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The coins have been divided up into four main groups in an attempt to extract as much
information from them as possible. The first group comprises the coins related either to the
construction of the buildings (Period I) or their use (Period II). These are few in number and can
be described perfectly well in words. The other three groups from sites CQ (building XlI,l) and
DE-F (building XII,3) and CX/CY (building XII,2) all contain over 200 coins and these will be
dealt with numerically, against the background formed by the other excavated sites in
Circncester.

The coins of Period I were found either in levelling deposits put down before the buildings
were constructed, or in levels associated with the construction. On site CQ the only coin of this
phase is an indeterminate coin of the third or fourth century. On sites DE-DF the follis of
Maximian definitely pre-dates the laying of the cobbled surface and puts this event some time
after A.D. 300. On site CX/CY one group of coins consists of issues of Hadrian, two ofJulia
Dornna, and one Gordian Ill, together with six radiates. These hang together well as a group of
the late third century and may be associated with the re-deposited debris in the levelling layer. A
second group, with similar provenance, belong to the House of Constantine around 350-360;
these must presumably give the date for the erection of the building on site CX/CY. This leaves a
very strange gap between the two groups from the 310's to the 34O's, a time when most sites in
Britain show a maximum number ofcoins lost. If these coins are to be directly translated into the
results of actions, then they must mean that there was no activity on this part of the site in the
early fourth century: the early coins would have reached the site as re-deposited rubbish, and the
later coins would show the true start of activity.

My interpretation of these coins taken altogether is a beginning to activity shown by the follis
of about A.D. 300 and backed up by the coins of CX/CY up to that same date; then I would
assume an occupation of site DE-DF in the earlier part of the fourth century, followed by a move
to include CX/CY after the middle of the century. There is no direct sign from the coins whether
the house on site CQ or on site CX/CY was built first, but the coins around site CQ do contain
more radiates than elsewhere, and this may be a pointer.

Eleven further coins from site CQ were found together (CQ 1 2) and seem to form a small
hoard. They were found immediately above a floor surface, and therefore must have dropped in
that position, or been buried from a higher level, after that floor had ceased to be kept clean.
Whatever the exact date of the first construction on site CQ there seems to be no doubt that the
house was in use during the fourth century, later rather than earlier, yet the hoard of coins closes
with issues of Carausius and forms a very compact group around the year 290. It is
numismatically highly unlikely that those coins were around in general circulation after the year
330, so, in order to be deposited towards the end of the fourth century they must have formed a
group kept safely and separately apart. As these coins are completely out of their own context,
there seems to be no logical way in which they can be used for any form of dating.

The rest of the coins have been summarized in table 1. They have been listed by site, and by the
period in which they were struck; in the earlier period these divisions correspond to reigns of
emperors, in the later period they are simply divisions of about twenty years which correspond
to changes in the coinage. The coins from the three sites have been compared with the coins
found on other sites excavated to date in Cirencester. These excavated coins have been divided up
into ten groups on topographical grounds (e.g. sites near the Forum, cemetery sites, etc.) and
smaller sites have been amalgamated with larger sites to give roughly equal numbers of coins in
each group. The mean of these ten excavated groups, expressed as coins per thousand (per mil.),
are shown in the first column in table 1, and the second column is simply twice the mean per mil.
Then the coins from each site have been expressed first as simple numbers found, then reduced to
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76. Coin distribution for sites CQ. CX/CY, DEIDF
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Excavation Mean Site CQ Site DE/OF Site CX/CY
10 sites

Mean %0 X 2 No %0 %2m No 0/00 %2m No %0 %2m Date

2 4 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0
41

14 28 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0
54

4 8 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0
69

25 50 1 5 10 - - 0 - - 0
96

9 18 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0
117

6 12 I 5 42 - - 0 1 3 25
138

7 14 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0
161

7 14 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0
180

2 4 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0
192

9 18 1 5 28 - - 0 - - 0
222

6 12 - - 0 1 5 42 - - 0
238

5 10 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0
259

100 200 27 130 65 2 9 5 23 61 31
275

99 198 21 101 51 9 42 21 31 82 41
294

28 56 3 14 25 - - 0 5 13 23
317

37 74 8 38 51 4 19 26 9 24 32
330

240 480 60 288 60 40 189 39 102 271 56
348

127 254 47 226 89 32 151 59 86 228 90
364

112 224 12 58 26 71 334 149 73 194 87
378

4 8 - - 0 - - 0 9 24 300
388

159 318 27 130 41 53 250 79 38 101 32
402

Table 1
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coins per thousand, and finally expressed as a percentage of the doubled mean. This leads to a
simple diagram in fig. 76. There is a diagram for each site. On each diagram the mean value of
Cirencester sites is given as a broken line half way up the diagram. Most of the sites used to form
this mean will lie either between 0 and the mean, or above the mean, and usually then between
the mean and twice the mean. Values for coins found can obviously not lie below 0, whether in
coins found, per mils or percentages, but they may lie above twice the mean. What we want to
see is how our three sites, CQ, DE-OF and CX/CY, fit against this background and the sites are
therefore drawn, period by period, as either 0, a dot on the axis, below the mean, or above. A
glance at the diagram therefore shows how the three Beeches sites compare with coin finds in the
rest of the town.

It needs to be emphasized that the diagrams do not show the raw number of coins from each
site, but the coins from each site compared with the Cirencester background. Thus the general
picture for sites in Cirencester during the period 330 to 348 is high: the mean of240 coins per mil
says that on each site, if a thousand coins were found, nearly one in four would be a coin of this
period. This is expressed on the diagrams as the middle mean line. Below this line means less
than one coin in four found for this period; above this line means an even higher number of coins
- perhaps one in three of all coins found. Therefore to say that one of the Beeches sites only
comes up to the mean is not to say that it has few coins in that period, but that it only has the
same as all the other sites, not more.

Interpretation of the sites from their diagrams is straightforward. Up to 259 there are very few
coins; when those coins were found they were fewer in number than on other sites in the town.
The suggestion must be that compared 'with the rest of the town this area was developed late.
Coins from 259 to 294 are common in the town, but only site CQ gets up to an average value and
just above. Site DE-OF is way below the town mean in this period, and CX/CY is distinctly
below the mean. CX/CY and DE-OF are below the mean in the 330's but come up in the 340's to
reach unusually high values in the 350's and 360's. DE-OF is abnormally high from 364 to 378,
and high from 388 to 402, while CX/CY is high from 348 to 378, abnormal in the very erratic
period 378 to 388, and then drops below average after 388. Site CQ is high from 364 to 378 but
drops immediately after. In general we have sites which are late starters, which have peaks of coin
loss, which may, or may not correspond to coin use, around the middle of the century and on
into the last quarter, and one part of the site which goes strongly to the end. All three sites have
coinage of the last period, 388 to 402, and they must all therefore be dated to after about A.D.
400, but the majority of coins of this period belong to the black rubbish deposit on site DE-OF.

All these points have been made against the background of Cirencester. It would be good to
show them against the background of the whole of Roman Britain, but there are severe problems
in this at present. The matter will be taken further shortly but, in summary here, it can be pointed
out that the Cirencester background is totally untypical of the Civitas Capitals of Roman Britain
and the coins only make sense if interpreted not against comparable towns, but against sites in the
countryside. This is because most town sites in Britain show a drop in coin loss between the late
third and the fourth century. Country sites and Circncester grow between the late third and the
fourth century. If comparison is sought, then the Beeches sites which, even against the
Cirencester background are low in the early period and high in the later fourth century, would
have to be equated with substantial West Country villas, farms and small settlements.

A final point needing comment is the dating of the deep black deposit on site DE-OF which is
interpreted as within either a farm yard or an aisled building. The material from the deposit,
which appeared on excavation to be a remarkably uniform rubbish layer, has been summarized
above and we, therefore, have dates from the pottery, the coins, and a carbon-14 date from the
animal bones. The coins from the deposit have a very clear composition which demonstrate a
date at the end ofcoin use in Britain; a second feature which is important is the absence of residual
coins showing that this is a rubbish deposit which accumulated quickly during the last quarter of
the fourth century with little or no material from earlier dates. The pottery is consistent with this
homogeneity but cannot give an independent date, since in the last analysis all pottery dating in
the later fourth century depends on coih evidence. No coins of the fifth century have been
excavated in Cirencester or elsewhere in Britain bar single examples of 407 and 411 at
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