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                                             Editor: David Powell   

A free newsletter to all who share our interest in these fascinating and often enigmatic pieces. Please send the editor at least 

one 300 dpi JPEG scan, or a sharply focused photo print, of any interesting leaden token or tally  in your collection. Send 

images as email attachments to mail@leadtokens.org.uk   Please note that the contact addresses advertised in earlier versions 

of LTT are no longer active. 

Readers’ Correspondence 
 
We start this month with a photo{Fig.1} found by those sorting out the 

effects of the late Robert Thompson, of 17th cent token fame, and kindly 

passed to me by his co-author Michael Dickinson.  It is obviously late me-

diaeval, but where exactly it fits is not obvious.  The shaded grenetis 

around the edge tends to be more a 15th cent innovation, but the series 

most associated with it, BNJ54 type M and its derivatives, are usually 

smaller and darker than this would imply.  The piece feels as if it is of 

light pewter with some lead content, but of course I do not have it to 

handle or to measure its original size.  The reverse cross is ordinary 

enough, but the obverse, which is just worn enough to hide its inner 

secrets, feels, even when magnified, somewhat mysterious.  Any sug-

gestions as to what it depicts, please contact.. 

 

From a similar period, Fig.2, shown to me by Philip Mernick. It is 

tiny {11-12mm}, so once again it is definitely getting magnified 

{2:1}. The designs are all very 15th cent, but it is again a bit of a hy-

brid, with the obverse showing  the trademark shield of BNJ54 type L 

but the reverse hinting more of type M.  Even so, type M more usual-

ly features either annulets or pellets, not both, whilst the shaded re-

verse grenetis  is very narrow and looks a little bit half-hearted.  Presumably the piece sits on the bor-

der of type L and M, c.1460, rather than being  a degenerative version of the latter post-1490. 

 

To a later period now, possibly late 17th cent or 

early-mid 18th, and the opposite extreme of 

size; Chris Raven Toomer’s Fig.3 is around  

38mm in diameter, and definitely does not need 

to be magnified.  It is also 5mm thick.  Found in 

the vicinity of Steeton Hall, east of Leeds, there 

are also two other buildings of similar stature 

near by, in the shape of Lotherton Hall and 

Huddleston, halfway between the other two; so, 

it is probably down to studying the heraldry of 

the various owners, and/or seeing whether their initials coincide with the obverse MHL monogram.   

 

The main families at these various locations seem to have been the de Reygates at Steeton, the Hun-

gates at Huddleston and the Gascoignes at Lotherton; however, with my limited knowledge of herald-

ry nothing jumps out. No doubt, however, all these folk will have been visited by other gentry, who 

might have left or lost their visiting cards, which are known sometimes to have taken metal form. The 

piece is somewhat reminiscent of that of the Nevills, Earls of Warwick, found in the immediate vicini-

ty of their castle and shown on LTT_135, page 4. 

 

Possibly also gentry-related, if it refers to falconry, is Keith Porter’s Fig.4.  The first 

thing to note is that, because the depiction of the bird is so good, it might be identifi-

able.  The style suggests 18th cent, and normally one might expect the most likely 

usage for such a piece to be for a payment in connection with the Vermin Act, for 
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catching something deemed by the local parish authorities to be undesirable {e.g. a threat to crops}; a 

pub/shop token, indicating the name of some premises, being a reasonable second choice. However, 

an ornithologically-minded friend of mine reckons that the bird is either a falcon or a hawk, which 

certainly eliminates the Vermin Act possibility; a predator which eliminated crop-eating pests would 

be viewed favourably, rather than otherwise, by the local parish authorities of the day. The pub/shop 

sign option is still on, for "The Falcon" is a pub name which occurs with moderate frequency; howev-

er, the possibility of a token connected with falconry should also be considered; maybe a licence to 

practice falconry or to own a hunting bird, or an invitation to a falconry event.  In connection with 

these suggestions, see the earlier articles in LTT 146 concerning falconry and LTTs 36 and 99 regard-

ing the Vermin Acts. 

 

Another very interesting and rather 

distinctive 18th cent piece is Julian 

Spybey’s Fig.5, depicting  what ap-

pears to be two men operating a seed 

drill.  The obverse is quite well 

drawn, although faint, whilst the reverse, by contrast, is a surprisingly crude rendering of a mediaeval 

groat. The degenerative nature of the latter depiction suggest that the date is very near the end of the 

18th cent rather than earlier. 

 

Fig.6, also from Julian, is one of the nicest late 18c renderings of a tankard that I have seen.  I've seen 

that type of strong, spaced pellet edging on pieces before, including one or two examples in Alan Hen-

derson's book on Kent and East Sussex hop tokens, and when I asked him Julian confirmed that the 

piece did indeed come from Kent..  The spade is a design which we have seen a number of times be-

fore, but the idea of it being part of a set of card-game tokens can be dismissed with reasonable proba-

bility because one hardly ever sees the same frequency of convincing clubs or diamonds to go with it.   

 

The idea of it being a spade as an agricultural implement, is rather more plausible.  It could easily in-

dicate payment for manual labour in the fields, probably for a private employer, or else for compulso-

ry municipal labour along the lines of the German hand-dienste, discussed in LTT_151.  One reads of 

English agricultural labourers consuming prodigious quantities of cider during the course of their 

working day, the supply being stored in the hedgerow for their use after ploughing {or whatever} so 

many lengths of the field.  Perhaps it was by means of tokens such as Fig.6 that fair and reasonable 

distribution of it was controlled?  

        -:-:-:-  

 

Row, Row, Row Your Boat…... 
 

The main 17th cent  series depicts a fair number of  masted sailing ships and boats of various sizes, 

from men-of-war to humble fishing vessels, and here and there the Noah’s Ark appears as a pub sign.  

The lead series follows this trend, albeit rather moderately.  However, rowing boats, such as this spec-

imen, with “TS” on the back, found by Thames mudlark Alan Robson?  They are scarcer. 

 

This one looks more 18th cent, and one might be forgiven for identi-

fying the major side as a crown, pipe rack or candle holder, but row-

ing boat I think it is, especially given its findspot.  More specifically, 

a Thames ferry, with several people on it.  TS could be the proprietor 

of the ferry, although the location of an embarkation or landing point, 

e.g. T..... Steps or Stairs, is a very viable alternative. If the proprietor 

owned several ferries, he might well have used tokens with different combinations of boarding/

landing point initials for each one.  Without knowing the findspot I bounced this idea off Alan and he 

came back promptly to suggest that TS stood for Trig {Lane} Stairs. 

 

For future ferry piece finders, the names of the various Thames stairs can be found on a number of the 

reproduction maps currently available, such as those illustrated at https://alondoninheritance.com/tag/

thames-stairs/ 
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The Perils of Identifying Tokens Struck on Small Flans 
 
My thanks to Tony Bishenden for showing me this interesting 

metal detecting find from Sandwich, Kent which I have mag-

nified 3:2 for greater appreciation of its features. Always 

pleasant to have them dated.  Tony writes: “This one is 1641 

with shield bearing the Bakers' company arms. Haven't quite 

worked out Thomas's surname yet, thought it was just PAYNE 

but there may be a continuation of the surname below.” 

 

So, neither date or name fully certain, but both suggestions very plausible. 

 

I inclined to share Tony’s opinion whilst, like him, not feeling fully certain.  Were those three uncer-

tain characters at the bottom letters or ornamentation? No guarantee that the token was from Sand-

wich, either, although obviously it was more likely to be fairly local than otherwise. The piece looks 

to be of high-quality {probably London} manufacture, and fits nicely into the subseries described by 

BNJ54 type S, pieces 206-226. This will of Henry Payne of Ash-next-Sandwich, dated 27.5.1648, 

mentions an older brother who could well be the issuer {see line 9 of the following}: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A Thomas Payne, who is probably the same one as the Thomas in the will, was buried 3.9.1653 at 

Sandwich St.Peter; so all seemingly a very nice fit; however…. 

 

I next passed the picture to 17th cent main series token author Michael Dickinson for his opinion, with 

results as follows.  He felt that stylistically, and from an examination of the punches used, it was more 

likely to be a very early issue of the Commonwealth period, maybe 1648 or even 1649; and also, that 

the name was MAYNE rather than PAYNE, with ANT on the line below being the last three letters of 

the abbreviation CANT, short for Canterbury, as used on many of the city’s mediaeval pennies.  

Sometimes letters on these very small pieces just get truncated off the side of the flan. 

 

This argument is further supported by the fact that a Canterbury grocer called Thomas Mayne issued 

two main-series 17th cent tokens {no pun intended} in the form of Williamson’s Kent 67 and 68, the 

latter dated 1654 with triad M/TM and the former dated 1664, both with his occupation specifically 

stated; plus also a lead token of the 1640s, rarely seen but reputedly with the appropriate arms, ap-

pended at the end as Kent 590.  Williamson didn’t interest himself in lead much, but presumably he’d 

seen a specimen and decided to include it and, as with the piece above, couldn't make up his mind 

about the last digit. 

 

I had wondered at one stage whether the two lines could represent an alternative spelling of a name 

like “Baynham”, which BAYNE/AME would produce. However, the presence of the three Thomas 

Mayne pieces in Williamson, all with evidence of his profession, obviously vastly improved the 

chances that he was our man.  Genealogy revealed that Thomas Mayne was baptised 1612 and mar-

ried in 1634 to Margaret Stacie in Canterbury, which not only matched the 1654 triad of Kent 68 but 

also rendered him the right age to be running a business and issuing tokens in the middle decades of 

the century. So, it looks like Tony might just have unearthed a specimen of the elusive Kent 590. 
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Two New Scottish Lead Farthings have come to light…. 
 

Thanks also to Michael Dickinson for showing me two previously unknown pieces from the Scottish 

series which we have discussed in LTT_125-129 and at various times since.  They read: 

 

Diameter 21½-22 mm: 

Obv: W / GRANT 

Rev:  LEITH 

 

Diameter 23mm: 

Obv: DALLAWAY 

Rev: 28, / LEITH / STREET 

 

The pieces with inscriptions on them rather than just initials mainly hail from the 1805-15 period, so 

the first port of call is to consult the Edinburgh directories, which at that date were annual. 

 

William Grant, spirit dealer, was at the Citadel, Leith in 1810-18; c.1817-18 he also acquired premises 

at Elbe St. He then moved {1818-19} to 15, Bridge St, North Leith, where he is described as a grocer 

and spirit dealer, rather than spirit dealer alone.  

 

Patrick Dallaway was at 28 Leith St from 1806-09; before that he was at Calton St, and after that at 

102, High St.. From the 1807-08 directory, below, two entries.   The second refers to Patrick directly, 

whilst the upper one relates to the main family busi-

ness run by  Patrick’s father William and one or more 

of Patrick’s siblings. Notably, japanned goods are 

mentioned in the Caledonian Mercury advert of 7 July 

1821 advertising the sale of Patrick’s stock after his 

decease.  

On  the right, one of Patrick’s adverts from the Cale-

donian Mercury of Thursday 25 June 1807, mention-

ing “No.28” specifically.  Note in passing, just after 

the address, the phrase “At the Sign of the Gilded 

Pitcher”.  Interesting!  Patrick was still  using one of 

those painted pub-like shop signs which were meant 

to have been done away with, for health and safety 

reasons, in 1764!  Perhaps Scottish law was more leni-

ent on the subject than English. 

 

From 1809-10 Patrick Dallaway, ironmonger, was 

trading from 102, High St, Edinburgh, where he re-

mained until his death on 22 June 1821 . From the 

1820-21 directory: 

Patrick seems to have held a fairly exalted post in Ed-

inburgh society, as the cutting on the right,  from the 

Caledonian Mercury of Thursday 15 October 1818, 

and others, shows. 
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Some Early Tokens from Estonia 
 

Our final contributor, Laura Burnett from the University of Exeter, is currently writing a PhD thesis 

on “How did people at the time use, and understand the use of, 17th century trade tokens?”.   Kindly 

drawing my attention to a journal article discussing a late-15th cent  hoard find in Kalamaja, a suburb 

of the Estonian capital of Tallinn, she writes suggesting that similar usage could also potentially have 

occurred in Britain: 

 

 “I know there has been speculation about lead tokens with mill designs either keeping a tally of 

grain taken to mill and flour owed, or being used in some other way in milling, but this seemed 

to be an example with good historical evidence for this use, as well as including a die.” 

 

The following is a modified extract from the article referred to {by Ivar Leimus and Andres Tvauri , 

in the Estonian Journal of Archaeology, 2021, pages 140–159}: 

 

 The layer of the Kalamaja landfill unearthed two tokens from an alloy of 

tin / lead. The one that can be dated more easily (Fig. 1) is a coin-shaped 

cast mill token for grinding seven ship pounds of grain in the mills owned 

by the City of Tallinn. There is an image only on one side, which shows a 

coat of arms of Tallinn and is surrounded by seven small pellets. A die for 

striking mill tokens with a similar image can be found at Tallinn City Mu-

seum (Fig. 2}.  The token unearthed from the Kalamaja garbage layer is 

hitherto the only Tallinn mill token found in a checked archaeological context. A lead token un-

earthed as a detector find from Lilli village, Anija rural municipality in Harjumaa in 2019, 

which was probably intended for grinding six pounds of grain looks quite similar. 

 

 Another token revealed in Jahu Street {Kalamaja} is even more interesting (Fig. 3). Unfortu-

nately, its execution and condition are not good; one side of the token probably shows crossed 

brewing implements – a malt spade and a mash-mixing paddle, the other side a Gothic V. If the 

interpretation of implements is correct, it is the earliest local brewer’s token, about which there 

is data only from the 16th century. In 1540 each Tallinner who wished to brew some quantity of 

beer had to pay the corresponding tax at the city hall office and receive a token as proof. An al-

ternative option is that the depiction is of a crossed spade and pick here, which are characteristic 

tools on wall-tokens, distributed for counting labour at fortification works {as per the Polish ex-

amples discussed on pages 4-5 of LTT_151}. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

For more on Estonian tokens of the  15th-17th centuries and their uses, see another of Leimus’ arti-

cles,  “Tokens in medieval and pre-modern Tallinn”  { https://www.academia.edu/7156283/

Money_or_no_money_what_does_society_need_Tokens_in_medieval_and_pre-modern_Tallinn }. 

 

The tokens in this latter paper, which is well illustrated, cover a variety of usages.   More dies and 

moulds, also, are shown.  Many but not all of the pieces are in lead, and it is remarkable on reflection  

to see, given their early date,  how much relevant background information has been recorded and has 

survived. 
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