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CITIES OF THE CLASSICAL WORLD

Colin McEvedy (1930–2005) was a psychiatrist, historian and demographer. His many acclaimed books included seven earlier Penguin atlases. Cities of the Classical World, the last book he compiled before his death, is the result of a lifetime’s enthusiasm for classical history, and of many years spent travelling to major ancient sites from Babylon to Pompeii.

Douglas Oles is a historian, editor and life member of the British Institute of Archaeology at Ankara. He was for many years a friend and colleague of Colin McEvedy and accompanied him on some of his visits to classical cities.



[image: image]



[image: image]

Colin McEvedy (right) and Douglas Oles in 1996 at the ruins of the Roman theatre in Aizanoi, Turkey.



Introduction

Colin Peter McEvedy, ‘psychiatrist, historian, demographer and polymath’ as the Independent later described him, was born in Salford, Lancashire, on 6 June 1930, the second son of a surgeon. His father sent him to Harrow, where he fell in love with jazz and ancient history and won a scholarship to Magdalen College, Oxford. There he read Medicine and kept a pet python.

Although history remained his great intellectual passion, McEvedy met family expectations and joined his two brothers in the medical profession. In fact, he achieved a certain degree of notoriety as a psychiatrist. In 1970, while at the Middlesex Hospital, he co-authored two controversial papers on a mysterious epidemic which, fifteen years earlier, had overtaken 300 of the live-in nursing staff at the Royal Free Hospital. Not a single patient was affected, and no causative organism was ever found. The condition had been ascribed to a benign form of encephalomyelitis. McEvedy argued persuasively that it was an epidemic of conversion hysteria triggered by fear of contracting polio. This was not kindly received by the medical profession, and something of a rumpus followed. In 1972 he was appointed Consultant Psychiatrist to Ealing Hospital, where he helped to design a new acute unit in which each patient had an individual room.

As it turned out, Colin McEvedy became much better known as the author of more than half a dozen historical atlases, most of which remain in print. These atlases, illustrated with his own (originally hand-drawn) maps, were translated into many languages and enjoyed by historians and teachers as well as the common reader.

In 1978 McEvedy with Richard Jones published an Atlas of World Population History, reflecting his long-time interest in the growth and shifting of populations. He next conceived an atlas with separate entries on every city in the Roman Empire that ever achieved a population of at least 10,000 persons. His idea was to accompany each historical summary by a map, and each map would be drawn to a common scale. This unprecedented approach would allow readers to readily grasp the differences in size between the various cities being considered. At the time of his death, McEvedy was nearing completion of this, in many ways his most ambitious, undertaking, one that he often despaired of finishing and several times put aside, only to take up again.

The development of this atlas was a task of many years, and drew on an enormous number of reference materials, some quite rare and others never translated into English. In researching it, McEvedy had the advantage of his own extensive library; he also spent hundreds of hours delving through infrequently disturbed shelves in the London Library. In his last years he became devoted to the more specialized shelves of the Classics Library at Senate House.

Over time, McEvedy’s ambitious design for the book expanded. He added some smaller towns that he thought would be of interest to general readers, even though they didn’t meet his initial criterion of 10,000 inhabitants. He also attempted to estimate the populations of each city, based on combining written historical sources with knowledge of the areas enclosed by each city’s walls. McEvedy was on the conservative side in his population estimates, arguing that many other modern historians had inferred unreasonably high population densities in ancient cities. As a skilled synthesizer of complex information, he explained his reasoning clearly and convincingly.

As a starting point for his population estimates, McEvedy typically looks at the fragmentary ancient sources. For example, in his chapter on Alexandria, he begins with a census of buildings that dates from the third or fourth century AD. He also considers (e.g. at here and here) the fact that many citizens of ancient city-states often lived outside the city walls. His population figures for Athens derive in part from Herodotus’ estimate of freeborn males that probably reflects a census of the late sixth century BC. For Constantinople, he begins with known information about the number of Roman wheat rations that were available to be diverted from Egypt in the early fourth century AD. For Rome, he triangulates between several bits of information, including a fourth-century survey of houses and the recorded wheat rations in earlier reigns. McEvedy extrapolates the available data on a few cities to the larger number of communities for which no ancient population records survive, blending his knowledge about the areas enclosed by city walls and the portions of each site that were actually inhabited with archaeological evidence of changes in density of residential architecture over time. He also considers the major reductions in population resulting from wars and plagues, which he discusses in a number of entries. The credibility of McEvedy’s population estimates is attested to by the success of his groundbreaking Atlas of World Population History (1978). In June 2001, he was honoured in Florence, Italy, when the International Union for the Scientific Study of Population invited him to speak at its conference ‘History of World Population in the Second Millennium’. The IUSSP report of those proceedings referred to McEvedy’s population atlas as an ‘oft-quoted’ reference.

Although McEvedy’s researches and maps obviously reflect the work of many other historians and archaeologists, it would be wrong to treat his scholarship as entirely secondary. He visited most of the listed cities himself and took pleasure in tracing the topography and ruined walls at each location. In 1996 I was fortunate enough to accompany McEvedy on a driving tour that included the Thracian town of Perinthos. More than one local inhabitant with a home abutting the old city wall was surprised that day to look up and see a determined Englishman in a dark-grey pin-striped suit walking along the top of the wall in an effort to measure its proper dimensions.

I first met Colin McEvedy in the mid 1980s, at the ruins of ancient Aphrodisias in Turkey. I was slowly ascending the cavea of the Roman theatre while he was leading his family up the other side of the same monument. The white marble steps reflected the rays of the hot summer sun, and Colin’s wife Sarah could be heard suggesting that the day’s quota of ancient ruins might already have been satisfied. When we met at the top of the theatre, the two parties of English-speaking visitors introduced themselves, and it turned out that we were all staying at hotels amid the ancient ruins at Hierapolis. A dinner that evening blossomed into a twenty-year friendship that included many visits and history-laden conversations.

At the time of his death on 1 August 2005, most of McEvedy’s city histories were stored on an early-model Macintosh desktop computer from which they proved rather difficult to retrieve. His hand-drawn maps were distributed through stacks of neatly organized folders, where his extensive notes testified to the diligence of his research. The fate of the atlas remained uncertain for some time, primarily because the author was unavailable to tie together the last loose ends. There was a renewed incentive to do so, however, when Penguin offered to publish the book. Some city maps required a little editing to supplement the rough sketches that remained in McEvedy’s files, and the reader will still find a few gaps in the text (several cities lack an estimate of the ancient population). It also seems that the author intended to summarize the populations of all the cities on some kind of combined historical graph, but that task was never finished. The book was, however, otherwise close to completion, and readers familiar with McEvedy’s brisk and sometimes irreverent style will discover a text consistent with the high standard set in his earlier historical atlases.

Although many will no doubt consult this atlas only in connection with a few cities in which they have a particular interest, it offers additional value to those who find time to read it from cover to cover, as the entries paint a colourful and comprehensive picture of the phases in which ancient cities typically grew (and in many cases declined) across the wide expanse of the Roman Empire. The entries also explain the origins of many well-known place names. There are a number of common themes, but there are also many unique factors that influenced the rise and fall of individual communities, and which help to explain their subsequent rebuilding or abandonment in modern times.

As well as offering a concise introduction to 120 ancient cities, this atlas includes a useful list of further reading for those who are interested in a particular place. In a few instances, the author’s bibliography has been supplemented by adding significant works published since his death.

It is rare, perhaps, for a historian to act also as his own cartographer, allowing him to coordinate his maps with the points emphasized in his text. It is even more unusual for a historian to have substantial expertise as a demographer, an essential qualification for producing this work. Moreover, in a time when academic specialization often favours the publication of monographs on narrow historical topics, McEvedy had a rare ability to condense and summarize a vast range of political, military, economic, architectural and cultural information into a text that the general reader can readily comprehend. Happily, he also approached his writing with balanced judgement and a subtle sense of humour. It was no coincidence that McEvedy’s historical atlases found a large audience and remain highly approachable introductions to history today.

In admiring McEvedy’s scholarship and the elegance of his writing, it would be unfortunate if we lost the memory of his engaging personality. McEvedy drew his maps in a basement office room at his home in Hammersmith, west London. There, his work table was often strewn with sketches and references being used to map the outlines of the particular city then occupying his interest. His sprawling library also included stacks of obscure site plans and brochures that he acquired on visiting the subject cities.

Although McEvedy was certainly able to concentrate on a narrow geographic location when his researches called for it, he remained an omnivorous reader. The broad learning that resulted enabled him to find topics of common interest with almost anyone with a lively mind, and helps to explain the remarkably diverse crowd of people who mixed together on the occasion of his wake. They shared memories of conversations in which McEvedy moved seamlessly from history to art to language to science, and even to the Formula 1 race results or the latest movies that had amused him.

McEvedy could hold forth with authority on almost any history-related topic, but he was also a good listener. He was entirely willing to question established opinions and seemed to enjoy testing new theories by sharing them with anyone who expressed interest. He was immensely learned but also genial and without a trace of condescension. He had a preternatural sense of time passing when away from his books, which made it difficult for him to suffer fools gladly. If he found himself in a place where he was unable to find intelligent conversation or someone to share his irreverent humour, he would sometimes slip away and return to his researches.

That humour was often revealed in the characteristically laconic postcards that he sent to friends while on his numerous travels. Once, when reporting that he had stopped for a picnic lunch in Greece, he simply wrote, ‘Et in Arcadia eggo.’ In the Acknowledgements at the end of his New Atlas of North American History, he wrote, ‘I must, however, acknowledge the support I have received from my publishers … my secretary, Sandra Cook, and from my wife and children. Particularly the latter, without whom this book would have been finished in half the time.’

Colin McEvedy’s three daughters, who have each inherited shares of his wonderful library, reflect in various ways their father’s love of art and history, and his tolerant view of the diverse world. This last atlas, which could never have been completed without their support, is a final gift to the readers who learned to value his succinct expositions on the complex threads from which our modern cities have woven their past.

Douglas Stuart Oles
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Alexandria

Egypt

History

Alexandria was founded by Alexander the Great during his brief foray into Egypt in 332–331 BC. Although his first act was to have himself crowned pharaoh at MEMPHIS, the country’s traditional capital, he had probably already decided that his conquest needed a new capital, Greek in style, population and orientation. Hence the siting of Alexandria at the western tip of the Nile Delta, about as near to Greece as you can get without losing contact with Egypt altogether. In fact Alexandria was to be known as Alexandria-by-Egypt, rather than Alexandria-in-Egypt, and it is not too far-fetched to see it as an extension of Greece for the government of the adjacent Egyptian territory.

Though Greek sailors were notoriously reluctant to venture out of sight of land, the crossing from Greece to North Africa was one open sea voyage that they were prepared to make. They had been doing so since the Bronze Age, and in the seventh and sixth centuries BC had founded a clutch of little colonies on the coast of Cyrenaica, plus a trading post in the Nile Delta at Naucratis. The founding of Alexandria meant a great increase in such traffic, with most of it being channelled on to a single route, the passage from Alexandria itself to RHODES at the south-east corner of the Aegean. The economic and political connections between the two cities became very close and only started to fade towards the end of the Hellenistic era, the period when the Levant was ruled by Alexander’s successors.

As far as Egypt was concerned, Hellenism meant the rule of the Ptolemies, a dynasty founded by Ptolemy I Soter (‘the Saviour’), the Macedonian general who was governor of Egypt at the time of Alexander’s death. In 313 Ptolemy decided that the building of Alexandria was sufficiently advanced for him to take his court there, and in that year the new capital officially opened for business. However, Ptolemy still went back to Memphis for his coronation as pharaoh. Although he invented a new and ultimately very successful god for Alexandria, named Serapis (see here), he and his successors always remained respectful of Egypt’s traditions and beliefs. The idea of Alexandria as a purely Greek city was to suffer a gradual erosion almost from the start.
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The Pharos

Today no visible trace remains of what was once the most celebrated sight of ancient Alexandria, the Pharos, the name given to the lighthouse on Pharos Island. Completed in the early third century BC, the Pharos is the first building of this type of which we know, certainly the first purpose-built one. For the next six centuries it fulfilled its pioneering function, marking the entrance to the Great Harbour by night and, by virtue of its height, by day too. It became the symbol of the city and as such was featured on its coins; it also makes occasional appearances in mosaics and on intaglios. Then, in late antiquity, all mention of it ceases, presumably because it had been wrecked by the seismic upheavals that so drastically altered the harbour area during this period. But this was far from the end of its story: the memory of it survived its downfall, and, as the years passed, and even its ruins crumbled away, it entered the realm of legend. It wasn’t just for its incredible height that it had been accounted one of the Seven Wonders of the Ancient World, said the storytellers. The statue that stood at the top was the real marvel, the work of a master magician who conferred on it the power to spy out ships a day’s sail away. If they belonged to an enemy, the statue would utter a warning cry to the city’s defenders; they reportedly could then use the great bronze mirror that stood alongside the statue as a burning glass, setting fire to any vessels foolish enough to press home their attack. So long as this strange figure stood on its watchtower, the city was safe from its foes – at least those who came by sea. But once it was gone, the world would never see its like again.

What lies behind all these tales? A cynic might say not very much, pointing out that the list of the Seven Wonders was drawn up at Alexandria, and that the Pharos’ place on it probably owed more to local patriotism than to any special features of the lighthouse. Of the various claims made on its behalf, the one most frequently trotted out is its unrivalled height. Arab sources give figures equivalent to 300, even 400 metres, and even today the favoured reconstruction, published by the German scholar Hermann Thiersch in 1909, proposes an overall height of 120 metres. There are two reasons to be suspicious about this. The first is that the Greeks had no experience of tall buildings and it is most unlikely that, at their first attempt, they managed something nearly twice the height of the towers of Notre Dame (sixty-nine metres). The second is that on the coast at Abusir, thirty-two kilometres (twenty miles) to the west of Alexandria, there is an ancient monument thought to be a scaled-down version of the Pharos that consists of three storeys, the first square, the second octagonal and the third circular. The site of the Pharos itself is now occupied by a Mamluk fort whose central keep is thirty metres square. If, as many think, this incorporates the Pharos’ first storey, the complete building would have been about sixty metres high.

There is no doubt about the fame of the Pharos: as a generic word for lighthouse its name still survives in French (phare) and Italian (faro). And there’s no question that the name was first applied to the illuminating structure in Alexandria.



Nonetheless, purely Greek was the way Alexandria began, both in town planning and in population. Immigration from Greece was encouraged by generous subsidies in terms of jobs military and civil, and of land grants. In fact, as is the case with all Greek cities, many of Alexandria’s citizens would have visited their nominal metropolis only on rare occasions, content to live out their days on the farms granted to them when they first arrived. Many of these farms seem to have been in the Fayum, where the Ptolemies launched a big programme of land reclamation. About half the named Alexandrian citizens we know of resided there, and although this conclusion has probably been biased by the fact that the Fayum is a favourite hunting ground for archaeologists, there is no doubt that many Alexandrians not only lived in the country but lived so far away that they would have been unable to play much of a role in the city’s affairs.


The Museum and the Library

Ptolemy I’s ambitions for Alexandria were not just personal and political; he wanted to see it become the intellectual capital of the Mediterranean world. For advice on how to achieve this ambition he turned to Demetrius of Phaleron, an interesting character who had governed Athens for a decade on behalf of King Cassander of Macedon, been expelled when the city fell to Demetrius Poliorcetes, and eventually ended up as a member of Ptolemy’s entourage. Between them, Ptolemy and Demetrius agreed on a two-point programme: (i) to establish a royal library; and (ii) to fund a circle of philosophers, scholars and men of science who would form a permanent academy, to be known as the Museum (named after the Greek muses). The Library would contain a copy of every work of importance to Greek scholarship. The Museum would offer a place to anyone of exceptional status in the world of learning.

There were two possible Athenian models for the Museum: the Academy founded by Plato, and the Lyceum founded by Aristotle. Aristotle’s Lyceum was the more influential as far as the Alexandria Museum was concerned. Plato’s Academy had become a haunt of pure philosophy and not much else. The Lyceum was still following Aristotle’s precept that everything from astronomy to zoology was worth studying and embodied the spirit of inquiry that Ptolemy and Demetrius wanted. The Museum was, after all, a temple of all nine muses.

It is worth stressing that the Museum was a society for scholars, not a museum in our modern sense of the term. Nor was it a university. The members of the Museum could take on fee-paying students if they wanted to, but there was no organized student body. The nearest thing to it today would be a centre for advanced studies, although by present-day standards the Museum would be considered a pretty small affair. It probably had no more than a dozen or so fellows, supported by an equivalent number of clerks and domestics. The premises were certainly simple, with a colonnaded court where the fellows could meet, alcoves where they could chat, and a dining room for communal meals. It is not likely there was any residential accommodation.

The Museum got off to a good start with the appointment of Euclid, the most famous geometrician of his day, who we know was in Alexandria in Ptolemy’s lifetime. The Library presented more of a problem because Demetrius’ connection with Athens and Ptolemy’s provision of funds produced such a huge influx of papyrus rolls that coping with them was almost impossible. Many will have arrived in poor condition, few were labelled adequately and cataloguing them must have been a nightmare. Only then could the real work begin: producing ‘standard editions’ after collating all the various texts. In the reign of Ptolemy II (285–247 BC) the work was far enough along for someone to produce the following statistics:




	Catalogued volumes in the Palace Library
	90,000


	Catalogued volumes in the Outer Library
	42,800


	Uncatalogued volumes
	400,000



The catalogue itself ran to 120 volumes, the equivalent in today’s terms of twelve average-sized books.

Cataloguing was done on a three-tier system, first by subject (law, philosophy, etc.), then by author (arranged chronologically), then by title (arranged alphabetically). Some of the subjects were probably subdivided – drama into tragedy and comedy, for example. This meant that if you wanted to find Euripides’ Medea you had to know that this was a tragic drama and that Euripides lived after Aeschylus and before Lycophron. It might seem easier to us to have arranged the whole catalogue alphabetically, but any educated Greek would have known enough about his authors to find his way around the Library shelves without difficulty. In fact, the remarkable feature of the catalogue was that it had any alphabetical classification at all. So far as we know, no one had ever used the alphabet for this purpose before.

The Library catalogue started off with an emphasis on Greek literature that it never wholly lost. However, the presence of many eminent mathematicians and men of science in the Museum led to its becoming a repository for all important work done in these fields too. As such, it was of interest to Greek scientists everywhere. Archimedes, of ‘eureka’ fame, always kept in touch with the Library even though he spent most of his life in distant Syracuse. Some of his books are dedicated to Alexandrian scholars; all of them would have found a place in the Library.

The head librarian in Archimedes’ day was Eratosthenes, perhaps the most remarkable of all those who held this post. He wrote poetry and literary criticism that was considered more than passable by contemporary critics; he did pioneering work in chronology, establishing the dating system based on the four-yearly cycle of the Olympic Games that was used to the end of the classical period; and he made significant contributions to both arithmetic and geometry. He was also the first systematic geographer, beginning by measuring the size of the earth – the first time this had been done – and working his way through the whole subject, from cartography (he introduced the concept of parallels of latitude) to ethnography.

After Eratosthenes, the calibre of the academic staff of both the Library and the Museum began to decline. Successive Ptolemies had less and less to spend, and although it is not true that later Greek intellectuals had any less to say, they had less to say that was original. By the Roman period, the Museum had become a sort of literary society and the Library was no longer mentioned at all. There was even a story circulating that the best part of it had gone up in flames during the battle between the Alexandrians and Julius Caesar in 47 BC. It is unlikely that this is true, as Claudius Ptolemy (unrelated to the kings), writing in Alexandria at the time of the emperor Hadrian (AD 117–38), clearly had access to a vast number of books.

To later ages, Claudius Ptolemy was the ultimate polymath, an authority on astronomy, astrology and geography. As late as the sixteenth century people still settled arguments by turning up the relevant entries in the Almagest, his textbook of astronomy, the Tetrabiblos, his astrological compendium, or, perhaps the most frequently consulted of all, his Geographia. Today we recognize that little of what Ptolemy wrote was new, that he belonged in fact to that characteristic species of library-goer, the encyclopaedist. And we mark him down accordingly. But we shouldn’t be too hard on him because it is through Ptolemy that the work done by earlier geographers and astronomers has come down to us. Because of his writings, the nature of much that was in the famous Library can be reconstructed, even though the place itself has long since perished.



Meanwhile, the Greek landowners who chose an urban lifestyle retained the services of native estate managers, something obviously much more worthwhile in the case of the larger holdings. Such an arrangement amounted to a transfer of wealth from country to town, and such transfers, combined with the revenues lavished on the capital by the early Ptolemies, provided a powerful engine for growth. Alexandria rapidly became the wonder of the Mediterranean, the biggest, most exciting metropolis the world had yet known. If you are looking for the first city with a population ever to reach the 100,000 mark, Alexandria is much the best bet.

Why Alexandria? The answer is that at a time when wealth was still almost entirely agricultural, Egypt was an extraordinarily easy country out of which to wring resources. It had an unparalleled highway in the Nile, a river that put every Egyptian farm in direct communication with the wharves and warehouses of the capital. It had already acquired the habit of yielding up a percentage of its produce to a foreign administration. And the Ptolemies introduced a more effective administration than Egypt had ever had. As a result, they could feed what was, by the standard of the time, a large mega-city and still have a surplus of cereals to sell overseas. The early Ptolemies are said to have had a revenue of 12,000 talents a year, compared to the 1,000 ATHENS earned in its heyday; and even the later Ptolemies, whose grip on the country was comparatively feeble, could still count on 6,000 talents. Alexandria had more than its share of three-star attractions – Alexander’s tomb, the Pharos, the Museum, the Royal Library and the Serapeum (see here–here) – but the first thing that struck visitors was the city’s sheer size.

Like most big cities, Alexandria soon acquired minority populations. Most notable in what was supposed to be a Greek city were the Egyptians, who crept in almost from the start. Next came the Jews: it was at Alexandria, and for the local community, that Jewish scholars produced the first Greek version of the Old Testament (traditionally seventy of them, each working independently). In fact, by the first century BC it seems to have been the Greeks who had become the minority. The Romans, who usually had a forgiving attitude towards the Greeks, regarded the Alexandrians as a mongrel lot, and looked on them with a cold eye.

The fall of the Ptolemaic kingdom is a romantic tale, in which the fortunes of Cleopatra VII, the last Ptolemaic ruler, were linked first with Julius Caesar, then with Mark Antony, and then, in a final grim confrontation, with Octavian, the future emperor Augustus. With Cleopatra disposed of, Octavian turned Egypt into a Roman province, a status it was to retain for the next 700 years.

Population

That Alexandria was intended to be a big city from the start is clear from the plan: the four residential quarters that gave it its initial shape cover 186 hectares, considerably more than that occupied by the inhabited area of classical Athens. Moreover, we can be sure that Alexandria exceeded its founder’s expectations, for a fifth quarter was added later, bringing the residential zone up to 236 hectares, nearly twice the Athenian total. If densities were comparable to those in Athens, this expanded area indicates an Alexandrian population of 70,000 or so.

In fact densities were probably higher. A twelfth-century manuscript preserves an Alexandrian notitia (census of buildings) of the third or fourth century AD that gives the number of houses in each of the five quarters. Manuscripts are often corrupt, but the consistency of these figures (5,058; 5,990; 2,140; 5,515; 5,593) is convincing and overrides the suspicions raised by the miscalculated total (it should be 24,296 but is given as 47,790). If we assume 3.6 persons per house, the number suggested for Athens, this translates into a population of around 87,500 living at a density of 370 per hectare.



New Gods for Old: Serapis and the Serapeum

In the ancient world, religion was bound up with locality. Each community had its deity, each city its god or goddess. Egypt illustrates this particularly well: there was a god for every nome (county), and the main temple in the county town was reserved for worship of that deity.

The foundation of Alexandria meant that Egypt had acquired a major new locus, one that clearly required a matching addition in the heavens. Ptolemy I, who saw this both as an obligation and as an opportunity, announced that he had had a dream in which an anonymous god dwelling somewhere on the shores of the Black Sea had begged to be brought to Egypt. A ship was sent to find this unhappy deity, and the people of the Black Sea port of Sinope were persuaded to part with one of their cult images, apparently a variant of Pluto, god of the underworld. This image was brought back to Alexandria, where Ptolemy received it with due ceremony.

The arrival of the Sinopean Pluto pleased the Greeks of Alexandria but meant nothing to the Egyptians. So Ptolemy charged Manetho, high priest of Ra at Heliopolis, with finding the newcomer an appropriate slot in the Egyptian pantheon. Manetho quickly discovered that Ptolemy’s deity was the equivalent of the Egyptian god of the dead, Osiris. Specifically, he identified him with the form of Osiris worshipped at Memphis, the sacred bull Apis. Between them Ptolemy and Manetho had now come up with a god who met the needs of the dynasty, its capital and the native population of the country. He soon became known as Serapis, an amalgam of Osiris and Apis.

The temple in which the new god was installed was constructed in Rhacotis, the Egyptian quarter of Alexandria. The site was probably chosen because it already had a temple of Isis, the goddess who was now proclaimed to be the consort of Serapis. Greek architects built a serapeum alongside the Iseum, and erected a vast rectangular colonnade enclosing both of them. Within it a special priesthood conducted elaborate rituals designed to promote the welfare of the Alexandrians in general and the Ptolemies in particular.

Serapis has been described as a god designed by a committee, and that, it must be admitted, is not far from the truth. As such, he might be expected to do poorly compared to deities conceived in more mysterious ways. However, Serapis did very nicely, not just in Alexandria but throughout the Mediterranean world. He was considered to be especially effective in medical matters, and it is common to find models of afflicted limbs and diseased organs as votive offerings at his shrines. The most famous of these was not the original Serapeum in Rhacotis but one at Canopus, modern Aboukir, twenty-four kilometres (fifteen miles) to the east of Alexandria. This was the object of an annual pilgrimage by the Alexandrians, during which, according to some authorities, standards of sexual behaviour were looser than they should have been.

With the rise of Christianity, the Alexandrian Serapeum became a bastion of the old pagan way of life. It reputedly housed the ‘Outer Library’, the smaller of the two libraries founded by the Ptolemies. By the fourth century it had probably become the main meeting place of the schools of philosophy and classical studies for which Alexandria had always been famous. As such, it was an object of particular hatred for the Christians, who demanded the right to convert the temple of the god into a Christian church. The prefect of Egypt persuaded the patriarch Theophilus to wait for instructions from Constantinople; the emperor’s reply, granting the patriarch’s request, arrived in AD 391.

The jubilant patriarch wasted no time; brandishing the imperial rescript, he led his congregation out to Rhacotis, into the sanctuary. There he came face to face with the colossal image of the god created by the sculptor Bryaxis seven centuries before. The confrontation is recounted by Gibbon in his twenty-eighth chapter with appropriate irony. After recalling the legend that ‘If any impious hand should dare to violate the majesty of the god, the heavens and the earth would instantly return to their original chaos,’ he describes how an intrepid soldier, bearing an axe, mounted a ladder and aimed a vigorous stroke at the cheek of the statue. The Christians held their breath, but as ‘the cheek fell to the ground, the thunder was still silent, and both the heavens and the earth continued to observe their accustomed order and tranquillity. The victorious soldier repeated his blows; the huge idol was overthrown and broken in pieces, and the limbs of Serapis were ignominiously dragged through the streets of Alexandria. His mangled carcass [this must have been the wooden armature of the image] was burnt in the amphitheatre, amidst the shouts of the populace; and many persons attributed their conversion to this discovery of the impotence of their tutelary deity.’

So ended the reign of Serapis, although the event was probably less dramatic than Gibbon has it. A contemporary tells us that when the image of Serapis was toppled, the Christians watching let out such a mighty shout that it was heard in the circus nearby – which suggests that, given the opportunity to measure one faith against the other, many Alexandrians had preferred to spend the day at the races.



If Alexandria had 80,000 to 90,000 people in the fourth century AD, it certainly had more than that in its heyday under the Ptolemies (third to first centuries BC). During that period the island of Pharos had a considerable population (Julius Caesar took 6,000 prisoners there in 48 BC), and so did the palace quarter on the harbour front where the Ptolemies held court until the dynasty was extinguished by Augustus; both these areas were deserted by the time of our census. The same is probably true of Rhacotis – the area to the south of the city that was the site of the Egyptian settlement which antedated it – as it contained the port. In sum, it is a reasonable proposition that Alexandria’s population was well over the 100,000 mark by 200 BC and that it stayed there until the Mediterranean economy fell in the third century AD. Thereafter, the population probably declined, but only slowly, and Alexandria remained the second city of the empire for some considerable period after the foundation of CONSTANTINOPLE.

Many people think that Alexandria’s population was much higher than 100,000. Peter Fraser, whose monumental three-volume study of Ptolemaic Alexandria makes him the man to consult on each and every aspect of the classical city, believes that in the first century BC the city’s population may well have reached 1,000,000. He gets to this figure by taking Diodorus’ statement (of c. 60 BC) that the free population of the city was 300,000 and assuming that Diodorus was referring to the number of free males (children as well as adults) resident in the city. Multiply this by two to get the total free population, then add 400,000 to take account of slaves. For AD 50 he thereby suggests a figure of 1,500,000.

There are various troubles with Fraser’s calculation, however. One is that, to qualify for the perks that made emigration to Egypt worthwhile, Greeks had to register as citizens in one of the three Greek cities of Egypt: Alexandria, Ptolemais (a modest foundation in Upper Egypt) and Naucratis (tiny). The vast majority opted for Alexandrian citizenship, but that doesn’t mean that they all lived there. In fact we know that the citizen rolls (both sexes, and including children) contained the names of many people who resided elsewhere in Egypt. Fraser’s global figure itself is fine for the country as a whole – it seems consistent with a papyrus of c. AD 40 which gives a total of 180,000 male citizens of somewhere (it surely must be Alexandria), or 360,000 citizens altogether – but what this indicates is the number of Greeks living in Egypt (adding 5 per cent to take account of Ptolemais and Naucratis), not the smaller number of Greeks living in Alexandria.

The difference between residents and citizens was still causing confusion under the Late Empire. In the fifth century AD, Eusebius remarked that the Alexandria of his day had fewer people in the age band 14–80 than it had previously in the age band 40–70; this is a roundabout way of saying that the rolls had fallen by two-thirds. However, it doesn’t follow that the city had shrunk by anything like this amount, or indeed that it had shrunk at all, for a fall of this magnitude would have happened automatically once there was no longer any financial incentive for Greeks living away from Alexandria to register as citizens. If it hadn’t happened earlier, this certainly became the case in AD 212 when the emperor Caracalla conferred Roman citizenship on everyone except slaves.
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Amasya

Amasya province, north Turkey

Classical Amaseia; capital of the kingdom of Pontus and of the late Roman province of Helenopontus (formerly Diospontos)

The castle of Amasya was the political starting point for the dynasty of Pontic kings that began with Mithradates I in the third century BC and culminated in the seesaw career of Mithradates VI, ROME’S most intransigent enemy, in the first century BC. It is situated on top of a cliff that overlooks the river known in classical times as the Iris, and at the present time as the Yeşil Irmak, or ‘Green River’. Strabo the geographer was born here c. 60 BC and describes the triangle of walls that had the castle at its apex and the river at its base, creating ‘both a city and a fortress’. Calling it a city is overdoing it a bit: the space at the foot of the cliff is very limited, and it is unlikely that the ‘lower town’ ever covered more than twelve hectares or that the lower town and acropolis together ever held more than 2,000 people.
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After his capture of Sinope in 183 BC, Pharnaces II of Pontus moved his court there, but Amasya maintained its royal connections. It was the birthplace of Mithradates VI. In the Roman period it was looked on with favour and eventually became a capital again, this time of the late Roman province of Helenopontus. This dignity it retained until the provincial system disintegrated in the eighth century.

Amasya has been surveyed but not excavated. There are no classical remains to be seen apart from some rock-cut tombs, generally and not unreasonably assumed to be the burial places of the kings of Pontus, and a fine set of defensive walls. The walls are essentially as Strabo described them, although clearly remodelled on many occasions since. The existing castle is entirely medieval.
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Amman

Jordan

Later Philadelphia

The modern capital city of Jordan has traces of settlement as early as the sixth millennium BC. The city’s citadel, now known as Jebel Qal‘a, bears evidence of inhabitants as early as the Neolithic period. The name Amman derives from Ammon, the son of Abraham’s nephew Lot, the purported ancestor of the Ammonites who emerged in the late Bronze Age or early Iron Age. In the ninth century BC, Rabbat Ammon was the capital of a small state that attempted to maintain independence by allying with Syrian cities against Assyrian advances. In the eighth century BC, however, it succumbed to Assyrian control during the conquests of Tiglath-Pileser III.

After Alexander the Great, Amman fell to the Ptolemaic dynasty. Ptolemy II, Philadelphus (285–247 BC), rebuilt the city and modestly named it Philadelphia. It should not be confused with the city of the same name in Lydia and presumably will not be confused with the city in Pennsylvania. Philadelphia passed from the Ptolemies to the Syrian Seleucids and was thereafter subjected to Roman rule after the conquests of Pompey the Great.
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Later in the first century BC, Mark Antony transferred Amman as a gift to Cleopatra’s Egypt. After the Battle of Actium, however, it regained a measure of local autonomy in the Roman East. The city became a member of the Decapolis league, the ten-city Greco-Roman federation, and it achieved substantial prosperity as a trading centre when the emperor Trajan annexed the neighbouring (competing) Nabatean kingdom. Amman became an important stop on the Via Nova Traiana. Under Roman rule, Amman acquired the usual architectural adornments of a prosperous city, including a theatre (with seats for around 6,000 people), a five-apsed nymphaeum and a system of colonnaded streets. The citadel displayed a Hercules temple that was either built or restored during the reign of Marcus Aurelius.

In the Byzantine period, Philadelphia was an episcopal see, and the remains of several churches were recorded when the city ruins were studied in the early twentieth century. By the late 1800s, however, Amman had become an abandoned ruin. Its reoccupation began in 1878, when Ottoman authorities sent a small community of Circassians to live there.
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Antioch

Present-day Antakya, Hatay province, south Turkey

Founded in 300 BC, Antioch emerged as the capital of the Seleucid Empire in the second half of the third century, when Seleucus’ original choice, Seleucia Pieria, proved unsuitable. Annexed by ROME, along with what remained of the empire, in 64 BC, it continued to serve as the metropolis of Syria and Palestine for the remainder of the classical era.

There is literary evidence indicating that the county of Antioch contained 200,000 people in the early second century AD and 150,000 in the late fourth. According to John Chrysostom writing in AD 383, 10 per cent of the population was on the breadline at that time and the Church looked after a fifth of these, i.e. 3,000 people. If this was the urban element, and the poor were no more numerous in the city than in the surrounding country, the city’s population would have been 30,000 or about one fifth of the total. If the fall in population after the second century was evenly distributed between city and countryside, it follows that the city’s population at that time would have been around 40,000. These numbers are of course all far from firm, but the percentage of urban residents looks about right for a city that had no special arrangements for its food supply.

The existing walls, which were built by Justinian in the sixth century, enclose about 590 hectares. This area includes much of Mount Silpius, the hill overlooking Antioch. The slopes of that hill are too steep to be easily built on, so the raw figure isn’t a useful basis for population estimates. On the other hand, the 375 hectares that were level and readily habitable do seem to have been fully built up at the end of the third century AD because the emperor Diocletian, who built a palace at Antioch at that time, did so on a site outside this area and to the north. The implication is that the city had a population of around 37,500 in his day (375 hectares × 100 per hectare). The density is unlikely to have been higher than 100 per hectare because we know that Antioch’s housing was typically single storey.
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There are two other fragmentary bits of evidence that point to a population of about this size. One relates to the special suburb of Ctesiphon, built by the Persian king Chosroes I for the captives taken at Antioch in 538, which was said, admittedly at a later date, to contain 30,000 people. It’s not very likely that it did, but the figure could derive from the number of prisoners taken when Antioch surrendered to Chosroes. And then there is the first estimate for the city in modern times: 20,000 in 1927. An aerial photograph of the city taken in 1932 shows that it then occupied about half the level area within Justinian’s wall. This suggests that the intramural population in classical times can’t have been much more than 40,000.
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Antioch in Pisidia

Deserted site near Yalvaç, Isparta province, south-west Turkey

Capital of the late Roman province of Pisidia

Pisidian Antioch was founded by the Seleucid king Antiochus I (281–261 BC) to protect the east–west route across Anatolia. It was a genuine colony. The settlers were Greeks from Magnesia on the Meander, although history doesn’t relate how many there were or how they fared. In fact we know next to nothing about the place until 25 BC when the emperor Augustus decided to restock Antioch with veterans discharged from the Third Legion. This transformed it from a Greek colony into a Roman one. The break with the past seems to have been complete: the version of the emperor’s testament inscribed in the city centre was in Latin, whereas at Ankara, capital of the neighbouring province of Galatia, there were copies in both Latin and Greek.
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Strictly speaking, Antioch at this time was not part of Pisidia; it was in either Phrygia (if you took a traditional view of the geography) or Galatia (if you followed the contemporary administrative divisions). The city was therefore properly referred to as Antioch towards Pisidia. However, there is no need to be too pedantic about this, because when Diocletian reorganized the area at the end of the third century, one of his administrative creations was a Pisidian province with Antioch as its capital.

Antioch remained the metropolis of Pisidia until the seventh century when provinces were superseded by themes. Not long after, in 712–13, a marauding Arab army put it to the sack. That was probably the end of Antioch as a city, although the remains of a small Byzantine church show that the place still had a few inhabitants in the Dark Ages. It has been entirely deserted since the Turks moved into the area at the end of the twelfth century.

In the 1920s the site of Antioch was investigated by a team from the University of Michigan. The expedition produced a map of the town, which shows that it covered some forty-four hectares, suggesting a maximum population of 4,000 to 5,000. They uncovered monuments such as an elaborate city gate of the early third century AD and a pair of public squares, one dedicated to Augustus, one to Tiberius, separated by a monumental propylaea (gateway). Remains from the later centuries include a large fourth-century church and the much smaller Byzantine one.
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Aosta

Valle d’Aosta, Italy

Classical Augusta Praetorium; Roman colony and county town of the Salassi

An important part of Augustus’ plan for tidying up the Roman Empire was the pacification of the areas left behind by earlier advances. Although Caesar had conquered Gaul, the alpine region between Gaul and Italy remained in the hands of often unruly natives, such as the Salassi of the upper Dora Baltea. In 25 BC Augustus decided that the time had come to bring the Salassi to heel, and sent his general Terentius Varro into the area for this purpose. Varro discharged his task with speed and rigour (all Salassi males of military age were rounded up and sold into slavery), leaving the way clear for planting a Roman colony. The essentials of this were completed two years later, when a triumphal arch was erected in honour of Augustus by the colonists and the Salassi – although goodness knows what the latter had to celebrate – in conjunction.
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The colonists – 3,000 of them – consisted of discharged veterans of the Praetorian Guard, the elite unit of the Roman army. Augustus was clearly determined to do right by them, and he poured resources into the town. Its plan was simple: a forty-hectare rectangle; its military layout suggests that it was built on the site of Varro’s camp. There was probably more space than the colony needed, which may explain why the amphitheatre was built inside the walls, rather than outside as was usual. The generous treatment of the capitolium and forum complex, which occupies the better part of eight of the sixty-four blocks into which the town was divided, also suggests that there was room to spare. In fact the backwater economy of the Valle d’Aosta had no need of a large urban centre, and it is probable that as soon as Augustus stopped pumping funds into the town, it began to decline.

In the later empire, Aosta all but disappeared. The walls survived, but the street plan was lost. The only sign of life was a huddle of housing along the road that ran through the town. Its one success was in holding on to its bishopric.

Aosta’s population, ebbing away from the start, will always have been much lower than its size suggests; perhaps 2,000 to 3,000 in the first century AD, dropping to 1,000 to 2,000 in the fourth century. Even in modern times it has been smaller than you would expect: numbers didn’t reach the 5,000 mark until 1823, and the population was still only 7,000 in 1861.
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Aphrodisias

Present-day Geyre, Aydin province, south-west Turkey

Capital of the late Roman province of Caria

Around 100 BC two smaller communities, Aphrodisias and Plarasa, joined to form the city now known from its archaeological remains as Aphrodisias. It gets its name from a shrine of Aphrodite that began to attract attention shortly after the Romans took over western Anatolia. In 81 BC Sulla dedicated a golden crown to the goddess; later, Julius Caesar, whose family claimed descent from Aphrodite, followed suit with a golden statue of Eros. What was good enough for Caesar was good enough for the emperors of the Julio-Claudian house. Aphrodisias was singled out for special privileges by Octavian, who made funds available for a major programme of public works. Included in this were a fine theatre, capable of holding 8,000 people, a ‘Sebasteion’ consisting of a pair of porticos decorated with statuary and dedicated to the imperial cult, and a complete rebuilding of the Temple of Aphrodite. The marble for these monuments came from a quarry only two kilometres (just over a mile) from the city. The high quality and low cost of this material encouraged its use, and the production of official statues – of gods and goddesses, members of the imperial family, local administrators and benefactors – soon became a major industry. So many examples have been found over recent years that they have come near to overwhelming the excavators. Unfortunately few of these pieces rise above their provincial origins, and if the Aphrodisian sculptors ever succeeded in building an export market – and there is some evidence that they did – they must have been competing on cost rather than quality.

Later emperors continued to show Aphrodisias favour. In Hadrian’s reign (AD 117–38), the city acquired a commodious set of baths and the Temple of Aphrodite was enlarged and refurbished. Administratively, too, the city fared well. In the middle of the third century, when a new province of Caria and Phrygia was carved out of Asia, Aphrodisias was made its capital, and it continued as capital of Caria when the province was divided by Diocletian. Subsequently, in the mid fourth century, a wall was built around the city. It encloses about ninety hectares, suggesting a population somewhere in the 8,000 to 9,000 range.

Christianity brought important changes. A bishop of Aphrodisias is mentioned in 325; the Temple of Aphrodite was converted into a church in the 440s, and the principal excavator (Kenan Erim) concludes that it was probably dedicated to St Michael. Churchmen also insisted on a change of name for the town, Aphrodisias being too blatant a reminder of the pagan past; they favoured Stavropolis, ‘City of the Cross’. The new name is found in some official documents, but the inhabitants seem to have ducked the issue by calling the place Caria, an allowable contraction of its metropolitan title. Geyre, the present-day village on the site, derives its name from this usage.
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The history of Aphrodisias comes to an abrupt end in the early seventh century when the city was sacked and its buildings burned by the Persians. No attempt was made to revive it and apart from the theatre, which was turned into a fortified mini-village, the site remained deserted thereafter. As a result, many of the major buildings were still visible when the first European travellers passed through in the eighteenth century. The general opinion was that the stadium was the most impressive, partly because it was essentially intact, partly because the approach to it through the fields north-west of Geyre gave no hint of its presence. The same experience is still available to today’s tourist, and there is probably no better way of getting some sense of the showmanship involved in the games of the classical world than to emerge from the darkened vaults of the Aphrodisian stadium into the sunlit arena with its long tiers of seats to either side and, if you use a bit of imagination, the cries of vanished crowds still hanging in the air.

The present series of excavations, pursued regularly since 1961, have exposed and preserved the most important of the city’s monuments. This task seems to have absorbed all the available resources; there has been little time to investigate the residential areas or elucidate the layout of the city as a whole. As a result, what is on view today is a series of isolated digs and restorations, few of which stand in coherent relation to one another. A geophysical survey has suggested that the street plan in the still-unexcavated residential areas was a regulation grid, but it seems prudent to wait for a sample area to be uncovered before committing fully to this idea.
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Apollonia

Present-day Marsa Suza, Cyrenaica province, Libya

Port of Cyrene; in the sixth century AD replaced PTOLEMAIS as the capital of Libya Superior; diocese: Egypt

Apollonia, the port of the inland city of CYRENE, was recognized as a town in its own right in the third century BC when the philosophers Ecdelus and Demophanes of Megalopolis were called in to modernize the constitutional structures of Cyrenaica. It seems to have achieved a modest prosperity in the Hellenistic and Roman periods, although with a walled area that can’t ever have been much more than fifteen hectares, it was always the smallest of the five cities that made up the Libyan Pentapolis.

Starting in the middle years of the third century AD, marauding Libyan tribesmen made life increasingly difficult for the settled population of the area. At the beginning of the fourth century, the administration shifted from Cyrene, which had been the titular metropolis of the region, to Ptolemais on the coast. But the economy continued to contract, Ptolemais proved too large to be easily defended, and in either the fifth or sixth century AD the provincial governor transferred his residence to Apollonia. This remained the capital until the Arab conquest of 642. During this period the sources refer to the city as Sozusa, a Christianized version of Apollonia derived from the fact that Apollo was sometimes known as Soter, the Saviour; hence Marsa Suza, the name of the modern village on the site.
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The land on which Apollonia was built has undergone considerable subsidence since antiquity, and a significant part of the city, maybe as much as 20 per cent, is now under the sea. The harbour area has been explored by underwater archaeologists; interestingly it includes a set of slipways for warships dating back to the early Hellenistic period. On land, the main remains are of sixth-century churches. The city walls were built c. 100 BC.
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Aquileia

Friuli-Venezia Giulia, Italy

Capital of the late Roman province of Venetia et Histria

Aquileia was founded by the Romans in 181 BC in the territory of the Veneti, the Italic tribe that lived around the head of the Adriatic Sea. The Veneti had long suffered at the hands of the Gauls of the eastern Alps, and they were more than happy to see the Romans establish an outpost that would put a stop to the Gauls’ incursions. In fact, four years earlier, a Gallic band had occupied the area chosen for the new settlement and had to be chased away before the colonists – some 3,000 initially, with another 1,500 arriving twelve years later – could set about building their farmsteads. Meanwhile the better-off among them built town houses as well. Aquileia’s plan suggests that the founders originally thought in terms of a rectangular layout that was a bit longer than usual, covering around thirty-six hectares. The site was on the right bank of the Natisone river at some distance from the sea (about eleven kilometres today, but certainly less than that in antiquity).
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Aquileia – both the community and its urban centre – seems to have prospered from the start. By the end of the Republican period in the first century BC, the city walls enclosed an area of forty-six hectares, making it one of the largest communities in the north-east of Italy. In the Augustan reordering of the peninsula, this area became Italy’s tenth region, with Aquileia as its administrative centre. The choice of Aquileia followed naturally from Augustus’ decision to make the Danube the empire’s frontier in central Europe, for Aquileia was a crucial node on the line of communication that ran from north Italy to the armies advancing north and north-east, into Noricum (present-day Austria) and Pannonia (Croatia and western Hungary).

This strategic function continued even after the frontier was achieved. Offensive operations had ceased and the legions had built themselves permanent homes, but Aquileia was still the funnel through which men and goods travelling to and from the Danube provinces had to pass. And so it remained for the better part of 300 years. Then, as ROME’S military superiority began to ebb away, the city’s role underwent a corresponding change: logistical support for the frontier troops became less important than defence in depth. Aquileia was transformed into a bastion standing guard at the entrance to Italy. A new defensive wall probably dating to this period underlines the new priorities as well as the city’s continuing importance. It almost doubled the enclosed area (from forty-six to eighty-six hectares), affording protection, for the first time, to the numerous warehouses that had been constructed along the right bank of the Natisone, as well as to such less essential monuments as the amphitheatre and what looks like a new palace and circus complex of tetrarchical date (late third century AD). At the same time, the position of Aquileia in Italy’s administrative hierarchy was confirmed when it was made the seat of the






Acknowledgements

The completion of this book reflects a collaborative effort by a number of people. The author’s three daughters (Binky, Flora and particularly Allegra) and his son-in-law (Guy Sellers) each played important parts in discovering and assembling the maps and narratives in McEvedy’s extensive personal files. William Dorrell, a long-time friend and colleague, together with his wife Jane, provided invaluable editorial assistance. The conversion of McEvedy’s hand-drawn maps to scaled digital images reflects an enormous effort by David Woodroffe, the illustrator who worked with McEvedy on other atlases for more than twenty-eight years. The chapter texts were primarily preserved through the kind efforts of Sandra Cook, who volunteered to type and correct the original drafts as a long-time and devoted friend. Dr John Ma of Corpus Christi College, Oxford, kindly read the proofs, made some valuable suggestions and saved us from several errors. At Penguin, the book was seen through to publication by Georgina Laycock, Rebecca Lee, Caroline Elliker and Stuart Proffitt.



PENGUIN BOOKS

UK | USA | Canada | Ireland | Australia

India | New Zealand | South Africa

Penguin Books is part of the Penguin Random House group of companies whose addresses can be found at global.penguinrandomhouse.com.

[image: Penguin Random House UK]

First published by Allen Lane 2011

Published in Penguin Books 2019

Copyright © the Estate of Colin McEvedy, 2011

New material and revisions copyright © Douglas Stuart Oles, 2011

Maps copyright © the Estate of Colin McEvedy and David Woodroffe, 2011

The moral right of the revisions author has been asserted

Cover photograph © Bridgeman Art Library

ISBN: 978-0-141-96763-9


OPS/images/9781846144288_CitiesoftheClassicalWorld_009_IMGX.jpg
1

tra muros ara . 44 ha

500m

baths ~I
nymphacum
' basilica

&/ temple

e
City Gat¢





OPS/images/9781846144288_CitiesoftheClassicalWorld_006_IMGX.jpg
s00m ACROPOLIS

intra muros area 28.5 ha
acropolis 3.5 ha
lower town 12 ha at most

s (Youll Temak)





OPS/images/9781846144288_CitiesoftheClassicalWorld_011_IMGX.jpg
=

stadium

Temple of
Aphrodite —

mo

theatre





OPS/images/PCHI_1.gif





OPS/images/9781846144288_CitiesoftheClassicalWorld_005_IMGX.jpg
PORTUS MAGNUS JEWISH

ISLAND OF QUARTER

ANTIRHODUS

gymmasio

RHACOTIS|
(RGYPTIAN.
QUARTER)
Serapdind
Pompey's Pill

LAKE MAREOTIS





OPS/images/9781846144288_CitiesoftheClassicalWorld_139_IMGX.jpg
Tangier o

© Mérida

0
Cordoba

Q %
York -3
Lincoln e
< Colchester,
Cirencester o o h \
e ° ok Z
Silchester® London { ®Xanten 7
sd 8
£ Cologne

Rcups /e eMainz
tier

is® Sens
Paris® o

Tours Strashourge’  Augsburg S
o ¥ (i 5 iy r
Besancon Lo . S Ovilava 4 Aqui Rom

Autine, Chure

Virunum Savaria_~ i
Aven ~ ® .~~~ >- Sopianae
Lyone~/" 57~ g Verona Aquileia ~g;e >
Aosta®

05 o Mildh**Padiid” .
T\|rv||\o P

. o Piacenza, et 2
e Palia *PUCTR ey Viminaciun gl
= ) . *Rimini>y, Salona i
% Marscille o8GRy 0 SASEOlNAS.. Edirne :
y Rigri Piceno ~Pe'r:i:rl\os’ C.ons[unm\ople o /’Dll/rl»sl.\ i .
Tarragona RS Co L s ’ fiSiesihon
g ° Cho / W
4 sBenevento . Thegsaloniki Sardis A
> e Tarantos, Pergamit o \H.ier‘apolis oPi ;
Herculaneum | Paestum Sén)]’rna. o Laodiceaad Lycum */Antioch
ompeii '\‘1)9“5 g:ief‘u:i PegeneSide L Palmyra
- . VR
_ Corindis ¢S eus Aot I’ i Salgiis p
* Reggio Kolizoditiab I X"a‘i” . Sepphoris
anthos i v oli
° tha.ge R fiets f i ‘Socéloms?f:g?«“ =
lol-Caesarea i Caesarea Maritima's. * *Jersh -
j Jerusalem.e AN
Apollonia Alexandria
/ .
{ : Cyréne
\ i . ; 3
\ / Tripoli e Pl 3 Memphis ®
L 7 Leptis ¢
b Magna {
present-day country boundaries i i
500 miles 7 i





OPS/images/prhuklogo.jpg
Penguin
Random Houge
UK





OPS/nav.xhtml




Contents





		Cover



		Title Page



		About the Author



		Map



		Introduction



		Alexandria (Egypt)



		Amasya (Turkey)



		Amman (Jordan)



		Antioch (Turkey)



		Antioch in Pisidia (Turkey)



		Aosta (Italy)



		Aphrodisias (Turkey)



		Apollonia (Libya)



		Aquileia (Italy)



		Aquincum (Hungary)



		Ascoli Piceno (Italy)



		Assur (Iraq)



		Athens (Greece)



		Augsburg (Germany)



		Autun (France)



		Avenches (Switzerland)



		Babylon (Iraq)



		Benevento (Italy)



		Besançon (France)



		Bologna (Italy)



		Bostra (Syria)



		Caesarea Maritima (Israel)



		Calah (Iraq)



		Capua (Italy)



		Carnuntum (Austria)



		Carthage (Tunisia)



		Chur (Switzerland)



		Cirencester (England)



		Colchester (England)



		Cologne (Germany)



		Constantinople (Turkey)



		Cordoba (Spain)



		Corinth (Greece)



		Ctesiphon (Iraq)



		Cumae (Italy)



		Cyrene (Libya)



		Cyzicus (Turkey)



		Doclea (Montenegro)



		Dur-Sharrukin (Iraq)



		Edirne (Turkey)



		Ephesus (Turkey)



		Genoa (Italy)



		Herculaneum (Italy)



		Hierapolis (Turkey)



		Iol-Caesarea (Algeria)



		Jerash (Jordan)



		Jerusalem (Israel/Palestine)



		Laodicea ad Lycum (Turkey)



		Leptis Magna (Libya)



		Lincoln (England)



		London (England)



		Lucca (Italy)



		Lyon (France)



		Mainz (Germany)



		Malatya (Turkey)



		Marseille (France)



		Memphis (Egypt)



		Mérida (Spain)



		Milan (Italy)



		Miletus (Turkey)



		Myra (Turkey)



		Naples (Italy)



		Nineveh (Iraq)



		Ostia (Italy)



		Ovilava (Austria)



		Padua (Italy)



		Paestum (Italy)



		Palmyra (Syria)



		Paris (France)



		Patara (Turkey)



		Pavia (Italy)



		Pergamum (Turkey)



		Perge (Turkey)



		Perinthos (Turkey)



		Petra (Jordan)



		Piacenza (Italy)



		Piraeus (Greece)



		Pompeii (Italy)



		Priene (Turkey)



		Ptolemais (Libya)



		Ratiaria (Bulgaria)



		Ravenna (Italy)



		Reggio (Italy)



		Reims (France)



		Rhodes (Greece)



		Rieti (Italy)



		Rimini (Italy)



		Rome (Italy)



		Salamis (Cyprus)



		Salona (Croatia)



		Sardis (Turkey)



		Savaria (Hungary)



		Scythopolis (Israel)



		Seleucia on the Tigris (Iraq)



		Sens (France)



		Sepphoris (Israel)



		Side (Turkey)



		Silchester (England)



		Sirmium (Serbia)



		Siscia (Croatia)



		Skopje (Macedonia)



		Smyrna (Turkey)



		Sopianae (Hungary)



		Strasbourg (France)



		Syracuse (Italy)



		Tangier (Morocco)



		Taranto (Italy)



		Tarragona (Spain)



		Thessaloniki (Greece)



		Tomis (Romania)



		Tours (France)



		Trier (Germany)



		Tripoli (Libya)



		Turin (Italy)



		Verona (Italy)



		Viminacium (Serbia)



		Virunum (Austria)



		Xanten (Germany)



		Xanthos (Turkey)



		York (England)



		Sources



		Population Maps



		Acknowledgements



		Follow Penguin



		Copyright Page













		iii



		iv



		v



		vi



		vii



		viii



		ix



		x



		xi



		xii



		xiii



		xiv



		xv



		1



		2



		4



		5



		6



		7



		8



		9



		10



		11



		12



		13



		14



		15



		16



		17



		18



		19



		20



		21



		22



		23



		24



		25



		26



		27



		28



		29



		30



		31



		32



		33



		34



		35



		36



		37



		38



		39



		40



		41



		42



		43



		44



		45



		46



		47



		48



		49



		50



		51



		52



		53



		54



		55



		56



		57



		58



		59



		60



		61



		62



		63



		64



		65



		66



		67



		68



		69



		70



		71



		72



		73



		74



		75



		76



		77



		78



		79



		80



		81



		82



		83



		84



		85



		86



		87



		88



		89



		90



		91



		92



		93



		94



		95



		96



		97



		98



		99



		100



		101



		102



		105



		106



		107



		108



		109



		110



		111



		112



		113



		114



		115



		116



		117



		118



		119



		120



		121



		122



		123



		124



		126



		127



		128



		129



		130



		131



		132



		133



		134



		135



		136



		137



		138



		139



		140



		141



		142



		143



		144



		145



		146



		147



		148



		149



		150



		151



		152



		153



		154



		155



		156



		157



		158



		159



		160



		161



		162



		163



		164



		165



		166



		167



		168



		169



		170



		171



		172



		173



		174



		175



		176



		177



		178



		179



		180



		181



		182



		183



		184



		185



		186



		187



		188



		189



		190



		191



		192



		193



		194



		195



		196



		197



		198



		199



		200



		201



		202



		203



		204



		205



		206



		207



		208



		209



		210



		211



		212



		213



		214



		215



		216



		217



		218



		219



		220



		221



		222



		223



		224



		225



		226



		227



		228



		229



		230



		231



		232



		233



		234



		235



		236



		237



		238



		239



		240



		241



		242



		243



		244



		245



		246



		247



		248



		249



		250



		251



		252



		253



		254



		255



		256



		257



		258



		259



		260



		261



		262



		263



		264



		265



		266



		267



		268



		269



		270



		271



		272



		273



		274



		275



		276



		277



		278



		279



		280



		281



		282



		283



		284



		285



		286



		287



		288



		289



		290



		291



		292



		293



		294



		295



		296



		297



		298



		299



		300



		301



		302



		303



		304



		305



		306



		307



		308



		309



		310



		311



		312



		313



		314



		315



		316



		317



		318



		319



		320



		321



		322



		323



		324



		325



		326



		327



		328



		329



		330



		331



		332



		333



		334



		335



		336



		337



		338



		339



		340



		341



		342



		343



		344



		345



		346



		347



		348



		349



		350



		351



		352



		353



		354



		355



		356



		357



		358



		359



		360



		361



		362



		363



		364



		365



		366



		367



		368



		369



		370



		371



		372



		373



		374



		375



		376



		377



		378



		379



		380



		381



		382



		383



		384



		385



		386



		387



		388



		389



		390



		391



		392



		393



		394



		395



		396



		397



		398



		399



		400



		401



		402



		403



		404



		405



		406



		407



		408



		409



		410



		411



		412



		413



		414



		415



		416



		417



		418



		419











		Cover



		Table of Contents



		Begin Reading









OPS/images/9781846144288_CitiesoftheClassicalWorld_010_IMGX.jpg
N 0
[

intra muros area 40 ha

A
to Great St Bernard pass

tolvrea
e

Augustus

t0 Graian Alps and
Little St Bernard pass

A amphitheatre
B bahs

C capitolium

F forum

T theatre

P Porta Praetoria





OPS/images/penguinLogo_large.gif





OPS/images/9781846144288_CitiesoftheClassicalWorld_013_IMGX.jpg
N
——— townwallof republican era
intra muros area 46 ha %

v
= === townwall of imperial era 1
intramuros area 86 ha kY

> warehouse area

AAAA saw-tooth wall marking the
northern limit of the late
antique town
intra muros area 32 ha

tashal
A amphitheatre basilica
B baths late
C circus warehouses

F - forum, with basilica on south side





OPS/images/9781846144288_CitiesoftheClassicalWorld_008_IMGX.jpg
oo m

total intra muros area c. 608 ha

B baths

w0
Beroea
(Aleppo)
o
D>
4 Eastern Gate =
)

0
Alexandrettay
~
MOUNT
SILPIUS
w/”
Seleucia

e





OPS/images/cover.jpg
‘Superb’

/ N\
\\\ DAILY TELEGRAPH QQ @

y £
=~ [, COLIN McEVEDY ‘\—

.=
g

CITIES

OF THE

AN ATLAS AND GAZETTEER
OF 120 CENTRES OF
ANCIENT CIVILIZATION






OPS/images/penguinLogo_small.gif





OPS/images/9781846144288_CitiesoftheClassicalWorld_007_IMGX.jpg
=07

Temple of Hercules
forum
odeon
theatre

s00m

upper citadel

lower cita

del






OPS/images/9781846144288_CitiesoftheClassicalWorld_004_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846144288_CitiesoftheClassicalWorld_012_IMGX.jpg
N o soom entrance to harbour
I — ]

¢ ﬁff’/ -
]

Th theatre

B baths Lk

> ol tostadium
S slipways .





