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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
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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’.

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
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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
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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
the Turkish forces. With his policy, Andronicus IV managed to weaken
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Topeieto adTols THY Slontay qupoi»; Bp. Xpov., I, no. 9, p. 95, § 24-28, p. 96, § 29-
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p. 295.
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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 yov mévto b’ ‘HpdxAettov pety, xal undev
névely EbéAety», made clear that the winner in the civil war could not
be definitively judged °.
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p. 65; Manuel Palaeologus, Adyos émtagios eig tov avtadelpoy adtod SeomoTny
T0OPLEOYEVYNTOY X0 Beddwopoy tov Ilodowoldyoy, 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 Palaeologus
(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
(eds.), Bulavtivo xpdrog xai xowwvio: obyypoves xatevlivoes tic Epevvag, ELE./
National Hellenic Research Foundation, Athens 2003, pp. 205-217.
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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 iss.s 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”
and the “labyrinths” of the Genoese were a difficult obstacle in order to

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.
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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, Emotodat, no. 218, pp. 98, ... 99,4 « Edet yop 10V dmavra xodvoy
a0T00 TpoanAdaobarl, avelirtovta Tovs TV Ievourtdy Aafuvpiviouvs. Encl 0& xatéoty
T TOGYUOTA, XOL TOUS avTiAéyovtag melfougvous Eayey 0 Paotdeds, eblic 6 meloog
Y TRV avTiAeyoviwy Edoka Slxny GQelety».

11. Cydones, Emtotolal, no. 198, pp. 72 ,,. 73,, ,; no. 211, p. 89,, ... no. 226, p. 123
100 D0. 308, pp. 233, .. 234, ; Nerantzi-Varmazi, H BaAxoavu) Enoapyie, p. 64.

12. Cydones, Emotodal, no. 202, p. 79, ... «To 8¢ meiboy eig Admng Adyov xodpa
TadTo Vouilew, 8t xad Ty mpeoPeiay xai v xdow 6 Pactiede fubc Scbpo TEToUpEY,
xivduvog Gréleota peivon. Aoxoduey yop dvtixpug émi Bodyov xalely, eikou Booidel
TOEOYODYTEG TOY a0TOD xNOeoTNY, xol el un TNy coyoloy @y aldoOUevos
uéxpt yody tvogs t@v Omep Tig Alvouv Adywv nvéoyeto, eOLG Gv nuag uet’ OpYg
Tapédwxe Toig Thg yWpos gAdoovoy. O0tw xal TEOG TOUVOUO LOVOY TOOATTETOL
TV Sadlaydy. Tooobtwy Tolvvy xaxdy olte avéyeobor pgdloy, amonndijoal Te
Boviouévors 0dx dyepég»; no. 231, pp. 127,128, ... 129, ;s no. 242, pp. 145, ., 146
1 <Oty ue Bootdeds mpds oe méumel TePl Y GAMAog dupiofnteite SuadeEduevoy,
Bovloluny v oe un yodemalvey éuol unde THY TAOV TEAYUATWY dvoxolay En’ éué
ToEREY Unde voullew vixns Opeyouevoy tag avtidoyios mowelobon. O0te yop yw
QUABVEIXOG TS GAAWS xal SUoepLs... Tadtar Tolvuy eldws Gpixvoduevoy mapo oe
TOAWS TE SEXOV Xal TOIS AOYOLS UNOEULY TOOOULYVD TiXplay ... Aywvilov UEY OTEQ
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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
Kantakouzene kept a balanced attitude in the dispute between John V

TOY Soxobytwy ThHpet 8 w¢ YOuos xal 16 mpeofevtii Y Twpy»; W. Miller, “The
Gattilusi of Lesbos (1355-14627)", BZ 22 (1913), pp. 406-447.

13. Cydones, Emtotodat, no. 169, p. 41 no. 170, p. 43, ,.,; no. 171, p. 43, ; no. 172,
p. 44, no. 173, p. 44, ; no. 174, p. 47, .. .. 0 «Ady®v &) 10 Aoud xod toig O’
EXENVOV TETPWUEVOLS TOV QLAWY... Tor YOOV Top’ Nuey adtdy puova xal ¢ NUETEQAS,
eite edtelelog yon Ayew eite aloypoxepdelog —00 yap @Liotiuiog xol prlapyios &y
elmou— xol TO udvny mapd taic uetépals moAeow THY Gpethy dTiwov elvar, émi
O TOV EMTNOEVUATWY aioyloTa xol TOIG VOUOLS TOAEUL TV ToOTyG UeTeEVEXDTvon
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;
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byzantines, Athenes 1996, p. 121 (hereinafter referred to as: Mergiali, L enseignement).

10-20°

163



. L. Politi
Theologia 4/2023

and Andronicus IV, according to Cydones. The mother of Andronicus
was friendly on both sides of the strife, even when the outcome of the
father-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 iss.
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'®.

15. Cydones, Emotodat, no. 222, pp. 103, . 104, 105, .. Frances Kianka, “The
letters of Cydones to Helena Kantakouzene Palaiologina”, DOP 46 (1992), pp. 155-
164; Sophia Mergiali-Sahas, «To &AAo Tpdowmo Tfig adToxpPUTOPLXTG SiTAwuaTiog: 6
Bulovtivog adtoxpdtopog atov pdro tod mtpeaPeuti) tov 140 xal 150 ai.», Bulavtioxd/
Byzantiaka 25 (2005/06), pp. 243-244; G. T. Dennis, “The Byzantines as revealed in
their letters”, in: J. Duffy — J. Peradotto (eds.), 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, no. 218, p. 99, ..: «Kal vOv avti 10V mp00d0xN0EVTwy UeTd TOV TOAEUOV
GOLOTELWY TOV TOIG X0XOIG TPOONXOVTWY ExAnpovounca»; no. 219, p. 100, . «... Of
&umopor ... aloybveabal te Ouoloyobory eig Ty 10D Pactiéwg oYy 0pdVTES, xol
uavioy toy Uéxpl 1000 TOAEUOY 00x Oxvodot xalely. Kol oLy Gpxowg émayyelion
Toic elc T uéAdoy ovuuoyions OTER Tiic TPOTEPOS andiog amoloyfnoeabat, xal GAwe
ovvapey Huiv xol odTOOS OmioyvodvTal, xal ¢ OmEQ Tatpldog Ta OmAa OTEQ
¢ ueydins IloAewe Onoeclat, allo xal ta moapo t@v Todpxwy Huiv Neeuel, xol
TOOOTOLODVTOL XGXEWVOL TNY NUETEQRY E00TELEW Oudvolay>; no. 221, p. 103, .5 no.
237, p. 138,, . Frances Kianka, “Byzantine-Papal diplomacy: The Role of Demetrius
Cydones”, IHR 7 (1985), p. 209; R. J. Loenertz, «Notes sur le régne de Manuel II a
Thessalonique 1381/82-1387», BZ 50 (1957), pp. 390-396; idem, «Manuel Paléologue et
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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
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

Démétrius Cydones. Remarques sue leurs correspondences», EO 36 (1937), pp. 271-287;
Mergiali-Saha, L’enseignement, p. 117.

17. Cydones, Emotolal, no. 264, p. 177, .. «Exelvous tolvuv Ewodv xai tog
ouolas pulattouevog Toyas, amovdoaooy Exaveldwy pavivar uev Boaotiel, upoatot
O0¢ xal T OTOUOTO TGV EIC TA OO XEYNYOTWY xal Tals xpVfBony cvxopavtiols eic
gowtobg EMEey moTELOVTWY Exelvar, EumAfioar O NOOVAS xal TOUS (QLAOVS, GPOSo
Uev OmEp 000 dediotag opodpa O Nobnoousvous i Eravodw, TV Ifwy adTols
TETOUEVLY»; no. 267, pp. 180, ... 181, .. 182, . 183 . . «Q¢ éyw dédowxa uip
o0l TO GPYELY Gp)N YEVHTOL XaxOLEYIOG, xal TGO TOPPW TG TAY ayabdy avdody
ovynbeiog yevéobou Adbng i T@v movnody cvvovoig dixpbopeic»; no. 221, p. 103, ,;
no. 222, pp. 103, . 104, ,.. 105, .= Sp. Lampros, «Tpelg émiotohod t0d Kudwvn mpog
Tov Acévny», NE 1, 1 (1904), pp. 72-88.
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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's.

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 of

18. Cydones, Emtotolal, no. 15, p. 43 no. 16, p. 45,,; no. 19, p. 48, ; no. 252, p. 157 ,;
no. 43, p. 77, ;s no. 46, p. 79 ;; no. 143, p. 13,; no. 63, p. 96 ; Ryder, The career and
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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®.
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