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The failure of diplomatic relations between Byzantium and the West
(1369-1371), the continuous expansion of the Turks in Macedonia and
Thrace, the battle of Maritsa in 1371, (due to which the Byzantine empire
was cut off from its European territories) and the contacts of Andronicus
IV with the Turkish emirs, who were not completely controlled by the
central Ottoman government, forced John V to change political direction
and approach the Ottomans in 1372/3".

The Turkish military penetration in the European domain of Byzantium
made the position of the emperor precarious. For this reason, John V
in 1373/4 went to Thrace, in the camp of Murad I and declared his
allegiance to him, transforming informally their relationship proportional
to the master and the subordinate. The exact terms of the vassalage are
not known, but they were probably related to the organization of a joint
fleet of Byzantines and Turks, the emperor’s participation in Murad’s
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military operations in Anatolia, and were probably an extension of the
subsequent concessions of Andronicus IV regarding the payment of
tax to the Ottomans and the establishment of a Turkish “kadi” in
Constantinople. Demetrius Cydones provided only allusions of the treaty
of subjection, wishing through his letters to John V to be able to calm the
“barbarian”, although this particular policy of armistice with the Turks
did not help the empire and the emperor was remaining unjustly in the
camp of Murad I. In addition, Cydones said that the recompense for the
unbearable agreement would be a temporary peace, which in fact had
no serious effect. Indeed, from 1376 to 1381, the Turkish troops spread
rapidly to the Balkans, where many residents of these areas, especially
in Thrace, embraced Islam in order to escape the sweeping raids?.

The absence of John V from the capital and his humiliating agreement
with the sultan gave the motivation to Andronicus IV to revolt in 1373
against his father in the region of Thrace in collaboration with the
son of Murad I, Sawgi/Saver Bey (Eaovtlfjg, in Greek), who had the
same purpose. According to the Turkish sources, the Ottoman prince
Sawgi rebelled against his father in Asia Minor not in 1373 but in 1385
and there is no mention of Andronicus’ involvement in these events,
probably in order not to reveal the intrigue of a Muslim offspring with
a Christian noble. Ducas also expressed his opinion on the above event,
who considered as superficiality and incompetence the will of John

2. W. B. Hallaq, An Introduction to Islamic law, Oxford 2009, pp. 175-176- S. A. Somel,
Historical Dictionary of the Ottoman Empire, Ancient Civilizations and Historical Eras, No.
7, Lanham-Maryland-Oxford 2003, pp. 144-145° Frances Kianka, “Demetrius Kydones
and Italy”, DOP 49 (1995), p. 107- Nevra Necipoglu, Byzantium between the Ottomans
and the Latins. Politics and society in the late empire, Cambridge 2009, p. 29 (hereinafter
referred to as: Necipoglu, Byzantium between the Ottomans and the Latins).

3. Demetrius Cydones, Emotolad, ed. R. J. Loenertz, Démétrius Cydones, Correspondance,
Studi e Testi 186, 208, Vatican 1956, no. 82, p. 115, , (hereinafter referred to as:
Cydones, Emotolad)- idem, Svufovievtixos ércpoc mepl Kalhmdlews, Altiooyvtog
00 Movpatov, ed. J. P. Migne, Demetrii Cydonii, Oratio de non Reddenda Callipoli, PG 154,
cols. 1004-1005- Gregorius papa XI, litteris ad Ioannem V Palaeologum, Raynaldus, Annales
Ecclesiastici, 1375, ed. 1. D. Mansi, Lucae 1752, no. 4: “...intelleximus quod iidem Turcae,
post factam per te treugam cum ipsis, praefatum civitatem in non parva multitudine intrare, in
illaque nonnulla enormia patrare praesumunt...””- N. Oikonomides, “Byzantine Diplomacy
from 1204 to 1453”, in: J. Shepard-S. Franklin (ed.), Papers from the Twenty-fourth Spring
Symposium of Byzantine Studies, Cambridge 1992, pp. 73-88.
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V to convict his son, without a thorough examination of the charges
against him. The perspective of the historian is partially correct for the
following reasons: Indeed, the fact of the complete submission of the
emperor to the sultan becomes apparent through the satisfaction of his
most extreme demands. Therefore, after the humiliating behavior to the
successor of the Byzantine throne, any reaction of John V to Murad I
would be described more as a move to impress the public opinion of
the empire. Every substantial action of the Byzantine state from the
middle of the 14" century onwards was carried out based on the future
reaction of the Muslim leaders. However, from another point of view,
the ideological-political gap between Andronicus IV and his father and
the disappointment of the former due to the precedence of the second-
born Manuel on the throne is more than obvious. So, the absence of
John V from the Constantinople and his collaboration with the Turks
were good opportunities for Andronicus IV to revolt and then to occupy
the throne’.

4. Laonicus Chalkokondyles, Amdde:&ig Totopidy 1, ed. E. Darko, Laonici Chalcocondylae,
Demonstrationes Historiarum, vols. I-1I, Budapest 1922-1923, pp. 36, 372()'38, 39, 41,
., (hereinafter referred to as: Chalkokondyles, Anddeiéig Totopuiv, I)- Booyéa Xpovixd.,
ed. P. Schreiner, Chronica Byzantina Breviora, vol. I, Wien 1975, no. 9, p. 95, § 24
(hereinafter referred to as: Bp. Xpov.)- Ducas, Totopio Tovpxo-Bulovtivi, ed. B. Grecu,
Ducae, Istoria Turcobyzantina (1341-1462), Bucuresti 1958, pp. 71, .. 73, (hereinafter
referred to as: Ducas, Totopla Tovpxo-Bulavtvi)- George Sfrantzes, Xpovixdy, ed. R.
Maisano, Giorgio Sfranze, Chronicon, [CFHB], Romae 1990, p. 192, - Raffayni de Caresinis,
Cancellarii Venetiarum, Chronica AA. (1343-1388), ed. E. Pastorello, RIS 12. 2, Bolognia
1923, p. 32- F. Babinger, Beitrige zur Friihgeschichte der Tiirkenherrschaft in Rumelien:
(14.-15. Jahrhundert), Miinchen 1944, pp. 54-58- G. Georgiades-Arnakes, Oi wo@tot
00wpavol. Zoufor) o1o medfAnua tiic nrdong t00 EAApviouod tijc Mixpdc Aclog
(1282-1337), Athens 1947, pp. 13-14- Katsoni, Ml éntactian xplowwy yeyovotwy,
pp. 117, 124 eadem, Avdpovixog A" Halatoldyos. Bootlelo xal aAlniopogyio, KBE,
Thessalonike 2008, pp. 10-26- R. J. Loenertz, «La premiere insurrection d’Andronic
IV Paléologue (1373). Essai de critique des sources», EO 38 (1939), pp. 334-345
(hereinafter referred to as: Loenertz, «La premiere insurrection d’” Andronic IV)- P.
Charanis, “Internal strife in Byzantium during the fourteenth century”, Byz 15 (1941),
pp- 293-297 (hereinafter referred to as: Charanis, “Internal strife”)- Irene Beldiceanu-
Steinherr, Recherches sur la Province de Qaraman au XVle siecle: Etude et Actes, Leiden
1968, no. 37, pp. 196-197- Marie-Hélene Congourdeau, «Manuel II et I’ Islam», Contacts,
217 (janvier-mars 2007), p. 3.
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From the epistolography of Demetrius Cydones is not omitted the revolt
of Andronicus IV, which was seen as a key point for the involvement of
foreign forces and the empowerment of Turkish influence in the Byzantine
empire, re-inaugurating a period of political uncertainty. The mesazon®
(Demetrius Cydones) remained loyal to John V, despite the durable
rivalry with him, separating his position from the emperor’s rebellious
son. His information about the revolt is similar to the corresponding
historical sources of the period and is therefore considered reliable in
terms of the historical context of the events, while at the same time,
because of the spontaneous style of some of his letters, the researcher
can reveal rich details that are not exist in other Byzantine sources®.

The troops of the Turkish ruler clashed with those of the rebellious
princes. The suppression of the revolt took place in the region of Thrace
and the two men were arrested, imprisoned and blinded, the first one
was completely blinded and the second one, along with his son, John
VII, were partially blinded with the use of hot vinegar. Andronicus IV
was imprisoned together with his wife and John VII in the monastery
of Kavleos or in the tower of Anemas and he lost his right to succeed
his father, which passed to Manuel II. The Byzantine Short Chronicles
report that on September 12, 1373, Andronicus IV was exiled to Lemnos’.

5. The mesazon was the emperor’s confidant entrusted with the administration of the
empire. For the office of mesazon (Greek: uecalwv), see ODB, vol. 111, p. 1346- ]. Verpeaux,
«Contribution a 1’étude de 1’administration byzantine: 6 peodwv», BSL 16. 1 (1955),
pp- 270-296- H. G. Beck, ,,Der byzantinische Ministerprasident”, BZ 48, 2 (1955), pp.
309-338 R. J. Loenertz, «Le chancelier impérial & Byzance au XIVe et au XlIIe siecle»,
OCP 26 (1960), pp. 275-300- N. Oikonomides, «La chancellerie impériale de Byzance
du 13e au 15e siecle», REB 43 (1985), pp. 167-195.

6. Cydones, Emotodat, no. 167, p. 38,,, «... oi Tobpxot, Bopdtepor yeydvao nulv,
énapbévtes T ovuuoyiq v 1@ VEWw PootAel xata TOD TATOOS GUVEUGYNOOY...
éxelvor uev éEovaiag Nuels 0 Sovielus... Tavty d¢ xal N 1@V Tevovfiowy mEog
T00U¢ Bevetixoug dtapopa mpooetéln» Katsoni, Ml éntaetioo xplowwy yeyovoTwy,
pp. 1-6- S. Kyriakides, “The idea of civil war in thirteenth and fourteenth-century-
Byzantium”, ZRVI 49 (2012), p. 247- G. Kolias, «'H évrtopoio Twdvvov Z' évavtioy
Twévvouv E Toowordyov (1390)», EAdnvixer 12 (1952), pp. 34-64- S. Papadopoulos,
<lwévng 7 6 Hoakowordyog xol T xpovixdv tod Ppovtlii», BZ 32 (1932), pp. 257-
262- Dorothea Wendebourg, ,,Kydones Demetrius (ca. 1324/25-1397/8)", Theologische
Realenzyklopidie 20 (1990), pp. 359-362.

7. Cydones, Emtotolat, no. 80, p. 113, ;- Ducas, Totopioc Tovpxo-pulovtvy, 6. 71
73.

23-24:
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In 1376, Andronicus and his family escaped from the monastery of
Kavleos with the help of the Genoese, the Turks, the Bulgarians and the
Serbs, at a time when John V intended to give Tenedos to the Venetians.
In the same year, Andronicus invaded to Constantinople, imprisoned
his father and his brothers. The next year he was crowned emperor and
his son John VII received the title of co-emperor. Indeed, the practices
of the new emperor worked negatively for Byzantium. These practices
launched a new round of Venetian-Genoese conflicts, focusing again
on Tenedos and the forced participation of Andronicus IV in them,
because the Genoese threatened him that if he did not take their side, he
would face the coalition of the two Western powers against the empire.
The new military conflicts for the conquest of the island continued
and the culmination of these was the assault of the Venetian navy to
Constantinople in 1377. The hostilities ended in 1381 with the agreement
for the neutrality of Tenedos. According to Cydones, the benefit of the
Turks from their participation in the coup of Andronicus IV, was the
acquisition of the strategically important city of Kallipolis, after ten years
of Byzantine occupation and the dependence of the territorial integrity
of the empire, which had been cut off from the European territories, by

xal Kovvrootlny xoi Iaywalijt, o 8¢ Kovytodlyg ionlixos &v ody @ AvSpovixw
XL XOTOL XOUOPOY GUYWY DTG XAl GUVEVPOULYOUEVOS EQPEDN AGYOS, ¢ OUBTOYTES
dupw avrapoiay elonpdtovrat... O Mwedt ... é50putTel TOOS 6POaAuodS T0D VIOD
a0100... Tov 8¢ tupAoy Avdpovixoy ueta T00 moudog Twavvov xal Tic yuvouxog
eyxleloTovg €V 10 mUpYw 100 Aveud xoabeijpyvuory» Chalkokondyles, Amddetig
Totoptiv, 1, 55,0 «Kai "EAAnveg pey adté EPeimovTo oTpatevduevol dua, 6moL &y
glawvet, J e Twavvov 100 Poaocidéws EAMywy maic Eupavovijlog xal Avdpovixov
100 mpeofutépov Tmaic Twayvvng. Tovtous yop w¢ t@ 6plaiud ket (fovtt mepiéxet,
Topeieto adTolg THY Sloutay upoi» Bo. Xoov., I, no. 9, p. 95, § 24-28, p. 96, §
29-31" D. Dolger, Regesten der Kaiserurkunden des ostromischen Reiches von 1341-1453,
vol. V, Miinchen-Berlin 1965, no. 3138, p. 61 (hereinafter referred to as: Dolger,
Regesten)- Vasiliki Nerantzi-Varmazi, H Badxavixd) érapyio xatc tods tedevtaiovg
Bulavtvodg aidves, Thessalonike 1998, pp. 58-65 (hereinafter referred to as: Nerantzi-
Varmazi, H Balxavod) érnapyia): Katsoni, Avdpdvixog A" Iladatoldyos, pp. 20-26:
A. Savvides, «“Texovp”: Ot Xptotiovol NYEUOVES %Ol GTEOTLWTIXOL GEYNYOL TOD
Bolavtivotovpxxod petomov (130g-150¢ aldvag)», Bulavtioxe 17 (1997), p. 376
Necipoglu, Byzantium between the Ottomans and the Latins, pp. 119-120- Xoovixoy mepi
oy Tobpxwy Xovitavwy, ed. G. Th. Zoras, Xpovixoy mepl @y Tobpxwy XovAtavwy
(xate Bopfepwoy EAdnvixov Kodwa 111), Athens 1958, p. 25, .- Charanis, “Internal
strife”, p. 295.
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the Turkish forces. With his policy, Andronicus IV managed to weaken
even more the Byzantine state (politically and militarily), but also to
make it entirely dependent on the will of the Venetians, the Genoese and
the Turks, who were in its vital space®.

According to Demetrius Cydones, the escape of Andronicus IV was
another terrible event, which was added to that of the occupation of
Kallipolis by the Turks. Their help in restoring Andronicus to power
was “translated” as superiority for the Turks and as a form of slavery
for the Byzantines. To his other collaborators, the Genoese, the rebel
ceded Tenedos. Thus, began the outbreak of Venetian-Genoese naval
conflicts for the conquest of the island. In addition, Cydones, with the
usage of the phrase: «t0 vov mavto xa®’ HpdxAettoy Oety, xol pndev
pévely EbéAety», made clear that the winner in the civil war could not
be definitively judged °.

8. Cydones, Emotolar, no. 137, p. 6, no. 167, p. 38, .- no. 176, p. 49, . no. 242,
p. 145, - no. 259, p. 163, [latpiopyixol mivaxes: eldioes iotopuxai Boypapixal
mepl eV Hartptopydy Kovetavtyovrolews amo Avdpgov 100 IlpwtoxAjtou uéyols
Twaxeiy I” 100 and Ocooadovixne 36-1884, ed. M. L. Tededy, AvaolvtaELg xetpévoo,
QLA oAoYIXY ETLpédeta, eDpeTiptor DO NixoAdov Avx. QPopomodiov, Athens 1996, p.
439 Chalkokondyles, Anddeis Totopidy, 1, pp. 55,, 57, Ducas, Totopia Tovpxo-
Bulavtvy, p. 73, Dolger, Regesten, vol. V, no. 3152, p. 64 no. 3155, p. 64 no. 3156,
p. 65 Manuel Palaeologus, Adyos émitapiog eic tov avtadelpoy adtod deomoTny
ToPQPLEOYEVYNTOY X0 BOeddwpoy Tov Iladatoldyoy, ed. Julian Chrysostomides,
Manuel II Palaeologus Funeral Oration for his Brother Theodore, [CFHB], Thessalonike
1985, p. 101, .- Halecki, Empereur, pp. 289-322 ]. Barker, Manuel II Palacologus
(1391-1425): a study in late Byzantine statesmanship, New Brunswick 1969, pp. 30-31:
Loenertz, «La premiere insurrection d’Andronic IV Paléologue», pp. 334-345- Frances
Kianka, Demetrius Cydones (c. 1324-c. 1397): intellectual and diplomatic relations between
Byzantium and the West in the 14th century, Ph. D. Dissertation 32, New York 1981, p.
203 (hereinafter referred to as: Kianka, Demetrius Cydones)- Elizabeth A. Zachariadou,
“John VII (alias Andronicus) Palaeologos”, DOP 31 (1977), pp. 339-342- G. T. Dennis,
“John VII Palaiologos: A Holy and Just Man”, in: Vasiliki Vlysidou — St. Lampakis (ed.),
Bulavtvo xpdrtog xal xowwvio: olyypoves xatevlvvoes tijg épevvas, ELE. 2003,
pp. 205-217.

9. Cydones, Emotolat, no. 167, p. 38, .- no. 243, pp. 146, . 147 : «"O uev 7 IloAg
NIV UETC TNV DUETEQAY QVaywenow UETEAALE oxfjua Tovtog ualloy adtov eldévor
oe mEREouaL. A yop mapwy 10T’ ExAvES AoyilOuEVOS €ix0TOS QY EdEMS, xal WS
mayt’ éxelva vOy uetor mooolixng Nuiv Exavijxe, 00x 6vtog oUte TOD THY ONY TEXVNY
&yovrog oUte T EmuEletay upovuévou. Ei 8e Oel xaue mwepl ueydAwy xaxdy uxpoy
A0yoy elmely, ToldTa To YOV NUAS TEQLEXOVTA, WS TOUC UEY TOATOS OTEVEW TOUC
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Two years after their imprisonment, John V and his sons, Manuel and
Theodorus, most likely escaped with the help of the Venetians, due to
the cooperation that Andronicus IV had shown in the past with their
financial rivals, the Genoese. After their release, they arrived at Murad’s
territories for help. The Turkish ruler, who sought to cause dissension
among the Byzantine rulers in favor of his interests, did not miss the
opportunity to become an important regulator of the political normalcy
of the Byzantine empire and agreed to help John V to seize the throne, in
exchange for higher taxes and the participation of the Byzantine troops
in his campaigns. Cydones claimed that the agreement with the Turks
was unbearable, but due to this risky move the peace was restored in
the state. The recognition of the necessity of Turkish assistance by the
—absolutely hostile to the Muslim element— Byzantine scholar, shows
that the cooperation with the Ottomans was necessary. In 1379, with the
assistance of some Venetian ships and the powerful Turkish army, John
V and Manuel II entered Constantinople. For Cydones, the inaction of
the Thessalonians was remarkable, because they did not cooperate in the
restoration of John. This specific choice was connected with Manuel who,
as governor of Thessalonike, was implementing a policy against the Turks
and did not raise issues of collaboration with them. Andronicus IV took
refuge in Galatas and had as hostages Helena Kantakouzene, her sisters
and John VI Kantakouzenos. As might be expected, the foreign factor
involved in the new civil conflicts between John V and his eldest son.
The Venetians and the Turks sided with John V, while the Genoese sided
with Andronicus IV. The allies of John IV besieged the fortress of Galatas
and after two years of fighting a compromise was reached between the
two sides with the return of Andronicus IV to power. Nevertheless, the
forgiveness of Andronicus was not embraced by Manuel II who made the
decision to rule in Thessalonike as emperor. In the negotiations for the
capitulation of the Byzantines with the Genoese in 1381/2 Cydones was
in charge, who in a letter to Manuel II admitted that the “contradiction”

d¢ molepiovs tépmecbar meldew... T te yop uéyebog TV xaxdv olg xeyoiuelo xai
ta oy HAddwy Sdxpva wxpoy Tt mpog ™y Omepfolny 100 malbovs EAyyet, Tovg
0’ éxdvras xpnuvifouévovs Tic Gy €Aenoeiey...» no. 288, p. 208, - Loenertz, «La
premiere insurrection d’Andronic IV Paléologuex, pp. 224-332.

5-11
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and the “labyrinths” of the Genoese were a difficult obstacle in order to
reach an agreement'. With the end of the Venetian-Genoese disputes, the
two Palaiologoi reconciled and the morale of the Byzantines was raised,
but in reality, the civil conflicts caused torn and irreparable damage to the
already weakened empire'!.

In addition, another aspect of the civil strife and the Venetian-Genoese
conflicts which unfolds in Cydones’ correspondence was the disturbance
of the relations between Byzantium and Francesco Gattilusio. Cydones
in 1382 had been sent as ambassador to Lemnos to persuade the
Genoese ruler of the island to hand over the Thracian city of Ainos
to the Byzantine administration. Cydones, in one of his letters to his
friend, Gattilusio, in an almost apologetic style, asked him to understand
the difficult situation in which he found himself, since he was called
to confront him, defending the interests of the empire and not selfish
purposes. Also, Gattilusio, at the same time, had been accused of not
being faithful to John V. Consequently, Cydones, as a close friend of
the Genoese, was trying through his letters to restore him morally. In
addition, the mesazon in order to maintain the balance between friendship
and his political duties, asked him as a friend not to feel bitterness about
what was happening, but also not to accuse the Byzantine ruler for his
attitude towards him'2.

10. Cydones, Emotoiat, no. 218, pp. 98, . 99, . « Edet yop tov dravia ypodvov
adtod mpoonAdolot, avelittovto Tovg @Y Ievourtdy Aafupivbouvs. Erel 8¢ xatéoty
Ta mpayuato, xol To0g avtiAéyovtog melougvous Eoyey o Paotiels, eblig o meloog
Y TOV avTIAeyovTwy Edoka Olxny OQeilely .

11. Cydones, Entotolal, no. 198, pp. 72 ,,. 73,, .- no. 211, p. 89,, ... no. 226, p. 123
100 NO. 308, pp. 233, .. 234, Nerantzi-Varmazi, 'H BaAxoavue) Eropylo, p. 64.

12. Cydones, Emotodad, no. 202, p. 79, ,.: «To ¢ metbov eisc Abmng Adyov xobpo
TadTo Youilew, 8t xai Ty mpeoPeiay xal ov xdow 6 PBaciieds fubc Sebpo TETOUPEY,
xyduvog arédecta peivor. Aoxoduey yop dvtixpug émi Bodyov xadeiy, eikar Paotlel
TOPOUYODYTEG TOY aOTOD xNOeOTNY, Xob € un TNV doyoloy @iy aldobuevos
UExptL Yobv tvog TV Omep tii¢ Alvou Adywy fvéoxeto, €000 Qv NUaS UeT’ OpYTiS
Topédwxe Tolc Ti¢ ywpas éAdoovow. O0Tw xal mEOS TOUYOUX UOVOY TOQATTETOL
Ty Saddoydv. Tooobtwy Tolvoy xaxdy olte avéxeabar pgdwoy, amomndijoal Te
BovAouévolg obx ebxepég» no. 231, pp. 127, . 128,, .. 129, ' no. 242, pp. 145, ., 146
b, «Otay ue Bootlebs mpds oe méumet mepl Wy alMjAows auplofnteite daleEouevoy,
Bovloluny dv oe un yolemwaivey uol unde THY TOV TOEAYUATWY SVOXOAay €T’ Eué
TOETE UNOE voullew vixng opeyouevoy toag avtidoyioc mowiolow. Obte yop yw
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A more thorough study of the correspondence of Demetrius Cydones
can present not only the political but also the social dimension of the
problems that caused during the conflict between the two Palaiologoi.
Radenos, a friend of the aforementioned, had left Constantinople during
the period of civil strife due to the bad social conditions, i.e. the dissolution
of the city, the non-observance of the laws, the deaths, the plague and
the profiteering as a consequence of the naval battles in the territorial
waters of Byzantium'®. The result of the generalized social decline was
the appearance of speculators, whom Cydones named in his letters.
Chremylos and Iros were two of them, who disoriented the Byzantine
population through the use of flattery and suddenly became rich by
taking advantage of what was happening with the two “lords” (John
V and Andronicus IV). Cydones was in favor of John V and blamed
Andronicus for the misfortunes of the empire and for the destructive
civil war. He also did not stop emphasizing the beneficence of Helena
Kantakouzene and Manuel II towards him and the efforts of his enemies
who were trying to calumniate him. Beyond that, the mesazon repeatedly
referred to the slanders against him, probably in order to maintain the
imperial favor, if we take into account that he had experienced the
dissatisfaction of John V during the second civil war and also after the
failure of the diplomatic mission of 1369-1371'“. On the contrary, Helena

QUAOYEIXDS TS GAAWS xal SU0eQS... Tadto Tovuy €ldWS APIXVOOUEVOY Tapa O
TOAWS T SEYOL xal Tolg Adyolg undepioy Topoulyyo mxplay ... aywvifov uey Omeép
TGV dox0oUVTLY THoel & ¢ VOouos xal 1@ mpeofeuti v Twqy» W. Miller, “The
Gattilusi of Lesbos (1355-1462?)”, BZ 22 (1913), pp. 406-447.

13. Cydones, Emotodat, no. 169, p. 41, , - no. 170, p. 43, no. 171, p. 43, - no. 172,
p. 44,y no. 173, p. 44, - no. 174, p. 47, .. ., 2 «Ady®y 3 1@ Aowd xoi toig Om’
EXEYOV TETPWUEVOLS TAY QiAwY... Tor YOOy mtap’ quady adtdy uova xal s UETEPAC,
eite edtelelog yon Ayew eite aloypoxepdelog —00 yap @riotiuiog xol pLiopyios &y
elmou— xol TO udvny mapd Taic uetépals moAeow THY GEeTHY dTiwov elvar, émi
T TOV EMITNOEVUATWY aioYLoTO XAl TOIC VOUOLS TOAEUor TNY TaUTNS UETEVEXOT VoL
TYWAY...».

14. Idem, no. 114, p. 152, no. 116, p. 154, .~ no. 166, p. 37, , no. 169, p. 42,
Judith Ryder, The career and writings of Demetrius Kydones: a study of fourteenth-century
Byzantine politics, religion and society, Leiden 2010, p. 56 (hereinafter referred to as:
Ryder, The career and writings of Demetrius Kydones)- Halecki, Empereur, pp. 232-233:
Kianka, Demetrius Cydones, pp. 107, 186-188- Sophia Mergiali, L enseignement et les lettrés
pendant 1’ époque des Paléologues (1261-1453). Société des Amis du Peuple, Centre d’Etudes
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Kantakouzene kept a balanced attitude in the dispute between John V
and Andronicus IV, according to Cydones. The mother of Andronicus
was friendly on both sides of the strife, even when the outcome of the
tather-son conflict had been decided".

With persistent efforts, the Byzantine official managed to return to
the political scene of Byzantium, but his relationship with the emperor
had not been fully restored. According to a letter, written between the
years 1380-1382, he asked from John V to compensate him for his
services, while in another letter, intended for Manuel II, he referred
to his removal from the office of mesazon in 1373. Specifically, Cydones
expressed his sorrow that, although he assisted in the efforts to resolve
the problems with the Genoese, not only didn’t receive commendations
for his contribution to the empire, but he was discredited for his refusal to
support the pro-Turkish policy of the Byzantine state. That’s why, after
all, his only consolation was the return of Manuel II to Constantinople.
In addition, he mentioned that the Genoese did not cooperate on the
issue of Tenedos and they made false promises of a future alliance
pretending to celebrate the unity with the Turks. The report that the
Turks preferred the abstention of Cydones from the political life, reveals
his influence on the events of the period and the knowledge of this
influence from the Turkish side!®.

byzantines, Athenes 1996, p. 121 (hereinafter referred to as: Mergiali, L’enseignement).
15. Cydones, Entotodad, no. 222, pp. 103, . 104, 105, . Frances Kianka, “The
letters of Cydones to Helena Kantakouzene Palaiologina”, DOP 46 (1992), pp. 155-
164 Topion MepyLaAf-Zoyd, «ToO A0 TPHoWTO THg adTOXPATOPLXTG SLTAWUOTIOG: O
Bulowvtvog adtoxpdtopog atov poAo Tod mtpecfeutd] tov 140 xal 150 ad.», Bulavtioxo
25 (2005/06), pp. 243-244- G. T. Dennis, “The Byzantines as revealed in their letters”,
in: J. Duffy — J. Peradotto (ed. ), Gonimos: Neoplatonic and Byzantine Studies presented to
Leendert G. Westerink at 75, Buffalo-New York 1988, pp. 155-165.

16. Cydones, Emotodat, no. 138, p. 7., no. 139, p. 8 . no. 206, p. 84, .. no. 211,
p. 88,4, no. 218, p. 99, ..: «Kal vov avti 10y mpocdoxnbévtwy uete 10V mOAEUOY
GPLOTEILY TGV TOIG XOX0IG TOOONXOVTWY ExAnpovdunca»' no. 219, p. 100, ,:«... Of
umopor ... aloyvveabol te Ouoloyodow eic Y 100 Paoctiéws S opdvreg, xol
powvioy Tov uéyot T000e TOAEUOY 00x Gxvobor xalelv. Kol obv doxois émayyelion
Tals el T0 uéAdoy ovuuoyions OTEp s mEoTEpas andias amoloynoeotot, xol 6Awg
ovvadey Hulv xal adtods Omioyvodvton, xol o¢ OmEp matpidog ta Omio OTEE
¢ ueydins Ilodews Onoeclat, o xal to mopo t@v Todpxwy Huiv foeuel, xol
TPOCTOLODVTOL XEXEIVOL TV NUETEQQY E00TALEW Oudvoiay»' no. 221, p. 103, ' no.
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Apart from Cydones, the ambassador John Asanes also faced problems
during the period of the civil disputes between John V and Andronicus
IV. Asanes was sent on a diplomatic mission to Venice during the
Venetian-Genoese conflicts, but his traces disappeared, as he cut off
communication with the Byzantine empire. His disappearance caused
fears and raised suspicions of the central administration for possible
desertion to the Venetians. Thanks to Cydones’ help, Asanis’ name was
not tarnished by the slanderers'.

Demetrius Cydones during his career had acquired many enemies
and for this he had to take care not to be disparaged by them. It
was not uncommon for the mesazon to present himself as a victim of
the circumstances, mainly because of his deviation from the Orthodox
doctrine, but also to maintain the imperial favor, something he did in
a remarkable way. Despite his occasional withdrawal from politics, he
emerged as an important protagonist of the Byzantine government for
about forty years. In fact, the opinion of Cydones was unexpectedly
appreciated even by the strictly Orthodox Kantakouzenos. For instance,
the Byzantine official didn’t hesitate to show his dissatisfaction with the
division of unity between the “brothers”, when Matthew Kantakouzenos
was crowned emperor and not the legal heir to the throne, John V.

Cydones’ collaboration with three emperors revealed his adaptability
to the changing political life, but also the recognition of his abilities by
the leadership of Byzantium. His complaints about the occasional hostile

237, p. 138,,  Frances Kianka, “Byzantine-Papal diplomacy: The Role of Demetrius
Cydones”, IHR 7 (1985)”, p. 209 R. J. Loenertz, «Notes sur le regne de Manuel II a
Thessalonique 1381/82-1387x, BZ 50 (1957), pp. 390-396: idem, «Manuel Paléologue et
Démétrius Cydones. Remarques sue leurs correspondences», EO 36 (1937), pp. 271-287
Mergiali-Saha, L’enseignement, p. 117.

17. Cydones, Emotolai, no. 264, p. 177, .: «Exelvous tolvuy éwodv xai tog
ouolas pulattouevog ToYas. amovdoacoy Exaveldwy pavivar uev Loaotiel, upoaton
Ot xol T OTOUOTO TGV EIC TO OO XEYNVOTWY xold Tals xpUPdny cvxopovtions eig
gowtobg EXEey moTELOVTWY Exelva, EumAfjoal O NOOVAS xal TOUS (PLAOVS, GPOSo
Uev OmEp 000 dediotag opodpa O Nobnooudvous i Eravodw, TV Ifwy adTolc
Temouvwy»' no. 267, pp. 180, ... 181, .. 182, . 183 . . «Q¢ éyw dédowxa un
o0l TO GEYELY GOYN YEVHTOL XaxOLEYIOG, xal TO TOPPW TiG TAY ayabdy avdody
ovynbeiag yevéobou Adbing ti TV movnody ovvovaig dopbapeic» no. 221, p. 103, ,
no. 222, pp. 103, . 104, ,.. 105, . - Sp. Lampros, «Tpelg émiotohad t0d Kudwvn mpog
oV Acdyny», NE 1, 1 (1904), pp. 72-88.
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attitude of John V against him had a logical basis, because the failures
of the alliance with the West also resulted in his dismissal from his
office, but most of the time his allusions were the best solution in order
to victimize himself and shirk his responsibilities for the consequences
of his pro-Western policies. For the mesazon, the real enemies of the
state were the Turks. That’s why he characterized them as “barbarians”,
“beasts”, “enemies”, “sacrilegious” and described their presence in the
most unfavorable way. It is worth mentioning that in contrast to the
1340s, 1350s and 1360s, when his references to the Turks were mainly
brief and non-detailed, from 1370 onwards, more and more of his letters
were extensively devoted to the Turkish danger, disclosing the focus on
the constant escalation of this problem'.

The final blow to the complete dependence of the empire on the Turks
came from John V. Specifically, the emperor gave to the sultan more
opportunities to intervene in the internal affairs of Byzantium, frustrated
by the failure of diplomatic relations with the West and perhaps more
motivated from his precarious position due to the conflict with his eldest
son, which had started several years ago and focused not only on the
different political approach of the two sides but also on the hostilities for
the throne. It is becoming clear that the ineffective military cooperation
with the Europeans and maybe the lack of trust in them, if we consider
that they were giving priority to their financial interests and secondarily
to their common Christian identity in order to face the Turkish threat,
led Andronicus IV and the pro-Western supporter —for a certain period—
John V in agreement (willingly but also unwillingly) with the Turkish
element. Certainly, even the Westerners maintained a defensive, if not
positive, attitude towards the Turks because of their undeniable political
and military power. This is proved not only by the cooperation between
the Turkish and the Venetian troops for the dethronement of Andronicus
IV, but also by the agreement for the attack of the Byzantines on enemies
of the Genoese, with the Turks being excluded from this agreement. The
Turks, through their military superiority, became significant regulators

18. Cydones, Entotoial, no. 15, p. 43, no. 16, p. 45,, no. 19, p. 48, - no. 252, p. 157
no. 43, p. 7715717' no. 46, p. 7913' no. 143, p. 1316' no. 63, p. 9619‘ Ryder, The career and
writings of Demetrius Kydones, p. 57.
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of the political life of the Byzantine empire and determinant factors of
the action of the Christian states of Europe'.

Although Demetrius Cydones did not abandon his pro-Western beliefs,
he gradually began to admit indirectly through his letters that the acts of
the West were anything but helpful. Representative examples of the above
are the following passages: «oi umopot ... xol poviay Tov uéxot T000e
TOAEuoY 0Vx Oxvobor xolelv. Kai ooy Gpxows émayyelion tois el
TO UEAAOY ovuuoyions OTTEQ Tiic TEOTEPOS andiag amoloypoeaiot ...
aAde xol tapo Ty Tobpxwy MUY NEEUEL, xal TTOOCTOLODYTAL XAXETYOL
TNV NUETEPOY E0PTALEY ouovolay». Six years after the civil strife he
realized that «7t0 1@V mewat®Y YEVOS 0(x00Y TOOS aOTH YEWUEVOLS
WOTEY AOIXODYTOUS GUOVETOL Xl TavTo BAGTTEW ETyeloel...». Bither
with friendly or hostile treatment towards the Turks, the above rulers
failed to defend the empire from the sweeping raids of those. The
Turkish army was expanding rapidly to the remaining vital lands of
the empire, looting cities, capturing the local population, slaughtering
indiscriminately and disrupting the daily life of Byzantium. For the
epistolographer, the only salvation of the Byzantine empire was Manuel
IT with his policy against the Turkish threat®.

19. D. M. Nicol, Oi tedevtaior aidves T0d0 Bulovtiov, 1261-1453, (trans. St. Komnenos),
Athens 2010, p. 442 [=D. M. Nicol, The Last Centuries of Byzantium, 1261-1453,
Cambridge 1993].

20. Cydones, Emtotolad, no. 219, p. 100,, .5 no. 352, p. 294
4 Do. 247, p. 151, .- no. 248, p. 153,, .- no. 220, pp. 101, ,,, 9.3
no. 282, p. 202, - no. 304, p. 224, ,- no. 309, p. 233, .- no. 312, p. 238, ,,- no. 394, p.
348, .- no. 262, p. 168, - no. 309, p. 231, A. Aggelou. « ‘O Mavoun Tlohoordyog xad
70 Tohd», in: Adyta xol Aqudddng Toauuorteio 106 EAAqvixod Meootiwva. Apiépwuo
otov Eddoko 0. Tooldsxn. Hooxtixe O Emotquovixic Zvvavtnons (11-13 Maiov
2000), Thessalonike 2003, pp. 211-222.

" no. 243, pp. 147, ., 148,
102,, ., no. 273, p. 191,
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[TEPIAHYH

Ot moALTLxeg SLopopeg PLetakd Tob Twdvvn E
xol Tod Avdpovixov A" péow TTig EmoToAoypaplog
00 Anuntoiov Kudwyn

Eipivng HoAit, Adp. Bulavtwiis Totoplog
Ebvixo xoi Kamodiototoxo Iavemotiuio Abnviy

‘H émotoroypopio T0d Anuntpiov Kudwvn elvor pio mnyh lotopixéy
TANEOQOELRY, 1 OTolor  SLOPOPOTOLEITOL A0  €TEpa  Xelpeva T7g
ETOYTG, GPOD TPOPAAAEL TO loTopxO YiyveaOor UE Eva SLOPOPETLXO
TELoYO, IOLOLTEPWS YOMNOLLO YLOL TOV €peuwnT. Agv dpxeital oty
«TUTTOTIOLNUEYT» EXSOYN TAY YEYOVOTWY, OTWE 0T TTOPOVOLALETOL OTA
—LoTOPLOYPOPLXOD TTPOCUVOTOALGUOD— GUYYPAUUOTO, GAAG EuTAoVTI EL
T 600 OTTOOTNELLEL UE ATTOXAELGTIXES TTANPOPOPLEG TTPOEYOUEVES ATTO
TNV TPOCWTILXYN EUTAOXY XOL TOV TPWTEVOVTH POAO TOD UecaloVTOS
ot mowxideg mTUYES THG (wig Thg Bulavtivic adtoxpatopiog. H €E-
€yepon T00 Avdpovixov A" évavtiov tob lwavvy E €Elotopeital pe
HEYGAO EVBLoépoy Ao éxelvoy, xabbg ol Eéveg duvayperg (ol Bevetoi,
ot T'evoPélol xal xvpiwg ol Todpxol), P& &popun tic €pLdeg TV dbo
[MoAotoAGYwY, ODENGOY SPOUATIXA TNV ETTLPPON TOVG OTYY XU TUPPEOVT
Bulavtivn adtoxpotopia, xablotdvtog Ty €Tl TG odolag avixavy vou
TPOOTATEVOEL TOV LWTLXO TNG YDEO.

190





