The Presentation
of the Muslim World of Asia Minor
by Michael Kritovoulos

By Irene Politi*

The purpose of this paper is to present a part of the historical work
of Michael Kritovoulos whose contradictory writings are a breeding
ground for various interpretations. Kritovoulos, despite the exercise of
power in Imbros under the auspices of the sultan and the service of
Turkish interests, offers a historical work with vividness and objectivity.

The historian begins his story by calling himself a servant of Mehmet
and the sultan himself the greatest emperor of the Persians, Romans and
Greeks. Kritovoulos continues in the same pattern of praise of the sultan,
talking about the actions of the latter that were greater and more glorious
than those of Alexander the Great and would be rendered in Greek by
the author himself. From the very first lines, the laudatory character
of the Zvyyoaen Totopidy is seen, with the main protagonist being
Mohammed II'. The ZEvyyoaen Totopidy, despite its title that refers to
Thucydides’ influence, is written by a Byzantine who - at first sight -
has fully harmonized with the new political regime, leaving behind his
byzantine heritage. It is also known that the Muslim ruler was informed
in writing of the purpose of the historian’s writing. At the beginning of
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his narrative, Kritovoulos deals with the events from the fortification of
the fortress on the Bosphorus to the fall of Constantinople®.

He calls Murat II an excellent man in all respects, extremely capable
general and ambitious, who had committed great and wonderful
achievements and was a nobleman from the most glorious race of the
Turks®. Moreover, according to Kritovoulos, in 1451, the year of the
succession of Murat II, signs of nature had appeared that predicted the
fate, glory and great deeds of the new king, namely Muhammad II. The
above attitudes are of great importance for modern research, as for the
first time a Byzantine writer elevates the ottoman race and considers
intense natural phenomena as a sign of the emergence of a glorious
leader and in fact infidel and foreign“.

The usual way of the raids and the robberies of the Turks against the
Byzantines in the Hellespont, in Macedonia and Thrace are not omitted
in the work of Kritovoulos. According to him, in Asia and Europe
numerous races fought brilliantly and to the death for their freedom
from the Turkish yoke. In his last comment, the historian expresses his
admiration for the mindset and resistance of the byzantine side, which
sought only prosperity, but in no case identifies with the Byzantines®.
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EAivwy xod "00wpavidvs, IEE 10 (1974), pp. 246-249; N. Andriotis, «Kpttéfoviog
6 "TuPplog xal tO lotoptxd tou Epyo», EAdpvixa 2 (1929), pp. 167-200 (hereinafter
referred to as: Andriotis, «Kpttépovrog 6 “TpBpLog»).

4. S. Imellos, «®coonpeieg Tpod g dABoEwS T7g Kwvatavtivourtdrews Ho tédy Todp-
%V xortd TOV totopxoy KopttoBovrov», EEBY 52 (2004-2006), pp. 447-478.
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8awon», Bulovtiaxe: 21 (2001), pp. 347-374 (hereinafter referred to as: Paulopoulou,
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In fact, in order to keep his distance from his subliminal identification
with the byzantine side, the author adopts the Turkish tribal consciousness
to describe the action of the Muslim rulers, writing characteristically that
the Ottoman forefathers «xot mpog woAeuoy xoi eippyny adtopxeotaTny
xold Nuiv mopédwoay» the capital of the Byzantine empire. The use of
the pronoun «juiv» may intensify the author’s will to associate with the
conquerors, but on closer inspection his statement above is an indirect
accusation of the leveling policy of Muhammad II to the detriment of
the Byzantine Empire. This underlying accusation is made through the
comparison between the most self-sufficient Constantinople handed over
by the previous sultans and the ruined and damaged Constantinople
during the reign of Muhammad I1°.

In fact, there was no city left but its name. One of the most valuable
information presented in the historical work of Kritovoulos is the oration
of Mohammed II to his Muslim followers’. One of the first priorities of the
new leader was to inform his associates about the wealth of the capital
and the young, good looking, noble people of the Constantinople who
would be at their disposal, including children. Commonly, wealth and
extreme carnal pleasures would be a turning point for his kingdom. The
sultan was constantly repeating the predatory motives of the conquest
of Constantinople, because of its legendary wealth. The Turks’ obsession
with material goods and carnal pleasures verifies the byzantine stereotypes
about them and removes the case of the religious motive, at least in the first
place, for the conquest of Constantinople. This argument is strengthened
by the -almost exclusive- use of the term: “Turk” mainly in the works
of Kritovoulos and Doukas and the avoidance of a determination of a
statement of the religious identity of the conquerors®.

6. Kritovoulos, Zvyyoaen lotopidv. p. 29, «xol mpog mOAguov xol eipnyny
adtopxecTaTny xol Nuiy wopédooay. Hy un pavduey mpoddovTes T0 Y NUOY UEEOS
unde tog TGV TEOoYovwy avdpayabiog apavicwuey...».

7. Idem, pp. 60,,,.. 61, .: «TGTOY UEV YOI TAODTOG T€ 0Tt TOADS Xl mavTodamog
&y 170 7] molet [...] vov ouiy é¢ dtapmoyny te xal Aelay, mAobToy dpbovoy, dvdpag,
yovaixog, woidas...», S. Vryonis, The decline of medieval Hellenism in Asia Minor and
the Process of Islamization from the Eleventh through the Fifteenth Century, Berkley-Los
Angeles-London 1971, pp. 100-112.

8. G. Printzipas, «Ol ilotopixol tfig AAwoewe», in: ‘H dAwon tis IoAng, E. Chrysos
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In his speech,” Muhammad II argued that Constantinople was
continually hostile to the Turks and always plotted against them.
Therefore, during the siege of Constantinople the Turks got rid of the
enemy and lived peacefully. The sultan distorts historical reality by
giving the empire the role of perpetrator, despite the fact that from
the 13th to the middle of the 15th century the empire held a defensive
position against Muslim expansionism, with the aim of preserving
its remaining territories. In addition, the incitement of hatred for the
presented as a defeated enemy of the Muslim hegemony, perhaps, is
related to the objections of some members of the Turkish elite for the
total war that the sultan declared to the Christians. He projected the
Byzantine state as a potential catalyst for Turkish power, indirectly
curbing any reactions to the overthrow of a weak empire - in the name
of now - which had manifested all forms of submission and willingness
to negotiate with the Muslim side'.

A second reading of the above discourse may understand, to some
extent, his above-extreme view of the empire, given the parallel
approaches of the West and the Turks by the Byzantine emperors. Of
course, the unstable policies of the empire showed the insolvency of
the Byzantines, but in no way were they evidence of realistic, sovereign
aspirations against Muslim authority. In addition, the birth of many
Muslim-Turk rulers and their descendants in byzantine lands gave the
impression that they were rightfully theirs. Consequently, the Byzantines
were their de facto enemies''.

(ed.), Athens 1994, pp. 63-97 (hereinafter referred to as: Printzipas, «Ol lotopixol g
ANSOEWC).

9. Kritovoulos, Zvyyoaen lotopidyv, p. 61, ,.: «To 0¢ 3 ucilov mavrwy, 6t woAw
ExBoidg Exovoay Nuiv EE apyiic xal ael EmPLOUEYNY TOIG NUETEPOLS XAXOIS XOl TTAVTA
Toomoy Emffoviebovoay Y NueTépay Gy xabotpfoouey xal To0 Aomod odTol
te BePoua EEouey tor mopovra dyolbo xal év eipnvn Palbelo xol dopaleio diaEouey
anaddayevres Expod yertoviuatos xal meog to Aowe Qopay avolEoueys .

10. Kritovoulos, Zvyypaen lotopidy, p. 35, . «O uéy 8 towdta eirwy Emedioiley
70N TOV TOAEUOY, TOV OE TTAPOVTWY TAVTES TYEOOY EMEXOPOTNOAY TOOS TA TTAOX TOD
Boowéws pnbévra [...] oig O& un xaze yvduny éddxel T0 modyua did € Tvog didog
altiog xal Téc Gvapuoudvag &N ¢ ToAéuw Suoyepelas [...] odtor 8¢ éBoblovto uéy
ELMETY TL TPOS ATOTOOTNY TOD TTOAEUOU...».

11. Nikephoros Gregoras, Pwucixy Totopio, ed. L. Schopen, Nicephorus Gregoras, Byz-
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The description of the siege and the fall of Constantinople is in fact
an anthem to the resistance of the Byzantines against a superpower of
the time. The Romans had a prosperous morale and fought brilliantly
and bravely. The heroic attitude of the people of Constantinople
remained intact until the moment of the betrayal of the “ungrateful”
and “wicked” fortune. For a writer who expressed his devotion to the
sultan, appropriating even the ancestors of the Turks, the statement of a
“wicked” and “ungrateful” fortune on the evolution of the siege betrays
a supporter of the suffering Byzantines, who - due to political change -
expressed indirectly his sorrow for the fall of Constantinople'?.

Murders and violence by janissaries and other soldiers prevailed during
the hostilities inside the capital of the Byzantine empire. The Byzantines
resorted to the sanctuaries to escape the rage and anger of the Turks.

antina Historia, [CSHB 26], Bonn 1855, p. 834, . «T& & Auovp plpowxot. miciotoy
Outdoy Telixiy Te xal [Trixdy duvduewy, Tty ¢ Opaxny [...] Stafaivew [...] moogpoy
Ekelely to v T Zuvdpvn ppovpoy TV Aativey, O¢ un 0ppavny amiovtoc adTod
XOTOAEAEYUUEYNY TNY TATOLOY YTV GLUYVE XOTOTEEXOVTES 00TOL...»; Doukas, Totopio
Tovpxo-Bulovrvi, ed. B. Grecu, Ducae, Istoria Turcobyzantina (1341-1462), Bucuresti
1958, pp. b1, 4. 53,, .5 «TéV 100 Aty Tobpxov vids i Ouodp émovoualduevos,
apynyos Ty v i Zuvpvn molyviwy xal adtig Zudpvns. xatc Stxdoyny Aafovrog
™Y Hyepoviay wapd 100 wotpog adtod Aty [...]. EAOwy o 0 Ouodp év 15 Tudopvy
xol dwy TO ToAyvioy 7idn OTO TOY QPPERIWY TETANOWUEVWY, UEGTOV AVOPWOTWY
modeuxdy [...] wAjone xatepyoouévov xoi undeul@c dAAns Seovons olxodoudic,
WLVl THY Yoy xol Emoves xal)’ Eautoy EBOVAELOATO T TO PEOVELOY XaTAC)ETY
7oy oy arnofaiéobons; Idem, p. 113, . «éyeydver [...] Auog év mdoog taig
érapyloug, aic oi wddeg TGV Xxvbody émdtnoayv, xai éupblior mddeuor.. 0 Kapudy
[...] Edafe )y matpuay adtob érapyioy, Alvoap émovoualouevos. Ouolwe xol
Yapyay Avdiay v matpny Enapyiay mog avtoy érnomoato. ‘O Opyav xol of
T00 Athy Svo viol [...] ™y Twviay naocay éxmAnodooato»; Laonikos Chalkokondyles,
Arodeites Totopudy A, ed. E. Darko, Laonici Chalcocondylae, Demonstrationes Histo-
riarum, vol. 1, Budapest 1922-1923, p. 160, ,;: «Mwovj¢ peuatnuévos xoi cpebels Hmo
Teunoew Pootléws exouileto Eml marpway ywoay...».

12. Kritovoulos, Zvyypaen Totopidyv, pp. 67, .. 68 ., 69 , .. «Oi 3¢ Pouaiot [...]
AQUTTODS GUOYOUEVOL TE YEVYaUWS xal TG TOAEUW XxaOVTTEQTEPODYTES XOl AYOPEC
ayabol ywduevor [...] 00 toaduata xal opayol xoi Oavator TGY oxelwy TOO
6p00Auiy opduevor [...] dote évdodval Tt xal xabvpeivar tig medabey opuiic |...] éwg
N TOVNOC Xl AYVOUWY TUXN TEoUOwxE ToUTOUS [...] Edet TOTE X0tk TOOG TOAOUTTEPOVG
Puwuaiovs 6 tijg Sovleios OmayBijvor {uyd»; Paulopoulou, «'H avtimapdeon ddo x6-
oUWV OTLG LXPTLPLEG YLOL THY GAWON», pp. 347-374" Dimitra Moniou, Mvijueg Aldoews.
Kovotayvtivovron 1453, Athens 2010, pp. 127-130.
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From the use of the words “wrath” and “anger”, it is concluded that the
army of Muhammad II has embraced the arguments of his oration and
practiced the sultan’s hate speech against the byzantine element, which
was treated as a timeless enemy of the Muslims. Without the correlation
of hate speech with the behavior of the Turkish warriors, it is difficult to
justify such a move against a devastated and a sparsely populated city,
without basic defense and foreign aid, which was a matter of time before
it was overthrown by the Sultan’s incomparable military superiority'?.
Kritovoulos through specific words and phrases boldly emphasizes
that with their actions the Turks exceeded the limits, unjustifiably
displaying extremely aggressive behaviors. Extensive torture of the entire
byzantine population could not be understood, despite the fact that
Constantinople did not surrender voluntarily'. Massacres and robberies
in cities that did not surrender peacefully were expected, according to
extensive descriptions of Turkish atrocities by Byzantine writers, but the
ruthless, unreasonable torture of the entire population and the almost
personal anger of the Turkish people were incomprehensible. The term
“dishonorable”, used twice by the historian to describe the plunder of
the sanctuaries, reveals, on the one hand, his disgust for the humiliation
of the symbols of Orthodoxy and, on the other hand, the preservation of
his Christian identity. The Byzantines who fought on the walls, seeing
these images, surrendered to the opponents out of desperation. The

13. Kritovoulos, Zvyyoapn lotopidyv. p. 71, 0 «évba &) @ovog moAdg Ty mpoo-
TOYXOVOVTWY EYiveTo [...] TOV O év taic oixioug avtals EmelomimToviwy Blo TOY
Yevntlopwy xol TOY GAAWY OTOATIWTOY GUY 0DOEVL XOOUW XOl AOYLOUGD, TOY OE ¢
GAXTY TOETOUEVWY, TOV OE Xxal TEOS LEPEIC XATATEQYEVYOTWY TE XOl TE XETEVOYTWY
[...] mavrwy arnidg undeuds obong @etdois. 0pYT Yoo xol Quud ToAAG Exdoovy én’
adtods of otpatidTat...»; Printzipas, «Ot totopixol tfig AAdoews», pp. 63-97.

14. Kritovoulos, Zvuyypaqy Totopy, pp. T, 72, ,,. 73, «xai v iSeiv Oouo Setvoy
xol éleewoy [...] dvdpes Eproets [...] Ovuod mvéovreg [...] amnovboiacuévor meog
navto to yeiptota [...] dorep 07pec dyptot xal qviuepoL El0TNOGVTES EIC TAS OIS
xal GOPOVTES UGS, OTaPATooVTES, Blalduevol, ardyovtes aloypdg [...] xol T xaxoy
o0yl mowodvteg; [...] &t 8¢ yépovrag évtiuovg EAxoudvouvg Tiic moMdg, TOLG O
xol TOTTOUEVOVS avnleds |[...] mopbévovg povaloboas ceuvas [..] tog pev Tdy
dwpatiovv Boiwg éEayoudvas xai cvpouévag, Tog 8¢ TAV lepdy droorwuévag, év olg
XATEPEVYOY, Xol ATayouévas oLy Ufpet xal atiulon Eavouevas te Tag mTopeLs oLy
oluwyi [...] xatefallovto uey ATiuws €ic YTV EXOVES...».

246



THE PRESENTATION OF THE MUSLIM WORLD OF ASIA MINOR BY M. KRITOVOULOS

Turks are repeatedly called “opponents” by the author, who expresses
his indignation at the facts and clearly separates his position from those
of them®.

Upon entering the city, the sultan felt sorry for her and aimed to
rebuild her. In fact, Kritovoulos quotes the sultan’s confession about the
unprecedented atrocities of the Muslim army against Constantinople.
According to the Ottoman ruler, no city had ever suffered such a
magnitude of conquest. The indescribable barbarity, irrationality and
immoral attitude of the Muslim warriors had surprised everyone, even
themselves. Even for Muhammad it was difficult to see Constantinople
so devastated. So, indeed, the foreign soldiers went beyond the limits
and the author’s harsh criticism of what took place during the fall
of Constantinople is fully understood'®. Also, the quoted words of
Mohammed II convince the researcher of their authenticity due to the
fact that the author’s historical work was sent to the sultan himself
and the obvious accuracy in capturing the words of the Turkish leader.
Kritovoulos criticizes the negative aspects of the fall of Constantinople,
taking care to attribute the crimes exclusively to the Muslim soldiers and
not on the sultan without, however, absolving him of his responsibilities
for the decision to level the empire’.

The impact of the collapse of the Byzantine Empire from the point
of view of a Byzantine scholar of the time finds perhaps its most

15. Kritovoulos, Zvyypaqn Totopidyv. p. 73, ,.: «Oi [...] dvotuyeic Pwucior wg S
xaTo VATOU TE €ld0V TOUS ToAguiovs [...] oi 8¢ amoyvivres Toic SAoig xai Smia TGV
XELODY EXAVOUEVWY 110N ATTOAVOVTES TToUPEDIOOVY aOTOVG TOIS TOAEUL0LS. .. »; Andriotis,
«Kpttépoviog 6 "TuBptog», pp. 167-200.

16. Kritovoulos, Zvyypaeyn Ilotopidv, p. 76, ,,: «O Pacideds [...] édpa [...] v
rnovteldi phopoy adtic [...] xal oixtog avtov e0d¢ éojjet [...] 6 Baoledg Epy [...]
xoi yop Sviwg mabog uéyo TodTo Yéyovev p’ Hudv év wa On tadty mdler olov
&V 0USEUQ TAY T UYNUOVEVUEVWY Xol [CTOPOVUEVWY UEYGAWY TOAEWY UEYEDEL
Te Ti¢ adovong moAews xol OEOTNTL xal amotouly Epyov oV fxiotor OE TAVTAS
EEéminke t0Ug e dAdous xal adtovg O ToLS Spdoavrog xai mabdvras TG TE
ToPOACYw xoi anly T00 yeyovotog xal 16 OnepfaAlovte xai Eeviovtt T0O Sewob»;
H. Inalcik, “The policy of Mehmed II toward the Greek Population of Istanbul and the
Byzantine Buildings of the City”, DOP 23-24 (1969-1970), pp. 231-249.

17. D. R. Reinch, “Kritoboulos of Imbros. Learned historian, Ottoman raya and Byzan-
tine patriot”, ZRVI 40 (2003), pp. 297-311.
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complete expression in the work of Kritovoulos'®. He compares the
fall of Constantinople with other falls, e.g. with those of Troy and
Babylon respectively. Even in these famous conquests, had not taken
place the barbarities that took place in the capital of the Byzantine
empire. The hardships experienced by the people of Constantinople
were unprecedented even in relation to the most important - in world
history - conquests of cities. The infidel invaders did not pay even the
slightest respect for human dignity. Before narrating the colonization of
Constantinople, Kritovoulos pays tribute to Constantine XI Palaiologos
by writing a funeral oration. The funeral oration praises the wisdom of
the deceased hero-emperor and presents the high ideals for which he
sacrificed himself. The display of the emperor’s virtues and the repetition
of the presentation of the consequent materialistic policy pursued by the
sultan after the fall of the capital of the Byzantine state automatically
creates in the reader of his historical work the contrast between the
completely different worldviews of the Byzantine-Christians and the
Muslim-Turks".

At the beginning of his narration, Kritovoulos is introduced as the
mouthpiece of Turkish propaganda that he writes with the aim of praising
the political actions of Mohammed II. Of course, the extensive analysis
of the siege and fall of Constantinople that overlaps any other cited war
event in the Zvyyoapn Totopidy suggests another basic — perhaps the
most basic — purpose of Kritovoulos’ storytelling: The most penetrating
— of any author — imprint happened on the Muslim side. Perhaps the

18. Kritovoulos, Zvyypaen Totopidy, p. 71, . «Ediw Toolw [...] of e yap "EAAnveg
PLAVOPWTIOTEQOL TOIC EXAWXDOL TOTEPEPOVTO [...] EdAw ) Bafuidy [...] A’ 0dd’
OBpet yuvauxdy éxdobeioa xal mwaldwy...».

19. Kritovoulos, Zvyyoaen Totopidv. pp. 81g,. 82, .1 «bOvijoxer ¢ xal BootAcdg
Kowvotavtivog adtog frep Epny, payouevos, odpowy uev xai uétptog év 1@ xol’
EaVTOV Pl YeEVOUEVOS, POOVITEWS OE XOl GETS E¢ GixpOY EMUEUEANUEVOS |...] OTTép
TE THC TATEIO0C X0l TV GOYOUEVWY TTAVTOL XOL TLOIELY XOl TTAGYEW alpoduevog |...]
eldeto ovvamobavely i) Tatpldt te xol Tols apyousvor [...] Boaotleds de Meyeuétic
[...] dwatiOetar tar xoter iy Aciav. Kol mopdtov pev Aaufaver tov ouvily daoudy,
adtd TeV Aa@ipwy, Enertar 0t xal GELOTEIO ATO TOVTWY EXAEYETOL, TOEOEVOLS
Te Wpalag xol TOY €0 yeyovotwy xol maldag xalliotovs, Eoty & O TOUTWY xal
wvobuevos mapo TV otpotiwt®dy». P. Wittek, The Rise of the Ottoman Empire: Studies
in the History of Turkey, 13th-15th Centuries, New York 2012, pp. 60-70.
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excessive flattery of the Turkish leader and his war achievements, and
even the historian’s untrue statement about his common ancestors with
him, were fundamental elements of his history, in order to divert the
sultan’s attention from the realistic description of the events and the full
attribution of the responsibilities of the complete destruction of the empire
from the Turkish army. These responsibilities were often performed using
only two or three heavily charged words, sometimes avoiding extensive
commentary. In no case, however, does the author directly blame the
sultan for what is happening, in order to secure, first and foremost, his
life and, secondarily, his place in the local political scene. It would not
be an exaggeration to say that the description of the heinous action of
the Turks worked indirectly for the benefit of the sultan, who through a
literary work sent a message of power to those who dared to question the
new status quo.

The ZEvyypapyn Totopidy was gradually transformed from a politically
committed work praising the sultan into a text-denouncement about the
events during the siege and fall of Constantinople. The revelation of the
brutalities of the Muslim warriors and their vile motives for the conquest
of «BaotAebovoa», a fact which Muhammad II himself admits, deprived
them of virtually all the desired glory and reduced them in the eyes of
the scholars and kings of the time who would study the historical work
of Kritovoulos. The Turks, because of their enormous military superiority
and stripped of a rudimentary spiritual background, may have managed
to destroy a thousand-year-old empire with difficulty, but inadvertently,
they contributed to its apotheosis and the glorification of its inhabitants.

The earlier views of historians on the treacherous behavior of
Kritovoulos are extreme, considering the accomplishment of the fall, the
inability to offer any other solution to help the enslaved Byzantines and,
obviously, the survival instinct of the historian, who was coming in direct
contact with the Ottoman leader. This particular historian, through his
writing, highlighted, in the best way, the indescribable toughness of the
Turks towards the Byzantines and did not hesitate to attribute to them
the responsibility for the deviations in Constantinople, which the world
of his time had never seen before®.

20. Chasiotis, «Téoelg ovvepyaoiog ‘EAMvwy xol 'O0wpav@dy», p. 248: “Kritovoulos is
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[TEPIAHYH

‘H mopovoioon
TOD LOVGOLALOVIXOD %OGoL TTig Mixpdic Actog
amo Tov MuyonA KottéBovio

Eipnvne HMoAity, 67, diddxropog
EOvixob xai Karwodiotptoxod Havemiotyuiov Adnvodv

To Epyo t0b MuyonA KottéfBovhov Eyxel OapEet medio avtinapdeang
Y0 TOAXLOTEQOVG X0l OUYYPOYOLS LOTOPLXODS AOYw TMV GUOLoNU®Y
YonuaTwy ol éumeptéyet. To mapov Gpbpo Sev Eotialel oty avadelEn
%ol GvGALeM TG PLAOTOLEXLXTC OTAOYMG TOD LoToPLX0D. AvTLOéTwe,
dtevepyeltor plo ovotquatixn Tpoomabeio AvadelEng a@’ Evog Tig
Bulavtiviig TouTéTNTaG TOD i3L0L KOl G’ ETEPOL TTIG XATAXEPAVVWOTC,
Evtog T Evyyeapiic ‘lotopidy, t@V amotpdmortwy TEGEEWY TGV
Todpxwy xoTOXTNTOY xaTa THY TOAoEXio xol TV GAwon Thg Kwvy-
oTovTVOUTIOAEwS. "EmtimAéoy, didetan Pdon oty OToPdoxovoo GvTi-
nopdbeon petaEL TOD NPWLXOD TVELUOTOS TGV Bulovtivdy xol Tig
Eeyopvwpévng —amo dpeteg xal Niixn— 5pdang Tiig TovEXLXTG TAELEALC.
‘H perétn tig Totopiag tobd KprtéBovAov, mpofoaArduevn pnévo wg Eva
OOVOAO XELUEVWY PE OXOTO TNV IXOVOTOINGY THG AVWTOTNG TOVEXLXTIS
Nyeotog, moPabuiler 10 Pabitato «xoTNYoP®» EVOg Yviolov Bulowv-
TLVOD YL TO &S0ED TENOG ULOG DTEPYLALETODG ODTOXPUTOPLOC.

characterized as servile and opportunistic”; S. Runciman, ‘H Awoy tij¢ Kwvotayvtvoo-
molng, transl. N. Nikoloudis, Athens 2003, p. 280 and n. 300.
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