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324: Constantine’s Choice and the Origins of New Rome

On 8 November 324, Constantine the Great promoted his son Constantius II to the
dignity of caesar and bestowed the rank of augusta on his mother, Helena, and his wife
Fausta. Havin proclaimcd his dynastic intentions, he also upgradcd the ancient city of
Byzantion to the status of an imperial capital bearing his name.

To commemorate the 1700th anniversary of this pivotal event in world history, Istanbul
Research Institute and Pera Museum host the international symposium 324: Constantine’s
Choice and the Origins of New Rome. Organized by Paul Magdalino and Brigitte
Pitarakis, this innovative symposium examines the foundation of Constantinop]c from a
variety of interdisciplinary perspectives.

Why did Constantine choose the modest city of Byzantion for his bold urban project, and
what did his plan involve? The symposium takes a fresh look at the textual and material
evidence, inCFuding new archaeo]ogica] data, to survey the layout of the new impcrial
caPital and the idcology behind it. It also cxplorcs such related topics as the establishment
of new cities under the Tetrarchy, the aesthetics of Roman cities, the ideological and
culeural influence of Alexandria, Constantine’s relationship to Thessalonike, Nikomedeia,
and Troy, including the latter’s role in the foundation legends connected to Constantine.

Recent advances in interdisciplinary research also allow for examination of New Rome’s
dcvclopmcnt n light of fourth—ccntury trade in the Eastern Mediterranean and the
influx of wealth into Constantinople. Related topics include the provision of grain to
the capital, the coin issues of Constantine and his sons, the production of imperial mints
in the Marmara region, and the revelations of recovered amphorae and their contents.
In addition, new horizons of examination have been opened by the inscriptions, coins,
and other finds from the recent and earlier excavations in Istanbul and its environs,

Kij(;ilk(;ckmccc, [zmit (Nikomedeia), and iznik (Nicaea).

Constantine’s lifetime (ca. 272-337) defines the symposium’s time frame, but written
and material evidence from earlier and later periods that contribute to contextualizing
the primary focus is given appropriate weight, for example, his sons’ contributions to
fulfilling of his bold program. The foundation of Constantinople will also be considered
in relation to the dichotomy between his privilcgcd rclationship with Apo]]o and his
adoption of Christianity, the other momentous development for which Constantine is
famous.

324: Constantinus’un Secimi ve Yeni Roma’nin Kurulusu

8 Kasim 324 giinii, Biiyiik Constantinus oglu II. Constantius’u caesar makamina yiik-
seltirken annesi Helena ve esi Fausta'ya da augusta sifatini bah§etti. Hanedanlik kur-
ma niyetini béylccc ilan ederken, cslzi Byzantion kentini de kendi adimn tagtyan bir
imparatorluk bagkenti statiisiine yiikselcti.

Diinya tarihindeki bu son derece dnemli olayin 1700. yil vesilesiyle, Istanbul Arageirmalars
Enstitiisii ve Pera Miizesi, 324: Constantinus’un Se¢imi ve Yeni Romanim Kurulusu adli
uluslararas: sempozyuma ev sahi ligi yapiyor. Paul Magdalino ve Brigitte Pitarakis'in
yénctimindc diizenlenen bu ycniﬁkgi sempozyum Constantinopolis’in kuru1u§unu bir
dizi disiplinlerar351 bak1§ a(;lSlyla ele allyor.

Constantinus iddiali kent projesi i¢in neden miitevazi Byzantion kentini se¢misti ve
plam neler igeriyordu? Sempozyum, yeni imparator]uk ba§kentinin yerle§im diizenini
ve ardindaki ideolojiyi incelemek icin mevcut yazﬂl ve fiziksel bu]gulara yeni arkcolojik
verileri de iceren giincc] bir bak1§ yéncltiyor. Ayni zamanda, Tctrar§i déneminde yeni
kentlerin kurulmasi, Roma kentlerinin estetigi, Iskenderiyenin ideolojik ve kiilciirel
etkisi, Constantinus'un Thessalonike, Nikomedeia ve Troya ile iligkisi ve Troyanin
Constantinus’la baglantili kurulus efsanelerindeki rolii gibi konular: da irdeliyor.

Disiplinlerarasi aragtirmalardaki yakin carihli gelismeler Yeni Romanin yiikseligini,
dérafiincii yiizyllda Dogu Akdcniz'dcki ticaret ve Constantinopolis’c servet ak1§1
baglaminda inceleme olanagi da saghyor. Ilgili konular arasinda bagkente tahil saglanmas,
Constantinus ve ogullarmin bastrdigi sikkeler, Marmara bélgesindeki imparatorluk
darphanelerinin tiretimi, ortaya g1kar1]an amforalar ve igeriklerinﬁn sagladlgl veriler
de bulunuyor. Ek olarak, Istanbul ve cevresinde, Kiiciik¢ekmece, Izmit (Nikomedeia)
ve Iznik’te (Nikaia) yapllan yakm tarihli ve daha eski kazilarda ortaya gkan yaznlar,
sikkeler ve digcr buluntular ara§t1rmalara yeni pcrspcktiﬂcr Saghyor.

Constantinus'un yasam siiresi (yak. 272—337) sempozyumun zamansal cergevesini
tanimlamakla birlikee, drnegin oguﬂarmm onun iddiali programini stirdiirmeleri
gibi, aragtirma konusunu baglamsallagtirmaya katkida bulunan, daha erken ve geg
dénemlerden yazﬂl ve fiziksel bulgulara da aglrhk vcriliyor. Constantinopolis’in kuru1u§u7
Constantinus'un Apollon ile ayricalikls iliskisi ve Hiristiyanligi benimseyisinin yarattig:

p f 3 Y 8 i3 Y &
ikilemle baglantlll olarak da ele almlyor.
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Thursday, November 7

Greetings and Opening Remarks
M. Baha Tanman, Istanbul Research Institute

Symposium Overview
Paul Magdalino, University of St Andrews
Brigitte Pitarakis, CNRS, Paris

Session One:
Constantine’s New Capital: From Concept to Reality

Chair: Nevra Necipoglu, Bogazici University
Keynote Lecture
Paul Magdalino

From Byzantion to Constantinople

Bryan Ward-Perkins
Why Did Constantine Build His New City at Byzantion?

Discussion
Coffee Break

Efthymios Rizos

What Can New Cities Built under the Tetrarchs Tell Us about

Constantine’s New Rome?
Sylvain Destephen
Byzantion and the Emperors: Backwater or Hub?

(Vircual Presentation)

Discussion

10.00—10.20

10.20—1I1.10

I1.I0—11.40

11.40—12.00

12.00—12.20

12.20—12.50

12.50—13.20

13.20-13.40

7 Kasim Persembe

Kargilama ve Sunug
M. Baha Tanman, Istanbul Arastirmalar: Ensticiisii

Sempozyum Cergevesi .
Paul Magdalino, St Andrews Universitesi
Brigitte Pitarakis, CNRS, Paris

Birinci Oturum:
Constantinus’un Yeni Baskenti: Tasaridan Gergege

Oturum Bagkant: Nevra Necipoglu, Bogazici Universitesi

Agilig Konugmast
Paul Magdalino

Byzantion'dan Constantinopolis’e

Bryan Ward-Perkins
Constantinus Yeni Kentini Neden Byzantion'da Kurdu?

Soru—Cevap
Kahve Arast

Efthymios Rizos _
Tetrarklar Zamaninda Insa Edilen Yeni Kentler Bize Constantinus’un
Yeni Roma’st Hakkinda Ne Soyleyebilir?

Sylvain Destephen
Byzantion ve Imparatorlar: Durgun Sular m1, Cazibe Merkezi mi?

(Cevrimici Sunum)

Soru—Cevap



15:00—15:30

15:30—16:00
16:00-16:30
16:30-16:50
16:50-17:10
17:10—17:40
17:40—-18:10

18:10-18:40

18:40-19:00

Thursday 7, November

Session Two: Contexts and Comparisons

Chair: Alessandra Ricci, Ko¢ University

James Crow ) 15.00—15.30
Hadrian’s Aqueduct and the New City of Constantinople,
a Never-Ending Story

Anastasios Tantsis 15.30—16.00
Thessalonike in the Fourth Century: The Image of the Cicy and Its Importance

Tuna Sare Agtﬁrk 16.00—16.30
Nikomedeia: The Grandmother of Constantinople

Discussion 16.30-16.50
Coffee Break 16.50-17.10
Hiiseyin Sami Oztiirk 17.10—17.40

Milestones from Nikomedeia and Nicaea Dated to the
Reign of Constantine I, Constantius I, and Constans

Mantha Zarmakoupi 17.40—18.10
The Aesthetics of Urban Space in the Roman World of the Tctrarchy

Elena N. Boeck 18.10-18.40
Trojan Relics and Imperial Destinies: Constantinople and Rome

Discussion 18.40-19.00

7 Kasim Persembe

ikinci Oturum: Baglam ve Kiyas

Oturum Bagkani: Alessandra Ricci, Kog¢ Universitesi

James Crow
Hadrianus Su Kemeri ve Yeni Constantinopolis Kenti:
Bitmeyen Bir Oykii

Anastasios Tantsis ) )
Dérdiincti Yﬁzyllda Thessalonike: Kentin Imaj1 ve Onemi

Tuna Sare Agtﬁrk
Nikomedeia: Constantinopolis'in Biiytikannesi

Soru—Cevap
Kahve Arast

Hiiseyin Sami Oztiirk
Nikomedeia ve Nikaia'dan I1. Constantinus, 1. Constantius ve
Constans Dénemlerine Tarihli Mil Taglar:

Mantha Zarmakoupi
Tctrar§inin Roma Dijnyasmda Kentsel Alan Estetigi

Elena N. Boeck
Troya Miras1 ve Imparator]uk Yazgllan: Constantinopolis ve Roma

Soru—Cevap



10:00—10:30

10:30—-11:00

I1:00—11:30

11230—11:50
IIZSO—IZIIO

12:10—12:40

12:40—13:10

13:10—-13:30
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Friday, November 8

Session Three: Society, Coins, and Trade

Chairs:
Yavuz Selim Giiler, Pera Museum, Ivana Jevti¢, Ko¢ University

Brigitte Pitarakis
Constantine’s City: A Man’s World?

Oguz Tekin
Coins in Turmoil in the Late Third Century and under the Tctrarchy

Cécile Morrisson

Constantine’s Religious Iconography before and after 324:
The Coin Evidence

Discussion

Coffee Break

Dominique Pieri
The Birth of Constantinople: The Commercial Revolution of the East

Alkiviadis Ginalis

Food Provisioning and Maritime Connectivity of Constantinoplc in the

Fourth Century CE and Their Effects on Future Urban Developments

Discussion

10.00—-10.30

10.30—11.00

11.00—I1.30

11.30—11.50
11.50—12.10

12.10—12.40

12.40—13.10

13.10—13.30

8 Kasim Cuma

Uciincii Oturum: Toplum, Sikkeler ve Ticaret

Oturum Bagkanlar:: )
Yavuz Selim Giiler, Pera Miizesi, Ivana Jevtic¢, Ko¢ Universitesi

Brigitte Pitarakis
Constantinus'un Kenti: Bir Erkegin Diinyast m1?

Oguz Tekin
Gec Ugiincti Y{izyl] ve Tetrarsi Déneminin Kargasa Sikkeleri

Cécile Morrisson

Constantinus'un 324 Oncesi ve Sonrasindaki Dinsel Tkonografisi:

Sikke Bulgular

Soru—Cevap
Kahve Arast

Dominique Pieri
Constantinopolis’in Dogusu: Dogunun Ticari Devrimi

Alkiviadis Ginalis

Dérdiincii Yiizyilda Constantinopolis'in Gida Tedariki,
Deniz Baglantisi ve Bunlarin Kentsel Geligsime Eckileri

Soru—Cevap

IT



15:00—15:30
15:30—16:00
16:00-16:30
16:30—16:50
16:50—17:10

I7:10—T17:40

17:40-18:30

18:30-19:00
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Friday, November 8

Session Four: Urban Archaeology

Chair: Giinder Varinlioglu, Mimar Sinan Fine Arts University

Arne Effenbergcr
The Course of the Fortification of Byzas and of the Emperor Septimius Severus

Neslihan Asutay-Effenberger
The Course of the Constantinian Land Walls Re-Visited

Emrah Kahraman ve Emir Son
Istanbul Archacological Museums” Mosaic Excavations at Zeytinburnu

Discussion

Coffee Break

Batu Bayﬁlgen
Two Monumental Walls in Regions I1I and V of Constantinople:
Some Remarks about the Pre-Constantinian Walls and Harbours

Rahmi Asal
Fourth-Century Istanbul, from Sultanahmet to Bathonea,
and from Kadl]ZéSy to Aydos

Results and Prospects
Open discussion led by Alessandra Ricci

15.00-15.30
15.30—16.00
16.00-16.30
16.30—16.50

16.50—17.10

17.10—17.40

17.40-18.30

18.30-19.00

8 Kasim Cuma

Dordiincti Oturum: Kentsel Arkeoloji

Oturum Bagkant: Giinder Varinlioglu, Mimar Sinan Giizel Sanatlar Universitesi

Arne Effenberger

Byzas ve Imparator Septimius Severus Surlarimimn Gijzergﬁhlarl

Neslihan Asutay-Effenberger
Constantinus Kara Surlari Giizergahimi Yeniden Ele Almak

Emrah Kahraman ve Emir Son
[stanbul Arkeoloji Miizelerinin Zeytinburnu Mozaikleri Kazisi

Soru—Cevap
Kahve Arasi

Batu Bayiilgcn )
Constantinopolis’in 111 ve V. Bolgelerinde Tki Anitsal Duvar:
Constantinus Oncesi Surlar ve Limanlar Uzerine Bazi Gozlemler

Rahmi Asal )
Sultanahmet’ten Bathonea’ya, Kadikdy'den Aydos’a Iscanbul'un
Dérdiincii Yiizyih

Sonuglar ve Oneriler
Alessandra Ricci yonetiminde agik tartigma
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Abstracts

Ozetler



From Byzantion to Constantinople

Paul Magdalino
Emeritus Bishop Wardlaw Professor of Byzantine History, University of St Andrews

This paper modifies and amplifies an earlier publication in which I atctempted to survey
the urban form of Constantine’s foundation. I begin by outlining what is known of
the topography of Byzantion before 324. I then examine the evidence for the layout of
Constantine’s foundation in terms of his known or putative intentions to construct a
personal monument, a victory city, a beautiful city, a Christian city, and a New Rome.
Particular emphasis is given to these last two aspects, which defined the future identity
of Constantinople as an imperial capital.

Why Did Constantine Build His New City at Byzantion?

Bryan Ward-Perkins
Emeritus Professor of Late Antique History, University of Oxford

This paper will first of all explore whether there was a logic, emerging from the experience
of the third-century crisis and of the Tetrarchy, to building a “new Rome” in the castern
Mediterranean. It will then examine the possible reasons that led Constantine to choose
the obscure city of Byzantion as the site for his new city. Byzantion, unlike Thessalonike,
Nikomedeia, or Nicaea, had no significant inherited political kudos from tetrarchic times
or carlier, and also lacked any significant Christian history—its two best-attested martyrs,
Mokios and Akakios, were, at best, deeply obscure local figures. Perhaps—though this
is entirely speculative—Constantine deliberately chose an almost-blank canvas for his
grandiose project. On the other hand, the site had substantial practical advantages, being
readily provisioned by sea and lying on the military road that linked the all-important
castern frontiers of the Danube and of Persia. Like Milan in the West, with links to the
Rhine and Danube, it could serve as a secure residence more or less equidistant from the
two eastern theaters of war.

16

Byzantion’dan Constantinopolis’e

Paul Magdalino
Bishop Wardlaw Bizans Tarihi Emeritus Profesorii, St Andrews Universitesi

Bu konugma, Constantinusun temellerini attigr sekliyle sehrin kentsel formunun
incelendigi daha erken bir yayin1 yeniden ele almakta ve derinlestirmekeedir. Konugma
oncelikle Byzantion'un 324 dncesi topografisi hakkinda bilinenlerin ana hatlarini ¢iziyor.
Ardindan bir kisisel abide, bir zafer kenti, giizel bir kent, bir Hiristiyan kenti ve bir Yeni
Roma inga etme gibi Constantinus'un bilinen ve varsayilan niyetleri bakimmdan, actag:
temellerin diizenine dair kanitlari inceliyor. Constantinopolis'in gelecekteki kimligini
imparatorluk bagkenti olarak tanimlayan bu son iki hususa 6zellikle vurgu yapiliyor.

Constantinus Yeni Kentini Neden Byzantion’da Kurdu?

Bryan Ward-Perkins
Gec Antik Cag Tarihi Emeritus Profesorii, Oxford Universitesi

Bu konusma, dncelikle Dogu Akdeniz'de bir “Yeni Roma” inga etmenin diciineii yiizyil
krizi ve Tetrarsi deneyiminden kaynaklanan bir sebebi olup olmadigima odaklaniyor.
Ardindan Constantinus’u yeni kentinin konumu i¢in gésterissiz kent Byzantion'u segmeye
yonlendiren olasi nedenleri inceliyor. Thessalonike’nin, Nikomedeiamin ya da Nikaia'nin
aksine Byzantion Tetrarklar dénemi ya da dncesinden ne énemli bir siyasal paye miras
edinmisti ne de dnemli bir Hiristiyanhk ge¢migine sahipti—en ¢ok énem atfedilen iki
schidi olan Mokios ve Akakios hi¢ taninmayan yerel kisiliklerden ibaretti. Belki de—bu
tamamen tahmini olsa da—Constantinus gorkemli projesi i¢in bilerek, neredeyse beyaz
bir sayfa segmisti. Ote yandan, ihtiyaglart deniz yoluyla kolayca kargilanan ve dogudaki
son derece Snemli Tuna ve Pers cepheleriyle baglanti saglayan askeri yol tizerinde bulunan
kentin ¢nemli pratik avantajlari bulunuyordu. Ren ve Tuna’ya baglantilariyla dogudaki
iki savag bolgesine agag1 yukari egit uzaklikea bulunan batidaki Milano gibi, giivenli bir
ikametgah islevi gorebilirdi.
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What Can New Cities Built under the Tetrarchs Tell Us about
Constantine’s New Rome?

Efthymios Rizos
Archacologist, Hellenic Ministry of Culture

This paper will approach Constantine’s new imperial capital through the urbanization
projects and drives which took place in the decades preceding his triumph. Constantinople
was built at the dawn of a new era in Roman urbanism, the features of which are reflected
in several new cities built under the Tetrarchs. What did these cities share with the
carlier traditions of Roman urbanism, and what was new about them? How do their
characteristics fit (or not fit) with what we know or assume about Constantinople?

This paper will discuss issues including geographical location, settlement patterns, and
infrastructure. In doing so, it will explore: a) the geostrategic thinking which guided
the planting of cities under the Tetrarchs, and may have also underlain Constantine’s
search for a new capital; b) the way urban infrascructure was understood and buile by
people who may have participated in designing and building Constantinople. Finally, it
will single out what set Constantinople apart from the other urban projects of its time.

Byzantion and the Emperors:
Backwater or Hub?

Sylvain Destephen
Professor of Roman History, University of Caen Normandie, Centre Michel de Botiard - CRAHAM
(Centre de recherches archéologiques et historiques anciennes et médiévales - UMR 6273)

The city of Byzantion played an important role in classical times and was one of the main
members of the Delian League. From the Hellenistic period onwards, the city became a
regional player. Byzantion’s alliance with Rome led to its submission to Roman power
and its downgrading. However, Byzantion retained its strategic importance due to its
geographical position, which explains why Septimius Severus besieged and captured it at
the very end of the second century. It was also a regular stop for emperors when visiting
or defending the eastern provinces, even though it was not an imperial residence.

18

Tetrarklar Zamaninda insa Edilen Yeni Kentler Bize
Constantinus’un Yeni Roma’si Hakkinda Ne Soyleyebilir?

Efthymios Rizos
Arkeolog, Yunanistan Kiiltiir Bakanhg

Bu konugma, Constantinus’un yeni imparatorluk bagkentine, zaferi éncesindeki onyillarda
meydana gelen kentlesme projeleri ve girisimleri yoniinden yaklagiyor. Constantinopolis,
nitelikleri Tetrarklar zamaninda inga edilen birgok yeni kente yanstyan, Roma
§ehirciligindeki yeni bir cagin dogu§unda inga edi]mi§ti. Bu kentler, Roma §ehirciliginin
daha erken gelenckleriyle ne bakimdan ortaker ve onlarda yeni olan seyler nelerdi?
Bu kentlerin karakteristik 6zellikleri Constantinopolis hakkinda bildiklerimiz ya da
varsaydiklarimizla ne kadar ortiisiiyordu (ya da dreiigmiiyordu)?

Konugma, cografi konum, yerlegim izlekleri ve aleyapiyr da kapsayan meseleleri tartigiyor.
Boylece, a) Tetrarklar zamaninda kentlerin ingasini yonlendiren ve ayni zamanda
Constantinus’un yeni bir bagkent arayiginin ardinda yatan jeostratejik diisiince bigimini
ve b) Constantinopolis'i tasarlamaya ve inga etmeye katkida bulunmusg olabilecek kisilerin
kentsel altyapiyr anlama ve inga etme seklini inceliyor. Son olarak da Constantinopolis’i
zamanindaki diger kentsel projelerden neyin ayirdigimi ortaya koyuyor.

Byzantion ve Imparatorlar:
Durgun Sular mu, Cazibe Merkezi mi?

Sylvain Destephen
Roma Tarihi Profesérii, Cacn Normandiya Universitesi, Michel de Boiiard Merkezi - CRAHAM
(Antik ve Ortacag Arkeolojik ve Tarihi Arastirmalar Merkezi - UMR 6273)

Byzantion kenti klasik donemlerde onemli bir rol oynadl ve Delos Ligi'nin asil
tiyelerinden biriydi. Hellenistik dénemden itibaren kent bélgesel bir gii¢ haline geldi.
Byzantion'un Roma ile ittifak: kentin Roma egemen]igini kabu]iiy]e ve gerilemesiy]e
sonuglandi. Bununla birlikte, Byzantion cografi konumu nedeniyle stratejik dnemini
korudu, ki bu Septimius Severus'un neden kenti ikinci yiizyilin sonunda kusatip ele
gegirdigini aglk]amaktadn‘. Kent ayn zamanda bir imparator]uk ikametgﬁhl olmamasina
ragmen imparatorlarin dogu eyaletlerini ziyaret ederken ya da savunurken diizenli olarak
ugradlklan bir mola yeri 0]mu§tur.
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Hadrian’s Aqueduct and the New City of Constantinople,
a Never-Ending Story

James Crow
Emeritus Professor of Roman and Byzantine Archacology, University of Edinburgh

Byzantion was a moderate-sized Roman city in an exceptional location. Across the empire
such cities received imperial patronage often attested by inscriptions or other texts. The
only reference for an aqueduct of Hadrian at Byzantion occurs in later Byzantine sources,
and only limited structural traces are known today. However, we can be quite confident
that Hadrian’s aqueduct was sourced in the forests to the norcthwest of the city, now called
the Forest of Belgrade. The first Ottoman rulers of the city set about the renewal of the
springs and channels, the Kirk¢esme system, especially renowned for Sinan’s great bridges
at Maglova and elsewhere. This was the city’s main water source until the lace-nineteenth
century, and although Constantine’s son Constantius II set about the construction of an
ambitious system of long-distance high-level water sources in Thrace, for long periods of
Byzantine’s Constantinople life the city was reliant on the older Hadrianic network.

My paper will consider the limited textual sources for the Hadrianic aqueduct, how these
can be mapped across the known Byzantine city, and the implications for Constantine’s
original design. It will also assess the ecarly Ottoman accounts for the hydraulic
infrastructure in Belgrade Forest and will propose how an earlier network may have
made provision from these water sources. Finally, it will consider how the urban water
engineers were able to distribute water to elevated places such as the Acropolis using the
low-level channels.

20

Hadrianus Su Kemeri ve Yeni Constantinopolis Kenti:
Bitmeyen Bir Oykii

James Crow
Roma ve Bizans Arkeolojisi Emeritus Profesorii, Edinburgh Universitesi

Byzantion istisnai bir konumda yer alan, orta biiyiikliikte bir Roma kentiydi. Tiim
imparatorlukta boyle kentler, siklikla yazitlarda ve diger metinlerde bahsedilen
imparatorluk himayesinden faydalanmigtir. Byzantion'daki Hadrianus su kemerine
dair tek beyan daha ge¢ Bizans kaynaklarimda yer almaktadir ve giiniimiizde yalnizca
stnirli miktarda yaplsa] kalint1 bilinmektedir. Bununla birlikce, Hadrianus su kemerinin
giintimiizde Belgrad Ormanlariolarak adlandirilan, kentin kuzeybacisindaki ormanlardan
kaynagmi aldigindan biiyiik dlciide emin olabiliriz. Kentin ilk Osmanh yoneticileri
K1r1<(_;e§me sistemi olarak bilinen ve 6zellikle Sinan'in Maglova ve diger yer]erdeki
gérkemli képrﬁ]eriy]e tinlenen su kayna{; ve kanallarmin yeni]enmesi igine giri§mi§lerdi.
Bu, ge¢ on dokuzuncu yiizyila dek kentin ana su kaynagiydi ve Constantinus’'un oglu olan
[I. Constantius Trakyada uzak mesafelerdeki yiiksek su kaynaklarina iddiali bir sistem
ingasina koyulmus olsa da Bizans'm Constantinopolis'teki varligi sirasinda, kent uzun
sire daha eski olan Hadrianus sebekesine bel bagladh.

Bu konusma, Hadrianus su kemerine dair sinirli metinsel kaynaklari, bunlarm bilinen
Bizans kenti iginde nasil konum]andn‘l]abi]ecegi ve Constantinus'un orijina] rasariminin
sonuglarmielealiyor. Aynizamanda Belgrad Ormanlarindaki hidrolik aleyapiya dair erken
Osmanli anlacilarint da orcaya koyarak daha erken bir sebekenin bu su kaynaklarindan
nasil su saglamis olabilecegini sunuyor. Son olarak, schir suyu mithendislerinin suyu
dii§ii1< seviye]i kanallar kullanarak Akropo]is gibi yiiksek yer]ere nasil dagnabi]digini
inceliyor.
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Thessalonike in the Fourth Century:
The Image of the City and Its Importance

Anastasios Tantsis
Associate Professor of Byzantine Art and Archacology, Aristotle University of Thessaloniki

Before Constantine the Great decided to found a new Rome in ancient Byzantion,
written sources tell us that he considered Thessalonike as a possible alternative for the
eternal city. Apparently, Thessalonike had certain advantages due to both its geopolitical
importance and its urban space. This paper will present a critical overview of what
we actually know about Thessalonike around 324, from both the literary and, most
importantly, the archacological record. The aim is to understand, if possible, the reasons
behind Constantine’s predilections that led him ultimately to choose the city on the
Bosporus. This will help us appreciate Thessalonike’s unique features that afforded the
city an important role throughout late antiquity.

Nikomedeia: The Grandmother of Constantinople

Tuna Sare Agtiirk
Professor of Classical Art and Archaeology, University of Oxford & Canakkale Onsekiz Mart University

Prior to the rise of Constantinople as the imperial capital, Nikomedeia served as the
administrative center of the Eastern Roman Empire from CE 284 to 324. This presentation
delves into the various facets of Nikomedeia’s imperial significance and urban landscape,
particularly in relation to its successor, Constantinople. Recent archacological discoveries
in Nikomedeia, including a remarkable imperia] palace complex for Emperor Diocletian,
where Constantine likely spent his youth, further enrich our understanding of this
ancient city and its pivotal role as the precursor to Constantinople.
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Dordiincii Yiizyilda Thessalonike:
Kentin Imaji ve Onemi

Anastasios Tantsis
Bizans Sanati ve Arkeolojisi Dogenti, Selanik Aristoteles Universitesi

Yazili kaynaklar bize Biiyiik Constantinus'un eski Byzantion'da yeni bir Roma insa
ctmeye karar vermeden dnce Thessalonike’yi ebedi schir icin olast bir alcernacif olarak
gordiigiinii sdyler. Thessalonike’nin hem jeopolitik 6nemi hem de kentsel alan1 sayesinde
bazi avantajlara sahip oldugu acikoir. Bu konugma, 324 yili civarinda Thessalonike
hakkinda yamll ve daha da énemlisi arkeolojik buluntulardan yola glkarak bildiklerimize
clestirel bir genel bakig sunuyor. Amag, miimkiinse Constantinus’u sonunda Bogaz
kiyisindaki kenti se¢meye yonlendiren tercihlerin ardinda yatan nedenleri anlamak. Bu,
gee antik¢ag boyunca Thessalonikein kente dnemli bir rol saglayan egsiz dzelliklerini
takdir etmemize yard1mc1 olacakrtir.

Nikomedeia: Constantinopolis’in Bityitkannesi

Tuna Sare Agtiirk
Klasik Sanat ve Arkeoloji Profesorii, Oxford Universitesi & Canakkale Onsekiz Mart Universitesi

Constantinopolis'in bir imparatorluk bagkenti olarak yiikselisinden nce, Nikomedeia
284 ve 324 yl]]arl arasinda Dogu Roma imparatorlugu’nun yonetim merkezi olarak i§]ev
gormiigtii. Bu konugma, Nikomedeianin imparatorluk ac¢isindan énemini ve kentsel
manzarasinin birgok yontind, ozellikle halefi Constantinopo]is’le i1i§kili olarak ele a]lyor.
Nikomedeia'daki, aralarinda Constantinus'un da muhtemelen gencligini  gecirdigi,
imparator Diocletianus icin inga edi1mi§ gérkemli bir imparatorluk sarayimin da
bu]undugu yakm tarihli arkeolojik ke§iﬂer bu antik kente ve Constantinopolis’in onciilii
olarak énemli roliine dair an]ay1§1m121 daha da zengin]e§tirmektedir.
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Milestones from Nikomedeia and Nicaea Dated to the Reigns of
Constantine I1, Constantius I, and Constans

Hiiseyin Sami Oztiirk
Professor of Ancient History, Marmara University

Throughout history, the cities of Nikomedeia and Nicaca were located on the main
land routes to the East, making them particularly important. As is known, the Via
Sebaste, which came through the Balkans, ended in Constantinople. The continuation
of this Roman/Pilgrim Road extends to the East through Nikomedeia and Nicaea via
Chalcedon. When Nikomedeia became the capital during the reigns of Diocletian and
then Constantine I, its importance increased even more. For this reason, road construction
in the region gradually increased during the Tetrarchy Period and then during the reign
of Constantine I. This is also evident from milestones in the Bithynia region. Thanks to
these milestones, we can better follow the route of the Roman/Pilgrim Road in Bithynia.

Alchough no milestones dated to the reign of Constantine I have been found in
Nikomedeia and Nicaca, seven milestones dated to the reigns of his sons Constantine
[T, Constantius II, and Constans are known in the territory of Nicaca. Now, two new
milestones from Nikomedeia have been added to the list, and these will be introduced
here for the firsc time. Together, these milestones attest to the fact that Constantine
I’s infrastructure projects were continued by his sons, a testament to the necessity of
improving the Roman/l)ilgrim Road network in Bithynia ﬁ)]]owing the establishment of
the imperial court in Nikomedeia under Diocletian.
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Nikomedeia ve Nikaia’dan I1. Constantinus, I1. Constantius ve
Constans Donemlerine Tarihli Mil Taslar1

Hiiseyin Sami Oztiirk
Eskicag Tarihi Profesorii, Marmara Universitesi

Nikomedeia ve Nikaia kentleri tarih boyunca Dogu'ya giden ana yol giizergahi tizerinde
bulunmalarindan do]ay1 ayri bir éneme sahiptir. Bi]indigi tizere, Balkanlar {izerinden
gelen Via Sebaste yolu Constantinopolis'te son bulur. Bu Roma/Haci Yoluw'nun devamn ise,
Kalkhedon tizerinden Nikomedeia ve Nikaia'dan gecerek Dogu’va dogru uzanir. Ozellikle
£C¢ guy g
Nikomedeia Diocletianus ve ardindan Constantinus zamanimda bagkent olunca énemi
daha da artmistir. Bu nedenle Tetrarsi doneminde ve ardindan Constantinus zamaninda
$ $
Bithynia'da yol yapimi giderek artmistir. Bu durumu mil taslar: sayesinde anlamaktayiz
Ly yol yap g $ $ ) Ly
ve Roma/Hac1 Yolu giizergahii da yine bu sayede daha iyi takip edebilmekeeyiz. Bununla
birlikce Nikomedeia ve Nikaia'dan simdilik 1. Constantinus’'un hitkiimranlik dénemine

9
tarihli herhangi bir mil tag1 tespit edi]ememi§tir.

Ancak ogullar1 TI. Constantinus, II. Constantius ve Constans dénemine ait yedi mil
tagt Nikaia egemenlik alanindan bilinmekteydi. Simdi bunlara Nikomedeia'dan ilk kez
bu konugmada tamtilacak iki yeni mil tag1 daha ckleniyor. Bu durum, Constantinusun
altyapt projelerini ogullarinm siirdiirdtigiinii ve Bithyniadaki Roma/Haci Yolu aginin
gelistirilme ihtiyaciin, Diocletianus déneminde Nikomedeia'da imparatorluk sarayinin
kurulmasindan bu yana bir gercksinim oldugunu gostermekeedir.



The Aesthetics of Urban Space in the Roman World of the Tetrarchy

Mantha Zarmakoupi
Morris Russell and Josephine Chidsey Williams Assistant Professor in Roman Architecture,
University of Pennsylvania

This paper is concerned with the ways in which Roman architectural idioms were adaptcd
and appropriatcd to formulate a distinctive urban character in Constantinopic as well
as in the new provincia] capitais during the Roman Tctrarchy. While Thessalonike and
Nikomedeia point to the negotiation with the form of the Greek polis and the re-imposition
of Roman rule through the integration ofpalatial structures within the preexisting urban
fabric, Constantinoplc showcases a novel approach to urban space that defined the dcsign
mannerisms of the late antique city. Indeed, Constantine’s building program as an adjunct
to the urban aggiomcration of Byzantion modeled the new aesthetics of monumental and
proccssionai space in the Roman world of the Tctrarchy.

Trojan Relics and Imperial Destinies:
Constantinople and Rome

Elena N. Boeck
Professor of History of Art, DePaul University

The imperial destiny of Rome—as crystallized in the journey of Aeneas from Troy and
his possession of the Palladion—were foundational to Roman imperial identity and
translatio imperii. Sixth-century savants contemplated what constituted Roman identity:
for some it was loyalty to the emperor, for others it was a linguistic category, for yet others
it was a cultural category, and for yet others it was a political category. The life of Aencas
presented multi-faceted metahistorical opportunities. Aeneas was a hero who bridged
civilizational ruptures. He was a model for transforming trauma into triumph, chaos
into civilization, instability into stability. He was a powerful historical precedent for
merging distinct cultures into one civilization. For Justinian, Aeneas was the foundation
of the Roman state. This paper presents a dialogue between Constantinople and Rome by
analyzing how Aeneas’s mobi]ity7 and through it, imperial destiny7 were envisioned in the
two cities. The acute attention to the Palladion in Constantinople by several authors and
to the Boat of Aeneas in Rome by Prokopios distilled abstract intellectual debates into
tangible, materially defined places of memory by engaging with epochal historical and
cultural cransformations.
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Tetrarsinin Roma Diinyasinda Kentsel Alan Estetigi

Mantha Zarmakoupi
Morris Russell ve Josephine Chidsey Williams Roma Mimarisi Doktor Ogretim Uyesi,
Pensilvanya Universitesi

Bu konu§ma, Tetrarsi déneminde Constantinopolis’in yani sira yeni karsal hagkcntlcrdc
de bciirgin bir kentsel karakter oiu§turrnak amac1y]a Roma mimari tarzlarmm
uyarianrna ve sahip]cni]rnc §ckillcriylc iigilidir. Thessalonike ve Nikomedeia Yunan poiis
bigimiyic miizakere ve saray yapiiarinin 6nceden varolan kentsel dokuy]a birlc§tirilmcsi
yoluyia Roma kaidelerinin ycnidcn uygulanmasmi isaret ederken, Constantinopolis
kentsel alana, gee antikgag kentinin kentsel iisiupiarini tanimlayan yepyeni bir yakia§1rn
sergiler. Esasinda, Constantinopolisin Byzantion'un kentsel yigigmasini tamamlayici
inga programi, Tetrarsi'nin Roma dﬁnyasmda anitsal ve térensel mekani yeni estetigini
modellemistir.

Troya Mirasi ve imparatorluk Yazgilar:
Constantinopolis ve Roma

Elena N. Boeck
Sanat Tarihi Profesorii, DePaul Universitesi

Romamin imparatorluk yazgisi—Aencas'm Troyadan yolculugu ve Palladion’a sahip
0]mz151y]abeiirgin]e§en hfﬂiy]e—Roma imparator]uk kimiigi ve translatio imperii agismdan
temel 6neme sahipti. Altiner yiizyi] biige]eri Romali kim]igini neyin o]u§turduguna kafa
yordu]ar: Kimileri icin bu imparatora sadakat iken, kimileri icin dilsel, kimileri i¢in
kiiltiirel ve kimileri i¢in de siyasal bir smiflandirmaydi. Aeneas'in yagami cok yonlii iist-
tarihsel firsatlar sunar. Aeneas, medeniyetler arast kopukluklar arasinda képrii olan bir
kahramand:. Travmay: zafere, kaosu medeniyete7 istikrarsmhgi istikrara dénii§t1'irmek
i¢in bir modeldi. Uzak kiileiirleri tek bir medeniyet carist altinda bir]e§tirmek aglsmdan
kuvvetli bir tarihsel drnekti. Tustinianus icin, Aencas Roma devletinin temeliydi. Bu
konu§ma7 Aeneas’in hareket]i]iginin ve bu yo]]a imparatoriuk yazgisinin iki kentte nasil
tasavvur edildigini analiz ederek Constantinopolis ve Roma arasinda bir diyalog sunuyor.
Constantinopolis'teki Palladion’a bir¢ok yazarin gisterdigi biiyiik dikkat ve Prokopiosun
Romadaki Aenecas'in Gemisi anlatisi, c1gir agan tarihsel ve kiiltiirel dénii_@iim]er]e
yakindan ilgilenerek soyut entelektiiel tartigmalart bellegin elle tutulur, maddi olarak
tanim]anm1§ mekanlarina dénii§tiirmii§tiir.
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Constantine’s City: A Man’s World?

Brigitte Pitarakis
Senior Researcher, CNRS (National Centre for Scientific Research), Paris

Flavius Valerius Constantinus (ca. 274-337) used a number of artistic prototypes in
developing his new imperial ideology and his new imperial capital. These prototypes,
a blend of tradition and innovation, are explored here through an examination of his
ideology as expressed in architecture, sculpture, and luxury arts.

In November 324, Constantine set the stage for the empire’s future by clevating his
mother, Helena, and his wife, Fausta, to the rank of augusta, while Constantius, his third
son and the second with Fausta, his second wife, was made caesar. The honor bestowed on
the augustae enhanced the principles of dynasty and eternity, which were fundamental to
the furtherance of the imperial institution.

Artists often accompanied Constantine when he visited his multiple residences and various
imperial works, including in Aquileia, Nikomedeia, Sirmium, Thessalonike, and Trier—
the sites of mincts that issued gold. Examination of production in precious metals helps to
contextualize the objects, practices, and motifs created for imperial discribution. After
Constantine’s death, Constantinople emerged as an artistic center aimed at conveying the
self-image of the empire.

With Constantine’s new vision, the Byzantine capital assumed the role of a crucible
for reinterpreting the monumental visual repertory of classical Greece and the Roman
imperial period. The building of New Rome involved the integration of rich traditions
from the East through a network of privileged trade and exchange with Alexandria.
A major center of gem cutting in the third century, the Egyptian metropolis provided
goldsmiths in Constantinople and Anatolia with the models for imagery and techniques
incorporating Constantine into a body of astrological and magical beliefs. In this respect,
elements of Greek mythology, Hellenistic astrology, and magical beliefs were combined
to forge the emperor’s assimilation to the sun, a pendant to the moon, which was invested
with a female connotation, thus positioning him and his ideology at the center of the solar
system. This principle found expression on multiple levels during Constantine’s reign,
including in the gender dynamics of his urban planning for Constantinople and in artistic
production. Traditional representations of divine power were reinterpreted within a new
imperial perspective and invested with strong protective and apotropaic powers.
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Constantinus’un Kenti: Bir Erkegin Diinyasi mn?

Brigitte Pitarakis
Kidemli Arastirmaci, CNRS (Ulusal Bilimsel Arastirma Merkezi), Paris

Flavius Valerius Constantinus (yak. 274-337) kendi yeni imparatorluk ideolojisini ve yeni
imparatorluk baskentini gelistirirken bir dizi sanatsal prototip kullanmigtir. Konugmada,
gelenegin ve yeniligin bir karisimi olan bu prototipler mimari, heykel ve liiks sanatlarda
ifade edildigi haliyle imparatorun ideolojisinin bir incelemesi ile ortaya konuluyor.

Kasim 324 tarihinde Constantinus annesi Helena'y1 ve egi Fausta'y1 augusta makamina
yiikselterek imparatorlugun gelecegine yon vermis, tiim ¢ocuklari arasinda tiiineti oglu,
ikinci egi Faustadan ise ikinci oglu olan Constantius caesar yapilmisti. Augustac’ye
bahsedilen onur, imparatorluk kurumunun bekasi agisindan temel 6neme sahip hanedan
ve cbediyet ilkelerini giiclendirmistir.

Constantinus konutlarimi ve aralarinda Aquileia, Nikomedeia, Sirmium, Thessalonike
ve Trier'in—alun sikke darbeden darphanelerin yerleri—bir¢ok imparatorluk atslyesini
ziyaret ederken zanaatkarlar da siklikla ona eglik ederdi. Kiymetli madenlerle yapilan
tiretimin incelenmesi imparacorlukta dagicilmak {izere tasarlanan obje, pratik ve
motiflerin baglamlandirilmasina yardimer olur. Constantinus'un  ¢liimiinden sonra
Constantinopolis imparatorlugun dz-imgesini aktarmay1 amaclayan bir sanatsal merkez
olarak ortaya ¢ikmigtir.

Constantinus’un yeni vizyonuyla Bizans baskenti, klasik Yunan ve Roma imparatorluk
dénemlerinin anitsal gérsel repertuarii yeniden yorumlamak i¢in bir pota roli edinmistir.
Yeni Roma’nin ingast [skenderiye ile ayricalikli bir ticaret ve aligveris agi yoluyla dogudan
gelen zengin geleneklerin entegrasyonunu iceriyordu. Ugtincii yiizyilda onemli bir
degerli tas kesim merkezi olan Misir metropolii, Constantinopolis ve Anadoludaki alein
sarraflarina, Constantinus’u bir astrolojik ve dogaiistii inanglar biittiniiyle birlestiren
imgelem ve teknikler i¢in modeller sagliyordu. Bu baglamda Yunan mitolojisi, Hellenistik
astroloji ve dogaiistii inanclarm 8geleri, imparatorun disil bir ¢agrigim kazandirilmg
Ay’la denk olan Giineg'le birlegtirilmesi yoluyla kendisi ve ideolojisinin Giines Sistemi’nin
merkezinde konumlandirilmasi i¢in ayni potada kaynagiyordu. Bu ilke Constantinus’un
hitkiimdarlig1 sirasinda bircok seviyede ifade bulmustur ve bunlara Constantinusun
Constantinopolis i¢in kentsel planlamasinin toplumsal cinsiyet dinamikleri ve sanatsal
tiretim de dahildir. Ilahi giictin geleneksel temsilleri yeni bir imparatorluk perspekerifi ile
yeniden yorumlanmig, kuvvetli koruyucu ve apotropaik giicler ile donatilmigeir.,
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Coins in Turmoil in the Late Third Century and
under the Tetrarchy

Oguz Tekin

Professor of Archaeology and Art History, Ko¢ University

Director of Ko¢ University Suna & inan Kira¢ Research Center for Mediterranean Civilizations
(AKMED)

This presentation will focus on the numismatic data of the turbulent period extending
to the reign of Constantine the Great, including how the financial and economic turmoil
caused by the military and politicnl crisis in the third century CE affected the Roman
coins minted and circulated in impcrial territories, interventions made on depi‘cciating
coins, reforms, the transition from a decentralized structure to a centralized structure in
the minting system, and the tightening of control mechanisms on mints, as well as the
messages conveyed to the public through the coins representing the period (denarius,
antoninianus, argenteus, aurcus, and base metal coins) and their depictions and
inscriptions.
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Geg Uciincii Yiizyil ve Tetrarsi Déneminin
Kargasa Sikkeleri

Oguz Tekin
Arkeoloji ve Sanat Tarihi Profesorii, Ko¢ Universitesi
Kog Universitesi Suna & inan Kira¢ Akdeniz Medeniyetleri Arastirma Merkezi (AKMED) Yoneticisi

Konugmada, ii¢iincii yiizyil askeri ve politik krizinin yol actigi mali ve ekonomik
calkantinin, imparatorluk topraklarinda basilan ve tedaviil eden Roma sikkelerini nasil
etkiledigi, deger kaybeden sikkelere yapiian miidahaleler, reformlar, darphane sisteminde
ademi merkeziyetgi yapidan merkeziyetgi yapiya gecis ve kontrol mekanizmasinin
sikilastirilmasi, dénemi temsil eden sikkeler (denarius, antoninianus, argenteus, aureus ve
degersiz metalden sikkeler) ve tizerlerinde ta§1d1kiar1 tasvir ve yazﬂaria halka verdikleri
mesajlar, yani Biiyiik Constantinus'un iktidarina uzanan ¢alkanuli siirecin niimizmatik
verileri iizerinde duruluyor.
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Constantine’s Religious Iconography before and after 324:
The Coin Evidence

Cécile Morrisson
Director of Research Emerita, CNRS (National Centre for Scientific Research), Paris
Member of the Académie des Inscriptions et Belles-Lettres, Paris

This assessment recalls the main episodes in the transition of Constantine I's engraved
image from a sun worshipper to a Christian. In a largely traditional context, the themes
of Augustus as a powerful military figure and as a benevolent provider of food and
entertainment, which the Tetrarchy had emphasized, remained dominant. On the whole,
the religious insignia and symbols considered evidence of Constantine’s beliefs and piety
account for only 1 percent of the approximately 1,350 various types of Constantine’s
coinage. They feature primarily on exceptional issues, such as the multiples, or medallions,
destined as gifts for the civil or military elites, rarely appearing on the Widely circulated
low-value small change.

The year 324 marked a clear turning point with the more exclusive display of Christian
symbols or insignia, though in a still limited number of non-traditional issues. This change
appears all the most remarkable if one rejects the authenticity of the famous and rare
silver coin from the Ticinum mint (315) featuring a chrism on Constantine’s helmet and
supposedly celebrating his victory over Maxentius at the Battle of the Milvian Bridge (312).
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Constaptinus’un 324 Oncesi ve Sonrasindaki
Dinsel Ikonografisi: Sikke Bulgulari

Cécile Morrisson
Emerita Arastirma Yoneticisi, CNRS (Ulusal Bilimsel Arastirma Merkezi), Paris
Académie des Inscriptions et Belles-Lettres Uyesi, Paris

Bukonugma, I. Constantinus’unsikkelerdekiimgesinin bir giinese tapandan bir Hiristiyana
gecisini inceliyor. Geleneksel baglamda, Tetrarginin de vurguladigi gibi, Augustusun
gil(;lii bir askeri ﬁgijr ve haylrsever glda ve eglence saglaylcml olarak gésterildigi temalar
agirhikeadir. Biitiine bakildiginda, Constantinus'un inanglari ve dindarligi hakkinda
bulgu olarak goriilen dinsel isaret ve simgeler Constantinus sikkelerinin yaklagik 1.350
tipi iginde yalmzca yiizde r'i 01u§turur. (Sjogunlukla sivil ya da askeri elitlere hediye olarak
yapilmig solidus’un katlari ya da madalyonlar gibi istisnai basimlardan olusurlar ve genis
anlamda dolagimda olan diisiik degerli paralarda pek az ortaya ¢ikarlar.

324 ylh, geleneksel olmayan kisich sayldaki basimlarda da olsa Hiristiyan simge ve
isaretlerinin daha 6zel bicimde sergilenigiyle acik bir déniim nokeasi olusturur. Eger
Ticinum darphanesinden (315) gelme, Constantinus'un migferinde bir khristogramin
g(jrilndijgii ve rivayete gore Milvian (Milvius) Kopriisii Sava§1’nda (312) Maxentius’a kar§1
zaferini kutlayan tinlii ve nadir giimiis sikkenin 6zgiinligiini reddedersek, bu degisim
ozellikle dikkat (;ekici goriinir.
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The Birth of Constantinople:
The Commercial Revolution of the East

Dominique Pieri
Professor of Byzantine Archeology, Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne University

Constantine’s project to create a New Rome had from its very beginning in 324 the
dimension of a commercial revolution. The city was conceived as a powerful economic
engine, with an infrascructure planned to meet the needs of a new eastern-centered
dynamic.

Harbors, warchouses, granaries, and streets lined with shops and workshops were
all provided for in an ambitious urban plan designed to accommodate a large and
cosmopolitan population.

The clear objective was to openly encourage exchanges through commercial structures,
whose profitable activities were partly reserved for the private sector. With the economy
of the western Roman world in decline after the third-century crisis, the foundation of
Constantinople shifted the economic center to the provinces of the eastern Mediterrancan,
opening up new, hitherto less dynamic zones of activity.

Certain regions stood out for their specialized production of goods destined for export
and for the provisioning of the “New Rome.” Mainland Greece, certain Aegean islands,
Crete, Cyprus, western and southern Asia Minor, the south coast of the Black Sea, the
Levant, and Egypt all became key actors/agents in this economic boom.

While Constantinople set the tone for the production of tableware, jewelry, and clothes,
it was the highly lucrative bulk trade in olive oil and especially wine that contributed
decisively to the enrichment of the pars orientis.

Recent research on late antique amphorae has brought to light the diversity of the
production areas and the new forms of commercial organization evident in this period,
which are revealed above all in the systems of measurement and the individual merchants
mentioned in painted inscriptions.

By transforming ancient Byzantion into a megalopolis, Constantine inaugurated a

prosperous era of production and exchange which boosted the exponential development
of the Roman cast at the end of antiquity.
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Constantinopolis’in Dogusu:
Dogu’nun Ticari Devrimi

Dominique Pieri
Bizans Arkeolojisi Profesorti, Paris 1 Panthé¢on-Sorbonne Universitesi

Constantinus’un bir Yeni Roma yaratma projesi 324 yilindaki baglangicindan icibaren bir
ticari devrim boyutuna sahipti. Dogu merkezli yeni dinamigin ihciyaclarmi karsilamak
icin p]anlanm1§ bir altyaply]a, kent giigh'i bir ekonomik motor olarak tasar]anm1§tl.

Limanlar, depo]ar, tahil ambarlar1, ditkkanlar ve i§]il<]erin sn’a]and1g1 sokaklarin hepsinin
ihtiyag]arl genis ve kozmopo]it bir niifusu barindirmak icin tasar]anm1§ iddiali bir kent
p]am iginde ]<ar§1lanlyordu.

Amag aglkga karli eckinlikleri kismen 6zel sektdre ayr11m1§ ticari yap11ar yo]uy]a
dogrudan aligverisleri tegvik ermekei. Uctineti yiizyil krizinden sonra Bati Roma
diinyasinin ckonomisi diisiise gecince, Constantinopolis'in kurulusu ckonomik merkezi
Dogu Akdeniz eyaletlerine kaydirmus, bir zamanlar daha az hareketli olan yeni eckinlik
bé]gelerini acmistir.

Bazi bélgeler ihracat ve “Yeni Roma”ya ikmal amaciyla yapilan mallarin 6zellegmis
tiretimiyle 6ne ¢ikmigt. Yunanistan anakarasi, bazi Ege adalari, Girit, Kibris, bati ve
giiney Kii¢iik Asya, Karadeniz'in giiney kiyilari, Dogu Akdeniz ve Misir bu ekonomik
patlamamn anahtar akeorleri/failleri haline ge]diler.

Constantinopolis kap kacak, miicevherat ve giyim tiretiminde gidisat1 belirlerken pars
orientis’in zengin]e§mesine aslen katkida bulunan, zeytinyagi ve ozellikle §arabm oldukga
kazancli toptan ticaretiydi.

Ge(_; antikgag amforalart tizerindeki yakm tarihli ara;‘twmalar bu dénemde be]irgin
olan ve her seyden dnce dl¢ii sistemleri ve boyayla yazilmig yazitlarda adi gecen bireysel

S S
tiiccarlarla ortaya ¢ikan diretim bolgelerinin cesitliligini ve yeni ticari organizasyon
bigim]erini giin ytziine glkarm1§t1r.

Constantinus antik Byzantion'u bir megapole ¢evirerck antik¢agin sonlarinda Dogu
Romanin giderek ivme kazanan geligimini destek]eyen, g(jneng]i bir tiretim ve ticaret
cagimi baslacmigtir,



Food Provisioning and Maritime Connectivity of
Constantinople in the Fourth Century CE and
Their Effects on Future Urban Development

Alkiviadis Ginalis
Curator for Late Antique and Byzantine Archacology, Deutsches Archdologisches Institut
(DAI) Istanbul

Emperor Constantine I's decision to declare Constantinople as imperial capital was
no coincidence. Its strategically important position at the crossroads between the
Mediterranean and the Black Sea as well as Europe and Asia Minor made Constantinople
a geopolitical, cultural, and economic hub that from the fourth century CE onwards
developed into an incomparable megalopolis.

A megalopolis like Constantinople, however, was no longer able to meet its needs
exclusively from its own surroundings, even with a hinterland as fertile as Thrace. The
majority of products had to be imported, mainly by sea. As such, since the foundation of
Constantinople, its harbors played a major role not only in the city’s commercial landscape
but also in its urban development. While until the fourth century CE the main harbors
were still located in the Golden Horn, Emperor Constantine I laid the foundations for
the development of a large new harbor basin on the Marmara coast that later became the
city’s biggest and most important transshipment center, known as the Theodosian harbor
or the harbor of Eleftherios. Since the latter is associated with the maritime provisioning
of Constantinople and first and foremost with its supply of grain from different regions
of the empire, it shaped the urban landscape more than any other part of the city.

In 2004, extensive material remains were brought to light at Yenikapi during the
construction of the Marmaray and Istanbul Metro lines. These comprise not only up
to thirty-seven shipwrecks of the carly to late Byzantine periods, but also physical
evidence of port facilities that belong to the Theodosian harbor. Beyond the important
information they provide on the development of Byzantine harbor architecture, the
various infrastructural remains verify the historical development of the coast as part
of the land reclamation for the artificial shaping of the new capital under the reign of
Emperor Constantine I and his successors.

Dordiincii Yiizyilda Constantinopolis’in
Gida Tedariki, Deniz Baglantisi ve
Bunlarin Kentsel Gelisime Etkileri

Alkiviadis Ginalis
Gec Antik ve Bizans Arkeolojisi Kiiratorii, Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisti (DAI) Istanbul

Imparator I. Constantinus'un Constantinopolis’i imparatorluk bagkenti ilan etme karari
bir tesadiif degildi. Akdeniz ve Karadeniz'in yani sira Avrupa ve Kiicitk Asya arasidaki
stratejik agidan énemli konumu, Constantinopolisi jeopolitik, kiiltiirel ve ekonomik
bir merkez haline getirerek dordiincii yiizyildan itibaren emsali olmayan bir megapole
doniismesinin 6niinti agti.

Fakat Constantinopolis gibi bir megapol, Trakya kadar bereketli bir hinterlanda ragmen
artk ihtiyaglarini yalnizea gevresinden kargilayamiyordu. Uriinlerin cogu, cogunlukla da
deniz yoluyla taginmak durumundaydi. Bu nedenle, Constantinopolisin kurulugundan
itibaren limanlar: ya]mzca kentin ticari manzarasinda degil, kentsel ge]i§iminde de
onemli bir rol oynamigtir. Dérdiincii yiizyila kadar ana limanlar hala Hali¢te yer almakla
birlikee, Imparator I. Constantinus Marmara kiyisina daha sonra Theodosius Limani
ya da Eleftherios Limani olarak bilinen, kentin en biiy{il( ve en onemli yiik aktarma
merkezi olacak biiyiik, yeni bir liman havuzunun ingast igin temel atmisti. Bu liman
Constantinopolis’in denizden ikmali ve 6zellikle de imparator]ugun farkh bé]ge]erinden
tahil tedarikiy]e i]i§kilendirilmi§ o]dugundan, kentsel manzaray1 kentin diger tim
kisimlarindan daha gok etkilemi§tir.

2004 yl]mda Marmaray ve [scanbul metro hatlarinin ingas sirasinda Yenikapl’da kapsamh
kalmular giin yiiziine ¢ikarildi. Bunlar yalnizea erken ve ge¢ Bizans donemleri arasina
tarihlenen otuz yedi kadar gemi kalintisini degi]7 Theodosius Limantna aic yapﬂarm da
fiziksel bulgu]arml igermektedir. Bizans liman mimarisinin ge]i§imine dair sagladlklan
onemli bilgilerin de &tesinde, cesitli aleyapr kalintilari, imparator 1. Constantinus ve
haleflerinin hiikiimdarhgmda yeni ba§kentin k]yl §eridinin tarihsel ge]i§iminde, §eridin
toprak kazanim yo]uy]a yapay olarak bigim]endiri]digini dogrulamaktadlr.
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The Course of the Fortification of Byzas
and of the Emperor Septimius Severus

Arne Effenberger
Former Director, Bode-Museum, Skulpturensammlung und Museum fiir Byzantinische Kunst
Former Professor of Byzantine Studies, Freie Universitat Berlin

From the written sources we learn that the historical peninsula of Istanbul was already
fortified with walls before the foundation of Constantinople by Emperor Constantine:
the first wall was approximately around the so-called Seraglio Point, and the later
Roman fortification of Emperor Septimius Severus stood in the neighborhood of the
later established Forum of Constantine. However, the sources often give ambiguous
information about the route of these two bulwarks, and there still is no consensus on
their route in modern scholarship. Taking the sources into account, my article deals with

the question of the course of these two fortifications of the pre-Constantinian city.

The Course of the Constantinian Land Walls Revisited

Neslihan Asutay-Effenberger
Professor of Byzantine Art and Archacology & Turkish-Islamic Art, Ruhr-Universitit Bochum

The course of the land walls of Emperor Constantine, which must have been completed
before 11 May 330, has repeatedly been the subject of scholarly debate. In this matter not
only the written sources but sometimes also the interpretation of new archaeological
finds plays an important role. My lecture intends to revisit written and visual sources and
to take a critical approach to the interpretation of some archaeological remains.
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Byzas ve imparator Septimius Severus Surlarrnin Giizergahlari

Arne Effenberger
Bode Miizesi, Heykel Koleksivonu ve Bizans Sanati Miizesi L:ski Miidiirii
Bizans Cahsmalari Emekli Profesorii, Berlin Ozgiir Universitesi

Yazili l(aynal(lardan [stanbul tarihi yarlmadasmm7 Constantinopolis’in kurulu§u
dncesinde de surlarla gevrilmi§ oldugunu Ogreniriz: ik sur yal<la§1l< olarak Sarayburnu
olarak anilan bélgenin ¢evresindeydi ve imparator Septimius Severus'un daha geg carihli
Roma surlar1 ise sonradan inga edilen Constantinus Forumu bolgesindeydi. Bununla
birlikee, kaynal{lar bu iki savunma duvarimin giizergﬁhl hakkinda genelde muglak bilgiler
vermektedir ve modern akademik literatiirde surlarin izledigi yol hakkinda hala bir fikir
birligi yoktur. Bu konusma, kaynaklari gtz dniinde bulundurarak Constantinus éncesi
kentin bu iki sur duvarinin gﬁzergﬁh meselesini ele allyor.

Constantinus Kara Surlar Giizergahim Yeniden Ele Almak

Neslihan Asutay-Effenberger

Bizans Sanati ve Arkeolojisi & Tiirk-slam Sanati Profesorii, Ruhr Bochum Universitesi

1 Mayls 330 tarihinden 6nce tamamlanml§ olmast gereken lmparator Constantinus'un

kara surlarinin gﬁzergﬁhl tekrar tekrar akademik tart1§malara konu olmugtur. Bu konuda

yalmzca yazﬂl kaynaklar degil, bazen yeni arkeolojik bulgularm yorumlan1§1 da 6nemli

bir rol oynar. Konugma, ya2111 ve gorsel kaynaklar1 yeniden ele almayl ve bazi arkeolo]’ik
J J

kalincilarin yorumlan1§1na ele§tirel bir yaklaymda bulunmayl hedeﬂiyor.
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Istanbul Archaeological Museums' Mosaic Excavations
at Zeytinburnu

Emrah Kahraman
Archacologist, Istanbul Archaeological Museums

Emir Son
Archacologist, Istanbul Archaeological Museums

During the restoration process of the Kazlicesme Art Gallery—a building in the
Zeytinburnu District of Istanbul, originally built as a hospital during the Ottoman
period and later also used as the Zeytinburnu Municipality building—and in excavations
carried out from 2017 to 2021 by the Istanbul Directorate of Archacological Museums,
significant data that may shed furcher light on the period of late antiquity in the city was
discovered. The area in question is outside the Theodosian Walls, located approximately
1350 metres to the southeast of Porta Aurea (The Golden Gate), extending inland from the
shore of the Marmara Sea, and at an elevation of 17 metres. In excavations carried out in
the area where the Kazlicegsme Art Gallery is located and to its south, at the foundation
level of the gallery building, a polychrome floor mosaic, laid across a relatively large area,
mainly featuring floral and geometric compositions, and believed to date to mid-to-late
fourth century CE, has been uncarthed. In addition to this, on the exterior part of the
building, following the removal of the mosaics for conservation work, beneath the level
of the mosaic, a marble sarcophagus in which, according to Carbon-14 analysis, two
individuals were interred around third—fourth century CE, and another tomb, formed by
covering the interior surfaces of limestone blocks with marble slabs, were discovered. Tt is
considered that analyses aimed towards the study and assessment of these different kinds
of stratigraphically intertwined findings will present new data that will contribute to the
panorama of the close environs of the city in the fourth century CE.
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istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri’nin
Zeytinburnu Mozaikleri Kazisi

Emrah Kahraman
Arkeolog, Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri

Emir Son
Arkeolog, Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri

Istanbulun Zeytinburnu Ilgesinde, Osmanli déneminde hastane olarak inga edilmis
ve daha sonra Zeytinburnu Belediye binast olarak da kullanilmig Kazlicegme Sanat
Galerisi'nin restorasyonu sirasinda ve Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri Mdiirligirniin 2017-
2021 yillarida gergeklestirdigi kazilarda kentin ge¢ antik dénem gegmisini aydinlacacak
onemli veriler elde edilmigtir. S6z konusu alan ana hatlariyla 1. Theodosius surlar:
diginda Porta Aureanin (Alum Kapi) 1350 m kadar giineybatisinda, Marmara Denizi
kiyisindan iceride 17 m yiiksekligindeki bir alanda yer ahir. Kazlicesme Sanat Galerisi
binast ve giineyindeki alanda, galeri binasi temel seviyesinde siirdiiriilen kazilarda,
genisce bir alana yayilan MS dérdiinci yiizyil ortasi—dordiineti yiizyil sonuna ait oldugu
dii§iiniilen bitkisel ve geometrik kompozisyon]arm hakim oldugu polikrom zemin
mozaigi bu]unmu§tur. Bununla birlikte binanin d1§ kisminda mozaiklerin konservasyon
ga]1§ma]ar1 icin kaldirilmasi neticesinde mozaik seviyesinin altinda, icine Ci4 analizlerine
gdre MS ii¢lincii-dérdiincii yiizyillarda defnedilmis iki bireyin bulundugu mermer
bir lahitle, kireg tast bloklarin i¢ yiizey]erinin mermer plakalar]a k;lp]anmam suretiy]e
olusturulmug bagka bir mezar tespit edilmistir. Stratigrafik olarak i¢ ice gecen farkls
tiirden bu]gu]arm an]a;‘l]masma y(jne]ik analizlerin, MS dérdiincii yiizyﬂda kentin yakm
cevresinin panoramasina katki saglayacak yeni verileri sunabilecegi diigiintilmekeedir.
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Two Monumental Walls in Regions II1 and V of Constantinople:
Some Remarks about the Pre-Constantinian Walls and Harbors

Batu Bayiilgen
Independent Scholar

In 1974 and 2007, two walls built almost entirely of ashlar blocks were unearthed south of
the Column of Constantine and Sirkeci Train Station. Both sites lack stratified finds that
would allow precise dating. Here, it is suggested that both might be parts of defensive
walls based on their construction techniques, which are also consistent with the historical
descriptions regarding pre-Constantinian walls. While comparative structural analysis
within the city does not allow pre-fourth century dating, it does offer a plausible terminus
ante quem for these walls. Historical depictions also indicate that the walls attribuced to
Septimius Severus may have followed the course of Byzantium’s walls. The location and
orientation of the first wall fit the southern line of the Severan wall, and independent
excavation data suggest that this line also defined the previous walls. The second wall
is located right behind the generally accepted shoreline of the Prosphorion harbor. The
ground level, over 1 m below today’s sea level and significantly lower than the nearest
early Byzantine (fifth/sixth century) buildings, can be considered a determining factor for
dating. The wall, along with other remains around it, is also included here in an analysis
of the street network of the harbor area.
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Constantinopolis’in I1L. ve V. Bolgelerinde iki Anitsal Duvar:
Constantinus Oncesi Surlar ve Limanlar Uzerine Bazi Gozlemler

Batu Bayiilgen

Bagimsiz Arastirmaci

1974 ve 2007 yillarinda, Constantinus Sticununun ve Sirkeci Garrmin giineyinde,
hemen tiimiiyle tag bloklarla olusturulmug birer duvar agiga ¢ikmustir. Her iki alan
da duvarlarin kesin olarak tarihlenmelerini saglayacak katmanla§ma buluntularindan
yoksundur. Bu aragtirmada, ayni zamanda Constantinus 6ncesi surlarla ilgili tarihi
betimlemelerle de uyumlu yapim teknikleri dogrultusunda her ikisinin de sur duvar
olabi]ecegi dnerilmekeedir. §ehir iginde kar§1]a§t1rma]1 yaplsal analiz dordiincii yiizyll
oncesine tarihleme imkan vermese de bu duvarlar icin bir terminus ante quem
olusturduklar: diistiniilebilir. Yine tarihi kaynaklarda aktarilan bazi gézlemler Seprimius
Severus’a atfedilen surun, Byzantion surunun giizergahini izlemis olabilecegini gosterir.
Birinci duvarin konumu ve dogrultusu Severus surunun giiney hatti ile uyumludur ve
bagimsiz bir kazi verisi bu hattin énceki suru da belirledigine isarec edebilir. Ikinci
duvar, Prosphorion Limanimin genel kabul goren klyl cizgisinin hemen gerisinde yer
almaktadir. Taban seviyesinin, giiniimiizdeki deniz seviyesine gore 1 metreden fazla
agaguia, en yakm Bizans (be§inci/a]tmc1 yiizyll) kalintilarina gore ise onemli élgﬁde
agagida yer almasi, tarihlenmesi adina belitleyici fakeorler olarak kabul edilebilir. Duvar,
konugmada, cevresindeki diger kalularla birlikte, liman bolgesindeki sokak ag1 tizerine
bir degerlendirmeyle de ele aliniyor.
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