ZLOTUL “ROMANESC” SAU “MOLDOVENESC” - O MONEDA
DE CALCUL DE TRADITIE BIZANTINO-BALCANICA DIN MOLDOVA
SECOLELOR XV - XVI

Ernest Oberliinder-Tarnoveanu

Fira indoials, Octavian Iliescu este cercetitorul care a marcat cel mai profund studiul
monetiriei feudale romanesti in cea de-a doua jumitate a secolului al XX-lea si la inceputul
noului mileniu. Fl a dus mai departe si a adancit tradifia instituitd de M. Sturdza, N. Docan, G.
Severeanu si mai ales de Constantin Moisil. Practic, nu a existat problem importantd a acestui
domeniu care si fi scipat atentiei sale si in care viziunea sa s& nu-gi fi spus cuvéntul. Lucrarea de
fatd, dedicati unei categorii specifice a monedei de calcul din Moldova se doregte a fi un omagiu
adus maestrului numismaticii feudale romanest.

Abordarea intr-o nou¥ lumind a indelungatelor si complexelor contacte politice,
economice §i culturale ale populatiei roménesti cu lumea sud-est europeani si cu cea a stepelor
nord-pontice scoate la lumina faptul ci acestea au lisat 1irme durabile gi in domeniul practicilor
monetare. Existenta in limbajul actelor de cancelarie sau juridice roménesti a unor elemente
mostenite din tradifia monetard bizantino-balcanici sau a Hoardei de Aur a fost remarcati deja
de muit4 vreme de citre istorici, dar s-a crezut ci era vorba doar de pastrarea vreme indelungati,
mai ales datorita practicilor foarte conservatoare ale cancelariilor domnegti din Tara Romaneasca
si Moldova, a unor elemente formale, care s-au manifestat exclusiv in domeniul terminologiei
monetare!. Aprofundarea studiului asupra acestui subiect a dovedii c3 elementele de traditie
bizantino-balcanics §i titareascd au cunoscut o supraviefuire surprinzitor de indelungati,
ajungand, in unele cazuri, chiar pand in pragul epocii moderne. Pan4 in deceniul al nouilea al
secolului trecut au lipsit total studiile aprofundate, care sa porneasci de la o abordare sistematici
i exhaustivd a vocabularului monetar si financiar al documentelor medievale roménegt ne-a
impiedicat, pdnd in prezent, si intelegem corect, §i din picate, adesea chiar in modul cel mai
elementar, a sansului primar a unor notiuni. In acest sens, cazurile “zlofilor titdresti” si al
“parpdrului” sunt, poate, cele mai edificatoare exemple pentru a ilustra aceast situatie2.

1 Vezi in acest sens lucrdrile lui B. Petriceicu-Hagdeu, Etymologicum Magnum Romaniae, vol. 1II, Bucuresti, ed. Gr.
Brancug, 1974, p. 54, s.v. “ban”; N. lorga, Negoful gi megtegugurile in trecutul romdnesc, Bucuresti, 1906, reed. in Opere
economice, ed. Georgeta Penelea, Bucuresti, 1982, p. 102 5i 128; N. Docan, Studii privitoare la numismatica Térii
Rominesti, 1. Bibliografie i documente, in AAR-MSI, 32, 1910, p. 518; 1. Nistor, Handel und Wandel in der Moldau bis zum
Ende des 16. [ahthunderts, Cernadufi, 1912, pp. 126 - 127; C. Muisil, Monetiria Tirii Romdnegti in timpul dinastiei Basarabilor.
Studin numismatic 5i istoric, in Anuarul Institutului de Istorie Nationals-Chuj, 1, 1924, pp. 8 5i 38 - 39; Idem, 5. v. Moneda,
in Enciclopedia Romaniei, vol. 1, Statul, Bucuresti, 1938, pp. 104 5i 119; L. Ursu, Stefan cel Mare, Domn al Moldovei de la 12
aprilie 1457 la 2 iulie 1504, Bucuresti, 1925, p. 391; Gh. Zane, Economia de schimb in Principatele romdne, Bucuregti, 1930,
pp- 105 si 110 - 113; E. Condurachi, Monete veneziane battute in Moldavia, in RHSEE, 20, 1943, p. 230; Fr. Babinger,
Sildosteuropdischer Handelmiinzen am Ausgange Mittelaters, in Vierteljahrbuch ftir Sozial-und Wiertschaftsgeschichte, 44,
1957, pp. 354 - 357; Al Gonta, Urkundliche Aufschliisse tiber die Miinzen und Zahlungsmittel der Moldau im Handehoekehr
mit thren Nachbarlindern im 14. und 15 Jahriundersts, in SOF, 27, 1968, pp. 51 - 58; 1dem, Legdturile economice dintre
Moldova gi Transilvania in secolele X1I1 - XVII, Bucuresti, ed. 1. Caprogu, 1989, pp. 85 - 88; O. liescu, L'hyperpére byzantin
at Bas-Danube du Xle au XV siécles, in RESEE, 7, 1969, 1, pp. 114 - 115; Idem, Les hyperpéres de Vlgicou Voda, in RESEE,
24, 1985, 3, pp. 209 - 219; Al. Constantinescu, Moneta in Evul Mediu romdnesc (parte [I-a), in SAI, 30 - 31, 1975, pp. 175 gi
180 - 181 5i B. Murgescu, Circulatia monetari in Tirile Romiine in secolul al XVi-lea, Bucuresti, 1996, pp. 39 - 40.

2 Vezi in acest sens E. Oberlinder-Tarnoveanu, ‘Tartarian Zlois’ - A Golden Horde Legacy in the Monetary Terminology and
Practice of Mediazval Moldavia and its Neighbouring Countries, in RRH, 30, 1991, 3 - 4, pp. 189 - 220 si Idem, De Ia “perperi
ad sagium Vecine” la “pirpiir”. Monede de cont dz origine bizantino-balcanicil in Tara Romineascd (secolele X1 - XIX), in 130
de ani de la crearea sistemului monetar modemn rominesc, coord. M. Isdrescu, Bucuregti, 1997, pp. 98 - 187, studiu apéirut i

in versiune englezd sub titlul From “ Perpert ad sagium Vecine” to “Pirpldr”. The Byzantine-Balkanic Origin Account Coins in
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Absenta unor analize speciale asupra acestui tip de vocabular a dus chiar la
imposibilitatea de a putea identifica exact, care au fost de fapt elementele materiale si
institufionale care se ascundeau in spatele unor notiuni de o surprinzitoare perenitate gi, in
acelasi imp, de o exuberanti varietate. De aseraenea, nu s-a pulut descifra mecanismul care a
permis preluarea de citre societatea feudald roméneascid a unor termeni monetari, ca i a
extraordinarei simbioze locale care a dus la amalgamarea si la conservarea vreme indelungati a
unor ivaditii §i realititi de origini foarte diverse, care vor imbrica in cursul secolelor XV - XVl o
hain lingvistici uniformizatoare, foarte derutanti. Influentali de marea varietate a termenilor
monetari mai frecvent mentionati in documentele muntenesti sau moldovenesti, cercetdtorii care
s-au preocupat de acest subiect au pus accenlul pe ceza, ce aparent, pirea si reprezinte o evolnfie
divergentd i nu au putut pune in eviden{# existenfa unor practici monetare identice in ambele
principate roménegti. Dupd pirerea noastrd aceste elemente comune isi aveau originea intr-un
fond cultural comun, anterior instaldrii dominatiei politice a Hoardei de Aur asupra Moldovei.

Primul pas spre injelegerea naturii exacte a termenilor monetari de origine bizantino-
balcanica sau din Hoarda de Aur a apirut atunci cind am abordat problema “zlofilor titiregti”.
Cu acest prilej, s-a putui constata c# aceasti notiune misterioagd desemna, in mod surprinzitor,
mai multe tipuri de monede de cont, gi nicidecum o anume categorie de monede reale, cum s-a
crezut multd vreme?. Cu aceasts ocazie atingem un domeniu important al civilizatiilor medievale
europene si islasmice, cel al monedelor de cont.

Aceste unititi monetare imaginare au cunoscut o largi difuziune in lumea medievali. In
anumite regiuni ele au supravietuit pani in secolul al XVIIl-lea, sau chiar mai tarziu, pani spre
jumiitatea secoluhuri al XIX-lea. Spre deosebire de monedele reale, care aveau menirea primordiald
de a fi mijloace de schimb si de acumulare, monedele de calcul erau destinate s& reprezinte
unititi de mésura a valorii bunurilor si serviciilort. Intr-o lume in care folosirea pe scari larg a
monedelor reale emise dupi sisteine monetare foarte diverse, a constituit o realitate cotidiani
chiar §i in interiorul aceleiasi entititi politice, monedele de cont aveau sarcina si faciliteze
uniformizarea circulatiei pe piata internd, dar si s3 permiti accesul unor emisiuni striine chiar in
zone foarte indepartate. De asemenea, utilizarea monedelor de cont reprezenta si o modalitate de
protectie contra continuei modificiri, mai precis reduceri, a confinutului de metal fin a
monedelor reale, mai ales a celor de argint, ca §i impotriva fluctuatiilor ciclice ale raportului
argint/aur de pe pietele monetare, cici ele reprezentau, in mod ideal, echivalentul unei cantitifi
precise de metal pretios. Am dori si subliniem un detaliu, care adesea este neglijat de cercetitori,
acela ci o unitate monetard de cont nu era constituitd numai dintr-o anumiti cantitate de metal
pretios, dar aresta avea §i un titlu prestabilit.

in cele mai multe cazuri, monedele de calcul isi aveau originea din monede reale. Adesea,
s-a petrecut insd o “inghefare” a raporturilor existente intr-un anume moment intre dintre
diversele nominaturi ale umti sistem monetar real. “Fosilizaren” sistemelor de calcul riedievale se
datora unor motive administrative sau birocratice, dar ea s-a grefat gi pe elemente “irafionale”,
cum ar fi, de exemplu, deprinderile i practicile cotidiene privind socotelile ale publicului larg.
Impletirea acestor faetari explici extraordinara longevitate a sistemelor monetare de cont,
capacitatea de a supravietui multe secole dupi iegirea din uz a sistemelor monetare reale care le
generasers. in practica de zi cu zi, intre sistemele monetare reale, in care erau efectuate

Wallachia during the 13% - 19% Centuries, in volumul 130 Anniversary from the Establishing of the Modern Romanian
Monetary Systhem, coord. by M. Isarescu, Bucharest, 1998, pp. 97 - 182 (mai departe abreviat 130 de ani).

3 E. Oberlinder-Tarnoveanu, in RRH, 30, 1991, 3 - 4, pp. 211 - 219.

4 Asupra monedelor de cont vezi: E. Martinori, La Moneta. Vocabulario generale, Roma, 1915, p. 302; T. Zerbi, Moneia
effettiva e moneta di conto nelle fonti contabili di storia economica, Milano, 1955; C. M. Cipolla, Prices and Civilization in the
Mediterranean World, Fifth to Sevenieenth Centuries, Princeton, 1956, pp. 38 - 51; Ph. Grierson, Monnaies du Moyen Age,
Fribourg, 1976, p. 311; F. Braudel, Structurile cotidianului: posibilul §i imposibilul, trad. in limba roméani de A. Riza, vol. II,
Bucuregti, 1984, pp. 243 - 244; P. Spufford, Handbook of Medieval Exchange, Londra, 1986, pp. XX- XXVI; Idem, Money
and ils Use in Medieval Europe, Cambridge, Londra, New York, New Rochelle, Melbourne, Sydney, 1988, pp. 411 - 414 5i
Ph. Grierson, La moneta di conto nel Medioevo, in RIN, 95, 1993, pp. 604 - 614. La noi cea mai completd analizd a
problemei monedelor de cont a fost facutd de Gh. Zane, op. cit., p. 62.
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operatiunile, si cele de cont, in care se ficeau calculele, se produceau puternice tensiuni, datoritd
faptului ci la nivelul circulafiei reale aveau loc continue modificliri §i ajustiri, generate de
schimbirile de ordin economic, financiar-monetar, tehnologic, social sau politic, in timp ce
sistemele de monede de cont tindeau s# raména stabile, iimuabile.

Datoriti angrenajului social foarte complicat, autorititile i5i asumau destul de rar sarcina
riscantd de a modifica, fie i numai partial, sistemele monetare de cont pentru a le aduce in acord
cu reaiititile circilatiei reale. Carurile de schirnbare din temelii a acestor sisteme prin decizii
administrative au fost extrem de rare. Cand asemenea situatii totusi s-au produs, ele au pomit, de
obicei de jos in sus, sub presiunea marilor mutatii de pe pietele monetare reale care ficeau total
inoperante vechile unititi de calcul, reducdndu-le la o valoare insignifiantas.

Cu doui exceptii, izvoarele interne din Tara Romaneasci si din Moldova pe care le-am
studiat nu vorbesc, in mod explicit, despre folosirea monedelor de cont. Cel mai vechi caz, pe
care-l cunoagtem, se referd la Moldova amnilor 1548 - 1549. Cu acest prilej in corespondenta
domneascd apar termenii “floreni nostre terre usuales” sau “secundum usum huius terre nostre”.
Dupi piirerea noastr}i, termenii par si reprezinte traduceri ad-hoc ale unor expresii roménegti. In
argumentarea acestei afirmatii ne baz¥m pe faptul ca texiele scrisorilor desi sunt redactate in
latina, urmeaza adesea topica roméneascs gi confin o serie de constructii de origine romaneascd
evidentd, ca de exemplu: “promptam pecunia”, ceea ce corespunde cu binecunoscuta formuld
romaneascd “bani gata”, adica platifi efectiv. Cu toate acestea, lipsa unor formule sigitre din
textele roménesti ne impiedicid si identificAm exact expresia folositd de cei care au dictat
scrisorile. De altfel, nu cunoagtem termenul tehnic contemporan slavon, prin care erau desemnate
monedele de calcul in vocabularul de cancelarie sau in cel cotidian. In schimb, o serie de izvoare
interne sau striiine, redactate in limba latini, care privesc Moldova sau Oltenia, desemneazd
monedele de cont din aceste zone cu denumirile de “currenfes”, “ex currentibus”, “pecunia
imaginaria”, termeni tehnici identici cu cel folositi, in mod obignuit, pentru desemnarea
monedelor de cont occidentale.

Siricia datelor despre folosirea monedelor de cont de citre roméni in Evul Mediu si la
inceputul epocii moderne este, partial, compensatd de numeroasele mentiuni despte “pecunia
imaginaria”, care se intalnesc in actele din deceniile al treilea si al patrulea ale secolului al XVIII-lea,
emise de Cancelaria austriaci din Oltenia. Intre acestea se remarcs, uluitor de profund si precis
documentate, rapoarte intocmite de ciitre functionarii Niccolo di Porta gi Dobneré. Degi aceste

5F. Braudel, op. cit., p. 244.

¢ Asupra circulatiei monetare din Oltenia in pericada administratiei austriece cf. . Papacostea, Oltenia sub stdpinirea
austriaci (1718 - 1739), Bucuresti, 1971, pp. 125 - 139. Autorul citat nu a sesizat caracterul de monedi de cont a2 unora
din emisiunile mentionate in izvoare. Existi mai multe menfiuni privind “banul rominesc”, in actele administrafiei
austriece din Oltenia. Dintre acestea vom prezenta numai o selecfie, cuprinzand textele care definesc aceastd monedi.
In acest sens, poate una din cele mai elocvente definiri a “banului” este cea care se gisegte in “Dicfionarul institufiilor din
Oltenia”, intocmit, foarte probabil, de Niccolo di Porta, in cursul anilor 20 ai secolului al XVIll-lea. “Dicfionarul”
prezintd termenul romanesc de “ban” gi sub echivalentul lui in limba latind, “nummus”, ca o monedd de cont: “...Bani.
Denart minuti correnti 133 per un leonino®..., cf. C. Giurescu, Material pentru istoria Olteniei supt austrieci, ed. ingrijits de C.
C. Giurescu, Bucuregti, vol. 11, 1944, p. 140, nr. 55. Acest “ban”, nu este altceva decit “mbinea viachikd”, adici “banul
romdnesc”, pomenit de regulamentul vamii de la Cdineni, cf. N. Jorga, in Studit gi documente cu privire la istoria romdnilor,
vol. V, Cirfi domnegti, zapise i rivage, Bucuregti, 1903, pp. 364 - 367, Idem, in Studii §i documente cu privire la istoria
rominilor, vol. V, Ciirfi domnegti, zapise gi rivage, Bucuresti, 1903, pp. 12 - 14, ldem, Documente privitoare la istoria rominilor
culese de Eudoxiu Hurmuzaki, vol. XIV, Documenle grecegti priviloare la istoria romdénilor publicate dupd originale, copiile
Acadermiei Romdne i tipdrituri, Partea I-a, 1320 - 1716, Bucuresti, 1915, p. 756, nr. DCCXLVIU gi Idem, Negoful g
mestesugurile in trecutul roménesc, pp. 144 - 146. Versiunea inifial4 a regulamentului vamii de la Cineni dateazi din
1676, cu toate c izvorul s-a pastrat numai intr-o copie romaneascs, realizatd in 1691 si alta, in limba greacés, datata in
1705. -

Intr-un raport din 17 februarie 1727 al lui Dobner, se face o detailati prezentare a caracterului gi cursului
monedelor folosite in provincie:”...Unus nummus valachicus facit 1 V2 nummum seu denarium transylvanicum; sic una
poltura, quae apud nos tres nummos i.e. denarios facit, in Valachia ad nummntum valachicum facit duos nummos valachicos. Unus
sustdk sew duplex grossus, qui apud nos 12 denarios factt, apud Valachos non nisi 8 nummos sive denarios valet et sic per
consequens ratione aliarum monetarum faciendus compuius, ita, ut ducatus, qui de facto apud nos valet fl. 5=40 computando per
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informatii sunt tirzii, existd numerotare indicii care dovedesc in mod cert c3 ele nu se refer
numai la situatia concreti din Oltenia anilor 1718 - 1739, ci privesc o realitate locala din Tara
Roméneascs, cu mult anterioard anexirii teritoriilor de la vest de Olt de citre habsburgi. Mai
mult decit atht, aceste documente pun in lumini folosirea unui sistem de monede de calcul foarte
elaborat si complex, chiar sofisticat am putea spune, care nu se putea dezvolta decat de-a lungul
unei perioade indelungate, prin asimilarea unor traditii diferite?.

O lecturi atentd & documentelor din secolele XIV - XVII, duce la concluzia cé in multe
cazuri denumirile de monede pe care le intAlnim nu se referi nici pe departe la monede reale ci,
in mod sigur, la monede de cont. Utilizarea monedelor de cont in spatiul medieval roménesc,
inainte de adoptarea si generalizarea, in ultimele dou3 decenii ale secolului [ XVII-lea a “lenlui
romanesc de calcul”®, a fost intuiti deja cu multe decenii In urmii de citre cercetitorii Constantin
Moisil? §i Gheorghe Zane!®. In ciuda importantei cunoasterii folosirii monedelor de cont pentru
intelegerea practicilor monetare §i financian: aiz societii medievale roménesti, autorii citati, ca
si alti cercetatori, nu au analizat in profunzime acest domeniu fascinant. Interesul pentru aceastd
problemi a crescut in ultimii ani’’. Din p#cate, ceea ce s-a publicat nu reprezints decét inceputul
unei cercetdri sistematice a domeniului, cici interesul a fost focalizat numai asupra problemei

rmummos valachicos, faceret 360. Cum autem in Valachia factunt nusivmos valachicum 350: hungaricales 5=25, constant pretium
inter nos currens superare valachicum cum nummis valachicis 10, decem, qui faciunt nostros den. 15.

Leo, qui apud nos de facto hungaricales fl. 2=10 den. facit, computando per nummos valachicos faceret 140. Cum autem in
Valachia faciunt mummos valachicos nonnisi 133, id est hungaricales 199 %2, constant precium leonini inter nos currens superare
valachicum cum nummis valachicis 7, id est septem, qui faciunt nostros denarios: 10 %4.

Zlot valachicus seu antiquus apud nos valel hungaricales fl. 1 40 den., qui per nummos valachicos computati faciunt nummos
valachicos 93 Y. Cum autem in Valachia de faclo faciunt non nisi 8% nummos valachicos, id est hungaricales 132, constant
pretium zolotonis valachici infer nos currens superaret valachicum pretium cum nummis valachicis 5 %, id est hungaricis denartis
74

ltague, si equalitas pretii deberet institui tnler nos ef Valachos in ducatis, leominis et zlotonibus, deberent ducati reduci ed
florenos hungaricales 5=25, leonini ad florenos hungaricales 2, ubi nonnisi medius denarius superaret pretium pretium
valachicum; ziotones vero ad flor 1, den. 33 hungaricales, quo valore apud Valachos currit. Cum autem zlotones vallachici sint
duplicis speciaei, quarum altera sub se, quod intrinsecum valorem, levis, altera melioris sortis contineat, rusticum autem plebis
tngenium easdem distingere non assequitur, zlot valachicus promisque ad fl. 1.29 reduci commode posse iudicatur”. Cf. N. lorga,
Studii gi documente privitoare la istoria romdnilor, vol. V, Cirfi domneghi, zapise §i rdvage, Bucuregti, 1903, pp. 145 - 146, nota
nr. 1. Dacd linem seama de cursul contemporan al monedelor din Transilvania, un “ban rominesc” [de fapt
“muntenesc”] valora la inceputul secolului al XVIII-lea circa 0,75 kreuzeri unguregti, iar doi bani “roménegti” = 1
poltura = 1 ¥ kreuzeri unguresti.

Avénd in vedere miasurile intreprinse ulterior de céitre administratia imperiala din Oltenia, ca i informatiile din
documentele muntenesti din cea de-a doua jumitate a secolului al XVIl-lea i primele decenii ale secolului al XVIII-lea,
este clar c4 informatiile lui Dobner se referi la realitifile antericare anului 1718, cand austriecii au anexat Oltenia.
Ezitirile austriece in a lua o decizie intr-un domeniu atit de sensibil ca cel al monedei de calcul locale sunt ilustrate de
diversele proiecte privind reformarea sistemului monetar, care nu au fost aplicate in practicd datoritd riscului de a
destabiliza intregul sistem socio-economic al provinciei.

La 18 iulie 1729, Camera Aulic propune stabilirea unor noi cursuri de schimb, prilej cu care se incearcd impunerea
urmitoarei rate de schimb intre ban i krenzer: “Walachische Pfenig (sic [} tamquam pecunia imaginaria - fl. - xr. 2/3..%, of.
C. Giurescu, op. cit.,, nr. 116, p. 344. Banul ca monedi de cont apare gi sub denumirea de “nummus” in proiectul noilor
rate de schimb inaintat spre aprobare Administratiei eulice la data de 20 iulie 1728, de citre directorului supremt al
provinciei. El propune o reducere a valorii banului de Ia 2/3 kreuzeri, la % kreuzeri: "Pretium Antiguum Novum
Nummus valebat 2/3 cruciferi quonom quator Valebal Vi cruciferum et sic 6 facient faciebat unum groschum...”., of. §.
Papacostea, op. cit., p. 127. Numele acestei monede de cont, “currens moneta”, se regisegte si pe lista de monede pentru
a fi scoase din uz: “Abrogalis sic dictis parallis (est turcica illa duobus nunc nummis isthic currens moneta”, din hotirdrea din
2 septembirie 1729, cf. C. Giurescu, op. cit., p. 349.

7 Din descrierea cancelistului apare extrem de clar ¢4 in Oltenia erau de fapt mai multe monede de cont - banul, zlotul,
leul 5i ducatul: “Ducatorum, leonini et zlotonis valachici valor de facto currens, et accomodatus valori in Valachia
currentis,”, [subliniere E.Q.T.], N. lorga, op. cit., p. 145, nota nr. 1.

8 Asupra evoluliei “leslui de calcul romdnesc”, cf. Gh. Zane, op. cit., pp. 143 - 292; Maria Cojocirescu, Contribufii la studiul
circulafiet leulut ca monedd de calcul in sec. XVII - XIX, in Bucuregt, 8, 1971, pp. 253 - 259 5i C. C. Kirilescu, Sistemul
binesc al leului gi precursorii Iui, ed. a Il-a, vol. I, Bucuresti, 1997, pp. 113 - 132.

9 C. Moisil, tn Anuarul Institntului de Istorie Nafionald-Cluj, 1, 1924, pp. 8 5i 38 - 39.

19 Gh. Zane, Joc. ait.

U Lucrarea lui Al Constantinescu, in SAl, 29 si 30 - 31, 1975, pp. 99 -106 §i pp. 175 ~ 181 nu face altceva decét s3 preia,
in mad confuz si necritic, vechile date, la care s adauge ins# numeroase gregeli de identificare, interpretare §i datare.
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“zlofilor tdtdresti”, sau a “parparului roménesc”, dar existi numeroase alte monede de calcul
folosite in cursul secolelor XIV - XVIII in Tara Romaneascs, Moldova si Transilvania2,

In acest studiu dedicat lui Octavian Iliescu ne vom opri doar asupra unei singure categorii
de monede de cont din Moldova. Mai exact, vom analiza numai monedele de calcui de origine
bizantino-balcanici, lisandu-le, deocamdats, deoparte pe cele de origine occidentals sau central
europeand, numite “grivne” sau “ruble”3. Moneda de cont cireia ii dedicim acest studiu este cea
numiti de moi, in mod conventional ca “zlotul roménesc”. Ea apare in documente externe,
privitoare la Moldova, datand din secolele XV - XVI sub denumiri foarte variate, cum ar fi:
“zlotich valaskich”, “zlothi Moldawski”, “ducati ex currentibus in dictis locis Velachie”, " floreni nostre
terre usuales”, “florenis secundum usum huius terre nostre” sau “florenus wnus Moldavicum, qui est
asperorum 12°.

A) Termenul de “zlotich valaskich” este mentionat de mai multe ori in tratatul de frontiera
si comercial de la 7 august 1519, incheiat in numele regelui Poloniei, Sigismund I si al principelui
Moldovei, Stefanita (Stefan al IV-lea)d. Acest “zlot romdnesc”, este in realitate unul moldovenesc,
avind in vedere faptul ci in terminologia actelor de cancelarie poloneze, Moldova era in mod
obisnuit desemnata sub demnnirea de “Valahia”.

Datoritd interesului special pe care il prezints, vom cita pe larg prevederile tratatului care
se referd la aceastd monedd: “Item, gdi bi kio s oboiey strony dziewke, zong abo wdowe sgwalcill abo,
gwaltem wzigll, tedy taky gwaltownyk ma placyc osmnascie kop Podolskich a na Valaska lidzbg
aspramy szescdziesigt zlotich Valaskich. (De asemenea, daci cineva, din oricare parte [ar fi], va viola
sau ripi o fecioard sau o viduvd, atunci, acel violator va pliiti optsprezece mdrci [kopa] de Podolia'’, sau in
aspri, dupd socoteala [sistemul de calcul al visteriei] romiineascd, sasezeci de zloti romdnegti.)”

Un alt pasaj din acelasi izvor precizeazi ci: “Item, a kto dziewke s gey dobrg wolg a prziasliwie
vesmie, ma dac poltori kopi, a lidzbi Walaskey piqcz zlotich asprami. (De asemenea, dacl luarea
Jecioarei va eu a ei buni voie i filrd violentd, rdpitorul va pliti o kopa gi jumdtate, sau dupi socoteala
romineascd [sistemul de calcul moldovenesc], cinci zloti in aspri.)™ 6.

O serie de referiri la acest “zlot”, numit alternativ, cand “moldovenesc”, cand “romdnesc”, se
intdlnesc §i in tratatul moldo-polonez din 12 mai 1527, incheiat intre Petrn Rares i Sigismund L
Prin aceastd conventie se prevedea ci neachitarea la timp a amenzilor de citre un supus al
regelui Polonez, atrigea dupi sine plata unei amenzi de o kopa de Podolia, sau de un zlot
moldovenesc, daci faptasul era supus al voievodului de la Suceava: “A yesli by ktoryey czlowyek
tak s Moldawyan yako s podolan thego dnya wedlye okazanya nye zaplaczil by, then, na kym prawo
przwyodv, zwicziaszczi ku glowny sumye skazany yedna kopa Podolskye przilozicz a zaplaczicz za wynq a
starosczye swemu thesz za wyne zlothi Moldawski badzye powynyeny dacz™.

Pentru lovituri cauzatoare de v&tamari corporale cuantumul despagubirii era stabilit la
suma de 120 zloti moldovenesti: “A yesthli by kto ony abo ktorego thakowego zbyl, thedy ten sbithi na
swe rany z ona obczigng pryszyqze, kiore then, czo go byl, y za szkody vemu zaplaczi a, rancze
odkupuyancz, stho y dwadziesczczia slothich Moldawskich starosczye zaplaczycz bandzye povynyen 8.

Textul noului tratat reinnoia si clauza din acordul din 1519, privitor la ripirile de fete i
femei, mentiondnd un cuantum al despagubirilor de 18 kopa, daci fiptasul era moldovean sau

12B. Murgescu, op. dit., pp. 37 - 50.

3 {n ciuda numelui lor de origine slava spatele lor era de fapt o realitate monetara de origine occidentals, mai exact
marca de caleul.

#M, Costichescu, Documentele moldovenegti de la Stefinitd Voevod (1517 - 1527), lagi, 1943 (mai departe abreviat DM3V),
pp- 516 - 525, pasajele citate se gasesc la pp. 519 - 520. Documentul a mai fost publicat in Acta Tomiciana, vol V, pp. 90 -
93 5i de E. KaluZniacki, in Documente priviteare la istoria rominilor culese de Eudoxiu Hurmuzaki, ed. N. Densugianu, vol.
II, partea a 3-a, Bucuresti, 1892, nr. CCCCLV].

15 M. Costiichescu, op. cit., p. 524, traduce gresit termenul “Podolskich”, cu “poloneze”.

16 Jbidem, p. 520.

V7 Documente privitoare la istoria rominilor culese de Eudoxiu Hurmuzaki, vol. II, partea a 3-a, nr. CCCCLXII, p. 733. La p.
739, In traducerea latind s-a strecurat, probabil, o gregeals de tipar, deoarece in text apare cuvéantul “aereum” in loc de
“aureum”.

8 Ibidem, p. 734.
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de 60 de zlo}i roménegti, daci fiptagul este podolian sau halician: “Item, yestly bi ktori Podolanin do
podolya abo do Haliczki zyemye z Moldawski zyemye wzygl dzyewkq gwalthem, then czlowyek
Walaschinowj za vyne oszmnascze kop przepadnye. A yesthly bi Walaschin s Podolya abo s Haliczla
zyemye moczg abo gwalthem wzygl dzyewkq, then Podolskyemu abo Haliczkyemu czlowyeku
szeczdzieszyanth zlotich Walaskich za vyne przepadnye™.

Pentru ucidere, sau rani cauzatoare de moarte se stipula o amenda de 120 zloti roménests,
redusd la suma de numai 60, daci victima era un om de riand: “I to abi bylo powsczyqgnyono,
ustavyono iest, ysz, yesli bi slachta, thak krola yego milosczi yako y woyewodi Moldawskiego poddany,
kogo chodzqczego s poswy ubyl abo ranyl, thedi themu ranemu abo ubithemu ma za rany y za schkodi
placzicz. A yesli bi kto zabyl, za glowq y za schkodi ma dossicz uczinicz. A tho zaplacziwszi starossczie za
wyng ma dacz szesczdzieszianth zlotich Walaskich y sto zlotych. A yesli by nye byl szlachczicz then, czo
byl abo zabyl, thedi, zaplaczwszi rany abo glowq y schkodi, vyni ma dacz starosczye szesczdzyeszygmt
zlotich Walaskich“,

Existenta acestor zioli “moldovenesti” a fost cunoscutid deja de istoricii Ion Nistor? gi
Alexandru 1. GontaZ. Ion Nistor, ciici Alexandru I. Gonfa nu face altceva decét si-1 urmeze pe
flustrul magistru bucovinean, s-a limitat doar in a mentiona raportul de 18 grosi = 1 zlot
moldovenesc, la cursul in aspri, fard si intrevadd adevirata naturd a acestei monede, §i nici
valoarea ei la inceputul secolului al XVI-lea.

Dupé pérerea noastrd, expresia “na Valaskg lidzbg” folositA de mai multe ori in
documentele citate, ca §i precizarea ci monedele moldovenegti se pliteau, de fapt, in aspri
otomani, indic3 in mod evident, cd “zlotii moldovenesti“ erau monede de cont. O cercetare mai
atentd a izvoarelor interne §i exteme maldevenesti din secolele XV - XVII demonstreazi ci
mentiunile de mai sus nu sunt sigurele care privesc aceastd moned4 de cont. In masa referirilor,
am putut s3 identificim in si alte denumiri care se aplici la monede care au doud triséturi
comune cu “zlotul moldovenesc” dinanii 1519 gi 1527. In pritnul rind, ele se refera, in mod explicit,
la faptul ci aceste monede sunt specifice Moldovei si in al doilea rdnd, subliniazi fari echivoc,
caracterul lor de monede de cont. In alte surse astfel de monede sunt desemnate, cel mai adesea,
sub denumirea de “floreni”, sau mai rar de “ducati”?. Faptul acesta se explici prin aceea ci
mentiunile provin din medii economice unde florinul sau ducatul devenisera sinonime, inci din
secolul al XIV-lea, cu moneda de aur.

B) Astfel, cele mai vechi referiri la 0 monedi de cont moldoveneascd le-am Intilnit in
doud decizii adoptate la 3 gi 6 martie 1444 de catre Officium Mercantiae din Genova in favoarea lui
Angelo i Graveoto Giustiniani. Este vorba de acordarea unor drepturi de represalii pentru cei
doi negustori genovezi contra voievodalui Moldovei Stefan al II-lea §i supugilor sai. Cei doi
Giustiniani reugiserd si dovedeascd in fafa autorititilor genoveze competente cd au suferit
pierderi considerabile din cauza unei decizii ilegale a principelui, iar acestea le concedau dreptul
de a se despigubi si de a recupera contravaloarea bunurilor confiscate, precum si a cheltuielilor
facute in Moldova, in cursul incercirilor, repetate, de a rezolva conflictul printr-un compromis.
Giustiniani au cipitat dreptul la represalii evaluate la suma totald de: “..ducatis quatormilibus
quingentis ex currentibus in dictis locis Velachie... et pro ducatis octuaginta 8 ex curentibus in dictis locis,
pro expensis factis per dictum Angelum, suo et dicto nomine, in dictis locis, in quibus stetit cum eius
sclavo menses decem octo, item pro ducatis, pro ducatis viginti septem dicte monete, pro damno equorum

¥ lndem, p. 737. La p. 742, din traducerea latind, despigubirea in mérci este mentionatd ca fiind “duodeviginti marcas”
in Hmp ce textul polonez mentioneazi numai “osznmascze” . Spre deosebire de ratatul din 1519, sunt omise penalitatile,
calculate in zlofi romanesti, pentru rapirea comis3 cu acordul fetei, documentul mentiondnd numai plata a 40 de grogi,
in cazul in care persoana répita era originari din teritoriul polonez.

B Ibidem, p. 737.

2 1. Nistor, op. cit., p. 128.

2 AL L Gonta, Legiturile economice., p. 81, preia cu erori flagrante informatiile publicate de citre I. Nistor. Gonta afirma
cl in document este vorba de mirci poloneze, In loc de marci de Podolia.

B terminologia monetard medievald romaneascd, termenii de “zlot’”, “galben”, “ducat™ §i “florin”, desemnau inifial
monedele reale de aur echivalente cu circa 3,55 g metal fin. Ulterior ei s-au extins si asupra monedelor de cont, care
care putenu fi achitate fie in monede aur, fie de argint, cf. E. Oberlinder-Tarnoveanu, in RRH, 30, 1991, 3 - 4, pp. 192 -
194

228

https://biblioteca-digitala.ro



Zlotul “romdnesc” sau “moldovenesc”

duorum amissorum in ictinere, in reditu de IThuihavia, passo per dictum Angelum, item pro ducatis decem
octo bonis, pro salario spectabilis domini vicarii ducalis et Sapientum Communis; item pro libris decem
lanuinorum, pro merende scribe prefati domini vicarii; item, pro libris 5 lanuinorum solutis eius Sapienti;
item pro libris 10 lanuinorum, pro mercede cancelariorum; item pro libris sex lanuinorum, pro mercede
scribe nostri...”?, Desi foarte bun cunoscitor al latinei medievale, Nicolae Iorga traduce gresit
termenul “ex currentibus”, cu expresia “care umbld in acele pirfi...”, fiind convins ci paguba suferitd
de genovezi consta galbeni sau ducati care circutau pe piata moldoveneascs, deci era exprimata
in monede reale de aur®. Cativa ani mai tarziu, referindu-se la aceiasi chestiune, intr-o frazé
destul de confuz3, marele istoric admitea cd mai sus numitii “zlofi moldovenegti”...se plateau in
“aspri“%, Aceastd remarcd inai apropare de realitate, deschidea posibilitatea de a identifica
monedele in cauz3, ca fiind de calcul. Cu toate acestea, nici Gheorghe Zane? si nici Alexandru L.
Gonta, care se vor ocupa ulterior de aceasti problemd, nu trag nici ei singura concluzie corecti
care se degaja din arest document.

C) O alti serie de mentiuni despre un florin “moldovenesc” se gasesc in indelungata
corespondentd pe tema datoriilor lui Johann Maurer (“loan Zidarul”, “Muratoris” sau “Lapicidus”)
purtatd intre voievozii Moldovei Petru Rares si fiui siu Iliag si Sfatul oragului transilvinean
Bistrita. Astfel, intr-o scrisoare din 2 iulie 1546, Petru Rareg arita ci datoriile zidarului bistritean
se ridicau la: “,..quindecim centum floreni nostre terre usuales...””, sau, dup¥ cum precizeaza o altd
scrisoare, din 20 decernbrie 1548, la: “...ob certam pecuniarum summam..., videlicet usuales terre nostre
quingentos florenos mille...”®. La 7 mai 1549, principele solicita bistritenilor si pliteasci: “...ab eis
octo centa florenis secundum usum huius terre nostre et tres equos, insuper ut solvet mortem eorum
secundum consuetudinem regni.” Banii gi caii reprezentau despdgubirile pentru rdscumpérarea
uciderii unor supusi moldoveni, de citre nigte locuitori din Bargau, preful sdngelui fiind estimat
in monede de cont!.

Si aceste texte au fost partial semnalate st discutate de catre Jon Nistor®, fiind apoi reluate
si analizate in contextul lor de ciitre autorul acestor randuri, in studiul dedicat “zlotilor tdtdresti”®.
Din pdcate, cu acel prilej, din lipsd de spatiu, a trebuit si ne limitdim discutia numai la acest
termen numismatic. Degi am putut demonstra ci in limbajul cancelariei moldovenesti, spre
mijlocul secolului al XVI-lea, expresiile de: “ floreni nostre terre usuales”, “florenis secundum usum
huius terre nostre” gi “florenus heydenisch” erau folosite concomitent §i indiscriminatoriu pentru a
desemna “zlofii titdresti, precum gi faptul ci ei erau echivalenti cu 12 aspri¥. Din pécate atuncl rmu
am adancit discufia, pentru a arita ci de fapt in anii "40 ai secolului al XVI-lea in Moldova
termenii de “zlot titdresc”, “zlotul romdnesc” si “zlotul moldovenesc” erau sinonime, aga cum O
indic3 farad putinta de tigad# izvoarele mehtionate mai sus.

D) O astfel de identitate, precum gi echivalenta cu 12 aspri, rezultd in mod clar din
informatiile extremn de importante privitoare la “florinul moldovenesc”, care se gésesc in raportul
din 19 aprilie 1562 expediat de citre Johannes Belsius citre imparatul Maximilian al II-lea. Belsius
raporteazi impératului intentia Iui Despot Vodd de a bate monede proprii: “Despotus autem

HCf. N. Torga, Acte gi fragmente cu privire la istoria rominilor adunate din depozitele de manuscrise ale Apusului, vol. 11, p.
2]. La 3 martie Officium Mercantiae daduse dreptate petentilor recunoscond temeinicia celor reclamate i le acorda
dreptului de represalii “...que bona ascendunt ad summam et valorem ducatorum quatormilivum quingentorum ex currentibus in
dictis locis, a quo domino Stefuno ipse Angelus, sepe et sepius comparens coram eo in loco IThuhavie, tusticiam sibi ministrare
denegavit...”, op. cit., p. 18.

B N. lorga, Istoria comerfpului romdnesc, p. 503.

% Afirmatia lui N. lorga, loc. cit., dupa care astfel de zloti sunt mentionati in documentele poloneze incepand cu a doua
jumiitate a secolului al XV-lea, trebuie amendati, in sensul c3 primele atestiri cunoscute, dateazi de abia din 1519,

Z Gh. Zane, op. cit., p. 113.

# Al L. Gonja, op. cit., p. 87.

¥ Documente privitoare la istoria romdnilor culese de Eudoxiu Hurmuzaki, vol. XV, Acte §i scrisori din arhivele oragelor ardelene
(Bistrifa, Bragov, Sibiu), partea 1-a, 1358 — 1600, ed. N. lorga, Bucuresti, 1911, nr. DCCCXLV.

¥ Ibidem, nr. DCCCLXXIIL

3 Jbldem, nr. DCCCLXXXIX.

1], Nistor, op. cit,, p. 128.

B E. Oberlénder-Tarmoveanu, op. cit., pp. 193 - 194.

H [hidem, p. 218,
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monetam cudere novam praesumet ad florenum unum Moldauicum, qui est asperarum 12, item duorum,
3. et 4., nec non et mascguros. (“Dar Despot se va incumeta sd batd o monedd noud, de un florin
moldovenesc, care este [echivalent cu] 12 aspri [si de] asemenea si [piese] de 2, 3 i 4 florini, precum §
mangdri“)*%. Acest izvor a fost comentat din punct de vedere numismatic de citre Hie Tabrea%.
Autorul mentionat a ajuns la concluzia ci florenii “moldovenesti” nu pot fi identificati cu
monedele de argint efective, cu asa numitii “orfi” ai lui Despot Voda¥. Conform pérerii lui llie
Tabrea, un astfel de “ort” nu putea valora, in nici un caz, 12 aspri, cum afirma Belsius, ci oumai
zece. Autorul se baza pe echivalenta de 1 ducat (60 aspri) = 1 1/3 taleri (de 40 de aspri)®.
Informatiile Iui Belsius privind “florinul moldovenesc” au fost analizate si de Bogdan Murgescu.
Acest autor a utilizat textul ageninlui imperial intr-o discutie asupra evolutiei valorii “zlotului
tatdresc” in secolele XV-XVI3. Dupi pirerea noastrd, datele transmise de Belsius despre “florenus
moldavicus”, inclusiv faptul ci acegtia valorau 12 aspri erau fir¥ indoials corecte. Ele sunt
confirmate de mai multe izvoare din secolui al XVI-lea. Mai mult decét atit, ni se pare foarte
plauzibil faptul c4 in primivara lui 1562, cand a fost pusi in aplicare profunda reform# monetara
a principelui Ioan lacob Despot®, s-au bitut piese si piese de unul, doi §i trei florini
“moldovenesti”, valorand 12, 24 si 36 aspri, care datoriti rarititii lor si evenimentelor dramatice
care au urmat mortii lui Despot nu au supravietuit sau nu au fost inc4 descoperites!.

% Documente privitoare la istoria rominilor culese de Eudoxiu Hurmuzaki, vol, 11, partea I-a, p. 411 precum si Maria Holban,
in Caldtori striini despre Tdrile Romine, vol, II, ed. Maria Holban, Matia-Matilda Alexandrescu-Dersca Bulgaru §i P.
Cemovodeanu, vol. II, Bucuresti, 1970, p. 147.

% I1. Tabrea, Monedele lui Despot-Vodd in lumina ultimelor cercetiiri, in SCN, 5, 1971, pp. 167 - 171 i 175.

¥ bidem, pp. 169 - 171 si fig. 7 = G. Buzdugan, O. Luchian gi C. C. Oprescu, Monede gi bancnote rominegti, Bucuregt,
1977, p. 90, nr, 798, Aceastd moned4 se cunoagte printr-un singur exemplar, cintirind 8,10 g. in argumentarea sa, I
Tabrea pornea de la o premizi eronatd privind cursul asprului in Moldova in anii ‘60 ai secolului al XV1-lea. In
realitate, in timpul domniei lui Despot-Voda, cursul oficial al ducatului in Moldova era de 50 de aspri, dupd cum o
aratd echivalenja impozitului “galbenului de poartd”, instituit de acest principe. Desigur, cursul comercial era cu mult
mai ridicat, cf. B. Murgescu, op. cit., pp. 51 - 55.

% fn numismatica romaneasci incercat si acreditarea ipotezei conform cireia “ortul” lui Despot-Vodd, ar fi, mai
degrabi, un fals modern, produs la inceputul secolului al XX-lea, cf. O. Iliescu, in volumul lui C. C. Kiritescu, op. cit., p.
98, nota nr. 2 In realitate, atat stilul, compozitiei aliajului, cdt gi reatribuirea nominalului cireia ii aparfine, indici
faptul c4 piesa este o emisiune autentici din secolul al XVI-lea.

3% Cf. B. Murgescu, op. cit,, p. 47 - 48.

0 Existenta unor pretingi aspri gi taleri ai lui Despot, purtind milesimul 1561, cf. MBR, p. 88, nr. 786 gi 787 se
datoreazi, in realitate, unei lecturi gregite a cifrei Z, din anul 156Z. Gravorul care a executat gtanfele a folosit o grafie
speciald pentru cifra 2, aseminitoare cu forma literei Z. Din motive tehnice baterea monedelor proprii inci din anul 1561
era practic imposibild. Despot l-a infrant pe Alexandru Lipugneanu de abia la sfirgitul toamnei 1561, pe data de 18
noiembrie i nu a avut timpul fizic gi nici utilajul necesar pentru baterea noilor emisiuni. Mai mult decat atét, in iarma lui
1561 - 1562, noul principe a fost prea ocupat cu actiunile de preluare a controlului Wrii §i consolidare a puterit proprii.

In plus, baterea monedelor cu flanul mare (cca 40 rmn) i gros, cum erau talerii sau “florini moldovenesgti” nu purea
fi efectuatd cu utilajul simplu ramas tn dotarea monetiria de la Suceava din vremea lui Alexandru Lapasneanu. Se stie
cé incepand cu anul 1558 la Suceava s-au emis “dinari”, dar acegtia erau monede marunte, cu flanul mic si sublire, care
putea Fi produse cu ajutorul tehnologiei simple gi accesibile, lolosindu-se traditionalele jtante mobile. Monedele de
argint man nu puteau fi birte decit cu presa cu valturi, instalatie care trebuia adusé din “Occident”, fie din
Transilvania, fie din Polonia, impreund cu personalul specializat in gravarea stanielor pe tamburi §i producerea
monedelor prin aceasts tehnologie foarte “modemni” in epoc3 in Europa Central3 gi de Sud-Est. In Transilvania, de
exemplu, tehnica aceasta pare s¥ fi fost intradusi tot in jurul anului 1562.

Reforma monetard profundi ordonat de Despot a avut Ioc numai spre sférsitul priméverii lui 1562. Aceasta poate

fi plasat¥ intre 19 aprilie gi 7 iunie 1562, cf. Johannes Belsius, in Documente privitoare la istoria roménilor culese de Eudoxiu
Hurmuzaki, vol. II, partea 1-a, p. 429 si M. Holbon, in Cildtori sirdini despre Tdrile Romine, vol. 1I, p. 192, Asupra
emisiunilor monetare ale lui Despot-Vod3, cf. IL. Tabrea, op. at., pp. 161 - 177 i O. Iliescu, in vol. lui C. C. Kirifescu,
Sistemul binesc al leului §i precursorii lui, vol. 1, Bucuresti, 1964, p. 98, Idem, Moneda in Romdnia, Bucuregti, 1970, p. 35 5i
Idem, in C. C. Kiritescu, op. cit., pp. 97 - 98.
41 De altfel, toate monedele de valoare ridicati emise de lacob Despot Heraclidul au ajuns pani azi intr-un numir
infim. Ducatul de aur, MBR, p. 89, nr. 797, este cunoscut doar printr-un singur exemplar. Dinwe talerii emigi in 1562,
Ibidem, pp. 88-89, nr. 788, se cunosc trei exemplare, iar cei emigi in 1563, Ibidem, p. 89, nr, 793-795, s-au publicat doer
patru piese. Asupra emisiunilor de taleri de la Despot-Vod3, vezi recent Gh. Poenaru Bordea gi R. Ochegeanu, U taler
de la Despol Vodd, in BSNR, 80 - 85, 1986 - 1991, 134 - 139, pp. 155 - 159, cu precizarea c3 piesa publicati este o copie
realizald prin tehnica galvanoplastiei $i nu un exemplar original,
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Pentru a fi mai bine injeleass, reforma monetars indrizneats a lui Despot-Voda trebuie
judecatd intr-un context mai larg, care si tind cont atat de practicile monetare traditionale din
societatea moldoveneasci a anilor ‘60 ai secolului al XVI-lea, catsi de tendintele care aveau loc la
nivelul circulatiei reale locale, supuse deja presiunii crescinde produse de aparitla argintului
american pe piata europeani. Ne apare foarte evident faptul ci Despot nu a incercat numai sd-gi
asigure numerarul necesar platii mercenarilor gi c4 el a urmirit s puna bazele unui nou sistem
monetar, cidar daca avea in vedere si rezolvarea umor stiingente nevoi financiare. Reforma lui
lacob Heraclidul era o continuare si o dezvoltare a deciziei din 1558 a lui Alexandru Lipugsneanu.
In acel an a avut loc o prima reform3 monetars prin care se introducea in Moldova un nou
nominal pentru moneda de argint, caichiat dup tipul si etalanul dinarilor lui Mathias Corvin,
dar echivalent ca valoare cu aspri otomani. Masura lui Lipusneanu avea ca scop conectarea pietei
monetare moldovenesti la cea central europeani. Incepand cu anul 1562, Despot-Vod4 intentiona
s& meargi si mai departe cu intercoriectarea sisteanului menetnr de calcul si efectiv local, qu cel
central si vest-european §i otoman, unificind in acelasi timp piata monetar3 reald internd, prin
crearea unui echivalent in monedi reali a monedei de calcul moldovenesti. Din motive
pragmatice, reforma urmirea trangformarea in moneds reald a florintz! de cont ruoldovenesc,
utilizat pe scard largd pentru stabilirea valorii tranzactiilor cotidiene, creand instrumentul
monetar care si ugureze realizarea lor, fir4 pierderile inerente rezultate din convertirea si
utilizarea unor monede striine. Cel de al treilea mobil al reiormei avea in vedere crearea unor
echivalente interne pentru monedele striine de mare valoare, talerul si ducatul de aur, care
dominau sfera plitilor comerciale gi politice internationale. Desigur nu trebuie ignorat nici
aspectu! financiar important al unei astfel de demers, cici era de agteptat ca Domnia s4 obfiné in
acelasi timp mari beneficii din retragerea din circulatie si rebaterea monedelor strdine, operatiune
care genera venituri nu numai prin plata de citre beneficiari a baterii noilor emisiuni, dar i prin
eventirale ecarturi intre valoarea nominall si vaioarea infrinsec# a noiler monede moldovenesti

D) Monede numite “floreni Valachienses” sunt menfionate §i in testamentele fostului
voievod Stefan Tomsga (1563 - 1564) gi ale colaboratorilor sdi, loan Motoc (“Mociug”) si Petru
Spancioc (“Spanczuk”). Acest document a rimas, se pare, necunoscut numismatilor care s-au
ocupat de istoria monetar3 a Moldovei in secolul al XVI-lea. El a fost redactat la Lwow, la 5 mai
1564, inaintea executiei lor de citre autoritifile poloneze, la cererea turcilor. Stefan Tomsa lasd
bisericii ortodoxe Sfanta Maria din Lwow suma de: “...trecentos florenos in auri... ”, iar sotiei sale
“22.000 asperorum, item triginta aureos”. Despre o alti sumi din averea principelui se mentiona c
era: “tenetur eisdem Melchiori ducentos florenos numeri et monetae polonicales” (Melchior Has, din
Lwow)®. Joan Motoc ldsa in wrmad “duo millia viginti unum aureos florenorum” 4 Cele mai
interesante informatii se gisesc in testamentul lui Petru Spancioc, fost “dwornik terre
Moldaviensis”, El decidea s# lase bisericii unde va fi ingropat (Sfanta Maria): “Imprimis recognavit,
quia ipse ducentos florenos Valachienses pro ecclesia, ubi corpus illius sepelietur...”4.

Documentul analizat cuprinde o gama destul de larg4 de termeni monetari, desemnind
monede reale sau de calcul, cele mai multe destul de frecvent intilnite la mijlocul secolului al
XVl-lea in actele de la Lwow. Aparent, am putea identifica relativ usor “aspri”, care, la prima
vedere, nu pot fi decit obignuitele monede otomane de argint. Totugi, termenul fiind lipsit de
vreo alta precizare, nu trebuie exclusi total nici ipoteza, ca sub acest nume s se ascund si noile
monede de argint moldovenesti ale principilor Alexandru Lipusrieanu, Despot si Stefan Tomsa.
Aceste piese, copiate dupi dinarii lui Mathias Corvin, sunt impropriu desemnate de numismatii
roméni ca fitnd “dinari”, in ciuda faptului c3 izvoarele contemporane ii numesc, in mod invariabil
ca fiind “aspri”. Monedele “ floreni in auro” sau “aurei”, potneniti, tof, firA alte preciziri, ar palea
fi florini unguresti sau transilvineni de aur, sau ducati venetieni, avand in vedere ci acestea erau
emisiunile reale de aur cele mai frecvent folosite in Moldova acelor vremuri. Cu toate acestea,

9 Cf. Akta grodskie  ziemskie z czaséw Rzeczypospolitej Polskiej z Archiwum tak zwanego Bernardysiskiego we Lwowie, ed. AL
Stadnicki, vol. |, Lwow, 1868, pp. 39 - 40, nr. XXII1.

© [bidem, p. 40.

4 [bidem, p. 40.
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dupi cum vom vedea in continuare, existi §i alte posibilitili de identificare a originii lor. Cea mai
simpla este identificare monedelor numite in text ca “floreni numeri et monetae polonicales”. Ei sunt
in mod evident, zlotii polonezi de calcul - valorand 30 de grogi, in moned4 reala de argint. Din
pacate, textul nu ofer3 nici o informatie asupma monedelor reale depuse de principe in custodia
bancherului liovean.

Identificarea monedelor desemnate in acest document ca “floreni Valachienses” este dificila
atat datoritd ambignititii textului. In mad paradoxal, situatia este complicatd nn numai de lipsa
expresiei “in auro”, cAt mai ales de existenta in acea pericada a unor ducati de aur moldovenesti
efectivi, emigi de citre Despot Voda in 156345, Termenii monetari care apar in testament pot fi
interpretat atat ca desemnand ducatii de aur reali moldovenesti, cat si obisnuiti florinii
moldovenesti de cont. Totusi, credem ci exist¥ o serie de argumente suplimentare, care ne fac sa
presupunem ci acei “ducentos florenos Valachienses” erau monede reale, chiar numele lor este lipsit
de precizarea “in aure”. Ducatii moldovenesti ai lui Despot sunt desemnati de Bielski in “Kronika
Polska” tot cu numele de “zlofi”: “N-a finut mai mult de un an domnia lui Despot, cici el ne mai
ascultind sfaturile lui Laski a inceput si arunce diri grele si mari angarale asupra moldovenilor, si
despoaie bisericile de odoare, turndnd bani §i bitind zlofi de aur” 4.

Degi, pani in prezent, nu cunoagtem decét un singur exemplar din aceastd emisiune, este
normal si credem ci numiirul pieselor bitute a fost mult mai mare, de cel putin 30.000 - 40.000,
cantitatea obignuiti de monede de aur care se puteau bate cu o pereche de stanje. Pe de alti
parte, functiile inalte ocupate de Spancioc in timpul domniilor lui Despot, cand a fost vornic al
Tarii de Sus gi sub Stefan Tomga, cand a devenit chiar spitar, fac foarte verosimila posibilitatea ca
el sd fi putut intra in posesia unui numir insemnat de ducati batuti in timpul domntei lui loan
Iacob Despot Heraclid. Spre ideea mentiunii unor ducati efectivi, conduce gi compararea valorii
sumei l4sate de Spancioc, cu cea oferitd de ceilalti condamnati bisericii din Lwow. Suma de 200
de ducati de aur care figureaza in testamentul lui este comparabild cu cea de trei sute de galbeni
promisi de ciitre fostul principe Stefan Tomsa. In cazul in care mostenirea hui Spancioc ar fi
constat doar in 200 de “florini de calcul moldovenesti”, intreaga sumi s-ar fi ridicat la numai circa 40
- 48 de ducati reali, in fuimctie de cursul utilizat pentru convertirea celor 2400 aspri.

E) Cel mai importanti trisiturs definitorie a “zlotului moldovenesc” din secolele XV - XVI
este raportul numeric dintre acesta si monedele de argint efective, in care era de obicei achitati
aceastd unitate monaetari de cont. Un “florenus” sau un “zlot” moldovenesc era echivalent cu 12
monede de argint. Faptul este atestat in mod clar nu numai de afirmatia lui Johannes Belsius.
Aceiagi echivalen rezulti gi din convertirea sumelor in asprii a diversilor ‘florini” mentionati in
cazal Johannes Maurer. Inmr-o scrisoare se arita ci mesterul Johannes Maurer incasase inifial:
“...octo decim milia asperorum, promptam pecuniam, nondum negociis confectis...”#?. Avand in vedere
ca in mai multe alte scrisori, aceiasi datorie a constructorului bistritean fata de principii Moldovei
este mentionatd ca ridicandu-se la 1500 “floreni nostre terre usuales”, rezulti tot o echivalenta 1
“florin moldovenesc” = 12 aspri “promptam pecunia”, “bani gata”, cum o scrie intr-o latind cu
savoare moldoveneasca scribul Cancelariei Domnest,

Raportnl mumeric de 1 florin de cont = 12 monede de argint, ca bazd de calcul a “zlotului
moldovenesc” este de mare importanti in identificarea originii monedei de cont in discufe. Este
evident c# toate monedele de cont de “aur”, exprimate prin 12 monede de argint curente isi au
originea in hyperperul de cont creat dupa reforma lui Alexios I Comnenos, care era egal cu 12
miliarensia de argint, si ele tot monede de cont dupa anul 1092 - 10934, Daci in lumea bizantini,
péani in 1203 emisiunile de argint an jucat un rol minor in circulatia monetard, rolul lor a crescut,
dupi 1204, 'odati cu reducerea cantititii de moneds de aur i cu p#trunderea pe scard largs a

45 Cf. MBR, p. 89, nr. 797.

46 Cf. 1. G. Nistase, Istoria moldoveneascd din Kronika Polska a hui Bielski, in Cercetiri Istorice, 1, 1925, p. 139.

47 Documente privitoare la istoria rominilor culese de Eudoxiu Hurmuzaki, vol. 1, partea 1-a, nr. DCCCLXXIV.

4 M. F. Hendy, Coinage and Money in Byzantine Empire - 1081 - 1261, Dumbarton Qaks, 1969, pp. 24 - 25 5i T. Bertel?,
Moneta veneziana e moneta bizantina (secoli XII - XV), in Venezia ed il Levanie fino al secolo XV, ed. de A. Pertusi, vol. I,
Storia-Diritio-Economia, Florenta, 1973, pp. 112 - 114.
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grogilor venetieni, care cantireau 2,19 g. In ultimul sfert al secolului al XMI-lea folosirea
hyperperului de calcul, acoperit prin 12 monede de argint se va generaliza, fapt favorizat si de
baterea, incepand cu anul 1295 a monedelor de argint bizantine inspirate de modelul venefian,
aga numitele basilika (la singular basilikon). In wtimul sfert al secoluini al XIll-lea si iriceputul
secolului urmitor uzul hyperperilor de calcul, reunind 12 monede de argint s-a rispandit si in
Bulgaria, Serbia, Bosnia, Grecia franci (Creta, Negroponte, Modon si Coron), Ragusa, Cattaro,
Sebenice si Tara ‘Romaneascd®. La Ragusa si in Creta venetiand folosirea acestor monede de
calcul s-a perpetuat pani in secolul al XVII-lea, iar in Tara Romaneascs, pan in primul sfert al
secolului al XIX-lea, ultima menfiune cunoscuti nous datind din 1819%,

In Tara Ronraneasci au existat doi perperi de calcul, unul numit de noi, in mod
conventional “legal”, care era folosit pentru calculu! plitilor oficiale si care pastra caracteristicile
metrologice inifiale, de 13,37 g argint, din care 12,40 g, metal fin, i un perper “real”, folosit in
platile cotidiene, a ciirui valoare a fluctuat, in funcfie de moneda in care era exprimati (grosi
bulgiresti, ducati muntenesti sau akgele otomane) si de inerenta ei devalorizare in timp. Pentru a
compensa, fie si partial, reducerea greutitii si titlului monedelor de argint ale Tirii Roménesti, la
sfargitul secolului al XIV-lea si in prima juinitate a secolului al XV-lea, s-a folosit §i un perper de
calcul local, corespunzand nu la 12, ci la 18 monede de argint..

Aparitia unei monede de calcul in sistem duodecimal in Moldova, ca si in Tara
Romineascd nu trebuie si ne mire, avind in vedere vechimea si amploarea relatiilor econoinice,
culturale si religioase foarte ample pe care le-a intretinut populatia din regiunea cuprinsi intre
Carpatii Orientali si Nistru cu aria de civilizatie bizantino-balcanici in secolele XII - XV5.
Modificarea denumirii acestei monede de cont, eare, la origine, nt1 era altceva decai un “perper
moldovenesc”, intr-un “ducat moldovenesc” s-a petrecut in cea de-a doua jumiitate a secolului al
XIV-lea §i inceputul celui urmitor. Schimbarea semanticd s-a produs ca urmare a pitrunderii pe
scard largd, in spatiui est-carpatic, a ducatilor venetieni si a florinilor unguregh, numifi ctt um
termen generic de “zloti” de citre romani. In scurtd vreme denumirea de “zlot” va ajunge si fie
sinonimi cu orice fel de moneda de aur.

Avand in vedere caracterul duodecimal ai “zlotului moldovenesc”, putem identifica referiri
indirecte la “zlofi moldovenegti”, chiar si in cazurile cind textul documentelor nu mentioneaza in
mod explicit aceste monede de cont. In acest sens, putem si amintim un pasaj din tratatul moldo-
polonez de la 7 august 1519: “lItem, kto sig sprawi przet starostami, temv wssitko ma bidz wroczono,
telko ma dacz dwanasczie aspr viesznogo” (De asemenea, acela care i5i va dovedi dreptatea inaintea
starogtilor, 1 se va restitui totul, trebuind sd dea numai doisprezece aspri, pentru [laxa] vieszne)®, cei
doisprezece aspri ai acestei amenzi, reprezentind contravaloarea unui “zlot moldovenesc”. Tot in
aceasti serie se inscrie gi informatia datd de Antonio Maria Graziani in “De Vita Ioannis Francisci
Commendoni cardinalis” privitoare la formalititile foarte simple pentru pronuntarea divorfului in
Moldova. Vorbind despre acest subiert ei afirmd ci: “Bdrbafii desfac adeseori cdsdtoria pentru
cuvintele chiar cele mai neinsemnate, trimitdnd sotiei carte de despdrfire gi pldtind visteriei doisprezece
dinari”. Folosirea cuvantului “dinari” in loc de obisnuitii “aspri” nu trebuie si ne mire, cici
autorul a operat o asimilare a celor dou monede, datoriti faptului ci el se adreseaz4 unui public
ciruia notiunea de aspru ii era necunoscuts, dar era familiarizat cu cea de dinarul, ca 0 monedd de
argint cu valoare foarte redus3. O mentiune la echivalentul in aur al “zlotului moldovenesc”, pare
sa fi fost pastraty, inhr-o form# ugor coruptd, din opera lui Johann Sommer, un apropiat al lui

¥ E, Oberlinder-Tarnoveanu, in 130 de ani., pp. 101 - 115 si pp. 130 - 132,

5 Ibidem., p. 152.

31 [bidem., pp. 140 - 147.

52 Asupra raporturilor teritoriilor dintre Carpati 5i Nistru cu lumea sud-est europeand, cf. V. Spinei, Moldooa in secolele
XI - X1V, Bucuresti, 1982, passim si E. Oberlinder-Tarmoveanu, Societale, economie §i politicd - Populatiile de pe teritoriul
Moldovet 5i lumen sud-est euvopeand in secolele 1V - XIV in lumina descoperirilor monetare, in Suceava. Anuarul Muzeului
National al Bucovinei, 26-28, 1999~ 2001, pp. 311 ~ 355.

8 M. Costiichescu, op. cit., p. 519 si 524.

% E. Legrand, Deux vies de Jagues Basilios, Paris, 1889, p. 171 gi Maria Matilda Alexandrescu-Dersca Bulgaru si Maria
Holban, in Cédlileri strdini despre Tdrile Romine, vol. 1L, pp. 382 - 383.
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Despot Vod4, care a tr¥it o vreme in Moldova. Descriind aceiagi surprinzitoare uguringi cu care
se realizeaza divorful in aceasti tard, el afirma ci taxa plititd de femei pentru a obtine separarea
de birbatii lor era doar de ”...0 treime de galben de aur...”%. In cazul in care nu avem de-a face cu
un lapsus calami’, suma indicati de Sommer este cu pujin mai mare decat valoarea de % florin
de aur, care o reprezenta un “zlot titiresc”.

Un vestigiu tarziu al amintirii “zlotului moldovenesc” de 12 aspri ne-a fost transmis de
“Cartea romdneascd de invifdturd” a principelui Vasile Lupu, editats in 1646. In paragraful 36 se
mentioneazd: “Ceia ce vor fura plug sau her de plug sau dziug, si de sd vor gdsi: sd socoteascd den ce dzi
s-au furat pind in ce dzi s-au gdsit, de ce sd pliiteascd pre toatd dziua cdte 12 aspri, cari fac doi potronici de
argint, sau cdt sd va da unui om ce lucreazd pe dzi”>. Aga cum am ardtat mai sas, in cazul perperului
de calcul din Tara Roméaneascd mentionat indirect in “Indireptarea legei”, indicarea echivalenfa de
12 aspri = doi potronici de argint, nu poate fi caracteristici perioadei 1646, cAnd a fost tipériti
“Cartea romdneascd de invafdturd”. Raportul monetar de 12 aspri = 2 tripli grogi ne conduc la
concluzia ci textul editat in vremea lui Vasile Lupu consemna de fapt o realitate mai veche, de la
sfargitul secolului al XVI-lea, sau in primele decenii ale secolului al XVII-lea.

Cantitatea de argint corespunzitoare unui “zlot moldovenesc” in faza timpurie a existenei
acestei monede de cont poate fi reconstituiti pe baza informatiilor pastrate de tratatul din 1519.
Ea este posibili prin convertirea in argint a echivalentei de 60 de “zlofi romdnesti” cu 18 kopa de
Podolia. 18 kopa de Podolia erau egali cu 1.080 de grosi de calcul sau 2.160 de %2 grosi, in
monedd efectivd®. Din acest raport rezulti o rati de schimb 20 de grosi de calcul sau 40 de piese
de Y2 grosi, in moneda efectivd® pentru un “zlot moldovenesc”. Avind in vedere c4, in 1519,
monedele de %2 gros ale Coroanei aveau grentatea legali de 1,031 g si eontineau 0,387 g argint fin,
rezultd ca in mod legal un “zlot moldovenesc” era echivalent cu 15,48 g argint fin. Aceasta greutate
a “zlotului” indicd existenta unui “aspru” primordial cu un continut de 1,29 g argint fin. Este
evident cid o cantitate era superioari celei care ar corespunde oricirur aspra otoman cunoscut §,
cu atit mai pufin, celui aflat in uz la data incheierii tratatului®. O asemenea cantitate de argint
era superioard si continutului in argint oricirui gros moldovenesc din secolele XIV - XV. Ea nu
poate s corespundi decat unui dang (dirhem) al Hoardei de Aur afiat in circulatie pe la mijlocul
secolului al XIV-leaé!.

Aceastd precizare metrologicd conduce in mod automat la datarea adoptirii sau
constituirii “zlotului moldovenesc”. Greutatea de 1,29 g de argint a “asprului noldovenesc” este un

-~

indiciu suplimentar ci generalizarea acestei monede de calcul s-a ficut deja in pericada

S5 E. Legrand, op. cit,, p. 31 5i Maria Holban, in Cilitori séridini despre Tirile Romine, vol. I, p. 260.

% Daci nu avem de a face cu redare eronatd a valorii taxei, datoritd trecerii unui timp destul de lung, intre
evenimentele din Moldova 51 momentul consemnirii in scris a amintirilor Iui Sommer. Nu excludem ins# nici
posibilitatea ca taxa de divort a femeilor s4 fie ceva mai ridicatd decét cea perceputi pentru bérbati.

5 Carte romaneascd de invijdturid de la Pravilele impdritegti gi de la alte dziudefe cu 2isa §i cu toatd cheltuiala a ui Vasitie
Voevodul §i Dommu! Térdi Moldovei den muidte scripturi tdlmdcitd den limba tleneascd pre limba romdneasci in tiparul domnescs-
au tipiant in mandstivea a Trei-Svetitele in lagi de la Hristos 1646, in Legiuiri vechi, p. 8, cap. IS.

58 fn Podolia circulau, in mod legal, monedele Coroanei, care pani in 1566 aveau greutatea si ttlul deosebit dea celor
de acelagi nominal, emise in Lithuania, cf. M. Gumowski, Hendbuch dre Polnischen Numismatik, Graz, 1960, p. 205. Cu
toate acestea, in Podolia, ca i in Lithuania era in vigoare marca de calcul de 60 de grogi (kopa) i nu cea de 48 de grogi
(numerus Polonicalis), folositd in teritoriile Coroanei, ¢f. N. F. Kotljar, Problemy i osnovnye itogi issledovanij monet
Cermma; Rusi, in Numizmatika i sfragistika, 2, 1965, p. 105. Am ficut aceste preciziri deoarece atit M. Costiichescu, cét
si Al L Gonfa au tradus gresit termenul “kops Podolski”, cu “mdrci poloneze®.

% I. Nistor, op. cil., p. 128, considera c3 un “zlot moldovenesc” era egal cu 18 grogi, datoriti confuziei ficute intre marca
de calcul polonezi si cea de Podolia.

@ Intre 1491 gi 1566, greutntea legald a asprului era de 0,73 g §i un continut de 0,66 g argint fin, cf. 3. Pamuk, Money in
the Otiorman Empire, 1326 - 1914, in vol. An Economic and Secial History of the Ottoman Empire, ed. de H. Inalcik i D.
Quataert, Cambridge, 1994, p. 954. Cea mai ridicati greutate legal¥ cunoscuts la aspri otomani este cea de 1,15 ¢,
valabilii in perioada 1326 - 1444. O moned# de la Mehmed I din 1413 analizat¥ a indicdt/tithul de 918%., cf. T. Bertel?,
Numismatique byzantine, suivie de deux études inédites sur les monnaies des Paléologues, Wetteren,1978, ed. de C. Morrisson,
P- 89. Dupi 1419/ 1420, tithul se fixeaza la 900%o.

1 Asupra metrologiei emisiunilor de argint ale Hoardei de Aur, cf. A. L. Ponomarev, Monetnoe obraiéenie Zolotof Ordy v
X1V v. (Melodike analiza), in Pricernomore v Srednie Veka, sub red. lui S. P. Karpov, Moscova, 1995, pp. 142 - 155.
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anterioard aparifiei principatului de sine stititor Moldova. Ea coincide cu epoca in care s-au
raspandit perperii de calcul in Imperiul bizantin, Bulgaria si Tara Romaneasca.

Comparativ cu perperul legal muntean, care continea numai 12,40 g argint fin, zlotul
moldovenesc era cu 20% 1nai greu. in acelagi timp el era cu 15% mai usor, decit perperul de
argint de la Pera, care, pe la 1390, era echivalent, cu 18,12 g argint fin¢2.

Existd o serie de izvoare care dovedesc ci intre sfargitul secolului al XV-lea si secolul al
XVI-lea “zlotul moldovenesc” era tot mai frecvent confundat gi ca “zlotul Hitdresc”¢3, cealaltd
moneda de calcul larg folositd in documentele din Moldova din secolele XV-XVI. Acest lucru
rezult} clar din corespondenta dintre Petru Rares si lliag Rares gi Sfatul Bistritei pe tema datoriei
lui Johannes Maurer, pe care am prezentat-o wnai sus. fntr-o scrisoare in limba germani a lui
Petru Rareg de la 9 februarie 1546 suma de “...quindecim centum floreni nostre terre usuales...” este
tradusi cu formula “1000 und 500 fI. heydnysch“é. Am aritat deja in urmi cu peste un deceniu, c4
expresia germana “heidnische golden” sau “florenus heydnysch” nu reprezinti decit echivalentul
binecunoscutei denumiri monetare slavone “zlat’ tatarskih’™ - “zlot tdtiresc” din documentele
slavone moldovenesti®s. Caracterul duodecimal al acestor monede de cont este clar confirmat de
echivalenta surnei de 1500 “florini” cu 18.000 “aspri”, ceea ce face 12 “aspri” pentru un “florenus
usualis Terrae Nostrae” sau pentru un “florenus heydenisch”. “Aspri” la care se referd Ilias Rareg nu
pot fi decét akgelele otomane, ciici o scrisoare din 12 august 1553, ne informeaz3 asupra faptului
cd Alexandru Lipugneanu acceptd ca despigubire pentru daroriile megterului bistritean suma de
360 florini de aur unguresgtiés, deci 50 de aspri pentru un florin, ceea ce reprezintd cursul oficial al
monedei otomane in Moldova din acea perioada.

Daci tinem seama de faptul ci din 1491 pani in 1566, greutatea legal¥ a asprului otoman
a fost de 0,73 g, din care numai 0,66 g argint fin, rezultd ci in anii 1548 - 1562 unui “zlot
moldovenesc” ii corespundea numai o cantitate de 7,88 g argint fin (8,76 g bruto). Datoritd
nemodificrii valorii legale a asprului otoman, aceiasi echivalent3 mai era in vigoare si tn 1562, la
data cind Johann Belsius transmitea la Praga date despre “zlotul moldovenesc”.

Diferenta dintre echivalentul in argint al “zlotului moldovenesc” rezultat din mentiunile
inscrise in tratatul moldo-polonez din 1519 si cele din corespondenta domneasci din anii 1546 -
1562 este de circa 50%. Credem c# aceastd diferentd se explici prin faptul ci in primul caz avem
de a face cu “zlotul legal moldovenesc”, folosit pentru plitile oficiale, in imp ce in al doilea caz este
vorba de “zlotul efectiv moldovenesc”, utitizat in tranzactiile in domeniul privat si in comerciale.

Scrisoarea din 1553, mentionati mai sus, permite reconstituirea valorii in aur a “zlotului
moldovenesc” in anii 1546 - 1562. Suma de 1500 “floreni usuales” este compensat} prin plata a 360
florini de aur unguresti, ceea ce indica faptul ca “zlotul moldovenesc” reprezenta 24% dintr-o
moned# de aur maghiard. Aceastd valoare este surprinzitor de apropiatd de cea de 25% din
florinul unguresc pe care o avea in 1473 un “heidnische golden”s”. Diferenta dintre cele doud
echivalente, de altfel foarte micd, de 4% se explica prin aceea ci intre 1473 gi 1546 s-a trecut de la
rata de la un curs legal de schimb de 1 florin = 48 aspri, la un curs de 1 florin = 50 de aspri.
Compararea celor doua valori duce la concluzia ci in cursul intervalului cuprins intre ultimul
sfert al secolului al XV-lea si incepurul anilor "60 ai secoluliri al XVI-lea, valoarea in aur a “zlotul
efectiv moldovenesc” a rdmas, practic, aproape neschimbati¢s,

@ Ibidem, p. 142.

8 E. Oberlinder-Tarnoveanu, in RRH, 30, 1991, 3 - 4, p. 194. Baza{i pe interpretarea mult prea largé a identificirii
propuse de N. Iorga pentru “galbenti moldovenesti”, Gh. Zane, op. cit,, p. 113 §i AL L. Gonta, op. cit., p. 87, au afirmat, fird
sa aduci dovezi, ci cele dous denumiri din documente se refereau la aceiagi moneda.

# Documente privitoare la istoria romdnilor culese de Eudoxiu Hurmuzakd, vol. 11, partea 1-a, nr, DCCCOXXXIIL

& Cf. E. Oberlinder-Tamoveanu, in RRH, 30, 1991, 3 - 4, pp. 193 - 194. Monedele de cont numite “heydenisch gulden”
sunt menfionate in documentele legate de Moldova inca din anul 1473, cind erau echivalente cu ¥ florin unguresc.

% Documente privitoare la istona rominilor culese de Eudoxiu Hurmuzaki, vol. 11, partea 1-a, nr. DCCCCXXI.

67 Cf. E. Oberlander-Tarmoveanu, in RRH, 30, 1991, 3 - 4, p. 216

 Asupra evolutiei ratei de schimb intre ducat, florin si aspru, cf. N. Beldiceanu si Irene Beldiceanu-Steinherr, Les
informations les plus anciennes sur les florins ottomans, in Tiirk Numismaitk derneginin 20. kurulug yilinda Ibrehim Artul’a
armagan, Istanbul, 1988, pp. 54 - 55. In 1479, un florin valora 45 Y aspri, iar In 1488, 49 aspri.
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Compararea echivalentelor in argint ale “zlotului legal moldovenesc” si ale “perperului legal
de Valahia” indick in mod cert faptul c3, in ciuda originii lor comune ele au evoluat in medii
circulatorii total deosebite, respectiv s-au dezvoltat pornind de la monede efective diferite,
respectiv, grogul bulgiresc si ducatul muntenesc si dithemul titiresc. Cu nate acestea, alinierea
“zlotului efectiv moldovenesc” la asprul otoman la sfargitul secolului al XV-lea a ficut ca valoarea
sa si devina identici, sau foarte apropiats, de cea a “perperului efectiv de Valahia”, care se baza si el
pe aceiagi manedd efectivi. Dupid cum am aritat insd in studinl dedicat “zlotuiui titdresc”,
dezintegrarea sistemului traditional de calcul va fi mult mai rapid4d in Moldova decit in Tara
Romaneasca.

In ciuda identitatii terminologice dintre “zlotul titdresc” gi “zlotul moldovenesc”, in secolele
XV - XV], exist! o serie de elemente dovedesc suprapunerea de sens este relativ tarzie, cele doud
monede de cont avand origini total diferite. Dup3 cum am aritat in 1991, chiar si sub denumirea
de “zlot titdresc” se ascundeau in realitate doui tipuri de monede de cont, una mumitd de noi, in
mod conventional, “zlotul titdresc greu” si cealalta “zlotul tdtdresc ugor”, raportul dintre ele fiind
de 1 “zlot greu” =10 “zloti ugori”.

“Zlotul tdtdresc greu”, numit i “dango” este mai vechi, el fiind mentionat numai primele
trei sferturi ale secolului al XV-lea. In Moldova, Polonia si Lithuania el era echivalent cu 2 %
florini de aur, iar in Hoarda de Aur cu 2 % “saggi d’oro” (misqali). In argint el era echivalent cu
60 de dirhemi, respectiv, cu 60 de grosi polonezi sau de Praga, cea cel ficea si fie egal cu 1%
mirci de Cracovia marca sau o kopa de Lithuania, sau cu o rubli sau grivni moldoveneasci$®.

“Zlotul tidtdresc ugor”, valora in ultimul sfert al secolului al XV-lea in Moldova Vs florin de
aur”. Un echivaleni al acestei monede de cont este cunoscut si in cuprinsul Hoardei de Aur, in
Persia, Armenia $i Rusia in cursul secolelor XIV ~ XVIL Lui ii corespundea o unitate de sase
monede efective de argint, descrisi foarte sugestiv de autorul tratatului comercial “Tarifa”; “In
Sara...vendese la dita seda e zascaduna altre marcadantia a raxon de contanti bexanti, e bexanto 1 li conta
tangi 6”. [La Saray...(se vinde numita mdtase §i ovicare altd marfi socotindu-se in besanfi de calcul, i sase
danghi se socotesc, un besant)”71. Faptul ca in Hoarda de Aur au existat dou3d monede de cont
numite aseminditor in izvoare cu termenii de “dinar”, “besant” sau “altyn”, care erau reprezentate
de 60 de monede de argint, sau respectiv, de sase monede efective de argint, ne obligi s4 cdutim
in aceiagi zon3 gi origigea monedelor de cont echivalente, numite in izvoare, cu denumirea
genericd de “zlofi tdldregti”.

Confuzia dintre “zlotul moldovenesc” si “zlotul titiresc ugor “ s-a petrecut in ultimul
sfert al secolului al XV-lea, pe fondul rispandirii tot mai largi a asprului otoman in Moldova, in
momentul in care rata de schimb dintre florinul unguresc, cen mai comuni monedd de aur
folositd in tard §i asprul otoman a ajuns la raportul de 1/48. In acel moment, numirul de 12 aspr,
baza metrologici a “zlotului moldovenesc”, a ajuns echivalentii cu valoarea unui sfert de florin,
baza metrologics a “zlotului titdresc usor”, chiar daci in argint, echivalenta nu era perfects (- 2%).
Relativa stabilitate a ratei de schimb a celor doul tipuri de monede pan¥ in 1566 a favorizat
extinderea, pani la contopire a echivalentei dintre “zlotnal moldovenesc real” gi “zlotul titiresc
usor”.

Existenta unei monede de cont de origine bizantino-balcanici in Moldova secolelor XV -
XVI subliniaz3 inc4 o datd importanta mogtenirii culturale sud-est europene preluate de roméanii
trditori in spatiul dintre Carpati si Nistru. Folosirea simultani a unor monede de calcut in Tara
Romaneascd i Moldova constituie un element comun al civilizafiei romanesti medievale,
comunitate accentuati de unificarea mediului circulator la sfarsitul secolalui al XVI-lea, odati cu
larga raspéndire a akgelei otomane.

Teritoriu deschis unor influente venite din stepele nord-pontice, dar si din Europa
Centrald, Moldova medievald a constituit, in acelagi timp, terenul unor interesante sinteze

¢ Cf. E. Oberlinder-Tarnoveanu, in RRH, 30, 1991, 3 - 4, pp. 211 - 214. Termenii de “dinar”, “besant”, “florin” sau
“zlot”, corespund denumirilor celor mai comune monede de aur aflate in uz in zona de unde provine izvorul.

7 Ibidem., pp. 215 - 216

N Tarifa., p. 18.

236

https://biblioteca-digitala.ro



Zlotul “romanesc” sau “moldovenesc”

culturale. Acest lucru este perfect ilustrat de contopirea, pan la confundare a vechiului “zlot
moldovenesc” cu “zlotul titiresc”. Din a doua parte a secolului al XVI-lea, dupd anul 1562,
izvoarele istorice pe care le-am studiat vor vorbi numai de “zlofii tdtiresti”, pand la disparitia
acestei monede de cont in cea de-a doua jumitate a secolului al XVII-lea gi primii ani ai secolirlul
al XVIII-lea.

In cea de-a doua jumitate a secolului al XVI-lea, in timpul domniei lui Ioan Iacob Despot
Heraclidul a existat o tentativi de a transforma aceste monede de cont, in monede reale de argint.
Tot in aceastd vreme, apar §i monedele efective de aur, de tipul ducatului sau florinului, pe care
izvoarele le numesc tot “zioti moldovenesti”.

“The Wallachian Zlot” or The “Moldaviart Zlot” - An Accoant Coin of Byzantine-Balkam
Tradition From 15% ~ 16* Centuries Moldavia
(Abstract)

The approach from another angle of the long and complex political, economic and
cultural links of the Romanians with the south-east Furopean and north-pontic regions reveals
the way in which they left long-lasting marks also in the field of monetary practices. The
language of official and legal Romanian documents bears witness to the Byzantine-Balkan or
Golden Horde monetary legacy. Historians have long remarked that, but it was believed that
certain formal elements occurring exclusively in the field of monetary terminology had been
preserved for a very long time, especially due to some very conservative practices of princely
chanceries in Wallachia and Moldavia (1). A more thorough scrutiny into the matter revealed
that the Byzantine-Balkan and Tartarian tradition survived far longer than expected, reaching, in
some cases, the early modern age. Until the 1990s no thorough studies emerged that might have
started from a systematic and exhaustive approach of the monetary and financial language of
mecitaeval Romanian documents. That prevented us, until now, from understanding correctly,
and regrettably, not even in the most common way, the primary meaning of certain notions. In
this sense, the “Tartarian zlots” and “perper” cases are, perhaps, the most illustrative examples of
this situation (2).

The lack of a special analysis of this kind of vocabulary has entailed the impossibility of
identifying accurately which were actually the material and institutional elements concealed
behind startlingly perennial and lavishly diverse notions. At the same time, it was not possible to
unravel the mechanism by which the Romanian feudal society took over certain monetary terms,
as well as the extraordinary local symbiosis leading to the intermingling and long conservation of
very diverse traditions and realities that during the 15th amd 16% centuries developed into a
uniformizing baffling linguistic pattern. Influenced by the wide range of monetary terms more
often mentioned in Wallachian or Moldavian documents, the researchers who tackled the subject
emphasized what appeared to be a dissimilar evolution and failed to reveal the existehce of
monetary practices common to both Romanian principalities. In our opinion, this likeness was
steeped in a common cultural legacy, already in existence when the Golden Horde enforced its
political rule over Moldavia.

The first step towards understanding the exact nature of the Byzantine-Balkan origin or
Golden Horde monetary terms was made when we approached the issue of the “Tartarian
Zlots”. On that occasion, we could find that this mysterious notion surprisingly designated more
types of account coins, and by no means a particular category of real coins, as long believed (3).
That brings us to an important chapter of European and Islamic mediaeval civilizations, namely
the account coins.

These imaginary monetary units used to be issued on a large scale in the mediaeval
world, In certain regions they survived up to the 18% century, or even until later, by the middle of
the 19th century. Unlike real coins that played the important role of functioning as exchange-and
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accumulfation means, account coins were destined to stand for units measuring the value of
goods and services (4). In a world where the use on a large scale of real coins issued after very
diverse monetary systems was an everyday reality even inside the same political entity, account
coins could help uniformizing the circulation on the inner market, while allowing the access of
certain foreign issues even in very remote areas. At the same time, the use of account coins was
also a measure of protection against a continuous alteration, more exactly reduction, in the fine
metal content of real coins, above all silver ones, as well as against cyclic fluctuations of the
silver/gold ratio on monetary markets, as they ideally represented the equivalent of a precise
amount of precious metal. We'd like to point out a detail, often overlooked by researchers,
namely ihat an account monetary unit is not made up only of a certain amount of precious metal,
but it also had a preestablished title.

In most cases, account coins originate in real coins. However, often a “freezing” of the
relationships existing im a given moment tietween various denominations of a real monetary
system occurred. The “fossilization” of mediaeval account systems was caused by certain
administrative or bureaucratic reasons, but it also spread from “irrational” elements, such as, for
example, the general public’s daily counting customs and practices. The intermingling of these
factors explains the extraordinary longevity of account monetary systems; the capacity to survive
for many centuries after the real monetary systems that had generated them had gone out of use.
In day-to-day practice, between real monetary systems, in which the operations were performed,
and the account ones, in which the calculations were made, strong tensions occurred, due to the
fact that at the level of real circulation took place alterations and adjustments, generated by
economic, financial-monetary, technological, social or political changes, while account coins
systems tended to stay stable, unchanged.

Due to the intricate social structure, the authorities rarely took the risk of altering, even
only partially, the account monetary systems in such a way as to harmonize them with the real
circulation facts. The cases in which these systems were fundamentally changed by
administrative decisions were extremely rare. When such situations occurred, however, they
started usually from bottom to top, nnder the pressure of the great transformations on the real
monetary markets that would render the old account units totally inoperative, making them
useless (5).

With two exceptions, the inner sources in Wallachia: and Moldavia that we have studied
do not mention explicitly the use of account coins. The oldest case, known to us, dates from
Moldavia of 1548 - 1549. On that occasion, the princely correspondence mentions the terms
“floreni nestre terre usuales” or “seciindum usum huins terre nostre”, In our opinion, the terms
might be ad-hoc translations of Romanian expressions. This assertion is based on the fact that the
texts of the letters, although written in Latin, often observe the Romanian syntax, and comprise a
few obviously Romanian structures, for instance: “promptam pecunia”, which corresponds to the
well-known formula “in cash”. In spite of that, the lack of reliable formulas in Romanian texts
prevents us from accurately identifying the expression used by those who dictated the letters. As
a matter of fact, we do not know the contemporary Slavonic technical term that used to designate
account coins in the official or everyday language.

On the other hand, a few local or foreign sources, written in Latin, regarding Moldavia or
Oltenia, designate account coins from these regions by the denominations of “currentes”, “ex
currentibus”, “pecundia imaginaria”, technical terms identical to those usually used for
designating western account coins.

The scarcity of data on the use of account coins by Romanians in the Middle Ages and
early modern age is partially compensated by the numerous “pecunia imaginaria” mentions
occurring in the official documents from the 34 and 4t decades of the 18t century issued by the
Austrian chancery in Oltenia. These include astonishingly profound and accurately documented
reports worked out by the clerks Niccolo di Porta and Dobner (6). Although these data are late,
there are many clues proving beyond any doubt that they do not refer to the concrete situation in
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Oltenia of 1718 - 1739, but regard a local reality in Wallachia, dating from an earlier period,
before the annexation of the territories west of the Olt by the Austrians. Moreover, these
documents shed light upon the use of a very intricate and complex, even sophisticated, account
coins system, that could not have developed over such a long time, by the assimilation of
different traditions (7).

A thorough look into the 14%h-17th centuries documents leads to the conclusion that in
many cases the deneminations of coins that we come across do not refer in any way to real coins,
but, for certain, to account coins. The use of account coins in the Romanian mediaeval space, the
takeover and generalization, during the last two decades of the 17% century of the Romanian
account “leu” (8), had already been apprehended many decades hefore by the researchers
Constantin Moisil (9) and Gheorghe Zane (10). In spite of the importance of knowing how
account coins were used in order to understand the monetary and financial practices of the
mediaeval Romanian society, the mentioned authors, as well as other researchers, failed to carry
out a thorough analysis of this fascinating subject. In later years, the interest in this issue has
grown (11). Unfortunately, what has been published is only the beginning of a systematic
reseatch in the field, as the interest has beerr focused only on the issue of the “Tartarian zlots” or
of the “Romanian perper”, but there are many other account coins used during the 14t - 18th
centuries in Wallachia, Moldavia, and Transylvania (12).

In the present study we shall tackle an account coin of Byzantine-Balkan origin from
Moldavia, leaving aside those of western or central European origin, such as the “grivnas” or
“rubles” which, behind their name of Slav origin, conceal a typically western monetary reality,
the account mark. The account coin conventionally named by us the “Romanian zlot” occurs in
foreign documents regarding Moldavia, dating from the 15% - 16t centuries under very various
names, such as: “zlotich valaskich”, “ zlothi Moldawski”, “ ducati ex currentibus in dictis locis Velachie”,
“floreni nostre terre usuales”, “florenis secundum:. usum huius terre nostre” or “florenus unus
Moldavicum, qui est asperorum 12",

The term of “zlotich valaskich” is mentioned more times in the border and trade treaty
from the 7t of August 1519, concluded in the name of the king of Poland, Sigiamund I and of the
prince of Moldavia, Stefanita (Stephen V) (13). This “Romanian zlot” is in fact a Moldavian one,
taking into account that in the términology of Polish official documents Moldavia is very often
named “Wallachia”. Dne to its special relevance, we shall quote in length the provisions
comprised in the references to this coin: “Item, gdi bi kio s oboiey strony dziewke, zong abo wdowe
sgwalcill abo, gwaltem wzigll, tedy taky gwaltownyk ma placyc osmnascie kop Podolskich a na
Valaska lidzbq aspramy szescdziesigt zlotich Valaskich. (At the same time, if someone, from
anywhere, rapes or abducts a virgin or a widow, then, that rapist will have to pay eighteen marks
[kopa] of Podolia (14), or in aspers, after the account of the Romanian [exchequer], sixty
Romanian zlots).” Another fragment from the same source specifies that “Iten, a kto dziewke s gey
dobrg wolg a prziasliwie vesmie, ma dac poltori kopi, a lidzbi Walaskey pigcz zlotich asprami. (At
the same time, if the abduction of the virgin is done willfully and without violence, the abductor
will pay one kopa and a half, or after the Romanian account, five zlots in aspers) (15).

A few references to this “zlot”, named either “Moldavian” or “Wallachian” i. e.
“Romanian” can be found in the treaty between Moldavia and Poland from the 12th of May 1527,
agreed betweep Petru (Peter) Raresand Sigismund I. This agreement stipulated that the failure to
pay in time the fines by a subject of the Polish king, entailed a fine of one kopa of Podolia, or of
one Moldavian zlot, if the doer was a subject of the Voyevode of Suceava: “A yesli by kioryey
czlowyek tak s Moldawyan yako s podolan thego dnya wedlye okazanya nye zaplaczil by, then, na kym
prawo przwyodv, zwicziaszezi ku glowny sumye skazany yedna kopa Podolskye przilozicz a zaplaczicz za
wyng a starosczye swemu thesz za wyne zlothi Moldawski badzye powynyeny dacz” (16).

For strikes hurting the body, the damage was estanlished at 120 Moldavian zlots: “A
yesthli by kto ony abo ktorego thakowego zbyl, thedy ten sbithi na swe rany z ona obczisng pryszyqze, kiore
then, czo go byl, y za szkody vemu zaplaczi a, rancze odkupuyancz, stho y dwadziesczczia slothich
Moldawskich starosczye zaplacziycz bandzye povynyen” (17).

"
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The text of the new treaty resumes the clause specified in the 1519 agreement regarding
the abducting of girls and women, by mentioning a damage quota of 18 kopa; if the doer was a
Moldavian, 60 Romanian zlots, if the doer was Podolian or Halician: “ltem, yestly bi kion
Podolanin do podolyn abo do Haliczki zyemye z Moldawski zyemye wzyql dzyewkq gwalthem, then
czlowyek Walaschinowj za vyne oszmnascze kop przepadnye. A yesthly bi Walaschin s Podolya abo s
Haliczid zyemye moczq abo gwalthem wzygl dzyewkq, then Podolskyemu abo Haliczkyemu czlowyeku
szeczdzieszyanth zlotich Walaskich za vyne przepadnye” (18). For murder, or wounds causing death it
is compulsory to pay a fine of 120 Romanian zlots, reduced to only 60, if the doer was a
commoner: “I to abi bylo powsczyqgnyono, ustavyono iest, ysz, yesli bi slachia, thak krola yego milosczi
yako y woyewodi Moldawskiego poddany, kogo chodzaczego s poswy ubyl abo ranyl, thedi themmu ranemu
abo ubithemu ma za rany y za schkodi placzicz. A yesli bi kto zabyl, za glowq y za schkodi ma dossicz
uczinicz. A tho zaplacziwszi starossczie za wyng ma dacz szesczdzieszianth zlotich Walaskich y sto
zlotych. A yesli by nye byl szlachczicz then, czo byl abo zabyl, thedi, zaplaczwszi rany abo glowq y schkodi,
vyni ma dacz starosczye szesczdzyeszygnt zlotich Walaskich” (19).

The existence of these “Moldavian zlots” was known by the historlans lon Nistor (20) and
Alexandru I. Gonta (21). Ion Nistor, as Alexandru I. Gamia is just his follower, does nothing else
but to establish the ratio of 18 groats = 1 Moldavian zlot, at a rate in aspers, failing to perceive the
true nature of this coin, or its value at the beginning of the 16" century. The expression “na
Valaskq lidzbg”, as well as the specification that Moidavian coins used to be paid in Ottoman
aspers, obviously point to the fact that “Moldavian zlots” used to be account coins. A more
thorough insight into local and foreign Moldavian sources from the 15t - 17th centuries proves
that the specificatians above are not the only ones regarding this account coin. Among the
references we could identify also other names applied to coins that have two common features
with “the Moldavian zlot” from 1519 and 1527. First of all, they refer explicitly to the fact that
these coins are characteristic of Moldavia, and second, they emphasize beyond any doubt their
nature of account coins.

In other sources such coins appear more often than not under names like: “floreni”, or more
rarely “ducati” (21) hat can be explained by the Iact that the mentions come from economnric strata
where the florin or ducat had become synonymous, as early as the 14" century, with the gold
coin. Thus, the oldest references to a Moldavian account coin were found in two decisions made
on the 34 and 6t of March 1444 by Officium Mercantiae in Genova in favar of Angelo and
Graveoto Giustiniani. They refer to the granting of reprisal rights to the two Genova merchants,
against Stephen I, Voyevode of Moldavia and against his subjects. The two Giustiniani had
succeeded to prove that they had suffered considerable loss because of an illegal dccision by the
prince, and the authorities yielded them the right to compensation, and to recover the equivalent
value of the confiscated goods, as well as that of the expenses made in Moldavia, during the
attempt to resolve the conflict by compromising. These reprisals rose to the tolal sum of:
“...ducatis quatormilibus quingentis ex currentibus in dictis locis Velachie... ef pro ducatis octuaginta 8 ex
curentibus in dictis locis, pro expensis factis per dictum Angelum, suo et dicto nonine, in dictis locis, in
quibus stetit cum eius sclavo menses decem octo, item pro ducatis, pro ducatis viginti septem dicte monete,
pro damno equorum duorum amissorum in ictinere, in reditu de Ihuihavia, passo per dictum Angelum,
item pro ducatis decem octo bonis, pro salario spectabilis domini vicarii ducalis et Sapientum Communis;
item pro libris decem lanuinorum, pro merende scribe prefati domini vicarii; item, pro libris 5 lanuinorum
solutis eius Sapientii; item pro libris 10 lanuinorum, pro mercede cancelariorum; item pro libris sex
lanuinorum, pro mercede scribe nostri...” (22).

Although he knew méddiaeval Latin rather well, Nicolae lorga mistakenly translated the
term “ex currentibus” by the phrase “the one who runs around there”, being convinced that the
meaning was gold coins, or ducats, expressed in real gold coins (23). A few years later, referring
to the same issue, in a rather confusing sentence, the great historian admitted that the above
mentioned “Moldavia zlots”...used to be paid in “aspers” (24). That remark, closer to reality, gave
the opportunity to identify the coins in question, as account coins. In spite of that, neither
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Gheorghe Zane (25), Alexandru I. Gonta (26), who would tackle the issue, did not draw the only
plausible conclusion resulting from this document.

Ancther series of mentions regarding a “Moldavian” florin can be found in the
correspondence involving the debts of Johann Maurer (“loan Zidaral”, Muratoris” or
“Lapicidus”), of the Voyevode of Moldavia, Petru (Peter) Rares and his son, Iliag (Elias) and the
local council of the town of Bistrita. Thus, in a letter from the 20 of July 1546, Petru (Peter) Rares
wrote tirat the debts of the Bistrita mason rose to: “...quindecim centum floreni nostre terre usuales...”
(27), but, as another letter from the 20% of December 1548 specifies, to: “...ob certam pecuniarum
summanm..., videlicet usuales terre nostre quingentos florenos mille..” (28). On the 7t of May 1549, the
prinee asked the Bistrita people to pay: “...ab eis octo centa florenis secundum usum huius terre nostre
et tres equos, insuper ut solvet mortem eorum secundum consuetudinem regni.” Money and horses used
to be the compensation for the killing of a few Moldavian subjects by some inhabitants of the
Transylvanian village Bargan (29).

Also these texts were partially singled out and looked into by lon Nistor(30), and later
resumed and anatyzed in their context by the author of this paper, in the study dedicated to the
“Tartarian zlots” (31).

Unfortunately, on that occasion, from lack of space, we had to restrict our investigation to
this numismatic term. Although we could prove that in the language employed in the Moldavian
chancery by the niddle of the 16t century, the phrases: “ floreni nostre terre usuales”, “florenis
secundum usum huius terre nostre” and “florenus heydenisch” were used concomitantly and with no
discrimination in order to designate the “Tartarian zlots”, as well as the fact that they were the
equivalent of 12 aspers (32), we did not go deeper into the matter to reveal that in fact all these
names were synonymous, not only with the “Tartarian zlot”, but also with the “Romanian zlot”
or with the “Moldavian zlot”.

This particular identity, as well as the 1x12 ratio, clearly result from the extremely
important data on the “Moldavian florin”, that can be found in the letter of 19 April 1562 sent
by Johannes Belsius to Emperor Maximilian II. Belsius refers to the intentions of the Prince Ioan
lacob (John James) Despot Heraclide to issue his own coins: “Despotus autem monetam cudere
novam praesumet ad florenum unum Moldauicum, qui est asperarum 12, item duorum, 3. et 4., nec non et
mascguros” (33).

This source was comumented from a numismatic point of view by Il. Tabrea (34). The
author mentioned reached the conclusion that “Moldavian” florins were not identical with the
so-called “ort” of Despot, of which only one specimen is known, weighing 8.10 g (35). According
to Il. Tabrea such an ort could in no way be wortb 12 aspers, as Belstus asserts, but only ten. The
author relied upon the equivalence between ducat (60 aspers) = 1 1/3 thalers (of 40 aspers) (36).
Belsius” data on the “Moldavian florin” has been tackled also by Bogdan Murgescu, who used
them in a study on the evolution of the value of the “Tartarian zlot” (37).

In our opinion, Belsius’ look into the “florenus moldavicus", worth 12 aspers was
undoubtedly valid, as confirmed by more sources. Furthermore, it seems rather plausible that in
the spring of 1562, when the profound monetary reform of Prince Ioan Iacob (John James) Despot
(38) was applied, provisory specimens were struck of one or more “Moldavian” florins, that, for
unknown reasons were not put into circulation.

Viewed in a wider context, taking into account both the usual monetary practices within
Moldavian society, and the real circulation trends, under the pressure of the American silver
impact upon the European market, it is obvious that Despot tried to lay the foundation for a new
monetary system, even if he had in mind also to resolve certain acute financial needs. As he was
carrying on Lapusneanu’s measure of introducing a new silver denomination, matched after_
Mathias Corvin’s dinars, but equivalent with the Ottoman aspers, Despot intended to unify the
local real monetary market, while obtaining great benefiis from the withdrawal and testriking of
foreign coins.

For pragmatic reasons, the reform aimed at turning the Moldavian account florin into real
coin. The fortner was used on a large scaie for establishing the value of everyday transactions,
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creating the monetary tool able to facilitate their realization, without the inherent losses resulted
from converting and using foreign coins.

Last, but not least, the reform aimed at creating local correspondents of foreign coins of
great worth, the gold thaler and ducat that used ta prevail in the world of international
commercial and political payments. The coins named “floreni Valachienses” are mentioned also in
the wills of the former Voyevode Stefan (Stephen) Tomsa (1563 - 1564) and of his collaborators,
loan (John) Motoc (“Mociug”) and Petru (Peter) Spancioc (“Stancu”). It seems that this document,
remained unknown to numismatists, was elaborated at Lwow, on the 5% of May 1564, before they
were executed by Polish authorities, at the request of the Ottomans. Stefan Tomsa left to Saint
Mary’s Orthodox Church in Lwow the sum of: “...trecentos florenos in auri... ”, and to his wife
“22.000 asperorum, item triginta aureos”. Another sum of the prince’s fortune was mentioned as
being “tenctur eisdem Melchiori ducentos florenos numeri et monetae polonicales” (Melchior Has, in
Lwow)(39}. Ioan Mofjoc left “duo millia viginti unum aureos florenorum” (40). The most interesting
data can be found in Petru Spancioc’s will, a former “dwornik terre Moldaviensis”. He decided to
leave to the church were he would be buried (Saint Mary’s): “Imprimis recognavit, quia ipse
ducentos florenos Valachienses pro ecclesia, ubi corpus illius sepelietur..” (41).

The document under study comprises a wide range of monetary terms, designating real
or account coins, most of them rather often met in the middle of the 16 century in the Lwow
documents. Apparently, we could rather easily identify “aspers”, which, at first sight, can only be
the usual Ottoman silver coins. Nevertheless, as the term lacks another specification, one cannot
rule out altogether the hypothesis that this name could conceal the new Moldavian silver coins of
Princes Alexandru (Alexander) Lipusneanu, Despot and $tefan (Stephen) Tomsa. These pieces,
traced after Mathias Corvin’s dinars, are improperly designated by Romanian numismatists as
“dinars”, in spite of the fact that contemporary sources invariably name them “aspers”.

The “floreni in auro” or “aurei” coins, mentioned with no specifications, could be
Hungarian or Transylvanian gold florins or Venetian ducats, taking into account that these were
the real gold issues most often used in Moldavia of those times. In spite of that, we shall see
further on, there are also other possibilities of identification.

The clearest identification is that of the coins named in the text “floreni numeri et monetae
polonicales”. Obviously, they are the Polish account zlots - equivalent with 30 groats, in real silver
coin. Unfortanately, we lack data on real coins left by the prince in the custody of the Lwow
banker.

The identification of the coins designated in this document as “floreni Valachienses” is
difficult because of the ambiguities in the text. Paradoxically, the situation is complicated not
only because the phrase “in auro” is missing, but above all the existence during that time of some
actual Moldavian gold ducats, issued by Despot in 1563 (42). The terms in the will can be
interpreted as designatihg both the real Moldavian gold ducats, and the usual Moldavian
account florins. Nevertheless, we think that there are a few more arguments driving us to
suppose that that those “ducentos florenos Valachienses” were real coins, although in their case, the
“in auro” specification is missing. Despot ‘s Moldavian ducats are designdted by Bielski in
“Kronika Polska” by the same name of “zlots”: “No more than a year lasted Despot’s reign, as he no
longer listened to Laski’s advice, and began to inflict heavy taxes and great hardships on Moldavians, to
spoil churches of their precious things, casting money and striking gold ziots” (43).

Although at present we do know just one specimen of this issue. it is natural for us to
believe that the number of struck pieces was much larger, at least 30,000 - 40,000, the usual
amount of gold coins that could be struck with a pair of dies. On the other hand, the high
positions occupied by Spancioc during Despot’s reigns, when he was justice of the peace of Tara
de Sus (The High Lands) and under Stefan (Stephen) Tomga, when he becaine even sword bearer,
make us consider it a true possibility for him to have entered acquired a large amount of Ioan
Iacob Despot Heraclid's ducats. The same idea of the mention of real ducats is reinforced by the
comparison of the value of the sum left by Spancioc with that provided by the other convicts to
the church in Lwow. The sum of gold ducats 200 spelied in his will is comparable with that of
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three hundred gold coins promised by the former prince Stefan (Stephen) (Stephen) Tomga. If
Spancioc’s inheritance had consisted only of 200 “Moldavian account florini”, the whole sum
would have risen to only about 40-48 real ducats, according to the rate used for converting the
2400 aspers.

The most important element defining the “Moldavian zlot” from the 15%- 16t centuries is
the numerical ratio between the latter and the actual {real) silver coins, making up such an
account monetary unit. One “florenus” or one Moldavian “zlot” was equal to 12 silver coins. Not
only Johannes Belsius’ text clearly confirms this fact. This equivalence results from turning the
sums into the aspers mentioned in the letter addressed to the Bistrita town council on the 13t of
January 1549 by Prince 1liag (Elias} Rares. in a letter was written that craftsman Johannes Maurer
had initially taken: “...ocfo decim milia asperorum, promptam pecuniam, nondum negociis confectis...”
(44). Taking into account that in more letters the same debt of the Bistrifa builder towards the
princes of Moldavia is supposed to have risen to 1500 “floreni nostre terre usuales”, there results
the same equivalence of “Moldavian florin” = 12 aspers “promptam pecunia”, “cash”, as the scribe
of the princely chancery covetously puts it down.

The existence of this numerical ratie of 1x12, as an aecount base for the “ Moldavian zlot” is
of great importance in identifying the origin of the account coin in question. It is obvious that all
the “gold” account coin, expressed by 12 current silver coins originating in the account hyperper
created after the reform of Alexius I, that was equal to 12 silver miliarensia; themselves account
coins after 1092 - 1093 {45). While in the Byzantine world, until 1203 silver issues played a minor
role in the monetary circulation, their role grew in importance after 1204, following the decrease
in the amount of gold coins and the introduction on a large scale of the Venetian grvats,
weighing 2.19 g. In the last quarter of the 13% century the account hyperper, covered by 12 silver
coins would generalize, which was brought about also by the striking, beginning with 1295, of
Byzantine silver coins inspired by the Venetian model, the so-called basilika (in the singular
basilikonr). In the last quarter of the 13% century and the beginning of the next one the use of the
account hyperpers, bringing together 12 silver coins spread also to Bulgaria, Serbia, Bosnia, the
Frankish Greece, Raguse, Cattaro, Sebenico and Wallachia (46). At Ragusa and in the Venetian
Crete the use of these account coins spread further during the 17% century, while in Wallachia,
until the first quarter of the 19t century, the last known mention dates from 1819 (47).

In Wallachia there were two account perpers, one of them conventinmally named by us
“legal”, that is used for calculating official payments, and that preserved the initial metrological
characteristics, of 13.37 g of silver, of which 1240 g, fine metal, and a “real” perper, used for
everyday payments, whose value fluctuated according to the coin in which it was expressed
(Bulgarian groats, Wallachian ducats or Ottoman akgas), and to the inherent devaluation in time.
In order to compensate, even partially, for the reduction of the weight and title of silver coins in
Wallaclria, at the end of the 14% century and the first half of the 15%, also a local accaunt perper
was used, corresponding not to 12, but to silver coins (48).

The occurrence of an account coin in duodecimal system in Moldavia, as well as in
Wallachia should net astonish us, if we bear in mind the cldmess and extent of the very
encompassing economic, cultural and religious relations maintained by the population in the
region between the Eastern Carpathians and the Dnester River with the Byzantine-Balkan world
in the 12t-15% centuries (49). The name of this account coin, that originally was nothing else but a
“Moldavian perper”, was changed into “Moldavian ducat ”, in the second half of the 14t century
and the beginning of the next. The semantic change occurred as a result of the introduction on a
large scale, of the Venetian ducats and Hungarian florins, designated by the generic term of
“zlots” by Romanians. Shortly, these names would become synonymous with any gold coin.

Taking into account the duodecimal nature of the “Moldavian zlot”, we can identify
references to “Moldaviau zlots” even in certain casea in which the text of the dacuments fails to
mention these names explicitly. In this sense, we may remind the following excerpt in the
Moldavian-Polish treaty from the 7% of August 1519: “Item, kto sig sprawi przet starostami, temv
wssitko ma bidz wroczono, telko mu dacz dwanasczie aspr viesznogo” (At the same time, the one who will
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prove his justice before the chiefs, will have everything returned to him, and he will have to give only
twelve aspers, for the [tax] vieszne”) (50), the twelve aspers of this fine representing the equivalent
of a “Moldavian zlot”.

This series includes also the reference of Antonio Maria Graziani in “De Viia loannis
Francisci Commendoni Cardinalis” regarding the very simple formalities for pronouncing the
divorce in Moldavia. On that subject he asserts: “Men often dissolve the marriage for the most
insignificant words, sending to his wife divorce papers and paying to the exchequer twelve dinars” {51).
The reference to “dinars” instead of the usual “aspers” should not confuse us. The author
regarded the two coins as one, due to the fact that he addresses an audience ignorant of the
notion of asper, but familiar with the dinar, as a siiver coin of low value.

A mention to the gold equivalent of “Moldavian zlot”, seems to have been preserved in a
corrupted form in Johann Sommer’'s work, a close friend of Despot, who lived for a while in
Moldavia. As ha describes the same surprising levity with which the marriage can be untied in
this country, he used to assert that the tax paid by women for obtaining the separation from their
husbands was only “..a third of a gold coin..” (52). In case we are not faced with a lapsus
calami(53), the sum specified by Sommer is only a little higher than the value of % gold florin of a
*“Moldavian zlot”.

A late vestige of the mention of the “Moldavian zlot” of 12 aspers was conveyed to us in
the “Cartea romineascid de invitdturid” [The Romanian Book of Teachings] of Prinee Vasile (Basil)
Lupu, issued in 1646. Paragraph 36 reads: “Those who will steal plough or plough iron or yoke, and
they will be caught, they will count from which day they stole to which day they were found in order to pay
Jor each day 12 aspers, that are two silver potronics or how much he will give to a man who works for each
day (54). As mentioned above, in the case of the account perper in Wallachia, indirectly
mentionred in the “law book”, the indication of the ratio 12 aspers = two silver potronics, cannot
be chamacteristic of the 1646 periad, when the “Cartea romdneasci de invifidturd” was prihted. On
the basis of this monetary ratio we can assert that the text in question made reference to an older
reality, from the end of the 16% century or in the first decades of the 17th century.

The silver vaiue of the “Moldavian zlot” can be reconsiructed on the basis of the data
preserved in the 1519 treaty, that equaled 60 such “zlots” to 18 kopa of Podolia (1,080 account
groats or 2,160 of Y groats, in real coin) (55), which leads to an exchange rate of one “Moldavian
zlot” = 20 account groats or 40 pieces of V2 groats, iin real coin (56). Taking into account that, in
1519, the 2 groat coins belonging to the Crown used to have the legal weight of 1.031 g and
contained 0.387 g fine silver, it results that legally one “Moldavian zlot” was equal to 15.48 g fine
silver. This weight of the “zlot” poirits to the existence of a prevailing “asper” containing 1.29 g
fine silver. It is obvious that such an amount exceeded that corresponding to any known
Ottoman asper and even less to that used at the time the treaty was conciuded (57). Such an
amount of silver cannat correspond to one dang (dirhem) of the Golden Horde in circulation by
the middle of the 14* century (58), as it exceeded the silver content of any Moldavian groat from
the 1415t centuries. This metrological specifieation automatically leads to the dating of the
adopting or constituting of the “Moldavian zlot”. The weight of 1.29 g of silver of the “Moldavian
asper” is a supplementary sign that this account coin generalization had already been made
before the independent principality of Moldavia was found. It coincides with the age when the
account perpers spread in the Byzantine Empire, Bulgaria and Wallachia.

Compared with the Wallachian legal perper, that used to contain only 12.40 g of fine
silver, the Moldavian zlot was 20% heavier. At the same time, it was 15% lighter than the silver
perper from Pera, which, by 1390, was equal to 18.12 g of fine silver (59).

There are a few sources proving that between the end of the 15% century and the 16%
century the “Moldavian zlot” was sometimes confounded also with the “Tartarian zlot” (60). That
results clearly from the correspondence between Pettu (Peter) Rares and Iliag (Elias) Rares and
the Bistrita town council regarding Johannes Maurer's debt that we mentioned above. In a letter
in the German language of Petru (Peter) Rares from the 9% of February 1546 the sum of
“..quindecim centum floreni nostre terre usuales...” is translated by the formula “1000 und 500 fl.
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Heydnysch” (61). We have already shown a decade ago that the German expression “heidnische
golden” or “florenus heydnysch” represents only the equivalent of the well-known Slavonic
monetary name of “zlat’ tatarskih’ - “Tartarian zlot”, in Moldavian documents (62).

The duodecimal nature of these account coins is clearly confirmed by the equivalonee of
the sum of 1500 “florini” with 18,000 “aspers”, which makes 12 “aspers” for one “florenus usualis
Terrae Nostrae” or for one “florenus heydenisch”. The “Aspers” mentioned by Iliag (Elias) Rares
cannot be but the Ottoman akgas, as a letter froru the 12t of August 1553, lets us know that
Alexandru (Alexander) Lipusneanu accepted as compensation for the debts of the Bistrifa
craftsman the sum of 360 Hungarian gold florins (63), therefore 50 aspers for one florin, which
represents the officiai rate of the Ottoman coin in Moldavia at that time.

If we take into account that from 1491 to 1566, the legal weight of the asper was 0.73 g, of
which only 0.66 g fine silver, it results that in 1548 - 1562 one “Moldavian zlot” corresponded only
to an amount of 7.88 g fine silver (8.76 g brutto). Due to an unchanged legal value of the Ottoman
asper, the same equivalence was still valid in 1562, at the time when Johann Belsius sent to
Prague data on the “ Moldavian zlot”.

Tie difference betweeu the silver equivalent of the “Moldavian zlot” resulted from the
mentions in the Moldavian-Polish treaty from 1519 and those in the princely correspondence
from 1546 - 1562 is about 50%.. We think that this difference can be explained by the fact that in
the first ease we have the “Moldavian legal zlot”, used for official payments, while in the second
case it is the “real Moldavian zlot”, used in private and commercial transactions.

The letter from 1553, mentioned above, allows reconstructing the gold value of the
“Moldavian zlot” in 1546 - 1562. The sum of 1500 “floreni usuales” is compensated by paying 360
Hungarian gold florins, which points to the fact that the “Moldavian zlot” represented 24% of a
Hungarian gold coin. This value is surprisingly close to that of 25% of the Hungarian florin that
in 1473 a “heidnische golden” used to have (64). The 4% difference between the twa equivalences,
as a matter of fact a very low one, can be explained by the fact that between 1473 and 1546 the
rate turned from the legal exchange rate of 1 florin = 48 aspers, to a rate of 1 florin = 50 de aspers.
Comparing the two values one may conclude that during the time span between the last quarter
of the 15t century and the beginning of the ‘60 of the 16t century, the gold value of the “real
Moldavian zlot” remained practically almost unchanged (65).

The comparison between the silver equivalences of the “legal Moldavian ziot” and those of
the “legal Wallachian perper” certainly points to the fact that, in spite of their common origin they
evolved in completely different circulatory conditions, that is they developed starting from
different real coins, namely the Bulgarian groat and the Wallarhian ducat, as well as the
Tartarian dirhem. In spite of that, the alignment of the “real Moldavian zlot” to the Ottoman asper
at the end of the 15t century resulted in its value becoming identical, or very close, to that of the
“real Wallachian perper”, in its turn based on the same real coin. However, as we have already
asserted in the study dedicated to the “Tartarian zlot”, the dissolution of the traditional account
systern would be more rapid in Moldavia than in Wallachia.

In spite of the identical terminology of the “Tartarian zlot” and the “Moldavian zlol”,
during the 15%-16% centuries, a series of elements prove the synonymy as being relatively late, as
the two account coins have completely different origins. As we asserted in 1991, even the name of
“Tartarian zlot” actually concealed two types of account coins, one conventionally named by ns,
“heavy Tartarian zlot” and the other “light Tartarian zlot”, their ratio being of 1 “heavy zlot” = 10
“light zlots” (66).

The “heavy Tartarian zlot”, named also “dango” is older, being mentioned only the first
three quarters of the 15t century. In Moldavia, Poland and Lithuania it was worth 2 %2 gold
florins, and in the Golden Horde 2 %2 “saggi d'oro” (misqali). In silver it was worth 60 dirhems,
60 Polish or Prague groats, respectively, which meant it was equal to 1 %2 marks of Krakow, o
one mark or one kopa of Lithuania, or to a Moldavian ruble or grivna.

The “light Tartarian zlot”, during the last quarter of the 15% century in Moldavia was
worth % gold florin (67). An equivalent of this account coin is known in the Goiden Horde, in
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Persia, Armenia and Russia in the 14t-17th centuries. It corresponded to a unit of six real silver
coins, eloquently described by the author of the commercial work “Tarifa”: “In Sara... vendese la
dita seda e zascaduna altra marcadantia a raxon de contanti bexanti, e bexanto 1 li conta tangi 6”. [At
Saray... the said silk is sold, as well as any other merchandise counting in account bexanti, and six danghi
are counted in account bexanti]” (68). The fact that in the Golden Horde there were two account
coins named similarly in sources by the terms of “dinar”, "besant” or “altyn”, that were
represented by 60 silver coins, or, by six real silver coins, respectively, makes us search in the
same area also the origin of equivalent account coins, designated in sources by the generic name
of “Tartarian zlots” .

“The Moldavian zlot” and “the light Tartarian zlot” were mistaken for each other ia the
last quarter of the 15t century, when the Ottoman asper was more and more used in Moldavia, at
the time when the exchange rate between the Hungarian florin, the most common gold coin used
in this country, and the Ottoman asper reached the ratio of 1/48. At that moment, the number of
12 aspers, the metrological base for the “Moldavian zlot”, became equal to the value of a quarter
of a florin, the metrological base for a “light Tartarian zlot”, even if a silver one, the
equivalencewas not perfect (- 2%). The relative stability of the exchahge rate of the two types of
coins until 1566 favored extension up to the intermingling of the equivalence between the “real
Moldavian zlot” and the “light Tartarian zlot”.

The existence of anl account coin of Byzantine-Balkan ‘origin in 15%-16% centuries
Moldavia further emphasizes the importance of the cultural legacy of south-east Europe taken
over by the Romanians living between the Carpathians and the Dnester River, The simultaneous
use of certain account coins in Wallachia and Moldavia constitutes a common element of the
mediaeval Romanian civilization. That intermingling was further consolidated by the unification
of the circulatory world at the end of the 16t century, in the wake of the widespread Ottoman
akca.

Mediaeval Moldavia was a territory open to influences from the north-pontic steppes, and
also from Central Europe. At the same time, it represented the crossroads of interesting cultural
syntheses, That is perfectly illustrated by the intermingling up to identification between the old
“Moldavian zlot” and the “Tartarian zlot”. From the second half of the 16% century, after 1562, the
historical sources we have investigated would mention only the “Tartarian zlots”, until the
disappearance of this acconunt coin in the second half of the 17t century and early 18% century.

In the second half of the 16% century, during the reign of John James Despot Heraclide
there was an attempt to turn these account coins into real silver coins. By that time, also real gold
coins emerged, such as the ducat or ftorin, named by sources also “Moldavian zlots”.
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