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popular influence ty. With real and  itselfl. We can iden res major fi o
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orienation in the nincreenth century, as di-
rected by the government at the tme and by
the intellectual elive: yearning for acceprance
in the family of civilieed, modern Evropean
natiens; yearning for internal political and cul-
tral unity and national definition; and yearn-
ing for a swrong connection—if not idenri-
fication—uwith the classical pase. An analysis of
three streets in Athens, Panepistimion (Uni-
vetsity), Mitropoleos (Cathedral), and Athinas
(Athena) Streers, reveals how planning and civ-
ic architeeture in modern Athens addressed
these seemingly incomparihle national aspira-
tigns and how the public responded o these
effares (fig 1),

Athens had been perpervally under con-
strucrion since 1833, the date of the establish-
ment of an independent Greek nation.' By the
wen of the rwendeth century it was trans-
formed from a provincial Owoman village of
four thousand inte a bustling capital of 128
thousand.’ In 1866, the general in charge of
public works, Emmanuel Manitaky, proudly
recorded thecountry's reconstruction: “Greece,”
he wrote, “when it came out of the War of
Independence was lirerally a pile of ruins.”
After the liberation and within the first thirey
years, “13 old cities were rebuilt and 1o new
ones founded.” The general reminded the read-
er of Chareaubriand's descriprion of Turkish
Achens in the 1Boos: A skelcton of a city with
winding. narrow streees.” Compare this, he
cominued, with modern Athens, “wirh [iss]
large and well-aligned strecrs,
houses built according 1o Iralian taste, the old-
est of which dare only o 1834, and among
which ane notices the numerous public struc-
wres.” All one had 1o do was compare “the
sedenrary and gloomy population of the for-
mer [eity] with the wenfold population of the
lavter, which, in its manner of dressing, living,
and thinking is so well idenrified with the grear
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family of the civilized narions of Curape.™ lrwas
the new buildings, the well-aligned sereets, and
the “manner of dressing, living, and thinking”
thar championed narional progress. Indeed, the
streets became not anly the lecus but also the
westing ground of the ciy's cultuse. Ineraal
cohesion and che creation of a national identity
were dependent on the culmral and social pro-
duction originating within the new stare,

Comparing maps and images of prerevolu-
tionary Athens with ones from the end of the
nincteenth century, we can cleardy see the dra-
maric physical changes brought abour in a rela-
tively short period. The new ciry plan, based on
an 1833 design by the German-trained architects
Sramatios Kleanthes and Eduard Schauberr, and
later altered by Lea van Klenze and subsequent
planning commirtees, embodied the image, if
no the soul, of the new staze (figs. 2, 3). So did
the new official civic archirecrure thar was car-
ried out berween 1834 and the wm of the cen-
tury in the palace, the universiry, the cathedral,
the Academy of Ars and Sciences, the archaco-
logical museum, the polytechnical school, and
the national library, as well as the many private
residences of wealthy newcomers, From the very
beginning, the planning of Athens focused far
beyond the borders and needs of the small srare
w0 the expanies of the prominent Greek resi-
dents in Evrope. Russia, and the Owmoman
Empire. “The capital of Greece, Athens,” pro-
claimed an 1861 report, “is the focal poine and
centerof light and culture for two ., concentric
nations, the nation of liberated Greece, and the
larges nation of greater Hellenism, which is st
under forcign rule.” While the first one was
already inseribed, th :| | infini
in its borders.

The guidelines for the rebuilding of the new
capital were ser by a royal decree in 1836, A year
later, 3 second decree further defined and ela-
borared critical issues of building methods and
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compensation.” Both decrees on the planning
Tt was

his properry. Meighbors were also required 0
k

of Athens were specific and p pe
established thar all new buildings were to re-
spect boch alignmens with the street and a fixed
building height. Properties on the three pri-
mary streets that cut through the fabric of the
old city—Ermou, Athinas, and Eolou Streets—
and on all the sireets of the new, northern
extension of the clty were to mieet the streer ar
right angles. To thar effect. owners were obli-
ated 1o alier the borders of their lots, cooper-
aring with each other, so that each would re-
ceivea street fagade i to the size of

| whose property suffercd
after the reali In cascs of disagy
the ity architece had the final word. Buildings
erecred contrary o these regularions were ro be
rorn down at the expense of the ownee

Thus, the burden of compensaring those
affected by theopeningof new streets was placed
on the owners of surreunding lows, in propor-
sion to their gain. The city underook w pay
partof thecost of opening Athinas Street, which

was especially wide, and of public squares. The
| of the lots in question was deter-
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mined by two experts, one represens
owner, and one the city council; and in case of

continued distgrecement, the value was esab-
Jished by the coure? It is impartant o noe thar
the focus of planning legisliion was on new
building, While the language of the law made it

elear ddiar sanctions would be imposed on the

ownersand archizecrs of new b g thar did
not conform with the plans, most decrees did
nat require the alweration of existing huildings.
Once the older buildings peached a poine be-
yond repair, they were 10 be replaced by new

struciures that followed the strect

three major streets of the old town and all the
streets of the new town lots were 1o have a
s area of twe busdrod square pigues,
or cighty square meters. They were also re-
quired o have 3 minimum fagade lengeh of
cight pigues {five metersh and & deprh of ar beast
s pigaes (six meters), The rest of the loss in the
old city had to be ar lesst one hundred square
pigunes (farty square metees). Ownersaf smaller
lots could either buy adjacent land, or sell 1o

the neighboring ownees,” This established a
i ich radiali
li along the main streets. The smaller Land

An impartant change in the ciry's fabric,
effected by the 1836 deeree, was the establish-
ment of minimum-sins building lor. Along the
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wha did not have the means 1 purchase adja-
cent land were displaced.

By the rurn of the century: Athens boasted




several paved, straight, wide streets, some with
wrees planted along the sdewalks, liv at night,
and cven sprinkled with warer on very hot
summer days. The new sireers that were opened
through the old city erminared at the palace
(Ermou Sereet) and the Acropedis {Athinas

Copenhagen, Berin, and Munich. Although
the erection of the university did not address
the most pressing educational problems of the
time, namely the lack of clementary schools,
it helped ra fix Athens as the cultural focus of
Greeee, increasing s staure in the Balkans.

“The esrablish of the as one

Steeet), connecred old and new landmarks, the
palace and the cathedral (Mitropoleos Street),
or led 1o the surrounding countryside, where
Athenians ook day trips on Sun, * The
nation’s political and culural aspirations—ro

of the mant imporcant events in the history of
modern Athens,” wroe a Greek historian ar
the e of the century” Thus were revived
"the ancient times, when those who desined

partaf Europe, y
and national definition. and w connect mod-
ern Greece with classical antiguity—were phy-
sically manifested on three major avenues: Pan-
epistimiou, Mirropoleos, and Athinas Streets.
Through both their design and their sym-
bolic, programmatic impact, the buildings of
the so-called Athenian Trilogy on Pancpistimiou
Streer—the university. the academy, and the
national library—conrributed 1o the first na-
tignal the archi
tion of Athens ino a Furopean-siyle capiral,
intended o hasten the political incorporation
of Greece into modern Europe, Becoming paro
of Exrope was, in fact, 2 culrural as much a5 2
political fear. The creation of these institutions

¥

practical needs at the time, bux rather its pro-

jected image as the culrural heacon of the Balkans
and the Middle East,

The university was founded in 1837, four

wears after the establishment of the new narion.

The building, an elegant and d New-

higher education came from all ever w the
country of Plaro . .. and Arstotle, . . Serbians,
Bulgarians, Romanians began w come to Ath-
ens, and 1o take the lirerature, science, and
culrure of Athens back to their own countries.”
According ro the modern historian C. Th,
Dimaras, this was indeed the lofty, albeir po-
lirical, mission of the university in particular
and of Greece in gencral during the nincreenth
century: 1o act as a conduit, receiving rhe lighe
of Western civilization and transmirting it o
the Ease." Embodying these ideabs. Hansen’s
design provided a most firting envelope for the
university's political task.

The erection of the academy and the na-
tienal library, begun in 1859 and 1887 respec-
tively, and designed by Hansen's brother
Theophil, further established Panepistimiou
Serect ax the nfficial culural axis of the new
capital,'" Questians abour the need for such
cxreavagant structures and institutions not-
withstanding, their impacr on the city was

istakable. Discussing the approg

classical structure, was complered in 1864, De-
sigmed by the Danish architecr Christian Hansen,
wha had also worked on the restoration of the
Temple of Nike on the Acrapalis, it betrays an
admiration for and familiariey with ancienr
Greek architecture (fig. 4). The design also
shows knowledge of the Neoclassical archirec-
ture of northern Europe, for caample, that of

of the new academy building, for example, the
city council argued thar “the academy, o be
erecred on University Square, will become an
agent of the greatest ethical and material value
for the municipality and the nation, coneri-
buting furthermore 10 the beawification of
the ciry. Believing char ir is for the profic of
the municipality ro support any work that
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Figre 4. Tha sinivenity
Iuikding, facing
Pancpissinsiou Serccs, wis
designed by Christian
Hansen.

. b erhical and ool deved

ment of the nation [the cry coundl] has de-
cided unanimously to domate the lo” (fg. 5.7
Similar arguments suppored the erecrion of
the national library, which completed the
Athenian Trilogy. ‘Terminating ar Synwagma
(Canstinution) Square, the elegant, vee-planted
plaza fronting the palace. Panept
symbolically and literally erched the line con-
necting official culrural production with the

iou Strect

wonarchs residence (65 6).1

The Greek stare’s sccond political aspira-
tion—to create political and cultural nation-
heod—found expression in the erection of the
new cathedral on Miumpolco;_guwl. TCXL 10
the modest twelfth-century church of Panagia
Gorgoepekoos, which had served the Athenian
popubace during Owoman rule, While the royal
palace, designed by Fricdrich von Gaermer in
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1836, signified the newly cstablished political
independence of Greeee, the building of the
cathedral church in Athens symbelized a cul-
rural and religious continuiry with a Greek past
(though not with classical antiquiry) thar was
mecessary for the majority of the population.
“Although the ciry of Athens has theatees, pal-
aces. e1c, it docs not cven have one church
appropriae for celcbrations for the whole ciry,”
wrore the liberal newspaper Asbena in 1840,
The widespread demand for a new cathedral
had both historical and political mots: it re-
fected the country’s continued antachment 1o
Orthodosy, the only wradition that had unired
the population during the long years of Oro-
man dominatien, and the Grecks’ most artisu-
late and continuous cultural heritage. Although
some Grecks disagreed with the conservarive
and provincial views of the clergy, most whole-



heartedly supporred cheir church in irs fight
against the imposed Bavarian government.
finally, for the small group of Westernized
Greeks who supporied a secular stare, the
building of the carhedral, like the building of
the university, came wo symbolize the cultural
independence of Athens in the Greck-speak-
ing world, gradually supplanting the position
thar Consanrinople had ance held.
Originally, the commission for the design
of the carhedral was given to Theophil Hansen,
but his propesal, 4 mixture of Byzantine and
Garthic details s Thy a large dome, was
not carsicd out. After Hansen left Athens in
1846, an archirecrural competition was held
for the revision of his design using 1 "Greek
Byzantine” order. This wasone of the first open
architectural competitions held in Greece.
The archirecrural definition of this order was
its inspiration was manifestly in-

not clea

rended ro come from the Byrantine and not
from the classical Greek period. The espousal
of a Greek Byzanzine style was indicative of
general intellectual anxicry vo establish the un-
broken continuiry of the Greek nation from
antiquity through Byzantium and the Otw-
mian years to the post-liberation period. Thus,
while the archicerural pluralism inroduced
by the cathedral’s final desipn challenged die
earlier formal harmony of the palace and che
universicy, the resulting imapge of the cigy re-
Hected mare accurately the antithetical forces
thar stirred Greek society at the time ancicar
Athens on the one hand. Byzantium on che
other (sce fig, 6)." The short stretch of
paleas Steeer thar connected the palace with
the new cathedral became a very important
choroughfare during the nincreenth cenmury.
The king and his entourage would progress
down it to arrive ceremoniously ar the cathe-

dral not enly on religiows holidays, but also
on all major national holidays, which radi-

tionally began with a special mass, Thus Mi-
tropoleos Street crched another line on the
cultural map of Athens, this onc Grmly con-
mecting church and stare.

The last and perhaps most impereant na-
tiomal aspiration, to claim the classical past for
modern Greeee, manifested ftself in 2 multi-
rude of ways: in the restoration of the Acropalis
and the removal of all post-Roman structures
from it; in the ambitious cxcavation plans,
which continue o the dawiin chiod
of maost civic and governmental buildings in
the MNeoclassical styles and even in the adoption
of the German cducational model, which f-
vored aclassical curriculum, This explicitoren-
ration coward antiquity was evident not only
in the architccrure, bur abso in the planning of
the modern city. When the provisional Greek
government commissinned Kleanthes and
Schawbert to design the capital, it asked for "a
new plan egual wish the ancient fame and glory
af tire city el warshy of the century in wbich we
five {emphuasis in the original).” In their 1833
plan for New Athens, Achinas Streer, which
cur through the fabric of the old wwn, etab-
Tished a north-souch asis in the city, stresching
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berween the royal palace and the foothills of the
Acrapelis (see g, 2).

Although the palace was finally buil ar the
castern poine of the imposd mriangle, Athinas
Serecr continued to be a fashionable and heavily

ficked th hf: hored by Ome-
nia (Concord) Square ar the northem node. By
the turs: af the century, Qhmonia Square, smartly
landscaped and surrounded by elegant horels,
hadd Become the Firss stop for many upon their
arrival in Athens, since it was located near the
mew train starion. From Ohmaonia Square, Athinas
Surees, with its generous dimensions and impos-
ing buildings, its thriving shops and businesses,
had indeed a markedly modem, European look
(Hig. 7). As it neared the Acrapolis, however, it
expired unceremeniously amid 2 web of narmow,
preliberation alleys. Since the original plan had
designared a wide vone around the Acropolis o
be ser aside for future archacological evcava-

tions, no new strees could be cur there, nor
permits issued for new buildings. As a rels,
the Plaka, the arca around the Acropolis, has o
a large excent preverved it early-nineteenth-
century character, Islanders who had come w0
Athens for work had erceted small dwelling for
themselves and their families around the an-
cient hill. Though originally illegal, these bouses,
with their distinct Acgean vernacular archirec-
ture, were allowed o remain, challenging, au
they do o this day, the nineteenth-ceneury vi-
sian uf an orderly, Neoclassical capital, Take
its vovality, then, Athinas Ssreer, 2 modern ave-
e uncler the shadow of the Acropuolis, erched
and calibrated the distance berween the classical
and the mademn ity

Just as the development of major avenues
refbecred national aspirati s0

n

political and culrural institutions but alko on
the ciry imself, The new buildings along the
major strects were orderly and imposing, their
tall, symmetrical fagades and regular fAoor plans
defining the newly opened boulevards. Neo-
classical architecture, intreduced first by the
Bavarians, found fertile ground in the period of
reconstruction. Since European culture saw ie-
self as based on the ancient Greek heritage, and
since modern Greeee, eager to forger the Oro-
man legacy, oriented its policy wward Europe,
the adoprion of the Neoclassical style was dou-
bly justified: it stengthened ties w0 the clas-
sical mradition and demensrated the countrys
Western orientation. Most of the major post-
liberatian buildings, of which a represenrative
few have been discussed here, bespeak the cul-
tural image tha Athens soughe to establish, for
reasons. both economic and political. Sinee
money for most major buildings came from
privare donors, cultural institutions were argu-

ably mare g P
markers, o1 elementary schools. Fusthermore,
fieus on the cultural achievements of modern.
Athens strengthened the ciry's ties with ancient
Athens and connected, in il another way, the
present with the past,

Even when the general outlines of Neoclas-
sicism were taken for granted. the denails of it
interpreration were often contested among ar-
chitecrs, A case in point is the design of the
Arakeion School for Girls on Pancpistimiou
Streer, scross from the national library. The So-
ciety for Education, which had eriginally com-
missioned Kleanthes to design the schoel. later
invited Lysandros Kaftanzoglou, an Talian-
trained archirecr, to submir his own proposal.
K lou’s design was finally chosen, set-

did the architecture of the new civic and gov-
ernment buildings. Adhering for the most part
w0 Neoclassical protorypes, it ser a stamp of

ting off 2 stream of bircer armacks by Kleanthes.
Bath proposals were executed in the classical
idiom, their symmerrical, monumental fagades

permanence nor anly an the newly
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fransing Panepistimiou Strcer. Yer Kleanth



himself irained under Karl Friedrich Schinkel
in the Berlin Bauakademie, decided woartack his
s lralian affiliations, writing in a pamph-

Fiv.
let he circulared: “Naone of the four fagades
esagned by Kaftanzoglou] appropriately char-

acterizes the idea of the Parthenon: it would

be highly desirable if this navonal Parthenon
were built more according 1o the Greek seyle,
beeause it does no honor 1w us Greeks to erect
uscan archi-

Parthenons in Athens imital
tecture, while all the rest of the countries in
p Greck architec-

Europe are sealously imitati

ture in all of their buildings. ™ Whar the heated

duel demonstrates, beyond the obwious profes-
sional rivalrics, is the importance of defining

an appropriste G architceture ar a time

when Greece,

narion with an unstable

a you
ment, was trying o define isclf 2 a poli-

cnrity. By the turn of the rwentieth century,

v
i

the a twire and urhan design of the new

capital were, in fact, add the narional

yearning w belong to ar, through a

modern plan worthy of the country’s Western

orientation; 1o the clasical pass, through the

focus on culwral inssinutions and the adherence

to Neockasicisem: and to itself, through the con-

struction of a modern Greek national image.

Looking at imag thens ar the wurn of

the century, it becomes clear that buildings are

much easier 1o tame than the secr. While the
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esodesnizarion.

main boulevards, nmah[y mmp.,..mm.. arick
Athinas Streers, had indeed l

ture—persistent, wntamed, vulgar, provincial.
The apposition t the forces of change is par-
y intcresting, since that opposition was
exnpressed plhy
verbally in the contemporary press. Although

ticula

ically in the fabric of the city and

on ome level the mercurial urban poliy sup-
ported the metamorphosis of Athens, and ap-
peared 1o fall in love with e beaty of its new
buildings, on another level it hated and resiseed
such change, and indeed is still resisting,

Like the streets of Athens, with their skin-
deep European fagades and indigenous backs,
Greek socicry was characeerized by a dual

embracing modernity on the one hand, while

holding o carlicr ways of life on the othe
Becoming part of Europe was cleardy che aim
of Greck reconstrucrion. There was no other
cholee, At a time when national consciousness
was still considered with being

aficr Esropeati book, the back roadi ind cven
the backs of major buildings remained decid-

anti-Turkish. the new buildings and roads thar
marked a tangible departure from the Omoman

. Even the Nencl, ism of
rivicstructures—rhe palace, the Athe-
nian Trilogy, and the Arsakeion Schoal, among,

others—was not uniformly applicd. Privare
residences, especially when located far from
the center, displayed a racher eclectic stylistic
blend. Uneven sirects were a perpetusl prob-
lem, since the planning of Athens was carried
out in a piecemeal fashien that addressed each
new sereet opening individually, and lacked an
overall leveling program. While the new build-
ings madea concerted cffort ar the front to meer
the strees at a ninety-degree angle, their backs
ofien remembered the street panernsand prop-
erty lines of ancient, Byzantine, and Otroman
Athens (fig. 8."

In erder bester toundersiand the urban and

social changes in nincreenth-century .’\rlum

past were considered 1 Forge a de Facon nation-
al Greek idenriy."” Repearedly, the inhabitants

expressed their pride in the impressive new

strucruses thar were going up, in the restoration
of antiquitics, and in the rerum of clasical

archirecrure e country of s birth, Athen-

an architesture would soon srpass that of
Turkey and the fonian islunds wgether, argued
a2 magazing article in 1843, because “our build-
were designed by Europeans or European-
d Greek architecss, not by practical Emlld-
who have no concept of line or symmerry

er
Since the conritry laked a
school until the last third of the ninercenth
cenvury, all its major buildings until then were
designed by fored ned archireces and ex-
ecuted under the direction of Bavarian contrac-

Local builders, whe

uper archicecture

wors and master builders.

it is necessary o see clearly the i T
berween civic architecruse—stare-sancrioned,
internationaliss, highbrow—and popular cul-
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ofien apprenticed under the forei grad-
ually became familiar with the parricular brand
of Neodassicism that flourished in Athens,



imitating it and adapting it to the needs of the
lesser residential sorucrures,™

Despite a certain sense of civic pride, criti-
cism of the new government, irs policies, and its
building programs was widespread, often our-
stripping any show of suppore., This hzd inpars

an

was not thar che Greeks resisted the ideas chem-
selves; it was their implementation that pro-
voked heared edivorials.

To the average citizen of Greece, except for
the Orthodox religion, nothing was sacred,
least of all the ancient theaters and temples sa

o do with the various
h lves, Each of the

thar circulared in Arhens during the Iu( cen-
mury had a definite polirical agenda that colored
its ediorials and articles. This alone, however,
does not explain the smrengrh of apposition
the cultural aspirations of the young stare. It

revered by E wisizors, “OF what use are
they 10 me, the glorious ruins of immareal
antiquiry, among which [ live as a sranger?”
complained the resident of 2 small town, inan
1833 issue of the newspaper Adhena. “OF whar
use s it o me that | am neighbor of Agamem-
non . . . and thar my village is only an hour
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Figuee 8, Plaes of howses of
a coenplere building hlock.
focared an the narthern
sidde of Ascion Pagon, amd
demalished for the
excavariony of the Rosun
Farum. While a relative
eepubarity of alignancen
with the stroer was
rulansined on she figades.
the inrerior of the block
pesserved an inmicare
poperty-line pattere of the
Oroman years



from the capital, when | have no ides of what
is happening in the world? .., Iris true thar so-
called rravelers often come through my village

+ but what can [ learn from chese strange
pentdemen, who, when you ask them abour
people, question you about piles of sones:
and when you talk to them about the living,
ask for information on the dead:” And we read
in an 1834 issue: [ The plans] for futre exca-
varions, which Greece, because of its poverty,
will nost be able to undertake for a contury, pre-
vent many from building on the ruins, where
the stone is available, and which (e poorest
people do not have the means to wransport; ic
is the general opinion that the government
could allow the building of heuses within the
excavation line, at lease for twenty years, upon
the agreement thar if, afier char fme, the
government wants 1 excavate, the owner will
ear his house down at his own expense.”™ OF
course, no such proposal could be sancrioned
by the gevernment.

The plan of the ciry, hailed ar firsc for iz
madern, European characrer, was soon enough
ridiculed by the press, which, by artacking
the architects, was indirectly aracking the
government: “Messes, Kleanthesand Schaubere
have been ordered ro make a plan char re-
sembles racher the plan of a garden, than of a
city. . .. In designing rthe ssreers, they did noe
leave our any geometric shapes . . . they drew
triangles, squarss. hexagons, polygors. trap-
eeoids, thomboids, cic., so thar the professor
of mathemarics, Mr. Negres, when he reaches
geometry, does not need [ro draw] geomerric
shapes, having the plan of our city [ro refer
10]." The extravagance of the academy build-
ing was anather frequent arget of the press.
W read in an 1858 newspaper. as the building
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was under construction: “We have no ships, no
army, no roads, bur soon we will have an Acad-
emy: Tirkey, beware! "™
The people of Athens often challenged and
resiseed the official pro-European position of
dk gowmmcm not only lhn:m,h words bur
erh actions. Family ph phs fram
the mid and Jare ninereenth cenrury mare of-
ten than not include some members in Euro-
pean clathes, while athers proudly wear their
claborare, raditional segional garb. Old cus-
tums dic hard. Despite the influx of Grecks
her E and their i

and political pruminenm. the local population
remained greatly attached w i provincial,
preliberation ways of life, A contemporary ob-
served in 1875 thar Greece was no longer Greece,
bus neither was it yer Europe.

The opening of new boulevards, notably
Panepistimion and Achinas Streets; the widen-
ing of existing such as Mirropoleos Streen;
and the design of major new strucrures such as
the Athenian Trilogy and the cathedral erched
an image of Athens thas reflected the nation’s
aspirations: modernity, culoural unity, and con-
mection with ansiquity. This image, however,
came to coexist with, rather than replace, that
af the carlier ciry. with its ancient, Byzantine,
and Owaman roots. Although the nineteenth-
century liveramsre implied thar i was only a
matter of time before Mew Athens complerely
supesseced i predecesson, it is clear that the

legacy of the carlier ciry, its culture, is way of
living, its spatial claims, and its own architec-
twral erder endured; they are still evidene roday.
Etched on the buildings and the streers of
Athens are the lines of belonging ro both the
East and the Wst, with the privilege andl the
price that brings. w
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