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INtrODUCTION

For gome reason or other, perhaps on account of ity inherent diffi-
culties, the subject of numismatics in Siam has not yet attracted the
serious attention of any student of this country’s history. Collectors
there have been, and still are, though Siamese collectors are becoming
raver as the years go by ; and twenty to twenty-five years 880 very
high prices were paid for ancient Siamese coins of some degree of
rarity, but no serious attempt appears to have been made by any
collector to present the fruits of his studies to the public.  Yet it will
be agreed that the study of Siam’s coinage system should certainly
form one of the aims of the Sian Society : and, with this in my mind, T
have ventured to step into the breach, and to make an endeavour to
obtain what reliable information I can regarding the coinage of Siam.

The only works which deal at all seriously with Siamese coinage
that I have been able to trace are as follows:

1. A Report on Siamese Money to the Ministry of Finance at Pais,
dated 1901, (Cordier, Bib. Indosin., col. 820).

A Catalogue of the collection of Siamese coins in the possession

of H. M. the King of Italy, dated 1898,

3. A Book of Photographs of the Coinage issued in various portions
of the Kingdom of Siam, prepared for the Library of the Minis-
try of Interior by Cor. GERINI (now in the National Library,
Bangkok).

4. «Du Royaume de Siam”, by M. DE Ls LOUBERE, who visited
this country as French Ambassador in 1687-88, (Amsterdam
edition, 1691, Vol. I, pp. 219 et seq. ; and Appendix in Vol. I,
Pp. 48-50). ‘

5. Mocdas de Siam ” (Siamese Coinage), by A. MARQUES PEREIRA,
(1879). '

o

M The present paper is the first part of a worlk, the concluding 'pm'b (ff
which, dealing with the coins of the Bangkok period, Was published in this
Journal in 1925 (J88. Vol. XVILI, Pt. 8, pp. 153-220).
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6. «Siamese Coinage”, a pamphlet by Mr. JosEpn Haas, the
Austro-Hungarian Vice-Consul in Shanghai, published in that
city in 1880, 8vo, pp. 30.

There is also a little volume on Siamese porcelain and other Tokens
by Mr. H. A. Ramsopuy, published in Yokobhawa in 1911 (Jun
Kobayagawa Co., 8vo, pp. 37, 20 pl. in colours). All the information
given regarding their use was borrowed from Mr. Haas, and the
volume has but little hearing on the subject of this work.

Of the above material, No. 1 is not available in the National Library
in Bangkok, and I have not as yet seen a copy of it. T can form no
idea, therefore, of the value this report may possess.

No. 2 is also not available, but in any case without the collection,
with which to compare the details given, it would probably not be of
mueh material agsistance.

No. 3 is a photographic record of a collection of considerable siz
and variety, which has been a constant source of help. In gome cases
an attempt has been made to deseribe the marks, and to date the coins
shown, but such details must be accepted with the greatest reserve.

This record is the work of Col. Gerini and is, I understand,
a photographic reproduction of No. 2.

No. 4 gives an interesting account of the money in current use in
Siam at the time the book was written, viz, 1687-88; and, what is
more, gives a competent drawing of the marks on the <bullet’ coin
of the reigning Monareh, King Navai, thus enabling us to place with
some confidence one of the coins of the Ayudhya period. '

No. 5 is a short essay on Siamese coinage by A. Marques Pereira,
who was at one time Portuguese Consul-General ab Bangkok, It is
referred to by Mr. Taas, and is of some importance from the fact
that it makes certain definite statements regarding the subsidiary
coinage of the Bangkok dynasty.

No. 6 is an attempt by Mr. Haas, the Austro-Hungarian Vice-Consul
at Shanghai, who visited Bangkok about 1879, to give a description
of the coins of Siam. In this pamphlet, of only thirty pages, he gives
a good deal of information of a miscellaneous kind, dealing with the
history of the country and its gambling-louses, and including a list of
the Kings of Siam, while ten pages are devoted to tributary stabes.
The actual space given to the coinage of Siam is small indeed, and
that Mr. Haas did not go very deeply into the subject may be gathered
from the following remark :
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“I bave heen unable to tiace any coins from the fivst and second
dynasty, end @ still remains an open question whether such existed.()
The oldest gninn‘ of which specimens remain date from the third Dynasty
(1630-1780) and were made at Ayudhya, then the capital of the
Kingdom ”.

This is a bold statement on the part of a writer on Siamese coins,
seeing thab theve were only seven Kings of the third Dynasty who
reigned long cnough to have issued coins hearing their own marks, and
that at least twenty-forr different marks are known, which belong to
the Ayudhya and eavlier periods.  Still the little worlk is of a certain
value in other divections, and Thave been able to glean some interesting
and, I think, relinble details from it,

Thig exhausts the material at my disposal already in existence, and
it is not, thercfore, without some reason that I call the subject practi-
cally “virgin soil ”.

I shouid not, however, forget to mention also the Report published
of the Centennial of Banglkok held in 1882, to commemorate the 100th
Anniversary of the city’s foundation. In connection with the celebra-
tiong a Grand Exhibition was held, and the Report gives an epitome of
the contents of Departinent No. 20 of the Exhibition, which was devoted
to “ Gold, Silver, Bronze and Crockery Coing”.  The compiler of the
Report states that :

“ Pho eatalogue of the articles placed on exhibit in this room is full
of interest to the antiguarian, The historieal sketch of the many
coins is well worth perusal, but is decidedly too long for insertion
lere.  Antiquarian societies might afford to have it translated and
published for general information ”,

Unfortunately, no copy of this catalogue is known, bub the specu-
lative character of its compiler was well-known,and Thave beenreliably
told that the information given was based more on hearsay and legen-
dary tradition than on accurate scientific research. At the same time
a certain amount of interesting information is contained in the Report
itself, and reference will be made to it again later on.

In my carly vesearch work, I was fortunate enough to secure the
collaboration of the late H. S, HL Prince Piya, a well-known collector
of coins in Siam for move than thivty years, who was kind enough to
place his colleetion freely at my disposal in studying this Subject.' I
owe him a debt of gratitude which I take pleasure i acknowh‘adgmg
here, T must also express my thanks to Mr. A, Maxcan, the Director

1 ol e .
( )The italics are mine,
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of the Government Analytical Laboratory, and Phra Prasada, the
Assistant Director, for their kind help in determining the nature of
coins,

Last, but not least, I would like to express my sincere thanks to
H. R. H. Prince Damrong, our Vice-Patron, who has talken the greatest
interest in this work, and has given me valuable help and suggestions
throughout. It is by means of this friendly collaboration between
Siamese and European students that the most useful and valuable
results can be gained.
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PART I
A GENERAT SURVEY

I

A student of the early coinage of Siam is faced with almost insuper-
abledifficulties in his work of research, though naturally these difficulties,
to the true seeker, do but add zest to the pursuit. The superficial
evidence, that is, the evidence of the coins themselves, goes to show
that there must have been a standardized silver coinage in use in
Central Siam for many hundreds of years past, certainly as early as
the time of Ienry 1T of England and Louis IX of France (Saint Louis),
and possibly earlicr.  The shape of this standardized coin is peculiar;
indeed, as far as T am aware, it is unique in the annals of coinage. It
is not flat, and bears no efligy ; nor has it any written characters upon
it. Tt consists of a short, elliptical bar of silver, with both its ends
pressed inwards so that they practically meet. This is called in
Siamese p'ot duang, where duang means ‘worm’, and p’ot means
“twistedd’ or ccurled’, from the Pali, baddlia, meaning ¢bound’.
On this coin, which has long been popularly called a < bullet’ eoin from
the shape thus formed, two marks (in one case, three) have been
stamped.

This type of <hullet’ coin continued to be minted right up to the
fourth reign of the Bangkok Dynasty, King Monglkut (1851-1868);
and, as far as the Bangkok Dynasty is concerned, the significance of
the marks upon it is clear. One, which is constant, represents the mark
of the Dynasty, and the other, which varies, is the personal mark of
the reigning sovereign, But of the pre-Bangkolk coinage, with the one
exception already referred to in the Preface,M) there s nothing to 1.3311
ug which mark belongs to which King; and, although we can assign
nearly all those of the Bangkok Dynasty with a certain measure of
confidence, since that Dynasty only began to reign_ in 1782,_ we have
only tradition and purely hearsay evidence to ascribe the coins Jssx}ed
in Ayudhyan and earlier times, all the official records of $1£Lm having
been destroyed at the sack of Ayudhya by the Burmese n 1767.

2 Supra, p. 2,
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There is, moreover, another entirely different type of coinage long
in use in Northern Siam of a < bracelet” type, which will be deseribed
later and which was probably contemporaneous with the <hullet’
coinage, or at least partly so; and it will thus be seen that, from a
historical point of view, two important questions need to be answered,
namely, (1) what is the origin of these types of coinage ; and (2) who
introduced them into this country ?

I cannot pretend that in this work I have definitely solved these
problems, but I have made strenuous endeavours during the last ten
years to collect all the evidence which might shed some light upon them,
and I do not think that any useful purpose would be served by waiting
any longer for more evidence to be brought forward. On the contrary,
I have every hope that, by recording the evidence known to me now,
I may induce and stimulate other workers to take up the search.

Before dealing with the history of the country, an interesting point
may be interposed here. There would no doubt in any case have been
grave technical difficulties in early days in Siam in producing & portrait
of a King of Siam on the coinage, but, whatever these difficulties might
have been, such a portrait was taboo, and this is the reason why no
effigy of a King of Siam ever appeared on a coin until within the last
fifty years, when the spell was broken by King Chulalongkom in
about 1880.

In his well-known work The Golden Bough,(l) Sir James Frazer states
that it was a belief widely held throughout the ancient world thab the
shadow or reflection of a person was his soul or at any rate a vital part
of himself. If trampled upon or struck, he would feel the injury as
if done to himself. Sir James adds that « unless the sovereign were
blessed with the years of a Methuselah, he could scarcely have per-
mitted his life to be distributed in small pieces together with the coins
of the realm”. And a more powerful veason still may be added; he
would never have allowed a portrait of himself to be thrown about from
hand to hand, at the mercy of all his subjects, to be dealt with as they
willed. Even as late as the xvriith century the Chinese Emperor,
Kang Hsi (1662-1722), issued an order that his name was not to be
painted on the base of porcelain for fear of its being trampled under-
foot by his subjects,

@) Abridged edition, page 193,
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II

The carliest known inhabitants of Siam were a people called Lawi,
but, although their descendants are no doubt still living in the bills in
remote corners of the Kingdom and scholars have managed to capture
scraps of their language, practically nothing is known of their early
higbory or of their form of government. It was probably tribal, and,
as far as the issue of coinage is concerned, I think the Lawi may be
safely ignored. At the most they may have used lumps of metal for
barter purposes.  Two very intervesting bars of eopper, shaped like
fishes, have come out of the bed of a small river in the north of Siam.
They appear to be of great age, and they are undoubtedly made to
shape and not naturally formed. Are they merely toys, or were they
made for purposes of barter in the bronze age ? (Plate 1, I & 2). All
the peoples of the North and South ave great fishermen, and there is
nothing improbable in the choice of fish-shaped ohjects for purposes of
barter. It would be interesting to know whether similar lumps have
been found in other countries.

How long the Lawa and kindred tribes had this country to them-
selves is nob known, bub it is clear, from excavations and discoveries
made in reeent years, that Indian immigrants, probably from the
South-Kastern sea-board of India, had already made their way into
what is now Siam and had formed colonies there in the early cenburies
of the Christian Era, if not before. Buddhist images of the Amaravati
period, not later than the second century a. D., have been dug up less
than 100 miles west of Bangkolk, and the base of a very early temple
has been excavabed in the same district. It was near here also that
the Roman lamp of Pompeian times was found n few years ago.  Ab
Nak’on Pat’om near by (one of the oldest, il nob the oldest. city in
Siam) and other places, too, have been dug up Aat silver coins of a
distinetly Southern Indisn type, with the conch-shell of Vishnu on one
side and the trident of Civa on the other (Plale 7,8). Other kinds of
emblems, such as a Garuda (7) and a Deer, which is probably B}lddhiSi},
ave known as well (Plate I, 4 & & ); and, as similar types of coins have
been found, not only in Burma bub also in Tndo-China, and even as far
north-cast as Nallon P'anom on the Siamese side of the Mekhong,
it seems probable that these coins were hotindige?nou-s but were brought
to Siam by Indian immigrants. The actual period in which t%ley were
jssued or used has not yet been definitely determined; but it may, 1
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think, be safely said that they are the earliest coins found in Siam and
‘ante-date the < bullet’ coin by several hundred years.

In hig study of the coins of Avakan, Pegu, and Burma, published in
1882, Sir Arthur Phayre states categorically that coined money was
not used in aneient times in the countries of Indo-China. In Arakan
coing were first struck for the purposes of currency, and as a declara-
tory act of sovereignty, towards the end of the xvith, or ab the
beginning of the xvuth, century of the Christian era. The gystem
then adopted was taken from that existing in Bengal under the
Muhammadan Kings, with which Province of India Arakan was at
that time closely eonnected.

Several centuries before these pieces of money were issued, coins
bearing religious symbols, but without date, and occasionally without
any legend, had been struck by Kings of Arakan.

A similar practice had existed in Pegu, though theve is no distinet
evidence as to the dynasty which caused such coins to be issued.

Some of these coins bear Buddhist, and some Hindu symbols, and
these symbols were probably copied from ancient Indjan coins.

In Pegu the dynasties were also originally Indian. The traditions
and the native chronicles, as well as the name ¢ Talaing’ (Mén), show
that settlements were made long before the Christian era at points of
the coast on and near the delta of the Irawadi by people from ancient
Kalinga and Telifigina in Eastern India.

At the end of his work Sir Arthur Phayre gives illustrations of two
silver coins, with no date or legend,.but with the conch-shell of Vishnu
on the obverse, and the trident of Civa on the reverse, within which is
an object which may represent a lingam with a serpent (Plate I,6).

He states that a number of coins similar to these two weve lately
dug up about twenty-five miles from the town of Sittaung in Pegn, and
he concludes by saying that these coins, which may have been cast in
Pegu ab a time when Hindu doetrines had undermined Buddhism,were
probably not intended for currency, but as amulets by votaries of the
doctrines represented by the symbols used.

Sir Arthur Phayre seems to think, therefore, that the coins were
locally made, in the case of Burma, and were used not for currency,
but as amulets by votaries, It may, of course, be go, but it is difficult
to accept this as final as far as the coins found in Siam are concerned,
since, if these coing were for use as amulets only, why are there no holes
in most of the specimens found for hanging them round thenecks of the
wearers? And this question applies equally to the coins found in Burma.
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Finally, nccording to Sir Avthwr Phayre, there is no proof of coins i
having heen struck until recent times in Upper Burma, i
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I

To continue our historical smrvey of Siam. Sometime during the first
three or four centuries of the Chuistian era, the central plain of Siam
seems to have heen occupied by the Mén or Talaing people (a branch
of the Mén-Khmer race) from Lower Burma. They established theix
capital in the neighbourhood of Sup'anburi or Lopburi, and gradually
extended their influence as far as north as Lamp'an (then called Hari-
pifjaya). They appear to have remained in possession of the central
region of Sjam until the coming of the Khmer about the end of the
first millenium A. D., while their dominion in Lamp’in lasted somewhat
longer until the founding of Chiengmai by Meng Rai at the end of the
xnith century, Of this period a certain amount of sculpture and
inscriptions is gradually coming to light, but of the government of the
land or the conditions of living practically nothing is yet known. All
that we know is that in the virth century Chinese travellers veferred
to the country lying between modern Burma and modern Cambodia as
Dugravats. Of any coinage which can be definitely ascribed to this
period there is no trace at present, unless, indeed, the flat Indian coins
referred to in the last chapter are the work of the Moén locally. It
seems clear from their sculpture that the Mon in Siam were Buddhist
by religion from early times, and it is generally accepted by scholars
now that it was a Mén princess from Lophuri who established Buddhism
at Lamp'an about the viith century A.».  As will be seen from the
marks on later coing, this would not necessarily prevent the Mon from
using Hindu emblems on their coins if they issued any. Buddhist Kings
of quite recent date have used the K'rut (Garuda), the Chalra
(Wheel), and the 77 (Trident) as marks on their < bullet’ coins,

But the finds of these flat coins are few and far between (indeed,
they are very rare) and do not point to any ektensive use of them as
coinage through many centuries of Mon dominion.

We come then to the period of Khmer sovereignty over Central Siam,
which began about the year 1000 a, . with Lopburi as the centre,

In his monumental tome, entitled Recherches swr les Cambodgiens,
M. Groslier, Directeur des Arts Cambodgiens at Pnompenh, deals ab
length with the commerce and money of that country and arrives ab
the same conclusion as Sir Arthur Phayre in Burma, namely, that up
to the close of the xvith century, no system of coinage was ever
adopted by the Khmer, He pertinently asks the question «For what
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were produets exehianged 2 and he gives as answer a quotation from
Teheou Ta-Kouan, a Chinese Envoy at the close of the xmth
century : “ In small transactions one paid in vice, cereals, and Chinese
objects, followed Iater by cloth : inmore important affairs one used gold
and silver” (i. c. by weight).

It is strange that an Empive, which lasted for at least six centuries ;
which stretehed from Annam in the Kast as far as Chaiys and Nak'on
Sitammardt in the South, Burma in the West, and Suk’st’ai in the
North ; and whicly could produce such a wonder of civilized culture as
the great temple at Anglor, still never found it necessary or expedient
to employ any standard system of gold and silver coinage, as distinet
from weights, thyoughout dts tervitories. And yet perbaps not so
strange, when we consider that China until quite recently stood in
almost the same position numismatically.

According to M. Groslier, the first coins of Cambodia, of which there
is any definite knowledge, were struck in 1595 by Sotha I, King of
Cambodia: and from that date the use of silver and copper coinage
was permanent and constant, vight up to the time of the establishment
of the French Protectorate. Before 1595 a great deal of silver was
imported from China in well defined weights, namely variants of
the tael, which in Cawbodia Dbecame the damleng (Siamese,
tumlw'ng).

As far as the issue of o standard coinage is concerned, therefore, the
Khmer may also be climinated, and we may be reasonably certain that
up to the time of the arrival of the T’ai in Siam in any numbers, no
gold or silver currency had been minted for purposes of coinage in this
country, One link is missing, the South, or what is now the Malay
Peningula, Bub the history of that part of Further India rules out any
suggestion that the standardised silver coinage, with which we began
this discussion, had its origin there.

We come finally then to the T’ai, who have raled in Siam gince the
end of the xnbh eentury.

At that time the position was as follows, The T'ai of the North had
either driven out or absorbed the aboriginal Lawé and formed 'Ehem-
selves into a congeries of principalities, while the T"ai of the North-
Centre had overcome the Khmer and founded a Kingdom with Sawan-
Kalok and Suk’6t’ai as sister capital cities. In the South-Ce.ntl‘B the
Khmer rule appears to have lingered on, or, at any rate, i.ts lllfluex?cg
remained for some time longer, and it is not until trh.e middle of the
XIvth century that we find & T’ai Kingdom set up with Ayudhya as
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the Capital. This Kingdow absorbed the earlier one of Suk’stai-
Sawank'aldk within a period of seventy-five years, and finally, in the
first half of the xvth century, smashed all Khmer claims to Siam by
attacking Angkor, the capital of the Khmer empire, and sacking it.
But the North of Siam remained independent for two bundred years—
there were indeed constant wars between the North and the South—and
then, in its turn, was conquered in 1557, not by Ayudhya but by the
reigning dynasty of Burma (Ava). Thereafter, except for certain
periods at the close of the xvith and the beginning of the Xviith cen-
tury, when Chiengmai was temporarily seized by the King of Ayudhya,
it remained under Burmese dominion until the end of the xvinth
century, when the several principalities comprising the North of Siam
beeame vassal states of Bangkok as the price of the latter's help in
driving out the Burmese.

Now the T’ai originally came from Central and Southern China,
south of the Yangtsze viver, and maintained a kingdom there called
Nanchao, until they weve tinally defeated by the Mongols under Kublai
Khan in the middle of the xmth century. This must have brought
about & flood of emigration southwards, and was probably directly
responsible for the power of the T'ai coming to a head in Siam. But
numbers of T'ai had long before this settled in what are now the Shan
States, and there were no doubt many T'ai settlements in Siam as well,

The only possible evidence of what the T’ai used for money in their
own home in Nanchao comes from a deseription by Marco Polo of a
visit he paid to Southern China in about 1272 A.D., in which he makes
mention of non-Chinese races living in a province called Karaian, with
its capital at Yachi, which is thought to he Talifu, the old capital of
Nanchao., He said that the people used cowrie-shells (Plate I7,1to 4)
as money and for ornament.). This is not very helpful, as most of the
people of the East have used cowrie-shells as money from time imme-
morial, and even in the second half of the x1xth century they were
still rated in Siam at 100 to the att (or 6,400 to the bat). Bub itisa
well-known fact that the Chinese, until very recent times, never minted
any silver or gold for coinage, and all transactions were carried out by
means of sycee’, or lumps of silver, which could be cut to the required
weight (Plate I, 5 & 6). It is probable then that the T’ai of Nanchao,
as did the Khmer of Anglor, adopted the same custom.

In connection with ‘sycee’, No. 7, Plate II, shows an interesting

SRS

@ o, Wood, 4 History of Siam, p. 39,
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type of Chinese silver, It was obtained in the North of Siam, where
it goes by the name of “saddle-money’ from the shape, but it probably
comes from Southern China, perhaps Yunnan I'u, and was hrought down
by one of the pack caravans.

Tt weighs as much ag 2,926 grains, or about 12} bat and is of good
silver, as may be gathered from the Chinese inseriptions in the three
pancls, which are all identical and which read as follows:

“ Hong Kiing Tang Kee” (the naime of the banking house) and «“Kong
Ngec Bun Ngon” (genuine first quality silver).

Each of the two colunns guarding the central panel also has the same
lettering which runs, “ Kong Ngee Kong Koh Tong Pao” which, I
am told, means “ Genuine and negotiable for free cireulation”. It would
seemn t0 be o kind of Bank-Note issued by the house of Kung Tang
Kee, rather a heavy onc!
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v

How was it then that the Tai of Siawm came to adopt a definite
standard currency of such a peculiar shape as the < bullet’ coin?

We have seen that neither from China, Pegu, Arakan, Cambodia,
nor from Malaya could the T'ai have devived their inspivation,

Now, although the ‘bullet” coin became, one might say, the dowi-
nant type in Siam proper at sowe time or other during the centuries
following the arrvival of the T"ai, there is anobher move or less standard
type of coin, much larger than the <bullet’ coin, known locally as
IEa kv (Plate 111, 1 to 4), which was used in the North of Siam con-
temporancously with the <bullet’ coin in the North-Centre and Centre,

Also, theve is still another type, much closer to the true < hracelet’
type, which will, T believe, prove an important link in our chain of
evidence (Plate 111, 5 to 7). It will be convenient to deal with these
two types first, before taking up in detail the question of the <hullet’
type.

A young and enbhusiastic Siamese scholar, Khun Vichitr Mata
(Sanga), who has studied the subject and who has provided me with
food for thought, gives it as his opinion that the T"ai originally usel
Clinese silver for purposes of harter on their arrival in Siam aboub
the vith century a. D, on account of the scaveity of silver mines in
Northern Siam. This is possibly true, as even in vecent times Thave
been told in the North that on occasions silver has been scarcer even
than gold, which in its alluvial form is fairly plentiful. Khun Viehitr
goes so far as to assert, on the strength of a statement by King
Mongkut, that the early Tai tried to smelt gold of inferior qualiy to
obtain silver, and also made use of another unspecified metal which
became blackish with age and was thought to be silver, He attributes
the shape of the k' k'im coin, and that of the <bullet’ as well, to
this original use of Chinese ¢sycee’; and thinks that the minting of
both of them began as carly as the x1th century, during the time of
the Sung Dynasty in China, at the hands of local rulers who wished
to do away with all the diffevent types of weights found in use, and
to develop trade by creating a uniform, standard currency stamped
with the Royal mark.

As regards the date suggested for the introduction of the ‘buHu.t’
type, there is posgibly something in Khun Vichitr’s contention, as wﬂ%
be shown later, but, apart from the question of the weight of the ¥'d
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Fim coin, whieh s a full Siamese fael of 4 bt O (or 4} Dat,
generally, to he exact), against the Chinese tael which weighs only
2L bat, all the specimens of this coinuge I have ever seen bear the
name (abbreviated; of the {vwn or principality of dissue in o seript
whick, it is known, was imported into the Novth, Srom Suk’otai as
late as the xrvih centewary, so that we can rule out the possibility of
this particular type having been introduced as early as the xith
cenbury.

There arve, however, as [ have alrcady stated, types of truer < brace-
let” comage which may be, and probably ave, much older than the
K@ ki, They bear no legends and the marks on them are peculiar,
insome cases apparently meaningless, or at any rate purely decorative,
but one of them shows a Rachasi (Plwte 117, 7), which introduces at
once the question of Indian influence. It is probable that these
“hracelet’ coins were used in the north prior to the advent of the
Suk’ot'ai seript, and vepresent the earliest types of coinage issued
by royal authority in Northern Siam.  They vary considerably in size
and weight, but ave all of good silver.

This rings us to the most valuable piece of evidence which has yet
come to light. 1

Quoting from the chronicles of the Tang Dynasty of China dealing
with Southern Barbavians, and of the Pyu Kingdom of Prome in parti-
cular, as given by Harvay,m) the statement is made that « Gold and
Silver are used as money, the shape of which is erescent-like ”, Now
the Pyu and the T’ai of Nanchao had much contact with one another
during the vitth, virith, and 1xth cenburics A1, and it is highly
probable that during this period the T"ai became acquainted with this
erescent-lilse type of coinage, which is obviously the < bracelet” type
now under consideration,

There are good reasons for believing that the T’ai of Nortl}el'll
Burma, who may have provided the emigrants to come south to E}mm,
were Buddhists as early as the vith century A.D. and were acquainted
with Indian customs. It is possible, therefore, that the T"ai of Northern
Siam had & very early contact with Indian influence, and this prepared

@ Bt is the Sinmese word for tical, which has long been the word used
by Fwopeans to denote the Siamese unit of silver currency, d('arived from
Arabic, thaqal (Hebrew, shekel). Bat is now in common official use and
will be used thronghout this work.

@ ¢, Harvey, 4 History of Burma, p. 13:
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them for their meeting with further Indian influence from the Mén angd
Khmer, It is almost certain that the earliest types of Buddhist images
found in Northern Siam came from India (Bengal) through Northern
Burma and the Shan States. This would account, then, for the T
using Indian symbols on their < bracelet” coinage.

Khun Vichitr makesan inberesting suggestion in seeking for a reagon
to account for the adoption of different types of coinage by different
peoples.  He gives it as his opinion that the northern folk adopted the
“bracelet’, and, later, the &'a &'im type of money because they traded
almost entirely on land and through billy country, and found this type
of coinage convenient to carry about either as bracelets or strung
together. Long caravans of mules and ponies still come down fo Siam
every year from the Shan States and Yunnan with many different
kinds of produce, lead, potatoes, and walnuts among them. On theother
hand, the more Southern folk used the great river system of North-
Central and Central Siam as their means of communication, and it was
convenient for them to carry about coins of the ‘bullet’ shape in bags,
which eould be casily accommodated in their boats. This suggestion
seems to me to be well worthy of consideration,

It should be mentioned that the late Sir William Ridgeway in Lhe
Origin of Metallic Cwrrency and Weight Standards (1892) contrasts
the larin of the Persian Gulf with the <bullet’” and k¥'a@ k'im coins of
Siam, and states that both the latter « are the outcome of a process of
degradation from a piece of silver wire twisted into the form of o ring
and doubled up, which probably originally formed some kind of
ornament ”,

This reasoning may well apply to the '@ kKim type, as we have
already seen the actual ‘bracelet” prototype from which it was doubt-
loss formed; but, as I pointed out to him personally some years ago,
(for I was privileged to know this great scholar), it cannot, inmy opinion,
apply to the ‘bullet’ shape (which Sir William considered the lash stage
of the degradation), as this is not a bracelet at all, but a bar of metal,
and appears to me to be the outcome of an entirely different process of
thought. It has fundamentally move in common with the bars of silver
and copper alloy (lat) used on the Mekhong viver; or, as Major Erik
Seidenfaden, a well-known Danish authority on Siam, has suggested to
me, ib may be that the origin of the <bullet’ coin is to be found in the
shape of the cowrie-shell, and that the original idea was to make silver
cowries. This is indeed an ingenious suggestion.

Plate 1v, 1 to 4, shows specimens of the different kinds of lut
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in uge.  Some of them are stamped with marks, and others not, and
they mway he said, voughly, to come from the valley of the Mekhong,
from the Sip Song Pan Na down to the bovders of Cambodia.

Nos. 1 and 2 appear to obbain a certain proportion of silver. No. £
is 42 inches long, weighs 1,450 grains, and is marked in three places
with a serpentine letber, or Aguve, the meaning of which, if any, T do
nob know.  No. 2 is 3} inches long, and weighs 937 graing; and is
stamped in three places with a cirele, inside which are two dimmeters
ab vight angles to one another and four dots, one in each segment.
This may possibly be intended to represent the IK'raut, or Garuda Bird,
i a very primitive form, as it bears a vesemblance to the rough
presentation of that Hindu demi-god, as seen on the “hullet” coins of
the Thivd Reign of the Bangkolk Dynasty.

No. & is of a different type, and is shaped like a shallow dug-out
cavoe. It is of copper, and weighs 369 grains. It is 2§ inches long,
and is nob stamped in any way.

No. 4 is of a differcnt type again, and is considerably scarcer than
any of the other types of bar money. It appears to have a certain
admixbure of silver, and is stamped in three places. It has an elephant
in the centre facing vight ; while to left and vight are wmarks similay
to each other, which way conceivably be characters of some kind, but
which ave not ab present recognisable. M It is 2 inches long and
weighs 879 grains. T was told in the Norvth that this coin was an
issue of the ancient Kingdom of Wieng Chan on the Mekhong, but I
have as yet no evidence to prove this assertion,

These four types of money have a surface of plain, blank maetal on
the reverse, :

Nos. & and 7 are normal Ayudhyan bt of hebween 220 and 230
grains in weight, while No. 6 is an examnple of o Northern < bullet’
coin of lusser weight, namely 189 grains, which is shown for com-
parison, »

To burn now to bhe < hullet” type of com itself, T have prepaved w
plate of eight coins (Llate 1) which s designed to show what 1 can
only call “the evolution of the bat.”

The introduction of this type of coinn is popularly aseribed to the
greab ¢ Phra Ruang’, or K'un Ram K'amheng, the son of the founder
of the Sawank’algk Kingdon, (approximately 1275-1815 A 1), who
is regarded as the < Father of the T°ai’, so much so that the origin of

W 1 he illusbiation this coin is upside dowu,




18 REGINALD L& May VOL. XXV ]

most things Siamese is attributed to him : while that of the kg Fim
coin ig attributed to his worthy contemporary and friend, Meng Rai,
who founded the city of Chiengmai in Northern Siam in 1296 4. n,
and who is regarded as the < Father of the Novth’,

For reasons which will be given later, I do not think it probable
that Ram K’amheng was the actual inventor of the ¢bullet’-shaped
coin, but he o1 his father may well have been the originator of a system
of standardised < bullet’ coinage.

Whoever was the founder, the types shown on Plate 17 elose with a
typical Ayudhyan bat of the xvith, xvith and xvinth cenburies, and
the intervesting feature to the student is to observe how, in the course
of centuries, the shape has gradually changed.

In what appears to be the earliest, most primitive type (7) the eoin
is relatively oblong, the sides are rounded and bear no hammer-marks.
The ends meet firmly below, and the hole in the centre formed by
bending the ends is large and triangular in form.  There are no ¢ cubs’
on the vidge of the coin. There is little doubt that the holes formed
were used in early times for stringing the coins together and carrying
them in girdles vound the waist. A man in troublous times or for
purposes of business could thus carry a good deal of his property about
with hin.

In the next type (:2) the coin is more rounded in shape, the ridge in
the centre is higher and not so flat. The ends meet, but the hole formed
is elongated and deepish *cuts’ appear low on both sides.

In type () the coin is larger and broader than in type (2), and
higher in the centre of the ridge. The sides ave still rounded, but the
‘cuts’ on the sides are very small. The ends still meet, and the
hole is triangular though smaller,

In type (4) the ends still meet, hut the < cuts’ on the sides are deep,
and the coin is slightly broader, while the sides, though still rounded,
show faint signs of hammer-marks, thus beginning to form angles. The
hole in the centre is now decreasing in size,

Type (5)is somewhat larger than type (4) and has a very high ridge
in the centre, but this may be accidental. The ¢ cuts’ are pronounced,
and the hole in the centre is about the same size as in type (4), bub
what particularly distinguishes this coin from the previous four is the
presence, for the first time, of small bub distinet hammer-marks, whicl

an be elearly seen in the photograph, on the ends of the coin.
There is a tendency, also for the first time, for the ends to part,

Type (6) is the three-mark coin popularly attributed to Rim
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Kanheng of Suk'ot'ai, though frow the shape bhis is Improbable,

On this coin the hammer-marks aro very prominent, forwing distinet
angles ab the sides. The coin is broad and the “euts’ ave deLim;t, hub
there is again the tendeney Tor the ends to Port, and the hole in the
centre has been redueed to o minimuwn, Phe shape is approaching the
laber Ayudhiyan type, and may helong to the late x1vth, or carly xvth
cenbury. Theve is, it may he said, a two-bt picce (Lluale 17111, 2) with
the same three marks, which is still nearer to type (9), and which thus
strengthens my view in vegard to its date of issue.

Lype (7) still shows a vesemblance to type (6) in its hreadth and in
the length ol its hannner-mavks, hut the ends have delinitely parted
and the hole in the centre has completely disappeared,  The < cuts
too, are growing smaller again.

The coin, taken as a whole, is rapidly becoming of a standard shape
in faed the mavk upon it is also known upon coins alinost exactly corres-
ponding to type (). With greab reserve T suggest that this type may
helong to the end of the xvth century, and that during the course of
o long reign (possibly Ramit’ibodi 1T, 1491-1529) the standard type
deseribed helow gradually came into heing,

Type (8) shows a typical Ayudhyan bal of the xvith, xvuth, and
xvith centuries. It is more compuct than the carlier types and of
a definite standard shape.  The single hammer-mark on each side is
vound and very firmnly stamped, and the ends of the coin are far apart.
The coin is remarkably well made, and it will he noticed that the «cats’
on the sides have now disappeared. They are never seen again, It may
seent an odd note to strike ina paper on coins, and the offoet is almost
cerbain to have been aceidental, hut in the standard Ayudhyan type the
form resembles closely the Jower partof a woman’s torso (the hips and
inner purt of the thighs), and, unless the shape of a coin correspouds
dosely to this deseription, it may almost certainly be rejected as a
forgery, or as helonging to the period of the Bangkol dynasty (17(,’2
onwards), during which the shape of the <hullet’ eoin showed a sad
deberioration. ,

It will be of interest to place on record the weights of these e]g.‘])b
specimens, which have been chosen for their shape alone, and which
may cover a period vanging from 500 to possibly T00 yeavs.

Type 1 == 194 grams
{l?yp(} 2 o 187 .
Type & == 217 .

'.lfype 4 = 224 »
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Type 5 = 243 grains
Type 6 = 220 .
Type 7 = 225
Type 8 = 223

Allowing for age and wear and tear, types & to & are obviously
allied, and are close enough to the standard weight of the bat, which
is approximately 233 grains, though type & has certainly, for some
reason, more than its fair shave. Types 7 and 2 are clearly examples
of a lesser standard weight.
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LARGE TYPE oF BasE METAL

In this general survey of the carly coinage of Siam there is an-
other type to be considered ( Plate 77).

This type is of a primitive < bullet’ shape, but is much larger than
the mormal type. It is not of silver, and as a result of an analysis
by the Government Analytical Laboratory it has been found that its
composition varies from tin (almost entirely) to an alloy of copper
and nickel, that is, German silver except for the absence of zinc,

Tin is plentiful in Southern Siamn and may well have been brought
from there to the North and Centre, while the copper and nickel alloy
is found on the borders of Siain and the French Lao States, in the
Nan region. It is still in use in Bangkok among the Chinese silver-
smiths, who are said to mix it with Chinese dollar silver for the
manufacture of silver articles.

Although all types conform to the < bullet’ shape in general, the
form varies a good deal, as will be seen from the illustrations, Also the
weights vary considerably according to size. The marks, however, are
fairly constant, being five in number generally. On the top is the Wheel
of the Laaw, and round the sides ave found, the Elephant, the Clakra
(weapon of Vishnu), the Rdjavage (Royal Dominion), and the Yanira
(cabalistic sign). All these signs are Indian, and are gimilar to those
found on the silver ‘bullet’ coins. It is probable then that they be-
long to the same period as the latber,and, as this type was already stand-
ardised in silver, T am inclined to think that these lumps of non-pre-
cious metals werve issued as weights and nob as currency ab all. There
seems to me o be no good reagon for supposing that in those ea.ﬂy days
the same dynasty or line of Kings would issue a standard coinage in
silver and another and much larger coinage in tin or copper-nickel
alloy, in spite of the analogy with modern European practice. They
ave, besides, much too heavy to be convenjently carried and used as
coinage. The use of the royal marks stamps them, however, as
having been issued by authority.

In support of this opinion I cannot do betber | frowm
the famous stone inseription of King Ram Kamheng of Suk'ot'al
{ 1282 A, D. )i

than quote from
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“During the thoe of K'un Ram Kambeng (his renln
has prospeved.  Theree is fish in the strenm ; there is rviee in
the padifield.  The King does nob tax his subjeets.  Along
the roads bhis people lead their eattle, or ride their horses, to
nmavket.  Whoever wants to sell elephan's or horses, may sell
them,  Whoever wants to deal in silver and gold, may do sa.
Tlis subjocts all wenr happy faces, (1)

This shows that silver and gold weve in general use in the
Sul'ot’ai period for puiposes of exchange, and there is liGtle doubt
that low-priced goods would be paid for in cowrie-ghells, which
have always been until recently in constant use in Siam,

The weights of the seven pieces shown on Plate F7 ave as follows:

No. 1 2,203 gvs. == 9 bat and 115 graing
No. 2 1,273, = & PO I - S
No. 3 Ls = 5, 38,
No, 4 LI79 , —~ 5, 19
No. 5 918, — 8 ., ., a7
No., 6 740, - 3 o 44,
No. T 08, =3 . ., 12,

The above weights, which are of representative specimens, would
indicate that they have no comection with the twel (famlw'ng) or its
devivatives, which is eurious, whether these pieces were actually issued
ag currency or as weights,

(1) Tines 18-21.
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VI
CoNcrLustoNs

It will be as well now to summarize the evidence at our digposal and
to see if we can draw any probable conclusions from it.

L Ithink it may be accepted that it was the Tai who in Siam
were the first to introduce o’ standardised silver cmrrency, and they
are to be commended for being the first country of the War Bast to
adopt such a standard.

2. It is highly probable that the T'ai did not invent the idea of
currency, but borrowed it from elsewhere, in the same way that Ram
K’amheng, although he claimed in his famous stone inseription to be
writing Siamese characters for the first time, based these characters
~on the Cambodian (Khmer) seript. It will, I think, be usually found
that nearly everything in this world is either an adaptation of, or an
improvement on, something that has gone before ; in fact, that there

is nothing new under the sun!

3. Tt seems conelusive that neither China, Cambodia (the Khmer
Empire), nor the Malay Peninsula (pre-Malay) ever had any standard
currency, and, therefore, that the T'ai could not have drawn their inspi-
ration from any of those countries,  There remains, therefore, only
Burna to consider,

4. TIhis true that Siv Avthur Phayve states categorically that there
never was any coined money in use in Burma in early times, and, if we
regard coined moncy in the form that we understand it today, this is
no doubt true.  But we algo know from the chronicles of the T’ang
Dynasty of China ((i()O—Q()O A. D, approx.) that the Pyu of Prome (a race
now extinet in Burma) in the vuth and virith centuies did use gold
and silver as money in o crescent-like form, and we also learn from the
same Chronicles that the Pyu had mueh contact with the Tai Kingdom
of Nanclmo in Southern China.  In fact, in 808-09 a. 0. the King of
Nanchao styled himself «Tord of the Pyu’, and just hefore this a depu-
tation of Pyu had accompanied a mission from Nanchao to the Court
of the Chinese Emperor at Si-an-fu.(t)

The present Shan States, which are peopled by the same race as the

Tai of Siam, ave contiguous to Northern Siam on the one side and to

M Cf. Havvey, History of Burmd, pp. 13-16,
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Burma on the other, and it is move than probable that most of the
early T'ai gsettlers in Northern Siam came from the Shan States or
from Upper Burma, which in the vinth century was also under the
sway of Nanchao, and did not come from Nanchao direct.

Now, the erescent-like money is obviously the ¢ hracelet’ type which
we have heen considering alveady, and the concelusion that we may, T
think, draw is that the early Tai settlers were accustomed to nsing
this type of money in Burma and bronght it with them to Siam.  The
date of the earliest Tai principality in Northern Siam is usually
accepted by historians as being in the 1xth eentury, when o T'ai
prince is said to have established himself at Muv'ang Fing in the far
North, and if he or one of his suceessors deeided to jssue currency on
his own initiative, he probably made use of the type to which he was
accustomed,

In time, due perhaps to Meng Rai at the beginning of the x1vth
century, the ¢ bracelet’ currency took on a more definite and standard
form in the shape of the X’ Iim, and this form was eventually
adopted by all the Northern principalitics. It is known with the
names of Sen (Chiengsen), Maij (Chiengmai), Rai (Chiengrai), Nak'on
(Lampang), Phr¢, and Nan, all of which were at one time or another
distinet principalities, but, as has been said, the seript upon them is
of a type not known before the xtvth century, when it was import-
ed from Suk'Gt'ai in & modified form. The '@ Iim type is believed to
have remained in use in the North until the xvnith century, and this
would account for the comparative frequency with which it is met
nowadays.

There is a very curious theory still extant in Novthern Siam re-
garding this type of eoinage. It may be stated frankly that the L'
2im coins ( Plate 71I') ave supposed to have been used in pairs, and
to represent the male and female genital organs, by which they ave
known locally; and when I first began investigating the coinage system
of the North, I thought it not improbable that such was the case,
bearing in mind the well-known Chinese symbol, the ¥in Yang, in
which two fish, one dark-coloured and the other light, ave joined
together head to tail in one civele and vepresent the eternal forces of
generation. Bub I am now satisfied that this is not so, and that the
coins in question are of & similar type, but issued by different princi-
pulities : hence the slight divergence in shape and weight.
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5. The origin of the <hullet” type presents a move diffienlt, pro-
hlem.

As tn the veason for its wlaoption T aw inelined to agree with I'un
Viehite, The CTreacelet” type was snitable for caravan travelling, but
nat for hoats, and, in the absence of further contradictory avidence, 1
consider bis theory a tenable one.  Tf the "[Mai had come in contact
with the har and boat-shaped forms in nse on the Mekhong, some of
them may have found those forms too clumsy, and have tmmed
them into a more convenient shape merely by pressing the ends
imwards.  Or they may, as suggested by Major Seidenfaden, have tried
to produce the cowrie-shell in silver

When the hullet” coin fivst came into use in Siam is entively
obsenive,  That with the three marks of the Rachasi, Rachawat
(Rijavacie), and Wheel of the Law on it may have been issued hy the
famons Ram Kamheng at Suk’obai at the end of the xmith cen-
tury, as popular tradition has it. T think it very unlikely, as T have
already stated, hut at any rate © feel certain that some of the types
illagtrated on Plafe 177 ave eaclier than that type, and if popular
fradition has hy chance any substance in it, then the bullet’ coinage
must have heen introduced before the Suk'ot’ai peviod, and may
possibly date from the xith or xngh eentwry,  The three-mark coin
is of far too settled a shape to have been the first issued ; Types 1, 2
and 3 on Plele 17 ave of o much more archaie form, and Types 4 and
5 ave, 1 believe, also of an earlier perviod.  This raises, however, a
diffieulty. [f the bullet’ coinage was issued before the Suk’st’al
period, who was the fivst to igsue it ?

We have alveady dealt with the <bracelet
coinage, and if the conclusions dvawn from the evidence have any
weight, then that coinage cervtainly belongs to the northern vegion. I
was inclined for o long time to think that the bullet” type must per
contra have originated in Central Siam, but 1 now feel it neccssary to
modify that opinion, In the first place, the Khmer were in possession
of the Suk’stai and Contral regions of Siam from the x1th eentury
onwards unbil the time of the father of Rim Kambeng and; as far as
is known, issued no coinage of any kind. . )

This is a serious difficulty to overcome. Bubapart from this, (‘101.'tvmn
evidence can be produced which leads me to helieve that the origin of
the *bullet” coin is also to be found in the north of Siaw, and that’ a.t-
some later date, possibly in the time of Ram K’an_lheﬂg Of. Sulcotal,
its weight was changed, its form standardised, and its mark improved,

3

and ¥'d Kim types of
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In volume I of the Records of Relations wilh Foreign Countries
1600-1700, published by the National Library in Bangkok, a ray of
light is thrown on the Northern money of the period in an interesting
letter of ingtructions, dated August 27th, 1615, from Lueas Auntheunis,
the Agent of the English East India Company in Ayudhya, to Thomas
Samuel, his sub-factor, who had then gone on a trading expedition to
Chiengmai, In this letter Antheunis states that:

¢ The Janggamay (Chiengmai) tical is lesser than the Siam,
for 100 tieals Janggamay weight but 85 Siams. Besides
the Janggamay mint is baser in value, for 100 of those ave
worth but 75 of these in Sinm, according to which computa-
tion we are to guideourselves for that 4244 ticals Janggamay
weight(l) is as above sald in Siam 3754.”

It is difficult to follow the working of this sum in arithmetic (which
possibly was not a strong point of edueation in Elizabethan days) since,
by the above standard of reckoning weight, 4243 ticals (Chiengmai)
would be equal to 360% ticals (Siam), and not 375%, s stated by Antheu-
nis ; but it is clear that one Chiengmai tical would weigh roughly 195
grains against 233 for a standard bat. It is intevesting also fo note
that the Chiengmai tical had a greater admixture of alloy than the
Siam tical, and was worth only three-quarters of the latter. ie. three
salwng ; and also that the <bullet’ type of coin was in vogue in
Chiengmai in the early years of the xviith century.

Writing in dn Asian dready @) T went on to say that, whatever
the origin of the ‘bullet’ tical, its use in the Norvth was probably
in imitation of Ayudhya. I donot think so now. If it were an
imitation, why change the weight ?  And it will be notieed that the
two undoubtedly earliest types of < bullet * coing on Plate 7 also weigh
194 and 187 grains respectively, practically the same as Nos, 15 and 16
on Plate I of An dsian Arcady (the second of which is here produced
on Plate TV, 6). 1 have, besides, seen a number of other so-called
« Northern’ bullet coins which are much the samne shape asg, but ave all
a good deal under weight compared with, the typical Ayudhyan
coinage. What does this mean? It looks to me very much as if
there were a distinet link between these early avchaic forms of bul-
let’ coins and the Chiengnai < bullet’ coins of 1615, That is to say,
that the later Northern “hullet’ coins, wherever issued, kept to an old

) Evidently the total of an account.

©) Ct. Reginald le May, dn Adsion Advcady, Heffer, Cambridge, 1926,
pp. 245 et seq.
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tradition and weight of 185-195 grs., while Rim Kamheng or an
carly Ayudhyan King found it convenient to adapt and improve the
oviginal primitive shape for his own purposes. Exactly where the
cleavage hetween the bracelet” and <bullet” types of coinage came in
the North, and when, must vemain a mystery for the present. But it
secms to me reasonable to conelude that the < bullet’ type of coin did
oviginate in some district of the North of Siam, probably for the
rensons seb out by K'un Viehitr and possibly in the xith century
or carlier, and that the T'ai of Suk’at’ai and Ayudhya in the xuith
and x1vth centuries adopted and standardised it as the most con-
venient type for their use,
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PART TI

THE COINAGE OF THE AYUDHYA (AND EARLIER) DYNASTIRS

Tr MAnrks

When a student of Siamese coinage first turns to the actual marks
on the ¢bullet’ coins, and tries to gather information, of whatever
nature it may be, as to the number of genuine marks that exist and
the probable reigns to which they may belong, he is sure to be misled,
for a good reason.

Thirty years or more ago there was a certain Nai Kulab, now
gathered to his fathers, who published in Siamese a kind of <Guide to
(feneral Knowledge’. Among many other subjects treated, he purported
to give a full list of all the marks on coins issued during the Ayudhya
period, and ab the same time to aseribe each mark to its particular
reign. I have his illustrated list before me as I write, and I find it
very hard to visualise mentally the cool, calm, and confident « eheek’
of a man who will, in the absence of any divect evidence, solemuly seb
out to fulfil such a task., Yet there it is, and although Nai Kulib is
now generally discredited among scholars, these marks and reigns have
sbuck in the minds of collectors, and have in many cases heen accepted
at their face value. ,

Nai Kuldb gives illustration of twenty-five marks as belonging to
the Kings of Ayudhya, of which, quite apart from the question
of the ascription of each to its particular reign, it seems more than
likely that at least twelve have never existed, except as a figment
of the author’s lively imagination, When I think of the weary
hours I have spent in the years gone by in searching for these marks
in the pawnshops of Bangkok—in vain, my feelings towards Nai
Kulab and his memory ave best left unexpressed | It is only very
recently that I have been able to realise that practically all, if not all,
the marks of the Ayudhya dynasty have heen successfu]ly traced.

Nai Kulab was not content to turn the full foree of his inmginative
mind on to the problem of the coinage of the Ayudhya dynasty, bub
he affirms that there were also forty-six Kings of the Suk’st'ai
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dynasby, all of whom issued <bullet’ coins with distinctive marks,
There were actunlly only five, or six ab the most, who are at all like-
ly to have issued such coinage.  Happily, the attempt to illustrate all
these forty-six marks was o feat beyond even Nai Kulah's powers,
and 80 we may take leave of him, in the hope that never again will
he lead the collector of Siamese coins astray. :

At the other end of the seale we have M. de la Loubbre, the French
Ambagsador who came to Siarn in 1687-8 from the Court of Louis XIV,

In his worle entitled Dw Royawme de Siam, published in 1691
after his return to France, we tind a detailed statement on the Money
and Weights of Siam, in which he makes the following blunt reference
to the “coings ’ or “marks’.

“«Their marvks, of which there are two on each coin struck
side by side in the middle of the bar (and not on the ends),
do not vepresent anybhing known to me, and I have never
found anyhody who could explain their meaning, ™

A very modest man, compared with our friend Nai Kuldb!

At the end of the work a clear illustration is given of the bat in
use ab the time of King Narai, and of the marks on it (¢f. Plate X7,
6 & 7), though No. ¢ has been drawn by him upside down,  This is
the only direct evidence that we have regarding the ascription of
marks to certain reigns. ,

Poor M. de la Loubdre, but if he could find nobody two hundred and
ifty years ago to interpret the meaning of the marks on early
Siamese coing, how much loss likely am I to find anyone now ? Still
I do not feel in quite the same parlous state as he even at this late
date, and T think that a good many of the marks bear a significance
which is reasonably clear.

Of the sixby diffevent marks which I have been able to recover and
which I regard as genuine, forty-five appear on the standard.bdt va_-lue.,
and fifteen on coing of lesser value. Certain fypes oceur in various
forms, the chief of which ave the Rachawat (Skitb. R@jwva(;a)_, the
Yamtra (ov Cabalistic Sign), the Conch-shell, and the Lotus (either
as a single flower or ina bunch). The forty-five mm‘l.is on the stam’di_u‘d
bat ave veproduced at the end of this chapter, while ‘the remaming
fifteen are shown in Chapter IIT of this part. . o

‘Although I do not hy any means claim infallibility in deternu.m.ng
the meaning of all the marks given, I have made an atbempt bo divide
them into groups, with the following result:
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Lisr o MARKS

Blouk Nos,

Anchoy 1 19
» s inverbed, resting on dots 1 ’1 i
Conch-shell, verbieal 1 45
» , horizontal 5 “ 23, 54, 56, 58, 60
" s " (with 2, 3, or
4 pearls) 4 25,5557, 59
Elephant 5 16, 24, 49, 50, 51
Garuda (Bivd of Vishnu) 1 1 33
Hare 2 40, 48
Lotbus (single, open) 3 29, 35, 96
»  (Bunch of Flowers) - probably 12 34;” 3’23 13’71,2513182,2;,.‘)??5’2 }
Ox 2 14, B3
Pyramid of Doty (Rdjavaga) — probably | 8 10, 15, 43
Rachast (Mythical Animal) 2 ) 12, 47
»  (between two Conch-shells) 1 ] 1
Wheel - 4 | 5,811,18
Yantra (Cabalistic Sign) — probably 5 R 20, 30, 34, 40, 41
52 |

Of the remaining eight, three marks (Nos. 8, 26, 28) show a crcle
of 6, 7, and 8 dots, respectively, surrounding a central dot. That with
6 dots has no outer frame; that with 7 dots has a single civcular frame ;
while that with 8 dots has a double circular frame, What these are
intended to mean, unless a stylised lotus, escapes me.

Two others are known in Siamese as Chd Dok Ral (No. 2) and
Utwmp'én, or Dok Madwa (No. 42). The Rak mark, which is on
a very early coin, may vefer to the flower of the lacquer tree, or to
a small weed-flower which grows extensively today, & small shamroek-
Like flower in two colours, purple and white,

The Dét Madwea, or ‘Flower of the Fig-tree’, is non-existent, bub
there is a legend in connection with this mark which is worth recording.

This mark is popularly aseribed to the reign of King Ut ump'on
(1758) and the story goes that, while he was still in his mother’s womb,
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the King, his father (Boromalkat), dreat that a white monkey made
him a present of w Hower of the Wig-tree, and as the Fig-trec never
bearsa flower, ie was so muceh struck by the dream that he took it agan
omen and named his son UPwanp' dn (Fig), who later adopted the,mark
on his own coins.  This story may scem to us now far-fetehed, but in
any case King Ut'ump'on abdicated after aveign of a few months and
certuinly issued no new coinage; and, it the legend has any substance
in fact, it must have heen his father, Borowalkét, who took the mark
for his own,

The vemaining three marlks shown (Nos. 7, 18, 44) have no Siamese
names, and «do not represent anything known to me”, though one
(Na, 44) is said to be like the flower of the Monl'a tree (Frangipanni),
and another js rather similar to the «Fleur de Lys’ resting on a base
of dobs (No. 13).  As this maxkis ona coin issued certainly not later
than the early xvth, and possibly in the X1vth century, it must have
been contemporancous with the early use of this mark on coins in
France (¢f. Charles V, 1364-80; Jean II, 1850-64; and Philippe VI
de Valois, 1328-50). I do not suggest that the Siamese mark is in-
tended to represent the Fleur de Lys', bub it is a curious coincidence
all the same.

It is impossible to conjecture what No. 7 represents,

As will be seen, a few marks of common animals ave found, such as
the hare and the ox. The use of these is probably accounted for by
the fact that the T'ai have always used the Chinese cycle of years
for reckoning ages, which is denoted by a series of twelve animals,
and when we find a hare or an ox on the coin, it probably represents
the year of birth of the reigning King.

Otherwise, of those that bear a clear meaning, practically all ave
of Indian origin, and the use of these Indian marks on the coins may
be explained in this way. )

The T'ni invaders of Burma and the Shan States were Buddhists
from the middle of the first millenium A.D., and came early i_nto
contact with strong Indian influences. Harvoy says that Buddhism
came into Burma at least as early as the vth century A.D. and ex-
isted side by side with Brahminism, and that what the excavator
finds in Burma is often Hindu rather than Buddhist. In some seulp-
tures, indeed, the Buddha appears as an incarnation of Visln_m..

The Tai jmmigrants into Siam were, therefore, already imbued
with Indian ideas and accustomed to Indian symbols, whether Bl.ld-
dhist or Hindu, There is nothing surprising, therefore, in the adophion

P e T SO
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by thewm of Hindu symbols on their coinage in Siam, since equally
bere Brahminism and Buddhism have always been in practice side e by
side. Naturally the Mou and Khmer influences later met with would
strengthen the Indian inflwence enormously, bub theve is nothing
improbable in the presmmption that the early T"ai jnnnigrants wers
alveady familiar with Indian symbols, as witnessed by the Richasi
on the Dbracelet’ coinage.

The Coneh-shell is a very favourite device, since it is used hy the
Brahmins in all Royal eeremonies, and especially to powr lustral water
on the King's head at his Covonation. This custom still obtains to
the present day.

The Llephant used in connection with Siam needs no explanation,
The White Elephant has always been a sacred animal in thiy country
and was in India, too.

The K'rwl (Qaruda) is the famous Bird of Hindu mythology, who
acted as the Vehiele or Chariot of Vishnu. It is still used today as
the Royal Siamese crest, and appears on all Royal Standards and
motor-cars, as well ay on all Government stationery,

The Lotws, used in Siam both as o single open Hower and in a
buncly, is a sacred flower in nearly all Eastern countries, from Bgypt
to China. It grows abundantly in Siam.

The Richawat (Rajavage), or Pyramid of Dots, is a Sanskrit word,
used in Siamese to denote o fence which marks a Royal route or en-
closure, sighifying that the land enclosed is under the Royal dominion.
Its use as a mark is of very ancient date in India, as it will be found,
in conjunction with a tree and a svastika, on the flat coing of the
Andhra Dynasty, which teigned in Southern and Central Tndia from
the middle of the 1urd century 1. ¢. to the 1nd century A. D.

The Rdachast is anobher mythological animal from India. Here
in Siam it has been an emblem of Royalty from carly times, as, for
ingtance, on the bracelet’ coinage, and even today there is said to he
the skin of o Rdchasi under the seat of the King's throne. 1t way
be a memory of the Asiatic lion, though that animal is also known
under the name of Sing or Sing-lo,

The Wheel is, of course, the Dharmacakra or < Wheel of the
Law’ of the Buddhist Faith, and it is clear that any King waking
use of this mark must have been an adherent of the Buddhist religion.

The Yantre vepresents a cabalistic sign which comes from Iudm
aud which is still in common use in Lhm country to keep oub evil
spirits. The person dvawing the Yanfre must say a prayer ab bhesane
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e, He st not withdraw the pen or peneil from the paper in
drawing the figure, and the eud of the prayor must coimeide with the
completion of the drawing.  Otherwise bad and not good ek will
result,

The use of the Jrchor mark is unasual, a8 the 1ai were o con-
tinental people, and until the xvith cenbury cau have had very little
contact with shipping, as opposed to river-craft.

The meaning of the siveles of 6, 7 or 8 dots sweronnding a central
dot is dificult to debermine, Sowme say it is an attewpt at o Yantdon
others that it is meant to symbolize the Wheel.  Many of the old
Novthern (smadl) <hullet” coins have six dots in a cirele upon them,
and Tam inclined to think that it may be o stylised « Lotus’ Hower, but
an not very sure on the point. But, whatever these may signify,
[Heel that M. de la Loubére need not have been so unduly pessimistic
on the score of the marks in gencral. A little patient examination
would not, T submit, have been unfruitful of positive results,
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1T
Tiw Bir (Tiearn) Covaan oF Ayunuya

Tt is manifestly an impossible task to atbempt an ascription of the
coins of Ayudhya to their respective reigns according to their marks,
with the one exception of that of King Narai, already veferved to, Thave
thought it hest, thevefove, after due thaught, to give, fivst of all,a list
of the Kings of Sulk’ot’ai and Ayudhya, as vecorded in Wood’s History
of Siam, which may be regarded as heing as nearly correet as it i
over likely to be, and then to show by illustration all the standard
hiik eoins with different mavks which have been discovered up o the
present thne, grouping them, as far an seems likely, in their ovder of
issue. At thesame time I givea list of these coing with their distine-
tive feabures. By this means we can arvive, I believe, at o tentative
arrangement of groups of coing ag belonging to different periods,

But here I must interpose a line of thonght which has been sug-
gested to me by EL R. H. Prince Damrong. There is always, of
course, the possihility to consider that a particular King may have
changed his personal mark or used a second mark during his reign
for some special occasion, but Prince Damrong also puts forward the
suggestion that the change of mark may not represent a change of
King at all, but « new period of minting, irvespective of the change
of reign. If we take the Bangkok dynasty as an analogy, this
would not be so, as it is known that each King adopted his own
personal mavk ; bub it s a possibility, and as such I mention it.

The reason given by Prince Damrong for his suggestion is thab
the number of different marks known is much less than the number
of Kings who could have issued them, but, as will be scen later,
 this reason is based on a misconception, for the number of marks
known is actually greater than the nmmber of Kings of Ayudhya
who are likely to have issued new coinage.

I propose, therefore, to keep to o normal classification nnder reigns
until there is clear evidence to the contrary. The probabilivy is that the
Kings of Bangkok followed some well-established tradition, Morcover,
in the case of the animal marks, for instance, these must be persoml to
partienlar Kings. Tharefore, the idea of o personal mark existed in
early days, and if the animal marks were personal, why not the others !

I give now a full list of the Kings of Suk’st’ai and Ayudhya.
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LIS’I‘ or KNGS or SUR'GTAI AND AYUDLVA,

Sulkiot ai

St Indrat’it

Bin Mwang .
Ram Kamheng »
Lo Tai .

Tammarat Lo’ TPal

3 L} » ( kR

] » 0" { 23

A D,

about 1250-1270

1270-1275
12751317
1317-1354 (1847) (1

1354-18%0
Sai Lo’ Thai (T'ammarat IT) 1370-1878

» ) 1378-1406 (Vassal of Ayudhya)
I1T) 1406-1419 (Vassal of Ayudhya)

(Independent)

Ayuchaya

Ramat'ibodi [ (died)
Ramesuen (abdicated)
Boromariichi I (died)
(killed)

Tong Lin

Rimesuen (2nd time)
(died)
Ram Richitirit (deposed)
Indrarvichi (died)
Bovomarachi L (died)
Trailokanit (died)

Boromarichi ITT (died)

Ramat'ibodi TL (died)
Boromarichg IV (died)
Ratsada (aged 5) (killed)
P’ra, Chai (died)
Keo Ti (Kkilled)
Krun Worawong  (Kkilled)
Chakrap’at (abdicated)
Prince Mahin  (Regent)

1350-1369

13691870
1370-1388
1388 (7 days)

1388-1395
1395-1408
1408-1424
14241448
144.8-1488

1488-1491
1491~-1529 First Euro- )
pean Treaty |
1529-1534
15‘%1 (5 months)
15341546

15461548 (Mother Regent)
1548-1549 (Lover of

Queen Regent)
1549-1565
1565-1508

—

@

On one page Wood aives the date as 1347 ; on another as 1354,
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419, Chakrap'at (2nd tine)
(died) 15681569
4+20.  Mahin (died) 1569
21, Mahi Tammarat (died)  1569-1590
22,  Naresuen (died)  1590-1605
23, LFkat'otsarot (died)  1605-1610
24, Song T"am (died)  1610-1628
+25. Chetta (killed) — 1628-1630
+26.  Adityawong (killed) 1630
27, Prasit Tong (died)  1630-1656
+ 28, Chai (killed) 1656
+29. ST Sut'ammarit (killed) 1656
0. Navii (died)  1656-1688
31 Pet Rachid (died)  1688-1703
32, Prachao Su'a (died)  1703-1709
33, T'ai Sa (died)  1709-173:
84, Boromaldt (died)  1733-1758

+35. Ubtumpon (abdieated) 1758
36. Ekat’at (Sariya-
mavin) (died)  1758-1767

In deawing up this Hst of the Kings of Sulk’ot’ai and Ayudhya,
I have indicated in parenthesis how each died, whether a natural or
a violent death, as this may help to enliven an otherwise dry table
and also to explain why a good proportion of the Kings had no time
to issue new coinage before < shuffling off this movtal coil’. As far
as is known, all the carly Kings of Suldot’ai died a nabural death,
hut in any case all, excepb perhaps No. 2, veigned long enough to have
issued new coinage. .

It will be seen from the list that there were six independent Kings
of Suk’st’ai- before that state hecame vassal to Ayudhya, and that
the full sequence of Ayudhyan Kings reaches a total of thirty-six.

Supposing that all the independent Kings of Sulob'ai, escept
No. 2, issued separate coinage, we have then to consider how wany
of the Kings of Ayudhya may have done the same. After due con-
sidevation I have eliminated the fourteen following :

4 Can be eliminated as far ns the issuo of new coinnge is concerned ;
fourteen in all.
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Noo 20 Rimesuen, ahdieabed:
. Tong Tan, killul;
10, Borovarachi L1, died after 3 yoars
I3 Rabsadda, killed
15 Keo Fa, killed;
I Khun Worawong, killed ;
(8. Prince Mahin, Regent ;
1. Chalerap’at, abdieated ;
20, Mahin, died ;
25, Chebt’n, killed;
26, Adityawong, killed ;
28, Uhad, killed;
20, ST Sut’ammarit, killed ;
35 Ubminp’on, abdicated.

This process of climination reduces the List of < probables’ to twenty-
two for Ayudhya, and i we add the five for Suk’stai, we arrive at an
aguregabe of bwenty-seven reigns which may have issued their own
separate distinetive coinage, always presaming that cach King did
change the marks on the coinage to commemorate hig own reign,

Now, if we twn to the Dist, whieh follows, of ail the standavd bt
eaing with different marks known at present, we shall see that it
reaches w total of twenty-four, which is remarvkably close to owr total
of twenby-seven Kings,

There are, indeed, four further coing (of whieh tivo are shown on
Plate V, 1 @2 and the mark on the thivd is iHusteated by Bloek No.
[y, bug they are all well under the weight of the standard bl eoin,
and T have therefore not ineluded them in my lisk()  Some or all
may, of eourse, helong to the Sul’stai period, early and primitive as
they wre,

The Jist given has heen deawn ap from coins in my own eolleetion
aud in that of the National Museum, as well as from the hook of
photographs mentioned in the Introdnetion inder No. 3. As will he
soen, six marks on the list have heen vecorded from photographs
alone, hut it has heen possible from experience o vecognise these as
probably genuine coins, although I have seen no actunl specimens,

There ave also photographs of two other marks, one of which (8
conch-shell, seb up vertie: Llly) in partienlar is popularly attributed to

Ty . . lw
l]m mn‘k on the foarth isso worn asto 1)(! |n(llst,momslmhle, mul t

coin }LHP If weighs only 147 grains,
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the first reign of Ayudhya (1350 A. n.), but they both look doubtful
to me, and I have accordingly not included them in the lish.  On the
other hand, if they are both genuine, this would bring our list of marks
up to twenty-six, still nearer to the total of the list of Kings, They
are shown under Blocks 44 and 45.



LIST OF AYUDHYAN (AND POSSIBLY

EARLIER) BiT COINS

MAaRKS

SHAPE

Bunch of Rik Flowers below, and
Civele of 6 Dots with one in centre
ahove.

Plate VII, 1. Blocks 2 and 3.

N. B.

Bunch of Lotus below, and
Wheel of Law above {8 spokes).
Plate VII, 3. Dlocks 4 and 5.

Bunch of Lotus below, and
Wheel of Law above (8 spokes).
Plate VII, 4. Blocks 6 and 5.

Bunch of Flowers below, and
Wheel of Law above {6 spokes).
Plate VIT, 5. DBlocks 7 and 8.

Buneh of Lotus below, and
Wheel of Law above {6 spokes).
Plate VII, 6. DBlocks 6 and 8.

Inverted Anchor with 1 Dot above
and 3 Dots below, and Cirele of 6
+ 1 Dots above, as in No. 1.
Blocks 9 and 3.
N. B. This is from a photo-
araph.

Droad, with
rounded sides

A smaller eoin with the same 1

Broad, with
rounded sides

Broad, with short,
narrow hammer-
marks

Broad, with long,
narrow hammer-
marks

Broad, with long,
narrow hammer-
marks

Broad, with (?)
sides

WEIGHT

i
Exps or Comx Curs i HoLE Ix CENTRE
1 ]
grains | grawunes
[ i
meet Two, very small Triangular, large 217 . 14.19
i B
: |
i
i
| |
nark, style and shape is Inown {Plate VII, 2). 11
100 | 6.50
{
meet Two, deep Triangular, 224 © 14.36
medinm size i
meet Two, small Triangular, 243 1 15.80
medium size i
! meet Two, very deep Triangular, large 2232 14.43
i and wide ,
i i
| : :
f almost meet Two, deep Oval 215 ; 13.98
! |
| i
i i
i
‘ ? ? ?

Two, small

[0

gF




LIST OF AYUDHYAN (AND POSSIBLY EARLIER) BAT COINS {continued).

! ; ]
H 1
MARES SHAPE Exps oF Coix | CuTs HOLE IN CENTRE | WEIGHT
!
|
; {ogralus | gramnes
7 Rachawat below, Jichasiin centre, ‘(a) Broad, with long, almost meet Two, small sinl] i 214 14.24
and Wheel of Law on other side. narrow hammer- i
Plate 7TII, I and ?. . marks, i
Blocks 10, 11, 12. (b) Round, with round part Two, long, narrow none i 475 $0.88
hammer- marks.
§ Dunch of Flowers below, and ; :
Ox above. | Broad, with.long alniost meet Two, medium size medium size 232 ¢ 15.08
Plate VIII, 3. Blocks13and 14. | hanuner-marks (through mark helow} |
9 Rdchawdt below, and Elephant | Broad, with long part Two, medium size, ! none ; 230 14.95
awhbove. i hammer-marks and two below, as well | \ :
. _ L : Lepresentative
T doeks 15 : ) ; 7
Dlate VIII, 4. Blocks 15 and 16 ? Specimen
10 Bunch of Lotus below, and DBroad, with long T part Two, melium size none 225 14.62

Wheel of Law above. i hammer-marks
Plate VIII, 5. Bloeks 17 and 18.

i

i
i :
f i i
N. B. There is another type with these marks (Plate VIIL, 6), whicl corresponds i every detail with those which follow and which are
of the stan:lard Ayudhymn shape.  The standardization appears to have {okenw place in the reign of the King who issued this coin,

‘
11 Anchor in frame below, and 8+1 | Part of female part none none i 2 ?
dots in small inner circle, with ' torso from hips but many coins have |
rosette outer frame above. ; downwards. Round, « small nick called !
Plate IX, 1 and 2. : with elear, round Met Kao San
Blocks 19 and 20. : hammer-marks {Pudi-seed} i
i
e : | : ! 5
12  Bunch of Lotus in frame below, and do. part do. none | ? 2
7+ 1 dots in double circle above. !

Plate IX. 3 and 4.
Blocks 21 and 22. : . ;

PE
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LIST OF AYUDHYAX (AND POSSIBLY EARUIER) BAT COLNS (continued).

i

MARKS SHAPE "' finps oF Corx | crrs CHoLE 1N CENTERR WEIGHT
: !
] Teopresentaiive
i Specimen

Elephant below, and Wheel of Law Purt of female

none gris L gidoanes
with outer circle above. i torso from hips but many eoins have :
Plate IX, 5 and 6. downwards, Round, purt . a small nick ealled nene ? . 2

Blocks 23 and 18.

with eleav, vound Met K'no San

;
|
hammer-marks {Padi-secd) i
Conch-shell below, and §-+1 dots | do. do. do. ) do. ; 2 ! N
in small inner cirele, with rosetie :
outer frame, above.
Plate IX, 7 and 8. .
Blocks 24 and 20. : ;
Coneh-shell with 4 pearls below, do. ! do. do. : do. 5 ? ?
and 7+ 1 dots in single cirele above. i i [
Plate IX, 9 and 10. i !
Bloeks 25 and 26. : | :
i ! |
N. B. The above jive coins {Nos. 11 to 15) are taken from photographs. :
: i i
Buneh of Lotus (no inner frame) ' do. { do. do. do. 218 ' 14.17
below, and 3+ 1 dots in double civele |
above. :
Plate X, 1 and 2.
Blocks 29 and 2R,
Bunch of Lotus {no inner frame) ’ do. T do. ‘ dor. do. 226 14.69
below, and 8-+1 dobs in 4-sided ! ! ! |
rosettes, inner and onter. : i
Plale X, 8 and #+. H |
Blocks 29 and 50. : o |

W



LIST OF AYUDHYAN (AND POSSIBLY EARLIER) BAT COINS (coniinued).

MARKS Smarn Exps or Com curs HoLE 1IN CENTRE WeIGHT |
Representative
Specimen

18 Bunch of Lotus {no inner frame) Payt of female none grains | grammes
helow, and Wheel of Law with outer torso from hips vt but many coins have n 999 14 .43
circle above. downwards. Round, pars a small nick called oue === e

Plate X, 5 and 6. with clear, round Met K'ao San
Blocks 81 and 18. hammer-marks (Padi-seed)

19 Bunch of Lotus with scroll and e an
inner frame below, and Wheel of do. do. do. do. 222 14.43
Law with outer eircle above.

Plaie X, 7 and 8.
Bloeks 82 and 18.

20 IK'rut (Geruda) with inner frame

below. (Plate X1, 1). Block 83.

Above

(») 8+1 dots in small inner cirele do. do. do. do. 226 14.69
and rosette outer eircle.

(b} Open Lotus-Flower. do. do. do. do. 225 14.62

(¢} Open Lotus-Flower. do. do. do. do. 226 14.69
Plate XI, 2, 8 and 4.
Blocks 84, 35 and 36.

21 () Bunch of Lotus with inver frame do. do. do. do. 222 14.43

below, and 8+1 dots in small
inner circle and 2 outer cireles
above.
Plate XI, 5 and 7.

Blocks 87 and 28.

0%
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LIST OF AYUDHYAN (AND POSSIBLY EARLIER) BAT COINS (continued).

MARES

SBAPE

Exps oF Coix

Curs

{ HOLE 1x CENTRE

(b) Bunch of Lotus with inner
frame below, and $41 dots in
small inner circle and 2 oufer
circles above.

Plate XI, 6 and 7.
Blocks 88 and 28.

22 TLotus with inner frame below.
Plate XII, 1. Block 39.
Above

(2} Yanira.
Plate XI1, 2. Block 40.

{b) 841 dots in rosette frame.
Plate XII, 3. Block 41.

Utump'én (Fig) with inner frame
below, and 8+1 dots in small inner
cirele and 2 outer circles above.
Plate XII, 4 and 5.
Blocks 42 and 28.

i
91

24  Rachawat with inner frame below,
and Wheel of Law in outer circle
above.

Plate XII, 6 and 7.
Blocks 43 and 18.

Part of female
torso from hips
downwards. Round,

with clear round
hammer-marks

do.

do.

do.

pazt

do.

do.

do.

do.

none
but many coins have
4 small nick called

Met R'ao San
(Padi-seed)

do.

do.

do.

do.

none

¢

do.

do.

do.

do.

WEIGHT
Representative
Specimen;
grains | grammes
226 14.69
226 14.69
229 14.88
225 14.62
229 14.88
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Now what conelusions, if any, can we deaw from these Jisls of
coins and Kings ?

If we look at the list of coing first, we shall see thal, including
No. 10, of ~vhich two forms are known (old and new), thees ave
lifteen coins with different persenal marks which are all of the
standard Ayudhyan shape. By standard shape I mean o shape that,
onee it was detinitely formed, never changed again, - 1t is reasonable,
I think, to conclade from this, (1) that all these fifteen coins may be
assigned to the same group, and (2) that they vepresent the middle
and later periods of the Ayudbyan dynasty rather than the carlier.

Now, if we twn to the list of Kings of the Ayudhyan dynasty
and count back to the fifteenth King who is likely to have issued
new coinage, we arvive at No, 11, Ramit'ibodi II, who reigned from
1491 to 1529 A . Tt was during the reign of this King that Buvo-
peans first visited the Cowrt of Siam, and that an actoal Treaty
was signed bebween Siam and Portugal.  From, say, 1500 to 1767,
when Ayudbya was finally sacked by the Burmese and the Dynasty
fell, is a perviod of over 260 yeavs.

The question is: are we justified in assuming that these fifbeen
ditferent warks belong to the last fifteen reigns of Ayudhya ? It is
certainly a very tempting conclusion to draw, wnd it is equally cer-
tainly a eurious coincidence that we are taken back to the tirst Kuro-
pean Treaty. Taking all the circumstances into consideration, 1 am
inclined to think that there is some justitication for doing so; or,
perhaps, it would be more accurate to say that the clvemmstantial
evidence available, such as it is, tends to poiut in that divection.

Fivst of all, it must surely be of some significance that it was
during the veign of Ramatibodi 1T that Kuropeans fivst visited the
Court of Siam, as far asis known, and that an actual Treaty was
signed between Siam and Portugal in 1511, vencwed again in 1516,
giving the Portuguese the right to veside and carry on trade ab
Ayudhys, Tenasserim, Mergui, Pattani, and Nak’én Sitammarit.
From this we may, I think, asswue that Siam ab that time was beeom-
ing more settled and more in contact with the outside world. The
significance of this is strengthened by Further argument and evidence
which will appear later when dealing with the question of the cubs’
on the coins ( ¢f. Plates v, VII & VIII).

Secondly, we have the superficial evidence that the marks shown
on Plate VIIT, 5 & 6 (Blocks 17 & 18) appenr on both the old and
the new shapes, It s highly likely that this change took place during
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a long reign, and the only two long reigns in the xvth and carly
wvith centurics were those of Trailokanit (1448-1488) which was far
from being o peaceful one, and Riamatibodi 11 (1491-1520),

Thirdly, 1 have been hunting in Siam for distinetive marks on ¢ bhul-
let" eoing of the Ayudhya period for nearly twenty years, and cannot
diseover any ks on coins of the standard shape other than those
shown in this volwe, It s probable then that, except perhaps for
some extremely rare coins of certain veigns which have been eliwina-
fed but which may have issued new coinage, T Have exhausted the
possibilities of the chase.

Fourthly, of all those discovered, the Buneh of Lotus on Plate X7,
Nos. 6 & 7 (Blocks 38 & 28) is the only mark of which it can be said
that the coin in question freed been issued by a certain veigu, nauely,
that of King Narai (1656-1688), beeause M. de la Loubére drew o
picture of this mark in his hook. Bven in this case it canmob be defi-
nitely claimed that No. ¢ was the personal mark of King Navai; it
may have heen that of an carlier King,  Tudeed, local tradition to-day
has 36 that the el (Garde) wark (Plate XTI, 1) was the personal
mark of King Narai, heenuse Garuda was the demi-god Vebicle of
Navaiyana (Vishpw); bub the chances ave that No. 6 was the mark
of the reigning King, since M. de la Loubére visited Siam ab the very
ond of w long reign of thirty-two years, and the predominant coin would
probubly he that of the existing reign.  Bub whether this mark was
Ehat of King Nawai or of one of his fovefathers, its appearance on 2
stundurd eoin shows eonclusively that the standard shape was “well
seb” by the time ol his reign. .

Bearing all these points in mind, there scews, therefore, to nn‘,: Q
reasonable possibiliby thats the fifbeen marks known ou standard eoins
belong to the lust fifteen voigns of Ayadhya, and that the standard
shape itsell was set up in the fivst of these reigns, namely, Rimi-
tibodi 11 One cannob say mnore. .

As T have said, perhaps too often alveady, it is an imposmbh.) task
Lo aseribe cach coin o its reign.  The only indication T can give as
to its probable date is the frequency with which each is found to-day.

By far the coramonest, coin nowadays is the Bua Yantra, or Lotus
(Block 89) with Yuntre, of which two distinet ‘I.'or.ms o kno\\'ln
(Blocks 40 and 41), This mark can still be found in considerable
quantities in the market Dy the collector. ‘

Next in frequency comes the Rachawal m?d Wheel
(Blocks 43 and 18), which is also @ connnon com.

of the Law
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Aftor these two, and & good way behind, comes a group of three,
composed of Utumpdn (Block 42), ICrut ov Guruda (Block 33), which
is known with three ditferent marlks on top (Blocks 84, 35 and 36), and
the Bunch of Lotus (King Narai), of which there are two varieties
(Blocks 87 and 88). These are not difficult to find, bub cannot he
called common,

Another group of three, the Bunehes of Lotus (Blocks 17, 81 and
32) are of medium rarity, but can be found with diligent scarel,

The two Bunches of Lotus (Blocks 27 and 29), on the other hand,
ave distiuetly rare and usually have to be purchased from a collector-
dealer, though I have found several specimens in the ovdinary silver
pawn-shops,

This leaves us with the five coins shown in paivs on Plate 1Y
(Blocks 19, 21, 23, 24, and 25). I have never actually seen genuing
bat coins bearing these marks, though forgeries of the Elephant on
Block 23 are of fairly frequent oceurrence, and all the marks shown
are, as stated, taken from photographs.  From their general appear-
ance, however, 1 believe that all these coins are authentic, in spite of
their rarity.

This completes the tale of the fiftcen ditforent standaxd bdt coins,
and T can only leave it to the reader to speculate on the particular
ascription of ench. The two lists, of Kings and marks, are at his
disposal. It might form an interesting jig-saw puzzle, bub I am not
going to attempt a solution here. Popular tradition does ascribe
many of these marks to particular veigns, but without any evidence
or authority except that of Nai Kulidb, and it would be idle to give
them here, ag it seems to me that it would only confuse the issue.

Having dealt with the standavrd bat, we may turn backwards to
look at the coins shown on Plates VII & VIII (Blocks 2 & 3; 4, 5,
&6y7&8;10,11,12;18 & 14; and 15 & 16).

Now I would like to draw the rveader's attention to what has
proved to me a very interesting discovery. It will be seen, on 2
cloge examination, that all the coins shown (except the one of small
value) have < cuts’ in them on either shoulder, while, if the reader will
look again at Plafes I.X, X, XI, & XII, he will see that no coin has
any ‘cut’ upon it at all.

The significance of these ‘cubs’is not easy to determine. K'un
Vichitr thinks that the Taj adopted the form of the Bullet’ coin
from the Chinese ‘sycee’ lumps of silver, from which extractions
were made by cuts for trading purposes. e suggests, therefore,
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that when the ai transformed the Chinese silver into their own
coinage, Lhese “euts” were perpetuated by tradition. T do not, how-
ever, agree with this ovigin of the <bullet” type of coin, and the ex-
planation does nob sadisfy e entively,  In tine, as has been seen,
the cuts grow smaller and smaller and finally disappear, and in later
Ayudbyan times their place is often taken by a small elliptical nick,
alled in Siamese Met Kao Sin (or < padisseed”’) from the shape, which
will be found on one side ov other low down on the “thigh’ of the coin.
Aninteresting point has come to Light as o vesult of o close examina-
tion of the two types shown on Plate ¥177, Nos, 7 & 6. Both types,
(@) and (b), not only have <euts” on cither side (in the case of (1)
reduced Lo a minimum), hut also show distinet traces of © ¢ nick’ of o
tather primitive forn.

The explanation usually given for this <nick” is thab it was made
by the Chinese, when the coins were senb to China for teading pur-
poses, to test the quality of the silver, which in the genuine coing
was invaviably good.  There is good veason for believing this to he
the brue explanation of the <nick.” The question arises, did the ¢ cuts
serve the sane prrpose ?

Ibisreasonably cortain that all the <cuts” on the < bullet’ coins were,
from their very nature, made in Siam, as distinet from the <mick’
made in China, and, as they are so wiform on each coin, probably
by aubhority but after the coin had been stanped. Tt iy interesting, in
this connection, to note that the <bracelet’ coins sometimes have one
single cub in the centre or two deep cuts near together, one on either
side 5 while the A7d Aine coin, ju addition to the decp eul cleaving
the cenbre, invariably has one shallow cut near the centre on the
left hand side. Tt is probable then that the <bullet” coins, and the K
Pim eoins as well, followed an old tradition set by the <bracelet’
coinage ; andd T have come to the conelusion that these pm:t‘icuhu: b
e only have Deen madle before issue to <lay the Dody hare” to a
suspicious world, 1 eannob think of any other explanation for them.

This gives rise to an interesting reflection.  As alrcady ﬁtzbtc(], the
coins on Plate VII (oxcept No. ) and on Z’la(c 1ril, 1ot 4, all
show « cubs’ hut no < padi-sced” nick.  Nos. & & 6 on Plate V[{ I H']IU\\"
ab times both ¢cuts’ and < padi-seed”  Those on Plates 1[ A, AL«
XII very often show the ¢ padi-seed ” hub never a ¢ cut, @

Wy one ease only have T come
cuts ns well as the ¢ pudi-seed’ nick,

across n coin (Plate X, No. ) with, neinale
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If, as may well be true, the < padi-sced ' nielk was made in Ching to
test the genuineness of the coin (ef., later, M. de la Loubére, who,
while adiitting that Siam in 1688 had a true standard coinage,
wistfully adds that there were muny false coing about), and, if a8 1
firmly believe, all the < cuts” were made in Siam, this must indieaten
change, or an opening, of trade conditions with China,

It is curious how different things arc linked together. 1 have
several times been asked by Musewn Authorities to give my opinion
as to the approximate date of the closing of the Sawank’alok poree-
lain kilns, and in my essay on “ A Visit to Sawank’alok ”, published
in the Journal of the Siam Sociely (Vol. XIX, Pt. 2, 1925), I gave
my reasons for surmising that the indigenous kilus must have hoen
more or less moribund round about 1500 . ., chiefly on account of
the presence of quantities of rough Chinese carly Ming porechin
still to be found in the Bangkok market to day, imported for domestic
and not ornamental use. T could see no reason why Siam should
import, at possibly greater expense, quantities of Chinese porcelain
if her own kilns were still turning oub supplies in sufficient quanti-
ties. Equally, if China began to ship supplies of porcelain to Siam at
cheaper prices than those at which the home-made article could be
produced, this would also account for the decay of the Sawank’alsk
kilns, T assume thab < safe-guarding’ was not known in those days!

Now we have before us one type of coinage which, I believe, never
went to China, and another type, whose beginnings I have tentatively
placed for quite other reasons at the beginning of the xvith cenbury,
which was constantly being used as a medium of exchange with
China. It certainly looks as if a sea-horne trade hetween Siam and
China began to spring up at the close of the xvth century, and 88
if this may have been due to the fact that the first Treaty witha
European Power (Portugal) was signed during the rveign of Rami-
tibodi IT.

Thus, by appreaching the problem from two entively different
angles, we have, I think, arvived at a point where we may ab loast
provisionally eonclude that the fivst nine different coin-marks shown
in the List of Marks belong to a period anterior to that of Ramd-
tibodi, 4.e. before the Xvith century.

If we now turn once more to the List of Kings of Ayudhya, we
tind only seven Kings (or eight at the very most, if we include Boo-
mariachd 111, 1488-1491) who are at all likely to have issued their own
distinetive coinmage, and thevefore, if our previous conclusions have
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any woight, we must go further back to the Suk’ot’ai dynasty to
find the anthor of the eavlicst of these coing. It has always been o
poprlar assapbion that the Kings of Suk'otai did issue <bullet’
coiage, but until this assumption received some support from the
evidence of the coing themselves, Twas frankly rather seeptical on
the point. 1 now eonsider it & reasonable conclusion ab which to arvive.

ere again it is obviously impossible to abtempt an aseription of
gacl of the nine marks to ibs particular reign.  All one can say is
that, judging from the shapes of the coins on Plales VII and VIII

~and other eritevia, No. 7 on Plate VIT is older than any of the others;

and that No. 2 is eavlier than Nos. 4, § and ¢, as it has no hammer-
marks, As vegarvds those on Plate V77, T ineline to think that they
ave cll later than those on. Plafe v71, indeed almost certainly so.
No. 7 (with No. 2 which has the samo mavks as No. 1) is, I should
judge, older than No. 3, and No. . older than No. 4, which is ap-
proaching the standard type.

Tt appears to me fo boe just possible that Nos. I & 2 on Plate VI, (with
Nos. 1 & 2on Plate 1) belong to the pre-Ayudhyan period, while Nos.
3, 4,6, & 6 on Plate VIT as well as Nos. 1 & 2,3,& 4 on Plate VI,
may belong to the Ayudhyan period. T¢ this were so, it would account
for all the seven Kings who reigned prior to Ramatihodi 1T ; and, as
wo have already discovered fifteon different marks on standard coins,
e, from Nos. & & ¢ on Plate VIII onwards, this would seem to
account for all the twenty-two Kings of Ayudhya who ave likely to
have issued new eoinago of theiv own. T dare nob speculate further.
As it is, Tmay Dbe wide of the mark and post-dating some of the
marks on Plafes VIT & VILL

There are two other marks, which arve not illustrated on actual
coins, hub which are shown on Blocks 1 and 9. I have seen 2 gpeci-
men of Block 1 and am satisfied of its authenticity, but the coin is not
of the bat weight and helongs to a very early period. Of .Block 91
have only seen a photograph, but from the similarity of its second
mark to ltlmt on No. 1 on Plate VII (Block 3), and from the general
appearance of the coin, [ believe this also to be genuine. T camnot
say whether it is of the bt weight or not.

This must complete my abtempt to classify and date .the. stamdgrd
bat coinage of Ayudhya. Whether it will ever be possible to m'mfc
at a move satisfactory conclusion I must leave for thfz future to
decide. It is, however, only vight to say that, when T first took up

X : wrly coinage of Siam
the apparently hopeless task of studying the early comage of Siam,
, ¥ hog



54 REGINALD T.E MAy [ VOL 3xV

I never thought it would be possible to reach even the stage af
which I may claim to have arrived to-day.

There is one other subject which may be briefly touched upon hers,
From the time of the coming of the Portuguese in the xvith century
mntil the Xvith century all kinds of noney began to find their way into
Sinmn. If one studies, for instance, “ The Records of Relations with For.
eign Countries in the xviith cenbury,” published by the National Libra-
ry, it will be found that Japancse goldand silver ‘plate, English poundsy
sterling, Spanish vials of eight, and all kinds of other dollars were im-
ported into Siam for trading purposes. 1t is often said that the lator
Ayudhyan bat were nsually made of dollar silver and this may well
be true.  Many of these dollars still swevive, and T have discovered
only vecently in the market Belgian Confederation coins of 1614
A.n, Holy Roman dollars of 1719, and German Episcopal dollars of
1760, With all this profusion, or rather confusion, of monies, it must
have been difficalt for the accountants to keep their hooks exactly,
and it would be interesting to know how the exchange vates were
fixed. As far as onc can gather, it wag entively a question of indivi-
dual bargaining, within limits.

In January 1616 Edmund Sayers of the English East India Com-
pany says that he was offered by the King’s representative one
“catbic ” of Siamese money (80 bat) for 49 rials of eight.  Te counter-
offeved 48 rials, but it was not accepted, and finally he had to give
487 rials.

In December 1615 Richard Cocks in Firando, Japan, sent a cargo
to Siamn containing ¢six hundred pounds sterling in money, which
he said was equal to €2400 Japancse taels,” and as, according to
Edmund Sayers, < one cattic of Siamese money equals 20 ts. Siamese
and 40 ts. Japancse, we can caleulate that at that time one pound
sterling was equal to 2 Siamese {uel or 8 b@t, i. e. that the exchange
value of the bt was 2 shillings and 6 pence.

It would be entertaining to continue this discussion of the monetary
difficulties of our forefathers in the Far East, but it is outside the
scope of this survey and would need a monograph to itself to do it
justice, intimately bound up as it is with the trade of thab time,
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THE SyArnEn CoOINAGE OF AYUDHEYA

T must now deal briefly with the marks found on coins of lesser
value than the b@f, namely, the half-bat, the salw'ng (3 bat), the
fiang (% bat) and the sony pai (1/16 bat), of the marks on which I
show fifteen different blocks, and two Plates, XIIT & XIV, of twelve
coing each. These illustrate all the different marks that I have been
able to diseover,

M.de la Lonbére state that the marks on the smaller coinage are
bhe same as those on the bat.  They may, or presumably must, have
heen the same in his time, although T have never seen any small
values with the maiks he deseribes in his work; but to me the odd
thing is that those discoverable to-day correspond very little with the
known marks on the bdf coins, as will be seen from the Plates.

Coin No. 1 (4 bit) on Plate X717, which has no mark at all and
which is undoubtedly the oldest of the series shown, is o smaller edition
of No, 2 on Plate V.

Nos, 2 & 8 (L & L bat) show o have mark (Bloeks 48 & 46), which
Thave never seen on a bat coin. The second mark on No. 21is a
drele of dots, hut Neo. § has the mark shown on Block 54, the inside
of o conch-shell.

No. 3 (3 biat) has the same marks as No. 4 on Plale VIT (Blocks
b & 6).

No. 4 (1} bat) shows the Richast ina civele; this is almost a flat coin,

Nos. 5 & 6 (& & Dty show a small elephant (Block 50), but the side
mark is o conch-shell, which combination is nnknown on a bat coin.

No. 7 (L bat) shows a circlo of 6 dots surrounding a central one,
hut the side mark is not distinguishable.

No. 9 (} bat) shows a large clephant (Block 49) with an undeci-
pherable mark on the side, and is a long, flattish coin.

Nos, 10, 11 & 12 (}, L, & & bat) all show a conch-shell on the side
(Block 58), hut no mark at all on the top.

It we turn to Plcte X7V, Nos. 1 & 2 (f bat) again have an eleph&l?t
(Block 51) of a primitive type and a conch-shell (Block 60). No. 2 1s
of hronze, a coin very seldom seen; it may of course he a forgery,
from which the silvor coating has (1isappem'ed,
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No. § (4 bat) has again an clephant on the top with an unde-
cipherable mark on the gide.

No. & (4 bat), T fecl pretty sure, belongs to the bad coin, No, 5
on Plate VIIT (Block 17); and No. A i Uit (Bloek 52) may helong
to No. 1 on Plafe X (Block 27), though I do not feel at all certain ahout
this,

No. ¢ (} bt) is a bronze coin, also rave, and shows an elephant,
though it is very indistinet.

Nos. 7 1o 12 all show different forms of the conch-ghell whicl are
never seen on a bat coin,  Nos. & (Block 56), 710 (Block 55) & 17
areall } bat.  No. 7 (Block 57) and No. 9 (Block 59) ave § bal.
No., 12 s 1/16 bat, :

Block 47 (1 bat) shows o Rachasi, and Block 53 (§ bat) an Ox,
presumably of the same reign as the bdf, No. 8 on Plate 71/
(Blocks 13 & 14), but these are both taken from photographs, and I
have not seen the actual coins,

Taken altogether, the small coinage of Ayudhya is very puzaling
and difficult to place. A few of the coins shown on the Plates have
“ceats’ in them and are presumably older than the others, but even
here, except for No. 7 on Plate X777, I do not feel certain about the
relative poriods of any of them. As far as T am concerned, they
must remain < wropt in mystery.” I would like to think that numbers
of the small coinage with well-known Ayudhyan marks still vemain
to he discovered hy the carnest collector, but 1 must have examined
literally tens of thousands of small coing during the last fifteen years
(a miserable way of spending one’s leisure hours), and T feel that the
hope is a forlorn cne. "
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IAY
WnRisHTS AND VATLUES

There remain then the Weights and Values of the coinage, which
it will be convenient to consider together,

Of Northern coinage, the three types of ¢ Iwacclet ’ coinage illu-
stratod on Plate 117 (5, 6 & 7) ave 921 (the smallest), 954, and 1885
grains, vespectively, in weight, Reekoning the bal at 230-235 grains,
this works out ab 4 bdat, 4} baf, and 8% bil, respectively, that is to
say, @8 near as may be, the Tai tamdwng (tael) and double tamiu'ng.
These specimens ave naturally not sufliciont in wunber to allow of
any definibe conclusions being drawn, but T must admit T find the
cireumstance rather odd, as it seems Lo point to the fixing of the
i tael at a settled weight of its own at an earlicr period than T
should have expected. The weights of the above coing may, of
course, be purely coincidental.  If not, then it looks as if the Nor-
thern Tai came early into commercial contact with the Khmer, from
whom the tembw'ng (tael) was horrowed, as will he seen laer in this
chaptor.

Among ten A’d k'im coing in my possession, not of the same hut
of varions principalities, the weight varies from 939 to 987 grains,
that is, from just over 4 bal to 4] bat. Allowing for differences
in time and place, these variations may, it is suggested, be geb aside,
and the coin accepted as vepresenting the Tai fuel, with a little
weight thrown in for Juck, unlike the retail dealer’s eustom of to-day.
Asg it is certain that these coins date from a period round about 1300
A D, onwards, it s elear that the weight of the Tai feel was well
fixed by that date, at any vate in the Novth of Siam.

The half fael is also known, and the two smaller coins shown on
Plate 111, 2 & 3, weigh 159 grs. and 84 grs., respectively.

As concerns Central Siam, our prineipal witness is M. de la Loubtre,
who, after discoursing at some little length on the various measures
~in use in Siam which he deplores as ¢ si peu justes’, says that 8
“ Their pieces of money are the truest, and almost the only
“ (true), things thut they use, nlthough even so coins arve offen
“found which are false or light in Weightuuuiriaeerrirerensirins

1 . o
() Author's translation from the Frencl,
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«Phe siane names apply equally Lo their weights as to
“Lheir woney. )

s Thedr silver money is all of the sume shape and struck
owith the sine marks 5 only some picees ave smaller than
outhers. They wre of the shape of a small eylinder or bar,
s very short ind wholly Tent about the middle, so that the two
wonds of the bar meet toguther.oo o,

e rabio of their money to ours s that their Tiel,
sowhich ouly welghs o hadf-Gen, s worth, however, 374
Skl i

«'Phey have no gold o copper money.  Gold is a com-
cnodity with the Stumese and is worth 12 times as mneh
Gas silver, prosiming that the fineness of the two metals is
Hoguad

At the end of the sceond volume of his work, M. de la Loubbre, in
giving the actual weights and pieces of money in civeulation, makes
the following statement:

« Now these ave the names of the values of the weights
swand the coinage all together. 16 is true that some of these
wnames do nob represent picces of mouey, bub only values or

does not

‘

“ sums of money, just ws in France the word ¢ lvre
¢ gigmify money but the value of one pound weight of copper,
«ywhich males o sum of 20 sols.

«"Phe pic is worth B0 cald.

“"he cati is worth 20 teids.

« e teil is worth 4 ticuls.

“The tical™ is n piece of silver mouey, and iz worth 4

Sqnayons (selung).

«The qnagon is a picee of silver money 3

and is worth
‘¢ fouang.

“he fouany is also a pieee of silver woney and is wovth

4 payes.

“The peye is nob - but is worth 2

L piece of money,
“elam,

«Phe song-paye, i. e 2 payes, is a piece
«und is worth balf o fouany.

«The elam, too, is not a piece of mouney,
it weigh 12 grains of vice, as T have been —E(BIL o

¢, whereby we cnn yeckon that the keli weighs

of silver mouney
bat it is reckoned

(1) « 1t is of the weight of half an oune
24 pounds’’.

~. B, This is also par
note for convenience spke.

& of the guotation, but has hoen relegnted to a foobs
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“On this basis the tical would weigh 768 grains of rice,
‘which fact T have not tested,.......

T do not know to what language the word pic belongs,
“hut in Siam it has n weight of 125 pounds of 16 ounces each.
“The cati i3 Ohinese and iy called sehang in Sinmese. e
¢« Cliinese cati welghs twice the Siamese cati, D 7%l or tuel is
“alwo a Chinese word, which is eallod ¢amling in Sivmese, but

R RN TN T PP T F ER r)

“the Siumese catt only weighs & Clvinese tcwls,(l) against 20
“Sinmese taels ns stated above,
“ Plical and mayon are words whose origin T do not kuow,
“but the Sinmese call them bawt and saling. Louang, paye,
“and clam ave Sivmese words.”

It is interesting to know that all the above weights and values of
coing were still in general use in Siam wheu I first came to this combry
in 1908, two hundred and twenty years after M. de la Loubére, with
the exception of the ¢l which had been veplaced by the alf.

M. de la Loubére has, however, hecome confused in stating thab
the Chinese kati weighs twice as much as the Siameses kalt, sinee in
fact the reverse is the case.  On his own showing, the Siamese kati
weighs 21 pounds of 16 ounces, and 50 kati (or 125 1bs.) weigh one
pleud, -

Actually the Siamese katé weighs 2 2/3 lbs., and the picul 133 1/3
hs. (and not 125 1bs.), but this is a detail, and I pass on to an extract
from the Jowrnal Asmmque @ jn which particulars are given by M.
Ferrand of all kinds of Rastern weights and moneys taken from old
writers. In speaking of China, it is stated that:

16 tadl = 1 kati
100 Rate = 1 pieul
1 picul = 133 1/3 b,

Trom this it is clear that a Chinese kati weighs 1 1/3 Lbs, s it
still does to-day, and is equal to half a Siamese kati.

Thus it is also clear that one Chinese kati weighs 40 Siamese bt
(3 Sinmese kati weighs 80 bat), and that, therefore, a Chinese fuel
weighs 24 bat, as against the Sinmese tael, which weighs 4 bal.

The further statemont of M. de ln Loubére that the Siamese kate
only weighs 8 Chinese tael is, of course, equally wrong, as this would
make the Chinese tael equal to 10 bat in weight, whereas it is in fact
equal to only 2} bat.

(1)

The italics are mine in both cases.

@) Onzitme série, tome XV (juillet-septembre 1920), p. 90.
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Otherwise, however, I think that M, de 1a Loubére’s statemonts may
be taken as correet, and they are interesting as showing the weight.s
and moneys in use in Siam during the latber half of the xvith
century.

The statement that there was no gold or copper coinage in Siam
is to all intents and purposes correct.  Tn August 1929, however, I
was honoured by an invitation from His Majesty the King to examine

“the Royal collection of coins which had accumulated over many
reigns, and to reduce them to order as far as possible, and I was
interested to find & gold Ayudhyan ¢ bullet’ coin of the weight of
one baf, stamped with the Rachawat and Wheel of the Law. This is
the only gold coin of the Ayudhyan period known to me.

The next step backwards takes us to two stone inseriptions in the
Tai language found in the region of Sulk’ot’ai, and dating from 1518
4 b, and 1536 A. D, respectively.

In the second of these inscriptions mention is made of gifts to a
temple of the price (or value) of various tamlw'ng, bat, and salu'ng,
and in the first inscription we find mention of silver to the weight
of two chang (kati) and two tamlwng (fael), while later on a gift is
made of & ving valuwed at 7 bat.

Next comes an inscription which was discovered at Angkor in
Cambodia and is in the Cambodian seript. It dates from 1444 A 1.
and in it mention is made of a gift from one person to another of 1
damdeng, 3 bal, 1 sleng and 1 pey. Now ab just about this very
period the 1’ai had sacked Angkor, the Khmer capital, which had
then heen removed to Lawek on the Southern side of the Great
TLake, and the question is whether the above denominations refer
to Cambodian or to Tai weights and moneys. M. Groslier is' of t‘he
opinion that, in any case, they vefer to weights only, but the nserip-
tion geoms to me o he exactly analogous to the one quoted above,
i.¢, & mixture of weights and values (or wmoneys). 'l?h@ damleng,
we know, was never a coin but only a weight except in the North
of Siam, and, if M. de la Loubére is correct, nor in Ayudhya was t.he
pey (ov paye). Bt and sleng, on the other hand, were and are un%t'fs
of T'ai coinage as well as weights, Either, then, the three last umts
mentioned in the inscription were borrowed by the Kh.mer as a result
of contact with the T’aj, or they may be Khmer weights borrowed
by the T’ai and used for coinage. '

Tracing our steps backwards, there is an inscr
in the Cambodian (Khmer) script of a date round aboul 1361

iption from Suk’Gt'ai
A D,
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of which the partial veplicw in Sianese has also heen discovered, iy
which it is stated that the King of Suchanalai-Suldot’ai distributed
royal gifts to the extent of <10 jyang of gold, 10 jyang of silver and
10 million cowries’ (in the Khier text), and 10,000 of gold, 10,000
of silver and 1O million cowries” (in the Sianwese text). T pity the
poor wretehes who had to count the cowries, but perhaps they
weighed them out!

Prof. Coedes, who edited and translated all the jnseriptions quoted,V
states in & note that < jyang’ is an oid Cambodian weight, hut he
cites no refercnce in this vegard.  What the meanivg of ¢ 10,000 of
eold and silver’ in Siawmese is, it is dithcult to say.  The actual wouds
used in Siamese ave mwn nwng (one mw'n), which nowadays is
a word representing ¢ ten thousaud,” but there s still in use a weight
in the North of Siawm of one mw'n.  For instance, you buy vice or
potatoes by the wmwn, which is equal to about 28 b

Can the Siawese bext vefor to this man ¢ I it does, 28 s of
silver would equal roughly 900 dat at 32 to the (b, and 28 lhs, of
gold would be cqual to 11,000 bat, if gold was worth, as in lafer
times, 12 times the weight of silver. T am inelined to thivk this
is the meaning of the text.

So far we have found no eavlier evidence of weights or coinage
dating from the T'ai period of ascendancy in Siam, which began about
1250 A. v, but in Volume 11 of Prof. Coedés’ lnscripti01'1.~s(2) will be
found a transcription in the Khmer seript from the base of o stabue
of the Buddha. This inseription is thought to be dated 1105 of the
Greab Fra, ie. 11835 A n, and in it we Hnd mention of the words
para, tule, and fumbwng, the fivst two referring to weights, i.e. of
the metal used, and the last to the value.  Thus we have the tambwny
used ag & weight by the Khmer in Siam as far back as 1183 A b,

The strong pr(ﬂ)ubilil;y is, then, that the Tai borrowed their fuel
(temlwng)y from the Khmer, whom they superseded in Siam, sinee
weights and measures well-known to the people are not so casily
changed ag Dynasties or Kings; bub T cannot as yeb discover any
evidence which will provide a clue as to why the Khmer adopted
sbandard weight ditferent from that of the Chinese, unless, indeed, the
Chinese standard fael itself has altered since those carly days.

M

Georges Coedds, Reeueil des Inscriptions du Siam, Vols, T and 11

('l) N-U' 25, P‘ ’:L‘l:.

|
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The origin of the bét weight is equally unknown, but it seeims
cortain that this was not the weight of the original < bullet” coin, and
that the standard weight of the b, as now known, was introduced by
either the Sul’ot’ai or the Ayudliya dynasty. A possible explanation
is that the Tai of Suk’St’ai or Ayudhya, having accepted the Khmer
damlenyg (fomlwng) as o weight, decided to divide it into four parts
and to adopt one quarter as the unit of their silver coinage. This is,
perbiaps, the most reasonable conclusion atb which to arvive, sinee it is
well-known that from carly times the bat itself has been divided into
for sl ng. « '
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v
MANUFACTURE OF  BULLET ™ COiNs

During the past year the Minister of Finance has had the happy
inspiration to hand over to the National Museum all the old instru.
ments used for making <bullet’ money, or ot duang, as they are
called in Siamese.

It is over sixty yeavs since silver ¢bullet’ coins were made for
currency, but they have been made in small numbers for presentation
purposes during the interval, and it appeaved that there was still one
old man left. who had heen a pupil of the coin eraftsmen in his youth
and who still remembered how to malke these coins.

Through the kindness of Prince Damrong arrangements were accord-
ingly made for the instruments to be brought to the Royal Mint, and
a demonstration was given before the Prince, the Director of the Mint,
and myself by this old man and his associates. It may be thab the
demonstration which we witnessed is the last that will ever be given,
and I feel, therefore, that a deseription of it will find a fitbing place
at this stage of my work on the Coinage of Siam.

In order to malké my description the more intelligible, I have added
three plates, Nos. XV, XvVI and XVII, showing the instruments
used, and the different stages of manufacture.

Let me say ab ouce that the process was mediaeval, and that the
setting, as it should be, was mediaeval,

We were received ab the Mint by the Divector and conducted through
rooms and dark passages until we came to some steep steps leading to
the bagement. Down these we went and eventually found ourselves in
what seemed to be an underground chamber (actually it was flush
with the ground), wheve I at least imagined myself in the alchemist's
den.  The atmosphere for the experiment was perfect, and even the
four men themselves, who were engaged in it, were perfectly dressed
for the part.

They all wore the same uniform, rather baggy trousers coming
down to just above the ankle, and a kind of long smock cut at the nock
like a sailor suit, the whole of khaki trimmed with dark blue. You
felt that anything might happen in that chamber.

In & corner of the room was an open hearth where two men crouched.
One was blowing the hellows, and the obher poking and sorting the
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embers of lis < furnace” with a loug pair of pincers.  The other two
squatted insifenee on the floor and waited for us to take our seats,

When all was veady, one of these two weighed out the silver
requited on the seales—rthe usual bype in use in the Far Bast, & small
pan dangling from the end of a short, notehed, ivory vod with a sliding
weight attached—and placed it in the tiny carthenware erucible (next
to the shell on Plate XV77). The wman with the long pincers (seen in
the foreground of Plate XV then picked up this erueible with them
and placed it in the heart of the ¢ furnace’, covering it up earefully
with ewbers. The man with the bellows (not the ordinary kind seen
in Kurope, but a double piston with a handle, which was pushed in and
out of a long, narvow, wooden box) then pumped away until the silver
was Lused, when the erucible was removed by the man with the pin-
cers and poured into a water-mould.  To deseribe this, it should he
said that a thivd man squatted on the foor with a vectangular box in
front of him, full of water.  In the cenbre of this hox was placed a
small wooden block with one elliptical groove in it (scen standing up
on end on the left of Plate X1 behind the larger similar block),  This
smadl block was wrapped in cloth, and the whole was set below the
level of the water, so that, when the silver wag poured from the cru-
cible into the smull ¢liptieal mould made by pressing the cloth into
the groove, the metal was at onee completely submerged.  Ina moment
ar two, by the aid of o certain amount of < coaxing” on the part of the
man in charge, the silver was simooth and seb, and had taken on the
shape of a short, elliptical bar, flattish on the top and 1'0111)(191' on the
under side, where it had been pressed into the mould. It looked
rather like an elongated < hurnt almond” sweet (Plate XVII,3).

Now the eraftsman took charge. He fivst of all took up the
chisel and hamwmer seen on Plale X17and made two pavallel, shallow
eross-cubs on bhe flatter side of the coin near the widdle, by this
means bending the coin slightly, presumahly to ease the strain when
hammering the sides (Plate X VI 4). _

He then set the coin np on one side in one of the shallow hf)lc,s in
the ivon anvil (of which two are seen standing up ou end on the rxg],ghit Of
Plute Xv) and gave the side facing him sevem} S]libl‘l),.shl‘c\.\”d! Jlg\vb
with his hammer, When he had finished one side to his satlsi.acuoll,
lie turned it vound and hamiered the other side, until ghe coimn had
He then gave it a final tap on the top.

assumed its proper shape o
Dop ! Nos. 5 o 10

ot e Jeinge

and the process was complete, except for the amarking. .
sy o of this he NI,

v Plate XVIT show the different stages of this hammermg
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The Divector told me that an expert eraftsman would complebe all
the hammeving in five blows, bub our demonstrator took a good
many move than this number, as vaturally he had had but very little
practice in the past.

The stamping of the coing we did not see, as all the dies are still
jealously guavded in the Royal Treasury, but we weve told that
this was cavried out on the elepbant bone seen on Plate XV, where
the whole hone is shown and also the used portion enlarged. The coin
was placed inoue of the holes made in the bone, and the stamping
was done by hand, by some form of punch. It was explained that
the reason why an clephant bone was used s that it is just the vight
consistency to stand the jmpact of the pruuich without splibting, as
woud, and without spreading the shape of the silver, as a hard metal
Dlock would do.

Of the obher oljeets shown on Plale X1, the scissors are used for
cutting the ingob silver, the shells are used for weighing it, but the
two Hat, narvow objects on the left in the foreground wers nob
brought into play, and their use is nob known to me.

It is estimated that in former days the number of <bullet’ coins
which could be turned oub by expert craftsmen from a single mould
was about 240 a day, and as there were ten moulds in use in the
carly years of King Mongkub's veign, the total number coined would
be about 2,400 a day. How inadequate this number grew to be is
shown by the request of King Movglkut to Sir Robert Schomburgk,
{he fivst British Consul to be stationed in Siam, in February 1858,
to obtain for him in England a winting press and machinery capable
ol turning oub about 100,000 bdt a day.

This was due to the opening up of the country to foreign trade
afber the signing of the Bowring Treaty in 1855, and to the acute
shortage of silver coinage which rapidly took place. Before the
machinery could be installed and the needs of the trading community
supplied, King Mongkut had been obliged to vesort to the expedient of
stamping Mexican dollars with the Royal marks of a Monghut (Crown)

cand o Chakre, and of permitting their use ag Siamese currency.,

They were, of course, withdrawn as soon as the supply of new tlat
soinage becane adequate, and to-day ave extremely rare. 1 1'11)’30_“
only know of three examples, one in the National Museun, one
the private collection of the late H. S, H. Prince Piya, and one 1
wy own collection.  There must no doubt be others, hut 1 do not
lknow of them,
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Dountrun, Avupuvax Corvs

From what has gone before it will, T am sure, he realised that, in
the present state of omr knowledge of Sinmese coinage, it is inpos-
gible to state definitely in all cases which coins are genuine and which
are false, and [ have therefore included cne plate, API1I, showing a
group of eight coing which T have acquired as genuine abt various
times, somcetimes, alas, ab considerable expense, but which I now
consider to be of doubtful authenticity.  Some of them, I am reason-
ably satisticd, arve forgeries of rave coing; one of thewm, T heliove, does
notb exist as a gennine coin.  The others, either from their shape or
weight or their marks, ave all doubtful.

No. 1 ean only be deseribed as o fancy’ shape, which, except for
No. 2 on this same plate, is unknown in the annals of Siamese coinage.
The marks on it ave, T think, intended to be, on top, an elephant, and
on the side, a conch-ghell, bubt they arve very crudely made by an
ungkilled hand and theiv form is not acceptable to the trained eye.
There are distinet hammuer-marks on both ends, underneath, and the
ceuts” ave not ab all vven.  Tastly, the weight is exactly 232 grains,
i.e. that of a hat, and this is highly unlikely ina presumably very
carly coin, The only thing inits favour is that the silver appears
to be of good quality, hut this would be an essential, even ina for-
cery, if ‘euts’ are to be made. 1 cannot accept it as genuine,

Nous. 2 & & may be consideved togetber, as they bear the same
marks. These, which are three in number, represent on one side the
Bunch of Lotus (Block 17), on the other gide the Wheel of the
Taw (Plock 8), and, on the top, what appears to be a dog, a fox, or
a wolf ; ab any rate, it is o dog-like animal with large carsand a long,
bushy tail standing up on end,  Here the resemblance hetween the
two coing ends. )

No. & weighs 228 graing, and has two .-;'.m:ull. (:.nts, b_ub the .H]l&l"i‘ 18
in no way similar to Plate, V111, No. 1, which 1t i O])\"l"“f‘]}’ ’“t.‘”“;]‘-"‘l
to imitate (since this is an undoubtedly genuine coin with t]m.au ghmilay
marks), and, to my eye, it was made in the B.angkok pemoc.l. .My
chief reasons for saying this is that the vidge in the centre is high,
and that the coin has not those single clear hammer-marks of the
Ayudhyan period. Indeed, the shape is bad.
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No. 2 weighs 118 grains (2 graivs more thau a half-bal), whieh i
m itself suspicious in such an old coin, and its shape resembles that
of No. 7 on this Plate, with shoilar ceuts” and hawmer-mavks, It s
clear also that the Bunch of Lotus mark, as shown in the illustea-
tion, is incomplete; and it is very odd that, even with a magnifying
glass, there is no sign to he seen of the remainder of the wmark helow
where the < cut’ has divided it, as is secn, for instance, on Plate 7117,
No. .

These two coins must, T fear, he both rejected.

No. 4, with its curly ends, is another strange shape, whieh I have
not met elsewhere,  The marks on it are sinilar to those on Plude
I"III, Nos. & & 6, and the only thing against them is that neither of
them is quite complete. The ‘cuts’ also have been rather clumsily
made and are uneven, but the silver seems to he of good quality.
The weight, however, is exactly 232 grains, and this is whab gives
chiefly rise to suspicion in such an old coin. I hesitate to aceept this
eoin, bub I am not prepaved bo reject it definitely as yet.

No. 6, which has the same marks as No. 4, T have little hesita-
tion in pronouncing to be a forgery of Plafe Vi1, No. 5. Its weight,
again, is 288 grains, and the shape is undoubtedly that of a Bangkol
coin, The shape and weight arve, indeed, the collector’s hest weapons
against the modern forger, who neamrly always makes his specimens
a full bét weight, without any allowance for wear and tear, and has
evidently not studied carefully the differences in shape hetween the
Ayudhyan and Bangkok bt

No. 6 is also, without doubt, a forgery—of Plate I.X, Nos. & & 6—
and for similar veasons. The weight is nearly full at 230 grains,
and the sides, which are partly rounded, have ridges made by double
hammer-marks, a feature of the Banglkok coing which is never seen
on an Ayudhyan coin.

No. 7 appears to be a forgery of the Anchor mark, seen on Plale
IX, Nos. 1 & 2, though the mark on the top is not the same, heing,
apparently (for it is partly missing), a four-spoked wheel in a double
civele with dots between the spokes. The weight is p]zmsible ab 227
graing, but the shape is bad, and smells of Bangkok. The ridge i
the centre is high, and the hammer-marks, though single, have not
that clear, ronnd appearance as in Ayudhyan times. I do not like
this coin. '

No. 8 is of nnusnal interest. By right it should not appear hfﬂ'ﬂ
at all, as it does not profess to he an Ayudhyan coin, whether genuine
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o false, but as I eannot give it o whole plate to itself, T have in-
cluded it in Plate X17777. The marks ave, on the side, a two-pronged
fork, and, on the top, five dots surrounding a central dot in a singh;
cirele.  The dots are separated by shovbened spokes. The weight iy
236 grains.

For years I have been told that the <Fork’ mark belongs to the
famous P’yd Tk, who freed his country from the Burmese yoke
after the fall of Ayudhya i 1767, and who veigned as King in
Tonburi, opposite 1modern Bangkok on the west hank of the river
Menain Chao PPy, until 1782 when he unfortunately went mad and
gave way to his prineipal general, Chao P’ya Chakkri. For years 1
have searched the shops in Bangkok for examples of this mark, and,
although I have & number of them in my possession, they all have
differences in shape and marks, and I cannot accept any of them as
venuine. Here, the coin shown is obviously a forgery and a bad
one at that. It is over weight at 236 grains; the shape is labe
Bangkok,and there arve sharp, distinet ridges made by double hammer-
marks on both sides of the coin, I am not at all sure that the metal
is silver ; at least, it does not look pure.
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! VII
THE INTERREGNUA oF P'vyA TRk (1767-1782)

Tt s still o most diffiendt question to decide whether Pya Tik ever
issued any distinetive coinage of his own, and, if he did, what mark or
marks he adopted.

In my previous work on the coins of the Bangkok  dynasty (JSS.
Vol XVIIT, Part 8, pages 164-5) T was inclined to think that hoth
the marks popularly ascribed to the First Reign of the Banglkok
dynasty, namely the 27, commonly ealled Kre, (Plate XTX, 4) and the
Unalom, ov Bua, (Plate XT.X, ), actually belonged to Chao I’y
Chalklkri, who in 1782 raised himself to the throne of Siam under the
style and title of Somdet P'ra Buddha Yot Fa (Flis Majesty the Lovd
of the Highest Heaven).

The reasons which I gave for this opinion will he seen from the
following extract taken from the above work:

“The question is still sometimes debated whether the
“earlier of these two stamps, the 777, should not be assigned
“to the intervegnum of P’ya T'ak., A. Marques Pereiva, in his
“little work writben in 1879, categovieally allots the 277 wmavk
“to P'ya Tak, though he gives no authority for doing so.

“On the whole T am against this supposition and anin-
“elined to agree with the modern opinion that both marks
“helong to Chao P'ya ChakkeT,

“ There are many reasons in favour of this,  In the firsh
“place, after the fall of Ayudbyn in 1767 at the hands of
“the Burmese, constant irvegular fighting went on for some
“yenrs, and P'ya Tak must have been kept busily occupied
“in subduing the conntryside.  He had moreover no settled
“Capital city, and he was probubly content to go on using
“the Ayuadhyan ticals.

‘“Becondly, on the 7% coins nppears the Chakra or
“ Discus for the fivst time {Plate /, Vo, (}‘),(1) and this mark
“has remained constant through all the succeeding reigns as
“the dynastic mark; and Chao P'yva Chakkail was not of the
“game family as P'ya Tak,

¢ Thivdly, there is the similarity between the name of
“the King's family, aud those of the two marks chosen.

(M Tere shown on Plate X1 ¥y, 8
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S s tene that the name Chaldr? is one word in
“Bhnnese, f‘i‘]xﬁ‘ﬁ, a Sanskrit word weaning ‘shrong’ or ‘power-
“ial’; whevoas Chakra and 295 (o A7) ave two distinet and
“xoparate words; but the similarity between them is too
“striking to be o colneldence, and one must infer that the
“Wing chose  the two symbols named on necount of their
“rosemblanee to his own name.”

After o lapse of seven yours since writing theso words, T have
carelully considered once more the reasons given, and 1 must
frankly admit that they still have weight with me,

AL the same time, during the Japse of years, eertain other evidenca
s come to Hght which needs to be recorded here.

Ifivst, there is the fact that T cannot find & genuine coin with the
‘Fork” mavk on i, and T am reasonably convinced that such a
genuine mark does not exist,

Secondly, as previously stated, during the past year the Minister
of Finanee has handed over to the National Museum all the in-
struments still existing in the Mint for making the <bullet’ money,
as well as impressions of all the stamps or dies used for making
the marks,  These stanps inelude all the main ones used dwring
the Bangkok Dymasty (Plafe X7X, 5 (o 8) with the exception of
the Tve (Plade XX, 4). Thero may be some significance in this fact.
It the instruments, which ave obviously of some age, have been
cavefully kept, as well as the stanps, why should the 777 mark be
missing ?

There is a third fact, to which Iallnded in my previous work, but
to whieh perhaps I did not give sufficient attention ab the tiwe, and
this concerns the hammer-marks on the coins,  The eavliest coins
with the 777 mark have one single hammer-mark on each side, as on
the Aydhyan bif, though later ones have partly single and double,
or wholly double marks.  The coing themselves, however, have not
that definite standavd shape of the Ayudhyan tradition. Plate \T.X,
#, shows the standard Ayudbyan type with the single, clear hammer-
mavk, while Plate X1X, ? shows the standard Bangkok type with the
double hammer-marks and the ridge ia the middle.

Lastly, we have the categovienl statement of A. Marques Pereira,
written fifty years ago and given as an accepted fact without any need
for evidence, that the 7%z mark belongs to Pya Tk, In the light
of the new evidence, this statement obviously hears move weight
than it did at the time I first wrote,
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Summing np all the evidence now available, it would seem ag if
we must arrive at one of two conclusions, cither that (1) P'yii Tak
issued no distinctive coinage of his own, or (2) the 7' mark is the
mark of his reign.

In the absence of definite evidence, I prefer to leave the question
there, and T do so because I still find the second reason given in my
previous work, which is a positive one, a serious stumbling-block. It
is hard for me to aceept the fact that the new dynasty of Bangkok
wag willing to use the same dynastic mark as I’ya Tak.  On the
same analogy, it is easy to understand why the Tudors did not adopt
the same designs as the Plantagenetsin England. It is human nature,

One point of interest emerges lastly from a comparison of Ayudhyan
and later coing.  None of the Bangkol (ov possible P’y Tik) coins
are so well made as those of Ayudhya, and it looks as if, on the fall
of that capital, the family of skilled coin-makers was dispersed and
the art was lost.
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APPENDIX

During my jowneys North and South in the past twenty yvears T
have gathered a number of pieces of metal which have heen repro-
sented to me as in nse ab sone thne or another, and for some parpose
or other, ax o medium of exchange.  They are not in any way con-
neced, as far as 1 know, with the Tai system of coinage as it has
developed in the course of centuries, and T have not thought fit to
include them v my general survey, But, in order to make this
work s complete as possible, they should find a niche somewhere,
and 1 have accordingly relegated them to an appendix with two
plates of illustrations, AV and XX7.

Plate XX

No. I eomes from the Novth of Siam and appeavs to be of reason-
ably pure silver, It is called in that region <Pig’s Mouth’ money,
owing to a faneied resemblance to that ill-favoured animal, but it is,
in faet, n darge, hollow, shell-like picce of metal, weighing 1,198
graing, or slightly morve than five hat, and seems more likely to have
heen made in imitation of the largest type of cowrie-shell. T could
uob discover the nse o which this particular kind of money was put
in the past; i6 is uncormmon now.

Nos. 7 (" & can be ennveniently considered nexb.  These picces of
money, or tokens, which may he found in sets of five, also come from
the Novth of Siam and ave ealled Nyin Hai ( shell-money ) or Ngan
ok, The largest and  the smallest of the set, which ave the two
shown here, vange from w size of 2§ inches by 23 melies, to a tiny
piece, § of an inch square.

They are made of silver alloy in the shape of flat or almost flat
shells, One side (that not shown) is partly hollow and partly (',()\'(',1‘(3(1.
with a yellowish-red substance, which T am told is the bu'rnt yolk of
a chicken’s egu; the other side, which is slightly convex,1s black and
vibbed or corrugated, as seen in the illustration.

I understand, on reliable authovity, that these tokens wore, and
still ave, made solely for use in the ceremonies of marriage and divoree
in Northern Siam. When a man marries, he will give so‘much
weight in <shell-money ’ to the pavents of his bride, {l»]?d. if he d]vorc(f:%
his wife, again he must pay according to his position and means.
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They vepresent in fact the < purchase” or < velease’ money of the Tady,
as the case may be.  The tokens shown weigh 1,064 graing and ¢4
grains, vespeetively.  Others of the set in my possession weigh 503
grains, 268 grains, and 107 grains, respectively,

Nos. 2, 4, & 4 may all be considered together, as they all come
from the Northi and have a certain affinity with the «shell meney’
Just deseribed.  No. 2 has a shell-like cavity on one side and is rih-
hed on the other; it also has o kind of handle, broken off. 1t seems
bo be made of copper with a thin coating of silver, and weighs 1,002
graing. No. 2 has no cavity, but is flat on one side with a slightly
ribbed surface, and convex ou the other (that shown). It appears to
he made of silver alloy and also weighs 1,002 grains, No. j is, in
sssence, the same as No.o 2, except for the projecting handle, and
weighs 154 grains,  All three ave partly covered with «chicken’s
ege’ on one side. I am disposed to think that they ave put to the
same use as the Nyin Hal. ’

Nos. 5« 6 also come from the Novth of Siam, hut have not ap-
parently been in gencral use; at least 1 have only found them
in the Nan region, on the eastern horder.  They ave convex on the
marked side, and coneave on the other, as may be scen in the
illustrations ; and Lov want of a hetter name I eall them ¢leal ” money,
sinee the marking vesembles the veins of a leal.  No. 4, which is of
copper or a copper alloy, weighs 5565 graing; while No. 6, which ap-
pears to have an admixtuve of silver, weighs 874 grains,

There is no evidence to show when any of the tokens on this
plate were first made, or by whom.

Plute XXT

The first five bullet-shaped picees on this plate were sent fo me
from Supanburi, Novth-West of Bangkok, bub withoub any comment
as to their period of use or thelr originators; nor can I discover any
evidence to account for their presence.

"They ave not of silver ov copper, bub are of very light weight, and
the veport of Mr. TL J. Plenderleith of the British Museum, who
kindly examnined them, gives the following analysis:

¢ The Sinmese coin sent me is not pure metal but is”
« composed of the native cuprous sulphide, ¢ copper glance’,”
¢ gometimes enlled chalcocite. This is rather interesting,”
«and unique suvely, as it must be a ditficult matter casting”
¢ this substance owing to its tendency to burn at high”
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“lomperatures, I could detect nothing further in the”
“specimoen save o trace of chlovide and of iron .

o Ollemicnl_ results were checked by a specific gravity "
* determination, the value obtained being about 5. 9. Thisis”
“guite in agreemont with the figure required by euprous”
“sulphide .

The weights of the coins shown are as follows:  No. 1, 238 grains;
No. 2, 220 graivs; No. 3, 253 grains; No. J, 121 grains; No, 5, 116
grains, though the two latter are about the size of an Ayudhyan b,
and Nos, 1,2, & & are considerably largoer.

The marks upon the coins are very crudely made, as indeed are the
coins themselves, but they appear to represent either a flower, or an
anchor, or a Monghut (Crown). The most singular thing about thesce
coins, however, is the presence on eitber side of two Cambodian
chavacters, of which the fivst is but, while the second is not recogniz-
able. The characters themselves do not seem very old. Their meaning
is unknown and, as these coins mostly have small boles through them,
Tam inclined to think that they have been made for use as amulets
and have never been used as coins for currency purposes.

The sawme applies to Nos. 6 & 7, which are not of chaleocite hut
of some heavier metal, probably bronze.

No. & comes [rom Nalk’on Si Pammardb in Southern Siawm, and s
always said to be of greab age, possibly from the first millenium
A D, Small hoards of them have been discovered ab times, but,
outside the National Museum, the coin may be said to be rave. It
ztppeu-rs to be of silver, and weighs 29 grains, which is exactly & fu'uny
(4 bat).  This may be a coincidence, ov it may point to a much later
date for its issue than is generally supposed.

The mark on the obverse is a kind of Maltese Cross, formed by
pressing out the design. The reverse is blank. There s no evidence
as to its peviod or ibs value, or its use.

Nos. 9 to 14, which complete the Plate, ave of a certain historical
interest.  They are red clay seals, stamped with the Lotus-lower
(Nos. 9 & 10), the Iinars, or Bird-woman, of Siamese mythology
(No. 1.1), the Rachasi (No. 12), the Hare (No. 13), or the C(?cl;
(No. 14). Tt is recorded in the histovy of Siam that during tl.w reign
of King Boromalkat, in the year 1744, the supplies of cowrie-shells
foll short for use as small change, and that these clay prakab, as they
are called in Siamese, were issued by royal authority in their place.

They are, therefore, provisional cowrie-shells and today are sufii-
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cienbly rave, It is nob known whether the size made any difference
to the value; probably not, as the many different sizes of cowrie-
shells were all of the same value.

Finally, although I personally have never seen any examyples, T
undevstand from Major Seidenfaden that the Kui (a tribe of North-
Rastern Siam, in the Kompong Soai district) formerly made and used
a lozenge-shaped dron money. A picee of this money seen by him
was 14 e long, 3cm. broad, and had a thickness of 1 cwm. Ifs
weight was 200 grammes.  According to Aymonier, in 1884 ten such
Picces were worth one bdt, and fourbeen went to one Piastre, -




