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Harbour of Julian — Harbour of Sophia —

Kontoskalion

First met in the sources as the Harbour of Julian, later as
the Harbour of Sophia, then as Kontoskalion and finally as
Kadirga Limani, this harbour proved the most durable of
those on the south coast of Constantinople. Despite its ex-
posed position, which made conversions and dredging nec-
essary, the harbour remained in use from the fourth to the
sixteenth centuries’.

The Construction of the Harbour
under Emperor Julian (362)

Before Emperor Julian (360-363), who was renamed Apostata
(»the Apostate«) because of his renouncement of Christianity,
went to war against the Persians in 362, he spent several
months in Constantinople. Among other things, he used the
time for construction measures, including a very large harbour
to protect ships from the south winds and a colonnade, rather
sigma-shaped [i.e., C-shaped] than straight, which led to the
harbour?.

Julian would not live to see the completion of the ambi-
tious project: he set out on the campaign against Persia soon
after the construction of the harbour had begun and did not
return. The emperor, however, had taken care to perpetuate
himself as the founder of the harbour in the memory of the
city: a statue in the middle of the harbour memorialised him
until it fell victim to an earthquake in 535 and was replaced
by a cross under Justinian | (527 565)3. In fact, the harbour
seems to have been linked to the name of the emperor from

1 Standard literature: van Millingen, Walls 288-296. — Janin, Port Sophien 117-
122. - Janin, Ports. — Janin, Constantinople 228-234. — Guilland, Ports 181-201.
225-230. — Muller-Wiener, Héfen 8-9. 26-28. — Mdller-Wiener, Bildlexikon 62-
63. — Stauridou-Zaphraka, Kontoskalio. — Cameron, Notes. — Makris, Studien
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Neighborhoods 211-219. — Mango, Développement 38-39. 5-56. — Berger,
Untersuchungen 428-430. 482-484. 566-580. — Berger, Hafen 83-85. — Effen-
berger, lllustrationen 30-31.

2 Zosimos, Historia Nova Ill 3 (Il/1 25 Paschoud): &Swke pév Tij TéAel yepouaiay Exev
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katayouvoav. There is no reason to follow the assumption of Berger, Hafen von
Byzanz und Konstantinopel 112 and Gunsenin, Harbours and Shipbuilding 414
that under Julian the building of the harbour was finished.

3 loannes Malalas, Chronographia XVIIl 82 (404 Thurn): T® adté 8t xpévw Emecev
1} oTAAN Touhiavod Tob TapaPdtou iy otabeica pécov ol lovhiavod hipévog: kal
gmngav avti Tig adTiig oTANG oTtavpdv. — Berger, Untersuchungen 573.

4 Cod. Theod. XIV 6 5 (a. 419): Omnes fornaces per omne spatium quod inter
amphitheatrum [Kynegion] et divi Juliani portum per litus maris extenditur,
tolli praecipimus propter salubritatem urbis et aedium regiarum vicinitatem. —
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the beginning: the fifth-century Codex Theodosianus knows
it as divi Juliani portus*, and Procopius in the sixth century
reports of the »harbour of the city named after Julian«®. The
name is also known to the author of the Chronicon Paschale
in the seventh century®. The name remained in use until
at least the eleventh century, when, however, the primary
designation had already changed to the »Harbour of Sophia«
(see below)’. However, the memory of the Emperor faded
with time and thus the Patria Konstantinoupoleos mistakenly
name it after a consul named Julian®.

Julian’s harbour was in Regio lll, a quarter on the south
coast of Constantinople, which extended south and south-
west of the Hippodrome®. Moreover, the continuous use of
the harbour into modern times suggests that it must have
been located in this region. In the nineteenth century, traces
of an old harbour basin east of Kumkapi were still visible,
which are likely to be associated with the Harbour of Ju-
lian'. Even today, the former harbour basin of the Ottoman
Kadirga Limani (»Galley Harbour«) stands out against the
urban topography. The basin had a diameter of about 600m
and a potentially usable quay length of about 1000 m (map 1
p. 236)'"". Whether its present northern boundary, the arcuate
Kadirga Limani Caddesi (»Galley Harbour Road), is reminis-
cent of the extent of the first construction phase, or from a
later expansion to the east, must remain open (see below) 2.

The colonnade mentioned by Zosimos, apparently slightly
sigma-shaped, which lined the basin to the north, was a
characteristic detail of the harbour: the Notitia Urbis Constan-
tinopolitanae, which was largely written under Theodosius I

At about the same time, the Notitia urbis Constantinopolitanae IV 10 (232
Seeck) refers to the harbour as portus novus (on this, see n. 14 below).

5 Prokopios, De aedificiis | 4 28 (IV 26 Haury/Wirth): 6 te ©ékAng papTupog iepdv,
8 mapd TOV TG TéNewg Aipéva 2oTiv, dvirep émwvupov louhiavod Euppaiver elvat. —
Cf. Stauridou-Zaphraka, Kontoskalio 1303. 1306.

6 Chronicon Paschale | 622 (Dindorf): m tov Touhiavod hipéva. — Ibid. 700: &g Tov
“lovNiavod Mipiéva.

7 Theophanes, Chronographia AM 6024, AM 6187 (184. 368 de Boor, see
n. 44). - Vita Eustratii 37 (391 Papadopoulos-Kerameus, see n. 99). — Symeon
Logothetes, Chronicon 105,6 (147 Wahlgren, see n. 44) = Leon Grammatikos,
Chronographia 135 (Bekker).

8 Patria Konstantinupoleos Ill 39a (Il 232 Preger): ExkAifn 8& louhiavod Apdv, 8Tt
6 OmaTikdg 6 kTicag adTov oiTwg ékakeito. — Cf. Berger, Untersuchungen 568.

9 Notitia urbis Constantinopolitanae IV 10 (232 Seeck). — Cf. Janin, Constan-
tinople 50 and map Ill. — Berger, Regionen 360-361.

10 van Millingen, Walls 294.

11 Mango, Développement 39.

12 Matthews, Notitia 102 takes the road as the northern edge of the Harbour of
Julian, as does Mango, Développement 39.
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(408-450)'2, has a »new harbour« (portus novus) in Regio lll
with a semi-circular portico (porticus semirotunda)'®, un-
doubtedly this is to be understood as the Harbour of Julian™.
The fact that the harbour is called »new« could refer to the
fact that it was recently completed. Julian may have initiated
the construction, but completion in the few months of his
remaining lifetime had certainly not been possible. Maybe,
however, the passage is simply from an older listing and had
not been updated'®.

The Harbour of Julian resulted in a significant improve-
ment of Constantinople’s southern Propontis coast. With
the small so-called Hormisdas harbour near the Church of
the Saints Sergius and Bacchus'” there may have been a
jetty nearby since the time of Constantine the Great'®, but
with the Neorion and the Prosphorion, the city’s two main
harbours were situated on the Golden Horn ™. The economic
boom of the south coast was also reflected in the construc-
tion of the Harbour of Theodosius west of the Harbour of
Julian in the fifth century?®. The granaries (Horrea Alexandrina,
Horeum Theodosianum) that were built between the two
major harbours testify to their importance for receiving the
delivery of grain shipments from Egypt?'. Berger's recent as-
sumption that the Harbour of Julian was only a naval harbour,
however, cannot be supported by the sources??.

Although the two new harbours of Julian and Theodosius
provided protection against the strong currents and winds of
the Bosphorus, they suffered similarly from the problem of
silting up?3. The first dredging of the Harbour of Julian with
the help of wheeled machines (rotalibus machinis) is recorded

w

Only individual sections may come from older sources. On the dating, see Mat-

thews, Notitia 84-85.

14 Notitia urbis Constantinopolitanae IV 10 (232 Seeck): Regio tertia [...] continet
in se Portum novum. Porticum semirotundam, quae ex similitudine fabricae
sigma Greco vocabulo nuncupatur.

15 Berger, Untersuchungen 152. 568. — Berger, Regionen 361. — Mango, Dével-
oppement 39. — Janin, Constantinople 232. The really »new« harbour at the
time of the compilation of the Notitia was actually the Harbour of Theodosius,
which is, however, listed among the buildings of the Regio Xl (239 Seeck). — Cf.
Matthews, Notitia 101. 109-110. — See also Kulzer, Harbour of Theodosius in
this volume.

16 On this problem, see Matthews, Notitia 84-85.

17 Patria Konstantinupoleos Il 39 (Il 231 Preger): 811 t& kahovpeva OppicSou Apiv
2TOyYaVeV pIKpSG v G Cppovv ai Vijeg Tpd Tol T& Todiag kTiobival. After the
construction of the Harbour of Julian, the harbour became obsolete and was
neglected: &k 8& TGV TON®Y xpévwy apehnbeig eyepiodn. — Cf. Berger, Untersu-
chungen 566. — Guilland, Ports 181-182. — Muller-Wiener, Hafen 8.

18 According to the Patria Konstantinupoleos Il 132 (Il 257 Preger), Constantine
the Great had the porphyry column for his forum delivered to the Harbour of
Sophia (Harbour of Julian), but — if the text indeed reported an actual event —
only a previous harbour could have been meant: "Ex\rifn && o1dnpa 1§ mépta- &m
Tob peydhouv KwvoTtavtivou 6 péyag kiwv & Toppupoi Tod Avnhiou Tpeig xpévoug
¢moinoev MAwi{opevog amd Paung St v OmepBoliv Tob peyéboug adTod- kal
ENBV €ig TAG Zodiag v Tf) TOPTH BENOVTWY adTOV EKBalelv Amd TGOV oyISEWY &YW~
o0 &ig TOV alylalov Tryelg Tecodpelg Sidt TO glvat Yadvov kal AAawdn ToV TéToV:
péMovTeg 88 ToOTOV éKoTTdoatl 00K ASUVAVTO HETd EUAWY, ANAA META HOXAGDY
o18npdv- kal it TodTo oiTwg &KAjBn. — Cf. Guilland, Ports 186.

19 See Kislinger, Better and Worse Sites, in this volume. — Muller-Wiener, Hafen
6-8. — Mango, Développement 38-39 with calculation for space requirements
for mass deliveries.

20 See Kdlzer, Harbour of Theodosius, in this volume. — Muller-Wiener, Hafen 9.

21 Notitia Urbis Constantinopolitanae X 6, X 9 (237 Seeck): the horrea are located

in the Regio IX, i.e., on the southern Propontis coast between the Harbour of

Julian (Regio /i) and the Harbour of Theodosius (Regio XIi). — Cf. Magdalino,

Maritime Neighborhoods 211-212. — Mango, Développement 39-40. 54-55. —
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for the year 50924, In the course of this operation, Emperor
Anastasius | (491-518) also built breakwaters?>. However,
there must have been some earlier structure, especially as
Zosimos emphasised that the harbour should protect ships
from the south winds?®. Renovations may have become nec-
essary though after a major fire in 465 had blazed a trail of
devastation from the Golden Horn to the Harbour of Julian?’.

The shift of the most important structures from the Golden
Horn to the southern coast of the peninsula became definite
in the sixth century?8. The area surrounding the Harbour of
Julian developed into an elite residential area?®. Even within
the Great Palace, new buildings were now almost exclusively
built on the lower, southern terraces3° and for the first time
also an imperial private harbour was built, which was located
not far east of the Harbour of Julian3'.

From the middle of the sixth century, the population of
Constantinople shrank and with it the volume of regular
supplies of grain from Egypt32. The Harbour of Julian still
maintained its importance and the market for imported
goods (ayopa tév Bahacoiwv éumépwy) was relocated here
from the Neorion Harbour. Building ground must have been
sufficiently available near the Harbour of Julian after a fire
in December 56033, The Patria Konstantinoupoleos attribute
the initiative of relocating the market to an Emperor named
Justinian34, but in research, the dating is controversial. Mag-
dalino considers an assignment to Justinian | (527-565) to be
likely, especially because the areas on the Golden Horn had
become unsafe3®: in 559, an invasion of Kutrigurs threatened
the Thracian suburbs of Constantinople3¢ and in 561, the

For the grain supply of Constantinople, see Durliat, L'approvisionnement. —
Magdalino, Grain Supply.

22 Berger, Hafen 83.

23 Stauridou-Zaphraka, Kontoskalio 1303. — Magdalino, Maritime Neighborhoods
215. — On the necessary excavation works, see also below p. 96.

24 Marcellinus Comes ad a. 509 (97 Mommsen): Portus luliani undis suis rotalibus
machinis prius exhaustus caenoque effosso purgatus est. — Cf. Berger, Unter-
suchungen 573; Decker, Agricultural Technology 405.

25 Suda, s.v. Anastasios (I 187 Adler): &1t Avactdoiog adTtog 6 Paciheds EkTioe TO
pakpov Telxog PO pkiwy v/, edpog 8& moSdv k’. Kai 16 Tovhiavod Mipévt mpoPé-
Doug TiBnow. — Cf. van Millingen, Walls 291.

26 Seen. 2 above.

27 Schneider, Brande 238 with the sources. — Mango, Développement 51.

28 See Kislinger, Better and Worse Sites, in this volume.

29 Magdalino, Maritime Neighborhoods 216-219. — Right next to the harbour, for
example, was the estate of Probus, a nephew of Emperor Anastasios | (PLRE I
912-913): Chronicon Paschale | 622 (Dindorf). — Theophanes, Chronographia
AM 6024 (184 de Boor). — Cf. Guilland, Ports 187.

30 Bolognesi Recchi Franceschini, Gran Palazzo 229-236. — Featherstone, Der
GroBe Palast 23-26.

31 Cf. Heher, Boukoleonhafen and Heher, Harbour of the Boukoleon, in this vol-
ume.

32 Teall, Grain Supply. — Mango, Développement 54-56.

33 loannes Malalas, Chronographia XVIIl 131 (422 Thurn): t@ && SexepPpiey pnvi
Yéyovev EuTuplopdg péyag v T@ Aipévt louhavod, kai ToX\ol oikot Ekdnoav Kai &k-
KAnoiat &md apyfg Tod Aipévog wg T@v MpdPou (= Theophanes, Chronographia
AM 6053 [235 de Boor]). — Cf. Schneider, Brande 240.

34 Patria Konstantinupoleos Il 68 (Il 188 Preger). — The same in Parastaseis syn-
tomoi chronikai 72 (I 67 Preger): Mepi To0 Newpiov: ... &v & kal dyopd TGOV
Bclaooiwy épmépwy mpdTov fiv- &M 8¢ lovoTviavod petemolr}on &ig ToV louliavod
Aipéva. — Cf. Magdalino, Constantinople 20-21. - Berger, Untersuchungen 428-
430.

35 The following after Magdalino, Constantinople 21.

36 Agathias, Historiae V 14.5-6 (181 Keydell). — Theophanes, Chronographia AM
6051 (233-234 de Boor). — Cf. Kislinger, Angriff.



Blues ventured an uprising in Sykai®’. In addition, Magdalino
assumes that during the plague waves of the second half
of the sixth century the sluggish waters of the Golden Horn
may also have contributed to avoiding the northern coast of
Constantinople. As early as 542, many plague victims had
been buried in and around the Golden Horn38. Berger as-
sumes that there was a confusion of the names in the Patria,
arguing that the relocation of the market did not take place
under Justinian, but under Justin Il (565-578), under whose
rule renovation work on the harbour was undertaken (see be-
low). This would have been incomprehensible if the harbour
had still worked efficiently in the reign of Justinian3. Mango
considers the attribution to an Emperor Justinian to be the
fictitious embellishment of a real event. The relocation of the
market would have taken place only in the seventh or eighth
century, when the Neorion Harbour on the Golden Horn
was expanded to become the base of the imperial navy“.
Earth-moving work is recorded there for the year 6984, as
mentioned before, and the military harbour (exartysis) was
certainly in use in 715%. Cameron and Herrin argue for the
same date, but for a different motivation: a plague wave
erupted immediately after the dredging of the Neorion in
698, and at least Theophanes suggests a causal connection.
It is possible that the area of the Neorion was considered
harmful to health and the market therefore relocated to the
south*3.

The Adaptation of the Harbour
under Justin Il (569?)

Under Emperor Justin Il (565-578), the Harbour of Julian was
apparently renovated to an extent that justified considering
him the new founder and henceforth naming the harbour
the »Harbour of Sophia« after his wife*. The Patria give an
anecdote in which even the initiative for the construction of
the harbour is attributed to the eponym:

loannes Malalas, Chronographia XVIII 135 (424 Thurn).
Magdalino, Maritime Neighborhoods 215.

39 So argue Berger, Untersuchungen 430 and Guilland, Ports 182-183.

40 See Kislinger, Better and Worse Sites, in this volume.

41 Mango, Développement 55-56. — Excavation works: Theophanes, Chrono-
graphia AM 6190 (370 de Boor)

42 Theophanes, Chronographia AM 6207 (385-386 de Boor). — Cf. Ahrweiler, Byz-
ance et la mer 430-435.

43 Cameron/Herrin, Parastaseis 267. — Theophanes, Chronographia AM 6190 (370
de Boor). — See also Kislinger, Better and Worse Sites, in this volume (n. 70).

44 There is no doubt about the identification of the Harbour of Sophia with the

Harbour of Julian. Symeon Logothetes, Chronicon 105.6 (147 Wahlgren) explic-
itly endorses the renaming: KriCet 8¢ kal t& maldTia & &v 1@ Tovhiavod Aipévt,
SVépaTL TAG Yuvaikdg adTod Zodiag, dmokabdpag Tov Mpéva kal péoov 1ol Aipé-
vog 8pooag oTihag Vo, adTod Kal Tfg Yuvalkég, peTovopdoag Tov Mipéva Zodiag
(Leon Grammatikos, Chronographia 135 [Bekker]). — The same also in Georgios
Kedrenos, Chronicon | 685 (Bekker). — Cf. also Theophanes, Chronographia AM
6024 (184 de Boor): tov loukiavod, Tov Zodiag Aéyw, Apéva. — Ibid. AM 6187
(368 de Boor): v 1@ louhiavnoiw Mipévt TV odiag. — Cf. van Millingen, Walls
289. - Mango, Développement 38-39. — Mdller-Wiener, Hafen 8. — Guilland,

Fig. 1
Boss/Hofmann, Miinzen 61).

Follis with Justin Il and Sophia on the double throne. — (From

»The same Justin built the Harbour of Sophia on behalf
of his wife Sophia. Before the harbour was built, there
was a covered street built by Constantine the Great. And
the western philosophers came [...] and discussed there
with the inhabitants of Constantinople®. [...] They were
defeated under Justin and have not returned since then.
But when four years had passed since then, it happened
that the Augusta Sophia was standing on the terrace of
the palace, and when she saw the ships being thrown
around by the waves in the sea, she felt pity and sadness.
And she went to the Emperor, her husband, and asked
him to give her enough money to build up the harbour.
And he bowed to her request and ordered the patrikios
and praipositos Narses and the protovestiarios Troilos to
build a harbour. They excavated a large pit and built it.
That is why it received the name of Sophia«*®.

An active involvement of the Empress is not unlikely despite
the problematic nature of the source, especially since Sophia
always took a prominent role next to her husband: she was
involved in fiscal and religious decisions, was named together
with Justin in the acclamations and was depicted enthroned
beside him on the back of copper coins (fig. 1)#’. Regardless
of who took the initiative, the renaming of the harbour is

Ports 184-185. — Stauridou-Zaphraka, Kontoskalio 1306. — Magdalino, Mari-
time Neighborhoods 212.

The cryptic reference event of the victory against the »Western philosophers«
could have entered the text later. Berger, Investigations 572 suspects that the
original text actually referred to the fourth year of Justin’s reign.

Patria Konstantinupoleos Il 37 (Il 229-230 Preger): Tov & Mipéva Zodiag 6
aovTog EkTioev TovoTivog gig TpdowToV ThG yuvaikdg avTod Yodiag. Mpd && Tod
ktical TOV Mipéva OTfpev oTod Kapapoetdrig, fv éktioev & péyag Kwvotavtivog
[...] Xpévwv 8t tecodpwy EktoTe S1ENOOVTWY éyéveTo Todiav THv AdyoloTtav
fotacOal ig TOV fAakdy Tod Tahatiov: Kai Spdoa T& mAoia KASwVI{SpEva év
1] Baldoor, omhayyvicBeioa fipéato d80pecbar kal eioeNbodoa eig TOV Paot-
Aéa Tov &dvdpa avTig ikéTevev avTSV, ETwG Tapdoy! avTH Xpuaiov ikavodv eig TO
mofjoat hipéva. Kal kapdOei i aitfjoet adti, mpooétage Napofiv Tov matpikiov
Kkal mpaiméottov kal Tpwov TOV TpwToPeaTidplov avuTod KTical ToV Aipévar of
Kkal BéBuvov péyav dpuEavTeg dvwkodsunoav TobTov. Aid Kal THv Tpoonyopiav
e\ndev Tiig Zodiag.

Cf. Cameron, Sophia, especially 9-14. — Cameron, Patronage 82. — DOC | 204-
217.226-239. 243-249. 254-258 tab. L-LIX.
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Fig. 2 The Harbours of Julian/Sophia and Kontoskalion (with mole) as separate
basins in a sketch by van Millingen. — (From van Millingen, Walls).

not surprising given the close connection between Justin
and Sophia“.

The reliability of the other information contained is diffi-
cult to verify. In any case, the two officials mentioned are not
found elsewhere®. The claim that Justin had a large harbour
basin dug out and thus created a new harbour may at first
glance seem unlikely, especially as it has existed for centuries.
The Chronicle of the Logothete, for example, speaks only of
the emperor having had the harbour cleaned and renamed=°.

A look at the further development of the harbour, how-
ever, shows that in later centuries it consisted of two basins.
Since no more extensive excavations after Justin have been
recorded, it can be assumed that the Harbour of Julian had ei-
ther reached its maximum extent at the time of its founding®’,
or that it was expanded under Justin 1152, If the latter assump-

48 Cameron, Sophia 12.

49 Cf. PLRE Il 930 (s.v. Narses 3). — PLRE Ill 1343 (s.v. Troilus 2): if the statement
refers to a real person, then Troilos was a comes sacrae vestis, since the title of
protovestiarios can only be traced back to the ninth c.

50 Symeon Logothetes, Chronicon 105,6 (147 Wahlgren) = Leon Grammatikos,
Chronographia 135 (Bekker): amokabdpag tov Aipéva kai [...] petovopdoag tov
Apéva Xodiag.

51 Mango, Développement 39.

52 Muller-Wiener, Bildlexikon 62.

53 van Millingen, Walls 294.

54 Notitia Urbis Constantinopolitanae IV 16 (232 Seeck). — On the stoai, see Mun-
dell-Mango, Commercial map 194-197. 203-205.

55 Cf. Cameron, Notes 11.

56 Flavius Cresconius Corippus, In Laudem lustini | 102-108 (39 Cameron): Pars
prospicit una | inmensum pelagus, pars respicit altera portum, | portum quem
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tion were correct, the harbour would have been limited in its
first phase to the area just east of Kumkapi, where van Mill-
ingen at the end of the nineteenth century noted remnants
of an old harbor basin (about 250m x 220m), including a
breakwater (fig. 2)°3. The Patria mention a covered shopping
arcade (oTod kapapoedrig), which is said to have fallen vic-
tim to Justin’s building activity: this could be one of the four
porticus magnae mentioned in the Notitia for the Regio IlI>.
The hypothesis of an extension of the harbour to the east
can also be supported by the only contemporary portrayal of
the harbour by Flavius Corippus®:
»One side [of the palace] looks out over the wide sea, the
other backwards over the harbour — the harbour formed
by the embrace of the arms of the two banks, with walls
on top; they make it defy the swift winds and render the
open sea quiet by (inside?) the anchorage. They break the
waves of the sea with their marble barrier and keep away
the waters as they flow back with their narrow neck. The
royal couple loved this place; from it they used to watch
the waves in the strait and the curving ships carrying all
the trade of two worlds«>®.

The Harbour of Julian already had breakwaters — at least since
Anastasius | (491-518) — but it is not mentioned that they
were equipped with walls. Some of the pictorial representa-
tions of the harbour from the fifteenth century show semicir-
cular breakwaters in front of the harbour entrance, but walls
are missing (see below). The arms of the mole mentioned by
Corippus could therefore be understood as a foreclosure of
a new, eastern harbour basin to the outer area (the original
Harbour of Julian). However, this assumption must also re-
main hypothetical. According to the state of knowledge, it
cannot be decided to what extent the Harbour of Julian was
enlarged or rebuilt under Justin II.

Apart from its shape and extent, the decorative design of
the harbor also changed in the sixth century: the Patria Kon-
stantinupoleos recorded that Justin had set up four statues
on pillars in the middle of the harbour®’, which depict him-
self, his wife Sophia, his daughter Arabia and — depending
on Tradition — Justin's mother Vigilantia® or the praipositos
Narses>? responsible for the construction. The Chronicle of the
Logothete reports only two statues at the Harbour of Sophia,

geminae conplexant brachia ripae | moenibus adpositis, rapidos contemnere
ventos | et faciunt, praebentque salum statione quietum: | aequoreos frangunt
obiecto marmore fluctus, | et prohibent refluas angustis faucibus undas. | gratior
ille fuit dominis locus, unde solebant | undivagum spectare fretum curvasque
carinas | omnia vectantes gemini commercia mundi (translation: ibidem 89).

57 Cf. Guilland, Ports 186. — See also Cameron’s commentary in Flavius Cresconius
Corippus, In Laudem lustini 133.

58 Patria Konstantinupoleos Il 62 (Il 184 Preger): Mept T@v Zodpiiov. ‘O Mpfv TGV
Todiv éktiobn mapd TovoTivou Tod dmokovpoTaldtou, Tod dvdpdg Zodiag Tig
Awpig. Méoov 8¢ Tob Mipévog foTavtal oTilat Téooapeg, Zodiag kal lovoTivou
kal Apapiag kal Biyhevtiag Tfig pntpodg adtod.

59 Patria Konstantinupoleos Il 37 (230 Preger): Mécov 8¢ o0 Mipévog avrjyeipev &’
otANag émdvw TGV & Kidvwy, Zodiag kal ApaBiag aveyidg adtod, TovoTivou Tod
Baohéwg kai Ndpon Tob ékeioe TApIOTAPEVOL.



representing Justin and his wife®. The reduced number of
statues could be reconciled with information transmitted only
in @ manuscript of the Patria, according to which Emperor
Philippikos Bardanes (711-713) had two of the four monu-
ments destroyed because of the content of their prophetic
inscriptions®.

Perhaps the statue of Justin is to be equated with a statue
whose donor’s inscription is preserved in the Anthologia
Graeca:

»|, the prefect Theodoros, here on the shore of the sea

Built for the Emperor Justin this radiant statue,

that his serene gentleness still spread over the harbours«®2,

Janin and Guilland relate the statue to the mentioned pas-
sage in the Patria®. Cameron, on the other hand, proposes
assigning it to Justin | (518-527)%. He argues this on the
grounds that the epigram did not indicate at which harbour
the statue was located, that niether renovation nor founding
was addressed, and, above all, that a certain Theodore is
documented in the reign of Justin I, who held the office of
the eparch several times and who is immortalised in several
dedicatory inscriptions®. The coincidence is noteworthy, but
since hyparchoi of this name are also documented after the
middle of the sixth century®, an assignment of the statue to
Justin Il should not be completely ruled out. It is very likely
that Justin had his Harbour of Julian embellished with a statue
of himself and his wife. Since the old statue of Emperor Julian
had been replaced by a crossin the meantime®’, the harbour
served only for the self-portrayal of Justin (and possibly his
family), who in some sources is now considered the sole
builder of the facility®®.

It remains to discuss the date of the conversion. Georgios
Kedrenos puts both the renovation of the harbour and the
construction of the adjacent palace, which was also named
after Sophia, in the fourth year of Justin’s reign, i.e., in the

60 Symeon Logothetes, Chronicon 105,3 (147 Wahlgren) = Leon Grammatikos,
Chronographia (135 Bekker): péoov 100 Mipévog iSpuoag otihag 0o, adtod
Kkal TAg yuvaikég. — The same in Georgios Kedrenos, Chronicon | 685 (Bekker).
Theoretically, it could also be two different groups of statues: Cameron/Herrin,
Parastaseis 209. — Cameron, Patronage 70.

61 Patria Konstantinupoleos Il 37 (Il 230 Preger): &€ Gv ai Svo émipbnoav mapa
Orrmikod: €lyov 8 ypdapparta mepl TV peNGvTwy (only in manuscript C).

62 Anthologia Graeca XVI 64 (IV 338 Beckby): Totto map’ alyiahoiow &yc OedSw-
pog Bmapyog otijoa pagwdv dyapa lovotivw Bacinf, Sppa kal év hipévesotv
&NV TeTdoete yohrvny.

63 Janin, Constantinople 231. — Guilland, Ports 186.

64 Cameron, Theodorus 278-279.

65 PLRE I1 1096 (s.v. Theodorus 57).

66 PLRE Il 1263. 1271 (s.v. Theodorus 61. 124).

67 Seen. 3 above.

68 Thus, Michael Glykas, Annales 506 (Bekker): obtog kticag madtiov #w Tfg -
Newg kal Mipéva év adTf) Tf) TONeL, T8 piv Zodiag Ekdheoe Ta 8¢ Zoplavd, i dvopa
Tfg yuvaikdg adtod Todiag. — The same in loel, Chronographia 98 (ladevaia).

69 Georgios Kedrenos, Chronicon | 685 (Bekker): T o’ tet ktioev 6 Pacieds [...]
T TOAGTIA T &V T@ Touhiavod Aipévt. dmokabaiper 88 kal adTdv TOV Mipéva Kal
oTiAag Svo &v péow adTol foTnot, TV Te £aUToD Kal TAG yuvaikdg avuTod Xodiag,
peTovopdoag kal Tov Aipéva Todiag. Despite the similarity of names, this palace
of tes Sophia or ton Sophion (tfig Zodiag / T@v Zopiiv) is not to be confused
with the residence of ton Sophianon (tév Zodiavdv), which Justin had built
between 565 and 567: Cameron, Notes, esp. 11-13. The situation is further
complicated insofar as the area around the Harbour of Sophia and Palace of

year 568/569%°. However, the Chronicle of Theophanes, writ-
ten sooner after the events, tells that exactly this palace was
founded by Tiberius 1 (578-582) in 579/580 to provide Justin’s
widow with a dignified home?. In fact, the palace must have
existed earlier than assumed in the two sources, especially
since Corippus describes that Justin and Sophia had there
learned of the death of Emperor Justinian (November 565)7".
The date of the Palace of Sophia at Kedrenos is, therefore,
to be rejected, but not necessarily that of the harbour’?, be-
cause the Patria put the renovation in the 253 year after the
founding of Constantinople (for which the Patria assume the
year 317), i.e., the year 569.73

The Harbour of Sophia
in the Seventh to Eleventh Centuries

The merchant ships, about which Empress Sophia was con-
cerned, frequented the harbour renamed after her in the
following centuries. The import market (see above) relocated
under the rule of Justinian | (527-565) or Justin Il (565-578)
to the coast of the Propontis was probably still there at the
time of the writing of the Patria (eighth-tenth centuries)’.
Neighbouring toponyms indicate the commercial impor-
tance of the Region: the Church of St Thekla bears the
addition »on the barley market« (év toi¢ KpiBomw)eiowg) in
the tenth century’>. The alleged transformation of St An-
drew’s Church at the tower of Bukinon (see below) into a
barn (xoptéPorov) and the nearby Church of St John the
Baptist into a workshop (¢pyootdoiov) under Constantine V
(741-775) can also be connected with a mercantile use of
the area’®. Most of the other churches and monasteries
secularised by this emperor were located on the coast of the
Propontis and could reflect the increased need for economic
infrastructure?”.

Sophia likewise bore the name of ton Sophianon (t@v Zogpavév). No counter-
part to the Kedrenos passage in Theophanes, Chronographia AM 6068-6069
(243 de Boor).

70 Theophanes, Chronographia AM 6072 (250 de Boor): Toot® ¢ #tet EkTioey &
Baoedg TiPépiog TO TaXdTIOV TO &v T® lovhiavold Apévt Kal Emwvopacey adTd
& dvopatt Xodiag, Thg yuvaikdg louaTivou.

71 Flavius Cresconius Corippus, In laudem lustini | 97-120 (39-40 Cameron). The
text was written towards the end of 566. On the identification with the Sophiae
Palace, see Cameron, Notes 12-13.

72 The claim of Cameron, Notes 15 (»We must now throw out Cedrenus’ dating
of both palace and harbour to the eleventh year of Justin’s reign. The harbour
was rebuilt at the same time as or soon after the Sophiae palace«) cannot be
supported by any sources.

73 Patria Konstantinupoleos Il 37 (Il 229-230 Preger): Meta 8¢ 1 kTio6fvat ThHy
Kwvotavtivoomohv mapiM@ov ovp’ ypévol kal obtwg &ktiodn 6 hpqv. — Cf.
Berger, Untersuchungen 572.

74 Magdalino, Maritime Neighborhoods 212.

75 Synaxarium Ecclesiae Constantinopolitanae, col. 75 (Delehaye, manuscript O). —
Berger, Untersuchungen 565. 578. — Mdller-Wiener, Hafen 8. — Magdalino,
Maritime Neighborhoods 213. — Janin, Siege de Constantinople 149-150.

76 Patria Konstantinupoleos | 67 (Johanneskirche), Il 135 (Andreaskirche) (Il 147-
148. 258 Preger). — Magdalino, Maritime Neighborhoods 213. — Muller-Wiener,
Hafen 8. — Janin, Siege de Constantinople 31-32. 443-444.

77 Patria Konstantinupoleos Il 9, Il 69 (Il 216-217. 240-241 Preger). — Theophanes,
Chronographia AM 6258 (439-440 de Boor). — Nikephoros Patriarches, Antir-
rheticus tertius Ill, 493 D. — Cf. Magdalino, Maritime Neighborhoods 213.
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The large grain deliveries that came after the loss of Egypt,
especially from Thrace, Macedonia and Asia Minor, were still
housed in the stores on the coast of the Propontis. At least
one of these horrea in the tenth century is demonstrably
in operation at the Harbour of Theodosius, probably to be
identified with the horrea Alexandrina or the horreum Theo-
dosianum (see above)’®. The harbours of the Propontis seem
to have prevailed over those on the Golden Horn until the
eleventh century”. In the immediate vicinity of the Harbour
of Sophia, merchants®, as well as illustrious people®', had
their residences, including the estate of the powerful Phokas
family from the late ninth century®.

Apart from these implicit references to activities around
the Harbour of Sophia, the harbour is repeatedly mentioned
in sources between the seventh and the thirteenth centuries,
indicating its continuous use. In 610, Emperor Phokas (602-
610) was confronted with the usurpation of Heraclius, who
had set out from Carthage with his fleet towards Constan-
tinople. In view of the threat from the sea, Phokas organ-
ised the defence of the Propontis harbours with the aid of
the demes: while the Blues were to protect the Harbour of
Hormisdas, the guarding of the Kaisarion harbour (Harbour of
Theodosius), as well as the Harbour of Sophia, was entrusted
to the Greens®. It is there that Heraclius’ fleet is said to have
won the decisive victory®. In addition, the defeated emperor
was driven naked out of the Palace of the Archangel and
loaded on a boat in the Harbour of Sophia, which would take
him to the place of his execution®.

The harbour also played a key role during another usur-
pation: in 694/695, the patrikios Leontios was appointed
strategos of Hellas and was to set sail with three dromons
from the Harbour of Sophia. Leontios, who had spent the
past three years in prison on charges of high treason, seized
the opportunity to travel to the Great Palace and overthrow
Justinian Il (first reign 685-695)%¢. The fact that dromons were

78 Miracula Artemii 16 (16 Papadopoulos-Kerameus): 8ptov tév Kaisapiov & mi-
Aeyopevov Aapiag (»glutton«), translation: Crisafulli/Nesbitt, Miracles 107. — Cf.
Mango, Développement urbain 555. — Magdalino, Maritime Neighborhoods 213.

79 Magdalino, Maritime Neighborhoods 211. — Muller-Wiener, Hafen 13-14,
wants to shift the focus to the north already in 7" or 8" c. (but still under the
erroneous assumption of an early unusability of the Harbour of Theodosius).
See also Kislinger, Better and Worse Sites, in this volume.

80 Evidence for the 9" c.: Pseudo-Symeon, Annales 674 (Bekker). — Die Vita Basilii
Minoris Ill 2 (278 Sullivan/Talbot/McGrath) reports of a rich merchant or work-
shop owner (¢pyaotnpikéc), whose house stood within the area of the Harbour
of Sophia (2v T® Aipévi T@v Zodidv).

81 Magdalino, Maritime Neighborhoods 216-217.

82 Grégoire, Carriere 250 (source text edition) 253-254 (with wrong location at
Tekfur Saray). — Cf. Leon Diakonos, Historia V 5 (83-84 Hase). — Cf. Magdalino,
Constantinople 52.

83 loannes Antiochenos, Fragmenta 321.19-21 (553 Roberto): kai g &0ewper 8Tt
¢yyiCouot T TOAel, évimmedoag 6 Pwkag eiciAOev év Tf TOMel kal émTpémet u-
NarreoBat ék T@v Mpaocivwy Tov Mipéva Tov Katoapiou kal Tov Zodiag, Todg 8¢
Bevétoug té ém ‘OppioSou. — Cf. Guilland, Ports 195. —van Millingen, Walls 292.

84 Georgios Kedrenos, Chronicon | 712 (Bekker): kal molépouv cuppayévrog eig
TOV Mpéva Tiig Zodiag petatd Pwké kal Hpakheiov, ATTnOelg & dhitriplog Epuyev
€ig & Pacihela. — Leon Grammatikos, Chronographia 146 (Bekker): kai moé-
pou kpotnBévTog peTa&d Ouwkd kal Hpakheiou &g TOV Zodiag Apéva, fTTndelg &
&\itripiog Eduyev &ig T& Pacihela. = Symeon Logothetes, Chronicon 108,7 (156
Wabhlgren). — Cf. Guilland, Ports 195. — van Millingen, Walls 292.

85 Chronicon Paschale | 700 (Dindorf): ®&tiog 6 koupdtwp T@v MakiSiag kai Mpo-
Bog & Tmarpikiog émijpav Pwkév ék Tod Apyayyéhou Tob Talatiou SAGyvpvoy, kal
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stationed here suggests, at least, a partially military use of
the Harbour of Sophia during this time®. This partial naval
function is supported by a passage in the Patria, which prob-
ably goes back at least to the sixth century: there once was
a tower called Bukinon at the western end of the Harbour of
Sophia, from which a trumpet signal was given (1o Bodkivov
from Latin bucina/bucinum, »trumpet«) when the fleet went
to sea®. In the late seventh century, however, the naval base
was moved to the Golden Horn®.

The next literary evidence for the Harbour of Sophia dates
to 764/765: on the so-called Mole of St Thomas, Constan-
tine V (741-755) is said to have had the Bulgar Christianos
dissected alive and burned®. The mole apparently owed its
name to the Church of St Thomas in the Amantios quarter
(en tois Amantiou), which must have been in the immediate
vicinity of the harbour (to its west, according to Berger?®")
since the fifth century®?. A speech on the occasion of the
translation of the bones of John Chrysostom to Constan-
tinople emphasises the location of the church by the sea®
and also an epigram handed down in the Anthologia Graeca
on the founder of the church alludes — exaggeratedly — to the
waterfront of the church:

»Amantios, you built this house for God

In the middle of the sea, fighting the rolling waves.

Neither the winds from the south nor those from the

north shake your sacred building.

This divine building hear guards it forever.

Long may you live for you .... to the renewed Rome

By plunging yourself into the waves« .

Berger suggests that the Harbour of Sophia suffered a massive
reduction in size in the ninth century caused by the construc-
tion of a wall on the eastern pier and another wall across the
harbour basin (fig. 3)°°. Thanks to the late medieval and early
modern representations (figs 7-13), it is beyond question

amryayov 8i& Tob Mipévog (g &mi Tov ofkov TGV 2odiag, kai PadvTeg adTdv &ig
kapapov €dei€av Toig mhoiolg.

86 Theophanes, Chronographia AM 6187 (1 368 de Boor). — Berger, Untersuchun-
gen 573. — Cf. Muller-Wiener, Héfen 8.

87 Guilland, Ports 195.

88 Patria Konstantinupoleos Il 38 (Il 230-231 Preger). — Cf. van Millingen, Walls
293. - Berger, Untersuchungen 568-569. — Janin, Constantinople 326-27. —
Janin, Eglises 32. — Miiller-Wiener, Hafen 8, however, with the location at the
eastern harbour entrance. This hypothesis is to be rejected, as in 1203 a fire
spread via the Bukinon westwards to the Eleutherios-district, see below, n. 115.

89 See Kislinger, Better and Worse Sites, in this volume.

90 Theophanes, Chronographia AM 6257 (436 de Boor). — Cf. Guilland, Ports
189: »et qui semble avoir été le mole qui couvrait I'échancrure sigmatoide du
mur maritime a hauteur de Kumkapi«. — van Millingen, Walls 292. — Berger,
Untersuchungen 597.

91 Berger, Untersuchungen 597.

92 Theophanes Continuatus, Chronographia 462 (Bekker). — In 886/887, the
church was destroyed by fire (see Schneider, Brénde 240), but rebuilt: Janin,
Constantinople 257-260.

93 Translatio Chrysostomi 314 (Dyobounos): 6 tod &@oidipouv amootéhov Owud
vadg, 6 Tpodg Béhacoav Keipevog, v Apavtiov oidev dvopdlev 1} TONG.

94 Anthologia Graeca | 5 (I 124 Beckby): Téve @@ kapeg olkov, ApévTie, pecadbi
TVTOU, TOIG TOAUSIVATOIG KOHATT HAPVAREVOG. 00 VETOG, 00 Popéng iepdv oéo
Saopa Tvagel, v Beomeciw TOSE pulacodpuevoy. {Wolg fpata TOMAG: ob yap
veobnhéa Pwpnv mévtw émaifag Brikao paiSpotépny.

95 Berger, Hafen 83; Berger, Hafen von Byanz und Konstantinopel 114.



Fig. 3 The harbours on the Sea of Marmara according to A. Berger 2015. — (From Berger, Hafen 82 fig. 3).

that there was such a separating wall that divided the basin,
but it is unclear when it was builtr. The only clue is a tower,
which must have marked the southern end of this separation
and was preserved into the nineteenth century®. Berger ar-
gues that the tower indicates a reduction of the Harbour of
Sophia. He dates this hypothetical reduction to around 830
when the Prosphorion and Neorion harbours would have
also been downsized. According to Berger, an inscription®’
mentions the rebuilding of the tower under Emperor Leon VI
(886-912), »which suggests that the reduction of the harbours
must have been done some time before«. However, the said
inscription only reads +MYPFOC AEONTOC K[AI] AAEZAN[-
APOY] (»Tower of Leon and Alexandros«) and says nothing
about the character of the construction measures. Even if it
is only about the memory of a repair work, it remains unclear
when the sea wall was created in this area. Nor is it possible
to prove that the tower stood »on the old pier of the big
harbour«®8. Obviously, a reduction cannot be ruled out, but it
runs counter to the important role of the harbour in a period
of demographic recovery. In any case, as already mentioned,
the basic structures of the basin division could already go back
to the construction measures of Justinian I.

In any case, the harbour remained active in the following
centuries. Around the year 867, the ship on which Saint Eus-

96 Paspates, Anaskaphai 48. — van Millingen, Walls 186.

97 First printed in Paspates, Anaskaphai 48. — van Millingen, Walls 186. — Mango,
Inscriptions 55.

98 Berger, Hafen 83.

99 Vita Eustratii 37 (391-392 Papadopoulos-Kerameus): ‘O pévtot fjytacpévog otog
Tathp év TQO mhoiw eloehnhubg, aiciov Tob MhodG yeyovdTog, Sid Téyoug THY
Baoi\evovoav katéhaPev- kai 81 &v 1@ Tod Tovhiavod Aipévt, 8v i) Zodiag Kaheiv iy
ouviela lwbev, eloepyopévou Tod mhoiov, Ppayel Tivi OPEhw EmSpapdvTog, dThy
OméoTn Suvapévny adBwpdv adTd katamovTtical. TV odv év adT@® eomAedvtwy
ayvonodvtwy T cupBav aicBépevog 6 onpelodpépog TATHP VXY KATA Sidvolav
TQ £Tolpwg EovTt UTTAKOVEWY TOIG yvnoiolg SoUNoIG TTOIEITO TOAUTPOTIWG AOIVE
TavTtag Tolg ékeioe eiomAéovTag Staocwdijvar. Atapuiayxbévtog odv dovoig Tob
Toiou kal prfTe pikpod G8atog ék TiG yeyevnpévng oi¢ eloehddvTog év adT® Kol
i yij TpocoppicBévtog kPaMecOal Tobg vauTikoLg TavTa Sid TaXoug T &V TG
mhoiw dvta Tapekeheboato okdha. — Cf. PmbZ #10677.

tratius had left Bithynia for Constantinople was said to have
sunk in the Harbour of Sophia; the saint and the crew had
just left in time?®°. There is nothing in the sources about what
exactly caused the ship’s undoing, but this incident could be
seen as an indication of the constant difficulties caused by
siltation in the area of the harbour entrance.

The next reference also has to do with a shipwreck. Leon
of Synada tells of dramatic scenes when he wanted to travel
to Rome in 996:

»The moment we left the Harbour of Sophia, the ship

broke and almost capsized. This seemed to be a bad

omen, yet it was not my destiny to fall overboard, but only

change the ship« 1%,

Only at the end of the twelfth century do we find another in-
dication that the Harbour of Sophia was in use. According to
Niketas Choniates, the sebastokrator Isaakios had his manor
house at the harbour, which was converted into a lodging
house for travellers (pandocheion™)'%2, The facility could
accommodate more than a hundred guests. These dimen-
sions are only comprehensible if the harbour was still heavily
frequented during this time.

Analysis of the sources for the Middle Byzantine period
does not reveal a military function for the Harbour of Sophia

100 Leon Synadenos, Epistolae 10 (14 Vinson): dpa yap é\doapev €k Tod odiag
Nipévog kall /) vadg Tepleppdyn Kal pikpod TepleTpd). "ESo&ev olv kakdg olwvog
TO yevépevoy, AN ook fv éudv amoPival, pévov 8¢ petaPivar Ty vaov. — Cf.
Magdalino, Maritime Neighborhoods 214.

101 On the institution of the pandocheion: Constable, Housing. Niketas uses the
antique term here. However, the facility may have been more of a Xenodo-
cheion than a commercial hostel: Kislinger, Lodgings 346-347.

102 Niketas Choniates, Historia 445 (van Dieten): AN\ kal Thv &mi 7O kdTavTeg &v
TQO Mipévt TV Zodidy éotiav Toaakiov Tob ceBacTokpdTopog &g mavSoyeiov
petackevdoag avSp@v pév ékatov mapédnke Tpamelav kal kAivag icopéTpoug,
TooautapiBpwy 8¢ troluyiwv immdvag avéotoe; — Cf. Guilland, Ports 196. —
van Millingen, Walls 292.
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ATIO EKTHEEOZ KUZMOT A ¥:4.
B.ATIO AE XPISTOYF ETOTE Q.4.A.
BAZIAEYE O GECJRIAOZ,YIOE ML
XAH AOY BHTA,APX QN AFKAIOZE
KAl EYAABHE, KA IPOE TOTXE

ATTOT MAPOFKOTE ANHP AFA-
©O0Z,EXOEIZEN MPOX ANKIIAT-
£IN FOT AAOF TOFTON META-
AOTATON APEZHNKAMN.

Fig.4 The inscription supposedly discovered in the area of the harbour by André
Thevet (1516-1590), reproduced in his Cosmographie Universelle. — (From André
Thevet, Cosmographie Universelle 833).

between 700 and 120013, The French traveller André Thevet

(1516-1590) claimed to have deciphered the following inscrip-

tion in the area of the harbour that would prove that Emperor

Theophilus (829-842) had a large arsenal built here (fig. 4)'%:
»In 4792 year since the creation of the world and in the
834™ year of our Lord, Emperor Theophilos, son of Mi-
chael [Briya?], lawful and pious ruler and for his subjects
a good man, for the recovery [sic] of the people of this
vast arsenal (arsenales)«.

However, the inscription is problematic in many ways and its
authenticity has been rightly questioned'®. First, the dating
cannot be correct, since the term arsenales only entered the
Greek language in the fourteenth century. In addition, the
year of the world (4792) given in the inscription cannot be
reconciled in any way with a dating after the incarnation of

103 Berger’s assumption that the Harbour of Sophia was used only for the navy
throughout the centuries (Berger, Hafen 83. 85; Berger, Hafen von Byzanz
und Konstantinopel 114) is not corroborated by the sources.

104 André Thevet, Cosmographie Universelle 833 (cap. XIX). — Du Cange, Con-
stantinopolis Il 156 gives the inscription with minor changes. For whatever
reason, he reads the year of the world as VIMCCCXLIl = 6342 = AD 834. He
also adds that the inscription was found on the »Lion Gate« (he refers to
the Catladi Kapi), which probably did not connect the harbour area of the
Harbour of Sophia with that of the palace harbour to the east until Ottoman
times: see also Heher, Harbour of the Boukoleon, in this volume. — The inscrip-
tion is also edited as CIG IV 8680.

105 Berger, Untersuchungen 577. — Ahrweiler, Byzance et la mer 432. — Mango,
Inscriptions 55: »highly suspicious«. — Less critical Muller-Wiener, Hafen 8;
Muller-Wiener, Bildlexikon 62; Effenberger, lllustrationen 30.

106 With thanks to Andreas Rhoby/Vienna for this suggestion.

107 So argues Andreas Rhoby from an epigraphic point of view. — Berger, Hafen
86 (n. 59) also considers the inscription to be a »historical fiction of the six-
teenth century«.
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Jesus (834), which is in any case uncommon in Byzantine
contexts. The genitive form of Michael (Mixarfhou) lacks any
orthographic basis; the apposition Briya is completely incom-
prehensible in the form reconstructed by Thevet. The French-
man translates (or better, transliterates) the word as begue
(»stammerer«), apparently inspired by a nickname given in
the historiography of Michael Il. At most, one could assume
a reading of prjya (as a demotic genitive to pr¢, »ruler«), but
even this does not fit a contemporary inscription. Finally,
the statement that the »Arsenal« was founded for the pur-
pose of the diversion or recreation (mpdg dvamavow) of the
people does not make sense at all. Even in the case of the
poor legibility of the inscription confirmed by Thevet, it con-
tains too many discrepancies to qualify as a product of the
ninth century. What exactly the French traveller believed he
had read here has to be left open, but the evidence suggests
that it is a forgery from the fifteenth to sixteenth centuries'’.

If in Middle Byzantine times there was an arsenal in the
narrower sense, then this is to be assumed in the Golden
Horn, where the navy was apparently mostly at anchor. As
early as 715, the Neorion served as a naval base and ship-
yard'%®, but other areas of the estuary may have been later
used. In spring 971, John | Tzimiskes went to the Blachernae
in order to inspect the dromons, which were equipped with
Greek fire. From there he also watched some manoeuvres'®.
In 1040, a fire raged in the shipyard (en te Exartesei) and de-
stroyed part of the Byzantine fleet'°. Muller-Wiener locates
the shipyard in the bay in front of today’s Kasimpasa, i.e.,
where the Ottoman sultans would open their new arsenal
(Tersane-i Amire) in 1513'"", while Ahrweiler favours the
surroundings of the Palace of Blachernae 2. It is possible that
several naval bases in the Golden Horn were simultaneously
in operation. As will be shown immediately, at least three of
them existed in the thirteenth century before the shipyard
was relocated to the Harbour of Sophia in 12703

108 Theophanes, Chronographia AM 6207 (385-386 de Boor). — Cf. Kislinger,
Neorion, in this volume.

109 Leon Diakonos, Historia VIII 1 (129 Hase), translation: Talbot/Sullivan, Leo the
Deacon 175-176.

110 loannes Skylitzes, Synopsis 411 (Thurn): Téyove 8¢ kal adyudg Kata TodTOV
TOV Xpodvov, g oxeddv amofnpaviijval Tag adBSvoug TNydg Kai Tobg devvdoug
ToTapoUG. éyéveto S8 kal éumpnouds év Tfj ESaptrioel, katd Ty éktnv Tod Ad-
youaTou unvég, kal évempricBnoav ai ékeioe ioTdpeval TEoal TPIPEIG HETA THG
gaut@v mapaokeviic. — Cf. Ahrweiler, Byzance et la Mer 128 (but with incor-
rect dating, see Kislinger, Ruhm) and the term exartysis 430-435. — Schneider,
Brande 241 translates exartysis as »loading harbour« (»Verladehafen«), which,
however, does not do justice to the stationing of the warships.

111 Miuller-Wiener, Hafen 12. 39-40. 65.

112 Ahrweiler, Byzance et la mer 433-434.

113 Makris, Studien 163-164, indeed claims that the shipyard was located at
Kosmidion before being moved to the Harbour of Sophia, but this is not
supported by the sources. — Cf. Simeonov, Kosmidion, in this volume.



Use as a Naval Shipyard
(Thirteenth to Fifteenth Centuries)

The Harbour of Sophia must have gradually lost its impor-
tance from the late eleventh century, when the economic
centre of Constantinople began to relocate (back again) to
the Golden Horn, where Italian merchants had settled'.
In August 1203, a major conflagration raged in Constan-
tinople, leaving a trail of devastation across the city to the
Harbour of Sophia''>. It is possible that the harbour itself was
badly affected as well. At least, nothing is known about its
development at the time of the Latin rule in Constantinople
(1204-1261)"¢, and, even after that, the name is met with
only sporadically in the Byzantine sources.

The harbour area itself had not been completely aban-
doned, but from the thirteenth century™” it bore the names
»Kontoskalion« and »Kontoskelion«'"®. The two new similar
terms led to confusion in the scientific analysis. Occasion-
ally, two different harbours were assumed and an equation
with the Heptaskalon was postulated™®. The term Kon-
toskalion/Kontoskelion, however, applies only to the succes-
sor of the Harbour of Sophia'°: the descriptions of the loca-
tion in the written sources, as well as pictorial representations,
do not permit any other location'?'. Some Byzantine authors
even explicitly — and deliberately antiquated — continued to
use the term »Harbour of Sophia«'??.

The Patria Konstantinoupoleos state that the harbour
owed its new name to the tourmarches Agallianos Kon-
toskeles, who had commissioned the work to be done here.
The name was then transferred to a nearby gate'?. Stau-
ridou-Zaphraka does accept the derivation of the personal
name, but assumes a reverse development of the designation

114 Muller-Wiener, Hafen 20-24. — Magdalino, Maritime Neighborhoods 219-
226. - Cf. Kislinger, Neorion, in this volume.

115 Niketas Choniates, Historia 553-555 (van Dieten), translation: Magoulias, City
303-304. - Cf. Berger, Untersuchungen 580. — Mller-Wiener, Hafen 24. The
fire also spread to the district of Eleutherios via the so-called Bukinon (see
n. 89 above). The fire also spread to the district of Eleutherios via the so-called
Bukinon (see n. 89 above). — Cf. Schneider, Brande 241. — Madden, Fires.

116  Miiller-Wiener, Hafen 24-26.

117 Muller-Wiener, Bildlexikon 62-63 assumes the renaming of the harbour al-
ready in the 11" c., but without evidence. Recently, this assumption was
picked up by Gunsenin, Harbours and Shipbuilding 427, again, however,
without supporting arguments.

118 »Kontoskelion« is also documented in 1440 as the location of an inn (éomA-
Tiov): Acta et diplomata graeca Il 438 (no. 607).

119 Guilland, Ports 196-198. 225-230 thinks that, while the Harbour of Sophia
continued as Kontoskalion, the Kontoskelion harbour is the successor to the
harbour of Kaisarios; in the 13" c., it would have been renamed »Heptaska-
lon«. — Also Mango, Développement 38 regards Kontoskalion and Kontoske-
lion as two different harbours, just like Janin, Constantinople 228-233 and
van Millingen, Walls 293. — Miller-Wiener, Bildlexikon 63 is undecided. - See,
however, the contribution by Preiser-Kapeller in this volume.

120 Stauridou-Zaphraka, Kontoskalio 1308-1309. 1315.

121 See n. 146 below (encomion to John VIII) and 63-65 on the pictorial rep-
resentations. — Nikephoros Gregoras, Historia XVII 4 (Il 854 Schopen/Bekker),
translation: van Dieten, Nikephoros Gregoras Ill 211-212, mentions the con-
struction of a fleet under John Kantakuzenos in the shipyard near the Hippo-
drome, which was not far north of Kontoskalion: kai A8poileto vavmnydv kai
TekTOVWY TABOG dmav € T Tepi TOV Tod Bulavtiou imméSpopov vewpiov. oy
yap Eyvwoav kak®g Boulevodpevol Bulavtiol mepl THv Ew Tel@V CUOKELRY

(first gate, then harbour)'?*. However, the etymology seems
to have been subsequently constructed. The term »Kon-
toskalion« can be understood as the »harbour with a short
jetty«, which would then have given the gate its name'%.
That the old harbour was still used under its new name
is proven by the fact that Michael VIII (1259-1282) decided
to make it the base of the navy, including a shipyard. In
response to the imminent arrival of the fleet of Charles of
Anjou in 127012, the emperor ordered repair works on the
former Harbour of Sophia'?’. They are described by the con-
temporary witness Georgios Pachymeres (1242-1310) as
follows:
»He considered the Blachernae arsenal [on the Golden
Horn] inappropriate because from there the ships would
have to conduct the naval battle right in the face of the
enemy [ltalian] ships, which would be difficult because
the enemy ships would then fiercely oppose them; he
was also dissatisfied with the old ship’s arsenal (I do not
mean the old arsenal which the Latins used very recently,
located near the Christos Evergetes Monastery, but that
near the Neorion Gate from which the gate derives its
name), because the Golden Horn is anyway a harbour
and is suitable equally to the ships of both the Romans
and the enemies.
But realising that the men would fight more valiantly
and that the material would be safer if the ships fell into
the back of the enemy, he decided to rebuild the Kon-
toskalion near Blanga [on the south coast of the city]; he
walled up the place with large stones, then deepened the
sea by pouring in liquid silver, built suitable roofs for the
ships, and, at the outside of the entrance between the
stone moles, placed strong iron gates to protect the fleet

TGOV ve®v- kal fj Tod $pBdoavtog TaBoug ATEIN) CUVETWTEPOUG ETETTOIKEL TTPOG
THY TOV Spwévwy E€fg Emavépbwaty. It must be the same shipyard that John
Kantakuzenos addresses in Historia IV 11 (lll 72 and 76 Schopen), see n. 147,
as Kontoskalion. — Cf. Guilland, Ports 199.

122 See, for example, Alexios Makrembolites, Logos istorikos 9 (152 Papadopou-
los-Kerameus): ’Ev 8& TG vewpiw TGOV Zoplavdv Tapayevopevol ETEPGOVTO Kal
TG £Keloe pakpdig vijag, &g 6 adTokpdTwp év OAiyalg AUépalg TEPIOVTig aToudHg
étekTrivato mapd maoav EAmida, katabpadoal fj TV ToOTWY kwhdoal SiE§oSov
8t Qv émetridevoav ékeloe TETpoySpwy katadioal dSAkadwv. — Ibid. 156-157: &v
TQ vewpiw [...] T@v Zodravdv. — Cf. also Patria Konstantinupoleos Ill 37 (Il 229
Preger): Tov 8& Mipéva Zodiag = Tov Mipéva TV €ig 1o Kovrookéhov (Manuscript
E). — Cf. Stauridou-Zaphraka, Kontoskalio 1309. 1328.

123 Patria Konstantinupoleos Il 133 (I 257 Preger): To 8% Kovtookdhov fj mépta
amd Ayaihiavol Toupudpyou, TapioTapévou &te éktileTo & Aipry, EhaPe T
Bvopar ékaleito 8¢ ékeivog Kovtookéhng kal Sia TodTo 2khifn obtwg. — This
view is followed by Janin, Constantinople 228. 299 and Guilland, Ports 232-
235.

124 Stauridou-Zaphraka, Kontoskalio 1328.

125 Berger, Untersuchungen 482-483. — Berger, Hafen 83. This derivation is al-
ready preferred by Johannes Léwenklau (»Leunclavius«) 876, C-D, instead of
the etymology of the Patria known to him: Ego vero pace Graecorum dixerim
potius Contoscalinam vel Contoscalii vocatam a conta scala. Kovtég enim
Graecis nunc parvus.

126 On the background: Runciman, Vesper 144-148.

127 On the renovation works, see Muller-Wiener, Hafen 26. — Janin, Constan-
tinople 232. — van Millingen, Walls 293-294. — Berger, Untersuchungen
580. — Makris, Studien 178. — Ahrweiler, Byzance et la mer 338-339. — Talbot,
Restoration 253.
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on the one hand, and on the other hand that our ships
can attack the hostile ones (they cannot stop because of
the ocean currents)« 128,

Thus, the shipyards had been partly at the Blachernae and
earlier in front of the Neorion Gate (the Ottoman Bahce
Kapn)'?°, i.e., where possibly remains of the Neorion har-
bour were preserved. Between the two shipyards — near the
Christos Evergetes Monastery, which is located near the later
Ayakapi Gate'° — the Latins had apparently set up their arse-
nal. The situation in the Golden Horn contained the danger
of being blocked in the event of war, so Emperor Michael
relocated the shipyard to the Propontis coast.

How to imagine Michael’s »walling up« is not clear. The
statement could refer, however, to the fact that the emperor
had a part of the harbour basin enclosed by a wall to form
a shipyard area, as can be demonstrated for the fifteenth
century (see below). The iron gates mentioned in this case
would not have been intended to block the entire harbour
basin, but to seal off the arsenal’®'. In any case, the rebuilding
must have presented a major project that included not only
the dredging of the basis, but also the restoration or new
construction of shipsheds and defensive walls.

Even more confusing is the reference by the contem-
porary witness Pachymeres (1242-1310) that »liquid silver«
(mercury'3?) was poured into the harbour basin in order to
deepen it. It is far from clear how such a procedure would
have improved the harbour’s quality. The closest — and still
far-fetched — analogy stems probably from the harbour of
Caaesarea Maritima/Sebastos (Palestine, first century), where
liquid lead was applied under water in order to fix iron brack-
ets that connected the stone blocks of the mole'33. Yet, it was
lead that the Roman architects had used and not mercury 34,
Furthermore, there is no evidence whatsoever that Byzantine
engineers of the thirtheenth century knew of this technique.
It was also suggested that &pyupov (»silver«) could be a mis-
spelling of &pyov (»clay«)'>. How »liquid clay« should have

128 Georgios Pachymeres, Relationes historicae V 10 (I 469-471 Failler): Kai & &v
Bhayépvaig vewplov o0k AmoSexOHEVOS, (G KATH TPOoWTTOV TapéXov Taig vaual
TPOG TG TAV ExBPpGV THYV pdyxny — T 8¢ Katd TPdoWToV SuoYEPEG ival (g
avtiotarovoag loxupig pdyesbal —, TOV Bpotov TpéToV Kal TM TaAaI) VEwpiw
mpoorixBeto — Aéyw & makaidy ovy @ x0ig Kai TpWwnv Aativol éxpGvTo, TQ TP
Tf) povi) ToD Edepyétou XploTod, &G TO Tpd¢ T TUAN Tod Newpiov, ékeiBev
Gvopacpévy —, WG Tavtodg Tod katd Bdhacoav Képarog Aipévog dvtog kal TadTov
Taig Pwpaiwv vavoilv oov kal Taig TV &x0pdv 8i186vTog. AN €ibwg TO katd
V@ToL yivopévag pdyecbal doov Bappalewtepov piv dvSpdaaty, dodparéoTepov
8¢ mpaypaoct [...] T Tpdg 1@ BAdyka Kovrookéhiov dvoikoSopelv fiBeev, hoTe
yupdoat pév peyioTtalg mETpaig ToV kOKAw TéTov, éuBadivar 8& ThH évrog Od-
Aacoav, &pyvpov xutdv éuBalévra, émolkodopfjoai Te Kai oTéyn Taig vavoiv
amoypivTa, moNag 8’ émBeivat dpapuiag ék oiSripou i &v Taig mETpalg eioibun
E€wOev, HoO’ dua ptv dodpalig Exev TOV oTGNoV, dua 8¢ kal Taig TV éxBphv
avayopévaig — pi) yap eivat i & powdeg Tfg Bakdoong fotacbar — katémy
EUTITTTEY TAG HETEPAC.

Effenberger, lllustrationen 78 tab. 3.

Asutay-Effenberger/Effenberger, Eski imaret Camii 13-14. — See also Preiser-
Kapeller in this volume.

Effenberger, lllustrationen 30.

LSJ 236, s.v. dpyvpog xutds. — Cf. Halleux, Métaux 179-188. The translation
in the edition of Failler 468 with »argent fondu« is to be rejected.
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contributed to the improvement of the harbour basin, how-
ever, is incomprehensible. It is probable, therefore, Georgios
Pachymeres had simply misunderstood one of the measures
taken by the emperor.

In any case, the necessity of a comprehensive overhaul
suggests a lack of maintenance in the previous decades. The
Propontis coast had lost its economic and military importance
and under Latin rule Constantinople suffered a general de-
cline. The new shipyard started to build a fleet of warships
and enabled the reconstruction of the Byzantine navy '3,

After the passing of the acute threat in the person of
Charles of Anjou, Emperor Andronikos Il (1282-1328) was
no longer prepared to raise funds for the maintenance of
the fleet of approximately eighty ships'?’. All the more as-
tonishing is a report in the Patria, according to which exactly
this emperor had the Kontoskalion harbour renovated again:

»Since it [the Kontoskalion Harbour] silted up over time,

it has of late been excavated and renewed by the most

famous of the emperors, the true harbour of Orthodoxy,
our Emperor Andronikos Komnenos Palaiologos; he had
it cleaned and deepened and widened; and he also had
it walled, and he fortified the harbour with iron gates;
and he commanded that the imperial warships remain in
there, in safety and unshaken by the sea; and you can see
that it is one of the largest and most impressive facilities
in the city« 3,

The report of the Patria offers such close parallels to that of
Georgios Pachymeres about Michael VIII (see above), that one
can hardly judge the true extent of the interventions. It is per-
haps simply a mistaken assignment in the Patria'>, or Andron-
ikos had only completed the work begun by his predecessor 0.
In the nineteenth century, van Millingen still saw on the sea
walls near Kumkapi a »coat of arms« (a rising lion with sword,
including four circles with monograms), which he attributed
to Andronikos Il. He wanted to connect it with the alleged
building activities of the emperor at Kontoskalion (fig. 5)'4'.

133 Raban, Sebastos 243 (with fig. 38): »Frozen flows of lead were found at the
foot of that tumbling mass under 10m of water.«

It may be noted that Makris, Studien 289 translates without comment as
»lead«.

Talbot, Restoration 253 referring to a suggestion made by H. Ahrweiler.
Ahrweiler, Byzance et la mer 336-340.

Georgios Pachymeres, Relationes historicae VII 26 (Il 81-83 Failler). — Cf. Ahr-
weiler, Byzance et la mer 374-381. — Mller-Wiener, Hafen 26.

Patria Konstantinupoleos Ill 37 (Il 230 Preger): 6 Yodtaviv KaloOpevog Mprjv:
8v 81y kal avaywoBévta TG xpévw avwpule Kal Avnvéwae ToOToV VOV 6 &v Toig
Bac\edot SadavéaTarog, & Thg dpbodotiag Bvtwg Miprjy, & adTOKPATWP AUGOV
KUplog AvSpsvikog Kopvnvog 6 6 Makatohdyog: avakabripag yap Tov Toloitov
Apéva kal edpovag kal Pabutatov mojoag kal Optyyeiov TolTo AglETaIVETOTA-
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Tov fyelpe kal TOV Aipéva i TGV o1dnpéwv katnopalicato, Tag Pacthikag
Tpuipelg avempPovloug év ToUTw peival Beomicag <kal pf> calevecBar 8mep
Spéran Tfj TéNel péyloTov Epyov kal d§loparwrartov].— Cf. Berger, Untersuch-
ungen 574.

Makris, Studien 179.

Cf. Stauridou-Zaphraka, Kontoskalio 1326.

van Millingen, Walls 189-190. 294-295 (based on Curtis/Walker, Broken Bits
16).
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The Kontoskalion harbour was still used in any case. Al-
though Andronikos Il had greatly reduced the Byzantine fleet,
at least in 1305 a rudimentary navy was still in existence,
which was in all probability stationed at the Kontoskalion 42,
Andronikos’ plan to rebuild a fleet of at least twenty ships
was prevented by his downfall'*3. The activities in the Kon-
toskalion were nevertheless resumed: in 1341, the megas
doux Alexios Apokaukos used the funds confiscated from the
supporters of John Kantakuzenos to equip sixty ships for the
civil war. The following year he appeared before Thessaloniki
with a formation of seventy ships in total 44,

A last unfortunate attempt to renew the Byzantine navy
took place under John VI Kantakuzenos (1341-1354). Against
the background of increasing conflicts with the Genoese
inhabitants of Galata, the Emperor ordered the construction
of some warships. As a shipyard, however, he chose, not the
renovated Kontoskalion Harbour, but the inner area of the
Golden Horn. As the situation escalated, it was easy for the
Genoese to destroy the ships that were newly completed
or still under construction™>. It was precisely this danger
that had once moved Michael VIII to relocate the shipyard
to the Propontis coast and now John VI also followed this
example. In the Kontoskalion, he had four more dromons
built and appointed the megas doux Tzamplakon as their
admiral'#6. On the evening of 5 May 1349, the fleet sailed
out of the Kontoskalion (with a crew of 300 on each ship),
accompanied by five warships from outside and more than
a hundred smaller boats, to engage the Genoese in a sea
battle. However, before the ships entered the Golden Horn,
disaster struck. The inexperience of the Byzantine sailors led
first to manoeuvering errors and finally to a panicked rout,
even before they came into contact with the enemy. John
Kantakuzenos himself also reported design flaws: three of
the big dromons had proven to be top heavy due to their
overly high fighting platforms (pyrgoi) and capsized, which
also panicked the crews of the other ships™’.

142 Stauridou-Zaphraka, Kontoskalio 1326 claims that 1305 new warships were
built. — However, Georgios Pachymeres, Relationes historicae XIl 26 (IV 579-
583 Failler) only speaks of the fact that such were prepared for use, so were
already available.

143 Nikephoros Gregoras, Historia VIII 6 (1 317-318 Schopen/Bekker), translation:
van Dieten, Nikephoros Gregoras II/1 40. — Cf. Mller-Wiener, Hafen 26-27.

144 Matschke, Flotte 196. — Cf. Muller-Wiener, Hafen 27.

145  Nikephoros Gregoras, Historia XVII 2 (I 846-848 Schopen), translation: van Die-
ten, Nikephoros Gregoras Il 207. — Cf. Ahrweiler, Byzance et la mer 382-383.

146 loannes Kantakuzenos, Historia IV 11 (Il 72 Schopen): kai mpdg T¢) Aeyopévw
Kovrookahiw vewpiw ai Tpijpelg évavtmyodvrto. — Ibid. (Il 74 Schopen): Ev
TouTolg 88 00K GNiyou TPIBEvTog XpSvou, Kal T@V TpIpéwy vauTnynBeo@my,
vaoTag Te katéleyev 6 Bacthedg kal SGTAITAG, Kol T& X\a TavTa E§npToETO TPOG
pdyxnv: Zrparnyoug te épiotn, [...] taig [tpijpeot] & év T@ Kovrookahiw vavmn-
ynOBeioaig T{apmidkwva tov péyav Sodka. — Nikephoros Gregoras, Historia XVII
2 (I 854 Schopen/Bekker), translation: van Dieten, Nikephoros Gregoras IIl
211-212. - Cf. Guilland, Ports 199. - Stauridou-Zaphraka, Kontoskalio 1313. —
Miiller-Wiener, Hafen 27. — Makris, Studien 176. 178.

147 John Kantakuzenos, Historia IV 11 (lll 74-77 Schopen). — Nikephoros Grego-
ras, Historia XVII 5-6 (Il 857-863 Schopen/Bekker), translation: van Dieten, Ni-
kephoros Gregoras Il 214-217. — Alexios Makrembolites, Logos istorikos 13
(156-157 Papadopoulos-Kerameus): T 8¢ méumty &§AA6ov Bapoakéol Te kal
€0ENTIISEG, yaUPIDVTEG Ea Kal XAiPOVTEG, E0XFG TAVSHHOL TTPETEPOV YEVOHEVNG.
"Hoav yap toutwy mArjpeig Tpirjpelg évvéa — &v TG vewpiw ai TECoapEG vauTmyn-
Beioal TGOV Zodraviv — (v EkGoTrn OTAITAG €lXe TPIAKOGIOUG TODAAXIOTOV, TGOV
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Fig. 5 The monogram of Andronikos I1(?) on the sea wall at the Kontoskalion. —
(From Curtis/Walker, Broken Bits 16).

The use of Kontoskalion as a military harbour is also men-
tioned by Stephen of Novgorod when he was in Constan-
tinople in 1350. According to him, it could hold up to 300
dromons. However, it was impossible to leave the harbour in
the event of unfavourable winds. There was also a large iron
gate, through which the sea could penetrate into the city,
which probably meant the gate between the western and
eastern harbour basin (arsenal) 8.

Occasionally, older research literature provides yet more
putative evidence for the Kontoskalion Harbour around
the middle of the fourteenth century'#® However, these
are founded on an untenable equation with the so-called
Heptaskalon, which was situated in the Golden Horn ™.

amd o1dripou AvSPIaVTWY HIKPOV dmodéovtag: ped’ v Erepa mhoia Siddpopa év
oxfHaTL TOOTWY, TOV EKaTooTdV AptBudy bepPaivovTa, dpoiwg Kal TadTa kabw-
TAopéva. TO 88 vauTikov Kal of &V ToUTw TPWTEVOVTEG TPO TONOD AyavaKTouy —
8Tt un amelbovto {GvTag Tobg AvTITANoUG KaTamielv — kal availd®g katd Tod
KpatodvTtog &ydyyulov, 8Tt kal AKPATAL TUYXAVOVTEG Kal TAEIOUG TAV GVTIOETWY
&m TOAD TV pdG adTobg TéAnv ook Emrpémovtat. — Kleinchroniken 8.51b (I
86 Schreiner): émoinoav 8 oTtéMov péya kal Tfj &' Tob paptiov, Tfg adTig B’ ivdi-
KTIVOG, EEfABeV 6 fuéTepog oTONOG €k Tod Kovtookahiou. — Cf. Kleinchroniken
7.12 (1 65 Schreiner). —See also the commentary (also with dating) in Kleinchro-
niken Il 275. — On the background to the failed attack and its development,
see Chronique bréve de 1252 IV, 43-46 (Schreiner). — Cf. Stauridou-Zaphraka,
Kontoskalio 1314. — Makris, Studien 176. — Matschke, Flotte 200-201.

148 Stephen of Novgorod, in: Majeska, Russian Travellers 38-39, also with English
translation. See now also Itinerarium Stefana z Nowogrodu, 238-241 and the
commentary at 254 (n. 34) — Guilland, Ports 200. — Effenberger, lllustrationen
30. — Muller-Wiener, Hafen 27. — Makris, Studien 178 considers the number
of ships to be exaggerated. Since the encomion to John VIIl mentions the
same number, he assumes a common source, maybe a mediaeval kind of
guidebook.

149  For Example, loannes Kantakuzenos, Historia IV 22, IV 28, IV 39 (Il 165, 1l 212,
Il 284 Schopen).

150 Cf. Preiser-Kapeller in this volume. On the discussion in the research litera-
ture on the location of the Heptaskalon, see Stauridou-Zaphraka, Kontoskalio
1310-1311 and 13123-1323 for her conclusive argument in favour of a loca-
tion in the Golden Horn.
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Fig. 6 Detail from the depiction of Constantinople in Cristoforo Buondelmonti’s
Liber insularum archipelagi. Bibliotheque Nationale de France, MS. Nouv. Aqu.
Lat. 2383, fol. 34". — (Detail from Effenberger, lllustrationen fig. 1).

Fig. 7 Detail from the depiction of Constantinople in Cristoforo Buondelmonti’s
Liber insularum archipelagi. Dusseldorf, Universitats- und Landesbibliothek, MS. G
13, fol. 66". — (Detail from Effenberger, lllustrationen, appendix, facsimile section).
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104

Cf. Makris, Studien 178. — Mdller-Wiener, Hafen 27. — Stauridou-Zaphraka,
Kontoskalio 1303. — Miller-Wiener, Hafen 63.

Panegyricus anonymus 289 (Lampros): Aglov 8¢ pndt Todto Tapadpapeiv, fiki-
oTa dpépov Ta Seutepeia T@V TpoUTNPYpEVWY. EoTt vewplov &v T6Tw Aeyopévw
Kowif) Stohéktw Kovrookahiw Siakeipevov katd peonuPpiav Tod Teiyoug meplo-
pifovtog Tob doTewg, Eov SAAa 8 TV Teptypadiv Tod oXHUATOG KUKAIKIY,
TooavTnV TV glcodov oxévTog Ekatépwbev TGOV Tely@v Sinpnpévwy, HGoTe piav
Tpijpn TV éuPoAiV amaparodioTwg memonkuiay, T ye piy £ufadov xwpodv
oK E\aTToV T@V Tplakooiwv. Opakikod Toivuv Popéou TvéovTog kaTd xeipa, oo-
Sepiav GAv olTw TePUKOG TUVEITAYELY, EyEIpOpEVOL 8& VETOL, TPOSPoD KATd TO
oTépIoV BVTIKPUG épxopévou, Tob OTavTidlovtog o08év éoTt TV Yduabov i Tob
KwAOoVTOG éTiTpoabev &v Taig Tob MVedpaTog eloBohaic TONNRY TadTnV v péow
TOV vewpiwv cuveloBaovtog. Ti odv évtedBev yivetar; Kat’ éviautov pikpd
mpoobrikn yeyevnpévn, ToMNRv 6 xDpog THvV BAnv évtog eloedéfato. Emeidn &' 8-
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The next safe proof for the Kontoskalion Harbour is once

more related to maintenance work that had become neces-
sary, this time initiated by John VIII Palaiologos (1425-1448)">,
A eulogy refers to it:

»At a place commonly referred to as Kontoskalion, on
the southern part of the wall surrounding the city, there
is a harbour whose layout is circular. An opening in the
wall gives a warship unhindered access to the harbour,
but the circumference offers space for more than three
hundred ships.

It is designed so that it does not let in any sediment when
the Thracian north wind blows in stormy weather. But
when a strong south wind blows up and blows against
the opening, there is nothing to stop the sand or prevent
it from blowing in the sand as it moves in. What happened
now? When a small amount was added year in, year out,
the basin absorbed much sediment. The anchorage could
not be relocated elsewhere in the city, and in that case, it
would not be so secure either.

The ruler therefore decided to remove the sediment and
have the basin cleaned by the use of numerous workers;
what had settled in the water should be removed by
certain machines and by special buckets with leaky bot-
toms. All of them including the draft animals should not
do their work free of charge and without compensation,
but against payment, except for the priests and deacons
elevated to the consecrated state; it was also attended
by numerous monks from the city and suburban pious
places. There was also the entire patriarchal clergy, and
almost all laboured with the patriarch, except for a few
who supervised the work; and those were those ordered
by the emperor for oversight. Thus, after a short time,
the basin reappeared, as it had before the accumulation
of sediment« 2.

The very elements that can already be traced back to the
Early Byzantine construction phases of the fifth and sixth
centuries are still encountered’: it is uncertain whether
the sigma-shaped portico on the edge of the harbour basin
facing the city survived. Towards the sea, two semi-circular
breakwaters or moles continued to provided shelter from
the south winds; only a narrow passage allowed entry and
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Nobi Tou TG TEAewg pépet TOV vavoTabuov yeyevijaBat ovk fiv, 008 Tocavtny
TV doddhelav Eyxewv, £508e TGO KpaATOOVTI ékpopnBijval TadTNV ék pécou Kal TOV
TéTMOV ()G AV TPSTEPOV KabapBival T ToAuxelpiq, TO 8¢ B8wp, Smep Av cuvny-
pévov, S1d TVWY PNYavnpaTwy Kai Ka8wv ATEpeTiwy TMV &G adTO TETAYHEVWY
g Suvatdv ¢Ewbelv. Totyapolv ob mpoika 008’ apiodi, A TavTag Soulevev
wob® petd ye tév Omoluyiwy dvev TGOV THY iepav TASV Aaxévtwy iepéwv Te
Kol Slakévwy: o pnv ANAG kal povay@v odk dNiyn peplg cuvelofilOey amd Te
TGOV &vTog oepveiwy kal mpoaoTeiwy. ‘O ye piv &mag KAfjpog mepl TOV Tolpéva
Tapiv, HETA ToD TolpEvog oxedov EmavTeg £l ToDpyov SlamovoivTeg TARY éviwy,
Kal ToUTwv Tod MABoug émoTatodvTwy-oi 8 foav of TpdKpiTol, SlateTaypévol
mpog Pachéwg. ‘Obev ob ouyxvdg xpévog Tapiibe, kai 6 TéTog wpdTo fmep Ay
mpdTEPOV, Snhad mpd Tig BAng. Translation modified after Makris 289-290.
Cf. Stauridou-Zaphraka, Kontoskalio 1323-1324. — Makris, Studien 179.



exit. The price for the high degree of protection was still the
steady tendency of the harbour to silt up due to sand, which
was evidently dredged with buckets having sieve-like bot-
toms™4. The fact that the harbour actually accommodated
three hundred dromons seems exaggerated in any case (see
above, n. 148).

The use of the Kontoskalion (more precisely, the eastern
basin) in this period as a shipyard is not in doubt, especially as
the description of Buondelmonti (1422) refers to the harbour
as Contoscali vel Arsena (»naval shipyard«)'>. But the best
days of the arsenal were already over: Pero Tafur, who was
in Constantinople in 1437/1438, describes »a shipyard that
must once have been magnificent«'°,

The first illustrations of Kontoskalion'™ come from the
period after the Ottoman conquest of Constantinople in
1453, but similar structures are to be assumed for the Late
Byzantine period'®. On the earliest surviving city views of
Constantinople after Cristoforo Buondelmonti (for example,
Paris, BNF, Nouv. Aqu. Lat., 2383, fol. 34, after 1457/1458),
the round docks of the Kontoskalion (fig. 6) can be found
to the east of a mole called »Vlanga«'™°. The commentary in
some of the manuscripts recognises this as the receptaculum
galearum amplus sinus qui dicitur Contscali'®®. The younger
of the Buondelmonti views always refer to the harbour as
Receptaculum dictum conticali (condoscali, elsewhere'®') as
a bay reaching far into the city, flanked by two towers of sea
walls and furnished with one or two moles.

The Dusseldorf Buondelmonti manuscript (probably from
between 1485 and 1490, fig. 7) offers the most detailed
view of the Kontoskalion with two separate harbour areas.
The western basin is shielded from the open sea by a break-
water; the eastern area is completely walled and communi-
cates with the western part via an iron gate. Here is a shipyard
area with five shipsheds This may well correspond to the con-
dition of the complex at the end of the fifteenth century®2.
The veduta of Vavassore (c. 1530, fig. 8), which is based on a
woodcut from 1478/1479-1490, is similar, apart from the fact
that here the shipsheds are transversal to the seawall and that
in the western area the breakwaters are missing (see also the
reconstruction by Muller-Wiener: fig. 9). The later depictions
of Sebastian Munster (1550, fig. 10), Ballino (1569, fig. 11),
and Braun and Hogenberg (1572-1618, fig. 12)'%3 follow the
rough structure, but contain only two halls running parallel
to the walls on the seaward and city sides'®4.

154  Muller-Wiener, Hafen 27. — Muller-Wiener, Bildlexikon 63. — Makris, Studien
179. — Stauridou-Zaphraka, Kontoskalio 1323-1324.

155 Cristoforo Buondelmonti, Librum insularum 65 (121 by Sinner): In quibus
moenibus est campus ab extra et olim portus Vlanga ... et propinqua huic
Contoscali, vel Arsena restat. — Cf. Guilland, Ports 201

156 Pero Tafur, Viajes 181-182: Al un canto de la ¢ibdat esta su ataracana cerca
de la mar, é muestra aver seydo magnifica cosa, é dun agora es suficiente
casa de navios; English: Vasiliev, Pero Tafur 113. — According to Effenberger,
lllustrationen 30 (probably based on Janin, Constantinople 233), the shipyard
was »locked against the sea«, which cannot be read from the text.

157 Cf. Effenberger, Pictorial Sources, in this volume.
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Fig. 8 Detail from the depiction of Constantinople by Giovanni Andrea Vavas-
sore. Woodcut, c. 1530, after an original from 1478/1479-1490. Bamberg, Staats-
bibliothek, MS IV C 44. — (Detail from Effenberger, lllustrationen fig. 5).

Fig. 9 The arsenal at Kumkapi according to the reconstruction by Muller-Wiener
(scale 1:10000). — (From Muller-Wiener, Hafen 37).

158 On the following Effenberger, lllustrationen 30. — Cf. Berger, Hafen 85.

159 See the views of Gerola, Vedute.

160 Gerola, Vedute 271-272.

161 Among the various names can be found: Cociscali, arsana / conticali, arsana
vel Contiscali, condoscali, Receptaculum dictum Conticasii, Receptaculum
dictum conticali, Receptaculum fustarum dictum condoscalli, Receptaculum
fustarum indictum Condorcali: Gerola, Vedute 266-269.

162 Effenberger, lllustrationen 31.

163 Braun/Hogenberg, Civitates orbis terrarum 119.

164  Effenberger, lllustrationen 30.
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Fig. 10 Detail from the depiction of the Constantinople in Sebastian Minster’s
Cosmographia. Woodcut, 1550, Bamberg, Staatsbibliothek, MS J. H. Geogr.
f. 2. — (Detail from Effenberger, lllustrationen fig. 6).

N

T
i

B gl
Jl““'ﬁ)_.l_“‘:'
l‘j!”lijll

Fig. 11 Detail from the view of Constantinople by Giulino Ballino. Engraving,
1567, Wolfenbdttel, Herzog August Bibl., MS 25 Bell 20. — (Detail from Effen-
berger, lllustrationen fig. 7).

165 Muller-Wiener, Hafen 27.
166 Giovan Angiolello, Viaggio 45 (Reinhard).
167 Magdalino, Constantinople 76. — Muller-Wiener, Hafen 39. - Janin, Constan-

tinople 232.

Johannes Leunclavius, Pandectes 876-877: Vicesima graecis Contoscali porta
dicitur. In libro de urbis aedificiis locus hic Contoscalinon appellatur et causa
nominis adjicitur. Etenim ipsa porta velut intra sinum quemdam abscedit ver-
sus urbem, et ab altera parte proximum sibi portum habet pro triremibus, in
mare se porrigentem, et muro circumdatum [...] Vicesima prima Catergoli-
menis porta nuncupatur, a portu triremium, quae vulgo sunt Graecis Katepya,
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The End of the Harbour
in the Ottoman Period

After the conquest of Constantinople, the Kontoskalion re-
mained in use in the Ottoman period'®. To the Venetian
traveller Giovanni Maria Angiolello (1451/1452-c. 1525), the
still active harbour called Conduschali was well known ',
but it was now mostly referred to as the »Galley Harbour«
(Kadirga-Liman)'®”. Possibly the term Kadirga Liman denom-
inated only the eastern area, i.e., the shipyard, because in
1583/1584 Johannes Loéwenklau (»Leunclavius«) reported
two different gates — the Contoscalii porta and the Catergoli-
menis porta — the former ensures access to the western, open
basin (the Ottoman Kumkapi), and the latter must have desig-
nated the gate of the arsenal (»iron gate«)'®8. In 1496/1497,
Bayezid Il commanded that new ships for the Ottoman fleet
should be built here™°. The basic structures form the Byzan-
tine period were probably maintained. Representations in the
Nuremberg Chronicle by Hartmann Schedel (1493, see p. 44,
fig. 5) and by Matrak¢i Nasuh (1537) are not accurate, but
the Istanbul vedute in the Hiinername (1584/1585, fig. 13)
resembles the detailed Buondelmonti views. However, the
harbour and shipyard appear to have become unusable. The
arsenal no longer seems to have been in use when Pierre
Gilles (1490-1555) visited Constantinople. The designation
as a »galley harbour« he took from local reports, according
to which one could still see sunken Byzantine(!) warships in
the basin™°.

Around 1585, the shipyard area was just a swamp, whose
stench is said to have caused the Grand Vezier Sokollu Me-
hmet Pasa to have it filled up''. The sultans had already
moved the new, large arsenal to the Golden Horn in the
early sixteenth century. Today, only the arched Kadirga Limani
Caddesi reminds us of the former north shore of the »Galley
Harbour«. The western, open harbour basin at Kumkapi was
probably still used until it was filled in with the excavated
material from the construction of the Nuruosmaniye Camii
(construction period 1718-1755)'72. The most long-lived Pro-
pontis harbour of Constantinople had finally ceased to exist
after centuries of maintenance, rebuilding and renaming.

sicut et Katepyadeq nunc appellantur classiarii, vel navales socii triremium. —
Cf. Effenberger, Illustrationen 31 and 74 tab. 3. — Janin, Constantinople 234.

169 Muller-Wiener, Hafen 39. — Effenberger, lllustrationen 30.

170 Petrus Gyllius, De topographia 99-100: Dicuntur videri triremes in illlum de-
mersae, Byzantii huius aetatis vulgo appellant Caterga limena, quasi portum
triremium [...]. — Cf. Janin, Constantinople 232. — Effenberger, Illustrationen
31. — Muller-Wiener, Bildlexikon 63. — Cf. Berger, Hafen 85.

171  Muller-Wiener, Hafen 27.

172 Muller-Wiener, Bildlexikon 63. — Effenberger, Illustrationen 31.



Fig. 12 Detail from the depiction of Constantinople in Braun/Hogenberg,
Civitates orbis Terrarum. Engraving, 1572).

tates orbis terrarum 119).

— (From Braun/Hogenberg, Civi-

Fig. 13 Detail from the depiction of Constantinople in the Ottoman Hinername,
1584/1585. — (Detail from Effenberger, lllustrationen fig. 12).

Name | Emperor/Time | Measure Function
[ . Construction of harbour basin with breakwaters and enclosure | . .. .
o Julian (362) . . civilian (grain?)
. by a sigma-shaped portico
_8 c
P - .f_u | | 1 -
5 S | Anastasios (509) Clea'mng of harbour basin with the help of scoop wheels, ex civilian (grain?)
s tension of breakwaters
= g .
° _ g . on of harbour basi civilian (market for import
3 © Justin 1l (569) Renovation works, decoration, extension of harbour basin to- goods)
25 ward east(?) o
Lo military?
Michael VIII Renovation works, establishment of an enclosed shipyard area military (shipyard)
c (1270) in the eastern part of the basin(?) y ishipy
o
© Andronikos Il . . . . .
=5 ? ?
3 (1282-1328) Alteration works (?), alterations of Michael VIIl completed(?) military (shipyard)
C
o
¥ loannes VIII Cleaning of harbour basin with the help of buckets with perfo- military (shipyard)
(1425-1448) | rated bottoms y Shipy
Tab. 1 Sequence of the most important building and renovation phases of the Harbours of Julian, Sophia and Kontoskalion. — (D. Heher).
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Summary / Zusammenfassung

Harbour of Julian - Harbour of Sophia — Kontoskalion
In 362, Emperor Julian laid the foundation stone for one of
the most long-lived harbours of Constantinople. Located
on the Propontis coast, the harbour named after him had a
sigma-shaped portico and moles whose course, however, is
unknown. Repair and excavation works under Anastasios |
are documented in 509. Under Justin Il, renovation work was
conducted, including the possible enlargement of the harbour
basin which justified a renaming of the harbour in honour of
the Empress, as the »Harbour of Sophia«. The harbour seems
to have had largely civilian uses in its early days (grain supply
and a market for »maritime merchandise« from the sixth or
seventh centuries). As a result of the improvement of the
areas on the Golden Horn, the importance of the Harbour of
Sophia declined. References to it in the sources are rare, but
still testify to a more or less continuous use until about 1200.
In 1270, the harbour was transformed into a naval dockyard
under Michael VIII. In the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries,
both construction activities in the shipyard and repeated re-
pair work on the harbour are reported. Under Ottoman rule,
the harbour once again changed its name (Kadirga-Liman)
and remained in use, at least in part, until the late sixteenth
century, before it was finally filled in.
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Julianoshafen — Sophienhafen — Kontoskalion

Kaiser Julian legte im Jahre 362 den Grundstein fir einen
der langlebigsten Hafen Konstantinopels. An der Propon-
tiskUste gelegen, verfligte der nach ihm benannte Hafen
Uber eine sigmaférmige Portikus sowie Molen, deren Ver-
lauf aber unbekannt ist. 509 sind Reparatur- und Aushub-
arbeiten unter Anastasios I. belegt. Unter Justin Il. kam es
zu Renovierungsarbeiten und moglicherweise auch zu einer
VergroBerung des Hafenbeckens, die eine Umbenennung des
Hafens zu Ehren der Kaiserin (»Sophienhafen«) rechtfertigten.
Der Hafen scheint in der Frihzeit weitgehend zivil genutzt
worden zu sein (Getreidelieferungen, Markt fur »maritime
Handelsware« ab dem 6./7. Jh.). Infolge der Aufwertung
der Gebiete am Goldenen Horn verlor der Sophienhafen
seine Bedeutung. Die Erwdhnungen in den Quellen sind rar,
zeugen aber dennoch von einer mehr oder minder kontinuier-
lichen Verwendung bis ca. 1200. 1270 wird der Hafen unter
Michael VIII. zu einer Marinewerft umgestaltet. Im 14. und
15. Jahrhundert sind sowohl Bautatigkeiten in der Werft als
auch wiederholte Reparaturarbeiten am Hafen belegt. Unter
osmanischer Herrschaft wechselte der Hafen ein weiteres Mal
seinen Namen (Kadirga-Liman) und blieb zumindest in Teilen
bis ins spate 16. Jahrhundert genutzt, bevor er endgultig
aufgeschiittet wurde.



