
 
 

A NEW HOARD OF DENARII IMITATIONS 
 
 

Sometime prior to mid-January 2002, probably but not certainly in 2001, a 
large coin hoard was found in Romania. This consisted of approximately 5000 
Roman Republican denarii, a few Alexander the Great drachms (pehaps local 
imitations?) and nearly 100 Dacian imitations of Republican denarii 1. The latest 
official coin was an issue of Octavian, Crawford 540/2, struck in 36 B. C.; the 
earliest were a handful of very worn examples of the first “anonymous” 
Republican denarii, issued in 211 B. C. and just after. The bulk of the hoard was 
comprised of denarii of the late second century to the mid-first century B. C. The 
Republican imitations, at any rate the obvious ones, were removed from the 
hoard prior to its dispersal and sold as a group to an American collector. These 
coins are presented here2. 

Primarily, my goal in this paper is to make available to future researchers 
a remarkable group of coins, whose Dacian origin is beyond serious doubt, but a 
word must be said regarding the nature of the material to be described. The 
notion is currently fashionable in some archaeological circles that “unprovenanced” 
coins such as these, obtained through trade rather than in the course of controlled 
excavation, are useless scientifically; that, in essence, they have nothing at all to 
teach us. Kris Lockyear (with whom I have otherwise engaged in friendly and 
useful discussions regarding Dacian numismatics) resorts to precisely the term 
“of no scientific value” to reject the material I presented in Apulum XLIII 3. I 
share the dismay of archaeologists such as Lockyear at the irretrievable loss of 
knowledge as coins and other artifacts enter the international marketplace divorced 
from solid data regarding their place of origin and context. My own studies 
                                                 
1 For a discussion of the evidence that most or all unofficial denarii of this sort are Dacian, see 
Davis 2006, p. 321-356. 
2 I examined a large portion of the official coins when they first appeared on the market, and can 
attest to the fact that no “barbarous”, hybrid, or obviously imitative coins remained in the official 
portion. It is possible that some Dacian imitations, either very faithful copies of official coins, or 
pieces struck from new dies mechanically transferred from official coins, did remain unrecognized. 
The group that was identified is still, to my knowledge, the largest single assemblage of Dacian 
imitations ever found. These coins have previously been “published” on my website, http:// 
rrimitations.ancients.info/index.html, labeled as “Romanian Hoard”, numbers M272+ through 
Ne21+. 
3 K. Lockyear, “Aspects of Roman Republican coins found in Late Iron Age Dacia”, in V. Spinei 
and L. Munteanu (eds), Miscellanea numismatica Antiquitatis. In honorem septuagenarii magistri 
Virgilii Mih � ilescu-Bîrliba oblata, Bucure� ti, Editura Academiei Române, Honoraria 4. This is 
still forthcoming at the time of writing. In the interim, Lockyear’s paper is available on the web 
http://eprints.ucl.ac.uk/4832/1/4832.pdf. 
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would be a great deal easier and more fruitful if such information were reliably 
recorded. I differ with their conclusion, however, that unprovenanced material 
lacks any value whatsoever4. In any case, the hoard presented here is not entirely 
without context. The dealer who offered it is utterly honest and reliable; I accept 
without reservation his word that the hoard was found in Romania. There is 
every reason to believe that the imitations it contains are local products. What 
justification can there be for the rejection of this material, while, for example, 
the evidence of the Poroschia hoard5 of 1964 is universally accepted as being of 
fundamental importance for the study of Dacian numismatics? Although the 
find-spot of Poroschia is known with more precision, the circumstances and 
context of its finding are equally hazy and ill-reported. 

These abbreviations are used in the catalogue of this hoard: Obv. = 
obverse, Rev. = reverse; Cr = M. Crawford, Roman Republican Coinage, Cambridge, 
1974, the standard catalogue of Roman republican coins; Wt = weight in grams. 
“P” preceding a number indicates that a coin is silver-plated with a base metal 
core. The date is that of the Republican prototype, or of the later prototype in the 
case of hybrids6. I have not attempted to “aggressively” identify prototypes; if I 
believe that the Republican prototype cannot be determined with reasonable 
certainty, I have indicated this with “?” in the Cr column. “?” following the 
name of a Republican moneyer indicates that an identification is probable, but 
less than certain. All dates are B. C. (= Before Christ), and are those proposed by 
Crawford, with this exception: Certain dates from 78-51 B. C. have been 
adjusted according to the dictates of “The Mesagne Hoard”, C. Hersh and A. 
Walker, ANS Museum Notes, 29, 1984, p. 103-134. Following the catalogue, I 
will discuss certain individual coins, and conclude with some general 
observations. 
 

Catalogue and key to plates 
 

 Republican Prototype Cr Date Wt 
1 L. Saufeius 205/1 152 4.25 
2 Various prototypes; cf. Cr-204/1 for earliest 

occurrence of this biga configuration 
? 152 4.14 

3 C. Junius 210/1 149 4.40 
4 C. Junius 210/1 149 3.58 
5 Various prototypes; cf. Cr-210/1 for earliest 

occurrence of this horse configuration 
? 149 3.52 

                                                 
4 If this argument is taken to its logical conclusion, even the Dead Sea Scrolls would have to be 
rejected on this basis ! 
5 Chi�escu 1980, p. 53-70. 
6 I. e., coins which have an incorrectly paired obverse and reverse. 
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 Republican Prototype Cr Date Wt 
6 C. Antestius (?) 219/1 (?) 146 3.60 
7 Various prototypes; cf. Cr-221/1 for earliest 

quadriga 
? 144 4.19 

8 Same ? 144 3.34 
9 Same ? 144 3.76 

10 Same ? 144 3.31 
11 P. Aelius Paetus 233/1 138 4.80 
12 Sex. Pompeius Fostlus 235/1 137 3.66 
13 Q. Caecilius Metellus 256/1 130 3.68 
14 Q. Caecilius Metellus or M. Vargunteius 256/1 or 

257/1 
130 5.07 

15 L. Caecilius Metellus Diadematus 262/1 128 4.97 
16 Obv. C. Cassius 

Rev. Various prototypes 
266/1 
? 

126 3.05 

17 Q. Minucius Rufus 277/1 122 3.85 
18 Q. Minucius Rufus (?) 277/1 (?) 122 3.77 
19 M. Tullius 280/1 120 3.09 
20 Anonymous 287/1 115 3.50 
21 L. Flaminius Chilo 302/1 109 3.72 
22 L. Flaminius Chilo 302/1 109 3.89 
23 Obv. Various prototypes 

Rev. M. Herennius 
? 
308/1 

108 3.52 

24 C. Coelius Caldus 318/1 104 3.42 
25 Obv. Various prototypes 

Rev. C. Coelius Caldus 
? 
318/1 

104 3.41 

26 M. Lucilius Rufus 324/1 101 3.63 
27 Obv. C. Fundanius 326/1 101 3.77 
28 Obv. Various prototypes 

Rev. A. Albinus 
? 
330/1 

96 4.11 

29 Ibv. C. Caecilius Metellus 
Rev. Cn. Domitius Ahenobarbus (?) 

335/1 
261/1 (?) 

96 3.91 

30 L. Calpurnius Piso Frugi 340/1 90 3.87 
31 L. Calpurnius Piso Frugi or 

C. Piso Frugi 
340/1 or 
408/1 

90 4.17 

32 L. Calpurnius Piso Frugi or 
C. Piso Frugi 

340/1 or 
408/1 

90 2.73 

33 Obv. D. Silanus 
Rev. L. Calpurnius Piso Frugi 

337/3 
340/1 

90 3.25 
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 Republican Prototype Cr Date Wt 
34 Obv. Various prototypes 

Rev. Q. Titius 
? 
341/ 

90 4.33 

35 Obv. Various prototypes 
Rev. Q. Titius 

? 
341/ 

90 5.61 

36 Obv. Various prototypes 
Rev. Q. Titius 

? 
341/ 

90 3.26 

37 Obv. C. Vibius Pansa 
Rev. Various prototypes 

342/5 
? 

90 2.99 

38 Obv. Man. Aemilius Lepidus 
Rev. C. Vibius Pansa 

291/1 
342/5 

90 4.96 

39 C. Censorinus 346/2 88 2.81 
40 Obv. Gar, Ogvl, Ver 

Rev. Cn. Carbo 
350A/ 
279/1 

86 3.91 

41 Obv. Gar, Ogvl, Ver 
Rev. Various prototypes 

350A/ 
? 

86 3.20 

42 Obv. Various prototypes; earliest XVI Cr-
224/1 
Rev. Gar, Ogvl, Ver 

? 
350A/2 

86 3.44 

43 Obv. Mn. Fonteius or 
Gar, Ogvl, Ver 
Rev. Q. Titius 

353/ or 
350A/ 
341/ 

85 3.93 

44 Obv. Mn. Fonteius 
Rev. M. Furius Philus 

353/ 
281/1 

85 3.11 

45 C. Norbanus 357/1b 83 4.66 
46 C. Norbanus 357/1a 83 4.66 
47 Obv. D. Silanus 

Rev. C. Norbanus 
337/3 
357/1b 

83 3.15 

48 Obv. L. Julius Bursio 
Rev. C. Norbanus 

352/1 
357/1b 

83 3.81 

49 Q. Antonius Balbus 364/1 83-2 3.96 
50 Obv. Q. Antonius Balbus (?) 

Rev. Cn. Domitius Ahenobarbus 
364/1 (?) 
285/1 

83-2 3.88 

51 Obv. M. Cipius (?) 
Rev. Q. Antonius Balbus 

289/1 (?) 
364/1 

83-2 2.73 

52 Obv. C. Cassius 
Rev. Q. Antonius Balbus 

266/1 
364/1 

83-2 4.11 

53 Obv. L. Porcius Licinus 
Rev. Q. Antonius Balbus 

282/5 
364/1 

83-2 4.00 

54 Obv. Mn. Fonteius 
Rev. Q. Antonius Balbus 

353/1 
364/1 

83-2 4.25 
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 Republican Prototype Cr Date Wt 
55 Obv. M. Baebius Tampilus 

Rev. Q. Antonius Balbus 
236/1 
364/1 

83-2 3.25 

56 Obv. Various prototypes 
Rev. Q. Antonius Balbus 

? 
364/1 

83-2 3.93 

57 Obv. M. Baebius Tampilus 
Rev. Q. Antonius Balbus 

? 
364/1 

83-2 3.93 

58 Obv. Pub. Crepusius 
Rev. M. Baebius Tampilus 

361/1 
236/1 

82 4.29 

59 Obv. Various prototypes 
Rev. Pub. Crepusius 

? 
361/1 

82 3.55 

60 Obv. C. Annius & L. Fabius Hispaniensis 
Rev. Pinarius Natta 

366/2 
208/1 

82 3.39 

61 Obv. L. Manlius Torquatus 
Rev. Q. Antonius Balbus 

367/ 
364/1 

81 4.37 

62 Obv. C. Marius Capito (?) 
Rev. C. Cato 

378/1 (?) 
274/1 

81 4.37 

63 Obv. L. Julius Bursio 
Rev. L. Procilius 

352/1 
379/1 

80 2.97 

64 C. Naevius Balbus 382/1 79 4.69 
65 Obv. C. Naevius Balbus 

Rev. C. Cato 
382/1 
274/1 

79 3.81 

66 Obv. C. Naevius Balbus 
Rev. Pub. Crepusius (?) 

382/1 
361/1 (?) 

79 3.76 

67 Obv. C. Naevius Balbus 
Rev. Cn. Lucretius Trio 

382/1 
237/1 

79 4.64 

68 Obv. Various prototypes 
Rev. C. Naevius Balbus 

? 
382/1 

79 3.53 

69 Obv. Various prototypes 
Rev. C. Naevius Balbus 

? 
382/1 

79 3.55 

70 Obv. Ti. Claudius Nero 
Rev. L. Calpurnius Piso Frugi or 
C. Piso Frugi 

383/1 
340/1 or 
408/1 

79 4.01 

71 Obv. Q. Antonius Balbus 
Rev. Ti. Claudius Nero 

364/1 
383/1 

79 4.24 

72 Obv. Q. Antonius Balbus 
Rev. Ti. Claudius Nero 

364/1 
383/1 

79 3.73 

73 L. Papius 384/1 79 3.73 
74 Obv. Various prototypes 

Rev. L. Papius 
? 
384/1 

79 3.38 
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 Republican Prototype Cr Date Wt 
75 Obv. Various prototypes 

Rev. Various prototypes 
? 
? 

79 3.07 

76 Obv. Various prototypes 
Rev. Various prototypes 

? 
? 

79 3.83 

77 L. Rutilius Flaccus 387/1 77 2.80 
78 L. Rutilius Flaccus 387/1 77 2.96 
79 Obv. Various prototypes 

Rev. L. Rutilius Flaccus 
? 
387/1 

77 4.14 

80 Obv. P. Satrienus 
Rev. C. Norbanus 

388/1b 
357/1b 

77 4.51 

81 Obv. L. Farsuleius Mensor 
Rev. Anonymous, wheel 

392/1b 
79/1 

76 3.84 

82 Obv. L. Farsuleius Mensor 
Rev. C. Naevius Balbus 

392/1b 
382/1 

76 3.55 

83 Obv. L. Julius Bursio 
Rev. Cn. Egnatius Maxsumus 

352/1 
391/2 

75 3.38 

84 Obv. Ti. Claudius Nero 
Rev. M. Volteius 

383/1 
385/3 

75 3.17 

85 Obv. L. Rustius 
Rev. P. Satrienus 

389/1 
388/1 

74 3.89 

86 C. Postumius 394/1a 73 3.53 
87 C. Postumius 394/1 73 3.66 
88 Obv. C. Postumius 

Rev. Various moneyers of 118 B. C. 
394/1 
282/ 

73 4.14 

89 Obv. Various prototypes 
Rev. C. Postumius 

? 
394/1 

73 3.56 

90 Obv. Gar, Ogvl, Ver 
Rev. C. Postumius 

350A/ 
394/1 

73 4.41 

91 Obv. C. Aburius Geminus or 
M. Aburius Geminus 
Rev. Q. Fufius Calenus & Mucius Cordius 

244/1 or 
250/1 
403/1 

68 3.75 

92 C. Piso Frugi 408/1 61 3.92 
93 Obv. Various prototypes 

Rev. C. Piso Frugi 
? 
408/1 

61 3.79 

94 Obv. Faustus Cornelius Sulla (?) 
Rev. Various prototypes 

426/1 (?) 
? 

56 3.17 

95 Obv. L. & C. (or L.) Memmius Galerius or 
L. Memmius Galerius 
Rev. P. Fonteius Capito 

349/1 or 
3131/1 
429/1 

55 3.23 
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 Republican Prototype Cr Date Wt 
96 M. Cato 426/1c 47 3.73 
P1 Various prototypes; cf. Cr-221/1 for earliest 

quadriga 
? 144 3.82 

P2 Obv. Various prototypes 
Rev. Lucius Appuleius Saturninus 

? 
317/3b 

104 3.39 

P3 Obv. C. Claudius Pulcher (?) 
Rev. Q. Antonius Balbus 

300/1 (?) 
364/1 

83 3.41 

 

    
1 obv 1 rev 2 obv 2 rev 

   
3 obv 3 rev 4 obv 4 rev 

    
5 obv 5 rev 6 obv 6 rev 

    
7 obv 7 rev 8 obv 8 rev 
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9 obv 9 rev 10 obv 10 rev 

    
11 obv 11 rev 12 obv 12 rev 

   
13 obv 13 rev 14 obv 14 rev 

    
15 obv 15 rev 16 obv 16 rev 

    
17 obv 17 rev 18 obv 18 rev 
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19 obv 19 rev 20 obv 20 rev 

    
21 obv 21 rev 22 obv 22rev 

  
23 obv 23 rev 24 obv 24 rev 

 
25 obv 25 rev 26 obv 26 rev 

    
27 obv 27 rev 28 obv 28 rev 
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29 obv 29 rev 30 obv 30 rev 

    
31 obv 31 rev 32 obv 32 rev 

   
33 obv 33 rev 34 obv 34 rev 

  
35 obv 35 rev 36 obv 36 rev 

   
37 obv 37 rev 38 obv 38 rev 
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39 obv 39 rev 40 obv 40 rev 

   
41 obv 41 rev 42 obv 42 rev 

 
43 obv 43 rev 44 obv 44 rev 

    
45 obv 45 rev 46 obv 46 rev 

    
47 obv 47 rev 48 obv 48 rev 
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49 obv 49 rev 50 obv 50 rev 

   
51 obv 51 rev 52 obv 52 rev 

    
53 obv 53 rev 54 obv 54 rev 

    
55 obv 55 rev 56 obv 56 rev 

   
57 obv 57 rev 58 obv 58 rev 
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59 obv 59 rev 60 obv 60 rev 

   
61 obv 61 rev 62 obv 62 rev 

 
63 obv 63 rev 64 obv 64 rev 

  
65 obv 65 rev 66 obv 66 rev 

    
67 obv 67 rev 68 obv 68 rev 
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69 obv 69 rev 70 obv 70 rev 

    
71 obv 71 rev 72 obv 72 rev 

    
73 obv 73 rev 74 obv 74 rev 

   
75 obv 75 rev 76 obv 76 rev 

    
77 obv 77 rev 78 obv 78 rev  
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79 obv 79 rev 80 obv 80 rev 

   
81 obv 81 rev 82 obv 82 rev 

    
83 obv 83 rev 84 obv 84 rev 

    
85 obv 85 rev 86 obv 86 rev 

    
87 obv 87 rev 88 obv 88 rev 
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89 obv 89 rev 90 obv 90 rev 

    
91 obv 91 rev 92 obv 92 rev 

    
93 obv 93 rev 94 obv 94 rev 

    
95 obv 95 rev 96 obv 96 rev 

    
P1 obv P1 rev P2 obv P2 rev 

 

  

 

 P3 obv P3 rev  
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Discussion 

No. 12. The dies of this coin are unquestionably official, and the 3.66 gm 
weight is plausible for an official coin. It was included in the group of imitations 
because its crude, wavy fabric and uneven strike are quite atypical for a Roman 
coin of this type. I have retained it here as well, but the possibility remains that it 
is simply a Roman coin abused by time. If it is an imitation, it was struck from 
dies mechanically transferred from an official Republican denarius. 

No. 16. The obverse of this coin is “typically” Dacian, but the stunning, 
exquisite reverse seems utterly un-Dacian. Might the reverse die be the product 
of a Celtic engraver, a slave or employee of a Dacian mint? 

No. 17. See no. M5 on my website7 for another example of these dies. 
No. 20. See no. M45+ for another example of these dies. 
No. 24. Another possible prototype is C. Cassius, Cr-266/1, but no likely 

prototype accounts for the serration. 
No. 28. Note five rear horses’ legs, and the apparent “ghost” third horse in 

front of the biga; has the die perhaps been altered from one with a triga or 
quadriga? 

No. 35. The reverse shows signs of having been overstruck, most 
evidently at 4:00. The remarkably heavy weight rules out any official denarius as 
the undertype; one possibility as the undertype is a double victorious of the 
Thessalian League. 

No. 37. The obverse is mechanically transferred from an official Republican 
coin. 

No. 41. The reverse is mechanically transferred from an official Republican 
coin. 

No. 52. The obverse is mechanically transferred from an official Republican 
coin, with a second, outer border added to the transfer die. 

No. 58. See M40 for a very similar obverse die; surely the product of the same 
engraver, working from the same model; note especially the obverse O on both. 

No. 59. The Dacian engravers were sometimes surprisingly familiar with 
the Republican denarii they imitated. Here, for example, although Pub. 
Crepusius is the most likely reverse prototype, the engraver was clearly 
acquainted with the coins of Q. Titius also; even the reverse legend is perhaps 
recognizable as Q. TITI. 

No. 61. The combination of Sulla’s obverse with the Marian reverse of 
Balbus strikes modern sensibilities as ironic, but of course the Dacians neither 
knew nor cared about this strange confluence. 

No. 65. See M60 for another example of this reverse die, there paired with 

                                                 
7 P. Davis, “Imitations of Roman Republican Denarii”, in http://rrimitations.ancients.info/imita 
tions.html, website, 2005. Subsequent references of this sort are also to this website. 
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an obverse of C. Piso Frugi. 
No. 66. Another possible reverse prototype is M. Sergius Silus, Cr-286/1. 
No. 67. The strange objects before Venus’ face on the obverse are 

unexplained. 
Nos. 68-69. The reverses of these two coins are very similar, surely the 

products of the same engraver, working from the same model. 
No. 71. Both sides are transferred from official coins, with details on the 

reverse partly re-engraved. 
Nos. 73-76. These four coins form a remarkable die-linked sequence, 

without parallel in my experience in the entire Dacian imitative coinage8. The 
reverse of no. 73 is used on no. 74, the obverse of no. 74 is used on no. 75, and 
the reverse of no. 75 is used on no. 76. 

No. 79. No plausible prototype accounts for the serration. 
No. 80. No plausible obverse prototype accounts for both the control 

number and the serration. 
No. 81. See Lanz 123, 30, for a very similar obverse die9. 
No. 85. See M58 for another example of these dies. 
No. 90. See M267 for another example of this obverse die. 
Nos. 92-93. The reverses of these two coins are struck from the same die. 
No. 95. This is a dramatic and baffling coin, really a new creation more 

than an imitation. The proposed prototypes do not explain the obverse legend or 
the reverse tongs and exergual line. 

No. 96. This coin was included with the other imitations in the hoard, and 
I tentatively accept that designation. If it is an imitation, it was struck with dies 
mechanically transferred from an official coin. The very soft obverse is typical 
of a transfer die10, and the thick flan with “beveled” edges differs from “normal” 
official coins of this issue. Those coins were struck in Africa though, under 
difficult civil war conditions, and I remain open to the possibility that this is 
indeed an official Roman coin. 

Nos. P1-P3. These three coins were included in the group of imitations 
from this hoard, but were not identified as fourrée. Certainly, they are not 
official products of a Roman mint, but neither do I consider them likely to be 
Dacian. The evidence for Dacian production of plated coins is scant and 
relatively late, for example, the Bozieni hoard11, discovered in 1965 in a Dacian 
settlement. This hoard includes plated imitations of Republican coins, but ends 
with a denarius of Vespasian, also plated. In general, I view all plated denarii as 

                                                 
8 See Davis 2007-2008 for a full discussion of this sequence. If any reader is aware of additional 
examples of any of the dies in this sequence, I would be most grateful for information about them. 
9 http://www.coinarchives.com/a/lotviewer.php?LotID=101844&Lot=30 
10 The reverse is crisper though; this argues that this coin may indeed be official. 
11 Chi�escu 1981, p. 119. 
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contemporary counterfeits, most often produced by forgers within the borders of 
the empire. If that is true here, these three coins would have traveled to Dacia 
unnoticed among the thousands of official coins in this hoard. 

The latest official Republican coin in the hoard was struck in 36 B. C. 
That coin is essentially mint state; the hoard was presumably hidden not long 
after that date. The imitations, in contrast, all exhibit significant (though 
varying) wear from circulation, and were no doubt struck prior to 36 B. C. 
Precisely when they were made cannot be determined, beyond the truism that 
each was struck subsequent to its prototype. Probably they were minted over a 
period of years; a span of some 45 years from 90 to 45 B. C. will probably not 
be far from the mark12. The point to note is that these coins did circulate, 
implying at least a rudimentary Dacian monetary economy in the first century B. 
C. They were not, or not only, “one expression of competition between and 
within polities ... a symbol of power”, as has been suggested13. At the same time, 
the remarkable weight variation of these imitations, ranging from a high of 5.61 
gm to a low of 2.73 gm, further implies that this hypothetical Dacian economy 
lacked sophistication, at least as the term would be understood in the Greco-
Roman world, where stable and consistent weight standards were basic to the 
very notion of money. Perhaps these coins were struck al marco14 and weighed 
en masse in the course of each transaction; other explanations are possible. The 
presence of six imitations in the hoard which share a die with another coin in the 
hoard, as well as two additional coins struck from very similar reverse dies, at 
least hints that these imitations did not travel very far from the place they were 
made. “A random” selection of 9415 Republican denarii (or 94 imitations, for 
that matter), would not be expected to exhibit as many die matches. 

Fifty-six coins in the hoard are hybrids. While hybrids of this sort are 
typical of the Dacian imitative coinage, this is an unusually high percentage. 
Also noteworthy is the lack of any copies that are truly faithful to the Republican 
prototype, in contrast to the very accurate copies in the Poroschia hoard, for 
example. Even the imitations in the present hoard with properly matched dies are 
stylized or “barbarous”; they would never be mistaken for official Republican 
denarii, neither nor in antiquity. Thus, these imitations point to the existence of a 
multiplicity of localized coin workshops in Dacia, with diverse techniques and 
traditions, rather than to a central mint or mints, as Chi�escu16, and other have 

                                                 
12 Davis 2006, p. 321-322. 
13 Lockyear 2004, p. 70. 
14 I. e., at a certain number to the pound. 
15 This count excludes the three plated coins in the hoard, as well as nos. 12 and 96, which are possibly 
official issues. 
16 Chi�escu 1981, p. 59. 
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maintained. In the absence of literary evidence regarding the function of money 
in Dacian society, only a close examination of actual Dacian coins, such as the 
imitations in this hoard, seems likely to bring us closer to an understanding of 
the Dacian economy and its relationship with that of Rome. 

 
 

PHILLIP DAVIS 
 
 

UN NOU TEZAUR DE IMITA � II DACICE DE DENARI REPUBLICANI 
 

REZUMAT 
 

Scopul acestei lucr� ri este de a prezenta un grup de monede a c� ror origine dacic�  este de 
net� g� duit: este vorba de un tezaur monetar de m� rime mare g� sit în România, probabil în 2001. 
Acesta con�ine aproximativ 5000 denari republicani romani, câteva drahme de tip Alexandru cel 
Mare � i aproape 100 imita�ii dacice de denari republicani. 

În marea lui majoritate, tezaurul con�ine denari din ultima parte a sec. al II-lea pân�  la 
prima jum� tate a sec I a. Chr. Imita�iile republicane au fost extrase din tezaur � i vândute unui 
colec�ionar american. Aceste monede constituie subiectul articolului. 

Imita�iile indic�  prezen�a unei multitudini de ateliere localizate în Dacia pentru fabricarea 
monedelor, cu tehnici � i tradi�ii diverse. 

În lipsa unor dovezi din literatur�  privitoare la func�ia banilor în societatea dacic� , doar o 
examinare apropiat�  a monedelor dacice actuale, cum sunt � i imita�iile din acest tezaur, pare s�  ne 
aduc�  mai aproape în a în�elege economia dacic�  � i rela�ia ei cu cea a Romei. 
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