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PRESENTAZIONE

A VOLTE i periodici possono — agli occhi degli utenti — apparire un
po’ bizzarri, un po’ anomali. E il caso di «Studi Veneziani», il cui
numero LXv, i lettori lo ricorderanno, € stato massicciamente occu-
pato dal lavoro di Francois-Xavier Leduc sulle smanie del denaro del
patriziato marciano. Un effetto da montagna russa rispetto al Lx1v e al
LXVI, ossia al numero precedente e a quello seguente. Questultimo,
i lettori I’avranno notato, € ridisceso alla normalita. E ora il LxviI.
Anche questo — sia pure meno vistosamente del Lxv — costituisce
un’eccezione, nel senso che al posto degli «Studi» ci sono gli Atti di
un Convegno svoltosi, ancora nel maggio del 2010, a Smirne (Izmir),
avendo per coordinatori Jean-Claude Hocquet e Ruthy Gertwagen.
Ne son sortiti i testi qui pubblicati e, in pit, 'argomento ha sollecita-
to ulteriori contributi incorporati anche questi negli Atti. E cio nella
convinzione che la mediterraneita sia imprescindibile all'intendimen-
to della storia di Venezia e che la presenza della Serenissima sia una
costante ad alto tasso connotativo nel Levante mediterraneo e, anzi,
per il Mediterraneo tutto, in eta medievale e moderna. A monte del
Convegno, naturalmente, La Mediterranée... di Braudel. Nel decidere
di pubblicare gli Atti in «Studi Veneziani», ¢ a Braudel che s’¢ pensato
e, anche, a Tenenti. Di questultimo amicissimo il direttore del pe-
riodico, il quale direttore dell’amicizia approfittava con un costante
ricorso al suo consiglio. Ora Tenenti non c’¢ pit; ma vien da dire che
I'iniziativa di far campeggiare, in questo numero, Venezia e il Medi-
terraneo — nella tensione dei conflitti, nella circolazione delle merci e
delle idee, nelle trasmigrazioni delle genti e delle credenze —I’avrebbe
senz’altro approvata, anzi caldeggiata.

GINO BENZONI

«STUDI VENEZIANI» * LXVII - 2013



VENEZIA E IL MEDITERRANEO

A cura di Jean-Claude Hocquet, Ruthy Gertwagen



AVANT-PROPOS.
VENISE, CARREFOUR D’'UN MONDE
QUI AVAIT CHANGE

JEAN-CLAUDE HOCQUET

E théme retenu Venise et la Méditerranée présenté aux lecteurs des
«Studi Veneziani» ne visait pas a renouveler I'histoire de la Médi-
terranée, ni celle de Venise, il apporte cependant des vues nouvelles
sur certains aspects méconnus de cette histoire et la variété des the-
mes traités contribue a un enrichissement historiographique et c’est
bien la I'important. On peut classer les communications sous trois
rubriques.

LA GUERRE

D’abord la guerre maritime pour le controle des accés aux marchés
des grains et aux terminaux des routes caravaniéres ou pour conser-
ver les escales indispensables a la navigation et aux avitaillements, la
guerre implique deux belligérants mais des alliés interviennent dont
I'apport peut étre décisif, ainsi des flottes hollandaises qui offrent a
Venise de briser le blocus espagnol pendant la guerre de Gradisca
déclenchée pour mettre un terme a la piraterie uscoque. La guerre
profite aussi a des tiers, ainsi les Ottomans, elle achéve d’en ruiner
d’autres, tel le Basileus.

Il était impossible d’aborder le théeme sans traiter de I'hostilité de
Génes, mission dévolue a Ruthy Gertwagen, co-responsable du re-
cueil, qui a choisi I'exemple de la guerre de Tenedos, sans examiner
les faits militaires, mais en concentrant son attention sur les clauses
du traité de paix arbitré par le comte de Savoie, afin d’illustrer I'impor-
tance de I'lle dans le dispositif maritime respectif des deux ennemies.
Les intrigues génoises contribuérent a renforcer la dépendance des
empereurs a I’égard des Ottomans qu’elles réinstallaient a Gallipoli.
Le controle de I'lle de Tenedos ne fut pas le seul motif de la guerre
puisque le traité de paix incluait une clause interdisant aux deux belli-
gérants de fréquenter le port de Tana durant deux ans, les deux répu-
bliques continuaient donc, apres la fin des hostilités, a se disputer le

«STUDI VENEZIANI» * LXVII - 2013



20 JEAN-CLAUDE HOCQUET

contrbéle du commerce de la mer Noire. En 1380 les Génois s’étaient
emparés du littoral mongol de la Crimée, y compris des quartiers vé-
nitiens dans les ports de Soldaja, Calara et Provosto; présents a Caffa
ils pouvaient continuer de commercer avec Tana et interdire aux Vé-
nitiens I"accés au port du Don. Les Vénitiens, fidéles a leur politique
de disposer en permanence d’au moins deux terminaux en Orient,
compenserent la perte en renforcant leurs liens avec les mamliks de
Syrie-Egypte. La perte de Tenedos ruinait vingt années d'efforts de
Venise pour acquérir un point d’appui proche de Constantinople et
capable de concurrencer les positions génoises dans les détroits. Te-
nedos offrait un port de relache aux nefs qui ne pouvaient emprunter
les étroits chenaux coupés de ponts de Négrepont, trop éloignée a
huit jours de navigation de Constantinople, les considérations de ra-
vitaillement en eau douce justifiaient de disposer d’une autre escale.
Venise avait obtenu Tenedos de I'empereur pour prix de son alliance
contre les Turcs. Venise avait un autre motif d’'inquiétude: lors de la
guerre avec Byzance, Génes s’était aussi emparée des ports byzantins
du delta du Danube et avait ainsi la haute main sur les exportations
de grains. Venise, loin d’étre expulsée de la Méditerranée orientale,
renforca son contrdle sur les lignes de navigation au débouché de
I’ Adriatique grace a I'acquisition de Corfou et de Durazzo. Elle obte-
nait le controle de point-clés et escales qui jalonnaient la route mari-
time conduisant a Constantinople et a la mer Noire. On voit combien
était cruciale la question du ravitaillement en grains de la métropole
et décisive la nécessité de disposer d’escales sur les grandes routes
maritimes.

Faire la guerre impose de disposer d’armes, des marchands d’armes
sont toujours préts a offrir leurs services aux divers belligérants. L'in-
troduction de I'artillerie lourde sur les vaisseaux transforma profon-
dément la guerre sur mer entre 1500 et 1650. Elle conféra un avantage
décisif aux voiliers qui acheverent de supplanter galées et galeres en
Méditerranée. En 1617, signale Louis Sicking, Venise s’adressa pour la
premieére fois aux puissances maritimes du Nord, I'’Angleterre et les
Provinces Unies, pour louer des vaisseaux marchands convertis pour
la guerre. Jusqu'au milieu du xvir° siecle, on resta fidele a la pratique
médiévale de transformer les navires de commerce en les armant pour
la guerre. Le voilier a gréement complet qui s’était développé des le
milieu du xv®siecle constituait encore 1'essentiel des escadres hollan-
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daises au xvir° siecle. Les canons de fonte, plus lourds mais beaucoup
moins chers, supplantaient a bord les anciens canons de bronze et la
Hollande se donnait une puissante industrie d’armement. Les Hollan-
dais ont ainsi pu louer leurs navires armés, équipés et garnis d’équipa-
ges aux puissances étrangeres. Parmi celles-ci, Venise fut privilégiée.
En effet durant la guerre de Gradisca qui devait mettre un terme a
la piraterie uscoque, Venise affronta aussi les forces des archiducs
d’Autriche et de leurs alliés espagnols établis en Sicile et a Naples. La
Hollande et Venise se trouvaient avoir méme ennemi, les Habsbourg
de Vienne et Madrid. La guerre n’était pas seule a favoriser un rappro-
chement entre les deux Républiques marchandes. Dés les années 1590,
la pénurie et la disette qui avaient sévi dans le bassin méditerranéen
avait incité Venise a acheter des grains aux Provinces-Unies et, a par-
tir de 1614-1616, 'échange d’ambassadeurs prépara I'alliance conclue
en 1619. La treve de Douze Ans inaugurée en 1609 allégeait I'effort de
guerre hollandais et libérait des moyens que les Etats Généraux pou-
vaient mettre a disposition des puissances étrangeres. Cette politique
préparait au renforcement de la présence des marchands hollandais
sur les marchés méditerranéens orientaux. Au total, de 1617 a 1619,
trois flottes hollandaises équipées pour combattre aux cotés des forces
vénitiennes arrivérent dans le nord de I’Adriatique avec des troupes,
surtout des mercenaires allemands. Elles avaient déjoué ou forcé la
surveillance espagnole dans le détroit de Gibraltar ou en Adriatique.
Durant la guerre de Candie, Venise enrola encore des vaisseaux mar-
chands armés venus de Hollande et d’Angleterre, qui lui permirent
de résister pendant un quart de siécle a la puissance ottomane. Mais
ces navires avaient fait leur temps et les puissances du Nord (Suéde et
Danemark) commencaient a construire des voiliers uniquement des-
tinés a la guerre. En 1667, I’Arsenal de Venise entreprit de construire
son premier vaisseau de ligne.

Si Venise achetait ou louait les services de bateaux hollandais dans
la premiére moitié du xvir° siecle, a la méme époque elle fournissait
en bois de marine I'Ordre de S. Giovanni de Jérusalem replié a Malte,
comme le minutier du notaire Fabrizio Beacian en a conservé la trace
pour les années 1597-1621. Le receveur du prieuré de I'Ordre installé a
Venise avait pour mission de procurer la matiére premiere aux chan-
tiers de construction surtout siciliens auxquels 'Ordre passait com-
mande de navires. Déja avant 1580 Venise livrait 30% des achats de
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bois et de fer de I’Ordre, mais ce mouvement cessa au cours de la
décennie 1620, car les bois méditerranéens furent supplantés par les
fournitures apportées par les navires du Nord de I'Europe. Les bois
des Alpes étaient convoyés a Venise par flottage sur les riviéres équi-
pées de ‘gares des bois’, de scieries hydrauliques et de barrages. Tren-
te-huit compagnies dans lesquelles figuraient des hommes d’affaires
nobles qui approvisionnaient aussi ’Arsenal vénitien contribuerent
aux ventes de bois au prieur de I'Ordre. Elles procédaient aux coupes
de bois en territoire vénitien mais aussi dans les bassins versants des
torrents Brenta, Piave et Cordevole sous juridiction des comtes de
Tirol et des évéques de Bressanone (Katia Occhi).

TRANSFERTS DE POPULATION, ACCULTURATION, SPIRITUALITE

La guerre, omniprésente a la fin du Moyen Age, provoquait des
déplacements de population et Ersie Burke a examiné I'émigration
grecque, noble ou populaire, a Venise apres la prise de Constantinople
par les Turcs et les raisons du choix de Venise comme foyer d’accueil.
L’émigration se poursuivit durant tout le xvi° siecle et aboutit a un
établissement permanent et a la création d’'une communauté dotée
d'une église et d’'une scuola ou confrérie. La situation de ces réfugiés
n’était pas facile et une source éclaire les relations entre la cité-Etat
et les migrants: les pétitions adressées aux autorités et la réponse de
celles-ci, sous forme de concessions, jugements ou graces. Venise fut
un Etat généreux pratiquant le public welfare, accordant des pensions
pour services rendus ou pour indemniser des dommages, personnels
ou commerciaux. Ces pétitions sont une mine d’informations sur
l'attitude des réfugiés a 'égard de I'Etat dont ils attendaient justice,
arbitrage, emploi et le vivre dans les temps difficiles. Elles visaient une
faveur. Elles étaient présentées au Collége qui les déclarait recevables
et les dirigeait alors vers la magistrature compétente avant qu’elles ne
fissent retour au Pien Collegio qui approuvait le choix du magistrat et en
précisait les conditions. La proposition était ensuite inscrite a I’ordre
du jour du Sénat. Ces pétitions étaient le fait de réfugiés qui avaient
tout perdu en fuyant et en rompant les contacts avec leur patrie. Les
immigrants volontaires gardaient au contraire des liens familiaux ou
commerciaux. Les réfugiés étaient des travailleurs qui essayaient de se
procurer un revenu régulier, par un emploi rémunéré dans un office
ou sur les chantiers publics. Les pensions versées étaient réversibles
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a la veuve ou aux orphelins. Les femmes étaient moins nombreuses
a pétitionner, elles laissaient faire le mari ou le frére, n’avaient pas de
mérite militaire a faire valoir, maitrisaient mal l'italien. Les veuves
de guerre intervenaient davantage et elles racontaient alors I'histoire
de leur mari. Généralement les femmes demandaient un subside
transmissible a leurs enfants et certaines libéralités engendraient
des sinécures héréditaires. Une agence des Rason vecchie, les Cinque
Savii sopra Napolitani et Malvasiotti (réfugiés de Nauplie/Napoli di
Romania et de Monemvasia), était chargée de distribuer les pensions.
Apres 1570, des Cypriotes demandérent des faveurs analogues en se
réclamant d’aieux venus de Nauplie, mais I'Etat ne montrait plus la
méme bienveillance envers les habitants des colonies perdues a I'issue
des derniéres guerres turques, moins de gens cherchaient a fuir vers
Venise et surtout 'économie vénitienne n’était plus aussi florissante
qu’en 1540. La guerre de 1538-1540 se termina par des négociations,
celle de 1571 par une capitulation, les Ottomans faisant des milliers
de captifs réduits en esclavage, dont I'Etat ou de simples particuliers
(buoni christiani) finangaient le rachat. L’Etat ne compensait plus les
pertes matérielles comme apres 1540, assistance et piété l'inclinaient
a racheter les captifs. L’ Auteur avance une derniére raison pour cette
différence de traitement, Nauplie et Monemvasia étaient des colonies
militaires hébergeant de nombreux stradioti grecs ou albanais et leurs
chefs, beaucoup choisirent de continuer a servir Venise qui les rapatria
avec leurs familles ou les envoya dans d’autres colonies. Leur fournir
aide et travail était un moyen de préserver a la fois la paix civile et une
force militaire. L’étude met en valeur la mutuelle dépendance qui liait
le pétitionnaire et I'Etat, la loyauté et la fidélité des Grecs répondant a
la sagesse et a la gloire de la chrétienne République.

Diana Gilliland Wright éclaire les rapports quelquefois tendus entre
ces soldats grecs, soldats perdus apres une défaite, et les autorités véni-
tiennes qui n’avaient aucun désir de se laisser entrainer dans une nou-
velle guerre avec le récent vainqueur. Pourtant Venise témoignait de
mansuétude al’égard de cette population. Le capetan grec Krokodelos
Kladas entama une guerre privée contre les Turcs dans la péninsule
moréote de Mani 4 la fin de I'année 1480. Cet aventurier recut rapide-
ment le renfort de Thodoros Bua venu de Nauplie. Les autorités véni-
tiennes locales s’'employérent a apaiser la révolte. Lorsque Mehmed II
descendit en Morée en 1460, les grandes familles lui firent soumission.
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Les Kladas entrérent dans le systéme féodal ottoman et regurent en
fief (timar) le chateau de Vardounia. Quand éclata la longue guerre de
1463-1478, Venise leva des mercenaires grecs ou albanais, et parmi eux
les valeureux fréres Kladas dont le chiteau passa ainsi dans les mains
vénitiennes. Krokodelos qui commandait des bandes de 50 a 150 hom-
mes payés avec le butin razzié, était capable de repousser une attaque
turque sur son chateau. Au retour de la paix (25 janvier 1479), Venise
s’engagea a restituer a Mehmed ce qui lui avait appartenu avant les
hostilités — le brillant diplomate Giovanni Dario fut chargé de procé-
der a la délimitation des nouvelles frontiéres avec Sinan Beg, représen-
tant personnel de Mehmed — cependant elle offrit refuge aux Kladas a
Coron, mais ceux-ci n’acceptaient pas de voir leur chateau retourner
aux mains turques et se révoltérent. Les provéditeurs vénitiens de Co-
ron et de Modon mirent leur téte a prix et envoyerent des excuses a
Constantinople. Des échanges de correspondance et des pourparlers
entre Vénitiens et envoyés de Mehmed s’efforcérent d’aplanir les dif-
ficultés soulevées par la révolte grecque. Venise étudiait les moyens
de ne pas livrer la femme et les enfants de Kladas aux Turcs qui les
réclamaient, ils étaient sous bonne garde a Coron, éludait-elle. Elle sa-
vait qu'une telle livraison heurterait les sentiments des stradioti, dont
3 a 5.000 avaient rejoint la rébellion. Elle rapatria la famille Kladas en
Italie sans soulever de protestations du sangakbeg. La conduite des of-
ficiers vénitiens n’était pas toujours aussi empreinte de sagesse et de
générosité et le gouverneur de Nauplie Bartolomeo Minio dénonga le
comportement brutal et humiliant du provéditeur général de la flotte,
Hieronimo Morosini, a I'égard des vétérans. Chose étrange chez ces
révoltés menacés par les troupes turques envoyées en renfort, ils de-
mandaient aux voivodes ottomans d’intercéder aupres des adminis-
trateurs vénitiens pour obtenir leur pardon. Il revint & Dario, de nou-
veau a Constantinople, d’apaiser les querelles surgies avec les turcs
en Morée. Venise ne vit pas d’autre solution que d’envoyer les chefs
de bande et les stradioti combattre Ferrare, une solution consistant a
faire supporter par d’autres un probléme politique qu’on n’a pas pu
résoudre. La correspondance de Dario et de Minio sur laquelle s’ap-
puie I'étude de Diana Wright montre comment on passait du statut de
soldats a celui de bandits quand cessait le service et que ces hommes
sans emploi conservaient leurs armes. En 1517 le traité vénéto-turc
comporta une clause qui autorisait chacun des partenaires a punir les
déserteurs de I'autre camp coupables d’exactions.



AVANT-PROPOS 25

A mi-chemin de I'histoire militaire et de I'histoire religieuse, Daph-
ne Lappa, apres avoir dépouillé les archives de la Casa de’ Catecumenti,
a choisi d’étudier les conversions au catholicisme romain de merce-
naires musulmans ou, plus rarement, juifs, recrutés dans les armées
vénitiennes aux xvir® et xvie siécles. Ces mercenaires qui tenaient
garnison dans les villes de la Terreferme ou dans les iles Ioniennes
avaient été recrutés dans l'arriere-pays des cités vénitiennes de Dal-
matie, soit en Bosnie, en Albanie ou en Péloponnése et dans les iles
de 'archipel égéen intégrés par la conquéte dans I'Empire Ottoman,
c’est-a-dire dans des zones de contact entre les cultures ce qui créait
une certaine familiarité avec la religion de T'autre’. Certains venaient
aussi des cotes d’Afrique du Nord, d’Andalousie et d’Anatolie, de ter-
res qui jamais ne furent vénitiennes. Dans les compagnies vénitiennes
d’infanterie ou de cavalerie légere ces musulmans combattaient aux
cotés de mercenaires chrétiens dont ils partageaient le mode de vie et
les peurs lorsqu’ils se trouvaient avoir a combattre le méme ennemi,
le plus souvent les soldats ottomans. Ce voisinage permanent favori-
sait le rapprochement religieux et n’avait rien d’exceptionnel dans les
armées du temps. Le milieu mercenaire constituait un terrain privi-
légié pour les conversions. Les officiers chrétiens et les chapelains de
I'armée, lorsqu’ils avaient détecté des éléments laissant présager une
possible conversion a la foi chrétienne, envoyaient ces soldats a Venise
ou des Jésuites avaient institué des 1557, sur le modéle romain, une
‘maison des catéchumenes’ dont les desservants dirigés par un prieur
procédaient a une enquéte pour déterminer le degré de sincérité de
ces hommes, éventuellement mesurer les pressions dont ils avaient
été I'objet, écarter les fraudeurs qui trouvaient la le gite et le couvert
pour quelques mois. Ces fraudeurs étaient des grecs orthodoxes se
faisant passer pour musulmans, des schismatiques, non des infidéles.
L’Auteur rapporte les histoires de ces catéchumeénes souvent nés dans
des couples mixtes, pere musulman, mere chrétienne, élevés dans la
religion du pére, obligés de raconter leur histoire, leur vie passée, et
leur désir de devenir chrétiens qui témoignaient de leur sincérité. Ces
histoires individuelles de conversion s’inscrivent parfaitement dans le
théme de ce recueil, souvent ces soldats de fortune ont erré autour
de la Méditerranée, a bord de navires pratiquant la course ou dans les
compagnies de mercenaires chargées de la protection de I'Empire, ils
ont été faits prisonniers, sont devenus esclaves de propriétaires chré-
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tiens avant d’acquérir leur liberté en entrant au service de Venise. Ces
pérégrinations ont aussi préparé leur conversion en provoquant une
sorte d’indétermination religieuse favorable a la réception d’une foi
nouvelle.

La religiosité du monde maritime a fait I'objet de deux contribu-
tions. Le culte de sainte Lucia était présent a Venise, Spalato et dans
les localités du golfe du Quarnero, en des lieux marqués par une forte
tradition maritime (Igor Sipi¢). Les attributs de Lucie étaient deux
symboles de lumiere (lux) une chandelle de cire et ses yeux, énucléés
aux ciseaux lors de son martyre (aprés une vision de sainte Agathe qui
lui aurait dit: «Lucie, tu es lumiére!»). Son culte, précoce en Sicile et
a Rome, se répandit rapidement en Italie centrale avant d’atteindre
Venise. L'ile de Hvar (I'antique Pharos) possédait des le xv* siecle une
église dédiée a sainte Lucie dans la vieille ville, de méme Pola sur le
site d'un ancien temple romain. En Istrie quinze localités, surtout si-
tuées au bord de mer, seraient dotées d’une église a sainte Lucie, de
méme que I'ille de Pag a Kosljun. Le culte de sainte Lucie devint un
culte vénitien a I'instar des cultes de s. Marco et de s. Rocco. Sa féte
coincidait avec le solstice d’hiver qui marque l’allongement du jour.
La sainte, détentrice de la sagesse divine, éponyme de la «lumiére »,
protégeait des maladies oculaires. C’était a ce titre qu’elle intervenait
dans la navigation ou une parfaite vision des vigies était un facteur
essentiel de la sécurité du navire et de I'équipage. De nombreux ex-
voto marins sont des plaques d’argent ou figure un ceil, témoignage
de I'importance de la vision dans la vie et le destin des marins, mar-
chands ou pélerins circulant sur les routes maritimes. Marco Antonio
de Dominis qui se rendit justement a Spalato en 1602 et y devint ar-
chevéque y écrivit un traité sur la vision et le rapport entre lumiére
et obscurité.

DEVELOPPEMENT ECONOMIQUE, RIVALITES COMMERCIALES,
PROGRES SCIENTIFIQUE

Ces différentes études ont insisté sur le poids de la guerre, sur la com-
plexité des relations avec les populations grecques et sur la fidélité de
celles-ci qui n’avaient aucun désir de vivre sous I'autorité ottomane,
sur I'habileté diplomatique de Venise soucieuse de ne pas envenimer
des rapports déja tendus avec le sultan, sur 'humanité de son atti-
tude a I'égard des réfugiés, sur I'équilibre des pouvoirs au sein de 1'ad-
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ministration vénitienne ou un subalterne pouvait mettre en cause le
comportement d'un officier supérieur. Quatre relations rompent avec
ce climat guerrier et tournent les regards vers la vie économique des
territoires vénitiens riverains de I’Adriatique et de la mer Ionienne,
son débouché en Méditerranée.

Les actes de la famille Matafari¢ conservés aux Archives d’Etat de
Zadar (Croatie) montrent comment la noblesse de Zadar a converti
ses activités apres le retour de la cité sous la domination vénitienne en
1409. Le monopole vénitien a dépouillé les nobles de leur principale
source de revenus, le sel et les salines. L.a noblesse a dii abandonner
le commerce du sel et les fermes d'imp06t et elle a fondé des compa-
gnies associant nobles urbains et descendants de marchands italiens
immigrés et installés dans les villes dalmates pour I'exploitation des
ressources agraires des campagnes insulaires, 1'élevage des moutons
et le vignoble, dont les produits, la viande et les fromages, étaient
destinés au marché local. La compagnie de Matafari¢ employa jusqu’a
vingt-deux éleveurs (bergers). Malgré la modestie de ses ressources,
limitées a I’exploitation de quelques terroirs villageois autour de Zara
et dans les iles Kornati, la compagnie s’inscrivait dans le circuit des
échanges qui unissait les territoires vénitiens, de Corfou a I'Istrie et a
I'archipel dalmate, voire a la métropole Venise qui importait les fro-
mages salés de brebis tandis que la viande fraiche approvisionnait les
boucheries de Zara. L'ancien patriciat de Zadar a perdu sa prééminen-
ce au bénéfice d’'une nouvelle classe marchande et bourgeoise dont
I'investissement dans I'exploitation du sol répondait aux objectifs de
la politique vénitienne de mise en valeur des territoires du Stato da
mar (Florence Fabijanec).

Apres 1530, la crise politique et économique qui secouait la Répu-
blique obligea a faire une plus grande place aux sujets et aux étran-
gers dans la vie maritime de Venise (Gerassimos D. Pagratis). Grecs,
Turcs, chrétiens renégats, Arméniens, Ragusains et Juifs commence-
rent a s’affirmer sur les marchés de la Dominante. La marine mar-
chande ionienne a participé a cette croissance durant le siecle. Ve-
nise encourageait le commerce maritime de ses sujets, indispensable
au ravitaillement des territoires et de la métropole de méme que les
relations interrégionales entre les iles jusqu’en Creéte, elle interdisait
leur participation directe au commerce avec I'étranger. Armateurs et
marins crétois avaient pourtant noué des la fin du xv* siécle des rela-
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tions directes avec I’Angleterre pour I'exportation des vins de malvoi-
sie. Beaucoup s’étaient établis a Constantinople devenue la base de
trafics avec les Pays du Nord, la Pologne notamment. Le retrait des
nobles vénitiens du commerce maritime provoquait des tensions sur
la place et conduisait a un assouplissement des mesures protection-
nistes. Dans cette conjoncture les Grecs offraient leurs services pour
importer les grains turcs dans les ports italiens. Ils conservaient des
relations étroites avec leurs compatriotes vivant dans I'Empire Otto-
man et avec ceux établis a Venise. Les Grecs ottomans favorisaient
I'entrée dans I'Empire des Grecs vénitiens, souvent des réfugiés qui
gardaient le contact avec leur cité d’origine, Nauplie, Monemvasia,
Modon ou Coron. La guerre de Chypre qui cotita a Venise la moitié
de sa flotte ouvrit la Méditerranée orientale aux marines de I'Europe
du Nord-Ouest. Au xvi® siécle les actes de navigation promulgués par
les Anglais exclurent les Grecs des relations maritimes directes avec
I’Angleterre. L’ Auteur choisit ensuite de tracer la carriére de trois per-
sonnages emblématiques de I’activité maritime ionienne, I'armateur
et capitaine au long cours Matteo Vergi courant les mers, engagé dans
plusieurs sociétés commerciales et habile a utiliser les primes liées a
I'importation des grains turcs, Constantinos Sicuros, qui en 1555 pos-
sédait une nave en commun avec Ahmet Pasha, commandée par un
autre musulman, le reis Mustafa, spécialisée dans le transport de grains
a Venise, Marcos Samariaris réfugié de Modon et établi a Zante, assez
riche pour posséder un bloc d'immeubles & Venise méme a la fin de sa
vie. La relation contribue a réviser le point de vue traditionnel d’une
métropole imposant un joug sévere a ses colonies et les maintenant
dans un état d’arriération économique. Les plus dynamiques des in-
sulaires conduisaient de brillantes affaires internationales et savaient
se ménager des places de premier plan a Venise méme.

Vera Costantini examine aussi les conséquences de la perte de
Chypre qui risquait de marginaliser la puissance vénitienne réduite
a un Etat régional. Le patriciat réagit selon le schéma éprouvé du
monopole, du rapport privilégié avec ' Empire Ottoman, garanti par
la proximité et la continuité territoriale. Seule 1’Adriatique pouvait
tenir ce role et au port de Spalato fut dévolue cette fonction du main-
tien du role international de Venise. En établissant sur la cote dalmate
un port franc satellite de 'emporio realtino, les Vénitiens révaient d’y
attirer les marchandises de I'arriére-pays balkanique jusqu’a Edirne
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et Istanbul. L'institution de I’échelle (scala) de Spalato répondait a un
double objectif: contrer les Anglais qui avaient fait de Livourne leur
escale en Méditerranée et renforcer les itinéraires terrestres comme
antidote a I'aggravation des activités corsaires sur mer. Le succes de
I'opération dépendait de la bonne volonté ottomane, du choix des
Turcs de convoyer le commerce balkanique vers Spalato plutot que
vers Raguse. Ce bon vouloir turc imposait a Venise d’adopter une
conduite diplomatique qui ménageat les intéréts turcs et la suscepti-
bilité du sultan. Venise pouvait compter sur un solide réseau d’agents
aguerris, de marchands, d’actifs entrepreneurs au cceur de 'Empire et
sur ses marges, de personnages en qui elle pouvait placer sa confian-
ce comme le juif sépharade Daniele Rodriga. Elle souhaitait que la
création de l'escale passat pour une initiative personnelle des mar-
chands, ce qui au surplus ménageait les susceptibilités des uns et des
autres et évitait de soulever une controverse politique qui aurait attisé
la concurrence des Etats riverains et fortifié 'axe Ancone-Raguse et
ses annexes, Maqarsqa et les ports de la Neretva. Cependant le baile
a Istanbul intervenait pour demander que soient réprimés les actes
de banditisme sur les routes des Balkans, ou poursuivies la construc-
tion d’infrastructures, caravansérails et ponts ou encore la délivrance
de laisser passer, sans jamais mentionner la scala de Spalato. L'axe
vénitien jouissait d’avantages incontestables par rapport a son rival
pontifical, d’abord celui d’avoir un accées direct aux marchés conti-
nentaux, notamment allemand, ensuite de desservir un grand foyer
industriel, Venise elle-méme. Avec la création de la scala de Spalato,
Venise s’affranchissait de la tutelle de la Sainte-Ligue, tournait le dos
a ses anciens alliés et transformait ses voisins ottomans en partenai-
res commerciaux, a ses yeux les plus capables en temps de crise de
contribuer a relancer les trafics puisqu’ils controélaient les itinéraires
traditionnels du commerce vénitien en Orient. La nouvelle ligne des
trafics reposa sur une collaboration étroite entre des groupes sociaux
hétérogenes et nouveaux sur la scéne internationale, interprétes véni-
tiens, marchands bosniaques musulmans, fonctionnaires ottomans et
marchands sépharades.

11 était difficile de faire le tour des relations nouées par Venise avec
le monde méditerranéen sans aborder la question des sels ni celle,
fondamentale, de la souveraineté sur 1’Adriatique, son Golfe, avec
toutes ses implications, diplomatiques ou écologiques. L'auteur a ren-
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versé la perspective et examiné la politique de Venise vue de Trieste,
un petit port local étroitement surveillé par son puissant voisin solide-
ment installé sur le littoral si proche de I'Istrie. Un dessin commenté
de Valvassor (fin du xvir® siecle) décrit le systéme technique et hydro-
logique des salines et leur fonctionnement dans I'espace intertidal, le
nord de I’Adriatique étant soumis a un régime de marées biquotidien
qui a Trieste peut atteindre une amplitude de 1 m a 1,50 m. Les salines
de Trieste ont connu deux phases d’expansion, au cours des années
1330 puis apres 1560. Les rendements demeuraient tres faibles et les
Triestins étaient constamment obligés d’étendre leurs salines dans un
mode de production qui compensait la faiblesse du rendement par
I'extension des surfaces, mais I'étroitesse de la plaine cotiére au pied
du Carso leur imposait d’établir les nouvelles salines en mer par créa-
tion de véritables polders. Au début du xvi® siécle, incapable de dispo-
ser de plus de trois mois de réserve pour approvisionner l’arriere-pays
immédiat, Trieste envisageait d’'importer du sel romagnol. La géogra-
phie historique des salines porte témoignage de I’évolution des riva-
ges, d'une lente élévation du niveau marin depuis 'époque romaine
et d’'un remblaiement anthropique récent qui répond aux besoins de
I'urbanisation, de I'industrialisation et du développement portuaire.
Sur les salines de Trieste comme de Muggia, sa voisine sous autorité
vénitienne, les sauniers étaient des métayers dont la condition se dé-
grada rapidement a I'époque moderne, leur rétribution fixée a I'ori-
gine dans un bail a moitié passa au xvi‘ siecle sous les 20% du produit
récolté. Les propriétaires s’en tiraient mieux car ils avaient des biens
dans plusieurs salines. L'extension des salines de Trieste en mer modi-
fiait I'environnement (détournement des fleuves, crues, ruissellement
des eaux douces en nappes), la construction de digues repoussait le
torrent vers le sud au détriment du territoire de Muggia suscitait des
conflits répétés avec Venise qui renonga a intervenir contre sa rivale
protégée par les archiducs et I'empereur Habsburg qui y établirent un
port franc (1719). Trieste fit alors venir du sel de Barletta en Pouille.
La souveraineté de Venise sur son Golfe s’en trouvait bafouée. Les os-
cillations de la production a Muggia (1721-1750) reflétent les variations
climatiques, mais le déficit permanent avait des causes structurelles,
techniques et sociales. La politique volontariste de I'Office du sel véni-
tien encouragea une timide reprise a la fin du si¢cle dans toute I'Istrie.
L’Autriche au contraire, qui disposait du beau sel blanc des salines
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alpestres, s’'employa a mettre un terme a I’activité saliniére de Trieste
quand les traités de 1815 lui eurent donné tous les territoires de la Ré-
publique. Apres quelques essais infructueux de conversion dans la pis-
ciculture et les matériaux de construction, il fallut attendre la seconde
apres-guerre pour que le gouvernement militaire anglo-américain en-
courageat la naissance d'un conglomérat industriel et portuaire qui
s’est établi sur des terrains remblayés par-dessus les anciennes salines
vénitienne ou triestine des basses vallées de I'Ospo et du Rosandra
(Jean-Claude Hocquet).

Les aspects intellectuels, scientifiques ou spirituels n’ont pas été né-
gligés, comme en témoigne 1'étude trés neuve de Toni Veneri qui a
choisi de rappeler les progres et les missions dévolues a la cartogra-
phie a travers la figure et les travaux de Giovanni Battista Ramusio,
le concepteur des cartes géographiques de la Méditerranée qui or-
nent la Salle des Cartes du palais ducal, aidé par des cartographes de
renom, tel Zorzi de Modon qui avait terminé en 1541 une carte de
la Méditerranée médiane centrée sur les deux péninsules italienne et
moréote et sur les deux mers, Adriatique et Egée, afin de mettre en
évidence I'empire maritime de Venise et le théatre de ses opérations
commerciales et diplomatiques dont I’aboutissement restait Constan-
tinople. Ramusio avait pour plus proche collaborateur Giacomo
Gastaldi qui, en 1548, avait publié¢ une Geografia en édition de poche,
congue par conséquent pour un usage quotidien et pratique, qui re-
composait le découpage de Ptolémée afin de placer Venise comme
limite nord-occidentale de la Dalmacia nova tabula et Constantinople
a la fois limite sud-orientale de Polonia et Hungaria nova tabula et nord-
orientale de la Gretia nova tabula. En 1559, Gastaldi recut commande
du Sénat d'une grande carte en quatre feuilles de I'Europe sud-orien-
tale achevée en 1560 et dont les limites étaient marquées a I'ouest par
Venise, par Vienne au nord, Constantinople a I'est et Candie au sud,
soit les trois grands centres politiques de la zone et Candie la grande
possession maritime de Venise. Une carte de Forlani publiée 'année
de Lépante affichait explicitement I'objectif militaro-stratégique de
la cartographie et précisait que les routes conduisant aux principaux
ports de 'Empire Ottoman étaient aussi celles par lesquelles I'armata
cristiana gagnerait le coeur de la machine de guerre ottomane pour
la détruire. La carte publiée par Camocio en 1574 montre comment
Constantinople pourrait étre prise en tenailles par une escadre venue
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par les routes maritimes et par des troupes arrivées par la route qui,
de Raguse, traversait la péninsule balkanique, la carte ménageait une
colonne a droite pour indiquer les étapes et les distances de ces deux
itinéraires. Cette conception dynamique de la carte-itinéraire ache-
mina a une structure minimale et rapidement codifiée qui privilégiait
la représentation des iles et aboutissait dés 1528 & Venise a l'isolario
de Benedetto Bordone, conformément a une tradition florentine qui
trouve son origine dans le Liber Insularum Archipelagi de Buondel-
monti, ceuvre d'un homme du continent incapable de souligner les
relations maritimes entre les divers éléments de I’Archipel, a la diffé-
rence de Bartolomeo dalli Sonetti qui avait publié a Venise dés 1485 un
Isolario qui accompagnait chaque ile d'une description versifiée pour
signaler les distances, les hauts fonds, les écueils et les abris. Quand
le graveur padouan Antonio Pigafetta entreprit de représenter les na-
vigations de Magellan, il le fit sur le mode de l'isolario et placa sans
hésitation la zone comprise entre Venise et Constantinople au cen-
tre du livre, encadrée par les iles atlantiques et celles des mers orien-
tales. Cette vision d'un monde insulaire qui pouvait se prévaloir de
'autorité de Strabon trouva consistance dans la vision de Tommaso
Porcacchi qui représentait Venise comme un empire sans prince et
par conséquent a I'abri de la tyrannie, «splendeur de la Chrétienté»
et victime de la formidable expansion turque, Porcacchi dressait un
paralléle avec Rome, passée du statut de seigneur du monde, palais de
I’honnéteté et de la sagesse, a (un réceptacle de) I'ignorance, du vice
et de la barbarie. Dans les éditions successives considérablement enri-
chies, Constantinople occupait toujours une place de choix, mais elle
avait cessé d’étre dominée par Sainte Sophie qui avait cédé la place au
sérail du Grand Turc, sommet de la puissante machine impériale ot-
tomane. Camocio privilégiait dans sa cartographie les territoires sous
domination vénitienne, les rencontres armées entre Vénitiens et Turcs
et les forteresses maritimes devenues I'élément le plus caractéristique
du paysage, Lépante formant I'axe du recueil publié en 1574. La fin du
siecle renouait avec une tradition illustrée a la fin du Quattrocento par
la fameuse Peregrinatio in Terram Sanctam de Bernhard von Breyden-
bach publiée a Mayence en 1486. Le Viaggio da Venetia a Costantinopoli
per mare e per terra, et insieme quello di Terrasanta de Giuseppe Rosaccio
connut plusieurs rééditions et reprit le topos de Bordone, Venise, cité
circulaire au milieu des eaux, microcosme du grand continent de la
terre au milieu du grand Océan.
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Douze relations pour étudier les relations de Venise avec la Méditer-
ranée ont surtout mis l'accent sur le monde égéen, tant les relations
de la Gréce, de la Romanie disaient les Vénitiens, étaient étroites avec
la République de Venise. Pendant cinq siecles, la durée couverte par
le recueil, I'intérét s’est déplacé, de Tana et Tenedos a la fin du x1v*
siécle, aux iles Ioniennes, Zante et Corfou, a Trieste au xvI® siécle aux
portes mémes de I'ancien duché, que les archiducs, bien aidés par les
Génois, avaient arraché a Venise a l'issue de la guerre de Tenedos. On
voit combien les horizons vénitiens se sont rétrécis, ce dont témoigne
aussi I'invention de I'escale de Spalato dont I'objectif était de capter
le commerce balkanique des produits de I'élevage et des matieres pre-
miéres. Venise n’a jamais négligé ces productions, la mise en valeur
d’lles déshéritées comme les Kornat balayées par la bora contribuait
a son ravitaillement. Ces douze relations montrent aussi les change-
ments intervenus dans I'historiographie et les préoccupations des his-
toriens: il y a un demi-siécle, elles auraient fait une large place aux
navires, a leur voilure, peut-étre a leur tonnage, aux routes maritimes,
aux produits du grand commerce, aujourd’hui elles privilégient les
hommes, marchands, religieux ou soldats, leurs activités, leurs diffi-
cultés, leurs croyances, les transferts de population, la réception de
Tautre’. Ce déplacement de I'intérét est favorisé par I'exploitation de
sources jusqu’'a une date récente négligées: les déclarations diment
enregistrées des exilés grecs qui pétitionnent ou les confessions des
candidats naguere ‘infidéles’ au baptéme, autant de micro-histoires
personnelles ou familiales souvent dramatiques. La guerre continue
en effet d’étre omniprésente avec ses peurs, ses captifs, ses réfugiés et
ses malchanceux réduits en esclavage, elle introduit en Méditerranée
des renforts inattendus, les vaisseaux hollandais qu’on avait pris I'ha-
bitude de considérer comme des ‘intrus’, alors que Venise a besoin
de I'aide de la jeune puissance calviniste pour faire piéce a ses puis-
sants voisins catholiques, dans le méme temps ou elle dispose encore
d'un monopole des livraisons de bois de marine a I'Ordre de Malte.
L'esprit de croisade n’est jamais trés loin, ou ne serait-ce pas plutot
la nécessité de maintenir des liens commerciaux avec les uns ou les
autres, ' Empire Ottoman voisin ne pouvant pas devenir le client ex-
clusif. Trois relations insistent sur les rapports étroits qui unissent les
populations des lambeaux de I'Empire et montrent une Venise atten-
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tive a récompenser ceux qui se sont battus pour elle, a leur maintenir
un niveau de vie décent, a protéger les mercenaires défaits, a veiller
au salut de leur ame auquel ceuvre une institution fondée par les Jé-
suites. Venise se voit comme une ile, un monde insulaire isolé au cen-
tre du monde nouvellement exploré et, simultanément, a la marge
du monde chrétien. Entre ces empires aux cultures et aux religions
diverses, des passeurs accomplissent des missions indispensables, car
ils ont des parents, des amis, des correspondants de part et d'autre
de frontiéres fluctuantes et mal fixées, je veux parler des Grecs et des
juifs et Venise utilise admirablement leurs compétences et leurs ré-
seaux. Finalement ce que je retiens de ces contributions multiples,
c’est que la Sérénissime ne fut pas I'insupportable dominatrice intolé-
rante qui opprimait des peuples conquis et des religions minoritaires,
elle savait faire sa place aux initiatives des uns et des autres, méme a
celle des sujets, a une époque ou le libéralisme n’avait pas triomphé
et ou son champion, I’Angleterre, imposait des actes de navigation
qui excluaient les étrangers du commerce maritime et n’étaient pas
si éloignés des vieux monopoles vénitiens et de la revendication de
souveraineté sur la mer.
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VENICE, GENOA
AND THE FIGHTS OVER THE ISLAND
OF TENEDOS (LATE FOURTEENTH
AND EARLY FIFTEENTH CENTURY)

RutHY GERTWAGEN

N 1377 a war broke between Venice and Genoa over the island of

Tenedos that lies at the entrance to the Straits of the Dardanelles in
N-E Aegean Sea (MaP 1). In the framework of the renewal in March 1376,
with a delay of one year, of the treaty that had run its five-year course
between Venice and John V, the Byzantine emperor and the original
owner of the island, the emperor ceded Tenedos to the Venetians. The
Genoese, who endeavored to annul the completion of the pact, released
Andronicus IV, John’s V rebellious son, from his prison and assisted him
to depose his father and to be coroneted as an emperor. In return, An-
dronicus promised to give the Genoese the island of Tenedos. Never-
theless, when the Genoese of Pera came to accomplish their claim, the
inhabitants of Tenedos, who were the deposed emperor’s supporters,
resisted to them and delivered the island to the Venetians. The Vene-
tians fortified the island and nominated Donato Tron as governor (cap-
tain), replaced three month later by Antonio Venier. Venice’s rejection
to deliver Tenedos to the Genoese of Pera on behalf of the Byzantine
emperor, on the pretext that Andronicus was an usurper, and the events
that resulted from Venice’s refusal were the immediate cause to the war
of Tenedos. In 1379 the war was shifted by Genoa to the Adriatic Sea, to
Chioggia, the outpost of Venice on the Adriatic. To besiege Chioggia
(1379-1380), Genoa joined forces with Hungary, the rival of Venice for
the control of Dalmatia in the Eastern Adriatic Sea and with the en-
emies of Venice in its hinterland, on the Terraferma. After Chioggia had
been conquered for a short time by the allies, Venice eventually won the
maritime siege. On the other hand, maritime incidents that continued
between Venice and Genoa in the Adriatic and Liguria seas until March
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1381 ended without any clear victory by either side.* With the media-
tion of Amadeus VI, the count of Savoy and John's V cousin, Venice
and its rivals signed in Torino, in August 1381, a peace agreement. The
Pact of Torino was formulated by the count as a compromised ver-
sion, after each of the parties had submitted its requests to him.

The Pact of Torino that concerns the N-E Mediterranean forced
Venice to hand over the island of Tenedos in two month to the count of
Savoy, the arbitrator, to transfer the local inhabitants, eventually to the
islands of Crete and Negroponte and to destroy its fortifications. Venice
had to guarantee the carrying out of this clause by depositing 150,000
fiorini to either Bologna, Pisa, Ancon or Florence that eventually agreed
to. Both Venice and Genoa were permanently prohibited from using
the island, including for merely anchorage. Both were forbidden for two
years to sail to Tana, in the Sea of Azov, in the N-E of the Black Sea.*

The aim of the present paper is three folds: to pinpoint the meaning
of the articles of the above-clause, while highlighting the importance
of the island of Tenedos in the maritime layout of Venice and Genoa.
We will see that holding, and alternatively losing, the island had a dif-
ferent meaning for each of these maritime powers, with bearing on
the policy concerning their maritime commercial activity in the N-E
Mediterranean. Furthermore, the implications were not only limited
to this area but included the Adriatic and Ionian Seas as well. This
paper also provides a fresh and more accurate profile, than the one

! For the background of the war of Tenedos and the anti-Venetian coalition till the Pact
of Torino, see R. CEssi, Storia della Repubblica di Venegia, Firenze, Giunti Martello, 19812,
Pp- 327-330; S. ROMANIN, Storia documentata di Venegia, Venezia, Filippi, 1972%, 111, pp. 186-
214; E THIRIET, Venise et U'occupation de Ténédos au x1v° siécle, in IDEM, Etudes sur la Romanie
greco- vénitienne (x°-xv* siécles), London, Variorum reprints, 1977 («Collected studies», 60),
no. 11, pp. 220-228; F. C. LANE, Venice: A Maritime Republic, Baltimore, The Johns Hopkins
University Press, 1978, pp. 190-196; Lane detailed the war at Chioggia; B. KrRex1é, Dubrovnik
(Ragusa) and the War of Tenedos/ Chioggia (1378-1381), in IDEM, Dubrovnik, Italy and the Balkans
in the Late Middle Ages, London, Variorum reprints, 1980 («Collected studies», 125), no. vi,
pp- 2-3; IDEM, Le relagioni fra Venegia, Ragusa e le popolagioni serbo-croate, ibidem, no. 1v, pp.
395-398. Surdich only emphasizes the Genoese claim to the island owing to Andronicus’
promise: E SURDICH, Genova e Venegia fra tre e quattrocento, Genova, Bozzi, 1970, p. 26.
On the background for John’s V renewal every five years the Pact with Venice see D. M.
NicoL, Byzantium and Venice, A Study in Diplomatic and Cultural Relations, Cambridge, Cam-
bridge University Press, 1988, pp. 309-312.

* For the complete list of clauses of the Pact of Torino, see ROMANIN, op. cit., 111, pp.
214-216. This paper will relate to mainly those clauses that discuss the island of Tenedos
and the N-E Mediterranean.
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made up till now, of the various geopolitical systems and political
powers involved in and affected by these violent conflicts.

READING INTO THE ARTICLES OF THE PAcCT
OF TORINO REGARDING THE ISLAND OF TENEDOS

Just at first glance of this Pact, one cannot ignore the complete over-
looking of the Byzantine emperor, the original owner of the island of
Tenedos. It was highly likely due to John’s V vassalage status under the
Ottomans since late 1372 or early 1373, a status shared in 1376 also by his
usurper son, Andronicus IV. In fact, in 1376 the Ottomans, manipulated
by the Genoese, helped Andronicus to depose his father, in return for
Gallipoli in the N-g Dardanelles, in addition to Andronicus’ vassalage
obligation.? It should be noted that the Ottomans had conquered Gal-
lipoli in 1354 and lost it as a result of a Crusade in 1366, headed by the
same Amadeus, the arbitrator of the Pact of Torino, who must have
grown personal sensitivity to the increasing power of the Ottomans in
the N-E Mediterranean on expense of Constantinople. One could argue
that Amadeus deliberately demanded Venice to deliver him the island of
Tenedos and not to the Byzantine emperor his cousin, in order to pre-
vent its fall, like Gallipoli, to the Ottomans. In other words, the Byzan-
tine emperor was no more considered an independent political figure.
Another intriguing article concerns the inclusion of Tana in N-E
of the Sea of Azov, in N-E Black Sea. Tana was the most important
reloading port in the N-E of the Black Sea for the Far Eastern com-
modities and for south Russian products that formed the core of the
international trade to Northern Italy, Southern, Central and N-w Eu-
rope. In contrast to the previous war between Venice and Genoa, the
third Genoese war/the war of the Bosporus (1351-1355), Tana was not
the declared target of the war of Tenedos. The third Genoese war had
not ended either with a clear-cut victory of either side.* The article
regarding Tana in the Pact of Torino, however, proves that the war of

3 On John’s V subordination to the Ottomans see J. W. BARKER, Manuel II Palaeologus
(1391-1425): A Study in Late Byzantine Statesmanship, New Brunswick (NJ), Rutgers University
Press, 1969, pp. 18-22 and notes 42, 46. Regarding the circumstances of 1376, see ibidem,
pp- 20-31; G. T. DENNIS, The Reign of Manuel II Palaeologus in Thessalonica, 1382-1387, Rome,
Pont. Institutum Orientalium Studiorum, 1961, pp. 37-38.

4 On the third Genoese war see M. BALARD, A propos de la bataille du Bosphore: Uexpédition
geénoise de Paganino Doria a Constantinople (1351-1352), « Travaux et mémoires du Centre de
recherche d’histoire et de civilization byzantines», 1v, 1970, pp. 431-469.
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Tenedos was not only for the possession of this particular island, but
over the control of the above-mentioned international trade that was
at the core of existence of both Venice and Genoa and the reason for
the violent conflicts in the Eastern Mediterranean.

It should be pointed out that by 1380 the Genoese had accomplished
the conquest of the shore of the Mongol Peninsula of Crimea, includ-
ing the Venetian quarters in the local port towns of Soldaja, Calara
and Provosto. The Mongols had to acknowledge their territorial loss-
es by the peace treaties they signed with the Genoese in 1380 and later,
in 1381 and 1387. In other words, the Genoese could have bypassed the
interdiction to sail to Tana for two years and could trade with Tana
through their colony in Caffa, whereas the Venetians were excluded
completely from this region. In fact, the Pact of Torino enabled the
Genoese to achieve their goal since the 1270s, to prevent Venice to
reach the important port of Tana. Backed by the Pact of Torino, the
Genoese sent vessels to Vosporo and Matrega that controlled the en-
trance to the Sea of Azov to prey for and catch those Venetian ships
that might have violated the prohibition. In both cities the Genoese
had a consul.’ The only ports the Venetian could trade in the Black
Sea on the morrow of the Pact of Torino were Varna and Anchia-
los along the Bulgarian coast in the South-West and Trebizond, on
the southern coast.® Economically and prestigiously speaking, the
detention of Venice’s trade with Tana caused the Serenissima severe
losses. Venice tried to soften the blow by initiating heavy investments
in Mumluk Syria and Egypt, where the Genoese had already been
strongly established, by demanding in 1382 from the Mamluk Sultan
to found a Venetian colony in Damietta in Egypt. Furthermore, Ven-

> IDEM, Génes et la mer Noire (X111 — xv° siécles), «Revue Historique», 252, 1, 1983, pp. 44,
47-49; IDEM, La Romanie génoise, (x11° — début du xv* siécle), Génes-Rome, Bibliothéque des
Bcoles francaises d’Athenes et de Rome, 1978, 1, pp. 150-162; S. PAPACOSTEA, Quod non iretur
ad Tanam: un aspect fondamental de la politique génoise dans la mer Noire au x1v*siécle, «Revue
des Etudes sud-est Européennes», X1v, 2/1, 1978, pp. 201-203 and note 3, pp. 214-215. In con-
trast to Nicol, who completely ignores the geopolitical shifts in the Northern Black Sea
and endows the Venetians unrealistic abilities to overcome this clause: NicoL, Bygantium
and Venice, cit., pp. 321-322.

¢ S. P. Kareov, L'Impero di Trebigonda Venegia Genova e Roma 1204-1461, rapporti poltici,
diplomatici e commerciali, Roma, Il Veltro, 1986, p. 108. Along with Trebizond Stéckly men-
tioned also Provato near Caffa in the Crimea, however there is no evidence for this: D.
STOCKLY, Le systéme de Uincanto des galées du marché a Venise (fin x1r® — miliew xv° siecle),
Leiden-New York-Koln, Brill, 1995, p. 11. On the resume of the commercial line to the Black
Sea and the route followed by the Romania convoy in the Black Sea see ibidem, pp. 111-112.
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ice increased the number of the merchant galleys sailing to Alexan-
dria and especially to Beirut. The rate of the leasing of these galleys
exceeded those sailing to the Black Sea.” The hard blow Venice suf-
fered to its commerce in the Black Sea was sharpened by the clause
that concerns the complete neutralization of the island of Tenedos.

As much as the neutralization of the island of Tenedos sounds log-
ic, to root away the cause of the war, it practically endowed a diplo-
matic victory to Genoa regarding several aspects. First, the Genoese
achieved their goal to deprive Venice of the island. Second, Venice’s
legitimate possession of Tenedos was denied, while at the same
breath, the Genoese aggressiveness, expressed by deposition of John
V, the legal Byzantine emperor, to win the island for themselves was,
even if unconsciously, acknowledged by the Western powers, not di-
rectly involved in the war and that were represented, one could say,
by Amadeus the count of Savoy and the arbitrator between Venice
and Genoa.

The Genoese were in no delay to audaciously take advantage of this
clause of the Pact. They suggested being those to destroy, on their ac-
count, the fortifications of the island.® On the face of it a generous of-
ter to remove the heavy financial burden involved in such an operation
from Venice, who had suffered, as well as Genoa itself, of a severe eco-
nomic and financial crisis as a result of the war.® It is highly likely that
Genoa wanted a foothold in the island to take it over. Genoa’s real aim
must have been transparent and, therefore, was denied by Amadeus.

Although failing this time, Genoa demonstrated persistence to
reach this goal. Benedetto delle Torre, the overseer Genoa sent to
Tenedos to witness the island’s submission by Zanachi Mudazzo, the
Venetian governor (baiulus) of Tenedos, to Amadeus’ delegate, ut-
tered this aim explicitly. Benedetto whispered at Mudazzo’s ear that
by the moment the Venetians deliver Tenedos, the Genoese will take
it over and punish the local inhabitants that had collaborated with the
Venetians. Mudazzo reported about it in writing in January 1381/1382

7 E. ASHTOR, The Levant Trade in the Later Middle Ages, Princeton, Princeton University
Press, 1983, pp. 111-126. ® SurbicH, Genova e Venegia, cit., pp. 26-27 and p. 27, note 9.

? Regarding Venice, see R. C. MUELLER, Effetti della guerra di Chioggia (1378-1381) sulla vita
economica e sociale di Venegia, «Ateneo Veneto», XIX, 1981, pp. 27-41. Regarding Genoa, see
S. EPSTEIN, Genoa and the Genoese, 958-1528, Chapel Hill, University of North Carolina Press,
1996, p. 233; Epstein wrongly indicates that Genoa won the island according to the Pact of
Torino, and that it promised not to fortify the island.
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to the Metropolis, suggesting to the Serenissima not to hand over the
island and to blame him for refusing to do so. In addition he wrote
on the garrison’s refusal to leave the island, since its salary had not
yet been paid, as well as on the locals’ refusal to depart.* At the same
time Mudazzo wrote to Amadeus, count of Savoy, asking him not to
let the island of Tenedos to fall to the hands of the Genoese, suggest-
ing himself as governor on behalf of the count.”

One can safely claim that Mudazzo’s fear of the Genoese was not
without ground.™ Past experience proved that the Genoese took all
means to achieve their aims, while violating instructions of the high-
est authorities in the Western world. A famous case was the conquest
in 1346 of the island of Chios by a Genoese fleet, commanded by Si-
mone Vignosi that had originally been on its way, on papal mission,
to Caffa in the Northern Black Sea to protect the Christian mission
against the Mongols. Vignosi decided to deviate from his original
mission and to take over the island of Chios in order to prevent its
temporal use as a logistic base by the Crusade, headed by the Pope,
to defend Smyrna in Asia Minor against the Turks. The Venetians pro-
vided the naval aid for this Crusade.” Vignosi’s pretext was that the
moment the Venetians had put a foothold on the island, it would have
been difficult, if possible at all, to make them leave Chios after accom-
plishing their goals. In other words, Vignosi acted in the same way he
feared the Venetians might have. One could claim that Vignosi acted
on his own. Nevertheless, Genoa, the Metropolis, did not order him
to give the island back; in other word, his operation was approved. No
real punishment action was inflicted by the papacy against Vignosi or

° This was a letter that Mudazzo wrote to the Venetian Senate 11 January 1382, explai-
ning why he will not deliver the island to Amadeus’ delegate. I'll return below to this
important issue: asve: Libri Commemoriali, lib. 111, ff. 56-57.

" SurbicH, Genova e Venegia, cit., p. 29 and note 19.

 In contrast to Surdich, who argues that Mudazzo’s real motives for his letter to Venice
not to deliver the island were his contacts with the Turks: ibidem, p. 28 and note 17; Sur-
dich, however, fails to say that the Turks Mudazzo had contacts with were those of Phocea
in Asia Minor, who provided him and the people of Tenedos with food; the Ottomans
should be ruled out of this case. On the contacts between Mudazzo and these Turks re-
ported, as we shall see below, p. 362, no. 92, three Venetian nobles arriving to Ragusa from
Crete, where they had received this information.

» BALARD, The Genoese in the Aegean (1204-1453), cit., p. 161; IDEM, La Romanie génoise, cit.,
I, pp. 69-73; my interpretation of Vignosi's motive to take over the island is different from
Balard’s, who infers from the consequences to explain the original tactic.
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Genoa, although Vignosi’s manceuvre caused to difficulties to the pa-
pal against Smyran expedition, while not accomplishing his original
mission commissioned by the papacy, to go to Caffa. Supported by
the Metropolis, Vignosi’s action predicted a change in Genoa’s tactics,
i.e., to exclude Venice from the international trade system in the N-E
Mediterranean by violent and illegal, so to speak, dispossession of
territories from their legal owners; in the case of Chios it was the
Byzantine Empire; in the case of Tenedos, it meant deposing John V,
the legitimate emperor.

The resolution of the Venetian Senate regarding the instructions
given in October 1381 to Pantaleone Barbo, the ambassador to John
V, the Byzantine emperor, on renewal of the treaty, which had run its
five-year course, supports all the above-said arguments. Pantaleone
Barbo was forbidden to discuss Tenedos with the emperor.* Since the
Pact of Torino ignored the emperor, forecasting such a possible issue
for discussion implies suspicion of Genoese involvement. Eventually
Venice’s refusal to hand over Tenedos to the emperor, on the pretext
that the Pact of Torino forbade it, lead to the emperor’s declination
to renew the afore-mentioned treaty.” Ironically, this was the same
emperor, who originally had ceded Venice the island in 1376 and was,
because of his action, deposed by the Genoese. In 1381, due to new
circumstances, he must have acted under Genoese pressure that used
all presumptuous means to win the island.

These events convinced Pantaleone to support Mudazzo’s refusal
to deliver the island to Amadeus’ delegate.” The Venetian Senate
resolution made on November 14, 1381 points to the senators decision
to follow Mudazzo’s idea and to blame him for not yielding the island.
The Venetian ambassadors to Genoa on 13 March 1382 were accordingly
instructed how to discuss the new situation.” The Genoese, however,

“ asve: Senato-Misti, Secreta, reg. 37, f. 21r.

 NicoL, Byzantium and Venice, cit., p. 322; Nicol only laconically refers to the renewal
of the treat. The analysis of the whole scene is mine.

'S In contrast to Surdich, who argues that Mudazzo was motivated only by the will of
the Islanders that refused to leave the island and chose him as their leader; Surdich’s claims
that Pantaleone’s protest against Mudazzo’s move was vague and that he was, therefore,
punished when the whole issue was resolved, is speculative: SURDICH, Genova e Venegia,
cit,, p. 28 and note 15. As we shall see later, Venice used all scheming means, Pantaleone so
called punishment included, to keep holding the island.

7 asve: Senato-Misti, Secreta, reg. 37, ff. 31r-33r, 14 Nov. 1381; £. 577, 10 Mar. 1382.
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who must have been alert to Benedetto’s delle Torre whispered
declaration, did not buy Venice’s excuse and criticized the Venetians
for not having intended to begin with to meet their obligation to hand
over the island of Tenedos nor to pay the pledged money. According
to the Genoese, it was typical to Venetian behavior «...due to the
famous Venetian contempt to others, which they [the Venetians]
wrap by what they call justice». In addition, Genoa required Florence
to pay the pledge of 150,000 fiorini in six month.*

Thiriet argues that the Venetian Senate did not support Mudazzo
for a long time and publically declared him as mutineer. The canceller
Caresini and the doge Michele Morosini, two politicians with experi-
ence in foreign affairs, Thiriet argues, initiated this change of attitude.
Morosini had been one of Venice’s delegates that negotiated the Pact
of Torino and one of the delegates sent to Genoa, still in early 1382 to
explain the delay in the execution of the clause regarding the island of
Tenedos. According to Thiriet, the new policy resulted from Venice’s
exhaustion after the war of Tenedos and consequently its reluctance
to end with another war.* Thiriet also argues that until mid 1383 Ven-
ice invested all efforts in taking over the island from Mudazzo, howev-
er, then the Serenissima changed its opinion regarding the destruction
of the island’s fortifications and the evacuation of its local population.
Thiriet relies on Antonio’s Veniero, the new Venetian doge, sugges-
tion to the Senate in June 1383 on issues to be discussed in Genoa. The
ambassadors had to emphasize the island’s importance to navigation
to N-E Mediterranean, therefore it was essential to make it a strong-
hold for Christianity. A bare island might facilitate its capture by the
Ottomans.*

** The Genoese protest is quoted by one of the Venetian Senate’s versions of the reply
to Genoa, discussed in April: ibidem, f. 71, 8 Apr. 1382; Surdich, who ignored these do-
cuments, erroneously argued that Genoa sincerely believed Venice’s excuses for the fol-
lowing four month later as well, until May 1382: SURDICH, Genova e Venegia, cit., p. 31 and
pp- 3132, note 26. The references, however, that Surdich refers to, deal with the incident
the Venetian mission encountered in Genoa, defending Florence for not having paid the
pledge. This argument is reasonably argued by G. Bolognini, cited by Surdich himself in
the same note 26, but whom Surdich rejects.

' THIRIET, Venise, cit., p. 232; Roberto Cessi, a most prominent scholar on Venice men-
tioned laconically that there is no way that Venice supported the resurrection: Cessi, Sto-
ria, cit., p. 331.

*° THIRIET, Venise, cit., pp. 234-235 and p. 235, note 1; in this note Thiriet also introduces
Sanudo’s explanation that the Ottomans might use it as a base to invade Greece: IDEM, La
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As we shall see later, Thiriet, who only used part of the doge’s sug-
gestion, pulled it out of its chronological and circumstantial context.
The Venetian documents prove to the opposite i.e., to Venice’s consist-
ent scheming efforts to detain as long as possible the deliverance of the
island of Tenedos. The present paper argues that for Venice, who suf-
fered of a deficient geopolitical layout in N-E Mediterranean, holding
the island of Tenedos was the core of its existence as a reloading port
in the N-E Adriatic to Southern, Central and N-w Europe for the inter-
national commerce from the Far East through the Black Sea and for
Black Sea local commodities. For Genoa, who enjoyed an auspicious
layout in N-E Mediterranean, holding the island only was to inflict a
deadly blow on Venice’s role as a reloading port for the internation-
al commerce conducted in the Black Sea, by depriving the Venetian
commercial convoys anchorage at Tenedos. It is, therefore, necessary
to pinpoint the importance of the island in each of the communes’
geopolitical layout along sea routes in N-E Mediterranean. We will see
that, in contrast to Genoa, Venice has a history of twenty year efforts
before the war of Tenedos to acquire the island. Furthermore, since
the late 1360s Venice made efforts to get another place in N-E Mediter-
ranean, close to Constantinople, to challenge the Genoese advanta-
geous position near the Byzantine Capital and vs the Black Sea.

THE POSITION OF THE ISLAND OF TENEDOS
ALONG NAVIGATION ROUTES IN N-E MEDITERRANEAN

Several factors combined to create favored trunk routes for long-di-
stance voyages in the Mediterranean: geography, including topogra-
phy and the configuration of the coasts; meteorological conditions,
including prevailing winds; oceanographic characteristics, especially
the direction and strength of currents; and technological limitations,
especially those of ships and the necessity to provision mainly with
water.” The last “Venetian’ port of call for Venice’s commercial con-

Romanie vénitienne au moyen Age, le developpement et Uexploitation du domain colonial vénitien
(x11°-xv* siécles), Paris, de Boccard, 1975, pp. 353-355; Cessi was the first to suggest the same
view: CEssI, Storia, cit., p. 334.

* On a detailed discussion on this subject with examples regarding navigation from the
Western Mediterranean and the Adriatic to the Levant through the Aegean and vice versa
in the twelfth-sixteenth centuries: R. GERTWAGEN, Harbours and Port Facilities along the Sea
Lanes to the Holy Land in How They made War in the Crusader Period, ed. by ]J. Pryor, Burling-
ton (VT), Ashgate, 2006, Pp. 95-116.
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voys and the military fleet in the Northern Aegean aiming towards
the Dardanelles was Negroponte (modern Evia) in the Northern
Aegean Sea. Because of the particular navigation conditions in both
channels of Negroponte due to winds and currents regime, especially
their peculiarity near the town of Negroponte, as well as due to sho-
als and sand banks, the town of Negroponte was not quite often the
final port of call especially for the merchant ships. These vessels did
not proceed north-eastwards of the town of Negroponte, by crossing
the bridges that connected the island and the mainland, into Oreos
channel to continue via the Sporades islands in the N-E Aegean versus
the Dardanelles. The bridges, one of which was made of stone, pre-
vented the commercial ships to cross, since they, in contrast to galleys,
could not remove the mast and the sails. On those occasions that the
galleys did cross, to sail to the N-E Mediterranean, they returned back-
wards through the southern channel of Negroponte, Petalioi chan-
nel. Then, passing by the harbours of Karystos or Castri at the s-E
of channel, they sailed northeastwards through the straits of Doro.*
(Map 2) That was the route taken by the Venetian war galley, of a
trireme type, that carried Cyriac of Ancona from Chalcis/Negroponte
to Chios, in 1443 via the Cyclades islands. Cyriac wrote about his vo-
yage to the Byzantine emperor on the board of trireme off Oreos. The
trireme must have sailed into the Oreos channel as part of its original
mission to pursue pirates in the Aegean. The trireme then turned back
and sailed down the channel of Petlioi and thence, to Chios. From the
island of Chios Cyriac intended to reach Constantinople on board of
a safer vessel.” He probably meant a merchant sailer/cog or a mer-
chant galley, since most likely he did not wish to go through a similar
voyage, conditions he must have experienced, while sailing from the
Cyclades towards the island of Chios. The voyage towards the N-E

** There were two bridges at the Negroponte at the time. For detailed discussion on
the bridges, the shoals and their treatment in the Venetian period, and on the particular
navigation conditions in both channels of Negroponte, with the relevant bibliography and
documents, see EADEM, Does Naval Activity — Commercial and Military — Need Artificial Ports?
The Case of Venetian Harbours and Ports in the Ionian and Aegean till 1500, « Graeco Arabica»,
IX-X, 2004, Pp. 170-172 and notes 29-30.

» Cyriac oF ANcona (Ciriaco d’Ancona, 1391-1452), Letters and Travels, ed. and transl. by
E. W. Bondar with C. Foss, Cambridge (mMa), Harvard University Press, 2003, p. 9; on the
trireme type see E C. LANE, From Biremes to Triremes, in IDEM, Venice and History, Collected
Papers, Baltimore, The Johns Hopkins Press, 1966, pp. 189-192.



VENICE, GENOA AND THE FIGHTS OVER TENEDOS 45

Aegean was made against prevailing north easterlies, the Etesian or
Meltemi winds.

The moderate Etesian reaches the force of 2-4 knots but at noon in
spring and autumn it reaches 5-6 knots. During the winter month, be-
tween November and March as well as during summer time, it reach-
es 7 knots. When the Etesian reaches 6-7 knots it causes to strong
storms to descend from the mountains. These might reach the force
of 8 knots in Doro strait, along the southern shores of the island of
Andros, in the strait of Keos or Zia, and between the island bear-
ing the same name and the southern arm of Petalioi gulf. Then the
force of the currents coming from the Dardanelles increases, and they
are particular strong, five knots, in the strait of Doro, in the narrow
channel that separates between the islands of Andros and its southern
neighbour, Tinos, and in the wide channel that separates the island of
Mykonos and the island of Ikara at its south.** These must have been
the navigation conditions that the Ottoman fleet met while sailing in
July 1470 from Negroponte, after having conquered the city. The fleet
sailed via Doro strait towards Chios.” In the fourteenth and fifteenth
century the sailing ships (naves) and the various types of galleys, mer-
chant and war alike, found it difficult, despite of the improvements
at the early fourteenth century of their hulls design and rigging, to
sail against prevailing winds and contrary currents. The various types
of galleys could indeed make their way by rowing, but then, they
were in danger of being swept by the waves and sinking. This danger
was attributed to their low freeboard, which prevented them heeling
too far. The galleys would have found the waves of 0.5-1 meters chal-
lenging and waves of 1.2 beyond their capabilities.** Descriptions of
various voyages in the late fourteenth and fifteenth centuries of both
commercial (naves and big merchant galleys) and military (galeae) ships,

> The Black Sea Pilot, London, Hydrographic Department under the authority of the
Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty, 1969'*, v1, pp. 85-86; Mediterranean Pilot, London,
Hydrographic Department under the authority of the Lords Commissioners of the Admi-
ralty, 1987%, 1v, pp. 9, 214, 251.

»  Annali Veneti dell’anno 1457-1500 del senatore Domenico Malipiero ordinati e abbreviati dal
Senatore Francesco Longo con prefagione e annotagione di Agostino Segreto, « Archivio Storico
Italiano», Vi, 1, 1843, pp. 50, 56, 60.

*¢ J. PRYOR, The Geographical Conditions of Galley Navigation in the Mediterranean, in The
Age of The Galley, Mediterranean Oared Vessels since Pre-Classical Times, ed. by R. Gardiner, J.
Morrison, London, Conway Maritime Press, 1995, pp. 209, 213.
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including horse carriers, show that with the blow of moderate winds
in the N-E Mediterranean, it required the various vessels around six
days and nights to reach the Dardanelles from s-g Petalioi channel
at Negroponte. The Genoese fleet commanded by Paganino Doria
reached the island of Chios in October 1351 after four nights and days.
Amadeus’, the count of Savoy, fleet reached the island of Lesbos from
Negroponte in August 1366, after five days and nights. In moderate
winds the war and merchant galleys sailed, like the naves with only
sails, to save the energy of the rowers. Another day and half were re-
quired from the island of Chios to the mouth of the Dardanelles. The
navis that carried in 1403 Roy Gonzales de Clavijo, the Spanish ambas-
sador, to Samarkand reached after 36 hours the island of Tenedos,
near the mouth of the Dardanelles, from the island of Chios.” (Map
1). Moderate contradictory winds were, however, not common. One
could, therefore, safely estimate that the average time to arrive from
Negroponte to the Dardanelles was eight days and nights.
Re-provisioning with food and mainly fresh drinking water was in-
dispensible. Food was vital for energy to manceuvre heavy rudders and
large Latin sails of the war galleys and the merchant galleys of all size
and of the sailers of chocha type and even more so, for galley oarsmen
to maintain high levels of exertion. Ship’s biscuit provided glucose
and was the basis of seamen’s diets. This also included vegetables or
legumes, which provided B vitamins and minerals, and onion and
garlic, which contained vitamin C and B complex, anti-oxidants, anti-
dermatomycosis and anti-viral, and minerals. Wine softened the hard
biscuits and ameliorated the taste of the food. Water, however, was
the main fuel, due to the sweating and exposure to salt water both
on sailers and war ships.*® Benedetto Cotrugli insisted in his opus,
De navigatione, compiled in 1464-1465, on the importance of water as
elementary necessity for the mariners. Although being a merchant
from Ragusa, Benedetto Cotrugli specifically states that he quoted

¥ BALARD, A propos de la bataille du Bosphore, cit., p. 440. On Amadeus’ fleet voyage see
K. M. SETTON, The Papacy and the Levant, (1204-1571), Philadelphia, American Philosophical
Society, 1976, 1, p. 298 ; Attia wrongly indicated that it only took Amadeus’ fleet two days to
reach Gallipoli from Negroponte: A. S. AtT1a, The Crusade in The Later Middle Ages, New
York, Kraus Reprint Corp., 1965, p. 388; Narrative of the Embassy of Ruy Gongaleg de Clavijo
to the Court of Timour at Samarcand A.D. 1403-6, transl. with notes by C. R. Markham, New
York, Burt Franklin, 1970, pp. 25-27.

*  GERTWAGEN, Harbours and Port Facilities, cit., p. 96.
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the mariners, who served on Venetian ships, on board of which he
sailed.” Rowers, however, required the hugest amount of water. An
experimental run, rowing a vessel at speed for four hours from Crete
to Santorini in the s-w Aegean Sea, revealed that an oarsman needed
one litre of water per hour. Food in the late medieval and early Ren-
aissance periods did not contain these qualities. During the summer
month in the Mediterranean, the water supply dwindled away very
quickly. Summer was the period of the Venetian muda to Romania
and Constantinople. The big merchant galleys of the fourteenth and
fifteenth century could only carry fresh water for one week and the
war galleys only between four to seven days.*® While one can only
assume that big merchant galleys would have sacrificed the water on
account of merchandize, it is very likely that during wartime the war
galleys carried less quantity of water, since then, maneuverability
considerations were on expense of water. Furthermore, since efforts
invested by the rowers and mariners during war time was double, say
the least, then in peace time, it was crucial for the various types of
galleys of the fourteenth and fifteenth century to make a port of call
before arriving, and certainly, before entering the Dardanelles to re-
provision with fresh drinking water.

Making a port before entering the Dardanelles was vital also due
to the local difficult navigation conditions. When the Etesian reaches
force of 2-4 knots, the northern currents in the straits of the Bosporus
and the Dardanelles reach, due to their narrowness, the force of 2.5
to 3 knots; when the force of the winds reaches 6-5 knots the force
of the northern currents in the narrow straits reach 5 knots. Such a
current, after crossing the Dardanelles, runs fiercely to the south-east,
west and south-west of the Aegean, west and south-west to the island
of Tenedos. The rate of the northern current, whose origin is in the
Black Sea, is the greatest during the season when the rivers discharge
the greatest volume of water, due to the throwing of the snow, and
the increasing force of the northerlies. This happens usually during

* Il trattato De navigatione di Benedetto Cotrugli (1464-1465). Edigione commentata del ms.
Schoenberg 473 con il testo del ms. 557 di Yale, a cura di P. Falchetta, «Studi Veneziani», n.s.,
LVII, 2009, p. 102; Cotrugli mentions the water issue as part of the qualities of a good har-
bor. On Cotrugli, his opus and his sources, see ibidem, pp. 15-65.

* J. PRYOR, Geography, Technology and War: Studies in the Maritime History of the Medi-
terranean 649-1571, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 1988, pp. 5, 75-84; IDEM, The
Geography Conditions, cit., p. 210; DoTsON, Economics and Logistics of Galley Warfare, in The
Age of the Galley, cit., pp. 219-220.
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spring and summer, the conventional sailing seasons. Such navigation
conditions pose even today obstacles to boats under sail and to low
powered yachts and the more so for the various medieval vessels due
to their hull design and rigging.” A modern navigation instructions
book for yachts recommends to such vessels, especially to low powered
ones of seven ton powered by 17 H.p. diesel, but also to those with
powerful engines, to plan carefully the entrance into the Dardanelles,
via the sE of the straits and then to proceed northwards following the
Asiatic coast to avoid the strong northern current in the mid-straits
channel and along the European side. Only on the return journey a
yacht can follow the European coast to take a full advantage of the
northern current.”* One can safely claim that vessels only propelled
by sails or oars must have followed this same route, i.e., passing by the
island of Imbros, N-E to Tenedos (MaP 1). The above-mentioned Ruy’s
Gonzales de Clavijo description illustrates realistically the difficulties
met by the navis that carried him, while sailing from the island of
Lesbos on October 1st 1403 towards the Dardanelles and their crossing
versus Constantinople against the Etesian and the northern current.
The northeasterly that strengthened in mid-day dropped the sails of
the ship into the water and pushed the vessel backwards to the island
of Lesbos, where it anchored for four days. On October 6th, at dawn,
the vessel set sail again, and taking advantage of the moderate Etesian,
it doubled its speed and arrived almost at the south of the island of
Tenedos, when the wind reached force of six knots. The ship could
hardly make safely a shelter in a bay at the eastern side of the island.
They had to anchor for fifteen days in this bay, where they provisioned
with water and fire wood, till the storm calmed down. On the sixteenth
day the ship re-set to the straits of the Dardanelles, taking advantage
of the Poyrag light N-E breeze, and it arrived at the island of Imbros,
where it had to anchor for 36 hours, since the wind totally calmed
down. Only the following morning, with the blow of the ‘right wind’
according to de Clavijo, which was the following west-south-western
wind, could the vessel cross the Straits northwards.® Since, however,
the island of Imbros was arid, it was only used for anchorage if there

3" The Black Sea Pilot, cit., vol. V1, pp. 42-43, 85-86.

# R. HEIKELL, Turkish Waters Pilot, A yachtsman’s guide to the Aegean and Mediterranean
coasts of Turkey with the Island of Cyprus, Huntington, Imary Laurie Norie & Wilson, 19892,
p- 30. » Ruy de Gongales de Clavijo, cit., pp. 25-27.
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was no other choice, i.e., difficult navigation conditions at the mouth
of the Dardanelles, or for visiting purposes. The above-mentioned
Benedetto Cotrugli specifically emphasized that water was one of
the important qualities of a good harbor, a quality that the island of
Imbros lacked.*

The west-southern-west wind is common in the Aegean during the
months of winter and autumn, and it causes to storms during Octo-
ber, February and March. As long as it blows strongly and for a long
time, it can change the direction of the strong northern current enter-
ing the Aegean through the straits of the Dardanelles, to weaken its
force and to enable this way the vessels to cross the strait northwards.”
In November 1351, at the eve of the war of the Bosporus, the south-
westerly assisted the espionage vessel of the Genoese fleet that was
commanded by Simone Lecavella, to sail directly from the island of
Chios to south-west of Gallipoli peninsula in the Dardanelles, within
only 12 hours. This, however, was an exception. The main Genoese
fleet, commanded by Paganino Doria that sailed from the island of
Chios towards Constantinople, anchored in the islands of Lesbos and
Tenedos, before crossing the Dardanelles. The fleet that mainly com-
prised merchant galleys, adapted for war requirements that were pro-
pelled by sails for long distance voyages,” must have been detained
in these islands, like de Clavijo’s ship 24 years later, due to the strong
Etesian and northern current.

It should be also noted that anchoring at Tenedos was imperative
on the reverse way as well, although then the voyage was made with
the following Etesian and the northern currents. When Amadeus VI,
the count of Savoy, returned from Gallipoli, at the north of the Dar-
danelles, the island of Tenedos was the first port of call he made after
leaving the straits, in spite of the moderate northerly and the north-
ern currents. From there he sailed directly to Negroponte, which he
reached after five days.” The anchorage at Tenedos was particularly
vital when the force of the northerly and the northern current was

3 [l trattato De navigatione di Benedetto Cotrugli, a cura di Falchetta, cit., p. 102.

% The Black Sea Pilot, cit., V1, p. 39.

3 BALARD, A propos de la bataille du Bosphore, cit., pp. 452, 462-463; Doria took advantage
of these anchorage to levy taxes in the island of Lesbos and to capture four Greek-Byzan-
tine boats at Tenedos.

% SETTON, The Papacy and the Levant, cit., 1, p. 302 and note 164; his fleet included horse
carriers.
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strong. When the afore-mentioned vessel that carried de Clavijo an-
chored, before making the straits of the Dardanelles in October 1403,
at the island of Tenedos due to a northern storm, a ship coming from
Gallipoli found also a shelter at the island.*

3. GENOA’S AND VENICE’'S SEA ROUTES IN N-E MEDITERRANEAN

It should be pointed out that sailing to the N-E Mediterranean re-
quired very often the anchorage at the islands of Chios and Lesbos
before reaching the island of Tenedos or Imbros at the mouth of the
straits. This was the route indicated by the navigation instructions
guides of the thirteenth to the fifteenth centuries, as well as of the
modern ones.” This was the route taken by Venetian merchant gal-
leys, the Romania convoy, going from Negroponte to Constantinople,
after Venice had possessed the island of Tenedos.* These islands were
frequented by Venetian war galleys as well. In 1398, 1400/1401, 1402,
1406 and 1416 the Senate instructed the Venetian naval fleet (the fleet
of the Adriatic) to sail to Chios and Lesbos to reach for information
on the Ottomans, if they intended to leave Gallipoli in the Aegean, as
well as to track after their intentions regarding Constantinople and
the Venetian muda of Romania that had to pass by Gallipoli on its way
from Constantinople to the Aegean.*

% Ruy de Clavijo de Gongales, cit., p. 26.

% ]l Compasso da Navigare, opera italiana della metd del secolo x111, a cura di B. R. Motzo,
Cagliari, Universita di Cagliari, 1947, p. 56; The Book of Michael of Rhodes A Fifteenth Centu-
ry Maritime Manuscript, 1, Facsimile, ed. by D. McGee, Cambridge (Ma)-London, The M1t
Press, 2009, p. 444, fol. 206a and p. 450, fol. 209a; 11, ed. and transl. by A. M. Stahl, transcript.
by E Rossi, p. 578, fol. 206a and p. 596, fol. 209a. Portolan Parma — Magliabecchi, in Die italie-
nischen Portolane des Mittelalters. Ein Beitrag zur Geschichte der Kartographie und Nautik, hrsg.
von K. Kretschmer, Berlin, E. S. Mittler und Sohn, 1909, pp. 326-327. Mediterranean Pilot,
cit., 11, p. 21.

See the indicative and instructive Piero Falchetta’s detailed discussion on the character,
authenticity and limitations of the early modern portolans: P. FALcHETTA, The Portolan of
Michael of Rhodes, in The Book of Michael of Rhodes, cit., 11, ed. by P. O. Long, pp. 193-210. As
I have already discussed it elsewhere, I don't refer to the portolans as recommendations
for planning a course but as a source for information on what to expect once a course was
taken: GERTWAGEN, Harbours and Port Facilities, cit., pp. 101-102.

4 asve: Senato-Misti, Secreta, reg. 44, ff. 107r-108r, 19 June 1399; reg. 45, ff. 44v-45v, 22
Nov. 1400.

4 Ibidem, reg. 44, ft. 44v-45v (13 June 1398); reg. 45: f. 47v, 23 Apr. 1491; reg. 46, f. 4or-v, 28
Aug. 1402; reg. 47, f. 60v, 24 July 1406; ibidem, Duca di Candia, b. 1, no. 6, f. 27v, 3 Febr. 1415.
S. N. KoNSTANTINOS, Documents inédits relatifs a Uhistoire de la Gréce au Moyen Age, Athénes-
Paris, Ekdoseis V. N. Grigoriades, 1880-1890, I-11, pp. 15-16, no. 233, 11 Febr. 1400/1401.
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Since mid-fourteenth century the islands of Chios, Lesbos and Imbros
were in Genoese possession. Since 1351 the Genoese Mahona control-
led permanently the island of Chios. Furthermore in 1355, the Genoese
Francesco Gattiluso married, due to his help to the Byzantine emperor,
the emperor’s sister and received as a dowry the island of Lesbos.*
Although governed by Genoese, these islands were not real colonies
directly answering to Genoa and quite often than not, they have put
their own interests a priori to the Metropolis.# Nevertheless, consider-
ing a mutual rival like Venice that might endanger their commercial
profits, playing according to Genoa policy was also the interests of the
Genoese at Chios and Lesbos. That meant an obstacle to the Venetian
navigation to the N-e Mediterranean, for Venetian vessels were not al-
lowed to anchor. The above-mentioned Venetian vessels that anchored
at Chios and Lesbos on the way to the Dardanelles could, however,
only do it when Venice and Genoa were on good terms.

During war time, it should be stressed, the disadvantage of the
Venetian geopolitical layout in the N-E Aegean was the most promi-
nent. After the conclusion of the battle at the Bosporus straits in 1352,
the Venetian fleet retreated to the island of Crete to recover and re-
provision in order to resume their combat against the Genoese in
Pera, a plan that, as above-mentioned, was never accomplished.* The
discussions in the Venetian Senate in 1431 regarding the attack on the
island of Chios considered again the island of Crete as a base for the
regrouping of the Venetian fleet, its manning and equipping before
sailing off for their mission in the N-E Aegean.® In both crucial events
regarding planning an attack in the N-E Aegean Negroponte was not
considered as an option for a military base. This is not surprising, due
to the above-mentioned difficult navigation conditions in both sides
of the gulf of Negroponte.*

4 BALARD, La Romanie génoise, cit., 1, pp. 82, 123-126, 168-175; IDEM, The Genoese in the
Aegean (1204-1453), «Mediterranean Historical Review», 4, 1989, p. 161.

# Regarding the character of the government in Chios till its submission to Genoa’s
direct control see PH. P. ARGENTI, The Occupation of Chios by the Genoese and their Admini-
stration of the Island, 1346-1566, Described in Contemporary Documents and Official Dispatches,
Cambridge, At The University Press, 1958, I, pp. 106-146.

4 M. MERCE CosTA, Sulla battaglia del Bosforo (1352), «Studi Veneziani», 14, 1972, pp. 205-
206.

4 asve: Duca di Candia, b. 1, 14, f. 2v, 20 Sept. 1431. ARGENTI, The Occupation of Chios, cit.,
11, pp. 402-403, doc. 20, 20 Sept. 1431.

4 GERTWAGEN, Does Naval Activity, cit., pp. 170-172.
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Coming back from the Dardanelles in late autumn and in winter,
either in October or November, the time of the return of the Roma-
nia merchant convoy from the Black Sea and Constantinople, or of
the Venetian fleet that retreated from the Bosporus in winter 1352,
both merchant galleys and war galleys were doomed to confront
the south-south-western storms that are common in the Aegean at
this season. One could assume that the voyage was eased with the
replacement of the southerlies by the following meltemi, since then
the wind that pushed the vessels forward. One could also assume that
the vessels would have reached the northern channel of Negroponte,
Oreos channel (Map 2) thence to the city of Negroponte. Neverthe-
less, at such times the force of the northern currents reaches force of
2.5 knots, a force which was difficult for the various types of galleys
to handle, due to the narrowness of Kriteri and Oreos northern chan-
nel of Negroponte. The vessels had, therefore, to sail sw towards the
straits of Doro, thence to enter Petalioi channel the southern chan-
nel of Negroponte. That was the motive for the Senate’s instruction
that the Romania merchant convoy makes a port at Negroponte only
once, usually on the way to Constantinople and the Black Sea.* Since
Negroponte could not have provided the Venetian naval fleet with a
logistic base already in 1351/1352, and since the Byzantine emperor
had reluctantly to let the Genoese Mahonna to get in 1351 a perma-
nent hold on the island of Chios, the Venetians tried to acquire in
October 1352 the island of Tenedos from the Byzantine emperor for
only the duration of the third Genoese war/the war of the Bosporus.
Unfortunately Venice failed, and resuming the attack of Pera from
Crete was never put in practice, as above-mentioned.*

4 E THIRIET, Les itineraires des vaisseaux vénitiens et le réle des agents consulaires en Romanie
gréco-vénitienne aux x1v*-xv° siécles, in Le genti del mare Mediterraneano, a cura di R. Ragosta,
Napoli, Pironti, 1981 («Biblioteca di storia economica», 5), p. 595. Thiriet, who only refers
to the instructions but not to the motives behind, merely related to the fourteenth century.
For further references that discuss particular situations in this century and in the fifteenth
century see: Asve: Senato-Misti, Secreta, reg. 38, f. 144v, 8 July 1384; f. 48v, 22 July 1384. Reg.
40, f. 397 22 July 1386. Reg. 41, f. 97v, 24 July 1390. Reg. 44, f. 131, 15 July 1397; f. 14v, 26 July
1397; ff. 44v-457, 13 June 1398; ff. 107v-1087, 19 June 1399; f. 1187, 24 July 1399. Reg. 46, ff. 93v-
941, 20 July 1403. Ibidem: Senato, Mar, reg. 1, ff. 107v-1081, 17 July 1442, f. 110v, 27 July 1442.
In 1415 the convoy had to stay at Negroponte and to protect the place against Turkish
incursion until the arrival of the Venetian fleet of the Adriatic: SaTHAS, Documents inédits,
cit., 111, pp. 125-127, No. 679.

# The leasing agreement is in Diplomatarium Veneto-levantinum (sive acta et diplomata, res
venetas graecas atque Levantis illustrantia, a.1351-1454), ed. by G. M. Thomas, New York, B.
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4. THE OTTOMANS AND THE SEA ROUTES
IN THE N-E MEDITERRANEAN

Another emerging actor since the mid-fourteenth century in the N-E
Mediterranean that had a bearing, although indirect, on the issue of
Tenedos were the Ottomans. Until late fourteenth century the Otto-
mans, it should be pointed out, did not own a naval fleet that could
form a maritime threat. The significance and strength of the Ottomans
was their territorial possessions in the Sea of Marmara and in the Dar-
danelles, which they achieved through conquests on land of those pow-
ers that possessed those strategic ports of calls. In the Sea of Marmara
the Ottomans held several islands close to the s-g Asian coast: Imrali,
the Princes islands, Pasalimani and Marmara (Map 3). The Ottomans
took over these islands in 1345-1346, as a result of their land conquest
of Maritime Bythania, whose northern border extended along the east
coast of the Sea of Marmara, as well as a result of their occupation
of the Turkish emirate of Karesi, whose northern border extended
along the eastern coast of the Dardanelles.* In the Dardanelles the Ot-
tomans accomplished their complete control of the northern entrance
of the straits in the 1350s due to two successful acts. First, their pos-
session since the 1340s of Lapseki on the Asiatic side and the second,
taking over Gallipoli, along the European side of the straits opposite
Lapseki. The Ottomans capture of Gallipoli peninsula took place with
troops sent overland from the fortress of Tzympe further to the north,
which had been conquered in 1352. An earthquake that occurred in 1354
brought about the destruction of the site itself of Gallipoli and its im-
mediate repopulation with Ottoman nomad settlers® (Map 3).

Franklin, 1965 («Research and Source Works Series», 112), 1, 17-18, no. 8; on the reason for
the failure of this transaction, see THIRIET, Venise, cit., pp. 222-223; for the circumstances
that lead to Genoese permanent hold on Chios see above, note 42.

4 1. BELDICEANU-STINHERR, La conquéte de la Bithynie maritime, étape decisive dans la fonda-
tion de I’Etat ottoman, in Byzance als Raum gu Methoden und in Halten der historischen Geographie
des dstlichen Mittelmeerraumes, hrsg. von K. Selke, F. Hild, J. Koder, P. Soustal, Vienna, Verlag
der Osterreichischen Akademie der Wissenschaften, 2000, pp. 21-36; E. ZacHARIADOU, Hi-
stories et legends des premiers ottomans, « Turcica», XXVv11, 1995, pp. 65-75; H. INALcIK, The Otto-
man Turks and the Crusades, 1329-1451, in A History of the Crusades. The Impact of the Crusades
on Europe, ed. by H. W. Hazard, N. P. Zacour, Madison (wr), University of Wisconsin Press,
1989, V1, p. 231; C. IMBER, The Ottoman Empire, 1300-1650, New York, Palgrave, 2002, p. 9.

> On the circumstances that lead to establishment of the Ottomans in Tzympe and Gal-
lipoli see H. INaLCIK, The Ottoman Empire, The Classical Age 1300-1600, transl. by N. Izkowitz,
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During northerlies both Gallipoli and Lapseki provided shelter; al-
though during strong northerlies the modern navigation guide for
yacht recommends to go from Lapseki to Gallipoli, since only in
that part of the Straits the force of the winds is weaker than on the
Asiatic side. At Gallipoli the rate of the current is only between 1-1.5
knots.” In other words, entering the Dardanelles the vessels followed
the Asiatic coast until Lapseki, then via Gallipoli they sailed among
Marmara islands and along Marmara Asiatic coast versus Constanti-
nople. The Marmara group of islands: Imrali, the Princes islands pro-
vide shelter from storms on their southern coasts or when the north
winds become strong. The islands of Pagalimani and Marmara of the
Marmara group, protect the Asiatic coast from the northern current,
when its force increases by the strong Etesian.* This favored sea route
was controlled by the Ottomans since mid fourteenth century.

Indeed, during the third Genoese war Ottoman-Venetian relations
were cold, say the least, in sharp contrast to the warm Ottoman-Ge-
noese relations, due to wrong Venetian tactics and underestimation
of the Ottomans.” It is hard to believe that the Ottomans would have
attacked Venetian vessels taking this sea route. Nevertheless, not wel-
coming Venetian vessels inside the ports of call en route, or letting
the Genoese harassing Venetian vessels in them or nearby would have
similarly hardened Venetian navigation.

5. VENICE, THE OTTOMANS, SCUTARI, TENEDOS AND PERA

Venice’s attitude towards the Ottomans changed by 1360s. The turn
point was the failure in 1359 of Christian naval attack, led by Hospi-
taller and Venetian vessels, on Lapseki, N-E of the Dardanelles straits.
The Christians were defeated on land, not by Ottoman vessels.* Ven-

C. Imber, London, Weidenfeld & Nicolson, 1973, p. 9; IDEM, The Ottoman Turks and The
Crusaders, 1329-1451, in A History of the Crusades, cit., V1, pp. 229-235; N. OIRONOMIDES, From
Soldiers of Fortune to gagi warriors: the Tgympe Affair, in Studies in Ottoman History in Honour
of Professor V. L. Ménage, ed. by C. Heyhood, C. Imber, Istanbul, The Isis Press, 1994, pp.
239-247.

' R. HEIKEL, Turkish Waters Pilot, London, Imary Laurie Noire & Wilson, 19922, p. 36;
The Black Sea Pilot, v1, cit., pp. 43, 85, 96-97. > The Black Sea Pilot, cit., V1, p. 45.

% Venetian Ottomans relations until early fifteenth century in the frame work of geopo-
litical shifts in the N-E Mediterranean including Venetian-Genoese and Genoese-Ottomans
relations, are discussed in detail by R. GERTWAGEN, Venice’s Policy towards the Ottomans in
the Midst Fourteenth and first Half of the Fifteenth Centuries, « Thesaurismata», in print.

>+ SETTON, The Papacy and the Levant, cit., 1, pp. 236-237.
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ice’s participation might be the major reason for the cold attitude the
Venetian embassy that Venice dispatched in March 1360 to Murad, the
Ottoman emir, to congratulate him on the conquest of Adrianople
in 1359/1360 and the transfer of the royal seat to this city, met.” Since
at the same time, between 1360-1362, Venice watched helplessly the
Genoese harassments of its merchants in Pera and the Black Sea, due
to lack of any logistic base in the area to react, the Venetian Senate
voted in favour of the Byzantine emperor’s appeal in 1362 to establish
a coalition against the Ottomans, under one condition that was sine
qua non — the receipt of the island of Tenedos.* Venice undoubtedly
intended to make the Island a logistic frontal base to its fleet not par-
ticularly against the Ottomans, the Crusade against whom was only
used as a pretext to gain Tenedos, as much as against the Genoese.”
Another condition that Venice stipulated for participation in the coa-
lition was that Genoa should invest identical military efforts in this
union.*® A similar tactic the Venetians used in requiring the collabo-
ration of the king of Cyprus in the league, in order to distract him
from the intention to conduct a Crusade against Egypt; a move that
might have harmed Venice’s commerce in the Mamluk Levant.® The
Genoese, however, who did not intend to impede their relations with
the Ottomans, declined the appeal to join the union. The Byzantine
Emperor, conscious of these political moves, retreated from his inten-
tion to cede to the Venetians the island of Tenedos.®

> A. FaBris, From Adrianople to Constantinople: Venetian — Ottoman Diplomatic Missions,
1360-1453, «Mediterranean Historical Review», 7, 2, 1992, p. 157. Unfortunately the Author
ignores the circumstances for this mission; he discusses also the problem regarding the
dating of the Ottoman conquest of Adrianople: ibidem, note 6.

5 NicoL, Byzantium and Venice, cit., p. 300 and note 2; F. THIRIET, Una proposta di lega
anti-turca tra Venegia, Genova e Bisangio nel 1363, «Archivio Storico Italiano», cxii1, 1955, pp.
325-326; BALARD, La Romanie génoise, cit., 1, p. 86.

7 In contrast to NicoL, Byzantium and Venice, cit., pp. 299-300, and to THIRIET, La Romanie
génoise, cit., p. 173; Venice intended to lease the island for a considerable payment: T. BERTE-
LE, I gioielli della corona bigantina dati in pegno alla republica veneta nel sec. x1v e Mastino II della
Scala, in Studi in onore di Amintore Fanfani, Milano, Giuffre, 1962, 11, pp. 91-101; THIRIET, Una
proposta, cit., p. 325. 58 Ibidem, pp. 323, 332.

> Ibidem, p. 324 and note 9. If at the beginning Venice agreed, however, with great hesi-
tancy, to provide the Crusade with transportation, it immediately redrew. Instead the Se-
nate ordered the Venetian naval fleet to follow the King’s of Cyprus moves: ASHTOR, The
Levant Trade, cit., p. 89.

% SerTON, The Papacy and the Levant, cit., 1, p. 239 and note 71; NicoL, Bygantium and Ve-
nice, cit., p. 300. Regarding Genoa'’s attitude towards this Crusade, see BALARD, La Romanie
génoise, cit., 1, p. 85. On other factors that failed this union and the refusal of John V to cede
the island of Tenedos to Venice, see THIRIET, Una proposta, cit., pp. 326-327.
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Shortly afterwards, the Ottomans themselves changed their atti-
tude towards Venice, by offering the Serenissima Scutari, in N-E the Sea
of Marmara (Marp 3), in return for Venice’s refusal to take part in the
Crusades against them, the one led by the king of Hungary and the
second, by Amadeus, count of Savoy.® Venice agreed to the terms,
undoubtedly, due to its failure in 1362 to obtain the island of Tenedos
from the Byzantine emperor.

Given the precarious status of the Venetians in Constantinople, em-
phasized by the necessity to renew every five years the treaty with the
Byzantine emperor, Scutari that faced Constantinople along the Asi-
atic shore of the Sea of Marmara, could have endowed the Venetians
prestigious strategic advantages. As a Venetian post it would have
counter-balanced at close hand the independent Genoese quarter of
Pera and neutralized the Genoese involvement in the Byzantine in-
ner affairs in Constantinople. At the same time it would have moni-
tored the Genoese relations with the Ottomans, to prevent them to
manipulate the Ottomans against Venice. Furthermore, Scutari could
have been used by the Venetians as a close front base to the Black
Sea, providing the Venetians with a possibility for much more rapid
and efficient reaction to whatever Genoese actions against Venice’s
commercial activities in this area. One has to bear in mind that it was
only a year earlier, in 1365, that the Genoese had conquered Soldaja
from the Mongols, thus expanding the Genoese hold along the south-
ern coast of the Crimea.® Scutari with the island of Tenedos would
have enabled to disconnect the linkage between Genoese Pera and
the Genoese islands in the N-E Aegean. On the other hand, Scutari
was not a substitute for the island of Tenedos at the entrance of the
Dardanelles.

At the end of the day, however, Venice failed to win Scutari, since
the Venetians, finally joined the expedition against the Ottomans, lead
in 1366 by Amadeus count of Savoy. The incentive was most prob-

" G. 1. Bratianu, Les Vénitiens dans la mer Noire au x1v* siécle aprés la deuxiéme guerre des
Détroits, «Echos d’Orient», XXXI11, 1934, pp. 156-158; I accept Bratianu’s dating of Amadeus’
Crusade that contradicts SETTON, The Papacy and the Levant, cit., 1, p. 312; FaBRis, From
Adrianople to Constantinople, cit., p. 15, and Heyd’s, who also gives other motives for Venice’s
refusal to participate in Amadeus” Crusade: W. Heyp, Histoire du commerce du Levant au
moyen age, Amsterdam, Hakkert, 1959, 1, p. 517.

%2 BALARD, La Romanie génoise, cit., 1, pp. 150-162; IDEM, Génes et la mer Noire (x111-xv°
siécles), «Revue Historique», 280, 1, 1983, pp. 48-49.
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ably Genoa’s participation that caused the Venice’s illusion that this
time, deprived of any Genoese assistance in N-E Mediterranean, the
Ottomans might be defeated by the Crusaders. Indeed, the Crusaders
succeeded in obtaining Gallipoli and in taking over fortresses along
the Asiatic coast of the Dardanelles. The Ottomans, however, despite
their weak position, retreated from their offer to Venice concerning
Scutari. The Venetian rejection to Amadeus’ of Savoy appeal to assist
defending Gallipoli did not change the Ottomans’ mind either.® At
the end of 1366 or early 1367 Venice appealed unsuccessfully to the
Byzantine emperor to obtain the island of Tenedos.* This failure led
the Senate’s resolution to instruct the Venetian ambassador that was
sent to the Byzantine emperor for renewing the treaty with Venice,
which had run its five-year course, to negotiate also with Murad to
purchase Scutari. Although this mission was eventually not carried
out, it indicated a new Venetian tactic that meant adaptation to the
Genoese method to consolidate by all means the Venetian position in
the N-E Mediterranean on account of the Christian world as well.
On the other hand, acting on both fronts could have also been used
as a pressure on John V, the Byzantine emperor, who suffered badly
from the Genoese of Pera interference in Byzantine political inter-
nal life. Indeed, this Venetian tactic urged John V to renew in 1369,
during his sojourn in Rome, his treaty with Venice, although in one
year delay,® and in 1370, during his stay in Venice, to suggest to the
Venetians, by his own initiative, to purchase the island of Tenedos.
Unfortunately Andronicus IV, John's V eldest son, who replaced his
father during his absentee, refused to carry out the transaction, as a
result of the pressure of the Genoese of Pera.* In retrospective, the

% Bratianu’s view on the Ottomans refusal to cede Scutari to Venice is convincing: Bra-
TIANU, Les Vénitiens, cit., p. 168, in contrast to SETTON, The Papacy and the Levant, cit., 1, p. 312
and note 191. Regarding Venice’s assistance to Amadeus’ Crusade, in addition to ships, see
ibidem, pp. 294-295 and nos. 51, 52; In contrast to Zachariadou, who claims that Venice was
reluctant to join the Crusade, due to her good relations with the emir Murad I, E. ZacHa-
RIADOU, Trade and Crusade. Venetian Crete and The Emirates of Mentesche and Aydin (1300-1415),
Venice, Istituto Ellenico di Studi Bizantini e Post-Bizantini, 1983, p. 70.

% THIRIET, Una proposta, cit., p. 327; O. HaLecki, Un empereur de Byzance & Rome. Vingt
ans de travail pour Uunion des églises et pour la défense de ’Empire d’Orient, 1355-1375, London,
Variorum reprints, 1972, p. 146 and note 2.

® Ibidem, pp. 222-226; FaBRIs, From Adrianople to Constantinople, cit., p. 158. The Author,
however, does not indicate that the mission to Murad was eventually not accomplished.

 SeTTON, The Papacy and the Levant, cit., 1, pp. 312, 317-321; R.-J. LOENERTZ, Jean Paleolo-
gue d Venise (1370-1371), «Revue des Etudes Byzantines», XV1, 16, 1958, pp. 226-228.
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Genoese interference on this occasion predicted their interference in
1376 and pinpointed the feeble position of Venice due to its lack of
any strategic site to balance Genoese Pera, either Tenedos or Scutari.
Paradoxically, due exactly to this motive, the Venetians, on their side,
did not deteriorate their relations with the Byzantine Emperor fol-
lowing his son’s misconduct.

Nevertheless, the Venetians refused to assist John V to release him-
self from his subordination, since late 1372 or early 1373, to the Ot-
tomans, in spite of the Pope’s appeal in February 1374 to Venice, and
notwithstanding the emperor’s new promise to give the island of
Tenedos to Venice in return.” Venice’s suggestion, after rejecting the
emperor’s appeal, to pay for the island by abolishing, the afore-men-
tioned, Byzance’s debts to the Serenissima since 1343, also met John's V
refusal.® The Venetian Senate’s resolutions in 1374 pinpoint the strate-
gic significance of such a loss.

On 14, 17 and 18 July 1374, the captain of the Venetian fleet was in-
structed to dispatch one of the galleys to the island of Tenedos thence
to inspect the water zone inside the Dardanelles straits, if there was
any danger from the Ottoman-Byzantine vessels to the Venetian mer-
chant galleys sailing to Constantinople and the Black Sea. From the
straits the same galley had to proceed to Constantinople to track after
the Genoese galleys of Pera, to inspect if there was any danger to the

¥ BARKER, Manuel II Palaeologus, cit., pp. 11-14 and notes 28, 30. Regarding John’s V subor-
dination to the Ottomans, see above, note 3. On the significance and implications of John’s V
act, see N. NECIPOGLU, Bygantium between the Ottomans and the Latins Politics and Society in the
Later Empire, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2009, p. 20. On the Pope’s appeal to Ve-
nice see HALECKI, Un empereur de Byzance d Rome, cit., pp. 290-291 and pp. 390-391, doc. 27.

% The emperor also refused in 1375 to renew his treaty with Venice that had run its five-
years course: BERTELE, I gioelli, cit., pp. 129-130 and p. 176, doc. 32. One should notice Ni-
col’s self contradicted arguments. At first he claims that due to Venice’s instruction to send
the jewels to Constantinople, Venice received the island of Tenedos: Nicov, Bygantium and
Venice, cit., p. 309 and note 4. On the other hand, Nicol argues that the Venetian Senate’s
instruction conditioned the dispatch of the jewels by the receipt of the island: ibidem, p. 316
and note 1; Balard also indicated that John V delivered the island to the Venetians in 1372:
BaLarp, La Romanie génoise, cit., 1, p. 87. Balard claims to rely on Thiriet, who himself does
not say this: THIRIET, Venice, cit., p. 225; Balard also claims that John’s donation of Tenedos
to the Venetians in 1372 motivated the Genoese of Pera to support Andronicus’ mutiny
against his father in 1373, although the few sources that relate to this event tell about a
treaty between Andronicus and Murad’s son, and the rebellion of the two sons against
their fathers: BALARD, La Romanie génoise, cit., 1, p. 87 and note 28s5; since the Venetians did
not get the island of Tenedos in 1372, Balard’s claim regarding the Genoese share in this
rebellion is speculative, let alone without any supportive documents.
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Venetian commercial convoy to Tana, and to look for the best way to
co-operate with the Bulgarian despot of Dubrovitce.*® These resolu-
tions undoubtedly point to Venice’s complete absence as an active
actor in this scene of occurrences. In fact, these resolutions, as we
shall see below, reflected a certain state of mind. To understand this
argument, a short background of the events they relate to is crucially
needed.

In 1374 Murad, the Ottoman emir, performed with John V, the Byz-
antine emperor, a joint Ottoman-Byzantine naval demonstration in
the Sea of Marmara.” Very likely this naval demonstration was aimed
to send a message to the Christian West headed by the Pope. Since
1372 the Pope made efforts to organize a Crusade against the Otto-
mans and discussed, in his letter to John V in June 1373, to free the
Byzantine emperor from his subordination to the Ottomans since late
1372 or early 1373. In the framework of these endeavours, the Pope
tried in vain in early 1374, as above-mentioned, to enroll Venice’s naval
aid.” Highly likely the Ottoman emir intended to dispatch a message
to the Christian West regarding the Byzantine emperor’s full collab-
oration, although undoubtedly enforced, with the Ottomans. Thus
Murad aimed to avoid Papal and Western expedition, like the one of
Amadeus of Savoy in 1366 that cost the Ottomans the loss of Gal-
lipoli in the N-w Dardanelles. One can safely claim that the Ottomans
must have been aware of Venice’s turn down of the Pope’s and the
byzantine emperor’s appeal to join the Crusade and the strategic loss
that Venice suffered due to its move. Having said that, how could one
explain the above-mentioned Venetian Senate’s resolutions?

The combined naval Ottoman-Byzantine demonstration must have
caught Venice by surprise. Deprived of a nearby strategic outpost in
the region, such as Tenedos, to follow developments close at hand,

% HaLEck1, Un empereur de Bygance d Rome, cit., p. 301 and note 4; DENN1s, The Reign of
Manuel II Palaeologus in Thessalonica, cit.; THIRIET, Venise, cit., p. 225; Thiriet’s claim that
only on that occasion did John V permit the Venetians to anchor at Tenedos is invalid.

7° HALECKI, Un empereur de Bygance a Rome, cit., p. 301; DENN1s, The Reign of Manuel IT
Palaeologus in Thessalonica, cit., p. 35; IMBER, The Ottoman Empire, cit., p. 32; ZACHARIADOU,
Trade and Crusade, cit., p. 70.

7 Regarding John's V subordination to the Ottomans, see BARKER, Manuel II Palaeologus,
cit., pp. 18-22 and notes 42, 46. On the Pope’s appeal to Venice see HALECKI, Un empereur
de Byzance d Rome, cit., pp. 290-291 and pp. 390-391, doc. 27. On the significance of John's V
offer to Venice see NEc1poGLU, Byzantium between the Ottomans and the Latins, cit., p. 29.
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the Venetians were short of constant reliable information. Time was
crucial; first of all, since the Venetian convoy, as above-mentioned,
was on its way to Constantinople and the Black Sea. Time was also
crucial for rapid reaction of all sorts to whatever event.

Furthermore, the Ottomans were not the only power that was
aware of Venice’s afore-mentioned moves in 1374 and lack of logisti-
cal base in the N-E Mediterranean; so were the Genoese. It is very
likely that Venice feared that the Genoese would take advantage of
the absence of any nearby Venetian logistic base to balance Genoese
Pera in order to pursue their goal and deprive the Venetians from any
possibility to trade in wider areas in the Black Sea than its northern
section, for example with Bulgary. Bulgary was an essential market
for the wheat trade in the western Black Sea.

On the morrow of the of the War of the Bosporus, the Third war
between Genoa and Venice (1351-1355), the Genoese had conquered
three former Byzantine ports in the mouth of the Danube, along the
sw shore of the Black Sea: Vicina, Kilia and Licostomo that were com-
mercial centres for wheat trade. The focal commercial activity moved
from Byzantine Vicina to Genoese Kilia, rich with vast fertile wheat
fields. The Genoese thus cut the Venice off an important source of
wheat in the Black Sea.” Taking over the Bulgarian despot Dubrodice’s
monopoly over the wheat trade between Europe and the Black Sea,
was the Genoese next target. Since the 1360s the Genoese of Pera and
of Caffa pushed further their violent conflicts against the Bulgarian
despot that evolved into a real war during the years 1372-1375. The des-
pot asked then for Venice’s help and the Serenissima willingly joined
alliance with him. If the Genoese had succeeded, Venice would have
been completely cut off the wheat trade in sw Black Sea.”

7> S. PAPACOSTEA, De Vicina d Kilia. Bygantins et Génois aux bouches du Danube au x1v° siecle,
«Revue des Etudes sud-est Européennes», Xvi1, 1, 1978, pp. 73-76; IDEM, Quod non iretur ad
Tanam: un aspect fondamental de la politique génoise dans la mer Noire au x1v* siécle, ibidem,
XVII, 2, 1979, pp. 215-216. See Niculescu’s discussion on Vicina, Kilia and Licostomo during
the Genoese period: A. NICULESCU, Vénitiens et Génois, acteurs de la colonisation dans les Pays
roumains et aux bouches du Danube aux x1ve-xv* siécles, in Le partage du monde, échanges et co-
lonisation dans la Méditerranée Médiévale, éd. par M. Balard, A. Ducellier, Paris, Publications
de la Sorbonne, 1998, pp. 237-241.

7 PAPACOSTEA, Quod non iretur ad Tanam, cit., p. 216; M. BALARD, Génes et la mer Noire
(x11r-xv* siecles), «Revue Historique», 270, 1, 1983, p. 50; G. I. BRATIANU, Les Vénitiens dans
la mer Noire au x1v* siécle apres la deuxiéme guerre des Détroits, «Echos d’Orient», XXXIII, 1934,
p- 159.
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Furthermore, if the Genoese had taken over the Bulgarian domin-
ion in the s-w Black Sea, the whole Venetian commerce in the N-w
Black Sea would have been at stake, since all these s-w Black Sea port
cities were, beyond their mercantile importance, also necessary ports
of call for the Venetian commercial convoys to Tana, due to the lo-
cal complex navigational conditions.” Thus the Genoese might have
achieved their goal that aimed at eliminating the Venetian commerce
in the Northern Black Sea according to a policy, which they had al-
ready formulated in 1270 to prevent the Venetians to reach Tana.”

In the 1370s, Tana in the Sea of Azov was the only commercial
centre where the Venetians could obtain the spices that reached the
Black Sea from the Indian Ocean, because of their failure to estab-
lish a regular trade route between Tabriz, in N-w Iran along the trade
route that lead from the Indian Ocean through the Persian Gulf, to
Trebizond, on the Southern Black Sea. Furthermore, problems that
burst out in 1372 between the Venetians and the emperor of Trebi-
zond led the Venetians to threat in 1375 to leave their local quarter.”
In order, therefore, to counteract Genoa’s efforts in the s-w Black Sea,
the above-mentioned ‘espionage’ galley was instructed in July 1374 to
find the best way to collaborate with the Bulgarian despot.

Based on the above-said, one could safely claim that the Senate’s
instructions in July 1374 demonstrated hysteric even paranoid Venice’s
state of mind. One has also to bear in mind that in 1374 the Venetians
had to quit the island of Cyprus as well and left it to the Genoese.”
In other words, in the mid-1370s the Venetians found themselves in
danger of being excluded by the Genoese from key ports of the in-
ternational commerce in the Eastern Mediterranean. The Venetian
Senate’s resolutions a year later prove Venice’s change of tactics by
employment of aggressive approach, as an ultimate move to prevent
the complete collapse of its commercial activity in the N-E Mediter-
ranean.

Due to John’s V refusal in 1375 to renew in time the treaty, which
had run its five-year course, and due to above-mentioned problems

7 The Black Sea Pilot, cit., V1, pp. 32-36, 48-51. 5 See above, note s.

76 Karpov, L'Impero di Trebizonda Venegia Genova e Roma, cit., pp. 93-95.

7 D. JacoBy, The Rise of a New Emporium in the Eastern Mediterranean: Famagusta in the
Late Thirteenth Century, in IDEM, Studies on the Crusader States and on Venetian Expansion,
Southampton, Variorum reprints, 1989, no. viii, pp. 167-171.
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with the emperor of Trebizond, the Venetian Senate appointed the
same year a special committee to check on Venice’s position in Roma-
nia, i.e., Constantinople and the Black Sea, more precisely Trebizond,
as well as in Ottoman Turkey. The committee, however, recommend-
ed different actions for each of the areas. Regarding the emperor of
Trebizond and the Byzantine emperor of Constantinople, all diplo-
matic gloves were removed. The galleys had to display a menacing na-
val demonstration until Venice achieved its purposes. The character
of this embassy was accordingly emphasized by the title of the per-
son, who stood at its head, that was ‘admiral’. The embassy reached
its goals both in Trebizond and Constantinople, and the Venetians
also won the island of Tenedos as a gift.”

At the same time the ‘admiral’ also negotiated with Murad to obtain
Scutari in return for presents that equaled 400 hyperpers. On this oc-
casion the ‘admiral’ wore the hat of a pure ambassador. The embassy,
however, failed in this mission, most probably, due to two merged Ot-
toman considerations. Letting the Venetians have two nearby bases,
Tenedos and Scutari, now that the ottomans gained power in this area,
would have increased too much Venice’s strength. Moreover, Scutari
could have been used by the Ottomans as a bargaining card with Ven-
ice, for whatever might happen in the future, as it indeed did in 1384.

It should, however, be stressed that the fact that the Venetian Senate
dared to dispatch a fleet of ten galleys into the Dardanelles that could
have been interpreted in a sensitive time, if there had been one, as
an act of aggression proves clearly that the Venetians eventually real-
ized that the Ottomans did not aim the demonstration in 1374 against
them. On the contrary, the fact that the Venetians were afforded the
opportunity to cross the Dardanelles with such a force proves the Ot-

78 Por another view regarding Venice’s difficulties to renew the Pact, see BARKER, Ma-
nuel IT Palacologus, cit., pp. 23-24; Nicol claims that the grant of the island of Tenedos to the
Venetians was a surprising act, since the island had not been included in the original Pact
between Venice and Byzantium; The fact that the head of the Venetian embassy had the
title of an admiral and not an ambassador proves that the delegation had the mandate to
negotiate the subject matter: Nicor, Byzantium and Venice, cit., p. 312; Nicol unfortunately
ignores the fact that the island had originally been, as above-mentioned, offered to the
Venetians in Venice in 1370, but that the agreement was not put into effect. The admiral
had to take care of realizing the crucial issue to Venice. Furthermore, Nicol’s inference to
the title of the head of the Venetian delegation contradicts the fact, indicated right below
in the text, that the same admiral had an ambassador’s mission to Murad. Regarding Tre-
bizond. See above, note 76.
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tomans’ welcome of Venetian presence, up to a certain point that
concerned Venetian possession of Scutari. It should be also noted that
the Ottomans did not exercise any action to protect, so to speak, the
Byzantine emperor, their vassal against the Venetian naval force. One
could, therefore, claim that the relations between the Ottomans and
the Venetians in the 1370s were good. Nevertheless, more often than
not, being manipulated by the Genoese, the Ottomans, although not
intentionally, eventually harmed the Venetians. A prominent example
is the incident that led to the war over Tenedos between the Genoese
and the Venetians. As above-mentioned, the Ottomans’ assisted An-
dronicus in 1376 to depose his father, John V the Byzantine emperor,
in return for Gallipoli. The Ottoman interference, however, eventu-
ally helped the Genoese to declare John’s V endowment of the Island
of Tenedos to the Venice as illegitimate.

The events we looked at that took place during twenty years, since
the early 1350s, prove the Venice’s persistent efforts to gain a foothold
in N-E Mediterranean primarily in the island of Tenedos, and if pos-
sible also in Scutari, as a defensive move against the Genoese. These
meddled through Pera in the political affairs in Constantinople and
in the Sea of Marmara. Holding a front base in the island of Tene-
dos would have facilitated the Venetians to deteriorate at close hand
any manipulative moves the Genoese of Pera might exercise on the
Byzantine emperor and mainly on the Ottomans that unintentionally
would have caused harm to Venice’s position and commerce in the
N-E Mediterranean.”

Another evidence to sustain this argument concerns an episode
that took place at the eve of the end of the war of Tenedos-Chioggia,
after Genoa’s defeat in 1380 at Chioggia that failed its endeavour to
devastate Venice at its threshold in the Adriatic. This event regards the
peace treaty signed in early May 1381 between Murad and the Genoese.
A month earlier, in April, the joined Ottoman-Venetian siege on Pera
had been removed, albeit a Venetian-Ottoman collaboration through
this war. The collaboration started in 1379 with the Ottomans’ help
to John V, the deposed emperor, to regain his throne. Signing a peace

7 In contrast to Thiriet, who wrongly claims that the Venetians took over the island of
Tenedos due to the dangerous situation in the Dardanelles, caused by both the Genoese
and the Ottomans: THIRIET, Venise, cit., p. 225. Thiriet completely ignores all the events in
1370s and their significance, described by the current paper.
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treaty with the Genoese in May 1381, it should be emphasized, was
not due to Murad’s change of attitude towards Venice. It was, very
likely, due to the realization that the Venetians failed to gain a clear
and cut victory over the Genoese in the Ligurian Sea, where naval
clashes between the two sides continued since the Genoese defeat in
Chioggia in June 1380 until Spring 1381. Furthermore, there was no
Venetian substantial presence in Constantinople, after the Venetian
naval fleet had left in 1380 for Chioggia, to persuade the Ottomans
not to make that move. In any event, on the morrow of the Genoese-
Ottoman peace treaty in early May 1381, the Genoese signed a peace
treaty with the emperor, John V; both sides declared loyalty to the
Ottomans that was reaffirmed with the ratification of the Byzantine-
Genoese Pact in 2 November 1382. The treaty between the Genoese
and John V paved the way for the peace to be signed at the end of May
1381 between John V and his rebellious son, Andronicus. The treaty
also paved the way to John’s V reluctant recognition of Andronicus,
the Genoese protégé, as well as Andronicus’ sons as legitimate heirs to
the throne, on expense of Manuel, his loyal son.*

These were the most important Genoese achievements. First, the
Genoese successfully removed the threat of the Ottomans as enemies
and deteriorated the Ottoman-Venetian alliance against them. Sec-
ond, the Genoese regained the previous prestigious status of their
quarter of Pera that enabled them to continue to interfere in the in-
ternal life of the Byzantine throne in Constantinople, as well as to
navigate for their own benefit the Byzantine external affairs, first of
all towards the Venetians. Equipped with excessive self-confidence,
the Genoese demanded Amadeus, while negotiating the Pact of Tori-
no, to deny the Venetians anchorage in Constantinople on the pretext
that they might stir conflicts between the Genoese and the Byzan-
tines. The request was denied.® Furthermore, the fact that the Pact
of Torino conditioned that the treaty signed between the Genoese
and John V, the Byzantine emperor, will respect the Venetians’ right
to move without any restrictions in the Byzantine territories without

% Dennis, The Reign of Manuel II Palaeologus in Thessalonica, cit., pp. 41-44; see also
NEcIPOGLU, Bygantium between the Ottomans and the Latins, cit., p. 127. The thorough effects
of these events will be discussed below.

8 Heyp, Histoire du commerce du Levant, cit., 1, p. 525.
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being harmed by the Genoese,* clearly illustrates that the Genoese
regained prestigious status in Constantinople, in contrast to the pre-
carious one of the Venetians.

Furthermore, one could safely argue that it is highly unlikely that
Murad would have taken any action against the Genoese of Pera, if
they might have occupied Tenedos albeit the Pact of Torino, all the
more so since the issue at the time was not of Ottoman interest. Cer-
tainly the Byzantines would not have interfered. The way for the Ge-
noese to take over the island, on account of the violation of the Pact
of Torino, was thus paved.

In light of these occurrences one should examine the Venetian Sen-
ate’s attitude towards Mudazzo, the Venetian bailo, while questioning
the sincerity of the above-mentioned suggestion, made by the Can-
celler Caresini and the doge Michele Morosini, to declare Mudazzo
as a mutineer.” A careful reading of the resolutions regarding the full
accomplishment of the articles of the Pact of Torino concerning the
island is, therefore, needed, if tiresome. While on the surface they
often seem identical, a careful perusal shows significant variations.
More often than not, scholars have intended to ignore these shifts and
erroneously treated Venice’s policy as constant.

VENICE’S POLICY REGARDING THE EXECUTION
OF PacT OF TORINO’S ARTICLES

The examination of the resolutions of 4 April 1382, 2 May 1382 and,
May 7 1382 reveal that the Venetian Senate was divided into two groups
of senators, who suggested different responses to Genoa’s accusation
a month earlier that Venice had not intend from the start to carry out
the Pact’s of Torino article concerning the island of Tenedos. The
responses also dealt with Genoa’s request from Florence to pay the
pledged money.*

On April 8 the group, led by Fantino Giorgi (Fantin Zorzi), suggested
to employ the aggressive tactic for defense. It, accordingly, suggested

%2 SETTON, The Papacy and the Levant, cit., 1, p. 332.

% See above, note 19.

8 On the circumstances see above, pp. 41-42 and notes 17, 18. It should be pointed out
that Thiriet ignored these resolutions and that related to the one of April 22 continuing
with August 1382, to all of which I'll refer below. He, therefore, failed to analyze Venice’s
policy: THIRIET, Venise, cit., pp. 232-233.
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to blame Genoa for accusing Venice on intentional and pre-planned
scheme not to deliver the island albeit Venice’s readiness, despite its
victory at the war, to hand over the island of Tenedos. The ambas-
sadors, who had to demand Genoa’s apology, had also to achieve the
Genoese consent to postpone the destruction of the island’s fortifi-
cations for another two years, without changing the amount of the
pledged money. In case of Genoese refusal, the ambassadors had to
demand to involve Amadeus, the count of Savoy, as an arbitrator. The
fact that these senators instructed the ambassadors to immediately
return to Venice, the moment they felt they were about to be arrested
by the government in Genoa,* clearly points to the Venetian trans-
parent final goal, to keep holding the island of Tenedos.

The other group, headed by Andrea Barbarigo, suggested only to
respond to Genoa’s intention to demand Florence to pay the pledged
money in six month. In addition, Barbarigo’s group suggested to em-
ploy conciliatory tongue, to point to Venice’s sincere intentions to
keep up the Pact of Torino and the peace treaty, while introducing
Venice, in the spirit of Caresini’s suggestion, as a helpless victim to
unexpected circumstances, i.e., Mudazzo’s mutiny. Indeed, this group
adapted Caresini’s suggestion to declare Mudazzo a mutineer.* By
employing such a tactic, these senators tried to reach twofold aims.
One to gain the sympathy of the various powers involved directly and
indirectly in the Pact, and thus to win the original goal to keep holding
the island. The other aim was to prevent Genoa to enforce Florence
to pay the pledged money. It turned out, post factum, that Florence
had given Venice back the pledged money as a token of its faith in
Venice’s sincere intentions to carry out all articles regarding the island
of Tenedos. Genoa’s request from Florence to pay the pledged money
will put it in a difficult financial situation, while publically exhibiting
Venice’s incredibility. *

Barbarigo’s group won after the second vote with, however, a small
majority. Two days later, on 10 April the Senate voted to send del-
egates to Florence to inform the local government on Venice’s dia-

% asve: Senato-Misti, Secreta, reg. 37, f. 717, 8 Apr. 1382.

% Ibidem, f. 72r, 8 Apr. 1382. Surdich, it should be indicated, completely ignored Bar-
barigo’s group, and at the same time referred to Fantino’s Giorgi without any relevant
authentic reference: SURDICH, Genova e Venegia, cit., p. 30.

¥ On Florence’s returning the pledged money to Venice, see ibidem, p. 27 and note 11.
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logue with Genoa, following Barbarigo’s group suggestion, and to ask
Florence not to declare that the pledged money was not at the Floren-
tines” hands.* Venice delegation to Florence must have successfully
accomplished its task, since only after the Genoese had confiscated
Florentines commodities in Genoa, in May and later, in August, did
the Florentine government confess in September on not having at its
possession the pledged money.®

Furthermore, following Barbarigo’s group suggestions, the Senate
discussed the instructions to Giovanni Memmo, the captain of the
Venetian naval fleet and to Carlo Zeno, the elected new bailo and cap-
tain of Negroponte. Both individuals had to command with addition-
al two provisores the naval expedition to Tenedos. The declared aim
of the expedition was to persuade Mudazzo to deliver to Venice the
island in return for pardon to him and to the local inhabitants, who
sided with him. In case Mudazzo refused to collaborate, the expedi-
tion had to take the island by force, including involvement of siege or
a violent attack. The expedition could use for its mission any required
budget, whose amount, however, was not indicated.*

On face value, one could claim the Venetian Senate indeed initi-
ated practical means to evacuate the island of Tenedos. On the other
hand, identical instructions had already been delivered to the captain
of the Venetian fleet and to Carlo Zeno, a month earlier, on 24 March
1382, the repetition, however, proves that they had not been carried
out. The fact that the repetition took place after the above-mentioned
Genoa’s accusation of Venice’s pre-planned violation of the Pact of
Torino, speaks for itself.

Furthermore, the fleet did not leave Venice a month later as well.
Two different sources of information that arrived at Ragusa in May
1382 reported on the delay. One was Andrea Contarini, who arrived

8 asve: Senato-Misti, Secreta, reg. 37, f. 68, 10 Apr. 1382.

8% On the confiscation of Florentine commodities in Genoa one could learn from Ve-
nice’s treatment of the issue at the end of May or early June: ibidem, f. 85r, 7 June 1382. T'll
refer below to the context. It should, however, only be pointed out, that Surdich argues
that at first Florence refused to discuss with Genoa the payment of the pledged money,
on pretext that Venice’s intentional violation of the Pact of Torino could not be proved:
SurDICH, Genova e Venegia, cit., p. 32 and note 27.

% asve: Senato-Misti, Secreta, reg. 37, f. 37r, 8 Apr. 1382. Surdich indicated a wrong date,
22 Apr. 1382: SURDICH, Genova e Venegia, cit., p. 30 and note 21.

' asve: Senato-Misti, Secreta, reg. 37, f. 647, 24 Mar. 1382.
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in Ragusa from Venice on May sixth. The second source of informa-
tion was provided by three Venetian nobles that reached Ragusa from
Crete two days later. Contarini claimed to have left Venice four days
before the departure of the naval fleet and that Carlo Zeno took sala-
ries to the Venetian garrison working with Mudazzo.** Contarini indi-
cated in addition that no new instructions were issued concerning the
departure of the merchant convoys to Constantinople and Trebizond,
due the piracy conducted by the people of the island of Tenedos.
These had captured a vessel of merchants of Ancona, redeemed later
by their Metropolis. On board of that ship were Genoese that were,
however, returned unharmed to Pera by the people of Tenedos.*

The above-mentioned three Venetian nobles that reached Ragu-
sa from Crete also reported on this piracy. According to them the
people of Tenedos had raided a Venetian vessel and the Venetians,
therefore, considered them enemies. The Venetian nobles also re-
ported that the Turks of Phocea assisted the people of Tenedos by
providing them with victuals.® Caresini’s chronicle, it should be
pointed out, also condemned Mudazzo because of his contacts with
the Turks.”

One, could safely argue, that the real purpose for Carlo Zeno’s de-
parture to Tenedos was to cut off the piracy. The Venetian Senate
justly feared that the piracy might provide Genoa with pretext to ini-
tiate reprisals that might have lead to a new war, although Mudazzo
and his men made efforts not to harm Genoese merchants. All the
more so, Venice denounced piracy against its own citizens. Death was
the penalty for piracy. It had to be abolished at any cost. Nevertheless
the Venetian senators hoped that the money, which Carlo Zeno had
to bring with him according to the resolution of April 8 would solve
the problem. In contrast to the original statement that the money was
for the operation to take the island by force, it was, in fact, aimed for
the salaries of Mudazzo’s garrison. As above-mentioned, Mudazzo

22 B. KrRek1¢, Dubrovnik (Raguse) et le Levant au Moyen Age, Paris, Mouton, 1961, pp. 42-43
and p. 222, note 358.

% Ibidem, pp. 222-223, note 360. % Ibidem.

% SETTON, The Papacy and the Levant, cit., 1, p. 235 and note 230; THIRIET, Venise, cit., p.
235, and note 2. The Codex Morosini that, among others, relies on Caresini laconically
indicated that Mudazzo’s rebellion lasted so long due to the Turks’ assistance, not necessa-
rily the Ottomans: The Morosini Codex, ed. by M. P. Ghezzo, J. R. Mellville-Jones, A. Rizzi,
Padova, Unipress, 2000, II, pp. 158-159.
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had already in January 1382 informed the Serenissima that his people
had not yet received their salaries.*°

One can safely assume that the Genoese knew that Carlo Zeno had
not left for Tenedos in April and that they also were suspicious of his
mission. Genoa was certainly informed on the piracy conducted from
Tenedos by their merchants that were victims as well as by the Ge-
noese of Chios and Pera. Mistrusting Zeno’s mission Venice’s sincer-
ity, Genoa requested Florence in April to deliver to Genoa the pledged
money.”

The Genoese move led to two motions in the Venetian Senate on
May 2 1382 for guidance of the Venetian ambassadors in Genoa con-
cerning the tactic to convince the local government to cancel the re-
quest of the pledged money. Barbarigo’s group suggested taking ac-
tion in two parallel spheres. One was in Genoa, where the Venetian
delegates had to insist on Venice’s major efforts to carry out its obliga-
tions according to the Pact of Torino. The fact that Carlo Zeno had
already left to Tenedos with the amount of money to get the island to
Venice’s possession proves the Venice’s sincerity. In case the Venetian
ambassadors in Genoa reached dead end, then another move should
be initiated without, however, informing the Genoese. Venice should
approach Amadeus count of Savoy, to implore him to arbitrate in this
matter and to sentence in favor of Venice. In case the count would
refuse, the ambassadors in Genoa had to persuade the local govern-
ment to plea to Amadeus’ arbitrage.®®

Fantino Giorgi’s group added to the previous suggestion a bold de-
mand from Genoa to give Venice extension of one to one and a half
year, beginning in May 1382, to take the island from Mudazzo. Since
the ban on sailing to Tana, imposed by the Pact of Torino, had to end
in August 1383, the motive behind this suggestion was too transparent
and, therefore, it failed in favor of the previous one.*

One could safely argue that albeit its direct and harsh tone, Fan-
tino Giorgi’s group shared identical aim to Andrea Barbarigo’s. Both
groups of Venetian senators, as proved by the so far resolutions and
evidence, thrived to detain as long as possible the evacuation of the
island of Tenedos, in order to eventually achieve a permanent hold

% See above, note 10. ¥ 'THIRIET, Venise, cit., p. 232, note 1.
98 asve: Senato-Misti, Secreta, reg. 37, f. 37v, 2 May 1382.
0 Ibidem, f. 761, 2 May 1382.
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on the island. The groups only varied in the tactics to be employed, in
the ways of response to Genoa’s protests and accusations, on the one
hand, and on the other, to Florence.

It should be pointed out that due to Amadeus’s rejection of Ven-
ice’s plea on the one hand, and on the other, the danger that Genoa
was about to take action either against Venice either against Florence,
Fantino’s group changed drastically its tactic. It suggested that the
Venetian ambassadors in Genoa should beg for winning Venice mini-
mum of one year to two years at the maximum for taking over the
Island from Mudazzo, and to persuade the Genoese to keep perma-
nently the pledged money.* In other words, if up till then the policy
was to keep the pledged money both with the island of Tenedos, this
group suggested to give away the 15,000 fiorini in return, so to speak,
for keeping the island.

In May 1382 Florence demanded Venice the pledged money for its
deliverance to Genoa, due to the above-mentioned confiscation of
Florentine commodities in Genoa. Genoa’s move that meant rejection
of the suggestion made by Fantino Giorgi’s group, led five members
of this group, however, without Fantinos Giorgi himself, to return to
the tough attitude. On May 4, the doge wrote a personal letter to the
Florentine Commune informing on the dispatch to Tenedos of armed
galleys with the provisores, headed by the above-mentioned Memmo
and Zeno, to solve the problems so that the island would be submit-
ted to Amadeus or to his delegate, according to Venice’s original in-
tention regarding the execution of the Pact of Torino.* Regarding,
however, the pledged money, three versions of response to Florence
were put to motion on June 7. One to denote Genoa for the confisca-
tion of Florentine commodities, which Venice considered illogical;
the second was to justify Venice’s acts up till then regarding the island
of Tenedos. The third version emphasized that the Venetian Senate
was expecting until the end of the month good news from Tenedos.
This suggestion must have referred to Memmo’s and Zeno’s declared
mission a month earlier, according to which the Serenissima expected
them to take over Tenedos from Mudazzo. Although, one has to bear
in mind that the resolution was issued in order to abolish the pirati-

100

Ibidem, f. 77, 7 May 1382.

" G. Miiller (a cura di), Documenti sulle relagioni delle cittd toscane coll’Oriente Christiano
e coi Turchi fino all’anno 1531, rist. anast., Roma, Societa Multigrafica Editrice, 1966, p. 127,
doc. LXXXIX.
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cal activity, not to deliver the island to Amadeus, the count of Savoy.
These senators, therefore, suggested calming down Florence by indi-
cating that following Memmo’s and Zeno’s successful mission Genoa
will give the Florentines back the confiscated commodities. In case
Memmo and Zeno should fail, these senators suggested compensat-
ing Florence without, however, indicating how."

A month later, on July 8, the Venetian Senate discussed for the first
time practical means to take over the island from Mudazzo. The sug-
gestion that won and was accepted as a resolution was made, among
others, by Fantino Giorgio and Carlo Zeno, following Zeno’s report
after his return from Tenedos. The resolution dealt with recruiting
of soldiers and, with the resources. Carlo Zeno was elected as the
leading person; due, however, to sickness, he was replaced by Fantino
Giorgio, whose mission was to take the island by force, and who was
endowed with civic and criminal jurisdiction on the soldiers coming
with him and on the Island’s inhabitants. ™

Giorgio’s election on July 9 as a substitute to Carlo Zeno to lead
the operation is intriguing, if one bears in mind that he had originally
been the head of the senators’ group that boldly stated their attitude
against the evacuation of the island. On the face of it, it looks like the
Serenissima has changed its attitude that meant verbally carrying out
the articles of the Pact of Torino. In reality, it is highly likely that Gior-
gio’s election was a smoke screen for Venice’s evasion to evacuate the
island of Tenedos.* Part of this Venetian tactic, one should see in the
resolution made the same day, August 9, to deprive Enrico Dandolo
of his commandment on the galley and to put him on trial. Enrico
Dandolo was the captain of a galley that had been recruited in Crete
and sent to Tenedos, according to the resolution of November 11 1381,
to join Pantaleone Barbo to help Mudazzo to deliver the island to the
count of Savoy and to return to Venice. Dandolo was accused of free-
ing Mudazzo, despite the explicit Senate’s instruction to bring him
in chains to Venice. The fact that originally there had not been any
resolution in 1381 concerning Mudazzo’s imprisonment, and that his
resolutions was, as indicated below, only issued in August 1382, sus-

1 Ibidem, f. 58r, 7 June 1382. Leonardo Dandolo, another member of the group, sugge-
sted a much more radical idea that failed.

1 Ibidem, . 93v, 8 July 1382; f. 947, 9 July 1382; f. 94v, 9 July 1382.

* In contrast to SURDICH, Genova e Venegia, cit., p. 3.
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tains our argument regarding Dandolo’s punishment. Furthermore,
when finally put on trial, Dandolo, as we shall see below, was accused
on a different charge.'”

Furthermore, although Fantino Giorgio had to leave for Tenedos
right after his election on the July 9, he only left on 17 August, i.e., five
weeks later.**® Four days before his departure, on August 13, the Col-
legio, headed by the doge Michele Morosini, suggested to take over
Tenedos at all costs, even if it meant a war and to start judicial proc-
ess against Mudazzo.'” The contrast to the general Venetian Senate’s
tactics up till then is striking. One has, however, to bear in mind that,
Morosini had been with Caresini the negotiators of the Pact of Torino
and later an ambassador in Genoa. Both of them feared the outcomes
of Venice’s evasion to carry out its obligations regarding the island of
Tenedos. The appearance in Venice of two ambassadors from Flor-
ence that declared that the Genoese had on 2 August confiscated once
again Florentine commodities in Genoa, since Florence had not given
Genoa the so called Venetian pledged money,**® must have influenced
the Collegio’s proposal. One could safely claim that knowing well the
Genoese mentality, Morosini, feared that Genoa will take concrete
actions against Venice itself. The Collegio’s, resolution, headed by the
doge Morosini, on 13 August, it should be pointed out, was put to five
motions and was only accepted after the fifth. During all the votes the
decrease of the number of the supporters and absentees was evident
in contrast to the increase of the numbers of the opponents. On the
fifth vote, however, a radical turnover occurred. The resolution was
approved by majority of fifty five against eleven dissentient votes and
nine abstentions. One could safely assume that after an inner fight,
the Collegio headed by the doge managed to lead Venice to initiate
sincere actions to carry out the Serenissima’s obligation regarding the
island of Tenedos, according to the Pact of Torino. As a result, the
Senate’s resolution, on August 14, changed Fantino Giorgi’s original
mission.

The new resolution, practically made three days before his delayed

% asve: Senato-Misti, Secreta, reg. 37, f. 95v, 9 July 1382.

¢ On Fantino Giorgi’s date of departure to Tenedos one can learn by the letter written
to Genoa, two days after his leaving: ibidem, f. 1037, 19 Aug. 1382.

7 Ibidem, ff. 1041-1057, 14 Aug. 1382.

8 Thidem, HEYD, Histoire du commerce du Levant, cit., 1, p. 523, note 5. On Morosini and
Caresini, see above, note 19.
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departure for Tenedos on August 17, forbade him to pardon Mudaz-
zo. Furthermore, Giorgi had to put on trial all those who had sided
with Mudazzo and, therefore, were considered traitors and mutineers
against Venice. Their sentence was to be used as a future lesson to
others. The resolution also left to Giorgi’s judgment if it was neces-
sary to send an embassy to Murad to appease him with presents.'”
The Venetian Senate also dispatched a letter to Genoa five days later,
on August 19, which detailed Fantino Giorgi’s date of departure, the
equipment, the recruited manpower and the war galleys going with
him on the one hand, and on the other, the dealing with Mudazzo’s
issue and the people that had assisted Mudazzo to be delivered in
chains to Venice to be put on trial.™

Interestingly, on 26 January 1383 the Senate responded to the Byz-
antine emperor about his request of the island. Given the fact, as
above-said, that the emperor had been overlooked by the Pact of
Torino, and that previous requests, made by the emperor in 1381 and
in 1382, were denied by Venice, the emperor’s request is intriguing.
As above-mentioned, it is highly likely that the Genoese initiated this
approach. One has to bear in mind that it was only on November 1382
that the Byzantine-Genoese Pact of May 1381 was ratified. As above-
mentioned, according to this Pact, John V had reluctantly recognized
Andronicus, the Genoese protégé, as well as Andronicus’ sons as legiti-
mate heirs.” The Venetian Senate response to the emperor sustains
the argument concerning the Genoese involvement, since it relates
directly to the Genoese. The Senate conditioned a positive response
on two terms. One that Genoa will cancel all Venice’s obligations
regarding the island. One could safely assume the senators meant the
destroying of the fortifications and the evacuation of the inhabitants.
Furthermore, the senators requested refunding Florence in case it
had already paid some amount as part of the pledged money. The
senators must have meant to the Florentine commodities in Genoa.*”
Why bothering to respond to the emperor? One could safely claim
to prevent as much as possible the jeopardizing of the renewal of

99 asve: Senato-Misti, Secreta, reg. 37, ff. 1-4r-1057.

" Ibidem, f. 110v, 19 Aug. 1382. " See above, note 8o.

"> Ibidem, f. 130v, 26 Jan. 1382. I am using the modern calendar not the Venetian, accor-
ding to which the new year started in March. Regarding the Florentine confiscated goods
by the Genoese, see above, note 89.
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the five years course Byzantine-Venetian. Furthermore, the Venetian
Senate must have considered that the Genoese would reject the pro-
posals, thus failing diplomatically the Genoese manipulation to get
the island.

If indeed the Genoese urged the Emperor to request the island
from the Venetians, it means they did not buy the sincerity of the
Collegio’s suggestion, headed by the doge Morosini, on 13 August and
of the Senate’s resolution a day later. It also meant that the Genoese
found the inner conflicts in the Senate, expressed by the number and
character of the votes, as phony. The Genoese might have considered
these resolutions as a smoke screen to appease both Genoa and Flor-
ence for the delay of Fantino Giorgi’s departure to Tenedos. One has
to bear in mind that originally Giorgi had to leave in July and finally,
he left a month later after the above-mentioned modification of his
original mission. In other words, Genoa was convinced that Venice’s
refusal to hand over the island of Tenedos was persistent. The follow-
ing will sustain this argument about Venice’s attitude.

On 20 February 1383, the Venetian Senate agreed with a majority
of 72, against nine dissentient votes and one abstention, to ratify, in
contrast to previous resolutions, Fantino Giorgi’s request to pardon
Zanachi Mudazzo, in excuse of diminishing the expenses required by
such an action and the dangerous complications that Mudazzo’s im-
prisonment might have caused to."” One cannot deny the feebleness
of these motives, since Mudazzo had lead the ‘mutiny’ against the
Metropolis, and Venice was very strict about mutineers. All the more
so, since his supporters were eventually put on trials. These included,
in addition to above-mentioned Pantaleone Barbo and Enrico Dan-
dolo also Mudazzo’s grandson with identical name of Zanachi Mu-
dazzo, and Giacobbe Vicerano, one of the Venetian galleys’ captains
that had been sent with Barbo to Tenedos. The resolution to pardon
Mudazzo, notwithstanding the suspicion that such a move might pro-
voke especially to the Genoese, undoubtedly proves the Venetian Sen-
ate’s support of Mudazzo during the whole time.

On 17 April 1383 three of Mudazzo’s supporters were put on trial:
Barbo, Dandolo and Vicerano. The causes for the charges won small
support and finally, the suggestions to the imprisonment of Dandolo

" asve: Senato-Misti, Secreta, f. 130v, 20 Febr. 1382.
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and Barbo were rejected. One should point to the low numbers of
voters regarding Barbo in comparison to the other accused persons.
Interestingly, no suggestion was made for Vicerino’s imprisonment,
in spite of the charge against him — submission at Tenedos of the gal-
ley he commanded to Mudazzo. Vicerino’s punishment was the dep-
rivation of commandment on any Venetian commercial galley." One
could safely claim that these were spectacle or staged trials. In other
words, since the Venetian Senate did not consider Mudazzo’s conduct
as a mutiny, there were no assistants to be punished for actions that
had not taken place.

Mudazzo’s grandson, bearing identical name, it should be indicated,
was never put on trial. Indeed, the Venetian Senate had instructed the
Venetian government of Crete, Mudazzo’s homeland, to confiscate
his possessions, to imprison him, his wife and children and to send
him to Venice, to put on trial for helping his grandfather’s mutiny at
Tenedos. Nevertheless, due to the Venetian rector’s of Hania in Crete
claim to Mudazzo’s innocence, the Venetian Senate retreated from
its previous resolution and instructed at the end of April to release
Mudazzo and his family and to give him back his possessions.”> One
could only wonder if the accusation and punishment of the grandson
was not a smoke screen for pardoning the original Mudazzo.

Genoa, it seems, did not buy all these declared trials. As it was evi-
dent, since September 1382, that Venice had not submitted to Florence
the pledge money, Genoa seized and confiscated in April Venetian ves-
sels as well. At the end of April or early May 1383 Venice dispatched
to Genoa a notary, Nicholas of «Clugia» (Chioggia), to negotiate the
release of a Venetian «galeazza» captured in A