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KRZYSZTOF FILIPOW

COINS OF STEFAN BATORY
STATE OF INVESTIGATIONS AND PERSPECTIVES

For a long time Stefan Batory has attracted the
interest of historians, publicists and lovers of the old
Polish history. The first works devoted to the Duke of
Transylvania were already written in the 19" century
by Jan Albertrandi® and Wincenty Zakrzewski.?
Especially in the period between wars the interest in the
king who bore “three wolffs fangs” in his coat of arms
considerablly increased. Several smaller or bigger trea-
tises, popularizing papers and novels were devoted to
him among others by Artur Sliwifiski,? Tadeusz Lopa-
lewsski,* Henryk Moécicki,® Wactaw Sobieski,® Kazi-
mierz Tyszkowski,” Adam Skatkowski® and Edmund
Jezierski.® Also in the People’s Republic of Poland
several works of Polish authors or translations from
foreign books were issued among which the following
authois should be listed: Laszlo Makkai,'® Janusz
Tazbir*! or recently published bibliography written by
Danuta W6jcik-Géralska.'? In Rzeczypospolita of
Both Nations (Polish - Lithuanian state) the period of
reigns of “not a puppet king" - Stefan Batory should
be treated as the golden period of Polish mintage in
modern times. As Stefan Batory, the Duke of Transyl-
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vania from Somlyo family, succeeded to the royal
Polish and ducal Lithuanian throne so long and
ardous was the way leading to Batorian monetary
reforms which gave foundations for modern monetary
system of the Polish state for nearly 200 years. Hence,
the activity of Stefan Batory in the field of fiimance and
mintage, his merits in creating a new monetary system
in Poland, history of his mints and coins always
attracted the attention of many researchers. Legal files
to the history of fimance and minting of that period
were already published in the 19% century by Ignacy
Zagorski'® and Adolf Pawifiski.'* “Volumina Le-
gum™'® and Tadeusz Czacki’s O litewsWiith i molskich
prawagS are worth mentioning,

Having mounted the Polish throne, Batory faced a
very difficult issue of orgamizing the State fimances.
First of all, it was necessary to regulate the monetary
market and to have own good coins. An urgent need
was to unify the mintfoot still different for the Crown
(the Pollish Kingdom) and Lithuania in spite of the
resolution made by Lublin Union from 1562.'” The
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decision about monetary union was begun in 1578 with
opening the Crown mints and Lithuanian mint in
Vilna and finished in 1580 together with new minting
regulations.'® Polish local municipal mints required to
be unified as well.

Already during the reigns of Stefan Batory’s pre-
decessors the noblles of Little Poland claimed to have
“both gold and silver coin which would be struck
according to old mintfoot™.'° On the 20" of June 1577
during the siege of rebelious Gdaiisk Stefan Batory
himselff said: “the Crown needs a coin for a long time,
however it was impossible to decide about its striking
but a future Seym would decide, for the time being it
would be considered according to duty of His Royal
Majesty lest foreign coin iniusta aestimatione was
imported to the Crown causing harm to all citizans" 2
It should be considered that Batory prepared the
reform very carefully and for a long time. It can be
proved by the resolution of the general Seym of
Warsaw from the 3/ of March 1578: “it is an wrgent
need to strike our « Myhca » (coin) both in Litthuania
and in Poland and the foreign one should be thrown
away and the other one evaluated. All this will be
considered and done according to the resolution of
this Seym, taking precautions of all that is profitable
not harmful for the Crown and our Stage™ 2!

Resolutions deciding about the shape of future
reforms are the following: 1) opening of the mint and
appointing Rafat Leszczynski as its superior acsuric ingd
to the royal universal, 2) appointment of Leszczyfiski,
3) general universal addiessed to starosts of Rzeczy-
pospolita informing about the contents of both docu-
ments mentioned above, 4) royal mandamus addres-
sed to Jews in Cracow ordering them to deliver pure
silver to a mint. Those documents were put together by
Janusz Reyman?? a few years ago. Minting resolutions
from 1578 and from the 5% of January 1580 were
thoroughlly analized by Kazimierz Stronczyiiski >3
Max Kirmis,?* Marian Gumowski?® and in detailed
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w okresie unijaym 1569 —I742, “Bidkiym Numizmatyczry"” 19855, 7
-&.

19 Alten sefmilkoaver wojevdidianvaa kraawekkdggo, 1577 — 120, B,
St. Kutrzeba, Krakéw 1932, L, p. 36.
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studies by Wiadystaw Terlecki?® and recently criti-
cally viewed by Zbigniew Zabinski?” and Edward
Soénica-Wild.?®

Minting proclamation of Batory from 1580 consti-
tutes one of the most significant legal files —aanmoonu-
ment of minting law and fiinancizll policy of Rzeczy-
pospolita in the period of zloty (floren). It prepared the
foundations for bimetalllic monetary system in Poland,
ensuring the proper development of the Polish mintage
for a long time. Monetary reform introduced in 1580
not only equalled the monetary system of Great Duchy
of Lithuania with that of the Crown but alse connected
Poliish zlaty to imperial gulden and grosz (grossus) to
kragean- a8 its doulblle equivalent. Undoubiedly, it was
not only a great political but also a great economic
success. It was the more significant that in 1581
together with acceptance of Polish mintfeot by the
mint in Riga the monetary unioh was intredueed in
Livonia as well. After so many years the minting law
and order were brought back te vast territories ef
mid-eastern Europe.

In times of Stefan Batory's reign ((15766-1336)
crown coins were struck in the following mints: in
Olkusz and Poznaf (ILSB4-1638%) and Litthuanian
coins in Vilna (15709~ 1586). There were also struek
Prussian coins in a mint of Malbork ((15384-1583),
coins of Gdaisk (15783~ 1586) and the colns of be-
sieged Gdafsk integrallly connected with them (1577),
coins of Riga (1581 - 1.586) and fewdal Prussian €e6ifis
in a mint of Kidlewiee (LST3-165%%) and fewdal
Curlandian coins from a mint In Mitava (1582- 1587).

The interest in Batorian coins lasted for a long time.
Already in the 18" century the first articles about talers
of Batory appeared. Batory’s taler from 1536%° was
described in Hamburg in 1703 and thirty three years
later Johan David Kohler3® discussed a taler struck in
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1580 in Nurmbergian numismatic magazine. Polish
researchers such as Ignacy Zagorski,*" Jézef Tyszkie-
wicz,*? Karol Beyer,’® Kazimierz Stronczysii >
Emeryk Hutten-Czapski3® contributed to publica-
tions about coins of Stephen Batory.

General problems of mintage in Batorian times
were presented by Marian Gumowski, *® several times
by Max Kirmis®” and Valentin N. Rjabcevic®® and
recently by Andrzej Mikolajczyk.*® Popularizing ar-
ticles issued in the old press and describing coins of
that period are worth mentioning as well. There were
also texts published anonymauslly in Lvovian magazi-
ne “Rozmaitoéci” (1822)*° and in “Przyjaciel Ludiu™
(1846)*' from Leszno and Wilhelm Bernstein’s articles
(“Naokoto Switd"— 1926)*? and Zdzistaw Grotts
papers (“Zlotnik i Zegarmistrz” — 1gBNY".

Crown mint in Olkusz struck: szelggji (solidi)
(L57-1688%), polgreszee (halfgrossi) (L57A9-158K1),
grosze (grossi) (LS7R-168%2), troyakii (3 grossi) (1579
~-16837)), péltalary (halftalers) (1583), talary (talers)
(I58D-1688), Cwiercdudaayp? (quarducats) (L580).
Crown mint in Poznah struck: szellagji (solidi) (1583
-1658%) trojakii (3 grossi) (ILTBK—1E7) and ddikdeaty
(ducats) (1589). The volume of production of the mint
in Olkusz is well-known due to a careful elaboration of
Janusz Reyman,** previous works of Marian Gumow-

RZagdrski, op cit, 108~ 182, tabl, VAI-XIV,
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wa 1875, ideen, Podrecztibk numizmatgpenny zawisigipyy oeny
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38Y.N. Rjabcewibd O dem rasskazyagin: monety, Mifisk
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skiej"), Lwow 1822, p. 231.
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pp. 31B-314.

42W. B e rmsstied nn, Piemiagze czylli movety obiegome polskie
za krla Stefansa Batareago, “Naokoto Swiata" 1926, 23, columns 139
—1 4R,

BZ Grmoatt, Stefam Batamy ijegw mennice, “Ziotnik i Zegar=
mistrz” 1937, 4; pp. 110-11.
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ski,* Stanistaw Walewski,*® Wiadystaw Baratynow-
ski*” and Wladystaw Jetowicki.*® Its production
coincided with the period of very intensive develop-
ment of the Polish mintage. Then, by the terms of the
royal universal the production of the mint in the
Crown was supervised by an administrator of the
Crown mimts—RRdfat Leszczynski (1578—-16%10) who
signed the coins with his coat of arms —Wiésm e cor
with initials RL. Together with the new minting
resolutions from January 0580, crown mintage was
under surveillance of the Great Treasurer of the Crown
Jakub Rokessowski (1580, the coat of arms Glaubicz
and IR initials) and Jan Dulski (1581 — 1590, the coat
of arms Przegonia and JD initialk). The direct mana-
ging of mints was in hands of supetvisors and lease-
holders of mints. They had a privilege of marking coins
with their signs. In this way, they became responsible
for keeping the mintfoot according to stamdards
established by the minting resolution. In Olkusz, the
main centre of minting production in the Crown,
struck coins were signed by supervisors: Piotr Zabo-
rowski (IL%0-caait of arms Jastrzghiec, PZ initials)
and Mikotaj Hewel de Colpino (155841592 NH, Nh
initialk). Coins from Olkusz mint bore also the initials
of a mintmaster Georg Hose —(@HH (Heffoee | 5885) aart]
minting signs: a leaf (1580) and little lion (1584). The
leaf was met later as the sign of a mint workshop in
Vilna. The mint in Olkwusz was the only mint in the
Crown till 1584 and also the only one in Little Poland.

The second mint in Poland, localized in Poznan
worked in 1584— 1586. Teoder Busch became its
leaseholder who marked the struck coins with his signs
—crosseat! hoookss widthaan odil gyee crosssaat t e biodtoom.
We hardlly know about the volume of production of
this mint in spite of works describing it by the following
authors Gumowski,*® Walewski,*® Kirmis®* and

45 G wmoows kK i, Menmitea ofkusia i kol jadiée ppresthutiila,
“Sprawozdania Komiisji do Badah Historii Sztuki w Polsce” 1913
— 1915, 9, pp. 228-282 idenm, Tizy nieznam talary Stefana
Batereggy, “Wiadomeici Numizmatyczno-Amthesngiczne” 1903,
columns 23 —2%6.

46St. W allewsskki i, Memtiber kovemmy za Steffana Bitwirego,
“Zapiski Numizmatyczne®, Krakéw 01884, pp. W7/7=22l; iidemn,
Beitmagpe zur Geschicthie: der polnischem Muimssatgen 138881624,
«Zeitschrift fiir Numismatik”, Berlin 1884, pp. 2485-250,

4"W. B arttyymoows k k i, Trojaki Steftutea Bataregyo z lat 1579
-133@0, Krakdw, without the date of publication, tabl. 4.

8W. Jetowiecki, Pilgrasz kovemmy Steffara Bataragpo z
1580 rokw, “Wiadomamsxi Numizmatyczno-Amndhedogiczne™ 1905,
columns 295 —22%5.

49 See foot-note 36; i deenm, Przedbibhhiéocyy menmicztii w Pozna-
niu, ,Kronika miasta Poznania™, Poznaf 0928; idenm, Szelgg
pozraiisiii z 1584 r., *“Wiadomessi Numizmatyczno-Archeologiczne™
1911, p. 61.

50W a leewvsskki, Mgttrage..., pyp. 28—2219; iidl e m, Mdemii-
ce..., pp. 177-21.
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Jozef Przyborowski.’? The mint was the only one
localized in Great Poland. Opened while Jan Dulski,
the castellan of Chelmno, held the post of the Crown
Treasurer, the mint struck small coins: szelkggi (solidi),
trojakii (3 grossi) and gold ducats which were not
clearly evaluated in minting proclamation. To a group
of very interesting coins there belong crown solidi from
1583 (Poznah mint had not been working at that time
yet) and crown 3 grossi from 1587 both with the coat of
arms and initials of Jan Dullski, the Treasurer. At the
end of Stefan Batory’s reign, Poznah mint enjoyed a
particular development (P. Schréder — assauer, mint-
masters and engravers were called in to work there)
which enabled to shift the majority of the total
production of the Crown to the mint in Poznan.
During the reign of Stefan Batory Liithuanian
minting was supervised by Lithuanian Treasurers: Jan
Hlebowicz (1330~ 1583) of Leliwa coat of arms and
Teodor Tyszkiewicz (15%%5- 1586) of Leliwa coat of
arms. In 1585 Lew Sapieha, the Great Chamselior of
Lithuania, also marked the struck coins with his family
coat of arms —thee Fax Chamgesiinttreesygseam of frmiintt
managing were also introduced in the Great Duchy of
Lithuamia. The supervisors of Lithuanian mint in Vilna
were: Jacek Miodziejewski (15799 1580) the Court
Treasurer, probably Mikotaj Radziwitt (1580—1589)
the voivode of Vilna, Wawrzymiec Woyna (1576
— 1 588) t Hee Threzsanear —thié ecatio b ems Kidoezak k] aan
Hlebowicz (133D~ 11583) the Castellan of Minsk and
the writer of Great Lithuanian Duchy and also Teodor
Skumin Tyszkiewicz since the 1 of June 1586, The
mint was held on lease by: Jan Abramowicz (1581),
Stanistaw Sabinus vel Sabinek vel doctor Sabinus
(1583) the royal secretery and scultetus of Vilna, called
the mint caretaker and some unknown monographers
PWIDW. We possess some knowledge about the mint
in Vilna and Lithuanian coins due to works of
Stronczynski,*® Gumowski,>* Bolestaw Domel®® but
despite this it is still unsatisfactory. Archival sources
connected with that period of mintage were not used.
Hence, many theses dealing with Lithuanian coins of
Stephen Batory are based on hypotheses and assump-

lischen Miiizze von Posem, “Zeitschrift der Historischen Geselschaft
fiir die Provinz Posen”, Posen 1886, 2 also in “Miinzgeschichte der
Stadt Posen”, Posen 1886; in Polish version: Histamypa rmemmicy
miejskinyj w Poznamiiy, “Zapiski Numizmatyczne™, Krakow 1887,
pp. L777— 189.

523, Przytbormowskk i, Przyaypkki do histoviii mennic
wielkeparlkideh w kokox XMW1 w., “Biblioteka Warszawska™, styczen
—luty 1883

5%Stronczyhnski, op cit, pp. 214 —22%3.

54M. G umooms sk k i, Menmibea Wilerska: wX WI iX W wiidku,
Warszawa [921.

5B. Demel, Lizmanyy mennicze zwane pocskkathiwiemi,
Krakéw 01911.

tions. The state of studies on crown coins should be
regarded as uncomplete and unsatisfactory.

In spite of permission to open the Lithuanian mint
achieved in 1578 its actual production can be eva-
luated only since 1580. Under the .meiigm of Stizftem
Batory the royal mint in Vilna struck the following
coins: Lithuanian denarius (1581 —158%), sediddiss
(LS7®—-165%9), grossus (LSHD- 1581), 3 grossi (1580
— 11586), 6 grossi (1581 — 11585) taler (1580, 11585) and
ducat (1586).

Though the proclamation from the 5% of January
1580 allowed to strike Lithuanian ternarius, half-
-grossi, half-talers those coins were lacking on the
monetary market of Rzeczypospolita.

Lithuanian denarius, called obol or small coin
(moneta minuta) in the proclamation from the 5% of
January 1580, referred to analogous ones struck earlier
in the Crown and Prussia. They were struck only in
1581 and 1582 while Hlebowicz held the post of the
Treasurer whose coat of arms was placed on the
preserved specimens. They are very unique coins and
even can be treated as test ones. The Litthuanian
solidus coming from 1579 and struck due to the rules
of the proclamation from 1578 is for sure a test unit.

However, half-grossi known in many variants with
or without Leliwa coat of arms were much more wide-
spread. Gruossi are known from the two-year period of
minting production only. It is suspected that they were
struck while Wawrzyniec Woyna held the post of the
Treasurer and in the transition period after his death
and before Jan Hlebowicz took the mint over.

3 grossi struck in Vilna belong to the most often
found Batorian coins but it does not mean that they are
very common. The type of 3 grossi formed in times of
Stefan Batory became a canon obligatory for the next
few centuries. On one side of them there was the
monarch’s bust and on the other characteristic legend
in three verses with two coats of arms: the eagle —tife
Crown and the knight —Iliithusamtem. AAnuang oedinss off
the Great Lithuanian Duchy struck by Batory the
greatest amount of types and variants of stamps are
found on 3 grossi. Batorian 3 grossi, different from 3
grossi of the king Zygmunt, was willingly accepted and
imitated not only by the Polish rulers but also by many
sovereigns in Europe of those times. Due to this it
became a tool in econormic struggle on the very much
complicated monetary market of the 17 cemtury
Europe. The works of Demetre Sitmonesco-Sirmicsl*®
and especiallly of Andrzej Mikotajczyk®” brought us
very precious information about those imitations.

56D. Simomesscc 0-Simicell Des momaizs RRuumanie-
sdlla Secigte Numitsnatiic, “L'Independamce Roumanie” 1936, 18,

STA. M kootaaj cezkk, Wplyw polskidh wzorcéw na wy-
obratenitn monet europejiicth w X\UI i XWII w., “Wiadomesci
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3 grossi of Vilma mint should be considered as a
very rare coin, made with great artistic taste. They were
struck as sterling coins though worse than analogous
coins of Zygmunt August.

Batorian talers were the first ones struck in Lithua-
nia, not taking into account talers of the king Zygmunt
from 1564 treated as polkapiii (halfthreescores). Only
that new type of talers could be used in imtemmational
trade. The price of talers, as means of payment willingly
accepted abroad, increased and they soon disappeared
from the native monetary market. There are known
three types of talers carefully described by Gumow-
ski.’® Those talers were also struck in gold as puruga-
ly (Portugueses) in fine gold (10 ducats) and as their
multiplications in fine silver (L1/2 and 2 talers).*®

The situation was alike with ducats which were to
be international currency. In order to strike them a
special gold mint was prepared in Vilna supervised by
the Great Lithuanian Chamcellor, Lew Sapieha, who
placed his coat of arms, the Fox, on Batorian ducats.
Only one mint-edict from 1586, deprived of characteri-
stic leaves and trefoils which are found on Lithuanian
silver coins from that period, is knowmn. So, apart from
separate managing, the Lithuanian gold mint in Vilna
must have possessed its own mintmaster as well.

Apart from crown and Lithuanian coins Stefan
Batory struck also coins of Prussia. The following
coins were struck in 1584 in Malbork: Prussian solidi
(L5841 65%59), Prussian grossi (1584), Prussian 3 grossi
(1585) and Prussian ducats (1585).

In 1578 Goebel brothers (Gebelius) received a royal
privilege to furnish and use the mint in Malbork. A
new minting press constructed by them was to be
installed just there. However, the mint was open only in
1584. Initiallly, solidi and grossi struck there did not
bear the Lithuanian coat of arms —tteckirglittbuttomjy
the Polish eagle. Coats of arms of Both Nations of
Rzeczypospolita were placed only on 3 grossi and
ducats. Coins of Prussia were struck with the sign of
the Great Treasurer of the Crown, Jan Dulski i.e. his
coat of arms —Pruzggwmiig. AAttitanglke—a signrobGErec-
jan Gomzallo, a mintmaster of Malbork mint, is also
placed on each denomination. Those coins were
already described by Stronczyfiski®® who made a
mistake prescribing the mintmaster’s sign to Hans

Numizmatyczne” 1980, 24, pp. 75-8U; ideerm, Momstyy typy
polskiigpo bite w obcych mennic od XWI do X W wu, “Prace i Miaterialy
Muzeum Archeologicznego i Etnograficznego w Lodzi”, Seria
archeologiczna 1980, 27, pp. 271—312.

58G um o ws k i, Trzy niezmammz..., columns 23-226; i d e m,
Manmiéea wilenska..., pp. 109 —1111.

59G um o ws k i, “Wiadomesei Numizmatyczno-Archeolo-
giczne” 1909.

%S tronczynski, ap cit, pp. 201=214,

Goebel and Gumowski®" who made the same mistake.
A short notice of S. B. Kahane®? and a treatise of
Gumowski®? dealt with Gebelius brothers.

Coins connected with the siege of Gdafisk and
coins coming from that period are the best elaborated
coins among Batorian money. The conflict between the
monarch and the rich town had a very significant
influence on the history of Gdadisk coins in times of
Stefan Batory. Hence, coinsfrom the besieged town
from 1577 preceded the coins struck under the stamp
of Stefan Batory.

Solidi, grossi, halftalers and talers were struck
during the siege of the town. A lot of foreign coins
countersigned in the siege town are known, among
them are Prussian solidi, grossi and 3 grossi and
Gdafisk, Hungarian, German, Silesian and Liitthuanian
ducats from various periods. Issues dealing with those
coins are well-known due to papers of Johan David
Kohler,®* Friedrich August Vossberg,®® August Brau-
se-Mansfeld,’® S. B.- Kahane,®” Karl Friedrich,®®
Wilhelm Schwandt,®® Gumowski”™® and Prosper
Mailliet™ together with selling catalogue of his numis-
matic collectiiom’? and recently due to Marta Meclew-
skas articke.”?

Coins of Gdarisk struck since 1578 to 1588, after
the agreement with the king, are also well elaborated.
We know Gdadisk denari and solidi with the coat of

81 G wmooms kK i, Hamdbhuohh..,, p. 41; id e m, Zamgs... pp.

77-718.

%%5. B. K athamree, Die Gebriider Goebel, “Der Numismati-
ker” 1906, 5.

53M. G wmoows kK i, Brauéa Gobeliwszs, “Zapiski Towarzy-
stwa Naukowego w Toruniu”, 1948, 14, 2, pp. $/7-718,

543.D. K dtlker, Der Stadht Danzig Fehr rarer Nwh-Thaler
bey der von K. Stegitant in Poliem ausgestornibenan Bellgrmyg A
1577, “Der Mochentlichen Historischen Miinz-Belustigung 39 St.",
29 September 1734, pp. 305-312,

SF. A. Vossberg Miapesbhibtwe der Stailt Dunwig,
“Zeitschrift fiir Miiz-Siegel- und Wappenkunde™ 1341, 1.

S6A. Brawss e-M an s f e Ldi, Feli~, Nothuned Bellggenngsys-
milrzem von Deutstiitm], Ostervaiiclingann, Sietentitirogen, Miokdau,
Danemautk, Scwmedbm, Namveeger, Russibatd], Polen u.s.w., Berlin 1897,
p. 16, tabl. VIII and IX.

67S. B. K athaaree, Houhsieener danziger Notegder hE77,
“Der Numismatiker” 1909, 8, pp. 6~7.

%K. Frieddcd, r i c h, Ein Beitvarg zur Geschiichty des Komier=
markemwessess, Dresden 1913, réédition Miunster-Gremmendorf
1970.

OW. Schwamdd t, Neuar Gegenstanpet! auf einer damziger
Naimitiaze von 1577, “Berliner Miinzblatter” NF, 10416337 |755=176,
pp. SH9-551.

P, Mailiet,1i e t, Caralbmper descriiptiiibes des momnaiies obsi-
dionalks et de nécessiwe, 11— 2, Bunselles 18306~ 182, iid e m, Akl
des monnaiks obsidiomakss et de nécéssivguihiéépar.... Bruxelies 1870,
pp. 1061108, tabl. 30.

"2 Collewtiion colomel! Mailllitr Manmmiées obsidionatiss et de méces-
sit¢, Paris 1886, 342-3349, pp. 43—4M4.

BM. Mecllewsskkaa, Pieniguz obleZomago w 1577 r. Gdari-
skai, “Biuletyn Numizmatyczny” 1985, 5~®.
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arms of Royal Prussia (an eagle with an armed
shoulder raised up) and grossi, 3 grossi and ducats
with an effigy of Stefan Batory. Apart from works
mentioned above, one should list in this context
articles of Vossberg,’* a catalogue of Malberk collec-
tion elaborated by Emil Bahrfeldit’® and as an example
a note of Jozef Jodkowski,”® works of Stiromezyisdidi”’
and Zagorski cited already many times.

Feudal Prussian coins struck by George Eriderick
in 1586 in Komigsberg mint are worth mentioning here
as well. From Batorian coins only the last emissions of
those coins are known. The Duke George Eriderick
Hohenzollern, the administrator of Ducal Prussia as a
protector of an indolent Prussian Duke, Albrecht
Friderick, struck ternari, solidi, grossi, 3 grossi, talers
and feudal Prussian ducats according to mintfoot very
similar to the Polish one.”® Studies on them were
conducted by Stronczynski’® and Bahrfeldit ®°

Very little is known about feudal Curlandian coins
struck by the Duke Gothard Kettler in Mitava. They
were double-denari (15788~ 1579) and feudal Curlan-
dian talers (1575 — 11576) and solidi (1575 — 1577). For a
long time Curlandian double-denars were regarded as
Lithuanian doulble-denars in spite of Kettler's coat of
arms — a horse bit, placed on them. Those coins, in
their symballics, refer to the previous Curlandiam coins
of the Kettlers' struck in times of the king Zygmunt
August. Hence, on the reverse of doutblle-denarius there
is a Lithuanian coat of arms — the Kmight without an
Eagle and on the observe of solidus there is a royal
initial of Zygmunt August. Besides the works of
Zag6rski,® Stronczynski,3? Jozef Andrzej Szwag-
rzyk®® and the catalogue of Edmund Kopicki®* the
history of the Curlandian feudal coins is not elabora-
ted in full.

"“F. A. Vossbeayg Minzgestidhige der Stault Dynvig,
Berlin 1852; i deenm, Nauthtédge zur..., *Berliner Blétter fiur Minz-,
Siegel und Wappenkunde” 1865, pp. 318=335.

"SE. B athrrffeclldd {, Die Miinarn- und Meubdiléen- Sammiung
in der Mavianthigg, Unter Mitwirkung V. M. Jaquet u. W. Schwandt,
Bd. 5: Miinzen u. Medailllen d. Stadt Danzig, Damzig-Kdsinigs-
berg 1910.

%Zagédrski, ap cit, 162, 176, tabl. X=X

" troonmcz yyis k k i, op. cit., pp. 226-229.

83, Jodkkoowskk i, Dukat Gdanski Stefana Batsvugo 2
1578 r., “Wiadomasei Numizmatyczneo-Arshesiagiczne™ 1911, p.
128.

YStronczynski, op. cit, pp. 2422-243,

8B a hrfelLdits, ap.ciit.

81Zagérs ki, op cit., 149 — misdescribing doubledenarius
as Lithuanian ene.

82 tronczynski, op cit, pp 2483-244,

833 A Szwagrzzykk, Pienigdz na ziemigeh poiekich
X XX w., Wroclaw 1973.

S4F.  Kopiqxii ¢ k i, Kattddoy podstamowrbh typsw moret |
banknnifsw Polsiii oraz ziem histovgooride z Polskar zwigzanpeh, 2,
Warszawa 1976, pp. 183-114,

Batorian coins struck in Transylvania in Nagy
Banya (Bania Mare) deserve a special attentiom. Coins
marked with NB initials were struck under the name of
Stefan Batory as the Polish king and the Duke of
Transylvania at the same time. They were talers and
ducats struck in 1585 and 1586. What is interesting is
that they were struck in Transylvania occupied by the
Habsburgian dynasty at those times. In spite of this,
Felitianus von Herberstein accepted, without the em-
peror’s knowledge, the commision to strike them.
Talers from Nagy Banya struck according to the
Crown stamp and ducats struck in resemblance to
Hungarian ducats with data of Stefan Batory were
eagerlly accepted in Rzeczypospolita and in imternatio-
nal trade. The coins described long ago by Stronczyi-
ski® and recently in Kopicki's catalogue®® had not
been the subjeet of the Aumismatic literature. The mint
In Transylvania striking colns of Stefan Batory was
presenited by Ille Tabrea®” and Giindisch.® The coins
of that perled were studied in the auction catalogue of
Adolph Hess®® and in the catalogue of museum
collections in Hermannstadt (nowadays Sibiu) by L.
Reissenberger®® and A, Resch®!

The coins of Transylvania from 0580 struck by
Krzysztof Batory, the kings brother, described in the
paper of A. Brause-Mansfleld °2 are wortih mentionimg,

Since the union of Livonia with Lithuania under
the reign of the last Jagiellonian king it was another
twenty years till these lands were totallly united with
Rzeczypospolita of Both Natioms. As late as in 1581
“Pacta Subjectionis” were introduced to the territory
of the whole Livonia. Then, Riga together with a large
part of neighbouring provinces being ruled by the
Archbishop of Riga accepted the protection of the
Polish monarch, Stefan Batory. At the same time, Riga
lost its status of the free town and was no longer
supervised by the Roman —German Empire, In return
for this, Stefan Batory confirmed to Riga its previous
privileges and minting law. Riga mintage, accepting in
1581 the Polish mintfoot, had a significant influence
upon monetary relations in vast regions of mid-eastern

85Stronczynski, op cit, pp. 223=22%.

%K opicki, op cit,6

871, Tabrbar e a, Régalke polon Steffan Bathory si movietaria dela
Baia-Wbace, “Cronica numismatica si archeologia” Busuresti 1938,
13, p. 3-8,

88G. G indisch, “Numismatische Zeitschrift”® 1932, p.
65.

89A. Hesss, Die Siebentbuiggiobben Muinzen, Erankfurt 1380.

O, Reissembeayge ., Munzem des Bprbkaifrelischen
Musaumss in Hermeamisssad:, Gymnasialprogramm Hermannstadt
1877771889,

1A, Rescnh, Bie siehambuicaizeen Mfneen Hermannsiadt
1391

%2 BrawseMansfe L, agp.ciit,, .81, tedll XML
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Europe. The mint in Riga opened from 1581 to 1586
struck denari (1582), solidi (15822 1586), grossi (1581
—15889), dlwezetss ({$844-158%)) aardl gyt poottugdly
(Portugneses) (1586). The initial or the bust of Stephen
Batory and the smaller coat of arms of Riga town —
crossed keys, or the bigger coat of arms of this town
—thee ttomm gite ttogpttear wiith crosseatl Kegiss weeee
placed on coins. On some of them lilies, the sign of
Herman Wulf, the mint leaseholder, were also marked.
Some coins struck in the Riga mint belong to extremely
interesting and quite mysterious ones. The denarius
suppliied with an inscription which is hard to interpret
can serve as the best examplie. The first emission of Riga
grossi struck in a similar way to Lithuanian ones but
with somewhat changed inscription is also puzzling.
Riga coins of Stefan Batory were several times dis-
cussed in the quoted above works of Stronczysiski,”>
Zagorski,”* Gumowski®® and also in elaborations of
G. Matto®® and Dimite Jakowkvié Fedorov.®’

Andrzej Mikolajczyk's works,®® devoted to the
volume of minting production in Poland also in
Batorian times, are of individual character. The
author, being in disposal of a very vast comperative
material coming from nurnismatic finds, while inter-
preting the size of mint production used mathematical
—ssttintioed] meshoad! applieet more offean i invessii-
gations of the monetary history.

Already in the 19" century and in the period
between the I* World War and the 11" World War
falsificatiions of Batorian coins were carefully studied
and elaborated. They were described in the very
interesting and so far the only works devoted to this
subject by Karol Beyer®® and Henryk Markowski.."%°

Apparentlly, it seems that coins of Stefan Batory are
very well known and completelly elaborated. However,
they always aroused many controvensies and polemics.

93Zago6rski, op cit., IM~1R2, tabl. XIV.

4Stronczynski, op cit, pp. 229 -23%.

G mmoowssck i, Hamdihuobh..,, p. 43 ai)d 117

96G. M atttbg, Nuwniésmeatitk Balliinsit/. Narva 1931,

°’D.J. F fed or oV, Mamatgy PriballiikkX ¢ 11 — X S ssmletij.
Opredelliiat! monet, Tallin 1966, pp. 240-246.

A, Mikoltajczylk, Reeniiayy produloiji memmicaij w
Polsce za Stdanm Batamgyo i Zygmuaa I Wazy. Pytamiia bez
odpowiedz??, “Wiadome#ci Numizmatyczne” 1981, 25, 2 (96), pp. 65
1P

K. Begey,er, O numiznmisabh pobskinth podretbionpoh lub
2myidtonpbh w nowyeth czasadth, “Wiadomeksi Numizmatyczno-Ar-
cheologiczne” 1909, pp. 21 — 27,45 — 46,60— 62,79 — 81,92 — 94,116
—11EB, 14151447, 166169, 187-16RY; also as: Falsyifilatyy maj-
nertousifiée, Krakdw 1909; réédition Warszawa 1973.

1004 M arfikkoows «k i, Falszywe monety polskiiz, Poznar
1930, réédition Warszawa 1973,

The articles of Henryk Sadowski,!® Wiktor Kor-
ski, 2 Jozef Szwagrzyk'°® or Konstanty Prozogme"®4
should be mentioned here. The note published recently
in “Biuletyn Numizmatyczny” about coins of Stefan
Batory coming from the private collectiiom'®® convin-
ced us that Batorian coins are still very mysterious.

About many monetary issues of the Crown and
Lithuania we can only say that they were struck.
Crown quarter ducat (perhaps the fimeness of denarius
in gold?) in the collection of National Museum in
Warsaw can be the best examplle. The lack of archival
source prevents us from getting to know the problems
of the Lithuanian mintage in the Batorian period. Even
nowadays, we use Gumawskii's elaboration published
in 1921!

The issue of reception of Polish Batorian coins in
Transylvania and Transylvanian coins in Poland
awaits to be studied. The circulation of Batorian coins
in territories of Rzeczypospolita of Both Nations and
in the whole Europe is undoulbtedlly a very grateful
subject deserving to be fully analysed.

Apart from Lithuanian coins, the mint in Poznan
and Curlandian coins are still not carefully investiga-
ted. If they are, then we may be able to answer the
question why feudal Curlandian talers bore a deno-
mination of 5 Riga marks.

It should be said that so far we do not possess a
complete elaboration of history of mintage under the
reign of Stefan Batory. It cannot be, of course, replaced
by general description or contributory notes.

The catalogue of Batorian coins including all
monetary issues, stamp types and variants seems to be
urgentlly required. Up to present, while using catalo-
gues we have seen only rare and even very rare
Batorian coins. Perhaps, the complete survey of mu-
seum and private collections both in Poland and
abroad will allow to distinguish test coins from rare
coins and unique specimens from commeon coins.

How Europe of those times evaluated and accepted
the Crown and Lithuanian coins struck by Stefan
Batory seems to be a very interesting subject for future
investigations. In order to explain this issue one should

1014y S adloovmsskk i, Z numizmatyyki pokskizgj. Talar i pertugal
Battamazgo 1580 r., “Tygodnik Ilustrowany” 1904, p. 95.

102y Korrsskk i, Czy nowa odmiavem tallwa z 1583 r.?
“Biuletyn Numizmatyczny” 1966, 9, pp. 148—151.

1035 Szwagrizz/kk, 150 lat zbiordw numiznmatyzmych
Ossalinezum, “Biuletyn Numizmatyczny” 1967, 28, pp. 513 —H1%andi
the polemics by Witold Korski, Pigkmy talar Stdfine Hatwrego,
“Biuletyn Numizmatyczny” 1968, 31, pp. 57%9-583.

194K. Prpiogoo g o, Nikzzmayy numiznsit z czasow Hiaiomego,
“Biuletyn Numizmatyczny” 1969, 40, p. 767.

1T5 polgrasze Stefurm Battamego i inne rarytassy w zbiovze wegier-
skim, “Biuletyn Numizmatyczny” 1984, 11—~ 12, pp. 209 — 211.
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carefully and ardeuslly analyse the universals and
estimated books of foreign coins and the publicistic-
-economic literature of that period.

This rough survey of a few chosen problems dealing
with coins and mintage in times of Stefan Batory shows

how much work is still to be done for numismatists and
historians in the field of history of the Polish coin.

Translawed by
EVébiztea Iuntnivhska

DISCUSSION

Jerzy Pininski

I would like to take into consideration two issues, addressing
myself to both lecturers. At first, I would not agree with the statement
of Mrs. Marta Meclewska that forgeries of coins did not appear in
the 16% century.

They cannot be compared to these of the 15" century when
forgeries of coins were extremely numerous and to the 17" cemtury
when there were a lot of small coins of king Zygmunt: ternari. grossi
made of copper and then later, in Jan Kazimierz's times copper solidi
were forged in mass, but I must admit that I also know falsifications
of Zygmunt the Old’s coins from the first period of his reign,
probalbly there were Lithuanian half-grossi which were struck in
silver. The fimeness of them is unknown for these coins were not
examined in this aspect. The way the inscriptions and drawings were
made on them gives evidence that they were not produced in a legal
mint. Apart from this, I remember the hoard from the 16" century in
which forged coins coming from the earlier period or at least
counterfeiting coins from the 15 century were found. We have some
information about forgeries from written sources, for example, the
famous story about movable mint “Kaska” which wandered
through forests and produced pofkoiii (halfthreescores) in tin, These
are facts from that period which was the object of research of Mrs,
Marta Meclewska.

Next, I would like to ask Mr. Krzysztof Filipow whether there
were any studies on metrology of Stefan Batory's coins. I do not
intend here to draw conclusions on the basis of minting proclama-
tions but on the basis of metrology of numismatic material as such. In
1580, minting proclamation equaled the Crown coins with Lithua-
nian ones. However, during my work in museum I had an
opportunity to see many different weights of coins and I got the
impression that Lithuanian coins were still heavier than the Crown
ones even till the beginnings of Zygmunt I1I's reign, My statements
are, of course, suggestions which should be verified during appre-
priate studies.

Jarostaw Dutkowski

It seems to me that in the 16" century there is an interesting fact
worth mentioning. Namely, in 1541 —1 5845 wee fhiage tine aspratss
which, in fact, were not discussed apart from Grazytiski's work. We
have here the correspondence, docuraental attempts to unify mone-
tary systems not only of the Polish State but also of the neigtibouring
countries: Brandenbung, Silesia, Bohemia, the Crown Prussia,
Lithuania and the Crown. This unification in the legal sense was not
introduced, however, it can be seen in case of coins. Both coins of
Fryderyk II of Legnica, Brandenburg coins and coins of Kostrzyn or
Cieszyn give evidence that such an attempt was made. At first, coins
were prepared and later there were some attempts to make king
Zygmunt agree to free circulation of these coins both in territories of
the Duchy and the Kingdom. In my opinion, this subject seems to be
very interesting and should be examined thoroughly.

Another issue which seems to be extremely significant for the
16" century is the relation of silver to gold. As I think this problem
was described in a specific way. Usuallly, universal or the Crown or
municipal Gdaiisk conversions were accepted. However, the whole
phenomenon of various economic systems in Polish State of those

times when the relation of gold to silver underwent some changes
somehow was not noticed. This probllem was neither studied ner
published in economic-numismatiic literature, How is it possible that
gold played a different role in different places and different periods of
time? One of the reasons was Albrecht’s quanrel with the Crown
towns about the use of silver mark as well as the fact that people were
paid in silver in return for gold which they were required to give. I
think that these two problems need to be elaborated more complete-
ly and they can bring a lot of interesting information about the first
half of the 16% century.

Marta Megclewska

Let me begin with the question addiressed to Mr. Filipow. I refer
to the issue of coins unified both in Poland and in Lithuania and
their functioning, Regardless of the results of studies on Lithuanian
coins, the weight according to minting proclamation should be the
same. And then, in connection to this, does the situation observed on
the basis of fitids change in relation to the previous period or not? It
is worth explaining.

Thank you for specification, perhaps I have treated my report
too precisely. Of course, I agree that such forgeries appear in hoards
and in collections but it seems to me that they occur in relatively
smaller number than in the 15" and 16™ centamies. Hence, I think
that on this basis one can draw conclusions about the economics of
the country, that is both about the welfare of its population and also
about the bigger state control over minting production and over the
society in general.

The problem of monetary union was, of course, only pointed out
by me. It is very important. It should appear in synthesis treating
about Polish money since it proves the connections between Polish
and European coins. Since money, as any other movalble object, was
in those times a common property, it was a property of the whole
continent. In fact, it is unknown who prevented the realisation of this
unien, everything seemed to go well, deputies came to the king
several times in order to conduct the union.

Next, I would like to consider the ratio of silver to gold which is
a very important subject. It can be studied not only on the basis of
minting proclamation though the proclamation is the most reliable
indicator since it regulated a certain monetary relation in a very vast
territory and for the massive receiver. However, the trade prices of
gold and silver fluctuated. I do not know how much data would be
available. Bohemian patterns should be used in order to examine
both coins and results. In fact, this very problem has been studied by
Assistant Professor Andrzej Mikolajczyk who explained it in his
work Geneza i rozowdijj nowoyitegj monety pokskijj and as I recon he
could study this issue further on.

Krzysztof Filipow

There were two questions addressed to me. One of them was
asked by Mr. Jerzy Pinifiski and it concerned the studies on
metrology. [ must frankly admit that while preparing my report I did
not face any more complete text treating about studies on metrology
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of Stefan Batory's coins. As a matter of fact, some data can be found
in Mr. Gumowski's work dealing with Vilna mint but net with all its
emissions. It is a fact that the law itself, in this case the minting
proclamation from 1580, supposedly equaled the Crown and
Lithuanian coins which had not been done earlier by the Union of
Lublin in spite of the fact that it was ensured in the 12" point of this
union.

However, my impressions are the same as Mr. Pinmski's, It
seems that certain fossilization of Lithuanian relations led to the fact
that in this newly open mint a better coin was struck i.e. a little better
as regards the contents of silver and of bigger weight against that
which was ordered by the minting proclamation. It could have been
easier because of Stefan Batory himself who stayed in Lithuania very
eagerly and was surrounded by the Lithuanian magnates and
nobility.

The second question was formed by Mrs, Marta Meclewska.
What does the monetary circulation look like in the light of minting
proclamation from 1580? I think that nobody else but Assistant
Professor Andrzej Mikolajczyk would answer the question best. He
wrote an article in which he conducted the anallysis on the basis of
hoards coming from the same period in Lithuania and the Crown, |
have not read this article yet. However, it appears that the problem of
equalization of the Crown and Lithuanian coins in Batorian times is
not so obvious, which can be seen on the basis of fimds. The article
which has been mentioned above entitled Menstea Qbojga Marodéw
was published in “Biuletyn Numizmatyczny” no. 7/8.

Translated by
Elbizten Luiniriska
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