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ABSTRACT

ELITE BENEFACTION IN ROMAN ASIA MINOR:
THE CASE OF PLANCIA MAGNA IN PERGE

KALI NBAYRAK, Aygeén
M. A. Department oHistory of Architecture
Supervisor: Prof . Dr . Suna Gg¢v
June2011, 133 pages

This thesis is an examinanh of the role ofarchitectural benefactioof the local elite
on theurbanization of the Greek cities of Asia Minarthe Roman mperial period,
and its impact on the social status of the benefadttitiie providing a theoretical
framework forthe nature of benefactian antiquityand thepattern ofarchitectural
renewalof the Anatoliancities under the Romamfluence,the thesisocuses on a
single case studyhe Hellenistic City Gate of Perge which was restored by Plancia
Magna during the reign of HadrianAfter its renovation, the gate became an
indispensible part of the urban activitiesRdrge anc source of pride for bottine
city and its donor.Hence, this studyconstitutesan attemptto investigatethe
involvement of PI anci a aMhbitgcturald gatronagewithin the Roman
urbanization of Perge aralso the transformationof the public personaof Plancia

Magnain the ceter ofthe maledominated Romasociety

Keywords: Benefaction Greek cities of Asia Minor Roman ImperialPeriod,

Hellenistic City Gateof Perge Plancia Magna
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

Originally anolder Anatolian settlement, Perge was an important Gpexis
during the Hellenistic periodyhich later devedped into a prosperous Roman city.
As in the case of many other Greek cities of Asia Mirleergeexperiencedan
intensiveurbanizationafter the arrival of the Romanghich dramatically changed
and enhanced thavic activities andthe urbannarratives Not surprisingly, almost
all of the buildings weredonated by the wealthy elite citizennd Perge whose
reputationhave reached to our day through the inscriptions dedicated to them in
return for their benefactions.

Plancia Magna was one of these emiratitens who restored the Hellenistic
City Gatein the 2% century A.D.and turned it into a display area where the
eponymous founders of the citgivic deities,the emperor and the imperial family
were celebratedAfter the restoration, the building keme an indispensible part of
the daily activities and brought many honors to Plancia Magna as a reward for her
generosity

Hence, this thesimtendst o expl or e Pl ancia Magnads
to understand how the Hellenistic City Gate dme a pda of the Roman
urbanizationo f Perge and contributed to the cr
persona. In order to do that, the first two chapters are devoted to fangudat
theoretical framework for the nature of benefaction in antiquity and therpatte
architectural renewal of the Asia Greekcities under the Roman influencshile
the last two chaptersxaminePlancia Magna and héenefaction to see how it fits
into this framework.

Benefaction has beensacial phenomenon ithe history of humanitywhich
is still an importantpart of the modern world However, he act of benefaction
underwent significant changestime courseof time, dueto social, political economic
and even religious dynamics of the societHwus,in the first chapterthe nature of

benefaction igliscussedvithin a certain period of timé order to better assess



impacs onthe selected castudy. This period starts with the Classical era, when the
archaicliturgies andmandatory public responsibilities began topgegformedmore
voluntaily, and endsin the 3° century A.D. when thenumber ofbenefactions
decreased due molitical and economic disturbanciesthe Roman Empire.
Hence,following a chronological sequence, the first chapter discusses the
evolution of benefaction in the Classical Gremty-statesand its transformation in
the Hellenistic periodand it continuesby discussing how Romans perfoeththe
same act. A special grhasis is given tAugustus the first Roman emperowho
incorporatedenefactiorin the grand makever of the empireThis is followed by a

comparativediscussion abouthe role of elite benefaction in theurbanization of

AWest ando A E geovinees. \While discussingthe iEast er no Ci

prominence is given to théreekpoleison the Mediterranean coasts of Asia Minor

in an attempt to remain within the scope of titvesis

The division of the Roman provincegcordington East 0 and fWest

inevitablefor this study In addition to their geographical connotations with respect

to the location of Italy, the two terms indicatige respectivelydifferent level of

civilization of these provincewhen they first encounteredoRans. Thuswhile the

A We semlaodies miscellaneoudarbariaw tribes waiting to be Romanizethe

i E a sefers to the already civilized and conspicuousgllenizedsocieties Due to

this significant differencevarying policies towards the two regiongere pursuedin

the Roman EmpireAs a resulttheurban renewabf t he HfAEasterno

motives oftheirlocalb e nef act or s di f fTée cendardtively mord h e

compromisingRoman policy over the Greek cities of Asia Minor teda dramatic

increasein the benefactiorof the local elite.Thus, the first chapter closes with a

discussion of how the motives of Greek benefactors changed under the Roman sway
Following the gradual acceptance of Roman cultural influence together with

the ncrease in the most permanent type of benefaction, that is architectural

patronage, the urban face of the Greek-sigtes dramatically changet@ihus, the

first two parts of thesecond chapter inquiraow the embracemenbf imperial

architectural vocabulary, Roman building types and institutions became an

indispensible part of thee-definition of Asian cities under the Roman hegemony.

The lastsection on the other hand, emphasizes ihteoduction andhe importance
2
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of thefi a r ma, thet maéna@rtery of a citgsthe most important characteristic of a
Romantown which linkedthe public buildings to each other in order to create urban
narrativesthat derived from daily experiencesinally, it is stressedhow these
experiences were influencé@m local customsn addition to theRoman traditions,
since it is not possible to define the identity of a GfBomnan city devoidf its
native characteristics.

Considering the second chapter, the third one coratenton the
urbanization of Perge under Romarie. Perge reached a cultural geduring the
Imperial Period; however this cannot be solely attributed to the Roman influence.
The cityds history took for m tivlizatonsgh sev
all of which left a trace. As a consequence, the rich cultural accumulation that Perge
already had by the time of the Roman arrival became a significant ghag Roman
city. Hence, the first part of tupitosthec hapt e
Roman timesin order to see to what extent the cultural roots defined Roman Perge.

The second part of the third chapter, on the other hand, discusses the
urbanization of the lower city Pgewith the munificenceof local benefactors. While
mentioning allthe survivingarchitectural contributionthattook place in the $land
2" century A.D., the discussion mainly fo@sson the restoration project of the
Hellenistic City Gate and its incorporation into the @ty a r ara urban e
narratives.

Having stated thehysicalimportance of the City Gatéor Perge,the last
chapter focuses on its representative significance both for its benedadttine city
Plancia Magna, an elite woman in a rdtaminated societygcame to prominence
with her grand benefactioin order to understand how she was comparatively more
distinguishedrom her contemporariegnd her own family memberit is crucial to
depict a piaire of the environment she lived in. For this reasbe,first section of
this chapter is devoted to her all known family memivete weresuccessful males,
while the second part discusses sloeial and legal rights of Roman women and to
what extent thegould become a part tiie civic life. Finally, the last part is devoted
to the messagRlancia Magnadried to give with her benefactipthe messagevhich

concerned not only thaty butalso heselfandher family.



Throughout the thesis, it is tried ghow howan architecturabenefaction
contributed to the urbanization as well the prestige of a cityand influenced the
reputationof its benefactorLastly, it should be stated thall the topics discussed in
this research have bedhe subject of various interdisciplinary discussions of
architectural history, archaeology and history. This thesis intends to bring them

togetheranddraw a coherent conclusion.



CHAPTER 2
BENEFACTION

As thegap between rich and poor widens, the number of wealthy individuals
who alleviate the burderof the people in needavith their generous donations
significantly increasg over time in many counties around the worldIn modern
Turkey, a number ofaristocratic familiesl i k e S a b a nwheé aclaievetl a Ko - ,
considerable wealth as a result of their success in industry and budiagss
establised foundations to serve the publikavi ng t he principle o
we have gained from this landith its peoplé Hac é ¥ mer Sabeanceée F
up by Sabancé Br ot her s tothe plbichdogverrsmoee b e e
with many educational institutions; health, cultuesnd aid centers; student
dormitories; sports and social facilities;rlitar i es and SaMaoglerrc é Uni
Turkeyods firstThneaj\e h bfio ukaeatablistred k@Ot i o n
which hasalso built healthcareculture andeducationfacilities including hospitals,
museums, librar e s school s amrecogkitmn for these deedwasi t vy ,
awarded with The Andrew Carnegie Medal of Philanthrapy2009 the most
prestigious award that hondiisenefaction.

Two thousand years ago, when the territorynafdernTurkey used to be
ruled as the provinces of the Roman Empite act of benefaction wasidely
performed especially in the Imperial Period. However, ancient benefaction slightly
di ffers from todayos b e ne fthe ;méed Ifor theo n't r i |
involvement of weathy individuals to public serviceommonly rises from the
distressing gap between rich and pddost ofthef oundat i ons | i ke Sat
work alsolike chariies targeting certain individuals or certain grogssin the case
of providing scholarshigor students, supporting poor people sheltering abused

women and children.



On the other hand, benefaction in ancient times aimed athe citizens
without any distinctodr Al t hough t here were small scal
which provided dowes for the poor girls, thg@reponderance obenefactions
addessedh broader audienc€&or instance, the distribution of food was not because
one wealthy persofelt pity for the hungry peopleyine and grain wredistributed
to theelite as well as th@oor. Similarly, during a festival provided by a donor,
people from different social status had the opportunity to come together in the same
place,even ifthey had different seats the theateraccording taheir classs? They
even had the chance toebthe the same air with the emperor while watching an
Olympic game, who was also the targdtthe benefactorThus, differing from
modern munificenceancient benefactionwas not simply a charitable donatign
considering only the needy peoplastead, itwasa generous act of the benefactor
towards the majoritydriven by certain motives which will be pointed out throughout
this chapter

The word fAbenefactiono is transl ated
fbeneficiund meaning benefit, favorThe wordstens from the combination of
fbene-facer® which translatesoid o wel | 0. Si mi dowmes frgm, i mu n
fimunificu® meaning bountifulness, generositly.t der i wmerss+fdcerdd m
whi ch means BEuprgdtidm, amdhle iotheg banstemmirg from the
Greek wordeuergetia mears benefaction. Itwas coined by the Frendhistorian
Andr ® Boul anger from the Hellenistic ins
good t o °Thhse thred viogd® describe the acigeherosityof a wealthy
individual, who uses his own fortuneoluntarily in the service ofcommunity
benefit’ However, they are not enough to tell us why the wealthy individuals prefer

to do so.

! Only citizens were able to benefit from the benefactions; slaves and foreigners were excluded.

% The hierarchy of seating was legalized by ties Irnitana. Livy (34.44) narrates how prestigious

this was: fiAnot her thi ng \ahtyvaththegdtritiand was theneders e | vyt
they issued to the curule aediles, requiring them to reserve special places for the senators at the Roman
Games; previously they sat amongst the crowd. 0
*fEuer get ei(Meyne, 28980, p 1) i n o

* As Veyne (1990, p. 10)points out, there is no exact word in the ancient languages which
corresponds to this action of the rich people. However, these three words are the closest in meaning

6



The majority of inscriptionsconcerning benefaction in the Roman Empire
come from Asia Minor datingmainly to the first hree centuries of the imperial
period. These inscriptions point to an increase in privatenificencewhich shaped
the status of eliteand the urbampublic space of the Greek cities of Asia Mindn.
order to getloser to understanding this proliferation, it is vital to explore the roots of
benefaction in Greek and Roman cultures and realize the differences between eastern

and western provinces.

2.1.Euergetismin the Classical Period

In the ancientworld, benefation was shaped in thdellenistic period, while
it proliferated during the early Roman Empire. However, its roots go back to the
Archaic Greek Generosity was commdbnvalued even in the smaltribal groups,
where the rictprovided feastfor a certain group gieople close tthem?®
With the formation of citystates euergetism became civic atie generosity
of the wealthy individualvasbestowed upon the whoplis, i.e. the settlemenand
the community’ The city was beautified with doret buildings like temples and the
people wereentertainedwith festivals The reason for this civic munificence of
classical benefact or s dndsecsalrasponsibiitye anci ent
First of all, the Greeks considereatalth and povertyqually evil since they

would both leadto danger. Thucydides points tluat as:

Poverty leading through sheer necessity to the courage of
desperation; power leading through presumptuous pride to the
greed for more; these and the other conditions of liféckvhold

men in the grip of particular passions drive them with an
irresistible and overmastering force into dangerous ri€kse
Peloponnesian Wdltl.45.2-6)

and widely used in the modern scholarship. For this reason, | will use them interdigngea
throughout this thesis.

® According to Veyn&1990, p. 72)this action became thstiasisa liturgy among Athenian tribes,
where a member of the tribe was responsible for providing feasts and entertafiomitat other
members. For more information abdgstiasis see Andreadgd933)

® Hansen(2006, p. 56)asserts that the wondbolis had two meanings in the ancient Gresurces;

settl ement and ¢ omnpoliswas grimarify A Ergesnacteatdd settlenment,,i.e. a

city: as community it was an insti tRolisbecamad i zed p
t h e -ditca(Hagen, 2006, p. 62)



In order topreventthe dangerthe benefactor tried to narrow dovithe gap
between rich and poor throughunificenceby overcominghis greed andilleviating
the needs of theyblic.

This action also shaped the definition of certain moral vallilesThe
Nicomachean Ethi¢c#ristotle talks about the morals that make a man virtugine
first two parts of the farth volume is devoted to the morals concerned with money
one of which deals with he Al i Areirsatldttlyed. descri bes

follows:

It seems to be the meantkviregard to wealth; for the liberal man is
praised not in respect of military matters, nor of those in respect of
which the temperate man is praised, nor of judicial decisions, but
with regard to the giving and taking of wealth, and especially in
respectof givingé And the liberal are almost the most loved of all
virtuous characters, since they are useful; and this depends on their
givingé Therefore the liberal man, like other virtuous men, will
give for the sake of the noble, and rightly; for he will gieethe
right peopl e, the right (@mount s,
Nicomachean Ethigs 1V.1.1190b.2125, 1V.1.1120a.223,
IV.1.1120a.2426 )

So, the liberal man is the one wlkan balance what he gets and what he
gives. Taking no more than he needs amqkeislly givingfrom hisown possessions
voluntarily to the peoplelevatethe liberal mario nobility. On the other hand, a man
who gives without thinking andgpends mney on personal expensespiodigal
while the man whavants to gain instead of giving mean According to Aristotle,
Apodigal ityo results in the wastwhile of
A me annes sibg r & dhanre prodigalityi sincethe mean person falls into
ignobility by gaining from the wrong sources and keepingllitfor himself (The
Nicomachean EthigdV.1.).

However, there is one virtumncerned with wealtthat suppresses liberality
whi ch i s i nrardnstotfe,iaanagniicendb man does not take like liberal

man, but only spendsind the scale of hidisbursements greaterand more proper

t

S

h ¢

and

u

thanthat of the liberal which makes him more virtuousloreovey A The magni f i

man i s |l i ke an artist; for he can see

(The Nicomachean EthicB/.2.1122a.35-36). That is, te magnificent man does not
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calculate what he spendisiggardiyo nor does he speriokyond the actualalueto
fishow offh i s  w &lee INicomache@n Ethick/.2.1123a)

Simply put; prodigality, meannessparsimonyand sel+indulgence wre not
praised but usinghe wealthfor public benefit wasoble Wealthy individuals were
encouraged for munificence in exchangevistue andnobility. This also led to the
evol uti on o polei§ especially ig Atkessivhere there was no direc
taxation and the financing of the public services depended wothely responsible
rich citizens’

The primary dynamic that initiated the benefaction among ancient Greeks
was ther moral values.The desire for being notable andvirtuous forced the
benefactor to ruin himself for the public benefi. Hellenistic and Roman times,

new dynamics wergtroducedconcerninghe nature obenefaction.

2.2. Euergetismin the Hellenistic Period

The Greek generositywas primarily intended for nobility; however, it
provided privileges for the benefactorOccasionally, for their generosityhe city
honoredthe eueggetes with inscriptions, and rewardetiemwith titles and political
careerslt is inevitable to think thiathese gifts aroused desire in benefactors to give
more in order to get more. However, through the end of thesiCédsPeriod,
munificenceturned intoa necessity for political achievemen@n the eve of the

Hellenistic epochAristotle says:

The magstracies of the highest rank, which ought to be in the
hands of the governing body, should have expensive duties
attached to them, and then the people will not desire them and will
take no offense at the privileges of their rulers when they see that
they my a heavy fine for their dignity. It is fitting also that the
magistrates on entering office should offer magnificent sacrifices
or erect some public edifice, and then the people who participate in
the entertainments, and see the city decorated withevofferings

" The system of liturgy originated from the idea that poor people did not have much to give so it was

the generous people who became responsible for the public services. However, it turned into an
obligation in time m such a way that some of the rich men tried to avoid the liturgies in order to
escape from the abuse of thei r(19%3 pptloth76e).Christor mor e
(1990)and Carmichag1997) For the changes in liturgies in the early Hellenistic Athens, see Oliver

(2007, pp. 19227)



and buildings, will not desire an alteration in the government, and
the notables will have memorials of their munificence.
(Politics, VII.7.1321a.30)

This means thathe political ranks were distributed toetimotables provided
that they gae somethingto the people It was the end of the Greek practice that the
leaders were chosen according to their tale@ts.the contrary the Hellenistic
notablesobtainedsocial superiorityand political careerthrough munificenceThey
had to please the plic with magnificent offerings in order tbold andkeep their
offices.

However,there was not a certain price for a certain off€eery citizen had
the right to hold offices, but the winneould most likelybe the one whoauld open
his purse angrovide the public welfarén the best wagompared ta poor citizen
Even Apr omi si ng o0 beforebeindg selected wonleé beaecndugham
provoke a competition® Euergetism was not a payment kusymbolic necessity
which is defined asi e u e r gob thanarem by P a u(1990,Vee 11 e
According to Veyné s d e s (1990, pt lil)oceunergetismob honoremis still
voluntary, but it is aimed tachieve a political taswhich makes it obligatorgt the
same timeHowever, thissymbolicobligation did not stop the benefactors to waste
t heir money on othersd needs; on the <co
increasein the elite munificencevhich is supported with the excessive amount of
honorary inscriptionsoming from the Hellenistic world

The social, political an@conomicalchanges in the Gregboleisduring the
Hellenistic period played @ importantrole in the alteratiorof the benefat or s 6
motives and the stimulation of the benefactiofgst of all, the Greek citgtates
were dragged into a new political system, monarttiyat was introduced by
Alexander the Greatand continued with his successor#élthough their
administration remained democratic with magistracies, council an eop | e 6 s

assemblythe cities were submissive to a larger entity and a king.

8 Dmitriev (2005, p. 39p oi nts out t heepangaidn drmd ptrtoeni g edb (it o
(epangellomaiand hypiskhneomaifound in the inscriptions of early Hellenistic Asia concerning
benefaction.

° For a ctailed analysis of the Hellenistic monarchy, see Wallfa88&4)
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Despite the fact thaonarchy was against theéreekidea of freedom and
consideredas barbarian and slavisiGreeks neverthelesshad to find away to
incorporatethe king into their philosophyand politics(Walbank, 1984, pp. 684).
One way to esure good relationsetween the cities and the king was to exape
gifts. The king performed beefaction as a means to consolidatelfegemomy over
the cities he was rulin,as a returnwashonored byt he t i t | @Vvalfiaeky er ge't
1984, p. 82)

Alexander and his successors founded many cities intdh@ories they
conquered. These cities were a nemimpose Greek culturen fibarbariang, so
that theyresembledtlassical Greek cities imanyaspecs. The culture and traditions
had to be supported with the proper infrastructure and espeaidily the
administrative units:

Wealthy citizengplayed an important role e creation of thignvironment.
They participated irpresenting the Greek cultute natives by providing festivals
and games and constructing tieguisitebuildings.Moreover, theywereinvolved in
the administration and politicand used their wealth and powehen necessary
which included establishing good relations between the city and the(Rmazg,
2001, p. 326)

It was not only the power but also the wealth of the thetwas increasing in
the Hellenistic periodWith the improvements of the economical institutions like
trade, banking and land ownershighe number of wealthy citizens and their fortune
proliferated. In contrast to the ideology of equalignd puritanismin the Greek

philosophy** the veil on the fortune ahe rich was uncovered and wealth became

19 For more on the benefactions of the Hellenistic kings, see Bring(ia68; 2001)

“"While describing Panopeus in Phocis, Pausani as
government offices, no gymnasium, no theater, no mgrketa c e , no water descendi
but he admits that it Aneveadshenbdsghpton ef(Geecal el egat
10.4.1).

2 Billows (2003, p. 211)suggests that fiin the absence of
bureaucracieso the cities #fAr elsseodtacts ofthe viealthyoer s on a
get things actually doneo.

13 For more on Hellenistic economy, see Reg@&03)and Davieg1984; 2006)

14 According to Davieg2006, p. 87)the ideology of equality lay in the need of maximizing the
military force which shaped and restricted the inheritance anddandrship. The wealthy citizens
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more explicitwhich is evident with the Hellenistic houses having elegant mosaic
decorations and wall paintingBavies, 2001, p. 23)

Hellenistic period also witnessed the prominence of women as benefactors
and office holders Euergetism was no longer the monopoly of maleens.
Hellenigic queens and women from elite families were honamedscriptionswith
varioustitles suchasstephanephasor demiourgos(Dmitriev, 2005, pp. 556).

Classical Greek cities developed the idea of benefadtioough ethical
values and it turned into a political tool in the Hellenistic period. Eventually, it was
systematized and became an obligation during the Roman Empire.

2.3. Euergetismin the Roman Period

It is widely acceptedy the modern scholars thamcienteuergetisnreached
its peakin the arly and high imperial perieduring the first three centuries where
there was an unbroken prosperity within the territories of the Roman Empire
especially in Asia Minor. The credit for this proliferation shoudd given to

Augustushowever its foundation was laid in the Republican Period.

2.3.1.RepublicanEra

In the Classical and Hellenistic Periods, while the Greekstdies were
highly benefiting from the private funding of wealthy individuatise pracice of
euergetisnwas exercisedlightly differenty in the Italian peninsula.

In the core of the Greek euergetidies primarily the idea of equalityand
using benefaction as a tool in political affairs developed through the end of the
classical periodHowever it would be safe to say that benefaction had been a
political tool in the Roman Republic from the very beginning.

As opposed to the nemierarchicalclassicalAthenian citizenship® Roman

people were divided into hierarchical classks.the ealy Republic,the Roman

hadtokeeptheweal t h Ainvisibled in order t ctatessverape fr o
able to pay for mercenaries, the rich people were able to practice inheritance amdrianship more
freely.

15 Description of Athenian citizenship by Rhodé006, pp. 5%6:. filn 451/ 0 we hav
attributed to Pericles; limiting Athenian citizenship to men with an Athenian mother as well as an
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citizens were primarily identified gdebiansand thepatricians.'® Plebianswere the
common citizens who were excluded from the high power and could only hold lower
offices and involve in commercBatricians on the other hand, wethe members of
the wealthy lanebwner families most of whom became senators and/or held high
offices andpriesthoodsPatrician class was here@diry which meanthatthe Snae,
high magistrees and priesibods were monopolized by themembersof these
families Thus the class distinction prodethe patricians t o be Apower f
Asuperior o and mo rpiebiaihAd the titlesktHatenwwuldthtva n t h €
been brought to a wealtl@greekcitizen through benefaction were already carried by
the patricians As a resultjn the early Republican periothe initial concern of the
Roman benefactor was not, as opposed to a Greelgete to achieve power and
honor, but to consolidate and enhance the power he already had

However,the monopoly opatriciansin politics was brokemn the course of
time. In 496 B.C.,plebiansgained the right to holdnagistraciesandin 366 B.C.
they were admitted to hold ecwsulship;the supreme powerAs a result,more
candidates were competing at the same time whRitlbittered the competition.
Concisely,although the aristocratic ancestmas stilla privilegein the electionsit
was no longer an obligation and ttendidates had to fulfill other qualifications.

First of all, in order to hold offices, military accomplishments were needed.
As Polybius puts i{Histories,VI.19.5, i No one is eligible for
before he has c¢ompol eitne dnihitewa the éyst stepéof s er vi
cursus honorm, the sequential and hierarchical order of magistragdies politician
climbed up, he had to show the necessary shisgenerosityas well ascourage
andthe fulfilment of the age requiremenithe constant warfare during the middle

Republic was a great showcase not only to demonstrate courage but also to show

At henian father (previously onl y oddhen lancdawittiner had
the <cityds -titeans normaly gould(nat)sandrtaken part in the government of the city,

and they had to pay taxes and fight for the cit)
was considered equal.

181t is believed by ancient writers thpatricianswere the descendantspmtres,the fathers of tribes,

who were appointed as the kingdés advisors by Ro
power and monopolized it. For a collection of recent discnsdily modern scholars concerning the
relationship betweenpatricians and plebians see; Social Struggles in Archaic Rome: New
Perspectives on the Conflict of Ordedited by Raaflaut?005)
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munificence, so thaoffice holderscould increase their chances for further political
achievementsThe gradual annexation of Italyrought new places to be urbanized

and new networks of roads to be buitsecure the military progressibhsome of
which are known through surviving inscr
named after the town where it was foumdinesses the befaetion of anunknown

benefactorlt says;

| built the road from Rhegium to Capua and on that road | put all
the bridges, and mileagablets. From here it is 51 miles to
Nuceria, 84 to Capua, 74 to Muranum, 123 to Cosentia, 180 to
Valentia, 231 to the atue on the strait, and 237 to Rhegium. Total
from Capua to Rhegium: 321 miles. And when | was praetor in
Sicily, | hunted down and returned 917 runaway slaves belonging
to ltalici. And | was the first to see to it that on public land
shepherds gave way f@owmen. | built the forum and public
buildings.(Pobjoy, 2006, pp. 567)

We can never know if this epraetor ever achievea higher officesuch as
the consulship but it is certain that his generosity inscribed on this stong
deliberativelyor not,once served as a sglfonmotion.

Another profit of the warfare was that thietorious generalselebrated their
triumphwith munificence The triumphatoreswho entered the city with a triumphal
parade spread the doty they brought back from the conquered landstiersake of
the peopleand as a gratitude to the goalko protectedhemand helped them to be
successfylmoney and goods were distributed to the citizens and religious buildings
and festivals were dedicated to tleities’® Moreover, monumental columrand
triumphal arches were constructed within theiastto keep the glorious memories

alive. Whether it was a mere desire to sheme profitwith their fellow citizens® or

" For the annexation dfaly and the relationship between Italy and Rome, see Pati@306)

18 For more on the benefaction miumphatores see Veyng1990, pp. 23836, 252255); for how a
victory parade was performed, see Flog2804, pp. 32631).

19 According to Veyne, driumphator preferred to use his booty for people and gods, due to the
fdecencyo; AWhat would he to do with 111990, f not
p. 235)
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to hold a ppmisegiven tothe gods? the generalperpetuatd their triumphs with
buildings which increased the publicity, and left a good impression on the public
mindswith festivalsand distributionsThus, Flower (2004, p.331) who emphasizes
the victory paradeas the greatest successacjeneral also statesthat the statusof
fther e pu bl i ¢ an gamdnobttfromeekedtionéolhight office by the people in
their electoral assemblies but from the celebratioa tiumph, in other words from
a public recognition of ititary success while in offiae

Public recognition played a crucial role in politicgy much so thahe lower
office holderssoughtto achieve itas well Since triumphaparade wasut of their
reach,the best occasion tpromote themselves before the electiowsuld be the
festivalsand public games which played an important role in the Roman daif} life
Over time, these public occasions turned into a political algnéhe ambitious
politicians?® for the elections were held every year and reelection to an office was
restricted by laws in ordeo prevent the offices to be momolized by certain groups
(Rosenstein, 2006, p. 38@ach festival was directely a magistratepraetor or
aedile to be specific, and the lavishness of the entertainment increased in direct
proportion with the expectations of the produdget, the high offices were occupied
by nobiles tha is aristocraticnobles?® in whose electionshe publicity played an
important role.

Cicero once said, AThe Roman peopl e
muni f i ®re Maena 36.76). He was right about the latter judgment but the

former was about the change. Severaltamji encounters with the Hellenistic cities

R ¢ p @R@06, p. 2205uggests that many of the temples were promised to the gods by the generals
in the battlefield in return for their help and blessings. Thus, after coming back safely and victorious,
the generals sacrificed their booty to holditipeomises.

1 Carcopino(1941, pp. 22227) counts 150 days marked as holidays in Roman calendar up to the
time of Claudius. 93 of these were public games and the rest were the religious festivals. However
these numbers were not stable and changing in time.

%2 The festivals coincided with elections so that the voters coming out of Rome would witness the
magi st r-prametiors s el f

3 The word noble is derived from the Latin wandbilitas According to Rosenign (2006, p. 377)
althoughnobilitasi s gener ally translated as fAnobilityo,
and fAcelebrityo, as well as fdar i dicemtoryBRC yldus,whi ch
this indicates the reshaping of aristocracy during the middle republic. It was less associated with blood
but more with publicity.

15

h

t



introduced luxury and ostentatious living to the Roman elitich also played an
important role in the increase of the benefadid®ince people had more wealth,
they had more to offebboth for their own futurend for the welfare of their fellow
citizens.

Once the peace was consolidatad the wars settled downpbility and
wealth- and benefaction as a consequenbegan to be more effective than military
accomplishments for being elected to a high offidas resulted in the creation of a
new noble aristocratic class who came forward with their wealth and the way they
spend it. Eventually, Augustus became a role model for these rich people, who were
anxiousto spend their money on publieelfarein order b get to the destination they

were craving

2.3.2. AugustanEuergetismand Rome

Let the ancient times delight other folk: | congratulate myself that | was not
born till now; this age fits my nature well.
Ovid, The Art of Love3.1212

When Augustus beat Anthony and Cleopatra in the battle of Actium in 31
B.C., he not only won the battle against the enemy butagened a new era that
started withthe restoratiorof Republic, and the social and physical environment of
the Roman peopléNhen he died 8 years later in A.D. 4, he lefta magnificent
heritage to be cherished and taken as an exdmptenturies

Today, he most important withess of his achievements is the veryhatte
wrote with his ownwordsin the first personHe wished this text to be inscribeah
two bronze pillas set upin front of his mausoleurm Rome. The original in Rome
ceased to exist but three copies, all found in Galatimesurvived to our day. The
most complete form of the text surviveabth in Latin and Greek, on the outer
surface of the walls of the temple of Rome and Augustus in Ancyra, modern Ankara
(Fig. 1, 2).** Called Res Gestadivi Augusti (The Achievements of the Divine

%4 |n the temple of Rome and Augustus in Ancyra, the Latin text occupies the anta walls on both sides

of the entrance, whereas, the Greek version is inscribed on the south wall of the cella. The other two

Res Gestamer e both found near Ankara as well; one in
the other one in Apollonia (modern Uluborlu) in Gred@ke Latin versions were intended for the
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Augustus), the texis comprised ofa preface,35 chaptersand an appendix.
Throughout the text, by marking the most important things in his life, Augustus
mentions how heecovered the Republic, provided peace on the searatie land
andexpended his own wealth on public munificence.

The Res Gestaes importait in many layersln regard to its present context,
G¢VvEd8suggests that It propagates the #fi
establishing a connection between the citizens and Augustus and Rome far from
home through its monumetityg and architectural contextOn the other hand,
according to its contentit is believed to beone of the most important historical
evidencs for the political and social situation of the Augustank®rdrunt & Moore
(1967, pp. 78). Furthermoreluce (1990, p. 128)sserts thathe Res Gestaés a
comparisonbetween Augustus and other great men of Rome whegustus
secretly emphasizes that he surpassed il his achievementsHowever, more
importantly, regarding our topic, it is the final ni@station of a great benefactor.

Chapters 1824 of the Res Gestaare devoted to the liberality of Augustus,
who provided munificence to theeople of Romdrom his private resources” He
distributed money and grain to the Roman plebs and sold#slb,18), paid for
lands for the coloniesRG 16), assisted the treasury when necessBR@ 17),
produced gladiatorial games, shows, religious festivals, beast hunts andragek a
naval battle RG 22,23) and made offerings to the templd®G(24). More
importantly, he constructed and restored temples and public buildmBe®me(RG
19-21) which would later miee him say the famous quosdout theCityt hat he @A ha
foundit built of brickand left it in marblé  (t@wssAugustus28).

When Augustus retued to Rome after hisadoptive father Caesar was
murdered, he foundhe city in poor condition. The city was worn out and
overcrowded with internal migrations and had inadequate infrastructure and clean

water. On top of that the temples and public buildisgwereneglected due to the

Latin-speaking colonial communities, whereas, the Greek versions which are a paraphrase rather than
a direct translation were addressing the native Greek popu{&tiont & Moore,1967, pp. 12).

%> Throughout the chapters concerning his expenses, Augustus constantly emphasizes that he used his
own sources by using RGLe&,walr7ds Mimy RGWE) 17ptA)t ay omo(n y
and ARG 210 (
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civil wars and thescarce triumphal buildings were not enough to beautify the city.
Formerly, Caesar intended to restore the cibyt his building program was left
unfinished after his murdevhich waslatercompleed by his adptive sor?®

Augustuspreferred tocontinue his construction program with the familiar
architectural and building formghe city was embellished witblassicalelements
and well known buildings likéora, basilica and temples. The traditional architecture
symbolized the revival of the Republican pé&savro, 2005, p. 248) Despite the
traditional architecturalelements Augustanarchitecture was catching attentidoe
to the variable use of Gred®doman forms and elongated dimensiohsgustusalso
took care of the infrastructure and the transportation of the necessaryamdter
appoined men to the permanent official positiofte constant maintenandg&avro,
2005, p. 243)The roads were pavedyd streets were clead with the river wash
and many aqueductarriedclean water to the higy populated city(Strabo 5.3.8)
Residents of Romerere content witlihe public servicethe entertainmentand the
new face of RomeAugust us turned Rome into a Aworl
capital of the empire and taken as an exarbplmanyothercities(Favro, 2005)

In the Res GestaeAugustus emphasizes the things he had done in R@ame
Italy. The provincial cities arenostly mentioned while he authored his success over
foreigners(RG 26-33). In his accounts, iB munificence over provinces is restricted
to the land bought for the coloni@RG 16) and the restored offerings of the temples
in Asia (RG 24). However; this does not mean that ivas ungenerous tthe
provincial cities;it is obvious thathe Res Gestaaddresse the people of Romé®

Even so, & messagsucceeded in reaching the péoliving inthe provinces.
The very first word ofthe Res Gestae eveal s fa cR®Prefacgels set

Finding three installations othe Res Gestaén a remote place like Galatia, which

6 Caesar had sh an ambition to aggrandize Rome architecturally that as VE\@R0, p. 252)
expresses, he did not wait to betrmmphatorto build within the city. Augustus inherited this
ambition as well as the unfinishetbjects and followed the footsteps of his father.

2" Favro(2005, p. 241plso asserts that Augustus limited the use of Egyptian style in order not to be
compared with his enemies; oriental Cleopatra and orientalized Anthony.

l'n the Appendix, some of Augustusd benefactions
this part is believed to be someone else, who probably edésdsesta& be put up in a provincial
context(Brunt & Moore, 1967, pp. 881).
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was not even Hellenized by the time of its Romanizaio& ¢ v e n 1998, )
invoke the idea thabther copies could have been set out in olbes or more
civilized provincial cities.By this way, the accounts of the benefactions of Augustus
would have been spread to thwerld, taking it out of its city context and making it
universal.By constantly engaging wittihe Res Gestaen daily life, awealthycitizen
who would never havethe chancead visit Rome was able to imagine the shining
marble all around the city,and rising cheers andscreamscoming from an
amphitheaterlt is very likely that this wealthy citizen would dream of bringing
Rometo his own city as well.

During the Republican period, theconstruction of public buildings was
mostly triumphal benefactions amehs expected frontriumphatores(Veyne, 1990,
p. 252) During the time of Augustus, the consolidated peace reduced the number of
triumphatores and what 6s more, Augustus arestric
ary other public buildings and allowedmostly the imperial family tobuild in
Rome?® This tenacious attitude is interpreted as his determindtiomlominating
over architectur al pat r o ratepéraveon2d05,pp.c 0 mi n
246-8). Augustus returned many titles awarded to him by the Seathtef which
would have grantetiim privilegesand powerover allthe other citizeng’ since he
considered them as bréa for the future of the Republic and his own fifeinstead
he preferred sovereignty in architectural patron&geausdie envisioned the power
of architecture athe permanent perpetuation of the memory of the benefakhalr
from then on, the architectir benefaction would surpass all the other kinds of

munificence all over the empire.

29 Grandiose imperial activity in Rome was continued to be performatidogucceeding emperors

and their families as a means to consolidate t}
(Mitchell, 1987, p. 335)It was not until the emperors started to come from provinceslieext their

attraction and wealth to their native cities that imperial patronage in Rome ded(ekssed, 1998,

pp. 126134).

% In the Res GestaeAugustus records that he declined some triumpt@ 4), refugd consulship

offered to him for the rest of his life and dictatorshig55 ) , rejected to be the 7
and morals without a c¢ol R®63gndearneddavn the titlebntifexu pr e me
maximuauntil the man holding the pridsiod died RG10).

31 As Gruen(2005, p. 35%uggests, Augustus refused these titles in order to prevent his position from
institutionalizing and to avoid the possible jealousy and conspiracy towards his Jtadse could

have undermined the Republic he was trying to save and brought him an early death as in the case of
his father.

19



2.3.3. Euergetism in the Provinces

Changing Rome was the reflection of the changing empire Augustan era
iIs marked aghe expansion of th&Roman territorythrougheastand west and the
dissemination of peace to the conquered Igfits 3). Following the consolidation
of peace,an intense Romanization procesggan to take holdn the freshly
conquered and annexed lands

With the Roman interventionhése nely provincializedterritoriesbeganto
shae a visual and cultural likeness througjire imposition of cultural, religious and
artistic valueswhich were a combination of Roman traditiorsd the Greek east.
This acculturationrequired time but eventually, cities in the east and wesire
bondedwith eachotherand withRomein idiosyncratic ways

Essentially, the most conspicuouspromotion of Romancivilization was
expressed in the urban scale, through tlspreadingof monumental buildingshat
were necessary for a Roman way of livinfome of these buildings were realized
with the imperial bestowaEmperors conducted imperial building programs in order
to show their generosity to their sutiie and consolidate their powddowever,
instea of sending cash from their own treasury to the provineegerors chose to
contribute with raw and processed mateifriaim imperial quarrigsmilitary expertise
and men powey regulationand exemption ofaxesand direction ofduties destined
for the inperial treasuryo the building in questioMacMullen, 1959, pp. 20217,
Mitchell, 1987, pp. 343849). It is not easy to categorize the types of buildings
constructed by the emperor; since the imperial bestonestly depended on the
needs andequests of the citieandemergeniesdue tothe natural disaster*

But still, imperial building programs did h@over all the architectural needs
of a city, yet not every city was lucky enough tbe best owed with
generous touchln the absence of imperial helthe necessary amenities were

provided by thecitiesdown funds andhe munificence oprivateindividuals Many

32 However, it is possible to say that the military engineers and architects were primarily needed for
military buildings like fatifications, and towers and challenging constructions like aqueducts.
However, there is evidence for the use of military power in the other types of monumental buildings,
as well as private benefactors who built military buildings For more on the asmyffor imperial
benefaction, see MacMullgi959, pp. 214217)and Mitchell(1987, pp. 33639)
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inscriptionsfrom Roman provincedated to the first two centuries after the massive
urbanization of Augustus show that privatanificenceplayed a considerable role in

the transformation of the urban facaf the cities. Impressively, most of these
inscriptions come from the Greek cities on the Mediterranean coasts of Asia Minor,
signdling an increasé the private benefaction.

The reason of this proliferatiomust be sought ithe conflicting attitudesof
Rome towardseast and westSince eastern and western territories weather
different in terms of culture, civilization and urbanizatialuring the Roman
expansion in the Augustan perjodifferent social, economic and political policies
were pursued towards bothdes. These policies shaped the involvement of the

benefactors to this enormous makeover of the empire.

2.3.3.1 Western Provinces

During the Augustan era, Gaul, Spain and North Afrieaepacified on the
west. Before Augustusd e s pi t e Ca e share Wwesemostly smalmpbals ,
communitiesdevoid ofmonumental buildings ithe Roman senseTlheir familiarity
with the Hellenistic and Roman cultures was restrictedh® limited number of
Hellenized cities and Roman military basgsogether withthe Greek and Roman
goods carried by the merchani®hese territories were a blank canvas yet to be
painted withthe Roman culture. As Roman armiesoved further, the mitigated
areasvere renewed witimunicipiaandcolonia havinggrand architectural programs
andRomanadministratiorsystens>

The most dramatitransformation was observed in tlagout of the city and
in the architecture The regular characteristics of a Roman city were transfénted

the conquered land€ities were laid on a grid systethadapted from Greekshich

33 Coloniawas the highest class of Roman cities whose citizens had Roman citizenship. During the
western urbanizatiorgoloniaewere mostly established for the retired veterans. On the other hand,
municipiumwas the seconbighest rank whose citizens were mostharged withius Latiius, the
ALatioghtso, t hat is limited rights and privil ege
citizenship(Edmondson, 2006, pp. 2260)

34 As Drinkwater (1987, pp. 35@51) suggests the initial attempt was to make grids correct in two

di mensi ons, called #fAperfect horizontalityo, t hr
almost impossible, archeological evidence reveht many cities presented pretty decent grid

systems.
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was dividinga city into blocks insulage with orthogonal streetd'wo major streets,
cardoanddecumanuswere intersecting at the center of the gpi@n The necessary
public buildings were placed withihe insulaeto createa well organized settlement.
The buildings were distributegroundthe city according to a systerA forum was

built in the city center andadministration buildings wergrouped around it.
Religious, pblic and ergrtainment buildingsvere placed within # boundaries of
the city, the pomerium while the cemeteries were kept out of the settlement area.
Classical elementsand recurring building typedike forum-basilica complex,
temples, theaters, babuildings etc. were usedwhich were distinct from local
traditions® This stereotyped urban plannimgth classical formselped the natives

to be involved in the Roman culture more easily, since ffelyat home wherever
they went within the Roman territof§.Moreover, the imposition of imperial cult
createl a religious common ground between the cities and consolidated the power of
Rome and reinforced the loyalty to the emperor.

The newly settled towns were obliged to pay taxes to the empire and were
dependat on the military for security. Other than thesbe administration was
autonomous like a Gregdolis. Cities had their council@ssembliesand priesthoods
and thelocal eliteswere encouraged to participatethese institution§Edmondson,
2006, pp. 27278). Office holding broughtRomancitizenship to the member and
prestige to his familyThis resulted into the shaping of local aristocracy.

At this point, benefaction plays a crucial part in the sostialctureand the
urbanizatiorof the western provinai cities.As in the case dbreek,Hellenistic and
Roman Republicatowns the local elite started to perform benefactibmgnprove
their social statusand careerThe primary target of competing elites was probably
becoming a part of the aristocracydugh office holding and Roman citizenship,

which was followed by the desire for tHieture equestrian and senatorial orders.

3 Ward-Perkins (1970, p. 19)suggests that the building types were Italian, however, they varied
according to the Italian regions that the provincesviercontact with. Thus, according to him, Gaul
and soutkcentral Europe was influenced from Northern ltaly, while Africa bears the imprints of
Campania, Sicily and Magna Graecia.

3% John Oniang1999, pp. 166167) mentions the vital assistance of repetitive planning to Roman
army, who was able to find their place within the camp through a system of signs even before the
construction of the camp. Familiar organizations increased the efficiency and speedsalfligrs
while entering a new camp since they Afelt at
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Thereforethey engagedh munificence; especially in architecture since there was a
lot to do as the cities were recently urbaniag.>’ Moreover, anothercompetition
grew between citiesas thg sought imperial favor such as an increase in the rank of
the city or tax redemptiorin order to outdo the other cities, generous benefactors
embellished their towas much as thelbudgetsallowed trying to make them look
pleasante nough to deser ve tThe recongalerelatianship g e n e
between the elite and the city was bearing fruit; as theseléee climbing up the
cities weregetting more urbanized.

But still, urbanizationtook time. Although the development processezich
city differed, most of therwaited toreach their peatl| the second century A.and
even latefEdmondson, 2006, p. 280; Dunedones, 1990Moreover, urbanization
was not homogenous. For instance, the Mediterranean Gpasts t he Rh® ne
were considerablymore densely urbanized than therthern and western parts of
Gaul or some coastal citiesxperienced derbanization of inlandgke Sicily or not
urbanization at all like SardinidNevett & Perkins, 2000, pp. 232B89)

The initial purpose ofhe new settlements in the wegks to provide land for
the veterans, to consolidate the secuaity to establish a network for administration,
taxation and safe accessi@dmondson, 2006, pp. 2255) After all, the outcome
of this massive transformation was the Romanizatioposition ofcertain type 6
architecture administration,and social, cultural and religiousaluesworked as a
mass production, in which the cities in the newly urbanized west shared a material
likeness and a common identityMloreover, creation of an imperial imagery which
centere Augustus and Rome in coinage, sculptural programs and religion through
imperial cult consolidated the loyalty of the local peofethe emperor and the
empire® The inhabitantsof these brand new settlementsre stiped out of their
Abar bar i aan weradeguippedithiaémeign new culture, together with

some of their survimg but suppressedative traditions.

3" DuncanJones(1990, pp. 174184) asserts that most of the public buildings in the African towns
were funded privatelyMoreover, when they were finance publicly, a great deal of the public revenue
was received fromsumma honorariathe payment for an office by the elites. Thus, even funded
publicly, there was a private contribution.

Bpaul Z a n Kr'eerPoveer ob lmagkin the Age of Augusty4988) presents an invaluable
study of the creation and importance of the imperial visual language during the Augustan era.
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Nevertheless, dw civilized and how urbanized these indigenous peaple
is still questionedy modern scholar@Nevett & Perkins, 2000, p. 242Yhis may be
the very sameRomanquery that made the nativesonstantly remined by their
defeated past througthe imperial sculptural programsvhich depicted thenas
conquered and the Rome as the conqu€rés Mierse(1990, p. 320summarizes
AiThe message is simple: Become a part of the empire and enjoy its protection, or
remai n b oweThe Romangpdidy ®eert wesiern cities wammposed of

brute forceand forced assimilation. This wasmpletelydifferent from the eastern

policy.

2.3.3.1 Eastern ProvincesGreeksof Asia Minor

When compared tb h Westh, t h Eastiivas highly civilized ad urbanized
with a culture older than the Romans themselves. The madijnized parts which
were mainland Greece and the Mediterranean coasts of Asia Minor were densely
occupied with Greek citieRomans had been encountering Greeks from the very
beginning through the Greek coloniesstablishedin the Italian peninsulalong
before the Hellenistic eraln fact, seemingly,they were one of them through
mythical lineage. Romaniselieved that they werthe descendents of Aeaswho
fled from Troy; and they even managed to merge their Greek ancestor with their
mythical founders Romulusnd RemugRaaflaub, 2006, pp. 12B827) Additionally,
if Cicero wassincerein the letter he sent to his brother Quintti® proconsul of
Asia; Romanshada greatrespect towards Greekice they considered them as the
center, wherdhumanitas i.e. the civilization disseminated frorm the same letter,
he al so aedeamnthingthat Ihhave attédined | owe to thgmesuits and
disciplines which have been handed down to us in tkeatiire and teachings of
Gr e e Q.dr.0l.1) Greek literature, art, architecture, sculpture and education were
great inspirations for Romans that made Horacef&gece, the captivenade her

savage victocaptive and broughhearts into rustic Latiurd(Letters 2.1.1567).

¥As the case of Trajanés victory monument whi ch

Romania) in 10R.D. (Elsner, 1998, pp. 12526).
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Romansgreatly esteemed Greek peofte their intellectuality butat the
same time they despi §Gredon Q006 e@k228Thians | i t ar
probably one of the reasons wimtil the beginnings of the firstentury B.C.,
Roman presence in the East veady for alleviatingthe turmoil that occurredfrom
time to time without any desire for expansion otherwords, Romans acteke
protective guardians of peaaethe Eastwho intervenedvith military powerwhen
necessaryrestored kings and governors to their seaitd evacuatethe garrisons
when the security was eftlished(Gruen, 2004)So when they inheritedPergamum
all of a suddentheir first land in Anatolia, it took couple of years fahem to claim
the territory(Gruen, 2004, p. 261)t was not until the defeat d¥lithridates that
Romans engaged ibig territorial regulations The victorious Pompeye-arranged
the provincesand foundectities named after himselbut these provinces ancities
preserved &reekcharacterin both administration and physical appeasawith a
Roman touch and the Romarpolitical presence was restricted to a couple of
provincialgovernors sent by the Senate.

Succeeding generals like Caesar and Augustus follbmeedame policy; they
gave autonomy and freedom to the existing citiestheg founded colonie®r their
veterangesemblingGreekpoleis During the Augustan era, Romanesence in the
East expandedbeyond MacedonjaGreeceand Asia Minor the Ptolemaic Egypt
Syriaand most ofAnatolia were added to themperial territory while Cappadocia,
Lycia and Armenia remained as client kingdoaisthe empire All of these areas
continuel to keep theirlocd identities.However, despite the fact thidite provinces
were expected to run themselves, they became afoitme enpire through aetwork
of taxes just like west. Those taxes were supporting the Roman army, who were in
turn providing the peace and secufityThis guardianshipvas the initial step that
would lead the Easterprovinces;especially the Greek cities of ®sMinor to
prosperityfor the next two centuries.

Clearly, the Roman strategy oveér h &astfiwas remarkably different than

the AWesb. Imperial salptural programs tell the samimat the Romans were there

0 As Ando (2006, p. 185)emphasizes, the tax system was not a punishment but a preeerh
sempiternamé¢ aetgaeamed ilpesiascuer e 0 me.rtlildd.ed by Cicer
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to protect not taconquer** Instead ofimposingtheir own culture Romanslet the
Greek citiessurvive with their ownvalues In this way they not only fed on the
Greek intellectuality but alson their long-established economgystens that were
providing incomefor Romanghroughfertile lands, minerasuppliesand wide trade
connectiongNevett & Perkins, 2000, p. 218)

A drastic Roman urbanisiwas not necessary since the East was already
urbanizedunlike West Nonethelesscolonies were dtiestablished to provide land
for the veteran&’ Thesenew cities became a mesito promote Roman culture to
their surroundings However the Italian influence was more powerful in less
Hellenized aregswvhile Romanization met with resistanae the daily lives of the
Hellenisticcommunities* For instance, local laws continued to be executed despite
Roman regulations an@reek survived as the primary languageongthe public,
while Latin remained as the language forperial communicationsLocal deities
continued to be honored with the native rituals and they kept staying in their
Hellenistic temples. However, Romans managed to fit in the Greek communities, and
theRoman culture infiltrated to the local cultures and eventuallyrbecaparbf the
Greek identity; Roman cults were acknowledged, Roman architecture started to re
beautifythe cities and bilingual inscriptions emerged.

Greeks in Asia Minor were used to bgisubjected to a higher powand
accepted itas long as they felt freeExpectedly, hey acknowledged Roman
dominion andfound a way to incorporate Roman culturdadrtheir own just like
loniansdid in the Hellenistic times.

Their first move was to honohugustus with ammperial culf in the waythey

honored the Hellenistic rulers in the p&sin 29 B.C., provinces of Asia and

“1 As in the case of Antonine Altar at Ephesus belonging to the second centurEir, 1998, pp.
123125)

2 These colonies were mostly founded on less urbanize@xistng settlements like Galatia in
central Anatolia(Mitchell, 1987, pp. 36863) For the urbanization of the Anatolian hinterland, see
Mitchell (1993, pp. 8609).

3 Other preexisting communities like Egyptians and Syrians were resistant as well. However, Roman
presence in the civilized communities of the East other than Greeks is out of the stopestofdy
and will only be touched upon as necessary.

“Si mon Pr iRtem8 sand PawerkThe Roman Imperial Cult in Asia Mird®84)is a
valuable study for the history and development of imperial cult in Asia Minor.
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Bithynia got the permissiofrom Augustusto erect temples to celebrate his cult
together with the cult of goddess Rouharing the rituals and festivafs After that,
the number of cities, celebrating the cult of the emperor increased dramatically
throughout Asia MinarThis was a demonstration of loyalty to the empinehelped
to establish a bond between #mperor and th&reek cities Moreover, it gavehe
Greekcommunity the chance to belong to the empire with their own vadueihe
traditions

Institutionalization of the imperial culexploited competition among the
cities.Just like the cities in thevest,the Greek cities oAAsia Minorwererivaling for
the imperial bestowabn more or less for the same privilegéke tax exemptions
and city ranks. However, tha@iggest difference from the west was tloéta single
title, neoloros, fithe possession aén imperial templeat which a provincial festival
was c el @fice, 4984 pm 65, fn. 47 The best way to deserve it was
throughthe enhancement and maintenance of their city andotbeision of the
welfare of their citizensln order to achiee these, the contribution of the wealthy
individuals was necessitated due to ihegularity of imperial intervention and
inadequacyf public revenued’

As a result the Roman presence in Asia Minalteredthe motives of local
benefactos. The wealthy individuals who were previously making benefactions for
social status and official ranks within their own community started to fightarily

for Roman privileges. Bsiresof priesthoods of the imperial cult, Roman citizenship,

> Augustus gave the permissiwith the condition that his cult would be associated with the goddess
Roma since worshiping him while he was still alive would destroy his republican image among the
people of Rome. However, the institution of the imperial cult was a great tool in paditics
Augustus, being inspired from the eastern model of divine rulers, initiated the establishment of altars
and temples of himself and Rome in the newly settled western provinces in order to provide unity
(Zanker 1988, pp. 29B34)

6 Apparently, the title was only awarded to the cities of Asia Minor. For a brief list of neokorate
cities, see Fergusdqi987, pp. 7777/78)

" In his bookThe Politics ofMunificence in theRoman EmpireCitizens, Elites and Benefactors in

Asia Minor(2009) Arjan Zuiderhoek argues that the resources of the cities of Asia Minor were plenty
enough to support all the public needdecoralethd t he
cake of (2009yp. 82)He événedévotes a chapter to construct a hypothetical moderate city
model to estimate its public income and expense which leads him to the conclusion that the cities
would have been able to support all the public necessities in the absence of benefaction. However, the
applicability of this theory to every <city 1in
ambitions and high expenditures is questionable.
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offices in city administration, and even senatorialship in the Roman government
increased the generosity of the rittreturn, they were awarddyy Romais as well

as their fellow citizens. Their handsome statues adorned the public places, their
honors and titles werdernalized on shinynarblesandthe luckier and probably the
wealthier ones enjoyed high offices and even became sefftors.

It is eitherdue tothe quality of thepreservatioror the incredible ambition of
these wealthy citizens that th@reek cities of western Asia Minor produced
archeological evidence concernirggiergetismmore than any other part of the
empire.In fact, Zuiderhoek(2009, p. 2)def i nes this i ncrease
l deol ogi cal reaction of urban eliteséto
within the civic society generated by the integration of the cities into the Roman
i mperial system. o

The recoveredhscriptionswitness the proliferation of munificenespecially
in the first two centuries of the high imperial periddhe benefactions wemmostly
constituted opublic buildings, distribution of goodsnd organizationof games and
festivals(Fig. 4). And a small prt includedembassies to the emperor, foundations
that cover the costs of certain offices and so f(fthiderhoek, 2009, p. 77Among
these, the biggest proportion belonged to the construction and restoratiobliof pu
buildings.

Although these Hellenistic cities were equipped with urban structures
necessary for a Greek life; existing buildings had to be altered or new buildings had
to be erected for the accommodation to the infiltrating Roman culdierce, the
contributions of localeuergetegesulted in the reirbanization of their native cities
which will be discussed in tHellowing chapter.

Finally, the very same inscriptionmake it possibléo create a profile of the
benefactors andeveal thatgenerousindividuals may come from different social
levels.The inscriptions provéhat benefactios enabledvealthy individualdrom the
lower steps of the social ladder to be heard in the freefpata oriented society of

the Roman EmpireRich but inferior citizns like feedmen or women whwere

8 According to Levick(1987, p. 339)nearly one third of the senators came from the Greek East; but
even after their acceptance to the senate, eastern senators did not give up patriotism and continued to
cherish theirities with donations.
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excluded from power and politics found a chance to redeem Itheer status
through spending their fortune for the civil service. In return, just like freeborn men,
they were honored with titles and statués great exenple comes from Perge.
Planca Magna an eminent woman from the second centu. contributed to the
urbanization of Perge with her restoration program of the city ayadevashonored
by the citywith many titlesand statuesHer case is an important erple to see the
power of benefaction in shaping the social status of a benefactor and rewriting the
identity of a Greek city in the Roman presence while keefi;:Greekand everthe
glimpses ohative Anatolian past.

In conclusion,Romanization underwenhrough two major processes: while
it took the form of amore appliedassimilation in thefi WsbD, it was more of an
adoption and adaptation in thi&asb. The Greek citiesof western Asia Minor
enjoyedfreedom in expressing their own identity under Ba Romaa, but at the
same timethey willingly let the Roman culture infiltrateMerging of Geek and
Roman cultures producedsteful wealthy elitesvith whose contributionghe Greek

cities blossometh the high imperial period.
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CHAPTER 3
ROMAN URBANIZATION OF THE GREEK EAST

R o ma mtslligentpolicy over the Greek cities of Asia Minor resulted in the
acknowledgement of the Roman presence among the Greek people. In time, Greeks
began to let the Roman ditions and amenities become a part of their daily life and
eventually their culture. This absorption was most conspicuously reflected in the
architectural and consequently urban scale.

Among all the branches of Roman culture, it was probably architetitate
faced the widest acceptance among the Greeks, ultimately leading to a synthesis.
This was essentially due to the familiarity of classical forms that both Greek and
Roman architecture share, the improvement of the existing urban actvitiiethe
installation of Roman buildings and the amenities that came with them, and finally
the sensitivity of Roman architecture to the human dimension.

Romanclassicismpaved the road between the two cultures, and the adoption
of western building types brought theggk and Roman cultures closer to each other.
Moreover, the urban narratisereated by the movement of people ahdpedwith
the accumulation of both Greek and Roman experiences merged the two traditions
into a hybrid whole. Even though the cities becarR@man, they clung to their
memories and stayed Greek at the same time. As a consequence,-f3yaero
cities appeared whose urbanism reached a culmination in the second and third

centuries of the imperial period.

3.1. Imperial Architectural Vocabulary

It is possible to say that Roman classicism accelerated the acceptance of
Roman architecture since it Al ooked | i ke
ancient traditions. However, Roman classicism was deceptive. Although the Roman
classical elements steal a visual likeness with that of Greek, they spoke a different

language in terms of function and symbolism.
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Yet, Roman classicism departed from the Greek manner of execution a great
deal. In the western use, although classical forms survived their Ysuad; they
lost their individuality and structural quality which constituted their essence. Instead,
they werereducedto surface articulation and became submissive to the whole
building. (Norbeg-Schulz, 1978, pp. 902; MacDonald, 1988, pp. 143/8). The
departure from the origins led to the misinterpretation of Roman architecture which
came to be considered as the degeneration of the Greek elements by some“3cholars.
However, these new formulations evolved out of the needs of new architectural
solutions that the Roman way of life demanded.

To begin with, the Roman daily practices necessitated larger buildings with
more complex functions and detailed planning togethdth better articulated
interior spaces. As the scale and complexity increased, the trabeated system of Greek
architecture becaeninsufficient to respond tstructural requirements. Thus, new
building systems like continuous walls, arches, and vaults veergred to envelope
the spaces. These forms were cast with concogies(caementiciumi Italy where
it was rich with volcanic sand that was essential for this new material. The architects
of Asia Minor, on the other hand, lacking the necessary quatityquantity of the
particular ash, came up with alternative techniqueshtpespaces, and generally
used traditional materials like limestone and Hilmrt brick.>°

No matter what building material might have been used, the vast surfaces
needed artiduat i on. At this point, classical
and complemented the perception of the building as a whole with the rhythm and
repetition they created. Stripped out of their conventional Greek origins, the classical
forms acquird more flexibility without losing their artistic look beyond recognition
and gained new members like the arch. As a result, supesing the orders,
choppingthe pediments or combining them with arches, or engaging the columns

into the walls created a vaty of elevations (Fig.5).

9 For example, Viollete-Duc (1990, pp. 886), a French architect and theorist of th&' t@ntury,
accused Romans of aping Greeks and being ignorant of the forms of Greek arehiBdthis did

not prevent him from admiring other aspects of Roman architecture such as construction techniques
and articulated building plans.

* For the traditional building materials of Asia Minor used to construct Roman forms; see Dodge
(1990)
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Although the diversity of combinations gave an idiosyncratic character to
each public building, the use of similar elements visually bonded the monumental
structures at the city scale by providing an unimpeded perception theduglong
the city. For example, the colonnades of a thoroughfare were in harmony with the
columns of gpalaestra and t he c olnymmphaaungrehtly reseolded o f a
t he f a- kaideegsaalorfthe astage building of a theater. Hence, the use of
classical elements and similar forms knitted the surfaces of the buildings that frame
the Aarmatureodo of a city Iike a | acework
unravel the unity.

Intrinsically, the mission of Roman classicism was beyond thescigye. As
such, the classical elements not only created cohesion within the cities, but also
became the conspicuous ingredient of imperial symbolism and architectural
vocabulary which united the cities visually under the dominion of the Roman Empire
(MacDonald, 1988, pp. 22245). Moreover, thaise of classical elements was one of
the many ways that Romans demtrated their indebtedness @Greek culture. In
return, Greeks acknowledged Roman architecture and meltmew building types

and the institutions attached to them.

3.2. Roman Public Buildings and Institutions in the Greek Cities

Many different types of public buildings were produced under Roman rule.
However it is not possible to find every single type in every single éiy.
MacDonald(1988, p. 2725 ay s , Awhat was abnuiedtgtionvd s wha
a building type depended on the need, and sometimes certain building types were
rejected inthe provincial,andeven intheregional levelLikewise, he acceptance of
a building type in the cities of Asia Minor depended on how muéitted into the
existing tradition and supported the necessary social needs.

As WardPerkins (1974, p. 35)also points out, specialization of buildings
came about as the cities grew. In Aslaor, the imporation of newbuilding types
principally aimed at the organization of existing urban activities, which were getting
more complex with the presence of the Romans. For example, market buildings
(macellg in central locations and harbor complexes with waredé®errea were

required for the regulation of increasing commercial activities, thus expanding the
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commercial function of the agora. Similarly, fora surrounded with temples, basilicas
and important offices were adopted for conducting administrativel, dagiapolitical
actions in the contemporary Roman way. Moreover, infiltration of Roman festivals
and games demanded the reinterpretation of the entertainment buildings.

Inclusion of Roman building types within the Hellenistic repertory was
beyond mere imation. Architects of ancient Asia Minor succeeded in blending those
with traditional materials and forms, and local construction techniques; thus giving
them an MfAAsiatico characteristic. Even f
features produced unig buildings that do not exactly fit in any category as in the
case of the Library of Celsus in Ephesus. WRedkins(1981, p. 288)dentifies this

building as #@Athe conver gedheceenunehtal Gréek t wo
Stoa and that of the RepubMdeowemthel t al i a
monument al columnar fa-ade of t he Il i br a

combination of local ornamentation with the classical elements executed in baroque
manner (Fig 7)Cal Imarblestiy | e 0 by WHB81dp. P@thiksuriace
columniationbecameone of the main styles tornamentt he f a- ades of (
buildings likenymphaear theater stagbuildings.

Il n many cases, this eclectic attitude
of the present Hellenistic buildings. For instance, instead of constructing expensive
amphitheaters which were designed especially for Roman gladiatorial games and
beast hunts, Greeks preferred to use existing Hellenistic theaters by altering them to
accommodate new shows like Aphrodisians or built new theaters in Roman style, as
in Aspendos (Fig. 8, 9). By privileging the theater against the amphitheater; Greeks
denonstrated how true they were to their roots and they ensured the continuity of
their tradition; at the same time, by westernizing the traditional form; they showed

how open they were for chang®s.

*1In the bilingual dedicatory inscriptions carved on the building, the Library of Celsus is referred to as
abasilicain Latin,and & 1 1l 1700 (basilica stoa)n Greek(Ward-Perkins, 1981, p. 288)

®2 Amphitheaters are a good example for a regional rejection of a Roman building type. There should
have been individuals wealthy enough to afford an amphitheater since there was always an insatiable
desire for the prestige ibald have brought. However, very limited number of amphitheaters found in
Asia Minor suggests that Hellenistic roots played an important role in the repudiation of the
monumental structure.
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It was probably the bath buildings that posed the mosticrasvelty among
other types of Roman buildings. Bathing was a gift of Romans to Greeks, which
fulfilled a social need. Baths were beyond being just leisure and entertainment
places; they were also socializing areas for intellectual cultivation and atieTrigg
spaces for political decisiomaaking®® Greeks not only embraced the bathing habit,
but also combined it with the Hellenistic gymnasium which was the bedrock of the
Greek culturé? Roman hot baths, thus united with thalaestraof the Hellenistic
gymnasia under a single architectural dnibecame the new cultural, civic and
social centers of the cities; where the daily life of the citizens mostly revolved
around.These batlgymnasium complexes even acquired religious connotations by
the installaibn of rooms for the imperial cult within thealaestra Sometimes alled
kaisersaal or marmorsaal the restored Marble Court of the bafpmnasium
complex in Sardis presents a vivid example of such an imperial hall (Fig. 10, 11).

Bath-gymnasium complexes were an outstanding product of the high level of
urbanization of a city. According to Mitche({ll993, p. 217) three things were
required to provide the survival of these complexesosperity, technological
progress and peace. First of all, bgimnasium complexes required wealthy
gymnasiarck who would meet the expensive requirements like the costs of athletic
games and festivals or the oil for training and the fuel for bathingi. idseen, with
the development of the bagymnasium, thegymnasiarchwho was previously
responsible for the administration of the gymnasium and provision of the amenities
for the athletic activities now became involved in the supervision and maintesfance
the baths. As a consequenggmnasiarchateame to be one of the most expensive
offices and the title became more prestigious than before, thus attracting local

benefactors and stimulating social rivalry.

“For the activities took @UlGpmpelRiln the Roman bath

> Basically the gymnasium was an institution for the physical training, and intellectual and artistic
education of the young citizens. Yet, this institution came to be more than education and was
incorporated into the daily life through entertaining and ritual aiets{ Y e g ¢ | F. -8.A1996, p
gymnasium was consisted of a colonnaded courtyard surrounded with (pedaesstra)and included

a primitive bathing u20i0tp.4A@wasarminflueace andhe develogmerito Y e g
of Roman bathing.

*5 For the architectural evolution of thebaghy mnasi um compl ex i (1998 pp. a Mi no
250-313)
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Secondly, aqueducts, Roman technological ders, were vital for the
continuity of the baths. Generally, the local springs were not enough to provide the
adequate water for the baths, necessitating the transportation of water from long
distances. Thus, with the adoption of the bathing habit, thebeumf aqueducts
conspicuously increasé@oulton, 1987, p. 82 The excessive water, carried by the
aqueducts resulted in the spread of other systems operating with water. Public
lavatories and public fountain;iynphaeg generally appeared in more than one
place, streets were kept clean with the watash and the waste water was carried
away via covered street drains. Consequently, water became an indispensible part of
the GraeceRoman cities.

Finally, the survivd of the baths depended on tRex Romanabecause as
Mitchell puts it(1993, p. 216) fit he aqueducts t hat br oug|
cities and fed the bathouses had to cross the boundary of the céjlsythereby
negating t hei 1 Brigfly, fwighre itechaologicalldevelapments and
the prosperitythat increased under the Roman peace, Hggthnasium complexes
evolved into an important institution disseminating Roman culture in Asia Minor.

There was another institution which made a comparatively more official
propaganda of Roman imperial power: the imperial cult. The institutionalization of
the cult of the emperor played a crucial role in the transformation of urban space as
well as religiaus and social lif€® Numbers of temples and sanctuaries dedicated to
the emperors rapidly increased throughout Asia Minor. These usually occupied the

most prominent places of the citfemphasizing the dominion of the empire on the

% Aqueducts were mainly built by the cifunds rather than generous individuals. According to
Coulton (1987, p. 81) this may have primarily stemmed from the fact that aqueducts were not
appropriate for public displayf euergetism since they were outside of the city.

*" Coulton (1987, p. 73pdds that Greeks had the adequate technology to built arches even before the
300 B.C. but they preferred not to, due to the dangers tbhaldvhave brought. Instead, they waited
until the Augustan peace to build the earliest known aqueduct in Ephesus in¥D. 4

*8 For the institutionalization of the imperial cult and the incorporation of the emperor into daily life
through architecture, e | €1298)

*9 In temple architecture, Hellenistic traditions continued to survive during the Roman period. It is
possible to find both Hellenistic and Roman temples built relatively at the same time for the same
purpose. Two temples for the imperial cult from the Roroalenies in Galatia, both of which are
roughly corresponding to the Augustan period, present a good example. The Temple of Augustus and
Rome in Ancyra is an lonic temple with a Hellenistic plan type, while the-Qlg¢iodian temple at
Pisidian Antioch isa Roman design with its high podium axially reached by a staibéisehell,
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subjects and the donam of the emperor worship within the ciMitchell, 1993, p.

107). Moreover, the presence of the emperor was marked also by dedicating
buildings and spaces to the cult like porticoes on the main squares or the rooms in the
bathgymnasium complexg®rice, 1984, pp. 13646).

The cult of the emperor was alseorporated into the existing sanctuaries of
the traditional gods without outdoing or dishonoring th{@mce, 1984, pp. 14656)
thereby becoming aimdispensablgart of the native pantheomherefore, religious
festivals and rituals for the emperor such as gladiatorial games and beast hunts were
included in the local calend&t.As indicated earlier, these innovationecessitated
the transformation of the Greek theaters. The seating section was enlarged to hold
more spectators and the orchestra was lowered to protect the audience from the
vigorous staged combats.

Obviowsly, the cult of the emperor played an important role in the
reconfiguration of local religious practices; which, in turn, resulted in the re
identification or redefinition of urban spaces, and public and entertainment
buildings.Since the imperial cultdd such an immense influence over the urban and
religious life of the city, it is inevitable to think that the daily and social lives of the
citizens, especially the elitesdé, were g
great honor and was bested on the most eminent citizens. As such, the office
brought prestige not only to the individual but also to the family. The imperial priests
and priestesses were responsible for cultivating the empenship by providing
games and festivals, making tdisutions and even building temples for the honor of
the cult from their own sources. Not surprisingly, imperial priesthood added another
field to the rivalry between the beneficent elites. Moreover, as previously mentioned,

the title neokorosbecame thenost important item in the agenda of the cities of Asia

1993, pp. 103.05) For the Roman influence on the temple and sanctuary design in Asia Minor, see
Lyttelton (1987)

% Gladiatorial games were a Roman tradition. They first appeared as a religious ritual in aristocratic
funerals, while they became a political tool in the late Republic and early Principate, eventually
providing games turned intan obligation for the office holders, but the shows never lost their
religious connotationgHopkins, 1983, pp.-3). In fact, most of the gladiatorial shows were related to
emperorworship in the eastern citi€slopkins, 1983, pp. 13, fn.21)
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Minor, boosting the construction of public buildings to beautify the citiexderto
deserve the title.

Needless to sayhe adoption of Roman public building types and the Roman
institutions changd the architectural and the urbappearancesf the cities and the
social and daily life of the Greek citizens. However, this did not threaten their Greek
identity. Because, as Gleas(®006, pp. 22829)s a y s , ASi nce materi:
not a determining component of the Greek identity, Greeks felt no less Greek when
they adorned their cities with Roman ame
into the <cer emonf§ Wateriabdultue didenot make Greekscless i f e o
Greek; but it transformed the Greek cities into Roman. But still, the cities were not

fully Roman without an urban narration.

3.3. Urban Narrative

The Greek cities of Asia Minor were already urbanized wittk buildings
essentibto operate as polis before their urban Romanization. With the adoption of
specialized Roman public buildings, the civic welfare wabanced andnproved
Yet, the urban activities took on a more sophisticated aspect as the buildings were
uninterruptety linked to each other to create multiple urban narratives.

Every Roman city had a core network that would provide a flowing
movement within the <city. Thi s net wor k,
MacDonaldin his groundbreaking work on Roman urbawchétecture® supplied
Auninterrupted passage throughout the to
publ i ¢ 11988, pd3f*Ecgmpared tahe city-plars which wereapplied all at

once according to theory and technical knowledganature was an organic

®1 Y e g 000, pp. 149, fn.48xalso makes a similar assessment and emphasizes that instead of
mat eri al c uldteudrienift Groene kc esnetlefr s mainly on | anguage

The word fAarmatureo |literally has sever al meani
an electric motor or a framework used to support a sculpture (MeYkahster.com). Yet,
MacDonal d coins fiar matur e0o arxienaurbanésm. Thissection 6for t he
the thesis is highly indebted to his invaluable study, unless otherwise mentioned.

%3 MacDonald, who introduced the concept of armature to modern scholarship, emphasizes that the
idea was recognized in ancient tim@®€88, p. 17) So, this is not a modern theory applied on the
ruins, but a reality of Roman cities.
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accumulation resulted from tharban needswhich emerged with thegradual
development of the citigdlacDonald, 1988, pp. 1832

According to MacDonaldoés analysis, de
armatureshared asimilar characteristidn every Roman city andas composecdf
public buildings, architecture of connection and architecture of passage.

The avic structues housed the public activities but they needed to be
incorporated into town life with physical connections. Soh e Afconnect |
ar c hi twhichtcansiseed of open spaces like major and minor streets, plazas and
stairs provided the necessary interconnedtidacDonald, 1988, pp. 323).

The core of the armature was a main streefi t h o r o uMpst prababéy 0
evolved in the eastern part of the Roman Empire in the first centuries of the imperial
period, it was comparatively wider than the other streets aftdn flanked by
colonnades on both sid&s.Thoroughfarescrossed the town from one gate
anaher, sometimes branchedf to other attraction points or ended up reaching ports
as in the case of Seflompeipolis in modern Mersin in Asia Minor (Fig2)1
Providing shade all along the way with their porticobgse avenuessuallygave
direct accesdo the public buildingsthrough the monumental gateways placed
between the colonnadesr connectedo the fplazaso whereseveralbuildings were
gathered around.

Plazaswere the civic centers of a city where ttiew of movement on a
thoroughfareslowed down andyave place to more focused activitiesncerning
commerdal, administratve andreligious life. Mainly created at the focal point$ a
varying forms and dimensionghese public squares mediated between streets and the
buildings and functomd as #fAdynamic hallows in the wu
p av e mé@adDenald, 1988, p. 62Bimilarly, staircasesvere often the essential
connectors of the level differences within the thoroughfares. They were especially
vital to highlight a building such as a temple precinct reached by a flight of stairs and

physically and symbolically separated from its surrougdin

“For a discussion about the evolution @003t horoug
pp. 4547). For the criteria of the thoroughfares, see MacDor{aB8, p. 33)
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On t he o tpdssage rhcamidt,iectiding arehés ,and wastations
like exedraandnymphaearegulated the moveme(WacDonald, 1988, pp. 7410).
These secondary struct utobesenteradtandcsh weveer e i
rarely enclosedl (MacDonald, 1988, p. 74)were primarily used topunctuate
intersections and define nodal points along the arm&tu@n easier navigation

Arches were the primgrelemens of firansita n d t r gMasDomald,0 n 0
1988, p. 75)Either freestanding or perforating a solid wall, thexere usd in order
to mark a junction or diversion along the wasgtmphasizethe entrance of a
monumental buildingframe a vistaand so onOn the other handvay-stations were
anfarchitecture of i nshadyand co@ausing and/festrgh pr o
place along théhoroughfare during the daily rugfacDonald, 1988, p. 99)

With all these componentt)e armatureemergedo facilitate movement, but
it also had a symbolic and political importanéérst of all, the armature was the
indication of the level of civilization of an ingpial city. Bringing together Roman
amenities with imperial architectural and urban language propagated the Roman way
of living, thus making armature symbolic expression of the Romame. Hence,it
was a constant remindérat the development and prospeof the cities depended
ontheRoman peace and protection.

Furthermore all components othe armature became a display area tioe
celebration and commemoration of the go@&mperors, imperial families and
prominent citizensThe plazas were clustered with such dedications and the columns
of the colonnaded avenues were topped with statues. Moredeefatades othe
buildings, arche& nymphaeaand the niches of thexedraswere adorned with
sculptural programs

And finally, the armature was a social platform for wealthy elites to increase
their reputation with benefactions. Adding a single column to the main avenue
bearing the name of the donor must have made a similar impressive effect that one
can witness on the colonnadaglenue of Perge, where the names of the modern

benefactors todaywho have made a contribution to theerection of the fallen

®SAs G (1o88)expresses, the frestanding arches builhiAsia Minor were rarely triumphal but
mainly ceremonial and honorary due to the changing political ideologies.
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columns are inscribed on little metal plates that are attached to the column bases
(Fig. 13).%° On the other hand, a greater béaction like an addition of a public
building to the thoroughfare was obviouslycanspicuousselfpromotion. Or even
better, placement of statues or honorific inscriptions of the benefactors in the most
prominent parts of the thoroughfare or plazas by tmateful citizens was an
outstanding honor.

In brief, the armatureconstitutedthe crucial backbone of a Roman city.
Public buildings were the vital organs of a town and the thoroughfares brought life to
them like a main artery. However, this organisnswat alive devoid of a generator.
This generator was the people, who breathed life into the buildings through their
daily narratives. MacDonald 988, pp. 26&69)articulates this:

As a prose narrative ®rwarded by the flow of words, so urban

narrative evolves from movement. Because the town had goals,

places with things people wanted, and because those goals were

fixed, people had to supply movement .
multiple narratives came ttife. Their meaning was repeatedly

evoked by a form of kinetogenesis, a bringing into being through

motion.

So, the daily movement of people created the urban narratives of a Roman
city that made every architectural unit alive and meaningful. As the muohlg®als
increased, the armature grew, consequently, the narratives multiplied; and as the
number of Roman amenities increased, so did the narratives. Despite this
transformation, however, cities of Asia Minor kept narrating Greek stories as well.
Y e g (2000, pp. 148.54) draws attention to the importance of the memory and
mythical past of the Greek cities since they made every city unique even after they
came under Roman rule and became Roman. Each Gredlad its own foundation

legends, eponymous founders, heroes, ancestral gods and local deities; accordingly

®With the efforts of Prof. Dr. Haluk Abbasoj !l u,
AErect a Col umn: Sdhythe QuituReAwayenéss Reundation im R0D4, ia drder

to support the Perge excavations and increase the awareness of the cultural heritage. By 2010, more
than 100 columns have beenemected with donations, and each column bears the name of one
moderneuergete More information about the campaign can be reached from the followingiteeb
http://www.kulturbilinci.org/eski/eng/completed_project 4.html
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they had their own mythical identities that they celebrated with festivals, games and
processions o c c(2080] pp.nad51)pointsots Ye g ¢ |

Civic and religious ritual commemor at.i
gave life to the very stones with which the city was built, while the

stones enhanced the meaning of its identity and shaped its

f u t uTheseéoccasions linked ritual to reality: they linked human

action to physical urban presence, and in doing so magnified the

personal, everglay experience of the city and elevated the event to

the level of a community celebration.

The urban space was the stage to perform these commemorations. Since most
of the Hellenistic material culture was changing, new narratives were written within
the Roman environment. The Roman thoroughfare was redefined with a mythical
procession or thpalaestraof a bathgymnasium complex was consecrated with an
agonistic festival. And that brought past and present together.

To recapitulatethe merging of the Greek past and memories with the Roman
social and material culture produced highly civilized sties and highly developed
cities in Asia Minor. The grand urban narrative that gathered both Greek and Roman

stories together resulted in the uniqueness of every single city as in the case of Perge.
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CHAPTER 4
HISTORY AND URBANIZ ATION OF PERGE

4.1 History of Perge

Perge, situated 18 km. east of Antalya and 11 km rafrthe Mediterranean
coast was one of tHeadingcities of Pamphylian Asia Minor (Fig. 14, 15). The city
is settled on a plaithat is confined by the acropolis tme north and two other hills
on the sout{ Koca Bel en and 16K Vhe Cestkus Bvefmedarh ( Fi g
Aksu), 4 km to the eastonnects the city tthe Mediterraneanas well as fertilizing
the land. Naturayl protected by hills andiith its distance from the se&ergewasan
importantsettlementreain the Hellenistic, especially in the Roman Imperial period
In fact, the history of Perge goes back far beyond the Hellenistic times. T
excavationsconducted onthe Acropolis between the years 982004 provided
crucial information about pr&reekPerge.According to somdindings, life at the
Acropolis started as early ake Chalcolithic Period®” Moreover, a continuous
stratigraphy fronthe Early Bronze Age to the archaic period redea o themound
points to a constant occupatidaring the Bronze Agd. Abbasojlu, 2004,
The existence of early settlements is supported withlological and
historical data A bronze tablet found in Hattushthe capitalcity of the Hittite
Empire, documentsthe treaty between the Hie King Tudhaliya IV and ltg
Kurunta of TarhuntasséFig. 17).°® According to this treaty which draws the
boundaries of the kingdom of Tarhunta8%a,city called Pahaa is separated from

the kingdom witha river called Kaas-tara-ia. Based on thephonetic resemblance

67 Martini (2003a, p. 57Yates the earliest settlement on the Perge Acropolis to the Chalcolithic Period
on the basis of a Chalcolithic seated burial and a Late Chalcedtitirly Bronze Age infant burial.

This is supportethy BalkarA t (2@3, p. 80)who thinks that flint and obsidian finds might belong

to the Late Neolithi€Chalcolithic period.

% For more on the excavation of the tablet, see N&988, pp. 26&69), for the transcription and
translation of the inscription into German, see Off988)

% For a discussion about the borders of Tarhuntass@ see - ol , Yakar (2000)i n-ol , &
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and the topographical similarities, Otte(ll988, pp. 3738) identifies Pathaa as

Perge and Kastaraia asthe Cestrus Riverand suggests thahe city Parhaa

belonged tothe Lukka Lands(Fig. 18). Although this association is accepted by

many modern scholarslefinitive archaeological evidend® prove that Pergewas

the Late Bronze Age cityParhaa hasnot been discovered yetAb basoj | u, 20C
22).

On the other handancient sources refer to tlieundation of Pamphylian
cities by Achaeansettlersin the 13" century B.C According to Herodotug7.91)
Pamphyianswere descended frothe peoplevho survived the Trojan War together
with Amphilochos and Calchas. Strabo (14.4.3) addsdbate of these peopled
by Mopsoscrossed over the Taurasdfounded citiesn Pamphylia one of which
may have beeRerge.

Five of the nine statue bases found in the courtyard of the Hellenistic Gate of
Perge very Herodotus and StraboAccording to the inscriptions, Mopsos and
Calchas were the founders of the city along with bveer Greek heroes; Machaon,
Leonteus and Miyas.Although thereare conflicting stories abouthe identity and
the background of thesgarticular heroe&’ the Pamphylian dialect, which
constitutes Achaean characteristisgpportsthe arrival of Achaeas On the other
hand it is not likely that tle city was first founded by these heroes, the
archaeologicakvidences date the originakttlement in Pergas early as to the
Chalcholithic period. Thus, instead of founding the city from scraté&ghaeans
apparentiybecame a part an existing settlement which could be tiiy Parhaa
asthe reign ofTudhaliya IV was contemporawyith the Trojan War.

Even if it isstill not proven that the original city waParhaa, the settlement
that the Achaeansncounteredvith wasindeedAnatolian. This is evident from t&
inscriptions and coinearingPamphylian a Greekdialect which derived from an
Anatolian origin* A re-used block with an inscriptiodated to the B century B.C.

found during the excavations of F4 fountain, mentiorsaerifice toR ANA QA E

O For this discussion, see Chapter 5.3.

"L Pamphylian, a Greek dialect which constitutes Achaean, Dorian and Aeolian features, is believed to
be influenced by an IndBuropean Anatolian langua@eT e k o ] -2000, pd SZBP
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U A E| (Waiassa Preiip’ It is assumed tha®reiia is an old name of Perge while
Wanassas an Anatoliandeity,”® makingWanassa Preiia localgoddess, which was
probablythe forerunner of Artemi®ergaeathe chief deity of Pergé Abbasoj | u,
2001, p. 176)

After the Hellenization of Asia Minor, Greegdods were introduced into the
local pantheon and replatéhe Anatoliangods andyoddesses ithe course ofime.
Wanassa Preiighared the same destiny amdstransformed into Artemis Pergaea.
Yet, it is evident that the Anatolian origin of the chief deity was not forgotten in the
Hellenistic everin the Romarperiod Betweerthe 2" century B.C. and "3 century
A.D., Greek Arteris was depicted witfieatures of theAnatoliandeity on reliefs!*
and with the inscription diVanassa Preii@n coins It is alsopossible tesaythat the
cult of the original goddess was still acknowledgdéong with that of Artemis in the
second centurA.D., since Plancia Magna, a notable woman from Renge the
priestess of botlrtemis Pergaea and tliiMother of theGod® who is most likely
Wanassa Preiig | k ek, 1999, p. 18)

In short the first settlements in Perge startedthe Chalcholiticperiod and
continued possibly uninterruptedly till the Late Bronze Age when Achaean colonists
arrived andbecameassimilated within the local Anatolian inhabitants. As Pekman
(1973, p. 69)ndicates there is no reference to Perge in any sources until about the
middle of the & century B.C., but recent archaeological researches help to create a

narrative ofthecity after the arrival of Achaeans.

"2 For the publication of the inscription, see Kaygugl@80)

3 Pekman(1973, p. 58)psserts that the place names in the Hittite texts ends Wittand i IIAS (as
in PREIIA), while in the Luwian language the suffixeASSAS,-ASSA, -ASSIS (as in WANASSA)
were used for the names of gods. As a result, WANASSA PREIIA dates t&' tnél@nium B.C.
and points to the existence of a settlement in Perge before the Achaean colo(fPektoan, 1973, p.
59).

" Akarca (1949, p. 64)attributes this to the intered the revival of the ancient cults during the
Roman period and adds that Artemis Pergaea never completely lost her character as an Anatolian
Goddess. Onurkan who analysis some reliefs and coins depicting Artemis Pergaea states that the
crescent moon oveher shoulders and her necklace are the traces of the Anatolian giddE3sp.

323)

51 k @999, pp. 1819) associatedVanassa Preiianith Anatolian Mother Godess Kubaba and

emphasizes that the goddess had been worshiped in Perge since the Bronze Age basing aruthe rock

niches found on the Acropolis. He also indicates that the chief deity of Perge, renamed as Artemis
Pergaea remained Anatolian in origin bg $ti ng t hat Aiif the core i s An;:
Hel | €1899,p.d8)
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The Dorian e¢mentdn the Pamphylian language suggests that Perge was one
of the cities invaded by Dorians ithe 12" centurybut the Mycenaeanceramics
found on Acropolis refer tadhe commercial activitieswith the Aegean and the
Mediterranean worldather than a western colonization¥ z di zbay, .2008a,
Similarly, Cypriot potteryfrom Bronze Age tahe 9"-8" centuries B.Cfound along
with the local products support the ideanadritimetrade( Abbasoj l u, 2005,
On the other hand, ceramic imports from Rhodes and Miletus starting fronf'the 7
century B.C. and Athenian potefrom the &' century B.C. signal the meeting with
the Greek culturgMartini, 2003b, p. 180)Accordingly, it is argued that Greek
colonization was achieved by the Rhodians in tHec&ntury B.C. basd on the
potteryas well aghe historical data about the Rhodian colonizatiod commercial
activities on the south shores of Asia Minor at thatttmra b basoj | u, 2001,
Martini, 2003b, p. 180)However, thedominant local pottery poigstto a strong
indigenaus population,suggestingthe mixing of Greek and nativeeommunities
rather than a massiw&reekcolonization( ¥ zdi zbay, .2008a, p. 843
The survival of both local and Greek cultures together is also evident on two
sacred architectural complexes different parts of theAcropolis that were used
relatively atthe same period©n theeasternhill, therearethe remains of a sacred
complex vhich was usedninterruptedlybetweerthe 9" and &' centuries B.C. After
the destructiorin the 8" century,a smaller sacred building associated with Greek
practices was established on thheaaOn the other hand, the cultic center on the
WesternHill dated to the second half of th& 6enturybeas eastern influences,
particularly Phoeniciaf®S o , as (2008h, pz8ddindicates, it is possible to
say that communities with local and Greekda\en Eastern cultures livechahe
Acropolis togetheduring the archaic period
Since there is not much writteastimonyabout Perge before thdellenistic

Period, the data about theolitical history of the city islimited with that of

“For more information about these ¢080ap8i4 and we

" However, the Greek building in the Eastern part was built in the 5th century after the destruction,
while the Phoenician building in the west is dated to the 6th century. Even if it is not certain whether
all functioned at the same time mot, they nevertheless attest to the existence of different cultures at
the same place.
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Pamphylia. According to Diodorus of Sicily Pamphylia was subjugated by
Assyrians, while for Solinus it belonged to the state of Cilib@veverneither of
these assertiorsbout the state of Pamphylia in the first half of tRendillennium

B.C. isapproved yetBosch, 1957, p. 18)For the second half of the' illennium

B.C., Herodotus {.2728) tells that Pamphylia was subjected to Lydia and forced to
pay taxesand provide soldiers for the armyluring the reign of Croesu®60-547
B.C.). After the collapse of the Lydian Kingdom, Pamphylia came under the Persian
sway and remained in thenian satrapy until the arrival of Alexander the Great
(Pekman, 1973, p. 69)

Although there is no archaeological eviderstgportingLydian or Persian
presence in Pergéhe city was dramatically urbanizetliring the Classicaperiod
After the destruction of the Acropolis in th& Bentury, the archaic buildings were
rebuilt with cut-stones and they were connected to each otheranitbrganicstreet
system whichwasappliedorthogondly only onthe eastern partMartini, 2003b, pp.
181-182) (Fig. 19). The fortification of the Acropolisvas constructed@round the
same time ané dated toas early as the"Band 4" century B.C.(Martini, 2003a, p.
41). The local pottery still remainduring theClassicalera but is dominated by the
Attic pottery (Martini, 2003b, pp. 181.82). Hence,the urban transformation of the
city, theuse of cutstone masonry in architecture ahe increase in the Attic pottery
refer to the cultural changeinder theGreek influencg ¥ zdi zbay, 2008a,
This mayalso refer toa break from the Persian dominion. In 468 B.C. Athenians
under the leadership of Cimon defeated the Persian fleet in the Pam@sgiaand
they brought some cities within the Atti€elos maritime league, while Pamphylia
remained under Persian hegem@Bgsch, 1957, p. 19However,in thelight of the
new evidenceconcerningthe Greek influence on Perge in the 5th century B.C.,
¥z di {20089, p. 847kuggests thatd?ge may have come under the Athenian
dominion after the battle of Eurymedon for 50 yearsl also that it may have
become an Atheniak | U r ojudgirty ifr@m the architecture and fortificatiamtil
it was brought under Persian rule again in 386 B.C.

When Alexander the Great entered Pamphyha334 B.C, he faced no
resistance from &ge, and the city became a parttbé conjoined satrapy of

A

Pamphylia and Lycia under the empire of Alexandellowing Al e x a mehyr 6 s
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the region came under the satrapy of Greater Phrygia governed by Antigonus
Monophthalmus until his demise in tBattle of Ipsusn 301 B.C.(Pekman, 1973,

pp. 6972; Bosch, 1957, pp. 243). After the battle between the years 3209 B.C.,
Pamphylia remained under the kingdom of Pleistarkhos, the brother of Macedonian
King Cassanderbefore it was captured by Demetrius Poliorcetes, the son of
Antigonusin 299 B.C; however,Demetrius embarkedn an adventure in Macedonia

in 296 B.C., andhis territories were attacked by Ptolemy and Sele(®asch, 1957,

p. 23) AlthoughPamphyl i ads fate afterwards IS
Ptolemies dominated tharea for a short time in 281/280 B.&nd the territory
passed into Seleucids during the Third Syrian War46B.C.)( ¥zdi zbay, 20
p. 848) In 218 B.C., Achaius marched into Pamphylia and left a garirsdterge

without meeting any opposition, however, iIBA.C. he was defeated by Antiochus

[l and Pamphylia passed into Seleucids once adgelkman, 1973, pp. 745).

Pamphylia first encountered Romans in 19@C Bwhen Romans anthe
Pergamne Kingdom united to defeat Antiocus Ill. According to the treaty of
Apamea signed in 18B.C., Pergamortlaimed all of Pamphylia anoh behalf of the
king of Pergamon,Roman general Manlius Vulsajemandedthe garrison of
Antiocus Il in Pergedo surrenderthe only Seleucid garrison in PamphylRekman,

1973, pp. 7577; Martini, 2003b, p. 183)Perge and Pamphylia remained under
Pergamon hegemony until Attalill bequeathed his kingdom to Rome in 133 BC.

After a period of abandonment, Rome finally pacified the inherited land in
129 B.C.; some of the territory of tHgergamene Kingdorwas givenover to the
allies or left autonomous, while the western region of the kingdom was made the
province of Asia(Gruen, 2004, p. 261)it is not clear whether Pamphylia was
included in the new Roman province but that of minting silver tetradrachmae in
Pergemay refer tahe independencef the region omt least some part ofatfterthe
bequesin 133 B.C, or even in 188 B.QPekman, 1973, pp. 778).

Roman interest in Paphylia was increasingt the end of the"® century

B.C. due toits valuable natural harbors anthe ongoing piracy activities irthe

81t is also suggested that some of the cities of Pamphylia won their independence after the treaty of
Apamea in 188 B.QSherwinWhite, 1976, p. 1)
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region (SherwinWhite, 1976, p. 3)Apparently,in the first half of the T century
B.C., Pamphylia was a part tfie province of Asialaterit was incorporated into the
province of Ciliciain 57 B.C., only to be given back under Asia again in 43 B.C.
(¥zdizbay, 285@) Bat,, in 35 pB. C.,8Ma@us Antonius included
Pamphylia to the Kingdom of Galatia and the region remained under the King
Amyntas until his death at 25 B.(Rekman, 1973, p. 81)
As it is seen, dring the Hellenistic eriod, Pamphylia encountered a number
of political power shifts. Although thsituation ofPergein this heyday is not very
clear, the urban developmegives clues about the importance of the.city
First of all, theAcropolis was protectedwith a strongfortification since the
late Classicaperiod (Fig. 19). Especially the south end of the Acropolis was fortified
with a very complex walland streesystem where the citywas nost vulnerable to
the attacksand also approached from¥ z di zbay, IR 02®,a2). Ap . 853
number ofpreliminary gates that perforate the city wallsvg way to the streets
within the fortification. An d t hese streets | ead to tt
monumental main gate oftheciilyhe most i mportant street |
which connec-Eastteren fnGlatreém rt o Ittishassum@dAcr op o
that the Acropo$ Gate and its surrouimj dateto as early as the™scenturyB.C.
while the wall and streesystems on the soutbelongto the ¥ centuryB.C.”
According to Pekmaxil973, pp. 71,74)the surrender of the cityr§t to Alexander
(334 B.C.), tha to Achaius (218 B.C.) without any resistamoght mean that the
city did not have adequate fortificatidor defense However, basing on th&rong
fortification system dated as early as thee Classical Perigd ¥ z d(R0D8a,apy
848) opposes to Pekmahy suggestinghat Perge actedn accordance witlthe
political necessitiesin other words Perge was not a wikaand defenseless cijty
instead the cityaccepted the higher poweather tharfighting, in order to minimize

or even eliminate theonsequence®

"9 For a more detailed description of the south fortification, and dating of the construction levels; see
¥z di £20608a pp. 85854)

8t is know that Aspendos was punished with harsher terms when they broke their agreement they
made with AlexandefPekman, 1973, pp. 242).
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Two peristyle buildingslated to the Hellenistic period adescoveredon the
Acropolis The one on the south edge of ttneundwith the dimensions of 42 x
44,85 m is datedbetween3™ and 2™ century B.C, while the other one on the west
with the dimensions of 27 x 36 m is dated betweBnaBd £' century(Martini,
2003a, pp. 58, 630; Martini, 2M3b, pp. 183185) Both defined as agorathese
two buildings point to intensive commercial activites¥ zdi zbay, .2008a,

Moreover, the previously mentied sacredareawith a Phoenician building
on the western part of the Acropolis continued to be used as a relgiecisct.
Apparently, there are two differesstructures thatvere constructed on top of the
archaic building. Both defined as Greek temples, the eartie (9 x 15,5 m) is
dated to300 B.C., while the lateone( ? x 13,5 m)is dated to the *icentury B.C.
(¥zdi zbay, .Boveverahedeify or détigsithey were dedicatedhave
not been identified yeOn the other hand, Martini suggests anosaared precinct
on the soutkastt h at he <call s 0 Relpch enighthatebdeen o n
dedicated to Artemis, Ares or Zeos the basis ofomeinscriptions some reused
materials foundn the surroundingand theprehistoricrock-cut niches on the south
of the aregMartini, 2003a, p. 52)

It is known that a number of deities were worshipe®énge® however the
tutelary deityof the citywasthe aforementionedirtemis Pergagaalso called Diana
PergaeaThe reputation of the goddess westyondthe city and even the regioand
the cult of Atemis Pergaea was worshipeot only in many cities of Pamphylia and
Pisidia but also in Halicarnassus, Rhodes, Lindofrdtand Naucrati¢Akarca,
1949, p. 65)Accordingt o St r a b qi312.2) a testivaluvad cslebrated every
yearin the Artemis templdor the honor of the goddess ainds likely that the city
attractedmany vsitors from various place®ut, despite all theefforts the location
of Per g e 0 s tenfiple mfoArtemis Pergaea has not been found yet but only

speculated.

81 According to inscriptions, coins, sculpture and ancient sourcesptiseeand goddesses worshipped

in Perge were Aphrodite, Apollo, Artemis, Asclepius, Athena, Cestrus, Cybele, Dionysus, the
Dioscuri, Elpis, the Graces, Harpocrates, Hecate, Helios, Hephaistus, Heracles, Hermes, Isis, Nemesis,
Nike, Pan, Serapis, Selene, ThenTyche and Zeu@ekman, 1973, p. 91)
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The presence of the temple of Artemis can be traced as early a&' the 4
century B.Cby theacmunts of theancient writerScylax (101)who briefly mentions
AThe city of Per ge @&eknant 1923, pt Rhatpriwaterso f  Ar t
give more information. According to Strabo (14.4.2) the tena@sfon a lofty site
é¢ where a general fest.iPulaemofromecencutyd,r at e d
on the other hangyraises théeauty and the grandeof the temple and states that it
was outside the cityAkarca, 199, p. 62) Furthermore, since the deity is depicted
with lonic columns on the coins, the temple is assumed to be in this (&iddeca,

1949, p. 63)
Onthe basisof hese sources and a reused ins:¢
concerning theemple® the Acropolis andK y i | i kereBirevésigateth 1949in

search for the temple, but to no aViilTwo decades later, Mansgl972, pp. 169
171)suggestedhat the temple of Artemis Pergaea could have been a part of a temple
complex dated to the Hellenistieriod thatis believed to be found on the south end

of the lower city during the excavations in 1968 and 1¥70he most recent
suggestiorderives fronthe latest excavations on the Acropohis.previously stated

Martini suggests that the temple Aftemis may have stoodttheii Re pr esent at i
Centero at t he s o.uAtchrdirayda himpthedeviahiom onAtlter o p o | i
colonnaded street of the lower town might be intended to direct the attention of the
people who entered Perge from the Hellenistic Gate on the south end of the aity,

building on theAcropoliswhich was probably the Artemiemple(Martini, 2003a, p.
52)Besi des, he also adds that the AEaster
The rockcut niches on the south of the area also support his £l@mce it is

assumed that Artemis Pergagas oncéNanassa Preiiathis location with roclkcut

The inscription contains the invenfO®rpy 718)f t he t
no. 10.

8 For the exavation report, see Akar¢a949)

8 In this area, a Doric temple (21,50 x 12,60 m) and fragments from an lonic temple are found.
According to Mansel, temple of Artemis could be the lonic temple that is waiting tonearthed
(1972, p. 171)
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niches may have once housed the sanctuavyasfassand later converted to that of
Artemis® Yet, neither of these clainebout where the temple whss been proved.

It is assumed that thalain on thesouth of the Acropolisvas first inhabited
during the Hellenistiperiod However, the only buildings that can be dated to this
period in the entirdower city so far are theircular towers of thédellenistic Gate at
the south end of the city and somevess and partial wallfrom the city walls.The
lack ofenoughdatamakes the dating difficult; however a period between the second
half of the & century B.C. and the reign of AugustaisdPax Romanas suggested
by different scholar§ ¥ zdi zbay, -89)08 a, pp. 854

Perge was exposed to different cultures in its entire hisjosy like the rest
of APamphyliad which means( Abtbhae2@lidrud o f
176) Every newcomer | eft a mamatoliarecuitdre. e nr i c |
After the %' centuryB.C. Greek influence began to dominate the local traditions and
Perge turned into a Gregdolis during the following period However, it was still
possible to observe the traces of the local culture through the daily life, as in the case
of the worshipof ArtemisPergaea. Thus, when Perge entered into a new era with the
imperid period, it was an important Greek city as a comuiad and religious center
that was protected with a sophisticated fortification on the acropolis arv life

wasbeginningon the lower city.

4.2. Urbanization of the Lower City and the Hellenistic City Gate

During the mperial period, Pamphylia expericed several provincial
regulations for administraté purposes. Although it is suggested that after death
of Amyntas in 25 B.CPamphylia became an independent provifigesch, 1957, p.
46), it is more likely tha t Amyntasdé territory includin
province of Galatia by Augustys¥ z di zbay, .Mh@he Seeond half.oftte5 8)
1% century A.D., a new province calldtlycia and Pamphydi 0Progincia Lycia et
Pamphylia)was createdby Vespasiarl ¥ zdi zbay, -B&OHBuang the p . 85

reign of HadrianLycia et Pamphyliabecamea senatorial province, buetrievedits

®As mentioned pr evi ou scltypicheslwithéhe washis @i/anassatPeeia t he r
see p. 44, fn. 75.
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imperial status after ahort period of timg® however i was made a senatorial
province once againin A.D. 160s (Pekman, 1973, p. 83J and governed by
proconsuls untithe latter were replaced byraesesin the second half of tha™
centuryAD. ( ¥z di zbay, .2Ar0thisBperiod the.stab8itg @f the empire
was shaken due tmternal and external threatand military measures had to be
taken. Despite the fact thatnany cities expeienced a considerable decline in
economic and political welfaresome of them like Perge undertook major military
roles. During the reign of Tacitus (27876), Perge was an important military base
and was rewarded wi t(h ztdh e btaiyt, | cAlhdighai mept. r
Perge remained as an important citytlie Pamphylia region until the end of the
imperial period, it is safe to say that the city enjoyed its most gloriouscdiaiysy
t he fi Reoantaeno .p

Beginningwith the reign of the Augustus, an unbroken pe&se Romana
was established throughout the imperial territfmytwo centuriesThis social and
political stability provided the economical prosperity of the citizeéhisese elite
peoplewho are willing to become a part of the Roman world participatetthan
urbanRomanization other nativecities. It isespeciallyin this period that the lower
city of Perge was furnished with monumental buildings by generous benefastbrs
gradually urbanized applying the Roman urbgmnactices By the midlle of the
second century A.D., Perge was a Roman city witharmature that not only
connected the civic structures with each other but also harmonized the past and
presenturbannarratives of the city

Even though a certain date cannot be provided for the spread of the settlement
on the plain, it is believed that the lower city began to be occupied during the

Hellenistic period. Judging from the only Hellenistic remains within the city which

8 After the reign of Augustus, the provinces were grouped undeerial and senatorial provinces.
Imperial provinces which were at strategically important locations like borders were governed by the
praetors sent by the emperor, while the senatorial provinces which were relatively more secure were
administered by the pconsuls sent by the Senate.

81t is known that in A.D. 179, province of Lycia and Pamphylia became an imperial province again
but onlyforoneyeat ¥z di zbay, .2008a, p. 861)
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includesome parts of the fortification wall and the circular towers of the souti{Yate,
the expansiortan be as early as the second half of tAeéntury B.C.(Bulgurlu,
1999, p. 41)Studies on the Acropolis reveal tithe moundwas not abandoned but
was stil]l occupied as an f@Bplqururlo98,ipt yo du
1).%° Apparently, Hellenistic Acropolis expanded gradually to the soak, over
time the lower city Pege became the main center during the imperial era

The city developed within the boundaries of the fortification and was
surrounded with the acropolis on the nomiecropotis on the west and eashe
mound Koca Belen on south west ahdmo u n d Bélgnioh theksouth eadtig.
16). The city wall was pierced by three gates on the west, east and south. While
nothing remains from the east gate, the west gate was rebuilt iff tenfury A.D.
The most monumental of all three was the south gate, which became aurbajor
component of the Roman Perge.

The settlement areavas divided into four quarters by twmtersecting
colonnadedavenuesanda grid system was created by secogdstreets on some
parts of the cityFig. 22).°° The street that lies on the nosbuth axis is intersected
with an easivest oriented street at about 10én before the norérn end of the
former.Since these main arteries do not intersect at the cami@iow a linear path,
it is possible to say that these routes were not applieat alice but were created
organically during the development of the aigice the Hellenistictimgs ¥ z di zbay,

2008b, p. 2425* The remains of the recovered Roman buildings accumulatkeon

8 |t is previously mentioned thahere is a Hellenistic religious complex outside of the city at the
south (p. 50). However, the presence of such a complex cannot be determinant for an occupation on
the lower city since sacred precincts can be far away from the settlement areas.

8 Severh major Roman buildings as well as residential quarters on the Acropolis indicate the
importance of the Acropolis during the imperial period, so much so that it attracted the benefactors
like Demetrius and Apollonius brothers. For the activities on thepatis during the Roman period,

see Martini(2003b, pp. 184.85)

91n 1975, a brief topographical study revealed 6 secondary streets the nortimaicesiimthat are

parallel to the NS avenug Kn an, 1. Did e bags .of this ktudy, a possible street system is

offered on the site plan and indicated with dlisbs( ¥ z di zbay, 2 0108 avhile thep . 258,
eastern insulae are laid regularly, the ones on the western part are relatively irregular. It is assumed

that these insulae were mostly occupied with residential buildirgd basoj Il u). 2001, p. 1

1t is for this reason that ¥zdi zéwdoynaxinoers not &

decumanus maximu®r the main streets since they were not created according to Roman city
planning(2008b, pp. 242, fn. 64)
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north andthe south and suggest two civic concentrations during the imperial
period®?

Two early Roman buildings were built on the northern part of the Tiig.
western section of the-®&/ awenueleads to theNorth Gymnasiun{Fig 22: N). Also
called thePalaestra of Cornutushis gymnasium was dedicated to either Emperor
Claudius ofEmperorNero by C. lulius Cornutus and his wife in théHalf of the £
century AD.( ¥zdi zbay, .°2Thi9sedion ofgthe strbé hot linear but
diverges towards the gymnasiwhiche na bl es t he i ncorporatio
of the Palaestrato the northern porticdo give movemento thef a - a dhee o f
thoroughfare after the street was colonnaded in the second centAm.
(Lanckoro@Eski, 2005, p. .Aftedr2aching thddaiaestraa vy |, 20
the street comiues to theNorth Bathand ends up at th&/estern Gaté* This gate
not onlyopensto the western necropolis but aleads the city to Via Sebasi&ig.

23),% a part of the Roman road netwdrk¥¢ z d i z b a y169)(Ei§, 248°d , p .

The secondstructure from the early imperial period on the north, a
ceremonialarch was built @& the major crossroadDedicated by Demetrius and
Apollonius brothers during the reign of Domitia®, t h u s call ed nt he
D o mi t theastmugturestands ithe beginning of the eastern section of the&VE

streetwhere the twdhoroughfaresntersect(Fig. 22: D2). The arch facing the east

2Akkem ¥zdizbaBe@eninWMiSsi2 er Yazry @l £2008)ankich foGuses onk i mi
the urban development of the lower city Perge during thantl 2% century A.D. is an invaluable
study concerning the architecal programs in Perge during the imperial period.

SBFor t he i nscr(19g9t pp.o5H4), ne.39.elt iskstllnot rcertain whether Cornutus
donated the whole building or restored an existing one¥ z d(R0D&b,app. 4244) suggests that

there might be a Hellenistic predecessor based on the fact that Hellenistic inscriptions indicate the
existence of a gymnasium, and a street which connectsditopdlis to the West Gate of the lower
fortification passes through tliRalaestra

% Ab b a s(@0dol, p. 180gmssociates the North Bath with tRalaestrawhich is dated to the'
century B.C. by Mansd1968, p. 102)Additionally, the Western Gate was redesigned at around the
same time( ¥z di zbay, 2 Thés8 mdicate the imMpadrtance of both the street the
Palaestrain the following periods.

% Via Sebaste was a Roman road network starting from Perge which was built under the directions of
Augustus in order to connect the southern provinces of Asia MMibchell, 1993, p. 7Q)For the

results of a survey on the western territory of Perge which documented the remains of Via Sebaste
bet ween Perge and KIi mg®08) see Takmer & T¢gner ¥ne

% Perge is mentioned in the Aidla Peutingeriana, the only surviving map of the Roman road network.
“For the inscripti (1999 pp780)nb.86.arch, see kahin
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west direction ma&ed the entranceandthe importancef the eastern strediecause
this streetconnectedhe cityto the eastern necropolis as well the harborthat is
believed to be on the Cestrus Ri(Eig. 25.%

Sincetwo earlyRoman buildings of Perge, tiRalaestra of Cornutuend the
Arch of Domitian, were found on the-W avenue, it is sggested that the northern
part of the city was @arominentcenterin connection with the Acropoliduring the
early imperial period ¥zdi zbay, 28)3°bereforpBulguri2(#999,
p. 3)states that the-BV avenue was the main artery in the first century.

In the second half of the®Icentury, the buildingvorks continuel on the
southern part of the cityOne of the earliest buildings probably the theatevhich
was built outside the city walls, on the skirts of Koca BelEig. 22: A) An
inscription found in the ruins of thdeatergateindicatesthat thetheaterwaseither
built or restored by Marcus Plancilgutilius Varus who was thejuaestorand
propraetorof province ofPontus and Bithyniand later becamesenatorduring the
reign of Vespasiaf® Although the inscriptiormay not belong to the construction
and can be reused in a later period ¥ z d ([@20&bapp. 132A34) nevertheless
believes that Perge should have had a theater in the first c8htdue to the
important festivals that were celebrated in the city.

The gadium, which wasalso built in the secondhalf of the £' century, was
possibly desigedto be complementary to thbeatero create arentertainment and
religious centefor both the citizens and visitors of Pefge¢ z di zbay, -2008b,

136) (Fig 22: B, 26). The complex wa connected to the city by a road which is

% Strabo (4.4.2)tells that Perge was reached by sailing diier Cestrus River. Recent studies have
revealed that the Cestrus River was almost identical to modern Aksu River and an ancient harbor
settlement was discovered near the modern village Solak, which is at approximately 4 km east of
Perge. For more informian about this study, see Martifi008)

“Even though no remains have been found yet, re
(2008b, pp. 18a87)also suggests that another eadycéntury building Sebaste Agora, existence of
which is known only from the inscriptions, could be on the eastern part of this street.

WEor the insc(@9ypp6R)modd9see kahin

1911t is only thecaveaof the theater that is possibly dated to tfledntury A.D. The stage building,

on the other hand, was built later. It was first constructed during the late Antonine period and was
rebuilt during the late Severans aitdvas continued to be restored during the late antiquity. For

dating thescaenaefronaccor di ng t o t he ar(19963 fralitsaestitution, seect ur e,
¥ z t (200k)
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defined as the continuation of theNavenueAccording to Manse(1969, p. 95)

the NS streetwhich goeseyond the city walls wes fi P r oatVWasysoi olneadi ng
the Hellenistic religious complean the skirts oKy i | i k B e(2085np. 34¥ zt ¢r K
adds thatthe theaterstadium complexwas constructedn connection with this
processioras astation where the crowd could gather and continue celebrafoan

if it is not clear whether this complex was associated directly with the Hellenistic
religious center, @ny religious festivals celebrated in Perge suggest that the
complexmight bea pat of such a procession.

The complex was consciously built outside the city walls not only because
there was not enough space within the boundaries or constructing the theater on the
slopes of Koca Belen decreased the ¢dsit alsobecauseahe foreigneravere kept
outsidethecitf ¥zt ¢ r k, .Xed héproxinuty bet®ekr) the traerstadium
complex and the southern part of the citwas close enough to provide @asy
access It is probably in this context thahe areaaround the monumentaouth
gatewaywas gradually equipped with civic buildings that wouldasily servethe
visitors without letting them completely into the city.

On thewest of the Southgate outside thecity walls was built abath
gymnasium complexXFig. 22: I} The bath expanded to the northtire course of

1'92and one circular tower of the gatay to its

time and evenincludedthe city wal
architecture( Abbasoj | u, (Fg020)1Restoped sever@dllines and used
even inthe late antiquity, the bath was first built possibly in the second half of the
first century by C. Plancius Varus amésdedicated to Vespasiaft’

With the increasing concentration on the south end of tigetbi Hellenistic

Gatealso became the focus of major restoration projects during the Roman Period

192 The soundings revealed that the northern wall ofpi@leestrawhich follows the line of the city

wall does not belong to the Hellenistic peri@ulgurlu, 1999, pp. 280). Instead, the wall is
contanporary with the floor of thealaestra So, Bulgurlu(1999, p. 32)suggests that either the
Hellenistic wall was torn down to its foundation and a new wall was built during the construction of
the bath or the Hignistic fortification was never built at this part of the city.

WEor the i nsc (999 pp HAR), no.$% Ehe iksariptiomtells that C. Plancius Varus
built the alipterion. ¥ z d i £2B08ky pp. 7¥7) states that thalipterion could be either the whole
building or a room within the bath. So, it is not clear whether C. Plancius Varus built the whole
complex or only contributed to the consgttion. In either case, it is certain that the building existed
during the reign of Vespasian.
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(Fig. 22: C) With the Pax Romanathe city walls as well as the gate lost their
military importance Consequently, the South Gate of Penges incorporatedvithin
the urban frameas a importantmonument.

This gateway consists of two circular towesesy arched gate between the
towers,an oval courtyardgurrounded by twatory walls on the east and weand a
ceremonialarch which constrains the courtyard at the remttend (Fig. 28) The
towersare now partially standingwhile thearched gate and theeremonialarch
have almost completelyollapsed. On the other hand, the courtyard waaiés well
preservedFig. 29, 30. Eachstory of the courtyard walls has seven niches, making
twenty eight in totalThe statue fragments and inscribed bases fanritle courtyard
suggesthat the niches were decorated with the statuebeodity founders andhe
deities.

It is assumed that thgate complexvasalteredmore than oncé® The axis
of two towers does not match with tfzent axis of the gategourtyard and the arch
which suggests at least two construction phasesrding to Bulgurlu(1999, p. 6)
(Fig. 31). The only remains from the Hellenistic origin alee tircular towers a
small part of the we&rn courtyardwall and someremairs of earlier stairs and
pavementbetween the courtyard and tkheremonialarch (Bulgurlu, 1999, p. 31)
Thepreviously fourstory towers were finished with a Doric entablature and the final
stories were perforated with small windows (F89).1°®> The Hellenistic remains
within the courtyard suggethat it previouslhyjhadan enclosegearshape (Fig33).

Other components were added to the comptexing the following
restorationsThe Hellenistic originalwas first restored in the early imperial period,
while the gate acquired its findbrm during the reign of HadrianThe earliest
addition is an arched gate between the towerdy the pylons of which are
remaining(Fig. 34, 35. Since this gate is not defensive but ornameittaiusthave

been built afterthe Pax Romanawhile the modifications on the gate during the last

194 The Hellenistic City Gate and its construction phases are extensively studied in archaeological and
architectural aspects in the dissertatiterge KentiHdl e ni st i k G¢ney (199, mbEesée ve
Selma Bulgurlu.

195 Nothing remains of the roof structure. With the help of the Doric entablature and the shield reliefs
between the windows, the towers are dated to the Hellenistic period, however, more pitetisis d
not possible. For the Hellenistic towers, see Bulg(kf99, pp. 3344).
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construction phase suggest that the gate precedeln#haestoration(Bulgurlu,
1999, pp. 589).1% Thus, the addition of the arched gtadhe HellenisticCity Gate
is dated between the beginning of the Ropaace and the reign of Hadrian.

During the same construction phase, twurtyard wasalso restored.The
walls of the Hellenistic peahaped court were dismantldd the floor level
(Bulgurlu, 1999, pp. 8, 31pndtwo arcuatedwalls were builton the east and west
which do not converge bueave the end of the courtyard og8h While the height
of the walls of this phase is not knoiBulgurlu, 1999, p. 321)Ex niches were built
into the first stories of both wallt is clear thatafterthis construction phase which
was possibly occurred during the early imperial period, the South Gategef Was
no more a defensive gateway with its ornamental arched gat¢hendourtyard
walls 18

In the second decade of th&! 2entury the gate was restorezhce again
During the reign of the Hadrian, who often travelled outsilRome, the cities of
Asia Minor blossomed to welcome the emperor. Perge was one s# dities, in
which new monuments were built and existing structures were restored following the
news that Hadrian would visit Pertfg.

Hence, oe of the most prominent construction programs easied outon
the Hellenistic City Gate. Plancia Magrsaprominent woman in Pergesstorel the
gate and built @eremoniakrch at the northern end of its courtyard. Within the scope
of her renovation more niches were carved on the inner sudafethe courtyard

walls, completing them towenty eight:*° Thesesurfacesvererevetedin marblé™*

198 For a detailed analysis of the structure, ornamentation and dating of the arched gate, see Bulgurlu
(1999, pp. 450)

1971t is clear that there was no roof structure over the courtyard because a drainage system which
would take the rain water away is found under the courtyard f@dgurlu, 1999, p. 15)

198 The 120 cm thick courtyard walls reaches a thickness of 150 cm through the northern end.
However, with the depth of the niches, the walls get as thin as @dgurlu, 1999, p. 8)

199 Hadrian intended to visit Perge in A.D. 122/123, however he changed his route and did not come to
Perge until his second journey to the eastin A.D. 131(182z di zbay, .2008hb, p. 105)

10 The earlier 12 nictewere built in, while the additions of Plancia Magna were carved into the wall,
which support the theory of different construction phases. One niche was added to the southern ends
of the lower stories and seven niches were carved on the upper stodeb ofadl. For the structures

and dimensions of all niches, see Bulgdl99, pp. 8€).

"1 The outer walls of the courtyard walls were revetted in marble agBvédurlu, 1999, pp. 8334).
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and articulated as a twstoryc o | u mn a rin the &ocriatidaa order(Fig. 36,
37).*2 In addition, the nicheswere adorned withbronze statues of the legendary
founders of PergeNine statue basemscribedin Greekindicatethat seven of these
founders were Greek heroes Mopsos, Calchas, Rhixus, Labus, Machaon, Leonteus
and Minyas and the other twowere Plancia Mg n a fateer and brother
Additionally, some marble statue fragments were foamavell Identified fragments
belong tothe deities which ar@ Dioscuri, 2 Pans, Hermes, Apollo, Aphrodited
Heracles™® However, due to their different dimensionsand finishing techniques,
these statues do not belong to Plancia |
other places a later period, once the bronze statues were ren{®@tdguriu, 1999,
p. 99)

The ceremonialarch only the podium of which istill standing,was a
continuation ofP| a nc i a arbhitegtaral arsl sculptural programhe three
tiered twastory monumental arclvasstanding on four pillarat the northern end of
the courtyardand was decorated withasties(Fig. 38).** The recovered inscriptions
and statue fragments give valuable information about the @h&htabulae ansatae
found both in Latin and ancient Greek tell that the arch was dedicated to the city
(patria) by Plancia MagnaAll of the recovered inscribed statue basae also
bilingual and they bear the name of Plancia Magna addher. These basdselong
to Artemis Pergaea, Tykhe, Divus Augustus, Divus Nerva, Divus Trajan, Hadrian,
Diva Marciana gister of Trajah Plotina Augustawife of Trajar), Diva Matidia
(Marcianabds damgthhernr @afnd Hadhvrei an &abinawi f e

Augusta‘®

The identified statue fragmenten the other hand, belong to Tykhe
Hadrian, Sabina, Marcus Aurelius, Young Faust{mafe of Marcus Aureliu¥

Lucilla (daughter & Young Fausting Hermes,and Isis.**® While the statues of

M2For the architecture and or nan&M®3Et8BYAE590.f t he i

13 Other fragments consist of a female head with a diadem, a sarcophaguwiftiean Eros figure,
two other female heads, a piece from a left leg and a young maléBwdgdriu, 1999, pp. 94.00)

14 For the architectural and ornamental analysis of the arch, see B{b@®®, pp. 123141)

Eor the inscriptions b¢lbo,mpp. iltEg4, 126135} 086 farr c h, s«
tabulae ansataand no.809 for statue bases.

18 Other fragments include a dressed female without a head, a naked male leg, a naked female torso, a
naked child torso, a fish head, a young female head, a female head, two feet with partial dress and the
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Marcus Aurelius and his family are apparently later additidvesstulptural program
of Plancia Magnanainly concentrates on Hadrian and his imperial family.
The titlesdivus and diva inscribed before the names of the deceased
deified onesmake a precise dating possibi¢atidia who was deceased according to
the inscription died in A.D. 119, while Plotina who was alilging the construction
died in AD. 123( ka hi n, 1 9 9theargh musthaelbgen completed
between these yearBloreover according to the number C
tribunician power inscribed on his base, the arch is dated precisely to A.D. 121
(kahin, 19M™Me spt.atlu3dels) of Pl ancia Magnaos
courtyard confirm that the courtyard is renovated by Plancia Magna as waell,
around the same tin{@ulgurlu, 1999, p. 100)
The ceremonialarch wasbuilt on a higher level and reached by four stairs
from the courtyard which obstruced the vehicular traffic.Holes on the pillars
suggest that there was a ferthat would haveblocked the transitionfrom the court
to the streetor vice versa(Bulgurlu, 1999, p. 124)'" Thus, the courtyard was
enclosed with the addition of the arch and was reached only from the southern end.
This allowed the viewerto appreciate the sculptures in the niches of the courtyard
walls and on the arch within the same narrative.
According to thisurban narrative, thecourtyard with thestatues of the
legenday founders praisethe Greekoots of Pergewhile the arch adared with the
statues of the imperial house indicatkee loyalty of both Perge and Plancia Magna
to the emperor and the empite.otherwords Pl anci a Magna dedi ce
Honor 0 pdtria whick impressedas well as enlightenethe visitorsbefore
enteringthe city.
The Hellenistic Gatestood at the beginning of thenorth-south colonnaded

avenue. Even though there was no passage from the gate to the sttrtieial

statue base, fragmeof a female head, two right feet with their bases, right and left feet with their
statue bases, a naked male statue, neck and shoulder fragment. There are also four Nike figures which
were probably acroteria. For all the statues belonging to the acBugurlu (1999, pp. 164.71)

17 Bulgurlu (1999, p. 1243lso suggests that the fence was removable and possibly the courtyard was
entered through the arch duritige important occasions like celebrations or the visit of a notable
person.
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arch marks the beginning of the thoroughfareis indicates that the construction of
thecolonnaded streetas in relationwith the renovation of the gate.

The NS thaoughfare, which runs about 480 starts form theeremonial
archand ends with aymphaeunat the foot of the AcropoligFig. 22: Ja) The street
does not follow a linegpath but continues to the north witbeveral deviation§Fig
39). Ab b as @Q@01, p. 179)explains thiscurvlinear form with the existing
buildings along the Hellenistipredecessoy while Martini (2003a, p. 52) as
previously mentioned, suggeghat the divergencef the streetmay be due tora
attempt to directhe attention of the viewers to a building on the Acropolis.

The street is 22m wide and accommodatssicular traffic It is flanked with
porticoes on both sidesith lonic and Corinthian columns in marble and granite
Accor di ng (2008b,¥z1althe boaguction of the street may have been
financed by a number of benefactors who were responsible for erecting the columns
in front of their property; thus, th&ylistic and materiatliversity may stem fromhie
tasteand budgebf eachbenefactor

Behind theporticoes line up the shof§ig 40).**® Even though noother
building has been discovered along the striwet,absencef shops andhe emains
of stairs andmonumentalgatewaysat certain points indicatthat some buildings,
possiblypublic, were built along the street andntered directly from theorticoes
(¥zdi zbay, 23B0Thiloygh tipepmiddlelod tbe thoroughfag@orticoes
and shops set back to create a pthzt is as long as twiosulae(Fig 22). Elaborate
architectural craftsmanshifragments of several statue$ individuals and deities
and inscribedstatuebasessignify the importance of the area. It was a civic and
religious representational plaméhere eminent citizens of Perg&di Gn. Pedanius
Valerianus, the priest of the imperial cult, and deities like Asclepius were honored
(Abbasoj | u,49200¥zdipzph.ay4B72008b, pp. 144

The most conspicuouharacteristic of thetreetwas the watechannelwhich

dividedthe street into twdFig, 41). The cleanwatercamefrom thenymphaeunat

18 The porticoes are 6,5m wide on the west and 5,5m wide on the east. The floors of the porticoes are
covered with mosaics that are dated to between thand 6" century AD.( ¥z di zbay, 2008hb
139, fn.426) These current states of these carelessly built shops behind the porticoes which are around

5m wide are generally dated to the late antique and Byzantine feAod b a s oJ | u, -21B;9 9 0, pp
Abbasoj !l u, -1896, pp. 1009
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the northern endunning all the way to the soutand only interrupted at the
crossroad’® Two small bridges corresponding to the secondary streets that are
perpendicular to the avenue crossed the channel for easy paBsag#anneWwas
not only cooling the city during the hot summer daysdisithe soothing sound of
running water and theapr k1 i ng sunl i ght on the water
beauty.

The nymphaeunat the beginning of the channel was a foungste complex
which connectedhe NS colonnaded street with the Acropdisg, 22:F3). It was a
U-shapedbuilding, where tB main nymphaeumstructure was flanked with two
arched gateways witktair cases leading to the upper digyg, 42, 4). Thus, the
nymphaeummot only marked the end of the street with a beautiful vista but also
provided a smooth transition frothe thoroughfare tahe steep staired path

The twostoried monument had @orinthian columnafront f a - & dhich
was decorated witlstatues identified as Cestrus, Zeus, Artemis, Apollon and
Hadrian (Mansel, 1973, pp. 144145) (Fig. 43). There are also two unidentified
draped female statues who can be the benefactors afythphaeum( ¥ z di zbay,
2008b, p. 11Q)The water coming from the opening below the statue of the-gwdr
Cestrus was filling into the poat front of the fountain aad eventually emptied into
the water channel.

Dating thenymphaeunis possiblethrough thetwo statues of Hadrian. While
the amoredstatue indicates that the construction began during the reign of Hadrian
the nakedone represents thatadrian was deified by the time tigmphaeunwas
finished which must be after 138 A.O0Mansel, 1973, p145) Accordingly, the
stylistic consistency between the columns of the stedithe nymphaeunwhich
ultimately conjoineach other attest that the street was finished around the same time

(¥zdi zbapp 112D Hebce, it is possible to say that the renovation of

19 Another channel for the waste water goes right under the clean water ciidansé) 1958a, p.

15). The clean water channel finishes before the ceremonial arch and the waste water is drained
outside the city under the ground between the Hellenistic City Gate andattedlum(Bulgurlu,

1999, p. 27)

120 The back of theymphaeunwas revetted with marble as well but without any ornamentation, and
it was heavily altered during the Byz@anseblne Per.
1974, p.112)
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the Hellenistic Gateconstruction of theymphaeunand connecting these two with a
monumental thoroughfare was the product of a same design program which
continuedalmost all throughhe reign of Hadrian.

Even though the &V street has not been extensivelycavated, the limited
studiesrevealthat this street was colonnaded, lined up with shops and divided with a
water channel just like the-S avenud ¥ z di zbay, -20)QRYL22:IH) p . 16°
So, it is plausible to date this street around the same pefsdpreviously
mentioned, the BV thoroughfargwhich was connecting the citp the eastern and
western necropoleis as well as the Via Sebaste and the Cestrus Harbor, was the main
streetduring the i’ century A.D. Apparently, after the increasing attentarihe
south of the city together with the intensive construction program on thesuith
axis, the NS street became theain artery in the ¥ century A.D. during the reign
of Hadrian.

Another buildingput upin the developing south section of the city is the
macellum which is stuated athe eas of the Hellenistic City GatéFig. 22: E)'** A
courtyard with a tholos is surrounded with a portico of Corinthian coluams
mosaic floor whilea row of shops are arrayed behind $keorticoes(Fig 45)
Outside the shops, anothiere of porticoes were built on theorthern and western
sides The nathern portico was opening to a main road called the Tacitus Street,
while the western portico c al | ed was openang tdhingrrbvestoeet that
was leading to the ¥ avenudFig 46).

Even though the decoration of timeacellumis stylistically simlar to the

d}?2 which is

buildings ofthe Hadrianicera it is dated to the late Antorerperio
confirmed with an inscriptcttAc cor di ng to the inscription
identified as thewestern portico attached to timeacellum was built by Tiberius

Claudius Vibianus Tertullus wharas ademiourgos consu priest of Artemis ad

21 The macellumseems to have been built on the Hellenistic city wall. However, no remains of the
wall were found in the soundings in th@acellum(Bulgurlu, 1999, p. 27)When considering the
absence of the Hellenistic city wall both in thracellumand the south bath, it is possible that the
Hellenistic walls were never needed to be finished and connected to the sofButgatdu, 199, p.

32). This supports the idea that the walls were built &8t Romanaot for defense but for pride as
well as defining the territory of the city.

122 A comparison between theacellumand the stage building of the theater, which is also from the
late Antonine period, makes this dating possfp z di zbay, .2008b, p. 124)
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high priest of the imperial cult and liveduring the late Antonine$> On the other
hand, the similarity of thenacellumwith the Hadrianic buildingsnay be due to the

fact thatthe Hadrianic architectural ornamentation continued in Perge till the late
Antonine period orelse the macellumwas designed with the other buildings but
finished later( ¥ zdi zbay, 216 @itBeb casemacellumavas)a major
addition to the south of the city which brought the commercial activity to the new
civic center in the second century.

As it is seen Perge witnessetemarkableurban growthin the £ and 2
centuries of the imperial periodhe role ofthe wealthy citizens of Perge in this
process is undeniabté! These eminent citizens who donated a building or
contributed to a restoration project were immortalized with honorary statues and
inscriptions set up in the most prominent places of the city. Their contributibwe to
patria did not go unnoticed by the enmg. An inscription found ona pier in the

TacitusStreetinforms us how both the citizens and the citgrerewarded:

Long live Perge! You are the only inviolable land
Long |ive Perge! Tacitus in youé
Long |ive Pergel It wasoWNe@spasian who c
Long live Perge! You are the city famous for its Holy Banner
Long live Perge! You are the city where the silver coin was minted
that represented the Artemis of Ephesus and Artemis of Perge
Long live Perge! You are the treasure of our Lord (Tacitus)
long |'i ve Pergedd You ahe fideodcd t i me
Long live Perge! You are the first among agoras
Long live Perge! The noble senators achieve fame thanks to you
Long live Perge! The noble senators organize the contest festivities
in you
Long live Perge! Tie greatest city of Pamphylia
Long live Perge! There is never any falsehood in your affairs
Because you have attained all these rights by the decision of the
Roman Senat&

ZEor the i nscf¢999 p.20GNAg. 193 ee kahin

124 |mperial benefaction isery rare in Perge. The only known case is the donation of Phrygia marble
which was used in the interiors of the buildings by Antoninus Pius with the interference of Tiberius
Claudius Vibianus Tertullug ¥ z d i 2008l p. 273)

%For the publicati on (2004, gp.l5465), nd.3681s khe Englishitranslations e e k a
is from (200bm@m%76)] | u
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According to this inscription, in which Perge is praised by her citizens, the
city was greatly esteemed by the emperors and the senatthe early imperial
periodand won the titleneocor for four timesEven if no temple, building or room
dedicated to the imperial cult have been found yet, diaar from the number of
neoorate tites and several Pergae priess and priestegs that Perge was an

importantcenter for the imperial culf® Another thing that the inscription tells is that

the fAinobl e senat or s othewitywon prestigaThe utinate f e st |

goal of a benefactor, which is to earn nobility, notability and higher office by
benefactionjs engraved in this very inscriptioAnotherinscrbed pierfound in the
same placewhich is highly likely to becomplementary to the former, imdites

where Perge standisrough the end of thé*Xentury:

| have been the capital of Pamphylia since ancient times
And | was made metropolis by Zeus Tacitus

Once | had been called the principal city by a sealbwn ruler
Now like Ephesos of Asia

| havethe appearance of a mother city

| was called 6éexceptional 8 by a mighty

And | became a metropolis by the decree of Tacitus

Antoninus called me o6friendly and allyéb

He was the son of Severus; and now yes, | am a metropolis
All the Pamphylians who live imy vicinity
Are now the chief priestsf the God Tacitu$’

This poem recited byPergeherself testifiesto the culminating point Perge
reaches at the end of the imperial peridd. important city in Pamphyligincethe
ancient times, Pergeventuallyb e c a me a i Tinis title was dhe ultimate
outcomeof the ongoing Romanization process of Perge.

Romanization of a city depends not only on becoming Roman in terms of
architecture and urbanism, but asothe Romannarrativescreated via its arntare.
Benefactors who contributed to the urbanization of the city also contributed to the
multiplication ofits urban narratives. One of the most conspicuexemmplesis the

restoration of the Hellenistic City Gate of Perge by Plancia Magna.Hellenistt

126 The statues of Trajan found on the northern section gbakaestraof the south bath suggest the
presence of &aisersaalhowever itisnotproved yét¥ z di zbay, -58/008b, pp. 55

For the publicati on (2004, pp.l653), nd.381s The Englishitranslations e e
is from (200bm@m%78)] | u
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Gate which lost its defensive function in the early empire became a civic monument
was incorporated into the daily and ceremonial activities of the city.

Above all, the city gate was standing akey point at the civic center of
Perge.Even if the endsed courtyard of the gate prevented it from functioning as a
portal between the outside and the insafiehe city, it nevertheleswelconed the
visitors approaching?ergefrom the soutlwith its majestic towes.

The concentratiorof the civic buildings at the soutsf the cityincreased the
daily experience of the gatWhile people wergoingto the south bath for leisure, to
the macellumfor trade or to the theatstadiumcomplexfor entertainmentthey
inevitably revolved arond or passethy the Hellenistic GatéFig 46). The western
tower of the gatevasalsophysically incorporated into the structure of the sda#tth
sincea door was opening frothe tower to thenorth of thepalaestra The gatewas
also a landmark accordjnto which people navigated themselves, which is evident
from the aforementionednscription which tells thatTiberius Claudius Vibianus
Tertullus built thefi s t 0 a d i npatebutnacross the cityegafé®

The beginning of he mainthoroughfareof the city, the NS colonnaded
avenue wasdefined bythe ceremonialarch at the northern end of the courtyard of
the Hellenistic Gate and reached from a narrow street between the gate and the
macellum(Fig 47).*?° This main artery was enlivened with shapsl civic buildings,
ornamented with statues and inscriptions dedicated to the gods, emperors and
eminent citizens, and enhanced with a water channel in the midigdesecing with
the second main street;\ avenue which was connecting Perge to theromteld,
the NS streetwas terminated with aymphaeunwhich connectedhe Acropolis to
the lower city.

As it is seen, the Hellenistic City gate was very much in the daily narratives
created by thenovement of peopléHowever, after the restoration project of Plancia

Magna,the ole of the gatdbecameprominentin the spiritual narratives as well.

18 5ee p.63 and fn.123

129 Chariots which could not enter the city from the Hellenistic City Gate due to the level difference
probably used this road as well.
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The courtyard of the gate was probabpenduringthe important days which
provided an uninterrupted passage fromcb®maded streeto the outside of the
city. If the N-S avenue was really a processional way which was leading to the
Hellenistic religious complex at the south end of the city and if there was really a
religious building on the Acropolis which shaped th&SMdvenue it is possible to
narr ateceasdiipond starting fr onowdrskidsoAcr opo
Kyilik Belen. Thust o o dh eorodesibfialesa y @ pi evh iGa b «
began atthe Acropolis, continued along the-®! thoroughfare, msed through the
gate stopped atthe theatestadium complexand terminated at the Hellenistic
temples.

According to this scenari o, alongteis iCour
religious procession, where the Greek pastited with the Roman preseM/hether
it was actually a part of such a procession in realltg, i Co ur t of Honor
definitely designed to celebrate the Greek memotaggether with the Roman
identtywhi ch created Per adatwi iemantas amgsteiyv e hi
whethe Plancia Magna who lived enough to seene of theewards given to her by
her city and her citizens in return for such an important contribution to her native

also foresaw her reputatistill surviving after two millennia

67



CHAPTER 5
PLANCIA MAGNA OF PER GE

In the Roman world, women wergenerally considered inferior to men.
However, this did not prevesbme of thenfrom trying to redeem their lower status
by usingtheir financial powerIndeed,Plancia Magna of Perge becaimee of the
most influential women of Roman Asia Minby means oher grandbenefaction to

her native city.

5.1.The Family of Plancia Magna

Plancia Magnavas connected witlvery influential families of Perge. She
belonged to the Plancii family, while she wasatedto the Cornuti family through
marriage.Moreover, she had a possible kinship wibie Armenian Kingdom. An
inscription dedicated to Plancia Magna by pevsbablefreedmen Marcus IBncius
Pius explicitly refes to her family tiesAccording to this inscription, Plancia Magna
was the daughter of Marcus Plancius Varus and thes,Ptie niece of King
Alexandrosandthe wife of C. lulius Cornutus Tertulldg’

The Plancii family isbelieved to be of Latin originAccording to Jameson
(1965, p. 55)the Plancii presumably came to Perge frorim&in Latium in the i'
century B.C. asiegotiatoes.’*! The familyincreased their wealth and consolidated
their power in Asia Minarwhich paved the way fdhe political successfa number
of family members

The first known member of this family in Perge isdusPlancius Varusthe

father of Plancia Magndt is beleved that M. Plancius Varus became a senator

139 The inscription also adds that she was the patroness of Marcus Plancius Pius, giving a clue about
whohecouldbe.Fdrh e i nscr i fu999,@p. 16061¢ . 1R2a hi n

131 Jameson comes to this conclusion due to the rarity afisheenPlancius in Asia Minor. In Asia
Minor, the name is restricted to a small numilemembers in Pamphylia, Pisidia and Pontus. On the
other hand, more Plancii are found in Spain, Africa, Rome and especially Atina in Latium. See,
Jameson(1965, p. 55 and n.12)
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during the reign of Nerd? and held important offices afterwardBwvo inscriptions

from Colonia Germa and Attalelsst his cursus honorum®® According to tlese he

served aglecemvir stlitibus iudicandjsguaestor pro praetore of the province of

Pontuset Bithynia, tribunus plebispraetor, legatuspro praetor of the province of

Achaia andegatus pro praetoref the province of Asia(Mitchell, 1974, p. 28)His

last office, which is not mentioned on these inscriptions but is confirmed by the
inscriptions and coins from the Bithynian citiest zdi zbay, ,2vasOl&b , p .
proconsulship of the province BbntusandBithynia under Vespasiat**

The majority of the wealth of M. Plana@Warus was coming from commerce
and the income of the larebstates that he owned in the Anatolian hinterlands like
northern Galatia and southern PisidMitchell, 1974, pp. 3384). This wealth not
only enabled him to fulfill the financial requirements of becoming a senator but also
to make imposing benefactions.

It is known that he built the eastern city gate of Nicaea when he was serving
as aproconsulof Pontusand Bithynia.**> Moreover, Jones(1976, pp. 23237)
suggests that he built the temple of Diana Plancian@ome and his statue was
erected near the templ&éhe facts thathe temple s named after Planciuthe
Plancii were from Perge Artemis of Perge was identified as Diamand the family

wasactive in herservice'*®

strongly support this argumefitones, 1976, p. 236)
Despite hiswealth and generous character, there is no building that can be
safely attributed to him in his home town Pergbe only possibility is the theater

which was either built or restored bBjorementioned/arcus Plancius Rutilius Varus

132 Tacitus Historia, 11.63) mentions Plancius Varus as anpeateor in A.D. 69, which suggests that
he must have become(Micheb 894apd. 285 in 5006s or 606s

133 The inscription from Colonia Germa is in Latin and it éslitated to Marcus Plancius Varus. The

one from Attaleia is in Greek and its upper part is broken. Thus it is missing the name of the
dedicatee. However, the exact correspondence between the careers mentioned on these two
inscriptions suggests that both reededicated to M. Plancius Var(idouston, 1972, pp. 16869;

Mitchell, 1974, pp. 2728)

134 The career of M. Plancius Varus and its chronology is widely discussed by scholars; such as
Jameson(1965, pp. 5658), Houston(1972) Mitchell (1974, pp. 2734), Joneq{1976, pp. 231234)

An inscription coming from this ¢ameaolestifies

136 As previously mentioned, Plancia Magna was the priestess of the Mother of the Gods and Artemis
Pergaea, and she dedicated a statue to Diana Pergensi as a part of her sculptural program on the
honorary arch.
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who wasa quaestorand propraetor of Pontus and Bithyni&®’ Ac cor di ng t
(1996b, pp. 114.19) the norexistenceof such an individual in any souresd the
similarity of his career to that of Marcus Plancius Vasigygestthat Marcus
Plancius Rutilius Varuss almost certainlyMarcus Plancius Varu$® If the two
individualsareidentical as argued, that means M. Plancius Varus contributed to one
of the most important buildings of Perddoreover, M. Plancius Varus igferred as
an athlete irthe Germa inscription which suggests that he could be the founder of
A n iyeaelyVariang a me s 0 @dnesPLB76,pr 23233)

As a result of his accomplishments in his careerctvtadd reputation to

(0]

Perge and his possible benefactions which enhanced a Roman way of living, M.

Plangus Varus was honored as a efbunderin the Hellenistic City Gatdy her
daughter.

The identity of the wife of M. Plancius Varus is not cledrhe
aforementionedinscription dedicated by M. Plancius Pius refewssghe mother of
Plancia MagiAacasr diiProdl998, . 1kQjinstead othe name
of M. Plancius Varud w i feP mdy regrasenthe personification of the city
Perge, whgrobablyadopted Platia Magna.The same inscription mentions Plancia
Magna as the niece die ifiKing Alexandro®, who was possibly lulius Alexander,
the king of Kietis in Cilcia and the son of King Tignes VI of Armenia. From this
information, it can be deduced thit. Plancius Varus was marriew lulia, the
daughter ofthe Armenian King Tigranes Vand the sister of lulius Alexander
(kahi n, 1. 9His 9narriage. produdedihg more childGaius Plancius Varus,
the brotheof Plancia Magna.

The only thing known about C. Plancius Varus is that he financed the

alipterion in Perge which is either a room in the south bath or the whole corfilex.

137 See p.55 and fn.100.

138 k a h [1996b, pp. 117119) indicates that thegentiinomenRutilius can be explained by the
possible adoption of M. Plancius Varus by a Rutilius or another type of kinship between Plancii and
Rutilii families.

139 See p.68 and fi30.
1405ee p.56 and fn.103.
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Even though nothing much is known about dwen family;**! career, or his further

contributions to Perge, he was refertedas a city founder by his sister in her
sculptural project just like his father. TH®nor pointsout howinfluential he must

have leenin Pergedespitethe lack ofenoughevidence.lt is assumed that he was
older than Plancia Magna, and lived in a period between Nero and Hadrian, and he
was already gone when Plancia Magna renovatedHéllenistic City Gate( k a hi n,
1999, pp. 112,141)

As it is clearly seen, both Plancia M
citizens of Perge. Wi thePlareil veraassocatediaity n a 6 s
the Cornutii, another Pergae family with successful members.

The firstmember of theCornutii family known throughPergeinscriptionsis
C. Iulius Cornutuslt is known that he built or restored the North Gymnasiatso
called thePalaestra of Cornutuanddedicated it to Nero or Cladius toget with his
wife.**? The dating of the inscription suggests that C. lulius Cornutus lived at around
the same time with Marcus Plancius Varus.

As M. Plancius Varus, C. lulius Cornutus also haltionswith other parts
of Asia Minor, outside of Pergéle was honored with inscriptions in Ariassos and
Etenna, and his name was found on an architrave fragment in ApdifdAithough
nothing is known about hiswn career, it can be safely assuhtbat his significant
connectiongrepared the giund for thecareers of his s@According to epigrabpic
records, he had three sons; C. lulius Cornutus Bryoninus, C. lulius Cornutus
Trebonnianus and C. lulius Cornutus Tertullus.

C. lulius Cornutus Bryoninus was probably the eldet a hi n, 1999, [

and he ignentionedas hgh priest of the imperial cult arajonothetef the imperial

141 1n an inscription found at Tibur which is dedicated C. lulius Plancius Varus Cornutus, nephew of

C. Pl ancius Varus, two other names are inscribec
Accor di n d199,pp. k12,bl6)n t hese can be C. Pl ancius Var u:
name they share with their possible grandfather Marcus Plancius Rutilius Varus. However, this
argument cannot be supported yet. Foreran the inscription, see p. 73 and fn.146.

14235ee p. 54 and fn. 93.

WEor the inscriptions of(1999 ppa5dés)ons.404lrand foEthe nna, s
inscription from Apollonia, see Mitchig{1974, p. 37)no.4.
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games Megala Kaisereia in thepigraphic evidence$® The inscriptions are
dedicated to C. lulius Cornutus Bryoninus by the cities Claudioikonion and Konane
and his two brothers C. lulius Cornutus Trebonnianus and C. lulius Cornutus
Tertullus. All four inscriptions honor him with exactly the same titles. ldetids
suggest that C. lulius Cornutus Bryoninusiay have played an important role in the
first grant ofneocoratestatus ofPerge( k a hi n, 1 Appadently, fie wad & )
very influential citizen, however nbing is known about the brotheZ. lulius
Cornutus Trebonnianus

On the other hand, there is much more information about C. lulius Cornutus
Tertullus compared to his brotheFstst of all, he was the husband of Plancia Magna
andtogetherthey had a sonalled C. lulius Plancius Varus Cornutés) inscription
dedicated to C. lulius Cornutus Tertull@égcording to his willby his sonin
Tusculum at Italyreveals hiscursus honorumAccording to this inscription, his
senatorial career began in the beginrm@0s A.D. and he served adlectus inter
praetorius legatus pro praetoref the province ofCretae et Cyrenarum, procurator
of the province ofNarbonensis, consul suffectand finally proconsul of the
province of Africaewhere he died during his séce in 116117 A.D.at around his
late seventieg k a hi n, 1 91939 This mgeriptiorl i§ also important as it
reveals the roots of the Cornuti family. It is clear that the family belonged to the
Horatia tribe which is known in both Italy and Afriéak a h i n 1 So9like, p . 3
Plancii, Cornutii also had Latin origins.

Other than the information provided by this inptidn, it is known thaiC.
lulius Carnutus Tertulluxonducted @ensusn the province of Gallia Aquitania and
he took charge in the external affairsRdntus and Bithynid ¥ zdi zbay, 2008
189). He was also a close friend of Pliny the Youn@#&ameson, 1965, p. 190)
Despite his international succeside epigraphyof Pergeis silent about him or his
possible contributiomto his town However, his strong family ties and Huslitical

achievements must have providach reputation and high status in Perge.

144 The inscriptions are dedicated to C. lulius Cornutus Bryoninus by the cities Claudioikonion and
Konane and his two brothers C. lulius Cornutus Trebonnianus and C. lulius Cornutuisist eAll

four inscriptions honor him with ex&89%,Ilpy55t he sam
60), no. 4245,
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C. lulius Plancius Varus Cornutusie son of C. lulius Cornutus Tertullasd
Plancia Magndecame a source of prigdth his ownsuccessefor both Plancii and
Cornutii families*** His cursus honorunis chiseled on an inscription fourid the
Hadr i ands Tat@ibur tAdcaordng to ithis| G lulius Plancius Varus
Cornutus served asegatus Augustipropraetor of the province b Cilicia.™*®
Moreover, in his home town Perges tvas honoretby bouleand thedemosas the
patron andbenefactor of the 6 fi Var i an , f@adetepsssibly by his
grandfather M. Plancius Varusnd the winner of all the contesfs.

Plancia Magna wasurroundedwith successful family members, arad
expected, all of thenwere males But still, Plancia Magna camg® prominence in
this maledominatedera This can be attributed to the changing attitudes towards
woman in thesociety. In order to better assess the high status Plancia Magna
achieved, it isimportantto briefly look at the history oGreek and Roman elite

women.

5.2. Achieving the Ideal Roman Woman

The elite wonen of the Classical Greecewere traditionally excluded from
power andwere primarily associated witthe domestic life.The line betweenthe
duties of men and womenithin the house and the sociemas clearly drawnin
Oikonomikog(7.22), Xenophomakes a gendered divisiarf labor by stating that
At he god, from the very beginning, desi gl
and concerns and t he nat Thisdvisionfbegaraimthef or t

childhood;while boys were trained to become warriors gntiticians, women were

14%1n earlier studies, C. lulius Plancius Varus Cornutus was mistaken to be the same person with his
maternal uncle C. Plancius Varus, who was believed to be adopted by C. lulius Cornutus Tertullus.
However, an inscription later discovered in Perge which aeBcated to C. lulius Plancius Varus

Cornutus by his mother Plancia Magna puts an end to this misinterpretation. For these earlier
discussions, see Jamesd®65, p. 56) Syme (1969, p. 365)and Mitchell (1974, p. 27) For the
inscription dedicated by (1®99app.46485),Malgha t o his so

148 For theinscription, see Sym@ 969, p. 3653 n d k(999 pn1,14)

YEor the i nscr(i999pp.ol6867)s ereo .k athZi8n., A q199rpgd.ilB6g t o Kk &
167), the fact that the inscription was dedicated around 150 A.D and the foundation of the Varian

games corresponds to the beginnings of 80s. A.D. supph@targument that Marcus Plancius Varus

was the founder of the games.
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prepared for marriage and motherhoo@antham, Foley, Kampen, Pomeroy, &
Shapiro, 1995, p. 13Consequentlythe primary roleof a woman #er marriagewas
to produce legitimate heirs amdanagehe householavhichincludesthe supervision
of the slavesndthe participationin the economy of the house tweavng wool.

The morality of theclassical era demanded the seclusion of respected women
from the public gazeln fact, Pericles directly addresses women and ed\isenti t o
cause | east tal k among mal es f ofthe ei t he
Paleponesian War.45.2).Consequentlythey weredisallowedto appearand talkto
the males other than close relativ¥et, their husbands were generally chosen from
the relatives in order to keep the dowry within the family, so the only males that the
woman was familiar with foherentire life were from her own household.order to
maintain their privacytheywere not able téeave the house but instead tsslaves
to take care othe outside workgFanthamet al., 1995, pp. 106.09). The only time
they were allowed to appear dabrswas during the funerals or religious festivals.
Some of them held priestesshead mostly thefemaledeities; though these ades
were not bestowedn them because otheir merits butinsteadthey earned them
through inheritance othe office was boughtby their wealthy families for a fixed
time (Fanthamet al., 1995, p. 93)On the other hand,gorer citizen women had to
support themselves by working outsidéhey engaged in work settings like food,
clothing and fabric, and care of infarfBomeroy, 1975, p. 73but, these worksid
not differ substandilly from their dutiesat home

Each woman was required to have her own guardian, who was usually her
father, brother or the closest male Kkirhis guardian was not only in charge of
protecting the women but alsmonitoring her properties Accordingly, property
ownership ofthe Greek women wasery restricted.They brought dowies to their
marriages that werprovided by their fatherdjowever,womennever really owad
it. As Pomeroy say$1975, p. 63) A un@mmiage, the dowry passed from the
guardianship of t he father to that of t
required to rairn the dowryto hisewife6 s guapadaiyannterest at 1
This was accompanied by the fatttat women were notwthorizedto spend their
wealthfreely, and their financial as well as social decisions wenetrolled bythe

male guardian.
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Thus, while the men of the period wedeterminedto achievepolitical
successand honorific titleswhich mainly came with euergetism, womerf the
Classical vorld were silenced and kept in thebmes;consequently, very rarely did
names of these women survivé.

In contradistinction to the Classicpériod, the Hellenistic world witnessed
the improvementsof the social standards dahe elite women**® Marriage and
motherhood wre still the priorities, howeverwith the opportunitie®f education
women managed to break away from their domestic settifigey were given
education in music, reading and evennpiag and athleticsSome of them who
learnt reading and writing engaged in poetry and somesient even further and
studied philosophy and mediciffomeny, 1975, pp. 134.39; Fantham eil., 1995,
pp. 163169) Thus, they played an active part in the intellectual sphere of the
society, while they continued to fulfill their religious duties as priestesses.

On the other hand, classical traditions like requirement of a dowry and
male guardianship continueApparently however,there was much more tolerance
on the financial affairs of womennscriptions concerning theHellenistic Greek
women recoveredespecially from Asia Mingr attestto the contributions of

benefactresseto their citiesat ther own expenss.**°

According to thesethe
benefactions of elite women were similar toghof men and includedistributions
of money, wine and grajrand restorationand even constructisrof buildings in

return for their generosity, they were rewarded with eponymous offices like

148 The information about the Classical women is obtained from the surviving literary and
archaeological evidences which are coming especially from Athens. Thus, the Greek woman depicted
above is mainly based on the Athenian woman. However, a generalization was possible since it is
widely accepted that the citizen women of the other Greelstatgs were treated almost exactly the
same way. On the other hand, it is known that Spartanewaonspicuously differed from Athenians

and other Greeks. Spartan girls had physical training like boys and women had more freedom in
public. Moreover they had the control of their own property. For a brief comparison between Athenian
and Spartan womesgee Pomerog2006) and more on Spartan women, see again Pon{20®2)

149 Royal Greek women belonging to the Hellenistic monarchies are excluded from this discussion,
mainly because they were involved in different social and political settings than the elite class and as

Van Bremen(1996, p. 12)i ndi cates there is not enough evide
Hellenistic queens as relkeod el so f or the aristocratic women.
women, see Pomer@$975, pp. 121125)

150 Beside from the voluntary benefactions, there were various liturgical offices that wealthy women
were expected to fulfill. For these obligatory public services, see Van Brd®eé, pp19-30).
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stephanephorianddemiourgiawhich were mainly reserved for méH.However, as
Van Bremen indicate€l996, p. 34)these officeswr e fApredominantly
and r el i gi olbus, women weee tagain kept.away from the politios.
addition to tlese financial activitieghe priestesshoods required provision of games,
feasts and festivaler the honor of gods and evemosationor building of temples;
and again from the own wealth of the priestégan Bremen, 1983, p. 225)
Consequently, women stayed in their religious sphere; howtgrreligious duties
were becoming moreublic. Apparently,in the Hellenistic priod the public image

of women was noticeably alteredhich is mainly attributed to their acquisition of
economic powe(Van Bremen, 1983)Their bodily presence was still natelcomed
within the public but nevertheless, emen were praised for their talents and
commemorated for their benefactionsnd as Pomeroy points o(t975, p. 125)
APer i c lthatsMdmen sheuld not bgaken of, either for praise or blameg

| onger prevailedo.

In essenceRomanelite women shared the sanfate with Greekfemales
their major role in the society was to become a respectable wife and mother of
legitimate children and they were underthe male custodytoo, due to their
Awe aknes smianndde d(Roagetey0 1975, p. 150)et there were some
differences.The guardian of thRomanwoman was the father or the eldest male in
the family, pater familias whose power on the woman generally surpassed that of
the husbandinlike Greek custoni$? Among theRomanupper class, the marriage
was a political and economic alliance between the families.paerfamiliashad
the power to marry the daughter lver early teens to whomever he deemed to be

most suitable and force her for a divorce in favor of a better candidabespite the

151 For some examples of these inscriptions, see Van Bréh®86, pp. 3040) and Dmitriev(2005,
pp. 5356).

152 There were two types of marriage amahg Romans; with or withounanus.With manus the

bride went under the authority of the husband and worshiped to his family cults. In the marriages
without manus the guardianship of the women was kept in her natal fainilgrder to protect the

rights of the woman and especially her dowry, the families were likely to prefer marriage without
manus However, even in thenanusunion, the family of the bride continued to be involved in her
supervision and her properties. On marriage, see Porti3@$, pp. 152158)

153 The average age for marriage of a lowkrss woman was her late teens and they most likely
married only oncéD'ambra, 2007, p. 46)
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fact thatmore than one marmge was quite often for a womaoeing auniviri, which
means having known only one husbandher entire life, was praised as the ideal
wife; and thisidea of eternal marriage was completely Ror(Romeroy, 1975, p.
161)

Moreover it is safe to say thaRoman female€njoyed a more public life
than th& secludedGreek contemporariesThey accompanied their husbands to
dinners that could include other male$o were not necessarily their kitr?
Moreover,besidea their regular religious public appearances in festivalsfanerary
ceremoniesthey became more visible in secutacasiondy attendingheaters and
public baths

During the constant warfare of the Republican Period, women gained more
power and independende. the absence of the husband and eyater familiasdue
to the military or administrative services in the overseas, women had tctakef
the housemake decisions about the childremanagethe family financesand even
control their own wealtlf{fRawson, 2008, p. 333Dn theone hand, war casualties
resulted in the increase of the fortune of the women througdritance; on the other
hand, military emergencies necessitated abusive taxes drawn frandépendent
womenos [Rowmeree 1975, @ps17-479) These heavy taxes urgedme
elite femalego demand and eventually find justitecourt(Fantham et al.1995, pp.
273274).

For some women, the absence of a guardiad increase in wealttvere
apparentlyan opportunity tamprove their reputation and public images by being
responsible for their families and publielfare on the other handor some others,
it was a freedom to adtoweverthey wanted which usually did not fit into the
definition of the respectablRomanwoman. These mbecoming behaviors dhe
uppekclassresuled in the degeneration of the sociéty, which led Augustus to

make moral reforms.

154 This comparatiely more public appearance can be attributed to Etruscan influence, whose elite
women had more independence and freedom than the Greeks. For more on Etruscan women, see
Fantham et a[1995, pp. 24259)

155 Corruption of behaviors must have occurred in every level of the society but became more visible
among the uppetlass.

77



The new regulations mainly aimed at theprevention of adultery and
improvementof the institution of marriage. THaws required a girl to be married
early as 12before she bectae aware of her sexualjtynd remarry in case of a
divorce or widowhoodD'ambra, 2007, p. 46)n this way, it would be guaranteed
that a woman would be kept away from adultery and stayarried during her
productive yearsn order to producéieirs and legitimateitizens for the Roman
Empire.Nonmarriage, childlessness and failure to remarry were penalized tivhile
women who respectethe laws were revarded; the lawius trium liberorum
liberated the free women who had three childr@md freedwomenwho had four
from the tutelage andllowedthem to have a control on their oiinancial activities
(Pomeroy, 1975, pp. 151, 166)Laws al so regul ated women
according to these they acquired the right to inherit some proportion from their
fat her s o, br ot h e r'¥the women whowaired freedamiualle st at e
used their wealth tareate public personas for themselves, and for this, Livia
Drusilla, the wife of the emperor Augustus, was a model to look up to.

In order to emphasize the importance of marridgeustusinitiateda family
portrait which necessitated the presence ofwife Livia on the foregroundThe
image of the imperial family was spread around the empineadaus media likert,
architecture, coins and inscriptigrmdthe messageras c | ear ; At he | mg
wasa family and its continuity under a dignifieshda protective father and a noble
and fertile mother guaranteed the healt
(Fantham et al.1995, p. 313)

Livia was not only the perfect image of a wife araimotherbut also the
representation of the highest level of mvand publicity that a Roman womaoudd
achieveThe empress wove his husbandés cl ot he
traditional Roman womanywhile at the same timeahe participated in political
activitiesand eveninfluenced Augustuin his decisions(Fraschetti, 1994, p. 106)
Moreover, she was granted an excepfiom ius trium liberorumalthoughshe did

not have three surviving childrewhich enabled her to authorizeer own capital

®For a more detailed discussion aIthup. 16MéEMenods i r
and Gardne(Gardner, 1986, pp. 16304)

78



without the syervision of a guardiarf-ollowing the footsteps of her husband, she
was involved in grand benefactionsot only in Rome but also in the periphery
including financial aids, distributions, organization of festivals and construction of
buildings and even tapleslike the Porticus Liviae and the Temple of Concadrd
return for her generosities, she was honored with statues arlitieri d i vi ne
benef aEanthaasesahl995, p. 312)She became the symbol @iew ideal
Roman womaa and her autonomy inspired succeeding imperial as well as wealthy
elite women(Kleiner, 2008, p. 563)

The Greek women of the eastern territories of the Roman Empire were no
exception. Even if it is known that Hellistic womenengagedn benefactionsince
the second century B.C., there is a conspicuous increase in the nunfbaratd
euergetesn the first two centuries of thenperialperiod especially in Asia Minor.
The increase in the number of benefactresses omdy indicates the growing
prosperity of the families durinBax Romanandincreasing authority of women but
mayalsoreflect a change in the primary motioétheir munificence

In the Hellenisticera benefactions of women primarily aimed piiblic
welfare and a higher social standifighe Romanperiod withessed the&ontinuation
of this tradition However womenbecame more visible in pubjibecausgas the
number of benefactresses increased, so did the number of commemorated lvomen.
addition to hat due to their improved social conditions and legal rigtite honors
and officeswhich were granted to these wombeecame much more diversifiéd.
But still, these offices weragainmai nly symbolic and- Aihad
admi ni s(bmitaet, 20®3 P. 182)Therefore women werstill excluded from
governing However, in contrast to their HellenisticedecessoysGreekwomenin
Asia Minor became morénvolved in political affairs of their citiesn the Roman
period

Foll owing the Ro mafinaneiat goatnbstions sefvedvao me n 6
more bureaucraticrole. During the Romanization process of Asia Minerpmen

joined their husbands in the enhancement of their cities in order to obtain imperial

157 For the public offices that the women held, see Van Bre(t@®6, pp. 581)and Dmitriev(2005,
pp. 178188).
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bestowals likeprivileges for both their family and city likkomancitizenship.In this
way, they not only contributed to the physical and social development ofdieig
but alsoraisedtheir famiiesba n d  ¢prestigee s 0

Seemingly, t me wiinthenadl wRemadef i ned Wi
characteristics. Being dutiful and respectable for the family and being responsible for
the public welfarePlancia Magnalearlyhad both.

As previously discussedpth Plancii and Cornutiwere Latinin origin, and
the males had successful political careeffieseindicate that the familiesed
Roman citizenship. Yet the familidsad beerresiding in Perge for at least three
generations whichaye them a Greek identigt the same timelhus, it is possible to
say thatPlancia Magna was a Hellenized Ronaitizenand she was subjected to the
Roman laws>®

It is highly likely that her marriage to C. lulius Cornutus Tertullus was a
political arrangement between the two influential and powerful families of Pirge.
is no cubt that this marriage fostered good relations betvwwdancii and Cornuti
and produced a senator, their Sonlulius Plancius Varus CornutuSince Plancia
Magnaés activities in Perge “aenteryARstr i ct
according tok a h(L999, p. 113)she was travelling with her husband during his
political services, and aftdris deathshe came back to Perge and engaged in her
restoration programThen theymust have beemarriedthrough the end of the®1
century A.D.and the marriage successfully continded a long time Moreover,
since it is the onlfknown marriage of Plancia Magnaseems thashe was aniviri.

Her productive marriage and her loyalty to her natal familyndgoring his
father and brother as founders of Pergeealsthat she was aenerablewife,
mother, daughter and sistémn.this way, shdulfilled the first condition of becoming
Aii deal 0, mumficentl clearadtetulfiled the second, which will bdiscussed

in the followingsection

158 Boatwright(1991, p. 256}lso identifies Plancia Magna as a Roman citizen who was subjected to
Roman laws but she does not present argeene.
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5.3. Architectural and Sculptural Program of Plancia Magna

During the Romanization of Asia Minor, almost aflthe Greek cities were
re-urbanizedat a certain pacélowever, pior to the arrival of Hadriam Asia Minor
the citieson his routeacceleratedheir architectural activities orderto impressthe
emperor One of these citiesvas Perge, in which an intense urban renewal took
place.Main streetswere colonnaded, new buildings were constructed arsfirgx
buildings were renovatedConsequently,the urban face of Perge dramatically
changed and improvedt is safeto say thatthe most conspicuougart of this
regeneration wagshe architectural and sculptural prograconducted on the
Hellenistic CityGate Under the management of Plancia Magna, the courtyard of the
city gate turned into an enclosed space with tgiteon of aceremonialarch at its
open end, and this enclosed space was enriched with statues. Consequently, the gate
turned i notfo Hao nfoGoou rwither e the Emperor and
legendary founderand civic cultsof Perge were commemorated.

The building became andispensabl@art of the civic, political and religicu
narratives of the city. Moreover, it brought Plancia Magna kigh status that not
every woman could achievdihe success of Pl ancia Magnhn
depends nthesculptural concept and tlsecial and political messaggsonveys

During the excavations conducted within the courtyardhefgate, marble
sculpture fragments of Olympian godsich wereworshipped in Pergand nine
inscribed statue bases of the city foundeese discoveredall of which apparently
fell from the nicheon t he i n%®eeen of thase aty feunders were Greek
heroes, while the other two were contemporary Latin benefactors from the Plancii
family; Pl ancia Magnabés father M. Pl ancius V
The absence of the statuescay founders suggests that they were made of bronze
and were removed to be reused in antiq@itk a hi n, 1.9 bdes onghe 4 7))
upper surfaces ahe inscribedbases which were once carrying thi®nzestatues
support this argumenOn the other hand, the lack of bases ofdbiy statues may
be due to the fact that they watectly placed in the niches without bagek a hi n,
19964, p. 47)
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Modern scholarhiaveattempedto recorstruct the sculptural narrativeef the
courtyard walls While Mansel(1958b, p. 236pnly mentions thathe statues of the
deities wee standing on the lower niches ahdse of legenary founders occupied
the upper onexk &in goes into more detail. AAc o r d i n g(1999pp. K3Fthe n
deity statues weren the lower niches befolel anci a Magnads renov:
were moved to thepperonesonce the city founderaiere added to the program.
This suggests thahe totalof 28 niches werelivided equallyamongthe two statue
groups Onthis basis5 out of 14bases of city founders are missikga h(1986a,
pp. 4749), who thinks that therenust have been 7 Greekheroic and 7 Roman
contemporary founders, completes theompletegroup of Roman foundersvith
important individualsfrom P anci a vihafgniya asely &’lancia Magnha
herself, her husband C. lulius Cornutus Tertullus, her son C. lulius Plancius Varus
Cornutus and her brotherdéds supposed sons
Varus.Moreover, hehypotheticallyarranges the statuesam order according to the
significance of the individuals1996a, pp. 4%0) (Fig 48).*>°

Even though kahinds reconstrugaitei on s
problematic.First of all some of the deity statues are larger thandife, so they
cannot fit into the upper niches which are smaller than the lowers. Mordbeer,
places of thecity-foundersaren ot v al i d, since kahin does
find spots into consideration

Basd on the archaeological evidencBulgurlu makes a much more
plausible arrangemer{tt999, pp. 986). Although, it is not quite clear on which
storey the statues of the city founders were placed, it Isast possible to guess on
which side of the wall they were standifgccording to the find spoté~ig 49), the
inscribed bases of C. Plancius Varus, M. Plancius Vabadchas Leonteus and
Rhixus should have been on ti8¥, 4" 5" 6™ and 7" niches of the eastern wall

respectively while Mopsos andVinyas, should have been standing hand &"

19K a h(1986a, p. 49%uggests that varying dimensions of inscribed bases were in relation with the
importance of the characters. That is, the larger bases belonged to the relatively more important
persons and their statues were placed in the larger niches.
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nichesof the western wafi®® Machaonand Labus on the other hand, were both

placed onthefni ches on the east erlarggshandt@mtof Si nce

Makhaon it is more likely that hdit into the lower nicheApparently, statues of the

deities were standingon the remaining niche<learly, therewas no grouping

between the Greek arbe Latin foundes, or between thdounders andhe gods*®*

Moreover r ecent eval uations on t he dei t

argument that they were on display befol

dimensons and the treatments of the statues difiem each otherwWhile some of
the statues arsmaller than life size, the others are larger; and while some of them
were made to be seen primarily from the front view, the others were for three
dimensional displayBulgurlu, 1999, p. 99)Theseinconsistenciesuggest that they
were not designed for a single project, but were gathered from some other buildings.
Thus it is highly likely that thedeityst at ues di d not bel ong
original sculptural program but were brought to the gate after the bstatzes were
removed.Accordingly, Bulgurlu (1999, p. 96kuggests thah e f or e Pl anci a
restoration was severely altered, all 28 nichesy havefilled with the statues of
more eponymousfoundersfrom the Plancii and Cornutii families antegendary
heroes from the Greek mythologyherefore, wherninquiring the message Plancia
Magna intended to give in heculptural programthe Olympian deities should be
excludedfrom the discussian

On the other handhe archaeologicalnvestigationsaroundthe ceremonial
ardh revealedthat it was mainly decorated with the statues of the contemporary
imperial family, that is Hadrian andhe women in his courpamelyTr aj ands s
Mar ciana and hisswhnfec®&| atmibthedihdadviDivaa h & B 6
Matidia and Hadriands wife SwiththewstatuesThi s

of the divine emperors Augustus, Nerva and Tregawl deities Artemis Pergaea and

180 Bylgurlu also suggests the possible places of the statues. According to her assg<@98enmt

95), C. Plancius Varus was in the third, M. Planciusigavas in the fourth, Kalkhas was in the fifth,
Leonteus was in the sixth and Rhiksos was in the seventh niche of the first or second story of the
eastern wall, while Mopsos was in the fifth, Minyas was in the sixth, and Makhaon and Labos were on
the sevath niche of either stories of the western wall.

151 The only programmatic intention, as Bulgur(@999, p. 96)suggests, can be a possible
arrangement according to which telplacedsit thetnickes o f
closer to the Hellenistic towers while those of the Greek founders were located closer to the arch.
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Tykhe. Similar to the courtyard, theeremonialarch wasrefurbishedat some point
and statuesf Marcus Aurelius, his wife Young Faustina and her daughter Lucilla
were added. But just like th®lympian gods these later additions should be
disregardedvhenconsidemng the Hadrianigprogram.

Hence, P | a n scul@ural ldraggam anéisly consisted of four
sculpturalgroups which were the Greek city foundersnhtemporaryenefactorsthe
Imperial family and thecivic deities of Pergé® In order to assess the single
narrativethatthey all wee a part of, each group desestieeir own discussion.

To begin with,the inclusion of the statues of Greek heroes is an attempt to
emphasize the historical roots of Periygopsos,Machaon,Calchas Leonteus and
Minyas wereall Achaean settlers whsurvived the Trojan War, while Rhixus and
Labos were probably local heroes who did not exist in the Greek mythdidigy.

inscriptions on thestatue basesstart with the title Ktistes®®

that meanscity-
founders, which implies thaheywerethe actual founers of Pergelt has already
beendiscussed that the history of Perge goes far back from the arrival of Ashaean
Although it is known that Achaeans did really come to Perge at some point, this does
not necessarily mean that they were actually the oneswibige displayed in the
courtyard. On the contrary, the identity of the displayed heroes suggesthetat
were consciously chosdor the program

According to his inscribed statue base, Mopa@s from Delphi and his
father was Apollo While some Greekources verifithis (Apollodoros, The Library,
E.6.2),some others suggest that his father was Rhakios, an Achaean, who migrated
from Mycenaefirst to Crete tlen to Asia Minor and settled in Colopho(Pekman,
1973, p. 66)From herehe was accompanied wiffrojan War survivorsincluding
Leonteus angbossiblyCalchas Machaon and Minyagnd moved to Pamphylia and
Cilicia where they founded citidike Aspendos, Phaselis, Mopsouhestia and Mallos
(Barnett, 1953, p. 142Apart fromtheGr e e K s 0 u r oame is méiopes 0 s 6

in two inscriptionsfrom BojJ az k°®y anThe ¢luaeifoartablptefrom

162 Boatwright (1993, pp. 194, 197onsiders Olympian gods as a part of PlanciMagnaés pr ogr
The gods were indeed displayed and celebrated as the local cults but not in the time of Plancia Magna
but at a later time.

183 For these seven inscriptions of the Grigistes s e e(1989app.i134140), no.101107.
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Boj azthe gapital of theHittite Empire suggests that Mopsos was active
between the years 122070, which makes him a contemporarytioé Hittite King

Tudhaliya 1V (Pekman, 1973, p. 67Yhe Karatepe bilingual inscriptiom Hittite

hieroglyphic and Phoétian script is dated to theé"&entury B.C. and mentions a
AHouse of MR dahighhhlikety he dynasty descended from Mopsos
(Barnett, 1953, p. 142)Vith these inscriptions, Mopsos not only become first

Greek hero who is mentioned in another context other than the Greek sources but

al so have been Atransformed fronmvhasel egen
posterity survived for centuri€Barnett, 1953, p. 142; Pekman, 1973, p. 68)

In their inscriptiors, Lapith Leonteus is described as the son of Coronos
while Calchas was defined as the son of Thestor and being from Agmsding to
the legends, Leonteus entered Troy in the dewohorse while Calchas walse
famous seer in the war. While some legends tell that Leonteus died while fighting or
survived andreturned to his homeland after the w@Pekman, 1973, p. 62)
Apollodoros (E.6.2) suggest that he and Calchas moved to Colophon where they
met MopsosHere, Mopsos and Calchagere engaged in a prophecy competition,
and Calchas, who lost the contest, di¢chumiliation (Apolladoros E.6.2). Later
Leonteus joined Mopsos in foundingies in south Anatoliag(Barnett, 1953, p. 142)

On the other hand, Stral{@2.7) mentions that Selge at Pisidizas established by
Calchas which implies thdtte did not diebut may have crossed the Taurus wiitle
others.

Machaondéds inscription ment itbhessnot hat h
Asklepios and the temple of Zeus Machaonios on the acropolis of Perge derives its
name from himAccording to the legends, he was a clsefgeonn the Trojan War
and one of te heroes who entered Troy in the wooden htkseleonteugPekman,

1973, p. 63) Sources suggest twdifferent endings for his story.According to the
first one,he died in the war, whilen the othey he survived, moved to the south and
set up the cult of Asclepius in Pergamon and founded some @Relgnan, 1973, p.
63).

According to Greek mythology, Minyas generally referretb asthe founder
of Orchomenusand the son of Poseidon and his relation to Trojan legends is

unknown (Pekman, 1973, p. 64)n Perge, another story wiven for his life.
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According to the ktistes inscription, he was the son of lalmenos, son of Ares.
lalmenos who was the kingf Orchomenusvas a Trojan hero who founded a colony
in Pontus (Strah®.2.42) By relating Minyas to lalmenos, it is implied that Minyas
may have gone to south Anatolia and founded cities with o{Re&leman, 1973, p.
64).

Rhixus was from Athens andasthe son of Lycos, son of Pandeion, anatth
Rhi xusd foot der iAcerslingholegendsahisathdr kycosgavei m.
his name to Lycia but Rhixus is not mentioned in any so(Re&kman, 1973, p. 62)

On the other hand, Ayehtwhioch sugdestsftmtoRhixus waa s a
not a character from the Greek mythology but instaaldcal herd® Similarly,

Labos was not mentioned in tlegendseither(Pekman, 1973, p. 6Zyheonly thing

known about him coes from his inscribed base which tells that he was from Delphi

and gave his name to sowhehchn betlpgLabsid ar t i n
games celebrated in Pergek a hi n, 1.9T8ed,ahismagkes Labd®apother

local hero.Hence, t seemslocal myths were not only personified but also given a

Greek identity bystating that the local heroeange from mainland Greece.

As a result the display of the statues décal figures with those ofGreek
legendary baracteramay be seen as aattempttoi nt r oduce Pergeds o
the Gre& mythology.Moreover, & it is seen, there is not any direct information that
the Achaean warriors actually visited Perge. Instead, it seems there are some
alterations in theoriginal legends in favor of Pergdt is not possible to know
whether Pergaeans really believed in these altered legendatdhey werea mere
political move, they nevertheless fulfill their dufihe statues of the Achaean and
| ocal h e r o €regek étinicity of Payge.t h e

The emphasis on the Greek identity is interpreted asnaritious acto be
i ncluded in (fkRdanmel |1t ewm amanizalioh dréated by

Hadrian in order to organizRoman and Greek affair&> Moreover,the selection of

Al though little is kifle9a p. BOpssaciateRhikoePous@igxasn d ,  k a h
foot) with a place nam&houskopaswhich supposedly was slightly west to the area where the
Cestrus River met Mediterranean. I n a(@®@p.dance \

1004)showRhouskopoat Magydos in the map of Lyciisdia at the Barrington Atlas.

155 Only the cities that could prove their Greek descent were able to join this union. The Panhellenion
was officially founded in 131/2 A.D. which is a decade later than the placement of the statues in the
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particularly Trojan warriors from the really rich Greek mythology may also reflect an
aspiration to establish a mythical relationship with Rome, who, according to the
legends descendedfn Aeneas, anber Trojan hero.

The inscribed statue bases of M. Plancius Varus and C. Plancius Varus also
refer to them as Ktistes even though they were not legendary characters.
Neverthelesghis seems plausible. Roman power was a new beginning for Perge.
During the mperial period, Pergewas not only socially enhancedit also
economically prospere@ndarchitecturally developedSo, it can be said that Perge
wasre-foundedwith an obvious Roman influenc&hus, considering their beneficial
character as well as tindiatin origin, the inclusion ofP| anci a Magnaos
brother among the citfounders find meaning.

The statues on theeremonialrch concentraten the imperial house and the
tutelary deities of Pergelhe central figure is Hadriad hus, while the arch was
undeniably builtto showloyalty to thecontemporary emperpthe addition of the
statues of divine emperors and the women of the imperial hders®nstrate the
loyalty to the empireMoreover, while inclusion of Artemis Pergaea is a celednati
of the most important cult of Pergdat of Tykhe is a commemoration of the tutelary
spirit of the city.

As it is seen, while the statuasthe courtyard refer to the identity of Perge,
those on theceremonialarch pay tribute to the imperial house @rcivic deities.
Hence, thepolitical aimof this sculptural progrars clear;increasng the reputation
of Pergeby consolidating its Greek and Latin rodtgyether withcommemorating
the civic cults, andeinforcing the political affairs between PergedaRome by
demonstrang loyalty to the emperor and the empine . other wordsPlancia Magha
devotes hersetb the welfare of her city which is also evident with bedicaton of
the ceremoniahrch solely to hepatria that is her city, Perge.

Even thoughhe primary beneficiarpf P | a n c i a eukrgejsmasderge

itself, its pride alsoserves forh e r f gorastigeyBY placing her father and

city gate. However, # strong affinity of Hadrian to Greek culture suggests that the Panhellenic idea
may have been established long before its official declaration. Even though it is not known whether
Perge was included in this organization or not, it does not mean thadithept try. For more on
Panhellenion, see Romé002)
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brother, M. Plancius Varus and C. Plancius Vamnbo came fromLatin origin
amongthe Greek heroesPlancia Magnascertains that her family belongshoth
cultures. Besides,etlaringthemas city foundes, sheelevateghe Plancii family to a
status igher than every other Pergaean

Moreover, with this building program, Plancia Magna dramatidattyease
her own visibility and reputation within the societlfirst of all, the atypical
identification of her father and brother in thé&ltistesinscriptionsdraws attention

A Ciftoyunder , M. Pl ancius Varus, t hfeCiPteyr gae
founder, C. Plancius Varus, th¥ APergae:
Boatwright indicate1991, pp. 251,256) fiThei r unusual ident i f

Plancia, rather than the traditioridentification of Plancia Magna and C. Plancius
Varus by their fath@érnot only suggest that she is responsible for the restortitn,

187 it also accentuaseher

together with the absence of her husband aad
Ainitiative and i mdApparently debpite havwng only oneu er g ¢
chil d, she acquired the exempedntolledhef r om t
own wealth which was possiblenriched with the inheritances froher father,
husband and broth¢Boatwright, 1991, pp. 25857),*°® andwithout the supervision
of a guardian, shesedher fortunegenerously.

Obviously, her gender is emphasized all over her projecaddition to the
abovementioned oddies about her male relatsghich suggest her autonomyer
namewas inscribed as the donor in every statue base onceéhemonialarch.
Moreover, the arch displayed mostatues of imperial females thamat of males,
which according to Boatwrightl993, p. 199)nay suggest both the emplssn the
female patronandthe growing power of women in the Roman world.

In return for her generosity, Plancia Magna \gaserously animpressively

honored with many offices Several inscriptions dedicated by the council and

FEor the publication o 1999, ppe H4@41)TineEnglish petsipns ars , s e e
from Boatwright(1991, p. 251)

187 According to Boatwright this absence may also be due to the fact that Plancia Magna and C. lulius
Cornutus Tertullus were not married at that time. However, with the new evidénisesr sure that
Plancia Magna got married long before and probably was a widow during her restoration program.

188 As mentioned previously, her father, brother and husband were most probably demised before
Pl ancia Magnads benefaction.
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assembly, council of elders, and her probable freedmen M. Plancius Pius and M.
Plancius Alexander pronounce hamorifictitles.'®® According to these, she was the
priestess of Artemis, the first @ronly priestess of the Mother of the Gods for life,
the high priestess of the Imperial Cult, ateiiourga. In othe words, she was the
priestesf the most important cults of Perge and her name was tosddte legal
papers of that yeaMoreover,all of these inscriptions andfeagment possibly from
her tombtitle her as thédd a u g ht e r , which mdares she ivas yrbraced and
adopted by th@olis.*"°

Moreover, Plancia Magna was commemorated in a very prominent place
within the city. Twoinscriptiors andtwo status dedicated tdher weredisplayedin
three nicheswith marble revetmenbn the east wall of the south bath, between the
propylonof the bath and the western tower of the Hellenistic Gaige50). Hence,
before entering the courtyard, thesitors had the chance to learn more about the
benefactor of this impressive gate complex.

Apparently, every niche had a statue with its base; while the central niche had
a statue of a mafe* the other two held those of femaléSig 51) The inscribed
bases of the female statues suggest that they both belonged to Plancid ¥agea
better preserved statue from the south niche depicts her in a pose din&ingly
similar to that of Sabinahich oncestood on theceremonialarch (Fig 52).*"% The

inscription of this statue, dedicated by her freedmen M. Plancius Pius describes her

9 Fortheseinserpt i on s ,(1999,ep. 156.64) nonl17125.

170 Her tomb, only the foundation of which is remaining, was placed at the south of the city, outside
thecitywalls( ¥ zdi zbay, 200.8hb, pp. 206, fn. 76)

11 According to Manse{1970,p. 131) it may be a statue of Apoll o,
that it probably depicted a priest of Apo(l2008, p. 244)

Y2Accordi ng t o0@)thegeunictes we built in the Severan period. As the statues

and inscriptions do not originally belongtoeacheoth due t o their different t
suggests that they were brought from elsewhere for this display. So, these statues and inscriptions
were dedicated to Plancia Magna at an earlier time but their previous display areas are unknown.

13 This smilarity is first put forward by Manse1970, p. 131)As Boatwright(2000, p. 66)uggests,

Aithe similarities of Pl anaveéimdiad toste aitizene and \dsitotsh at o f
that their own patroness and O6city daughterd rep
This better preserved statue of Plancia Magna from the left niche is now on display in the Antalya
Museumwitnt he i nscription from the right niche dedi c:
from the ceremonial arch is also displayed in the same museum.
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family (Fig 53.'"* The headlessstatue once stood on the northern niche was
probably depicting her in another fashion, since its inscriptidgnch wasdedicated
by her other freedmen M. Plancius Alexander, mentionfibweorific titles ">

Consequently, Plancia Magna was an honorable citizen, who did not hesitate
to expendher fortune for the sake of her cit$he increased not only the prestige of
her city and famly but also her own reputation in a malgented societyin this
way, she fulfills the second condition
respect, the ADispl ay ,¥%fxeilnotonlysmertidnghermo s t
successes in the civievel but also in her family relations.

"4 This inscription is discussed in p. 68,70 and fn.130.
EFor the insc¢999 p.il6@2w,124see kahin
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CHAPTER 6
CONCLUSION

Now that no one buys our votes, the public has long since cast off
its cares; the people that once bestowed commands, consulships,
legions and all else, nomeddles no more and longs eagerly for
just two things---Bread and Circuses

Juvenal, atires 10.7581)

In his lament, the *Lcentury satirist Juvenal yearned for the distaemory
of the Republic whebenefaction was a celebration of military triurspinstead of a
political move which intended to distract citizens away from the realities of daily
life. What he did not want to admit was that the military glories of the Republican
Period left their place to a consolidated peace and that benefactaméeaqolitical
tool to govern the masses and keep the provincial cities under the imperial
hegemony.

After the expansion of the Roman Empi
Augustus became a refaodel for the local aristocratic classes who weiking
partnersin the Romanization of their newly annexed cities. Like the other elites all
over the empire, wealthy Greeks of Asia Minor spent their fortune in favor of their
poleisto become a part of the Roman system and enjoy its privileges.

The primary chice of these benefactors was the architectural patronage since
it was the most permanent type of ben&ta, which resulted in therbanization of
the Greek cities with Roman architecture and institutions. This process not only
increased the social welta with enhanced civic activities but also raised the
reputation of both the city and the donor. Moreoterpughthe mergingGreek and
Roman traditions together with their Anatolian origins, eachreiyrote their own

history and generated unique urbratives.
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This thesis study reveatbat, with its rich cultural accumulation, Perge was
one of these citieQriginally, the city was an Anatolian settlement founded on the
Acropolis, whose history goes back to prehistoric times. The traces of this nat
origin survived after the city was Hellenized in thecgntury B.C andsubsequently
Romanized in the first centuries of the imperial peridde of the most conspicuous
examples is the worship ahe Anatolian goddessVanassa Preiia who was
transformed into Artemis Pergaeatie Hellenistic times, renamed as Diana Pergaea
in the Roman period and remained as the tutelary deity of PEhgecitycontinued
to bethe cult center of Artemis and drew many visitors for the festivals celebrating
the goddessvhich enhance® e r qirbai sarratives.

An important Greelpolis in the Hellenistic era, Perge spread to the lower
plain following the establishment &ax Romanan the Fand 2% century A.D.It is
especially in this periothat the rich andmbitious Pergaean elite furnished the city
with Roman amenitieand acceleratedhe urban Romanization oftheir city. In
return, theywere rewarded for theigenerosity Several inscriptions and statues,
which were dedicated to these eminent citizensdasyglayed in the most prominent
places of the city, declare not only the honorary titles but alsouttseis honorunof
these benefactors. Apparently, Perge raised many respectable politicians for the
Roman government who did not turn their back to thaitive city, but instead
proved their loyalty both to the empire and their hometods.expected their
efforts were noticed by the emperor atite city was bestowed with imperial
privileges |Iike the title of fineokoroso

Women benefactorsf Perge are rare but Plancia Magna stands out among
all the donors. Her architectural and sculptural project transformed the Hellenistic
City Gate into a fiCourt of Honor o where
deities of Perge were celebratedetiger with the emperors and the imperial family.

In this way, the gate became imseparablgart of the urban narratives and a source
of pride for Perge, Plancia Magna and her family.

Physically, the city gate was located at the civic center and the daily activities
revolved around it. The gateecame a landmarét the south end of the city and
determined the beginning of the main thoroughfare which led to the inner city and

consequenyl the Acropolis. However, different timathe regular gates, it did not
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function as a transitionary element which connected the inside and outside of the
town but instead stood as an enclosed monumienthis way, it invited the
pedestrianso the courtyadt with its grandiose round towers and encouraged them to
appreciate the sculptural program rather than passing through the gate without
noticing. On the other hand, the gate was probably opened during the important
celebrations and functioned as a statdrere the past and present of Perge merged

i nto each other a |l o nAs this heseardh phais cskowrg she o n a |
Hellenistic City Gate became an important part of the city armature as well as daily

and spiritual narratives of Perge.

TheHellenisticCi t y Gate was a presentation of
While the adapted | egends of Gheaddition her o e
of contemporary Pergaeans, thaPi$ a n c i a fathka gnd laraiher is a reference
to the refoundation of Perge under the Roman power. On the other hand,
commemoration of the emperors and the imperial court is an indication of the loyalty
to the emperor and the empire. And finally, the addition of Artemis Pergaea/Diana
Pergensi and Tykhe to the program is A eebr at i on of the city(
deities.

This design was essentially made for the visit of Hadrian but apparently
modified in the course of time. The inclusion of Olympian Gods that were worshiped
in Perge added another layer to the program. Maetive placement of the statues
of the Emperor Marcus Aurelius, his wife Faustina and daughter Lucilla insltb&te
loyalty to the next imperial generation. Thereby, the gate was incorporated into the
changing dynamics of Perge and the prestige it peavigias longlived.

This benefaction also brought an immense hondPtoanci a faMergna 6 s
M. Plancius Varus and her brother C.Plancius Varus by refetoiigem as city
founders and perpetuated the reputatiothefPlancii family. Doubtlesslythis also
brought prestige ttherhus band 6 s mayhaveévgn aidadtbe political
success of his someyondall, however,asthis study suggest# made the most
i mportant contribution to Plancia Magnabo:

Women were always assumed inderio men and excluded from power. But
some like Plancia Magna managed to achieve the honors which elevate their statues

to the highestlevel and increase their visibility in publicAs a reward for her
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benefaction, Platsia Magna became the priestesfsthe most important cults of
Perge, which were theative Anatolian Mother othe Gods, Hellenistic Artemis
Pergaea and Roman imperial cult. Thus, just like her benefaction, she herself
represented the past and present of Perge. Moreover, she was titesdiasrgeos

that is, her name was used for dating purpoSes.wasalsoembraced and adopted

by the city.

Furthermore her statugtogether with the inscriptions which pronounced her
family background and honorary titles were displayed right before entering into the
Hellenistic City Gate. Finally, her tomb was placed at the south of the city not far
from the City Gate, which shouldisa be an indication of how much she was
respected since the necropoleis of the city mainly concedtosi¢he east andhe
west.

Woodhull suggests that the donated building becomeR#seGestaef its
benefactress by picturing her public persona thrbu t he fAexpr essi on
motives, t ast es (1999 ppa 2R6H Heach, dheRed Gettam$ 0
Plancia Magna suggests that she was taking Livia, the first empress of the Roman
Empireasamodeyh o became t he midhkhreughtievoRng heeself wo ma
both to her family and to public welfare. Plancia Magna, following the footsteps of
the empresses, fulfilled both of the requirements by being a respectable matron and
bringing prestige to her famgias well as making a contribution to the city that would
serve for centuries. As Boatwriglit993, p. 205)ndicates, Plancia Magna would

have been surpassed by the imperial court in Rome. But in Perge, phssssrall.
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FIGURES

Figure 1. The Latin version of thRes Gestaen the antaiwélls of both sides of the
entrance of the Temple of RomedaAugustus in Ankara (photo by the author).

Figure 2. The Greek version of thees Gestaen the south wall of the Temple of
Rome and Augustus in Ankara (photo by the author).
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Figure 9. Aspendos theater (photo by the author)
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Figure 11 Sardis, Marble Court of the bafymnasium complex
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Figure 13. Perge, columns on the thoroughfare with name plates of the modern
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Figure 21.Reconstruction of the southern fortification system of the Acropolis
Sour ce: @b Mautisi,dPOB, Beilage 4.
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Figure 22 Perge Plan, indicating thé'and 2° century A.D. buildings
Source: afteAbbasoj | u,2 100 1, Fig. 7
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