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HEBIJIOMA IMITAIIIS BIBAHTIMCHKOT'O ®OJIICA MUXAMJIA 11
A HITHERTO UNKNOWN IMITATION OF A BYZANTINE FOLLIS OF MICHAEL II

AHoTauis

V¥ crarTi mpoaHari30BaHO MOXKIIMBY CHITFITIHCHKY iMITAITi0 Bi3aHTIHCHKOTO MiTHOTO (hoITicy, KapOOBaHOTO
MIPOTATOM TIpaBIIiHHS iMmepaTopa Muxatina 11 (820-829 pp.) . Bix imeni Muxaiina Il kapOyBanuch MOHETH Ha
MoOHeTHHX aBopax B Koncranturomoni ta Currii, 300paxyroun #oro (Qirypy mopsia i3 CIiB-TIpaBUTEIIEM.
Bimomo mipo nBi cepii domiciB MoHeTHOTO MBOPY y KOHCTAaHTHHOIIONI: MOHETH JIPiOGHOTO opMary po3mipom
20 miniMeTpiB y JiaMeTpi Ta cepeHbOI0 Baroko 5,5 rpamiB 13 mo3Haykor MiHIMelicTepa y BUINISL TiTepu A
Hwk4ye M Ha peBepci. [lpyra cepis CKIIaJaeThCsl 3 MOHET OUTBIIIOTO PO3Mipy, IMOBIPHO BUTOTOBJICHUX y 824%-
825 pokax, MarOTh OJIHAKOBE 30BHIIIHE OQOPMIICHHS, ajie Oibli y aiameTpi — 28-32 MiTiMeTpH 3 CepeIHbOIO
Barow y 7,5 rpamis.

3Buuaiinuii ¢oricu kpynHoro gopmary Muxaiina 11 kapooBanuit y Koncrantunomnosni Mae cepenHii
po3mip 31 mimimerp Ta Bary y 7,8 rpamiB. Ha aBepci 300paxkeHo moprpet immneparopa Muxaiina 3iiBa,
OJSITHYTOTO B XJIaMify, Ta HOPTPET iMiiepatopa Teodina crnpasa, OAITHYTOIO y JIOpoc, 0OuaBa TPUMAIOTh Y
pYKax XpecT Ta MaloTh Ha IOJI0B1 KOPOHH. Buire Has rosoBaMu MaeHbKUI XPECT, MK MOPTPETaMHU HAHECEHO
kparniky. Jlereamga mictuth TekeT MIXAHL S® €OFILOS. 300paxeHHs peBepCy MIiCTHTh BEJIHKY JIiTepy M 3
XpecToM Ta JiTepy © mim Hero. 3imiBa Ta CIpaBa HAHECEHO JEKOPATHBHI €JIEMEHTH Y BUITLML JiTep XXX Ta
NNN. ®ogicu kpymHOTO popmary, Bigaeceni Oimimom [pipconom no Kiracy 3, 3a3Bu4aif MaroTh BUCOKY SIKICTh
300pakeHHs Ta OXaiHO BiKapOOBaHi Ha 3ar0TOBKAX, 10 BiMOBIAAIOTH PO3MipaM poO0Y0T MOBEPXHI IITEMITEIS.
BinxuneHHs Bin cepemHboi Barm y Onu3bko 7,5 rpamiB Ta cepemHboro niamerpy y 30 wmimiMerpiB
CIIOCTEPITaloThCs 3a3BMUail HE3HAYHI, IITEMIICIb 3aBKIu (pikcoBaHuil Ha 6 roguH. Bci 1i gaHi mportupivyaTh
BUSIBJICHUMH HaMH HOBUMH MOHETaMH, sIKi OyJie OMCaHO HIKYE.

Imitanis ¢pomicy Knacy 3 3a mpororuniom moHetT Muxaiina Il matots po3mip 30,5 miniMeTpiB Ta cepenHio
Bary y 12,22 rpamu, cniBnagatoun y giamerpi (30,5) i3 opurinansHIMU MOHeTaMu. Aule Bara iMitamii 'y 12,22
rpaMH CYTTEBO BiIPI3HAETHCS BiJl CEpEIHBOIO Baru OPUTiHAIBLHUX MOHET Yy 7,5 rpamiB. binbiue Toro, mo3umis
MITEMIIENO 3aBXK/IM Pi3HE, BIIMIHHOCTI CIIOCTEPIraroThCS TAKOXK 1 Y MaJlOHKY MOHETH. MaJlOHOK aBepcy
IMITaTHBHOTO (HOJTICY € I3epKaTbHIM BiJOOpaKeHHSIM MaIIFOHKY MOHET Jiep:kaBHUX eMmiciit. [loprpet Teodina,
110 BASTHEHHUH Y JIOPOC, 3HAXOAUTHCSI 3J1iBa BiJ MMOPTPETY iMmieparopa Muxaiina II, o 3HaxomuThCcs crpasa Ta
BISTHEHUH y Xiamixy. O4eBHIHO, 0 HEAOCBIAUCHNN TpaBep MITEMIIEIISI HAMaraBcsl CKOITIFOBAaTH 300payKeHHS
OpHUTiHATBHUX (OJTICiB, IO MaB nepes codoro. TekcTu Jeren 1 3MiHeH1 Ta BUKPUBIICH] 3 TPYOUMHU TIOMHIIKAMHU.
3amicte jgereaan MIXAHL SO €OFILOS guraemo FILIS IMICS.

300pakeHHs1 XJaMiii Ta Jopoca BUKOHAHI Heldallo, Te K camMe CTOCYEThCS 1 KOPOH Ta XpecTa HaJ
rOJIOBaMH IMIIEPATOPIB, 110 BUKOHAHI 3aBEJIUKUMHU.

Ha peBepci iMiTarii Takox MpoCiiiAKOBY€THCSI BAKPUBIICHHsI Ta HeAOana repeaada MaIloHKy: CIIpaBa BiJ
M moxkHa mpounTary Juiie X 3aMicTh 3BHUHNX X/X/X. 31iBa Big M 3amicts crangapTHux N/N/N HaneceHo
nitepu, cxoxki Ha Ul. BimMiHHIM TakoXk € XpecT i 1iTeporo M, 1110 HaHeceHwuid 3aMicTh Jlitepu ®. BinmosinHo,
MH Ma€eMO CYMHIBH IIOJO TOTO, III0 MAaEMO CIIPaBy i3 MPUMITUBHOIO imiTauiero ¢omicy Knacy 3 imneparopa
Muxaitna II.

Bapro BiamituTH, mo Bimomum Hymizmarom @imirom [pipcoHoM Oyi0 BHECEHO /10 KaTajJory MOHETH
BizanTii 3 xomekii Jlym6apron Oak Ta Bitremop sk «lliBHiuHO-ITamiiceki rpy0o cTHIII30BaHi cOMian, 3
BUKPHUBJIICHIMH 300paKeHHSIMH, B OCHOBHOMY HecyTh iM’sl Hikicdopa (802-811) ta Teodina (829-842) skux
MOXKITUBO BimHecTH 10 KH:A31B Hearmoms» ta «Comign Cummtii, kapOoBaHi Bix iMeHi Teodina, cTHITL BUKOHAHHS
AKUX BIAMIHHAN BiJl MOHET PETYyIApHOTro KapOyBaHHs». ToMy criepiry Mu 3poOMIi BUCHOBOK, 110 PO3TIISHYTA
B CTaTTi MOHETA € CTAPOIO IMITallif0, BATOTOBIICHOIO ISl 30MTKY TPOILIOBOTO 00ITy IIepiomy CBOTO OOy TyBaHHS,
aJie 11l BUCHOBKH Kap/IMHAIBHO 3MIHWIIMCH MICHs OTpUMaHHs Hamu (otorpadii aHamoriyaux MoHeT Bijg CriBa
Mancdinbna. 300paskeHHs i€l MOHETH 3 TaKOXK 3HAYHUM NepeOUIbLIICHHSIM y Ba3i He 0110 sSKiCHUM, ale
JeTajbHe TIOPIBHSHHS JO3BOJMIO BCTAHOBUTH BUTOTOBJICHHS 000X LIMX MOHET OAHMM mmTemieneM. Oouasi
MOHETH MaJIM TaKUi KOJip Ta milaHy rnaTuHy, HiOW Oynu HemoxaBHO BuKomaHi i3 3emui. CtiB MaHcdinbg
JOTIOBIB, IIO MiJ] Yac HEMIOAAaBHHOI Moi3aku a0 €runty 0aunB LI MOHETH Y MIiCLSX NPOJAXiB CyBEHIpiB
JOBIPJIMBUM TYPUCTaM.
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TakyM YMHOM MM BCTaHOBMJIH, JIBi TOCIIPKEHI MOHETH € CyYaCHUMH iAPOOKaMHU, BUTOTOBJICHUMH JJIS
obOmany TypuctiB. [lonioHi hamscudikarn mupoxo BioMi — Mig yac TypUCTHYHUX TYpiB Ha MicCIIs, Je KOJIUCH
MPOBOJIMIIUCH aPXEOJIOTIYHI MOUTYKH, T'iJI, HEOUiKyBaHO Ta HIOM BUIIAJKOBO, 3HAXOJUTh «JaBHIO» MOHETY y
3emyii (SIKy OyJio MONepeAHbO TYIUM HAaBMHCHO NPUXOBAHO), IMICJS YOTO MPOIOHYE KYNUTH ii 3aXOIUIEHUM
TypHCTaM.

Zusammenfassung

Dieser Artikel berichtet liber Imitationen eines Byzantinischen Follis aus der Regierungszeit von Michael
II. (820-29). Michael II. lieB Miinzen in Konstantinopel und auf Sizilien schlagen, die ihn zusammen mit seinem
Sohn Theophilus als Mitkaiser zeigen. Zwei Ausgaben von Folles aus Konstantinopel sind bekannt: eine kleinere
von 20 mm Durchmesser und einem Durchschnittsgewicht von 5,5 g. mit der Offizin A unter dem M auf der
Riickseite und eine groflere — moglicherweise von 824/5 — mit dhnlichem Aussehen, aber mit einem
Durchmesser von 28-32 mm. und einem Durchschnittsgewicht von 7,5 g.

Der auf Abbildung 1 gezeigte Follis von Konstantinopel hat einen Durchmesser von 31 mm und ein
Gewicht von 7,8g. Die Vorderseite zeigt die Biisten von Michael (links) mit Chlamys und Theophilus mit Loros,
beide mit einem Kreuz auf der Krone. Es gibt ein zusétzliches Kreuz und einen Punkt zwischen ihren Kopfen.
Die Umschrift lautet MIXAHL S® €OFILOS. Die Riickseite zeigt ein Kreuz iber dem M, darunter die Offizin
0. Die Buchstaben X/X/X und N/N/N an den Seiten werden als rein dekorative Elemente bezeichnet. Die Folles
aus der groBeren Serie — Klasse 3 in DOC — sind iiblicherweise gut geschnitten und sorgfiltig auf Flans in
richtiger GroBle gepriagt. Die Abweichungen von dem Durchschnittsgewicht von ¢.7,5 g. und dem
durchschnittlichen Durchmesser von 30 mm. ist marginal, und die Stempelstellung von 6 Uhr entspricht der
Norm.

Alle genannten Daten stehen im Gegensatz zu der neuen Miinze, bei der es sich mit Sicherheit um eine
Imitation handelt, die nun présentiert werden soll (Abbildung 2):

Dieser imitative Klasse 3 Follis hat einen Durchmesser von 30,5 mm. und wiegt 12,22 g. Der
Durchmesser entspricht dem Original, allerdings ist das Gewicht viel zu hoch fiir das Durchschnittsgewicht
von 7,5 g. AuBBerdem entspricht die Stempelstellung von 1 Uhr ebenso wenig der Norm wie das Design der
Miinze: Die Vorderseite ist dem Original dhnlich, allerdings zeigt sie nun Michael mit Loros auf der linken und
Theophilos mit Chlamys auf der rechten Seite. Offenbar hat ein ungelenker Stempelschneider das kopiert, was
er auf einem Original gesehen hat. Die Legenden sind ebenfalls vertauscht und zusétzlich verwildert. Anstelle
von MIXAHL S® €OFILOS liest man ...FILIS IMICSA... Wie Chlamys und Loros sind auch die Kronen auch
ziemlich grob dargestellt; das Kreuz zwischen den Kdpfen ist zu grof3.

Die Riickseite der Imitation zeigt ebenfalls ausgetauschte und verwilderte Legenden. Rechts vom M
kann man nur ein X anstelle der tiblichen X/X/X lesen. Links vom M, wo iiblicherweise N/N/N steht, erscheint
so etwas wie Ul. Verdichtig ist auch das Kreuz als Offizin unter dem M statt des iiblichen ®. Nach alledem
bestehen kaum Zweifel, dass wir es hier mit einer ungeschickten Imitation eines Klasse 3 Follis von Michael
II. zu tun haben.

Interessanterweise listet Grierson im DOC-Katalog einen ,,italienischen Solidus von grobem Stil,
verwilderten Umschriften und niedrigem Goldgehalt im Namen von Nicephorus (802-11) und Theophilus (829-
42), der vielleicht den Herzogen von Neapel zuzuschreiben ist* sowie ,,Solidi von Theophilus, deren Stil und
Fabrik es unmoglich machen, dass sie aus einer reguldren Miinzstétte stammen®.

Im Hinblick auf die von Grierson beschriebenen Imitationen lag der Schluss nahe, dass es sich bei dem
hier vorgestellten Follis ebenfalls um eine zeitgendssische Imitation (vielleicht aus Unteritalien) handelt.

Diese Einschédtzung musste allerdings stark in Zweifel gezogen werden, als Steve Mansfield das Foto
eines zweiten Stiickes einer solchen Imitation vorlegte (Abbildung 3). Die Abbildung dieser ebenfalls
iibergewichtigen Miinze ist nicht sehr gut, aber ein detaillierter Vergleich ldasst den Schluss zu, dass beide
Miinzen vom selben Stempelpaar stammen. Die zweite Imitation ist mit einer — vermutlich — kiinstlichen
sandigen Patina belegt und hat das Aussehen, als ob sie gerade ausgegraben worden sei. Steve Mansfield hat
auBerdem mitgeteilt, dass er wihrend einer Reise in Agypten #dhnliche Miinzen gesehen habe, die an
leichtglaubige Touristen verkauft wurden. Solche Falschungen sind gut bekannt: Wahrend gefiihrter Touren
finden Fiihrer in archéologischen Stitten ,,zuféllig* gefdlschte Miinzen in der Erde, die sie zuvor versteckt
haben, und verkaufen sie an begeisterte Touristen.

Knwouoei cnosa: monern BizanTii, Muxaiino I Ta Teodin, morerHwuii n18ip y Koncrantunonouni, imiTtanii
MigHUX (OIICiB, CydacHi MiApoOKH.
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Schliiss Worter: Byzantinische Miinzen, Michael II und Theophilus, Konstantinopel Minze, Kupferfollis
Imitationen, moderne Filschungen.

Recently I saw a coin which purports to be a Byzantine copper follis struck during the reign of
Michael II (820-29).

Michael II “the Amorian” gained power after his supporters had murdered the emperor Leo V
(813-20). Shortly afterwards he crowned his 17 years old son, Theophilos, as co-emperor. Some years
later Michael struck coins in Constantinople and Sicily, showing him together with his co-emperor.
Two series of Constantinople folles are known: a small series of 20 mm diameter and an average
weight of 5.5 grams with the officina letter A below the M on the reverse. The second series of larger
module — probably introduced 824/5 — has a similar appearance, but with a diameter of 28-32
millimetres and an average weight of 7.5 grams. The propaganda value of these coins showing the
emperor and his son served its purpose: when Michael died in 829 — the first Byzantine emperor for
50 years to die in his imperial bed! — Theophilos succeeded him and reigned until 842."

Before discussing the new coin it is necessary to describe the large module follis of Michael IT
(Fig. 1).

Obverse: Facings busts of Michael on the left wearing a chlamys and of Theophilos on the right
wearing a loros, both with cross on the crown. There are an additional cross and a pellet between their
heads.

MIXAHL S® €OFILOS

Reverse: M with a cross above and the letter ® beneath. XXX and NNN to the left and to the
right respectively, which are interpreted as purely decorative features®. The ® instead of the letter A
which occurs on the earlier, small module, type has no obvious meaning. Grierson, however, speculates
that the M and the ® are abbreviations for Michael and Theophilos®.

The large module follis — Class 3 in DOC — are usually well-designed and carefully struck on
good sized flans. The deviations from the average weight of c. 7.5 grams and from the average diameter
of 30 millimetres are marginal, and the die position is always 6 h.* All this data contrasts with that of
the new coin which will now be presented:

With a diameter of 30.5 millimetres this coin compares well with the original, but the weight of
12.22 grams is much too high as the regular coins average of 7.5 grams. Furthermore the die position
of 1h is clearly irregular, as is the design of the coin, which will now be described in detail:

Obverse: The depiction of the obverse is a mirror image of the regular coinage. Theophilos,
wearing loros, is to be seen to the left and the emperor Michael II, wearing chlamys, is on the right.
Evidently an unskilled die engraver has tried to copy what he saw on a regular follis. The legends are
also exchanged and, in addition, blundered. Instead of MIXAHL S® €OFILOS we can read ...FILIS
IMICSA.... The engraving of the chlamys and loros is rather coarse —as is that of the crowns — and
the cross between the heads is too large.

Reverse: The reverse also shows exchanged and blundered legends: on the right of the M we
can read only one X of the usually X/X/X. On the left side of the M which usually reads N/N/N one
can see something like YI. Conspicuous is the cross beneath the M instead of the usual ®. Hence,
there is little doubt that we are dealing with a clumsy imitation of a Class 3 Michael II follis.

As usual we have to pose the question: is it a modern forgery? Having the coin in the hand there
is — at a first glance — no obvious reason for such a suspicion. Presumably it is a cast coin, because the
edge is uneven and bulging. The patina is hard and uniform and does not appear to be artificial. The

! Interesting biographies of Michael II and Theophilos are available in Jenkins (1966) or in the exciting and entertaining description of Norwich
(1992), partly based on a source of the 10" century. . ) )

2 Grierson, P., Catalogue of the Byzantine Coins in the Dumbarton Oaks Collection and in the Whittemore Collection, vol. 3 Leo III to Nicephorus IIT
717-1081, Washington D. C., 1968. }i) 106.

3 Grierson, P., Byzantine Coins, Berkeley and Los Angeles, 1982. p. 182.

4 Like the coin in Figure 1 all the 24 coins listed in DOC have a die position of 6 h.
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legends on the sharp surface are partly illegible. The appearance of this coin compares well with other
folles of the early 9" century although it is clearly not an official issue. "

The conclusion so far could be that the coin in Figure 2 is not a modern forgery but a historic
imitation. In this connection it is interesting to note that Grierson has listed in DOC “South Italian
solidi of crude style, blundered inscriptions, and base gold in the names of Nicephorus (802-11) and
Theophilus (829-42) that are perhaps attributable to the dukes of Naples™ and “Solidi struck in Sicily
in the name of Theophilus, whose style and fabric make it unlikely that they are products of a regular
mint”%. Having this in mind one could well suspect that our new coin is a contemporary imitation
within the series of South Italian imitations during the early 9" century. This was my first speculation.

But this conclusion changed dramatically when I received from Steve Mansfield this picture of
a second imitation:

The image of this also-overweight coin is not very good, but a detailed concluded that the coins
in Figures 2 and 3 are struck from the same dies. In contrast to the coin in Figure 2, the coin in Figure
3 shows a friable light and sandy patina looking as though it has been recently excavated. With regard
to this, I asked the seller of the coin in Figure 2 whether he had cleaned the coin. He had done so and
described the removed patina as being the same as that on Figure 3: friable, light and sandy. Removing
the patina with a brass brush was very simple, and the impression emerged that the sand was rubbing
off to give the coins a bogus authenticity. In addition Steve Mansfield reported that during a visit to
Egypt he had seen similar items to our coins being sold to gullible tourists. With all this information,
the suspicion emerges that the coins in Figures 2 and 3 are modern forgeries made for tourists. Such
forgeries are well known: during guided tours on archaeological sites the guide suddenly finds coins
in the ground, which he had previously hidden there, and sells them to the enraptured tourists.

Are we dealing with a historic or modern forgery? We cannot completely exclude the first
possibility, but the identification as a modern forgery seems to be more reasonable.
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Illustrations

Figure 1 Figure 2

Follis of Michael II on a large module. Constantinople Imitation of a Class 3 follis of Michael II. 30.5 mm,
mint. 31 mm, 7.8 g, 6 h (Trade 2016). DOC 9-11, BN 1- 12.22 g, 1 h (Trade 2018).
11, BMC 6-10, T 22/3, R 1812/13, S 1642, BE 318. Image enlarged 1:1.5

Image enlarged 1:1.5

I Unfortunately it is not known when the coin in Figure 2 appeared on the market for the first time. It is only known that it lay in a private collection

during the last 15 years after it was bought from a German coin dealer where it was in the stock for some years before that. )
2 Grierson, P., Catalogue of the Byzantine Coins in the Dumbarton Oaks Collection and in the Whittemore Collection, vol. 3 Leo III to Nicephorus III

717-1081, Washington D. C., 1968. P. 100, 421-3 with further references.
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Figure 3
Imitation of a Class 3 follis of Michael II. 31 mm, 15.95 g, 12 h (ex Steve Mansfield collection, now Alan Penn
collection).
Image enlarged 1:1.5

Abbreviations and bibliography

BE Berk, H. J. and England V., Byzantine coins. Auction catalogue, New York, 1989.

BMC Wroth, W., Imperial Byzantine Coins in the British Museum, London, 1908.

BN Morrisson, C., Catalogue des monnaies byzantines de la Bibliotheque Nationale, 2
vols, Paris, 1970.

DOC Grierson, P., Catalogue of the Byzantine Coins in the Dumbarton Oaks Collection

and in the Whittemore Collection, vol. 3 Leo III to Nicephorus III 717-1081,

Washington D. C., 1968.
Grierson (1982) Grierson, P., Byzantine Coins, Berkeley and Los Angeles, 1982.

Jenkins (1966) Jenkins, R., Byzantium: The Imperial Centuries AD 610-1071, London, 1966.
Norwich (1992) Norwich, J. J., Byzantium Vol. II: The Apogee, New York, 1992.

R Ratto, R., Monnaies Byzantines et d autres pays contemporaines a lépoque
Byzantine. Auction catalogue, Lugano, 1930.
S Sear, D. R., Byzantine coins and their values, London, 1987.
T Tolstoi, J., Monnaies Byzantines, St. Petersburg, 1912-14.
References

Berk, H. J. England, V. (1989) Byzantine coins. Auction catalogue, New York. [in English].

Wroth, W. (1908) Imperial Byzantine Coins in the British Museum, London.[in English].

Morrisson, C. (1970) Catalogue des monnaies byzantines de la Bibliothéque Nationale, 2 vols,
Paris.[in French].

Grierson, P. (1968) Catalogue of the Byzantine Coins in the Dumbarton Oaks Collection and in
the Whittemore Collection, vol. 3 Leo III to Nicephorus III 717-1081, Washington D. C. [in English].

Grierson, P. (1982) Byzantine Coins, Berkeley and Los Angeles.[in English].

Jenkins, R. (1966) Byzantium: The Imperial Centuries AD 610-1071, London.[in English].

Norwich, J. J. (1992) Byzantium Vol. II: The Apogee, New York.[in English].

Ratto, R. (1930) Monnaies Byzantines et d autres pays contemporaines a I'époque Byzantine.
Auction catalogue, Lugano.[in French].

Sear, D. R. (1987) Byzantine coins and their values, London. [in English].

Tolstoi, J. (1912) Monnaies Byzantines, St. Petersburg. [in French].

! This coin was bought 10 years before.

31



