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G.KENNETH JENKINS

COINS OF PUNIC SICILY *

Part 3 **

CARTHAGE SERIES 2—4

Abbreviations
ANSCV American Numismatic Society, Centennial Volume (New York 1958)
Bisi Stele Bisi, A. M., Le Stele Puniche (Studi Semitici 27, Rome 1967)
Cintas Manuel  Cintas, P., Manuel d’Archéologie Punique I (Paris 1970)
CIS Corpus Inscriptionum Semiticarum (Paris 1881-)
Crawford RRC  Crawford, M., Roman Republican Coinage (Cambridge 1974)
El Hofra Berthier, A. and Charlier, R., Le Sanctuaire Punique d’El Hofra a Constantine
(Paris 1955)
Gsell Gsell, S., Histoire Ancienne de I’Afrique du Nord (Paris 1913-1928)
Harden Harden, D., The Phoenicians (London 1971)

Hours-Miedan =~ Hours-Miedan, M., Les Représentations figurées sur les steles de Carthage, Cahiers
de Byrsa I, 1951

Kraay ACGC Kraay, C. M., Archaic and Classical Greek Coins (London 1977)

Moscati Moscati, S., The World of the Phoenicians (London 1973)

Introduction

The present article continues the treatment of the Carthaginian silver coinage, of
which series I (horse/palm-tree) belonging to the years 410-390 B.C. was covered in
the previous instalment (SNR 1974, 23 ff.). Here will be dealt with three further
series: series 2 (head of goddess/horse with palm-tree, plates 1-9), series 3 (head of
goddess/horse head with palm-tree, plates 9—21) and finally series 4 (head in Phrygian
cap/lion and palm-tree, plate 22). Series 4, as discussed below, represents a parallel
issue with part of series 3 and not a continuation of it. The final series 5 (Melqart head/
horse head and palm-tree, here Fig. 1) will be covered in a subsequent article.

Series 1 terminated about 390 B.C., as was established in SNR 1974, 23 ff. A
considerable interval must have followed before minting was resumed. It will be
shown from hoard evidence that the coinage of series 2 can hardly have begun before
about 350/340 — and thus more or less at the same time with the beginning of the
regular gold series from the mint of Carthage itself. The size of the issues of series 2
and 3, which together form the bulk of the present article, while considerable is not
extraordinary; and it may well be that the total resources of the Carthaginian state in

* Publication started in SNR 5o, 1971, 25 ff. (part 1) and continued in SNR 53, 1974, 23 ff.
(part 2). The present instalment (part 3) will be followed by the final article (part 4).

** Veroffentlicht mit Unterstiitzung des Schweizerischen Nationalfonds zur Forderung der wis-
senschaftlichen Forschung. — Publié avec I'aide du Fonds National Suisse de la Recherche scientifique.



Sicily were further augmented by the coinage of the city mint of Rsmlqrt (SNR 1971,
53 ff.) which also began to operate at about the same time. In addition, the mint of
Panormos — SYS (SNR 1971, 38 ff.) — was active continuously from the late fifth to
the late fourth century.

The period in question, 350/340 B.C., was that of the great Greek revival in Sicily
under Timoleon who refounded Syracuse in 344. On the other side, Carthage was
quick to see the challenge and mounted several great armadas in Sicily, remaining
at open war with Syracuse until the battle of the Krimissos in 339. Perhaps even
more significantly it was at this same period that Carthage concluded the second
treaty with Rome (348 B.C.) in which her policy of «mare clausum» in the western
Mediterranean appears to have been reasserted and strengthened — a sign that Car-
thage was in any case mobilising herself to a more active policy concerning her whole
strategic position .

After 339 conditions in Sicily returned to the status quo, with the Carthaginian
frontier at the Halykos (mod. Platani). There is no further sign of open conflict until
the time of Agathokles at Syracuse (317—289) when once again Carthage was
embroiled with the Greeks in a varied and dramatic series of hostilities including
Agathokles’ invasion of Africa, until once again peace was restored in 306.

From the beginning of series 2 of the Carthaginian coinage, minting continued
without a break into series 3 which is marked by the appearance of the legend
‘MMHNT (people of the camp), a variant of MHNT which was common in series 1;
this comes in around the time of the rise of Agathokles at Syracuse (317) and this
series, though not always the full legend, continued until towards the end of the
century, at least until the peace of 306. Coin hoards buried at the end of the fourth

Fig. 1

1 Diodoros XVI. 66 ff. — For the treaty cf. Moscati 163 f.



century represent the coinage of Carthage as far as the end of series 3 along with the
«quadriga» tetradrachms of Agathokles (Fig. 2). The subsequent phase both of Cat-
thage and Syracuse is to be found only in later hoards containing together the Aga-
thokles Kore/Nike and trophy coins (Fig. 3) and those of Carthage series 5 (Fig. 1).

Types

The basic type of the horse or horse’s head with palm tree was discussed for series 1
(SNR 1974, 27) as symbol of Ba’'al Hammon; this does not exclude the horse as
symbol of Tanit as recently emphasised by C. Picard (Karthago XVII 1976, 104). The
obverse of series 2 and 3 consists of the head of a goddess. She has often been identified
as Tanit, the chief female deity of the Carthaginian pantheon ?; for instance, Harden
calls her «Tanit in the guise of the Sicilian Persephone» ®. This may be so, though
others prefer to regard her simply as Kore-Persephone ¢. Tanit «Pene Ba'al» (= the
face of Ba'al) was the consort of Baal Hammon and by her title might be thought to
have been inferior to him. That she was in fact the more important of the pair is clear
from the religious dedications from Carthage itself and from numerous other sites, in
which she is named first, before Ba’al (the opposite being exceptional, as at El-Hofra
near Constantine)®. Were the head on the coins to be regarded as Tanit, it would
seem at first sight to offer a convenient expression of the same concept, the supreme
goddess accompanied on the reverse by the symbols of Ba’al Hammon, the horse and
palm.

In fact the matter is far from simple. A preliminary caution seems imposed by our
comparative ignorance of how Tanit could be expected to be shown, at this period,
in terms of any Punic iconography; here there is a considerable dearth of evidence,
allowing for the fact that the sign so commonly represented on the numerous stelai
is generally regarded as a symbol of Tanit, whether in its more geometrical form or a
more humanised form. In any case that sign has been much discussed and good
authorities have expressed great reserve as to its precise origin and significance. Any-
how the so-called «sign of Tanit» hardly helps to envisage any possible iconography
in terms of figured art. What is clear however is that in Greek terms we have little
option but to think of the goddess whose head is shown on the coins as being any
other than Kore-Persephone, as Acquaro has recently argued ®. At least in series 2
there are a number of issues, including the first ones of the series, where particular

2 However Cintas, Manuel 313 questions whether Tanit and Ba'al Hammon were necessarily the
chief deities of Carthage: cf. J. G. Fevrier, Cahiers de Byrsa VI 1956, 13 ff., for the view that the
supreme deity was Ba'alsamin as the equivalent of Zeus in the «oath of Hannibal».

3 Harden 158.

Miiller; recently Acquaro, note 6 below.
El-Hofra, passim, esp. p. 183.
E. Acquaro, Sulla lettura di un tipo monetale punico, RIN 1971, 25 ff.
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emphasis is given to the corn-ears of the wreath; and this makes the point very clear,
especially by contrast with the rarity of this feature at Syracuse whence most of the
prototypes are derived 7. The same head with corn-ears dominates the important gold
coinage which started at the Carthage mint in the mid-fourth century and continued
to be the exclusive form of the deity on all subsequent Carthaginian coinage ®.

As regards Kore-Persephone, it is further to be recalled that these deities were
worshipped at Carthage after 396 B.C., presumably in their Greek cult®. If Perse-
phone was given a Punic name, we do not apparently know it; on the well-known
stele from Carthage showing a figure of Persephone in Hellenistic style, dedicated
by Milkyaton the suffete, the goddess is identified purely by the cornucopiae which
- she catries, and is not named in the accompanying inscription *°. We lack evidence
apparently as to which precise Punic deity would have been regarded as the nearest
equivalent to Persephone. Tanit herself included a definite element of the fertility
goddess and to that extent might conceivably be represented in Greek terms as Kore.
But evidence is lacking.

A further point is that in the coin series here covered many of the most typical
heads are evidently not of Kore after all, being imitations of the Syracusan Arethusa
type in very varying degrees of faithfulness. It is possible to wonder whether these
can necessarily be deemed to signify much more, intrinsically, than for instance the
Athena heads on coins of the Himyarites '*, namely the continuance of a customary
coin design simply as such.

The types of series 4 will be discussed separately below (p. 25).

Legends and mint

Before considering the question of the mint, it is necessary to summarise the
occurrence of the legends on the coins. First comes an issue inscribed QRTHDST
(series 2a, 49—60). Next is an issue bearing only the single letter mem (series 2a,
60-67). After this there is no legend for the rest of series 2 (the only exceptions
being the unique &'l on series 2a, 85, and the pair of letters beth beth on series 2c,
91—100; all of these are most probably abbreviations of personal names). In series 3a
there is the regular legend "MMHNT («people of the camps), varied only on
176 and 187-189 to SMMHNT; series 3b has M M (mem mem); series 3¢ is a single
issue with the letter ‘ayin; and then series 3¢ has the single letter mem. Series 4 has
once again the SMMHNT legend found on series 3a with which, as will be shown
below, it is in any case closely associated.

7 Tudeer 46, 47, 66 are the only heads with corn-ears in the Syracuse series.
8 Jenkins-Lewis group 2 and especially group 3 onwards.

9 Harden 81.

10 Harden pl. 45; CIS L. i, 176.

11 BMC Arabia etc. pl. VIL



The legend QRTHDST had been fairly regular in series 1 (for which see Part 2
of this publication) but now appears only at the very beginning of series 2 and then
never again in the entire Carthaginian coinage. The legend MHNT (= «camp») was
likewise common in series 1: the form ‘MMHNT (= «people of the camp») *** now
dominates series 3 which is thus clearly designated, as was series 1, as the mint of the
«campy», that is of the army. It seems highly probable that this designation belongs by
extension to the rest of the coinage, even where, as in series 2 largely, there is no
legend of any kind. The continuity of the mint at least is sufficiently assured by the
die-link which joins series 2d to series 32 (046) and again the link from series 32 with
‘MMHNT to series 3b with M M (O 63). Moreover it seems overwhelmingly prob-
able, in default of any other plausible suggestion, that the single letter M in series 2a
and in 3d should also stand for the word MHNT. The letters M M of series 3b are not
at first sight quite so simple to explain; Miiller suggests that these stand for mbnt and
mbsbm respectively 2, but this seems unconvincing, and I understand that there is
little reason why the first mem should not be regarded as a prefix to the word mbns
for which the second mem could be the initial letter, thus mm(hnt) 13,

It seems clear enough that the mint is that of the «camp» throughout. A coinage
so specifically named as a military issue is something virtually unique in the ancient
world. Of course there must have been many other coinages at various times and
places which were in fact military issues, without this being expressly stated *. For
instance it is virtually certain that a number of military coinages were issued under the
Roman Republic, though none of them is labelled as such in so many words **. There
is one possible analogy, from Parthian coins of the first century B.C. attributed to
Gotarzes I (c. 9o—8o B.C.) *® which carry a supplementary legend KATAZTPATEIA
— an otherwise unattested word but one which conveys a clear suggestion of a «camp
minty, even if it should be the name of a town so named after the royal camp.

To find perfectly explicit and unquestionable parallels for the Carthaginian MHNT
however, it is necessary to go to the later Islamic world. There coins bearing the
formula «darb urdus, viz. the Royal Camp Mint, is to be found on coins of the

1a Acquaro in RIN 1974, 79 £., discusses the distinction between ‘M («popolo») as in ‘MMHNT
and B'L (cittadino») as in B*L SYS etc.

12 Miiller 1I p. 21; mbibm (= quaestores) does not occur except in series s, the Melgart head/
horse head coinage (Fig. 1), to be dealt with in the subsequent instalment of this publication.

13 Advice from L. Mildenberg; cf. Friedrich, Phénizische Grammatik, p. 198—200.

14 E.g. Kraay ACGC 280281 for issues by Persian satraps one of which with the type of a
hoplite comes close to being an explicit military issue. Naturally the coinages associated with
Hannibal in Italy, though less explicit, can be regarded in the same light (for these, cf. Robinson,
NC 1964, 37 f.). Another coinage of a military nature was that of the «Libyans», associated with the
revolt of the mercenaries (241-238 B.C.); on some of those the letter mem appears, which it has been
suggested may stand for MHNT (Robinson NC 1953, 30).

15 Crawford RRC 6o4 etc.; the phrase «moneta castrensis» belongs solely to literature (Lucan),
cf. Babelon, Traité I, i 850.

16 Sellwood Parthia, type 30/12 (p. 79).



Mongol Great Khans in the thirteenth century, on coins of Shah Isma’il the first Safa-
vid monarch of Iran (1502-1524) and further on coins of the Mogul Empire .
Something of an analogous mint organisation is also to be found in the later Roman
empire, where after 368 the coinage of gold was carried out not by the regular local
mints of the empire but was concentrated on the imperial comitatus. In these circum-
stances the mint would not have had a permanent fixed location but would have
moved about with the imperial court *®, This would of course apply equally to the
Camp mint in the Islamic instances cited.

Naturally these later parallels, interesting as they are, come from quite other times
places and circumstances from those which concern us in the case of the Punic coins.
If they have any relevance, it must be simply by suggesting that a military mint is not
by definition one which has a permanent fixed location, serving a particular locality
for general purposes, in the way that a city mint was designed to do. This need not
necessarily imply that the Carthaginian camp mint was forever on the move and
indeed it is much more probable in the historical circumstances that it would normally
have resided at Lilybaion, the main Carthaginian base in Sicily. However it seems
useful to keep in mind the notion that the camp mint was not of its nature tied to a
particular place, and this helps to envisage the possibility, mentioned in Part 2, that
it may originally have been set up at Carthage itself and only later transferred to
Sicily. If so, the question at what point the move occurred is still an open one. In
Part 2 it was suggested that the move could have occurred in the course of series 1 and
thus before c. 390 B.C. On the other hand such a move may only have effectively taken
place when the mint resumed operations at about 350/340 B.C. with series 2 and the
introduction of the «Kore» head. The legend QRTHDST which there appears need
be no argument to the contrary, since the name, denoting «New city» '°, most obviously
and basically can be taken to describe the authority under which the coins were struck
without necessarily implying anything as to the place of mintage. It is also possible
that «New city» may be an expression of some ambivalence conveying not exclusively
the notion of «Carthages but that of Lilybaion, the new city founded after the
destruction of Motya in 397 B.C.

In fact, if it is correct to suppose that the prolific gold coinage of the Carthage
mint was likewise being started at about the same period as our series 2, ¢. 350/340

17 For this information and references I thank my colleague Nicholas Lowick: Mongols — C. J.
Rodgers, Catalogue of the Indian Museum Calcutta, part IV, 1896, no. 9759; Iran — twelve-tankah
piece, B. M. Yearbook 1975 (forthcoming); Moguls — Whitehead, Punjab Museum Catalogue II,
p. xxxviii.

18 J.P.C.Kent in Essays Harold Mattingly 190 ff. — I thank him for information and discussion of
this point.

19 Originally the «new city» in Africa as the name of Carthage, founded 814 B.C,, as contrasted
with the «old city» (*TYQH) as the name of Utica, founded in 1110 B.C,; cf. Albert Dietrich,
Phonizische Ortsnamen in Spanien, Abhandlungen fiir die Kunde des Morgenlandes, Leipzig 1936,
31 citing Movers etc.
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B.C.*, it becomes at once clearer that the latter must have been minted in Sicily and
not at Carthage, if only because of the total disparity in style and in every way between
the gold issues and the silver coinage here discussed.

It seems on the whole most probable then that the Camp mint was, at least for the
period here under discussion, operating in Sicily and in practice this should mean
normally at Lilybaion. It was argued in Part 1 that this should exclude the possibility
of another mint, which would be that of the city, having been in operation also at
Lilybaion. It seems difficult to prove anything about this one way or the other, but it
is appropriate to mention here the suggestion, made recently by Robinson *!, that
perhaps the mint named RSMLQRT, often in the past attributed to Herakleia Minoa
or to Kephaloidion, might in fact be of Lilybaion. The question of its location remains
a difficult one and evidence is still lacking. It need only be remarked further that the
die-link between a coin of the Carthaginian type (Part 1 plate 21.73) and the Rsmlqrt
series can prove nothing to the point; the «Carthaginians type in question, with a
walking horse and palm-tree on the reverse, is such that it will not fit at all into the
Carthage series 2 and seems unlikely even to belong to the same period. It must
be regarded as something quite irregular.

Commentary
Series 2a  (49-8s5) Plates 1—4

This sequence as here arranged begins with a «Kores head, equipped with prominent
corn-ears, though from 77 onwards this is replaced by an Arethusa head of the Syra-
cusan type. The first «Kore» heads may be thought to reflect somewhat the style of
the Kimon decadrachms, at some remove; and a similar style is found on gold coins
(whose date as given by Jenkins-Lewis may need to be a little lowered if the dating
of the present silver series is acceptable??). After the first dies O 13—-O 15 appears a
head of much more «punic» style (O 16 etc.); then O 21—22 are again more Greek.
With O 24 we have a fairly close derivative of the Euainetos Arethusa type, followed
by other versions of the same; O 24 itself gives much the same sort of relation to the
Euainetos original that we find in the fourth century in mainland Greece as at Phe-
neus, Messene or the Locrians of Opus ?, a relatively faithful copy of the prototype
but reinterpreted in typically fourth century style.

The internal sequence of this series is not much attested by die-links and could in
principle be varied if there seemed any particular reason to do so. The placing first
of O 13 etc. is in accord with the fact that these are the only coins (49—60) of series 2 —

20 Jenkins-Lewis group 3, and p. 22 ff.

21 Robinson, Gulbenkian Catalogue (Lisbon 1971) p. 70.
22 Jenkins-Lewis group 2 «375/360>».

23 Kraay ACGC 321-322, 406.
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and indeed the only ones in the whole Carthaginian coinage after series 1 — to show
the legend QRTHDST. The letter mem present on 61—67 is as discussed above (p. 9)
plausibly to be regarded as an abbreviation for MHNT, as later in series 3d. The
only other inscription present in series 2a is the BTW'L of 8s; this seems best
regarded as a personal name, though there is no exact parallel for it among the
Carthaginian personal names collected by Halff 2. Miiller ?* rightly rejects a theory
that it stands for the name of a city, e.g. Eryx, and supports the interpretation as a
personal name from the Old Testament Betuel, a nephew of Abraham (in Genesis 22,
22).

Confirmation that series 2 a should in fact be placed first of series 2 may be obtained
from the evidence of hoards. The hoards which are relevant are: Nissoria (= Leon-
forte, IGCH 2133), Gibil Gabib (IGCH 2132) and a new find here referred to as
hoard G *%. The burial date of each of these is approximately the same, namely c. 340/
330 B.C, and each of them contains the first issues of Corinth period V — Nissoria
has the E and N issues, Gibil Gabib the N issue, hoard G the E issue. The date of
these hoards is the same as for the hoards from Centuripe (IGCH 2131) and Licata
(IGCH 2130). The Nissoria hoard included a specimen of Carthage 75, Gibil Gabib
specimens of Carthage 70 and 74, while hoard G had specimens of 17 (series 1)
with 57,71 and 74 of series 2a. This means that c. 330 B.C. is the terminus ante quem
for Carthage down to no. 74. That being so we could not plausibly extend the begin-
ning of series 2 further back than the decade 350/340. The coinage may thus well be
connected with the preparations for war which belong to that decade.

Series2b  (86—90) Plate 4

By contrast with the final group of series 2a, we now have a return of the «Kore»
head with corn-ears, and the same time wearing a pendant necklace of the kind
adopted definitively for the gold and electrum issues of the Carthage mint. At the

24 Halff, G., Onomastique punique de Carthage, Karthago XII 1965, 63 ff.

25 Miiller II 81 f. Bisi in Annali 1617, p. 94, n. 94, doubts Miiller’s explanation and suggests that
b tk ‘1l would be equally acceptable as a reading.

26 A small correction: the Gibil Gabib hoard (IGCH 2132) did not as there stated contain three
Rsmlqrt coins but one (Jenkins part 1, SNR 1971, p. 63 no. 18) and two Thermai (Jenkins part 1,
P.- 72, no. 1). — Hoard G appears in essentials to have contained the following: Motya: as Jenkins
part 1, no. 47. Panormos-sys: as Jenkins part 1, nos. 20, 23, 27, 37, 38, new combination of obv. 10’
rev. 30, new combination of obv. 11 rev. 33 (an important item which provides a definite link
between the «swan» group nos.36-39 and the sys group nos. 40—41), 44, 406, 48, s0. Rsmlqrt: as
Jenkins part 1, nos. 26, 27, 29. Thermai: as Jenkins part 1, no. 4. Carthage: as Jenkins part 2, no. 17
and part 3, nos.57, 71, 74. — It was reported that the same hoard contained a number of fifth
century Sicilian coins and some decadrachms, also specimens of the Syracusan tetradrachms of the
Kimon (Tudeer 105) and Euainetos (Tudeer 106) types; whether or not this was so, the burial date
should be of the 330’, allowing for the presence of Corinthian pegasi down to period V letter E
(see above).
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same time, on the silver coins, the head is accompanied by dolphins, deriving no
doubt from the Syracusan prototype27. On two Of the dies we also have the well-
known «sign Of Tanit», a religious symbol familiar from the numerous Punic stelai
of Carthage and elsewhere (e.g. Figs. 5—7)28. The symbol occurs €ither in geometrical
forms, as here29, or sometimes on the stelai in a more humanised form (Fig.4)
holding up a caduceus in one Of the «arms» so: the origin and significance of the
symbol have been much discussed. The present occurrence of it is the only one in the
series Of coins here studied though there are rare and isolated occurrences Of it

eisewhere iN the Carthaginian coinage, and at PanormosS1. It might be thought that the
presence of the sign of Tanit beside the head on our coins should indicate that the
head is to be identified as that of Tanit. This would not be strictly logical, in view of
the comparative obscurities surrounding the possible significance Of the sign, as also
the fact that elsewhere it can, on the coins, accompany a quadriga (at Panormos) or
a horse (at Carthage). At El-Hofra, where exceptionally Ba'al Hammon takes

precedence consistently over Tanit, it seems to be as much a sign of Ba'al Hammon as
of Tanit32. Above all, the spasmodic manner iN which Punic religious symbols seem
to be placed on the coins hardly permits us to associate this sign with the head exclusively

in such a sense as to identify the head as Tanit.

At the same time on no. 86 we have a rayed disk, a definitely solar symbol which
is the attribute of Ba'al Hammon33, in this instance supporting the interpretation of
the horse type already discussed in part 2, series 1 of this publication. Then the flower
(a lily?) also seen on no. 86 finds a partial analogy to various such flower symbols on
Punic stelai, for instance the lotus34. Most frequent in its appearances on the stelai is
the caduceus, here present beside the horse on nos. 87—90. On the stelai it often
accompanies the «sign of Tanit» and is undoubtedly an important symbol in Punic
religion, associated with Tanit and Ba'al Hammon (Figs. 4-7).

Returning to the head, the other characteristic here is the pendant necklace, a
feature not developed further in the present coinage (and one which, like the corn-
ears, only recurs at nos. 120-121), where generally a «Hellenising» head copying the

27 |t is interesting that the dolphin is also found on Punic stelai and thus has its place in
the symbolism of Punic religion (cf. Hours-Miédan p. 52 and plate xxiii, EI-Hofra p. 202 f.).

28 Hours-Miédan . 26 ff.; El-Hofra p 181 ff.; Bisi Stele passim; Cintas in Archaeologia Viva
«Carthage, its birth and grandeur» vol. 1, no. 2, Paris 1968/69, p. 4-11.

29 The form shown in coin 86 (O 29) is that of Hours-Miédan plate VII, o: that of coins 88-90
(O 31 that of her plate VII, o.

a» E.g. El-Hofra plate VI, A.

31 Jenkins-Lewis nos. 2-3: Ferron, Africa |, plate |, 2, 5 6; Paris Luynes 3773 (mid-third
century), do. 3779 (second century); Panormos, Jenkins part 1, plate 10, 39.

32 El-Hofra p, 183.

33 El-Hofra p, 190: a sun above a «Tanit», El-Hofra plate XXIV, D. - a sun-disk with sixteen
rays is shown within a crescent on one stele from Carthage, Hours-Miédan plate XIII, g, but this
seems unusual, the normal crescent and disk standing for the moon and planet Venus, cf. note 54
below.

s4 Hours-Miédan plate XXI.
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