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ABSTRACT

INTERPRETATION AND PRESENTATION OF LATE ANTIQUE AND
BYZANTINE EPHESUS WITH PARTICULAR EMPHASIS ON ITS
RELIGIOUS HERITAGE

¥ z eBilge Sena
Master of Sciencge&Conservation of Cultural Heritage in Architecture
Supervisor Assoc.Prof. Dr.Ufuk Serin

January 2023250 pages

Cultural heritage conservation can lbestaccomplished through its adoption by a
broad audience. Eprocess of understanding, appreciating, and respecting cultural
heritage can be achieved ffective heritageinterpretationand presentation
Interpretation should focus on and involad heritageresources,without any
exclusion.Otherwise the risk of losingh e r i t a greades characterGemerges
especially i f t hose somehow neglected
physically preserved and visibIEphesus, in particular Byzantine Ephesus, is such

an example. The Late Antique and Byzantine monuments, specifically the religious
ones, are relatively wefireserved Some indeed are accessible and visible.
Howeveranyco mpr ehensi on of t h eompasitogsinsssing.v er al |
This thesis addressthis challenge by focusing on the physical and intellectual
settingof theLate Antique and Byzantine cultural heritage and its monumants

offers proposals forditer interpretation and presentation.

Located in Western Asia Minor, Ephesuas settledrom at leasthe 7th millennium
BCE andcontinued saup until the 15th century CHt becameone of the most

important centers of Early Christianityom the historical, political, sociecultural,
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rel mirasén korunmasé, bu miraseéen ge
cmkendger . Kel t¢gr el miraseéen iyi anl ack
duyul masé ancak ge-mikin iyi yoruml

mirasén yor umu, miras alanl ar énén
nmadé] é& takdirde, miras al anl ar én
muk ya da ziyaret-iler 1 -1in g°ré¢gnger
k alogélaaxmamadeaenekt edir . Efes anti k ke
s d°nemi kel teorel mirasé bu duruma ©°
e iyl korunmuk dini yapelaré ile ké

¢r konuanjdmere,r . b Buarak eol oj i k al anda E
k algél anamamaktadeér . Bu tez, Ef es

arénén arkeolojik aleamnéend elkgteehe -ieter

vurgu yaparak bu sorunu irdelemeyi ve bu méras et ki n yorum ve s

°ner i

|l er getirmeyi hedefl emektedir.
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Baté Anadoludda konumlanmék olan Efesdote ye
Binyel dan, M. S. 15. Yézyéela kadar seéegrmegkt gr .

mimarive dininitelik er i yl e Er ken Hristiyanleéjéen °nemld.@

°zell i klerin olukumunda dini miraseéen ayeért
al andaki baze dini yapél ar (Aziz Yuhanna E
Meryem Ana Kilisesi , AzAzi zPalwdkisa Meajarréasé Ve
k°rfezindeki kilise) Ge - Anti k ve Bizans d
yapélardan bazélarée bu niteli]i buge¢ne dej i
mer kezi ol ma ©°zellijini kaybet miskotnirradaBaze
kazanméekt ér . Bunl ar arasénda hac merkezi ol
Meryem Ana Evi Dbulunmaktadér. Al anda devam e
di ni mirasdé alané ol arak da tanéemtar ken, b u
(kegltegrel vV e di ni turi zm, hac ziyaretleri)

g°stermektedir.

Bu- al ékxma, Efesodteki Ge- Anti k ve Bizans d°n
di ni niteli kl:i yapél ar e vurgul ayar ak bunl
odakl anmaktader . Bu kapsamda tez ¢(- akamada
potansiyelleri anlama ve olasé -°z¢;mleri de
sunum terimlerini a-éklayan ve Efesde y°nel
bir -eet+éwaeambaz Efes antik kentindeki Ge- A
incelenmik ve dejerbkeadéni ?Pmekti kl eD6gamAntdet
d°nemlerine ©°zg¢ dejerl eri ve sunduju fér se
sunumuna y°neltiekhdzadlewklaanralve edi |l mi kKt i r.

ardéndan, Ge- Antik ve Bizans d°nemi K¢l ter
sunumu ve dini °neminin vurgulanmaséna y°ne
ama-| a, Ef esdin ni taanl iék It ermaniar® (g e-ak «r arre kye
hac merkezlerini i -eren ve Bizans d°nemi Ef
k¢l tegrel rotalar) hiyerar.ki k olarak planl ant
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

6Cul tural herit ag e envimroment résilsng fiomlthe a spect s

interaction between people and places th

All these aspects mentioned collectively by the Council of Europe are reflections of

a cultural heritage, which last isvealedto the public Va site interpretation and
presentation. Interpretation defines the relation constructed between a cultural
heritage site and the visitor. It strongly affects the process of structuring a bond

bet ween the past and pr es dactof defateéenitd er m 0
own right. Freeman Tilden, a leading scholar in heritage interpretation studies, did

much to introduce the definitions and the principles regarding heritage interpretation.
According to Tilden, interpretation is an educational actiyi ir eveal i ng me
and relationships t hr o#Thddefinitioas ofitlsedernro f o r i
have changed and varied through time. The studies of Larry Beck and Ted Cable,
Gordon Grimwade and Bill Carter, Sam Ham, and Neil Silberman alsaved and

discussed this subject. Silberman, in particular, has a detailed assessment of the term
interpretation. According to him, the term is a subjective and abstract concept
sustaining the ideas and images that designate how people relate to rums arou

them?

Interpretation, as a significant phase in cultural heritage preservation, allows and

encourages the visitor to form a determination on a heritage site and through that, an

3 Tilden 1957, p. 30.
4 Silberman 2006, pp. 229.



understanding. Understanding the cultural heritage site should ledandglgdio an
appreciation of the site and instigate respect towards it. Conservation of cultural
heritage is the expected outcome of this process, to ensure its contivibéy. the
process of interpretation is problematic or fails to operate, the bopdd to be
established between the public and the cultural heritage site or object is not formed.
The heritage site/object does not become adopted and respected by its society, which

can lead to serious conservation problems via neglect.

To ensure the cwervation of cultural heritage sites, the interpretation and
presentation process should focus on defining the heritage area and constructing a
sympathetic tie with the public. This process should be handled by an integrative
approach. These interpretati@and presentation methods must involve the whole
archaeological strata constituting the heritage site (as opposed to a select part of
same). When specific periods in a heritage site are disregarded and excluded from
site interpretation and presentatiohetrisk of losing the site's broader character

emerges, even though this specific period may be physically preserved and visible.

In Turkey, multiplelayered heritage sites have a similar conservation problem
resulting from inadequate interpretation gardsentation approaches. In particular,

those concerning the Byzantine cultural heritage are challenging.

1.1 Problem Definition and Criteria for Selection of the Site

The previous section briefly mentions the importance of the term interpretation and

its effect on the conservation of cultural heritage. Despite that accepted significance,
interpretation has been | ong regarded as
physi cal ¢ Bawsver ythe aandervatiah of a cultural heritage site should

not solelyor primarily focus on the physical preservation but should also equally

focus on the intellectual aspect of preservation, maintenance, and sustainability of

5 Silberman 2013, p. 24.



the preservation process. In the case of conservation of the Byzantine cultural
heritage, both aspes of conservation require tackling. Diverse approaches toward

the Byzantine cultural heritage, coupled with economic and physical problems, are

the fundamental reasons behind this situation. One of the basic reasons is that the
attitudes toward that paectular strand of heritage are affected by multiple
international and national considerations and circumstances. The Byzantine heritage
was regarded as fha stepping stone, o0 prov
periods? Also, according to JeaRiere Sodini, the Byzantine heritage and the

scholars examining the heritage were routinely disparaged and underestimated.
Sodini identified these as the main attitudes to the Byzantine heritage when

describing the problematic attitudes afflicting it.

In addition to these international approaches, nationalist approaches (specifically in

Tur key) are often | ess than helpful t oo
approaches identify conservation as a tool for shaping national identity. Defining
conservabn through this narrow prism and not including the entire cultural heritage

in a country naturally creates constricted viewpoints towards preser{&iomly

put, the nationalist approaches in Turkey do not define the Byzantine heritage as a

part of thec ount r yd s c & These comdervatioa atiitides ch@&e much

affected the interpretation and presentation of the Byzantine cultural heritage.

These biased international (i.e. considering the Byzantine heritage as something to
be got past, on theay to more glorious periods) and narrow national approaches
have impacted seriously on the conservation, interpretation, and presentation of the
Byzantine cultural heritage on archaeological sites. Notably in the Mediterranean, it
Is the interpretation andresentation of the Classical to Roman periods that have

been focused upon throughout the centuries. There are several reasons behind this.

6 Sodini 1993, p. 139.
7 Ibid.

8 Tekeli 1988, p. 57.
% Serin 2017, p. 69.



One of the main ones is the often reasonable physical preservation conditions of

these ancient structures and theed for less effort in presenting those same

structures? The economic gains from their display is another one. The visitors are
commonly interested in these visually oOattr
remaining structures which have lost theiine of monumentality over time and do

not attract 6 e n dluThdsed circumsgances| hava affected the o n .
Byzantine cultural heritage, with its less durable construction materials and so

structures now existing in poor physical condition.

In the case of Ephesualthoughthe abovementionedchallengesarerelevant the

vi s i tomprehdgrion ofthe s i t awdyall Byzantine periodis missing The
Byzantine cultural heritage of Ephesus is an essential component and expresses itself
in religious, historical, and architectural dimensions. The Byzantine monuments,
particularly the religious ones, are individually visibldnesereligious monumeist

and their visibility can be a keyissue for distinguishing Ephesus from other
Byzantine cultural heritage sitdsot only cantheybe evaluated as cultural areas in

an archaeological sitéut alsothey can be assessed as living religious sites, places

of worship, and modern pilgrimage. Thealue attribution solely depends on the
interest and prioritiesf the visitors. Despitethe religious monuments of Ephesus
possedsg diverse valuestheir connection to the wholeontext is missing,
weakeningthis places spirit. This thesis focuses on restoringethisibility of
Byzantine cultural heritage andetter connectingit to the broader context of
EphesusTo achieve a more accurate assessment of the subject, Ephesus and its Late
Antique and Byzantine cultural heritage with a specific interest inr¢hgious

heritageis theefore selected as a casteldy.

The archaeological site of Ephesus is locatedh@enAegean coast of Asia Minor

(Figure1.1)I't i s situated approximately 70 km sou;

10 Serin 2008, p. 211.
11 Serin 2017, p. 71.



and 3 km southwest of the small county o
accessible by different types of transport, the archaembgite attracts millions of

visitors each year. Ephesus, a UNESCO World Heritage Site, is aldigste
archaeological site surrounded by several -filssjree, secondegree, and third

degree archaeological sites, urban archaeological site, and s#tesal he city and

the region generally have retained a spiritual and pilgrimage value since the Classical
period. Ephesus successfully sustained this identity through the history of
Christianity. Multiple Christian pilgrimage centers have been formetthénarea.

Some of those pilgrimage centers have better maintained their identity, some lost it,

and some new pilgrimage centers have emerged over time.

Figurel.l. Ephesus, aerial view dfie€ archaological site (URL42)



Basilica of
St. John
S harot (6t Church of the Virgin Mary Cemetery of thE
Bay of Pamucak Grotto of Seven Sleepers
St. Paul “Tomb of St. Luke’
* House of the Virgin Mary A

Figurel.2. Ephesus, the map showing the Christian religious structures, which also
have pilgrimage values (URL 43)

The archaeological site of Ephesus and its close surroundings have several Byzantine
structures. These include the Church of the Virgin Mary, the Cemetery of the Seven
Sleepers, the Grotto of St. Paul, the Basilica of St. John, the Church in the Pamucak
Bay, and the House of the Virgin Mary (Figure 1.2). The Church of the Virgin Mary,
where the 3rd Ecumenical Council (431) was heldEis h e satheddal. Even
though the Church of the Virgin Mary had religious importance in Ephesus, the
church was narangormed intoa pilgrimage center according to the archaeological
findings!? The closest pilgrimage center to Ephesus, the Cemetery of the Seven
Sleepers, is located northeast of the archaeological site. Centered on the Seven
Sleepers, a broadly known legaendAsia Minor, the site is sacred for Christians and
Muslims. I n the city center of Sel -uk,
Hill (Figure 1.3). The Basilica of St. John and the saint's grave constitute the primary
archaeological remains ong hill. On the south of Ephesus, the House of the Virgin

Mary is the mainmodern pilgrimage center todayThe Vatican had officially

anot h

2psl z 2012, p. 228. This approach to the pilgrimage

discussed with théneoretical arguments on the definitions of pilgrimage and what makes a church a
pilgrimage site.



confirmedthis living religious heritage sites a pilgrimage site, whereas the other
pilgrimage sites have not received aimilar attribution There are also several

churchesand monasteries in the region.

Figurel.3. The archaeological site of Ephesus #relcity center 0§ e | ,-aeriél

view (L a d s tefal 20¥51pp.414-415)
The region has been subject to multiple developments, management, and
conservation development plarSince UNESCO demanded submissions of site
management planduring thenew applications for th&Vorld Heritage List the
managemenplanshave bern preparedThe management plan of Ephesus covering
the years 2014 and 2019 had a vast number of conservation strategies. However,
these strategies are undeveloped and require comprehensive expansion and detailing
in content and context. Thereforesacond management plan for 262027 was
developed. Although this plan was prepared in 2021, it is still awaiting to obtain its
approval . This second management plan ( me
from hereon) has yet more strategies and agilans, but this time made more
comprehensive and detailed. Despite the increased content of the draft management
plan, it has few emphases and action plans on the conservation, interpretation, and
presentation of the Byzantimalltural heritage of Ephesus.



1.2  Aim and Scope of the Thesis

As mentioned in the previous section, the archaeological site of Ephesus is a
worldwide known cultural heritage site and the focus of detailed research and several
excavations. Multiple management and conservation plans congéhe site, along

with Ephesus being a UNESCO World Heritage Site, also point to the diverse bodies
involved in the conservation, interpretation, and presentation of this cultural heritage
site. Even though detailed research on Late Antique and Byeafiphesus,
particularly the religious monuments of this period, draws visitors to the site, the
current interpretation and presentation strategies do not specifically focus on this
heritage. This thesis aims to focus on the interpretation and preserdétiaie
Antique and Byzantine Ephesus and its religious heritage and correct this imbalance
of presentation. In doing so, Byzantine Ephesus is viewed as a-laygted
archaeological site, and the religious landscape, which partly has a pilgrimage value,

acquires a particular emphasis in the process.

As mentioned above, the sitebs i mportant
are presented one by one to the audience. However, placing them in their correct
position within the general context of Ephessi€lallenging. To do this, the spirit

of the place isreinterpreted and represented anew to the visitor. Although a particular
emphasis on this religious character is expressed during this thesis, the main intent
is not to interpret the site only throughraligious framework, but to establish a
comprehensive approach with a specific focus on its religious heritage. The spiritual
religious environment of Ephesus has created pilgrimage centers throughout its
settlement history, and continues to be a livialigious (modern pilgrimage) site.

This religious landscape and the rich history of Ephesus has become a point of
attraction to worldwide visitors with their diverse motivations. To pursue the primary
objective of the thesisto create an integrative amarch to the theme developed in

the following chapter, the varied motivations of this wrdege audience are

reviewed in this light. All visitors (be they cultural or religious tourists or even



pilgrims) and their various intentions are given equal impaeaVarying proposals

focusing on this are presented in the concluding chapter.

Accordingly, the definitions of the terms of interpretation and presentation and
diverse approaches available towards Ephésusich as archaeological sites,
pilgrimage, andthe Byzantine period are studied here The main aim of this
research is to indicate that interpretation and presentation are not disconnected
concepts separate from the site characteristics. On the contrary, all the factors
defining the site alsoaffect and redefine those termduring the process,
international documents and charters on the interpretation and presentation of
cultural heritage sites, cultural routes, and the spirit of place are discussed to illustrate
their positive effects on the main objective of this thesise Thntent of the
archaeological site of Ephesus within the context of the Late Antique and Byzantine
period is investigated here. The current interpretation and presentation techniques of
the archaeological ste @phesus ar e e g¢uwluespngenatal,anihe sit
within the scope of the Byzantine period, are also reviewed. After evaluating the Late
Antique and Byzantine Ephesus, proposals targetinghaliconstituents of this
heritageare set forthwith particular attentiorpaid to the religiousheritage and
religious monumentsn all their complexity For this purpose, comprehensive
themes based on the characteristics of Epliethesnatic cultural routes overlapping

with the past pilgrimage routes and attempting interpretation of the Byzantine

Ephesus araierarchicallyplanned and promoted.

1.3  Methodology

This thesis has three stages: problem definition, understandingotbatialand

finally evaluating possible solutions (Figure 1.4). The second stage, comprehending
the problem, is achieved by tharing, analyzing, and evaluating data. Literature
reviews, archival research, and field surveys are ways to understagitbtt®n as

is in the second phase situation. Bibliographical analyses comprise theoretical



research, demonstrating the definisoand approaches concerning the terms of

interpretation and presentation in cultural heritage sites, archaeological sites, and

Byzantine cultural heritage sites. This process consults multiple books, articles,

online sources, international charters andusioents, national law, and regulations.
Within the scope of data collection, several case stu@ieage studies in Asia
Minor, the Middle East, anduropg are analyzed according to their diverse
interpretation and presentation techniques and for anyam@esimilarities with
Ephesus. Information about Ephesus and its characteristgzthered too from

multiple books, articles, and ancient souricase presented during the data gathering

process. Archival researches included visits to multiple officials t i t ut i ons i n Kz
and Sel -uk, while the field surveys were co
depending on the exact purpose and contetttesurvey involved.
Defining Interpretation and presentation of the
the Problem Late Antique and Byzantine Ephesus g
Theoretical Research
(Definitions of related terms and
concepts)
Literature Review
Analysis of Case Studies (within
AeehiE Becoaren Lrlzsc;)nrlzﬁr%f interpretation and
: Field Survey
Understanding =
the Potential
Solving Main Concepts and
the Problem Thematic Proposals
Figurel.4. Chart of themethodology
Data collection starts with theoretical research, focusing on the definitions of
interpretation and presentation. The primary sources for this section are the works of
Freeman Tildenlnterpreting Our Heritagg1957 ) ; David Uzgad | |, 6l nter
Heritage: A Theoretical |l nterpretationo (
|l nterpretation as Publ i mterdtaton:oMaking@d (2013) ;

Difference on Purposg2013); Michael Shanks and Christopher Tillege
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Constructing Archaeology(19 8 7 ) ; Frank Mat er o, OHeri ta
Archaed ogy: An | nt r ©Ohd interhatiomatl éhartér@ €oBc8rning the

heritage site§ the ICOMOS Charter for the Protection and Management of
Archaeological Heritagg1990) the ICOMOS Charter forthe Interpretation and
Presentation of Cultural Heritage Sit¢2008); thelCOMOS Charter on Cultural
Routeg2008b) and th®uebec Declaration of the Preservation of the Spirit of Place
(ICOMOS, 2008c) are examined to understand the international pafimew on

the subject. As for the national regulations, the Law no. 1710 on Ancient Monuments

and Siteskski Eserler Kanuny the Law no. 2863 on Conservation of Cultural and

Natural Property ¢ | t ¢r ve Tabi at Va)ydeadiewedt®neée Kor
describe the national legadgulationsexisting in Turkey.

To observe how the theoretical progress affected different archaeological sites
through diverse interpretation and presentation techniguescase studies are
sel ect ed: Ha diniarathedarchabdtogidal siie GfaeSarea Magitima

The extent and context of archaeological site interventamsnterpretation and
presentation decisions of those saes describedr he sites are described according

to multiple written and visual soces.

Theoretical research continues with the interpretation and presentation problems of
the Byzantine cultural heritage. In order to reveal those problems, attitudes toward

the Byzantine heritage are described through various articles and bookstidlas a

byJearPi erre Sodini, O6La contribution de | 6:
byzantined (1993) and Neil Si |l ber man, 0P
Politics and Poetics of Archaeological N ¢

demonstrating the international approaches toward the Byzantine heritage. National

approaches ar e represented vVvia mul tiple
Korumada Dejikik Yakl akeéemlar i zerine Dg¢K
0T¢rkiyeddehi Bitadrekmahar éeéna Dair Gzl eml «

60 By z airEtaird m |l sl am and Byzantine cul tural
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OK¢l t ¢r el Mi rasé Yor uml amak: T¢rkiyedde
Kat kesed ( 20 ICénservatibreoy QutupaHeEtage is Turkey2016).

Two case studies regarding the interpretation and presentation of Byzantine
archaeological heritage sitésMystras in Greece and the Church of Kathisma in
Jerusaleni are selected to illustrate how different objectives in siterpretation

change the site presentation and observation of the visitors. In so discussing two
Byzantine archaeological site examples, several written and visual sources are used.
While one of these two heritage sites demonstrates a successful interpratel

presentation, the other does not.

In assessing the appraisal of the problems existing and of the literature rekiews,
sprit of place the role of religion on heritage sites, particularly Christianity and its
pilgrimageand living religiousheritage @alues are investigated to develop a better
understanding of the formation of Christian pilgrimage in Ephesus. To do that, the

terms such as religious tourism, cultural tourism, and pilgrimage are examined in the

Ar

theoretical research based on theiclesby Andr eas K¢ lagesin , OPil gri
Byzantine ApMtdliaaa(Za@a22 and Ana P durean,

Rel i gi ous Touri smoé-Kfenasy; 6lB g a e aGocl hliinngs

Continuity and Transfor mati onbelieve(iR 010) ;

pil grimage? Communitas, c camdt teesboa& by on and

Christian NorbergSchulz,Genius Loci Towards a Phenomenology of Architecture
(1979) andDaniel Olsen and Anna TronReligious Pilgrimage Routes and Trails
(2018) In light of suchstudies, fundamental approaches to developing pilgrimage
centers are inspected. This theoretical study was conducted to fully comprehend the
pilgrimage centers in Ephesus as they are maintained, redeveloped, or abandoned.
Understandingie possible reasons behind these alterations and fluctuations and thus
the pilgrimage activity generally leads to a better and more holistic comprehension
of the area and so assists in developing effective further strategies for interpreting
and presentinghis character in Ephesus. The primary references for this study are

the articledsyJ enni e St opford, 6Some Approaches
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Pilgrimaged (1994); Victor Turner, OPilgr
and Michaeht Sadu atoiwogn: 61 Contesting the Sa
and Kevin Vaughn, O6Pil grimage as costly s
i n Chaco and Nascaé6é (2012). To observe wh
practice in the interpretation dmpresentation process of the pilgrimage site and the

overall presentation, four Medieval pilgrimage sites in Asia Minor (Laodicea,
Philadelphia, the Church of St. Nicholas in Myra, and the Church of St. Paul in

Pisidian Antioch)and a pilgrimage routé¢he Camino de Santiago de Compostela,

through France an@pain are presented. Thedeve sites have been selected

according to their characteristics and similarities with Ephesus: Laodicea and
Philadelphia are among the seven churches mentioned in the Bé&velation,

just like Ephesus. Further, the Church of St. Nicholas in Myra and the Church of St.

Paul in Pisidian Antioch have pilgrimage characteristics similar to Eph&bes.

World Heritage 8e of the Camino de Santiago de Compostela as a pilgrimade

cultural route attracting visitorof diverse motivationdgs presented to illustrate an

effectively interpreted and presented living religious heritage Eégehpilgrimage

sitehas differently interpreted and presented its pilgrimage identityetpublic. To

illustrate these interpretation and presentation decisions regarding the four sites,
multiple written and visualsources have been referred to. Additionallge t
interpretation and presentation techniques in Laodicea and Philadelphia were

obseved by the present author in person in 2022.

After the theoretical framework and analysis of case studies, in Chapter 3, the
geographical, historical, archaeological, and architectural features of the Late
Antique and Byzantine Ephesus are investigatgith a brief history of excavations

and research concerning Ephesus. This section is also a part of the data collection
process. Therefore, it too consists of literature reviews, archival research, and field
surveys. The primary reference for the literatugviews is the book of Falko Daim
and Sabindgilzadst Dt° tnem20bly ollovied bydhe bosk of

Clive Foss,Ephesus After Antiquity: A Late Antique, Byzantine and Turkish City

13



(1979) and Daniel Schowalter, Steven J. Friesen, Sabindg lPadst er and Chr i st
Thomas,Religion in Ephesos ReconsideréD20); with the articleby Mustafa

B¢yéekkol ancé, OEfes ve Magnesia Bizans Surl
(2018) ; Nor bert Zi mmer mann, 0The Seven Sl ec
Community Cemetery to a Place of Pil grimag

Grotto of{2611) Paahd Katinka Sewing, 0A New
Antique Ephesusd (2020).

KKVKBK, the Municipality of Sel -uk, Sel -uk
(Sel -uk Ef es Ke)the Bpkebus &ifei Mansigemdaifs(z Alan

Y ° n e)t anantheMuseum of Ephesus were all visited within the scope of the

archival research. The registrations of the structures in Ephesesntendedo be

drawn from KKVKBK. However, the document s ¢
regul ati ons pr ohihdringtdatam §he EOKsSEr¥aBoK defefopnmant s

plan, the draft management plan and the documents on the research history are

gat hered from the Municipality of Sel -uk, t
Directory of the Ephesus Museum. Additionally, field ssysy were conducted in

March 2019, September 2020, August 2021, and November 2021. In the first two

site visits, Ephesus and its surroundings were systematically photographed, and the

physical condition of the buildings, the interpretation and presentapiproaches of

the individual structures, and of the whole site were examined. The third site visit

was conducted to observe the activities of both pilgrims and visitors during the

significant annual ceremony of the Assumption of the Blessed Virgin Maityeln

final one, archival research was conducted.

Following the presentation of architectural features of Ephesus and the cultural
heritage in the region, the site is evaluated as to its multiple aspects in Chapter 4.
The first section of this chapterloas at t he current situation ir
sociceconomic structure of Sel -uk; the current

development projects concerning the archaeological heritage sites; interpretation,

14



presentation, and visitor orientaticapproaches in the area. In this section, the
management plans, online sources, and field surveys constituted the primary
references. For a better presentation of the gathered data, maps derived from Google

Maps are used as a base, and the data is pesb@isshe maps with Adobe lllustrator.

The gathered data is evaluated and possible solutions for the problem are assessed in
the second section of Chapter 4 and Chapter 5. A conceptual framielvased on

the published works of Bernard Feilden and Juklakilehto, Management
Guidelines for World Cultural Heritage Sit€5998) Jeannd eutonico and Gaetano
PalumboManagement Planning for Archaeological Si(g602)and Erica Avrami,

Susan Macdonald, Randall Mason and David Myevalues in Heritage
Management(2019) was established for value, threat and opportunity assessment.
Besides the outcomes of several field surveys, the varied effects of the management
plans on the heritage sites are also included in the evaluation process. Eventually,
proposalsdr interpretation and presentation of Late Antique and Byzantine Ephesus

were shapedyased on the previous studies.

1.4 Structure of the Thesis

This thesis comprises 5 chapters: introduction, theoretical framework, characteristics
of Ephesus, evaluation dfi¢ characteristics and current situation in Ephesus, and
proposals for interpretation and presentation of Late Antique and Byzantine Ephesus.
The introduction consists of the problem statement and site selection criteria, aim
and scope of this thesis, mettology of the thesis, and challenges and limitations of

the thesis.

Chapter 2 is presented in three sdttions. They proceed from general definitions
and approaches regarding interpretation and presentation of cultural heritage sites to
Ephesusspecific interpretation and presentation discussions. The accepted state of

knowledge of the definitions of interpretation and presentation in heritage sites and

15



archaeological sites is described by reference to several scholars. As examples,
archaeologicalites are presented with different focudaghis section,nternational
charters and documenamdthe Turkish legategulationsare discussed to observe
whether theyare useful forthe main argumenof this thesis or notThe second
section includes detailed research on interpretation and presentation challenges of
Byzantine cultural heritage, diverse attitudes exhibited by society and academe, and
diversefactors related to these attitudes. Two examples of Byzantinaenidyical

sites with similarities to Byzantine Ephesus are mentioned. The third section
illustrates the definitions athe spirit of place, living religious heritageeligious
tourism, pilgrimage, and approaches to understanding the development afgggri

sites. To better understand this issue, four Medieval pilgrimage sites in Asia Minor

and a Medieval pilgrimage site in Europe still in ase briefly presented.

The archaeol ogi cal site of Ephesus, Sel - uk,
culturd heritage sites in their close vicinity are set forth in Chapter 3. A general

description of geological, natural, and historical features of the area with an overview

of the research and excavation history of Ephesus are given. Architectural
characteristis of the area with a specific interest in the Late Antique and Byzantine

structures of the site are also illustrated in detail.

Chapter 4 focuses on the evaluation of Ephesus. For this purpose, the chapter is

di vided into two sections: the current Situ
evaluation. In the first section, the socloe mogr aphi ¢ situation of
accessibiliy of the heritage sites in the area, conservation strategies of the site,
interpretation, presentation, and visitor orientation in the site are described. Values

and opportunitiesof and threats to Ephesus are evaluated in the second section of

Chapter 4.

The last chaptées pulls together concluding remarks and proposals of interpretation

and presentation of the Late Antique and Byzantine Ephesus. The concluding
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remarks cover the overall evaluation of this thesis. The proposals are offered as a
result ofthis conclusion and in reference to the previous study of site characteristics
and theoretical framework. Proposals includeéstinctive interpretation and
presentation techniques to raise public awareness of the Byzantine culturakeheritag

of Ephesus ancktigious heritagén this archaeological site.

1.5 Limitations and Challenges

The data collection and evaluation process here has encountered multiple limitations
and chall enges for a variety of reasons.
difficulties in obtaining data concerning Ephesus. According to these procedures, the
official decisions on the registration of structures in the archaeological site of
Ephesus were not able to be shared with the present author. However, the
environmental plans subjectinggntrances of the Ayasuluk Hill and the
archaeological site of Ephesus were made available to be read; copying these
documents though was forbidden. As a result of this situation, data regarding the
structures and the archaeological sites has remainetedimlo overcome this
challenge of limited data, archival studies were pursued more, and many online

sources on the issue were investigated.
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CHAPTER 2

INTERPRETATION AND PRESENTA TION OF BYZANTINE
ARCHAEOLOGICAL HERITAGE : A THEORETICAL AND LEGISLATIVE
FRAMEWORK

The everdeveloping nature of archaeology, with its changing approaches and ideas,
affects the conservation decisions made for excavated sites. These approaches, in
turn, determine the current conservation situatiah @define the understanding of a
heritage site. The factors shaping this definition are the key to addressing appropriate
interventions for further preservation phases. Interpretation and presentation of a
heritage site are significant factors in this sef$est and foremost, the goals of the
interpretation and presentation should be studied to have a broad comprehension of
the subject. Even though these are abstract concepts, their implementations in
cultural heritage areas such as archaeological sieepractical, concrete, and so
observableMultiple examples of different scales are given to better comprehend
these matters in practice. The following sections use the theoretical background to

shape effective conservation strategies.

The Late Antigueand Byzantine cultural heritage in archaeological sites is too often
disregarded, for many reasoii$iose reasons are spelled out in current international

and national approaches to Byzantine cultural heritage.

Byzantine heritaggossess multiple formatve components, one of them is the
religion, i.e. Christianity The role of this religion is significant in the Late Antique
and Byzantine cities. In certain cities, this factor was expressed in the phenomenon

of pilgrimage anccreateda social and economiresource supporting the city. The
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Late Antiqgue and Byzantine Ephesus is a significant representative of such places.
The continuation of this phenomenon in Ephesus, even today as a living religious
heritage, is another significant aspeciust as an apeciation of the physical
determinants shaping an archaeological site are essential for its adequate
interpretation, the elements defining the phenomenon of pilgrimage also assist one
to discern and interpret the site. Accordingly, the definition of pilgge, academic
approaches on the subject, and its formation are reviewed. Several examples of
Christian pilgrimage centers irAsia Minor and Europeand their current

interpretation and presentation are illustrated to assist comprehension.

2.1  Conceptual Framework: The Spirit of the Place and Definitions of

Interpretation and Presentation

In interpreting and presenting cultural heritage sites, clear and comprehensive
determination®f theseratherabstract concepts should be made. Heritage is a term

highly interrelated with the concepts of place, cultural identity, and connection to the

past?!According to Rodney Harri son, heritage i ¢

that emerge in the dialogué leeterogeneous human and Awmman actors who are
engaged in practices of <cari ng®Hfuman and
activities that take place in an environment or a place is integral in the definition of
heritage. Such places structuiltural heritage sites regarding landscape,
settlement, and character. The character of a place is constructed with the
experiences of the inhabitants and visitors. It is formedbdthh open and closed
spaces in a settlement, along with multiple archited features. This character can

also be defined as thispirit of placé The spirit of place is an essential determinant

in most culture®

13 Grimwade and Carter 2000, p. 33; Mate@®8, p. 1.

M Harrison 2015, p. 24.

15 Genius logj the spirit of place, is a Roman ter@eniusis a guardian spirit determining the
character and essence of people and places throughout its lifespan: Mamtngrm1979, pp.-&3.
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The spirit of place isomethingnaturally sensedather than learnedHowever, in

some cultural heritage aredgritageshould be reinterpreted and represented to the

visitors by reconnecting the place to its content and context. Specifically, urban areas
where structures are lost to some extent and the identity of place is compromised

face the loss cd sense gblace'® For conserving this spirit of place, cultural heritage

site interpretation and presentatioeeds to beliscussed. Practices on this subject

are already in placdohn Muir, a renowned conservationist of the 19th century, did

much to help establispresentday interpretative standardéisTilden is also known

for his Six Principles in hitnterpreting Our Heritage Ti | dendés princi pl

below:

Principle 1:0Any interpretation that does not somehow relate what is being displayed
or describedo something within the personality or experience of the visitor will

best eril e. 6

Principle 2:dnformation, as such, is not interpretation. Interpretation is revelation
basedupon information. But they are entirely different things. However, all

intepr et ation includes information. 0
Principle 3:dnterpretation is an art, which combines many arts, whether the
materials presented are scientific, historical, or architectural. Any art is in some
degred eachabl e. o

Principle 4:6The chiefaim of inter@t at i on i s not instruction

Principle 5:dnterpretation should aim to present a whole rather than a part and must

address itself to the whole man rather t h

16 NorbergSchulz 1979, p. 194.
17 Jameson 2020, p. 1; Muir 1896, pp. 2Z&4.
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Principle 6:dnterpretation addressed to children (say, up¢éctge of twelve) should
not be a dilution of the presentation to adults but should follow a
fundamentallydifferent approach. To be at its best it will require a separate

progtam. o

Tildends principles on interpradtheyi on ar e 1
concern themselves with the nature of the concept and the reasons to interpret, the

principles are still valid and able to assist the interpretation devised and presented

for a heritage site. Among his six principles, the fourth one can be comside the

most significant® Tilden also described interpretation as an educational activity that

aspires to Oreveal meani ngs and relationshipf
first-hand experience and by illustrative media, rather than simplgrtonunicate

factual i 2rEfch primcple iofdridén. underlines the unique roles of the

heritage interpreter in relating the heritage and the visitor in receivifg it.

The principles of Tilden became a basis for assisting action for many schathrs a

leading organizations. Similar principles and guidamneee reproduced in the book

of Beck and Cablénterpretation for the 21st century: Fifteen guiding principles for

interpreting nature and culturen 20022Beck and Cabl e upheld Tild
their wor k. Tildenbdés idea on the provocative
promoted by subsequent scholars such as Grimwade and Carter, artd Haam.
bookEnvironmental Interpretationf Ham is a key resource for working procedures

and gives practicatlirections on how to set about an interpretation of a cultural

area®*Hamés primary objective is to get the vi

8 Tilden 1957, p. 18.

191pid., p. 18.

20 |pid., p. 30.

21 Silberman 2013, p. 22.

22Beck and Cable 2002.

2 Grimwade and Carter 2000, p. 44; Ham 2013, p. 18.
24Ham 1992.
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also by Tilden in his manud}. dThrough interpretationunderstanding; through
understanding, appreciation;hr ough appr e c? Histconstmigtivispr ot ect
ideas were echoed too by Ham. Understanding and thus caring about the heritage

object leads to demands for its preservation in this interpretation prdcess.

Despite this apparently continuous evailolatprocess on principles and guidelines

for i nterpretation, Uzzell asserts the a
where the how has become ? bazel eritiguespher t an't
methods and effects of interpretation with the helpvafious researchers also

working on the subject. In obtaining knowledge and meaning from a cultural heritage
object, there are two approaches accordin
takingo, i s done by | abel @ Thetdtanativeed t o
approach;makmegroi,ng s descri bed as activel
the visitor experience and encouraging them to develop sense and understanding
thereby. The traditional approach, learning via reading the exhibitinalpaf a

cultural heritage object, is not an effective way of passing on interpretation according

to research in museurdPhysical and social interaction, where the visitors can

relate to the objects in a milieu more like real daily life, is more effedti learning

processes according to the research of Linda Bludzzell argues that if the
meaningmaking approach is employed in the interpretation process, the hosting

bodies become active agents in the formation of change and not merely passive
transm t t er s of data or val ue. He al so cl aim
¢ h a n*igTded personality and experience of the visitors are the targets that an

interpretation needs to evaluate, engage with and captivate.

%5 Ham 2013, p. 10.

26 Tilden 1957, p. 65This statement which Tilden quoted from the U.S. &tal Park Service
administrative manual has been a subject for extensive debate: Uzzell 1998

27Ham 2009, pp. 585.

28 Uzzell 1998, p. 12.

29 |bid., pp. B-16.

30Blud 1990, pp. 25264.

31 Uzzell 1998, p. 19.
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Physical conservation of theritage sites and visitor constraints are commonly used

factors in cultural heritage site management. However, a successful site management

should include nophysical aspects of the heritage site as well. The lack of
comprehensive interpretation and mettion for locals and visitors alike haunts site

management. This prevailing situation transforms the heritage area into a
meaningless scene and generates a loss in the understanding of human history,

according to Grimwade and Carfér. They described imrpretation as
6recommendations for making the significant
research, planning and strategic thinkfagln a more orderedand quasi

philosophical definition, interpretation is seen as a subjective concept parallel to
Silbetmman6s description. Sil berman demonstrated
vitalizes the ideas and images that designate how people relate to the ruins around

them34

While international standards for site management, professional training, and site
interpretation are defined in some detail, the relationships betweeratiex
interpretative approaches are not. According to Silberman and Dirk Callebaut, all
such mattes are mainly dependent on the budget available for each heritage site.
The approaches addressed by technical methods and creative interpretation solutions
such as multimedia displays and their effect on people is also a relatively new
subjectarea in thalebate®® The process of interpretation should create a response

in the visitor that either advances their understanding or creates an emotive reaction

encouraging the person to want to know more

32 Chowneet al.2007, p. 11; Grimwade and Carter 2000, pp333
33 Grimwade and Carter 2000, p. 44.

34 Silberman 2006, pp. 289.

% Silberman and Callebaut 2003, p. 44.

3¢ 1bid., pp. 4446.
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Shanks describes i nter prwhithaehablesmpeoplesto 6a r e
take the experience .*oHe demdnstratgs dhe workaos t hey
interpretation as an explanation, the decipherpaamd communication of sense and
importance® Similarly, her i t age i nterpretattellatonofi s desc
communicative techniques that attempt to convey the public values, significance and
meanings of a heritage si t*dhroughtmulipet or t
i nterpretation methods a heritagfere site I
under Abo0tdUgh Tildenbdés six principles ¢
interpreted and what it is significant, according to Silberman, they yet fail to
definitively cover the challenge of interpreting and dealing with conflicting
perspective. In the contemporary world, heritage interpretation should be an
inclusive and informed group activity, an expression of progressive and growing
community identity: something which is facilitated by both ypofessionals and
professionals according tallserman. Rather than a passive communication method,

it should strive to break through the boundaffe$he passive consumption of

heritage interpretation can be altered and indeed transformed into an act of creation
whereby heritage sites are characeerz as 6é memory institution
attractions or weekend entertainment vV e
commemorative interpretation, as Silberman explained, requires a newer motto than

the one Tilden quoted: r@Rrnomessooltiydre Xppre

presentation; community “memory, not heri:t

37 Shanks 199%. 140.

8 bid., p. 65.

% Silberman 2013, p. 21.

40 Matero 2013, p. 156.

41 1bid., pp. 2330.

42However, public involvement in the management process is mainly visible in the Western contexts.

In Turkey, such inclusivityisamoe chall enging matter (Grima 2019,
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2.2 Interpretation and Presentation of Archaeological Heritage Sites

The last few decades bear withess to an active period of improving the principles and
philosophy behind héage interpretatiorand the effect of public archaeology,
multiculturalism, community engagement, and inclusivenetbe view of
interpretation as an individually participatad activity by lay communities and
stakeholders is much promoteds mentionedin the previos section, in the
interpretatiorand management process, public involventwamtbe achieved when

expert knowledge regarding all aspects of the heritage site is prdvided.

The reflections of interactions betwe#re public and archaeologyyhich is the
definition of public archaeology according to Akira Matsuda, has a crucial role in
archaeology and site managem&mublic archaeology foceson analyzing and
improving that interaction while forming dialogues with the public aiogsnot
proceed in ay hegemonic sens®.According to definitions of Gabriel Moshenska,
public archaeology has consisted of seven types. Moshenska provides a
comprehensive framework focusing not only on the relation between the community
and cultural heritage butsm all the elements involved in the public definition, public
institutions, and channels transmitting data to the pibidthough the concept of
public archaeology is elabora¢ and comprehensive in setting a connection between

the public and the cultal heritage particularly in World Heritage Sitesuch as

43 bid., p. 31.For more information on human interpreters, see Koshar 1998. For more information

on interpretation, see also Ham and Weiler 2003. For more information on interpretation and its

economic aspects, see Silberman 2007. Forméreedaon t he process of interpretaf
and Ruddy 2006.

4 Matsuda 2019, p. 13. Professional bodies often make conservation or excavation decisions based

on their appreciation of the subjects. And then, when all is done, the public is 'informed'. This ignored

role of the publig interests is commented upon critically by Shanks and Tilley (1987, p. 24).

$G¢grsu 2019, p. 86; Térpan 2019, p. 51. For more de
Carman 2002; Moshenska 2017.

46 Moshenska 2017, pp-HL.
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Ephesus the relationship between these two ends are already deterrbyned

guidelines and declaratiofs.

Successful conservation enhances the community's feeling of pride for the site and
its understanding of the what atige why. A broad recognition of heritage area
values, a pragmatic approach to management, and proactive presentation are the key
aspects fobest preserving a plaé&According to Serin, recreating values of a past

time and revealing the potential of a site are paramount factors in instituting a local
sense of ownership and providing a practical heritage preservation. To reveal those
values n depth, they should be of high quality, and they need to be made lucid and

understandable for broader audientées.

6Archaeol ogy is the #Allitdchniqguedused toinenpretr et i n
the past transform t hi sserpatioo ofetlescdlturad ut ¢ o me
heritage in the archaeological sites. Conservatioarchaeological sites primarily

focuses on physical preservation from damage and loss. Among these conservation
techniques are reburial, structural stabilization, protective lteske and
reconstructions. Each solution alters the preserved archaeological data and
perception of the site and how it is experiengells one of these techniques, often

larger items are removed from the archaeological sites for various reasons such as
security or a 6better display6é. This acti
sites and often display problems where the object is relocated. The consequences are
directly opposed to one of the stated aims of archaeological preservatamely

to minimize the loss of daf&. Despite the fact that, international charters and

doctrinal guidelines focus on the need for the preservation of material in a cultural

47 For detailed information on the community, stakeholders and cultural heritage relationship in World
Heritage Sitessee below, pp. 381.

48 Grimwade and Carter 2000, pp.-38.

49 Serin 2008, p. 217.

50 Shanks 1992p. 65.

51 Matero 2008, pp.-R.

52 Price 1995, p. 2.
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property with minimal intervention®.Even so, and depending on the practices and
approacks, even destructive methods can be chosen as desired interventions.
Among such methods are the reconstruction or replication of the damaged
components. These are often used to achieve structural integrity and make the visual
component successful. Suchariretations of archaeological heritage focus solely

on the material condition of the objects, and may adversely influence the meanings

and values of the place, and o6cdmpromi se t he

Another significant subject in herga matters is the economic benefits of touristic
activities. Many archaeological sites face dramatic alterations to address the need for
a visual understanding to be available to the public. As a result, possible physical
damage may be done to sites aswmprepared for visitation and development.

Additionally, this economic benefit does not always return to the local comnfinity.

The past contains plural meanings with multiple cilogss. The plural nature of the

past requires multiple interpretationftbe archaeological sif€.As archaeological

preservation is mainly concerned with mateinasitu, the concept of a place should

also be taken into consideration. According to Matero, places are the contexts for

human experience to be manifested. Placese 6 constructed i n moveme

encounter ani¥d Thawls oirteirpeetatiom naichaeological site

3 Matero 2008, p. 3.

541bid., p. 3.

55 |bid.

6 Even in popular archaeological sites, the economic benefit of the local community can be relatively
low. The reason for that is accepting tourism as the main economic profit of a cultural heritage site
and ignorimg the locals' contribution to the economy or the sustainability of the heritage site. The local
community can directly (a local workforce and skilled labors who can educate the next generation to
sustain cultural heritage preservation) or indirectly (ecinandependence and empowered social
structure invite more people to contribute to herita
2013, pp. 237251.

57 Shanks 1992, p. 27.

%8 Matero 2008, p. 2.
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conservation can morph into O0a way of r ¢

A

narrative over ti mebo.

As mentioned above, several scholav@r time have produced thoughts on vital

points for conserving an archaeological heritage site. Each methodology draws
attention to a significant sort of intervention. Archaeolssfyr oadl vy def i ned
study of ancient cultures by looking for aegamining their buildings, tools, and

ot her objectsd accor d Acogrdingao thialesdriptiond ge Di
archaeology can be understood as a scientific tool for interpreting the past. Yet, a
reality gap between past and present still remiagusd always will. To Shanks and

Tilley, conceptual tools and theoretical structures should be developed to reforge the
link.52 Two archaeological sites from Europe and the Middle East are illustrated here

to achieve a clear understanding of the interpretatpproaches in archaeological
heritage sites: Hadriands Wal |CaesawmeaBr i t ai
Maritima. The study is based on the extent and context of archaeological site

interventions together with interpretation and presentatiorsides of those sites.

Hadrianbds Wall mar ks the northern front
extends over 118 km from Tyne to South Shields (Figui$.%2.The site was

declared a World Heritage Site in 1987. The area is considered as a significant
element in comprehending the Roman occupation of Britalimerefore, UNESCO

has described the site as having an 6out s

its Criteria (ii), (ii) and (iv) with regard to its exceptional testimony to civilization

59 |bid.

S0URL 1.

61 Shanks and Tilley 1988, p. vii. They observe that the formal and objective methods in archaeology

neglect the structure of the past. The insistence on digeetd knowledge fail® take on the
practicebs rhetorical character, which is centra
consequence, despite the practical side of archaeology, the term is a rhetorical practice for Shanks

and Tilley; it is a part of contempasasociety, historically situated, and inherently political: Shanks

and Tilley 1987, pp. 667.

62 Adkins and Mills 2011, p. 4.

8 |bid., p. 2.
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and an outstanding example of a structure narrating a critical stage in human

history 54

Figure2l. Ha d r i a n @Ky Adkifes hnd Mills 2011, pp.-29)

Despite these proclaimed significances, the sibefist e n consi dered as O6sin
by potential and previous visitof3.To overcome this failing of perception, an

interpretation framework is hosted on the World Heritage Site. Interpretation is said

to be Oabout fostering pewisiterresperience®i ng o6, and

According to Nigel Mills the |l and#gcape itsel
is the drama and beauty of the landscape setting and the feeling created of being on

the edge of t HEisdhe frambwork oaes on@emnghgendent with

less tangible aspects, such as landscape, nature, place and%€ultu@chieve a

more successful understanding of the site, a primary theme is plirsaedely the

northwest frontier of the Roman Empire and a secondary theme shiapedl the

natural and cultural landscape is added. Site interpretation is achieved through online

journeys via the official website, guide books, a signage scheme for visitor

orientation and navigation travelling by car, foot or bicy&gure 22).5° Pasonal

64 Mills 2017, p. 49.

85 Adkins and Mills 2011, p. 4.
66 bid., p. 5.

57 Mills 2017, p. 47.

68 Adkins and Mills 2011, p. 1.
9 1bid., pp. 1016.
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interpretation via costumed interpretationseractments, demonstrations, guided
tours, public programmes with theatrical performances and storytelling are engaged
to create personal connections with the site as these-barslgperiences constit

the most influential sorts of interpretative interactigigure 23). Besides those

techniques, visitor feedback and continuous research on how improve-tipeadged

helps to sustain a successful operaffon.

Figure2.3.Ha d r i a n BterpreWdtivk ihteractions concernitig structure
(Adkins and Mills 2011, pp. 222)

Caesarea Maritima is positioned on the eastern Mediterranean coast of Israel. From
the Hellenistic period until the 7th century, the enormous Roman port of this
maritime city provided international trade.The city not aly had economic
importance but also since St. Paul was imprisoned in Caesarea Maritima, it also had

a religious significancé The archaeological excavations commenced in Caesarea

0 bid., pp. 2122.
1 patrich 2011, p. 1.
72|bid., p. 237.
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Maritima in 19602 In 2000, he site was included to tiéNESCOWorld Heritage
Tentative List on the basis of Criteria (ii), (iv), (v), (Vf).

Figure2.4. Caesarea Maritima (URL 45; URL 46)

Figure2.5. Caesarea Maritima, thasitor center (left), and an information panel
(right) (URL 5)

The architectural remains of this oAgesperous city have been part of the Caesarea

National Park since 2011(Figure 2/4)The preserved or restored structures are all
presentedtovisitonsi a di ver se techniques. Unli ke Hadr
are no thematic presentations. Nevertheless, a visitor center, a 3D city model, and

multiple information panels around the archaeological park give detailed data

regarding the site (Figure 2.5Recreational activities in and around the restored

buildings constitute a significant part of the interpretation and presentation decisions.

These buildings are used as observation and access points where exhibitions of

31bid., p. 1.
74URL 2.
75 URL 3.
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related content are also placedlie archaeological park. Such are a walking track

along the fortification system of the city and the reconstructed Roman Theater, where

performances are held (Figure 276).

Figure2.6. Caesarea Maritimahe reconstructed Roman TheatgRL 45)

For different visitor profilestours with broad content are presentedure 27). The

tours extend theitheme by preparin@lympic games for visitorspresenting a
theatrical festivaland tolding events in the Hippodron{€igure 28).”” These two
examples illustrate that varied interpretative techniques can affect the site experience

depending on the interpretation strategy adapted

Figure2.7. Caesarea Maritimahe tours for different visitor profiles: A classical
tour (left), an entertaining tour with a comedy element presented by an actor
dressed as a Roman (right), a musical tour, and a tour where the social and spiritual
aspects of the y@sh community lived in Caesarea Maritima along with the

architectural highlights are demonstra(eiRL 6)

SURL 3; URL 4.
TURL 5; URL 6; URL 7.
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Figure2.8. Caesarea Maritimagyamesorganized for visitorgleft) and events in the
hippodrome (right URL 6)

Interrelation between approaches taken on archaeological sites and intervention
decisions is also observable in many sites of Turkey. The specific reason for this
influence is because much of the archaeological excavation histonyrkeylwas

down to foreigners, predominantly Europeans. Inevitably their attitwie®
paramount as they conducted numerexsavations. Therefore, it is not surprising

that implemented interpretations and interventions on archaeological sites depended
on the approaches current and observed by the foreign bodies respé&hBitola

the 1970s, museums of archaeological sites (Ephesus, Priene, Miletus) were
enlarged, and tourist itineraries began to include them. Archaeological excavations
and several presertian techniques were introducsalthose sites. The fundamental
approaches oénastylosis(reconstitution) and installation of information panels
were established. These presentation techniques were not sufficient to create a
meaningful historical viewit he t ouri stsdé6 minds except t

marvelous reconstructed stone architectére.

Similarly, Ephesus, one of Turkey's most famous archaeological sites, has been
subject todiverserestoration approaches over the years. These approacthes ha
resulted in an inconsistent and sometimes incomprehensible site presentation for

visitors8 In the 20th century at Ephesus, site presentation was achiewetibgt

"8 For more information on the archaeological excavation, interpretation, and presentation approaches
Turkey has been facilhhg, see Aktg¢gre 2012, pp. 3
" Eres 2016, p. 258.

80 Demas 2002, p. 44.
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architectural experiments, collages, reconstructions. No common concept is visible
amongt them. Thanastylosigolicy might be the most striking sample of the 20th
century archaeol ogi cal met hodol ogy, acec
presentation techniques often focus on material preservation, not a wholesale attempt

at renovation, uelss emergency conservation is neetted.

221 International Documents and Charters on the Interpretation and

Presentation of Archaeological Sites

By the beginning of the 20th century, international charters were dealing with the
issues of site management and enial conservation. Even though they had different
points of emphasis, the charters were united in endowing the preservation process
with a sense of moral responsibility and utter respect for the physical, historical, and
aesthetic integrity of a place ar structure. The irreplaceable identity of cultural
heritage and the determination of this heritage as part of the promotion of cultural
sustainability in a dynamic way are also held in common by those international
studies®? The first steps were to attemphe formation of interpretation and

presentation principles limited to basic implementati&ns

The Australian ICOMOS expanded these efforts by identifying necessary
definitions. In the Charter for Places of Cultural Significance, also known as the
Burra Charter (1979) the term of cultural significance is elaborated to mean the
6aesthetic, social, spiritual, hi stori cal
generationsd6 and the term O6archaeol ogi ca

notion of place*In another edition of the Burra Charter (1999) culturally significant

8 _adstatter-562016, pp. 541

82 Matero 2008, p. 2.

83 Such as insistence on accurate documentation and collaborative studies between the archaeologists
and other experts (Athens Charter, 1931) or again building on the earlier studies by introducing value
assessment in any proposed archaeological restomtid excavation (Venice Charter, 1964).

84]COMOS 1979, Article 1.
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spaces are proclaimed to enrich people’'s lives by providing a sense of connection to

community, landscape, and filsand experiences. As much as a change is necessary

to maintain a place, it should be kept to a minimum to ensure cultural signifi€ance.

I n the same charter, the term interpretatior
cultural significance of a place&Gatand envi s;:
a place and recognized explanatory material incorporating the treatment of the fabric

such as restoration, maintenance, and reconstrution.

The ICOMOS Charter for the Protection and Management of Archaeological
Heritage (1990) discusses the chagastics, interpretation and presentation
techniques, and principles of multiple aspects of archaeological heritage
management , Il ncluding the public authoritie
charter stresses th@ r c h a e ol o g isdefihedah a matdria begitage in
which archaeological methods ensure initial data on all agents of human existence
and remains of all kind¥.In Article 7, the nature of the act of presentation is given.

In the presentation process of archaeological heritage, the primary goals should be
to cultivate an understanding of the need for its protection, its origins, and the
development of modern saties. It is suggested that information and presentation
should be tailored to comply with a popular understanding (rather than specialist) of
the available data and it should be revised regularly to take cognisance of
multifaceted and changing approachesnterventiorf® According to Article 2 of

the charter, planning policies at local, regional, national, and international levels for
the protection of and legislation regulating each stage of an active archaeological
investigation should be encourag@dMethodology involving nosdestructive

techniques, managemeint situ with appropriate longerm conservation, local

8 ICOMOS 1999, p. 1.

8 ICOMOS 1999, Article 1.
87ICOMOS 1990, Article 1.
8 |COMOS 1990, Article 7.
8 ICOMOS 1990, Aricle 2.
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participation in the preservation process, interpretation methods, and international

co-operations are also stressed in the chéfter.

There are also some international declarations and documents on heritage
interpretation and archaeological heritage. The European Convention on the
Protection of the Archaeological Heritage (1992), known as the Valetta Convention,
defines archaeological heritagehe ways of conserving archaeological heritage and
collecting information from archaeological sites are discussed. To promote public
awareness, various implementations are encouraged by the Article 9. The article
emphasizes the significance of educatl@wivities in forming this consciousness
and encouraging the presentation to the puBlithe Charleston Declaration on
Heritage Interpretation (US/ICOMOS, 2005) also attends to similar subjects. The
declaration seeks an international standard for tieatsiic, educational and ethical

principles for public interpretation and presentation of cultural herftage.

The ICOMOS Charter for the Interpretation and Presentation of Cultural Heritage
Sites (2008), also known as the Ename Charter, includes ameotoli public
communication and education in heritage preservation. The terms of interpretation
and presentation are described in depth in the charter. Interpretation is seen as all
kinds of potential activities aimed to evolve and involve public awareaeds
improve the perception of a cultural heritage sieesentatiobis defined as
attentively calculated communication of interpretive content through interpretative
data and infrastructure with physical access at any cultural heritag@ Isitéhe
ICOMOS Charter for the Interpretation and Presentation of Cultural Heritage Sites,

seven prime principles are set out:

% |ICOMOS 1990.

91 Council of Europe 1992.

92 US/ICOMOS 2005. On the subject of common ground, the Council of Europe's Faro Convention

(2005), discusses the concept of 'common heritage of Europe' and the right to culturaé heritag

expressed as the right to be informed and participate in a community's cultural life. For more detailed
information on the declaration see also Jameson 2020, p. 4.

9 ICOMOS 20084, p. 2.
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Principle 1: Access and Understanding

Effective interpretation and presentation should provoke the development of public
respect, awarenesand personal experienddaintenance of the public's physical

and intellectual access via public receptions with specifically designed presentation
programs should be pursued. Interpretation and presentation programs should be
specifically designed, badeon the cultural and demographic identity of the

audiencé?

Principle 2: Information Sources

Scientific methods and alive cultural traditions can both provide data for assessment.
The data sources regarding the cultural traditions should be documented.
Interpretation choices should demonstrate those data assessments made and the
attributed meaning therefrom for a site in an appropriate way. Interpretative
infrastructure and visual reconstructions on the intangible side of heritage are to be
encouraged. gain those techniques chosen are required to be based upon a
systematic analysis of the data, comprising analysis of written, photography,

iconographic and oral sourc&s

Principle 3: Attention to Setting and Context

The broader social, natural, geogragathj historical, spiritual, and cultural contexts

of a site should be determined and put across by appropriate interpretation and
presentation techniques. Interpretation should discover the-facd#tied context of

a site, including all the groups relatiediving in the area, as well as the surrounding
landscape, geographical setting, natural environment,-ctogsal importance, and

other intangible element§

Principle 4: Preservation of Authenticity

%|COMOS 20083, p. 4.
% |ICOMOS 2008a, pp.-5.
% |ICOMOS 20083, p. 5.
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Fundamental norms of authenticity in the spirit tife Nara Document on
Authenticity (1994) must be respected, and conservation attempts must be made to
conform to samé&’ Interpretation programs should contribute to the preservation of

the sitebds authenticity andofthemgalsand t he ¢
the traditional social functions of the area. Visible interpretation infrastructures and
programs involving physical performances should minimize the disturbance of the

locals and be sensitive to the character of the’%ite.

Principle 5: Planning for Sustainability

The nservation process should be integrated with the interpretation and
presentation techniques. Potential effects of temporary and permanent infrastructures

of the interpretative programs should be considered and implenarefdlly. The
success of the programs should not be e\
attendance figuresdéd. The aim of the inte

social, cultural, and economic benefits to all stakeholers.

Principle 6: Concern for Inclusiveness

A synergy must be developed between the property owners, hosts, associated
communities, and professionals. Plans regarding the interpretation and presentation
of the cultural site should be open to the public, and their involvestesuld be
encouraged. The responsibilities, rights, and interests of associated communities,

property owners, and the host should also be n'éfed.

Principle 7: Importance of Research, Training, and Evaluation
In interpreting a cultural heritage site, fpermanence of fundamental components

i research, training, and evaluatiomust be pursuetf?

97 ICOMOS 1994.

% |COMOS 20083, p. 6.
%9 |COMOS 2008a, pp.-8.
100|COMOS 20084, p. 7.
101|COMOS 2008a, pp.-B.
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In the same year, ICOMOS promoted different tangible and intangible categories of
cultural heritage assets in detaithe cultural routes and the spirit ofapk!°? The
ICOMOS Charter on Cultural Routes (2008) enlarges the boundaries of cultural
heritage and focus on the routes developed by human mobility and communication
over the years. The distinctive sign of these cultural routes is that they do not overlap
with any defined heritage categories but rather include thel¥&hother inclusive
international document is the Quebec Declaration of the Preservation of the Spirit of
Place (ICOMOS, 2008).he declaration seeks a more comprehensive understanding
of the living, and the cultural landscapes, which is the spirit of place (including
monuments, routes, objects, memories, narratives, rituals, values, for exéthple).
Objectives of both charters enriched the cultural heritage definition and conservation
of it.

As denonstrated, the definition and importance of archaeological sites have been the
subject for the international charters and declarations for almost a century, and yet
the detailed management principles or more realistic solutions for the problematic
archaeabgical sites have often been disregarded. In the Salalah Guidelines of the
Management of Public Archaeological Sites (ICOMOS, 2017), suggestions on the
management of publicly accessible archaeological sites are made with a particular
reference to sites witn theUNESCOWorld Heritage List. As similar and persistent
problems occur in many archaeological sites once they are first made publicly
accessible, establishing a sustainable and sound management plan for the areas is the
purpose of these guidelinesisA, the utilization of archaeological sites in a way that

supports the local populations and constructs a public awareness of the value of

102 Both concepts had briefly introduced in the Xi'an Declaration of the Conservation of the Setting
of Heritage Structures, Siteand Areas (ICOMOS 2005). Before that, the first Council of Europe
Cultural Route focused on pilgrimage and cultural routes such as Santiago de Compostela, and
proposed revitalizing them to highlight the European identity (Council of Europe 2015, p. 9).
103|COMOS 2008b, pp.-11.

1041COMOS 2008c, pp.-4.
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cultural diversity, as well as the awareness of strong interrelations between cultures
are other aims of these gulches. Economic profits gained by the participation of
multiple stakeholders and funding are also mentioned in the guidéfh&sich
attempts to include the local community and multiple stakeholders in the
management phase have been introducedVioyild Heitage Conventionand its

operational guideline¥®

2.2.2 National Legal Regulations on the Interpretation and Presentation

of Archaeological Sites

Legislation on both conservation and archaeological heritage started as reactions to
the implementations occurring the Ottoman era. European archaeologists started

to exploreexcavate Antique Greek cultures in the Ottoman Empire in the 18th
centuries'®” This practice did not affect the public or the state then as neither were
interested in the subject of argwogy, even though they lived among the ancient
sites and used their architectural elements as sp8liss a result of this neglect,
various archaeological finds were uprooted and sent back to the countries of the

respective European researchers.

In the second half of the 19th century, the Ottoman state enacted in 1869 the first

regulation on the ancient monuments, known astilsear € At i ka ,tdNi zamn a

1051COMOS 2017, p. 1.

106 Article 3 of the Budapest Declaration on World Heritage (UNESCO 2002) focuses on the active
involvement of local communities at all levels of the management of World Heritage properties, while
Article 17 of the Policy for thdntegration of a Sustainable Development Perspective into the
Processes of the World Heritage Convention (UNESCO 2015) focuses on full inclusion, equity, and
respect of all stakeholders including the local communities. The Operational Guidelines for the
Implementation of the World Heritage Convention give more detailed definitions of the stakeholders
and their participation in the management process. Stakeholders are defined as site managers, local
and regional governments, local communities, indigenoeples, NGOs, private organizations,

other interested parties, and partners (UNESCO 2019).

107Eres 2016, p. 255. The excavations in Ephesus was started in 1863 by John Turtle Wood. With the
di scovery of the Artemision in 186-8). the studies
108 Eres 2016, p. 255.
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protect antiquities. The Law was amended in 1874, 1884, and 1906. The regulations
deal with the egavation conditions, including ownership of the artefacts. The first
regulation contained articles on archaeological excavations and uncovered artefacts.
The same law prohibited smuggling. With the second amendment, new definitions
were introduced, and tH&tate was defined as the owner of the historical artefacts.
Basic principles of preservation were introduced with the third amendment in 1884.
Those principles later became a basis for the legislative framework of the Turkish
Republic. The Conservation Monuments Act Muhafazai Adibat Nizamnamepgi
established in 1912 was the first document concerning interventions in specific

architectural cultural heritage elemetfts.

In the Republican period, new legal bodies, as well as new legislation, were

introducedt® In the last fifty years, several regulations and their amendments on
archaeological heritage sites have been introduced. In 1973, the Law no. 1710 on

Ancient Monuments and SitelSgki Eserler Kanunuwas enacted. The Law included

definitonse | at ed to cul tural bieri 6hpgetarhibconset eat
siff , 6ar c ha eakkbotojikisiic a | 6 18 & ttabidsi)(Parallel to €hé Law

no. 1710, conservation development plans for conservation sites and archaeological

areas were to be prepared and temporary development conditions regarding the areas

were to be conducted. In the light of this law, the concept of a conservation

devel opment plan emerged for the first time
transformann of archi tectur al conservation in Tur

G¢-han and@™Esra Kur ul

The current law on cultural and natural heritage conservation was enacted in 1983.
With the Law no. 2863 on Conservation of Cultural and Natural Propergy If ve¢,

Tabiat Varl ekl ay éntthe&kotreirmm Kfandwaoawnser vati on

1Gs - han and Kurul 2009, p. 23.

119 For more information on the legislations of the Republican period, see also Madran 1996; Madran
and ¥zg°ng¢l 2005.

11G¢-han and Kurul 2009, p. 29.
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(kor uma ama - ) véas introcuged. Pdsmte the former law on cultural

heritage no. 1710, the term of an archaeological site is not defined in the current

legislato n . Il n Article 3 of the Law no. 2863,
sitebd i s not used, the statement of Ot he
architectur al and similar characteristic:t

inferred to mean an archaeological $it€The Law does not give a clear definition.

It does not provide specifications the qualities and degrees of archaeological sites.
Therefore, the terminology confuses the exact definition of an archaeological site.

As a result, in 1999, the Decree no. 658temms of conservation and usethe
archaeological siteé\¢keolojikSitle r , Koruma ve KoiHTVKYK ma Koku
designated archaeological sites as the areas and settlements where are located all
kinds of cultural assets, which are positioned underground, above ground or
underwater and reflecting the social, economic aritii@l characteristics of the

times in which they existed. Those cultural assets can belong to any time in human
history. The Decree also distinguishes the degrees of an archaeological site and

related conservation and utilization restrictid#s.

Significant amendments to the Law no. 2863, were enacted in the years 1987 by the

Law no. 3386 and in 2004 by the Law no. 5226. The concept of an archaeological

site, which i€ r e n in Yuekish, was defined in the Law no. 5226 focusing on the

revisions regardinghe conservation of cultural and natural property 8&c¢,(I t ¢ r v e
Tabi at Var|l ékl aréné Koruma Kanunu il e ¢e
Ha k k & n d 3! Rha ddiinition is an area which is the product of various
civilizations from prehistory to th@resent day, with sufficiently distinctive and
homogeneous features to be defined topographically, at the same time being
remarkable in terms of historical, archaeological, artistic, scientific, social or

technical, partially constructed, humarade cultval assets and natural assets

12T C.Resmi Gazete, 21.07.1988113.

3The Decree no. 658 (658 nolu Klke Kararé) was p
(Keglt ¢r Bakanl éjé) .

114T.C. Resmi Gazete, 27.07.20R8535.¥ r e n megaasraisite with ruins in Turkish.
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combined. The definition comprises al/l her i
6archaeol ogical 6, and O°nraetnu risg bseédi forHowever ,
archaeological sites in Turkish. Therefore, confusion occurs wighdéfinition

because of translation and perception problems. Besides, the description of the site

as O0sufficiently di stinctiveo and 6homoge
components of an archaeological Site.

Legislation on archaeological sites is nestricted to the Law no. 286% The Law

no. 2634, the Tourism Promotion ACE U r i z mi T e)kand the Lavano.u n u

2872, the Environment Act¢(e v r e K dealwithuthe regulation about the

preservation areas by allowing constructions on the sites.

In addition to these legislationshet preparation of site management plans is
relatively new in Turkey. Since UNESCO demanded submissions of site
management plans in new applications for the World Heritage List, in 1994, the plans
were started to be prepmat. Until 2011, only one archaeological site in Turkey had

a management plan. Since then, multiple management plans prepared either by the
local municipalities, by the archaeological excavation teams or university

departments, or by the ministry are praadd’

BMadran and ¥zgl,m¢l 2005, pp. 15

118 There are also multiple alterations and additions to the Law no. 2863, describing the methodology

and principles on determining anelgistering immovable cultural assets, protected areas, and sites,

excluding natural sites, that need to be protected. With the Law no. 5226, the definitions regarding

the environmental design project of the archaeological-siey r e d ¢ z e)fitfee e epusj @i nt
and participatorbajdraenada é mannokg earpeadtnamagemenh gani m al ané
(y° net i)mer@ihtradud@d: TC. Resmi Gazete, 27.07.2008535.The definition on buffer

zonesét ki-§ e ki kn) isdefimed wigh the Deee no. 648T.C. Resmi Gazete, 17.08.2011

28028.The regulation concerning the identification and registration of immovable cultural heritage

and sites to be protecte 6 r unmasé Ger ekl i Takénmaz K¢glter Varl ék
Tescil i YHalek)@mldisr&vision act demonstrates new definitions and legends: T

Resmi Gazete, 13.03.2028232.The terms of urban site and urban archaeological site are defined

in the decree. The proposed legend concerning the demonstration of thesefinévors are

indicated in the revision act.C. Resmi Gazete, 09.01.2029231

WG¢rsu 2089, pp. 82
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2.3 Interpretation and Presentation of the Late Antique and Byzantine

Archaeological Heritagein Turkey

Adequate research and investigations on cultural heritage help to uncover the past

and to provide a comprehensive understanding of it. However, despitkis

research activity, the questions o f 6 wh
presentedd or O6whose history ar ée®lwe inte
the interpretation process, past, present

periods and not part of a continuum subject to ongoing processes, causes and
c o n s e q dUamzelleagues that all historical moments should be seen as part of
more comprehensive historical processes which have a broader spatial development
than they areommonly presented as havitg.

The approaches centered around these problematic issues and questions should be
first demonstrated, so as to understand the actual interpretation and presentation of
the Late Antique and Byzantine cultural heritage. Hevmesattitudes affecting the

Late Antigue and Byzantine cultural heritage and archaeological sites are explored
through two examples of Byzantine cultural heritage and their interpretation and

presentation implementations.

Tekeli has posed similar questsnof the status quo and assessed arguments behind
conservation approaches in Turkey. The first of his four resulting observations is that
the community needs to possess a healthy historical consciousness. Conservation as
a tool for forming a national constsness and personality is the second existing
reality. This nationalist ideology however is not sufficient to cover a country's whole
history. Therefore, stressing it narrows the purpose of whole affair. The third point

Is the preservation of what is c®idered valuable, based on an aesthetic criterion or

its unusualness. These kinds of subjective limitations on what gets conserved will

118 Uzzell 1998, pp. 13 4.
19 |bid., p. 14
1201hid.
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cause the rise of subjective and so false values. The last justification he critiques is
the approach to conservationasaspect of cultural tourism. Here, conservation is
linked to a commercial aift Although he observed the conservation approaches in
Turkey from a widgerspectivetheyall applyto the interpretation and preseinbsit

of Byzantine cultural heritage inufkey.

Other Turkish scholars have diverse ideas on the attitudes towards Byzantine cultural
heritage in Turkey. For exampl e, Necipoj !l u |
discrimination against Byzantine cultural heritage. National approachesatezhal

system and necessity of high levels of knowledge in several languages such as

Ancient Greek, Medieval Greek, Latin, Persian, Arabic, and also modern languages

such as English, German and Fre&il. n compari son, Engin Akyg¢r
three diffeent reasons for destroying Byzantine cultural heritage. The sudden

increase in population affects the urban consciousness in cities, the lack of
consciousness of cultural heritage values, and the few sources reserved for cultural

heritage preservation. Akyr e k ¢l ai ms that the negative pu
the Byzantine cultural heritage neither develop from the poor state of Byzantine

studies nor the preservation status of the Byzantine strudres.

Commercial and political influences on the conseoratof cultural heritage

discriminate against the perception of the heritage and alter the interpretation and

presentation of the subject. In Byzantine heritage preservation, if we return to the

second observation of Tekgbi wotke agacapt ©
Byzantine heritage, as the latter is not a part of the relevant past as defined by this

nationalistic concept. Furthermore, practical reasons such as the difficulties in

conserving Byzantine structures, mainly now in a poor state mdimedefine

Byzantine heritage approaches. The architectural heritage components, which are

121 Tekeli 1988, p. 57; Serin 2008, p. 210.

22Neci poj | u -Z70Fbr3npre ipfgrmation 6n absences in the Turkish educational system

regarding Byzantineuttural heritage, see also Durak 2013, pp878 ; ¥t ¢ ke n-79200 3, pp. 78
2Aky¢rek 2010, p. 218.
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mainly religious structures, also create difficulties: what are they to be used for, once
conserved?* Another challenge they face is that when compared with the
monumental andbetterpreserved architecture of the Hellenistic and Roman periods,

the visual effect of the Byzantine material remains relatively Wéak.

Sodini examined the lack of Byzantine recognition and how that came to develop.
According to Sodini, Byantine remains of themselves are considered as not glorious
and rather rougdooking ruins: a canvas or core to support a surface illustration or
decoration, now lost or impaired. Another reason is that Byzantine archaeologists
are not as effectively agswe as their Classical Antiquity colleagues and are too
often constrained to produce but an inexpensive publication of the remains.
Byzantine archaeological remains were long designated as less crucial than the more
impressive remnants of the Hellenistind Roman period€® Even though these
attitudes may be less prevalent now, they still illustrate the subjective approaches
than can blight a specific period of cultural heritd§feAs with four approaches
described by Tekeli, biased attitudes on heritagg tead to confusions as to the

perception of the historical element involved and obscured.

Another reason for highlighting the Classical Antiquity over Byzantine heritage is
the economic facts. According to Silberman, in archaeological conservation, the
primary purpose is to increase tourism and income; since the Classical Antiquity
structures pull in more tourists to archaeological sites, the monumental structures of
this period are emphasized more in the same $ttédso, another reason for this is

that the Classical Antiquity buildings are in a better physical condition and need less
effort for reconstructioA?® This approach is applicable not only to the Byzantine era

but al so for other historical periods

1245erin 2017, pp. 690.
125 |hid., p. 70.

126 Sodini 1993, p. 139.
127 serin 2017, p. 72.

128 Sjlberman 1995, p. 2509.
129 Serin 2008, p. 211.
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tourist and even includes Hellenistic and Roman archaeological areas whose
architectural glory is no longer extaiif.Although theseircumstancesan be valid
for some Byzantine heritage sites, Ephasumly partly so affectedsincethe built
environmen of Ephesus is a recreated Roman @ity its Byzantine religopus

monuments draw much attention

Concentrating on the glorious Classical period is not only an economic goal but also
anideological act according to Effie Athanassopoulos. From the edfithstentury
archaeological excavations, -&tlo-hasty a removal of the upper strata from the

6 ungl amo fclassicloera gantntied as a fact of life until the 197/AB0s.

The basis for this attitude is the acceptance of ancient Greek culturd@sithetion

and early expression of a European spit.

Even though the subjective nature of the interpretation of the past is criticized, its
presence is unavoidable. With its physical and visual features dominant, the science
of archaeologysignificantly influences the interpretation and presentation of the
past. Its very nature can be a successful tool to narrate the past to a broader
community, if accurately engaged and comprehensibly pres€@tédr a clear
understanding of the effects afchaeology in interpreting and narrating the past,
two Late Antigueto-Byzantine archaeological sites as interpreted and presented are
now demonstrated: the archaeological site of Mystras and a Byzantine archaeological
site with a spirituaireligious vale, the Church of the Kathisma, in Jerusalem.
Although Mystras is a large archaeological site similar to Ephesus, it does not have
such a pilgrimage value. The example is selected for it is a successfully interpreted

and presented Medieval city.

130 serin 2017, p. 71.
131 Athanassopoulos 2004, pp.-98.
1323erin 2017, p. 77.
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Figure2.9. Mystras, Sparta (Kalopisdierti 2013, pp. 22428)

The archaeological site of Mystras is a Byzantine city located to the west of Sparta,
Greece, on the flanks of the Taygetos mountain rangeséttiement formed around

the castle of Mystras, founded in 1249. During the Medieval period, the city
flourished as a last outpost of Byzantine culttifénhabited by thousands of people,

it was one of the largest Late Byzantine period citfé3.he Byzantine city came
under the rule of the Ottoman Empire from 1460 until the 19th century. When the
last inhabitants moved from the city, it was formed into an archaeological site in
1955 (Figure 2). Then, restoration and reconstruction studies were coeedeim

1989, Mystras was declared a World Heritage Site.

The archaeological site was handled Vmried interpretation and presentation
decisions. Display of the artefacts in the Museum of Mystras, conservation studies
conducted in the churches, infrastructure installation, facilities, and visitor services,
including information panels, were all graduallgtablished (Figure 2. The
thematic content of the information panei®videsa better understanding of the
Byzantine cultural heritage in the archaeological site as they are addressed to an
audience with diverse backgrounds and they are providingevents program
consisting of educational occasions, exhibitions, educational publications, and

musical and theatrical performances is designed to cater to the visitors' needs. These

133 KalopissiVerti 2013, p. 224.
1341bid., pp. 226227.
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multi-level interpretation and presentation decisions support and fostgyublic

awareness of the Byzantine archaeological'8tte.

Figure2.10. Mystras, annformationpanel (left) (URL47) andongoing

conservation interventior{sight) (URL 48)

In Jerusalem, close to teest of Ramat Rahel, remains of a monumental octagonal
church of Pale&athisma were accidentally discovered with modern road
constructiont®*® According to the archaeological excavations conducted in 1§90s,
the church was constructed circa 456. It was lyilthe ancient road of Jerusalem
Bethlehem, around a rotkat is identified as the alleged seat upgnch the Virgin

Mary sat to resbnher journey to Bethlehem. The octagonal structure with its double
ambulatory has similarities with a typicgilgrimage church (Figure 21).138 The
pilgrimage character of the church is not only suggested by its plan typology but also
its location. The church of Kathisma is the most ancient Marian holy place in

Jerusalem; it is positioned on the sacred routejtamals mentioned in holy texts?

B5URL 8.

136 Avni 2014, p. 150.
137 Avner 2016, p. 12.
138 Avner 2010, p. 37.
139 Avner 2016, pp. 249.
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Figure2.11. TheChurch of Kathisma, grounglan (left) (Avner 2010, p. 3&nd
the ground mosaigsight) (Avner 2010, p. 41)

The plan of the Church of the Kathisma@newhat similar to the plan of the Dome

of the Rock. Similarly, they both have large domes covering the central hall where
the sacred stone sit® The church underwent several construction phases until the
Early Islamic period?* An addition of a Muslim sfine within the already existing
churchcreateda remarkable example of mutual Christian and Islamic worsfip.

Archaeological excavations in the church were conducted in the 1'990s.

Contrary to the archaeological site of Mystras, this significant -Bgt@antine
pilgrimage site although it is open to public access, preserved in a covered
condition (Figure 2.2).144 Conservation decisions and interpretation differences in
these two significant archaeological sites illustrate how the Late Antique and
Byzartine cultural heritage sites may be both valued and effectively managed in their
site presentation. As Eres has mentioned, archaeological source management
concerns all sorts of signs of human existence and experience. Conservation in an

archaeological s#t has a direct impact on heritage interpretation through its display.

140 Avner 2010, p. 38.
141 Avni 2014, p. 150.
21hid., p. 151.

143 Avner 2016, p. 12.
144 URL 9.
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Interpretation is also affected by how an archaeological site is made accessible to the

public 14

Figure2.12. The Church of Kathismaerial view(URL 49)

2.4  Conceptual Framework: Religious Claracter of a Place

Any presence, any spatial element, is associated with a character. Particular practices

and performances demand places with particular chardétara spiritual place, the

character or spirit of the place is observed in the tangible and intangible elements

constructing that place. These interrelated elements involve constraints of both past

and present. Notablfgphesus posseskearspiritual characteristic®efore and aér

Christianity. The Late Antique and Byzantine cultural heritage in Ephesus is a part

of the past with its urban space, pilgrimage structures, and living aspects. The

pilgrimage structuresr and around the archaeological site of Ephesistain their

dentity as |living religious heritage and mod
intangi bl e embodi niefrorh traditfonaldbeliefe to doemally ai t h s 6

organized religions, constitute the living religious herit&ge

Living religious heritage paits out that a place is still in use. Tangible elements

(objects, structures, places) are inseparable factors in living religious heritage sites

145 Eres 2016, p. 258.
146 NorbergSchulz 1979, p. 14.
147 Stovel 2003, p. 9.
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and critical factors to fully understand the intangible importance in such'4fdes.
conservation focuses ohd continuation of cultural heritage, the continuation of
religious practices O0the primary goal of
| i vi ng “WGonmservatiort @ living religious heritage passes through the
collaboration and support of hexge professionals and religious communities, the

needs of the religious community should be defined and target to construct a bond

within all stakeholder&©

A sacred site becomes a pilgrimage center due to its spiritual character and secular
qualities, sub as being connected to a transregional communication network, having
accessibility, good accommodation options, and travel security. For Christian
pilgrimage, the holy sites were limited to Jerusalem and its hinterland until the end
of the 2nd century. W the rise of the cult of saints and relics, it expanded through
the Mediterranean regidf! Specifically in Asia Minor, several pilgrimage sites

with supraregional significance, such as Ephesus and Myra developed due to the

mentioned qualitie$>?

This setion focuses on how pilgrimage is experienced in living religious heritage
sites and primarily on Christian pilgrimage. For that purpose, definitions of
pilgrimage, its difference and resemblance to religious tourism, and approaches
discussing how pilgrimge sites constitute and draw believers are briefly described.
Subsequently, Medieval Christian pilgrimage sites from Asia Minor and Europe,
along with their interpretation and presentation implementations, are demonstrated

to observe how the visitors expance the pilgrimage character of these sites.

148 |bid.; Lixinski 2018, p. 123.

149 Stovel 2003, p. 1.

150 |bid., pp. 311; Lixinski 2018, pp. 12424. This point of view is an ideal if not utopian one. In
living religious heritage areas where the religious community and the locals do not share the same
religion, such a the case of Ephesus, implementation of this concept can be challenging.

BikKel zer 2022, p . 1 7291; Talkl 20k5ups 219 9 9 4, pp. 257
B2Kel zer 2022, p. 179.
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24.1 Definitions of and Attitudes towards Christian Pilgrimage

Religion is one of the influential factors in shaping a medieval city in its social,
economic, and architectural aspects. During the Late AntiquBgrahtine period

in Asia Minor, Christianity was the donant religion!>3 To understand the role of
religion in the formation of the architectural and social environment in Asia Minor
during the Late Antique and Byzantine Period, one must include the phenomenon of
pilgrimage to the process. Comprehending the emergence, dewsippand
transformation of this phenomenorand the ideas and attitudes towardsis @ssist

in understanding how Ephesus sustained its pilgrimage identity. Definitions of
religious tourism and pilgrimage are accordingly investigated in this section. The
basic approaches and theories on the phenomenon of pilgrimage are displayed to
apprehend the subject in its entirety. To discover what potentials the phenomenon of
pilgrimage has and how they can be used in site interpretation and presentation,

multiple exanples of Christian pilgrimage sites in Anatolia are discussed.

Religious tourism, also called spiritual tourism, is frequently regarded as the oldest

form of tourism>* The world's oldest tourism phenomenon is a valuable source of

income and is worth bejnsupported and maintainé®.Visitors of religious areas

are not only pilgrims or believers; cul tura
P durean defined visitors who on reaching a

respect and good behavios@r el i gi o¥fs touri st sod

153 Foss 2002, p. 151.

BTal and P du Fatafocus@daravéls are pately dvate?l as a branch of tourism.

The evaluation of content and theory of religious tourism is still not determined in detail. Scholarly
research in this regard were done between 1998 and 2013. After 2008, more studies were conducted:
Ar s | aenhd.2013kpp. 12451248.

155There are four factors uphold and motivate religious tourism: belonging and practicing a religious
cult, the existence of infrastructure of quality and of tourism services, education and culture, and
finally professional occupation and income level. There are also several other less tangible factors
involving the socieeconomic and psychsociologicald y nami cs: Tal and P durean 2C¢C
BAccording t o (RPGDS,pp.2434d), irfthe @dstrcentayrin a religious milieu there

is a deep need to protect the integrity of holy places and to respect their importance, making sure that
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Religious tourism hasnany facets and actualities to be accommodated. Visiting

sacred destinations and staying there, attending or observing ceremonies; the
experience by tourists ofdifferent religious beliefs within the tourism
phenomenor?®’ Valene Smith describes religious tourism as a middle position on a

sliding scale: at the end of belief is the hajj, the other extreme is tourism that is pure

and simple and secular, and in between lies religious todpfdfowever, Collins

Krei ner di sagrees with Smithés opinion. Th
vague and blurred, and each visitor has their own motivation, curiosity, or search for
meaning. Unifying them in one definition and approaching each person as a
predefined unitmay not be the best solutié®. 1 n contrast, Yal - én
distinguishes cultural from religious tourism through the necessity of being a
member of a particular religion to qualify for the latter. In Turkey, religious tourism

is regarded chiefly alsac%® Religious tourism incorporates a dynamic elenmeat

journey, a movement in space, and a static eleinartemporary stay at a specific
destination. Much as all other types of tourism do. Gisbert Rinschede devolves the
types: cultural tourism is sucdaitty described as a combination of educational and
scientific tourism, whilst religious tourism is the visit to any religious center,
including ceremonies and conferences. Nevertheless, both concepts are

intertwined16!

Modern pilgrimage is not limited te@ligiously or spiritually motivated believers, the
concept includes culturaand heritage tourists who seek journeys of discoV&ry.

Pilgrimage has many faces; it can be a way to achieve healing through the spirit

members of a local community have unaffected access, and to ensure a peguefsticoe of all
types ofreligious toursts

7Ar s | aehdl.2013kp. 1246.

158 Smith 1992, pp. 3.

159 Collins-Kreiner 2010, pp. 45453.

OAT s | aehdl.2013kpp. 1244254,

161 Rinschede 1992, pp. H\2.

162 Olsenet al.2018, p. 5.
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world or to announce proud positions wationalism or religious identit}3 Alan
Morinis explains pilgrimage as a quest for the sacred, and entire pilgrimages should
consist of a journey and a gdét.Scholars have defined pilgrimage in numerous
ways: a unitary crossultural phenomenoff® a jourrey to a particular place where

the journey itself and the destination have spiritual importance to the traveler. All
definitions share the concept of a journey and a destintfiofurner described
pilgrimage as an enormous process containing millions oplpeover the globe,
which can be comparable demographically to labor migration. This process, rich in
symbolism and complex, involves multiple days or even months of travelling. And
yet it is o6very often ignored reggand he compe:
rel i§i ond.

Regarding the definitions of pilgrimage, one can safely say that the subject is

relatively dense and complex. According to Stopford, this complex concept should

be considered as a whole with its routes, monuments, buildings, artefadts

landscapes as they are all relevant to the thé#idhere is an unavoidable verity in

the presence of multiple theories and attitudes on this critical point of what is

pilgrimage and what this phenomenon consists of. The first of these theories is the
Integrationist model. The model suggests pilgrimage centers function as integrative
social mechani sm&Apothsrai §sdodnaknita§suebeory
which is mainly based on Christian pilgrimage. The social structure turns

into communitg, a state of direct and egalitarian unity between individuals freed

from everyday | ifeds hierarchical roles and

183Winkelman and Dubisch 2005, pp-Xx

64 Morinis 1992, p. 2.

165 For more detailed information, see Coleman 2002; EadeSatinow 1991a; Eade and Sallnow
1991b; Winkelman and Dubisch 2005, p. xiv.

166 Kantner and Vaughn 2012, p. 66.

187 Turner 1974a, 187.

168 Stopford 1994, p. 69.

169 The Integrationist model is essentially the Durkheimian approach to pilgrimage. For more
information on this approach, see also Coleman and Elsner 1995, p. 199; Durkheim 1912.
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pilgrim is to achieveommunitas’™® It suggests that the pilgrims enter an

6anti str uccommnégada rsd alteussvert he worl d8s soci

The Turnerian approach has been countered with arguments that stress the opposite

as well as the supportiveongédVar i ous critiques argue t hat
pilgrimage may distort a crititandividuality of the proces¥’® Pilgrims travel to a

particular sacred space for abundant personal objectives; the Turnerian approach
seems to overlook those individual motivatidffsSuch overlook however obscures

the flexibility and complexity of pilgrirage; diverse potentials, flexible religious

rituals, journeys, and the spiritual effects on arrival all still captivate the

contemporary world’>

Similarly, Eade and Sallnow argue that the Turnerian approach dismisses the
heterogeneity of religiougractices and prejudges the complex identity of the'f&ct.

They reject the Turnerian approach citing its deficiency to recognize mundane
divisions inherent in the pilgrimage which then become the basis for Eade and

Sal l nowd s d’lirhe Cantegtatioapprolach of Eade and Sallnow defines

pil gri mage centers as arenas wher e odi f

di scour ses ar e'®AaddandSallnow's concept sees thepiglimage

0Turner 1974a; Turner 1974b; Turner and Turner 1978.

1 Turner and Turner 1978. Belonging and brotherhood feelings compose this model.

2Kama Mac!| ecomiumitas d enh e f 60 s p o romness af fealing,diable t stike
pilgrims at some stage during the pilgrimage pr
nar r at e sommunitagdearas tbe dominance of harmony.

173 For more detailed information, see also Bowman 1991; Greenfield and Cavalcante 2005.

1741t may be too that is only during or after the journey that the person comes to view the experience

as a pilgrimage activity: Wikelman and Dubisch 2005, pp. xiiv. Nonreligious pilgrimage, which

one can call 0s ecul arong is affgcted by thgjeudn@ys whir rei tt hal pm a:
is the subject of anthropological studidsirner referred to the phenomenam a an-modat n 6

ritual: lbid., p. xv.

175 1bid., p. xvii.

176 Eade and Sallnow 1991b, pp65

177 Coleman 2002, p. 357.

178Kantner and Vaughn 2012, p. 67. Faore information on the Contestation model, see also Badone

2007; Eade and Sallnow 1991a.

57



sites as dynamic historical and ritual practice sitéiserathan fixed asseté’ To
Coleman, both concepts fail when compared with real instances. Such concepts, he
opines, are too ondimensional, made deliberately so to create orderly symmetrical
anthropological theories. The approaches are both detectablgilgnmage
practice!®® The mistake in defining the pilgrimage in a Western way is that of
approaching the fact as some autonomous, isolated zone of human activity. The
primary conclusion of the preceding debates on pilgrimage is that we would do better
to harness the phenomenon as a tool to understand human behavior rather than

focusing solely on the defining the pilgrimage institution it$&if.

According to Kantner and Vaughn's studies, the identification of pilgrimage centers

in the archaeological recorid somewhat limited. They suggest pilgrimage is
sustained as a 6costly signalé of religious
centers, they address the costly signaling théBrAccording to Kantner and

Vaughn, most anthropological treatises of piltage endeavor to describe

pilgrimage in terms of one of three paradigms which are the Integrationist model,

Turnerian model, and the Contestation md@&lhese models lack data regarding
explanations of pilgrimage ceinpotemiasldé devel op

crosscultural relevance. Kantner and Vaughn apply some sociological models

179 In Christianity, divine power can be in a living or dgafson, a place, an object, or a text. The

religious centerhasan@&dlncompassing identity; it absorbs and ref
aspirations and hopes: Eade and Sallnow 1991b;pp. Despite the difference terminologyi the

individuals release from hierarchical roles in the Turnerian approach and religion as an empty

6vessel 6 open to being filled by elbothcopceptsgri m desi r e
are reporting on much the same thing: Coleman 2002, p. 361.

180 Coleman 2002, pp. 36363.

8l1hid., p. 363.To illustrate the dynamic nature of pilgrimage as described in the Contestation idea,

Coleman gives the Christian pilgrimage site at Walsingham as an example. For more detailed

information see Coleman 2002, p. 364.

182 Kantner and Vaughn 2012, p. 66.

1831hid., p. 67. These models are described above.

58



widely used to construe human and animal behaviors to understand this

phenomenon®*

Costly signaling theory is a sociological theory that has been recently advanced t
narrate human behavior and monumental architecture. Erecting a building
effectively promotes commerce between individuals and openly advertises the
buil derds power. Il n pilgrimage cases, di
rituals that can be extnge and are expensive obligations can be examples of costly

signals!®® The theory focuses on dynamic interaction and strategic communication

rat her than Amotz Zahavi 6 shapedwithgaturah | i dea
selection'®® As a recognized particigaton of oneds pilgri mage,
manufactur ed i n tl metal padges ampullaair bay lee nt er

purchased. They are physical signs, the demonstration of adherence to a group and a
form of social flexibility!®” Costly signaling helps eimin the emergence of

pil grimage centers in the context of rel
often offering a supernatural influence over the environment and climatic
unpredictability to encourage the link between themselves and a place. gartsup

this engagement, monument al religious 1in

interpersonal relations, endorsing social behavior also positively affects th&link.

The signal theory is certainly an important approach to explain the emergence,

growth, and decline of pilgrimage behavitf, however, pilgrimage cannot

184 pid., p. 68, they further argue the handicap principle developed by Zahavi (1975; 1977) to explain
the interrelations of the animals.

18 Kantner and Vaughn 2012, pp.-68.

186 Zahavi 1975.

187 Kantner and Viaghn 2012, p. 69.

18 The interrelations of leaders and pilgrims can besided or dishonest; this verity is not discussed

or declared by Kantner and Vaughn (2012, pp79D

189bid., p. 80.
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ultimately be demonstrated by this phenomenon al¥halthough, the essential

role of sociological theories in explaining the development of pilgrimage cannot be
ignored. Religious behamis and rituals with their costly signals contribute to social
relations. Therefore, the communication and social relationships form a fundamental

structural element in the religious ritua#s.

2.4.2 Interpretation and Presentation of Medieval Pilgrimage Sitesn

Asia Minor and Europe

Medieval pilgrimage heritage sites in Asia Minor mainly constdudé Christian
pilgrimage areas. Asia Minor played a significant role in the spread of Christianity
with the activities of numerous religious characters, the presence of Seven Churches
of the Revelation, and the pilgrimage centers. The pilgrimage identitproé s
centers continued unchanged since their first establishment, others altered allegiance,
or even relocated to adjacent areas. Moreover, there were several Christian

pilgrimage sites established later in Asia Minor.

The factors responsible for the erisce and development of the habit of pilgrimage
and the divergent approaches to pilgrimage taken by academe were adidrextsed

in the previous section. To illustrate whether those factors and approaches are
observable on Christian pilgrimage archaegatal sites,four Byzantine heritage
sitesin Asia Minor anda significantMedieval pilgrimage sitethe Camino de
Santiago de Compostelan Europe are examined. The conservation status,
interpretation and presentation decisions of two selected sites 8even Churches

of the Revelation are reviewed in response. Laodicea and Philadelphia are selected
due to their divergent handling of site presentation and interpretation. The

archaeological site of Myra and the Church of St. Nicholas, which haveeaethieir

19 Alcorta and Sosis have analyzed the evolution of religion through diverse methodological
approaches. They criticized theelief constructs and psychological mechanisms that create
supernatural agents (2005, pp. 353).

191 | bid.
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role as a pilgrimage destination throughout their existence, is presented as a third
example, highlighting its similarities with Ephesus a final example from Asia
Minor, the Church of St. Paul in Pisidian Antioch is examined since the sitelis

for Christians associated with the Virgin Margnd was a religious center before
Christianity, again similar to Ephesu&nally, the cultural and pilgrimage route of

the Camino de Santiago de Composislgresented to illustrate howa living
religious heritagesite can be intertwined with cultural heritage and welcome
numerous visitors with varied motivationBhe situation as pertaining to a living
religious heritage and to the archaeological significance of these cultural heritage
sites, along with the interpretation and presentation implementatiatssisated to
provide a clear sample of possibilities available for further interventions. The
examples are arranged according to their conservation status. Thknosth
Christian plgrimage sites and the religious tourism centers proposed by the Culture

~

and Tourism Ministry{ K¢ 1 t ¢ r v e T alsoirezaive Bemtlol#’n | €] &)

The archaeological site of Laodicea is located in Denizli. As a significant city of the

Lycus Valley, itwas settled from 5500s BCE through the 7th century€Ehe city

was a commercial and administrative center as a part of the Roman Province of
Asia®* A severe earthquake damaged the cities in the Lycus Valley in the 1st
century CE, but later on, these unbaenters were reconstructed, as well as the

ancient city of Laodicea and Hierapotf8 Hierapolis which is settled approximately

192 The Faith Tourism Project of the Ministry of Culture and Tourism aims to recreate, rehabilitate
and maintain the significant destinations of the three local monotheistic religions to increase visitor
numbers. In 193, inventories of sacred places of worship for those religions were gathered. In the
identification process, their religious importance, architecture, and art history were considered. Ease
of transport offered by travel agencies and possibilities of asang tour programs were also
deterministic agents. Nine important centers for Christianity were recognized. They are the Church
of St. Pierre in Tarsus, the St. Paul Memorial Museum in Tarsus, the House of the Virgin Mary in
Sel - uk, the Sm.i Ni DPemtas ™Mhselhurch of St . Jean
Thyateira, the Church of St. Paul of Pisidian Antiochia, the Church of Agios Theodoros Trion in
Derinkuyu and the ancient site of Laodicea (URL 10).

ki mkek 2015, p. 7.

194 Huttner 2013, p. 38.

1951hid., p. 25.
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10 kilometers north of Laodicea, was also an important city for the Byzantine history

with its rapid development of Christiapit®®

The Book of Revelation (1: 11) addresses the Laodicean Church (the term of
6churchdéd i s not a physical buil ding but
Laodicea) as one of the seven churciésSignificant Christian characters are
associated withhe city, such as St. Paul who sent a letter to the Church of Laodicea
(Figure 2.B)!*® and the apostle John who visited the é#y/Laodicea was a
metropolitan center in the 3rd century and capital of Phrygia Pacatiana in the 4th
century?®® The synod, a regi@h council, in Nicea decided to hold a regularly
assembled synod, twice a year, in Laodifea he date is unclear however; it is
assumed to be between 341 and Z8The synod discussed the discipline and the
organization of the clergy, the liturgy, andest as well as the dissociation of

orthodoxy from heretics, Jews and pagéis.

Figure2.13. LaodiceatheChurch of Laodiceéleft) and the information panel

demonstrating the letter to tidurch ofLaodicea (right)

%Ki mkek 2015, p. 15.

197 In order, the Seven Churches are Ephesus, Symrna, Pergamon, Thyateria, Sardis, Philadelphia,
and Laodicea (the Book of Revelation, 1: 11).

ki mkek 2015, p. 17.

199 Huttner 2013, p. 189. Ancient writers and the Acts of the Apostles are described in detail in the
same book

200 Bayram 2018, p. 120.

201 Huttner 2013, p. 291.

202 |pid., pp. 294296.

203|pid., p. 297.

62

at



Before the Edict of Milan, the Christians secretly gathered in private houses. The
peristyle houses in Laodicea indicate this tradition in which a section of the house is
transformed into an oratory, a house church. According to the excavaf
Laodicea, there are several churches dated to thétttenturies. In particular, the
Church of Laodicea, the Peristyle House with Oratory, and the Central Church all
yield important data regarding the early 4th century church architecture.ntinelC

of Laodicea is a specific example as it was designed and constructed deliberately,
not transformed from an already existing structure. The thiged basilica with a
rectangular plan on an easest axis is constructed on a singisulae Thestructure

also includes the Baptistery and the Episcopal Complex (Figurd).2The
archaeological evidence of pilgrimage is the miniature bottles containing holy water
from the churck® Such bottles were given to the pilgrims: similar rites are
observablat the Church of St. Philip at Hierapof$the Church of St. Nicholas at
Myra, and the Church of St. John in Ayasuluk (FiguretR29® The architectural

features also cast light onto the religious activities that took place in the church. The

waterinstdl at i ons on the way to the baptister?

which is a ritual performed in the early church&s.

Figure214.The miniature bottles found3);i n Hi

in Myra (middle) (AKkyg¢r e(ightd Qlaxd,stp@.t t3e6) ;2 0

p. 52)

204k i mkek 2035, pp. 15
205p'Andria 2014, pp. 13Q37.
206k i mkek 20425, pp. 37
207 |bid., p. 54.
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The Church of Laodicea was demolished entirely. Therefore, partial reconstruction

and restorations were execut&8lAs a preservation approach, a protective ro@fov

the church was designed to protect the surviving architectural elements and mosaics

and frescoes from temperature changes. The structure also provides a steel and glass
catwal k access for the wvisitorséd circulatic
specific route where one can explore the structaps sectildloor and exterive

use of mosaics (Figure A2 Information panels are placed alongside the glass

catwalk?®Only the content of information panels focus on the pilgrimage aspect of

the church. There is no specific installation targeting modern pilgrims or religious

tourists.

Not only the Church of Laodicea but also the whole archaeological site is displayed
to the public through multiple interpretation and presentation methods. Sodigina

in the conservation process and public participation are also key concepts in those
methods. Workers were trained in various conservation skills, and are provided
permanent jobs on the archaeological site. This activity not only produces an
effective preservation system but also enhances public awareness of the cultural
heritage and therefore increases a sense of ownership in the Ptiisitor
management is provided by two visitor routes, ahert and one long (Figure
2.16).2'2Monitoring systemsiothose routes secures protection and through one it is
possible to broadcast a live feed on an archaeological excavation. Physical
interventions apart from the Church of Laodicea are also visible on site. Similar glass
and steel constructions were implertel in the other structures of Laodicea.
Restoration and preservation studies with the ussnastylosisvere conducted in

the archaeological sifé2For the future, preparation of information panels on newly

208 |bid., pp. 2223.

2091hid., pp. 8695.

20URL 11.

21k i mkek 206193, pp. 18
212URL 12.

28k i mkek 20353, pp. 19
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excavated areas, restoration works to form me&itor paths and the restoration of

the West Theatre to provide space for social activities are all pladifed.

Figure2.15. Laodicea, he Church of Laodicea

Figure2.16. Laodicea, dferent visitor routes

As one of the seven churches of Asia, Phi
name), was inhabited until the last decades of the East Roman Empire. The city was
founded in the 2ndentury BCE2'® During the reign of Diocletian, it became a city

of the Province of Lydia and later on became the metropolis of the ecclesiastical

Province of Lydia until the 16th century CE.Philadelphia was faced witkeveral

24 URL 13.
5Erdojan 2028%, pp. 251
216 Foss 1976, p. 4.
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invasion threats: Gothic r@s$, Persian and Muslim invasions. However somehow, it

hung on as the o6l ast independe#®#tTheEast Roma
remains of the city are now either damaged to a great extent or lost. The city walls

are not wellpreservé; it is ratherdifficult to follow them among the modern city

layout (Figure 217). There are a few architectural remains in the south of the city

too: the theatre, the temple of the theatre, and ruins of the fortification3#alls.

Figure2.17. Philadelphia,he citywallss n t he city (cEmdejramf Al ak
2015, p. 259)

The travelers who visited Philadelphia in the 18th and 19th centuries stated that there

were 25 churches and 20 of them were either too small arltbd oday, there are

two churches from the Late Antique and Byzantine period, the Church of St. loannes

and the Church of the Prophet Naum. The Church of the Prophet Naum was

destroyed in the last quarter of the 20th centétyhe sole remaining church within

Philadelphia is the Church of St. loannes. Several travelers and researchers spoke of

the church, and according to them, it was already ruined by the early 19th century.

Today, the remains of the church, whaate four paty standing piergonstitute an

opena i r museum at the city center. Archaeol oc
Nikolaos Karydis and the studies of Hans Buchwald was conducted to gain an

understanding of the structure; however, due to the lack of evidirgcexact plan

2"Erdojan 2015, p. 253.
218|pid., pp. 254259.
2191bid., pp. 264265 or more information on the church, see also Buchwald 1979, p{28279
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of the church remains ambiguotf8Even though there exist a wide range of studies
regarding the city, the modern buildings and the irregular urbanization have caused

difficulties in investigationsnto the settlement histor3f!

Figure2.18. Philadephia, the Church of St. loannes

The displayed archaeological site of Philadelphia is the Church of St. loannes. The
site is entered through a simple gate, without any guidance on the strudtueel .of

The four pillars of the once enormous church and archaeological finds scattered
around them form the site presentation (FiguisR Even though Philadelphia and

Laodicea are both significant Christian cities and both are considered one of the
seven churches, their site interpretation and presentation interventions could not be
more different. Even so and despite their differences, both archaeological sites attract

tens if not hundreds of thousands of visitors each $/&ar.

The Church of St. Nicholasm DemreMyra, located on the southwest shores of
Turkey, is one of the most important sites in medieval Asia Minor as it exhibits a
O0spiritual capitaldé capable of drawi ng [

between Myra and Constantinople throupk seaways was possibly an essential

20Er doj an 2 0-276. For mgre detd@léd6information on the Church of St. loannes of
Philadelphia see also Buchwald 1981, pp-3018; Karydi s 2011; Meri- 1986,
ZlErdojan 2015, p. 272.

222 Between 201€019, the archadogical site of Laodicea was visited by 176.630 people, whereas

the archaeological site of Philadelphia was visited by 46.391 people (URL 14).
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factor in its religious identity?® The ancient city of Myra, probably founded around

the 5th century BCE, was a significant administrative and religious center during the
Byzantine period. It was in the episcopal centielyra that St. Nicholas officiated

as bishop during the 5th century. A shrine was constructed to his memory when he
passed away. When it was demolished because of an earthquake in the 6th century,

a larger structure was built in its place (Figurk922.20).2%4

Figure2.19. DemreMy r a, t he Church of St. Nichol as

As a result of the conflicts affecting the city throughout its history, the church

required various architectural alteratipnand yet it remained an important

pilgrimage centef?® Pilgrims arrived the city through the harbor, Andriake, to visit

the church of St. Nicholas. Tlanpullaefound in the excavations are archaeological

evidene for this activity (Figure 24). Pilgrimage in the city held up well under

Turkish rule, and even today, each year, over half a million people arrive at the site

to visit the churci#?® In Andriake, five churches served the pilgrims who arrived at

the site via the harbor. Regarding the aeatiogical finds of mangmpullaein one

of these churches, Aky¢rek suggesvays t hat it
arriving at Myra through the harbor (Figur@).2%’

223Fpss 20Q, pp. 132133.

2*pAkyol and Kadéojlu 2010, p. 56.

225 hid., pp. 5657.

26Aky¢rek 2015, p. 23. On the saintés day, pilgri ms
gushing from his grave, which is sowieat similar to the miracles of St. John in Ayasuluk: Foss

2002, p. 142.

2IAky¢rek 28715, pp. 36
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Figure2.20. DemreMyra, the Church of St. Nicholas: nave (left and middle)
(Dojan 2020, p. 38), and the O0sarcophagu:
p. 29)

Figure2.21. Andriake,h e har bor settl eBnt (AKkyg¢r €

Although the saint's relics were transported to Bari, Italy, in 1087, and the exact

|l ocation of St. Ni chol asd grave iis uncer:
According to one proposed suggestion, the grave should have been located in the

sauth outer nave. With the direction of tour guides, visitors line up there and%ray.

The church is a significant example of Christian pilgrimage in Asia Minor. Even

though the saint's relics diang sinceeemoved, the continuity in pilgrimage activity

is a clear indicator of this characteristf®. Scientific archaeological excavation

history of the church dates to 1963. Restoration and material conservation was

2Dojan 2038&, pp. 35
222 For more information on the medieval studies on the Church of St. Nicholastseek en 199 6 .
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conducted. According to the | atest finding
mo n a st d thgréforeaitnshould be identified as %8.Despite there being

numerous scientific studies conducted on the medieval history of the church, the site
interpretation and presentation on the pilgrimage characteristics are still

undeveloped. Site interpretati and presentation is achieved through audio guides,

tourist guides, and information panels (Figure2?.2 protective shelter also covers

the south part of the churéft

Figure2.22. Myra, theinformation panel§URL 50)

In the Province of Isparta, the Church of St. Paul in Pisidian Antioch is located
northeast of Yalva-. St . Paul visited there
its inhabitants to Christianitd?? Due to the religious actities of St. Paul, the city

was one of the first cities selected to be evangelized. The physical structure and the

social life in the city began to alter after Christianity became effective in the city.

Multiple churches were constructéd. The Church of StPaul was built on the

synagogue where St. Paul gave a speedhé public in 325 (Figure 232.2%* The

church is one of only two churches in Asia Minor dated to the 4th cefiftifhe

church is the seat of the metropolitan bishop at Antioch and the largest church

2Dojan 20380, pp. 36

231URL 15.

2yel dérém 285008, pp. 44

GO k- ¢ 20 2-1B6. The exact nirBbBrs and their architectural demonstration are illustrated

in detail in G°k-¢ 2020.

234y & | d2D08EMI5.

2°The other one is the Church of St. Babylas at Daphn
1998, pp. 21217.
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structure in Pisidid&®® The site is also significant with its connection to the sanctuary
of M°n, a religious center in Pismdia an:t
southeast of Pisidian Antioch, 4aae conne

ancient city center of Ephesus also has a similar relation with the Temple of Artemis

as described in the next chapter.

Figure2.23. Pisidian Antioch, the Church of St. P{UIRL 51; URL 52)

Site interpretation and presentation are achieved via a small number of information
panels and booklets. The vast archaeological site can be wandered through via the
main routefollowing the ancient street layout. However, the main route divides at

some point without any informative signing. Stone platforms are sited along and nea

the visitor paths (Figure 242, and for protection against the harsh climate protective
coveringsare installed on the specific architectural rema#i&eligious tourism is

rather limited even though the site was a significant center. People following the St.
Paul 6s Trail and Christian tour groups V
Pisidian Antioch (Figure 2.8).2%° The archaeological site lacks presentation
techniques providing effective interpret:
could be presented wariedways, this cannot yet be achieved due to insufficient

interventions.

26Go k-4 2020, p. 139.
237 |bid., p. 104.

238 |bid., pp. 168174

239 |bid., p. 202.
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Figure2.24. Pisidian Antioch, an information pan@géft) (URL 53) and the main
visitor route(right) (URL 52)

Figure2.25. The trail of St. Paul (URI52)

The Camino de Santiago, or the Way of St. James, is a significant pilgrimage route

located in the southwest of Europe. The Camino has multiple routes, and the most

popul ar one is the French Way (Camino Franc:
for the tonb of St. James in the city of Santiago, Spain (Figuré)2The other ones,

the Primitive and Northern Ways (Camino Primitivo and Camino del Norte) and the

Portuguese Wa y (Camino Portugu®s) , al so é
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motivations?4° The Council of Europe declared the Camino as the first European
Cultural Route in 1987. Through that, the Council of Europe proposed revitalizing
the Camino as the reference and example for further studies in cultural routes. For
that purpose, they launel cultural activities within the context of the Cultural
Routes programm&! The Camino and a group of monuments within this route were
declared as a part of the World Heritage List in the 1980s and 1990s. The focal point
of this pilgrimage route, Santiagwas declared a World Heritage Site due to Critera

(i), (i), and (vi)2*? The routes of Santiago de Compostela was declared due to

Criteria (i1i), (i v), and (vi): its rol e
witness to the power and influenceo f ai t hé among people in 1
it 6has preserved the complete mat®erial r

Figure2.26. The routes of Santiago de Compostela (U5

The city of Satiago gained its religious value in the 9th century when the remains
of St. Jamearebelieved to have bedound and has sustained its value ever stfite.

In the last decades, this value, along with cultural value, has increased with the visit
of Pope Joh Paul Il (19782005) in 1989 and the Holy Year of 1993Before the

20th century, the Medieval pilgrimage on the Camino was a more classical,

destinatiororiented one. Later, the journey became the pilgrimage act itself. Not

240 0is-G o n z 8tlale2@18, p. 77; Slavin 2003, pp-31 URL 16.

241 Council of Europe 2015, pp-30.

242URL 17; Council of Euspe 2015, p. 30.

23 URL 16; URL 18.

244 The visibility of the pheomenon of St. James increased due to political and social changes in the
Church of Rome: Loi$s 0 n z 8tlale@18, p. 77.

245 0is-G 0 n z 8tlale2018, pp. 749; URL 19.
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being a oO6repmesgderetaant ipvd gofi mamgie cul tur ed, b u
l'iving religious heritage, the Camino sugge
Chr i st i an?¥%Thelagdscapaaugaidding the Camino is an ordinary one,
the experience of traveling idealizeglpilgrimage route as a unique and memorable

one (Figure 2.2).24

DEIN WEG

Figure2.27. The increment of visitors depends on communication tools advertising
the Camino, such as films, literature, and social netwdres-G o n z 8tlale z
2018 p. 79).For instancet h e mo v i edefdnstratesta final destination
Santiago and the symbof the Caminan its movie postefURL 55)

The Camino de Santiago de Compostelads | eng
through three countries, so administrative coordination with all stakeholders has

been a severe challenge. The Council of St. Janmes,bbdy responsible for

coordination at a Spanish national level, provides this coordination and
communication among the related paré®ss the route is a long one, various types

of transportation are used, such as walking, cycling or horse rtfifidierefore

accommodation facilities for overnight stays are provided through the route.

Milestones and direction signs lead the visitors through the Camino (Figi8e 2

At the endpoint, in Santiago, a Compostela (a certificate of accomplishment of the

246 Margry 2008, pp. 227. According to Turner and Turner (1978) the relationships constructed with
the aher pilgrims on the Camino de Santiago de Compostela suppoddheitunitasdea as a group

of people gathered with the same purpose, experience a shared goal and brotherh@d: hais§ | e z
et al 2018, p. 76.

247 Council of Europe 2015, pp. 48.

248 0is-G o n z Btlale2@18, pp. 7585.

249 Slavin 20083, p. 3.
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pilgrimage route) is given to the pilgrim¥ Even though the Camino is a cultural
route, the varied motivations of visitors and the emphasis on the experience of the

place make this site a significant living cultural/religious heritage route.

Figure2.28. The Camino de Santiaga,d ect i on signs and the
Shell waypoint markefURL 56)

25 Interim Evaluations

In this chapter, interpretation, and presentation on archaeological sites are set out
within the scope of this thesis. For an accurate narration of a heritage site, one must
first comprehend the site's components. Understandinditieesemeanings given

to those components, the factors shaping and enhancing them, and the attitudes and
ideas expressed towards them are all critical to fully forming and disseminating
knowledge of the site. This section has sougltéatethe essential requirements to

form such a comprehensioficcording to the principles, guidelines, and definitions

of site interpretation and presentation demonstrated within the conceptual framework
section, how a heritage site is experienced and the meanings and values of a heritage
site depend on the subjectivature othe interpretation Two archaeological sites

with varying levels of interventions and site interpretation principles are illustrated

to assist this ainThe exampleshow that interpretation and presentation strategies

and varied interpretativeechniques &n affect the site experiencehddeployment

2501 0is-G o n z 8tlale2018, pp. 759. Here, the word pilgrim involve all visitors who started the
journey with various motivations and were able to finish it.
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of different themes and interpretative techniques welcoming all visitors are
compelling examplesnder whose inspiration one cawerpret and present the Late
Antique and Byzantine Ephesud/hen nternational charters and guidelines on
archaeological sites, cultural routes, and their interpretation and presentation are
scrutinized different concepts (such as inclusiveness of stakeholders and public
participation) are suggestead vitalto beincludedin the processAlthough there are

still discussions regarding tbe concept, in World Heritage Sites, community
involvement and stakeholder inclusivity in the management process were already
determined by legal authorities. World Heritage Sites, sisscBEphesus, are already
interpreted to demonstrate their outstanding universal vaNedonal legislations

on archaeological sites are also depicted for a similar purpose: to reveal the
viewpoints of legal bodies to archaeological heritage sikgsa. result, the definitions

and guidelines at the national level are not explanatory or comprehensive as opposed

to whatthe international documents and charssgise

Fully understanding the context of an archaeological site is essential for developing
appiopriate and accurate principles for the interpretation and presentation of the
same siteWith multi-layered heritage sites in particular, this means understanding
the architectural or social aspects of the site and comprehending the approaches of
researchers and the public to such heritage strata. In the case of Ephesus, the Late
Antique and Bzantine cultural heritage possess some challenges regarding this
aspectTherefore, international and national approaches towards thissoéigarded

culture are demonstrated. Two different interpretation and presentation regimes at
Byzantine archaeologal sites are illustrated to disclose the sundry effects of those
attitudes. The study demonstrates how intervention decisiongdraatically alter

one important heritage si(ehe Church of the Kathismand yet how a similar one
elsewhere may flouristhtough effective interpretation and presentation decisions

(the archaeological site of Mystras)
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As mentioned before, the phenomenon of pilgrimage was of considerable effect in
the economic and social life of a Late Antique and Byzantine city. The entergen

of this phenomenon and the basic approaches towards it and the event itself are
reviewed in order to disclose the nature of pilgrimage. As quoted approaches
proclaim, pilgrimage is a significant event affecting millions and motivated by
complex and vaable sociological, psychological, and environmental factors. The
attitudes towards the pilgrimage center by both locals and believers from all around
the world determine the siteds pilgri mage
In raising public awreness, four different archaeological sites of Asia Marat a
culturalpilgrimage route from Europare illustrated. The sites Asia Minoreither

have significant religious value or are actual pilgrimage sites. As a result, it is proven
all too cleary that even though a site is an enduring pilgrimage one and receives
many religious tourists, this character may be ignored or even disparaged by the
locals if the interventions are not what they need to be. Thus, effective site
interpretation and presetitan can only be achieved by understanding the site's
identity/ies and generating the opposite guidelines and disciplines for its successful

creation and purposeful maintenance.
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CHAPTER 3

LATE ANTIQUE AND BYZANTINE EPHESUS

3.1 An Introduction to Ephesus: Geographical, Natural, and Historical

Considerations

3.1.1 Geographical and Natural Features

The archaeological site of Ephesus is located on the Aegean coast (in the modern
province of Kzmir). The ci wthwest of thescityt uat ed
center of Kzmir and 3 km southwest of th
Cayster K¢ - ¢ k M) flavig ®sits north, borders Ephesus and its
surroundings (Figure 3.8y The silt brought down by the river has filled the area

over the centuries and blocked the connection of Ephesus to th& $karefore,

although once a harbor city, Ephesus is now 8 km away from the coast due to this

process of sedimentation.

Ephesus wagpositioned on the south flank of the Cayster déftalhe city lay

bet ween the present suburbs of B¢l begl daj é
east); it was bounded by the Hellenistic city walls, the necropolis, the harbor and its
channel. Beyond & multiple other archaeological sites related to the city. On the
eastern foothills of Panayeéerdaj, the Cer
Around the modern city center of Sel -uk,

of the seven wonders of thacient world, lay. The Ayasuluk Hill, located northwest

251 plin. Nat. 5.31.

252 adsPtteret al 2016, p. 416The River Cayster generatsddden floods and sedimentation from

the 7th century BCE on. These natural phenonuérthe region challenged the inhabitants. As a
consequence, the Ephesians resettled along the coastline over the centuries. For more information on
the sedimentation of the area, saft et al. 2007

253 Stocket al. 2013, p. 57.
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of Sel-uk, was encircled by Byzantine fort.i
the Sel-uk town cent er(Mentern AgnajsisitiuatedeThief t he Vi r
pilgrimage site is located ateeight of 420 m and is surrounded by Meryem Ana

Natural Parkand foresé®*

Figure3.1. Ephesus, mps showing the location of Ephesus (URN)

3.1.2 Historical Features

3.1.2.1  From its Foundation to Late Antiquity

The site of Ephesus was long the center of trade and cultural contacts. The oldest

settl ement had its origin on the ¢ukuri-i
mill ennium BCE. The C¢Cukuri - Mouthe had alre
Bronze Age, when a new sistarted up on the Ayasuluk Hill about 3000 BEE.

Around and about the hill, &reek settlement had taken root by 1086/1085 BCE

under one Androclus, according to the inscri
and dated to 264/263 BCESE Andr o c | uxpahdecc to tthg nogheast of
Panayérdaj where the Archaic settl ement of (

legend, the location of Ephesus was foretold by an oracle to AndiS¢€lus.

254 adsttteret al.2016, pp. 413117.

255 |hid., p. 423.

®6K¢l zer 2011, p. 29.
T Kraft et al.2007, pp. 131132.
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The Lydian king Croesus took power in the 6th century BCE. King Croesus
converted the original deity of the region (the Phrygian mother goddess Cybele) into
Artemis, here a fertility goddess, a matter of easy acceptance by the inhabitants hence
Artemis and Cybele had similar roles. Also he forced the Ephesians to move from
thar higher settlements down to the vidinbf the Artemision (Figure 3)2°81n 546

BCE, Cyrus the Great took over on defeating Croesus and incorporated the city into
the Persian Empire. In the following century, the Persian dominance was brought to
an endand Greek Ephesus became a prosperous city under the Aticeniaalled

Delian League. In 334 BCE, Alexander the Great swept through the region, and the
Hellenistic era begaff®

Figure3.2. The Artemision with the Ayasuluk Hillon the background

In the 300 BCE, Lysimachus, one of the twelve generals of Alexander the Great,
founded a new city at Ephesus, located where is today's archaeological site, forsaking

the old Greek settlement around theeeiision?®°Ly si machusd city was
a Hippodamian grigblan?6 In the 3rd century BCE, the city was also surrounded

with 9 km+long strong defensive walls, known as Lysimachiancity walls. Within

those walls, Ephesus was divided into two, th@aipand the lower cities. The

political center of the Hell enistic era

258 Scherrer 2000, pp. 156.

9K ¢ | z erp. 28;MurphyO6 Connor 2008, p. 17.

260 adsPtteret al 2016, p. 412. For more detailed information on the relocation, see Str. 14.1.21.
261 Koob, Mieke and Gellert 2011, p. 231.
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the south and Panayérdaj on the north. The I
Stoa constituted this administrative center. Around theralipbuildings such as

baths and sacred areas were located. Residential areas were located on the north
foothil] of B¢l be¢gl daj and the west and soutt
contained many public buildings such as the harbor, the GreateFhebegt Stadium,

sacred buildings, gymnasiums, monumental tombs and buildings, gates, and the

commercial center. The main street, the Arcadiane, directed the inhabitants from the

Great Theater to the harbor (Figurg)352

Figure3.3. Ephesus,hie pan of the archaeological si(personal archive of

Pillinger)

In 133 BCE, Asia Minor was incorporated into the Roman Empire and Ephesus
became the new capital of the Province of Asia. The city's wealth camet$ very

busy harbor, the rich hinterland with fertile fields, and the spiritual power of the
Artemision. The area has enjoyed a productive terrain since ancient times. The main
agricultural products of wine, grain, and olives formed the core of gniswdtural

productivity.?®® The fruitful surrounds and its products such as wine were also

®%2p; | z 2011, p. 47.
263 | adsPtteret al 2016, pp. 412425.
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praised by Strab&’* In the ancient world, Ephesus was one of the largest trading

centers%s

In 30/29 BCE, the proconsulship was moved to Eph&8us.the 2nd century CE,

with thePax Augustathe city became the fourth biggest city in the east of the Roman
Empire?” These political changes broughtprosperous period that was sustained
until the middle of the 3rd centudj® In the Roman Imperial Penip grand public
buildings and paved marble streets were constructed. The Olympeion, the Celsus
Library, the Serapeion, the Terrace Houses, and the Temple of Hadrian are examples
of those magnificent structuré®. The Hippodamian plan was also retained and
enlarged in the Roman perid® The Roman Imperial period was the golden age of
Ephesus in political, cultural and public terms and the city was one of the most

crowded, most prominent and vivid cities of the pefitd.

In the course of the 3rd century ClEphesus experienced a profound change in its

ur ban | andscape which |l at er on had a
development’? During the 3rd century, the Roman cities in the province of Asia
shrank economically, due to the political decisions ofthée?’*However, Ephesus

still remained as an influential and wealthy city in that period even though it was
damaged by the numerous earthquakes in the&rliry CE’* Tremors severely
devastated the city between the 230s until the last quarter ofdloeBtury. In 262,

264 Str, 14.1.15.

265 The religious and economic power of the Temple of Artemis continued in the Roman Imperial
period: Ladst?2tter 2011, p. 27.

%6Ke¢l zer 2011, p. 29.
267 Scherrer 2000, p. 23.

8K ¢ | z elyp. DO 1

269 adsPtteret al 2016, p. 412.

270Koob, Mieke and Gellert 2011, pp. 2282.
lLadst2tter 2011, p. 2
2Ladstaatter and P¢gl z 2
273 Jacobs and Richard 2012.
“Ladst?tter 2019, p. 17.

;
007, p. 391.
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a catastrophic earthquake oR8cher magnitude hit. The affected areas of the city
remained in ruins for ove’Nobonlgteematwral y, accor c
disasters but also the pillaging of the Goths in 262 caused beawve They burnt

down the Temple of Artemis and thus cast doubt on the beliefin the mother goddess'
invulnerability?’® Some two decades later and during the time of the emperor

Diocletian (284305), a modest revival commenced. This in both architectural and

the political spheres was maintained during the Late Antique p&riod.

3.1.2.2 The Late Antique and Byzantine periods

During the 4th century, the Roman cities underwent a {acgé renovation. As the
metropolis Asiaef the Roman Empire, Ephesus was part of these renovatfons.

The destructions suffered in the 3rd century were offset by these reconstructions and
repairs, so regenerating the urban layout Ephesus. The religious, political and social
changes in the 4th owury affected the public structure (administrative buildings,
streets, squares, fountains etc.) and the domestic architecture alike and saw the rise
of religious buildings for Christian worsh#3? The city was still on the crossroads

of three maritime rows in the 4th centurdf®

In the first half of the 4th century, the public structures were renovated. The work

was mainly focused on the old city center, around the Upper Agora (the State

2B sy ¢ kkol 2018, p6.416; Ladst?@tter 2011, pp. 3
26 adst att 011, p. 6.

2K ¢l zer 2011, p. 30.

278 Jacobs 2012, pp. 1388. The Arcadiane, the Curetes Street, the plaza in front of the Celsus

Library were relaid in the 4th and 5th centuries: Bauer 1996282290, 422425; Foss 1979, pp.

56, 6566. The State Agora and Tetragonos Agora were repaired in the 4th century: Bauer 1996, pp.

290-293; Foss 1979, p. 82, 63. New streets were also constructed in the 5th century: Foss 1979, p. 60.
®Ladst?tter and P¢lz 2007, p. 398. During the 4th c
renovated, new ones were erected and some already existing structures were refunctioned as
fountains. For more detailed infomt i on on the fount-B8Rpnsladse2Piper a80dl
P¢elz 20001 ppA 89®i | ar approach was foll owed in the
2007, pp. 40402).

. adst2atter 2019, p. 27

anc
er

N D
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Agora) 281 The renewal process was well under wayhsymiddle of thetth century

and the entire process was achieved by the end of the same c¢&hfling
renovations were followed by an urbdevelopment that occurred in the eastern
Mediterranean cities during the Theodosian period {85®)283 At that time, the

seat of theadministration moved from the upper city of Ephesus to the lower city
(the area between the harbor and the Great Theater, mainly around the north side of
the Arcadianef®*The changes in that period did not affect the area around the Upper
Agora?® The roadsystem and the squares of the city were also well maintained in
the 4th century. In particular, the Arcadiane anddbectes Streetere repaired and
upgraded. Th€uretes Strediecame the new commercial, political and social center
of Ephesus. The maireason for so doing is likely to have been their role in the

ceremonial processions that took place in Ephé&$us.

After the Edict of Milan in 313, religious structures emerged rapidly in the Roman
Empire and Ephesus. Multiple churches were erected incitye some are
excavated®” There are also numbers of unexcavated churches and religious

structures in the city?® Outside the Hellenistic fortifications, many Middle or Late

2Bl adst2tter and Zi mmer mann 2011, p. 160.

22 adst 2t t e iThe Ar6haeblogicap evideice indicates the rural area of Ephesus was also
used: Ladst2tter 2019, p. 27

2L adst2atter 2019, p. 28; Niew°hner 2017, p. 43.
XL adst?atter 2019, p. 28.

®Ladst?atter and Zi mmermann 2011, p. 160.

26Jacob 009, p. 206; Ladst 2403 The detaileddnfoPngtiorzregardngy 7, pp .
the processions of Ephesus are given belows.

287 The partially excavated churches are; the Church in the Cemeterg &etren Sleepers, the

basilica in the East Gymnasium, the 'Tomb of St. Luke’, the chapel in the Basilica Stoa, the chapel by

the rotunda on Panayérdaj, the chapel on the CIli
St. Paul, the chapel in theakbor Baths, the chapel in the 'Byzantine Palace’, the Church of the Virgin

Mary, the chapel in the peristyle house above the Great Theater, the Church inthe StadiusntL® t t e r

and P¢lz 2007, p. 408, along withbghdajfeckatsy?t

2017, p. 245.

2For more information on the unexcavated structu
1996. There are also structures incorrectly interpreted as Chrigtiansvh i p pl aces: Ladst 21
2007, p. 409.
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Byzantine churches are locat®d. The majority were rdunctioned Roman
structureg Only the Basilica of St. John, the monastery on the Ayasuluk Hill and
the Church in the Bay of Pamucak were new construcfBrBesides the newly
erected churches, there was just the one conversion of a pagan temple, namely the

Serapeion (Figure 8).2%2

Before the emergence of religious architecture in Ephesus, Christianity had made a

mark in the historical record and social #f€The Virgin Mary and Mary Magdalene

are believed to have conte Ephesus and died there, according to the n#ths.

Another comman belief is the journey of the Virgin Mary with St. John the

Evangelist to Ephesus where he stayed until his d€agt. John probably arrived

Ephesus before 48; also it is commonly accepted that he visited the city for the

second time between 8 CE2% The first bishop of Ephesus, St. Timothy, was

martyred in theCuretes Streeand a martyrium was buil't on
memory?®” Also St. Lazarus lived in Ephesus in his last yé&8esides the

activities of these saints, the city and its Christiamewnity were mentioned in

289 Around the Ayasuluk Hillthe Basilica of St. John, a monastery to its west, and the church on the
Artemision were all positioned.hE House of the VirgiMary, three monasteries on Mt. Galesion,

and the churches of Kavakl é& Panaya, B¢l bl Panaya a
Pamucak are the examples of churches outside the ci:
also severalunexcat ed monasteri es: -58Mercang®z 1997, pp. 58

Kel zer 2011, p. 39. For more detailed information

al so, Ladsta&4@;,erP 2102 9680 plp,. pipl. 67

Plladst2atter and P¢glz 2007, p. 415.

2920ver the Temple of Artemis, a church was postulated according to Pillinger (1996). Her suggestion

was critcized by B¢yéekkol an diegns dn2he Isdo) have idwe ar chae ol
confirmed that the temple was not converted into a church, which leaves the Church in the Serapeion

as the only example of conversion a tei8 e into a c
Ladstatter 2019, p . 4 3.

2%Mercang®z 1997, p. 51.

294 Mary Magddene came to Ephesus after the death of the Virgin Mary and stayed there until her

deat h, according to Modestos, the archp8iest of Jer
Synax. Cpl. 664

2%Mercang®z 1997, p. 52. The existence of the Virgir
foundation. Only in a letter athe names of St. John and tikeéotokosSmentioned However, their

purpose in beinginehesus was not <c¢clear in the |l etter: P¢l z 20
2%For more information on the |ife of St. John, see |
XKl zer 2011, p. 38.

2%Mercang®z 1997, p. 52. St. Lazarus |ived on a pill e

became very popular, and several pilgrims visited the site. The pilgrimage activitieoatiened
in the 13th century: K¢lzer 2022, p. 179.
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literary sources. The Book of Revelation described Ephedineagry first and the
most important church of the Seven Churches of Asia MitfoFrhe cosmopolitan

capital of the Asian dioceseMitas a significant Christian centieom the 2nd to 3rd

centuries’®

1: Cemetery of the Seven Sleepers |
2: Church in the East Gymnasium
3: ‘Tomb of St. Luke’

4: Church in the Serapeion

5: Grotto of St. Paul

6: Arcadiane

7: '‘Byzantine Palace’

8: Church of the Virgin Mary

9: Church in the Stadium

10: Basilica of St. John

.y

Figure3.4. Ephesusmonuments related to Christianity

Not long after the Edict of Milan, Christianity became the state religion under the
rule of Theodosius | (37995) 31 Both the religious and physical effects of the Edict

of Thessalonica spread through the Late Antique cities. Pagan temples were deserted
and an extensive construction process of churches comm&iéedpragmatically

ordered in the Theodosian Code, theemnats of the abandoned temples were reused

Mercang®z 1997, p. 51; Rev. 1:11.

%00Jacobs 201 . 115; Ladstatte4l6.and P¢glz 2007, pp. 408
301 The Edict of Thessalonica, which enforced the Nicene orthodoxy, was issued in 380 CE: Cod.

Theod 16.1.12.

302 Jacobs 2012, p. 125.
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for fresh construction project8® The pagan temples in good condition were

refunctioned as municipal and administrative buildiffYs.

In Ephesus, the 3rd Ecumenical Council (431) was convened in the Church of the
Virgin Mary. There are two reasons why this specific church was assigned as the
venue; both are related to Ephesus' location and economic power: the city could
easily be reached by sea and by land, and there was adequate accommodation and
provision facilties for the participators. These matters are strong evidence for the
region's prosperity during that period. The agricultural hinterland and the local trade

must have kept the city of Ephesus well suppféd.

Ephesus also gained importance from pilgrimagsvities in the Early Christian

periodand onward$® The Church of the Virgin Mary, the Basilica of St. John, the

Cemetery of the Seven Sl eepers, and the

the site. As a result, the city was enriched by donatotise church and the income
of catering for the pilgrim visits. For example, the visitors were in the habit of
purchasing locally produced ceramic oil lanifsThe city already possessed
accommodation facilities, a safe location, and functioning roadanksyit was thus

a most suitable place for the growing pilgrimage activity. The only products of this

303Cod. Theod. 15.1.36. Theason for reuse could be the parlous physical condition of the temples,
which may have been to much of a challenge for the restoration processes and affected by the lack of
economic power of the state. Therefore deconstructed materials were used in nadnbgsh as

with the materials of the Artemision in the Harbor Baths, the Church of the Virgin Mary, the Bishop's
Palace, and the Basilica of St. John: Jacobs 2012, p. 126. For more information on the reuse of
construction materials of the Artemision, $eess 1979, pp. 887.

304 As indicated in Cod. Theod. 16.10.8 the temples could be reused for the good of the Christian
community with secular functions, as sort of museums. The refunctioned temples as churches or
public buildings and constctions of church buildings are reviewed in detail by Jacobs (2012, pp.
132-136).

L adst2tter and P¢glz 2007, p. 4262 Ladstatter
3According to L a-d1thétheological d2okivrd of the 3vd. Ecudnénical Council

and the institution of the Seven Sleepers and the various characteristics of Ephesus made it attractive
to Christian pilgrimage. The accessibility of the city and the existence of sufficient inftastrare

primary examples.

L adstatter202011, pp. 15
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new industry were the ceramic oil lamps and the pilgrim flaskgullag which are

decorated with reliefs (Fige 2.18.3%8

Unlike the more elaborate dritecture of the Roman periods, that of the Late Antique
period was more modest, with abandoned buildings visible and fewer new
construction projects. Therefore, the period is thought of as one of decline compared
to the previous eras. Despite this deteximn, the Late Antique cities did sustain
their urban characteristics until the 7th century CE. The urban fabric did not alter
even though these cities faced a plethora of social, political, and religious changes

and conversion®°

In the arly 5th centuy, Ephesus underwent radical social changes and-tnaje
construction, though no specific development plans exifeduring the same
century, many edifices were built in the lower city, which is now the new city

center3!! Both the upper and lower agsrist their religious functioft?

With the stabilization of the economy in Ephesus, the residential areas were removed
from the Terrace Houses area to the more level terrain. On the north side of the
Arcadiane, the Harbor Gymnasium sat. Over this edificense residential unit was

now created. According to Andreas P¢l z,
inhabited in the Late Antique/Early Byzantine perfé8The harbor complexes close

to the Lower Agora continued in use until the end of the 5th cesttiip the

308p ; POA2, pp. 23233.

309 Jacobs 2012, p. 113.

WL adst2atter532019, pp. 29

311 The Church of the Virgin Mary and the Bishop's Palace are examples of these constribatigns (
p. 28).

s2ps,1z 20%B3, pp. 53

3131hid., pp. 5859. The Terrace Houses were used as ateliers in the Byzantine pévia: Mieke,
and Gellert 2011, p. 236

4L adstatter 2019, p. 23
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following century, streets were renovated, and the civic life was revitalized once
more. A flourishing phase took place in both rural and urban parts of the city. The
functioning harbor ensured a high level of regional tr&@i®uring the Justinian
period, renovations on the religious structures were commenced, both in the city
center and in the surroundings. The Church of the Virgin Mary, which was in the
city center, was redesigned, and the Basilica of St. John and its rundtase

buildings were similarly restored®

The city center gradually moved to Ayasuluk after the 6th cerfiryhe city
borders shrank in the 7dentury. The Curetes Street lost its function as the public
and commercial center in the second quartéhef7thcentury®'8 The decentralized
structures were now spread across the city and so transformed Ephesus into
something of an urban village. Nevertheless, the road network was kept up. The
connection within the pilgrimage sites and the harbor was presenve arterial

roads were constructéd® The earthquake in 614 however ruined Ephé&3UNot

long after that the Persian attacks and then the Arab attacks in 654 caused extensive
destruction to the cit§?! After these raids, the traditional reconstructionhef city

did not occurt?? Even so, the city did not lose its economic importance. Life was

kept going, thanks to the maritime trade rodtés.

315 hid., p. 36, 53.

316 Koob, Mieke and Gellert 2011, p. 233. The attg existing structure of the Basilica of St. John

and the Church of the Virgin Mary were mentioned above and are demonstrated in detail in this

chapter.

S"B¢yéikkolancée 2008, p. 54; Ladstatter 2019, p. 63.
SBladst2atter 2011, p. 14.

319 a d s 12619, ppe 55H7.

20Bsy¢kkol ancé 2018, p. 416.

321The Arab attackseot i nued until the end of the 8th century, |
2011, pp. 3133.

22The Justinian plague affected several Byzantine cif

(2019, p. 55)the plague must have affected the city, but there is no archaebmgence such as
mass graves to support this
25K¢l zer 231, pp. 31
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The ecclesiastical and secular administration and the military leadership moved to
the Ayasuluk Hill and its hinttand too. Now, the harbor deteriorated, and its
presence was no longer as important as before. The Church of the Virgin Mary was
still the main church. However, the baptistery lost its functiéBy the Middle
Byzantine period, E tedh with wiBages, Harmsteads dné n d

W a

monasteries. The citybdébs urban face chang

city lost its importancé?® After the Turkish conquest/occupation in 1090/1096, the
Turks settled on the Ayasuluk Hill where a Byzantinglement flourished in the
12th century??®

After the 11th century, the harbor of Ephesus silted up, and permanent habitation
thereabouts ceased. Despite that, Ephesus was still occupied and still continued its
pilgrimage function during the Middle Ages¢cording to the archaeological finds.
Religious activities throughout its history have given the city a steady focus. Visual
elements kept the interest alive, such as the illustration in the Peruzzi Chapel
depicting the resurrection of St. Drusiana of Eqls and the maps showing the
harbor of Ayasuluk (Figure 38).22” Christian pilgrimage was kept up, especially to

the Basilica of St. John, where even after the 12th century the religious activities

were ongoing?®

L adst?atter592019, pp 58

325|bid.,p.61;R 1 z 20172, pp. 68

S26K ¢ | z0&1rpp.BB33; Ladstatw=er 2019, pp. 63
2"Ladstatter652019, pp. 61

S28K ¢ | 204, pp.3833; Ladstatter 2019, p. 63; Mercang®z
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Figure3.5. ThePeruzzi Chapel, thdustrationof St. DrusiandLa d st @2t t er 2015, p
562)

At the beginning of the 13th century, both Ephesus and the settlement on the
Ayasuluk Hill had a brief floruit. The city began to be known d&astron By the

end of that same century Turkish attacks increased around Ephesus, and at the
beginning of the following century, the Turkish rule proper started in Epléus.

The tradebased economic power of the city was maintained under the Turkish rule.
New structures were built in the city center, at Ayasuluk, and the medieval Turkish
settlement grew up around it, with features such as the Isa Bey Mosque, baths, and
mausokums (Figure 8). The Turkish influence culminated after the conquest of the
Ottomans in 1425. After that, the city lost its importance and remained as a small
provincial entity for centurie$®

29K¢l zer 2@31, pp. 34
330 |bid., pp. 3538.
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Figure3.6. TheKsa Bey Mo s que a,swroundecby thpresestu | u k Hi
day S(ed d sutket al. 2086y p. 420)

3.2  AHistory of Research and Excavations Concerning Ephesus and

Ayasuluk

A significant number of travelers and historians visited Ephesus ditsirsgttled

hi story. Ancient writers often focused o
political, geographical, and historical situation, and the road systems of thié!city.

Most of the ancient sources on Ephesus include architectural and historical
descriptions of the Temple of Arten#i&.

The Byzantine sources regarding the city are relativedyfficient Only a limited
number of writers describe Byzantine Ephesus, and that briefly. Hierokles, a
geographer and writer from the 6th century, saw Bpsas the primary city among

the cities in Asia Minaf®3 Stephanos of Byzantion, another writer and geographer

33lpaus. 1.9.7, 7.2:8; Plin.Nat 5.31; Str. 14.1.3, 14.1.21, 14.2.29.
332pPaus. 10.38.6; Str. 14.1:23; Vitr. 4.1.67, 10.1.1112.
K¢l zer 2011, p. 31.
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from the same period, regarded the city as the foremost lonian one and emphasized

its harbor334

Travelers continued to visit Ephesus during thalde Ages. In 1106/1107, a
Russian pilgrim, Daniil, stayed in Ephesus and described it as a city located in the
mountains. His description may refer to the Ayasuluk.fi#lln the same century,

an Arabic voyager, Kdri suii,nsalosiéEmweshsiiltledd. and
was not mentioned in more official written souréegeither in the Chrysobul of
emperor Alexios Il Angelos dated to 1198 nor in Betitio Imperiiin 1204. The
harbor's filling in and the consequent decrease in trade may account for this
obscurity3” In 1333, |bn Battuta, a weknown Muslim voyager, paid a visit and
described the Basilica of St. John as the city of Ephesus. His descriptions rggardin
the city are quite detailed® In the 15th century, Cyriacus of Ancona, a merchant,
and traveler, came and made copies of various inscriptions on the site. In the
succeeding centuries, the reports and depictions of the site increased, especially in

accoutts by the English and French travel&s

It is thus the excavations that have mainly gathered data concerning later Ephesus,
as the literary sources were far from forthcoming about the site's hiétorie
excavation history of Ephesus started in théaX@ntury. In 1863, John Turtle Wood,

as the head of constructions of the English railway line passing near Ayasuluk,

settled there to find the Temple of Artemis on behalf of the British Museum

334 St.Byz. 288.

335 Daniil visited the grave of Stlohn, the Cemetery of the Seven Sleepers and the grave of Mary
Magdal ene: pK34lFpranore igférrhation on the grave of Mary Magdalene, see Foss

1979.

36 Edrisi, Jaubert298 03; K¢l zer 2011, p. 34.

B'K¢l zer 2011, p. 3

338 Foss 1979, p. 146. Many voyagers visited the city and described the current social and political

state. For more detailed information, see Boldensele 240; Foss 1971924 7.

¥ . adst?tter and Zi mmer mann 2011, p. 20. In the 17th
¢tel ebi visited bwok hHiElplhesta] amtdaYAyagzaodb, p . 198.
340Foss 1979, p. 4.
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Following hints in a topographic inscription in the Great diee, he found the
remains of the Artemision, but below the then water table. Otto Benndorf kept up
the excavations in 1895 and continuédp h e shistariéal, topographic and
architectural studies on behalf of the Austrian Archaeology Institute. Davidy&eor
Hogarth, the English archaeologist, continued the excavations in 1904/05. The
studies of the Austrians were interrupted by wars, in 1909/10,-1928, and 1936
1954341

With an excavation history of 150 years, Ephesus has been a stage for the gracticin
of different archaeological approaches. In the early years of excavations, the method
of speedily removing the uppermost archaeological layer (as(assical) was
highly favored, and the Late AntigtByzantineand Medieaval layers weremoved

in that way. In the excavations between 19P%35, the Christian pilgrimage
characteristics of the site were concentrated on. The excavation director of the
period, Josef Kei |, tried to make the
wo r ¥2cA&@omplete study on the Basilica of St. John was accomplished by Hans
H° r man n 3f Anothed diréctor of the archaeological excavations, Franz
Miltner, in charge after 1954, focused on the Roman Imperial period, so bringing out
t he <cityo6s Restoratign studidafiagtylosisnythe Temple of Hadrian

and the Basilica of St. John) commenced in the same peA@iér 1960,
conservation plans aridterventionshad also begu#f* In 1959, theMuseum of
Ephesus took an active role in the archaeoldges@avations, on behalf of the
Ministry of Culture of the Republic of Turke¥® After the discovery of the Terrace
Houses in the 1960s, the Byzantine period came under scrutiny and into focus too.

F o s stualysin 1979 was a milestone in the Byzantine &gdtstudies concerning

341Between 1921 and 1922, the archaeological excavations in the Basilica of St. John were conducted
by Greece: Scherrer 2000,3¥; Stocket al.2013, p. 58.

2  adstatterl4d2019, pp. 11

343 Karydis 2015, p. 99.

344 Detailed excavation history covering 1895 and 2010 is presented in the documents from the
Museum of Ephesus' archival records.

345 Scherrer 2000, p. 42.

95



Ephesus. In the last years, the Byzantine heritage and the Turkish settlement have

become better represented in the studfies.

Since 2010, the archaeological excavations in Ephesus are condogted
L ad s t3 fTheeaurrent archaeoloml excavations are conducted under
international and interdisciplinary approaches. Instead of extensive excavation,
highly popular in the 20th century, at present wdestructive geophysical and

archaeological surface survey methods are preféffed.

3.3  Site Characteristics of Ephesus

3.3.1 The Archaeological Site of Ephesus

The Ephesus archaeological site lies on the southern and western slopes of Mt. Pion
(Panayérdaj) and the nort hef(Figure3l3.dlpees of Mt
harbor on the west and #ycwall with a perimeter of 9 km define the city bordéts.

The Hellenistic city walls of Lysimachus start from the Magnesian Gate and continue

to the west sl opes of Pan adigebetweanthetwol | owi ng t
peaks of the mountain (miersects with the Byzantine city walls around the southern

peak), and continues to the Great Theater. The ashlar masonry blocks of the

Hellenistic city wall, especially those from the top of the hill, were reused in the

Byzantine city wall construction. lie Hellenistic wall continuing tB ¢ | b ¢jd d aj

well preserved. Its 2.40 to 3thick doublefaced curtain walls reach close to 4m

% adst?tterl72019, pp. 15

%I'n 2016, the excavations under the head of Ladstat:
director d Ephesus Museum director, Cengiz Topal, was assigned as the head of the excavations in

the same year: URL 20; URL 2The excavations were paused in 2017 and they were resumed by

the Austrian Archaeological Institute in 2018: the Draft Management Pldt) RBA. 22.

348 a d s tetfal 2016,rpp. 439141.

349 Akurgal 2011, p. 143Beyond the city walls, there are multiple other archaeological areas related

to Ephesus. On the eastern slopes of Mt. Pion, are the-Mgbete Sanctuary and the Cetery of

the Seven Sleepers. The Temple of Artemis is on the way to the archaeological site, on the southwest

of the Ayasuluk Hill.
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thickness around the northern peak of Pa
9.80m or 9.40m x 10.6m) were located on thrategic points of the wallFigure
3.7).350

Figure3.7. Ephesus,ite Hellenistic city walls

The Magnesian Gate, one of the many gates of the city walls, is the eastern entrance
to the city (Figure 38). Proeeding from this gate, Ephesws’chitectural and
archaeological finds can be followed through the streets and the public squares until
the Northern Gate (the Coressus Gate). West of the Magnesian Gate, the Upper
Agora and the public buildings encimdj the Agora are positioned (Figur@g3°>!

Figure3.8. P a n a y, &he StadejAgora (on the left) and the Magnesian Gate (on
the right)

350 Scherrer 2000, p. 68.
351 n the Upper Agoragrganized destructions and removal of building materials took place in the
6th century, and | ater the reH9p87 were used in
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Figure3.9. Ephesus,he State Agora

The Curetes StreeEbolo$ connects the Upper Agora to the node in front of the

Celsus Library and the Lower Agora (Tetragonos Agétadn the south and north

sides of the Curetes Street, the Terrace Houses and the bath buildings are located.
Embolosgave significant access between the public spaces and private zones. In the

5th century, the street was bordered with honorific statuesnacdptions (Figure

3100 The streetods soci @&mboloskhaa agart af the was pat e
Processional WayA procession consisting of local youths set out from the Temple

of Artemis and circled the city, an event that took place during the lostatdeof

Artemis 34 The Processional Wayas described in Greek on a marble inscription

panel, the inscription of Salutaris, originally located on a wall of the Great Theater.

A copy was set up on the Temple of Artert¥s.

352 The lower Curetes Street is an outstanding example of spolia usage involving calpitarts,

column bases, and columrisid., p. 37.

BLadst2tter and Zi mmer mann 2011, p. 161.
%4X.Eph.1.23.For more information on the exact route of tt}
355 A local, Salutaris, endowed the Artemision in 104 CE to keep the procession goinlfleA g

statue of Artemis, accompanied by golavered silver deer, was followed by nine silver statues
(portraying the Ephesus council of representatives, the council of elders, Ephesian young men

- ephebesind six clans living in the city) and 22 imagepresenting the critical figures and groups

of Ephesus. The procession was not connected to any religious festivals in the city, and no ritualized
behavior such as sacrifices occurred. Ten temple attendants took the statues out, then the procession
moved tothe Magnesian Gate. 28phebesvaiting near the gateined the procession, heading for

the State Agora. As the procession passes the public structures, the city's richness is emphasized:
Akt ¢r e 20 1327, Fompnmre inf8rth@ion on the Processionay and the inscription of
Salutaris, see Sokolicek 2020, pp. 411¥; Rogers 1991, pp. 826.

98



Figure3.10. Ephesus,tte Curetes StreeE(mbolo3

The north end oEmboloss s at t he Hadriands Gate and t
the Celsus Library (Figure 311 . The Hadr i astodysedifiCen waes , a tt
constructed in theTrajanic period and underwent surface alterations and
transformations later oft8 The library was originally a heroon for a Roman senator

and built in the first quarter of the 2nd century CE. After the earthquake in 262 CE,

the library burned down. Inthalt e Roman period, the fa-ad:¢
a fountain with water basinghe square in front of the Celsus Library was a densely

used point in the urban fabric. The rectangular library was excavated in the early

20t h century CE, ecoastuttedtbbtweenf18I028%’e was r

Figure3.11. Ephesus,te Celsus Library

356 Scherrer 2000p. 128.
357 Koob, Mieke and Gellert 2011, p. 234; Scherrer 2000, pp-1820
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The Tetragonos Agora north of the library was the commercial market from the
Hellenistic period onwards. The twasled colonnadesncircled the square Agora,

each being 112m in length. The Agora was used until the 7th century but was
demolished by the earthquakes and reconstructed with reused matéricis

Agora and the Marble Street on its east lead directly to the Great Theaitoned

on the slope oP a n a y figuead.R). This last was finished in the Roman
Imperial era and seated around 25,000 spectators. The structure housed various
events, St. Paul 6s missi®Athangrthendbfithei t i es bei
Great Theaterthe Arcadiane runs pass on its way to the harbor (Figuge. 3.4 the

north, the Theater Street leads to the Stadium. The Theater Gymnasium is positioned
at the crossing of these two stre®sAt the end of the Arcadiane, three gates give
ontothe harbor: the Northern Harbor Gate, the Southern Harbor Gate, and the Middle

Harbor Gate that stands at the actual terminus of the Arcatffane.

Figure3.12. Ephesus,tte Marble Street

358 Spolia used in the Agora was sourced from imperial cult buildings; the west Stoa was from the
Temple of Domitian, many architraves and cornices of the colonnadefravartne time of Emperor
Caracalla, capitals and entablatures were from the Vedius and Harbor GymohasiaeiS2000, p.

140.

359 Acts 19:29.

360 Scherrer 2000, p. 158.

3611hid., p. 178.
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Figure3.13. Ephesus,tte Arcadiane

The harbor of Ephesus experienced continuous and progressive silting, starting in
the Hellenistic period. To overcome the problem, the harbor was dredged several
times3%2 Despite the best efforts, the harbor basin silted up in Late Antiquity. After
the 3rd century CE, burial structures were erected alongside the canal and thus turned
the area into a necropofi$® As the coastline was transformed with the alluvium, a
harborcanal was constructed to link the eveceding sea to the harb$f.The basin

still continued to silt up; additional outer ports were construgfeglre 3.1). After

that, in the 15th century, another harbor was created, some 3 km away, which in turn

wasalso affected by the sitf®

362 The several attempts throughout the Imperial period involved clearing the harbor, enlarging the
channel and harbor, prohibiting extensive dumping into the canal. Sedimentati@ordiiiued.
Artificial islands were constructed outside the harbor to effect the transfer of goods since the ships
could not enter the harbor in the 5th century CE. During the Late Byzantine times, this sedimentation
caused the swamps and seasonal pondiradt et al 2007. pp. 13144,

%3 adst 2 Zimneermanm 8041, pp. 16162. There are multiple graves found too in the Lower
Agora. For more detailed information on the burial plasgést hi n Ep h e s uasn,d sPe¢el zLad s
2007, p. 408. Ephesus had a broad diversity of burial practices, with bethriméin and extrarban
graveyards. For more detailed information on the necropolis of Ephesus, see Steskal 2020, pp. 124
134.

364 After the 2nd century CE, only small ships could enter the harbor, and via the veamahealler

boats could do so until the 14th century: Stechkl 2013, p. 59.

365 |hid., pp. 5768; Kraftet al 2007, p. 145.
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Figure3.14. Ephesus,ite Roman harbor and Byzantinepottissf(d st @t ter 2017, p
244)

The Harbor Gymnasium, the Church of the Virgin Mary, and the Olympeion were
positionednorth of the Arcadiane. The Stadium and the Vedius Gymnasium, at the
end of the street from the Great Theater, are the northernmost structures before the

Hellenistic city walls and the city's Northern Gate.

3.3.2 The Late Antiqgue and Byzantine Ephesus

3.3.2.1 The Late Antique city walls

The Late Antique city walls cover the northwest section of Ephesus, which consists

of the harbor and the vicinity around the Coressus Gate. The walls encircle the west

sl opes of Panayérdaj, t he Vedi ustricGy mnasi um,
the Arcadiane and the Great Theaféimperial period Roman Ephesus, including

the State Agora and the Terrace Houses, was not included within the Late Antique

citywalls®®The wall s, constructed with &éi mprecise

%% Bsgyeckkol ance 2018, p. 404. For the &exact l ocati o
B¢e¢yéekkol ance 2018, p. 405. The Late Antique city wal
2010, pp. 25258.

¥'psl z 2083, pp. 62
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to B¢gyeéekkol ancé, are also called the Byza
some 1000 x 1200m (1.2 K68

Figure3.15. Ephesus, the Marble Street and the Late Antique city walls
(B¢yékkol mpmMeoal3 018,

For the city walls on Panayeéerdaj, Il i mest
quarries or reused blocks from the Hellenistic city walls were the primary
construction material. In the remaining parts of the walls, smaller quarried stones
were used. A limited amount of bricks and small stones set in small layers to equalize
the stone facing courses. The core of the walls consists of rubble stones, small
fragments of stees, and lime mortgiFigure 3.15)%° The city walls are generally
3.30-:3.40m thick. Although the walls that started from the Great Theater and ran to
the west have a similar thickness, their physical structure is entirely different, being
fashioned with reused marble blocks. The high ratio of spolia in thesdefigytn

walls distinguishes them from the rest of the Late Antique city walls. This section
could have been constructed in 400 or rather later in the 7th céffturpe

Byzantine city walls have towers, eight of which are identified séf&8ome parts

¥Bsy¢kkol ancé41®018, pp. 408

369 |bid.

70 |bid., p. 405. Similar walls are observed i tharts of the fortress of Ayasuluk Hill dated to the
8th century.

$1bid., p. 413.
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of the Late Antiquecity walls are welpreserved’? However, the only remaining
gate in the city walls is the southeast one connecting the city to the Marble Street
(Figure 3.5).373

The Byzantine city walls are not dated; however, they were constructed in the face

of invasions as the city population decreased. According to Foss, the walls were

erected around the 7thcentdffP ¢ | z t oo hel d the Arab invasic
715/716 as responsibldowever the exact date of and motivation for the Byzantine

city walls remains a question for schol&fs.

Ladstaatter addresses the reason behind the B
located outside the Byzantine city walls, were fully inhabited up to the 6th century

and beyond. If the city walls were constructed fomarily defensive purposes

against the Arab attacks as suggested above, it is unlikely that a densely inhabited

area such as the Terrace Houses would be left outside these saniéialteover,

the wall was erected in a monumental style and all at tine $ame; there was no

rapidly thrownup defensive wall of spolia, which one would expect in a case of

expected imminent invasion. Therefore, the city walls probably were not a response

to a sudden i nvasi on t h-thaughtthrobdu buildingat her repr
program for the display of powér and the oncg

372 The walls are welpreserved around thgoressus Gate, the Olympeion (foundations of a tower
have survived at the northwest corner of the Olympeion's portico), and the Church of the Virgin Mary:
Ibid., pp. 404405.

373 The Coressus Gate is known to be in the north wall. However, the information regarding the rest
of the gates is still lackingbid., p. 414.

874 Foss 1979, p. 106.
pel z 203, p
6L adstaatter 2
$771bid., p. 39.

p . 6 2
019, p. 27
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3.3.2.2 The Late Antique and ByzantineTown

As mentioned before, the city center of Ephesus was moved from the upper city to
the area around the harbor in Late Antiquity. Thisvneity center housed
administrative, public, and religious structures and residential units. The domestic
guartersonthe skirts & ¢, | b ¢ahd®P @ jn a y Wweredeptjas the industrial district
with multiple workshops. The luxurious residences of the Romemod were
replaced by more modest structu?&sThe domestic buildings of Late Antiquity ran
from the Harbor Gymnasium and the Halls of Verulanus to the south of the Church
of the Virgin Mary (Figure 3.8).3”° The peristyle houses in this residential axveae
equipped with polychrome mosaicgus sectildloors, wall paintings, and precious
furnishings®°These dwellings had Christian symbols on the architectural elements
and specific architectural I nstall at.
domestic r el ¥gimimanashitectural developneestdwere observable
in the Terrace Houseln a residential unit of the Terrace House |, there was a private

chapel serving the household (Figure73.%2

S_adstatter and42P¢il z 2007, pp. 420

pgslz 2020, p. 77.

380 The archaeological excavations in the area were conducted by théamustchaeological
Institute:lbid., p. 82.

®%lFugger 2017; Pg¢lz 2020, p. 85.

#pg:l z 286.20, p.
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Harbour gymnasium s Halls of Verulanus

Figure3.16. Ephesus,ite r esi dential wunits (P¢l z 202

Figure3.17. EphesusChristological inscriptiongn the Terrace Housg(I P ¢ | z
2020, p. 85)

The archaeological finds of residences of the Christians are mainly recovered after
the 3rd century. There are several reasons for the dadarlier archaeological

evidence. The first Christians did leave much in the way of physical signs to mark
their particular existence among the other religions. Their daily household objects

did not carry any trace of their religious beliefs. Moreouvse,religious practices of
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Early Christianity did not require any specific religious structures. Private dwellings

were sufficient for this purpos&?

This lack of archaeological and architectural data reveals itself not only in Ephesus
but also in the whe of Asia Minor®®4Long before the legitimization of Christianity

in the Roman Empire and the construction of the structures dedicated explicitly to
Christian worship, the early Christian communities had to find somewhere to gather.
Since it was only authred to build sacred spaces solely dedicated to the state
religion, it was beyond the realms of possibility to construct religious buildings for
Christian usagé?® As a consequence of that and for reasons of security in obscurity,
the early Christians fits gat her ed i n ¥dhishfirstostateeof 6 s
Christian architecture produced tbéos ecclesiaéapproximately lasting from 50

to 150 CE)Oikos ecclesiai Ephesus are mentioned in the New Testarfiéiithe
second stage was thdbomus ecclesigeprivate homes renovated for religious
purposes; this approach lasted roughly from 150 to 25G8CBomus ecclesiae
cannot be traced through specific archaeological or architectural evidence in
Ephesus; however, there are more social and theoretical argutoesuggest the
existence of such residential structures and how they were transformed into places
of worship®® The third stage was thaula ecclesiagrenovated larger structures

used for the same end, c. 2803 CE3% Even though there isot sufficient

33 The early Christians' low economic statiss another reason for their ‘invisibility' in the
archaeological record: Thomas 2020, p. 172.

34 The first monumental churches emerged in the late 4th century in Asia Minor. A church and a
basilica located in Sardis (Jacobs 2012, p. 128)tla@ monumental basilica constructed in Pisidian
Antioch (Mitchell and Waelkens 1998, pp. 2207) are dated to the 4th century.

385 Krautheimer 1965, p. 24.

386 Acts 1:3,1516; 2:46; 5:42; 12:12.

387 Acts 18:18; Billings 2011, pp. 54845; | Cor. 16:19.

388 Billings 2011, pp. 544645; White 1990, pp. 234.

389 Billings 2011, pp. 54%47. Social network theory and group formations are harnessed to
comprehend the formations @dmus ecclesiadbid., pp. 551555.

3% This 'three stage' theory was promoted by Krautheimer (Billings 2011, pp545)4 aml
elaborated by White (1990, 1997).
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archaeologicakvidence for these stages, the literary sources suggest there was a

functioning Christian community in Ephestfs.

The chronology of the Late Antique residential neighborhoods is not accurately
known. However, the presencetbé Christian community in Ephesus is a fact. The
Late Antique and Byzantine public architecture indicates this community. There are
many religious structures within and outside of the Byzantine city walls. These
religious buildings were mainly construdtever earlier public structures. Only the
Cemetery of the Seven Sleepers and the Grotto of St. Paul were new and purpose

built structures in Ephesus.

In Late Antiquity, both religion and economic features affected the usage of public

spaces. The publidrsictures associated with the pagan tradition fell out of use in

time. The location of such structures or difficulties in maintenance of them were

effective in the decision of their refunctioning. By secondary structures, new smaller

and spaces in differérfunctions were constructed in the public spaces through

usurpation and subdivisiod%: Notably, monumental structures were refunctioned

as residential ones (observable arouhd Harbor Gymnasium and Halls of

Verulanus), commercial ones (observable in Tkerace Houses) or fountains (as

mentioned beforah the 4th and 5th centurids the following centuries main streets

were also faced such transformation. Cisterns and peristyle houses were constructed

in the State Agora and the colonnaded streetpbEBus®®*On Do mi ti ands Squar
a Byzantine business and gastronomy district

excavations. The distrietasin use until 614/615 CE4

391 The Acts(18:1819) contains data regarding the travel of St. Paul to Ephesutharspecific

Ephesians who welcomed him into their residences.

392 Jacobs 2009, pp. 2639.

393 hid., pp. 205213.

MAccording to Ladstatter, this discovery could answ
life of Ephesus: URL 23.
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3.3.2.3 The Cemetery of the Seven Sleepers

Outside the Hellenistic city walls, ontimeor t heast ern sl opes of
Cemetery of the Seven Sleepf@fggure 3.4. The cemetery, situated in a cave, is the

topic of the Seven Sleepers. In the myth, seven young Christians escaped from the
slaughter ordered by the Emperor Decius (282) to a cave: here they slept for

about 200 years and woke up during the reign of Emperor Theodosius 45008

before returning to their eternal rest in the same ¢Gigrire 3.18f° According to

another common myth, St. Timothy and Mary Magdalereeadso buried in this
cave®® This Christian cemetery was transformed into a pilgrimage site in the 5th

century3%’

Figure3.18. TheCemetery of the Seven Sleepers

The cave is a rather entangled structcmenprised of two complexes at different
levels3?® The lower one is the crypt complex, and the upper that of the church
(Figure 319).3%° The catacombs of the seven Christian sleeping men, the crypts, a
mausoleum, and many graves carved in the rock comfris wholeé!?° The crypt
complex is entered through a wide baivelltedvestibule This vaulted entrance

3% Foss 1979, p. 42.

3% There is no archaeological evidence of the graves dither t he Panayérdaj or in
1979, p. 84. According to Zimmermann(2019, p. 266), the site's association with Mary Magdalene

has no historical basis.

L adstatter 2019, p. 27; Mercang©®z 1997, p. 53.
®Mercan§ z 1997, p. 54.

39 praschnikeet al 1937; Zimmermann 2019, p. 259.

4OMercang®z 1997, p. 54.
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space gives onto a barnedulted apsidal hall through a long corridor. In the sidewalls
of the apsidal hall, niches arranged in two rows were cud.flor of the complex
is entirely taken up with barrefaulted chamber graves. The overall length of the

crypt canplex, from east to west, is B2*0*

crypt complex

church complex

Sy
Ia =T T—}_,_f--x

Figure3.19. The Cemetery of the Seven Sleepagsoundplan(Zimmermann 2019,
p. 258)

The church complex is located southwest of the crypt complex, obliquely above it.
Both are on an eastest axis. A longitudinal burial hall, partially hewn into the rock,

is situated at the west end of the complex (Figu2@)3 A vestibule and a square
shaped central room lie to the burial hall's east. The presbytery and its small circular
apse comprise the east end. The entrance to the church complex is approximately in
the middle of the northern wall of the central hald the west of the entrance, a
mausoleum and the entrance to the catacombs of the Seven Sleepers beneath the
central hall are situated. The terrace chapel and the Abradas Mausoleum are located

at the southwest corner at the east of this long unit. Thelblesrgth of the church

401 Zimmermann 2019, p. 259.
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complex from the west end of the burial hall to the apse of the church i$°4%he

church complex contains many wall and fldmirials2°3

e o v Fo g ¢y crypt complex

Figure3.20. TheCemetery of the SeveBleepers3D reconstruction (left ( P¢ | z
2012, p. 245) anditesection fight) (Zimmermann 2019, p. 245)

Since the 1970s, both complexes have been thought to date to Theodosius | (379
395). However, recent studies tell a different story: both compleres structured
following one general master plan, and endured alterations in different places for
specific requirement®* For example, the church complex had three construction
stages; the original phase dated to the 3rd century, the insertion of tbhh alagin

the 4th century and the addition of secondary graves above the ground level dated to
the 5th and 6th centurié®

The structure as a Christian community cemetery is the first kriostacombin
Asia Minor. The shape and date of the Cemeteryhef3even Sleepers indicate

similarities with the catacomlas Spain, North Africa or Rome. However, the most

402|pid., p. 259; Praschnikat al 1937, pp. 18t1.

BMercang®z 1997, p. 54. The number of etahese r ock
1937, pp. 7€87.

404 Bauer 2008, pp. 17906; Foss 1979, pp. 44, 8486; Pillinger 1996, pp. 561; Zimmermann

2019, p. 260.

405 The pavement of the church that is different from the other pavement examples of Ephesus or
elsewhere, the highuality stucco, and the neutral decorative ornaments were the fumi@faetors

that dated the church to the 4th century: Zimmermann 2012, pgBEB4&immermann 2019, pp.
260-264.
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similar structure is thecirceforme Constantinian basilicas in Romelhis
demonstrates that the Cemetery of the Seven Sleepers is-Gomstantinan

Christian cemeter§P®

The site as a pilgrimage center was already established in Early Byzantine times,
although the complex was not explicitly planned for the pilgrith&€ven so, the
Byzantine paintings and graffiti made by the pilgrims and visitashfall over the

world indicate the popularity and venerability of the 4ffe.

3.3.2.4  The Church in the East Gymnasium

At the city's east entrance were located the Magnesian Gate and the East Gymnasium
(to the north) (Figure 3.4) Thepalaestraof the EastGymnasium was later
transformed into a churcd®? The church has two construction phases: the original
structure was erected around 391, and this was reconstructed and enlarged with
renovations after the 5th century. The church was a-thisbed basilica ashcovered

with a timber roof. The floor of the basilica was enhanced with decorative mosaics
(Figure 3.2).410

The archaeological evidence confirms that an extensive Christian graveyard
surrounded the church in the East Gymnasium. Therefore, the churchavastad

a cemetery functioft! Even though it is uncertain how long the church was used,

406 Zimmermann 2019, p. 265. For more inforimaton the spatial arrangements of the catacombs,

see Serin 2019, pp. 2&843.8.

Wpslz 201-246. pp. 245

408 The Islamic culture widely knew of the myth of the Seven Sleepers in Anatotie last decades,

new pilgrimage activity both by Christians and Muslims alongside the tourists has been observed in
the site. Therefore, it can be appreciated that the site has been a pilgrimage center unceasingly
throughout the Middle Ages down until praséays: Zimmermann 2019, pp. 2869.

409 Steskal 2010, p. 580.
W adstatter

an 007, p . 413; Mer cang?® z
Al adstaatter 20 6
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the structure must have become nigh unusable after a fire that broke out in the 7th

century#t?

Figure3.21. TheChurch in the East GymnasiygroundplafL ad st @t t er 2019
44)

3325 Thed6 Tomb of St . Lukeo

The rotunddike structure was positioned on the south side of the street that runs
from the Magnesian Gate to the Upper Agora. The structure was first erected as a
fountain in the 2nd century CE2 It was transformed into a church probably around
the second half of the 5th century. The church has two storeys, the lower one
constructed on the former Roman fountain structure. To the original circular central
building wasadded a rectangular vestibule to the east and a polygesraihsed

apse to the wedFigure 3.2). The lower church has two entrances positioned
opposite each other. Through the north entrance, the crypt was reached. The interior
consisted of a nave and an encircling side aisle of a row of columns. The foundation
was for a massive circular wall witigét columns, suggesting a formal rogRigure

3.23). The walls have varied fresco layers, which demonstrates the possible

construction period. The upper storey of the church was entered by staircases on the

412 5cherer 2000, p. 70.
413 |hid., p. 72.
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northern, western and southern sides. The stracprobably had a orstoried

surrounding gallery. The roof must have been a wooden strutittire.

Figure322The &6 Tomb ,8Drecenstructibcfu kdédt @2tter 2019,

Figure3.23.The 6 Tomb ,groundpar(lL aLduskte?dt t er and P¢l z

401)

The plan of the church recalls other pilgrimage churches with its several entrances
and a space allowing circulation. However, the exact relatipragtthe church with
St. Luke or any other saint is quite unknot#hEqually the lengtlof time the church
was in use for, and the reasons for its abandonment are not precisely known.
However, the archaeological evidence suggests the church was in uskeubtith

century?*6

“psl z 20140 pp. 4009
4“151bid., pp. 249250, 410. The church was assodianéth St. Lucas by J. T. Wood regarding a cross

relief over a hump. However, archaeol ogical dat a

apsl z 201410 pp. 4009
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3.3.2.6  The Church in the Serapeion

The Temple of the soalled Serapeion, probably built in the 2nd century CE, was
located west of the Tetragonos Agora and east of the harbor on the skirts
of B¢ | b ¢(Figuira B.4) The original structure waspproached via a monumental
staircase. The front of the structure then consisted of eight columns. Through the
columns, theellawas approached. The south side of the temple was cut into the
native bedrock (Figure 342.4%7

] s T i

I b

i ‘ t i et 3

f }‘“1:&59‘ s f .
s "';%‘&—»u L ! ﬂ 1
|REKONSTRUKTION DES SOGENANNTEN CIAUDIUSTEFMIDELS. ZU EDHESQS!

Figure3.24. The Church in the Serapeion (Schulz 2020, pp44p

The temple was converted into a church in the Theodosian géfidtie nave of

this converted church acted as a burial place and the church functioned until at least
the 11th century*!® There were numerous monograms on the church which could
indicate a relationship with St. John or that the structure was dedicated4® Time.

church in the Serapeion was unusual as it is the only temple in Ephesus that was so

converted‘?!

417 Schulz 2020, pp. 445.

418 Jacobs 2012, p. 132.

“WLadstatter and Binder 201¢@tal2@l5p.28.,; Schul z 2020,
420Fpss 1979, p. 64.

421 The other temples in the city center of Ephesus were destroyed and new structures t@rer buil

them: Ladst?2tter 2019, p. 43.
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3.3.2.7 The Grotto of St. Paul

The Grotto of St. Paul liesinthenorthth | si de of B¢)l*brhpdcava] ( Fi gur e
was known earlier by the Greek popul ation a
Mother of God). Since antiquity, the site has had religious importance which has

been ongoing al most to the present. The Gr
hilltop village) carried out an annual procession to the cave until the end of the 19th

century?#?3

Figure3.25. The Grotto of St. Paul (Pillinger 2020, p. 62)

The structure is composed of one small and one lemgk-hewn caves and a
Byzantine period porclFigure 3.25524The larger cave measures 2.3m high, 2.2m
wide, and is 15m long. At the end, the cave opens out into a 2.7m wide space. The
cave was entered through a broad antechamber that was once vaultechigines
positioned the eastern wall of the cave. According to the first archaeological

evidence, the walls of the Grotto of St. Paul were whitshed'2®

422 Koob, Mieke and Gellert 2011, p. 238.

423pillinger 2011, p. 174; Pillinger 2020,p 63; P¢l z 2012, p. 251.

424 pillinger 2020, p. 62.

25pillinger 2011, p . 174; P¢l z 2012, p. 250.
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The studies executed in the cave since 1997 have discovered that the walls were
painted and coveredith numerous graffiti of Christian content. The wall paintings
discovered in 1998 have the old&siown portrait of St. Paul in Turkey. Also
depictions of different saints including St. Thekla were discovered in the cave. The
paintings are the only physica r e me mbr ance of St . Paul 6s
(Figure 3.5).4%6

Figure3.26. The Grotto of St. Pauplan(left) (Pillinger 2011, p. 174) and the wall
painting depicting St. Paul (right) (Pillinger 2020, p. 65)

3.3.2.8 The Arcadiane

This marblepaved street, 528 in length and 11 m in width, runs from the Great
Theater to the harbor (Figurel8). It was built in theearly Roman times and
reconstructed during the reign of the emperor Arcadius-d8#). On the sides of
the street, there were covered colonnades paved with mosaics, widthaofsm.
There was a row of shops behind the colonnades which were accessethdr

street??’ These colonnades employ reused construction materials in theirf8uild.

426 Koob, Mieke and Gellert 2011, p. 238; Pillinger 2020, pp683For more detailed information

on the graffiti and wall paintings, see Pillinger 2011.

427 Akurgal 2011, pp. 152158 ; Ladstatter and P¢glz 2007, p. 402.
428 Foss 1979, p. 56; Scherrer 2000, p. 172.
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The street underwent alterations and renovations in the Late Antique period. It was
relaid in the early 5th century, and the F@olumn Monument was erected in its
middle in the 6th century. Honorific statues of high officials were carried by the four
columns of the monumeAt? The Arcadiane was a significant street in the Late
Antigue and Byzantine periods as it was bordered by residential and public

structureg30

3329 The6Byzantine Pal aced

At the north of the Great Theater, theadled Byzantine Palace is locat@dgure
3.4). The palace is a wefireserved Late Antique and Early Byzantine structure of a
nonsacred character. The monumental complex, dated to the darbebtury, is

made up of two architectural unigSigure 3.2).43:

Figure3.27.TheBy zant i ne Pal ac-89) (P¢l z 2020, pp

The north wing was a private bathing complex connected to askaegs soutiwing

through a vestibulé®?> The south section of the complex was occupied by a

2Jacobs 2012, p. 138; Ladst?2tter 2019, p. 36; Scher |
pslz 2020, p. 81.

431 |hid., p. 77.

2 adst?tter and Binder 2017, p. 31.
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domedtetrakonchogfour-apsed) reception hall, measuring 19 x 19m. On all four
sides of the space, there were door openings; the main access to the space was on the
west. In thesth century, a small chapel was added to the south side of the reception
hall.**® The archaeological studies suggésit the complex ran on for #0to the

south#34

Even though the construction date has broadly been regarded as the 5th century, the
northernwing can be dated to the Late Imperial period. The construction techniques
of the two wings are utterly differeft> The exact function of the complex is
unknown. However, the sheer magnitude and the plan of the complex suggest the
Opal aced c vewelahged to d egh dfficlalaDue to its close location to

the bishopric church, the archbishop of Ephesus is a likely candifafée

administrative function of the putative

century, according to the sealsfounsh t he pal ace, as did the

function23’

3.3.2.10 The Church of the Virgin Mary

The Church of the Virgin Mary was situated northeast of the harbor, parallel to the

Arcadiane, and north of the Harbor Gymnasium and the Harbor Bathge 3.4)

The Church of the Virgin Mary, constructed on the stoa ofClyenpeion was a

long complex comprising a vast residence, a church, a baptistery, and an atrium
(Figure 3.8). The church, as the Early Christian cathedral of Ephesus and the seat
of the bishopmust have announced in no uncertain terms the public transformation

of the city into a Christian metropolt& The church was also designated as the

Wpslz 2028, pp. 177
4bid, p. 79; P¢glz 2011, p. 61.
435 In the bath complexopus mixtumwas used, whereas in the southern wing, reusaterials

probably from the Temple of Hadrian were empl oye

435 |hid., p. 60.
“Ladstatter 2019, p. 58.
48 Karydis 2019, pp. 174 78; Ladstatter and Binder 2017, p.
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venue for the 3rd Ecumenical Council (433)This was not only concerned with
the incarnation of the VirgiMary but also with the establishment of a new episcopal

hierarchy?4°

Figure3.28. The Church of the Virgin Mary, aerial view@ dst @t ter 2019, p.

The chronology of the construction date and $teges of the complex has been a
subject to debate and disagreenféhf\ccording to the archaeological findings and
written sources, the first stage, which was the transformation of the Roman stoa into
a church, could have been finalized shortly before 3tte Ecumenical Council,
approximately between 426 and 431. The transformation process may even have
been started decades before the complétitFhe second stage must have happened

at the end of the 5th century or the beginning of the 6th century. Thedsstage
particularly confused the scholars, such as Karwiese who combined the first and
second phases and dated them almost seventy years after the Council. The third

phase, a crossomed church, was a typical 7th or &tntury churci3

¥p,lz 2011, p. 65.

440 Karydis 2019, p. 178.

“lladst 2t t e Seved sciblars ave age8ted various construction dates and phases. Knoll

and Keil (1932, p. 101) dated the structure te #th centuryThe architectural decorations of the

baptistery provided evidence for the construction date of the Church of the Virgin Mary. The

decorations were dated to the end of the 4th century andithe&te nt ury: Ladst@tter and
412. For more detailed information on the debates, see Karydis 2019, gi81.78

442 Karydis 2019, p. 185.

4431bid., p. 192.

120



1
: [
169 %njl
Gp SR 1T
UFJ.:J_. o == - .L}t‘i e .l ———
TP ] [rroenrreeesees osoo ).J_l -t 1 ]_'- ‘q..
¢ | :
*
o S ﬂ ooooooooooooooooooooo "3 I ], . n n :A.‘ pons=
EL"J‘—_!L“* e R = !:~L'JLA‘ =3 ﬁ P L -k "‘ -
[ ! | |
B | Early Christian church |
| | C Roman stoa I Domed church
| | BN Early Christian church B Pillared church
| |
| |
|
|
| N
A
A Roman stoa

0 100m

Figure3.29. The Church of the Virgin Mary, different construction phases (Karydis
2019, p. 179)

In the first stage, the western part of the long Roman stoa was transformed into an
Early Chrstian church. The churgcla 260m long and 30 wide structure, was
divided by two rows of columns on its long axis, and made up of several components
T athreeaisled basilica to the east, an atrium on the west, and a baptistery north of
the atrium (Figure 29). The entrance dhe church was located in the northern wall

of the narthex, which connected the atrium with the rest of the church. The atrium
was reached through three gates in the narthex's western wall. A staircase leading to
the galleries was situated at the northeasspart of the atrium. A few meters west

of that staircase, the entrance to the baptistery was positioned. The west end of the
atrium ended with an apse. There was another yet smaller staircase at the
southwestern corner of the atrium. In the narthex wheee entrances leading, one
apiece, to the nave and the two aisles of the basilica. At the eastern end of the church,
an apse was construct@eigure 3.30) There was a room at each end of each aisle

where small staircases leading to the galleries wesertied

444 |bid., p. 184; Akurgal 2011, p. 156.
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Figure3.30. The Church of the Virgin Mary, apse

The eastern apse was constructed with concrete faced small ashlar masonry blocks

and grey pozzolanic mortar. The eastern and western walls afattieex, the

baptistery and a large part of the atrium were bonded with a grey mortar; but the

longitudinal walls were constructed with bigger blocks and set in a pinkish mortar.

The asymmetry in the construction indicates that the bishopric church o$uiEphe

was not a 6énormal dé structure. The roofing sy
some spaces were timbeyofed, whereas vaults covered others. The multiple

staircases in the structure point to an Early Christian basilica with galleries, quite

unlike the other churches in the regityf.Several spolia can be spotted in the
construction material. According to Ladst 2
deliberate choice. This intentional act is exemplified in the eastern apse, where the
well-preserved ad readable inscriptions from thtemenosof Artemision were

placed at eye levéf®

Multiple renovations took place in the second stage. A new entrance doorway of
Proconnesian marble blocks was constructed, approximately at the center of the
westernwalof t he narthex. The inscription on the

of it to the midfifth century?4’ The staircases at the corners of the atrium were kept.

445 Karydis 2019, pp. 18286.
“Ladstatter 2011, p. 12.
447 Karydis 2019, pp. 18687.
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The south and north external walls of the church were reworked. To do this the
galleries and rofs must have been demolished and then reconstructed. The eastern
apse and the staircases at its sides were retained and probably used to reach the
galeries, which were roughly 9.3%above the grountf®

Figure3.31. The Church of the Virgin Mary, narthex of the Early Christian church

The church in its second phase had become a long, narrow, modular structure with a
quastsymmetrical plan and tripartite division. The walls am@nstructed with
alternating courses of brick and stone (Figurel3.3he plan was well suited to
processions. These qualities are representative of typical architectural developments

in 6the First Byzafftine Architectural Sty

“ﬁéﬁr\t‘
[} AT

Figure3.32. The Church of the Virgin Mary, the domed church, section (Karydis
2019, p. 189)
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448 pid., p. 183.
449 pid., p. 188.

123



The third phase was a credsmed church that occupied only half of the previous
structure's area (Figure 2)3The domedahurch was put up in the middle of the aisle

and the nave; the atrium, the baptistery, the narthex, and the eastern apse were
maintained with a few alterations. The recessedk technique was used together

with spolia in the walls and piers of this csatomed church (Figure 33}
According to Nikolaos Karydis, this third st
comprised of two narthexes, two naves, and two a{38d$e superstructure was
missing in the third stage church, he thought. However, the nemgastructure does

yield possible clues for a superstructure. The presence of four large piers at the
corners of a square bay announce the existence of pendentives to carry the dome and
vaults to cover the navé! To support these vaults, internal buttesssvere added

to the long and thin external waft¥.

Crossdomed churches were typical architectural developments of the 7th century
down to the 9th centur?® But few examples survive and their exact construction
date is not cleat®*Opinions on the construction date of the third phase of the Church
of the Virgin Mary range from the end of the 7th century to the beginning of the 8th

century?s®

As demonstrated above, the cathedral church of Ephesus was a large complex: a long
building,wi t h i ts baptistery adjacent and to the
palace on the south (the Byzantine Palace), and the graveyard all around the

structure. The church itself underwent several construction phases: the original

4501hid., p. 188.

4SlKarydis 20D, p. 188; Krautheimer 1965, pp. 2327.

452 Karydis 2019, p. 190.

453 Krautheimer 1965, p. 189; Mango 1978, pp-9%80) Ousterhout 2001, pp-1®.

454 A similar example to the Church of the Virgin Mary is the Church of St. Sophia at Thekisalon

The exact construction date of the domed superstructure of the church has been subject to debate:
Cormack 1981; Ousterhout 2001.

455 After the incidents that affected the city's history in the 7th century (as mentioned above pp. 84
93) the reconstructions must have been a slow business: Karydis 2019,-492191
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structure, before theoaversion into a church; the addition of a domed basilica on
the west section of the church, and the renovations during the Middle Byzantine
period#>® During the Justinianic period, the church had a complete renovation, and
in the 8th century yet anothertémvention was carried ot/ The structure had a

final major renovation during the 11th centdp§lt sustained its function until the
14th century*®®

Figure3.33. The Church of the Virgin Mary, the domed cbln, nave and aisles

(above and middle) and the recesseidk construction technique (below)

% adstatter 2019, p. -56 BccordMgto Eoas(lg79,p.53),3h@ Structuep . 55
had 4 phases, however, the recent archaeological excavations hdeeedeRoss' suggestions
obsolete.

“7F0ss 1979, p.53;Lladt 2t t er 3019, pp. 55

458 In thechurch,a columnar with an architrave and cornice was createdpiBsdyteriunwas also

redesigned and reformed intéesmplon L a d 2019%pt @l.e r

Ladstatter and Binder 2017, p. 31; Scherrer 200
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According to literary sources, the church was never a pilgrimage site, and indeed it
lacks those architectural features needed in a pilgrimage church. In a typical
pilgrimage site, an enhanced entrance, fortifications, a presentation of objects of
venerabt n, accessibility, luxurious d®cor,
presentAny relics or evidence of specific pilgrimage practice weoefound in or

around the churcilhough not all need be, yet none of them are to be observed in
the Churt of the Virgin Mary?®® Even though the church is neither officially
announced as a pilgrimage center nor accepted as one by the literary sources, the
visits of the believers and organizations of a religious community indicate the
pilgrimage characteristicef it. Additionally, according to the previous chapter's
discussion on the definition of pilgrimage, when sites bearing a specific spiritual
character are visited for diverse motivations (including both religious and secular
ones) can be identified as gnimage sites. In the case of the Church of the Virgin
Mary, this somewhat observable spirituality along with the events organized by a
Catholic community suggest that a pilgrimage value should be attributed to the

cathedral of Ephesus.

The area aroundéh Church of the Virgin Mary and

complex and busy residential development. There was no specific development plan,
but instead a long transformation process occurred. In this residential district, the
earliest structure was datéo the 5th century, and a fire destroyed the buildings in
the late 7th centur§f! Despite that, the settlement went on until the 11th century as
scattered groups of houses, and the cemetery around the church received more
bodies??

¢ ajaptay 2020b, p. 196; P¢lz 2012, p. 228.
“®l_Ladstatter 2019, p. 29. For more information
Church of the Virgin Mary and Ephesus, see P¢l z
%L adst2atter632019, pp. 62

and
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The church was most rectly renovated between 1984 and 1988, concentrating on
the presbytery area with the nave, narthex, column and pillars to give the visitor an

impression of the church and to protect its material remains B&tter.

3.3.2.11 The Church in the Stadium

The Stadium is pationed at the north end of the archaeological site, close to the
Coressus Gat@igure 3.4) The structure was presumed to be constructed during the
reign of Nero (5468 CE). Its plan was influenced by the topographical potentials, so
that the south sidwas constructed on the skirts
side was raised over a vaulted substructéfr@he earthquakes in the 3rd and 4th

centuries damaged the structéte.

The barrelvaulted northern entrance of the Stadium waled-up and transformed
into a church structure in the 5th century (Figure488 The burial places around

the church indicates the structure also had a cemetery furietion.

Figure3.34. The Church irthe Stadiuml{ adst &@tter 2019, p.

463 Scherrer 2000, p. 183.

464 Akurgal 2011, p. 155.

465 Scherrer 2000, p. 166.
%Kar wei se 1994
“Ladstatter 20

p. 24; Ladst2tter 19, p.
, 00, p .

20
p. 59; Scherrer 20
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3.3.3 The Late Antique and Byzantine Heritage of the Ayasuluk Hill and

Nearby Settlements

3.3.3.1 The Ayasuluk Hill

At the northwest of the modern city center
acted as the civic anddministrative center of Medieval Ephesus. Before the

fortification and the Byzantine settlement in the Ayasuluk Hill, a Roman cemetery

was positioned on these unfertile lands in the 2nd ceAtéilhe settlement history

of Ayasuluk actually dates back tdet Prehistoric periods. According to the
archaeological excavains, the Ayasuluk Hill was thApasas the capital of the

Hittite vassal kingdom of ArzawMlira.*%® The name of Ayasuluk is derived from

Hagios/Ayos Theologand the ItaliarAltuluoga*’®

The fortification walls had a monumental gate, the Persecution Gate, on the south

and two smaller gates to the east and west (Figure 3.35). The 4 m wide walls made

up two circles. One enclosed the acropolis at the north and the ruins of the Oratory

of St. John with 13 towers!’! the second and more extensive circle had 22

rectangular and hexagonal towers. The second fortification walls enclosed the
Basilica of St. John, its baptistery, the tr
cistern and other infrastctural buildings necessary for the pilgrimage activity that

took place there and also the administrative structtifes.

468 Karydis 2015, p. 102.
By ¢ kkol anc®&4; Mdrie 8001, p I61. It Wal also suggested that the name 'Apasas'

was transformed into 'Ephesus': B¢eyekkol ancé 2008, [
470 Ayasuluk is from the Turkish 'Aya soluk' which means the holy breath (by the miracle dfiSt. Jo

the name of Altologo means a high place: Foss 1979,
41The Oratory of St. Johnisreg ded as t he space where St. John wrote
2020a, p. 56.

472 Several secondary structurescisuas stables, the clergy's housing, workshops, and shops were
excavat ed: ¢ aj amp&;a yP 21022 022¢31 Pprpnore metdiled bhfarmation on
these structures, see Foss 1979, pp-11336
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1. Gate of Persecutions
2. Triumphal Arch 5H®
3. Tomb of Saint John

4. Church of Saint John ®
5. Sacristy ®

6. Baptistery

7. Afrium

8. Bishop's Palace and Large Cistem
9. Cislems

10. Aqueduct

11. Monastery
12. West Gate

13. East Gate
14 Oratory of Saint John
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Figure335. The Ayasul uk Hi &§ph9 plan (¢taj aj

The fortification wallsand the Persecution Gate were constructed by Emperor
Justinian | (527%565). Spolia from Ephesus was used as the construction material in
both of them (Figure 38.4’3 The use of spolia in the gate has generated problems
in dating the construction of the gaand the wall4/4 The Persecution Gate, as the

main entrance of the Ayasuluk Hill and the Basilica of St. John, had an arched

entrance with two square towers on the sites.

Bcajapt ay 2-8B2FOsE197Pmp 197.5 6

““For more detailed arguments on the subject, see
BBeycckkol ancé an-@® Thederseautiod Ga2eOvas alsga. sigrifficant structure in

the rituals of Ephesus. Through the gate, the ancient rodich @acrareached its final destination.

The sacred road started from the Temple of Artethis,vi ded i nto two branches,
ancient city, and returned to the temple in the Classical times. The eastern brakethddes was

used in Byzantine times. Th&athodogpassed through the-salled Tomb of St. Luke, the Grotto of

St. Pauland the Cemetery of the Seven Sleepers, reached the Ayasuluk Hill, and finally arrived at
the citadel. The pilgrims of various ethnicities crowded ontcKdtbodes:. ¢ ajJ apt ay 2020a
¢tajaptay 2012905b;, Lpapd.stPQ3 er a n d2187; Rilimgar 20alnpp. 201 1
174-180.The road was neglected and in a highly ruined state in the 12th cerdudysLt 2t t er 201
246-247.

) p '
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Figure3.36. The Persecutioate

Within the fortifications of the Ayasuluk Hill, accommodation for pilgrimas
provided*’®During the period of Justinian | (3735), &queducts and large cisterns
were built on the hill to overcome the lack of water probféffter this installation,

the seat of the bishop was transferred to the Basilica of St.*FoRallowing this
change in administration, the inhabitants of Ephesus gradually movedéotéeos

of the Artemision, at the southwest corner of Ayasuluk Hill, as there was no space
for a large settlement on the fortified hill. This Byzantine settlement exercised
control over the hinterland and had tramgional trade network connections

expanding into the Islamic worfd?

3.3.3.2 The Basilica of St. John

Situated north of the Persecution Gahe Basilica of St. John covered a vast area
(Figure 3.3). The complex had a significant role in the city's urban development,
together with the Church of the Virgin Mary, from the 4th to the 7th centuries. The
two churches continued to exercise theiluahce on the city until the Middle Ages,

providing evidence about the administrative and religious centers of Egfiesus.

“ladstatter 2017, p. 247.

Mcajaptay 2b20aAcepprdi5®g t o suippy, the Ayasuduk ldilfveas t h e
i nhabited by pilgrims for on
‘Bsy¢kkol ancé and Pe-en 2020, pp. 2
PLadst2atter 2017, p. 247.

480 Foss 1979, p. 121; Karydis 2015, p. 97.
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