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Displaying the Res Gestae
of Augustus

A Monument of Imperial Image for All

SUNA GUVEN, Middle Fast Technical { hiversily, Ankara

Rj)mzm inscriptions, and others, are usually stadied as
extual documents that record history. In this traditional
approach, specialists in epigraphy literally translate the written
text so that it becomes, on 1ts own, the veritable evidence for
what it records. Such a reductive funciion, however, ignores
thie active aspect of inscriptions as interpredve instruaments in
Jormimghistory. As cultural products, inscriptions have continu-
ous and multiple narvatives.! Context, difterent forms of li-
cracy, and memory contribute to the formaton of these
narratives. The narrative of what we call “history” depends,
therefore, not only on who first writes i, butalso on the reader.
Scen in its role in forming history through the creation of an
imperial image, the Res Gestaeinscription constitiites an extraot-
dinary example. It provides the rare mstance of the samce
inscripnon found in different locatons, all copies of a lost
original. Although the mtended location is known, our informa-
tion today conies principally from the copies, all found in Galata.

The texts of the Res Gestar inscriptions and the architectural
sewings in which they were found have usually been treated
separatcly. While philologists, epigraphists. and historians have
worked on problemis of verification and textual analysis, avchae-
ologists have concentrated on piccing together the archacologi-
cal record, with little mteractuon between the tvo gmups}’
However, itis precisely through the overlay of the two tpes of
evidence that a narrative text mav be formed to understand
better Augustan policies and their impact.® Despite copious
rescarch on the Res Gestae, ighlighting 1ts architectonic and
contextual character remains a destderatum. What regulates
the text of the Res Geslae as a wmaster narratve, however, is
precisely its monumental chavacter interpreted through chang-
ing audicences and difterent settings. Considering all of these
helps explain both the wish of Augusuus to have the inscripton
put in place posthumously and the nature of the connection

between Galatia and Rome.

A MonuMENTAL TEXT
What is the Rey Gestae, or move propevly, the Res Gestae Divi

Augusti? We learn from Suetonius (Augustus 101.4) thatin the
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most literal sense, 1t is basically a catalogue of” the achieve-
ments of the Divine Augnstus. Looking at it another way, we
could say that 1t starts ofl as an aleruistic record of the firge
Roman emperor and his pertormance designed by a “memory
entreprencuy,” o use a teri coined by James Young. ' Follow-
g the last injunction of the emperor, who died on 19 August
AD. 14, the list was 1o be mscabed on bronze 1ablets and
installed before his mausoleuny in Rome. Although the origi-
nal mscription is lost, the purpose and the mtended location
are explicidy stated in introduction o a copy i Ankara: “A
copy is set out below of “The Achievements ol the Divine
Augustus, by which he brought the world under the empire of
the Roman people, and of the expenses which he bore for the
state and people of Rome’; the original is engraved on two
bronze piltars setup at Rome.”™

Composed entirely in the first person, it presented the life
of Augustus the way he wished to be remembered. Neither a
perfuctory oratory nor a brazen show of power, the inscrip-
tion was intended to ensure the continuity of empive spawned
and nurtured by Augustus. This purpose explains the design
of the Res Gestae as a posthumous project by its anthor. Irouni-
cally, today the inscription is known only from the surviving
copies of it, notin Rome butall in Galatia, a distant provinee of
the Roman Empire in the highlands of Anatohia. As a resull,
and pardy because of this, the Res Gestae inscription serves a
functon bevond that of the writien word with exnaordinary
power and luciditv. It becomes atexiuval monument in the
service of imperial ideology. The potency of the content stems
precisely from monumental context, and the mscription loses

inuch of its meaning when read siimply as a written text.®

AUGUSTUS AND THE RES GESTAE

Closer examination of the Res Gestae inscription reveals an
appeal to the hearts and minds of the Roman people. It is a
representation of contemporary history through the eyes of
Augustus. In thirty-five paragraphs, the creation of an empire
and a golden age, saeculion awrewmn, under s vule unfolds
before our eyes like a historical {ilm.” [t opens and closes with
Aungustus’s words, beginning., “At the age of ninetcen on my

own responsibility and at v own expense [ raised an army”




FIGURE 20 Temple of Augustus, Antioch in Prsidia, reconstruction of temple precinct

and ending, “At the tme of writing, I amn in my seventy-

sixth year.”® Momentous occasions, such as those when

Aungustus became Pontifex Maximus i 12 B.C. at the age of

fifty and Pater Patriac (Father of the Country) a decade
later, blend with a wide speciruam of other accomplishiments,
including distributions of grain and money, a lengthy list of
entermiuments for the people of Rome. extensive building
programs, army reforms, artistic pavonage, campaigns at honie
and abroad, all forcefully and vividly recounted.”

Perhaps the greatest pride of Augustis may be detected in
his achievement of universal peace and the honors bestowed
on him by the decree of the Roman people. In paragraph 13,

he declares:

It was the will ol our ancestors that the gateway of Janus Quirmus
should be shut when victories had secured peace by land and sea
throughout the whole empire of the Roman people: Irom the founda-

tion of the cuy down to my birth, tracdition records that it was shut onl

twice, but while I was the leading citizen the senate vesolved that it

should be shut on (hree occasions. '™

And in paragraph 34, the tone of well-carned satslacton is

clear:

For this service of mine I was named Augustus by decvee of the
senate, and the doorposts of my house were publicly wreathed with bas
leaves and a cvic crown was {ixed over my door and a golden shield was
setin the Curta Julia, which as attested by the msenpuon theroun, was
given me by the senate and people of Rome oncaccount ol my courage.

clemency, justice and picty. !

All in the Res Gestae is made 1o appear lucd, simple, and
bevond queston. But is 12 For Augustus it really does not
matter. Indeed there is no menton of problems with the
setdement of restless veterans (Suctonius, Augusties 13 Vergil,
Liclogies 9.28), or some less than glonous incidents involving
Augustus (then Ocavian) and Antonv. Although there seems
to be no deliberate falsification of major cvents, there are
calenlated onusssions in favor of Augustus. As Heimrieh WoIT-
linwrote, “"We only see what we look for, butwhatwe ook for is
what can be seen.™™ Hence, without sacrificing historical
veracity, careful constructdon served o highlight the desired
preture of the Augustan cra.'? After all, the Res Gestae was but
an instrument of memory intended for universal presentaton.
However, 1t should be conceded that after the tamudinouns
years of civil stile, Romans enjoyed fortv-live vears ol continu-
ous peace and security under Augustus, enough to establish a
generalt fecling of optimism that was well araculated by conten-
porary sources (Suetonius, Augustis 100).

Evidence for the placement of the inscription before the
nausoleunm of Augustus in Rome is spoty. All we know from
Suctonues (Awugustus 101) 15 that it was the wish of the em-
peror't On the other hand, while Strabo (Geography 5.3.8)
gives a detailed architectural description of the monument, he
does not menton the Res Gestae ov its placcent before the
mausoleum.'” Whether the nscription was there or not, how-
ever, 1s Jess relevant than knowing where Augusius himselt
wanted it to be. Interestugly, his choice was not the site of
other renowned and patiotically charged buildings of his
reign like the monument of the Ava Pacis (Altar of Peace) or
the Temple of Mars Ultor (Mars the Avenger). Instead, Augs-
tus deliberately chose an architectural context that had solel
personal vet grandiose and dynastic associations. The unprece-
cdented scale of the monuwment and s name, Mawsoleion
(Strabo. Geograpliy 5.3.8), evoked the power and self-aggrandize-

ment of Hellenistic wonarchs. 10

Although Augustus eschiewed
ofticial power of this nature, the connotations of personal
glonficaton with a touch of victory would have been hard 1o
miss, and mappropriate for display elsewhere in Rome. b

Another century had to pass before Roman imiperial power
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FIGURE 3 Temple of Augustus, Ankara, sketch by FHaes Dermssmowam mid-sixteanth

century. Note the indication of the mscaption Froan Damer ¥eoncver and Marin

Schede. Der Ternpel .o Aakaic (1936)

was so consolidated that Trajan’s ashes and those of his wife,
Plotina, would be placed in the grandest of all Roman fora,
surmounted with a towering cohnun of victory: ' Nevertheless,
with the displav of the Res Gestae hefore the Mausoleun, the
distinction benween history and personal achievement was
obliterated, resulting ina fusion of public and private memory

with the kind ol reading that Augustus wished 1o engineer.

ROMAN GALATIA AND THE RES GESTAE
Our sources for the content of the Res Gestae inseription all
come [rom the Roman province of Galatia i Asia Minor, as
said caclier. The Temple of Rome and Augustus (hereatter the
Temple of Augustus) in Ankara has a Latin copy together with
a Greek version. There is a Latin copy in Antioch i Pisidia
(modern Yahac) and a Greek one in Apollonia (modern
Uluborluy, both near Ankara ! Although provincial (owns in
Ttalv like Arezzo and Pompeii couldd and did copy inscriptions
from Rome with licde change in meaning, the message gener-
ated by the Res Gestae inscription, regardless ol the language
used, was very ditferent in the remote highlands of Anaolia
destined tor Romanization.™ Far from the bustling western and
southern coastlands of Asia Minor, these arcas had not even
become Hellenized. Thus ichardly comes as a surprise that no
Res Ceslae inscripuons e known o have survived in the more
established metropolitan centers such as Ephests or Pergamun,
Alter the defeat of Antony at Actium in 31 B.C., the Greek
world began to acknowledge the supremacy of Roman rule !

Inimplemendng his Ostpolitk, Augustus recognized the need
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for an cconomically and politically stable Asia Minor.=? Galatia,
however, was a land sharply divided among mountain, plain,
warsh, and salt desert, with a demographic profile no less
varied.? From Suabo (Geography 12.1.4) we learn that the
heterogencous population included Paphlagonians, Gala-
uans, Phrygians, Lycaonians, Isaurians, and Pisiclians, in addi-
ton 1o Roman colonists, Hetlenmstic milicary foundatons, and
forcign seuders. Securing the lovaliv of peoples so diverse
culmrally, linguistically, and racially was a titaucdly ambitious
uncertaking. Brute fovee alone would not do. Deference o
civic temperature had o be mamtained to cobble together a
peace. One way of obtaining local cooperation was granting
requests for honoring the emperor within the framework of an
imperial cult.” As Romans gained greater and more perma-
nent control, they began to manipulate permission to express
lovalty 1o the emperor as a polincal reward. Temples to Rome
and Augustus and the Res Gestae inscriptions associated with

them are a resudt of this ideological premise.”™ All evidenee

Tor. 2 pag. 446
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concerning emperor worship as an insticuton indicates that
the imperial cult was established in Galatia soon after annex-
aton to the Roman Empire in 25 B.C. Following fashion, the
small Galatan citues of Ankara, Antioch in Pisidia, and Apollo-
nia, which had littde in common otherwise, became wdeologi-
cally linked, no matter how tenuously, because each was en-
dowed with a teraple of the impenial cule and a copy of the
same Res Gestaeinscription.

About Apollonia we know little; the Greek version of the Res
Gestae there was carved on a monumental base carrying the
statues of Augustus; his wife, Livia; his successor, Tiberus;

Germanicus; and Drusus.?® But Antoch in Pisidia, having

FIGURL o Temple of Augustus. Ankara, 1o

of the Res Gestae in the pronaos

received s italicion and become a colonia of Latn residents,
was a simulacrum of Rome, likewise boasting seven hills.?” No
cffort was made to soften the forceful image of Rome as victor.
On the contrary, the new urban image became a bold and
striking means of affirming Roman presence in mountainous
terrain far from Rome. In the impressive urban ensemble tha
was created, the centerpiece was the triumphal arclvexhibiting
vanquished Pisidian prisoners with hands tied at the back and
surrounded by military paraphernalia?® Unabashedly lauda-
tory, the triple arch was ostentatiously set in a monumental
paved plaza—the Platea Augusta—of gleaming marble. It was

somewhere in this locality that the Latin copy of the Res Gestee
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FIGURF é: Temple of Augustus. south wall of cella with carved lattice windows

was installed.” Bevond it rose the Temple of Augustus in full

majesty: it was set frontally on a lugh podium in the Rorman

manner and framed by a symmetrical curved colonnade of

two stories in the Corinthian order, also in the most “modern™
architectural vocabulary (Figures 1, 2).% No other “text”
could proclaim with such force the central position that em-
peror worship held in city life and the urban landscape. The
canonical conception of Rome as caput mundi was transmitied
through this visual rhetoric both for the present and the
future, while the Res Gestae inscription became a mouthpicee

for history m Antioch,

In Ankara. on the other hand, the ideological functon of

the Res Gestae inscription was multilavered and more sophisti-
cated. The carliest modern deseription of it was provided by
Ogicr Ghiselin de Bushbeeq, ambassactor of the Holy Roman
Emperor Ferdinand 1 1o Stleyman the Magnificent in
1554-1562 and a prolific correspondent. In one of his letters

he recounted:

A0 Angora we saw aovery line inseripuon, a copy of the tablets upon
which Augustus drew-up a succinet account of his public acts T had n
copied out by miv people as far as ic was legible. Tt is graven on the
marble walls ot a building, which was probablv the wcient residence of
the governor, now ruined and roofless. One halt of itis upon the night
as one enters: the other on the Teft The upper paragraphis are alimost
mtact i the middie difficubiies begin owing 1o the gaps: the lowest
portion has heen so mutilated by blows of chubs and axes us 10 be
Megible This is a sertons loss to titeratre and much 1o be deplored In
the learned, especially as it is generally agreed that the city was conse-

craned o Augustus as a common gt from the provinee of Asia. ™

Ians Dernschwam, who taveled with Busbecq, provided the

carliest graphic, and, more important, contextual record of

the temple and s inscription (Figure 3).% Although the
temple and its interior are mistaken for the theater, the

location of the inscription is clearly indicated on the confused
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sketch with inconsistent perspective, which may have been
drawn from memory.

Since its midsixteenth-century identification by Busbecq,

the Res Gestae inscription has remained in sitn on the walls of

the temple of Augustus in the citadel district of Ulus in
modern Ankara.® Based on what he could sce, and, like
Richard Pococke and M. Pitton de Tourneforty, who visited
Ankara in the carly cighteenth century (Figure 4), Busbecq,
not swrprisingly, did not think that the building carrying the
Inscription was a temple By dien, the peristyle had all bhut
disappeared; the opisthodonmus was extended and built over
after the removal of the back wall; and on the southeast the
stone wall of the cella had been cut through by three latticed
windows when the temple was converted into a three-aisled
congregational basilica after Theodosius prohibited pagan
worship in the Byzanune cra (Figures 5, 6).% Abuuing the

north wall at an angle was the 1acr Bayram mosque (Figures 7,

8) of the fifteenth century, which stands today. The dentity of

the structure as a temple, and one dedicated 1o Rome and
Augustus, is, however, not in question.™ During the three
hundved years after Busl)ccq’s visit, the temple and its inscrip-
uon continued Lo attract attention, resulting in the fivst siall-
scale German excavation in 19263 This was followed by
excavations of the Turkish Historical Society more than a
decade tater when the houses obscuring the temple were
cleared.™ Lfforts are now under way (o protect and preserve
the temple as part of a recendy renovated urban plaza in the
historical Ulus district of Ankara™

The Ankara inscription, also known as the Monwmentum
Ancyranum. was copied in the 1700s and subsequently studied
and published by the German historian Theodor Mommsen
(I817-1903), who regarded the textas the “Queen of Inscrip-
tons.” The inscription consists of a Latin text with a Greek
paraphrase of it, both carved on the walls of the same temple
(Fignre 9. Althougl the Latin and Greek texts are effaced in
sowme parts, they have been reliably restored [rom the two
other copies, in Greek and Latin respectively, in Apollonia and
Antoch in Pisidia.

Less blatant than the scheme at Antioch in Pisidia, perhaps,
that at Ankara was no less ambitious. There, past merged with
present, in contrast to the overwhelming contewporary emphar-
sis secn inAntioch. The chiel citv of e koimon of Galatia and
free of a colonial stigma, Ankara was already a melung pot of
Celts, Greeks, and Romans. In the Temple of Augustus, the
bilingial version of the Res Gestae was presumably used to
address the mixed population equally. While the Latn version
of the mscription was inscribed on the innevanta walls on both
sides of the entrance, the Greek one occupied the full exterior
length of the south cella wall for all 10 sce. Today the Tonic
penstvle of (he temple is not extant, giving a more exposed

view of the inscription, whereas the ancient beholder would
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FIGURE 7: Temple of Augustus, Ankara, frontal view with minarel of Haci Bayram mosque, 1830s Note dedicatory mscription on left anta wall

From Charles Texeer, Description de L'Asie Mineure 1 (1839)
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FIGURE 8 Temipic of Augustus, Arkara, anag Had Bay

have had a more intimarte and spatally detined experience of
w(krgures 10, 1) Nevertheless, in a memorv-onenied societ,
all the "books™ necessary 1o “read”™ the mpernal narrative of
the temple as well as its meaning were thus provided. Con-
sciously or unconsciously, it was left for the beholder o compre-
hend, mternalize, and remember it

But why was an anachronistc design in the vaditon of the
past two hundred vears preferred as the showcase of the
imperial cule, rather than the elevated fronal destgn that was
the vogue in Rome? The pseudodipieral design with a deep
opisthodomus (Figure 12) is so reminiscent ol Hermogenean

work that the temple was, in fact, dated 1o the second centary
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B.C. at onc time. Although it 1s now more generally accepied

that the temple was constructed shordy after Galata’s annex-
aton in 25 B.C s certain that onginallv it was notintended
to receive the Res Gestae inscripton, which was “added™ later.
as the details in the joints of the masonry blocks show. ! Then
to whom was the temple dedicated? If the interpretation of
recently discovered evidence is corvect, the temple appears to
have been dedicated to Meter Theon, the mother goddess of
Anatolia.? Then it follows that rather than going ahcad with a
brand-new construction, the existing temple was deliberately
chosen to fuse the Augustan Ostpolitik with the anthony of the

oldest myth in Anatolia. Tias is all the more significant sinee it
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FIGURE 9: Res Gestae inscopton in Latn, first haf, Temple of Augustus A-vacy From rirencker and Schede, ¢

is well known how the carliest Latin aunthors sought 1o vrecon-
cile the mvth of Trov and he foundaton mvth of Rome In
creating a leginmate hincage for Romulus, the cponvmous
founder of Rome. and Aencas. the Greek hero who had
escaped from Trov It should also be pointed out that both
Cacsar and Augustus appropriated the pedigree to propagate
the divine ancestry of the Julian family as descending from
Acneas, the so-called progenitor of the Roman race. and s
mother, Venus. "

Hence by associating the cult of Meter Theon with that
of Rome and Augustus a sense of shared patmmony was
fostered (Figure 13)." Morcover, by bringing the mvth into
the present and blending it with the worship off Roma and
Augustus through the physical setting of the temple and
the Res Gestae inscription, the l)llll‘;llily' of memory, with
lavers of meaning addressing different andiences. conld
be manipulated— which was a convenient framework for

all.

Der Ternped i Ankarn

ARCHITECTURE, LITERACY, AND MEMORY

When he was fourteen, Frank Llovd Wiight was streck by the
cogency of a propheey Victor Hugo made m his novel The
Tunchback of Notre Dame. The great novelist was convineed that
architecture, unul then deemed the “great universal wriing of
humanity,” would be superseded by the “new writing of huuman-
i namely, the printed book. More prec isclv, printing would.
according o Hugo, eventually kil architecture.” The faal
confrontation Hugo envisaged has to be understood from the
viewpoint of an age when “rext”™ had a wider micaning. Toda
texts are usually contained in books. Before the age of print
ing, liowever, the distincton between "book™ and “ext” sill
existed ™ The total number of books In exIstenee was ox-
tremely small, which also meant limited circulation tor the
ones that were avaidable. Rather than being the primary reposi-
tory for information, books then had the more resnicied
function of assisting micmory. Hence, in contrast to owr times,

heightened skills of memoria acquired through taining were
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FIGURE 10 Temple of Augustus, Ankara, south . .
slevation, showing the relation of the inscrption
athe perstyle. Note the erroneous reconstruc-
nen of the Connthian order iront Cecrges
oot and Edmund Guillsume, Explorator e

ingrae e o Galate of o Bithyree (18723

highly coveted. ™ In Roman culture as well, memory was one of

the basic means of communication from one generaton 1o
the next. If we bear in mind that by the first cenuory ALD
approximately fifteen percent of Romans could be considered
to be literate in our sense of the term, the importance of this
mode of transmission becomes clear

Recent studies and ancient opimion concur on the primacy
ol the sense of sight m memonial storage, or put differently,
the act of remembering. This is largely due to its spatial rather
than temporal character. ¥ In fact, in the anctent world the
process of rememberning words, ideas, or objects was actually a
vistial one. Latn rhetorical authors underscore how vaining
the memory depended heavilv on formulaung mnecionic

images of art and architective and imagining thesc in tandem

with what was o be remembered.™ Accordingly, images of
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various kinds, partcularly architeceture, were widely “read™ as

“texts by large segments of the population. Thus, ina society

bestowing a high premium as an accomplishmenton the art of

memory, the placement ot the Res Gestae inscription in at least
wo temples connected with the naperial cult in Asia Minor
and i a tunerary contexcin Rome, more spectfically, a mauso-
leum, gave s message an extraordinary chance of dissemina-
uon both ssnchronicallv and (li;l(‘ln‘oni(‘;lll(\‘.’"1

When the German architeet Paul Bonatz went to work in
Turkey after the late 1930s, he visited the remple of Augustus
in Ankara, where he found the Res Gestae nearly intact. Far
from Rome both temporally and spadallv and suipped of its
funcrcal scuing, the copy possessed an evocative power which
led hint to remark thaticwas an exquisite work of propaganda

from which cven Goebbels could l)r()ﬁl.-‘: After nearly 2,000

R L ST S T
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IGURE 11 Temple of Augustus, Ankara, fongitudinal section showing the Latiniescriplion on the anta left of the entrance. fron: Poereotand Culaure. ¢«
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vears, the psvehological effectiveness and the visual transpar-
eney of Angustus’s message was such that it could not only stilf
be “read™ for what itwas, butalso had enough relevance 1o the
wwentieth cenmry o serve propagandistic ends. In fact, in
1938, Mussolimt had a copy ol the Res Gestae installed i
modern Rome, m the vestored Ara Pacis, as an instrument for

his own inperiat vision ™

HGURE 12 Temple of Augustus. Ankara, plan. from Krencker ard Schede. Der

Tempel in Ankora
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The persuasive and tmeless aspect of inscriptions in archi-
tectral setungs is simtlarly utihzed todavs The celebrated
address, given in 1927, of Mustafa Kemal Atanirk, founder of
the modern Republic of Turkey, 1s a0 call o national duty
engraved in the memory of every Turk of a certain age.”' In
spite of the almost unlimited availabilite of the speech m
printed form, paris ol iare inseribed in stone inat least two
places i Ankara, including the Minisuy of Education and the
campus of Middle Fast Technical University (Figures 14, 15).
Like the words of Augustus, the words of Ataurk ave given a
more enduring reading, made richer with lavers of meaning,

through placement incarchitectonic setings.

I the mscripuon on the walls of a ruined, roofless temple can
be so mstnomentally ansnitted i our century, it should he
asked how the Roman beholder, whether im Rome or Galatia,
for whom the message was presumablv intended, would veact.
With no newspapers, raclio, or welevision, not even electiicity,
hislife was conlined to the davhight howrs and revolved around
the home, the baths, and the public center of town, where the
temple dominated physically witduies Il1()1lll[l](‘ll[zllil}l‘-"-) Regavd-
less of whether he was literate in our sense or not, he would

daily, in Victor Hugo's sense, have “read™ the temple and its
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MIGURE 13 Temple of Augustus, Ankar reconstruction of the cellawirh the statues of Rome and Augustus brons Perrotand Gullaorme £

Bithyrue

FIGURE £4 Minstry of Education, Ankara
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nessage.”” Whenever he passed by the temple or visited it on
special occasions, the quotidian presence of the monumental
building with its inscribed walls would be elevated 1o some-
thing larger than iselt through the mingling o abstract and
concrete 1'(*;1lil,\17‘7 In this wav, the beholder was every din
brought into contact with the larger realie of the empire of
which he was a part, and was linked with wts tounder. whom he
had probably never seen and had little prospect ol ever seeing.

To conclude. the Res Gestae was not astatic record chiseled
m stone o serve recollection. Regardless of the behotder's
degree of verbal literacy, 1t touched the senses by its avchitee-
tontc design, which gave the narrative persuasive direction,
Inscribed words and the architecture on which they were
inscribed operated as one visual code in the generation of the
desired narradve. Verv difterent architectural contexts in Rome
and Galatia monumentalized the written word through repre-
sentation and organized the perception of the Res Gesfar in a
vistal and spatal manner. As a torm of mapping {or organis-
g memory, this was hardlyv alicn to Romans, who valued skills
of memona and trained themselves o remember™ ddeas by
locating them i space. By means of “visuallv wiritten™ narra-
tive, the desived literacy ot all subjects of the empire, the elite
and the masses, living in Rome and in far-flung Galata, could
be achieved. These culturally heterogencous and geographi-
cally distant audiences were deftly guided to become related
through the common bond of an imperial vision personified
by the quintessential emperor, Augustus, and his lofwv ideals, o

viston made universal through the Res Gestae.
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Notes

Ao carlier version of this paper was delivered as “hupact o Ditferent
\udiences, Changing Architecuoal Contexts: Displising the Res Gestae ol
\ngustus™ at the Fornv-eighth Annual Meeung ol the Soacein of Nichitectural
Histortans, Searde, Washingion. H=9 April 199510 7Open Session: Crbanisin
and feonographe”™ John Beldon Scort chair Dwould fike o thank Chrsoan F
Ouio for encouragement to publisho My dianks ave doe also o Dre Yaprak Fran
avthe Brinsh Insunue of \ichaenlogy i Ankara: Omar Bakner, Togro) Cakar
tor photographic support,and Trzet Ozkerestect for echmeal assistance

" Two nsariptions rom Wales have been studied 1o assess then role m
organizing different perceptions: John €. Barveu, “Chronologies ot Remcem-
brance: The Interpretation of Sone Roman Inscripuons. Workd Vehaeology 25
(1993): 236247 T a sumb veng see Peter |0 Hothday, “"Roman Trnaphal
Pamung: Its Function. Development, and Reception.™ Gt Budletns 79 11997
130147

Clande Nicolet, Spaer, (./'l{;"fﬂ/;/}\ ane Polrtes o the Ferty Rowen /‘,II//!IH’
CLinventane du Monde: Geagvaplae of Politigie aux Ovigines de L Empe somaiin
CAnn Arhor, 1900 15-270 Edwin SO Ranvage. The Natwre and Purfose of Nigustius
s Gestae, Flistoria Einzelsehrilten, volo 54 (Statgare TOSTY T1=120 1T =115
Both auwthors concenuate on the Res Gestae as awexiual docuament. Nicolet
explores the geographical context and deseribes the Res Gestae as 7w laciual
('\pm(' ol great sobrien™ (171 and cidactic, almost pedagogical ™ (5373 while
Ramage channs e Augustes lormudated Tus phitosophy ol government in the
Res Gestae. Ramage comnents on the limitatons of the abundant rescarch on
the Res Contae. with [ew exceprions, however the restol the work on the Res
Gestae has consisted of improductive discussion of solated passages and ideas,
specntation about form, and theorizing about othey superficial matters such as

tde. date and method of composidon. The Res Gestae has been abused, then, by

scholars who have then own ideas o impress upon it Heuss has desenibedanas

the rubbish-heap ol scholaship Kicnast in b good studs of Augustus

mentons it onl incidentalhe twice e his text and twice i his Toomaotes: |
would seeimt ro be time, theny Tor a carefud apprasal ol the e Costae (o
determine how s put together ad o accomplish this aonew approach will be
necessary. Thesis and theoriang will have 1o be avorded: the docioment [
cmphasis] must be alfowed o speak for isell” While Rimage’s iextial aoga
ment and conclusion are ongimal and well argued. e Lalls short ol convesing
the full significance of the imscription by not cinphasizing s wchineennal
aspectas well

CThis wend appearsto be changing in Lwvor ol more comexnad approachies
Especially Jas Elsner s challenging vreatment of the Res Gestae as s morionent s o
step in this divecton: Jas Flsner, “Invendng npermam: Texts and the Propa-
ganda of Monuments i Augustan Rowe™ e At and Text i Rowman Cultio
tCambridge. New York and Melbouvne, TY96) 3253 Althougsh Fisner s stads
came to v attention alter the dehivery of the paper onowinelr s aetele s
hased ar the 1995 SATE mcecting i Seande, ichelped greawl i claniang i
thougtns.

Vlames o Young. The Toxtine of Memory: Holocaust Mewovials and Meaning
(New Havenand London, [993y vin

CURerumy gestium divt August, quibus orbent tervarinm imperio popuh
Romani subiecit, e impensarum quas in e publicon popuhungue Romna
num feort, masartun e duabus ahienes pibiss quae sunt Romac positae
excmplar subiectn.™ Res Gestae: Prelace. Although this preface was apparenth
hased o the original i Rome inwas mtended fora provinetal copy: A Brunt
and | Mo Moore, Res Gestae Divi Augusts (Oxtord THOT) . 380 Suctonius (ugin
fus 1O 1) Dio Cassius (3633 1) Al pansations from the Res Gestae quoted wie

{ronn Bruntand Moore
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S Also noted by Flsner, a Boman Culture (see n. 3), 50 Armando Petracet

provides uscful insights on the role of public lettering in Rome from the
cleventh century through the modern era in “Ephemeral Monumental and
Paper Monumental,” in Public Lettering, Sevipt, Power and Chddture (L Serattiera:
Ideologia e rapiresentazione), trans. Linda Lappin (Chicago, 1993), 52-61.

7 The golden age imagery was grounded in genuine faith in the well-being of
the empire. Peter [0 Holliday, “Time, History and Ritual on the Ara Pacis
Augustae,” Art Bulletin 72 (1990): 544; Karl Galinsky, Augustan Crdture (Prince-
ton, 1986), 10, 106-121. One ol the discussions in the Roman senate afier the
death of Augustus involved a request 1o give his period of reign the official
name Seeculum Augustum (Suctonius, Augustus 100.3) . For the poctic view see
H. C. Baldry, “Who Invented thie Golden Ag
(1952): 83-92. Sce also M. 1. Clarke, The Romean Mind: Studies in the History of
Thought from Cicero to Marens Aurelins (New York, 1968), 89102, The hest

overall summary and bibliography of the Augustan imperion is Dictmar Kienast,

O

T Classical Quarterly, new series, 2

Augustus: Prinzeps wund Monarch (Davistadt, 1982), 67-84. For comprehensive
coverage of the Augustan age in general, see ""The Augustan Fmpice,” in
Cambridge Ancient [listory, vol. 10, 5. A Cook, I I Adeock, and M. 2. Charles-
worth, eds. (Cambridge. 1934) (sce also the new edition, Alan Ko Bowman and
Edward Champlin, ¢ds.); Kity Chisholm and John Ferguson, Rome: The Augies
tan Age (Oxford, 1981): Donald Earl, The Age of Awgustus (London and Toronto,
1968): P de Francisi, Augusto o Fimpero (Quaderni, 1937); Vo Gardthausen,
Augustis und seine Zeit, 3 vols. (Leipzig, 1896); K. S, Shuckburgh, Awguestus: The
Life and Times of the Founder of the Roman Empire (London. 1905): Rolf Winkes,
cd., The Age of Augiotus (Louvain and Providence, 1986).

*UAnnos undeviginti natus exercium privato consilio ¢t privata impensa

comparavi ... U Camseripsi hacc annum agebam septuagensumuam sextum. ™
Res Gestar | and 33.2. The making of a leader untolds from beginning o end.
Ramage. Augustus’ Rex Gestae (sce n. 2), 100; E.T. Salimon. “The Evolution of
Augustus’ Principate.” Histurra d (1956): 456-478.

" As Pontifex Maximus, Auguistus asswned the highest rank of priesthood,
which meant thad he became the head of state rehgion. He recounted how
“such a concourse poured i from the whole of Tuilv to my election as has never
been recorded at Rome before thattime™ (Res Gestae 10.2) - For the legal aspect
of Augustus’s popular election to this office, see Bruntand Moore. Res Gestae,
52-5%; Lily Ross Taylor, The Divnity of the Roman Faaperor (Middletown, Conn..

1931). 183-184. Augustus was carceful to indicate that this ulde was also
conferred on him by the senate and the people of Rome: “In iy thirteenth
consulship the senate, the equestrian order and the whole people of Rome
gave me the dde of Father of myv Country, and resobved that this should be

ni:

ribed i the porch of my house and in the Curta Juiacand in the Forum
Augustum below the chariot which had been set there in mv honour by the
decree of the senate.”™ Res Gestae 35, The dde was o culmumating point in
Augustan ideologyv: Ramvage, Awgustus™ Res Gestae {see no2) 104 The vear 2 BL.C
had astrologicat imporance: see Nicolet, Politees (see ns 2y 19 On distributions

of grain and money: Res Gestae, 15,1 8; entertamments fos the people of Rome:

Res Gestae 22,23 These indluded gladhatoral games.ahlete shows mock naval
battles, and twenossix hunts in which 3500 animals perished. On building
programs: Res Gestae 19, 20, 21; besides ambitious new projects like the Temple
of Mars the Avenger and the Forum Augustum. Augustus’s building program
included the completion of works began by Caesar and the restoration of
cighty-two temples in the city of Rome. Infact, Augustus claimed to Tave found
Rome o city of brick and feftita ciy of marble (Suetonius, Augintus 28). See
also Do R. Stuart, “Imperial Mcthods of Tnscription on Restored Buildings:

Augustus and Hadrian,™ American_fowrnal of Archaeology 9 (190531 427 --110:

Thomas and C. Wischel, " The Claim and Realie of Roman Building liseriy-
nons.” Papers of the British School in Rome, new series, 47 (1992 135177 For (he
function of Augustan inscriptions in general: Go AlOldy, “Nugustus und die
[nschriften: Traditon und Innovation: Die Geburt der unperiaden Epigraphik,”
Cymnasiion 98 (1991): 289-324. On arny reforms: Res Gestae 16, 17, artstic
patronage: Res Gestae 24; recounting campaigns: Res Gestae 3,25, 26 97,28 24,
30. This is reminiscent ol triphal inscripuons commissioned by orental
monarchs. See Jean Gage, La montée des Sassanides (aris, 19617, 2810 Riekele
Borger, Die Inschnflen Asarhaddons, Kinig von Assynen. Archin [ Ontentlor-
schung, Beiheft 9 (1956): 96, where, besides other achievements, the King
deseribes his conquest of Egypt. For the varieties of lengthy inseriptions, see
Colin Wells, The Roman Empire (London, 198:4) 4041,

42 JSAH / 57:1, MARCH 1998

M anum Quirinaan, quent claussum esse matiores nostr voluerunt cum per

totum imperium populi Romani erra marique esset parta vicloriis pax, cam,
privsquam nascerer, a condita urbe bis omnino clausum fuisse prodatur

MCMOTe, LCF e pruicipe senatus clandendun esse censuil.” Res Gestae 13,

1 Quo pro merito meo senatus consulto Augustus appellatus sum et lavreis
postes acdium mearum vestiti publice coronaque civica super lanuam meam
fixa est et clupeus aurens in curia fulia positus, quem mihi senatum populue
que Romanum dare virtuts clementiacque et iustifiac et pietatis caussa (esta-
i est per cius clupet inscriptionem.™ Res Gestae 34.2

" einrich Wolltling Pranciples of Avt History: The Problem of the Development of
Style in Later Art (Kunstgexchichtliche Grandbegriffe), trans. M. D. Hottinger (New
York, 1932y, 230, -

" Notunlike the aphorism of the Salada wabag kindly sent to me by Delber
[lhighlands: “History is often an agreed upon set of fabrications.” In a mor
extreme view, Janet Abu-Lughod claims that “historical writing is a construce.
tion, perhaps as imaginative as anv literary creation.” Idem, " On the l{(-nmking\r
of History: How to Reinvent the Past™™ in Remaking History, ed. Barbara Kruger
and Phil Mariani (Scaule, 1989). 111 The new historical narrative of Augustus
had its connterpart in rewritten artistic and urban texts which were given the
proper iconography. Richard Brilliang, Yisual Narratives (Ithaca and London,
1984); Diane Favro, "Reading the Augustan Civ™ inc Nayrative and Foent iy
Ancient Art, edl Peter Holiday (New York), 235; Barbara Keltum, “S('ulpllu;l]
Programs in Augustan Rome: The Temple of Apollo on the Palatine,”™ in Age o
Augrstus (see n. 7). 169=176; Paul Zanker, The Power of Dnages in the Age o
Augustus (Augustus wnd die Macht der Bilder), wans. Alan Shapiro (Ann Arbor,
[1988). 3—1 Reviews of Zanker: Richard Briliiant, Are Bedletin 72 (19905
327330 A, Wallace-Hadrnill, fowrnal of Roman Stadies 79 (1989): 157-164. Sec
also the caalog of the exhibiton Die Bildnisse des Augustus: Hereseherbidd wnd
Politik im kaiserlichen Rome, ¢ Paul Zanker and Klaus Vierneisel (Muanmich,
1079).

" Sixteen months betore his death. Augnstus entrusted several docaments
to the Vestal Virgins, incuding his will, instructions tor his funeral, records
alfairs of the state, and (he ndex reriom
33.1); I Hohl “7Zu den
9% 349,

> The tomb of the Plawtii near Tivoli, which miay have been influenced

concerning the financial and militar

gestarion. Suctonius, Swgsius 1010 Cassius Dio 5

Testamenten des Augustus,” Ko 30 (1987): 3

the Mausolewm of Augustus, had marble ablets in tront. Luigi Crena,
1o Vrehitettura Romana, 1“,11(‘i(‘lup('(li;l classica, sezione 3121 (Turin, 1959). 233,
quoted by Lo Richardson, Ju., v New Topographical Dictionary of Ancient Rome
(Balumore and London), 248,

¥ However. the symbolic and physical references of the Mausoleuni. the Ara

Pacis, and the l’(‘mpl(‘ of Murs Ultor (Forunt of Augustus) (o cach other were

meuculously constructed m the wrban context. Elsner in Roman Cultire (seen.
3y, AR=39 Favvo, iy Awcient At (see e 13)0 238944 Nicolet, Farly Roman
Foprre (seenc 2y 1617 The well-known tomb of Mansolus, Hellenistic raler of
Carta, was considered 1o be one of the seven wonders of the world (Vitravias
281011 ). € Richard, " Mausolewm: d'Talicarasse & Rome. puis 2 Alexan-
Fatomus 29 (19703 370=338 Dictnar Kienast, “Augustus und Alex

dn
ander” Gywotasiion 76 (1969): 130—456. Another view sl Augustus’s
mausolewn was a political stncerment against Mare Antons: ke Kraft, “Der Sinn
des Mausoleums des Augustas” {listoria 16 (19670 [839-206. For reconstrue-
tons of the monument. see Michael Eisner, 7w Tvpologie der Mansoleen des
Augustas wnd des Hadman™ Matteitungen des Devtschen Aehaologischen Institiuts,
Romasche Abtedung 86 (1979): 319-324; Henner von Hesberg and Silvio Pan-
ciera. Mawsolewm des Augustus: Der Baw wnd seine Inscloflen. Baverische Aka-
demie des Wissenschaften, Philosophisch-f istonsche Rlasse. Heft TOR (1964

ALer Octvian became Augusius by decree of the senate. he was carelud 1o
pomtout (Hes Gestae 34.3) he “excelled all i influence [auctoritas|. althongh
the] possessed no move official power | potestas] than others who were [his)
colleagues i the several magistracies.” Similarlve in the restoration of the
Capitoland the Theater of Pompey. Augustus advertised his choice of keeping,
wlow profile by notinseribing s name on em (Res Gestae 20y

™ For asophisticated comparative reading of Trajan’s res gestae with the Res
It Tell of Roman Arn
Readig Trijan's Column and the Tiberius Cup.™ e Romane Cultioe, ed, fad
Elsner (seen. 3), 23244,

Gestae of Augustus, sce Valerte THuaet, “Stories One Mig

The most readily available edition of the Res Gestar in Euglish s that ol 10 A
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pruntandJ. M. Moore, eds., Res Gestae Droi Augusti: The Aclievements of the Divine
Augustus, reprint (London, 1979). The Latin text printed in Brunt and Moore
is that of Victor Ehrenberg and AL HL M. Jones, Documents Hiustrating the Reigns of
Augustus and Tiberius, reprint (Oxford, 1967), 1-31, where both the Latin and
Greek texts are printed. See also Jean Gagé, Res Gestae Divi Angusti, $d ed.
(Paris, 1975); Fredenick W. Shipley, Vellrins Patercudus, Compendivm of Roman
listory, Res Gestae Dot Augisti (London and New York, 1924); Theodor Mom-
isen, Res Gestae Divi Augusti, 2d ed. (Berlin, 1883); H. Volkmann, Res Gestae Divit
Augst, Sd ed. (Berlin, 1969). Turkish translaton by Hamit Dercli, Augustis
Ankara Amdy, Milli Egitim Bakanh@ Yayilan Latn Klasikleri Dizisi, no. 26
(stanbul, 1949). Full bibliography of texts and commentaries in Ramage,
Vugustus ' Res Gestae (see n. 2), 121,

1 Ankara: E. G Hardy, Morwomentwn Aneyrariaom (Oxford, 1923); Il Korne-
mann, SMonumentum Ancvranum,” Paulys Real-binoyelopedie der klassischen
Altertumswissenschaft 16 (1935) 2171231 F. Skard, “Zam Monuwmentum Ancvri-
nam,” Symbolae Osloenses 31 (1955): 119-221. Apollonia: Mommsen. Res Gestae,
,\xxi\'~x;\:\viii; Gageé, Res Gestae, 6. Antoch in Pisidiaz A. von Premerstein.
“Monumentum Antiochenwun,” Klio, Beihelt 19 (I.('ip/ig, 1927): David M.
Robinson, “The Res Gestae Divi Augusti as Recorded on the Monumentum
Andochenam, American fournal of Philology 47 (1926): 1-54. That these are the
only coples of the Res Gestar of Augustus known from the Roman world s
difficult o explain by comcidence alone. Modern scholars have drawn aten-
ion o this fact but without convincing explanation. 7. Yaveiz, “The Res Gesta
and Augustus’ Pubhic Image ™ in Caesar Anguestus: Seven Aspects. cd. F-Millay and
F. Segal (Oxford, 1984y, 29

2 Henrv Thompson Rowell, Rome o the Augrestaons Age (Norman, Oklac and
Iondon, 1962}, 224,

210G Bowersock, Awgustus and the Greek World (Oxford, 1965); David Magie,
Roman Rude in Asia Minor, 2 vols. (Priticeton, 1950}, 168—490 (text). 1330- 1348
(notes). AL M. Jones, “The Greeks under the Roman Kmpire.” Dowbarton
Oaks Papers 17 (1963): 3—19: idem, The Cities of the Fastern Roman Provinces

(Oxtord, 1970 Theodor Mommsen, The Provinces of the Romean Empire from
Caesar to Diocletian 1, reprint (London, 1909). 320-966; R. K. Sherk, Romean
Documents from the Greek Fast (Balumore, [969).

A major step in this policy was 1o secure the support of local cities
Anthony D. Macro, “The Cities of Asia Minor under the Roman Imiperium, ™ in
Aufstieg wund Niedergang der Rimischen Welt: Geschichte und Kultwr Roms im Spiegel
der neveren Forscliong, Politische Geschichite (Provinzen wnd Randuvilker): Griechischer
Balkawraron; Kletnasien H, Principat. 7.2 (Berlin and New York, 1980), 658-697.
T. Pekary, “Kleinasien unter Romischer Herrsehaft,” ibid.. 5956570 A0 N
sherwin-White, Roman Foreyn Policy in the East (London, 19833

BRK. Sherk, “Roman Galatia: The Governors from 25 B.C.to AD. 107 m
Aufstieg (see n. 22y 954-1052; Stephen Mitchell, "l’()pul‘mun and Tand in
Romin Galatia,” ibid., 10531081 Barbara Levick, Roman Colonies in Sonthern

L Minor (Oxtord. 1967) . 29—11: Stephen Mitchell, " The Historsand Archac-
ology of Gulaua™ (Ph.D. diss.. Oxford University), 1974

2 bevond administrative expediency for the Romans, the impertal calt
was a major factor in the civie development of provineial cities 1 Asia Minor
Stephen Miutehell, Anatolia: Land, Man and Greeks in Asia Minor 10 The Celts and
the Im/m// of Roman Rule (Oxford, 1993), 117 For the p()]m(‘\] nuplications of
the Res Cestae i Ankara and the nperial cult, see Suna Goven, ™ Hes Gestae Dinn
Augusti Yaat ve Ankara’nmin Roma Dinvasindaki Yert.”™ in Awkara, Ankava
(Ankara, 1994)  ed. Enis Batur . 51-61.

= John E. Stambaugh, “The Functions of Roman Temples.” Aufstreg wnd
Nedergang der Rimuischen Welt: Gesclichte und Kudtwr Roms im Spivgel der neweren
Forschung: Religion {(Heidentwon: Romische Religron. Allgemeines) 1 Principat. 161
(Berlin and New York), 583, At least thirt-four cities m Asia Minor had priests
of Aaguswus. Mitchell, Anaeolia: Land, Men and Geds i Asia Minor, 100, For a
catalogue of imperial emples and shrines i Asta Minor, see 50 RO Price,
Rituals and Power: The Roman Imperial Cult in Asic Minor (Cambridge and
London, T986). 249-274. Sce also R, Mellor, Thea Roma: The Worshep of the
Coddesss Roma in the Greek World (Gottingen. 1975); Barbara Burrell. " Neokoroi:
Greek Cities of the Roman Fast,” flarvard Studies in Classical I’/zl/(;/({@ 83 (19815
301-302.

WL Buckler, Wo ML Calder, and W, K. Co Gaeheie, Monwmenta Asiae
Minoris Antigua, vol. 4 (Manchester, 1953), 48-56; Elsner, in Roman Ciudtire (sce
n. 3, 50-51.

27 O Antioch in Pisiclia, see 1V, . Arundcll, Discoveries in Asia Mino,
including a Description of the Rians of Several Ancient Siles, and, especially Antioche of
Pisudia [ (London, 1834); Tuchelt in Beitrdge zur Altertumshunde Kleinasiens (sece
n. 42), h01-522; W. M. Riunsay, “Colonia Caesarcia (Pistdian Antoch) in the
Augustan Age,” fournal of Roman Studies 6 (1916): 83-134: David M. Robinson,
“A Preliminary Report on the Excavations at Antioch and at Sizma,” American
fournal of Archarology 28 (1924): 435-444; Stephen Mitchell, “Pisidia Antioch’w
1982 Cahsmalar,” 1 Arvastirma Sonuclan Toplannist, Istanbul 23-26 Mavis 1983
(Ankara, 1984), 79-81; idem, “Pisidian Antioch 1982 Anatolian Studies 33
(1983): 7-9. Antioch was made into a Roman colonia by Augustus following the
precedent of colonies established by Juling Caesar at Apamea. Heraclea Pon-
tica, Lampsacus, and Stuope and i the tradition of the former’s other Pisidian
colonies at Comama, Cremnna. Gernut, Lystra, Ninica, Olbasa, and Parls
F. Vitinghotf, “Romische Kolonisaton und Bargerrechtspolitk unter Caesar
und Augustus,” Akademie dey Wissensclaften wnd der Literatier e Mainz, Abhandling
en der Gewstes und sozialwissenschaftlichen Rlasse, 14 (1951), 13640 1366, Levick,
Roman Colordes (seen.23) 059 Magie, Roman Rude (sce n 213, 1319 10 30

# David M. Robinson, “Roman Sculpture from Colonia Caesareia /Pisidian
Antioch, At Bulletin O (1926):
Mirmar ve Hevkeluashik Eserler,” MoACthesis, Konva Seleuk Universitesi, 1988,
2429, plates =21

2 The docation of the Res Gestee inseviption has been varously snggested as

69 Melinet Tashalan, “Pisidia Antocheia'si

the front of the arch, it inner face, and the surrounding portico. Mitchell,
“Pisidia Antoch o™ (see ns 271,80, The most recent research indicates that the
propylon was the location of the Res Gestae inseripuon. Mehmet Tashalan,
Yalvae Psidia Antiocheia (Ankava, 1997321

W Roman mititary ofoniae had good reason tor using an architeenual
vocabulary emanatng duecth from Rome. J. B, Ward-Perkins, “The Architec-
wire of Roman Anatolie The Roman Contribution.” Procevdings of the Xtk
International Congress of Claossicad Archacology I Ankara 1973 {Ankara, 1978 883
wdem, Ltruscan and Bowean Aelitectioe (Harmondsworthy and Balumore, 19705
3900 Margaret Lyaehon, “Ihe Designoand Planning of Temples and Sanctua
1es i Asia Minor i the Roman haperial Period.™ in Roman Archiectione o the
Coreek Waorld, ed. Savaly Macready and F Homer I‘Imnl[l\(m (London, 1U87) . 4

M dward Sevimour Forster. The Dakash Letters of Ogier Ghaselin de Bishecy
DInperial Ambassador at Constantinople 1351-1362, Newly Translated from the Latin
of the Flzevir Idition of 1633 (Oxford, 1927y, 50. For the career of Busbecq. ibid..
introduction. vit=xvi. Turkish oanslavon by Hitsevin Calie Yalom, Busherg
Tiirkive ,\'I#k[u/z/mv (Istanbul. 19361 Semavt Faiee. fslam Ansiklopedisi G (1992
416—167; Stelanos Yerasimos, Isteenibud Ansiklopedisi 2 ( 1994): 342 Okrav .'\\Ll[].l[)d.
Tivkiye de Avusturva'lt Sanat Tanheiden ve Sanatkartar 1()\/;7’7»1(/1(} Kuensthistorshe
wnd Kiinstley in der Tiirkery (Istanbul, 1963). 21 -22 79,

< Frans Babinger, Hans Dernsclnvam s Tagebuch eimer Rewse nach Konstantinonl
und Kleinasien (1553=13563) (Berhin and Munich, 1986), 190 Twrkish oansia-
uon by Yasar Onen, Istanbul ve Anvdolya Sevahat Ceindigre (Ankava, Y987y For
Hans Dernschwam's career, sec Stetanos Yerasimos, “Dernschwam, Flans,”
Istanhul Ansiklopedisi 3 (199041 3637

S has recenty been argued that the eredit for discovery belongs o two
Hungarians. 1. Tardy and 1. Moskovskv, “Zur Entdeckanyg des Monwmentiom
Ynevranand (15557 Acta Antigua Academuae Scientiariom Hhongarcae 21 (19735
375-401.

HBecause of e windows it was assumed that the building was a senate
house (fryviande) varher than a remple. Charles Texaer., Deseription de 1" Asie
Mewre T{(Paris, 1834, 173,

© Clhive Foss. “Tate Annque and Byvanmane Aukaral™ Dumbarton Oaks Papers
31 (1977 65-06.

*Questions pertaning to the temple concern date and dedication
K. Fitschen, " Zor Datierang des Aagustes-Roma-Tempels in Ankara,”  vdiaoder
gischer Anzegger 2 (1985): 3093150 Klaus Tuchelt and F.o Preissholen. ~ 7
idenitistrage des Augustus-Termpels in Ankara,”™ ibid., 318-322; HHelunu
Halfmunn, “Zur Danerung nnd Denming der Priesterhiste .om Augustus-Roma
Tempel in Ankara,™ Chaon 16 (1986): 35—12; Hedi Hiandein, " Zur Daticrung
des Augustustempels i Ankara” Anchdologiselier Anzegger (19813 511-513
Stephen Aitchell “Galatia under Tibevius,” Clhiron 16 (1986): 17330 espe-
cially 27-30.

Y For a chronological account and bibliography of descriptions by (ravelers

and savants including Dernschwam, Lasné, Tournefort, Lucas. Pococke, Kin-
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nair, Texier, Hamiton, and others, see Dantel Krencker and Martin Schede
(witl assistance from Oskar Heek), Der Tempel in Ankara, Denkmdéler Antiker
Arclutektur, Band 3 (Berlin and Leipzig, 1936), 1-8. Sec also the review by
F. Wicgand, Gromon 13 (1937): 414-422. For a general listof carly travelers to
Ankara, see Semavi Evice, "Ankara min Eski Bir Resmi, ™ i Atatvivk Nonferanstan
IV, Tiirk Tarih Kurumu (Ankara, 1972), 61-124. Korkmaz Alemndar, “Sevahat-
namiclerde Ankara,” v Ankara, Ankara (sce n. 24), 245-252 is largely based on
Evice. Especiatly useful is Georges Perrot and Edmund Guillaume, Exploration
archéologique de la Galatie et la Bithynie, 2 vols. (Pavis, 1872) 1 (text); 243-272; 2
{(plates): 13-31. See also Edmund Guillaume, “Le Temple Rome cvd'Augusie
dAnevre,” Revue Archéologique, nouvelle série, 11 (1870): 347-360: Texicr. Asie
Mineure, 1 71-2006, plates 064-069.

“ Although outdated in some respects, the most complete wchacological
study s stll that of Krencker and Schede, Der Tempel. For the Turkish excava-

tions, see Hamit Kos

;U Ankara Augustus Mabedi Kazist/Augustustempel in
) 133138,

*Technical and burcancratic problems concerning the preservation of the

Ankara,” Anatolia? (1957

monument and inscription are summarized by Ekrem Akurgal, “Augusius
Tapmagr ve Yazalar Kivalicesi,” Ankara Dergist 1 (1990): 16-27. Dhagnostic
laboratory analvsis for the conservation of the monument was carried out by
Middle Fast Technical University in Ankara. Emime Caner et al., “Effects ol Air
Pollution on the Monuwments in ;\11k;u’u—(I;\sc—SLud}': Temple of Augustus,”
Duraility of Building Materials 5 (198%): 463-4173. Sce also E. Caner, Pamela

Frencelvand Toni Cross

“Project for the Conservation of the Temple of Rome
and Augustas Abstracy, Amenican fournal of Archaeology 92 (1988): 23] -232,
The histoncal plaza of Ulus was designed after a nauonal competton. For the
implemented entry, see Raci Bademli and Zeki Ulkenli, “THaer Baviam Covre
Dizenleme Projesi.” Ankara Dergisi 1 (1992): 57-62.

" For Augustus’s bulding program in Rome as an ideological statement
linking past and present, see Res Gestae, 19-21: R Sablavrolles, “Espace urbain
el propagande politgue: Porganisation du centre de Rome par Auguste (Kes
Gestae 194 21).7 Pallas 21 (1931): 59-77.

i Rrencker and Schede, Der Tempel (see v 37) 510 Finschen (see no 36).
R3-315

2 Ender Varinlioglu, “Mcter Theon.™ Anadolu Medenivetlert Niizesi Yolhy

(Ankara, 1992), 39-43: Klaus Tuchelt. "Bemerkungen zum Tempelbezitk von
Antocheia ad Pisidiam, ™ i Beitrdige zur Altertumskunde Klemasions, Festschoaft fiir
Rt Butel I ed. R Boehmer and H. Haupimann (Mainz am Rhein, 1983y, 515

In the Aeneid. Virgil consolidated the notion of Aened

15 the progenitol
of the Roman vace. Erich S Graen, Culowoe and National Identity in Republican
Rome (Tthaca, NY.1992), 6-51. Significantly, the Palatine residence of Augus-
tas was heside the hut of Romulus. For the connection of the tomb of Augustus
with Trov. see Ross Holloway, “The Tomb of Augustus and the Princes of Trov”
Amevican fournal of Archacology 70 (1966): 171173 Establishing a connection
with Anatolian Trov was a desice also used by Constantine to promote his new
capital of Constantinople as a av more ancient than Rome. A AlBLdiL ~On the
Foundation of Constantinople: A Few Nowes.™ fowrnal of Romar Studies 37
(1U47): 10=-16.

"“Although the temple was dedicated o Rome and Augustus, the cella does
not appear 1o have been divided. Perrot and Guillawme, Fxplovation arché-
ologique (see e 37), plae 220 shows the states of Rome and Augustus back to
back sharing the same cellas For temples with double cellac in western
Anatolia, see Mitkerrem Usiman Anabolu, " Bau Anadoln’da 'den Fazla Naos'lu
Tapinakiar” Belleten 56 (1992): 721,

P\cton Hugo, Notre Daone of Pars (London, 1978y The idea is sumimed up
i Book V. Section 1 (Abbas Beat Martunn, 188: 7. . atooth trnnphs over the
bodv. The Nile rackills the crocodiie. the swordiish kills the whale, the book will
kill the bulding 7 and contmues with the diatnbe in Section 2 (This Will Kill
Thaty, 188-201: Frank Llovd Wright, " The Architect.” talk to the University of
Chicago Committee on Social Thougha, 1946, in The Works of the Mind. Robert
B Ievwood, ed -Hihe ed. (Chicago and London, 1966), 53. Compare Peurucci.
Public Lettering (see n. 6), 5261,

Ntary . Carvathers, The Book of Memory: A Stuwdy of Memory i Medieval
Crdture (Camnbridge, 199238 In Ler excelient study Carruthers shows that o
book s not necessarilv a ext” and that “the book was onlv one wav w0
vememberatext” inmedieval socien.

" raining in memorative processes and devices was basic to learning and
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creative activity until the advent of printing. Carvathers, The Book of Memory,
6=9. Sources [or the classical art (!“Ill(‘lll()l'}‘: Frances A Yates, The Art of Memory
(Chicago, 1966), 1-26.

WW. V. Harris, Ancient Literacy (Cambridge, Mass., 1989), 267, on he
problem ol what is meant by literacy, 3—10. On its unceven disuibution, see
idem, Litcracy and Epigraphw.” Zeitschnift fiiv Papyrologio wnd Epigraplul
(1983%): 97.

" Belicl in the supremacy ol sight over the other senses for mermory has
Greek origins (Aristotle, De Anima 4291 =40 43102, De Sensu e Sensibili 13745
Yaies, The Art of Memory, 28, 320 Carvathers, The Book of Memory, 27-28. The

clfects of literacy could sometimes be detunnental to memory and remember-
mnyg, according 1o the anciems: Harvs, Awcient Literacy, 30-33. One of the
reasons for images in medieval churches, besides teaching and veneraton, was
recollection: L. Go Duggan, “Was Art Reallv the Book of the Titerate?™ Wind
and Daaged ( TORO): 227251 Sce also Michael Camille, “Secing and Reading:
Some Visual Trnplications of Literacy,” Art History 8 (1985): 26-49.

M Roman vhetorical authors follow Avistotle on memory. The anonvmous
author of Rhetovica ad Herennium (3.16=214), Cicero (De Oradore 2.353-60) | and
Quintifian (Iustitutio Oratoria 9.2.17-26) explain mnemonic techniques and
theorv. Animportant application involved the place svstem: Yates, The Art of

vl)
(1932): 105-109; Richard Sorahji, Aristotle o Mewory (Providence, 1972,

22-31. The apphcation of the architectaral mnemonic 1o the Roman house i

Memory, 1-41; 1. AL Post. “Ancient Memory Svstems.” Classical W 25

demonstrated by Bettina Bergmann, “The Roman Howse as Memory Theate
)

Gn-

The Touse of the Tragic Poct v Pompen” At Bullotn 76 (1904 225955

Dianc Favro draws connecuons between visual fiicraey and the moemonic

vstem al the arban level: Diane Fasvo, The Dyban Dmage of Augusian Rome
(Carnbridge, 1996 A=T10idem, in Awaent Art (sce . 130, 230257, See also
veview by Rudh Webb, v Budlein 75 (1996): 163

FRegardless of the devel of lieracy, visual propaganda and recitation, e
the practice of reading atoud 1o those who were unable toread, were importani
vehicles of dissernination and shoutd not be overlooked. WV TLrvis, “Literacy
and Eyngraphs Zeitscloaft fiiy Papryrologie wund Epegraphik 52 (19831 8711 Jane
DeRose Evans, The Avt of Persuasion: Political Propagandea from Aeneas to Brudun,
(Ann Avbor, 1992, 1995y 7. Favro, in Ancient Art (see o 13y 247 also claims
that lengthy epigraphic texts were for lierate citizens

2 Pavd Bovats, Leben wnd Bren (Staagart, 1950y, 208

“#Spro Kostol, “The Emperor and the Duce:r The Planning of Piazzale
Augusto Imperatore at Rome 1o At and Aychuectiare i the Service of Polities, ¢d.
Heney Millon and Linda Nochhn (Cambridge, Mass., TO78) 304, For Mussoli-
ni's imperial vision and his propagandistic use of the Roman image to this end.
sce Peter Bondanela. The tternal Citv: Roman Images i the Moderin World (C I]m])(']
Hhll and London, 1987y, 172-206: Alex Scobiel Hitler™s State Avclutectire: Tl
Dnpact of Classical Andiquoty (Universite Park and London, 19905 9-36: Lisa
Quartermame. “Stonching Towards Rome: Mussolimi's Tmpertad Vision,” i
Uvban Society i Rovean Tty ed 10 ] Cornell and Kathrvn Lomas (London.
1045), 203-215,

SUThe long speech of Atk (NVutdk) wis delivered o Ankara 15-20
October 1927 and originally published i three volumes. Dedicated o Turkish
vouth, wis an account ol the National War of Independence aned the founda-
tion of the Turkesh Republics Fudl text in Mustda Kemal Ataciek, Nuoud, 5 vols.
Tark Deviim Tanhi Ensitsi (Istanbud, 19403 for ay abnidged version, Atatirk.
Nutuk, ed. Ahmet Rokladiller (Istanbut, 19873,

P The Romun dailv rouane is well studied. See parteatarl, ] 20\ D,
Balsdon. Lafe and Leiswe in Ancrent Rome (London, 19693 [erome Carcopinoe,
Daily Life in Ancient Rome trans. Fimbe OC Lorimer el Hemry T Rowell (New
Haven, 19100y Lionel Casson. Dady Life i Ancient Rome (New York, 1975):
Hilary [ Desghion, A Deax on the Life of Ancient Rome (London, 1992) F. Dupont.
Dailv Life in Ancient: Rome (Oxlord, 1989) . Lo Friedlandev, Roman Lafe and
Manners wnder the Fearly Fpie, trans, 1o A Magnus and | HL Freese, 4 vols.
(London, 1903 1913y UL EL Paoli, La VTta Rowmana: Ve quotidienne deos la Rome
antugue (Paris, 1950).

Starns, Ancent Literacy (see . 50y, 1570 while Ronan senators were
certainly literate, citizens in Latisspeaking cities may be assumed o have been
fairly Titerate. This woudd have been less true for developing provinees as in
remote centval Anatolia, See also Stnlev F. Bonner, Fdueation i Ancient Rome:

From the Elder Cato o the Younger Pliny (London. 1977). On the other hand, the
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pub[ic inscriptions has been ascribed o the fact that “a

f the population was litey
see Favro, in Ancient Art (sec n. 13}, 231,
hich [ew could read, visual imagery

y of sncicnt P
rge poruon © ’
p 6), 1. For the opposing VW, S¢
» she states that “in a society 1w na
s o literal text legible o all”” and stresses the importance of visual
:;ﬁannl orientation simply to get about in the abscnce of strect

Ty for m d numbers. Idem, The Urpan hnage of Augustan Rome, 4-6.
ﬂAlﬂ! , become transcendent in different ways. For exainple, Armenians
. u'-::[,‘gcfcd books in the same manner as Greeks did their icons and
- them in processions before battle. John Beckwith, Farly Christian and
Art, integrated ed. (Harmondsworth, 1979), 289. For the uses of writing

b wediary of Ornament (Princeton, 1992), 47-118.

h-/‘t“()k’" Grabar, Tnfermediary f

ate. Pewruccd, Public Letiering
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