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In general, the reports on coin hoards to be found in old numismatic journals leave much to be 
desired. Usually superficial and often downright inaccurate, these reports are, more often than 
not, the only record we have of important coin finds made in the 19th and early 20th centuries 
(the coins themselves have a tendency to disappear from public view.) In other words: we 
have little or no useful information about several important coin finds. And yet, researchers 
continue to use these reports to this day, often without questioning their content. 
 
We present here a report on an important coin hoard which was not properly nor accurately 
described, now lost to researchers forever. While we applaud the efforts of all previous 
researchers, we cannot condone the continued dissemination of misinformation, and we are 
therefore compelled to point out previous errors and attempt to correct them for the good of 
numismatics in general. 
 We have attempted to compile lists of the coins found in this hoard, and in particular the 
gros au lion, however, any such lists can only be as good as the source material from which 
they are made, and in this case, the source material is flawed and suspect. (See the Appendix, 
pp. 23-25 for the “correct” list of coins in the Tourch Hoard.) 
 
 
 
The Tourch Hoard (1911) 

 
 
Found June 1911 
Unknown number of gold and silver coins (c. 1600 coins?) 
 c. 1180 coins examined by de Villiers. 
Current location: unknown (dispersed? melted down?) 
Deposited: ≥ 1363 
 
 
The hoard was previously described (and we use that term very loosely), without illustrations, 
in: Le trésor découvert à Runabat, en Tourc’h (Finistère) by Viscount Éduard de Villiers du 
Terrage, published in Bulletin de la Société Archéologique du Finistère 39 in 1912 (pp. 155-
160, ref. 16). 

De Villiers refers to the find as the Runabat Hoard, although today is it generally known 
as the Tourch Hoard. Facsimiles of his report in toto are provided here, piecemeal. 
 
The hoard was subsequently listed and superficially described by Nicholas Mayhew in his 
Sterling Imitations of Edwardian Type (ref. 10, no 169, pp.188-189) and by Jean Duplessy in 
his Les trésors monetaires medievaux et modernes découverts en France, Tome II (1223-

1385)  (ref. 6, no 389, p. 152). The information in Mayhew’s book was, in fact, supplied by 
Duplessy, based on de Villiers’ original report. Duplessy used de Villiers’ report as a basis, 
and then made some corrections, as well as some questionable omissions and alterations (see 
p. 16 below, Duplessy on the Tourch Hoard). 



 2 

 
DE VILLIERS on the Tourch Hoard (Ref. 16) 
 

Part One: Assertions About the Numbers and Types of Coins Present 
 

 
 

BSAF 39, p. 155  
[16]

 

 

 
 

BSAF 39, p. 156  
[16]

 

 
 
De Villiers says that in June, 1911 a farmer discovered the hoard buried in an earthenware 
pot. The pot itself was damaged and was unrecoverable. The pot contained a number of gold 
coins, and a larger number of silver and billon pieces. The gold coins were sold almost 
immediately, but de Villiers managed to examine at least some of the silver pieces. 
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 Based on the weight of the coins (eight days after their discovery, which may imply that 
the hoard was already incomplete), de Villiers estimated the total number of pieces at about 
1600 coins. 

De Villiers suggests that the coins were buried during the reign of John II of France 
(1350-1364), possibly in relation to the Battle of Auray, 27 September, 1364. This may not be 
far off, as we can date some of the coins to about 1362. 
 
In the text on p. 156, de Villiers discusses the coins he examined, and gives the totals as: 
 

48  various individuals 
32  Massonneau 
1101  de Lonlay 
____ 
1181 1179 (reported in the table on p. 156) 

 
 
Also on p. 156, de Villiers provides a table, reporting the hoard as containing the following 
coins: 
 

 
. 

BSAF 39, p. 156  
[16]

 

 
 
Before continuing further, it must be pointed out that the totals given here are suspect, as they 
do not match the “detailed” information subsequently provided by de Villiers’ in his text.  

If one adds up the numbers given by de Villiers in his text, the total number of coins in 
the hoard comes to 1288, not 1179, as shown in the table above (not to mention the 1181 
given in the text on p. 156). This is no insignificant discrepancy. According to the text:  
 

France     531 (not 439 as per the table) 
England       31  
English Aquitaine     4 
Brittany        9 
Toul        1 
Low Countries   712 (not 695 as per the table) 

 
 
Duplessy altered some of these numbers for his book, although we are not convinced he has 
done it correctly (see p. 16 below, Duplessy on the Tourch Hoard). 
 
Either [some of] the totals in de Villiers’ table are incorrect, or [some of] the totals in his 

main text are incorrect, or both. 
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GOLD COINS 
 
In his text de Villiers also mentions that an unknown number of gold coins were also present; 
these were sold almost immediately by the finders/owners of the hoard. Although these gold 
coins do not figure in his table on p. 156, de Villiers does describe the following pieces (if 
only superficially), based on rubbings made from the coins: 
 

2 French moutons d’or of John the Good (1350-1364) 
1 florin d’or of unknown origin 
1 gold coin of Aragon 

 
 
(Duplessy makes no mention at all of these gold coins.) 
 
 
 
LOW COUNTRIES 
 
Since we are primarily concerned with the gros au lion, we will begin with the Low 
Countries. De Villiers’ text reads:  
 

“Louis I
 er

 de Crécy (1326-1346) et Louis II de Male (1346-1384). Comtes de Flandre.  
Six cent quatre-vingt-seize Gros d’argent au type bien connu du lion de Flandre qui 

fut imité dans dix-neuf pays différents.” [16] 
 

By “…imitated in 19 different lands”, de Villiers means those regions where the gros au 

lion was imitated, including those without coins in the Tourch Hoard (there are in fact more 
than 21 regions). De Villiers has gotten this information from R. Serrure (p. 158): 
 

“… le gros au lion Flamande fut copié dans dix-neuf pays.” [12] 
 
 
 
696   gros au lion of Louis of Nevers and Louis of Mâle      “six cent quatre-vingt-seize” 
6  gros [au lion] of John III of Brabant  (1312-1335 sic) 
2   gros [au lion] of Johanna of Brabant  {incorrectly attributed to John III} 
1  gros [au lion] of William III of Hainaut  (1337-1345) 
3  gros [au lion] of William V of Holland  {incorrectly attributed to William IV} 
2  gros [au lion] of William I of Namur  (1337-1391) 
1  gros [au lion] of Reinald III of Guelders  (1343-1371) 
1  gros [au lion] of Arnold of Oreye, Lord of Rummen  (1331-1364) (?) 
____ 
712  695 
 
(Duplessy [6] alters these numbers; see: p. 16 below, Duplessy on the Tourch Hoard) 
 
The date de Villiers gives for the reign of John III are incorrect; Duplessy corrects them. 
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Since the primary focus of our investigation is the gros au lion, we have not taken the 

trouble to double-check either de Villiers’ or Duplessy’s references for the other types of 

coins, rather we list them here verbatim as given by those authors. 
 
 
 
 
FRENCH ROYAL 
 
1   denier of Philip II (?) FILLIP 
3   deniers of Louis IX (1256-1270)   (Boudreau 571) 
1   denier of Philip IV (1285-1314)   (Boudreau 603) 
1   gros of Philip VI (1328-1350) 
138   gros of Philip VI       (Boudreau 693) “cent trente-huit” 
263   gros of Philip VI            (Boudreau 684)   “deux cent soixante-trois” 
1   denier of Philip VI      (Boudreau 699) 
1   double of Philip VI       (Boudreau 709 var.) 
1   double of Philip VI  
1   maille blanche of Philip VI     (Hoffmann 21) 
5   gros of John II (1350-1364)    (Boudreau 777) 
2   gros blancs of John II      (Boudreau 775) 
100  gros blancs of John II  
5   gros of John II       (Boudreau 759) 
3   gros blancs of John II      (Boudreau 791) 
5   maille blanches of John II     (Boudreau 752) 
____ 
531    439 
 
Duplessy lists 530 coins (he lists the FILLIP denier separately), and lists the denier “of Philip 
IV” as a double tournois of Philip VI) [6]. In any case, de Villiers’ p. 156 (table) total of 439 
French coins is off by more than 90 coins, based upon de Villiers’ own list on p. 157 [16]. (It 
is, of course, possible that de Villiers’ own numbers on p. 157 are incorrect.) None of this 
inspires confidence in de Villiers’ work. 

De Villiers cites “catalogue Boudreau” for his reference numbers. 
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BSAF 39, p. 157  
[16]

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
BRITTANY 
 
2   gros of Charles of Blois (1341-1364)  (Bigot pl. 26, 2 sic)* 
2   gros of Jean IV of Brittany (1335-1399 sic) (Bigot pl. 20, 3) 
1   gros [au lion] of Jean IV of Brittany   (Bigot pl. 20, 6) {Bigot 511} 
3   gros of Jean IV of Brittany    (Bigot pl. 23 bis, 3) 
1   [demi-] gros of Jean IV of Brittany   (Bigot pl. 26, 6 – which is demi-gros) 
____ 
9 
 
 
* Bigot plate 26 shows coins of John IV, not Charles of Blois; de Villiers’ reference must be 
incorrect, and we cannot be sure exactly which type of coin he meant.  
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Duplessy made the obvious correction, changing 26, 2 into 16,2, and stated that de Villiers 
meant Bigot pl. XVI, 2 [1]. This may or may not be correct, however (see p. 16 below, 
Duplessy on the Tourch Hoard). Bigot’s plates are erroneously numbered: 15, 36, 17, 18 etc., 
(i.e. plate XVI is marked “plate XXXVI”.) This is likely to be the origin of de Villiers’ own 
reference numbering problem. 
 

 
 

Bigot pl. XVI  (“XXXVI”)  
[1]

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
On p. 156, de Villiers writes: 
 

“Quatre pièces au lion de Flandre fabriquées à Quimperlé et à Vannes, figurent dans la 
trèsor de Runabat.” [16] 

 
There only seem to be 3 Breton gros au lion, however, not 4. 
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Bigot pl. XX, 3 (n
o
 489) 

[1]
 

“Deux gros (Bigot : pl 20, n
o
 3)” 

[16]
 

Quimperlé mint 
 
 

 
 

Bigot pl. XX, 6 (n
o
 511) 

[1]
 

“Un gros (Bigot : pl 26, n
o
 6)” 

[16]
 

Vannes mint 

 
 

 
 

Bigot pl. XXIII bis, 3  
[1]

 

“Trois gros (Bigot : pl. 23 bis, n
o
 3)” 

[16]
 

 
 

 
 

Bigot pl. XXVI, 6 (n
o
 818) 

[1]
 

“Un gros (Bigot : pl. 26, n
o
 6)” 

[16]
 

demi-gros 
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BSAF 39, p. 156  
[16]

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

BSAF 39, pp. 158-159  
[16]

 

 
 
 
The dates de Villiers gives for the reign of John IV are incorrect; Duplessy corrects them. 
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ENGLAND / AQUITAINE 
 
1   groat of Edward III (1337-1356 sic)  (London) 
4   ½ groats of Edward III     (London and/or Canterbury and/or Durham) 
26   pennies of Edward III     (London and/or Canterbury and/or Durham) 
4   groats of Edward III      (Aquitaine) (Poey d’Avant 2867/2870) 
____ 
35 
 
 
 

 
 

BSAF 39, p. 158  
[16]

 

 
 
 
The date de Villiers gives for the reign of Edward III are incorrect; Duplessy corrects them. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 11 

TOUL (LORRAINE) 
 
1   denier (esterlin) of Thomas de Bourlemont, Bishop of Toul (1330-1353)  
 
Boudreau 1691 
 
 

 
 

BSAF 39, p. 158  
[16]

 

 
 
 
Duplessy changes this attribution to “anonymous (R. 1026)” [6]. Mayhew says of this type of 
coin: 
 

 “The attribution to Thomas of Bourlemont (1330-53 ) has been invalidated by the 
presence of this type in a number of hoards datable to the early or mid 1320s. {See for 
example Dolley on the two Neath finds BNJ 25 (1955-7), 297 and 557.} The Vouvant 
hoard may move this date even earlier.” [10] 

 
See Mayhew Type 39, No 311 [10]. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
De Villiers’ Text 
 
Hoard TOTAL: 
____ 
1288  1179 (table p. 156) 
 
 
 
 
In fact, we cannot be sure exactly how many coins were in the Tourch Hoard, nor how 

many of each type were present. 
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DE VILLIERS on the Tourch Hoard 
 

Part Two: Detailed Discussion of the Gros au Lion Types 
 
 
Flanders 
 
 

 
 

BSAF 39, p. 159  
[16]

 

 
 

“Six cent quatre-vingt-seize”, or 696, is already more than the 695 total coins listed for les 

Pays-Bas in de Villiers’ table on p. 156, so from the outset we are in trouble, long before we 
even reach Brabant, Namur, Hainaut, Holland and Guelders. (Louis of Mâle struck c. 
57,877,311 leeuwengroten, so de Villiers’ 60 million estimate is not unreasonable.) 

696 gros au lion of Louis of Nevers and Louis of Mâle, without further description – this 
is nothing short of tragic. Six hundred and sixty-nine leeuwengroten,  not described, lost to 
numismatics forever (or whatever the correct total actually was). 

De Villiers seemed aware of the fact that the coins of the two counts can be distinguished 
from one another by the initial mark (eagle or cross), Louis of Mâle’s Issue I not withstanding 
(see ref. 9). This implies that his declaration that coins of both counts were present in the 
hoard must be accurate. But he fails to report how many of each type were present in the 
hoard. De Villiers does inform us that some of the Louis of Mâle coins had a pellet L in 
LVDOVIC (de Villiers adds the ‘US’ that does not appear on the actual coins), but does not 
report how many such pieces were present, nor does he make any mention of the expected 
pellet L’s in FLAND on the obverse. These Issue VII coins push the t.a.q. of the hoard to after 
December, 1361 (see ref. 14). 
 It would have been interesting to know how many coins of Louis of Nevers were found 
together in this hoard along with some of the latest leeuwengroten stuck for Louis of Mâle. 
None of the other coin hoards with which we are familiar contain leeuwengroten from both 
counts. In fact, we are currently unaware of any hoards containing leeuwengroten from Louis 
of Mâle’s Issue II (24 November, 1346 – 27 May, 1351) and Issue VII (the pellet L coins)  
(4 December, 1361 – 27 September, 1362), let alone leeuwengroten of Louis of Nevers 
together with those of Louis of Mâle. 
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Brabant 

 
 

BSAF 39, p. 159  
[16]

 

 
John III was Duke of Brabant until his death in December of 1355; de Villiers’ “1335” is yet 
another error on his part. The second type listed was, in fact, stuck for John III’s daughter 
Johanna (Jeanne), who was Duchess of Brabant (5 December, 1355 – 1 September, 1406). De 
Villiers’ transcription is incorrect, the legend reads: IO DVC LOT BRAB, not DVX 
(assuming, of course, he is not describing some otherwise unknown type).  

De Villiers does not mention any pellet L’s on the Joanna coins, so we do not know if 
any were present. Nor does he give any other information about the John III coins (i.e. the 
mark after MONETA, number of border leaves, reverse, inner legend punctuation, etc.) and 
so we are once again little more enlightened than when we began. The John III gros au lion 

could have come from any number of known sub-types. 
 
 
Hainaut and Holland 
 

 
 

BSAF 39, p. 159  
[16]

 

 

 
The Hainaut coin is fairly rare. The Holland coins, reasonably common, were not, in fact,  
struck for William IV, but rather for William V (1354-1389), but based upon the information 
available to de Villiers at the time, this is an easily forgivable error. 
 Again, no mention of the marks after MONETA nor of any other details, so it is 
impossible for us to determine which sub-types of coins were present in the hoard. 
 
 
Namur 
 

 
BSAF 39, p. 159  

[16]
 

 

 
 

BSAF 39, p. 160  
[16]
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Once again, de Villiers’ superficial descriptions of extremely rare coins leave us nothing to 
work with. No mention of the mark after MONETA, nor any of the other details necessary to 
classify these coins correctly. 

Theoretically, the first coin mentioned would be Vanhoudt G 2266 [15] (R. Serrure 50 [12]; 
Chalon 156 [2]), of which there are several known sub-types: 
 

 
 

Vanhoudt G 2266  
[15]

 

(Chalon 156; R. Serrure 50) 

 
 
Exactly which Bouvignes sub-type was present in the Tourch Hoard is impossible to say. This 
coin, with its outer border of 12 leaves and an initial eagle in the obverse legend, may be the 
oldest gros au lion described in the Tourch Hoard. 
 
The second coin, as described by de Villiers, with NWILE / G COMES NAMOVR legends, 
does not actually match any known type. It is all but certain that de Villiers’ G COMES 
NAMOVR should be NAMOVRC COMES, making it likely to be Vanhoudt G 2272 var. [15];  
R. Serrure 49 var. [12]; Chalon 159 var. [2]. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Guelders 

 

 
 

BSAF 39, p. 160  
[16]

 

 
 
And once more, de Villiers provides none of the relevant details necessary for the proper 
classification of this rare coin type. He is either describing v.d. Chijs pl. III, 2 [3]; Roest  
pl. XI, 65 [12] or some variant or sub-type thereof: 
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v.d. Chijs (Gelderland) pl. III, 2  

[3]
 

 
 
Note: REYNALDVS, not the “RENALDVS” given by de Villiers. 
 
 
 
Rummen (?) 

 
 

 
 

BSAF 39, p. 160  
[16]

 

 
 
De Villiers used R. Serrure’s attempted transcription of the {admittedly confusing} legends, 
which actually read (?): 
 

. + M0neTa 2 nnanE9 
0V>B  Cx{o  Õv  DV>ç   

 
QVB CDO MU DVR  
QVaerBeCke DOMinUs arnolDVs Rummen  
Quaerbecke, Lord Arnold, Rummen 

 
The obverse legend is indecipherable, and the reverse, inner legend is designed to look like a 
coin of Flanders. No one knows for certain that this type was struck in Rummen, whether for 
Arnold of Oreye or someone else. When de Villiers was writing in 1912, the NNANE type 
had already been published a number of times (Wolters pl. I, 7 [18]; Piot pl XX, 1 [11]; R. 
Serrure 42 [12]); v.d. Chijs (Leenen Brabant) pl. XXIII, 7 [3]). 
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France, England, Aquitaine & Toul 
 
As we are currently only concerned with the gros au lion, we shall leave it to some other 
investigator to research the coins of these realms as reported by de Villiers in more detail. The 
totals for England, Aquitaine and Toul in de Villiers’ work add up correctly, unlike France, 
listed by de Villiers as 439 coins in his table on p. 156, and 531 coins in his main text  
(p. 157), a massive discrepancy of 92 coins – one or the other is incorrect (or both).  
 As stated previously, the primary focus of our investigation in the gros au lion, and we 
have not double-checked the accuracy of the references given by either de Villiers or 
Duplessy for types of coins other than gros au lion, except for those determinations or 
references that are obviously problematic. 
 
 
 
 
MAYHEW on the Tourch Hoard (ref. 10) 
 
Hoard number 169 (pp. 188-189) [10].  
 
The sections on coin hoards buried in France and the Low Countries in Mayhew’s book are 
credited to Jean Duplessy. For the Tourch Hoard, de Villiers is cited as the source: 
 

“Environ 1600 monnaies d’argent, dont 1179 examinées” [10]. 
 
(Mayhew and) Duplessy described the hoard as follows: 
 

“Deniers tournois de Louis VIII–IX, maille blanche, gros à la couronne, gros à la fleur de 
lis, gros à la queue, doubles tournois et deniers parisis de Philippe VI, mailles blanches, 
blancs a l’épi, blancs au châtel trifolié, blancs aux petits quadrilobes et gros à la queue de 
Jean II. Gros au lion de Charles de Blois, gros au lion, gros et demi-gros de Jean IV, ducs 
de Bretagne. Gros au lion de Louis II de Flandre, Jean III et Jeanne et Wenceslas de 
Brabant, Guillaume II de Hainaut, Guillaume V de Holland, Guillaume Ier de Namur, 
Reinaud III de Gueldre, Gros au leopard d’Edouard III, duc d’Aquitaine. 1 esterlin 
anonyme de Toul, et gros, demi-gros et 25 esterlins d’Edouard III d’Angleterre. 
Enfouissement: 1355–6.” 

 
Despite their mention by de Villiers, no gros au lion of Louis I of Flanders (Louis of Nevers) 
are listed. De Villiers does not mention any gros au lion of Charles de Blois specifically; in 
Mayhew’s book, Duplessy has listed such coins. There is also no mention of any gold coins. 
The anonymous denier of Toul type is discussed on p. 117-121 under Mayhew Type 39, No 
311. 
 
 
DUPLESSY on the Tourch Hoard (ref. 6) 
 
 
Hoard number 389 (p. 152) [6] 
 
Duplessy, listed the coins in a different order than de Villiers, but we have retained the listing 
order of de Villiers (while placing the Low Lands first, for our own purposes). 
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“Environ 1600 monnaies d’argent, dont 1179 examinées” [6]. 

 
According to Duplessy (in 1983 and again in 1995), the hoard was deposited end 1355 - begin 
1356. We are not sure why Duplessy chose a 1356 date, since he was well aware that Louis of 
Mâle struck leeuwengroten until 1364 (as he himself stated in his 1974 attempt at classifying 
the Flemish leeuwengroten, ref. 4).  

Since Duplessy could not possibly have known which leeuwengroot issues were present 
in the Tourch Hoard (other than “pellet L” coins), the logical thing to do would have been to 
date the hoard c. 1364, after which no more gros au lion were struck in Flanders. In any case, 
we can now say that the hoard must be dated to Issue VII of Louis of Mâle, because of the 
pellet L coins mentioned by de Villiers as being present; Issue VII was produced 4 December, 
1361 to 27 September, 1362 [14].) 
 
According to Duplessy, there were only 680 Flemish gros au lion in the hoard of Louis of 
Nevers & Louis of Mâle, although he only cites Gaillard 219 (coin of Louis of Mâle) 
specifically as a reference [6]. Duplessy has apparently come to this conclusion by subtracting 
the coins of the Low Lands regions other than Flanders from the total 696 given {for 
Flanders} by de Villiers (p. 159) [16]: 
 
696   gros au lion of Louis of Nevers and Louis of Mâle  (Flanders)      
- 6  gros [au lions] of John III of Brabant  (1312-1355) 
- 2   gros [au lions] of Johanna & Wenceslas of Brabant  (1355-1383) 
- 1  gros [au lion] of William III of Hainaut 
- 3  gros [au lions] of William V of Holland  
- 2  gros [au lions] of William I of Namur 
- 1  gros [au lion] of Reinald III of Guelders 
- 1  gros [au lion] of Arnold of Oreye, Lord of Rummen 
____ 
= 680 
 
 
It all comes down to exactly what de Villiers was trying to say. His text reads (p. 159):  
 

“Louis I 
er

 de Crécy (1326-1346) et Louis II de Male (1346-1384). Comtes de Flandre.  
Six cent quatre-vingt-seize Gros d’argent au type bien connu du lion de Flandre qui 

fut imité dans dix-neuf pays différents.” [16] 
 
As far as we can tell, this says that there were 696 gros d’argent {gros au lion} of Louis of 

Nevers and Louis of Mâle (combined) in the hoard, and it does not say: 696 gros d’argent 

(gros au lion) of all of the Low Lands represented in the hoard put together (as 

Duplessy’s interpretation implies).  
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FRENCH ROYAL 
 
 
3   deniers of Louis VIII (1223-1226) / IX (1256-1270)   (Duplessy 187) 
1   gros à la couronne of Philip VI (1328-1350)    (Duplessy 262) 
138   gros à la fleur de lis of Philip VI        (Duplessy 263) 
263   gros à la queue of Philip VI         (Duplessy 265) 
1   denier parisis of Philip VI         (Duplessy 273) 
2   doubles tournois of Philip VI         (Duplessy 271) 

(1 listed as a “denier tournois of Philip IV, Boudreau 601” by de Villiers) 
1   denier parisis of Philip VI         (Duplessy 275) 

(listed as a double parisis by de Villiers “F.R.A.N.”) 
1   maille blanche of Philip VI         (Duplessy 259) 
5   gros à l’epi of John II (1350-1364)       (Duplessy 297) 
2   gros blancs au châtel of John II       (Duplessy 298-298A) 
100  gros blancs au châtel of John II       (Duplessy 298B) 
5   gros à la queue of John II         (Duplessy 300D) 
3   gros blancs aux quadrilobes of John II      (Duplessy 299) 
5   maille blanches of John II         (Duplessy 296) 
____ 
530 
 
1   denier FILLIP       (?) listed separately by Duplessy [6] 

listed under France by de Villiers [16] 
 
 
 
Duplessy has examined de Villiers’ report and made several corrections, as well as replacing 
the Boudreau reference numbers with Duplessy numbers (from his Les Monnaies Françaises 

Royales de Hugues Capet a Louis XVI, ref. 5). Presumably, Duplessy was of the opinion that 
de Villiers would have been unable to tell apart the deniers of Louis VIII and Louis IX. 
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BRITTANY 
 
 

 
 

BSAF 39, pp. 158-159  
[16]

 

 
 
 
According to Duplessy: 
 
2   gros [au lion] of Charles of Blois (Bigot pl. 16, 2, “correcting” de Villiers’ error) 

        (de Villiers: “Bigot pl. 26, no 2”) 
2   gros [“au lion”] of Jean IV of Brittany (Bigot pl. 20, 3) Quimperlé 
1   gros [au lion] of Jean IV of Brittany  (Bigot pl. 20, 6) Vannes 
3   gros of Jean IV of Brittany   (Bigot pl. 23 bis, 3) 
1   demi-gros of Jean IV of Brittany  (Bigot pl. 26, 2) 

           (de Villiers: “Bigot pl. 26, no 6”) 
 

 

 

Charles of Blois 

 
De Villiers made an error with his reference number of  “2 gros of Charles of Blois (Bigot  
pl. 26, no 2)”; Bigot plate 26 shows coins of John IV. Duplessy asserts that de Villiers meant 
this coin, Bigot pl. XVI, 2 (no 425): 
 

 
 

Bigot pl. XVI, 2 (n
o
 425)  

[1]
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Bigot’s plate XVI is mis-numbered as XXXVI. It is possible that de Villiers realized this, but 
simply failed to remove enough X’s from the number when he corrected it to XXVI. It 
appears that Duplessy went the next step and made it XVI. 
 

 
 

Bigot pl. XVI (“XXXVI”), 2 / 3  
[1] 

 
 
But is this correct? De Villiers states that 60% of the hoard consisted of Flemish coins, and 
that the gros {au lion} produced by Louis of Nevers and Louis of Mâle was widely imitated, 
also in Brittany, by Charles of Blois and John IV. He continues by saying that 4 such coins, 
with the Flemish lion, struck at Quimperlé and at Vannes, were included in the Tourch Hoard 
[16].  

Gros au lion from Quimperlé and Vannes are coins of John IV. In other words, de 
Villiers is not mentioning any gros au lion of Charles of Blois, which would seem to imply 
that there were none present in the hoard.  

 

 
 

BSAF 39, p. 156  
[16]

 

 
According to de Villiers’ listing, however, there were only 3 John IV gros au lion present, not 
4, including two coins which are not technically gros au lion, but must have been listed by De 
Villiers as such because they are the coins from Quimperlé specifically mentioned by him. If 
the Charles of Blois coins were indeed gros au lion, then there would have been 5 Breton gros 

au lion in total. So one way or another, de Villiers’ totals are off somewhere. 
 
We do not know for sure which type of Charles of Blois gros were in the Tourch Hoard. 
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John IV 
 
Duplessy has corrected the final coin to a demi-gros (as reported by Bigot). However, for 
some reason, he has also changed the reference number, without indicating why. Duplessy 
never saw the actual coins himself, and we are at a loss to offer any explanation for the 
change in reference number. 
 
Bigot XXVI, 2 (Duplessy’s altered attribution): 
 

 
Bigot pl. XXVI, 2 

n
o
 632  

[1]
 

 

 
 
Bigot XXVI, 6 (De Villiers’ original attribution): 
 

 
 

Bigot pl. XXVI, 6 

n
o
 818  

[1]
 

 

 
 

Bigot, p. 205  
[1]
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These are two completely different coin types. As we can see from Bigot’s description,  
B. 818 is indeed a demi-gros, not the gros listed by de Villiers (Duplessy’s B. 632 is a demi-

blanc.).  
It is not clear why Duplessy has changed the reference; de Villiers provides neither a 

description nor a transcription of the legends. Even if Duplessy knows for certain that coin 
type “Bigot pl. XXVI, 6” does not actually exist, or must be dated to a later period, he still 
could still not know for certain what type of coin was in the Tourch Hoard, and neither can 
we. (For that matter, we have no way of knowing just how much of what de Villiers said is 
correct, but his report is really all we have to go on.) 
 
 
 
ENGLAND 
 
1   groat of Edward III (1327-1377) (London) 
4   ½ groats of Edward III (1327-1377) 
26   pennies of Edward III (1327-1377) (London, Canterbury & Durham) 
 
 
 
AQUITAINE 
 
4   groats of Edward III (1327-1362) (Elias 67) 
 
Duplessy has corrected de Villiers’ incorrect dates for Edward III. 
 
 
 
 
TOUL (LORRAINE) 
 
1   denier (esterlin) anonymous (R. 1026) 
 
Duplessy has changed de Villiers’ attribution for this coin (i.e. Thomas de Bourlemont, 
Bishop of Toul (1330-1353 [16]). As discussed earlier, Mayhew assigned Type 39, No 311 [10] 
to this coin type. 
 
 
 
 
Gold Coins 
 
Duplessy makes no mention whatsoever of the gold coins also present in the hoard which de 
Villiers describes. 
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CONCLUSION 
 
While we are certainly grateful for his efforts, the sad truth is that de Villiers did a rather bad 
job of describing this hoard in 1912. Many of the dates he gives for the reigns of various 
princes are incorrect (and inexplicably so). His legend transcriptions are poor, at least one of 
his references is incorrect, and at least two of his attributions are erroneous. His descriptions 
are vague, which at the time was the norm, unfortunately. But worst of all, the totals he gives 
for the various coin types do not add up, to the point where his total number of coins deviates 
by 109 coins! Which total is correct, 1179, 1181 or 1288, is impossible to say, but something 
is clearly off. 

Duplessy makes some improvements to the hoard’s description (1995), but also makes 
some inexplicable changes to de Villiers’ description, further muddying the waters, as it were 
(e.g. changing de Villiers’ reference numbers without further explanation). He also alters the 
totals, and, in all likelihood, got it wrong. 
 For our purposes of the greater investigation into the gros au lion of all regions, the 
poorly described coins and in particular the gros au lion (including almost 700 Flemish 
leeuwengroten) are a tragic loss of invaluable information. Although we would like to believe 
that the coins are now some of those to be found in collections around the world, public and 
private, there is in fact a good chance that many of these coins were melted down for their 
silver and are now gone forever. 
 
At this point, we have only a vague idea as to the exact nature of the coins of the Tourch 
Hoard, and no way of gathering any further information about this important coin find.. 
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APPENDIX : THE COINS OF THE TOURCH HOARD 
 
No one can now say for sure what types and how many of each were in the Tourch Hoard 
(1911). The best list that is it possible to create reads as follows: 
 
 
Low Lands 
 

696   gros au lion of Louis of Nevers and Louis of Mâle   FLAND 
6  gros au lion of John III of Brabant  (1312-1355)   BRABAN 
2   gros au lion of Johanna of Brabant  (1355-1383)   FILFD 
1  gros au lion of William III of Hainaut  (1337-1345)  VALENC 
3  gros au lion of William V of Holland  (1354-1389)  HOLAND 
2  gros au lion of William I of Namur  (1337-1391)  BOVINES / NVVILN 
1  gros au lion of Reinald III of Guelders  (1343-1371)  H’DER’W 
1  gros au lion of Arnold of Oreye, Lord of Rummen (?)  (c. 1331-1364) NNANE 
____ 
712 
 
De Villiers says 695 coins (p. 156) and 696 (p. 157) for Flanders [16]. 
Duplessy says 680 coins in total for Flanders [6]. 

 
 
French Royal 
 

3   deniers tournois of Louis VIII (1223-1226) / IX (1256-1270) (Duplessy 187) [5] 
1   denier tournois of Philip IV (1285-1314)    (Boudreau 601) [16] * 
1   gros à la couronne of Philip VI (1328-1350)   (Duplessy 262) [5] 
138   gros à la fleur de lis of Philip VI      (Duplessy 263) [5] 
263   gros à la queue of Philip VI        (Duplessy 265) [5] 
1   denier parisis of Philip VI        (Duplessy 273) [5] 
1   double tournois of Philip VI        (Duplessy 271) [5] 
1   double parisis of Philip VI       (Duplessy 271) [5] ** 
1   maille blanche of Philip VI        (Duplessy 259) [5] 
5   gros blancs of John II (1350-1364)      (Duplessy 297) [5] 
2   gros blancs of John II        (Duplessy 298-298A) [5] 
100  gros blancs of John II         (Duplessy 298B) [5] 
5   gros tournois à la queue of John II       (Duplessy 300D) [5] 
3   gros blancs à la fleur de lis of John II      (Duplessy 299) [5] 
5   maille blanches of John II        (Duplessy 296) [5] 
____ 
530 

 
De Villiers says 439 French Royal coins in total (p. 156) [16]. 

 
* Listed by Duplessy as a double tournois of Philip VI [6]. 
** Listed by Duplessy as a denier parisis of Philip VI [6]. 

 
 De Villiers reference numbers were taken from “catalogue Boudreau”. We cannot be 
certain Duplessy’s conversions to his own numbers were done correctly. 
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Unknown 

 
1   denier FILLIP       (?)  
 
listed under France by de Villiers (as Philip II?) [16]. 
listed separately by Duplessy [6]. 

 
 
 
Brittany 
 

2   gros of Charles of Blois (1341-1364)  (?) * 
2   gros of Jean IV of Brittany (1335-1399) (Bigot pl. 20, 3 - no 489) [16] 
1   gros [au lion] of Jean IV of Brittany   (Bigot pl. 20, 6 - no 511) [16] 
3   gros of Jean IV of Brittany    (Bigot pl. 23 bis, 3) [16] 
1   demi-gros of Jean IV of Brittany   (Bigot pl. 26, 6 - no 818) [16] ** 
____ 
9 
 
* de Villiers says Bigot pl. 26, 2 [16] (incorrect); Duplessy says Bigot pl. 16, 2 [6]. 

which may also be incorrect. 
** Duplessy says Bigot pl. 26, 2 - no 632 [6]. 

 
 
 
ENGLAND 
 

1   groat of Edward III (1327-1377)  (London) [16] 
4   ½ groats of Edward III [16] 
26   sterlings of Edward III  (London and/or Canterbury and/or Durham) [16] 

 
AQUITAINE 
 

4   groats of Edward III  (Aquitaine)   (Elias 67) [6] 
____ 
35 

 
 
 
TOUL (LORRAINE) 
 

1   denier (esterlin)      Mayhew Type 39, No 311 [10] 
  

De Villiers incorrectly says: Thomas de Bourlemont, Bishop of Toul (1330-1353),  
Boudreau 1691 [16]; Duplessy says (R. 1026) [6]. 
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GOLD COINS  [16]
 

 
2 moutons d’or of John the Good (1350-1364) (France) 
1 florin d’or of unknown origin 
1 gold coin of Aragon 

 
 Duplessy does not list any gold coins. 
 
 
 
 
Hoard TOTAL: 

____ 
1288 silver coins (incomplete)  

 
De Villiers says c. 1600 coins in total, 1179 silver coins in examined (p. 156) [16]. 
Duplessy says c. 1600 coins in total, 1179 {silver} coins examined {by de Villiers} [6]. 

 
 ?? gold coins (at least 4 [16]). 
  
It would seem that, based upon de Villiers’ estimate of c. 1600 coins in the original find, that 
a great number of coins, gold and silver, went unrecorded. 
 
 
 
In fact, we cannot be sure exactly how many coins were in the Tourch Hoard, nor how 

many of each type were present. 
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ADDENDA 
 
It has been brought to our attention by T. Goddeeris [20] that in Bulletin de la Société 

Archéologique du Finistère 38, 1911 (pp. XVII- XVIII) de Villiers published the following: 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 


