do not belong to the
same mint. Secondly, it is historically improbable
that & Roman mint existed in Athens, since we are
told that in 21 B.c. Augustus deprived the Athenians
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of many of their privileges on account of the support
they had given to Antony.!*

The temple of Jupiter Olympius that appears on the
denarius (Coh. 182) is not necessarily a representation
of the famous Athenian temple,® since temples to
Jupiter Olympius existed in a number of -cities.
Suetonius !¢ certainly says that the Athenians decided
to complete the temple of Jupiter Olympius in honour
of Augustus, but the temple was not actually finished
until the time of Hadrian.

The mintage of these coins must, I think, for the
present remain a matter of conjecture, although there
is little doubt that they belong to Asia or the neigh-
bouring provinces. The coins of Class 7 (a) appear to
have been issued between 19 and 15 B.c., and their
style connects them with the bromze coins issued by

the Commune Asiae.
The three examples placed together in Claas 7 (b)

are interesting mainly on account of their superb style
and artistic workmanship, scarcely surpassed in the
whole of the imperial series. :

It seems reasonable to suggest that they form part
of a special issue, and that the occasion was the cele-
bration of the Ludi Saeculares in 17 B.c. I do not
feel justified in offering any opinion as to their place
of mintage ; at the same time, I find it impossible to
attach much importance to the fancied resemblance
between them and the local bronze coins of Phrygia,
such as Laffranchi observes.

4 Cass. Dio, liv. 7.
5 A good deal of Gabrici's argument turns on this point.
1% Adug. 60.
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L. The * autonomous” bronze coinage of Asia Minor
(c. 19-15 B.0.).

Obv.—CAISAR. Bare head r. Rev. C-A within
laurel wreath.
A'D (B.M.C. 261);"" A As, (B.M.C. 252),
Obv.—AVGVSTVS. Bare head r. Rev. CoA
within laurel wreath.
X' (B.M.C. 265) [P1.II1, 21] :A°’D(B.M.C.

278); AAs.
Otv.—CAESAR. Bare headr. Rev. AVGVSTVS
within laurel wreath.
ZA2D tB.M.C. 298), Coh. 84.

Obp.—~CAISAR. Bareheadr. Rev. g#%g within

laurel wreath.
— A*D (B.M.C. 292), Coh. 385.

Obv.—IMP-CAESAR. Bare head r. Rev. (as pre-
ceding). )
A (B.M.C. 261), Coh. 795,

ﬂ!m——lMP-AH‘G‘EST-TR-PUT. Bare head r.
O

Rev. CIVIS within oak wreath.
SERVATOS
E' (B.M.C. 814, 815), Coh. 212.
[PL IIL 23.]

Ob.—AVGVST-TR-POT. Bare head r. Rev. C+A
within wreath.
At As, (B.M.C. 316).

Obv.—AVGVST-TR<POT. Laur. head r. Rev.

g :I within wreath.

A2 As, (Coh. 820).

The style of these coins leaves little doubt that they
are of Asiatic mintage ; and although the interpreta-
tion of the letters C+A as “ Commune Asiae” has not
been established with absolute certainty it is by far
the most probable that has been suggested.'®

17 Coins of the Rom. Rep., vol. ii, p. 5381.
18 For other suggested explanations see Grueber, Num. Chron,,

1904, p. 208 f, -
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Gaul, or Spain, almost naturally points to its being of
an extraordinary nature ; and sinee 1t is clearly entirely
dissociated from the senatorial mint of Rome, the only
reasonable alternative is to connect it with the emperor.

The experiment made at Emerita through the
agency of P. Carisius had a twofold object—(1) to
provide necessary coinage for the province, and (2) to
serve as an initial step, or ‘“fesler”, before Augustus
inaugurated a great coinage under his personal con-
trol. The “imperatorial” mint was technically much
on the same footing as the military mints of the
imperatores under the Republic. But the position .of
Augustus was essentially different from theirs. Thus
the scope of the mint was not merely tc provide military
pay, but to furnish a universally accepted coinage for
the Empire. In this respect it forms the great transi-
tion between the military issues and the imperial
currency. It had in itall the essentials of the imperidl
mint, excepting only that it appears to have been
moved from place to place, or possibly branches of it
may have worked in two or mors cities simultaneounsly,
whereas the imperial mint as finally developed by
Augustus was fixed at Lugdunum.

(d) Characteristics.

The distinctive feature is the portrait, which differs
in style from any hitherto noticed on the coins of
Augustus, The head is large, with the features regular
and somewhat idealized—it is sometimes described as
the “ Apollo portrait”. Asa work of art it resembles
the well-known Blacas Cameo in the British Museum,
or the famous Prima Ports statue seen in profile. The
chin appears rather small, and the neck, although
somewhat lacking in dignified proportion, is carefully
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