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Abstract
This thesis deals with the Roman coins from the University of Alberta excavations at
Ossaia/La Tufa, in Tuscany. Through the 1995 digging season, a great number of these
coins have been uncovered, dating from the reign of Augustus through to the late fourth
century A D., and this thesis seeks to analyse the collection, both as a free-standing group
of coins and in its historical and economic context. The role and circulation of Roman
imperial coinage is also examined in an empire-wide context, in order to provide
background for the Ossaia/La Tufa collection. It should be noted that excavation at the

site is on-going.
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Introduction

The Roman villa site at Ossaia/La Tufa, excavated by teams from the University
of Alberta and the University of Perugia beginning in 1992, lies on a small platform of
land overlooking the Val di Chiana, approximately 6 kilometres to the South of the
ancient Etruscan town of Cortona.

Unfortunately, very little is known about the history of Cortona before the
medieval period. Cortona was founded (according to legend, by a refugee from the
Trojan War) probably in the eighth or seventh centuries B.C.,' and, in the fourth century
B.C., was one of the founding cities of the Etruscan dodecapolis. However, the Etruscans
were forced to engage repeatedly in warfare against such peoples as the Umbrians,
Samnites, and Gauls, and this eventually left them open to Roman expansion.’

Cortona seems to have first come into contact with Rome in the fourth century
B.C., and, along with Arezzo and Perugia, is recorded as having signed a treaty with the
Romans in 310 B.C. What was probably the town's greatest ancient "claim to fame"
came during the second Punic war, when Hannibal passed through the territory of Cortona
shortly before routing the Romans at Lake Trasimene; it is this occasion which may have
given Ossaia ("The Bone-Yard") its name.’ Livy records that Hannibal devastated the

area;! if any such activity took place at the exact site of the Ossaia villa, no trace of it has

'Neppi Modona 1977, p. 22.
*Barbieri 1964, p. 20.
*Neppi Modona 1977, p. 25.

‘Livy XXIL4



2

remained. After that, there is very little mention of Cortona in the ancient sources.
Presumably, the city was allied with, or at least not hostile to, the Romans during the
Social Wars, for not only is no punishment mentioned, but it seems that Cortona received
Roman citizenship shortly thereafter, probably in recognition of this alliance’®
Subsequently, the city became part of Augustus' re-constituted Etruscan League.® The
Imperial and Late Antique periods passed without significant historical incident for
Cortona.

Although Cortona itself does not rate a mention in historical records of the
Imperial period, we have begun to come to some conclusions about the history of the
Ossaia villa site. Brick stamps of the Vibius Pansa family have been uncovered,
testifying to first century B.C. ownership of the site. The finding of another brick stamp,
inscribed CAESARVM, fits this theory, as the Vibii Pansae are known to have
bequeathed their lands to the imperial family. Later, perhaps towards the end of the first
century A.D., the land seems to have passed into the hands of one Aulus Gellius, possibly
a local freedman. Subsequently, it is possible that the villa evolved from a "stately home"
to a small vicus, as there is evidence for late antique, industrial re-use of some of the villa
areas.

As this thesis deals with the collection of coinage from the villa, it is necessary
to take a brief look at the economy of Etruria during the Imperial period. Itis likely that

Etruria, while never impoverished, was also never truly prosperous either; Frank cites as

Neppi Modona 1977, p. 27.
*Torelli 1982, p. 302.
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evidence for this the lack of public building, among other things.” The region's main
export was likely wheat, which would have been shipped down the Tiber (navigable at
that time as far as Chiusi) to Rome.' Frank seems to feel that the region was extremely
depressed, going as far as to state that "Etruria...was a depleted and unwanted country."®
However, given the presence of a villa as large and opulent as the one we are uncovering
at Ossaia, it seems that this view is in error, at least for the early years of the empire.
Furthermore, despite his eventual conclusions, Frank notes that spelt from Clusium was
well thought-of, and there are, as well, the famous pottery works at Arretium to be taken
into consideration.

The task of this thesis is to survey the (ample) numismatic evidence from the villa
at Ossaia, and to lay the groundwork for a more detailed examination of the collection

in the context of regional coin finds.

"Frank 1940, p. 122.
%Frank 1940, p. 14S.
Frank 1940, p.123.



Chap. 1: The Use of Coins in Archaeology

Before beginning an examination of the coins from Ossaia, I believe it worthwhile
and indeed necessary to examine the ways in which archaeologists use numismatic
evidence. In general, coins uncovered through excavation are found in one of two
contexts: as hoards or as "stray” finds. Given that we have not as yet uncovered any true
hoards at the Ossaia site,'® and that the interpretation of hoards is an entirely different
subject area from that of site finds, I shall not be dealing with the former in this paper.

The use and interpretation of stray coins from archaeological sites is a topic of
some discussion, and, indeed, some dispute. This is compounded by fact that
numismatics has often been dissociated from archaeology, and related more to such fields
as art history. J.P.C. Kent has commented on this problem:

Certain university appointments of recent years seem to reflect a cautious

desire of departments of history and archaeology to emancipate themselves

from the tyranny of the classically trained numismatist."'

To begin with, however, coins have obvious value to an archaeological site based
upon the precision with which they can be dated. Ancient Roman coins can, in most

cases, be dated to within a five year period, and often even more closely than that.

However, this accuracy of dating by itself does little for the archaeologist beyond

®There is one small group of late fourth century coins found in the same
stratigraphic layer (23) in relatively close proximity to each other in Area 1 of the
Ossaia site, but I have seen no signs that they were buried deliberately as a hoard, and
therefore do not count them as such. The only other associated group of coins on the
site are those which have been found in the suspected infant burial ground, and these,
while also not a true hoard, I will be dealing with as a group in a later chapter.

""Kent 1988, p. 201.
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providing a ferminus post quem for the loss of the coin. The terminus post quem can be
extremely useful in supplying a date for specific archaeological features, but, in the
general course of establishing a sequence of stratigraphic layers for a site, more data are
usually required.

When one attempts to use coins for more than simply supplying a terminus post
quem, matters become slightly more complicated. Many coins remained in circulation for
centuries, and could have been lost at any time during those centuries. Thus it is
important to take into consideration the context of the finding of the coin, and the other
finds from that stratigraphic layer (including, it must be pointed out, other coins). Thus
coins, in the larger scheme of dating a site, are often used in a confirmatory role rather
than a primary one. This is bomne out by the use of the coin finds from several recent
excavations. For example, in the report from John Dobbins' dig at La Befa'? the coins
are mentioned only in the section concerning stratigraphy. They are not discussed
thereafter, even in the section of the report dealing with the ancient economy of the site.
Del Chiaro, in his report on the very small number of coins found at Scansano (Province
of Grosseto), claims that they "attest to a period of occupancy extending from the
beginning of the 2nd century B.C. well into the first half of the 4th century A.D.""* He
is probably guilty in this case of stretching the evidence, for, although the range of dates

for the coins is such as he describes, no account is taken of the afore-mentioned

Dobbins 1983.

B3Del Chiaro 1992, p.163. The collection from Scansano consists of eleven items.
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possibility that they had been in circulation for some time when they were lost. Finally,

the excavation report from Settefinestre, although taking a detailed and in-depth look at
the typology of the coins from that site, makes little attempt to go beyond the site in its
analysis.'*

The archaeological use of coins in the regional sense was pioneered by Dr.
Richard Reece, who, for the fifth report on the excavations at Richborough, England,
devised a system for dividing coins chronologically." In this system, based upon work
done earlier in the decade by Alison Ravetz, he broke the history of the Empire up into
a number of numismatically significant time periods, creating what amounted to a
chronological tally sheet for coins. Reece divided the span between 27 B.C. and A.D.
410 into 20 periods, based either upon the reigns of the various emperors or upon major
monetary events (coinage reforms being the most common). Once this system was
devised, it was possible to do a relatively rapid survey of museums and collections in a
certain area, and arrive at conclusions about the circulation of Roman coinage in that area.
Reece began his survey by examining collections in Southern France.'® Shortly after this
article was issued, some modification of the time periods took place, in order to reflect
more accurately several chronological elements of Roman Imperial coinage, particularly

as they applied to coin finds in Britain.'” The result consisted of 16 time periods,

“vVittorio 198S.
SReece 1968.
1Reece 1967.

"Curnow and Reece 1969.
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covering roughly the same time period as before (the end date was changed to A.D. 402),
with some of them divided into sub-periods. These sub-periods denoted either massive
changes in the coinage during a particular reign, or, in some cases, different
denominations. This system was further revised when Reece began his survey of
Northern Italian coin collections;'® although the 16 periods were retained substantially as
presented before, some of the sub-divisions were different. The project was completed

with a general look at the coinage of the Western Empire, which was published in 1973."

Reece's system is quite useful as a comparative tool, but any conclusions must be
drawn keeping in mind several inherent difficulties which can render the data
meaningless. For example, small samples can provide distorting data unless care is taken
not to give them the same weight as larger collections, a care demonstrated in Reece's
decision to reject the collection of the Museo Civico in Treviso, among others, in his
study of coinage in Northern Italy.® As well, care must be taken to disregard groups of
coins found in hoards, as these will inflate the number of coins for certain periods, thus
not accurately reflecting the patterns of coin loss and circulation.

Furthermore, there is some doubt about the use of quantitative studies in drawing
absolute conclusions about the ancient economy. Various attempts have been made to

calculate the total number of coins in circulation based on coin loss, but none of these are

®Reece 1971. I shall provide a full prospectus of these time periods in the second
chapter of this thesis.

Reece 1973.

Reece 1971, p. 176.



accepted as definitively correct.*' This problem would be easily solved had any ancient
mint records survived; unfortunately, none have done so, and thus many of the variables
used in quantitative studies are purely speculative.? Therefore, the best that Reece's
studies can do for us is illustrate patterns of coin loss in the various geographical areas.

The other major problem with this system is the fact, openly and often
acknowledged by Reece, that many museum and private collections are of very dubious
provenance. For example, many museum collections have a significant body of coins
donated by collectors who may have originally obtained their coins anywhere in the
Roman world. This is well illustrated in the case of the Museo Bottacin in Padova, which
includes coins obtained in Germany, among other places.? However, if enough
collections are considered together, it is safe to assume that the pattems of coin loss
depicted will be essentially valid. Furthermore, this problem is obviously far less an issue
when dealing with collections of coins from individual sites.

However, despite these problems, Reece's series of studies is by far the most
complete and accurate look at regional coin distribution taken to date. Although the data
were collected more than 20 years ago, it is highly unlikely that the conclusions drawn
from them should be modified much by more recent discoveries. In the third chapter of
the thesis I shall be discussing in more detail the conclusions drawn by Reece from his

study of Northern Italian coinage, both as they stand and in the context of the collection

*'Hopkins (1980) is a good example of elaborate use of quantification.
2Whittaker 1990, p. 111-2.

BReece 1971, p. 169.
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Chap. 2: The Role of Coinage in the Roman World

Before taking a detailed look at the coins from the Ossaia site, I wish to examine
how coinage circulated and was used in the Roman economy. In examining this subject,
one must be careful to differentiate between coinage, by which I mean the actual metal
tokens which are the subject of this thesis, and money, an abstract term which can be
applied to almost any form of wealth. On many ancient price lists and records, sums of
money are listed, for example, in denarii, but this is not proof at all that the transaction
was actually carried out in denarii or any other denomination of actual coinage. On the
other hand, as Howgego has pointed out,** one must be careful not to assume too readily
that coinage was not used in such transactions.

The use and purpose of coinage in the ancient world has been the subject of many
studies, and a number of different conclusions have been reached. Also controversial, and
related, are the extent and manner of coin circulation. In general, coins moved outward
from the state to the various regions of the Empire in the form of payments to state
officials and to soldiers, and returned in the form of taxes and rents. These were constant
factors; other factors, which varied in importance depending on the historical period being
discussed, include booty collected from conquests as well as payments to peoples outside
the Empire. Coins also moved inter-regionally through long distance trade and troop
movements, and out of the empire through trade with other nations. Lastly, one must
consider coin ci;'ctdaﬁon within individual regions, through day-to-day transactions. The

whole situation is complicated by the fact that coins circulated differently depending upon

#Howgego 1992, p. 17.
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what they were made of; the less valuable bronze coins were distributed and used for
different purposes than those made of silver or gold.

The main method of pecuniary outflow from the state-run mints was the payment
of wages of state officials, and, in particular, soldiers. We hear of entire issues of coinage
probably struck for the sole purpose of paying the legions, especially during troubled
times.”® The subject of military wages is vast, but it is enough to say here that Roman
soldiers, during most periods of Roman history, were paid in coin, and that this must have
accounted for a fairly significant proportion of the Roman coins in circulation at any one
time. For example, by Alston's calculations the increase in military pay under Caracalla
in A.D. 212 cost the state seventy million denarii’* Furthermore, Hopkins (citing
Crawford) has shown that during the late second and early first centuries B.C. military
expenditure had a startlingly direct correlation with the number of coins minted, to the
extent that such expenditure represented more than 50% of the minted coins.’ This
implies that the state was not yet getting significant numbers of coins back in the form
of taxes and rents, and thus the situation is likely to have been somewhat different during
imperial times; nonetheless, it is an impressive and indicative statistic. The previously

rare practice of paying soldiers in food became more common during the third century,

BFor example, in Late Republican times, Marcus Antonius minted several
issues during his war against Octavian.

*Alston 1994, p. 115. Alston argues, furthermore, that the 70,000,000
estimate is an improbably conservative one.

YHopkins 1980, p. 110. I would take this opportunity to remind the reader of
the difficulties inherent in any quantitative study of the type which produced the 50%
figure, and to re-emphasize that these numbers are estimates.
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due to the partial breakdown of central authority.

Regarding the actual types of coin used to pay soldiers, Alston asserts that the
aureus was the main unit for calculating the pay of Roman soldiers; however, he goes on
to point out that the actual payments, when they were in coin, were probably made in
lesser denominations which could be more easily used in minor transactions.®® There
seem, at the time of Diocletian at least, to have been four different types of military
payment:® the stipendium, which was the basic salary, the annona, which was either food
or money paid for food, the donativum, which was money paid on special occasions, and
a small daily oil allowance. The second major way in which the state put coinage into
circulation was through the purchase of various commodities, in particular the precious
metals which supplied the mints. The state, obviously, would have been trying to show
a profit on these transactions, and this desire has been cited as a reason for the
debasement of the silver coinage.® Fulford asserts that much of the bronze coinage
entered circulation in this way.>' A model for this type of transaction would show the
guild of money-changers purchasing gold and silver coins and bullion from the general
public, paying for it with bronze, and then selling the gold back to the state for more

bronze coinage.’

Z#Alston 1994, p. 114.
®Duncan-Jones 1990, pp. 105-10.
YFulford 1978, p. 71.
SFulford 1978, p. 73.

2Jones 1974, p. 73.
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Taxation was probably the main source of wealth returning to the state, but the
role of actual coinage in this area is somewhat unclear. The difference seems to have lain
in whether a tax-paying province was primarily resource-producing or manufacturing.
Duncan-Jones has conveniently broken down the provinces by method of tax payment,®
and the majority of what he considers cash-paying provinces were located in the Eastern
part of the Empire, where most mass production of manufactured goods took place. On
the other hand, he does mention Spain as a likely source of taxes in money, on the
gromcis that fixed taxes such as existed in that province were paid in coin: however, he
later cites a fixed tax in grain from Africa,>* which would seem to contradict that idea.
I think it more likely that Spain, which never had a major, long-lasting imperial mint,*
could not have made regular, significant, tax payments in coinage, and that thus their
taxes were paid in kind, which, in most cases, meant in wheat.

Roman coinage returned to the state through rents on imperial lands as well as
through taxation, although it seems that these were paid in both cash and kind as well.
Howgego presents evidence from a site in Egypt to indicate that on occasion the type of

crop dictated the method of rent payment on agricultural sites.’® It should be noted here

3Duncan-Jones 1990.
¥Duncan-Jones 1990, p. 192.

3There were, of course, many municipal and colonial mints in Spain, but these
had by and large died out by the middle of the first century A.D. The only Spanish
mints later than that which I have seen mentioned were at Tarraco (in operation
between the reigns of Gallienus?? and Constantius II) and at Barcelona (in operation
between A.D. 309 and 311).

¥Howgego 1992, page 17.
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that one of the problems with in-depth studies such as those done by Howgego is that

records of transactions have not survived Empire-wide. Our best source, and the one used
most extensively by Howgego, is the large body of papyri from Egypt, and it is worth
bearing in mind that the situation in Egypt may not, and probably did not, exactly reflect
that of the rest of the Empire.

Coinage also circulated generally, mainly through use in daily transactions. It
would seem obvious from the numbers of coins found as stray site finds in such places
as Pompeii that there was use of coinage in daily market transactions, but the scale and
nature of this use has been debated. As one example of the far-fetched theories that have
been occasionally put forward, West posited the bizarre notion that prices listed in the
Edictum de Pretiis of Diocletian were arrived at by calculating the minimum number of
coins needed to pay each one, and obviously felt that coin use in the Empire was so
widespread on such a scale as to make this necessary.’” I feel that West, in putting
forward this idea, falls into the trap discussed above, that is of assuming that listing prices
in terms of coinage implies that only coins were used as payment.

On a more realistic level, Crawford put forward the notion that there was a rural-
urban split in the scale of day-to-day coin use, but this idea has in recent years come
under attack from such scholars as Christopher Howgego. Crawford's main argument was
that "small, recurrent purchases do not form part of the picture” of the rural economy.*

He also cited a quote from the De Agri Cultura, in which Cato recommends that the pater

"West 1951.

%*Crawford 1970, p. 44.
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familias concentrate upon selling rather than buying,* thus, in Crawford's opinion,

indicating that most rural sites were expected to be somewhat self-sufficient.® However,
Crawford here is almost certainly guilty of selective use of the source, as Cato, in his
preceding passages, describes a series of market transactions among the duties of the pater
Jamilias. It would seem that Cato's instructions to sell, rather than buy, are nothing more
than basic financial advice, and not of major significance in studying the structure of the
economy. Even if we were to accept Crawford’s model, two questions would still remain.
Firstly, to whom would sales mentioned by Cato be made? And, more importantly, what
would be the medium of exchange? The logical conundrum here is that, if goods from
rural sites were being sold to buyers from urban areas, where coinage was almost
definitely the main medium of exchange, then it is clear that coined money did play a role
in rural areas. On the other hand, sales to other rural areas run counter to the afore-

mentioned emphasis on selling, not buying, and this too damages Crawford's theories.

The theory of virtually non-existant coin use in rural areas has, furthermore, come
under attack from such scholars as C.R. Whittaker, who have presented evidence against
the prevailing notion that "industry” (i.e. such activities as pottery-making and metal-
working, as opposed to agricultural labour) was primarily located in towns and cities."

How, then, can we explain the smaller number of coins found at rural sites? One possible

¥dgri Cult.2.7. Patrem familias vendacem, non emacem esse oportet.
“Crawford 1970, p. 30.
‘'Whittaker 1990.



16

solution, based on Crawford's theory, is that coinage was more likely to be used in rural
areas for bulk payments (taxes, etc.) as opposed to day-to-day transactions; however, both
the number and the range of dates of the small bronze coins from Ossaia argue against
this. I would suggest that the solution might lie in the lower population density of rural
areas, which would lead to fewer total coins circulating, but not necessarily mean that the
scale of coin use was less.

There is also a dichotomy in the scale of coin use (already observed in the area
of tax-payment methods) between those areas of the Empire which were primarily
resource producing (Spain and Africa, inter alia) and those where a large amount of
manufacturing took place (the Eastern provinces, in particular). It can probably be safely
assumed that daily use of coin was more widespread in the moré industrial areas of the
empire, particularly in the East, as it is in those areas that most of the major mints were
located. There is, indeed, very little evidence for widespread use of barter system in the
Eastern provinces.”? Furthermore, a law decreed in the mid-fourth century and recorded
in the Codex Theodosianus states that "the purchase price of things must be money
established in public use, not merchandise."® This law, though strong evidence for the
use of coinage in day-to-day transactions, is not conclusive proof, for the use of the term

pretium (the “purchase price” in the above passage) is ambiguous. However, Pharr asserts

“Howgego 1992, p. 17.

3% _quia in usu publico constitutas pretium oportet esse, non mercem.” Cod.
Theo. 9.23.1., enacted in A.D. 356, during the reign of Constantius II.
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that the term here means "the medium of exchange,"* unfortunately without backing up
his assertion in any way. It is, of course, possible that prefium in this case refers to the
price shown on price lists and other similar documents, in which case the law would
simply be designed to create a standard form of price lists throughout the Empire.

The last major subject to be examined is the geographical range of coin
circulation. Here there is a very clear distinction between the different types of coins.
Gold coinage circulated quite widely, particularly during the early period of the Empire,
when it was minted only at one or two mints. At the other end of the scale, the bronze
coinage, minted in many cities under a decentralized system, does not seem to have
travelled very far at all.

However, during the third century A.D., imperial mints were established in many
areas of the Empire, and by the time of Diocletian the Eastern cities had completely
ceased to strike their own coinage (Alexandria was the last to do so); thereafter the matter
becomes somewhat more complex. The fact that most of the major mints of the fourth
century were located on or near the coast (the exceptions were the mints at Lugdunum,
Treveri, and Siscia*) could be taken to indicate that coins circulated widely through trade;
however, I do not believe that to be the case. Situating the mints in port cities would
have allowed for much cheaper, not to mention safer and quicker, shipment and

consignment of coin in bulk (pay packets, etc.), as well as bulliun, and I believe this,

“Pharr 1952, p. 244, n. 4. The difficulties of terminology in this law offer a
prime example of the danger of interpreting any reference to money as also referring
to coinage.

“Fulford 1978, p. 68.
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rather than trade, was the determining factor behind the mint placement. A relatively
local radius of circulation doubtless applied especially to the case of the lower-value
bronze denominations, which it would not have been economically sound to ship long
distances by land or sea. Diocletian's Edictum de Pretiis gives haulage prices for both
land and sea transportation,* and it is instantly clear from these passages that sea
transport was the only economically viable way to ship large amounts of any merchandise,
including coins.”” Jones has calculated the ratio of land to water costs to be in the area
of 25:1.* Thus the situation of the major mints simply does not imply that coinage was
shipped over great distances. As further corroborating evidence for limited circulation,
Duncan-Jones presents a model of long-distance trade which shows that movement of
coinage did not have to take place at all.* According to this model, goods would be
bought in one port using money obtained on credit. The merchandise would then be
shipped to another port and sold for a profit, and the resulting money would be used to
buy more goods. These goods would then be shipped back to the original port and sold,
and the profit would be used to pay the original creditor.

The same law from the Codex Theodosianus which is discussed above can also

“Ed. Pret. xxxvii for sea transport, xvii for land.

“TAs an interesting side-note, virtually all of the imperial marble quarries were
situated either on the coast or on major water-ways, doubtless for much the same
reasons.

“Jones 1974, p. 37.

“Duncan-Jones 1990, p. 42
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be construed as restricting the long-distance private shipping of money;*® however, there
are some difficulties with this interpretation. The law prohibits both the export of coinage
"for the purpose of selling” and the carrying of large quantities of coinage for the payment
of expenses.! "For the purpose of selling” presumeably refers to shipping coins for
bullion (which would explain the charge of sacrilege which accrued to such behaviour),
not for trade. Furthermore, the second part of the law, dealing with coinage carried for
expenses, makes specific reference to the carrying the coins on animals, and may have
been enacted as a response to highway robbery. Given the harsh penalty (death) attached
to the crime of selling money, and the fact that the law goes on to demand fairly
comprehensive preventive measures, it would seem that there was a perceived problem
with merchants committing these crimes. Unfortunately, we have no way of knowing at
this time how effective the law was; nonetheless, it doubtless had some restrictive effect
upon the circulation of coinage in the late fourth century. Thus it is probably safe to say
that long-range trade did not greatly stimulate movement of coinage, but that, insofar as
coinage did circulate through trade, it did so to cover customs dues, tolls, and other such

incidental expenses.” The archaeological evidence overwhelmingly bears out the

%Col. Theo. 9.23.1. It is interesting that these acts are viewed in the law as
sacriligious.

SI»"Ouicumque...ad diversa vendendi causa transferre detegitur, sacrilegii
sententiam subeat et capite plectatur... Nec vero aliquis negotiatorum plus mille
Jfollibus pecuniae in usu publico constitutae animalibus propriis sumptuum gratia
portare debebit." Cod.Theo. 9.23.1. This last could be interpreted as indicating that
coinage was not much used in day-to-day transactions; however, given that the limit
on coinage carried is quite large (1000 folles), I believe that the law is meant merely
to restrict the long-distance transport of coins.

>Howgego 1994, p. 7.
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theory of relatively local coin circulation. For example, for a 1979 article, C.E. King
compared hoards from all over the Roman Empire, and discovered them to be composed
almost entirely of local coins.” For example, King cites a fourth century "Italian Hoard"
(sic) from which more than 70% of the coins originate from Rome.** The rest of the
hoards discussed in the same article show much the same sort of pattern; in almost every
case the plurality if not the outright majority of the coins in the hoard originate from the
nearest mint to the hoard site. This evidence is supported by the coins from Ossaia and
other nearby sites; out of 168 coins for Ossaia, only one, a mid-fourth century bronze, is
definitely of Eastern origin.*® Speculation on how it arrived in the region of Cortona is,
I believe, futile.

Thus we have a picture of coin circulation in the Roman Empire which can be
drawn basically as a triangle, with the state at one point. Coins entered general
circulation through payments to officials and soldiers, and through the purchase of
commodities. In terms of distance, the bronze coinage was relatively local in its
circulation, with the gold and silver showing a somewhat greater range. Once in
circulation, coins were used in daily transactions, and also probably to some degree in
short-range trade. They returned to the state through payment of taxes, particularly from
manufacturing provinces, through rents, and also, although there seems to be little

documentation of this, through recall of issues.

$King 1979, pp. 90-8
King 1979, p. 93.

S5Similarly, the villa site at La Befa, in the province of Siena, has produced
only one Eastern coin out of 28 (Dobbins 1983, pp. 126-30).
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Chap 3: The Ossaia Collection

The collection of Roman coins from the Roman villa site at Ossaia, Tuscany,
currently stands at 168 catalogued items. Approximately half of these have been fairly
securely identified and dated. They range, chronologically, from a coin of Augustus to
a fourth-century coin of the emperor Valens.* There are a number of chronological
groupings, primarily among the third and fourth century coins, which will be discussed
in more depth in this chapter.

There are at present six coins positively identified as belonging to the first century
A.D. First of all, there is the above-mentioned As of Augustus.”” Unfortunately, this coin
is too worn to identify its date closely. It is followed by an as of Tiberius, also in fairly
poor condition. However, enough of the legend has survived to place this coin, which
displays on the reverse a rudder and giobe, to A.D. 36-37, the last two years of Tiberius'
reign.

What follows is a small chronological gap, as the reigns of Gaius, Claudius, Nero,
and the three relatively unimportant emperors who followed him are not represented.
Given that only three coins earlier than this period have been uncovered, I do not believe

that there is any particular archaeological significance to be attached to the gap, which

%There is also one medieval coin, probably a denaro picciolo of the Commune
of Perugia, datable to the second quarter of the 14th century. It is interesting but
probably not terribly significant that this type of coin was known commonly as
"cortonese," after the place where this type of coin originally was struck (Finetti 1993,

p. 18).

S'There is also a denarius of Augustus, found by the land-owner before the
excavation began. However, as I have not had the chance to properly examine this
coin, I have left it out of the coin list for the time being.



22
is supported to some degree by the paucity of contemporary pottery finds, particularly in
area 1 of the site.

The Ossaia collection resumes with a coin struck under Vespasian by one of his
sons, the future emperor Domitian. This coin is securely datable to the year A.D. 73 by
the inclusion of COS.II on the reverse. It is followed by a beautifully-preserved as of
Vespasian himself, struck in A.D. 74. The fifth first century coin, again from the Flavian
period, is an as of the emperor Titus, datable to the year AD. 80. This date is provided
by the mention, again on the reverse, of Titus' eighth consulship. The latest first century
coin is another as of Domitian, this time struck during his tenure as emperor. Its
condition is too poor to allow a closer determination of its date.

Following the four Flavian coins, there is 8 50-year chronological gap. It is
broken only by a single "club” type quadrans of Trajan, the only quadrans yet found on
the site. It is perhaps odd that there have been so few quadrantes found, since it was the
lowest denomination of the Roman monetary system at the time, and is also found almost
exclusively in Italy.”® This coin has no markings which would allow closer dating,
although there have been suggestions that most of Trajan's quadrantes date to early in his
reign.”

The reign of Antoninus Pius is represented by thrree coins. Two of them, an as

and a sestertius, have on the obverse the head of Antoninus himself. The as dates to

King 1975, p. 56.

*King 1975, p. 69. The only way in which we can tell that the coin is from
the reign of Trajan is the fact that only Trajan minted quadrantes of the "club" type.



23
A.D. 138, so identified by the use of the abbreviation AEL (for "Aelius") in the obverse

legend (Those three letters are, in fact, the only three letters visible on either side of the
coin). This abbreviation was not used on coins of Antoninus Pius after the first year of
his reign. The sestertius is badly preserved, and thus undatable with any accuracy. The
last coin of his reign is an as of Marcus Aurelius as Caesar, datable to A.D. 161, the last
year of Antoninus’ reign.

The next four coins, chronologically speaking, belong to the reign of Marcus
Aurelius as emperor, but bear the portraiture of three different people. The only coin in
this group which portrays Marcus Aurelius himself is an as, probably datable to the year
AD. 177. Although Foss does not mention this particular coin, he associates a coin with
a very similar reverse with the successful conclusion of Aurelius' wars against the
Germans and Sarmatians, and it seems safe to thus interpret our coin as well.*° Faustina
Junior, the notorious wife of Marcus Aurelius, is represented on two coins. One of these
is an unremarkable as, in poor condition.®' The other is the only silver coin from the
Roman age in our collection, a denarius of the IVNO REGINAE type. It was struck at
some point between A.D. 161 and A.D. 175. The other coin from the reign of Marcus
Aurelius is a sestertius of Lucilla, the daughter of Aurelius himself, and wife of his co-

emperor Lucius Verus. Presumably, it dates from the period of the joint reign, A.D. 161

“Foss 1990, p. 141. Foss dates the coin to A.D. 176, when the actual
victories took place.

®'This coin could actually date to as early as A.D. 145, the year in which
Marcus Aurelius and Faustina were married. However, I have grouped it for the sake
of convenience with the other coin of Faustina Junior, which dates definitely to the
reign of Marcus Aurelius.
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to A.D. 169.

Marcus Aurelius’ insane son Commodus, who reigned from A.D. 181 to A.D. 192,
is represented by one coin, the only dupondius in the Ossaia collection. Although not in
good condition, enough of the legend has survived to reveal that it cites Commodus’ third
consulship, and thus to date it to A.D. 181 or 182.%

Coin finds from the first half of the third century are fairly sparse. There are only
three coins of the entire Severan dynasty, two of them of Septimius Severus himself.
These two, an as and a sestertius, are both in relatively poor condition. The third Severan
coin is a wonderfully preserved sestertius of Severus Alexander, portraying Sol on the
reverse. A date of A.D. 233 is provided by the reverse legend, which cites Alexander's
twelfth year of tribunician power and his third consulship.

The next two coins in the list were struck under the reign of Maximinus I (Thrax).
The first is a sestertius, and can be dated to the period between April of A.D. 235, when
Maximinus' SALVS AVGVSTI series was introduced, and Autumn of A.D. 236, when
Maximinus adopted the title "Germanicus," and began to use it on his coinage (the title
does not appear on our coin)®. The second, also a sestertius, does show the title
"Germanicus” in the obverse legend, and, being part of his PAX AVGVSTI series, is
datable to the years A.D. 236 to A.D. 237.%

The only other early third century coin which has come to light is a wom

2§ zaivert 1986, pp. 146-8.
“Alram 1989, pp. 62-6.

*Alram 1989, pp. 66-9.






