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The Malines (Mechelen) Hoard (1847), first reported by De Coster (RBN 1850, ref. 7) is a 

very unusual hoard which, apparently, contained nothing but blanched (argented) copper 

coins from the 14
th

 century, and in fairly large quantities.  

The hoard is a bit of a mystery, and the coins are types that “should have been” struck in 

silver (or at least, in billon). The exact nature of the coins is unclear; either they are medieval 

counterfeits, or they are “enfeebled” coins produced by official mint workers (?), either 

working at the mint (?) or at some other location. 

On at least two separate occasions in the mid-fourteenth century, and probably on other 

occasions as well, there seem to have been “enfeeblements” of the silver coinage in some of 

the Low Countries, by which we mean that there seem to have been occasional waves of coins 

struck in poor metal, usually at the ends of the mints runs of various coin types (before new 

types were subsequently introduced).  

 These “enfeeblements” (for lack of a better word) were not the same as debasements, 

which were intentional reductions in the fineness or weights of the coin by the mints at the 

order of the prince of the realm, intended to make profit or to adjust the currency due to coin 

wear and to inflation. Rather, the “enfeeblements” were almost certainly caused by a shortage 

of silver for the mints to coin, and seem to be the result of either the mints attempting to strike 

what coins they could in the face of dwindling silver supplies, and/or counterfeiters seizing 

the opportunity to fill the void left by the lack of official minting. These counterfeiters may 

well have been official mint personnel (now workless?). Many of these spurious coins have 
errors in the legends. 
 Some of the “enfeebled” coins appear to be genuine issues, other than the poor metal 

from which they were made (in spite of the errors or alterations in the legends when compared 

to the coins struck in ‘good’ silver). They may simply be well-made counterfeits. A 

discussion of the 14
th

 century “enfeeblements” follows the catalog of coins in the Malines 

Hoard. 

 

 

  
 

Examples of “good” and “bad” MONETA HANONIE leeuwengroten from Hainaut 

(not from the Malines Hoard) 
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CONTENTS OF THE MALINES HOARD (1847) 
 

The hoard was first reported by De Coster (ref. 7), who described the find as follows: 

 

 

 
 

De Coster, p. 216 
[7]

 

 

 

 

item   qty.   [reference]  description 
 

   1.   c. 200  [DW 257]  gros de Louvain [pieter], John III, Brabant 

 

* 2.   c. 150  [DW 258]  denier or tiers de Louvain, John III, Brabant 

 

   3.   c. 25  [DW 348 var.] double denier or 2/3 gros, John III, Brabant 

   3[b].  c. 45  [DW 348]  double denier or 2/3 gros, John III, Brabant 

 

* 4.   1   [DW 343]  gros d’Anvers, John III, Brabant 

 

   5.   c. 40  [DW 360 var.] gros au lion [stars], John III, Brabant 

   5[c].  ?   [DW 360 var.]  DnI q nRI q DIIV q XPI 

   5[d].  ?   [DW 360 var.]  DnI q nNI q IhV q XPI 

   5[e].  ?   [DW 360 var.]  DnI q nRI q DIVII 
 

   6.   2   [M/T AA 7/2] denier au grand L [mijt], Alost,  

Louis of Nevers, Flanders 

 

   7.   c.450  Chalon 74  denier au lion VblEncen [with leaves] ,  

William II, Hainaut 

 

* 8.   1       denier au lion dans écusson, Harderwijk? 

 

* 9.   3       denier au lion, William VII, Juliers 

 

* 10.  c. 1600  [Duplessy 275] denier parisis, Philip VI, France 

 

c. 2517 coins (+/-) 
 

 

– De Coster, pp. 216 - 235 
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(* illustrated on Plate I) 

 

(De Coster gives “Plate I, fig. 1-6” sic, but I, 6 is not a coin from the Malines Hoard.) 

 

We have added the reference numbers in brackets [] to De Coster’s list. 

 

 

 De Coster described the coins as blanched copper (i.e. coated with silver) (“cuivre blanchi”), 

and spent the large part of his article musing on exactly what the nature of the coins might be 

(see the Appendix for facsimile pages). Although De Coster speculated as to whether the 

coins had an illicit origin, he also explored the possibility that the coins might be official, 

copper coins issued by the various states (mostly Brabant, Hainaut and France).  

 

We do not know where the Malines Hoard coins ended up, although we suspect that a number 

of them might be found in the Cabinet de Médailles, Brussels (CdMB). While we have little 

to add to De Coster’s report on the hoard, the hoard is interesting and important to our study 

of the 14
th

 century leeuwengroot coins struck in the Low Countries. 

 

None of the photographs shown in this report can be said with certainty to be from the 
Malines Hoard. 
 

 

 

 

De Witte (ref. 27) on the Malines Hoard 
 

 

 
 

De Witte, pp. 112-113 
[27]

  

 

The jeton to which De Witte is referring actually has a COMPT legend (not COMPVT). 

 

 

_____________ 
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The Malines Hoard Leeuwengroten 
 

We are particularly interested in the Malines Hoard (1847) hoard for our larger investigation 

into the 14
th

 century coin type, the gros au lion (leeuwengroot, gros compagnon), because the 

find contained a significant number of Brabant leeuwengroten and Hainaut fractional 

leeuwengroten, as well as one fractional leeuwengroot from Juliers. We shall therefore begin 

our discussion of the Malines Hoard coins with this type. 

The Brabant leeuwengroten are of particular interest to us, because they are the rare ‘star’ 

type with a MONETA g BRABAN obverse legend. Counterfeit (or at least suspect) coins of 

this type far outnumber the genuine coins today (i.e. those struck in what appears to be good 

silver and free of legend errors). 

 

 
 

a genuine Brabant ‘star’ leeuwengroot 

private collection 

 

Another rare type has a MONETA F BRABAN legend (leaf mark), while the “common” 

Brabant type has a MONETA 0 BRABAN legend (‘mark of Brabant’). 

 

 

De Coster’s article was written a long time ago, when the state of knowledge regarding the 

gros au lion (and the other types in the find) was still in its infancy, and many of the details 

about the coins that would interest us are missing. Nevertheless, the Malines Hoard is of great 

value to us for the following reasons: 

 

– the hoard contained a large number of counterfeit Brabant ‘star’ leeuwengroten.  

Today, counterfeits of this type far outnumber genuine coins. 

 

– the hoard contained a large number of counterfeit Hainaut, fractional leeuwengroten.  

 

– the hoard contained a large number of counterfeit French, royal deniers parisis, which, 

 in theory, allow us to date the hoard to late approximately 1343 or early to mid-1344  

(?). 

 

– the French deniers parisis may thus allow us to date the Brabant ‘star’ leeuwengroten, 

 the Hainaut fractional leeuwengroten (with leaves), and the Hainaut VALENC 

 leeuwengroten to c. 1343-1344 as well. 

 

– the hoard is clearly relevant to helping to solve the “mystery” of the 14
th

 century  

coinage “enfeeblements”. 
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GROS AU LION 
 

BRABANT 

 

John III, Duke of Brabant  

(1312-1355) 

 

Item 5. 
Gros au lion 

De Witte 360 var.  
 

5.  c. 40 coins gros au lion 
 

 

 
 

De Coster, pp. 217-218 
[7]

 

 

 

 

 

De Coster reports the legends as: 

 

 | MoneTb \ BRbBbn 
 o9,DV  X,lo  T,BR  bB9I 
 

 

When in fact they are almost certain to have read (based upon the known specimens, genuine 

or otherwise): 

 

| M0neta g BRbBbn9  
09,DV  X#lo  t9,BR  bB9I   
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Item 5. gros au lion (cont.) 

 

 

De Coster correctly transcribes the outer legend as: 

 

+ BnDIcTV q SIT q nome q DnI q nRI q IhV q XPI 

 

While noting the following variants: 

 

5[c]  DnI q nRI q DIIV q XPI 

5[d]  DnI q nNI q IhV q XPI 

5[e]  DnI q nRI q DIVII 
 

 

De Coster does not give the total number of coins found with each legend, but says the total 

number of Brabant gros au lion is about 40 coins. It is easily possible that other variations, 

unnoticed by De Coster, were also present. (De Coster’s Ghesquière reference is too outdated 

to even bother discussing.) We are also assuming that all of the (c.) 40 coins were indeed 

‘star’( g ) coins as De Coster says, and not ‘leaf’ ( F ) coins (or even ‘mark of Brabant’ coins: 

0 ). 

 De Witte (ref. 27) was far less detailed in his description: 

 

 
 

De Witte p. 123 
[27]

 

 

 

  
 

CdMB-089 / 3.640 g. 

 
| M0netb g BRbBbn9  
09,DV  X#lo  t9BR  bB9I   
+ BnDIcTV q SIT q nome q DnI , DRI q DIVII 
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Item 5. gros au lion / CdMB-089 (cont.) 

 

 

 

Despite the difference of opinion about the reading of NRI (DRI) in the outer legend, we 

believe that this coin (CdMB-089) is an example of one of De Coster’s Item 5[e] coins 

(possibly even having originated with the Malines Hoard). 

 

 

The lettering is somewhat atypical and the execution is a bit crude, but all in all, this is a 

reasonably good copy of an official coin. Note that there was some problem with the spacing 

and the initial eagle’s right wing (i.e. on the left) in the obverse legend. 

 

There are a number of other coins in the CdMB collection that are very similar in appearance 

to the coin shown above; all of them are counterfeit, Brabant ‘star’ leeuwengroten, all of them 

have the same black color and general appearance, and all of them have spelling mistakes in 

the legends. 

 None of the other coins have outer legend variations that match De Coster’s 

transcriptions exactly (yet they all have spelling errors). Despite this, they may also have 

originated with the Malines Hoard (1857). 

 

See our report on the MONETA BRABAN coins of Brabant (ref. 24, pp. 45-51, 

COUNTERFEIT BRABANT LEEUWENGROTEN) for more information on the numerous 

“star” counterfeits. 
 

 

 

 

__________________________ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

OTHER COIN TYPES IN THE MALINES HOARD 
 

A number of other (non-leeuwengroot) types were also present in the hoard: 
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BRABANT 

 

John III (1312-1355) 

 

It is worth noting that all of the other Brabant coins present bear John III’s titles for 

Lotharingia, Limburg and Marquis of the Empire. Unfortunately, no one has yet been able to 

date these coins precisely, nor been able to match the titles on the coins to any particular date 

range(s) (despite the efforts of De Witte and Ghyssens). 

 

Items 1-2. 
Pieter 

 

 

 
 

De Coster, p. 216 
[7]

 

 

 

 

De Coster does not report any spelling errors. De Witte does, however, implying that some 

coins reading ARCIO (instead of MARCIO) were in the Malines Hoard. De Witte also says 

that this type is rarely found struck in good silver. The silver pieter has never been precisely 

dated by numismatists. 
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Item 1. 
De Witte 357 [27]

 

 

1. c. 200 coins  gros de Louvain (pieter) 

 

 
 

De Witte 357 
[27]

 

Vanhoudt G 280 
[26]

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

De Witte pp. 121-122 [27]
 

 

 

 

For some reason, Ghyssens (1983, ref. 12 & 13) ignores this type.  
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Item 2. 
De Witte 358 [27] 
 

 

2.  c. 150 coins  denier or tiers de Louvain 

 

 

 

 
 

De Witte 358 
[27]

 

Vanhoudt G 281 
[26]

 

 

 

The corresponding fractional coin. 

 

 

 

_____________ 

 

 

 

 

Item 3. 
Shield with 4 lions in a sexfoil / medium cross 
De Witte 348 [27]

 

 
 

De Coster, p. 217 
[7]
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Item 3. Brabant (cont.) 
 

De Coster is describing De Witte 348. Note that all of the coins have spelling errors. 

 

 

 
 

3.  c. 25 coins De Witte 348 var.  double denier or 2/3 gros 

3[b]. c. 45 coins De Witte 348   double denier or 2/3 gros 

 

  
 

De Witte 348 
[27]

 

Vanhoudt G 274 
[26]

 

 

 

According to Ghyssens (1983, BCEN, ref. 13): struck from October, 1343. 

 

 

De Witte: 

 

 

 
 

De Witte pp. 119-120 
[27]

  

 

 

 

 

 

_____________ 
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Item 4. 
4 lions in a quatrefoil / short cross 
Antwerp 
De Witte 343 [27]  
 

4.  1 coin gros d’Anvers 

 

 

De Coster: 

 

 
 

De Coster, p. 217 
[7]

 

 

 
 
De Coster is describing De Witte 343 / Vanhoudt G 275 

[26] / v.d. Chijs VIII, 14 
[3]

. There 

are no apparent spelling errors. 

 

 

 
De Witte 343 

[27]
 

Vanhoudt G 275 
[26]

 

 

 
 

De Witte p. 118 
[27]
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Item 4. Brabant (cont.) 
 

According to Cockshaw (ref. 6): 

 

“Les pièces aux quatre lions dans un quadrilobe du deuxième type (Moneta Nova au droit 

et nom du prince au revers) paraissent pouvoir être mises en relation avec les émissions 

françaises dévaluées de janvier 1337 et doivent donc leur être postérieures. Elles 

semblent, à en croire les trésors de Walfergem et de Kortenberg et Malines, être toujours 

d’un type courant en Brabant vers 1345, alors qu’elles auraient complètement disparu du 

Luxembourg vers cette date 
1
. En Hainaut, ce type de pièce ne paraît plus avoir été frappé 

après 1345 au plus tard (mort du comte Guillaume II). Ce type aurait d’ailleurs été 

rapidement remplacé par le gros au lion imité du gros de Flandre 
1
. Quant au premier 

type, peut-on le dater plus précisément ? 

 

1. Victor Tourneur, La trouvaille de Marche, dans RBN, 74, 1922, p. 218-226.” 
[6]

 

 

– Cockshaw, p. 81 

 

“Plusieurs auteurs considèrent le type original comme brabançon. Pourtant les plus 

anciens types brabançons connus ne sont pas antérieurs à 1337. Un type assez proche 

existe cependant, en un seul exemplaire, pour la fin du règne de Jean II (dans le trésor de 

Herck-la- Ville enfoui vers 1306).  

Le type des quatre lions dans un quadrilobe du premier genre (nom du prince au droit 

et nom de l’atelier au revers) est utilisé par Jean l’Aveugle à une date postérieure à 1311 

(année où il devient roi de Bohême après la mort de son beau-père Wenceslas IV), après 

1312 par Guillaume Ier de Hainaut (la pièce n’est pas citée dans une ordonnance du grand 

bailli de Hainaut qui annonce les pièces autorisées à circuler dans le Hainaut 
2
 ), après 

1312 ou peut-être après 1318 par Félicité de Luxembourg, après 1323 par Louis comte de 

Chiny et de Looz et probablement après 1322 pour la monnaie dite de convention frappée 

par Jean Ier ou Jean II de Namur et Louis de Crécy comte de Flandre. 

Cette monnaie paraît au contraire antérieure à 1323-1324 (et peut-être même à 1318) 

à Herstal et certainement à 1329.  

Quant à l’origine du type, nous devons nous borner à constater que : 

 

1. si le type original est brabançon, les pièces du premier type sont encore à retrouver; 

 

2. si l’on écarte l’origine brabaçonne, il faut choisir entre une origine hennuyère ou 

luxembourgeoise (il paraît peu probable qu’un type créé à Looz, à Chiny ou à Herstal ait 

pu être repris et imité au Luxembourg, en Hainaut ou en Brabant). 

 

1. Raymond Serrure, L’imitation ..., p. 156-182. 

 

2. Le grand bailli de Hainaut adresse, cette année-là, au magistrat de Mons une 

ordonnance concernant les monnaies dont le cours est autorisé dans la prévôté de Mons. 

Ce sont « les eskiellois que mesir fait faire a Valenchiennes, et la monoye Vévesque de 

Cambray et toutes les monnoies le roy de Franche d’or et ďargent, blankes et noires, et 

le florins de Florenche et les esterlins ďEngleterre et nient autres* (Renier Chalon, 

Monnaies... Hainaut, p. 48).” 
[6]

 

 

– Cockshaw, pp. 81-82 
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FLANDERS 
 

Louis of Nevers, Count of Flanders 

(1322-1346) 

 

Item 6. 
Mijt 
 
6. 2 coins  denier au grand L [mijt] 

 

Martiny / Torongo AA 4 
[18]

 ? 

Martiny / Torongo AA 7/2 [18] ?  
 

 
 

De Coster, p. 218 
[7]

 

 

 

 

The legend indicates the Alost (Aalst) mint (as opposed to the Ghent mint). The L’s on this 

type were used as minting marks, and they often have some extra mark above the ‘foot, e.g. 

l. De Coster does not indicate what the L’s looked like on the Malines Hoard coins. 

 

 

Either De Coster was not careful with his text transcription, or the Malines Hoard coins have 

different M’s than the known examples (of which there are several sub-types, all with M’s, 

not m’s). Note that Gaillard’s drawing (ref. 9) does not match De Coster’s text transcription 

(there are no illustrations in De Coster’s cited Prince de Ligne catalog): 

 
 

Gaillard 197 
[9]

 

MonETb w 
coM 
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Item 6. Flanders (cont.) 
 

 

Is De Coster’s text description inaccurate? In any case he does not indicate the forms of the 

L’s, so complete identification is impossible. In theory, the mijt coins were either Martiny / 
Torongo Type AA 4 or Type AA 7/2, which are the mijts (mijten) with MONETA ALOSTS 

legends. (Martiny/Torongo AA 7/1 has an ALOSTENS legend.) 

 

 

Martiny / Torongo AA 4 
(ref. 18, pp. 29-32) 

 

Martiny lists 5 sub-types, and from De Coster’s description and transcriptions, it is impossible 

to tell if any of them match the Malines Hoard coins or not. 
According to Martiny, these were the 1

st
 and 2

nd
 issues of this type, struck from 8 August, 

1331 - 13 March, 1332. 
 
 
Martiny / Torongo AA 7/2 
(ref. 18, pp. 42-43) 

 

Martiny’s text transcription for AA 7/2 is incorrect and based upon the photograph provided, 

it should read: 

 

 MonEbb ; b[l]oSTS 
LVD9  coM9  Flb  DRI9 

 

According to Martiny, this was the 3
rd

 issue of this type, struck 13 March, 1332 - 2 April, 

1334. 

 Assuming that the extra A in MONETA was a die-sinker’s error, then the legends of this 

type also match those of the Malines coins (basically, and depending on the forms of the L’s). 

 

 

Whether M/T AA 4 or M/T AA 7/2, these mijt coins would have been fairly old when the 

Malines Hoard was buried c. 1344, (assuming, of course, that the majority of the Malines 

coins were fairly current at the time of the hoard’s deposit).  

Genuine Flemish mites were basically copper coins (monnaie noire), despite a nominal 

amount of silver, and the 2 Malines Hoard coins may well have been “official” coins after all. 

 

 

 

 

__________________________ 
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HAINAUT 
 

William II, Count of Hainaut 

(7 June, 1337 - 26 Sept. 1345)   

(also William IV of Holland) 

 

Item 7. 
Fractional Leeuwengroot 
Chalon 74 [3]  
 

7. 450 coins denier au lion VblEncen [with leaves] 

 

 
 

De Coster, p. 218 
[7]

 

 

 

 

 
 

Chalon 74 

 

 
 

Elsen 107-818 / 1.18 g. 

(not from the Malines Hoard as far as we know) 
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Item 7. Hainaut (cont.) 
 

 

There were 450 of these “cuivre blanchi” coins in the Malines Hoard, the second most 

plentiful type in the find; where are they now? For all we know, every coin of this type on the 

market today could be a Malines Hoard coin (including the Elsen example shown here). Only 

a few of the specimens known to us appear to be struck in what could be described as ‘good’ 

silver. 

Presumably, this type corresponds to the full leeuwengroot MONETA VALENC type, 

which also has an anonymous HANONIE COMES reverse (cross side) legend. The VALENC 

leeuwengroot suffered a sort of “enfeeblement”(see p. 23 below), as had the HANONIE type 

before it. Although a few examples of the full VALENC groot in ‘good’ silver are known, 

several examples in ‘poor’ metal are known as well.  

It would seem that the fractional coins either suffered the same “enfeeblement” fate, or 

they were never struck in ‘good’ silver at all. Small coins such as these often fell into the 

category of monnaie noire, meaning that they contained far more copper than silver. We do 

not have any Malines Hoard coins for study, but it remains a possibility that some or all of the 

Hainaut coins were “genuine” coins struck in poor metal at the Valenciennes mint (if that’s 

what the “enfeeblements” were). 

 

Can we use the Malines Hoard coins to date the ‘poor’ Hainaut, VALENC leeuwengroten to 

late 1343 or early 1344? Would that, in turn, mean that the ‘good’ VALENC coins were 

minted in early 1343? 

 

 

 

 

__________________________ 

 

 

 

GUELDERS 
 

Item 8. 
Esterlin / lion on shield 

 

[Reinald II ? 

Count of Guelders (1326-1339) 

Duke of Guelders (1339-1343)] 

 

8. 1 coin denier au lion dans écusson  Harderwijk? 
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Item 8. Guelders (cont.) 
 

 

 

 

 
 

De Coster, p. 219 
[7]

 

 

 

 
 

De Coster pl. I, 2 (n
o
 8) 

[7]
 

 

This type of coin (i.e. a lion on a shield with a surrounding legend) dates from the late 13
th

 

century, and had gone out of fashion in most places by 1344.  

 

De Coster did not provide a reference number for the Guelders coin to which he refers, 

but v.d. Chijs (ref. 5) does list the following coin with a MONETA DE HERD legend (but no 

shield): 

 
 

v.d. Chijs II, 7 
[5]
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Item 8. Guelders (cont.) 
  

 

 

The same type illustrated by Roest (ref. 19): 

 

 
Roest, RBN 1891, pl. X, 48 

[19]
  

 

 

 

 

__________________________ 

 

 

 

JULIERS (JÜLICH) 
 

Item 9. 
Fractional Leeuwengroot 
 

9. 3 coins denier au lion William VII  Juliers 

 

 

 

 
 

De Coster, plate I, 5 (n
o
 9) 

[7]
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Item 9. Juliers (cont.) 
 

 

 

 
 

De Coster, pp. 219-220 
[7]

 

 

 

The obverse legend is a corrupted version of those found on the known examples of Juliers 

fractional leeuwengroot: 

 

 

Z VIlhelm w mbRch w IVl[…]ac 

 

Z VIlheIm w mbRch.9 IVIIac 

 

[…Rch \ IVlac] 
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Item 9. Juliers (cont.) 
 

 

The same type illustrated by Grote (ref. 15): 

 

 

 
 

Grote, plate 14, 22 (VII, p. 407) 
[15]

 

 

 

Z WIlhelm \ mbRch \ IVlIacn 

mone   TbDV   lhen   SISU 

 

 

 

See the Appendix below for Grote’s opinions about the Malines Hoard. 

 

 

 

__________________________ 

 

 

FRANCE 
 

Philip VI, King of France 
(1 April 1328 – 22 August 1350) 
 

Item 10. 
Denier Parisis 

Duplessy 275 

 
 
10. c. 1600   denier parisis Philip VI France 

 

 

 
 

De Coster plate I, 3 (no 10) 
[7]
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Item 10. France (cont.) 
 

 

 

 
 

De Coster, p. 220 
[7]

 

 

 

 

The majority of the coins in the hoard were of this French, royal type. According to Duplessy 

(ref. 8), these are not coins of Philip the Fair, but rather of Philip VI (1328-1350). According 

to the same author, they are the 2nd type, issue of 26 October, 1343 (Duplessy 275). 

According to Cockshaw (ref. 6), (who cites Lafaurie), the date was 22 August, 1343. Haeck 

(ref. 16) gives the date of deposit for the Malines Hoard as 1345.  

De Coster gives the obverse REX as RIX, and the reverse legend seems to read CIVI)S. 

We would like to believe that De Coster inspected a reasonable number of the c. 1,600 coins 

of this type present in the hoard, since he only provides one transcription for all of the coins. 

 

Assuming that Duplessy’s dating of this type is correct, then the presence of these coins 
in the Malines Hoard indicates that it could not have been buried before late August or 
late October, 1343, and in fact, probably some time thereafter. 
 

 

Duplessy (1988) seems to have been in (basic) agreement with Cockshaw (1970): 

 

“B. Présence des pièces étudiées dans les trésors 

 

Je n’ai pu trouver trace de ces pièces que dans sept trésors; encore l’un d’eux est-il 

composé de faux d’époque et un autre n’a-t-il été enfoui qu’à la fin du xiv
e
 siècle.  

a. Malines : Trésor de monnaies de cuivre blanchies, enfoui après 1343 puisqu’il 

contenait environ 1600 parisis de Philippe VI de Valois, frappés en vertu d’une 

ordonnance du 22 août 1343 (J. Lafaurie, Les monnaies des rois de France, I, n
o
 277).” 

[6]
  

 

– Cockshaw, p. 79 
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“ENFEEBLEMENTS” OF THE CURRENCY 
 

Having studied the leeuwengroten of all regions for several years now, as well as many coin 

types “peripheral” to said study, we have noticed what seems to be a sort of pattern at several 

of the 14
th

 century mints in the Low Countries. 

 It appears that with many of the types, a sort of unofficial (?) debasement occurred when 

minting of a given type “petered out”, a sort of “enfeeblement” of the coinage. This is 

something different than an officially mandated debasement of the coinage, whether an old or 

new type. It appears that when a coin type had “run its course” so to speak, the final 

production was carried out using metal of a very low fineness, far lower than mandated by the 

official minting instructions. 

 This final production seems to have been done in a sort of administrative “grey area” (or 

perhaps not); in any case it is unclear if the coins are (semi-)“official” (but ‘poor’) coins, or 

pure counterfeits. (It must be remembered that a great many medieval counterfeits were in 

fact produced by mint personnel working outside of the official mint house in their own time. 
[14]

) 

Either the mint produced the last batches of coins using substandard metal, or 

counterfeiters (recently unemployed mint workers?) took up production just as official 

minting ceased (?). Or perhaps a group of workers took advantage of a sudden lull in work at 

the mint to make substandard coins using dies (or imitations thereof ) that they knew were 

soon to be made redundant (?). 

 It appears that shortages of silver for the mints to strike into coins was the main cause of 

these “enfeeblements”. However, it is also possible that production of a given type was halted 

for some other reason, and that no new type immediately took its place, and so those making 

the feeble coins took advantage of the gap to produce the poor coins. 

 

The apparent nature of the Malines Hoard would certainly seem to indicate an illicit 

production; the numerous French deniers parisis together with coins of Brabant et al would 

not seem to indicate any kind of official minting operation. 

 

It is, of course, possible that no such pattern of “enfeeblement” exists, and that a large number 

of extant medieval counterfeits are simply misleading us. Nevertheless, the phenomena that 

we have noticed that lead us to believe that “enfeeblements” occurred are as follows: 

Counterfeit (?) coins in poor metal that {far} outnumber real coins in good metal seen 

today: 

 

Brabant: ‘star’ leeuwengroten 

Brabant: ‘Pieter’ groten 

Hainaut: HANONIE leeuwengroten 

Hainaut: VALENC (not VALENCN) leeuwengroten  

(all VALENCN coins are “counterfeits”) 

Hainaut: VALENCEN fractional leeuwengroten (with leaves) 

Hainaut: “tiercelet” in multifoil (Chalon 79; Vanhoudt G 496) 

 Flanders: Louis of Nevers leeuwengroten with a round 0 in COMES 

 Flanders groot zonder naam (Martiny 12-GE) 

 groot of Dendermonde (Martiny 22-DE; Leuven Hoard) (no ‘good’ coins known) 

all suspect leeuwengroot “coins of convention” (Brabant-Flanders, Flanders-Rummen,  

Flanders-Hainaut or Holland (or Namur), Flanders-Brabant, etc.; no ‘good’ coins  

known) 
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Coins for which otherwise identical ‘good’ and ‘bad’ coins are known: 

 

Brabant: ‘star’ leeuwengroten 

Brabant: ‘Pieter’ groten 

Brabant: 4 lions in a quadrilobe (De Witte 343) 

Hainaut: HANONIE leeuwengroten 

Hainaut: VALENC (not VALENCN) leeuwengroten  

(all VALENCN coins are “counterfeits”) 

Hainaut: VALENCEN fractional leeuwengroten (with leaves) 

Hainaut: “tiercelet” in multifoil (Chalon 79; Vanhoudt G 496) 

Holland: HOLANDIE leeuwengroten 

Holland: HOLAND leeuwengroten (?) 

 Flanders groot zonder naam (Martiny 12-GE) 

Flanders, Louis of Male leeuwengroot, Issue(s) VII / VIII (?) 

France, Philip VI denier parisis (Malines Item 10) 

 

 

“Counterfeit” coins with spelling errors: 

  

Brabant: ‘star’ leeuwengroten (including Malines Item 5) 

Brabant: ‘Pieter’ groten (or 1/3 groten) (Malines Item 1?) 

Hainaut: HANONIE leeuwengroten 

Hainaut: VALENCN (not VALENC) leeuwengroten  

 some suspect “coins of convention” (Brabant-Flanders) 

 groot of Dendermonde (Martiny 22-DE; Louvain Hoard 1983) 

 Harderwijk sterling (Malines Item 8) 

Juliers sterling (Malines Item 9) 

France, Philip VI denier parisis (Malines Item 10) 

 

 

We suspect that there may be (many?) other types as well; these are simply the ones we have 

come across during our own numismatic research. 

 

Monnaie Noire 

The ‘poor’ coins under discussion should not be confused with the coins that are commonly 

referred to as monnaie noire, or ‘black money’. These were official, small denomination coins 

that had only small amounts of silver in them, which, in practice, often meant they were in 

fact copper coins. These small coins were intended to be used for the day-to-day purchases 

that involved only small amounts of money, and for which large silver coins were useless. 

Examples of monnaie noire would include the Flemish mijt (mite). 

 

_____________ 

 

Spelling Errors 
 

Obviously, some of the spelling errors found on medieval counterfeits coins are nothing more 

than mistakes on the part of the fabricator. But in some cases, the errors begin to pile up on 

coins that are otherwise reasonably good copies of the originals, which makes us wonder if 

perhaps something else is going on. 
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It is noteworthy that many of the coins in the Malines Hoard contain (fairly minor) spelling 

errors somewhere in the legends. Most numismatists seem happy to write this sort of thing off 

as “people in the Middle Ages were mostly illiterate”. And yet, many counterfeits are fairly 

faithful copies of the originals; a great many of them we probably made by mint personnel, 

who should have been perfectly capable of reproducing the correct legends (even if they could 

not read them). There are, in fact, many medieval counterfeits with correct legends. But why 

are there so many spelling errors in an almost consistent (but erroneous) manner? For 

example: there are so many mistakes on counterfeit BRABAN leeuwengroten, that it is almost 

surprising to find one with completely error-free legends. 

 

Is it possible that the counterfeiters were intentionally marking their counterfeits so that 
they themselves would easily recognize them later if they came across the coins? 
 

The 19 anonymous groten of Dendermonde (Martiny 22-DE 
[17]

) found in the Louvain Hoard 

(1983), of which no ‘good’ examples are known, all have the same, semi-nonsense legends. 

 

 

__________________________ 

 

 

 

CONCLUSION 
 

Since all of the c. 2500 coins from the Malines Hoard (1847) are apparent counterfeits, it 

seems reasonable to assume that the hoard was deposited by the counterfeiter(s) himself (or 

themselves). 

 

The hoard could not have been buried before late August or late October, 1343, because of the 

deniers parisis of Philip VI (Item 10), the official versions of which were not issued before 

this time 
[6] [8]

. It is likely that at the earliest, the hoard was buried several weeks or months 

after Philip VI’s “second type” parisis were first issued. 

 

The counterfeit nature of all of the coins in the hoard leads us to believe that the other types 

present in large numbers must have also been (approximately) contemporaneous with these 

French deniers. It seems unlikely that counterfeiters would have held on to the illegal (?) 

coins for any longer than was absolutely necessary, and it also seems unlikely that the 

counterfeiters were intending to pass “old” coins rather than the most current types in 

circulation at the time. (We are speaking here of the coin types found in the hoard in large 

quantities.) If nothing else, it seems reasonable to presume that the Malines Hoard types were 

(still) circulating when the hoard was hidden. 

 

Can we therefore conclude that the official “star” leeuwengroten of Brabant were being struck 

in late 1343 or early 1344? And the fractional Hainaut coins as well? Or that they were at 

least still circulating in numbers sufficient to warrant copying them? (Bearing in mind that 

‘good’ silver examples of both the g BRABAN groten and the fractional Hainaut coins with 

leaves in the quarters are more uncommon ‘poor’ examples today.) 

 

It should be noted that a small number of “old” coins were present as well: 2 Flemish mijten 

from c. 1322-1324 and 1 sterling (esterlin, denier) from Harderwijk of a type from the late 

13
th

 century. 
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APPENDIX: Miscellaneous Information  
(Chalon, Grote, De Coster) 
 

 

 

Chalon (ref. 3, pp. 380-382) on cuivre argentée or cuivre blanchie coins: 
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Chalon (cont.) 
 

 
 

Chalon, pp. 381-382 
[3]

  

 

 

_____________ 

 

 

Grote (ref. 15, pp. 407-408) on the fractional leeuwengroten of Juliers (22), the examples in 

the Malines Hoard (23), and the Malines Hoard coins: 
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Grote (cont.) 
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Grote (cont.) 
 

 

 

 
 

 

Grote, pp. 407-408 
[15]

 

 

 

 

Despite Grote’s lengthy discourse on the interpretation of the legends of his no 23 (Malines 

Hoard, De Coster Item 9), the coin is probably a counterfeit (or “enfeebled”) example of his 

no 22, and the legends have no extra or special meaning, they are simply botched versions of 

the same William, Marquis of Juliers legends from Grote 22.    
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As mentioned above, De Coster (ref. 7) devoted the lion’s share of his article to musing over 

the what the nature of the argented coins might be: 
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De Coster (cont.) 
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De Coster (cont.) 
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De Coster (cont.) 
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De Coster (cont.) 
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De Coster (cont.) 
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De Coster (cont.) 
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De Coster (cont.) 
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De Coster (cont.) 
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De Coster (cont.) 
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De Coster (cont.) 
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De Coster (cont.) 

 

 

 
 



 47 

De Coster (cont.) 
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De Coster (cont.) 
 

 

 

 
 

 

De Coster, pp. 220-235 
[7]

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


