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G.KENNETH JENKINS

COINS OF PUNIC SICILY*

Part 4 **

CARTHAGE SERIES 5-6

Introduction

As already stated in part 3 it seems clear from the evidence of hoards that Carthage
series 5, Melqart head/horse head, should be roughly of the same phase as the

Syracusan coins of Agathokles with Kore head/Nike and trophy, minted most

probably after Agathokles' return from Africa and in fact between the years 305
and 295 B.C. For a summary of early third century hoards containing Carthage series 5

coins, see the table of hoards at the end of this instalment. It is evident enough that

Carthage series 5 and the Agathokles «Nike» type tend to coincide. This conclusion
is set off by a very slightly earlier hoard, Pachino 1957 (IGCH 2151), of the late
fourth century, which contains neither the Agathokles Kore/Nike type nor the Melqart
head/Horse head, but only the preceding phase of each mint — from Syracuse the

quadriga tetradrachms of Agathokles and from Carthage series 3 Kore head/Horse
head. On these general reckonings we may assume that Carthage series 5 should start
about 300 B.C.

There is no easy way of deciding how long a series is involved; if it is accepted -
as will presently be argued - that Carthage series 5 is to be envisaged as a parallel
production by two separate mints, this will in any case tend to telescope the possible
duration of the series. Provisionally we may think of a period of about a decade for
the whole series, in which case it would come to an end by about the time of
Agathokles' death (289 B.C.). Third century hoards containing series 5 do not, apparently,
include any Sicilian coins later than Agathokles.

That in broad terms series 5 must be defined as two parallel series seems virtually
inevitable. In the first place we have a definition by legends. Series 5 a is the mint of
the army signed 'MMHNT or 'MHMHNT (People of the Camp). Series 5 b is the
mint of the «quaestors» signed MHSBM. The only complication is that a few issues

from the mhsbm mint are signed 'mmhnt instead but these as we shall see are

clearly exceptional and in fact form an integral part of the mhsbm mint series.

The relative representation of the two series in hoards gives little indication as to
the relation between the two series. In the Cefalü hoard there are five specimens of
each; in the Megara Hyblaia 1967 hoard there are eight 'mmhnt and 14 mhsbm speci-

* Final instalment of the publication stated in SNR 50, I97r, 25 ff. (part 1) and continued in
SNR 53, 1974, 23 ff. (part 2) and SNR 56 (1977), 5 ff. (part 3).

** Veröffentlicht mit Unterstützung des Schweizerischen Nationalfonds zur Förderung der
wissenschaftlichen Forschung. - Publié avec l'aide du Fonds National Suisse de la Recherche scientifique.



mens; in the 1971 hoard there are four 'mmhnt and 12 mhsbm. From these samples
there is no significant difference of wear between one series and the other, and so far
as quantities go the presence of more mhsbm pieces in two of the hoards may simply
reflect the fact that the latter was probably minted in greater quantity. While the

figures for obverse dies are about equal, the reverse dies are twice as numerous for
the mhsbm mint. Series 5 a — Obv. 20 Rev. 39. Series 5b — Obv. 21 Rev. 81.

The division into two series seems further emphasized by a sharp distinction of
both style and fabric. The flans of series 5 b are noticeably more compact than those

of 5 a. The stylistic difference is most obvious from the reverse type. In series 5 a

some horse heads here placed at the beginning as untypical have some connexion

with a type which occurs briefly in series 3 a nos. 176 etc. where similarly the horse's

shaggy mane is parted into two lines. But the dominant style of 5 a is a horse head

set on a rather long neck with curving outlines, the throat bulging out and the

truncation usually deeply curved in to balance. The forceful and swaggering character

of this horse head bears a relation to a type of head which had already appeared

sporadically in some issues of series 3 (nos. 215-216) as there remarked. This style
becomes the normal one of series 5 a, with many interesting variants. The contrast
with series 5 b could not be more extreme. In 5 b the horse head has a much simpler
and more austere aspect, the neck is short and has none of the curvaceous character

of 5 a, the throat does not bulge out and the truncation though varying in shape from
die to die is often a quite shallow curve. Moreover the head typical of 5 b has no
resemblance whatever to any style known in the previous series 3.

The distinction between series 5 a and 5 b is finally completely confirmed by the
different styles of the Melqart-Herakles heads. In neither series is the head of so

entirely homogeneous a style as the reverse, but on the whole it is clear that series 5 a

has all of the more exuberant and lively examples, matching the style of the horses,

while the heads of series 5 b are quieter and more restrained. All this goes to show

that we have the work of two quite separate groups of engravers. Obviously enough,
for the Melqart-Herakles heads they were drawing largely on prototypes from the

coinage of Alexander the Great though without slavish imitation. The difference in
the taste of the two groups of engravers may of course simply reflect the chance of
which types of Alexander coins happened to come into their hands. In series 5 a the
models tend to be those of eastern Alexander mints - Tarsus, Alexandria, Sidon, at
all of which before Alexander's death a rather rich style developed; there is also some
influence from Babylon. This contrasts strongly with the rather plainer style of
Alexander's early Macedonian issues (also at first widely copied in the near east);

Carthage series 5 b however shows more traces of these Macedonian styles, also with
the addition of some elements from Babylon.

The clear differences between series 5 a and 5 b seem to speak for themselves.

While there exists the bare possibility that the two series might be successive rather
than parallel there is no indication as to how a transition could be made from one

to the other. On the whole it seems much better to think of a parallel issue and of a
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mint for the army and another for the quaestors (even allowing for the few exceptions

mentioned).
As regards the legends, series 5 a has exclusively 'MMHNT/MHMHNT. This

legend first appeared in series 3 and thus, as was shown in part 3 of this publication,
at c. 320 B.C. Series 1 during the late fifth to early fourth century had by contrast

only the simple MHNT. 'MMHNT «people of the army» is an expression involving
the term M (people) used in the same way as it is in Phoenician inscriptions to denote

the population of a named city; examples can be cited for Tyre, Sidon, Carthage,
Gaulos, Ebusus, Lepcis, Caralis, Sulcis, Bithia, Lixus1. In one inscription it is a term
used not for a city but for a temple, the people of the temple of Melqart at Carthage2.

Acquaro 8 has lucidly distinguished between the significance of the term 'M as in 'M
QRTHDST, and the term B'L as in the legend B'L SYS (and perhaps B'L 'GDR etc.)4.

'M conveys the sense of the people in its capacity as a popular assembly; B'L on the

other hand should signify the individual citizen with full rights. Thus in the case of
'MMHNT we gain the impression that the army in Sicily appears to have been

constituted at this period somewhat on the lines of a city or republic with a popular
assembly, almost a separate entity within the Carthaginian territory5.

In series 5 b by contrast we have the first and indeed the only use on coins of the

term MHSBM. How is it to be interpreted? That it means basically «financial
controllers» is not now in doubt6. But are these officials purely and simply the
«paymasters of the army» 7? — if so it seems strange that the army is not mentioned; and

although there is the brief interpolation of a few 'MMHNT issues in the series

(nos. 360, 370-374) otherwise exclusively signed MHSBM, this hardly seems a

conclusive reason to determine our reading of the legend MHSBM as such. The word
MHSBM was not attested otherwise than on the coins until the discovery in 1966 of

1 Cooke, Textbook of North-Semitic Inscriptions no. 9, io; Moscati, Riv. Studi Orientali 43, 1968,

1-4; Fantar, Antas, Les inscriptions p. 58 ff.; Acquaro RIN 1974, 77-8r.
2 CIS 264. 'M is also used more generally for «people of the land» ('M 'RS)) in the rather older

Yehawmilk inscription from Byblus, Cooke Textbook no. 3 (V—IV century B.C.).
3 Acquaro RIN 76, 1974, Note di epagrafia punica I pp. 77-82. For B'L citizen(s) cf. CIS r20

(a citizeness of Byzantium); Cooke Textbook no. 10 (citizens of Hammon), no. 54 (a citizen of
Maktar); also RES 163-164, 505, 679, 942. - Moscati, Riv. Studi Orientali 43, 1968, p. 2, points out
the distinction between an élite (viz. a senate) and people clearly shown in inscriptions from Lepcis

(Levi della Vida, Rend. Lincei r955, 550-561).
4 However the term often read as B'L on coins of Gades, Sexsi, Lixus, Tingis, is interpreted by

Sola Sole as P'L («obra, obra acunada» thus mint or coinage), cf. Sefarad XXVII ^67, 16 ff.
and Numisma VIII 35,1958, r7.

5 Acquaro RIN r974 p. 80 note 20 notes as a parallel a resolution by the army in an African
inscription (Février, Cahiers de Byrsa 6, 1956, 22. 25).

* Bisi, Annali 16—17, 1969-1970, 95 note 96, citing the derivation of the word, which incidentally

was not given by Müller.
7 Bisi op. cit. 93 says «mhsbm — magistrati incaricati della paga alle truppe simili ai quaestores

romani » ; but it is difficult to see why they have to be military.



a new inscription at Carthage, dating probably to the early second century B.C.8; this

inscription records the opening of a new street in the city, mentions the collaboration
of diverse classes of the people, and imposes fines for damage to the inscription
which would be payable to «our MHSBM». The latter are clearly officials charged
with the public finances, on the general analogy of Roman quaestors, as Dupont-
Sommer remarks. It is known from Livy that there were at Carthage magistrates to
whom he refers precisely as «quaestors» and whose importance in the state was such

that they had the right of automatic entry on expiry of office to the all-powerful ordo

iudicum9. Were the MHSBM of our coins these same «quaestors» or were they some

purely local officials?

It is of course known that most of the Phoenician cities in the west had similar
constitutional features and that for instance there were suffetes (shofetim) not only at

Carthage but at Gades and elsewhere, including many smaller towns in Africa; there
is also mention of a «quaestor» at Gades10. Likely enough the Punic cities in Sicily
had similar institutions. However there is no indication from the coins that the
MHSBM we are concerned with were any kind of local magistrates, and it seems

unavoidable to reflect that the coins are those of the Carthaginian state and not of

any local city. Should it not therefore follow that the MHSBM on the coins are indeed
the «quaestors» of the Carthaginian state? No doubt it fell within their scope to
provide pay for the army, inter alia, but there seems little indication that they were
merely «army paymasters» and they must surely have had wider responsibilities as

civil magistrates also. If it were otherwise, there seems little point in the distinction
of the two kinds of legend on the coins.

While a coinage in the name of the «people of the army» still went on (series 5 a),

it is perhaps relevant to observe that it was at precisely this time, c. 300 B.C., that
the civic coinages of SYS and RSMLQRT had apparently come to an end. At the

same date we have the appearance of the Carthaginian coins signed MHSBM. We
can only speculate whether these events were at all connected - as if the «quaestors»
of the Carthaginian state were in a general financial sense somehow filling the place
left by civic authorities which had ceased to emit coins? If so, it may be a sign of
some closer and more direct control of the Sicilian territory by the Carthaginian state.

Types

There is little need to discuss again here the type of the horse's head the main and

most consistent type of the present and preceding series (ser. 3). In part 2 it was

mentioned that, following Ferron and others, the horse's head is to be regarded as an

8 Dupont-Sommer, CRAI r968, 116-132; the date of the inscription is suggested in a final
note by Carcopino.

8 Gsell II, 2or, 275.
10 Gsell II, 193 ff.
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emblem connected with Ba'al Hammon "; in part 3 reference was made to a more

recent discussion by C. Picard where it was argued that the possible connection with
Ba'al Hammon does not of course exclude the connection with Tanit-Juno as indicated

by Vergil12. So far as concerns series 5, we now find the horse head coupled with the
head of Melqart, with whom it has no direct connection. This underlines the fact that

we must evidently regard the horse head as it appears on the coins as an element of

symbolism which is used independently and by no means as intimately linked with
the corresponding obverse type, such as the Kore of series 2-3. The horse is not
a representation often found on Punic stelai, though there are a few examples from
El Hofra; the commentary on those stresses the solar nature of the horse 13, also

mentioning its relevance to Hadad (Ares).
As regards the head of Melqart-Herakles which dominates series 5, there is at

least no problem. It is well known that Melqart, the chief god of Tyre, was assimilated

by the Greeks to Herakles, and there are plenty of subsequent examples of a purely
Greek Herakles serving as equivalent for Melqart. The present coin series must be

the first example of this. It seems doubtful however whether we can see any specific
historical or cult reasons for the adoption of the Herakles type - from the coinage of

Alexander, as mentioned above. It seems unlikely that historical developments at

Carthage at the end of the fourth century which could help us to account for the

Melqart type; there appears to have been some political change after the defeat of
Bomilcar's attempt at tyranny (308 B.C.), which resulted in the supersession of the

kingship and brought in the heyday of oligarchic power which made Carthage «a

sort of Venice of the ancients, an aristocratic republic» u. But it seems difficult to
use this as any kind of explanation for the production of coins with the new type in

Sicily, especially as at Carthage itself the coinage continued to make use of the Kore

type as before.

The cult of Melqart had always been followed at Carthage as at other Phoenician
cities in the west, notably Gades15. Although the bulk of our evidence on the cults of
Carthage is that derived from the tophet stelai mainly concerned with Tanit and

Ba'al Hammon, this may give a one-sided view when considering the importance of
other cults, among which that of Melqart certainly held an important place. The

temple of Melqart is mentioned in one inscription 16, and personal names which are

compounds of Melqart are very frequent at Carthage Abdmelqart, servant of Melqart

- whence Hamilcar; Bodmelqart, in the hand of Melqart, whence Bomilcar) u. Each

year the Carthaginians sent offerings to the temple of Melqart at Tyre; a special

11 SNR 1974, 27.
12 Karthago, XVII, 1976, 104.
is El Hofra 197 ff.
14 Picard 1968, 125.
is Gsell IV, 301 ff.
i« CIS 264.
17 Halff, Karthago XII, 1963-^64, 130 ('bdmlqrt); do., 95 (bdmlqrt).



offering was sent in 310 after Agathokles' landing in Africa as in the panic of the

moment the Carthaginians feared they had neglected the cult18. It seems likely, as

Picard thinks, that the Melqart cult attained a special importance at a later period
and especially under the Barcids in Spain. However none of this suggests any special

reason why the Herakles-Melqart head should suddenly appear on Punic coins minted
in Sicily around 300 B.C.

Since in fact it is beyond question that the type of the coins was adapted from the

coinage of Alexander (and not from any other Greek prototype) the explanation is

probably quite a simple and practical one. Earlier Carthaginian coins (series 2—3)

were largely modelled on the prototypes provided by the coins of Syracuse, the great
western power. Before the end of the fourth century, the impact of Alexander's

conquests had changed the world and his coinage quickly came to dominate Greece and

the near-east. Carthage remained in close touch with her metropolis Tyre - where a

Carthaginian embassy was present at the time of Alexander's siege19 - and must have
been fully cognisant of the new developments. Possibly too the fall of Tyre gave the

Carthaginians some impulse towards regarding themselves as now in a sense filling
the vacant place as leader of the Phoenician nation. At all events they seem at this

period to have had a wider vision of themselves as a Mediterranean «great power»
dominating the west, complemented in the early third century by an alliance with
Ptolemy in the east20. In the circumstances, what could be more logical for Carthage
than to use for their own coinage the new model of «great power» coinage, that of
Alexander himself?

The new prototype coins were not hard to seek in any case, as a number of
Sicilian hoards of the period contain specimens, showing that the Alexander coins

were reaching Sicily as well as other regions of the mediterranean. In view of
Carthage's wide commercial connections, not least with Phoenicia, where several mints
had been pouring out Alexander tetradrachms for some time, it is not a little tempting
ro think that Carthaginian trade may have done much to bring such coins to the
west. Sicilian hoards of our period containing some Alexanders are:

IGCH 2151 Pachino 1957 (3 Amphipolis; 3 Babylon, two of which are after

317 B.C.; Myriandros; Arados)
IGCH 2154 Cefalu (Amphipolis c. 318)
IGCH 2180 Megara Hyblaia 1966 (Babylon; Lycia-Pamphylia)
IGCH 2183 Capo Soprano (Myriandros)
IGCH 2191 Syracuse 1927 (Amphipolis; Tarsos)

Other hoards containing Alexander tetradrachms, of which we do not have details,
are:

IGCH 2159 Buccheri 2160 Aidone 2186 Pachino 1921

is Diod. Sic. XX. 14.
10 Picard r968, 167.
20 Picard 171 ff.
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In addition to these, a new hoard has been reported («Sicily 1976/77), which
contained a number of Carthage series 3 and 5, Agathokles quadriga tetradrachms,
Athens IV c tetradrachms, but most of all a large number («300 +») of Alexander

tetradrachms, among which the Alexandria «rose» issue (Demanhur 4610) was said

to be very prominent, though there is reason to believe that numerous other varieties

of Alexander coins were probably included also. This new hoard of which few details

are yet known is of special interest simply on account of its profusion of Alexander

coins, never before met with in a Sicilian hoard. Another new hoard («S. E. Sicily»
1977) also contained many Alexanders of a variety of mints, and at least one
Alexander came in a very recent hoard («S. Sicily 1978»). From the information we
have so far, then, it is clear that there was an abundance of possible prototypes from
numerous Alexander mints for the engravers of Carthage series 5 to draw on.

Commentary

Series 5 a (Plates 1-6)

Nos. 273-275

It is not easy to find any plausible position for this short sequence and it is here

given at the beginning of series 5 a largely for convenience. The die-linkages are as

follows:

O 86 O 87 O 87
R 227 — R227 R228

The Herakles head of O 86—87 are not particularly close to any others of series 5 a

although it would be clear from the style alone that it is to this series that they must
belong. The peculiar rendering of the horse's mane on R227 with a parting is a

feature that recalls the horse head of 176, 178 in series 3, though without any close

stylistic resemblance apart from that. The sudden contrast with the «curvaceous» horse

of R 228 is very striking. The latter, anticipated in series 3 (R. 187) is the typical
rendering in series 5 a. The general shape of the horse head, also the palm tree with
raised branches, recall perhaps those of 224 (series 3).
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Nos. 276-283

The die-links of this group are as follows:

O 88 O 89 O 90
R 229 (caduceus)

(fulmen)
R 230 R 230
(triangle of dots)

R231 R 231 R 231
(triangle of dots)
R 232 R 232
(triangle of dots)

In this die-linked group two of the reverses (R 229-230) are of the normal

style of series 5 a. The other two are totally different (R231-R232); their appearance
is rather like that of 267, 268 in series 3 d. There as in the present case, the confident

sculptural modelling of the normal type is absent and the effect is flat and scrappy.
Again like 268 of series 3 our R231 changes direction to the right. On both R 231
and 232 it is characteristic that the hair on the horse's forehead is shown parted to
left and right below the rising tuft on top of the head; this arrangement is strongly
reminiscent of the treatment found in many of the series 3 dies of various styles

(e.g. 148, 254) but one which is never seen with the curvaceous style either in series 3

(216) or in series 5. The stylistic diversity of R229, 230 as against R 231-232 is

further emphasised by the comparable difference in the style of the epigraphy, the

neat lettering of the former and the rather sprawling letters of the latter in both of
which the final tau overlaps on the horse's truncation.

With the reverses appear marks in the field. On R 229 is a fulmen symbol, never
found elsewhere on Carthaginian coinage, nor in Carthaginian material of any other
kind21. This was doubrless copied from Greek coinage such as the pegasi of Ambrakia,

Corinth and Syracuse, but is of a distinct form22. On the other three dies of this

group we have in the field a triangle of dots, such as that which was typical of the

gold coins minted at Carthage in the middle and later fourth century. Such a mark
does not remain exclusive to the gold however and was also used on bronze coins

minted in Sicily during the early third century23. Outside the sphere of Carthaginian
coins it is difficult to cite the use of such marks except from certain of the eastern
mints of Alexander - Tarsus (Demanhur 1974, 2187 etc.), Amathus (Demanhur

21 It is apparently unknown on the stelai. — If the fulmen had any connexion with Punic religion,
it could be related either to Baal Shamin or to Resef (cf. Gsell IV 294, 326—327) whose very name

signifies the «flame» or «lightning-flash» and who was incidentally identified with the Greek

Apollo (especially in Cyprus, cf. CIS 89, trilingual inscription from Idalion).
22 Cf. Cammann, ANS NNM 53, no. 47.
23 Jenkins-Lewis group III, also (bronze) appendix 3.
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2708, 2710) Damascus (Demanhur 2904) and Aradus (Demanhur 3460 etc.). The

triangle of dots as we have it on the tetradrachms (277) cannot in fact form any
significant link with the gold minted at Carthage (Jenkins-Lewis group III) and which

according to the dates adopted by Jenkins-Lewis (350/320 B.C.) was abandoned

after group III for other forms of marking by the time this tetradrachm was minted.
With O 89 the caduceus symbol makes its only appearance in this series below the

Herakles head, though it is prominent in series 5 b as a symbol on the reverse. The

importance of the caduceus as a Punic religious symbol has been commented on in

part 3, relating to this symbol as it comes in series 2/3. In series 5, as will be discussed

below, the symbols which occur seem more probably related to the symbols which
are typical of Greek coinage practise than of Punic teligion, and this may be the

case here. At all events there is no obvious connection of the caduceus with the cult
of Melqart.

The style of O89 seems strongly influenced by the Alexander coins of e.g.
Alexandria and Sidon of a generation earlier. Note the shape of the lion's mouth
as it curves around Herakles' ear, and projecting forward on to the cheek, a central
feature of many of the eastern mints of Alexander. Around the lion's mouth is a

stylised «frill» of loose flesh; this corresponds to a real feature of the lion's mouth
in nature, visible when a lion's mouth is open as a frill of dark flesh contrasting with
the lighter colour of the fur; it is feature well noticed by Greek artists and emphasised
e. g. in the lion-head spouts from Himera and elsewhere24, on the lion-head coins

of Leontinoi25 and elsewhere, also on the lion-skin worn by Herakles at Kamarina20.
This «frill» is much emphasised in the dies of series 5 a but is by contrast a rarity
in series 5 b where different Alexander prototypes are being followed.

O89 is followed by O90, closely derivative from it, and by O91, 93 where the

general pattern is remarkably similar.

Nos. 284-295
The die-links are as follows:

O91
R235
club

O92

R 236—R 236
corn ear

R237
corn ear

O93

R 240
R241
corn ear

O94
R242

corn ear

R243
double corn ear

24 Langlotz-Hirmer, Art of Magna Graecia pl. 76-80.
25 Kraay-Hirmer, Greek Coins, r6.
20 Westermark-Jenkins, Coinage of Kamarina, esp. pl. 12-16.
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