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THE CONTEXT OF THE SZEGED-OTHALOM FIND:
CAROLINGIAN COINS IN HUNGARIAN GRAVES AND
COMPARABLE COINS IN OTHER CONTEMPORARY HOARDS

Simon COUPLAND — Luca GIANAZZA™

The present article will look at the five Caroling-
ian coins found in the Szeged-Othalom hoard in
their numismatic context, namely how they com-
pare with other finds of Frankish coins in Hungar-
ian graves of the early tenth century, including one
found, remarkably, in south-eastern France.! We
shall also compare these five Italian deniers with
other coins from the same period discovered in oth-
er contexts, including not only hoards concealed by
Franks on the Continent but also others representing
the loot taken by Scandinavian invaders, who were
raiding the Carolingian kingdoms from a different
direction at the same time (COUPLAND 2011; COUP-
LAND 2014). This analysis will bring out a number
of significant new insights, perhaps the most impor-
tant being the reattribution of a number of the previ-
ously published Frankish and Italian coins found in
other Hungarian graves. The majority of these were
described in two seminal works by Lajos Huszar
(HuszAR 1955) and Laszlé Kovacs (KOVACS 1989).
Both were ground-breaking and highly significant
surveys, and provide an invaluable overview of a
huge range of material, but it is important to appre-
ciate that neither author was a Carolingian numis-
matist, which led to a number of errors in their iden-
tification of the west Frankish, German and Italian
coins.? We will also list a few additional finds which
have come to light since Kovacs’ book was pub-
lished.? Study of the Hungarian hoards will permit
a new hypothesis concerning the dating of the coins

of Berengar from the Venice mint (with the reverse
legend Christiana religio). Comparison with other
contemporary finds will underline not only the vital
importance of these Magyar graves for our knowl-
edge of the Frankish coinages of the early tenth cen-
tury,* including otherwise unknown types for Louis
IV, Raoul and Berengar (Fig 1. 1-3; KOVACS 1989,
nos. 302, 384-385, 65-66 and 281-282 respective-
ly), but also the near total breakdown in circulation
of coinage between the Frankish west and Italy in
the early tenth century. Drawing in part upon this
information, in part upon an analysis of the com-
position of the various Hungarian grave finds, and
in addition upon the contemporary records of the
Magyar raids, the article will also propose a range
of possible historical contexts which lie behind the
acquisition and subsequent deposition of the Caro-
lingian coins (both west Frankish and Italian) in
these graves, including of course the coins found at
Szeged-Othalom (Fig. 2).

The five Szeged-Othalom coins were all mint-
ed in Italy, probably by Berengar I (King 888-915,
Emperor 915-924), but other graves are said to have
contained Frankish coins issued by a wide variety
of rulers from the ninth and tenth centuries, from
Louis the Pious (814-840) onwards.> The earlier
western coins are of particular interest, because we
know that Magyar incursions into Frankish territory
did not begin until the turn of the tenth century, and
regular recoinages in the west Frankish kingdom in

Simon Coupland, McDonald Institute for Archaeological Research, University of Cambridge,

VikingVicar@btinternet.com; Luca Gianazza, e-mail: sibrium@libero.it
I Aspres-lés-Corps (Hautes-Alpes): SCHULZE 1984; SARAH 2014,
2 A few of these were noted in COUPLAND 2011, but access to higher quality images thanks to Csaba Téth has meant that

even some of those ‘corrections’ have now been revised.

3 Hoards: Gnadendorf 2000, Karos-Eperjesszog 1 1986, Karos-Eperjesszog 11 1987, Kiskundorozsma-Hosszahat 1999,
Levice-Géna 2005: COUPLAND 2011, nos. 200, 219, 228, 267-268. Also single finds from Levice-Géna, Komjatice and
Mostova. We are again indebted to Csaba To6th for information about these finds.

4 A point already made concerning Italy in MEC 1: GRIERSON—BLACKBURN 1986, 252.

5 These are summarised in KOVACS 1989, Abb. 17, 101-102.
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the course of the ninth century removed old coin
from circulation extremely efficiently until Charles
the Bald’s reform of 864 (COUPLAND 2014a, 286).
Thereafter natural wastage tended to remove older
coinage from circulation, although over a longer pe-
riod. The west Frankish coinage also merits closer
scrutiny because the overwhelming majority of coins
in the Hungarian graves are, like those at Szeged-
Othalom, Italian in origin, and in the latter part of
the ninth century there was an evident breakdown of
circulation between the eastern and western Frank-
ish kingdoms (METCALF 1988; COUPLAND 2014a,
279-280), a trend which, as we shall see below,
clearly continued in the early tenth century. The first
important task is thus a re-examination of the Caro-
lingian coins recorded in Hungarian graves, which
will reveal that most of the earliest reported speci-
mens have unfortunately been incorrectly identified
(the findings are summarised in Table I below).

Five coins of Louis the Pious are said to have
been found in four graves: Soshartyan-Aranyod-
godor (Fig. 1. 3; KovAcs 1989, IC, no. 302), Sze-
red (KovAcs 1989, CXIVb, no. 342), and two
graves at Tiszaeszlar (KovAcs 1989, CXXIX, no.
375, CXXXII, nos. 384-385). Kovacs himself right-
ly questioned an earlier attribution to Louis the Pi-
ous in the case of two Christiana religio coins from
Piliny-Leshegy (KovAcs 1989, XCII, nos. 274-
275). As his plate XI clearly shows, both these frag-
mentary coins were struck on larger flans, ‘scodel-
lati’ as they are described in Italian, and can be
attributed to Berengar I as emperor from the mint
of Pavia.® The Szered coin (no. 342), though de-
scribed as a denier of Louis the Pious from Trier
(‘Treves’ in French), is in fact a coin of Louis IV
(936-954), minted in Nevers (NEVERNISCIVIS).”
The other four coins said to have been minted by
Louis the Pious are all, remarkably, issues from
Bourges (BITVRICES), an astonishing coinci-
dence unless there is a connection between them.
The Soéshartyan-Aranyodgddor coin (no. 302) is de-
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scribed as an obole, but is the size and design of a
denier (see KOVACS 1989, 59, note 304), just like
the other three coins of Bourges, which were found
in two separate grave fields at Tiszaeszlar. Of these,
no. 375 is clearly an imitation, as it is of ‘versilbert-
er Bronze’ (KOVACS 1989, 69). It is therefore not a
coin of Louis the Pious from Bourges. The three re-
maining coins, no. 302 from Soéshartyan-Aranyod-
g0dor and nos. 384-385 from Tiszaeszlar, are very
similar in appearance, and have a significant differ-
ence from the deniers of Bourges known from the
reign of Louis the Pious, in that they include sev-
eral points in a line between the two lines of the re-
verse legend (BITV-RICES).® These points are not
found on any coins minted (Fig. /.3) in 816823,
but they can be seen on the reverse of the Bourg-
es deniers of the French king Lothaire (954-986),
which are of an identical style to these Hungarian
coins (DUMAS-DUBOURG 1971, 237, pl. XXIII, nos.
8359-8360; MORRISON—GRUNTHAL 1967, no. 1678,
not illustrated). Although the obverse of the Hun-
garian coins reads HLVDOVVICVSIMP rather than
HLVDOVVICVSREX, they are much more like-
ly to be coins of Louis IV than of Louis the Pious,
given firstly that the reverse design matches that on
coins of Lothaire, and secondly that coins of Louis
IV or V are known from Paris with the obverse leg-
end +HLVDOVVICSIMP (DHENIN 1999). Although
the latter have been ascribed to Louis V (986-987),
they could equally have been coins of Louis IV, par-
ticularly if one was present in the Fécamp hoard,
as Dhénin suggests. The forged Tiszaeszlar coin of
Bourges (KOVACS 1989, no. 375) may thus also be
an imitation of this type, rather than of Louis the
Pious, though the extremely poor condition of the
coin makes this impossible to determine.

Turning next to the coins ascribed to Charles the
Bald (840-877), there are supposedly ten of these in
six graves: Deszk-Ujmajor (KOVACs 1989, XXVIII,
no. 76), with no mint-name proposed, Rad-Kishegy,
said to be a denier from Blois (KOVACS 1989, XCVe,

% The most helpful guide to the Italian coins of the late ninth and tenth centuries is no longer CNI, which is now very
dated and not always reliable, but GIANAZZA 2013. This can be consulted online: http://www.numismaticadellostato.
it/pns-pdf/materiali/BdNonline_Materiali 10 _2013.pdf. On the types and their dating see also MEC 1 (GRIERSON—

BLACKBURN 1986) 249-259; HAHN 2006.

7 The end of the mint-name is missing, but it is clearly a variant: MORRISON-GRUNTHAL 1967, no.1634; cf. DUMAS-
DUBOURG 1971, 177, pl. XIII, nos. 6772—6784. Other coins at Szered which have been incorrectly described are nos.
343 and 344 (see below); 345, which is not Italian at all, but German: a denier of Conrad I (911-918) from Mainz; 347,
which is of Rudolf II rather than Hugh, and 349, which is of Hugh and Lothar II from Pavia rather than Lothar II only.

8 A possible further anomaly is that one coin (HUSZAR 1955, pl. XXXII, no. 476 = KOVACS 1989, no. 384) appears to
have been struck on a large flan, although this is not repeated on Kovacs’ plate.
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no. 280), Szered, described as a denier from Thér-
ouanne (KOVAcs 1989, CXIVb, no. 343), Tiszaeszlar,
two deniers from an ‘unknown mint’ (KOVACS 1989,
CXXXII, nos. 386-387), Tiszanana-Cseh-tanya, four
deniers from Orléans (KovAcs 1989, CXXXIII, nos.
388-391) and Vereb, reportedly a denier from Cha-
lon-sur-Saéne (KovAcs 1989, CXL, no. 418). Care-
ful re-examination of these coins reveals that only
one of these descriptions is correct, and that even that
is not necessarily a coin of Charles the Bald.

The pair of coins from Tiszaeszlar (KOVACS
1989, nos. 386-387) bear the mint-name BRIVI-
OVICI, and are issues of neither Charles the Bald
nor Charles the Simple, as has also been proposed,’
but a common immobilised type minted at Brioude
in the name of Count William of Auvergne and
his successors. The Rennes hoard is the earliest in
which one was present, from c. 920, while the Fé-
camp hoard of the early 980s still contained thir-
ty (LAFAURIE 1965, 287-290; DUMAS-DUBOURG
1971, 254-258, pl. XXVI, nos. 8491-8521).10
Deszk-Ujmajor (KOVACS 1989, no. 76) is simi-
larly a coin of this type, rather than of Charles the
Bald (as incidentally are no. 344, from Szered, de-
scribed by Kovécs as a ‘Franzoésischer Denar des 9.
(-10?) Jahrhunderts’, and no. 257, from Oroshaza-
Pusztaszentetornya, incorrectly identified as a coin
of Charles the Fat from Arles). As for the four de-
niers from Orléans from Tiszanana-Cseh-tanya,
one (no. 389) does indeed bear the KRLS mono-
gram of Charles, but the other three (Fig /. 4, nos.
388, 390-391) all clearly have the RDFS mono-
gram of King Raoul (923-936) (DUMAS-DUBOURG
1971, 183, 185, pl. XIII, nos. 6788—6791; MORRI-
SON—GRUNTHAL 1967, no. 1598). The coin from
Szered (KOVACS 1989, no. 343), clearly also reads
AVRELIA(NI)SCIVITA and thus comes from Or-
léans rather than Thérouanne, and while the mono-
gram is damaged and thus harder to make out, like-
wise appears to read RDFS, making this, too, a coin
of Raoul. The Rad-Kishegy coin (KOVAcs 1989,

no. 280) is clearly an obole of Blois (MORRISON—
GRUNTHAL 1967, no. 924) rather than a denier, un-
less there is a mistake in the scale of the reproduc-
tion on the plate, and the same is almost certainly
true of no. 418 (Vereb), from Chalon-sur-Sadne.!!
With its short royal title (CARLVSREX) the latter
is undoubtedly a coin of Charles the Simple (898—
923) rather than Charles the Bald,!? and the same
is very likely true of the Orléans denier from Sz-
ered and the Blois obole from Rad-Kishegy, since
we know that both mints were active under the lat-
er Charles (MORRISON—GRUNTHAL 1967, no. 1409;
GARIEL 1884, pl. XLIX, 15 respectively). This
means that, as in the case of Louis the Pious, there
are no coins of Charles the Bald in the Hungarian
graves. One further coin was correctly attributed to
Charles the Simple, a denier of Cologne from Bako-
nyszombathely (KOVACS 1989, V, no. 9).!3

The earliest West Frankish coins are thus coins
of Charles the Fat (885-887) and Odo (888-897).
The Kiskunfélegyhaza hoard (KovAcs 1989, LVI,
nos. 158-196) contained coins of both: five deniers
of Charles the Fat from Toulouse (nos. 158-162)
and two of Odo from the same mint (nos. 163—164),
as well as six coins of Berengar I, one as king and
five as emperor (nos. 165-170), five from Pavia and
maybe one from Verona,'* four coins of Rudolf I
of Burgundy from Pavia (nos. 193-196), and twen-
ty-two of the deniers of Count William from Bri-
oude discussed above (nos. 171-192). Two other
graves included coins of the emperor Charles the
Fat, and two others coins of Odo. At Vereb two
coins of Charles the Fat from Toulouse (KOVACS
1989, CXL, nos. 419-420) were found with the
obole of Charles the Simple from Chalon-sur-Saone
mentioned above, along with five of Berengar I
(nos. 421-425) and four papal antiquiores (nos.
417, 426-428). The papal coin of Nicholas I and
Louis II (858-867) has the honour of being the old-
est Italian coin in the Hungarian graves, though the
other papal deniers are significantly later.!> As was

9 MORRISON—GRUNTHAL 1967, Find 285 (‘Charles the Simple”); HAERTLE 1997, 775/003-004 (‘Karl der Kahle’).

Twenty-two were present at Kiskunfélegyhaza: see below.

11 DEPEYROT 2008, no. 259 is the only recorded parallel. A denier of this type is known: one was sold in OGN and Kiinker
Auction 227, 11 March 2013, Dr Edoardo Curti collection, no. 2275, but at 22 mm it is considerably larger than this
coin, which appears from HUSZAR 1955, pl. XXXII to be c¢. 18 mm. The cramped nature of the inscriptions also suggest

an obole rather than a denier.

The denier in the Curti sale (see previous note) is also attributed to Charles the Simple.
We are grateful to Peter Ilisch for confirming this attribution.

14 KovAcs 1989, no. 166 clearly bears the legend BERENIKARIVS I on the obverse. MEC 1 would assign this coin
to the mint of Verona (GRIERSON-BLACKBURN 1986, 253-257), but this attribution may now need to be revised: see

GIANAZZA 2013, 8-9.
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noted earlier, the coin from Oroshaza-Pusztaszen-
tetornya (KovAcs 1989, LXXXIII, no. 257) said to
be of Charles the Fat from Arles is actually a denier
of William of Auvergne from Brioude. By contrast,
the coins of the Christiana religio type in the Sza-
kald-Mulatédomb find (KovAcs 1989, CIII, nos.
319-320) were not recognised as minted by Charles
the Fat, but the fact that they are 25 mm in diameter
with a wide rim suggests that they are probably Ital-
ian issues from this date rather than ‘aus dem 10.
Jahrhundert’ as Kovéacs stated. A supposed ninth-
century obole from Nyitra-Kostolik (KOVAcs 1989,
LXXVII, no. 251) is not of Charles the Fat, Bald or
Simple, as Kovacs proposed, but is an eleventh-cen-
tury issue in the name of a King Charles from Lons-
le-Saunier (CRINON-DESFRETIER—DHENIN 1996).
As for Odo, a single denier from a find made
near GyOr described as of ‘the German king Lou-
is the Child (899-911)” (KovAcs 1989, no. 1023)
is rather a coin of Odo, probably from Blois.!®
Kovacs was unable to study the coins from Gydr,
which were already lost, and so we are reliant on
Huszar’s description (without illustration). The
grave definitely included one denier of Lothar II
from Verona; one coin bearing a temple on the re-
verse, possibly of Berengar I, or perhaps later,
while this third coin was tentatively attributed by
Huszar to Louis the Child.!” However, he recorded
the obverse legend as MISERICORDIAD-I, which
is found not on coins of Louis the Child but on
West Frankish coins of the late ninth century. Coins
of Louis II/III all read MISERICORDIAD-IREX,
but the shorter title is found on coins of Odo from
Curtisasonien (a Neustrian mint whose precise lo-
cation is still uncertain), Tours and Blois.'® Of the
three, Blois (BLESIANISCASTRO) seems to offer
the most likely interpretation of the barbarous re-
verse legend, but this must be seen as a tentative
attribution. The final coin of Odo was found in the
Tiszaeszlar 1 hoard of 1945, a denier of Limoges
(KovAcs 1989, CXXIX, no. 376), although this

SIMON COUPLAND — LUCA GIANAZZA

type continued to be struck long after Odo’s death
in 897.1°

Kovacs listed three coins of Raoul (923-936):
oboles from Dijon and Chalon-sur-Saéne (KOVACS
1989, XXVa, nos. 65-66) found at Cakajovice with
a denier of William of Auvergne from Brioude (no.
64) (DuMAS 1981), and a single denier from Orlé-
ans, found in Budapest (KovAcs 1989, XIX, no.
57), but to these should now that be added the four
further coins of the same mint identified above: no.
343 from Szered and nos. 388, 390 and 391 from
Tiszanana-Cseh-tanya, as well as an obole of Char-
tres found in 1997 in a child’s grave at Komjatice.?"
The latest coins minted by West Frankish kings
are six of Louis IV, found in four graves: the three
from Bourges and one from Nevers discussed ear-
lier, which Kovacs attributed to Louis the Pious,
and two from Langres, correctly attributed, found
at Szigetmonostor (KOVACs 1989, CXIX, nos.
360-361). The only feudal French coins recorded
are those from Brioude, struck by William I or II of
Auvergne, and datable to between c¢. 920 and 980.
The fact that these coins have turned up in seven
graves makes this the most common west Frankish
type in the Hungarian graves, while the twenty-two
coins of William found at Kiskunfélegyhaza were
all discussed above; the two additional finds, not in
Kovécs, are a single find from Mostova, and per-
haps coin no. 14 in the Kiskundorozsma-Hosszihat
hoard of 1999.2! This is too corroded to identify
with any confidence, but does not appear to bear the
GRATIAD-IREX legend, and possibly has the mon-
ogram characteristic of these coins of William II
from Brioude. Table 1 brings all these conclusions
together in a simple summary form.

There are a few finds of German coins, includ-
ing just three from the Carolingian period: the coins
of Charles the Simple from Cologne and Conrad I
from Mainz mentioned above (KOVACS 1989, V,
no. 9; CXIVc, no. 345) and twelve coins of Louis
the Child (900-911) from Mainz, found at Karos-
Eperjesszog 11 1987.24 However, by far the most

15 One of Sergius I1I (905-911) and two of John X and Berengar I (915-924). See FUSCONI 2012, nos. 35/A, 38/C.
16 As previously noted, with more hesitation (COUPLAND 2011, no. 266).

17 HuszAR 1955, LXIV, with no inventory numbers.

18 MORRISON—GRUNTHAL 1967, nos. 1289 (CVRTISASONIEN), 1295-1296, 1300-1303 (Tours), 1311, 1314 (Blois).
19 DUMAS-DUBOURG 1971, 250-253. On the Tiszaeszlar coin the mint name ends in CIVS, as nos. 8463—8467, but with a

retrograde S.

20 Komjatice (Nové Zamky, SK): NEVIZANSKY 2008, 269.

21 Mostova (Galanta, SK) (Hidaskiirt in Hungarian): HUNKA-TAKACS 2002. Kiskundorozsma-Hosszihat-halom: BENDE—

LORINCZY-TURK 2002, 11. kép.
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Ruler No. of NO'. of| Mints represented Kovdcs 1989 reference
graves | coins
Charles the Fat (885-887)22 2 7 |Toulouse LVI, CXL
Odo (888-897) 3 4 |Blois, Limoges, Toulouse |LVI, CXXIX, no. 1023
Charles the Simple (898-922)33 3 3 |Blois, Chalon-sur-Saéne, |XCVc¢, CXXXIIIa, CXL
Orléans
Raoul (923-936) 5 8 |Chalon-sur-Saone, Chart- |XIX, XXVa, CXIVb, CXXXIIIa, Kom-

res, Dijon, Orléans

jatice

Count William I or II of Auvergne

7-8 |29-30|Brioude

XXVa, XXVIII, LXXXIII, LVI, CXIVc,

(c. 920-980) CXXXII, Mostova, Kiskundorozsma-
Hosszahat-Halom, grave 100
Louis IV (936-954) 4 6 |Bourges, Langres, Nevers |IC, CXIVb, CXIX, CXXXII

Table 1: Finds of West Frankish coins in Hungarian graves
1. tablazat: Nyugati frank érmék magyar sirokban

common finds are Italian coins of the late ninth and
the early tenth centuries, like the coins found at
Szeged-Othalom.

The attribution of the Italian coins of the early
tenth century has several elements of uncertainty.
The years of the Hungarian invasions in Italy coin-
cided with the time when the struggle for the throne
of the regnum Italiae had become more violent, and
the king or emperor was often only nominally rul-
er of the kingdom. In considering the coins issued
during this period there is considerable doubt over
the precise dates of minting. The use of the title of
rex or imperator in the legends is not always mean-
ingful: on the coins of Milan, for example, Hugh of
Arles appears as pius imperator, whereas we know
that after the death of Berengar the imperial title
remained vacant until 962. Furthermore, there are
several coins in Berengar’s name from the mint of
Venice which do not bear any title: their style places
them after the reign of Louis the Blind, that is, in
a period when Berengar had already been crowned
king, but the exact years of their production re-
main uncertain.>> It cannot therefore be ruled out
that some of these coins bear a title which their is-

suer had no right to use, but had usurped during his
short- or long-term occupation of a city while he
was contending for rule over the regnum Italiae.

Table 2 lists the number of graves containing
coins of each ruler and the overall number of coins
found. In a few cases we have suggested different
attributions to those reported by Kovacs, and these
are recorded in 7able 4. Without having access to
the coins themselves, which are generally in poor
condition and often reproduced in poor quality il-
lustrations, these altered attributions must be re-
garded as suggestions. With regard to the coins of
Berengar I, the poor condition of the coins and/or
reproductions means that in numerous cases it is
unclear whether they were minted during the royal
(888-915) or imperial period (915-924). Omitting
them all would lead to an excessive underrepresen-
tation of Berengar’s coinage, so an additional row
has been included in 7able 2 listing coins which are
definitely of Berengar I but of uncertain date. In ad-
dition, coins of Venice without any title have also
been accorded a separate row, for reasons which
will be set out below.

22 In addition, two Italian Christiana religio deniers on large flans (KOvAcs 1989, CIII).
23 In addition, a denier from Cologne in the East Frankish kingdom (KOVACS 1989, V).

24

Kovacs discusses the German finds, including Ottonian coins, which are not included here, on pp. 103—105. The only

correction is that a coin of Strasbourg from Bodroghalom (KOvAcs 1989, XII, no. 39) is of Henry I (919-936) rather
than Bishop Richwin, as it lacks the characteristic RS above and below the mint-name.

25 In GIANAZZA 2013, these coins have been assigned to the period 902-915, that is after the reign of Louis the Blind but
before the coronation of Berengar as emperor by Pope John X. This classification does not appear entirely satisfactory,
however, especially when we consider the existence of coins in the name of Berengar I from the Venice mint, some
without any title, others bearing the royal title and yet others — extremely rare — with the imperial title. See below for

further details.
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Ruler Number |Number
of graves?®| of coins
Louis the Blind (900-902) 227 2+
Berengar I as king (888-915) 1628 27
Berengar I as emperor (915-924) 1529 49
Berengar [ w/o title (902?7-9247?) 730 17
Berengar I uncertain title (888?-9247) 731 11
Rudolf II of Burgundy (922-926) 532 11
Hugh of Arles (926-947) 2933 | 65-66
Hugh of Arles and Lothar II (931-947) 1534 24-25
Lothar IT of Italy (946-950) 11% 20

Table 2: Finds of Italian coins in Hungarian graves
2. tablazat: Italiai érmék magyar sirokban

What must be emphasised in interpreting this ta-
ble is that recoinages no longer took place in Italy at
this time, so that coins of Berengar I (d. 924) con-
tinued to turn up in hoards from the late tenth cen-
tury, such as the Viking hoard from Chester (c. 965)
or a Tuscan hoard from the 970s (COUPLAND 2011,
nos. 276, 278). It may be somewhat surprising that no

26
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Hungarian grave has yet been found containing coins
of the late ninth-century rulers of Italy: the very first
minting period of Berengar I (888—889), Guy of Spo-
leto (891-894), Arnulf (894-896) or Lambert (894—
898). These are by contrast found in contemporary
hoards elsewhere such as Zuidlaren (c. 900), Zuid-
barge (900-911), Ilanz I (901-915) and Cuerdale (c.
905) (COUPLAND 2011, nos. 206, 212, 216, 218).3¢
What is more, among the many coins of Berengar |
found in Hungarian graves, only a very small number
— six in total — are of his second early coinage type,
and all but one of these are found with later issues.?’
Even though the Hungarians’ first major triumph
came in 899, when they defeated Berengar and over-
wintered in Italy,3® this absence of early coins and
preponderance of later hoards suggests that the ma-
jority of those coins of Berengar as king which have
been found by themselves, without coins from other
reigns, should similarly be regarded as having been
deposited after the first decade of the tenth century.
As Table 2 demonstrates, the Italian coins that are
most frequently found in the Hungarian graves are

These include graves listed by Kovacs which contain fewer than three Carolingian coins and which are therefore not

included in COUPLAND 2011. Details can be found in the Appendix.

27
MORRISON—-GRUNTHAL 1967, no. 1575.

COUPLAND 2011, no. 219 (only one coin unquestionably attributable to Louis); single find from Levice-Géna, type

28 KovaAcs 1989, L, Llla, LVI, LXI, LXXXIII, XCVI, CII, CVIL, CX, CXVa, CXL, 1004, 1049-1050; COUPLAND 2011,

nos. 219, 228; Szeged-Othalom.

29 KovAcs 1989, I, XXI, XXVII, LVI, LXI, LXXIV, XCIIb, CII, CX, CXXXIIla, CXL, 1002—1003; COUPLAND 2011,

nos. 228, 240; Szeged-Othalom.

30 KovAcs 1989, VII, XXVII, XLIVf, Llla, LXXI, CII; COUPLAND 2011, no. 240.
31 KovAcs 1989, XLIX, Llla, LXI, XCIIb, CII, CIV; COUPLAND 2011, no. 219.

32 KovAcs 1989, Llla, LIlla, LVI, LXVI, CXIVc (no. 347).

33 KovAcs 1989, I, V, VII, XXVII, XLb, XLIVf, XLIVg, Llla, LXIV, LXIX, LXXI, LXXII, XCII (including HUSZAR
1955, 379-380, apparently omitted from Kovacs in error), C, CI, CX, CXIVa, CXIVb, CXVb, CXXXa, CXXXIIIa,
CXXXIlI¢e, CXL, 1005, 1025, 1051; CoUPLAND 2011, nos. 219, 240, 267 (note coin E3 may be Hugh with Lothar II).

34 KovAcs 1989, V, VII, XLb, LITa, LXIV, LXVI, LXXXII, CI, CXIVc, CXIX, CXXIa, CXXIb, CXLIV; COUPLAND

2011, nos. 267 (E3 may be Hugh alone), 268.

35 KovAcs 1989, V, XX, LXXII, CXIVc, CXXIX, CXXXa, CXXXIX, CXLIV, 1027; COUPLAND 2011, nos. 267, 268.

36 COUPLAND 2011, no. 196 is an error, in in that the three coins found at Mikul&ice (two of Lambert, one of Berengar) did
not constitute a hoard, but were found in two separate graves. We are not convinced by Suchodolski’s arguments that
these coins reached Moravia with the Hungarians: KUCEROVSKA 1979, 217, 225.

37 One bearing a temple and the legend Christiana religio, from Milan (KOVACS 1989, CXL, no. 422), and five with the
same reverse type from Pavia (KOVAcs 1989, LXI, no. 208, XCVI, no. 282, CX, no. 324, 1049-1050). This type was
dated by MEC 1 to between 898 and 900 (GRIERSON—BLACKBURN 1986, 256), but in view of the large number of dies
known, in particular from the mint of Milan, this dating appears too restricted: see GIANAZZA 2013, 31-36. The Pavian
coins are of particular significance as they are of a type not found in either CNI or MEC. This represents an intermediate
step between the type with the temple and legend IN PAPIA CIVITAS known from the royal period (CNI 1V, 471472,
nos. 1-4) and previously used by Arnulf (CNI IV, 473, n. 1), and the type with PA/PIA/CI enclosed within Christiana
religio, which was issued in both the royal and imperial periods.

38 A survey of the raids can be found in BAKAY 1999, as well as the references in KOVACS 1989, 92—105. For a more
detailed discussion of the Hungarian invasions in Italy see FASOLI 1945. Since completing the article we have also
become aware of the valuable discussion in BIRO-—LANGO 2013.
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in the name of Berengar or Hugh of Arles. This may
appear unsurprising given the long reigns of these
two kings, but it is noteworthy that most of these
coins (including one at Szeged-Othalom) are of the
type with the temple and Christiana religio legend,
which can be assigned to the mint of Venice.3? Coins
from Milan and Pavia, as well as those which have
in the past more doubtfully been ascribed to Verona,
are also present, but in much smaller numbers.

What is particularly interesting is that the major-
ity of these Venetian coins in Berengar’s name bear
no royal or imperial title (unlike the one at Szeged-
Othalom, which is of Berengar as king). At Szabad-
egyhaza (KOVACS 1989, CII) there are six deniers of
this type (nos. 310-312, 314-315, 317), alongside
other coins of Berengar, several of which are not
easily datable because of their poor condition but —
with the exception of one specimen from Pavia (no.
318) — were clearly all minted in Venice. At Nagy-
vazsony (KovAcs 1989, LXXI), four such deniers
are present (nos. 238-241), together with a coin of
Hugh (no. 242), all again from the Venice mint. At
Csorna (KovAcs 1989, XXVII) there is one of these
coins (no. 69), with others in the name of Berengar
as emperor from Milan (no. 68) and perhaps Vero-
na (no. 70), and four coins of Hugh, also from Ven-
ice (nos. 72—75). The KenézI6 hoard (KOVACS 1989,
LIIa) contains two coins of this type (nos. 125-126),
along with coins of Rudolf II, Hugh, Hugh and Loth-
ar II (nos. 128-140). Two further coins were found
at Halimba (KOVACS 1989, XLIVf, nos. 106-107),
buried together with four deniers of Hugh (nos. 108—
111), again all issued by the mint of Venice. In Slo-
vakia, the Batorove Kosihy hoard (KOvAcs 1989,
VII) includes a Venetian coin of Berengar with no ti-
tle (no. 19) alongside five or six coins in the name of
Hugh (nos. 21-22 from Milan; nos. 20, 23-24, and
maybe 26 from Venice) and one issued with Lothar
I1, from Pavia (no. 25). Finally, the Aspres-l¢s-Corps
grave, in France, similarly contained a coin of Be-
rengar from Venice without any title, together with
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two others of Berengar as emperor and three in the
name of his rival Hugh.*

The presence of these coins of Berengar with
no title alongside other issues of the imperial era
and even of Hugh, coupled with the almost com-
plete lack of coins of Berengar from Venice bearing
the imperial title,*! strongly suggests that this type
should be seen as Berengar’s imperial issue from
the Venice mint.*?

As this discussion brings out, the Hungarian graves
contain a remarkably large number of coins of Ven-
ice, especially of Berengar and Hugh, and there are
very few finds which do not include Venetian coins.
These rare exceptions are Kiskunfélegyhaza (KOVACS
1989, LVI), in which the Italian coins are all of Pavia
— and perhaps one of Verona — in the name of Be-
rengar (nos. 165-170) and Rudolf II (nos. 193-196);
Kecel (KovAcs 1989, L), which includes just three
coins of Berengar, one from Milan (no. 121) and two
from Pavia (nos. 120, 122); Levice-Géna (NEVIZAN-
SKY—HUNKA 2007), with one from Milan and two
from Pavia in the name of Hugh and Lothar II, to-
gether with a Milanese coin in the name of Lothar I1
alone; and Cervenik (KovAcs 1989, CXLIV), which
has coins from Verona and Milan minted by Lothar II,
again either alone or in combination with his father
Hugh (nos. 434-441). These last two graves undoubt-
edly postdate the period of contention for the regnum
Italiae between Berengar and Hugh.

Why might the Hungarian graves be so dominat-
ed by coins of Venice, with so comparatively few
coins from other mints? One possible answer is that
the Hungarian invasions took place mainly through
the eastern Alpine crossings in northern Italy, in par-
ticular the pass where the Vipacco river meets the
Isonzo near Gradisca, before continuing along the
extension of the ancient ‘via Postumia’, which con-
sequently became known as ‘Hungarorum strata’*
This brought them into immediate contact with the
areas where we would expect the largest circulation
of Venetian coinage, and would explain the pres-

Not to Milan, as used to be assumed (in CNI, for instance, and subsequently also in KOVACS 1989).

40 For a new perspective on the coins in the name of Hugh in this grave see GIANAZZA—VAN HERWIINEN FORTHCOMING.
41" Only one Venetian coin with the legend BERENCARIVS IMP is known, from Aspres-lés-Corps (SARAH 2014, no. 2).

42

The coins in the Gnadendorf hoard have not been included in the discussion because the very poor condition of the

coins, the result of both fragmentation and corrosion, means that a number of Hahn’s identifications must be regarded as
uncertain (HAHN 2006). If we follow the inscriptions proposed by Hahn, the hoard contained coins of Louis the Blind
(nos. 5(?)-6), Berengar as king (nos. 1, 7-10), Berengar with no title (no. 11) and Hugh of Arles (no. 4). However, the
latter might equally be attributed to Berengar as king, and the spacing of the letters forming the obverse legend of no.
11, which Hahn records as bearing no title, suggests rather that it should be read as BERENCARIVS R.

43

Dizionario Biografico degli Italiani, IX, s.v. Berengario del Friuli.
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ence of such a remarkably large number of deniers
from this mint in the Hungarian graves.

Is it possible that the West Frankish coins found
in the Magyar graves could also have been acquired
in the same region? Were they also circulating in
northern Italy in the early tenth century? In fact,
analysis of contemporary coin hoards from the rest
of western Europe shows that this was definitely not
the case. As early as the mid-ninth century a clear
division opened up between the currency circulat-
ing in the Frankish north and east (the Netherlands,
Germany, Switzerland and Italy) and that found
in the south and west, and this became more pro-
nounced in the latter part of the century, with West
Frankish coins rarely found in Carolingian Frisia or
Italy, and Italian issues only reaching the Frankish
west in very small numbers (METCALF 1988; COUP-
LAND 2006, 252-253; COUPLAND 2014a, 279-280).

SIMON COUPLAND — LUCA GIANAZZA

The following table brings out very clearly how
this was also the situation in the first half of the
tenth century: the majority of the hoards listed come
from the modern countries of Italy, Switzerland
or the Netherlands, or in Frankish terms from the
‘Middle Kingdom’, that is, the territory sandwiched
between the West Frankish and East Frankish king-
doms and first ruled by the emperor Lothar I. The
finds from the British Isles and Scandinavia almost
certainly did not come directly from Italy itself, but
were rather acquired by Vikings in the Netherlands
(Carolingian Frisia) either through trading or raid-
ing (ARCHIBALD 1992; COUPLAND 2011a). The
striking fact is that among 31 French hoards known
from the period c. 890 to c. 950, just two contained
Italian coinage: Langres 1 (1880), containing a sin-
gle denier of Berengar as king, and Rennes, with
just one denier of Berengar as emperor.**

Ruler fralian hoqrds Swiss hoards French hoards | Dutch hoards Hoar.’ds of Scandi-| Total no.
(no. of coins) navian character | of hoards
Berengar I as Pavia (?), Ilanz (?), Langres (1)  |Zuidlaren (1), |Chester (1), 14-15%
king (888-915)  |Briosco (?), Lauterach (1), Zuidbarge (9) |Cuerdale (13),
Ornavasso (?)  |Ellikon an der Thur (7+), Harkirke (?),
Zillis (1) Koldemosen? (1);
Terslev (1)
Berengar I as em- | Tuscany (22), Rennes (1) Midlum (1) 547
peror (915-924) |Ornavasso (?),
Rome 1883 (1)
Rudolf IT of Bur- |Ornavasso (?), 248
gundy (922-926) [Rome 1928 (2)
Hugh of Arles Zillis (1) 149
(926-947)
Hugh of Arles Rome 1883 (1), |Zillis (1) Jyndevad (1) 430
and Lothar I1 Tuscany (68)
(931-947)
Lothar II (946—  |Lucca (2) 1°!
950)

Table 3: Finds of Italian coins in non-Hungarian coin hoards
3. tablazat: Italiai érmék nem magyar éremkincsekben

44

COUPLAND 2011, nos. 204 and 227; cf. nos. 186-187, 189-190, 192-194, 197, 199, 201-203, 207, 213-214, 226, 232-234,
238-239, 249-250, 254, 256, 260-261 (as noted earlier, 240 is actually a Hungarian hoard); COUPLAND 2014, S24-S25.

45

tung 29 (1862), col. 139.
46

Neither the type or mint is recorded, just a brief reference to ‘ein Solidus [sic] des K. Berengarius’: Numismatische Zei-

COUPLAND 2011, nos. 191, 195, 198, 204, 206, 212, 216-218, 221, 237, 253, 258, 276, 278. It is unclear whether the single

coin of Berengar I found in the Danish Koldemosen hoard was from the earlier or later part of his reign, but the fact that all
other Scandinavian finds are of Berengar as king suggests the former is more likely: SKOVMAND 1942, 133, n. 2.

47
48
49

COUPLAND 2011, nos. 209, 227, 237, 259, 278.
COUPLAND 2011, nos. 237, 247.
COUPLAND 2011, nos. 253.

50 COUPLAND 2011, nos. 253, 259, 278; GALSTER 1951, no. 56 (from Pavia).

51 CoupPLAND 2011, no. 277.
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Closer analysis of the hoards in 7able 3 makes
the breakdown in circulation between the West
Frankish and Middle Kingdoms even more evident.
Naturally the two French hoards contained West
Frankish coinage, but apart from them just two oth-
er Continental hoards included West Frankish coins,
and in each case it was only a single specimen. A
coin of Limoges in the Roman Forum hoard repre-
sents the one find among the seven Italian hoards,
a Christiana religio denier of Charles the Bald>?
in the 1811 hoard from Ilanz was the only western
coin among the four Swiss hoards, while none of
the three Dutch hoards contained any West Frank-
ish coinage at all. Only in the Scandinavian hoards
from the British Isles and Denmark were West
Frankish coins present in larger numbers: very
many coins from a wide range of mints at Cuerdale,
and in small numbers in the other hoards. This un-
doubtedly reflects the widespread trading and raid-
ing of the Scandinavian war bands which operated
on the Continent in the early tenth century, which
resulted in a mixture of Anglo-Saxon, German, Ara-
bic and Frankish coins turning up in Viking hoards
in Scandinavia and elsewhere, but it should not be
taken to reflect internal monetary circulation on the
Continent at the time.

All this means that the West Frankish coins
found in Hungarian graves (7able 1) must have
been acquired during the very limited number of
raids which penetrated to the west of Francia (and
the German coins likewise from German or Swiss
territory). They could not have been obtained in
Italy, even if some of them ended up in the same
graves as Italian coins. As Fig. 1. 6 shows, virtually
all the west Frankish mints represented in the graves
are located in a distinct area of territory, a swathe of
land running west from Burgundy to the Loire, with
Chartres to the north and Bourges, Limoges, Bri-
oude and Toulouse to the south. These coins were
consequently acquired in the Frankish west, and it
is striking that the few recorded incursions into the
West Frankish realm targeted precisely these re-
gions: Toulouse was threatened in 924, while the
most far-ranging incursion, of 937, reached Orléans
and menaced Bourges. Burgundy was traversed on
both occasions, as well as in 935, even if it now ap-
pears that the destruction caused there by the Ma-
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gyar invaders was less extensive than was previous-
ly believed (MOUILLEBOUCHE 2006). Tenth-century
hoards from the west show that the range of west-
ern coins found in the Hungarian graves were plau-
sibly all obtained during these raids, but that the
coins of Toulouse were probably not acquired at the
same time as those from the Loire valley. Thus the
Rennes hoard of ¢. 920 contained issues of Blois,
Bourges, Chartres, Nevers and Orléans, as well as
one coin of William of Brioude (LAFAURIE 1965).
A Spanish hoard from a similar period (c. 925) like-
wise included issues of William of Brioude, but this
time alongside Toulousan coins of Odo and Charles
the Fat, as well as a single fragmentary coin of Be-
rengar from Pavia (SANAHUJA-ANGUERA 2006).
(Many further coins which have appeared on the
market since 2006 suggest that the same hoard —
or if not, one very similar from the same region
— also contained coins of Odo from Limoges, as
well as issues of Raoul from Bourges and Le Puy,
Louis IV from Chinon and Rouen, Louis the Blind
from Arles and Strasbourg, and immobilised coins
of Charles from Melle.3?) Finally, the huge Fécamp
hoard, from later in the century (c. 980), contained
coins of Odo, Charles the Simple, Raoul, Louis IV
and Lothaire among its nearly 10,000 coins, includ-
ing coins from nearly all of the same mints as the
Hungarian finds: Blois, Bourges, Brioude, Chalon-
sur-Sadne, Chartres, Langres, Limoges, Nevers and
Orléans, with only Toulouse unrepresented (DU-
MAS-DUBOURG 1971).

The absence of Toulousan coins at Rennes and
Fécamp thus indicates that Kovacs was right to link
the coins of Toulouse found at Kiskunfélegyhaza
and Vereb with the incursion of 924 (KovAcs 1989,
103). The fact that coins of William of Auvergne
were present in both hoards, however, as well as in
‘Spain 2’ (12 deniers there, 31 at Fécamp) means
that they are more likely to represent loot taken
by the raiders than payment by the Count to the
Magyars, as has sometimes been proposed (BiRO—
LANGO 2013, 283-284). The 22 found at Kiskunfél-
egyhaza were after all found with coins of Odo and
Charles the Fat from Toulouse, which were unques-
tionably booty rather than gift. As for the coins from
the western mints of Blois and Orléans, Chartres
and Bourges, found at Budapest, Gyor, Komjatice,

52 As is noted by OVERBECK-BIERBRAUER 1979, if the original description of the coin as reading +CAROLVSREX on the
obverse and bearing a temple on the reverse is accurate, an attribution to Charles the Bald is correct, even if a coin of

Charles the Fat would seem more likely.
53

This hoard (‘Spain 3”) is also being studied for publication by Xavier Sanahuja-Anguera.
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Rad-Kishegy, Soéshartyan-Aranyodgddor, Szered,
Tiszaeszlar and Tiszandna-Cseh, these should very
probably all be associated with the raid of 937: con-
siderably more coins than Kovacs imagined (KO-
VACS 1989, 103). The Burgundian coins from Lan-
gres and Chalon-sur-Sadne cannot however be so
closely linked with one particular year.

Certain Hungarian finds containing Italian coins
could similarly relate to specific well-known events
from the invasions. As Kovacs noted, it is not unrea-
sonable to associate the Italian coins in the Kiskun-
félegyhaza hoard with the sack of Pavia in 924 (Ko-
VACS 1989, 98-99), and the Ornavasso hoard may
well have been concealed (and perhaps not recov-
ered) due to the presence of the Hungarian raiders in
the region at the time. It is well attested that the depo-
sition of hoards has a stronger correlation to wars and
the rumours of wars than to prosperity or economic
expansion (ARMSTRONG 1998; COUPLAND 2006).

At the same time, it is conceivable that many of
the Italian coins reached the hands of the Hungari-
ans by a different channel. We know that Beren-
gar | hired Hungarians as mercenaries, perhaps as
early as 902, during his feud with Louis the Blind,
and certainly around 920-923, during military op-
erations against Hugh of Arles, Rudolf II and cer-
tain Italian feudal lords.>* Then again in 937 groups
of Hungarian soldiers were in the service of Hugh,
who sent them against the cities of Monte Cassino,
Capua and Naples (BAKAY 1999, 543). So some of
the Italian coins in the graves could well represent
the money given to Hungarians as mercenaries rath-
er than loot taken during raiding.

Other coins may have been given to the Hun-
garians in tribute rather than taken in raids, since
the chronicles of the time indicate that Berengar [
agreed terms with the Hungarians during the inva-
sion of 904, paying them a heavy tribute.’® In so
doing Berengar averted new raids for some fifteen
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years, up to 919, and in 943 Hugh did the same,
paying a tribute to the Magyars in order to persuade
them to leave Italy for Spain.’® A similar deal was
struck by Berengar II in 947 when he was one of
the leading magnates of King Lothar I1.57

It is worth noting the absence of coins of the
successors of Lothar II in the Hungarian graves. De-
niers in the name of Berengar Il and Adalbert — ei-
ther alone, or as co-regents — are not at all uncom-
mon in other contexts, but none of the coins in the
Hungarian graves are attributable to these rulers.’®
The last Hungarian invasions in Italy date from 951
and 954, affecting mainly the north-western territo-
ries, with the cities of Susa and Turin among those
most affected (FASOLI 1945, 195-196; COGNASSO
2002, 66—67). The latest Italian coins in the Hun-
garian graves are, however, from the reign of Loth-
ar II, from the years between Berengar II’s payment
of tribute on behalf of Lothar II and the king’s death
in 950. This is consistent with the dates of the West
Frankish coins listed in 7able 1: the latest are the
coins of Louis IV (936-954), since the deniers of
William II of Auvergne very likely date from the
920s (as in the Rennes and Spain 2 hoards) or at the
latest, the western incursion of 937. This caesura
reflects the effects of the military campaigns of Otto
I, culminating in the decisive defeat of the Magyars
in the battle of Lechfeld in August 955.

Turning now to the five coins found at Szeged-
Othalom, all are Italian: one was minted by Beren-
gar 1 as emperor in Pavia (Fig. 2, 1),°° two by Ber-
engar I as emperor in Milan (Fig. 2, 3—4), the fourth
very likely by Berengar I again but as king, in Mi-
lan, although the coin is in such poor condition that
the identification is tentative (Fig. 2, 2), and one by
Berengar I as king, but in Venice (Fig. 2, 5).%0 Apart
from graves containing just one or two coins, four
other hoards consist exclusively of coins in Beren-
gar’s name: Karos-Eperjesszog [ 1986, Kecel (Ko-

54 ROSENWEIN 1996, 262-276; Dizionario Biografico degli Italiani, IX, s.v. Berengario del Friuli.

55

Dizionario Biografico degli Italiani, IX, s.v. Berengario del Friuli, quoting Liutprand (Antapodosis, 11, 42) and John the

Deacon (Cronaca veneziana, ¢. 19: MONTICOLO 1890, 130—131). The same point is made by KOVACS 1989, 99.

56

Liutprand (Antapodosis, V, 19): “Hoc in tempore rex Hugo datis decem nummorum modiis pacem cum Hungariis fecit,

quos ab Italia acceptis obsidibus expulit, atquein Hispaniam dato eis paeduce direxit”.

57

Liutprand (Antapodosis, V, 33): “Per id tempus Taxis, Hungariorum rex, magno cum exercitu in Italiam venit. Cui

Berengarius non ex propria pecunia, sed ex eclesiarum ac pauperum collectione 10 modios nummorum dedit”. Cf. Ko-

VACS 1989, 93-94.
58

59
60

KovAcs 1989, no. 364 was incorrectly identified as a coin of Berengar II, and is more likely a coin of Hugh and Lothar II.
Correcting here the catalogue above, at p. 32, where all five coins are mistakenly attributed to Milan.
The legend on the obverse clearly shows the name of Berengar and the royal title, but it not possible to read whether

the inscription is BERENCARIVS REX (with ‘C’) rather than BERENKARIVS (with ‘K’) REX, see note 14 above.
Regardless of this uncertainty, the concave shape of the flan (scodellato) attributes the coin to Venice.
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VACS 1989, L), Ladanybene (KOVAcCS 1989, LXI)
and Szabadegyhaza (KovAcs 1989, CII). Elev-
en of the twelve Szabadegyhaza coins are of the
same scodellato type as the Venetian coin found at
Szeged-Othalom (KOVAcs 1989, nos. 307-317),
though none of them is definitely of Berengar as
king. A comparable imperial coin of Pavia is also
present (no. 318), but no coins from the Milan mint.
At Karos-Eperjesszog twenty of the coins are of the
imperial Pavian coinage found at Szeged-Othalom,
but the one royal issue present, which bears a pel-
leted cross on the obverse, is very likely a temple
type from Pavia rather than Venice (unfortunate-
ly the reverse is not illustrated). At Kecel there are
just three coins, but only one appears similar to a
coin at Szeged-Othalom, namely a probable royal
issue from Milan (KOVACS 1989, no. 121). The oth-
er two coins are both royal issues from Pavia, one
bearing the Chi-Rho monogram (no. 120), the oth-
er a temple (no. 122). Finally, the ten coins found
at Ladanybene provide the greatest overlap with
the five from Szeged-Othalom, in that this grave
too contained royal and imperial issues from Milan
with the Chi-Rho monogram (KOVACS 1989, nos.
202-203: royal title; 204, 209-210: imperial title;
211 is too damaged to determine), and at least one
scodellato temple coin of Berengar as king from
Venice (no. 207, perhaps also 205, although the ti-
tle cannot be made out). The Ladanybene hoard did
not include an imperial coin from Pavia, although
it did contain a royal temple coin from that mint
which is of particular interest as it appears to be a
previously unrecognised type (Fig. 1. 5; no. 208).
The final coin, a temple type from Milan (no. 206)
is also noteworthy in that it displays an affinity with
the issues of Lambert (thin cross with long arms on

the obverse, large O in the reverse legend) and thus
probably dates from early in Berengar’s reign.

None of the hoards listed in Table 3 offer any
parallel to Szeged-Othalom. The only hoard which
consisted entirely of coins of Berengar I, Ellikon an
der Thur (also known as Wiesendangen) contained
only Christiana religio temple issues from Beren-
gar’s early second period of minting (ZACH 2001,
Anhang no. 1). In the Ornavasso hoard, which con-
sisted of some four hundred coins but was unfortu-
nately not described in any detail, the coins of Ber-
engar [ as king and emperor — and maybe without
any title — were found with others of Rudolf II of
Burgundy, all from Milan. Nor is the Pavia hoard
comparable: although it too contained coins of Be-
rengar I, these were accompanied by earlier issues
of Charles the Fat and Guy of Spoleto, and the dep-
osition date (c. 892) is much earlier than that of
Szeged-Othalom. The Szeged-Othalom hoard is
thus in one sense unique, but that is partly due to its
small size, like many of these Hungarian finds; it is
in a number of respects comparable to the Ladany-
bene hoard, and was probably deposited at a similar
time. Its five coins were presumably acquired during
the last years of Berengar’s reign, between 915 and
924. It is quite plausible to propose that the owner
of the Szeged-Othalom coins passed through north-
ern Italy during the new wave of invasions which
started in 919. The money may represent the income
of a mercenary, given by the emperor Berengar I, or
it could represent the spoils of war, possibly but by
no means probably from the sack of Pavia in 924.
The owner presumably returned to Szeged-Othalom
soon afterwards, although we cannot deduce pre-
cisely when the coins were buried due to their hav-
ing been pierced for wear as ornaments.

APPENDIX
HUNGARIAN COIN HOARDS: PUBLICATION DETAILS

Aspres-les-Corps (Hautes-Alpes, France) COUPLAND
2011, no. 240, incorrect; SARAH 2014.

Bakonyszombathely (‘Magyarszombathely’) 1912 (Ko-
marom, HU) COUPLAND 2011, no. 255; HUSZAR
1955, CXXIX, nos. 337-343; KovAcs 1989, V,
nos. 9-15.

Batorove Kosihy (‘Batorkeszi-Papajt6’) 1957 (Komarno,
SK) COUPLAND 2011, no. 263; KOVACS 1989, VII,
nos. 19-26.

Cervenik (‘V6résvar’) 1955 (Trnava, SK) COUPLAND 2011,
no. 264; KovAcs 1989, CXLIV, nos. 434-444.
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Csorna 1888 (Gyodr-Sopron-Moson, HU) COUPLAND
2011, no. 241; HUSZAR 1955, XXXIII, nos. 97—
104; KovAcs 1989, XXVII, nos. 68-75.

Gnadendorf 2000 (Niederosterreich, AT) COUPLAND
2011, no. 219; HAHN 2006.

Gyor 1902 (Gyér-Sopron-Moson, HU) COUPLAND 2011,
no. 265; HUSZAR 1955, LXIII, nos. 188-191; Ko-
VACS 1989, XLb, nos. 93-96.

Nr. Gyor pre-1915 (Gydr-Sopron-Moson, HU)
COUPLAND 2011, no. 266; HUSZAR 1955, LXIV;
KovAcs 1989, nos. 1022-1024.
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Halimba 1955 (Veszprém, HU) CoupPLAND 2011, no.
242; HUsZAR 1955, CCLV, nos. 530-534; KOVACS
1989, XLIVT, nos. 106-110.

Karos-Eperjesszog 1 1986 (Borsod-Abauj-Zemplén, HU)
COUPLAND 2011, no. 228; REVESZ 1996, 19, 249
(Grave 15).

Karos-Eperjesszog 11 1987 (Borsod-Abatij-Zemplén, HU)
COUPLAND 2011, no. 200; GEDAI 1993; REVESZ
1996, 26, 187, 307 (Grave 52).

Kecel 1912 (Bacs-Kiskun, HU) COUPLAND 2011, no.
229; HUSZAR 1955, XC, nos. 223-225; KOVACS
1989, L, nos. 120-122.

Kenézl6 1913 (Borsod-Abatij-Zemplén, HU) COUPLAND
2011, no. 251; HUSZAR 1955, CII, nos. 242-250,
incomplete; KOVACS 1989, Llla, nos. 124-140.

Kiskundorozsma-Hosszuhat 1999 (Csongrad, HU) Cou-
PLAND 2011, no. 267; BENDE-LORINCZY-TURK
2002, 352-353 (Grave 100).

Kiskunfélegyhaza 1970 (Bacs-Kiskun, HU) COUPLAND
2011, no. 236; KovAcs 1989, LVI, nos. 158-196.

Ladanybene (‘Benepuszta’) 1834 (Bacs-Kiskun, HU)
COUPLAND 2011, no. 215; HUSZAR 1955, IX, nos.
18-28; KOVACS 1989, LXI, nos. 202-213.

Levice-Géna 2005 (Levice, SK) COUPLAND 2011, no.
268; NEVIZANSKY-HUNKA 2007 (Grave 2).

SIMON COUPLAND — LUCA GIANAZZA

Nagyszokoly 1961 (Tolna, HU) CouPLAND 2011, no.
243; KovAcs 1989, LXIX, nos. 233-236.

Nagyvazsony 1903 (Veszprém, HU) COUPLAND 2011,
no. 244; HuszAR 1955, CXLVIII, nos. 362-366;
KovAcs 1989, LXXI, nos. 238-244.

Szabadbattyan 1927 (Fejér, HU) COUPLAND 2011, no.
252; HUSZAR 1955, CLXXIX, nos. 392-394; Ko-
VACS 1989, CI, nos. 304-306.

Szabadegyhaza 1965-6 (Fejér, HU) COUPLAND 2011, no.
230; KovAcs 1989, CII, nos. 307-318.

Szekszard n. d. (Tolna, HU) COUPLAND 2011, no. 245;
HUSzAR 1955, CXCVII, nos. 417-421; KOVACS
1989, CX, nos. 327-331.

Tiszaeszlar 1 1945 (Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg, HU)
COUPLAND 2011, no. 269; KovAcs 1989, CXXIX,
nos. 375-377.

Tiszaeszlar 11 1947 (Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg, HU)
COUPLAND 2011, no. 270; HUSZAR 1955, CCXXXI,
nos. 472-475, with errors; KOVACS 1989, CXXXa,
nos. 378-381.

Tiszanana 1960 (Heves, HU) COUPLAND 2011, no. 246;
KovAcs 1989, CXXXIIIa, nos. 388—398.

Vereb 1853 (Fejér, HU) COUPLAND 2011, no. 231; HU-
SZAR 1955, CCXLIV, nos. 494-501, incomplete;
KovAcs 1989, CXL, nos. 417-428.
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A SZEGED-OTHALMI TEMETO ERMEI: OSSZEFUGGESEK A HONFOGLALO
MAGYAR SIROKBAN ES MAS EUROPAI LELETEKBEN
ELOKERULT KAROLING PENZEK KOZOTT

Simon COUPLAND — Luca GIANAZZA

Jelen tanulmany célja a Szeged-Othalom V. homokbé-
nya teriiletén feltart temet6 egyik sirjabol eldkeriilt 6t
karoling pénz vizsgalata és tagabb numizmatikai kon-
textusba helyezése. A pénzek mind Italidban késziil-
tek, feltehetéleg 1. Berengar (kiraly: 888-915, csaszar:
915-924) nevére, ugyanakkor a cikk ezeken talmend-
en gjraértelmez minden egyéb olyan frank veretet,
amelyek a 10. szazad eleji honfoglalas kori magyar si-
rokbol szarmaznak, koztiikk az Aspres-lés-Corps-ban
(Délkelet-Franciaorszag) talalt darabot. Sor keriil egy-
uttal a szeged-6thalmi pénzek mas, ugyanebbdl az ido-
szakbol szarmazo kincsekkel vald Osszevetésére, de
ezt nem csupan a vonatkozd magyar anyaggal teszi
meg, hanem a kontinensen a frankok altal elrejtett ér-
mékkel épptigy, ahogy a Skandinaviaban és a Brit-szi-
geteken el6kertlt viking leletekkel is, amelyek szintén
tartalmaznak karoling vereteket.

A tanulmany szamos jelent6s uj felfedezéssel gaz-
dagitja a kutatast. Koziiliik talan a legfontosabb annak
a felismerése, hogy a Huszar Lajos és Kovacs Laszlo
munkaiban leirt, a honfoglalas kori magyar sirokbdl elo-
keriilt frank és italiai pénzek jelentds részét tévesen ha-
taroztdk meg. Bar Huszar Lajos cikke (1955) és Kovacs
Laszl6 monografidja (1989) egyarant uttdérd munkanak
szamit a honfoglalas korara nézve, hiszen tovabbra is
alapvet6 informaciokat adnak a sirok éremmellékleteire
vonatkozolag, am egyik szerzé sem rendelkezett megfe-
lel6 szaktudassal a karoling pénztorténettel kapcsolato-
san. Ez a hidnyossag vezethetett szamos nyugati frank,
itdliai és német érme téves meghatdrozasahoz: fenti
szerz6k nem a megfelelé uralkodohoz vagy verdéhez
kototték ezeket a darabokat, sét esetenként mind a kettd
adat hibasan kertilt kozlésre.

A honfoglalas kori éremleletek jelen tanulmany-
ban torténd ujraértelmezése, azon tulmenden, hogy
szamos olyan leletet is k6z0l, amelyek Kovacs Lasz-
16 1989-es konyvének megjelenését kovetden keriiltek
napvilagra, messzemenden kihangsilyozza a magyar
éremmellékletes sirok jelentdségét a korai 10. szazadi
frank pénzverés megismerésének szempontjabol. Ezek
a sirok tobbek kozott tartalmazzak IV. Lajos, Raoul és
Berengar szamos olyan verettipusat, amelyek egyéb-
ként ismeretlenek lennének a kutatds szamara. Az
utobbi uralkodonak a Velencében vert Christiana reli-
gio korirata, templomos éremképti pénzei egy 1j kelte-
z¢és lehetdségét sugalljak, mivel a leletadatok alapjan
ezek csak a Berengar altal a velencei pénzverdében
veretett csaszari pénzek lehettek. A magyarorszagi és
Eurdpa mas részein eldkeriilt korabeli leletek 0sszeha-
sonlitdsa nyomdn a nyugati frank teriiletek és az Italia
kozotti pénzforgalom teljes dsszeomlasa rajzolodik ki
a 10. szazad elején. Ez két kiilonallo pénzforgalmi te-
riilet kialakulasahoz vezetett, amelyek kozott nagyon
ritka volt az érmék cseréje, keveredése.

Ezen ismeretek alapjan a kiilonb6z6 magyar lele-
tek Osszetételének vizsgélataval, tovabba a magyar ka-
landozéasok utvonalanak ismeretében a tanulmany ki-
sérletet tesz a karoling érmék — mind a nyugati frank,
mind az italiai — megszerzése idejének és modjanak
meghatarozasara, amely éppugy lehetett hadisarc vagy
zsold, mint hadizsakmany. Habar minden ehhez ha-
sonld kovetkeztetés csupan feltételezés, a tanulmany
végkovetkeztetése egy lehetséges torténelmi forgato-
konyv a szeged-Gthalmi temet6ben talalt pénzek meg-
szerzésére és elrejtésére vonatkozolag.

Forditotta Toth Csaba
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Fig. 1: 1-2: KOvACS 1989, nos. 281-282; 3: KOVACS 1989, no. 302; 4: KOvACS 1989, no. 388;

5: KovAcs 1989, no. 208; 6: Frankish mints represented in Hungarian graves —

A magyar sirokban talalt frank pénzek verdehelyei
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Fig. 2: Szeged-Othalom, V. homokbdnya, grave 187. — 2. kép: Szeged-Othalom, V. homokbdnya, 187. sir





