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The Pershore Hoards and Votive Deposition in the Iron Age

By DEREK HURST1 and IAN LEINS2

A large hoard of Iron Age coins was discovered by metal-detecting at Pershore, Worcestershire, in 1993.
During small-scale archaeological excavation further Iron Age coins were recovered, including a likely second
hoard. Further fieldwork in the same vicinity as the hoard(s) produced more Iron Age finds, including more
coins, and a possible fragment of a twisted wire gold torc. In total 1494 Iron Age gold and silver coins were
recovered. Geophysical survey indicated that the hoard(s) lay at the southern end of an extensive area of
settlement which, based on the fieldwalking evidence, was mainly of Iron Age and Roman date. This covered
an overall area of c. 10 ha, within which several areas of more intensive activity were defined, including
enclosures and possible round-houses. It is suggested that the coin hoard(s) indicate the location of a Late Iron
Age religious space in an elevated landscape position situated on the edge of a settlement which continued into
the Roman period. As part of the archaeological strategy, specialist deep-search metal-detecting was
undertaken in order to establish that the site has now been completely cleared of metalwork caches.
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In September 1993 John Bridgewater, Gordon Jones,
and Graham Skidmore, metal-detectorists, discovered
an Iron Age coin hoard (7 gold and 976 silver or
silver-plated coins), which was promptly reported.
Archaeological excavation of a small area was carried
out by the Hereford and Worcester County Archae-
ological Service (now Worcestershire Archive &
Archaeology Service – WAAS) in late September
1993, in order to establish the immediate archae-
ological context of the hoard (HER ref WSM 20060;
Hurst et al. 1993), and to provide information for the
coroner for use at an inquest to determine the status
of the coins with regard to Treasure Trove legislation.
A second concentration of coins (comprising up to
5 gold and 290 silver or silver-plated coins) was
discovered during this excavation. Although similar in
date to those from the first hoard, the composition of
this group was markedly different. At the time of
discovery the combined assemblage represented one

of the largest caches of Iron Age coins ever found in
Britain (Williams 1993a, 13). The finds of gold and
silver from the site were declared to be Treasure Trove
in May 1994 and were subsequently purchased by the
British Museum. A limited campaign of fieldwork
continued after 1994 with the purpose of establishing
the extents of the archaeological site and of clearing it
of any further hoards, and this was completed by
1999 (Hurst 2000).

The site archive is held by the Worcestershire
County Museum, apart from the finds which were
declared as Treasure Trove and are now in the British
Museum.

LOCATION, TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

The site is located to the west of the farmhouse
of Allesborough Farm, just north-west of Pershore
(SO 93230 46437; Fig. 1) in Worcestershire, and the
original hoard(s) find-spot was situated on the north
side of a gentle south-west facing hill-slope at just
over 35 m OD where the slope is slightly indented, and
below the crest of the hill (at c. 55 m OD) to the east.
From here there is a sweeping view westwards across
the Severn valley to the Malvern Hills ridge 16 km away.
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Fig. 1.
Location of site with areas of 1993–1999 fieldwork indicated
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The solid geology is Jurassic (Lias clay) with localised
river terrace deposits (5th River Avon terrace) of
gravel and gravelly sand in the vicinity (see below).

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATION

by Derek Hurst

No previous archaeological work had been under-
taken in the more immediate vicinity of the site.
A late Iron Age to mid-Roman settlement presence
has recently been identified in nearby Pershore itself
(Hughes & Vaughan 2009). Faint traces of ridge
and furrow (aligned NNW to SSE; Payne 1999, fig. 5)
are indicative of arable agriculture in the medieval
period, and the area of the site remains in arable
production today.

Iron Age coin finds from Worcestershire are mainly
individual finds from about 30 sites, and data from
the Portable Antiquities Scheme (PAS) indicate a
number of Iron Age coins from within c. 1.5 km of the
Allesborough site, with at least some accompanied by
Roman finds. This suggests a Late Iron Age to Roman
settlement sequence (A. Bolton, pers. comm.; see
below, and also Appendix 3). The nearest substantial
caches of Iron Age artefacts to Pershore are both
hoards of iron ‘currency’ bars: from the Littletons
(WSM 2835) 15 km to the east; and from the Malvern
Hills a similar distance to the west (WSM 3744).

A 12 m2 trench was excavated by hand in
September 1993 with funding from Hereford &
Worcester County Council, and this was centred on
the original coin hoard find-spot, all metal finds being
located three-dimensionally (Figs 1–2). All deposits,
including the ploughsoil, were carefully excavated
by hand with a view to maximising finds recovery.
The clayey nature of the soil prevented sieving of soil
and, instead, the spoil was checked for metal artefacts
by metal-detector.

Following on from discovery of the first hoard by
the original finders a systematic, intensive metal-
detector scan was carried out in September 1993 as
part of an English Heritage-funded project to facil-
itate management of the site. This covered an area of
1 ha around the excavated trench (Fig. 1). Only non-
ferrous objects were retrieved and this resulted in the
recovery of further coins especially to the south of the
hoard, and of other metalwork (eg, Fig. 2). It was
considered important to assess whether further hoards
were present as these could have been placed at risk in
the circumstances.

Specialist metal-detector survey by A. Pacitto was
also carried out in 1997–8 using a Garrett deep-
seeking ‘Bloodhound’ kit designed to detect larger
targets. As this also detected ferrous targets these had
to be constantly eliminated by either digging (within
the ploughsoil), or using a fluxgate gradiometer (for
deeper readings). Selected areas were also searched
using a standard 12.5-inch (31.75 cm) coil. An area of
about 6 ha centred on the site of the original hoard
was searched in this way (WSM 29125; Fig. 1), and
no further hoards were found.

Fieldwalking was carried out during 1994 using
20 x 20 m grid squares over an area of 16 ha (WSM
29124; Fig. 2). There was a wide scatter of mainly
prehistoric and Roman finds across the survey area,
with Roman material being the most common
(Buteux 2000).

Geophysical survey was carried out by the Ancient
Monuments Laboratory (English Heritage) in 1994
and in 1998 (WSM 29123; Payne 1999), and overall
this covered an area of about 7 ha stretching mainly
northwards form the site of the original hoard (Fig. 3).
Both magnetometer and magnetic susceptibility
techniques were used, the latter increasingly, as it
was possible to scan more quickly with this.
Magnetometer survey was carried out over an area
of about 6 ha, and magnetic susceptibility survey over
an area of about 4.5 ha, the latter mainly overlapping
with the former.

SITE SEQUENCE

The following account of site sequence is based on
combining the results of the various stages of field-
work. The limited nature of the trenching has
particularly hampered the construction of a site
narrative as no clear stratigraphic inter-relationships
were noted, and the dating and nature of features
hinted at by the geophysical survey results remain
largely unknown. One general observation, that may
be significant ultimately, was that small quantities of
hand-collected cremated bone were consistently noted
in most excavated features (and in overlying soils),
and, though none of this was positively identified as
human, the possibility remained (S. Pinter-Bellows,
pers. comm.).

Phase 1 Lower Palaeolithic

A stone hand-axe (Fig. 4) was found during the
specialist metal-detector survey. Its likely association
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Fig. 2.
Results of fieldwalking (see Fig. 1 for explanation of fieldwork areas)
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Fig. 3.
Results of geophysical survey
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with the 5th River Avon terrace (dated c. 290–230
kya) would make it one of the earliest artefacts ever
discovered in the region. It was fashioned in a
homogeneous crypto-crystalline siliceous rock, prob-
ably black chert (R. Ixer, pers. comm.; cf, Lang &
Keen 2005, 71), probably originally derived from
local gravels deposited in the Pleistocene period
(D. Roe, pers. comm.).

Phase 2 Earlier prehistoric

During the fieldwalking a thin scatter of worked flint
was recovered, dating to the Mesolithic period and also,
based on the use of worked local gravel flint (Saville
1990), to the Bronze Age (R. Jackson, pers. comm.).

Phase 3 Iron Age

The geophysical survey revealed that the coin hoard
site was at the southern periphery of an extensive
complex of enclosures and other features centred
about 200 m to the north-west (Figs 2–3). The main
concentration of anomalies coincided broadly with
the greater density of later prehistoric finds recovered
by fieldwalking (Fig. 2). The ditches of an irregular
pattern of enclosures of various shapes and sizes were
present in large numbers, and there were also pits,
hearths or ovens. In several cases there were small ring-
ditches of 12–18 m diameter which were tentatively
identified as round-houses. All of the latter seemed to lie
outside the enclosures, which may, therefore, be animal
compounds. These results clearly showed that the
hoards were originally associated with a contemporary
settlement complex of at least 2.5 ha.

In the excavated trench (Fig. 5) none of the features
was positively identified as of Iron Age date and
Iron Age ceramics were mainly retrieved from the
subsoil or topsoil. The pottery comprised: Malvernian
ware (Peacock Group A; WAAS fabric 3); palaeozoic
limestone-tempered ware (Peacock Group B1; WAAS
fabric 4.1); and a more common (local) fabric
tempered with fine quartz and occasional plate shell.
Droitwich briquetage (mainly organic tempered type
WAAS fabric 2) was also present in the fieldwalked
ploughsoil.

Coin hoard locations

Hoard 1: The archaeological evidence relating to the
deposition of hoard 1 was not well preserved, as this
hoard had already been removed before archaeological
fieldwork commenced. It is possible that it had been
originally contained in a small pit cut slightly into natural
(E104; Fig. 5), as the coins were largely found in a single
tight clump; on its north side, a (?subsoiling) furrow was
identified, which was the most likely cause of some coin
dispersal so facilitating the discovery. No other finds
directly related to the deposition of this hoard were
discovered during the subsequent fieldwork.

Hoard 2: It was initially considered during excavation
that a second hoard had been lying in the fill of a
flue (F103; Fig. 5) to an oven (K107), a view based on
the burnt material attached to both sides of the
main clump of coins, and its apparent stratigraphic
position – indeed that it comprised part of the fill itself
rather than being deposited in a discrete event that
could be detected archaeologically (in any case there
was also no clear evidence that they had been placed
in a container, though the clumping might suggest
this). Certainly the distribution pattern of the coins
from the excavation trench seemed to indicate the
presence of a ‘second hoard’ (Fig. 5) and, subse-
quently, further evidence came to light to corroborate this
(see below). However, the pottery associated with the rest
of the oven fill indicated that it had been infilled at a
much later date than the coins, in the mid-Roman period
(3rd–4th century AD; Hurst et al. 1993). (However, for an
alternative interpretation see below.)

The different compositions of the excavated group
of coins and the first hoard make any direct association
between the two very unlikely (Williams 1993b, and
more below). Thus, compositional difference appears
to support the excavators’ theory that there was a
second hoard and rule out the possibility that the

Fig. 4.
Hand-axe

302

THE PREHISTORIC SOCIETY

https://doi.org/10.1017/ppr.2013.13 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/ppr.2013.13


Fig. 5.
Trench plan showing distribution of coins (grid positions of individual coins are listed in the catalogue – see inset top right

for key to grid locations)
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excavated material was scattered content from the
first hoard. The location of the second hoard,
however, requires some explanation (see also above).
More in-depth review of the coin location data during
subsequent analysis may now suggest another possible
interpretation of the archaeological evidence for the
excavated (ie second) hoard. The reasoning for this is
as follows:

a) the coins attributed to this second hoard are
mainly located at a depth of c. 0.28–0.30 m
(especially the small clumps of coins) which is
just above the top of the natural and where a
possible buried soil was identified across much of
the trench. It was observed that the top of the
oven fill was disturbed, as it was mixed with this
buried soil. It is suggested, therefore, that the
coins had originally been mainly associated with
this buried soil rather than with the fill of the
oven, which would potentially have a significant
impact on their context dating. In which case;

b) it would be clear that the coins were most likely
very disturbed in this second hoard location
(ie, the occurrence of several small clumps fairly
close together). The scar of a possible (?subsoiling)
furrow immediately adjacent (Fig. 5) may account
for any such major disturbance.

In the light of these observations a direct associa-
tion with the Roman oven seemed to be called into
question, since the possibility of disturbance may
mean that the coins had been dragged into their final
positions by later ploughing, and so redeposited out of
their original context, in which case a different date
for their deposition could then be possible. Such an
interpretation would presume that original burial
level had potentially been on top of the natural and
within what subsequently, with cultivation, became
virtually indistinguishable from the modern subsoil
horizon. Another possibility that the coins had been
discovered in the Roman period and then reburied in
a defunct feature was thought unlikely, as the main
clumps of coins did not take advantage of the full
depth of the oven flue – however, such an explanation
could not be entirely ruled out. Whichever account is
correct, this cache had been greatly disturbed, most
probably in quite recent times. Indeed such finds are
likely to have come to light only through agricultural
disturbance, and, therefore, being relatively shallowly
buried, great care must be taken in their excavation in

order to have the best chance of understanding the
original burial context.

Iron Age metalwork finds other than the coins –
which are discussed in detail below – were rare, and
these were all from the 1 ha metal-detecting survey.
Two fragments of gold objects were possibly of Iron
Age date, including notably a small fragment of
possible torc (Fig. 6), and fragments of copper alloy
shield binding (found just north-east of, and c. 12 m
north of the excavation trench respectively).

A notable later metal-detecting find from the same
site has been a gold pellet (6.64 g), cast in a mould and
hammered around the edge, and probably produced
originally as a blank for a coin (possibly related to the
Gallo-Belgic C stater or an early British derivative
copy of the late 2nd–early 1st centuries BC). Such an
object is very rare, but understood not to directly
represent evidence for production, and so does not
create a case for suggesting that Allesborough is
another mint site (J. Williams, pers. comm.).

Phase 4 Roman

The correlation of geophysical anomalies with the
pattern of Roman finds from fieldwalking indicated
that many of these features were likely to have a
Roman phase, especially to the east where the Iron
Age finds were less evident. As mentioned above the
shallow base of the oven was infilled in the mid-
Roman period and contained pottery datable to the
3rd century AD. It seemed most likely to have been

Fig. 6.
Gold wire (cut at both ends) possibly from a twisted wire
torc (cm scale). Found c. 20 m to north-east of excavation

trench during metal-detecting survey
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domestic, and post-holes in the vicinity could be
contemporaneous. The apparent association of the
oven with a possible second Iron Age coin hoard has
been discussed above. Roman finds were mainly ceramic,
and a typical range of material of mid-1st–3rd/4th
century AD date was present.

Phase 5 Post-Roman

A buried cultivation soil sealed all features, and,
though it retained no structural integrity, closely
reflected the underlying stratified deposits. This had
localised disturbance from ridge and furrow cultiva-
tion and probably also from subsoiling.

THE COINS

by Ian Leins

At the time of its discovery, the Pershore assemblage
represented the largest group of Iron Age coins
recovered under controlled archaeological conditions
in the UK and, even today, only Hallaton, Leicester-
shire (Leins 2007; Score 2011) is larger. The
significance of the Pershore coins stems from the fact
that so many were recovered during archaeological
fieldwork, providing an insight into depositional
practices (as was the case at Hallaton). The preserva-
tion of archaeological context also allows different
deposits at the site to be compared and analysed with
reference to finds from other locations, revealing the
multi-regional nature of the ‘Western’ coinage series
that has been traditionally and collectively ascribed to
the Dobunni.

The vast majority of the Iron Age coins found at
Pershore belong to the Western regional stylistic series,
identified by Evans (1864) and the subject of a detailed
study by Allen (1961). The series appears to have
circulated throughout an area centred on the modern
county of Gloucestershire, but with finds coming
from parts of all of the adjacent counties. Both
the gold and silver of this series are recognised to have
derived from coins issued in the neighbouring
‘Southern’ region, which was centred on Hampshire,
Berkshire, and West Sussex (see below). Allen (1961,
81–2) classified the silver coinage using the letters
A–K (with the rarer variants L–O and MX). The most
recent catalogue, by Cottam et al. (2010: Ancient
British Coins (ABC)), essentially preserves this
arrangement; although two types, I and J, have been
amalgamated, as they cannot be distinguished from

one another. The adapted nomenclature of Allen,
used in ABC, and ABC numbers, are used throughout
this paper.

In total 1494 Iron Age coins (23 gold or gold-plated
and 1471 silver or silver-plated) were recovered
(additional coin finds included ten Roman coins
(one silver and nine copper alloy) and one modern
penny). The coins show little evidence of wear to
indicate that they had circulated much prior to
deposition, although this is true of the majority of
Iron Age coin hoards. All these coins are included in
the coin catalogue (Appendix 1). A small group of 17
Iron Age coins, recorded as coming from the parish of
Pershore on the databases of the Celtic Coin Index
and the Portable Antiquities Scheme, are also listed
(Appendix 3). It has been noted already that two
hoards can be identified within the Pershore coin
assemblage: ‘Hoard 1’ comprises 983 metal-detector
finds (7 gold and 976 silver coins); and a second
hoard, ‘Hoard 2’, can be identified amongst the coins
recovered during excavation and appears to consist
of 295 coins (5 gold and 290 silver). In the coin
catalogue these are arranged by type and archae-
ological context, with an indication of the degree of
certainty with which each context can be ascribed to
Hoard 2. The remaining coin finds include 227
stratified and unstratified finds that cannot be
associated conclusively with either hoard. Excluding
the Roman and post-Roman coins this group com-
prises ten gold coins, a gold coin blank, and 205 silver
or silver-plated coins.

The Pershore assemblage is dominated by unin-
scribed Western silver coinages, including substantial
numbers of the early uninscribed ‘Type B’ (ABC
2015), ‘Type C’ (ABC 2018) and ‘Type D’ (ABC
2021) coins and the later, stylistically distinct, ‘Type
IJ’ (ABC 2036; see Fig. 7) coins. Basic numismatic
analysis confirms that Hoards 1 and 2 were discrete
deposits, with Type IJ accounting for a significantly
larger proportion of Hoard 1 than Hoard 2 (Table 1).
The composition of the ‘non-hoard’ material suggests
that it could include disturbed content from Hoard 2
or from both hoards. However, the possibility that
there were originally more than two hoards is also
plausible (see Leins 2007, on Hallaton, for a possible
parallel).

Perhaps the most striking feature of the Pershore
coin assemblage is the complete absence of the
Western silver types E (ABC 2024) and F (ABC
2027). Coupled with the high proportions of IJ coinage,
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this distinguishes the site’s numismatic profile from
the overall composition of Western silver coinage as
exhibited by the surviving corpus of provenanced
finds recorded on the Celtic Coin Index (see Table 1).
Explanations for these differences could lie in the
spatial or temporal limits of the hoarding event(s)
represented by the coin deposits at the site. Before
attempting to determine the significance of the coin
profile it is necessary to trace the basic development of
Western coinage.

The chronology of Western Iron Age coinage

The Iron Age coinage of west-central England
comprises a number of uninscribed and inscribed
issues in gold and silver which can be linked together

by their stylistic continuities. The series was catalo-
gued by Evans (1864) and attributed to the Dobunni
by Allen (1944, 2–3; 1961, 75–102). Allen compared
the distribution of the find-spots of Western coinage
with the territory of the later Roman civitas Dobun-
norum as described by the Greek geographer Ptolemy
in the mid-2nd century AD (Geography II, ii). This
attribution has been repeated by van Arsdell (1989,
266 ff.) and Cottam et al. (2010, 103 ff.) but cannot
be corroborated. While the Dobunni are likely to have
had roots in the pre-Conquest period (see Dio 60.20
for a reference to ‘part of the Boduni’ during the
Roman Conquest), it does not follow that all users of
Western coinage were necessarily ‘Dobunnic’. It is
entirely possible that a number of independent groups
employed Western coinage. Indeed, it is of some
interest that Aquae Calidae (Bath), which Ptolemy
associates with the Belgae, lies well within the
distribution of Western coinage.

Western coinage cannot be studied in isolation
from Southern coinages or seen as a single coherent
group. The earliest Western gold, British RA (ABC
2003), is derived directly from the Southern British
QB (ABC 488), exhibiting an identical reverse but
with a branch emblem appearing on the obverse.
Despite their different numismatic attributions (to the
Atrebates and Dobunni), it is likely that QB and RA
coinages drew on the same sources of production
expertise. As QB was struck during phases 5–6
(Haselgrove 1993, 35; 42), specifically between about
50 and 30 BC, it is unlikely that RA was struck much
before c. 40 BC. British RB (ABC 2009), the earliest
gold quarter stater, was of similar date and again

Fig. 7.
Western silver units from Pershore, of Type C (left) and IJ
(centre and right). The average diameter of these coins is

around 12–13 mm

TABLE 1: SILVER COINAGE AT PERSHORE BY TYPE

Type Pershore Pershore Pershore Pershore Prov. coins Nunney,
‘Hoard 1’ ‘Hoard 2’ ‘non-hoard’ All (CCI) Somerset

No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %

A 0 – 0 – 2 1 2 0.1 44 7 0 –
B, C, D 9 0.9 174 72 107 58 290 21 237 37 13 6
E, F 0 – 0 – 0 – 0 – 81 13 176 75
IJ 960 99 66 27 76 41 1102 79 100 16 0 –
MX, N, O 0 – 0 – 0 – 0 – 13 2 0 –
BODVOC 0 – 1 0.4 0 – 1 0.1 18 3 0 –
ANTED 0 – 1 0.4 0 – 1 0.1 41 6 16 7
EISV 0 – 1 0.4 1 0.9 2 0.1 93 14 27 11
Other/
uncertain 1 0.1 0 – 0 – 1 0.1 18 3 3 1

Hoard 1, Hoard 2, and other finds are shown together with a site total; the composition of the 1860 Nunney hoard and the
surviving sample of provenanced Western silver coins recorded in the CCI (2008) are included for comparison
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exhibits stylistic continuities with Southern coinages.
‘Type A’ (ABC 2012) is usually seen as the earliest
Western silver coinage, although it exhibits strong
links to Southern coinages (Leins 2012). The increas-
ingly abstract descendants of this coinage are the Type
B, C, and D coins that are common in the Pershore
assemblage. Together, these developments can be
ascribed to an early phase of coin production, here
called WE1, running from c. 40–10 BC (Fig. 8).

The development of Western coinage after c. 10 BC

(WE2–WE3) is complex. At least two streams of
uninscribed silver production can be detected and
these appear to have overlapped with the earliest
inscribed coin production. Types E–F and IJ both
developed directly from D; E–F feature more abstract

versions of the obverse and reverses designs on D,
while the obverse of IJ is derived from type D and
coupled with a new reverse, perhaps influenced
by contemporaneous coinages of the Eastern series.
The unique silver unit of INAM (ABC 2063; see Rudd
2006) is also based on Type D.

Of the remaining inscribed Western coinages,
CORIO and BODVOC can be identified as the
earliest on the basis of metrological and metallurgical
analysis (van Arsdell 1989, 266–8; 1994, 5; Haselgrove
1993, 45). BODVOC silver units (ABC 2042/45)
include portraits copied from the portrait coinages of
Tasciovanos (ABC 2655 ff.), which have been dated
to the middle part of Tasciovanos’ reign, c. 15–10 BC

(Kretz 2006, 187 ff.). It is probable, therefore, that

Fig. 8.
Chronology of Western coinages (pale shading 5 gold only; dark shading 5 silver only; mid-tone 5 coinages in

gold and silver)
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BODVOC coinages were introduced around the turn
of the 1st millennium BC/AD.

The relative order of BODVOC and CORIO has
been the subject of debate (cf, van Arsdell 1989; 1994;
Sills 2003). The most salient point, however, is that
CORIO staters and quarters reveal direct stylistic
links to the uninscribed British RA/RB coinage, while
the staters also reveal links to the inscribed staters of
COMVX, CATTI, ANTED, and EISV. As BODVOC
cannot be slotted within this sequence, either between
the uninscribed coinage and CORIO, or between
CORIO and the later inscribed issues, his coinage is
likely to represent a separate stream of production.
Given the metrological and metallurgical similarities
noted above, it is most likely that the BODVOC
coinage was contemporary with CORIO, with both
being struck close to the turn of the 1st millennium
BC/AD. This conclusion appears consistent with ongoing
work on the distribution of these two coinages, which
continue to show very distinct distribution patterns
(Sellwood 1984, 196–200; Haselgrove 1993, 57; Leins
2008, 106–7). The remaining inscribed Western
coinages COMVX, CATTI, ANTED, and EISV are
best grouped in the period c. AD 20–45 (WE3), but
could be contemporaneous or successive issues. It
should be noted that the rare ‘Pershore type’ stater
(ABC 2006), which is named after the present
assemblage (as three of the four known examples come
from this site), has been included in period WE2. The
dating of this type is unclear, but its manufacture clearly
post-dates that of uninscribed British RA (ABC 2003).
It is best viewed as a late uninscribed issue of WE2 on
stylistic grounds, although the designs above the horse
may represent a blundered inscription, meaning the
possibility of a later production date in WE3 should
not be discounted; see Cottam et al. (2010, 103) for a
similar conclusion.

Pershore hoards: dating and significance

The presence of a small number of ANTED and EISV
coins in Pershore Hoard 2 suggests that this hoard
was probably assembled during, or after, the last
phase of production (WE3, c. AD 20–45). It could
have been deposited in the late pre- or post-Conquest
period. Although there are no inscribed silver coins in
Hoard 1, the fact that it includes a significantly lower
proportion of the earlier Type A–D coins than Hoard
2, suggests that Hoard 1 was probably the later of the
two. Furthermore, it should also be noted that Hoard
1 includes gold coins of BODVOC and CATTI.

At this point it is useful to compare the Pershore
assemblage to the second largest hoard of Western
silver found at Nunney in Somerset in 1860 (see
Table 1). The post-Conquest assembly and deposition
dates of Nunney appear secure. In addition to
featuring higher proportions of ANTED and EISV
silver (and gold coins of ANTED and CATTI),
Nunney seems to have included a number of Roman
silver and bronze coins; the latest an issue of Claudius
for Antonia struck in c. AD 41–50. While Nunney may
be slightly later than Pershore, both assemblages
are clearly dominated by late uninscribed coinage.
Pershore includes Type IJ but no E–F; Nunney
includes Types E–F but no IJ.

This difference raises the possibility that the
composition of Pershore reveals geographical differ-
ences in the circulation of Western coinage. Pershore
can be seen to lie within the northern part of the
overall circulation area of Western coinage; Nunney
on the south-western margin of this circulation zone.
Although Type E–F coins are found in the Pershore
area, they appear less common here than further to
the south and south-west. Type IJ, by contrast, seem
not to have circulated extensively in southerly parts
and did not reach the area around Nunney (Fig. 9).
The stylistic divergence of Western coinage after Type
D is, thus, mirrored by distributional differences.
Analysing the surviving corpus of Western silver by
type and modern county (Table 2) confirms this
pattern, suggesting that those counties central to the
distribution of Western coinage (those with the largest
number of finds – Gloucestershire, Oxfordshire, and
Worcestershire) exhibit the most even balance of E–F
and IJ types. The counties with the highest proportion
of Type IJ silver units lie to the north and north-east
(Herefordshire, Warwickshire, Shropshire, and
Northamptonshire); those with the highest proportion
of Types E–F are Wiltshire, Avon, and Somerset to
the south.

The compositions of the Pershore hoards expose
significant divisions within the Western coin-using
zone, particularly when considered together with the
Nunney hoard. The above analysis suggests that the
high proportions of Type IJ at Pershore are sympto-
matic of the general circulation pool in northern parts
of the overall circulation area of Western coinage. The
absence of Type E–F is unsurprising as this coinage
was most dominant in the south-west. Although the
split between E–F and IJ is similar to that between
BODVOC and CORIO coinages (Fig. 10), the patterns
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are not identical, with BODVOC and CORIO appear-
ing to split along more of an east/west axis. While it is
possible that these differences in the circulation of later
coinages, highlighted by the Pershore hoards, provide
evidence of splits within a previously socio-politically
unified Dobunni, it is perhaps better to see the wider
distribution of some of the earliest coins made and used
in the Western region as masking the existence of a fluid
socio-political structure characterised by a number of
independent and autonomous groups within the later
Roman civitas Dobunnorum. Differences in the apparent

circulation areas of late uninscribed silver (which also
exhibits greater stylistic diversity), and inscribed
coinage, may reveal something of the complex social,
political and economic interaction between different
communities in this region in the Late Iron Age.

Non-Western coins

It has been noted above that almost all of the Iron Age
coins belong to the Western series. It is, however,
worth commenting briefly on the exceptions to this.
Leaving aside the single North Eastern silver half unit

Fig. 9.
Distribution of Western E–F and IJ types overlaid on a density map of all Western coin finds
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in Hoard 1, all of the ‘imported’ coins are gold. This is
unsurprising given the propensity for gold coins to
travel further from their source than silver (see, for
example, Leins 2012, 201–2). Three of the gold coins
are North Eastern ‘South Ferriby’ types (two of which
are plated). Although the distribution of these coins is
centred on Lincolnshire, finds are not uncommon in
the Midlands and further afield. Three are Southern
coins; two being British QB staters, of the type
discussed above, one is a Southern QC quarter stater.
There is also a single coin of Cunobelin and a Belgic
half stater. The latter is an unusual find for Britain
that finds a parallel in the assemblage from the
religious site of Waltham St Lawrence in Berkshire
(CCI 83.0189; see Burnett 1990).

DEPOSITION OF LATER IRON AGE COINS AND
OTHER ARTEFACTS

In general the rather limited investigation of the Pershore
hoard location has made the archaeological interpretation
of the site quite difficult. However, this is not particularly
unusual, since where excavation has followed other
similar discoveries, it has often been intended to increase
the numbers of coins rather than to establish the context
of the discovery (Haselgrove 1987, 133). Assessing the
contexts of such finds is inevitably made more
difficult by so few discoveries being from excavation.

Purpose of deposition

The consensus of opinion about the purposes of
hoarding tends to be variable according to period
(Casey 1986). Though there is a shortage of data
about the contexts of most hoards, this has not
prevented speculation about the circumstances giving

rise to their presence, and broadly the reasons for
deliberate hoarding can be summarised as follows:

a) secretion of wealth as a temporary measure, for
instance during times of trouble, or;

b) burial of objects as votive offerings at a religious
site.

LATE IRON AGE COIN HOARDS

by Derek Hurst and Ian Leins

The following short discussion of British hoard sites
concentrates on those associated with Late Iron Age
coin hoards where excavation has been possible
following initial discovery, and where this has not
been compromised by illicit digging, as at Wanbor-
ough, Surrey, which produced very large numbers of
Iron Age coins (Cheesman 1994; Hobbs 2003, 8;
136–7 and 142–4).

Precious metal hoards, whether comprising objects
or coins, are relatively rare in the Late Iron Age
compared to later periods. Hoards deposited in
southern and eastern Britain at approximately the
time of Julius Caesar’s invasion in the mid-1st century
BC have sometimes been interpreted as crisis hoarding
of wealth (Cunliffe 1978, 73). Although Iron Age
hoards have been seen as votive offerings (Fitzpatrick
1984, 182), such explanations have been most
frequently applied to deposits of ironwork
(cf. Hingley 1990) and bronze objects (for example
at Llyn Cerrig Bach, Wales; Manning 1972). Iron Age
coin assemblages have also been used to tentatively
identify shrines (as at Bath; see Cunliffe 1980). The
clearest examples are Hayling Island (Hampshire) and
Harlow (Essex), where large quantities of coin finds

TABLE 2: WESTERN SILVER COINAGE (HOARDS EXCLUDED) BY MODERN COUNTY (PERCENTAGE OF BCD,

EF AND IJ IN EACH)

No. silver coins (of which) % diff. EF to IJ

BCD No. % EF No. % IJ No. %

Northamptonshire 23 5 33 1 7 9 60 253
Shropshire 13 3 60 0 0 2 40 240
Warwickshire 58 17 65 1 4 8 31 227
Herefordshire 31 9 53 2 12 6 35 223
Worcestershire 91 20 47 10 23 13 30 27
Gloucestershire 223 75 56 26 20 32 24 24
Oxfordshire 152 54 60 17 19 19 21 22
Wiltshire 85 22 55 13 33 5 13 20
Avon 23 7 64 4 36 0 0 36
Somerset 10 1 50 1 50 0 0 50
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have been seen to identify Iron Age shrines at sites
that eventually developed Romano-British temples
(Haselgrove 1987; 2005).

In many cases there is no evidence of contempora-
neous occupation at the sites where Iron Age hoards
were deposited (Haselgrove 1987) and the function of
the site remains ambiguous. Extensive archaeological
work at Snettisham (Norfolk) in the early 1990s
demonstrated that the original hoards discovered in
1948–50 formed part of a complex history of hoard
deposition. An impressive collection of worked flint

(of Neolithic and later date) has come to light there,
as well as a number of torc and coin hoards of various
dates. Although the reason for their deposition is
disputed – being first identified as a metalworking
hoard site (Clarke 1954) and as part of a treasury
(Stead 1991) – it is unlikely that the coin groups can
be interpreted in simple terms as emergency or savings
hoards. The coin and torc hoards deposited at the Ken
Hill site in Snettisham clearly represent one element
of a wider tradition of precious metal and artefact
deposition over an extended period of time, whereas

Fig. 10.
Distribution of coins of CORIO and BODVOC
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the cultural purpose is less clear (eg, Fitzpatrick
1992).

A hoard of 153 East Anglian silver coins was found
nearby at Fring, Norfolk. Most of the coins were
recovered as a concreted lump and scatter from the
ploughsoil, but excavation of a subsoiling furrow
through the natural produced 27 of the coins, textiles,
and fragments of a pottery container (Chadburn &
Gurney 1991, 219). Subsequent metal-detecting at
the site has increased the hoard total to 192, and also
resulted in the discovery of a second hoard of 173
earlier Gallo-Belgic gold staters in an adjacent field.
Although Chadburn and Gurney (1991, 223–4)
considered a number of explanations for the initial
hoard, the presence of a second hoard in close proximity
to the first appears to support their interpretation as
votive offerings. Though the later (ie, cache of silver
coins) may have been a Boudiccan hoard, it is not
necessary to see this as differently motivated, if all
the deposits are essentially components of a ritual
landscape, where deposition of wealth favoured key
locations. Another excavated hoard from the same
vicinity is the Sedgeford hoard (Dennis & Faulkner
2005), which included 39 Gallo-Belgic gold staters,
20 of which were buried inside a cow bone, and the
ritual function of these coins appears more conclusive.
The number and proximity of these sites in north-west
Norfolk perhaps supports the idea that these coin
hoards formed part of an extended ritual landscape
operative over at least several generations.

Excavation of the find-spot of the 2008 Wickham
Market, Suffolk, hoard (Talbot & Leins 2010), which
comprised 840 gold staters and a ceramic container,
failed to uncover contemporaneous structural/
occupational remains. While the hoard could be seen
as an emergency or savings hoard, the fact that it was
buried adjacent to a contemporary ditch suggests that
it was not necessarily buried for safekeeping at an
isolated location away from human activity and could
be another example of a votive deposit.

The largest assemblage of Iron Age coins ever
recovered under controlled archaeological conditions
in Britain was discovered at Hallaton, Leicestershire,
in 2000. In total 5296 Iron Age and early Roman
coins were recovered by University of Leicester
Archaeological Services (ULAS). Excavation around
the find-spot uncovered a concentration of 14 discrete
hoards, clustered in an area of 4 m2 (Priest 2004, fig. 10;
Priest et al. 2006; Score 2011), which were buried in
the entranceway of a ditch that appeared to divide off

a section of the hilltop. The coin hoards lay on one
side of the entranceway and were mirrored by animal
bone (mainly pig bone) deposits on the other side.
Another large coin hoard was buried together with a
Roman auxiliary cavalry helmet against the side of the
ditch itself. All of these hoards can be dated to the
early post-Conquest period on the basis of their coin
compositions which include Iron Age and, in most
cases, Roman Republican and/or Julio-Claudian
coins. Depositional activity on a more limited scale
seems to have taken place in the decades immediately
preceding the Roman invasion of AD 43. The coin
groups lay just under the ploughsoil. The shallow
archaeology meant that the context of the hoards’
deposition was only identified during the excavations
and was not apparent from the geophysical survey.
Most significantly this hoard suggests that other
scattered coin hoards could, in fact, have represented
multiple votive deposits at the point of burial (Leins
2007, 39; Haselgrove 1987, 119–20).

Quantities of Iron Age coins also occur significantly
in Roman contexts as multiple discrete finds of gold
and silver coins, most often associated with temple
sites, where they were once interpreted as casual or
residual finds (Haselgrove 1987), and especially
where an earlier religious site continues into the
Roman period (Curteis 2006). At Harlow, Essex, for
instance, excavation has produced a large number of
Iron Age coins found scattered across the site of a
later Roman temple (Allen 1964, 1967; 1968), where
most of the coins seem to be derived from an early
Roman horizon. The reason for the deposition of
coins in this way at Harlow is uncertain, though there is
a likelihood that such coins were votive offerings
associated with an earlier, so far unidentified, religious
site, and so it might be posited that this may represent
the adoption of a new custom before the Roman coin
supply was sufficient (Haselgrove 1989). In the south-
east the most common metal for coins in this type of
context is silver (Haselgrove 1987).

Hoards are also known, however, in the vicinity of
later Roman religious sites, such as where Iron Age
coins were deposited in a post-2nd century AD context
at Castle Rings Camp, Donhead St Mary in Wiltshire
(Cowell et al. 1987); and on sites adjacent to a Roman
temple (ie, Weycock Hill, Berkshire).

In contrast, where stratified Iron Age coins have
been found in the wider south-east, they have been
largely copper-alloy types, and often have Claudian
(AD 41–54) associations (eg, Sheepen in Colchester,
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and Hayling Island, Hampshire (Haselgrove 1987,
362–74 and 402–6 respectively); and whilst gold and
silver types were common at Hayling temple, the
coins were mostly plated).

CONCLUSIONS

by Derek Hurst

It is particularly striking that there are many
similarities between the largest recent Iron Age coin
hoard sites at Pershore, Worcestershire, and Hallaton,
Leicestershire, both in terms of the hoard composition
(ie, mainly coins), and of the general natural and
archaeological landscapes represented by the site
locations. Putting aside the earlier prehistoric activity
at both sites, though the possibility of Early Bronze
Age burial sites seems to exist in either case, both sites
were previously unknown and located on (as once
thought) unpromising geologies for settlement, and
more specifically occupy exposed positions on hills,
but not on the very brow. Both sites also enjoy
sweeping views across a river valley. Also, in both
cases, possible round-houses have been identified
nearby and to the north, and the hoards seem to be
located on the edges of the main Iron Age finds
scatters (cf, Priest 2004, 22), but in areas where
Roman finds are later to feature (Fig. 2; Score 2011,
fig. 3). Therefore, though the limited area of excava-
tion at Pershore prevents any detailed comparison,
there are apparent similarities in terms of general
topographic location, while it remains feasible that
the Pershore site has a similar chronology as well.
Whereas extensive geophysical survey was undertaken
at both sites, the observation at Hallaton that key
features associated with the ritual phase did not
appear in the geophysical plot (Score 2011, 11–12)
suggests caution with this type of data when comparing
such sites.

For the ultimate interpretation of any hoard it is
clear that the date of the deposition is crucial,
particularly for understanding the motives of the
depositors, and, since any precision about this is
presently lacking for the Pershore find, this means
that any conclusions about the hoard(s) here will
retain some uncertainty. Whereas at Hallaton, based
on the more extensive investigation, it could be
concluded that the depositions of coins and other
finds were mainly carried out in the early post-
conquest period (c. AD 43–50; Leins 2011, 42) and at
an open-air ritual site (Score 2011, 163), the less

detailed evidence in some respects at Pershore seemed
broadly similar. Taking into consideration especially
the site topography (its relatively elevated position),
and the likely fact that the Pershore hoard(s) were
probably the source of all the coins/finds rather than
there being a combination of hoards and many
individual coins (the latter in particular characterising
religious sites continuing into the Roman period),
then it seems perhaps most likely that the Pershore site
also represents a pre-Roman religious shrine, with an
adjacent contemporary settlement which continued
into the Roman period. The hoards would, therefore,
have been for votive purposes, which is also perhaps
more credible, given that, if the objects had been
buried with the intention of recovery, then a more
remote location might have been expected, as,
apparently, at Fring, for instance. Whether such Iron
Age religious spaces were unusual is, of course,
unknown, and it may well just be unusual that such
a site is ever recognised archaeologically, and so may
well be in this respect that the Pershore coin hoard
discovery is the more significant. Further archaeolo-
gical investigation specifically focused on the char-
acter of the later prehistoric activity in the Pershore
area generally would, of course, be key to providing a
wider and more detailed context for any further
discussion of the hoard(s) site and the remarkably rich
finds that form the subject of this report.
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APPENDIX 1: CATALOGUE OF THE IRON
AGE COINS

by Ian Leins

The locally produced silver coinage, which dominates the
Pershore assemblage, is generally referred to by a single
letter, A–K. This nomenclature is based on the classification
of Allen (1961), which has been maintained in most
subsequent catalogues including ABC (Cottam et al.
2010). Here, as in ABC, Allen’s types I and J have been
amalgamated, as the distinction between the two can no
longer be maintained. The common IJ type has been further
divided into a number of varieties identified on the basis of
the Pershore coins:

IJ variety 1: Reverse: right-facing horse; V below tail.
Flower pattern with X, dot and O shapes below horse.

IJ variety 2: Reverse: right-facing horse; X below tail.
Flower pattern with X, dot and O shapes below horse.

IJ variety 3: Reverse: right-facing horse; ‘arrow’ below
tail. Flower pattern with X, dot and O shapes below
horse.

IJ variety 4: Reverse: right-facing horse; straight line or
‘arrow’ below tail. Crescent shape above horse.

IJ variety 5: Reverse: right-facing horse; curve and dot
below tail. Flower pattern below.

IJ variety 6: Reverse: right-facing horse; flower or X below
tail. Square with pelleted corners above.

IJ variety 7: Reverse: left-facing horse.

In addition to ABC, BMC (Hobbs 1996) references are
given for the gold and non-local Iron Age silver coins. The
single continental coin has a DT reference (Delestrée &
Tache 2002). The Roman Republican coin is catalogued
according to RRC (Crawford 1974); the two identifiable
Imperial period coins using RIC 5 (Mattingly et al. 1933)
and RIC 7 (Sutherland et al. 1966). In Hoard 2, the degree
of certainty to which particular coins and contexts can be
ascribed to the hoard is indicated by a number (1 5 defi-
nitely part of the second concentration; 2 5 probably;
3 5 possibly). Weights are provided, with broken coins
indicated by the suffix (b), coin fragments by (f) and fused
coins by (fsd). The weights of the most common varieties of
type IJ in Hoard 1 are summarised in Appendix 2 in order to
save space in the catalogue; Appendix 3 includes a list of
other finds from the parish of Pershore recorded by the
Portable Antiquities Scheme (PAS) and the Celtic Coin
Index (CCI). For grid context location of excavated coins,
where indicated below, see Figure 5.
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HOARD 1 (983)

Gold Coinage (7)

Silver Coinage (932)

Plated Coinage (44)

HOARD 2 (295)

Key to context numbers: 100 5 ploughsoil; 101 5 subsoil (except in grid E, where it is 105); E103 5 fill of E104; F102 5 fill
of F103; L102 and M102 are equivalent to 101. MD 5 metal-detecting find. Cut features listed here are indicated in text &
on Fig. 5

No Type Qty Weight (g)

1 Uninscribed Belgic half stater (DT 100) 1 3.76
2 Uninscribed North Eastern ‘South Ferriby’ stater (BMC 3152 5 ABC 1743) 1 5.68
3–4 Uninscribed (?) Western staters, Pershore type (ABC 2006) 2 5.46, 5.29
5 Cunobelin stater, Wild Series A (BMC 1793 5 ABC 2780) 1 5.47
6 BODVOC stater (BMC 3135 5 ABC 2039) 1 5.45
7 CATTI stater (BMC 3057 5 ABC 2057) 1 5.48

No Type Qty Weight (g)

8 Uninscribed North Eastern half unit,
COR ZB (BMC 3249 5 ABC 1836)

1 0.49

9 B (ABC 2015) 1 0.72
10–13 C (ABC 2018) 4 1.31, 0.96, 1.12, 1.03
14–16 D (ABC 2021) 3 0.79, 0.87, 0.96
17–636 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) 620 see Appendix 2
637–683 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 2) 47 see Appendix 2
684–703 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 3) 20 1.08, 1.05, 1.13, 1.12, 1.16, 1.03, 0.95,

1.16, 0.70, 1.20, 0.94, 1.06, 1.17, 0.93,
1.01, 0.98, 1.12, 1.18, 1.15, 1.03

704–725 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 4) 22 0.91, 1.01, 0.94, 0.86, 0.68, 0.65, 1.10,
0.73, 0.77, 0.92, 0.99, 0.82, 0.79, 1.07,
0.94, 1.05, 1.07, 0.88, 1.02, 0.95, 1.32,
0.91

726–731 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 5) 6 0.95, 1.10, 1.24, 0.68, 1.18, 1.04
732–733 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 6) 2 0.74, 0.50
734–735 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 7) 2 1.26, 1.15
736–928 IJ (ABC 2036) (uncertain variety) 193 see Appendix 2
929–933 IJ (as ABC 2036) (brockages) 5 0.73, 0.83, 0.79, 0.61, 0.75
934–939 Fragments 6 0.23, 0.12, 0.11, 0.07, 0.06, 0.05

No Type Qty Weight (g)

940 A–F (as ABC 2012–2027) 1 0.85
941–983 IJ (as ABC 2036) 43 see Appendix 2
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Gold Coinage (5)

Silver Coinage (279)

No Type Context
Hoard 2
certainty Qty Weight (g)

984 Uninscribed Southern stater, British QB (BMC 461 5 ABC 488) F101 2 1 5.47
985 Uninscribed Western stater, British RA (BMC 2937 5 ABC 2003) F102 1 1 5.53
986 Uninscribed (?) Western stater, Pershore type (ABC 2006) F102 1 1 5.36
987 CORIO stater (plated, as ABC 2048) F101 2 1 3.28
988 BODVOC stater (plated, as ABC 2039) F102 1 1 3.01

No Type Context
Hoard 2
certainty Qty Weight (g)

989–996 B (ABC 2015) F102 1 8 0.58(b), 0.37(b), 0.88, 0.45(b), 0.49, 0.86, 0.84,
0.94

997–1000 B (ABC 2015) F101 2 4 0.72, 0.60, 0.75, 0.44(b)
1001 B (ABC 2015) F100 3 1 0.62
1002–1060 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) F102 1 59 0.60, 0.62, 0.34(b), 0.95, 0.75, 0.60, 0.70, 0.65,

0.96, 0.76, 0.68, 0.72, 0.38, 0.63, 0.57, 0.49(b),
0.70, 0.43(b), 1.07(fsd), 0.26(b), 0.11(b), 0.89,
0.84, 0.76, 0.60, 0.63, 0.68, 0.53, 0.87, 0.53,
0.60, 0.33(b), 0.70, 0.54, 0.91, 0.47, 0.60, 0.78,
0.87(fsd), 0.62, 0.81, 0.63, 0.63, 0.70, 0.57,
0.61, 0.63, 0.36, 0.59, 0.64, 0.35(b), 0.48,
0.36(b), 0.83, 0.57, 0.70, 0.64, 0.38(b), 0.79

1061–1070 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) F101, L102 2 10 0.42, 0.50(b), 0.67, 0.22(b), 0.70, 0.74, 0.63,
0.53, 0.86, 0.56

1071–1074 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) F100 3 4 0.70, 0.55, 0.66, 0.77
1075–1084 C (ABC 2018) F102 1 10 0.75, 0.89, 0.51, 0.77, 0.62, 0.72, 0.60, 0.59,

0.80, 0.74
1085 C (with left–facing obverse) F102 1 1 0.43(b)
1086 C (ABC 2018) F101 2 1 0.82
1087–1100 C/D (ABC 2018/2021) F102 1 14 0.76, 0.74, 0.81, 0.79, 0.70, 0.52, 0.81, 0.84,

0.67, 0.85, 0.80, 1.04, 0.87, 0.66
1101–1106 C/D (ABC 2018/2021) F101, L102 2 6 0.46, 0.47(b), 0.63, 0.93, 0.45, 0.87
1107–1126 D (ABC 2021) F102 1 20 0.61, 0.68, 0.72, 0.87, 0.79, 0.99, 0.67, 0.95,

0.49, 1.50(fsd), 0.96, 0.65, 0.64, 0.69, 0.90,
0.61, 0.63, 0.77, 0.77, 0.60

1127–1129 D (ABC 2021) F101 2 3 0.82, 1.25, 0.92
1130–1153 B/C/D (ABC 2018–2021) F102 1 24 1.07(fsd), 0.87 (fsd), 0.76, 0.29(b), 0.57, 0.66,

0.66, 0.44, 0.33(b), 1.34(fsd), 1.34(fsd), 0.62,
1.59(fsd), 0.23, 0.67, 0.16(b), 0.21(b), 0.80,
0.65, 0.32(b), 0.39, 0.33(b), 0.90, 0.82

1154–1158 B/C/D (ABC 2018–2021) F101, L102 2 5 0.63, 1.00, 0.52, 0.35, 0.74
1159 G (inscribed ANTED,

ABC 2072)
L100 1 1 0.80

1160 H (inscribed EISV, ABC 2081) F101 2 1 0.73
1161–1174 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1)

Note: 1168 has additional
pellet with V beneath tail

F102 1 14 1.59(fsd), 0.82, 0.78, 0.67, 0.75, 0.77, 0.59,
0.82, 0.53, 0.39(b), 0.47, 0.72, 0.65, 0.29(b)

1175–1181 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 2) F102 1 7 0.64, 0.87, 0.54, 0.75, 0.89, 0.98, 0.82
1182–1189 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 3) F102 1 8 0.75, 0.87, 0.62, 0.83, 0.71, 0.83, 0.36, 0.95
1190–1192 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 4) F102 1 3 0.81, 0.7, 1.01
1193 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 5) F102 1 1 0.69
1194–1215 IJ (ABC 2036) (uncertain

variety)
F102, L100 1 21 0.77(b), 0.94, 0.66, 0.76, 0.85, 0.77, 0.39(b),

0.31(b), 0.77, 0.35(b), 0.49, 0.31, 0.34(b),
0.26(b), 0.66, 0.39(b), 0.47(b), 0.54(b), 0.48,
0.70, 0.19(b) 1.50(fsd)
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Plated Coinage (11)

OTHER CONTEXT & SPOIL (227)

Gold Coinage (11)

Continued

No Type Context
Hoard 2
certainty Qty Weight (g)

1216–1218 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) L102, F101 2 3 1.01, 0.63, 0.75
1219 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 2) F101 2 1 0.88
1220 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 4) L102 2 1 0.72
1221–1223 IJ (ABC 2036) (uncertain

variety)
F101, L102 2 3 0.64, 0.61, 0.94

1224 IJ (ABC 2036) (uncertain
variety)

F100 3 1 0.62

1225 IJ (ABC 2036) (uncertain
variety, left–facing obv.)

F101 2 1 1.04

1226 K (inscribed BODVOC,
ABC 2042)

F102 1 1 0.55

1227–1256 Uncertain & fragments F102 1 30 0.22(b), 0.18(f), 0.13(f), 0.05(f), 0.30(b), 0.20(b),
0.15(f), 0.14(f), 0.09(f), 0.05(f), 0.24(f), 0.47(b),
0.30(f), 0.01(f), 0.19(f), 0.10(f), 0.50(b), 0.26(b),
0.40(b), 0.10(f), 0.01(f), 0.4, 1.69(fsd), 1.69(fsd),
0.33(b), 0.12(f), 0.09(f), 0.11(f), 0.04(f), 0.15(f)

1257–1265 Uncertain & fragments F101, L102 2 9 0.24(f), 0.12(f), 0.17(f), 0.12(f), 0.69(b), 0.69(b),
0.36(b), 0.18(f), 0.19(f)

1266–1267 Uncertain & fragments F100 3 2 0.20(f), 0.46(b)

No Type Context Hoard 2 certainty Qty Weight (g)

1268–1270 B/C/D (as ABC 2015/2018/2021) F102 1 3 0.39, 0.61, 0.41
1271 B/C/D (as ABC 2015/2018/2021) F101 2 1 0.37
1272 IJ (as ABC 2036) F102 1 1 0.49
1273–1277 Uncertain & fragments F102 1 5 1.04, 0.63, 1.03, 0.28(b), 0.74
1278 Uncertain & fragments F101 2 1 0.10(f)

No Type Context SF No. Qty Weight (g)

1279 British QB (BMC 461 5 ABC 488) SPOIL 159 1 5.91
1280 British QC quarter stater (BMC 478 5 ABC 503) SPOIL 157 1 1.23
1281 British RA stater (BMC 2937 5 ABC 2003) M102 240 1 5.53
1282 Inscribed CATTI (BMC 3057 5 ABC 2057) C101 27 1 5.44
1283 Inscribed CORIO (BMC 3064 5 ABC 2048) B101 46 1 5.54
1284 Inscribed BODVOC (BMC 3135 5 ABC 2039) E105 55 1 5.39
1285 Plated British Rb quarter stater (as BMC 2947 5 ABC 2009) MD 317 1 0.26
1286 Plated BODVOC (as ABC 2039) B101 41 1 2.55
1287 Plated North Eastern ‘South Ferriby’ type (as ABC 1743) B101 57 1 2.63
1288 Plated North Eastern ‘South Ferriby’ type (as ABC 1743) MD 302 1 3.29
1289 Coin–blank MD – 1 6.64
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Silver Coinage (195)

No Type Context SF No. Qty Weight (g)

1290 A (ABC 2012) MD 306 1 0.42(b)
1291 A (ABC 2012) MD 309 1 0.68(b)
1292 B (ABC 2015) J100 69 1 0.37(b)
1293 B (ABC 2015) SPOIL 144 1 0.64
1294 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) E100 3 1 0.66
1295 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) C101 17 1 0.73
1296 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) C101 17 1 0.80
1297 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) C101 22 1 0.74
1298 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) B100 23 1 0.79
1299 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) C101 25 1 0.65
1300 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) E105 29 1 0.74
1301 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) E105 32 1 0.78
1302 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) E105 38 1 0.37(b)
1303 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) B101 40 1 0.47
1304 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) E105 47 1 0.73
1305 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) C101 54 1 0.80
1306 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) (fragment adhered to obverse) B101 58 1 0.97(fsd)
1307 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) D100 61 1 0.67
1308 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) H100 73 1 0.55
1309 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) J100 78 1 0.62
1310 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) J101 79 1 0.81
1311 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) J101 79 1 0.90
1312 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) J100 80 1 0.39(b)
1313 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) J101 83 1 0.66(b)
1314 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) J101 90 1 0.78
1315 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) A100 92 1 0.61
1316 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) G100 95 1 0.53
1317 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) A100 96 1 0.64
1318 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) A100 97 1 0.62
1319 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) A100 102 1 0.51
1320 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) G100 104 1 0.95
1321 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) K101 121 1 0.68
1322 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) K101 126 1 0.46(b)
1323 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 140 1 0.85
1324 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 145 1 0.74
1325 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 147 1 0.59
1326 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 148 1 0.51
1327 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 150 1 0.98
1328 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 151 1 0.62
1329 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 154 1 0.29
1330 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 156 1 0.93
1331 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 160 1 0.74
1332 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 169 1 0.60
1333 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 210 1 0.68
1334 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 210 1 0.63
1335 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) F102 216 1 0.75
1336 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) M101 227 1 0.84
1337 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) E100? 230 1 0.78
1338 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 231 1 0.63
1339 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 231 1 0.73
1340 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 231 1 0.56(b)
1341 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) L101? 238 1 0.60
1342 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 244 1 0.71
1343 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) SPOIL 249 1 0.95
1344 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) MD 303 1 0.65
1345 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) MD 308 1 0.59
1346 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) MD 312 1 0.48
1347 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) MD 312 1 0.74
1348 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) E105 450 1 0.29(b)
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Continued

No Type Context SF No. Qty Weight (g)

1349 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) E105 455 1 0.51
1350 B/C (ABC 2015/2018) E100 474 1 0.67
1351 C (ABC 2018) E100 2 1 0.67
1352 C (ABC 2018) E100 9 1 0.73
1353 C (ABC 2018) C100 13 1 0.64
1354 C (ABC 2018) C101 16 1 0.83
1355 C (ABC 2018) E105 43 1 0.55
1356 C (ABC 2018) J100 77 1 0.68
1357 C (ABC 2018) A100 82 1 0.76
1358 C (ABC 2018) G100 86 1 0.52(b)
1359 C (ABC 2018) G100 98 1 0.78
1360 C (ABC 2018) A101 105 1 1.00
1361 C (ABC 2018) SPOIL 141 1 0.88
1362 C (ABC 2018) SPOIL 142 1 0.74
1363 C (ABC 2018) SPOIL 143 1 0.79
1364 C (ABC 2018) SPOIL 143 1 0.85
1365 C (ABC 2018) SPOIL 149 1 0.70
1366 C (ABC 2018) SPOIL 152 1 0.48(b)
1367 C (ABC 2018) E105 153 1 0.85
1368 C (ABC 2018) F102 216 1 0.80
1369 C (ABC 2018) SPOIL 231 1 0.81
1370 C (ABC 2018) SPOIL 243 1 0.89
1371 C (ABC 2018) MD 366 1 0.67
1372 C (ABC 2018) E100 473 1 0.80
1373 C/D (ABC 2018/2021) B100 20 1 0.62
1374 C/D (ABC 2018/2021) C101 21 1 0.53
1375 C/D (ABC 2018/2021) E105 31 1 0.67
1376 C/D (ABC 2018/2021) J100 81 1 0.70
1377 C/D (ABC 2018/2021) MD 305 1 0.86
1378 C/D (ABC 2018/2021) E100 453 1 0.48
1379 D (ABC 2021) E100 15 1 1.12
1380 D (ABC 2021) D100 56 1 0.73
1381 D (ABC 2021) D100 63 1 0.78
1382 D (ABC 2021) D101 74 1 0.94
1383 D (ABC 2021) A101 105 1 0.87
1384 D (ABC 2021) K101 139 1 0.50(b)
1385 D (ABC 2021) SPOIL 165 1 0.87
1386 D (ABC 2021) SPOIL 210 1 0.82
1387 D (ABC 2021) L100 212 1 0.69
1388 D (ABC 2021) F102 216 1 0.54
1389 D (ABC 2021) MD 313 1 0.77
1390 D (ABC 2021) E100 469 1 0.58
1391 D (ABC 2021) E100 472 1 0.91
1392 B/C/D (ABC 2015/2018/2021) D100 66 1 0.75
1393 B/C/D (ABC 2015/2018/2021) SPOIL 110 1 0.82
1394 B/C/D (ABC 2015/2018/2021) SPOIL 152 1 0.36(b)
1395 B/C/D (ABC 2015/2018/2021) SPOIL 231 1 0.94
1396 B/C/D (ABC 2015/2018/2021) E100 470 1 0.75
1397 B/C/D (ABC 2015/2018/2021) E100 477 1 0.62
1398 H (inscribed EISV, ABC 2081) K101 139 1 0.58
1399 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E100 4 1 0.55
1400 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E100 6 1 0.71
1401 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E100 14 1 0.79
1402 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E103 19 1 0.93
1403 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E105 36 1 0.81
1404 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E105 37 1 0.48(b)
1405 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E105 42 1 0.67(b)
1406 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E105 44 1 0.56(b)
1407 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E105 50 1 0.82
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Continued

No Type Context SF No. Qty Weight (g)

1408 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E100 100 1 0.86
1409 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E100 100 1 0.70
1410 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) C101 16 1 0.73
1411 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) C101 25 1 0.60(b)
1412 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) K101 146 1 0.81
1413 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E105 400 1 0.82
1414 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E100 5 1 0.95
1415 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) D100 59 1 0.78
1416 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) D100 62 1 0.86
1417 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) SPOIL 210 1 0.91
1418 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E100 454 1 0.63
1419 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) B101 45 1 0.66
1420 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E105 49 1 0.85
1421 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) D101 70 1 0.67
1422 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) D101 76 1 1.01
1423 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) earlier obv style E100 100 1 0.82(b)
1424 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) SPOIL 155 1 0.77
1425 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E100 471 1 0.49
1426 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 1) E100 473 1 0.80
1427 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 2) E105 39 1 0.95
1428 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 2) D101 75 1 0.68
1429 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 2) A101 108 1 0.70(b)
1430 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 2) E105 28 1 0.75
1431 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 2) B100 7 1 0.75
1432 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 2) E100 12 1 0.99
1433 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 2) E100 8 1 0.53(b)
1434 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 2) E105 34 1 0.64
1435 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 3) A100 93 1 0.81
1436 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 3) C101 54 1 0.74
1437 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 3) J100 80 1 0.67
1438 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 3) SPOIL 210 1 0.60
1439 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 4) SPOIL 210 1 0.71
1440 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 4) A101 101 1 0.75
1441 IJ (ABC 2036) (variety 4) SPOIL 248 1 0.58(b)
1442 IJ (uncertain variety) B101 41 1 0.63(b)
1443 IJ (uncertain variety) B101 48 1 0.69(b)
1444 IJ (uncertain variety) B101 53 1 0.63(b)
1445 IJ (uncertain variety) SPOIL 164 1 0.96(b)
1446 IJ (uncertain variety) SPOIL 246 1 0.68
1447 IJ (uncertain variety) MD 307 1 0.75
1448 IJ (uncertain variety) E100 456 1 0.54(b)
1449 IJ (uncertain variety) E100 1 1 0.81
1450 IJ (uncertain variety) E100 11 1 0.57
1451 IJ (uncertain variety) B100 24 1 0.59(b)
1452 IJ (uncertain variety) D100 68 1 0.84
1453 IJ (uncertain variety) D101 72 1 0.87
1454 IJ (uncertain variety) SPOIL 149 1 0.96
1455 IJ (uncertain variety) D100 64 1 0.54
1456 IJ (uncertain variety) J100 84 1 0.61
1457 IJ (uncertain variety) A101 103 1 0.89
1458 IJ (uncertain variety) K101 138 1 0.75
1459 IJ (uncertain variety) E100 10 1 0.78
1460 IJ (uncertain variety) C101 18 1 0.41(b)
1461 IJ (uncertain variety) E105 33 1 0.17(b)
1462 IJ (uncertain variety) E105 52 1 0.92
1463 IJ (uncertain variety) A100 94 1 0.60
1464 IJ (uncertain variety) K101 132 1 1.05
1465 IJ (uncertain variety) SPOIL 141 1 0.51(b)
1466 IJ (uncertain variety) SPOIL 161 1 0.88
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Plated Coinage (10)

Roman, modern, etc. (11)

Continued

No Type Context SF No. Qty Weight (g)

1467 IJ (uncertain variety) SPOIL 245 1 0.64(b)
1468 IJ (uncertain variety) E100 452 1 0.67
1469 IJ (uncertain variety) E100 457 1 0.55(b)
1470 IJ (uncertain variety) E100 475 1 0.85
1471 IJ (uncertain variety) E100 477 1 1.37(fsd)
1472 IJ (uncertain variety) E100 477 1 1.37(fsd)
1473 Uncertain & fragments C101 26 1 1.22
1474 Uncertain & fragments C101 26 1 0.24(f)
1475 Uncertain & fragments B101 60 1 0.28(f)
1476 Uncertain & fragments J100 65 1 0.31(b)
1477 Uncertain & fragments D100 66 1 0.52
1478 Uncertain & fragments J100 89 1 0.36(f)
1479 Uncertain & fragments G100 98 1 0.28(f)
1480 Uncertain & fragments G100 99 1 0.23(f)
1481 Uncertain & fragments A101 106 1 0.16(f)
1482 Uncertain & fragments SPOIL 152 1 0.10(f)
1483 Uncertain & fragments L101 239 1 0.35(f)
1484 Uncertain & fragments N/R 477 1 0.32(b)

No Type Context SF No. Qty Weight (g)

1485 B/C/D (as ABC 2015/2018/2021) SPOIL 242 1 1.29
1486 IJ (as ABC 2036) K101 139 1 0.32(b)
1487 IJ (as ABC 2036) SPOIL 187 1 0.66
1488 Uncertain & fragments J100 85 1 0.59(b)
1489 Uncertain & fragments J100 85 1 0.38(b)
1490 Uncertain & fragments A100 88 1 0.39(b)
1491 Uncertain & fragments K101 133 1 0.88(b)
1492 Uncertain & fragments SPOIL 154 1 0.49(b)
1493 Uncertain & fragments SPOIL 247 1 0.52
1494 Uncertain & fragments MD 316 1 0.78(b)

No Denom Type Context SF No. Qty Weight (g)

1495 Denarius M Antonius, uncertain legionary issue, RRC 544/? (32–31 BC) MD 315 1 2.91

1496 Dupondius Flavian, Victory advancing right (AD 69–96) MD 318 1 6.59

1497 Radiate Carausius, Pax Aug, B E //MLXXI, RIC 98 (AD 286–293) MD 314 1 2.95

1498 Radiate Allectus, Aequitas Aug, S P//C, RIC 63 (AD 293–296) A100 91 1 3.75

1499 Radiate Uncertain, 3rd century (c. AD 260–296) J100 87 1 1.68

1500 Radiate Uncertain, 3rd century (c. AD 260–296) MD 310 1 0.64(b)

1501 Radiate Uncertain, 3rd century (c. AD 260–296) MD 321 1 1.02

1502 Rad/Num Uncertain, 3rd or 4th century MD 322 1 2.51
1503 Nummus Constantine I, Gloria Exercitus, 2 standards,

//TR.P, RIC 537 (AD 330–335)

MD 320 1 1.71

1504 Nummus House of Constantine, Securitas Reip, Rome (AD 337–340) MD – 1 0.99

1505 Penny George V (1921) MD 319 1 5.03
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APPENDIX 2: WEIGHT RANGES AND AVERAGE WEIGHTS OF ALL IJ VARIETIES IN HOARD 1

APPENDIX 3: OTHER METAL-DETECTOR FINDS FROM PERSHORE ENVIRONS

Silver Coinage (13)

Plated Coinage (4)

Var 1 Var 2 Var 3 Var 4 Var 5 Var 6 Var 7 Uncertain Plated
(S* 573) (S* 44) (S* 20) (S* 22) (S* 6) (S* 2) (S* 2) (S* 163) (S* 42)

Max* 1.52 1.16 1.2 1.32 1.24 0.74 1.26 1.28 1.46
Min* 0.41 0.38 0.7 0.65 0.68 0.5 1.15 0.44 0.57
Av* 0.85 0.9 1.06 0.93 1.03 0.62 1.21 0.81 0.93

*Broken and fused coins excluded

Weight range (and averages) for all IJ varieties (in Hoard 1 - solid triangle indicates average weight)

No Type Qty Notes

A1 B (ABC 2015) 1 CCI 04.0114
A2–3 C (ABC 2018) 2 CCI 99.1058; CCI 01.0562
A4 E (ABC 2024) 1 CCI 01.0563
A5 F (ABC 2027) 1 CCI 01.0568
A6–8 IJ (ABC 2036) 3 CCI 01.0566; CCI 01.0567; CCI 04.0115
A9 EISV (ABC 2081) 1 CCI 99.1059
A10–13 Uncertain 4 Early PAS records: WMID625; WMID1656; WMID1657; WMID1658

(no images; details cannot be verified)

No Type Qty Notes

A14 EISV (as ABC 2081) 1 CCI 99.1059
A15–17 Uncertain 3 CCI 04.0116; Two early PAS records: WMID625;

WMID1659 (no images; details cannot be verified)
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RÉSUMÉ

Trésors et dépôts votifs de Pershore à l’âge du fer, de Derek Hurst et Ian Leins

Un important trésor de monnaies de l’âge du fer a été découvert par détecteur de métaux à Pershore dans le
Worcestershire en 1993. Au cours de fouilles archéologiques à petite échelle, d’autres monnaies de l’âge du fer
furent découvertes, y compris un probable second trésor. Des prospections supplémentaires dans la même zone
que le/les trésor/s ont révélé d’autres trouvailles de l’âge du fer, y compris plus de monnaies et un éventuel
fragment d’un torque en fil d’or torsadé. En tout 1494 monnaies d’or et d’argent de l’âge du fer ont été
recouvrées. Une prospection géophysique a indiqué que le/les trésor/s se situait/aient à l’extrémité sud d’une
zone d’occupation étendue qui, sur la base des témoignages des travaux d’arpentage, datait essentiellement de
l’âge du fer et de la période romaine. Elle couvrait en tout une surface d’environ 10 ha, à l’intérieur de laquelle
ont été définies plusieurs zones d’activité plus intensive, y compris des enceintes et d’éventuelles maisons
rondes. On a proposé que la/les caches de monnaies indiquait/aien/t l’emplacement d’un espace religieux de la
fin de l’âge du fer situé en position élevée dans un paysage en hauteur en bordure d’une occupation qui s’est
prolongée jusque dans la période romaine. Dans le cadre de la stratégie archéologique, on a entrepris des
recherches spécialisées approfondies avec détecteur de métaux afin d’établir qu’on avait bien dégagé du site
toutes les caches de métaux.

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG

Die Pershore Horte und Votivdeponierungen der Eisenzeit, von Derek Hurst und Ian Leins

Ein großer Hort eisenzeitlicher Münzen wurde 1993 von Sondengängern bei Pershore, Worcestershire,
entdeckt. Während einer kleinräumigen archäologischen Ausgrabung wurden weitere eisenzeitliche Münzen
gefunden, darunter auch ein möglicher zweiter Hort. Weitere Untersuchungen im Umfeld des bzw. der Horte
lieferten zusätzliche Funde aus der Eisenzeit, darunter ebenfalls Münzen sowie ein mögliches Fragment eines
goldenen Torques aus gedrehtem Draht. Insgesamt wurden 1494 eisenzeitliche Gold- und Silbermünzen
geborgen. Ein geographischer Survey deutet an, dass der/die Horte am südlichen Ende eines ausgedehnten
Siedlungsgebiets liegen, das, wie Feldbegehungen zeigen, vor allem in die Eisen- und römische Zeit datiert.
Dieses Gebiet erstreckt sich insgesamt über ungefähr 10 Hektar, worin mehrere Areale mit intensiveren
Aktivitäten unterschieden werden können, darunter auch Befestigungen und möglichen Rundhäusern. Es wird
vorgeschlagen, dass der/die Münzhorte die Existenz eines späteisenzeitlichen religiösen Raums in einer
erhöhten Landschaftsposition anzeigen, am Rand eines Siedlungsraums, der in der römischen Zeit weiter
genutzt wurde. Als Teil der archäologischen Forschungsstrategie wurde eine spezialisierte tiefgehende
Metallsuche durchgeführt um sicherzustellen, dass der Fundplatz nun völlig frei von Metallfunden ist.

RESUMEN

Los tesoros de Pershore y la deposición votiva durante la Edad del Hierro, por Derek Hurst y Ian Leins

Una gran acumulación de monedas de la Edad del Hierro se descubrió mediante detector de metales en
Pershore, Worcestershire, en 1993. Durante una pequeña intervención arqueológica se descubrió un mayor
número de monedas, incluyendo una segunda acumulación. Una intervención arqueológica más extensa en la
misma zona donde se descubrieron los depósitos, produjo un mayor número de hallazgos de la Edad del Hierro,
incluyendo más monedas y fragmentos de un torque de oro de alambres trenzados. En total se registraron 1494
monedas de oro y plata de la Edad del Hierro. La prospección geofı́sica reveló que las acumulaciones se
encontraban en el extremo sur de una extensa área de asentamiento que, basándose en la evidencia superficial
de campo, se datan principalmente en la Edad del Hierro y época romana. El asentamiento abarca un área
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aproximada de 10 hectáreas, dentro de la cual se definieron áreas de actividad más intensiva, incluyendo
cercados y posibles cabañas de planta redonda. Se sugiere que la(s) acumulación(es) de monedas indican la
localización de un especio religioso del final de la Edad del Hierro en una zona elevada del paisaje, situado en
uno de los márgenes del asentamiento que perdura en época romana. Como parte de la estrategia arqueológica,
se llevó a cabo una búsqueda especializada en la detección de metales a gran profundidad con la finalidad de
establecer que el sitio no se localizaba ningún otro hallazgo metálico.
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