
Lead as Part of a Multi-Dimensional Series 
 
Most individual coin and token series, where someone issues more than one piece at a time, are linear; 

typically, they want a range of values, which they often distinguish by size to make them stand out.  

The following lead examples, from the hop token series, are typical: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

An example of a two-dimensional series is that issued by brewers Calvert & Co. in 1855 and their suc-

cessors the City of London Brewery Company in 1869.  Some examples are shown below.  The com-

pany wanted a range of three values {pint, quart, gallon} for each of three drinks {ale, stout and por-

ter}.  So P,Q and G for the volumes, with appropriately different sizes; that seemed obvious, but what 

now to distinguish the nine different combinations of drink and volume quickly?  Problem solved: 

brass for ale, copper for stout, zinc for porter.  Not always to tell the difference between brass and 

copper when life and dirt have had an opportunity to patinate them, of course, nor is zinc the most at-

tractive or durable of metals.  White metal, pewter and lead are alternatives, of course, the choice be-

ing somewhat determined by what was able at that point in history.   

 

Two centuries earlier, in 1658 to be precise, the city elders of Hildesheim had had a similar issue to 

address, not in respect of their brewery’s finished product so much as the various grains which went 

towards making it.  They wanted to issue a set of four quantitative tokens, values ½, 1, 2 and 6 

scheffels {bushels}, for each of three different types of grain {rye, wheat and corn}, and at the same 

time to do so separately for both the Old Town {Altstadt} and the New Town {Neustadt}.   So, how to 

go about that, and make all the pieces instantly recognisable?  The agreed solution was as follows: 

 

 Value in scheffels indicated pictorially on the reverse, by illustrating the relevant number of 

grains. 

 Type of grain indicated by the metal used:  Copper for roggen {rye}, brass for weizen {wheat} 

and light pewtery lead for korn {corn} 

 Old Town and New Town distinguished by the shape of the piece; round for Altstadt, rectangu-

lar cut klippe for Neustadt. 
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This leaves, for each location, a matrix of pieces along the lines of the following: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

One might argue that it might be difficult to distinguish a brass piece from a copper one when they 

have both got dirty or weathered, or whether the single grain of a worn one scheffel piece is easy to 

distinguish from the truncated grain of its corresponding half; nevertheless, the thought and ingenuity 

has to be admired.  One thing to be noted, however, is that lead and pewter are very good metals for 

this type of usage, if you don’t mind their greater liability to wear, because they stand out from the 

others. 

 

The above matrix of pieces shows the Alstadt ones, which are 

generally about 24-25mm but can be down to 23mm or up to 

26mm. On the right is a Neustadt one for contrast; the design is 

totally the same, only the shape is different.  On the obverses of 

all the pieces are the Hildesheim city arms, flanked in most cases 

by two small stars on each side, but in a few by two stars with a rosette in between.   What does that 

mean, if anything?  Random doodling, a maker’s mark, or a fourth dimension? and, if the latter, what?  

 

        -:-:-:-  

 

Scottish Communion Tokens on the Thames Foreshore? 
 
My thanks to Mark Iglesias for sending in this little trio on the 

right.  They are very small and, looking at their shape and style, one 

of the most obvious suggestions in that they are 17th cent commun-

ion tokens.  Except, Mark is a Thames mudlark, and CTs are mostly 

Scottish or from the very northern counties of England. However, 

plenty of seamen from those parts came down to London in the course of their travels, and a number 

of Scotch churches were set up in London for them, so if anyone finds any more of these I would be 

interested to know; there may well have been such a church near the findspot.  Alternatively, perhaps 

the findspot just happened to be near somewhere where passing Scotsmen stayed or drank! 

 

 
 

{Lead ½ scheffel not seen} 

 
 

{Lead 6 scheffel not seen} 
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Readers’ Correspondence 
 
A fine couple of pieces from the 

Welsh borders to start, thanks to 

Ricardo Lees.  This is not an 

area much renowned for lead 

tokens, so it is perhaps not whol-

ly surprising that Figs.1-2, 

which I suspect may be by the 

same maker, exhibit considera-

ble individuality.  Both pieces 

are mid-late 18th cent, and beautifully crisp.  Fig.1 is just an unusual but very attractive rendering of a 

bird, perched on branch, with another bird flying in the distance, plus something which is either some 

foliage or the sun in the background.   The designer's style is delightfully rustic but he has gone to 

considerable trouble to make it interesting. Good on him. I'll guess that the piece might be for a Ver-

min Act payment {see LTT_36,99} although that is not the only possibility; pub/shop sign is another. 

 

One or both sides of Fig.2 look like being merchant marks, but the size and texture both suggest the 

18th cent, notwithstanding that the heyday of merchant marks was the 15th/16th cents.  In the  17th 

they were still in use but on the decline. Occasional very late examples are known, c.1800, on both 

colonial coins and tokens.  Maybe Wales retained them for longer? I am just wondering whether the 

drovers would have used them, in the manner of market tokens, on their trips to London, as receipts 

for livestock or other goods?  No proof, just an idea.  My three-greats-grandfather had a farm on the 

Brecon/Carms border through which drovers regularly passed.  Fig.2, however, comes from Welsh 

Newton, Herefs, just a mile or two into England. 

 

James Holt’s Fig.3 has considerable similarities of style to BNJ54 type M 

…..except, that late 15th cent tokens typically have a diameter of 11-12mm, not 

32-33mm. The quality of execution is excellent, which probably means that it 

derives from an organisation {most likely the church, just possibly an official 

secular body} which had the financial means and artistic/manufacturing skills to 

produce high quality tokens.  Apart from the size, Type M typically has diago-

nal shading in its outer rim, as opposed to Fig.3’s chevrons.  I think that we are 

probably looking at a badge or pass worn by someone associated with the administration of a large 

estate, and that the well-placed hole further supports this theory.. This is a good example of how nu-

mismatic styles and designs can sometimes be used to date other items, and I suggest that the plentiful 

supply of photographs in BNJ53/54 are well worth remembering for the purpose.  

 

Next up, a couple of vaguely religious items {Figs.4-5} found by 

Axeman Simon near Drax village, East Yorkshire, in the shadow of 

the power station. The round piece is 2.1 oz and the lump, more 

markedly a weight, 2.0 oz.   The cross on Fig.4 has a rather Portu-

guese or Spanish look about it, being similar to that employed on 

many of their coins, whilst the counterstamp hints at Spain’s fre-

quently used castle mark {representing Castile, one of Spain’s main 

historic regions}. However, religious orders often drew their members from across national borders, 

and knowing the findspot location the natural thought is that the pieces are weights made for and used 

by Drax Priory, which was active from the 1130s to the 1530s; having said which, the IB initials on 

Fig.4 don't feel anything like that old. Maybe it was issued by someone who acquired the site in later 

years. There is plenty more about the history of the village, castle and priory online. 

 

Finally this month, a pleasant little 17th cent boar found by Wendy Steadman in a rural 

setting near Sutton Coldfield.  In real life he is only 15.1mm across so I’ll fatten him 

up a little so that you can enjoy him.  Whether the piece is a receipt for an animal at 

market, or a ticket for a portion of meat in a shop, or just a pub sign, anyone’s guess! 
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A Miller’s Tale 
 
This lead tag, found by James Martin, is a good example of what 

background information can be derived from moderate-level findspot 

information and a good use of available records.  Presented initially 

as just coming from Wiltshire, the piece bears the name Denmead, 

along with some numbers indicative of the quantity and quality of 

the goods to which it was affixed. 

 

Genealogical package Ancestry suggested that the name Denmead was particularly strong in Wiltshire 

around Corsley, spilling over into adjacent Horningsham, i.e. the Longleat area.   The pocket spilled 

over into the adjacent part of West Somerset as well, near Frome, so it might have been necessary to 

take those parishes into consideration as well; however, it proved not in this case. 

 

Not knowing initially which bit of the county to look at, I asked if the findspot was near Corsley and 

Horningsham and was told “No, Newbury area”.   I then went into the PRO {Public Record Office} 

records looking for wills and found one, probate date 1.4.1727, for a Thomas Denmead of Westbury, 

fuller. To quote one online definition of a fuller:  

 

 "A fuller is one who fulls cloth. To full cloth is to make it heavier, by shrinking the fabric, then 

pounding it with hammers to make it denser, then pressing it out. Very common with wool." 

 

No guarantee that he was my man, of course, but that would certainly fit with a cloth seal very nicely. 

Specifically, the fulling mill was at Heywood, to the north of Westbury; near the bottom of the follow-

ing probate extract, note, “Item I give to my sister Mary Garrit all that Messuage and fulling mill and 

one Close of Meadow or pasture adjoining with the appurtenances situate and being at Heywood in 

the said parish of Westbury….” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

,  

 

 

 

 

I emailed James to ask him if the findspot was in Heywood and the answer came back positive, but 

there was more still to be discovered.  

        -:-:-:-  

 

The only other Denmead reference in the parish records of Heywood/Westbury at that time was a wid-

ow, Elizabeth, who was buried in March 1705 {1704 Old Style}. One reasonable conjecture might be 

that this is Thomas' mother, that he never married, and that he acquired the fulling mill in early adult-

hood, maybe c.1695-1700, and initially installed his widowed mother as housekeeper.  Thomas left 

the fulling mill to his sister, Mary Garrett, so it would not after his death have been operated in the 

name of Denmead, explaining the lack of any further obvious references to the name. 
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The wills of the older unmarried members of large families are often amongst the most interesting, 

because their  assets are often sprayed around between multiple siblings, in-laws, nephews, nieces etc, 

causing large numbers of names and places to get mentioned which then aid construction of a wider 

family tree.  This is the case with Thomas, and reading further down the will it becomes obvious that 

he also had significant property in Horningsham, to the parish registers of which other members of the 

family can be connected.  As a result of this I feel fairly certain that our Thomas was the one baptised  

22.12.1673 at Horningsham,  son of John & Elizabeth.   So, it looks like our token issuer arrived in 

Heywood in early adulthood and that his piece has an approximate date range of c.1695-1727.  

 

On online mapping facility Streetmap, I see that there is still a Fulling Bridge Farm on the minor road 

which runs east from the Heywood hamlet..  This surely has to be where Thomas lived and worked. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

        -:-:-:-  

 

 

Shedding Some Light on the Matter 
 
My thanks to Louise CL for showing me the token on the right, several specimens of 

which she found on the same site.  It depicts something which is either an ornamental 

version of an initial {I, or I for J}, or a candlestick.  It is fairly common knowledge 

that “J”, our commonest forename initial, is usually represented by “I” until about the 

late 18th cent, which is not very helpful if you are already trying to distinguish be-

tween all the Johns and James in a parish and then suddenly realise that you have to 

start worrying about the Isaacs as well. 

 

An “I” on its own looks rather uninspiring, plus it can also be confused with the numeral “1”, so, for 

designers wishing to make it a bit more interesting, there is the option of jazzing their piece up with a 

bit of ornamentation, by inserting a crossbar.  It is quite commonly done except, another problem; 

what it shows could now also be a candlestick.  Looking at this piece, I am having second thoughts 

about how many past candlesticks I have dismissed as being numerals. 

 

It is very possible that a token might exchange hands as receipt for a candlestick {e,g. between land-

lord and guest when staying overnight in an inn}, in very much the same manner as checks pass be-

tween stallholders and suppliers in markets as receipts for the various containers in which their goods 

are transported.  Not a use I have considered before, but certainly worth thinking about. 
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