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THE ROMAN MINT OF LONDON: A COLLECTOR’S 
PERSPECTIVE

Paul DiMarzio

In late 286 or early 287, the rebel Roman military commander Carausius took control 
of the province of Britain and opened several mints, including one at London, which 
produced a large coinage portraying him on par with the legitimate Augusti, Diocletian 
and Maximian.

Coin of Carausius issued in the name of Maximian from his London mint 
(286/7 – 293)1

Before ten years had passed, Carausius had been dispatched by his chief minister 
Allectus, Diocletian had established Tetrarchic rule over the empire, and the Caesar 
responsible for the western provinces of Gaul and Britain, Constantius, was fi nalizing 
preparations for what would be his successful restoration of the island province to the 
empire. This paper focuses on the coinage of the London mint once restored to imperial 
authority in 297 through to its closing in 325.

Although a span of less than thirty years might seem inconsequential in the long per-
spective of Roman history, the events of this period marked a signifi cant shift in Roman 
life along several fronts.

Politically, the Tetrarchic system established by Diocletian was intended to establish 
an equal sharing of power across the empire, complete with term limits and merit-based 
succession. By 325, the empire had reverted to single Augustan rule with hereditary 
succession.

1 Unless otherwise noted, all coins illustrated in this paper are from the author’s personal 
collection; illustrations are not to scale and credit is given for the original sources of the 
images. 
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Socially, at the start of this period the traditional Roman gods were worshipped and 
featured on the coinage, while Christians were persecuted. By 325, Christianity had 
become the preferred religion of the Empire and the Roman gods had disappeared from 
the coinage.

The coinage of the Empire also underwent dramatic change. The everyday base 
metal AE coinage of 297 was struck at a standard weight of 1/32 lb (10 g).2 By 325, 
infl ation and debasement had radically reduced the weight of the follis to 1/96 lb 
(3–1/3 g).

I subtitle this paper ‘A Collector’s Perspective’ because it is not my intent to break 
any new scholarly ground on the topic, but rather to intermix an historical narrative 
– based on others’ work to date – with my own market insights into the coinage derived 
from more than ten years of focused collecting within this particular fi eld.

I have divided this paper into two main narratives. First, I will review the events of 
the years 296 through 325, taking notice of how the coinage of London refl ects these 
events, promoting specifi c political agendas, and shaping public opinion. The second 
part summarizes my collecting observations on the output of the London mint by type, 
mintmark, issuer, bust and title, and highlights some of the challenges to cataloguing 
and collecting the series.

296–306: A healthy tetrarchy returns Britain to the empire
Under the Tetrarchic system established by Diocletian in 293, the Roman Empire was 
divided into four administrative regions. Diocletian and Maximian, as Augusti, ruled 
the east and west respectively. As Ceasars, Galerius ruled a portion of the eastern 
provinces and Constantius I ruled the far western territories. As the following territorial 
map shows, the breakaway province of Britain was part of Constantius’ domain, so the 
task fell to him to reclaim it.

2 Although we don’t know defi nitively what this coin was called, the term ‘follis’ (referring to 
the name of the bag typically used to hold these coins) is generally accepted. 
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The Roman world under the First Tetrarchy3

Although there was some degree of seniority in the Tetrarchic system (Diocletian 
was the senior Augustus and Constantius the senior Caesar), great pains were taken to 
portray the rulers publicly as full equals. As a result, they are virtually indistinguishable 
in offi cial portraits and sculptures.

3 Tetrarchic map by Coppermine Photo Gallery; reproduced here under the terms of the Creative 
Commons Attribution License (Wikimedia Commons).
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The Tetrarchs are shown with similar features and dress in this sculpture4

The practice was to strike coins in the names of all four Tetrarchs regardless of who 
controlled the territory of the issuing mint. We will see how these coinage rules were 
bent and, ultimately, shattered as the system broke down and the players grappled for 
power.

My collecting interests begin a year before the retaking of Britain, in 296, as 
Constantius was preparing his invasion. The group of unmarked GENIO POPVLI 
ROMANI (‘to the guardian spirit of the Roman people’)5 folles of Lyon is gener-
ally considered as Constantius’ ‘invasion coinage’, probably intended to pay the 
invading military force, as these pieces are more typically found in Britain than on the 
mainland.

Once the conquest was complete, Constantius used the captured London mint to 
issue the fi rst offi cial coinage of Britain, continuing the GENIO series, but using the 
mintmark LON for the fi rst and, as it would turn out, only time. The stylistic link 
between the unmarked folles of Lyon and the LON folles of London makes it 
apparent that Lyon workmen were involved in the task of reopening the London mint 
under Imperial control.

There followed a few years break. Then, around the turn of the century London began 
issuing coins of the GENIO series in quantity, this time with no mintmark. This would 
be the only type to be produced in London until the year 305.

4 Image of the four tetrarchs on the Basilica of Saint Mark, Venice, by Nino Barbieri. Used 
under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (Wikipedia).

5 All translations of Latin inscriptions are approximate and based on Google search results.
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GENIO POPVLI ROMANI folles of Diocletian:6 unmarked issue of Lyon, 296;7 LON 
issue of London, 297;8 unmarked issue of London, 300-59

Both the invasion coinage of Lyon and the unmarked folles through to 305 are quite 
collectible. The LON coinage of 297 is much more diffi cult to fi nd due to its popularity. 
All are relatively large, heavy coins, struck at the 1/32 lb (10 g) standard of Diocletian’s 
coinage reform of 294.

On 1 May 305, Diocletian and Maximian abdicated their positions following the 
celebration of their Vicennalia (20th anniversary of joint rule), as seems to have been 
envisaged when the Tetrarchic system was established. This event was commemorated 
by the PROVIDENTIA DEORVM QVIESS AVGG (‘the restful peace of the Emperors 
by the providence of the gods’) series – a very popular group of coins from all mints.

Abdication issues of Maximian10 and Diocletian,11 1May 305 – Early 307

As the two Augusti stepped down, the Caesars Constantius and Galerius were pro-
moted to the rank of Augustus, and Severus II and Maximinus Daia were appointed as 
new Caesars to complete the 2nd Tetrarchy. Power was transferred in an orderly fashion 
and the GENIO coinage was modifi ed to recognize the new Tetrarchic order.

6 Citations from Roman Imperial Coinage (RIC) volumes VI and VII are for London except as 
noted.

7 VI.14a for Lyon (Herakles Numismatics)
8 VI.1a (Spink)
9 VI.10 (Jean Elsen & ses Fils)
10 VI.77b (Freeman & Sear)
11 VI.77a (Classical Numismatic Group)
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The fi rst issue of the 2nd Tetrarchy, 1 May 305 – Early 307: Constantius I as 
Augustus,12 Severus II as Caesar,13 Galerius as Augustus,14 and Maximinus II as 

Caesar15

However, a series of events occurred in the years 305–6 that would, eventually, 
destroy the system that Diocletian had established just over ten years earlier. The 
transfer of power would never again be so orderly.

It was common practice at this time in history for the families of the ruling Tetrarchs 
to attach themselves to the courts of the other rulers, in part to enhance their education 
but also to ensure good behavior all round. Constantius’ son, Constantine, had served 
Diocletian and, later, Galerius, at the court of Nicomedia. At the time that the Second 
Tetrarchy was formed or shortly thereafter, Constantius engaged in battle with the Picts 
in northern Britain. In deteriorating health and perhaps sensing an implicit danger to his 
son at the transfer of power, Constantius petitioned Galerius to allow Constantine to join 
him. The contemporary historian Lactantius relates that Constantine fl ed Nicomedia 
immediately following the unexpected promotion of Maximinus and Severus, killing 
the horses at each public staging point, fearful that Galerius and/or the new Caesars 
would have him pursued and murdered.16 But, since Lactantius writes from a later, par-
tisan Christian viewpoint, this may be an exaggerated version. In any case, Constantine 
was able safely to manoeuvre his way through the territories of Galerius and Severus, 
and join his father in the west.

Constantius grew increasingly ill and, on 25 July 306, he died at the Roman fort of 
Eboracum in modern-day York. Before his passing, Constantius declared that his son 
should succeed him and the troops of Eboracum hailed Constantine as Augustus. (The 
contemporary account of Eusebius, Constantine’s hagiographer, notes that Constan-
tine had been chosen ‘long before them by the Supreme Ruler, God Himself’.)17 When 
Galerius (now the senior Augustus) received Constantine’s petition to fi ll his father’s 
position, he felt it unwise to reject the request outright and compromised by granting 
Constantine the position of Caesar. Severus was elevated to Augustus, thus forming the 
3rd Tetrarchy.

12 VI.52a (Spink)
13 VI.--- (Barry Murphy)
14 VI.41 (Ancient Imports)
15 VI.57 (Spink)
16 Lactantius, De Mortibus Persecutorum, edited and translated by J. L. Creed (Oxford: 

Clarendon Press, 1984), 31ff.
17 Eusebius, The History of the Church, translated by G. A. Williamson (Penguin, 1965), 347.
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Constantine immediately began to produce coinage at London refl ecting his author-
ity and, in deference to the offi cial tetrarchic order, the new position of Severus as 
Augustus. 

Initial issues of the 3rd Tetrarchy, Late 306 – Early 307: Constantine I as Caesar18 and 
Severus II as Augustus19

Because this transfer of power occurred very late in the run of the unmarked GENIO 
series, the initial issue of coinage in the name of Constantine as Caesar is extremely 
rare. The coinage of Severus as Augustus is also somewhat diffi cult to acquire because, 
as we will see, he was not to be in this position very long and would never again appear 
on the coinage of London.

307–313: Positioning for power
When Maximian’s son, Maxentius, heard of the fi lial succession of Constantine, he felt 
that he should have succeeded his father as well. Taking advantage of general unrest 
in Rome20, Maxentius proclaimed himself ruler of Italy on 28 October 306, receiving 
the support of the people and the Praetorian Guard. Since Italy was in the territory 
now assigned to Severus as Augustus, Severus immediately began a march on Rome to 
challenge the usurper.

In order to strengthen his position, Maxentius persuaded his father to come out from 
retirement and resume the role of Augustus. By February 307 Maximian was recognized 
as Augustus in Maxentius’ territory for the second time. Severus had the bad fortune of 
marching on Rome at the head of one of Maximian’s former legions, which immediately 
turned on Severus when their former leader resumed power. In the spring of 307 Severus 
was captured, and he would be executed later in the year.21

While these events were going on in Italy, the Imperial coinage underwent a sharp 
adjustment and a new series began production in early 307 at the reduced weight of 1/48 

18 VI.66 (CNG)
19 VI.46 (CNG)
20 The people of the city of Rome were hit hard by Diocletian’s earlier tax reforms, making them 

receptive to a change of leadership.
21 Lactantius, op. cit, 43.
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lb (6–7 gm), causing all inscriptions to be shortened (e.g., the standard GENIO POPVLI 
ROMANI series became GENIO POP ROM).22 Recognizing the events taking place in 
Italy, Constantine acknowledged the authority of Maximian and replaced Severus with 
Maximian on the coinage of London, carrying forward the dedicatory inscription D M 
MAXIMIANO P F S AVG (‘to our lord Maximian the dutiful faithful senior Emperor’) 
from Maximian’s earlier abdication coinage.

In the west, the coinage commencing in early 307 paired Constantine as Caesar,23 with 
Maximian as ‘senior’ western Augustus24 as the Tetrarchic system began to fracture

Coinage also continued for the eastern rulers Galerius Augustus25 and Maximinus 
Caesar.26 This would prove to be the fi nal coinage for Galerius from London

Assuming that Galerius would soon be launching a campaign against Maxen-
tius, Maximian travelled to Gaul in the spring of 307 to gain Constantine’s support. 
Constantine gave no open support to Maxentius against Galerius, but he did agree to 
marry Maximian’s daughter Fausta in the summer of 307. Maximian, in turn, proclaimed 
Constantine Augustus.

22 The fi rst run of the London coinage at the new weight standard continued the unmarked 
exergue; these coins are very rare. Coinage of the following series, with PLN in exergue, is 
much more collectible.

23 VI.89b (CNG)
24 VI.90 (Freeman & Sear)
25 VI.86 (eBay)
26 VI.89a (Spink)
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In addition to the standard GENIO POP ROM coinage, a wide series of coins was 
issued that summer to celebrate the new family ties between Constantine and the Hercu-
lean dynastic family of Maximian. Several reverse types and legends are unique to the 
London mint from this time.

Examples of the ‘family’ coinage of the summer of 307: the HERCVLI 
CONSERVATORI issue of Maximian,27 and the ROMAE AETER issue of 

Constantine28

Although Maxentius acknowledged these new bonds by issuing several series of 
coins in Constantine’s name from his mint in Rome, Constantine did not reciprocate 
from London – probably to maintain the external appearance of a neutral stance with 
Galerius. The ROMAE AETER (‘to eternal Rome’) coinage is the closest reference. All 
of the summer 307 coinage is scarce and most types are diffi cult to obtain.

Galerius’ attempt to retake Rome that summer also failed, but Galerius was able to 
retreat to his own territory. Perhaps because of the confl ict between his new family and 
Galerius – or perhaps due to his earlier ‘house arrest’ in Galerius’ court at Nicomedia 
– Constantine did not issue coinage for Galerius after the GENIO POP ROM series of 
the summer of 307.

Constantine did not immediately use his newly obtained title of Augustus; the sum-
mer 307 coinage continued to refl ect his position as Caesar, presumably so as not to of-
fend the offi cial senior emperor, Galerius. But by the end of December 307, after Gale-
rius had failed to capture Rome, the issues coming from London portrayed Constantine 
as Augustus. On the coinage from the eastern territories of Galerius and Maximinus 
Constantine continued to be recognized only as Caesar.

The coinage of London from this point through most of 310 was almost exclusively 
issued in the name of Constantine as Augustus.29

27 VI.91 (eBay)
28 VI.99 (Spink)
29 The only known reference to the other active leaders at this time is a rare issue of the 

GENIO POP ROM series in the name of Maximinus (which, interestingly, styled Maximinus 
as Augustus even before Maximinus himself used this title at his own mints in the East.) 
Additionally, a special consecration issue was struck in memory of Constantius.
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GENIO POP ROM30

MARTI PATRI PROPVG31 PRINCIPI IVVENTVTIS32

Examples of the coinage of Constantine from autumn 307 – early 310 using the title of 
Augustus

This break from tradition was possibly a refl ection of the adverse actions of the other 
rulers during this period. In the spring of 308, Maximian attempted to overthrow his 
son and failed, causing him to seek asylum at Constantine’s court in Gaul.33 Although 
Constantine granted him refuge, Maximian would never again be portrayed on the 
coinage of London.

Later that year, Galerius called a conference at Carnuntum in an attempt to resolve 
the question of power. He succeeded in engineering a deal that named his old military 
comrade Licinius as Augustus in place of now dead Severus, offi cially confi rmed both 
Constantine and Maximinus in the role of Caesar, forced Maximian to renounce his 
titles a second time, and declared Maxentius an outlaw. Constantine refused to acknowl-
edge Licinius, continued to ignore Galerius, and did not rescind the title of Augustus on 
his London coinage.

Carnuntum left both Constantine and Maximinus extremely dissatisfi ed. In 309, 
Galerius tried to placate his colleagues by replacing the title of Caesar with the new title 
Filius Augustorum (‘son of the Emperors’). This empty gesture did nothing to solve the 
problem. Although FIL AVG coinage was issued from the eastern mints, the title was 
never used by Constantine’s western mints.

30 VI.104 (CNG)
31 VI.109 (Freeman & Sear)
32 VI.111 (Den of Antiquity)
33 Lactantius, op. cit., 45.
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Maximian was also dissatisfi ed with the arrangements of Carnuntum. Later that year, 
while Constantine was in the Rhine region battling the Franks, Maximian proclaimed 
himself emperor for the third time and seized some of Constantine’s assets in Gaul.

While on his return to Gaul to deal with Maximian in early 310 (whom he soundly 
defeated and granted a death by suicide in July), Constantine had a heavenly vision at 
the shrine of Apollo Grannus. Since Apollo was equated with the sun god Sol, Con-
stantine began issuing two new coinage types featuring Sol: COMITI AVGG NN (‘to 
the companion of our Emperors’) and SOLI INVICTO COMITI (‘to Sol, the invincible 
companion’). Sol thus became recognized as a protector of Constantine and his former 
protector, Mars, would eventually cease to be featured on the coinage.

As the PLN// coinage drew to a close, a new reduction in weight to 1/72 lb (4.5 g) 
came into effect. Although some of the PLN// coinage was struck at the new standard, 
examples are very rare and the weight reduction was not generally seen until the PLN//
T/F issue commencing mid/late 310.

Constantine’s new protector Sol (SOLI INVICTO COMITI34 from the 1/48 lb 
standard) and old protector Mars (MARTI CONSERVATORI35 from the reduced 1/72 

lb standard)

In the east, Maximinus was proclaimed Augustus by his troops early in the year. 
Between Constantine’s defeat of Maximian in the west, and Maximinus’ proclamation 
in the east, an increasingly ill Galerius was left little choice but to raise both Constantine 
and Maximinus offi cially to the rank of Augustus on 1 May.

With the issue of rank settled, London resumed coinage for Maximinus as Augustus 
and began striking for Licinius as Augustus as well; coinage in the names of Maximinus 
and Licinius from the series running mid/late 310 through mid/late 311 is a challenge to 
collect. Galerius continued to be ignored, as was the usurper Maximian.

Galerius died in agony on 5 May 311, as the result of what seems to have been 
gangrene, giving both Lactantius and Eusebius the opportunity for lurid gloating over 

34 VI.114 (CNG)
35 VI.119 (Spink)
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the fate of this persecutor of the Christians.36 The three offi cial Augusti Constantine, 
Licinius and Maximinus – and the usurper Maxentius – were left to battle for control of 
the empire.

The coinage of London, commencing with the 1/72 lb reduction is rich with a variety 
of military types and busts, foreshadowing the battles to come between Constantine and 
Licinius on the one hand and Maximinus and Maxentius on the other. This period is my 
personal favorite to collect due to the wide variety of types, titles and busts – many not 
listed in RIC – and the issue of several types unique to the London mint.37

38 39 40 41

42 43 44 45

Examples of some of the military bust types of Constantine which preceded the 
retaking of Rome in 312

36 ‘suppurative infl ammation broke out round the middle of his genitals, then a deep-seated fi s-
tular ulcer: these ate their way incurably into his inmost bowels. From them came a teeming 
indescribable mass of worms, and a sickening smell... Of the doctors some were unable to 
endure the overpowering and extraordinary stench, and were executed on the spot.’ Eusebius, 
op. cit., 352-3. See also Lactantius, op. cit. 51.

37 The coinage from mid-310 to May 313 is too varied to be treated effectively here. Refer to 
Huvelin’s paper ‘Les Deux Emissions Londoniennes’ for a comprehensive view of the London 
coinage of this period.

38 SOLI INVICTO COMITI, VI.--- (CGB)
39 COMITI AVGG NN, VI.183 (Ofek Coins)
40 COMITI AVGG NN, VI.160 (CNG)
41 CONCORD MILIT, VI.--- (Beast Coins)
42 CONCORD MILIT, VI.--- (CNG)
43 COMITI AVGG NN, VI.177 (CNG)
44 COMITI AVGG NN, VI.167 (CNG)
45 CONCORD MILIT, VI.--- (Den of Antiquity)
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Following an indecisive skirmish between Licinius and Maximinus, Constantine 
was to win the fi rst decisive battle, returning Italy to the imperial fold by defeating 
Maxentius at the battle of the Milvian Bridge on 28 October 312. This event was 
celebrated on the London coinage with new types such as ROMAE RESTITVTAE (‘to 
the restoration of Rome’), FELICITAS AVGG (‘to the prosperity of our Emperors’), 
and SECVRITAS AVGG (‘to the security of our Emperors’). The coinage following 
Constantine’s victory over Maxentius also marked the beginning of yet another weight 
reduction – to 1/96 lb (3.3 g). 

The ROMAE RESTITVTAE issue of Constantine, late 312 – May 31346

This battle of the Milvian Bridge also marked the beginning of Constantine’s conver-
sion to Christianity, as it was recorded that he had a vision the night before that he would 
win decisively if he ordered his soldiers display the Chi-Rho on their shields and banners 
– which held true. Constantine may not have immediately equated the Chi-Rho symbol 
with Christ, as the increased output of Sol types from London and his other mints seems 
to indicate an initial alignment of this vision with his devotion to the sun god.47

313–317: An East/West standoff
Constantine and Licinius met in Milan in February 313, where they promulgated the 
celebrated edict of toleration of Christianity,48 and – among other things – drew into a 
closer alliance through Licinius’ marriage of Constantine’s half sister Constantia. This 
alliance prompted Maximinus to invade Licinius’ easternmost territory, but Licinius 
quickly defeated Maximinus and consolidated the east under his control. The empire 
was now in the hands of only two Augusti – Constantine in the west and Licinius in the 
east. The coinage of London continued to feature both rulers, but the output for Licinius 
would gradually decline from this point onward.

The alliance between the two was never very strong, and tensions came to a head 
around August or September 316 when Constantine invaded the eastern provinces. This 

46 VI.273 (Mike Vosper)
47 Lactantius, op. cit, 63.
48 Preserved in Lactantius, op cit.
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prompted Licinius to ‘depose’ Constantine in December and elevate his general Valerius 
Valens to the rank of Augustus; the coinage of Valens is extremely rare and, as one might 
expect, not among the issues from London.

A series of battles won by Constantine forced Licinius to agree to a peace agree-
ment on 1 March that ceded territory in the Balkans to Constantine, raised the sons of 
Constantine (Crispus and Constantine II) and also Licinius’s son (Licinius II) to the rank 
of Caesar, and deposed Valens (who was subsequently executed).

Apparently the propaganda value of coinage – utilized so extensively in the period 
leading up to the battle of the Milvian Bridge – was neglected during this confl ict. In 
the period leading up to and during the war, the coinage from London was limited to 
just two types: SOLI INVICTO COMITI and GENIO POP ROM, issued in the name of 
Constantine and Licinius with very little variation in busts or titles.

SOLI INVICTO COMITI49 and GENIO POP ROM;50 types issued by Constantine and 
Licinius during the fi rst Licinian War

Apart from the use of an imaginative series of mintmarks – MLL, MSL, MLN, and 
(possibly) MSN – the coinage of London from the period is generally uninteresting to 
collect. I have found the quality is often crude and the coins are a little harder to fi nd 
than most other periods, perhaps indicating some stresses on the mint. The one bright 
spot is the very limited issue of 316 with a reverse featuring Sol in a quadriga. Although 
earlier rulers had used this imagery, this is the fi rst and only time it would be issued 
from London. Quadriga issues are very hard to fi nd from both rulers, extremely so in 
the name of Licinius.

49 VII.28
50 VII.23 (CNG)
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Two Sol in quadriga issues of Constantine: one with the expected fi eld marks,51 the 
other with no fi eld marks52

317–325: Constantine and his sons
Following the war of 316/317, Constantine ceased issuing coins in Licinius’ name from 
London, although he did continue to issue them from his other western mints.

A new Sol type was introduced in 317 with a rather unrelated legend, CLARITAS 
REIPVBLICAE (‘to the renown of the Republic’). Sol dominated the coinage of 317 and 
318, the only other type being PRINCIPIA IVVENTVTIS (‘the young prince’, a refer-
ence to the raising of Crispus and Constantine II to the rank of Caesar the year earlier), 
but after this series Sol would permanently disappear from the coinage of London.

The last Sol types of Constantine, 318: CLARITAS REIPVBLICAE53 and SOLI 
INVICTO COMITI54

51 VII.84 (Vaughn Rare Coin Gallery)
52 VII.--- (Spink)
53 VII.--- (Beast Coins)
54 VII.149 (Beast Coins)
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Sol types of 318 featuring Crispus55 and Constantine II56

At this point there is a very distinct move in the coinage away from the traditional 
Roman gods and allegorical imagery, towards a series of secular subjects focusing on the 
achievements of Constantine and his sons. In 319 the VICTORIAE LAETAE PRINC 
PERP type (‘to the joyful and perpetual victory of the princes’) was issued as a preview 
of Constantine’s upcoming Decennalia (10th anniversary of offi cial elevation to the rank 
of Augustus). This series also marks the return of helmets, spears and shields to the bust 
types, perhaps anticipating rising tensions with Licinius.

The actual Decennalia was celebrated on two coin types: VIRTVS EXERCIT (‘to 
the courage of the army’) in 320 and BEATA TRANQVILLITAS (‘the blessed peace’)57 
from 321–324.

VICTORIAE LAETAE 
PRINC PERP VOT/PR58

VIRTVS EXERCIT 
VOT/XX59

BEAT(A) 
TRANQ(VIL)LITAS 

VOT/XX60

Constantine’s Decennallia coinage, 319 – 324

55 VII.--- (Beast Coins)
56 VII.--- (Roma Numismatics)
57 VOT XX is used because these are suscepta vows, thanksgiving for 10 years completed and 

looking forward to the 20th anniversary.
58 VI.--- (VAuctions)
59 VII.185
60 VII.225
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The next series of coins from London, CAESARVM NOSTRORVM (‘our Caesars’), 
celebrated the Quinquenalia (5th anniversary of being named Caesars) of Crispus and 
Constantine II.61

The Caesars’ CAESARVM NOSTRORVM VOT X Quinquennalia coinage of 323 
– 324: Crispus,62 Constantine II63

Movement towards a decisive confl ict between Constantine and Licinius probably 
began in 320, when Licinius began persecuting Christians – reneging on religious 
freedoms agreed-upon when the two met in Milan seven years earlier and directly 
attacking Constantine’s beliefs. In 321, Constantine appointed his sons joint consuls 
without consulting Licinius. Licinius, in turn, declared himself and his son to be joint 
consuls. Finally, in 323, Constantine’s army moved into territory technically belonging 
to Licinius in order to defeat an invading band of Sarmatians in Pannonia. This incursion 
– commemorated on the SARMATIA DEVICTA (‘Sarmatia conquered’) issue of 323–4 
– effectively began the second Licinian war.

Constantine’s SARMATIA DEVICTA issue, 323–464

61 VOT X is used because these are suscepta vows, thanksgiving for fi ve years completed and 
looking forward to the 10th anniversary.

62 VII.291
63 VII.292
64 VII.290 (Forvm Ancient Coins)
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On 3 July, 324, Constantine achieved a major victory over Licinius at the Battle of 
Hadrianopolis. As during the fi rst civil war, Licinius ‘deposed’ Constantine – this time 
installing the commander of his bodyguard, Martinian, as Augustus. Martinian’s coin-
age is extremely rare and not issued from London. Constantine countered by raising his 
youngest son, Constantius II, to the rank of Caesar.

The fi nal victory of Constantine came on 18 September when Licinius’ forces were 
routed at Chrysopolis; Licinius and Martinian eventually surrendered at Nicomedia.

324 also marked the beginning of the fi nal issues from London, the PROVIDEN-
TIAE AVGG/CAES type (‘to the foresight of the Emperors/Caesars’) for Constantine 
and his sons (including the fi rst and only appearance of Constantius II on the London 
coinage) as well as types for Constantine’s mother, Helena and wife Fausta.

Among the fi nal issues from London in 324-5, the ‘camp gate’ type is the only London 
coinage to feature Constantius II65

Licinius, his son, and Martinian were all executed in 325 – making Constantine the 
sole Augustus of the Empire, supported by his three sons as Caesar. Constantine closed 
the London mint, along with a few of his other western mints, as he moved the centre of 
power to his new eastern city of Constantinople.

My approach towards cataloguing
The best way to gain a true appreciation of the coinage of Roman London and its 
relevance to the times is to examine it chronologically, in the context of history, as I have 
just presented in this paper. However, this is not necessarily the best way to organize 
the data if your intent is to build a strong collection and be in the best position to hunt 
out hidden gems.

A number of types in the London coin series were long-running, ranging across a 
number of different mintmark and fi eld mark combinations (and sometimes more than 
one weight classifi cation). Some of these series were issued on and off over a period of 

65 VII.297 (Numismatic Ars Classica)
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years; some varied the reverse type during their runs.66 In order to use a chronologically-
compiled reference, such as Roman Imperial Coinage, or RIC, you must have some 
advance knowledge of where in RIC to look or you run the risk of misattributing a 
piece.

I have seen many coins on the market misattributed due to the incorrect use of a 
chronological reference. Without being able accurately to validate the attribution 
provided by a seller you run the risk of overpaying for what may be a common coin, 
missing an underpriced gem, or unintentionally duplicating a piece already in your 
collection. And yes, until I restructured my data, I suffered through all of these 
mistakes!

I prefer to organize and group my collection alphabetically by reverse legend, then 
chronologically by mintmark within each group. Even with a long-running series such 
as GENIO POP ROM or SOLI INVICTO COMITI, I can quickly locate the relevant 
section of my database and then accurately complete the attribution by examining the 
issuer, bust and obverse legend (in that order).

My goal is to collect an example of every issuer/bust/obverse legend combination 
within every reverse legend / mintmark group. Basically, one of each uniquely attribut-
able coin. This is of course an impossible goal, as many such combinations are known 
by a single example (some of which are off the market in museum collections), and new 
combinations come to my attention frequently. But that’s what keeps the hobby fresh 
and interesting!

To prepare this paper I ‘froze’ my database in March 2011 so that my observations 
would be based on a consistent set of data. At that time I had identifi ed 788 uniquely 
attributable combinations (though, of course, there have been a number of additions and 
corrections since that time). Let me now share some insights that I have gleaned over the 
years about the collectability of the coinage.

London reverse legends
The fi rst thing that I look at in a coin listing is the reverse legend. Since there are a 
number of key reverse types still missing from my collection, this tells me instantly if I 
need the piece or I have to further refi ne the attribution.

When you are working with imprecise data, as is the case with my database, it can be 
a useful exercise to visualize these data rather than attempt a statistical analysis. I like 
to map data into a word cloud, which gives a visual picture of the relative frequency in 
which words (or specifi c groups of words) appear within the data.

For this paper I used an online word cloud generator called WordleTM 67 to visual-
ize my 788 entries of data as word clouds focused on the various important aspects of 
London mint coinage.

66 Consider the PRINCIPI(A) IVVENTVTIS coinage, where the reverse prince could be holding 
standards, a globe and reversed spear, or a globe and spear forward.

67 http://www.wordle.net/
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In the following illustration I mapped the reverse legend data into a word cloud that 
visualizes the relative frequency with which each legend appears on the coinage. For 
those who prefer a conventional format, graphs are shown in the Appendix below.

A word cloud of London reverse legends

As one might expect, the long-running SOLI INVICTO COMITI is quite prominent 
in the cloud. But there are some surprises here, too. For example GENIO POPVLI 
ROMANI shows strongly even though the series only ran for fi ve years (when the fi rst 
London weight reduction caused the legend to be shortened). The series did, however, 
utilize a wide variety of obverse legends and RIC lists subtle variations in bust style as 
distinct types (more about this later).

Word clouds also don’t say anything about market availability or relative acquisition 
cost; a common GENIO POPVLI ROMANI will command more than a common BEAT 
TRANQLITAS in similar condition because they are more substantial coins and there 
are fewer of them available to the market. What the word clouds do tell us is how much 
more work it will take fully to complete one series compared with another. You would 
have to acquire quite a few SOLI INVICTO COMITI examples to complete the series!

One aspect of the London coinage that I fi nd exciting is the fact that, during the 
period in which the London mint was in operation, some of the London reverse legend/
type combinations were not issued elsewhere in the empire.

For example, the ADVENTVS AVG type, typically issued to commemorate the 
arrival of the emperor, was only issued by London in AE during this period; some 
gold aurei and medallions with the longer legend ADVENTVS AVGVSTI legend were 
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issued elsewhere, but no other mint issued this type as a follis. Also, the use of the 
COMITI AVG legend with Sol imagery is unique to London.

ADVENTVS AVG / AVG N / AVGG / 
AVGG N / AVGG NN68 COMITI AAVVGG / AVGG NN69

Dated coins are not at all common in the empire during this period, and the P M 
TR P COS II PP London type commemorating the 2nd consulship of Constantine and 
Licinius beginning in 312, in addition to being a unique use of the legend, is also the 
only example of a dated coin known in AE.

During the period leading up to the battle of the Milvian Bridge, the SPES 
REIPVBL(ICAE) (‘hope of the republic’) type is unique to London. (Although Trier 
did issue a SPES PUBLICA in gold, the reverse featured Spes and not the emperor on 
horseback). We also see London uniquely using a shortened CONCORD MILIT70 (‘with 
the agreement of the army’) instead of the CONCORDIA MILITVM used elsewhere.

P M TR P COS II PP71 SPES REIPVBL(ICAE)72 CONCORD 
MILIT(VM)73

68 VI.133 (Ephesus Numismatics)
69 VI.168 (Roma Numismatics)
70 A CONCORD MILITVM example from London is known to exist.
71 A very rare dated coin of Constantine from this period, issued to commemorate the second 

consulship of Constantine and Licinius beginning on 1 Jan 312; Refer to Strauss’ paper ‘Un 
Nouveau Nummus de Constantin 1st Frappé à Londres’. This coin is not in the author’s 
collection; the image is a scan of the plate from Strauss.

72 VI.241 (CNG)
73 VI.--- (Beast Coins)
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Also, within the issues of 312–3 commemorating Constantine’s victory over Maxen-
tius and the recapture of Italy, ROMAE RESTITVTAE is a unique type to London while 
ROMAE AETER and FELICITAS AVGG types are unique to London in AE (examples 
in gold and silver with longer legends, were issued elsewhere).

ROMAE RESTITVTAE74 ROMAE AETER 
(AVGG)75

FELICITAS AVGG 
(NN)76

London mint marks
During the time of the London mint’s existence, it was common practice in the empire 
to identify the period in which a coin was produced by using marks in the exergue 
and fi elds of the reverse.77 By correlating coin weight and other data such as style and 
issuer/titles used – as well as hoard context – researchers have been able to establish a 
strong chronology of the mintmarks used in London. The following illustration lays out 
the mark sequence as published in RIC volumes VI and VII.

74 VI.273 (Mike Vosper)
75 VI.99 (Spink)
76 VI.246 (Spink)
77 At larger mints with more than one offi cina (workshop), the marks would also indicate which 

offi cina produced the coin. It is generally agreed that London was served by only one offi cina 
since such marks do not appear.
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Chronology of London mintmarks with suggested modifi cations

Continuing research as well as the discovery of new coin examples is always caus-
ing this sequence to be refi ned, modifi ed and/or challenged. Some of the possible 
adjustments to RICs chronology indicated in the above illustration include the 
following:

1. The unmarked Sol/Mars bust type is only listed in RIC for Trier but is known from 
stylistic factors to have been issued by other mints. Georges Gautier identifi ed an 
example from London.78 Chronological positioning is based on Gautier as well as 
notes posted to the ancients.info discussion board by user Congius.

2. A SOLI INVICTO COMITI example with this mint mark, the only example that 
I have seen, appeared in CNG 57 as lot 1416. Chronological positioning is 
approximate.

3. A SOLI INVICTO COMITI (quadriga style) without the expected S/P fi eld marks 
is in my collection.

4. At least two coins with MSN in exergue were known at the time that RIC was 
compiled, but RIC passed them off as an ‘engraver’s slip’ – concluding that the 
celator perhaps mistakenly punched the last letter from the previously used mint-
mark (MLN). But work done by Lee Toone has concluded that of four examples 
now known, at least two dies were used – increasing the possibility that MSN was 
a legitimately distinct mark.79

78 Georges Gautier, ‘An unpublished nummus of Constantine I of the mint of London’.
79 Lee Toone, ‘A New London Mintmark for Constantine the Great?’, Spink Numismatic 

Circular, July 2009, pp.106.
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5. RIC lists the use of ‘+’ instead of ‘*’ in the fi eld. This is certainly a typographical 
error since no coins with ‘+’ are known, but it is a constant cause of uninformed 
dealers identifying these coins as unlisted.

6. The use of pellets in the exergue is noted in a footnote in RIC, but Lee Toone’s 
work shows that several examples exist, perhaps indicating intentional use.80

7. Lee Toone has provided solid arguments for reversing the order of these two 
mintmarks.81

8. A SARMATIA DEVICTA example with this mintmark appeared in CNG 87 as lot 
1158.

9. During the sale of his collection, Dr. Stoffel Vogelaar communicated that exam-
ples of the PLON mintmark with pellet are likely the penultimate mark of the 
London series.82

With the exception of some of the anomalous marks just noted, it should be reason-
able to expect to be able to acquire an example of each London mintmark except for 
PLN // *T / *F. Coins with this mark were only produced for a few months in the year 
311 and are excessively rare. I have yet to see one offered.

It is likely that the letters and symbols used in the exergue and fi elds were not ran-
domly assigned, but had meaning. I like the explanation that Tory Failmezger offers in 
his book on the coinage of the period.83 Failmezger notes that the exergue probably com-
bines some identifi cation of the mint name (Londinium) with an honorifi c – basically 
some indication that the issue is ‘offi cial’. Honorifi cs might include MONETA (mint), 
SACRA MONETA (sacred mint, sometimes reversed), or PECVNIA (coin).

Failmezger further points out that the fi eld could have been used to promote slo-
gans, such as FELICITAS BRITANNIAE, SAECVLI FELICITAS, TEMPORVM 
FELICITAS (all with the rough meaning of ‘happy times’), PERPETVVS AVGVSTVS 
(‘Augustus forever’), or SACRA PECVNIA (‘sacred coin’).

Using Failmezger’s work as a guide, we can come up with some possible meanings 
for London’s coin markings:

80 Lee Toone, ‘The London Mint 313 to 318 AD – A Preliminary Listing’, footnote 48. 
81 Toone, loc. cit. footnote 29. 
82 Toone, ibid. ‘The London Mint AD 319 to 325 – A Preliminary Listing’, introductory 

remarks.
83 Victor Failmezger, ‘Roman Bronze Coins From Paganism to Christianity 294 – 364 A.D.’, 

Chapter 3.
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Exergue:
Mint Marks

Possible Meaning Field Marks:
Slogans

Possible Meaning

LON LONdinium FB FELICITAS BRITANNIAE

MLL Moneta Londinium (L?) II Two, second issue, sequence?

MLN Moneta LoNdinium PA PERPETVVS AVGVSTVS

MSL Moneta Sacra Londinium SF SAECVLI FELICITAS

MSN Moneta Sacra loNdinium SP SACRA PECVNIA

PLN Pecunia LoNdinium TF TEMPORVM FELICITAS

PLON Pecunia LONdinium

London issuers
The practice of the Tetrarchy was for each mint to produce coins in the name of all four 
rulers. London by and large kept to this practice even as the Tetrarchic system began to 
splinter. While it is possible to fi nd London examples of all legitimate rulers (London 
did not issue coinage in the names of the usurper Maxentius or Licinus’s appointees 
Valens or Martinian), some are easier to fi nd than others.

A word cloud of all data points is useless since Constantine so dominated the coin-
age of London. A better picture emerges if we look at the data for all the other issuers 
besides Constantine.

Word cloud of London emperors (fi rst with all emperors, then with Constantine I 
removed)
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None of these emperors is unobtainable in the London series, although the very small 
issues of Constantius II, Helena and Fausta will command a premium because of their 
relative scarcity. Issues of Constantine I as Caesar and Severus II as Augustus can some-
times be more challenging to locate because of the short periods of time during which 
each held these titles.

It would be a reasonable ambition to complete a ruler set for London if not for the 
odd situation of Licinius II. It has generally been accepted that coins in the name of 
Licinius II were not issued at London. However, a coin of Licinius II, with the 322-3 
PLON // F / B mark of London, appeared in the Numismatic Fine Arts Auction XXI of 
1993 where it was described as: ‘probably an ancient imitation, as Constantine ceased 
striking for Licinius II in 317. The style of the obverse is somewhat irregular, especially 
in its treatment of the drapery and cuirass.’

Image of possible Licinius II follis from NFA84

The coin later appeared in dealer Stephen Huston’s Fixed Price List 224, where a 
strong case was made for its authenticity based on similarly extremely rare issues of 
Licinius II in this timeframe from Constantine’s mints at Trier and Arles. It is certainly 
shortsighted to condemn a coin solely on the basis that no other examples are known 
to exist; hopefully the coin will surface again so that a thorough in-hand analysis by 
experts can conclusively determine its authenticity. Until then, I will tentatively call my 
emperor set complete.

London bust types
The laureate, cuirassed bust right (with or without drapery) is by far the most common 
bust type to be found on the London coinage.

84 Numismatic Fine Arts Auction XXXI, lot 1193. This coin is not in the author’s collection; the 
image is a scan of the plate from this catalogue.
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Word cloud of London obverse bust types

Examples of all the typical bust types of the time, both plain and with adjuncts, can 
be found in London. Most of the entries in my database are plain busts with no adjuncts 
(74%); fully 62% of the entries are of the laureate type (plain bust or any combination 
of cuirass and drapery).

Laureate85 Helmeted86 Radiate87

Bare-Headed88 Diademed89 Veiled90

London mint plain busts
85 Constantine I, SOLI INVICTO COMITI, VI.122 (Barry Murphy)
86 Constantine II, BEAT TRANQLITAS, VII.286 (Ancient Imports)
87 Constantine II, BEAT TRANQLITAS, VII.284 (Beast Coins)
88 Fausta, SALVS REIPVBLICAE, VII.300 (CNG)
89 Helena, SECVRITAS REIPVBLICE, VII.299 (CNG)
90 Constantius I (memorial), MEMORIA FELIX, VI.110 (VAuctions)
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Laureate w/spear a/o 
shield91

Helmeted w/spear a/o 
shield92

Consular93

With Victory on globe94 With globe, sceptre a/o 
mappa95

Very Rare
Showing imperial gestus

With globe
Jugate

London Mint busts with adjuncts

Curiously, the overwhelming majority of plain busts are right-facing (90%) while the 
opposite is true of busts with adjuncts (80% left-facing).

Bust identifi cation is the single greatest source of error in my data. The celators of 
the London mint were not completely consistent in their rendering of busts, and this is 
a major source of identifi cation issues. In some cases this apparent freedom produced 
some interesting and collectible variations in shield and helmet design, but in others it 
simply causes attribution headaches.

Take for example the period immediately following the very fi rst London coinage, 
the LON issue of 297. The LON issue is quite clearly in the style of Lyon, but the sub-
sequent unmarked run of GENIO POPVLI ROMANI folles appears to demonstrate a 
completely different, and more variable style (I like to think that the Lyon craftsmen 
packed up and headed home after producing their 297 issue).

91 Crispus, BEAT TRANQLITAS, VII.250 (CNG)
92 Constantine I, CONCORD MILIT, VI.--- (Den of Antiquity)
93 Constantine I, BEAT TRANQLITAS, VII.225 (eBay)
94 Constantine II, BEAT TRANQLITAS, VII.288 (CNG)
95 Diocletian, PROVIDENTIA DEORVM QVIES AVGG, VI.77a (CNG)
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RIC chose to assign unique numbers based on the style of the bust, and my experi-
ence is that this style is very often misinterpreted, even by professional numismatists. 
The following examples illustrating the three bust types may or may not be accurate 
(since I still myself have diffi culty with this series).

The unmarked bust types issued from 300 to 1 May305: ii-a (small head, tall neck);96 
ii-b (large head, short neck);97 and iii (large, spread bust)98

As already mentioned, the London celators appear to have had a certain degree of 
freedom in rendering bust elements. For something as easily identifi able as a helmet or 
a shield, this does not present an attribution problem and indeed can be the source of 
another variant of collecting. However I have found the rendering of consular busts in 
particular to be inconsistent enough to be often misinterpreted and the coins therefore 
misidentifi ed.

Following are two examples of the same RIC number (VII.225) with a somewhat 
different interpretation of the consular markings.

99 100

Different celator interpretations of a consular bust of Constantine I

96 Galerius, VI.15
97 Maximian, VI.17 (eBay)
98 Galerius, VI.34 (Barry Murphy)
99 VII.225 (eBay)
100 VII.225 (eBay)
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It is not at all uncommon for such variety in the rendering to lead a coin to be listed as 
‘not in RIC’.

One bust conundrum that bothered me for a long time was identifying busts that were 
listed as ‘seen from back’. I was unable to distinguish the difference between a normal 
bust and a bust seen from the back and therefore misattributed and duplicated quite 
a few coins in my collection. Finally, a discussion on the FORVM discussion board 
cleared it up for me once and for all.101

The easiest way to think about the bust type is to consider the drawing or a model of 
someone wearing a toga looking over their shoulder. When viewed in three dimensions 
it is easy to understand the positioning, but apparently the ancient celators had diffi culty 
rendering this three-dimensional view in their dies. However, if you look at the drawing 
and take note of the positioning of the model’s ear relative to the toga fastener you see 
that the ear will always be to the left of the fastener for a right-facing bust seen from the 
back (the reverse for left-facing). If the model’s body was front facing and looking right, 
the ear would be to the right of the fastener.

Using the relative positioning of ear and fastener is a fool-proof method for determin-
ing if a bust is front-facing or seen from back.

102 103

Using the relative position of ear and cloak fastener to identify a bust ‘seen from 
back’104

London obverse legends
Since Constantine was the most prolifi c issuer of the London mint, it is not surpris-
ing that his common titles CONSTANTINVS P F AVG and CONSTANTINVS P 
AVG dominate the coinage. Fully 14% of all entries in my database contain the 
CONSTANTINVS P F AVG title.

101 The FORVM discussion board is a great resource for Roman coin collectors. It can be found at 
http://www.forumancientcoins.com/board/index.php.

102 Scan of original artwork created for this paper by Christina DiMarzio, Magenta Gardens.
103 Constantine II, SOLI INVICTO COMITI, VII.--- (Roma Numismatics)
104 Lech Stepniewski described this method of interpreting the ‘seen from back’ bust type on the 

FORVM discussion board.
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Word cloud of London obverse legends

London has the curious distinction of being the only mint to use the abbreviated form 
AG in the coinage. Although often being advertised as rare (which it is in certain cases), 
AG appears in more than 8% of all my entries so it is in fact relatively common.

A CONCORD MILIT example with AG title105

While there are some prohibitively rare obverses (the SEVERVS ET MAXIMINVS 
NO C comes to mind), most forms of the emperor’s titles can be had with some 
patience.
105 VI.--- (Beast Coins)
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Epilogue
I collect the coinage only of the London mint and fi nd this hobby the source of much 
enjoyment. However it also means that I voluntarily miss out on some historically 
signifi cant issues. So I will end this paper with my ‘wish list’ of London fantasy 
numismatic items that I hope someday will be discovered.

London is not known to have issued any gold or silver coinage, probably due to 
the fact that London was considered somewhat of an ‘outpost’ province and therefore 
harder to secure. Trier was quite capable of providing all specie needs for Britannia.

Because the practice of the time was generally not to use the base coinage to com-
memorate victories, and London did not strike in precious metals, there are no types 
from London that commemorate the victory of Constantius, such as the REDDITOR 
LVCIS AETERNAE (‘restorer of the eternal light’) type of Trier.

Ten aureus medallion of Trier commemorating the recapture of Britain by 
Constantius.106 RIC VI, 34, p.167.

In 301, Diocletian’s Edict of Maximum prices was accompanied by the empire-wide 
issue of the SACRA MONETA series, which, though it is among the more common coin 
types of the period is unknown for London.

During the alignment of Constantine with the Herculian line of Maximian, Maxen-
tius issued a number of coins in Constantine’s name but Constantine seems not to have 
directly reciprocated from London. However, London coins in the name of Maxentius 
may possibly exist.

And fi nally, coinage from London using the Chi-Rho symbol would have created 
a nice historical connection to Constantine’s conversion to Christianity. The symbol 
began to appear on the coinage of other mints on a labarum and as a sequence mark 
shortly after the London mint was closed.

Still, despite these omissions, the output of the London mint, though brief, is a very 
collectible means of drawing closer to the historical events of this pivotal period of 
Roman history.

106 VI.34 for Trier. Author’s photograph of an example on display at the British Museum. This 
coin is not in the author’s collection.
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APPENDIX: Alternative presentation of data
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References
Askew, Gilbert. The Coinage of Roman Britain. London: B.A. Seaby, 1951. Print. 
Celator, The. ‘Unique Licinius Jr. follis documented.’ The Celator Vol. 7. No. 9 (September 1993): 

47. Print.
Elks, Ken. ‘Obverse & reverse types and legends used at the London mint AD 296-325’. http://

www.kenelks.co.uk/coins/london/reversetypes.htm. Web.
Eusebius of Caesarea, The History of the Church, translated by G. A. Williamson (Penguin, 

1965).
Failmezger, Victor. Roman Bronze Coins From Paganism to Christianity 294 – 364 A.D. 

Washington: Ross & Perry, 2002. Print. 
Failmezger, Victor. ‘Readers asked to help reconstruct the Bavarian Collection.’ The Celator 

Vol. 8 No. 1 (January 1994): 14–15. Print.
Gautier, Georges. ‘An unpublished nummus of Constantine I of the mint of London.’ Numismatic 

Chronicle 152 (1992): 157-160, pl.36, 1–6. Print.
Huston, Stephen M. Fixed Price List No. 124. Print.
Huvelin, Helene. ‘Les Deux Emissions Londoniennes.’ Numismatische Zeitschrift (1990). Print. 
Lactantius, De Mortibus Persecutorum (‘Concerning the Deaths of the Persecutors’), edited and 

translated by J. L. Creed (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1984).
Numismatic Fine Arts. Auction XXXI, 18 March 1993.
Sorrell, Alan. Roman London. New York: Arco Publishing, 1969.



Paul DiMarzio

44

Strauss, P. ‘Un Nouveau Nummus de Constantin 1st Frappé à Londres.’ Mélanges de Numisma-
tique in honour of Pierre Bastien, Wetteren 1987, pp. 181-185. Print.

Sutherland, C.H.V., and R.A.G. Carson. The Roman Imperial Coinage. Vol. VI. London: Spink 
& Son, 2003. Print. 

Sutherland, C.H.V., and R.A.G. Carson. The Roman Imperial Coinage. Vol. VII. London: Spink 
& Son, 2003. Print.

Toone, Lee. ‘The London Mint 313 to 318 AD – A Preliminary Listing.’ Numismatic Circular 
CXVI.5 (2008): 244-52. Print. 

Toone, Lee. ‘The London Mint AD 319 to 325 – A Preliminary Listing.’ Numismatic Circular 
CXVII.4 (2010): 174-82. Print. 

Lee Toone, ‘A New London Mintmark for Constantine the Great?’, Spink Numismatic Circular, 
July 2009, pp.106.


