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

(See Plates 1.-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,
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in the eighth century; Geoffrey of Monmouth, early in
the twelfth century ; and Robert of Gloucester, who wrote
in metre a few years later. The two latter writers differ
substantially from the Roman accounts, and also from
the Scottish Chronicles of John of Fordun and Hector
Boethius, written in the fourteenth and fifteenth cen-
turies respectively.

Genebrier and Dr. Stukeley, who wrote in the
eighteenth century, allowed themselves to be so carried
away by their imagination and their enthusiasm for
their subject that their works are historically unreliable,
as also is that of John Watts de Peyster, the American
author, who dealt with the subject in the nineteenth
century.

Before quoting the authors in detail, it may be worth
while to consider for a moment what was the condition
of the world during the third century of our ersa.
Septimius Severus, who had reigned for eighteen stormy
years, died at York in 211, leaving two sons, Bassianus
Antoninus, known as Caracalla, and Geta, colleagues in
the Empire. Caracalla murdered Geta in the arms of
their mother, Julia Domna, in 212, and received the
reward of that murder, and of five subsequent years of
cruelty and crime, at the hands of Macrinus in 217.
Macrinus and his son Diadumenian were in their turn
murdered by mutinous soldiers during the succeeding
year. Elagabalus, though a boy of fourteen when he
succeeded them, managed in less than four years to
disgust the world with his rapacity, cruelty, and de-
baucheries, and found a similar fate. His young cousin,
Severus Alexander, ascended the throne, and held it for
thirteen years with honour and success, till he also was
unfortunately slain in a military tumult.
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The gigantic and brutal Maximinus and his son
Maximus were similarly destroyed in 238. The Gor-
dians, father and son, Balbinus, and Pupienus, all seized
the purple, and lost it by violent deaths within the
same year. Gordian III, & mere boy, proved a brave
and sagacious Emperor, but was treacherously assassi-
nated in 244. His murderer, Philip, and his son were
killed in their turn in 249 ; and so the terrible catalogue
goes on till the year 284. During these thirty-five years
upwards of fifty persons, of whom there is historical or
numismatic record, seized some portion of the Imperial
power in one part or other of the distracted Roman
Empire, and it is probable that there were many other
usurpers whose very names are forgotten. Coins of thirty-
three Emperors and of seven of their wives are extant,
and a few of them, Claudius Gothicus, Aurelian, Probus,
and some others, stand out in history as honourable and
capable rulers; but, good or bad, most of their reigns
were occupied in incessant warfare against rivals and
barbarians, and were terminated by death on the field of
battle, by accident, or most frequently by assassination,
after periods varying from a few days to about five years.
Gallienus managed to retain the throne for fifteen years;
Postumus for about seven. Probus, though he “equalled
the fame of ancient heroes, restored peace and order to
every province of the Roman world,” and “by mild but
steady administration confirmed the re-establishment of
public tranquillity,” yet lost his life in a mutiny after a
reign of about six years. It is doubtful if any Emperor
during this period died a natural death.

It is not difficult to imagine what must have been the
misery of the people during these disturbed years. In
addition to constant internecine strife, the Empire
’ B2



4 NUMISMATIC CHRONICLE,

suffered from the incursions of its barbarous neighbours
on every side, while the provinces groaned under the
cruelties and extortions of their governors and tyrants.
Faith in the old gods was fast dying, and, but for the
spread of Christianity, men had little hope in this world
or the next. This terrible period was at last brought
to an end by the coming of the strong ruler, Caius
Valerius Diocletianus, who, born of servile parents in
245, raised himself by valour and ability to the position
of commander of Numerian’s bodyguard, and was, on the
murder of that Emperor, called to the throne by the
acclamations of the soldiers. After a severe struggle
with Carinus, the brother and colleague of Numerian, he
found himself in undisputed power, and at once applied
his energies to the restoration and consolidation of the
Imperial authority throughout the Roman world. Ap-
preciating the fact that the work was too great for one
man, he soon associated with himself Marcus Aurelius
Valerius Maximianus, surnamed Herculeus, a rough
soldier but a very competent general, and a strong
hand to execute what Diocletian’s astute brain planned.
Maximian governed the West, and his first duty was to
suppress the revolt of the Bagaudae (probably the
peasantry of the mountain country in the east of Gaul),
who had risen against local oppression. One of his
lieutenants in this war was Carausius, who now appears
in authentic history for the first time, though it may
well be that he had, as alleged by some of his chroniclers,
taken part in many previous wars, and greatly distin-
guished himself as a soldier.

Successful on land, Maximian took measures to guard
the coasts of Gaul and clear the narrow seas of German
and Frankish pirates who then infested them, and, to
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that end, he established a naval station at Bononia
or Gesoriacum, now Boulogne, placing Carausius in
command.

Carausius is described by the Roman historians as a
citizen of Menapisa, and, like both the Emperors, of the
lowest extraction. The Menapians were a seafaring and
trading people, having their home in the Low Countries
between the Rhine and the Scheldt, but they had estab-
lished trading colonies at many points round the British
coasts and in Ireland, and given their name to the Isle
of Man, so that the claim of the Chroniclers that Carausius
was of British birth is not necessarily negatived by the
statement that he was “ Menapiae civis.”

His extraction is, however, uncertain, but the main
facts of the later years of his life are clearly recorded,
though with a lack of trustworthy detail. A very able
man and a great military commander, he at once saw the
strength of his position as Admiral of the Narrow Seas,
and the possibility of his own aggrandizement. It is
charged against him that instead of sweeping away the
pirates, he permitted them to carry out their forays, and
fell upon them on their return laden with booty. He
failed to account to the provincial officials for the plunder
so obtained, and was rapidly acquiring great riches, when
Maximian, suspecting a rival, sent orders for his execu-
tion. Carausius, who seems to have had a capacity for
acquiring the affection and support of those around him,
was warned in time, took his fleet with him to Britain,
won over the British nations and tribes, and rapidly
consolidated & formidable power. His conduct was
treacherous no doubt, but it can hardly be measured
by a modern standard. He lived in a time when the
world was governed on “the good old rule, the simple
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plan, that they should take who have the power, and they
should keep who can;” and, if we can believe the legend
that he was himself a British prince, he was not without
excuse or even right.

Maximian fitted out a great fleet, and sent it to try its
fortune against him. Of the details of the fight we
know nothing, but it ended in disaster to the Romans,
and Maximian, “since war was in vain attempted against
a man perfectly skilled in military art,” agreed to a
peace, under which Carausius was apparently accepted as
a colleague in the Empire, and had Britain and some
part of Northern Gaul assigned to him. This peace
was made late in 289 or in 290, and was not loyally
obgserved by the Romans. In 292 Maximian sent
Constantius Chlorus against Carausius. He attacked
Boulogne, and, after a severe struggle, took the town,
having first cut it off from succour by constructing a
dam across the entrance to the harbour, and so kept off
the British fleet sent for its relief.

This was a severe blow to Carausius, and probably
cost him his foothold on the Continent, but his insular
power remained unbroken, and Chlorus failed to follow
up his victory. However, in 293 Carausius was murdered
by his lieutenant or ally Allectus, and Chlorus, en-
couraged by the news, commenced the preparation of a
new fleet for an attempt on Britain. The attack was
made in 296, and proved successful. One half of the
Roman fleet, under Asclepiodotus, the Praetorian prefect
of Chlorus, sailed across the Channel from the mouth of
the Seine past the Isle of Wight to the Hampshire coast,
eluding the British fleet in a fog. Asclepiodotus landed,
burnt his ships, and marched inland. Allectus met him,
and was defeated and slain, while the other part of the
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Roman fleet, under Chlorus himself, sailed up to London
in time to preserve it from plunder by the fugitive
mercenaries of the beaten army, and thus Britain, after
its short freedom, fell again under the power of Rome.
Round this story some legendary detail has crystal-
lized, and the great interest which must attach to this
early grasp at power by the British race may sufficiently
excuse the lengthy quotations which are here inserted.

THE HISTORIANS.

The testimony of the historians is as follows :—

Aurelius Victor (De Caesaribus, chap. xxxix.) describes
the association of Maximian in the Imperial power and
his war against the Bagaudae, and says—

“In which war Carausius, a native of Menapia, dis-
tingnished himself by his feats of valour, and on this account
and also because he was reputed to be skilled in nautical
matters—for in his youth he had been a pilot—they charged
him with getting together a fleet and beating off the German
pirates who infested the seas. Emboldened by this, as he
was crushing many of the barbarians, and not paying into the
treasury all the spoil, in fear of Hercules, by whom he had
learnt that orders had been given for his death, he sailed over
to Britain and assumed the empire.”

Subsequently, after describing the pacification of other
parts of the Roman Empire, he continues—

“ To Carausius alone the empire of the island was left, after
that he was regarded as amenable to orders and a protection
for the inhabitants against warlike nations. Him indeed,
after the space of six years, one Allectus by name overcame by
guile. This Allectus, being by commission of Carausius his
first minister, in fear of his crimes and of death on that
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account, had traitorously wrested from him the empire. He
held it for a short time, when Constantius despatched Asclepio-
dotus, who was the prefect in command of the praetorians,
with a portion of the fleet and the legions, and deleted him.”

Eutropius, in his History (Bk. X.), after shortly
describing the restoration of peace in Gaul, says—

‘ After these times Carausius too, who, meanly born, had
got a mighty name and a considerable post in the army,
having at Bononia secured a commission to keep all quiet at
sea along the coast of Belgica and Armorica, which the Franks
and Saxons infested, having often taken many of the bar-
barians, but not returning the booty entire to the provincial
governors nor sending it to the Emperors, when there began to
be a suspicion entertained of him that the barbarians were
purposely suffered to come there by him that he might snap
them as they passed with their booty, and might by that
convenience enrich himself, being ordered by Maximian to be
slain, he took the purple and seized on Britain. Thus whilst
matters were in great disorder throughout the whole world and
Carausius was raising a war in Britain, Achilleus in Egypt,
the Pentapolitans harassed Africa, Narseus made war upon
the East, Diocletian raised Maximian Hercules from the
dignity of Caesar to that of Emperor, and made Constantius
and (Galerius) Maximian Caesars. . . .

«“ However, at last, since war was in vain attempted against
a man perfectly skilled in military art, a peace was agreed
upon with Carausius. Allectus, a companion of his, killed
him seven years after, and himself kept possession of Britain
three years after him, who was suppressed by the conduct of
Asclepiodotus, praefect of the guards.”

Orosius Paulus, in Bk. VII. chap. xxv. of his History,
tells the story very much in the same words—

“ Then, as a certain Carausius, in birth of the lowest, but
in wisdom and action ready, appointed to keep guard over the
coasts of the Ocean, which the Franks and Saxons were then
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ravaging, was acting rather for the destruction than the profit
of the state, by rendering to his lords none of the booty taken
from the pirates, but keeping it entirely to himself, he excited
the suspicion that, by a skilful negligence, he was allowing
the enemy to make attacks upon various countries. On which
account, Maximian ordered him to be put to death ; but he
assumed the purple and made himself master of Britain. .
Carausius, having during seven years, with the greatest
bravery defended and kept for himself Britain, at length was
slain by his associate Allectus. Allectus afterwards held for
a space of three years the island wrested from Carausius ;
him Asclepiodotus, prefect of the Praetorian guard, crushed
and recovered Britain for the Empire after ten years.”

The Roman historians naturally took an unfavourable
view of the loyalty of Carausius, but it seems they had
no doubt as to the greatness of his bravery and capacity.

THE PANEGYRISTS.

The panegyrists supply us with many picturesque
details as to which the historians are silent, but, devoting
as they did their whole efforts to the glorification of the
object of their adulation, they were not likely to present
too favourable a portrait of the man who proved so
serious a thorn in the side of the Roman Empire, and
for several years defeated all attempts made against him.
It will, nevertheless, be found that they do not differ
greatly from the historians in their estimate of him.

Claudius Mamertinus, in his Panegyric upon Maxi-
mian delivered at Treves on April 21, 289, when that
Emperor’s expedition against Carausius was about to
start, says in chap. xi.—

“Tt is, I say, O Emperor, a sign of the good fortune and
good luck of you and your colleague (Diocletian) that already
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your soldiers have reached the Ocean, victorious, and already
the ebb and flow of the tide have sucked in the blood of your
enemies slain upon that coast. . . . What courage now can
that pirate possess, when he sees that your armies have all but
eutered those straits, by which alone thus far has he delayed
death, and that they, forgetting their ships, have followed the
retreating sea what way soever it might fall back? What
island more distant, what other ocean can he hope for now?
By what possible means can he escape the penalty of his
treason, unless he be swallowed up by an earthquake or be
carried away by a whirlwind to some desert island ?

“ Most beautiful fleets were built and rigged out to make
for the Ocean, simultaneously, from all the rivers, and not
only did men work vying with one another, to complete the
ships, but the rivers suddenly rose to receive them. Through-
out almost a whole year, Emperor, during which you had
need of fine weather, to construct your dockyards, to cut
timber ; for the wills of the workmen to be strong, and their
hands not to be slack, scarcely any day was spoiled by rain.
Even winter resembled spring in mildness, and we did not
think tbat we lay under the northern sky, but felt that, either
the stars or the districts were shifted, so to speak, and that
we were enjoying the clemency of a southern clime. This
river of ours, deprived for a while of the feeding rains,
was unable to bear your ships, and could only bring down
timber to the dockyards. But lo! suddenly, when the galleys
had to be launched, Earth for you sent up abundant springs,
Jupiter for you poured down copious rains, and Ocean for you
flooded all the river channels. And so the vessels made an
attack upon the waters, that came up to them of their own
accord, the vessels moved by the slightest effort on the part of
the rowers, whose most happy start needed the sailor’s song
more than the sailor’s toil, and so any one can easily see,
O Emperor, what a happy issue will attend you in your sea
operations againat the pirate when even the weather is already
at your service.”

That happy issue he was never able to announce, and
his subsequent silence is eloquent.
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There is no Roman description of the fighting which
resulted from Maximian’s attempt, but the Panegyrist of
Chlorus hints that disaster arose from a storm at sea.
We may, however, gather from the remark of Eutropius
that war was in vain attempted against Carausius, and
from Orosius’ statement that he defended and kept
Britain for himself for seven years with the greatest
bravery, that severe fighting took place, and ended in
favour of Carausius. The power of Rome would not have
been entirely baffled by the loss of a fleet in a storm.

In the next panegyric we have an account of the
occurrences from 292 to 296. Eumenius, if he be in
truth the author, speaks of his patron Constantius
Chlorus in fervid terms in chaps. v., vi., and vii.—

¢ For who, I do not say, remembers, but who does not
still, in a certain way, see by what great additions he in-
creased and adorned the Empire? Adopted into the supreme
power, immediately upon his arrival, he shut out the Ocean
seething with a fleet of enemies beyond all count, and hemmed
in by land and sea alike that army which had settled upon
the Boulogne shore. And he, having conquered by his valour
the army of Carausius, and in his mercy saving it, whilst
the recovery of Britain was being brought about by the
building of fleets, cleared of every enemy the land of Batavia
(Holland) once seized by various tribes of Franks under a son
of Batavia, and, not contented to have conquered them, he
annexed them to the Roman nations so that they were forced to
lay aside not only their arms but also their savageness, Why
should I speak of the recovery of Britain, to which he sailed
with the sea 8o calm that the Ocean, amazed at so great
a passenger, seemed to have lost all its movements, and he
arrived in such wise that victory did not accompany but
awaited him. Immediately then, Caesar, by your very coming
you made Gaul your own. Since the rapidity of your move-
ments crushed at the walls of Gesoriacum the band of
the pirate faction persisting in its miserable errors and took
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away from them, who formerly relied upon the sea, the Ocean
that washed the gates. And in this proceeding your godlike
forethought and its results, worthy of your design, were made
visible, when you, by fixing beams and piling up on them
great blocks of stone, rendered all that harbour, which at
stated periods the tide covers or leaves bare, impassable
to ships, and moreover by your admirable method of working
you overcame the character of the place, when the sea, with
its useless ebb and flow of the tide, seemed to jeer, so to say, at
the pirates who were prevented from flying, and did in no wise
help the imprisoned ones as if it had ceased to return. What
palisades of camps shall we ever admire after this novel
palisade in the sea? what marvel will it be if any strength of
wall shall not yield to the battering-ram, or height of wall
shall look down upon the besieging engines, when the great
Ocean, launched with such an impetus, rising in such a mighty
mass, whether, as they say, repelled from distant lands or
exalted by the panting it breathes forth or moved by any
other influence, in vain, O Caesar, by no means could burst
through your mole nor sweep it away at all by its coming and
going for so many days, although, during all this time, where
it flows round the world, it was breaking up coasts, and
destroying banks, it was in that one place of power either
inferior to your majesty or the more merciful on account of
the honour due to you !

¢« Xerxes, the most powerful King of the Persians, as I have
heard, threw golden fetters into the deep, maintaining that
he was binding Neptune in bonds, because he stormed with
his billows: this he did of his foolish boastfulness and
sacrilegious vanity. But your divine forethought, Caesar,
employing an efficacious policy, did not outrage the element,
but, instead of challenging hate, deserved respect. What
other construction can we put upon the facts, when, so soon
as the desperate straits of the besieged and reliance upon
your mercy had raised the siege, the first tide that fell upon
the afore-mentioned barrier, burst through it, and the whole
of that army of trees invincible, so long as it was well for
you that it should be invincible, as though the signal had
been given and its days of watching were over, broke up, so
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that none could doubt that that harbour, which had been
closed against the pirate, so that he could not bring help to
his followers, was thrown open to you to ensure your victory.
For, O invincible Caesar, thanks to that dash of your valour
and felicity, the whole war might have been finished forth-
with, had not the necessity of the case suggested that time
should be given for building ships.”

In chap. xii. the panegyrist writes a short account of
the rise and fall of Carausius as follows :—

“And so when by a nefarious brigandage the fleet had
been drawn away by the pirate chief in his flight, that fleet
which used to protect Gaul, and, further, when many ships
had been built as we build them, and when the Roman legion
had been won over, when some squadrons of foreign troops
had been cut off, when certain merchants of Gaul had been
brought over, and when no small amount of barbarian troops
had been won by means of the spoils of the provinces, and all
of these troops had been trained to seamanship under the
tuition of the chief of that scandalous proceeding, we heard
that our armies, although in valour invincible as they were,
were yet inexperienced in maritime matters, and that a mighty
mass of war had grown up against them: we heard this,
although we were sure of the result. For there had come
upon them the long freedom from punishment for their guilt,
which had inflamed the audacity of the band of desperadoes
to such an extent that they boasted that the storminess of
the sea, which, by a kind of fatal necessity had deferred our
victory, was an excuse for our fear of them, and they believed
that the war was not dropped for a time designedly, but given
up entirely in despair, and this prevailed so much that, all
fear of common punishment being laid aside, the benchman
slew the arch-pirate, and thought that the Empire was a fit
reward for such a crime.”

Again, in chaps. xiv. and xv., we find—

“ At this point I cannot fail to remember how delightful
in governing the state and in gaining glory was the good luck
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of those princes who, though they stayed in Rome, gained
triumphs and titles from nations conquered by their generals.
Fronto, for instance, not the second, but the other glory of
Roman eloquence, when he was giving to the prince Antoninus
the credit of finishing the war in Britain, although he, residing
in the palace at Rome, had entrusted the command in the
campaign to another, declared that he deserved all the glory
for the success, just as the helmsman of a warship deserves
the credit for all the journey and voyage of the ship.

“But you, O Caesar invincible, of all that voyage and all
that war, were not only by your rights as commander-in-chief,
director, but, by your actions and the example of your bravery,
the exhorter and impeller of the same, and, sailing from the
shores of Boulogne, over the storm-swollen Ocean, you inspired
that fleet of yours, which the river Seine had brought down
(to the sea), with so irresistible an ardour that, although the
commanders were yet hesitating, and the sea and the sky
were stormy, the troops of their own accord clamoured for the
signal to sail, despised all signs of danger, set sail upon a
stormy day and caught a side wind, because there was no
direct one. For who, however rough might be the sea, would
not venture a voyage, when you were sailing? On all sides,
as it is said, when the news came that you were sailing, arose
one voice and one appeal, ¢ Why do we hesitate? Why do
we delay? The Chief has already weighed anchor, he is
already approaching, perhaps he has already arrived. Let us
venture everything; let us go through whatsoever billows
there may be! What is that we can fear? We follow
Caesar” Nor was their belief in your good fortune a delusion,
for, as we hear from the statements of the troops, at that time
8o thick a fog came down upon the sea that the hostile fleet,
stationed on the watch in ambush, off the Isle of Wight, was
passed, the enemy being entirely ignorant of it, and did not
arrest your attack and was not able to oppose you. And as
for the fact that this army, invincible under your auspices, as
soon as it had reached the shores of Britain set fire to all its
ships, what other signals except those of your divinity im-
pelled them so to do? Or what other reason persuaded them
to reserve no means of escape, to dread none of the hazards of
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war, nor to think Mars impartial, as the proverb has it, except
it was that, from contemplation of you and your colleagues in
the Empire, it was certain that there could be no possible
doubt about the victory? They then did not think about
mere strength, or human power, but your divinities.

“The fact that when any battle was proposed théy vouched
for themselves certain success is not so much due to the con-
fidence of the troops as to the good fortune of the Emperors,
‘Why, even the standard bearer in that nefarious mutiny,
why did he leave the shore which was in his possession?
‘Why did he desert the fleet and the harbour? except that,
O Caesar invincible, he feared that you were about to come
forthwith, you whose sails he had beheld approaching, at any
rate he preferred to put the matter to the test with your
generals before awaiting the present thunderbolt of your
majesty. Fool that he was, who did not know that wherever
he fled, the force of your divinity was present everywhere,
where your features, where your statues were worshipped.”

In chaps. xvi., xvii,, and xviii., he says—

“ Nevertheless, he [Allectus], flying from you, fell into the
hands of your men ; he was conquered by you: crushed by
your armies. In a word, so alarmed was he, seeing you
behind his back, and panic-stricken, as one distracted he
hastened to death, and neither drew out his army in battle
array nor drew up all the forces which he was hurrying with
him, but attended by the old prime movers in the conspiracy
and by the mercenary bands of barbarians, forgetful of your
great powers, he rushed upon his doom. And, Caesar, the
happy fortune of you and your colleague gave this boon to
the state, that when the Roman empire was victorious, scarcely
a single Roman fell. For, as I hear, all those plains and hills

. were covered only by the corpses of the most foul enemies
which were strewed over them. The garments, barbarian or
assumed in imitation of barbarism, the long red hair now
dabbled with blood and befouled with dust, dragged in all
directions, according as they had been drawn by the agony of
the wounded, lay upon the ground, and among them the great
standard bearer of the pirates, who had of his own free will
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and accord laid aside the dress which, in his lifetime, he had
outraged, and was hardly discovered by the evidence of a
single garment. So truly had he said to himself, when his
death was near, that he would not even when slain wish to
be recognized. And, invincible Caesar, by the favour of the
immortal gods, you won the victory over all the enemies you
attacked, but over and above all you annihilated the Franks
50 that those soldiers of yours also who, as I have mentioned
above, owing to the mistake caused by the fog at sea had
reached the town of London, slew whatever was left of that
mercenary mob of barbarians which was minded to sack the
city and take to flight, and your soldiers in the slaughter of
the enemy not only gave safety to your subjects in the
province but pleasure at the gladiatorial display.

*“Oh, victory complex, attended by innumerable triumphs
by which the Britains were restored, by which the power of
the Franks was utterly destroyed, by which the necessity of
obeying was imposed upon many other nations implicated in
that treasonable conspiracy, by which finally the seas were
cleared and pacified for ever! You may boast, O invincible
Caesar, that you have discovered another world, and by restor-
ing the naval glory of the power of Rome, have added to the
Empire an element greater than all the lands. Accordingly,
by this victory of yours, not only has Britain been freed from
servitude, but security has been restored to all the peoples
that, situated upon the sea coast, run as much risk in war as
the advantages they gain in peace.”

If we may believe the Chroniclers quoted below, the
Britons themselves had, since they fell under the power
of Allectus, found reason to desire even the Roman rule
in preference to his tyranny, which formed a bitter
contrast to the popular rule of Carausius. The following
description of their reception of Chlorus, translated from
chap. xix. of the Panegyric, supports this view. The
author graphically describes the scene as follows :—

« Fitly and properly therefore, as soon as you, the avenger
and the liberator, so long desired, had reached those shores,
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a triumph poured itself forth to meet your majesty, and the
Britons, jumping for joy, with their wives and children
presented themselves, not merely falling down to worship
you yourself, whom they regarded as one come down from
heaven, but also the sails and the oars of that ship, which
had brought to them your divinity, and they were quite ready
to strew themselves upon the ground and thus feel your
incoming. And no wonder if they were elated with so great
Jjoy, after that helpless captivity of theirs for so many years,
after the outrages committed upon their wives, after the
degrading servitude of their children when they were at
length free, at length Romans, at length refreshed by the
true light of the Empire. For over and above that reputa-
tion for mercy and piety, belonging to your colleague, which
is celebrated by the voice of the peoples, they saw in your
face, Caesar, outward and visible signs of all the virtues: on
your forehead, signs of dignity : in your eyes, signs of gentle-
ness: in your blushing, signs of modesty : in your address,
signs of justice. When they had marked each and every one
of these characteristics and had observed them, they sang
together with shouts of joy : they devoted themselves to you
and your colleague : to you and your colleague they devoted
their children : to your children they devoted their children
even unto the third and fourth generation.”

THE ENGLISH CHRONICLERS,

Thus far the classic writers go, and Bede, the earliest
of the mediaeval Chroniclers, who deals with this period,
does so almost in the words of Orosius Paulus, adding
nothing either from tradition or imagination. Not so
Geoffrey of Monmouth, writing in the early part of the
twelfth century, and, as he alleges, translating a much
earlier British work found in Armorica. In Bk. V.
chap. ii, after describing the life and death of the
Emperor Severus, he says, “Severus left two sons,
Bassianus and Geta, whereof Geta had a Roman for his
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mother, and Bassianus a Briton.” The Romans made
Geta king, the Britons rejected him, and advanced
Bassianus as being a countryman on his mother’s side.
This proved the occasion of a fight between the brothers,
in which Geta was killed, and so Bassianus obtained the
kingdom.

“ At that time there was in Britain one Carausius, a young
man of very mean birth, who having given proof of his
bravery in many engagements, went to Rome and solicited
the leave of the Senate to defend with a fleet the maritime
coasts of Britain from the incursion of the Barbarians,
which if they would grant him he promised to do more and
greater things for the honour and service of the common-
wealth than if the kingdom of Britain were delivered up to
them. The Senate, deluded by his specious promises, granted
to him his request, and so, with his commission sealed, he
returned to Britain.

*“Then, by wicked practices getting a fleet together, he
enlisted into his service a body of the bravest youth, and put
out to sea and sailed round the shores of the Kingdom, causing
very great disturbance among the people. In the mean time
he invaded the adjacent islands, where he destroyed all
before him, countries, cities and towns, and plundered the
inhabitants of all they had. By this conduct he encouraged
to flock to him all manner of dissolute fellows with hopes
of plunder, and in a very short time was attended with an
army that no neighbouring prince was able to oppose. This
made him swell with pride, and propose to the Britons that
they should make him king, upon which consideration he
promised to kill and banish the Romans and free the whole
Island from the invasions of barbarous nations. Accordingly
obtaining his request, he presently fell upon Bassianus and
killed him, and then took upon him the government of the
kingdom. For Bassianus was betrayed by the Picts, whom
Fulgenius,! his mother’s brother, had brought with him into

! It would appear from Boethius that Fulgenius (or Findock) was a
relation of Carausius, not of Bassianus.
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Britain, and who, being corrupted by -the promises and
presents of Carausius, instead of assisting Bassianus, deserted
him in the very battle and fell upon his men, so that the
rest were put into a consternation and, not knowing their
friends from foes, quickly gave ground, and left the victory
to Carausius. Then he, to reward the Picts for this success,
gave to them a place of habitation in Albania, where they
afterwards mixed with the Britons. When the news of
these proceedings of Carausius arrived at Rome, the Senate
deputed Allectus with three legions and a commission to
kill the tyrant, and restore the kingdom of Britain to the
Roman power. No sooner was he arrived than he fought
with Carausius, killed him, and took upon himself the
government.  After which he miserably oppressed the
Britons for having deserted the commonwealth and adhered
to Carausius, But the Britons, not enduring this, advanced
Asclepiodotus, Duke of Cornwall, to be their king, and then
unanimously marched against Allectus and challenged him to
a battle. He was then at London celebrating a feast to
his tutelary gods, but being informed of the coming of
Asclepiodotus, he quitted the sacrifice, and went out with
all his forces to meet him, and engaged with him in a most
sharp fight, But Asclepiodotus had the advantage, and
dispersed and put to flight Allectus’s troops, and in pursuit
killed many thousands, as also King Allectus himself. After
this victory gained by him, Levius Gallus, the colleague of
Allectus, assembled together the rest of the Romans, and
shut the gates of the city, in the towers and fortifications
of which he placed his men, thinking by this means either
to make a stand against Asclepiodotus, or at least to avoid
imminent death. But Asclepiodotus, seeing what was done,
quickly laid siege to the city, and sent word to all the
Dukes of Britain how he had killed Allectus with a great
number of his men, and was besieging Gallus with the
rest of the Romans in London, and therefore earnestly en-
treated them to hasten to his assistance, representing to them
withal how easy it was to extirpate the whole race of the
Romans out of Britain, provided they would all join their
forces against the besieged. At this summons came the

o2
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Dementians, Venedotians, Deirans, Albanians, and all others
of the British Race. As soon as they appeared before the
Duke he commanded vast numbers of engines to be made to
beat down the walls of the city. Accordingly every one
readily executed his orders with great bravery, and made
a brisk assault upon the city, the walls of which were in
a very short time battered down, and a passage made into
it. After these preparations they began a bloody assault
upon the Romans, who, seeing their fellow-soldiers fall before
them without intermission, persuaded Gallus to offer a
surrender, on the bare terms only of having quarter granted
to them and leave to depart. For they were now all killed
excepting one legion, which still held out. Gallus consented
to the proposal, and accordingly surrendered himself and his
men to Asclepiodotus, who was disposed to give them quarter ;
but he was prevented by a body of Venedotians, who rushed
in upon them, and the same day cut off their heads upon a
brook within the city, which from the name of the commander
was afterwards called in the British tongue Nantgallim and
in the Saxon Gallemborne [Walbrook].”

He goes on in the next chapter to describe how
Asclepiodotus took the crown, and “governed in peace
and justice ten years,” during which commenced the
persecution of Diocletian, “ very much owing to Maxi-
mianus Herculeus, General of his Army, by whose
command all the churches were pulled down.” Then
follows an account of an outbreak of the Britons under
Coel, Duke of Colchester, who is said to have slain
Asclepiodotus in a pitched battle, when the Senate sent
Constantius “ the senator,” with whom Coel made peace.
Coel’s death immediately followed,and then the Chronicler
gives the crown to Constantius, who married Helena,
daughter of Coel, who “surpassed all the ladies of the
country in beauty as she did all others of the time in
her skill in music and the liberal arts.”
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It must be admitted that Geoffrey has confused his
facts and is therefore unreliable, but it is difficult to
believe that he wrote without having consulted some
earlier authorities which are no longer available, and
his account is not wholly inconsistent with those of the
historians and other chroniclers. It must, however, not
be forgotten that, whatever the earlier authorities were,
Bede, writing about the end of the seventh century,
evidently knew nothing of them.

Robert of Gloucester, who flourished between 1260 and
1300, followed Geoffrey’s version pretty closely in his
metrical chronicle, introducing the subject in line 1721
as follows : —

«“ A stalwart young bachelor in this land was tho Coraus
was icluped that couthe of much wo:

For tho he adde moche in worde ibe and ido gret maistrie
And himself moche ifonded, he thoght do trecherie.”

He proceeds in similar style for about a hundred lines,
but introduces no new facts. The curious are referred
to his work.

THE ScorrisH CHRONICLERS.

As we have seen, the English Chroniclers are dis-
appointing. Two northern writers have, however, dealt
very fully with the history of Carausius. They are cer-
tainly not open to complaint on the score of lack of detail
and appreciation of their hero; but as they are not
entirely in agreement with each other, and as we have no
knowledge on what information they based their evidence,
their accounts must be accepted with great reserve.

John of Fordun, in his Chrontea Gentts Scotorum,
written, it is believed, in the fourteenth century, speaks
of the continual struggles between the Scots and
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their treacherous neighbours the Picts, and says in
chap. xxxvii. that peace wuas restored by means of
Carausius, a Briton, who intended to lead the nations
against the Romans. In chap. xxxviii. he writes as
follows :—

* While fickle Fortune was in this wise not turning her
wheel without uncertainty, the diminished strength of the
Romans is so changed for the worse that the whole world
was disturbed by land and by sea. Moreover, this same
Carausius, a man born of the very dregs of the people, but
yet well skilled in the duties of a soldier, while the Saxons
and the Franks, with all the skill of pirates, were devastating
with their ships the waters of the Belgian sea and the
shores of the same, received from the Senate the office of
pacifier. And he immediately summoned to his standard
brigands from all parts, men whom any one could always
have ready and willing for sedition: he often took large
shares of plunder from the enemy, but did not divide them
fairly with his people, nor restore to the natives their goods :
nor did he share any of the booty with the Senate, or for the
advantage of the republic, but with skilful proficiency kept it
intact for himself, and thus enriched himself. And so on this
account, fearing lest he should take to himself the barbarians
in too close friendship and draw them to him and bring them
to the destruction of the Roman interest, sealed orders that
he should be put to death were issued by the Senate. But he,
indeed, prudent and cautious as he was in all his doings, get-
ting a clue to the instructions of Caesar, rising at once, in all
his might against the Romans, retained in his own hands the
whole of Britain, bestowing nothing thereof upon them, and put
it all under his own supremacy. And, moreover, immediately
urging vehemently to peace and friendship all the tribes of
the island, the Scots also and the Picts, whom he had formerly
visited with the most cruel depredations, he most earnestly,
by promising many gifts, urged upon them to join with him
and to rise up together and drive the Romans out of the
island. Nor could he have brought them over by any means
to conclude peace on this wise, if their possessions, gained by
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the sword, in the time of Nero, were not left to them under
the same form of peace, and he had, moreover, granted that
they should remain intact for all time. Accordingly having
joined these nations to help him, he rushed upon the Romans,
and wresting them from all their fortresses and towns, he
cruelly banished them all from Britain, and adorned himself
with the diadem of the Kingdom.

‘¢ Accordingly the Britons, although they knew that this
Carausius was base born, yet by reason of his skill in warfare,
in which he excelled, gladly accepted him as King, hoping
that, by his ability, they would be the sooner rescued from
Roman rule. Moreover, of their own accord they ratify the
agreements he had lately made with the Scots and Picts, and
for the sake of the agreement, they readily granted to him
the domains, as far as the banks of the Humber, of their
late leader Fulgentius, which Gotharius, his daughter’s son,
by the help of the Scots, through many gliding years, had
beld with difficulty safe from the Romans up to that time,
and they assigned them to him in perpetuity. And it was
settled that, in times to come, having been made one people,
80 to speak, they should without treachery render faithful
help to one or the other against the Romans or any other
nations soever as shall be wanting to make war upon them or
any one of them.

“ Meantime, a Roman force under Bassianus is sent by
the Emperors into Britain, to either slay or put to flight
Carausius, and recover it from those barbarous and untame-
able races, and bring it back to the republic again : but if he
could not do that, he should bestrew their fields with the
corpses of the inhabitants who wished to breathe sorrow (i.e.
were ill disposed to Rome). Meanwhile Bassianus, imme-
diately upon his arrival, began to make overtures to the Picts
to the effect that if they would make a treaty with him and
hasten to belp him in war against the Britons, he himself
also would not refuse them his continual help against the
Scots. But, as they were previously bound by their agree-
ment with Carausius, they gave no final answer concerning
his promises, cunningly dismissing him, thinking that they
would either send him reinforcements or withdraw from the
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war. For they wanted, in their cunning craftiness, to foresee
the end of the war, and being certain of the winning side,
they might then more safely come to terms with the con-
queror.

8o Bassianus, arriving in Britain, after he had crushed and
pulverized the Britons by divers massacres and proscriptions,
was slain, in a desperate engagement, with many of his
soldiers, by Carausius and the Scots and Picts who had
joined him.

80, after this victory, Carausius, pre-eminent over all in
every shape and form of warfare, was the first, since the
subjection of Britain by the Emperor Julius, to expel the
Romans and restore the people to their old freedom, and to
rule in an excellent manner, but he was betrayed by his
own familiar officer, and, not without the mark of treachery,
died by the sword. Carausius, for seven years most bravely
held the Britains he had won, and was at length slain by the
treachery of his partner Allectus. For Carausius was nobly
faithful, in accordance with his vow, and maintaining right
down to the nail the covenants arranged with the Scots and
Picts, he brought them over by frequent embassies, exhorting
them to real fellowship, and by much more frequent letters.

‘ ¢In this island,” said Carausius to them (anticipating the
words of a greater author), ¢ I hold that the Romans are in no
wise to be feared, provided only that the various tribes of
this island, united under loyal chieftains, keep a firm peace
with one another.’

“ Meanwhile, by reason of the death of Carausius their
chief, the greater part of the British nation renewed the
treaty of alliance with the Scots, and did their best either to
put Allectus to death or to banish him from Britain. But
Allectus, leading with him the Picts who had eluded the
treaty promised before to the Britons, afflicted the Britons
with manifold disasters,

¢« After Carausius, Allectus held Britain for the space of
three years : he was crushed by the Praetorian guard, under
the leadership of Asclepiodotus. But when war was made
upon the British people by the Romans, the Scots assisting
the Britons brought them loyal aid ; against the Britons the
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Picts gave invariably help to the Romans. Now the craftiness
of Allectus parted the Picts from the Britons, and they con-
tinuously right down to the time of Maximus,” Emperor of
Gaul, devastated each other, and massacred and were
massacred.” '

The Chronicler then proceeds to describe the arrival
of Constantius with three legions, and says that he
“easily compelled the southern Britons to make peace,
not by war but by threat of war,” and afterwards with
the aid of the Picts attacked the Britons of Albania and
the Scots.

The other Scottish Chronicler, Hector Boethius, was
born about the year 1470. In Bk. VI. of his History
of the Scots, he describes the death of King Findock
of Albania (no doubt the Fulgentius of the previous
narrative), slain by “two naughty persons procured by
Donald, King of the Isles,” to go over into Albany.
The murderers were caught, and confessed that they
were procured unto it “not onelie by Donald of the
Isles, but also by Carantius the King’s owne brother.”

“ Not long after Carantius was sought after for execution ;
but he, being informed of the murder of his brother and
the execution of the conspirators, fearing that he would be
condemned for treason and afford a sorry sight to the peoples,
withdrew into exile: this withdrawal was the main cause of
the general hatred of him, Having tarried for a considerable
time in Britain, he at length went away to Italy with the
Roman soldiers. By his services under Aurelian, Probus,
Carus, and Diocletian, he gained great renown as a warrior. . . .

“ Meantime Quintus Bassianus, the Roman Governor,
found affairs in Britain in great disorder. Carantius who,
as we have mentioned above, had gone into voluntary exile,

? Magnus Maximus assumed the purple in Britain in 383, seized part
of Italy in 387, and was slain in 388.
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in fear of punishment for his brother’s murder, after staying
and afflicting with sore disasters the Roman garrisons,
wrested Britain from the Romans. He, as he was thought
at Rome to be of lowly birth (for he had concealed his origin),
had gained, as a private soldier, great renown in Illyria, in
Gaul, and in Italy, and so0, in consequence of his military
gkill, he was regarded by Caesar and the Senate as a fit and
proper person to be put in charge of a province, to keep the
seas against the Saxon pirates.”

The author then describes the conduct of Carausius
in his office, and the warning he received that Maximian
had given orders for his execution, and continues—

“ He himself, with his fleet and troops and ill-gotten wealth,
sailing over the Hibernian Ocean, passed into Westmoreland,
a district of Britain, and at that time a Roman province,
not far from the lands of the Scots and Picts, from whom he
hoped to gain assistance against the Romans. There he
landed his forces, and, with no great trouble, as the in-
habitants surrendered of their own accord, he gained the
submission of the province. Then he sent ambassadors to
Crathlint, his nephew (son of his brother), to say that
Carantius, after he had gone into exile by reason of the
charge of the murder of his brother which had been brought
against him, had wandered long in poverty, and then enlisted
for the Persian war which the Emperor Carus had waged :
that before long, ready in speech and action as he was, and
enjoying great confidence with Caesar, he was made centurion,
then praetor, and, as such, had given so splendid a specimen
of his worth that by the suffrages of all his fellow-soldiers
he was appointed to command the fleet to clear the Channel
of the Saxon and Frank pirates,”

He then tells the story of his flight and arrival in
Westmoreland, and proceeds by the embassy to inform
Crathlint

“that if the Scots and Picts would only help him, he hoped
to expel quite easily the Romans from Albion; for he knew
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for a certainty that the Roman forces in Britain were growing
weaker every day, and Diocletian was too much troubled by
rebellions elsewhere to help them.

“Let them lay aside all ill-feeling and unite against the
Romans, As for the murder of King Findock, he had
nothing to do with it.”

When King Crathlint heard of all the power and
wealth of his uncle Carausius, he promised him help,
but declared
‘“that he was bound to stay at home for fear lest, if he
marched with his forces against the Romans, he should expose
his wives, children, and possessions to the outrages of his
hostile neighbours, the Picts.”

The ambassadors of Carausius then went on to the
King of the Picts, and received much the same answer;
and Carausius, hearing from his ambassadors how well
disposed Crathlint was towards him,

‘“rejoicing greatly, immediately quitted Westmoreland after
he had set garrisons in the fortifications and left in the camp
his troops with many commanders of tried service,”

met Crathlint on the banks of the Esk not far from
Hadrian’s wall. When he came in the King’s presence,
throwing himself upon the ground, he proved by various
arguments that he was absolutely innocent of the murder
of King Findock. He begged him, with prayers mingled
with tears, not to allow so disgraceful a crime to be laid
to his charge,

‘““but to put away any suspicions he had entertained against
him. This would not tend so much to the crowning glory of
one who in exile, among unknown peoples, far from his father-
land, had gained in action such great glory, and had returned

to his fatherland enriched with such wealth and repute, as to
the name and fame of the King.”

Crathlint replied that he would help him, but was
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afraid of the Picts. Carausius promised to bring about
a reconciliation, should Crathlint assent.

““ Not long after, thanks to Carantius, the two Kings, each
attended by a small train of nobles, met with all good will
to discuss terms of peace. Carantius, standing between the
two Kings, tried with much skill to bring about peace between
them.”

A commission of eight, four Scots and four Picts, was
appointed, and under the leadership of Carausius these
commissioners carried out all the wishes and decrees of
the two Kings. Meanwhile Quintus Bassianus, the Roman
Governor, hearing of Carausius, marched towards West-
moreland, but learning on the way that he was at York,
made haste to catch him there. He succeeded in doing
80, and proceeded to join battle.

“The signal having been given, when the enemy had
engaged the Romans with great force, the Britons who
had followed Bassianus to York, turning their backs upon
the fighting troops, and throwing off all allegiance to the
Romans, with slow steps, not like running away, keeping
their military order, retired upon some hills close by. The
soldiers posted next them, seeing their flanks laid bare by
the withdrawal of their allies, thinking more of safety than
victory, were disheartened and took to flight. The victorious
troops pursued them, and gave no quarter. Bassianus the
legate and Hircius the procurator of Caesar were slain,
besides an immense number of common soldiers, The Britons
who, as we have mentioned above, ' deserted Bassianus,
surrendered to Carantius. He retained such of the nobles
among the surrendered who had not yet reached their sixtieth
nor were under their twelfth year, and dismissed the rest.
After dividing the spoil between them, he marched with his
forces to London. There he made himself master of the city
and the tower, which was very strong, and assumed the
purple. He ceded to the Kings of the Scots and the
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Picts Westmoreland, Cumberland, and all the district lying
between the country round York and Hadrian's wall, and,
by expelling the Britons therefrom, he excited no small hate,
not so much on the part of the Romans as of the Britons.
Carantius afterwards was attacked by the Romans in many
bloody battles, but, victorious in them all, he established his
kingdom in Britain with marvellous skill.

‘ Finally, by the stratagem of Allectus, the Roman legate—
this Allectus, a man endowed with & cunning disposition and
great perfidiousness, had arrived in Britain, and, pretending
peace, feigned that he had taken upon himself to uphold the
cause of Carantius—he was deceived in the expectation of
friendship and murdered. After the murder, Allectus, being
prevented by his soldiers from restoring Britain to the
Romans, cast off all his allegiance to Rome and seized the
crown. Three years after he was robbed, not only of his
kingdom, but his life, by Asclepiodotus.”

This account is certainly most interesting, and it is
difficult to regard it as purely imaginary. Its details
are minute and not incomsistent with the accounts
of the Roman authors, and on one point at least it
definitely supplies information, and an explanation
which the reader will have very probably deduced
from the statements of the writers previously quoted.
The Roman authors are silent as to the name of the
Governor of Britain who was displaced by Carausius,
but there must, of course, have been such an officer.
Geoffrey of Monmouth, greatly confused in his dates,
attributes to Carausius a victory over Bassianus Anto- -
ninus, the Emperor Caracalla, who had in fact been
killed seventy years earlier. John of Fordun appears
to think that a Roman army under one Bassianus
effected a landing in Britain, and gained some pre-
liminary successes after the flight of Carausius from
Boulogne and before he had consolidated his power—
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that is, while the control of affairs on the Roman side
was in the hands of Maximian. This seems very unlikely,
and it is still more unlikely that if it occurred it would
have found no place in the Roman accounts. It seems
highly probable, therefore, that the Bassianus whose
name so persistently appears in the Chronicles was the
Roman governor slain by Carausius.

The statement that the usurper owed his success in
some measure to the assistance of the Picts and Scots
may also be founded on fact: it occurs in both the
English and Scottish Chronicles, and is very consistent
with the statement of the Panegyrist, that no small
amount of barbarian troops were won over, and that
a mighty mass of war grew up against the Romans.
That Carausius was master of the country up to the
Scottish border may be gathered from the discovery
of the Carlisle milestone, of which mention will be
made below (see p. 39).

NumismaTic EVIDENCE.

Some amount of additional historical information may be
collected from the coins of Carausius and his successor.
The existing pieces of Carausius are proportionately
more numerous and varied in type than those of Allectus,
even after allowance is made for the fact that the former
Emperor reigned more than twice as long as the latter,
and the area over which they are found is somewhat
wider. The greater number of pieces of both reigns are
found in Central and Southern England and in Wales.
A very few coins of Carausius have been met with in
Scotland, but, it is believed, none of Allectus. In the
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northern counties of England the coins occur with
sufficient frequency to show that both Emperors bore
sway there. Northern France has produced a few coins
of Carausius of British fabric, a considerable number of
which are undoubtedly from a Continental mint, and a
very few of Allectus, whose pieces are all of British
origin. Coins of Allectus are rarely if ever found else-
where on the Continent, while those of Carausius have
been found in very small numbers in other parts of
France, and one of them is recorded to have been dug
up so far away as Westphalia. This distribution is
exactly in accordance with what we may deduce from
history as to the extent of the dominions of the two
Emperors. The two most important discoveries have
been those at Rouen in 1846, and at Blackmoor, near
Selborne, Hants, in 1873. The former consisted of 210
coins of Carausius, all of continental fabric, and there is
little doubt they were issued from a mint which for a
short time operated in Rouen itself. This question will
be more fully discussed in connection with the attempt
which is made hereafter to distinguish the issues of the
various mints.

Nothing has at present been discovered to indicate
with certainty the date at which the Rouen mint
operated, but two silver pieces found in that city with
reverse legends VBERITA AV. and VBERITAS AVG suggest
by their style that they are imitations by a Rouen
moneyer of British types, and it may therefore be
assumed that they were not struck very early in the
reign, especially as their British prototypes are of good
workmanship. The portrait of the Emperor on the
Rouen coins differs so greatly from that on the British
issues that we may imagine that his personality was not
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familiar to the local engraver. These coins appear to
have circulated somewhat freely in the north of France,
and, as above mentioned, several minor discoveries of
them have been made in that district, though British-
struck coins are but rarely found there. On the other
hand, the English hoards only contain Continental
pieces in very small numbers, and though the available
information upon the point is meagre, there is some
ground for believing that they occur only in hoards
deposited in the latter years of Carausius or in the reign
of Allectus. The suggestion that the mint at Rouen
was established after the defeat of Maximian’s expedition
in pursuance of an arrangement that the coasts of the
English Channel were to be held by Carausius, may
perhaps therefore be put forward, but must be regarded
as speculative. It may be urged in its favour that the
issue cannot have taken place before the flight of
Carausius into Britain, as so indisputable an evidence of
his intention to usurp would hardly have escaped the
notice of Maximian and his historians, and would have
been a conclusive justification of the Emperor’s attempt
to destroy the culprit. On the other hand, it is probable
that Rouen, owing to its greater distance from Britain
and its inland situation, was not so strongly held by the
British as Boulogne, and that the Roman power was
re-established there before the fall of the latter town.
When Mamertinus delivered his Panegyric in April,
289, Maximian was yet unbeaten, and was apparently
operating from the direction of the German rivers.
Boulogne is believed to have fallen in 292, and
Carausius’ power was at its zenith between these dates.
There is evidence to be gathered from the coins that
the flight to Britain and the assumption o?\{;\he purple
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was not the culmination of a matured scheme, notwith-
standing that the use by Carausius of the ADVENTVS and
EXPECTATE VENI types suggests that his arrival was, at
any rate in his own opinion, expected and desired. One
of the numismatic curiosities of the reign is the existence
of a very considerable number of pieces which have been
struck on coins of earlier Emperors—Gallienus, Claudius
Gothicus, Postumus, Victorinus, the two Tetrici, and
even of Diocletian himself. The Carausian dies used in
these overstrikes are generally of somewhat rough exe-
cution and of trite and well-known types without mint-
mark ; a very few of them bear the mint-mark of London.
It may reasonably be suggested, therefore, that Carausius
was hurried into revolt, and, being unprepared with
copper blanks to enable him to carry out the first duty
of an Emperor and make the most public declaration of
his assumption of power, resorted at once to the ex-
pedient of restriking the coins which were available at
the moment, and that the place where he announced this
assumption by his coinage was London, to which city
he at once, if we may believe the Chroniclers, marched
after his victory at York. It is also probable that a
great number of the rough, poorly executed, and some-
times blundered coins, which are frequently found, may
be attributed to this early period, and considered to be
the work of inexperienced moneyers hurriedly appointed,
for, as will be seen, there was a great improvement, both
in art and mechanical methods, as time went on, cul-
minating in the very fine, regular, well-designed, and
well-minted issues of Allectus. It is difficult, therefore,
to believe that the ADVENTVS types are among the early
issues of the reign, for they are almost always fine and
well struck. This feature is not so well marked in the
VOL. VIL, SERIES IV. D
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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 AVGGG 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
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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. L. 12
Victorinus . . . 5450 [ Carinus . . . . . 24
Marius . . . . 60 | Magnia Urbica 2
‘TetricasI . . . 10,195 | Numerian . . . . 14
Tetricus IT . . . 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



THE REIGN AND COINAGE OF CARAUSIUS. 37

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, 8; 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 & 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 énd 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 I 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 V and the following c, and it
seems very likely that what he read as V 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
rea.ding 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.p. 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
Antiquarian and Archaeological Society 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 Chronscle 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 a Gaulish coin in the Bibliothéque
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 Alle~tus.

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 Caraustus by
their vitriolic contemporary critic, Richard Gough, who
says in his advertisement, “ Every Research after Truth
has degenerated into Contest for an Hypothesis. Of
all Inquirers after it Antiquarians, to whose Discoveries
some Deference is presumed to be due, should quarrel
least, much less should they substitute Fancy and
Invention to that Fiction and Obscurity they labour to
banish.” An attempt has been made in the compilation
of these notes to avoid these most reprehensible faults.

It may, however, be permissible to conclude that
Carausius was a more than ordinarily competent and
successful usurper, and that his conduct shows not only
military and naval skill of a very high order, with which
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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 ruler, 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. 8], 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 801 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 661 and 665 grains;
their style is very similar to the aurei issued 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 exception. 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 A2* 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 a 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
hardly 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

4 Num. Chron., 1906, 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. 134.
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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
the two denarii referred to on p. 31 above, are of
British fabric, and it therefore becomes necessary, in
pursuing the above assumption, to inquire what British
town was in name, situation, and importance a likely seat
for the mint. Most numismatists from Stukeley onwards
have selected Rutupiae, Richborough, on the Kentish
coast, near Sandwich. The Itinerary of Antoninus
mentions this port as being 450 stadia, about 53 miles,
from Gesoriacum, Boulogne, which statement is very
accurate, and Ammianus Marcellinus® speaks of a
traveller from Paris to London, who, leaving Boulogne
with a fair wind, reached Rutupiae on the opposite
coast.

The harbour was a good one, and convenient both for
the Gallic and the Batavian trade, and the town was
important 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 and 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
settlement, 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 s
still unexplained. Dr. Stukeley reads, « Rutupii Signator
Rogatorum. Signator is the cutter of the die. Roga
donativum honorarium. Rogator is the same word as
Erogator: the distributor of the Emperor’s bounty and
presents to the officers and soldiery.”

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

Seeing that we have to deal with an altogether ex-
ceptional issue, the first output of silver for seventy
years, we are perhaps justified in considering whether its
exergual letters may not also be exceptional, and have
reference to something other than the matters generally
indicated by mint-marks. The required initial letters
appear in an inscription quoted by Orelli, « Rationalis
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,
8 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 issnue 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

7 Bouché Leclercq, Manual des Institutions Romaines, p. 358.
VOL. VII., SERIES 1IV. E
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appears on two gold coins, and London was certainly the
principal, if not the only, British mint which struck gold.
There is no material difference in style and fabric between
the silver pieces marked L and ML and those marked
RSR, and therefore nothing in the coins themselves
which tends to negative their attribution to London.

We have seen that the coins which Carausius over-
struck on those of earlier Emperors were probably issued
from London, and it is therefore suggestive to find one
such piece in the Fitzwilliam Museum of the type
FELICITAS, galley to right, which, from its reverse being
incompletely struck on an older obverse, has a reverse
legend reading P F AVG . . ITAS, and bears the mark R.S.R.
in the exergue. On the whole, therefore, whether the
suggestion as to the meaning of the letters which is
tentatively made above be accepted or not, there seems
considerable ground for holding, with de Salis, that the
mark is a London one.

The other principal mint of Carausius was situated on
the Continent, and, as we have seen, probably at Rouen.
Messrs. Rollin and Feuardent, in their old catalogue,
point out that the pieces issued from it resemble the
Gallic coins of Tetricus, and are easily distinguishable
from the British-struck pieces, by reason of the differ-
ence in the inscriptions, in which the letters are
imperfectly formed, and even more by the difference
in the portrait. An examination of the coins will at
once convince the observer of the correctness of this;
the portrait maigre et étroit is totally unlike the burly
masterful Briton, the metal differs in colour, being of a
brighter brown, and the lettering is unlike that of any
British mint. The old catalogue proceeds to attribute
the mint to Boulogne, but its authors apparently did so
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without noticing the few pieces which actually bear the
exergual mint-mark R, and are of the same fabric as the
unmarked specimens. This mark, coupled with the facts
that the Rouen find above referred to consisted entirely
of coins of the mint in question, and that others are
found in Northern France but are very scarce in English
finds, seems to render it reasonably certain that the mint
actually operated in Rouen. The scarceness of its pieces
and the few distinct varieties of its types, suggest that it
operated for a short time only, while the poorness of the
execution and the numerous blunders and slight varia-
tions which are found, suggest that it was hurriedly
established, and did the best it could with somewhat
makeshift artificers. This mint did not operate at all
in the reign of Allectus, and probably ceased about the
time of the fall of Boulogne.

There are a very few Continental pieces which do not
appear to be of Rouen fabric, but there is no means of
ascertaining where they were struck. The most interest-
ing of these is in the Royal Mint Collection, and is
figured on p. 57 (see Fig. 2). A few bronze coins also
exist which may, like the silver coins mentioned above,
be Continental imitations of British pieces, and are diffi-
cult to attribute.

A number of British coins are so barbaric in their
workmanship as to suggest that they were contemporary
forgeries or the earliest issues of the London mint. In
favour of the latter view is the fact that they are found
in somewhat considerable numbers in what were evidently
hoards of approved currency, such as that of Blackmoor,
and therefore appear to have been officially recognized.
A very few of them bear a London mint-mark, but none
have been noticed which can certainly be attributed to

E 2
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Colchester. In fact, though Colchester, like London,
issued coins which do not bear the mint-letter, and its
pieces are not all of equal merit, it seems never to have
issued any which are of quite as rough execution as the
worst London specimens, no doubt because it was not
established until the affairs of the country were brought
into order and skilled workmen could be provided.

The large number of coins of Carausius which bear no
mint-letter present some difficulty in classification, but,
seeing that the letters B and F are hardly ever found
coupled with the mint-letter C, but very frequently with
the letter L, it is possible to attribute coins with the
former letters in the field and without mint-letter to
London, while for the converse reason coins marked SC
only are probably from Colchester. Coins marked sP
without exergual letter appear to be most frequently
from Colchester, while an examination of the unmarked
pieces of British fabric shows that a few of them may be
given to Colchester, but that the great majority are from
the London mint or its barbaric imitators.

THE MINT-MARKS.

The great difficulty of interpretation which the mint-
marks of the period present has recently been discussed
in connection with the coinage of Allectus.® This diffi-
culty is accentuated during the reign now under con-
sideration by reason of the much greater roughness and
irregularity of the issues of Carausius and the numerous
varieties of mark which his moneyers employed, and

® Num. Chron., 1906, pp. 136-138.
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also by the existence of many coins which are un-
doubtedly blundered. Due allowance being made for these
peculiarities, it does not, however, appear that there is
anything on the coins of Carausius which conflicts with
the interpretation put forward with reference to those
of Allectus, which was based on the theory that mint-
marks must, as a rule, be expected to refer to matters
connected with the mint, e.g. its situation, the number of
its officina in which the coin was struck, the series to
which it belonged, and its value. If it be true that the
rougher issues of Carausius should in the main be attri-
buted to the earlier years of his reign, then we may even
trace the development of the system of mint-marking
concurrently with the improvement in his mints, and, as
we may well suppose, with the opening of additional
officinae in those mints, especially in that of London.
The earliest mark was probably the exergual ML, which
is often found on poorly executed coins; as improvement
took place the marks became more complicated and
regular, till we find, perhaps at the end of his reign,
certainly throughout that of his successor, that almost
every coin bears a complete series of marks both in field
and exergue.

The common assumption that many of these marks
are of a religious or dedicatory character becomes the
less acceptable the more it is considered. Why, for
instance, should numerous comparatively unimportant
pieces of bronze be dedicated to the gods as “sacra
moneta” or “sacra pecunia,” as Stukeley and others so
constantly allege, while no such dedication of any of the
fine issues of gold and silver can (with one exception) be
discovered ; or why, to turn to the interpretations put
forward by other authors, should such a mark as S.P be
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read as “ Securitas Perpetua " on a coin which is already,
by its type, made commemorative of peace or bravery ? It
is more probable that even the selection of types which
were of a quasi-religious character was rather prompted
by custom and precedent than by any active dedicatory
intention. Mr. George Macdonald, who has traced the
introduction and development of the religious element
in numismatics, summarizes the view above submitted
in speaking of reverse designs of a commemorative
or conventionally religious type on the coins of the
period as follows: “I have said ‘ conventionally religious’
because it will hardly be contended that any real
sanctity attached to them; there could be no ques-
tion of invoking the witness of the gods on some coins
where frankly secular types were freely admitted on
others.”?

The following attempt to solve the riddle of the
mint-marks of Carausius, therefore, follows the lines on
which an explanation of those of Allectus has been
attempted.

It is suggested that marks in the field are, in nearly
every case, used to indicate the number of the monetary
office from which the coins were issued and the series
to which they belonged; and there may have been
variations in method of describing an officina used to
distinguish different series issued therefrom. It will
be admitted that the officinae of the Roman mints are
sometimes indicated on coins of the third and fourth
centuries by one or other of the following letters and
numerals :—

The first office, by (1) the letter A, as the first letter

* Coin Types, p. 225.
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of the alphabet, (2) the numeral 1, and (3) the letter
P, the initial letter of Prima (officina).

The second office, by (1) the letter B, (2) the numeral
11, and (3) s, the initial of Secunda.

The third ofiice, by (1) the letter C or I, the third
letter of the Latin or Greek alphabet, (2) the numeral
11, and (3) the letter T for Tertia.

The fourth office, by (1) the letter D or A, (2) the
numeral 1111, and (3) the letter Q for Quarta.

The fifth office, by (1) the letter E or €, (2) the
numeral V.

The sizth office, by (1) the letter F or z, (2) the
numeral VI.

It is doubtful whether a sixth officina ever operated
even in London, and almost certain that there was no
such officina at Colchester. The letter F on coins of
those mints should therefore, perhaps, be read as
“faciunda” or “feriunda,” and it seems possible that

the common combination FT)'%), which was not used by

Allectus, may have been a method of indicating the
first officina of London, employed perhaps when the
mint had only one officina, and meaning “Money of
London made in the officina,” ¢.e. money issued by
the established and authorized mint, thus giving it
a sort of warranty of validity, and distinguishing it from
the very rough coinage, which certainly could easily
have been, and no doubt was, imitated.

The letters s and E were perhaps sometimes used for
“signata,” “emissa,” and not as numerals. The Roman
numerals I, 1, and 11l occur very rarely, and are gene-
rally found on coins of rough execution ; it is probable
that they are only blundered forms of the letters M and
L, but it must not be forgotten that this form of marking
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does appear on Roman coins which must have been then
in circulation in Britain, and is thereon almost certainly
used to indicate the number of the officina. It is,
however, particularly difficult to read the marks Il and
Il on the coins of Carausius and Allectus as numerals
indicating the monetary office, because, in some of the
very few cases in which they appear at all, they are
found in conjunction with what seem to be other
and inconsistent office-marks. It will be found on
perusal of the following table of mint-marks, which
includes those of Allectus, that the above suggestions
afford a possible explanation of almost all of them.
The great rarity of some marks presents a difficulty,
but, did we know a little more of the history of the
period, it might be easy to suggest explanations:
officinae may have operated for a short time only, or
chance may have led to the preservation and discovery
of larger numbers of some issues than of others. There
are so many marks in the two reigns which are now
only represented by very few specimens, that they
cannot all be considered as blunders.

The suggested interpretations are put forward with
“bated breath and whispered humbleness,” and will
certainly fail of acceptance by many numismatists.
Even these dissentients may, perhaps, while discarding
the interpretations, yet find the table (showing, as it does,
a very large number of the marks used by two Emperors
whose mints introduced a more complicated system than
had previously been employed on the Continent) of
some value for reference, and perhaps suggestive. Tt
is also, perhaps, permissible to point out that there is
great difficulty in applying to the complicated marks
of these reigns any of the alternative theories which
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have been put forward, but not as yet elaborated or
proved, by several eminent writers. The table does
not, for instance, seem to suggest either a system of
moneyers’ private marks or a general cryptogramic
method of identification of the coins as belonging to
various series unless by means of marks of officinae.
It will, however, be enough if it gives any assistance
to the discovery and proof of the true explanation,
whatever that may be. Where the existence of a mint-
mark has not been verified and the evidence is doubtful,
it is queried.

Fi1g. 1.—Corx oF CARAUSIUS, IN THE YORK MUSEUM.

F1a. 2.—CoiN oF CARAUsIUS, IX THE RovarL MINT COLLEOTION.
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TABLE OF MINT-MARKS.
1. MARKS ATTRIBUTABLE TO COLCHESTER.

v

10 The city mark is sometimes found in the field on the coinage of
Diocletian.
1 Cf. Num. Chron., 1906, p. 182.
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MARKS ATTRIBUTABLE TO COLCHESTER—continued.
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MARKS ATTRIBUTABLE TO COLCHESTER-—continued.

Varlety of types noted,
Marks, Suggested interpretations.
Carausius, Allectus.

N RIE| N K
S|P 8 | Signata prima officina
CL . loniae.
s|pP 4 Signata prima officina
M moneta Camulodunensis.
s|pP i 1 Signata prima officina.
1 MC blundered.

2., MARKS ATTRIBUTABLE TO LONDON.
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MARKS ATTRIBUTABLE TO LONDON-—continued.

12 Cf. Num. Chron., 1906, p. 132.
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MARKS ATTRIBUTABLE TO LONDON—oontinued.
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MARKS ATTRIBUTABLE TO LONDON—continued.

13 Very numerous.

<«



NUMISMATIC CHRONICLE.

3. OTHER BRITISH MINT-MARKS,

¢ Probably of London. 13 Probably of Colchester.
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OTHER BRITISH MINT-MARKS—continued,

4. MARK RSR AND ITS VARIATIONS,

65

Xl .
2
w.

ot

2
[72]
m

2|
[7:]
2

X
[
X

X0
~%
-]

XR
VOL. VII., SERIES IV.

X .

R.S.R. blundered.
” ”
See p. 49.

R.S.R. blundered.
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MARK RSR AND IT8 VARIATIONS—continued.

5. MARKS ON COINS OF ROUEN MINT.

1¢ This mark is only found on the TVTELA type; confer TVTELA
DIVI AVG.
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MARKS ON COINS OF ROUEN MINT —continued.

Variety of types noted.
Marks. Suggested interpretations.
Camusius, Allectus.

N R EIN|EKE

-l 1 One 21st of a denarius,
XXI

Unmarked

varieties of 88

this mint

There are between three and four hundred varieties
of the bronze coinage of Carausius which are of British
fabric and have no mint-mark. Some of these are of
barbarous execution, and may have been early issues of
London or the product of unauthorized mints, some
appear by their style to be from Colchester, but the
majority of the pieces of good or fair workmanship may
be safely attributed to London.

The following additional exergual marks are given to
Carausius by Cohen, but have not been recently noted,
viz. CXX, €XX - GSM, and MK.

It has been objected to some of the above suggestions
that the true meaning of the word Moneta is mint, not
money, and it may be admitted that in the early days
of coinage this was so. There are, however, abundant
authorities for the use of the word in the latter sense
during the Imperial period, the earliest of which is per-
haps to be found in Ovid,!” who says, “ Victaque concedit
prisca moneta novae,” certainly referring to the money,
and not to the mint which produced it. Other passages
of similar import occur in various authors. The point

11 Fast., bk. i. 222,
F2
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is not perhaps of great importance; the writer errs, if
at all, in company with many eminent authors. The
substitution of the one translation for the other will not
vitally affect the interpretations of the marks above
submitted. It would seem that, at any rate, those
numismatists who interpret S.P. as sacra pecunia must
admit the probability that the analogous mark S.M. refers
to the money and not to the mint.

THE LEGENDS AND TYPES.

The moneyers of Carausius, both British and Con-
tinental, by no means confined themselves to trite and
common types; they not only gathered suggestions from
other coinages of the century, but also introduced several
new and interesting varieties. A comparison of their
work with that of previous reigns shows that their
principal inspiration was drawn from the very varied
types employed by Gallienus, while Postumus, Victorinus,
the two Tetrici, and Probus were freely laid under
contribution for types not issued by the first-named
Emperor. Claudius Gothicus, Aurelian, Tacitus, Carus,
and Carinus also supplied a few extra varieties, and the
scarce pieces of Marius were not overlooked.

The coinage of these Emperors formed the bulk of the
money then in circulation in Britain, as appears indeed
from the composition of the Blackmoor and other hoards,
but the imitation of it extended to types which must
even then have been rare, such as the Hercules Devso-
niensi of Postumus and the legionary coins of Gallienus,
while the types and legends of the older coins were often
varied by Carausius. These variations sometimes arose
from the errors of illiterate moneyers, but in other cases
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they were intentional. For instance, the rendering of
the legend of Postumus above referred to as HERC.
DEUSENIENSI. arose from ignorance, while the legends
EXPECTATE VENI, GENIO BRITANNI, and some others were
intentionally and very aptly selected.

Some of the blundered legends were no doubt the
work of barbarous imitators of the authorized die-sinkers.
The forger in all ages, however well he may imitate the
type, seems to have a difficulty in correctly reproducing
the legend; but errors are so frequent on coins of
Carausius which were evidently officially recognized, being
found in the principal hoards, that they cannot all be
attributed to forgers, and we must, as above mentioned,
assume them to be the work of early and inefficient
moneyers.

On the British pieces which may be attributed to
the early years of Carausius, and on his Continental
pieces, mistakes and peculiarities in lettering are
frequent.

The Rouen moneyers often used IVG for AVG; the
celebrated coin which has been read VITAVI, “I have
escaped,” is almost certainly a blunder based upon VIRTVS
AVG, and we find COMIS for COMES, ECVITAS for AEQVITAS,
PIAETAS for PIETAS, RAEDVX for REDVX, LAETIA, LITIT,
and LETITIA for LAETITIA, MONITA for MONETA, RVMANO
for ROMANO, and so on. Other cases of unusual and
erroneous orthography occur besides numerous instances
in which the letters are blundered and the words more
or less illegible, such as AVGNA, perhaps for ANNONA,
VORIVIA for VICTORIA, PAZ for PAX, and AVS for AVG. One
die-sinker, whose draughtsmanship is not entirely bad,
has merely repeated the letter O four or five times in
place of an intelligible reverse legend, and a few pieces
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have been discovered which never had any legend at
all on the reverse.

The great number of different obverse legends
employed is responsible for many varieties. The names
and titles of the Emperor are stated, including blundered
spellings, in some seventy different inscriptions. There
is ground for the surmise that the longer inscriptions
may be attributed to the later years of the reign.

The abbreviation of reverse legends is also the source
of much unimportant variation. For instance, the type
Providentia appears with some twenty-four varieties of
reverse legend, while the joint effect of obverse and
reverse variations of legend and type is to produce
upwards of eighty varieties of coins dedicated to that
divinity.

Apart, however, from these somewhat trivial differences
& considerable number of unusual types are found. Of
these perhaps the most interesting is that above referred
to reading EXPECTATE VENI (“ Come, O expected one!”),
and depicting Britain, personified as a woman, clasping
the Emperor’s hand. There are several slight varieties
of this type. These coins, and those reading ADVENTVS
AVG, commemorate the arrival of the Emperor in Britain ;
but it has been already pointed out that they are
generally of sufficiently good style to suggest that they
were not issued until some time after that event. The
unique coin in Sir John Evans’s collection reading GENIO
BRITANNI, on which Britain is represented by a youthful
male genius standing by an altar, holding a patera and
cornucopiae, is an adaptation to local circumstances of a
well-known type.

The scarce silver and bronze pieces reading FORTVNA
AVG, and bearing the reverse type described by Cohen as
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“the bust of a woman to right having behind her an
unknown symbol, perhaps the pastoral staff, and holding
a flower; a laurel wreath between the bust and legend,”
have given rise to much discussion. The die was
imperfect, or the known specimens of the coins have by
coincidence so cracked that the first letter of the legend
is always missing, and the imaginative Dr. Stukeley,
misled by a weakness in the impression of the upper
part of the letter T, read ORIVNA AVG., and believed that
the Emperor “celebrated his Empress Oriuna,” a lady
of whom historical record is entirely lacking. Cohen
hardly less fancifully says in a footnote to his description
quoted above, “ On examination we think the reverse may
be interpreted as follows, Laureate bust (Maximian
Hercules) to right with a collar and the lion’s skin,
holding in his right hand a wreath, his left hand
raised.”

There seems no substantial foundation for this. A
very careful examination of the pieces shows that the
portrait does not closely resemble that of Maximian, and
that the object described as the lion’s skin is the right
forearm of the figure held horizontally across the body
from left to right of the spectator, the hand holding an
object which is perhaps a flower, but more probably
an olive branch. It is clearly not the “left hand
raised,” but something held in the right hand, and it
therefore follows that the object to left of the spectator,
behind the figure, is not held in the right, nor in fact in
either hand. This latter object is somewhat obscure,
but & comparison of the specimens in the Bibliotheque
Nationale and the British Museum with Stukeley’s plate
shows that it is probably a flower, and perhaps the arum
lily. It is with diffidence submitted that the bust is, in
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accordance with the legend, that of Fortuna, who, having
led the Emperor through war to peace, holds in her hand
before her the peaceful symbol of the olive branch, while
behind her is the arum martialis, the flower of Mars. It
will be remembered that this flower appears as the badge
of the Marcia family on two denarii issued by them;
or so the small object beneath the horse depicted on
those coins has been described.

Another interesting type rests on the authority of
Dr. Stukeley alone; he quotes it from Serjeant Eyre’s
collection, and says that the letters are “fair and
distinct,” but unfortunately the coin cannot now be
found. The reverse shows the Emperor helmeted and
in military attire riding to right, his right hand holding
a spear, his left raised in salutation, with the legend I0. X.,
which Stukeley reads “Io decies!”—*“ten times hail!”
The word 10 appears on a rather scarce tessera or small
bronze coin attributed to Domitian, reading 10 10
TRIVMPHE (the triumphant shout), and on a much scarcer
piece mentioned by Eckhel,!® reading 10 sAT(urnalia) 10,
in allusion, of course, to the riotous winter festival in
honour of Saturn. This latter piece is supposed by some
authorities to have been struck in Britain in the reign of
Claudius. There is also a scarce coin of Gallienus,
reading 10. CANTAB, in probable reference to Cantabris,
Biscay, in Spain. Serjeant Eyre's coin having disappeared,
we must accept Dr. Stukeley’s description and interpre-
tation with some reserve, for although he does not appear
to have falsified or misstated what he believed he saw,
his enthusiasm often carried him away, and it is im-
possible to avoid a suspicion that what he actually

s Doct. Num. Vet., vol. viii. p. 816.
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should have seen in this case was a blundered version
of the word PAX, coupled with an unusual type taken
perhaps from the coins reading ADVENTVS AVG. There
are other instances in which the legend and type are
inaptly combined ; the inscription PAX AVG, for example,
is used with the type of a female figure holding in each
hand a military ensign usually associated with the legend
CONCORDIA MILITVM and FIDES MILITVM. The same
inscription is also found combined with the personifica-
tions of Fortuna, Providentia, Moneta, and Salus, and
even in one case with the armed military figure which
usually typifies VIRTVS.

Many of the coins of both Carausius and Allectus were
dedicated to Virtues and Genii, whose personifications
appear as types, and in this the moneyers imitated the
third brass of their predecessors of the third century,
on which such types are found with wearisome frequency.
The inscription TVTELA (Protection), used on the Rouen
coins of Carausius, is uncommon, the only previous
example during the period being on a rather scarce third
brass of Tetricus the Elder. It is, however, found on
several pieces struck during the first century A.D.

With the exception of one scarce piece reading DIANAE
REDVCI, and a few which bear the name of Jove, Allectus
dedicated no coins to the gods or goddesses; Carausius
was not perhaps more gallant, for the only goddess he
celebrates is Diana, but he showed more religious feeling.
Diocletian had taken the name of Jovius and Maximian
that of Herculeus, and both their patron deities were cele-
brated, not only by themselves, but also by their “brother,”
the British Emperor, who seems, with a fine appreciation
of the importance of sea-power, to have placed himself
under the special protection of Neptune, to whom he
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dedicated a few coins. Apollo, the sun-god, was &
favourite deity; his bust radiate with whip in hand
sometimes appears on an obverse jugate with that of
the Emperor, while his figure with a radiate crown is
frequently found on reverses. The double bust some-
times arises from double striking, and where the whip is
absent a careful examination of the coin is necessary
before the second profile is accepted as that of the deity.
On two coins reading PACATOR ORBIS, the reverse type
is a radiate draped bust of the same god.

Mars was a frequent object of the warlike Emperor’s
worship, Mercury more rarely appears, and Aesculapius,
& minor god, appears on one rare piece inscribed SALVS
AVG only; and of this, as of so many other rarities of
Carausius, there is a prototype in the reign of Gallienus.

The entirely unique coin, published by Professor
Oman, and still in his collection, which bears the in-
scription HERC DEUSENIENSI, is referred to above. This
Hercules of Deuso, whether Deuso be Deutz opposite
Cologne or one of the Duisburgs, was a god of the
German and not the British land, and it may well be
that the Emperor, in this legend and in those reading
VICTORIA GERM and GERMANICVS MAX V, was commemo-
rating the part which he bore in the German victories
of Probus. It is possible, however,that the former legend
was but a slavish copy of the coin of Postumus, and we
have seen that the latter may have no better justification.

VICTORIA GERM is used by several Emperors, GER-
MANICVS MAX V appears on coins of Gallienus and Pos-
tumus, and the existence of coins of Valerian and
Gallienus reading GERMANICVS MAX TER, seems to show
that the final vV should be read as a numeral, and that
the Emperor claimed five victories over the Germans.
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Rome is alluded to on several coins, the types used
being the armed Minerva, the goddess or personification
of the city, or the wolf and twins. Mr. C. F. Keary * has
pointed out the influence which the latter device and
that of the Galley had on the Anglo-Saxon sceattas,
many of which are barbaric imitations of these types
which were common in Britain through their frequent
use by Carausius and Allectus.

The revival of the inscription ROM(ae) ET AVG(usto),
common in the days of Augustus and Tiberius, is
interesting. The well-known type, the altar of Lyons,
was not used, its place being taken by a female figure,
probably Roma, offering a sacrifice or, as some think,
holding & rudder.

It is not surprising to find that the warrior Carausius
frequently adopted the helmeted, armoured bust which
is common in the reign of his old master Probus, and
was also used by Gallienus and others. This bust is
often associated with the warlike legends VIRTVS CARAVSI
and VICTORI CARAVSI.

Other military types abound. The Praetorian cohort,
the bodyguard of the Emperor, is celebrated on several
coins which bear as a reverse device four military ensigns,
and there is a long and very remarkable series of coins
bearing the names and devices of several legions. It will
be remembered that the legions into which the Roman
army was divided each contained a greater number of
men than & modern regiment, and corresponded in that
respect more nearly to a division, but the organization
was regimental, the cohorts representing the companies.
In republican times the number of soldiers composing a

'* Num. Chron., 1879, p. 46.
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legion was three thousand, but this was afterwards in-
creased till it reached six thousand foot with a few
hundred cavalry. In early days the legions were few,
but as the Roman power grew, additional ones were
enrolled as occasion required, and distinguished by
consecutive numbers in the order of their formation.
At the fall of the republic there appear to have been no
less than thirty under arms. Even at this period some
of them were known by name as well as number, and,
owing to a practice which grew up under the Empire of
forming more than one legion under one number, the
name became as important as the number.

In 31 B.c. Mark Antony, who was preparing for that
last war of his which ended in the shameful defeat of
Actium, issued some gold and a great number of silver
coins bearing on one side a galley and on the other a
legionary eagle between two military ensigns, with in-
scriptions comprising the numbers of the legions from
I to XXX, and in three cases also their names. From
the first to the twenty-third legion the denarii are
common, and have often been found in Britain, but
specimens bearing higher numbers are very rare. The
legionary denarii of Clodius Macer, struck in Africa
in 68 A.D., are so rare and of so distant an origin that
they can hardly have been known to the moneyers of
Carausius; but Septimius Severus, who died at York
in 211, commemorated some twelve of his legions on
gold and silver coins, and one on bronze, while Gallienus,
Emperor 253-268, struck more than fifty varieties
of legionary billon or white metal coins. Victorinus,
265-267, also struck a very few, mostly in gold.

In these types, as in so many others, we find that
Carausius sought his inspiration from the coins of
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Gallienus, for that Emperor, departing from the con-
ventional eagle and ensign type used by Antony and
Severus, employed as a reverse type the legionary badge,
a ram, a centaur, a lion, or other device. Sir John Evans,
dealing with legionary coins of Carausius in the Numis-
matic Chronicle, 1905, pp. 28, 29, suggests that it is
possible to distinguish those coins of Carausius that are
probably mere imitations of earlier coins, and those that
are probably connected with legions serving under
Carausius, by comparing the title of the legion and its
device on the coins of the two Emperors, and if on both
the title and device are identical, regarding the coin of
Carausius as possibly a mere imitation of one of Gallienus,
but if there is a difference either in the title or device,
regarding it as probably an original production of the
mint of Carausius.

It may be doubted if this is not at once somewhat
more and less than fair to Carausius. On the one hand,
allowance must be made for the blunders of his moneyers,
especially those at Colchester, who seem to have con-
sidered that the centaur was a fitting type for almost
any legionary coin, and for the extremely imperfect
striking and condition of many of the existing pieces
which have caused the publication of doubtful readings;
while, on the other hand, it will appear that Carausius,
even though in many cases he copied the type of the
earlier coin more or less exactly, had other and better
reasons than those of the copyist for using it.

The following table showing the numbers, names, and
billets of the legions stationed in Europe during the
latter part of the third century, has been kindly supplied
by Professor Oman, and will be of the greatest assistance
in the comsideration of the coins in detail. It shows
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that Carausius commemorated no legion from which he
did not receive, or at any rate had no hope of receiving,
support. It may be that, as a political measure, com-
parable to the issue of the coins with legends terminating
in AVGGG, to publish the union of the three Emperors,
he threw his net wide, and included what he aspired to
as well as the accomplished facts, but, especially if the
coins were issued while he held Continental power, he

did not exceed the possibilities.

No. Name. Billet. Badge.
I | Minervia Lower Rhine Ram
I | Adjutrix Pannonia Capricorn
I | Ttalica Lower Moesia Boar
II | Augusta Britain Capricorn
II | Adjutrix Pannonia Pegasus
II | Italica Noricum Wolf and twins
II | Parthica Italy, afterwards Gaul | Centaur
IIT | Italica Rhaetia Stork
IV | Flavia Felix Moesia, afterwards Gaul | Lion, or bust and
two lions
V | Macedonica Dacia,afterwards Moesia | Victory and eagle
VI | Vietrix Britain Doubtful
VII | Claudia Moesia, afterwards Gaul | Bull
VIII | Augusta Upper Rhine »
X | Gemina Pannonia ”
XI | Claudia Moesia Neptune, or boar
XIII | Gemina Dacia, afterwards Moesia | Lion
XIV | Gemina Pannonia Capricorn
XX | Valeria Victrix | Britain Boar
XXII | Primigenia Upper Rhine Capricorn
XXX | Ulpia Victrix Lower Rhine Neptune

We find coiné of Carausius, of which

the reading is

undoubted, referring to the following legions, viz. :—
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No. Name. Billet. Badge. "‘6".“.\.‘::’;’.." 7
I| Minervia Lower Rhine | Ram Figure of Mi-
, nerva
II | Augusta Britain Capricorn Gallienus omits
the legion
II | Parthica Gaul Centaur Centaur
IIII | Flavia » Lion, or bust | Lion
and two lions
VII | Claudia " Bull Bull or lion
VIII | Augusta Upper Rhine | ,, Bull
XX | Valeria Vietrix | Britain Boar Capricorn
XXII | Primigenia Upper Rhine | Capricorn ”
XXX | Ulpia Victrix | Lower Rhine | Neptune Neptune or Ca-
pricorn

Here we have all the legions which were stationed in
or near the territory which was subject to Carausius
when at the zenith of his power, and in most cases the
badges used by him to distinguish them are similar to
those used by Gallienus.

The instances of difference are the less important
because we know from the series of Gallienus that some
legions used two badges, and it has been suggested by
Sir John Evans that when a portion only of a legion
gave its adherence to the cause of Carausius, it adopted a
new device.

There are some pieces, reading LEG Il PARTH or
PARTHICA, with the boar as a badge; they are scarce, but
sufficiently numerous to render it probable that this
badge was used by this legion as well as the centaur.
The coins which have been read LEG 11l with a bull for
device, are almost certainly imperfectly struck pieces of
LEG VII CLAUDIA.

A coin in the Bibliothdque Nationale, which reads
LEG Iil (type, a lion), is probably an incomplete piece of
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the fourth legion, Flavia; while the coins which appa-
rently read LEG Vil IN, with the ram, are blunders for
LEG I MIN; and those which read LEG XX, or XX! VLPIA,
are also blundered, and should read XxX. The silver
coin, published by Cohen (No. 138),as LEG Ill SIPC, is an
imperfect and blundered specimen of the type ADVENTVS
AVG. It was totally misread by Cohen’s authority, pro-
bably Petrie, and is omitted from the present catalogue.
The combination of the centaur with the legend LEG 1l
FLAVIA occurs only on coins struck at Colchester, and is,
it is submitted, with much deference to the contrary
opinion of Sir John Evans, probably a blunder of the
moneyer there, whose experience of legionary coins was
small, and who appears, with one exception, to have used
the centaur badge on all his issues of the series.

There remains, therefore, some obscurity about one
type only, that reading LEG Vil or vl GE. Some
authors allege that the ninth legion bore the title
Augusta Gemina, and was stationed in Armorica, North-
Western Gaul, and if we might accept this as correct,
these extremely rare coins would fall into the class
of those legions over which Carausius had or hoped to
have control, a class which would then comprise all
his legionary types except those which, as above men-
tioned, are almost certainly blundered. Unfortunately,
modern research hardly supports the allegation. It
does not appear that the ninth legion was ever re-
formed after its extermination in Britain during the
reign of Hadrian, and at the end of the third century
the only legion named Gemina which bore the bull was
the tenth, which was then stationed on the Danube, in
Pannonia, Hungary, too far away, it would seem, to come
within the political scope of Carausius. The title was
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also borne by the thirteenth and fourteenth legions, whose
badges were the capricorn and the lion respectively, but
both these legions were also on Danubian stations. It
would seem, therefore, that the coins must be blundered
or misread. Nearly all the legionary coins either bear
the London mark or are without mint-letter, and may
probably be attributed to that mint. A great number of
them are of poor workmanship and irregularly struck.
It seems probable that these are among the early issues,
but that the type was not abandoned till late in the
reign. The only similar coin of Allectus reads LEG II
with a lion badge, and is no doubt a blunder.

One coin of Carausius very worthy of special mention, the
most interesting of all the many interesting pieces issued
by him, is the well-known third brass bearing the legend
CARAVSIVS ET FRATRES 8VI, with the jugate busts of Dio-
cletian, Maximian, and Carausius facing to the left of the
spectator,and the reverse legend PAX AVGGG. Although by
reason of its unusual design and great historic interest it
is one of the most valuable small bronze coins in existence,
it is by no means unique. The Bibliothdque Nationale
possesses two specimens, one of which, presented by Baron
Rothschild, is no doubt the finest known. The British
Museum and the Royal Cabinet at Berlin have each
a good specimen ; the Fitzwilliam Museum has a poor
one ; Sir John Evans, M. Naville, and Mr. J. W. Brooke
have one each, the last recently found near Marlborough ;
while another, found at Waycock, Berks, is described in
the Archaeological Journal, vol. vi. p. 119, and one or two
others are to be found in private collections. It is doubtful
if any two of them are from the sama die, and there a-
at least three slight varieties in t' latter coufs’wele also

The coin was struck in celels always bronze, except

VOL. VIL, SERIES IV. G2
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290 A.p. The mint-mark is always that of Colchester.
Stukeley ® says that the first published specimen “ of this
most elegant and singular coin ” was then in the collection
of “John Wale’s Esq. of Colne,” and was “ picked out of
a vast heap of Roman coins in Mr. Wale’s custody found
at the neighbouring Roman station of Canonium, Chester-
ford ; ’tis an invaluable monument of our Emperor’s glory

. of excellent workmanship and perfect preservation,
the faces of the three Emperors distinct and easily
known ; Diocletian in the middle, Carausius on his right,
Maximian uppermost, exactly according to the rule of
manners.”

Eckhel 2! describes another specimen in the collection of
the Abbate Persico at Genoa as bearing “three busts
jugated, the first of which is a radiated one of Carausius,
the second laureated of Diocletian, and the third with
the lion’s skin of Maximian Herculius.” Stevenson
considers that in some specimens the bust of Carausius
is uppermost, and is alone radiate, and he animadverts on
the Emperor’s conduct in radiating his own head, “ while
assigning the Caesarian honors of the caput nudum to
the two Augusti, fratres sui.”

It is inconceivable that Carausius, astute, politic, and
anxious, as his coinage clearly shows, to obtain the fullest
recognition of the peace which he had gained by the
success of his arms, and of his position as a colleague in
the Roman Empire, could have desired to offer such
a gross and public insult to the two Emperors, and he
did not do so. The writer has had the opportunity of

+ examining six specimens of the coin; one of them shows
thery clearly, and three others less clearly, but beyond
Pannuaeay acaugary, too
within the political scop, .,

1 Doct. Num. Vet., vol. viii. p. 47.
n Coins, pp. 181, 182.
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