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ART. XV.-A Find of Roman Coins near Brougham 
Castle. By the Rev. A. J. HEELIS, M.A. 

Read at Carlisle, September 8th, 1910. 

ON August 2oth, 1910, during digging operations at 
Brougham Castle farm, preparatory to the erection 

of a Dutch barn, a number of coins were brought to light. 
These lay together close to the foundations of an ancient 
wall, the course of which is north-eastward from the old 
Roman camp, the point at which the coins were found 
being about zoo yards from the vallum. 

Along with the coins were bones, which crumbled on 
exposure. A human tooth was found. The wall was 
unearthed to its foundations at two points. At the second 
bones were seen, but no coins. These bones were clearly 
those of a horse. 

Without further investigation, it is idle to conjecture 
the purpose of the wall, though it is clearly of Roman 
.origin. 

The coins are more numerous than one would expect to 
find placed with a single corpse at an ordinary burial, else 
one would be drawn towards the conclusion that the wall 
formed the boundary of the graveyard in connection with 
the Roman camp. Hitherto it has been held that such a 
graveyard existed near the Countess' Pillar, distant about 
a quarter of a mile, close to which the fragments of a 
Roman tombstone may be seen embedded in a fence wall. 

At the same time the fact that the coins were found 
beneath two sandstone slabs, which the workmen at first 
supposed to be the covering of a conduit, seems to uphold 
the idea of a graN e. A possible explanation is that the 
coins were secreted in a previously existing tomb. 
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210 	 A FIND OF ROMAN COINS. 

So far as they can be deciphered, the whole of the-
coins, probably about 500 in number, must have been 
struck within a period of 20 years. 

The least ancient are those of Tetricus II., who reigned 
from A.D. 267 to 272 or 273. Thus the coins may have 
rested in the place where they were found for fully 1640 
years. 

They are of debased coinage, and in some cases show 
traces of having been plated with tin. 

Part have been deciphered by Colonel Edwin Jacks= 
as follows :— 

VALERIANUS, A.D. 253-260. 

I.—Ob. Head of Emperor. IMP . C . LIC . VALERIANUS . AUG 
R. FIDES MILITUM. Figure of Faith. 

2.—Ob. As 1. 
R. VIRTUS . AUGG. Figure of Valour for Mars, holding, 

spear and shield. 
3.—Ob. IMP . VALERIANUS . V . S. 

POSTUMUS, A.D. 258-267. 

4.—Ob. IMP . POSTUMUS PF . AUGG. 
R. Ceres standing with scales and cornucopia. MONETA,. 

5.—Same as 4. 
6.—Ob. Same as 4 and 5. 

R. Figure holding torch (?). 
7.—Ob. As last three. 

R. Armed figure holding orb. SAECULARES AUG. 

8.—Ob. Same. 
R. Figure holding scales. MONETA. 

TETRICUS I. AND II., A.D. 267-273. 

9.—TETRICUS I. Ob. Head and titles. R. M . T . N and palm. 
Io.—A minimus. TETRICUS. 

II.—TETRICUS II. A minimus. 
12-16.—TETRICUS II. Five coins struck at local mints, Gaulish or 

British, and almost undecipherable. 
17-23.—Seven coins quite undecipherable, including five minimi. 
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The remaining coins in hand are 127 minimi in poor 
condition. Of the numerous coins in private possession,. 
some are known to be coins of. Postumus. 

The coins which have been secured will be handed over 
to Lord Hothfield, owner of the property and lord of the 
manor. 

Two of the coins were sent to our vice-president, Professor 
Haverfield, who kindly wrote in reply.:—" I do not think there is-
much doubt about the coins.. I looked at them myself and showed 
them to Oman—our best Roman numismatist in Oxford—and we 
agreed, independently, about them. The smaller coin is a rude 
minim' of the Tetricus type ; you can just detect the likeness to T 

on it. The larger piece—the very yellow bronze—is a ruder issue 
of the period of the Thirty Tyrants (within which Tetricus of course 
falls) : which particular Tyrant it aspired to represent, I am not 
clear, nor is Oman. Both pieces belong probably to the third quarter 
of the third century : that is, they are ruder forms of the current 
coinage of the day. ` Similar pieces of this kind are not uncommon. 
There has been, a tendency in some quarters to consider them later 
than the coinage which they reproduce, and to put them into the fifth 
century. This, however, is not at all a likely view. Oman remarks 
to me that he has never met these issues in association with copper 
of Theodosius or Honorius, &c." 
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