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Prof. Dr. Urs Peschlow
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16.30-16.50 Yrd. Doc. Dr. / Asst. Prof. Dogan Yavas, Osmanli
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16.50-17.10 Yrd. Doc¢. Dr. /Asst. Prof. Ahmet Vefa Cobanoglu-
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10.05-10.25 Yrd. Dog. Dr. / Asst. Prof. Kutlu Akalin, An Instant
Depicting the Combination of the Imperial Cult and the Christian Doctrine at
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Enstantane
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Nicaea in the Empire, 717-1204 / Bizans'in Kalbinde: Nicaea ve imparatorluk, 717-
1204

Prof. Dr. Paul Magdalino, At the Heart of Byzantium:
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11.20-11.40 Matthew Kinloch, The Nikaian Narrative: Rethinking the
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Antikitenin Dirilisi:13.Yuzyil Kent Surlari ve Surlarin Figtiratif Dekorasyonu

13.20-13.40 Dr. Ivana Jevtic, Role of Nicaea and Constantinople in
the Development of Byzantine Art during the 13th Century / 13. Ylzyilda Bizans
Sanatinin Gelisiminde Nicaea ve Konstantinopolis'in Roli

13.40-14.00 Ayse Dalyanci1 Berns, Kentin Zengin Tarihine Isik Tutan
Bir Anit: iznik Sehir Surlari / A Monument Shedding Light on the Rich History of the
City: The City Walls of Iznik

14.00-14.10 Kahve Arasi / Coffee Break
14.10-14.30 Yrd. Do¢. Dr/Asst. Prof. Suna Cagaptay, Impressions of
Laskarid Landscapes:

Environment, Architecture and The Social Good |/ Lascaris Donemi Cevre
Diizenlemelerinden izlenimler: Cevre, Mimari ve Toplumsal Fayda

14.30-14.50 Dr.
Mediterranean Area |

Marisa Tinelli, Iznik Pottery in Europe and

Avrupa ve Akdeniz Bolgesinde Iznik Comlekgiligi

14.50-15.10 Dr. Federica Broilo, Interpretation, Adoption and
Diffusion of Iznik Style Outside the Boundaries of the Ottoman Empire. Italy and
Central Europe (17th -18th centuries) / Iznik Stilinin Osmanli Imparatorlugu Sinirlari
Disinda Yorumlanmasi, Benimsenmesi ve Yayilmasi. italya ve Orta Avrupa (17 ve 18.
yuzyillar)
15.10-15.20 Kahve Arasi / Coffee Break
11I. OTURUM / SESSION llI

Oturum Baskani / Moderator

Doc. Dr./Assoc. Prof. Murat Tas

DUNYA MIRASI iZNIiK: IMKANLAR, SORUNLAR, COZUMLER
IZNIK AS WORLD HERITAGE: OPPORTUNITIES, PROBLEMS, SOLUTIONS

15.20-15.40 Dr. Sule Kili¢c Yildiz-ipek Ozbek, Nomination of Iznik
for UNESCO World Heritage List: The Process of Nomination, Opportunities,
and Difficulties / iznik'in UNESCO Diinya Miras Listesi'ne Adayligi: Adaylik Stireci,
Firsatlar ve Zorluklar

15.40-16.00 Prof. Dr. Fusun Alioglu, iznik'teki Tarihsel Miras ve
Strdiiriilmesi Igin Temel ilkeler / Historical Heritage in Iznik and Basic Principles
for Maintaining It

16.00-16.20 Dr. Mimar Ibrahim Yilmaz Iznik'te Inikli Koyt Olceginde
Yakin Dénem Yoresel Tark Mimarisi / Recent Local Turkish Architecture at the Inikli
Village Scale in Nicea

16.20-16.40 Prof Dr. Halid Tadmori, Cultural Heritage and
Sustainable Tourism: Conservation of World Heritage Cities Byblos and Iznik
/ Kiltir Mirasi ve Strdirilebilir Turizm: Dinya Mirasi Kentler Byblos ve Iznik'in

Muhafazasi
16.40-16.50 Kahve Arasi / Coffee Break

16.50-17.10 Prof. Dr. Daniele Manacorda, Rome: A Great
Archaeological Heritage in the Heart of a Modern City / Roma: Modern Bir Kentin
Kalbinde Buytik Bir Arkeolojik Miras

17.10-17.30 Prof. Dr. Alessandro Ippoliti, Conservative Principles
and Operational Guidelines in Architectural Restoration / Mimari Restorasyonda
Koruma llkeleri ve Calisma Esaslari

17.30-17.50 Do¢. Dr./Assoc. Prof. Yonca Kosebay Erkan, Values
of Cultural Landscape: Iznik (Nicaea) in the Historic Sources / Kultirel Cevrenin
Degerleri: Tarihi Kaynaklarda:

iznik (Nicaea)

19:00 AKSAM YEMEGI / DINNER

04 EKIM / OCTOBER 2015 PAZAR / SUNDAY

I. OTURUM / SESSION |
Oturum Baskani / Moderator
Yrd. Doc. Dr./Assist Prof. Nurhayat Dalkiran

IZNIK’TE DOGAL MIRAS
NATURAL HERITAGE IN IZNIK

09.05-09.25 Prof. Dr. Hayri Duman, iznik G610 Sulak Alan Alt Havzasinin Flora
ve Vejetasyonu: Nadir-Endemik Bitki Tirleri ve Habitatlari / Flora and Vegetation of
Lake Iznik Wetland Subbasin: Rare-Endemic Plant Species and Their Habitat

09.25-09.45 Prof. Dr. Zafer Ayas, Karasal Fauna Bilesenleri ve Faunayi
Etkileyen Cevresel Etkiler / Components of Terrestrial Fauna and Environmental
Factors Influencing

the Fauna

09.45-10.05 S. Cevher Ozeren, iznik Golii Havzasi Balik Faunasi / The
Fish Fauna of Iznik Lake

11. OTURUM / SESSION I
SiVIL TOPLUM VE DENEYIMLER
CIVIL SOCIETY AND EXPERIENCES

Oturum Bagkani / Moderator
Yrd. Doc. Dr. /Assist Prof. Sahin Kili¢

10.20-10.35 Havva Candar Kent Konseyi Baskani / Head of the City
Council
10.35-11.00 Erciment Yilmaz (BBB. Bursa Metropolitan Municipality)

iznik Golii Cevresinde Alternatif Turizm Rotalan / Alternative Tourism Routes Around Lake
Iznik
11.00-11.15
iznik Arkeoloji Miizesi MUdiir V. / Iznik Archaeological Museum

11.15-11.30 Prof. Dr. Isil Akbaygil iznik Vakfi / [znik Foundation

11.30-12.30 Moderator: Kutlu  Akalin
Degerlendirmeleri / Symposium Concluding Remarks:

Mehmet Hasan Bozkurt

Sempozyum  Sonug

12.30-13.15 OGLE YEMEGI VE IZNIiK GEZIiSi / LUNCH AND
IZNIK TOUR
19:00: KAPANIS YEMEGI / CLOSING DINNER
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{znik / Nicaea on its Way to Become UNESCO World Heritage International Symposium Proceedings

SUNUM

Antik caglardan itibaren “Nicaea” olarak tanminan iznik'in yerlesim tarihi milattan dnce 2500 yillarina
kadar uzanmaktadir. Kisa siireli olarak Bitinya kralligina bagkentlik yapan sehir, Roma imparatorlugunun
en 6nemli kentleri arasinda yer almistir. Bircok mimari eser bu donemlerde yapilarak kent imar edilmistir.

Tum kiliseler tarafindan taninan en énemli ekiimenik konsillerden ikisine ev sahipligi yapan iznik, 1075
yiinda Kutalmisoglu Stileyman Sah tarafindan alinmig ve 1080 yilinda baskent ilan edilmesiyle birlikte
Anadolu'daki ilk Tlrk bagkenti olmustur. Yaklasik 20 yil sonra hagli ordusunun kusatmasina maruz kalan
sehrin yagmalanmamasi igin Selguklular tarafindan teslim edilmisir.

Osman Gazi kentin fethi icin farkli zamanlarda tesebbuslerde bulunsa da fetih 1331 yilinda Orhan Bey'e
nasip olmustur. Bu dénemden sonra kentin imari yoniinde ¢alismalar yapilarak kent bircok mimari
eserle yeniden senlendirilmistir.

Iznik ayni zamanda; Istanbul'dan Anadolu’ya uzanan kervan yolunun izerinde dnemli bir durak ve
konaklama merkezi olmustur. Kentin Roma, Bizans ve Osmanli ddnemlerine ait anitsal yapilar glinimtze
kadar gelebilmistir. Ge¢ Roma déneminde insa edilen, daha sonra Bizans ve Osmanli dénemlerinde
genisletilen ve gliclendirilen surlari, sehrin en ayirt edici 6zelliklerindendir.

Osmanli imparatorlugu déneminde 14.-16. Yiizyillar arasinda iznik, Turk-istam sanatinin en giizel ve en
dayanikl; tiplerinden biri olan seramik ¢ini tretim merkezi olarak, diinya ¢apinda bir (in kazanmistir.

iznik, sadece tarihi ve kiltiirel mirasi ile degil ayni zamanda sehir kimligi ile butiinlesmis dogal
guzellikleriyle birlikte insanhga kiltirel bir peyzaj alani da sunar.

iznik Géli ile birlikee sehir surlari disinda yasamaya devam eden tarim ve kirsal hayat, endemik bitkileri,
bolgeye 6zgli geleneksel zeytin-zeytinyagi ve tizim yetistiriciligi sehrin “tarihi kentsel peyzaj” dzelliklerini
6n plana gikarmakradir.

Iznik’in sadece Turkiye'ye degil batiin insanliga kalan evrensel bir miras oldugu distndlerek, 2014 yilinda
baslatilan calismalar sonucu bu egsiz degerdeki kent UNESCO Diinya Mirasi Gegici Listesi'ne alinmistir.

Bursa Blyiiksehir Belediyesi; Iznik'in evrensel bir deger olarak UNESCO listesinde yer almasi icin tarihi
mirasin korunmasi, tamitminin saglanmasi ve gelecek kusaklara aktariimasi amaciyla pek ¢ok projeye
Imza atmistir.

2-4 Ekim 2015 tarihlerinde, Iznik'in kalici olarak bir diinya mirasi kimligine kavusmasi icin yapilan ve
yapilacak olan ¢alismalarin ele alindig), uluslararasi ve genis katlimti bir sempozyum diizenlenerek stirece
6nemli bir katki sunulmustur.

Iznik'te gerceklestirilen "UNESCO Diinya Mirasi Olma Yolunda Iznik Uluslararasi Sempozyumu‘na tarih,
arkeoloji, kultlr, sanat tarihi, mimarlk, diinya miras alanlar, restorasyon, dogal alanlar gibi disiplinlerin
ileri gelen uzmanlari kaulmstir.

Sempozyumda, Hellenistik dénemden Bizans dénemine, Osmanli ciniciliginden iznik Surlar’na,
arkeolojik ¢alismalardan restorasyon uygulamalarina kadar pek ¢ok tarihi ve giincel konu giindeme
getirilip tarugimistr.

Son derece degerli akademisyen hocalanimiz, yurtdisindan gelen uzmanlarimiz ve yerel uzmanlarimizin
Iznik'le ilgili kendi uzmanlik alanlarini iceren sunumlar yapug bu sempozyumun bildirileri iznik'in
gelecegine isik tutacak mahiyettedir.

Bu vesileyle sempozyuma katilan akademisyenlerimize, tim katthmcilara ve emegi gegenlere tesekkir
ediyor, ortaya cikan bu eserin Iznik izerine calisma yapacak olanlara ilham olmasini diliyorum.

Alinur AKTAS

Bursa Biylksehir Belediye Baskani



Iznik-Nicaea Limanit

Serkan Gunduz? - Oktay Dumankaya3

Kentin Konumu ve Tarihi

iznik (Nicaea), Turkiye'nin kuzeybatisinda antik ismi Askania Limne olan Iznik Goli’'ntin dogu kiyisinda
kurulmus bir yerlesimdir (Resim 1). Kentin ilk isminin ise, Helikore oldugu bilinmektedir‘. Antik
yazarlardan Strabon, Iznik'in dort tarafinin surlar ile gevrili oldugundan ve Gymnasium’un ortasina
konan bir tagtan dort kapinin da gorilebildiginden bahsetmekredir®. Ayrica Strabon kentin ilk kez
Philippos’un oglu Antigonos tarafindan kuruldugunu ve Antogonia adini aldigindan bahsetmektedir.
Daha sonralari ise, Lysimakhos'un karisina ithafen kentin adinin Nikaia olarak degistirildigini
beliremektediré. Kent, MO. 301 yilindan sonra Lysimakhos hakimiyetine girmistir. Zipoites (MO 327-
279) Lysimakhos ile Seleukos arasindaki savasi firsat bilerek Bithynia Kralligini kurmustur. Boylece
diger kentler gibi lznik'te Bithynia Kralligi hakimiyetine girmistir’. MO 74 yilindan sonra ise tiim
Anadolu topraklari gibi s6z konusu kentte de Roma egemenligi gortlmekeedir®.

iznik (Nicaea), ozellikle Roma Donemi'nde o6nemli kentlere ulagimi saglayan karayollarinin
kesisim noktasinda bulunmasindan dolayr oldukga gelismistir®. Ozellikle Istanbul'un Dogu Roma
imparatorlugu’nun baskenti olmasindan sonra 6neminin daha da artug anlagilmaktadir. Bizans ve
Osmanli Imparatorlugu Donemlerinde istanbul'dan baslayan bircok yolun Iznik'e ulastigi ve buradan
Anadolu iclerine dogru yayildigi Antik Cag kaynakiarinda belirtilmektedir™ (Resim 2). Tarihi kaynak ve
olaylardan anlasilacagi tzere, Iznik'in askeri ve iktisadi konumu, merkez sehirlere yakin olmasi ve eski
caglardan beri doguya uzanan ana ticaret yollarinin tGzerinde bulunmasi nedeniyle; Bizans, Selguklu ve
Osmanii Dénemi'nde de dnemini korumaya devam etmistir. Antik Nicaea kentinde glinlimize kadar
bircok arkeolojik arastirma ve kazi yapilmis olmasina ragmen, yapilan arastirmalardan sadece kent
fimaninin lokalizasyonu ve liman hakkinda genel bilgiler elde edilebilmektedir ™.

Yapilan aragtirmalarda Gol Kapi'nin yaklasik 370 m kuzeyinde ve 300 m glineyinde karsilikli birbirine
paralel, gble dogru dik uzanan yapilarin kentin limani oldugu belirtiimekeedir'2. Ancak 1970'li yillarda
kente gelen batili bir gazeteci tarafindan limanin glineyini gevreleyen kalintlarin senato sarayinin
oldugu yer olarak belirtitmistir. Bu yanlis tanimlama yerel yonetim ve halk ve tarafindan senato sarayi
olarak adland:riimis ve uzun yillar kabul gérmustir®,

Bu galisma TUBITAK 2214/B-Yurt Dis1 Miisterek Doktora Burs Programt kapsaminda yapilnustir.
Dr.Ogr. Uyesi. - Bursa Uludag Universitesi, Turkiye.

Dr.Ogr. Uyesi - Kahramanmaras Stitcii imam Universitesi, Tiirkiye.

Smith, 1854: 422; Schmitz, §859; 315; Merkelbach, 1985: 1 vd.; 1997, 144; Sahin, 2004: 5.
Strabon, X11.4.7.

Strabon, X11.4.7.

Doganci, 2003: 74.

Magie, 1950: 320; Ulugiin vd., 2007: 14 vd.

Avet, 2005: 90.

Ramsay, 1960: 216; Foss. 2004: 251-254.

Foss, 2004: 252-253; Ermis, 2009: 282, 381, Sahin, 2011: 150;.

Foss, 2004: 253 vd.; Ermis, 2009: 282, Sahin, 2011: 148-151;.

Altun, 2005: 342.
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Giiney Liman Duvari

Limanin glneyini cevreleyen ve gble dogru dik uzanan duvar yaklasik 175 m uzunluga ve yer yer 3
m kalinliga sahiptir. S6z konusu duvar, gliniimiiz karayolunun her iki tarafinda da son bulmaktadir
(Resim 3). Ancak iznik Arkeoloji Miizesi tarafindan 2013 yiinda yapilan kurtarma kazilari neticesinde
bu duvarlarin kent surlarina dogru devam ettigi anlagilmistir™ (Resim 4). Yapilan kurtarma kazisinda
duvarin yer yer 4.70 m genislige kadar ulastig anlasilmaktadir. Bu bulgular duvarin gol kiyisinda daha
fazla genislige sahip oldugunu gostermekeedir.

Genel olarak duvarin dis kisimlan farkl boyutlarda, diizgin kesilmis blok taslardan olusmaktadir.
Duvarin i¢ kisminda ise moloz tas ve tugla parcalarindan olusan horasan harci kullaniimistir. Duvarin
her iki cephesinde Roma dénemine ait sitlin basliklari ve mimari bloklarin oldugu dikkati gekmeketedir.
Roma doéneminde devsirme bloklar ve hareketlilik kazandirilmasi amaciyla diizenli siralar seklinde
kullaniimis olan tuglalarin varlig, yapinin Roma dénemine ait oldugunu isaret etmekeedir™.

Glney liman duvar ile kenti gevreleyen surlarin kesisim noktasinda bir kule yer almaktadir. Bu kule
ile giney liman duvarinin birlesmedigi, arada 4 metrelik bir aciklik oldugu dikkati cekmektedir (Resim
5-6). Agikligin son buldugu noktada duvarin alt kismi blok tasfarla sonlandirilirken tst kismi kuleye
dogru i¢ blkey formda bir egimle ilerlemektedir (Resim 7). Gerek duvar hattinin etrafinda gozlemlenen
yikinu taslar gerekse i¢ biikey forma sahip duvar, bu bolimde limana girisi cikisi saglayan kictk bir
kapi oldugunu ve gol ile surlar arasinda bir yasam alaninin olmasi gerektigini agik¢a gostermektedir.
Duvarin gol ile birlestigi noktada ise, dikdortgen formlu platform yer aimaktadir (Resim 8). Platformun
kuzey cephesi 1 m ¢apinda bir gikinti olusturmaktadir. Hemen hizasinda ise, duvarin temel seviyesine
gelecek sekilde yaklasik 25 m uzunlugunda baska bir platform (?) yer almakeadir (Resim 9).

Guney liman duvarinin gol ile birlesen ug¢ kisminda ise yarim daire formunda kule yapisina ait, yaklasik
4.17 x 420 m ¢apinda temel kalinulari goriilmekeedir. Kule temelinin cevresinde yapmis oldugumuz
sualtiarastirmalarinda, yapinin suyun yipratici etkisine karsi direngli olabilmesi igin kesme blok taslarin
kullanildig tespit edilmistir. Yapinin ic kisminda ise, tugla ve moloz taslardan meydana gelmis horasan
harci yer almaktadir (Resim 10-11-12).

Bu bolimde yer alan kulenin formunu gosteren en 6nemli ipucu Vatikan Mdizesi'nin Sistine
Salonu’nu sisleyen bir fresko'dur. S6z konusu fresko 16. Ylzyilin sonlarinda ressam Cesare Nebbia
tarafindan gizilmistir’®. Fresko'da 1. Konsilin toplandigi yerden surlar, limani koruyan duvarlar ve kule
temeli gorllebilmektedir (Resim 13). Frescoda yer alan limani koruyan duvarin konumu ve agisi
dikkate alindiginda 20 Mayis 325 yilinda I. lznik Konsili'nin? toplandigi yapinin konumu tahmin
edilebilmektedir. Fresko'da yer alan betimlemeye gére toplantinin yapildigi senato saray: gél kenarinda,
surlarin disinda ve limanin gtineyinde yer almalidir. 2014 yilinda Prof. Dr. Mustafa Sahin tarafindan
bilim diinyasina tanitilan bazilikanin®® konumu freskoda betimlenen yapinin konumu ile birebir
ortusmekeedir (Resim 14). Bu durum gliney liman duvarinin bulundugu alanda yer alan kalintilarin
senato sarayina ait olmadigi liman ile alakali yapilar oldugunu gosteren kanitlar arasindadir.

14 Aragtirmada ve her tiirlii imkan1 ve destegi saglayan Prof. Dr. Mustafa Sahin basta olmak iizere, sualti
aragtirmalarinda yadsinamayacak katkilari olan arkeologlar, Mustafa Ugur Ekmekgi’ye, Faruk Yolsal'a, Semih
Togan’a, Cagr1 Aydin’a ve mimar Fadime Yildiz'a, miize miidiirliigii arsivlerinde yer alan fotograflara ve
raporlara ulasmamz konusunda yardimlarin: esirgemeyen, iznik Arkeoloji Miize Miidiirii Mehmet Hasan Bozkurt
ve Arkeolog Umut Kapuci’ye tesekkiirii borg biliriz.

15 Foss—Winfield, 1986: 82; Sahin, 2011: 140.

16 Veth-Wilhelmus, 2002: 295-306.

17 Detayh bilgi icin bkz. Yalduz, 2003: 266; Kagar, 2005: 69.

18 Sahin vd., 2014: 8-10.

Port of Iznik-Nicaea

Kuzey Liman Duvari

Kuzey liman duvar, Gol Kapr'nin yaklasik 370 m kuzeyinde yer almaktadir. Ancak gliney liman
duvarinin aksine iyi korunamamis, sadece belirli boliimlerde temel seviyesinde gozlenebilmektedir
(Resim 15). 2013 yilinda Iznik Arkeoloji Muzesi tarafindan giinimuz karayolunda yapilan kurtarma
kazilarinda duvarin devami oldugu dsiintlen kahnular tespit edilmistir. 290 m genislige sahip
duvarda farkli boyutlarda, diizgtin kesiimis blok taslar kullaniimistir. Duvarin i¢ kisminda ise moloz tas
ve tuglalardan meydana getirilmis horasan harci yer almaktadir. (Resim 16). Duvarin go! ile birlestigi
noktada glinimuzde seyir terasi olarak kullanilan bir boium yer almakeadir. Bu alanin hemen hemen
tamami beton ile kaplidir ve ayrintihi bir tanimlama yapilamamaktadir. Ancak beton ile kapatilan
yapi temelinin sekli gliney fiman duvarindaki yarim daire formlu kule temeline biiyiik benzerlik
gostermekeedir. Yarim daire formuna sahip kulenin oturdugu temel kalintlarinin korunan gap:
yaklasik 5x5 metredir. Kirk modern beton pargalari arasindan yapinin dis kisimlarinin kesme blok
taslardan yapildigi izlenebilmektedir. Yapinin i¢ kismiise moloz tasli blokaj ve kare formlu tuglalardan
olusmakeadir (Resim 17).

Liman Hakkinda Genel Gériigler

Arastirmacilararasindalznik/Nicaea Limanive limanyapilari hakkindabircok farkli goriis yer almaktadir.
Foss® ve Ermis® kenti koruyan surlarin kiyidan ¢ok iceride yapiimis oldugunu belirtmektedirler.
Dolayisiyla liman bolgesinden gelecek olan saldirilara karsi sur duvarlarini dik kesen iki duvar daha
yapilmis oldugunu diisiinmektedirler. Sahin, bu duvarlarin mendirek, ug kisminda yer atan yarim daire
seklindeki yapi temelinin ise deniz feneri olmasi gerektigi kanaatindedir®'. Yalman® Foss'a benzer
sekilde duvarlarin kuzey ve giiney olmak Ulzere limani koruyan, kalkan-mahmuz duvariar oldugunu
ancak suyla temas kuran kisimlarin iskele ofmasi gerekrtigi kanaatindedir. Altun® giiney liman
duvarinin gumriik islemlerinin yapildigi rihtim ve kule yapisina ait yapi kalintist oldugu kanaatindedir.
Gorllebilecegi Uzere arastirmacilar bu yapilarin kentin limani ile alakali yapilar oldugu konusunda
ortak kanaatte olmalarina ragmen genel olarak bu iki duvar hakkinda farkli goruslere sahiptirler. Bu
hususta agiklanmasi gereken énemli sorular ortaya cikmaktadir: Oncelikle Gél Kapi'nin kuzeyi ve
glineyinde yer alan bu iki kalintinin tam olarak hangi amacla yapilmistr? Diger yandan Go! Kapi'da
yer almasi gereken liman yapilarinin nelerdir ya da neler olmasi gerekir? Kentin tarihi ve cografyasi
bu sorularin agiklanmasi hususunda énemli ipuglari vermektedir. Bilindigi tizere Hellenistik Cag'in
Grek tarzinda insa edilmis sehirlerinde goriilen Hippodamos Plan® Niceae sehrinin insasinda da
kullaniimistir. Sehrin etrafi surlarla gevrilmis, dort yanina kapilar insaa edilmistir®.

Liman Duvarlarinin Inga Tarihi

Antik Cagda maliyeti ylksek en blylk yapilarin sehir surlari oldugu bilinmekredir®. Dért tarafi
surlaria cevrili Nicaea kenti Roma Imparatorlugu’nun uzun soluklu baris stirecine girdigi (Roma Barigi)
Pax Romana (MQ. 27-MS. 180) Dénemi'nde savunmaya verilen énem azalmis, surlarin bakim ve
onarimlart ile ilgilenilmemistir?. MS 257/8 yilinda bolgeyi isgal eden Gotlar, Nicaea ve Nicomedia'ya
da saldirmislar ve Pax Romana Dénemi'nde 6nem verilmeyen surlari kolayca asarak her iki kenti yakip

19 Foss, 2004: 252-253.

20 Ermis, 2009: 282.

21 Sahin, 2011: 148-151.

22 Yalman (Tarihsiz): 26 vd.; Yalman’m planunda bu duvarlar 48, 49, 50, 51 numaralar altinda belirtilmigtir.
23 Altun, 2005: 342.

24 Heimberg—Rieche, 1998, 38.

25 Sahin, 2004: 3 vd.; Avcl, 2005: 90-91; Sahin, 2011:143; Mert, 2011: 174 vd.; Yalman (Tarihsiz): 29.

26 Owen, 1992: 149.

27 Owen, 1992: 121; Wurster, 1996: 165; Sahin, 2004: 11.
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yikmislardir®. Got saldirilarindan sonra Milet, Bergama kentlerinde oldugu gibi; Nicaea'da savunmaya
ve sur duvarlarina verilen dnem artmistir®. Foss, kentin 13 m ylksekliginde 80 kuleden olusan “Kiigiik
Asya'nin en bliylik ve en gelismis surlarina” bu dénemde sahip oldugunu belirtmektedir®.

MS. 727 yilinda ise kente saldiran Araplarin surlara biiylik zararlar verdigi bilinmektedir. Bu sebeple
lIl. Leo Dénemi'nde (MS 717-741) Gol Kapi ve ona bagh surfar onarim gérmustir. Arastirmacilar
arasinda farklt gérislere sebep olan limanin gliney ve kuzeyindeki duvarlar da Foss'a gére bu donemde
insa edilmistir®’. Istanbul Kapi ve Gol Kapi arasinda 69 numaralt kule tzerinde bulunan yazitta Ill.
Leo Donemi’'nde®? yapilan onarimiar hakkinda bilgiler olmasina ragmen; limani koruyan duvarlarin
yapimi hakkinda herhangi bir bilgi yer almamaktadir. Ancak duvarlarin yapi karakeeristikleri Ill. Leo
Doénemi surlanina bliyiik benzerlik gdstermektedir. Nitekim hava fotografindan da anlagilabilecegi
tizere giney liman duvari Laskarisler Dénemi surlarini® teget gecerek dogrudan MS 3. Ylzyil surlarina
baglanmaktadir. Bu bulgular liman duvariarninin Iil. Leo zamaninda insa edildiklerini isaret etmektedir
(Resim 18).

Liman Duvar1 mi?, Mendirek mi?, Iskele mi?
b

q

Yalman, Gol Kapi'nin kuzeyinde ve glineyinde yer alan kalintilarin limani koruyan “kalkan duvarlar
oldugunu bir bolimintn ise iskele olarak kullanildigini dastinmekeedir®®. Ancak Yalman’'in
gizimlerinden iskele olarak dustndigu boélumin neresi oldugu tam olarak anlagilamamaktadir.
Eger cizmis oldugu harita da gosterilen ve giiney liman duvarinin kuzey cephesinde yer alan 25 m
uzunlugundaki platformdan bahsediliyor ise burast da iskele icin oldukga klglk bir bolum olacakur®.
(Bkz. Resim 9-10). Nitekim bu bélime dikkatle bakildiginda yik alip bosaltmaya uygun genisligin
olmadig ve anakara ile baglantiyi saglayacak merdiven vb. kalintilarin yer almad:gi gértlecektir.

Sahin ise gliney liman duvarinin kiytya yakin béltmlerinin halihazirdaki durumu nedeni ile mendirek
oldugu kanaatindedir. Gl kenarinda yer alan yarm daire formlu yapi temelinin ise fener olmasi
gerektigini disinmektedir.

Mendirekler, kisaca limani ve limanda demirleyen gemileri dalgalara ve firtinalara karsi koruyan, yuk
alip bosaltabilecek genislige sahip yapilar olarak tanimlanmaktadir ¥. Mendirekler, fimani ve gemileri
dalgalardan koruyabilmek icin dalgalarin gelis yonlerine dogru konumlandiriimakea ve limanin
girisini kontrollt giris ¢ikis yapilabilmesi icin daraltmaktadir®. Bu durumda, duvarlann géle dik olarak
uzanmasl yerine, i¢ bikey formda limani koruyacak sekilde uzanmasi gerekir. Ancak bu genel formu
Gol Kapi'nin kuzey ve giineyinde yer alan her iki yapida da géremiyoruz.

Aynica duvarlarin kiyr hattunda yer alan bolimlerine dikkatle bakildiginda, tahribata ugrayan
bolimlerin oldukca fazla oldugu ve hélihazirdaki gértiintiminden ok daha ytiksek olmasi gerektigi
ortaya ¢tkacakur. Nitekim bu yapilar mendirek ise neden gemilerin ticari faaliyetleri ylrGtmeleri icin

28 Zosimos, I, 35; Sahin, 2004; 11,

29 Foss, 1976: 3;2004: 250; Sahin, 1979: 7-12; 2004: 11.

30 Foss, 2004: 250.

31 Lilie, 1976:147, Foss, 2004: 252-253.

32 Schneider—Karnapp, 1938: 4; Sahin, 1979: 234; 2004: 17-18; Foss, 2004: 250-251; Ermis, 2009: 275.

33 Foss—Winfield, 1986: 82; Foss—Tulchin, 1996: 145; Ermis, 2009: 384.

34 Yalman (Tarihsiz): 26-27.

35 Sahin’de bu béliim hakkinda bizimle aym kanaattedir. Bu boliimiin iskele olarak kabul edilmesi halinde “bafik¢:
barineg: olamayacak kadar kiigiik olacagim” disinmektedir, $ahin, 2011: 149.

36 Sahin, 2011, 149-151.

37 Dumankaya, 2013: 70.

38 Detayl bilgi i¢in bkz. Blackman, 1982: 196-199; Murray, 1986: 101-118; Dumankaya, 2015: 12-45,
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Gl Kapri'nin hemen aksi degil de, 370 m kuzeyi ya da 170 m giineyi tercih editmis olsun? Bu yapilarin
mendirek olarak kabul edilmesi durumunda bu sorular cevaplanamayacak sorular olarak kalacakur.

Dolayisiyla bu iki duvarin dik agi ile géle dogru uzanmasi, Gl Kapi ile aralarindaki mesafelerin fazla
olusu, gollerde limanlari ve gemileri tehlikeye atabilecek biiytikliikte dalgalarin olmayiss, bu iki yapinin
mendirek, nhtim? ve iskeleden ziyade surlarin devami oldugunu géstermektedir. Savimizt destekleyen
baska unsurlar ise tarihi kaynak ve olaylardir. I. Hagl Seferi’nde Hagl ordulari MS. 1097 yilinda Nicaea
kentini kusatmislardir. Kusatma sirasinda Godefroi kuzey surunu, Bohemund ve yegeni Tankred
dogu surunu, Robert de Flandre ve Raymond de St. Gilles ise gtiney surunu kontrol altina almistir®.
Haglilar, kentin g tarafini abluka altina almasina ragmen, Nicaea halki liman vasitasi ile gél Gizerinden
yardim almaya devam etmistir. Haglilar, Iznik Gélu tizerinden gelen yardima miidahale edemedikleri
icin Bizans imparatoru |. Aleksios Komnenos'tan yardim istemislerdir®’. imparator hafif gemilerden
olusan donanmay: iznik Géli'niin bat yakasina kara yolu ile indirerek gol tizerinden gelen yardimi
kesmistir. Ancak bunun sonucunda Nicaea’nin direnisi kirilmis ve kent MS. 18 Haziran 1097 tarihinde
Bizans Imparatoru’na teslim olmaya karar vermistir?. Bu tarihi olaylardan ve kusatma planindan
anlasilabilecegi Uzere kentin glineyinde yer alan ve giinimuzde sualunda kalan alanin anakara
olmasi gerekmektedir. Nitekim 2013 yilinda Gliney Liman Duvar’nin yaklasik 200 m gtineyinde bilim
dtinyasinda tanitifan Bazilika®, bu alanin Geg Antik Cag'daanakara oldugunu géstermektedir. Bu tarihi
olaylar, limanin kuzey ve giineyinde yer alan duvarlarin limani karadan gelecek olan saldirilara karsi
korumak amaciyla yapildigini ve limanin korunmasinin ne derece 6nemli oldugunu gdstermekeedir.

Sonug

Bu iki duvar limani korumak amaciyla yapilmiglar ise limanda yiik alip bosaltmak icin kullanilan iskele
veya rihum limanin neresindedir 2. Bu soruya karsilik verebilecek cevap ise liman icerisinde yapmis
oldugumuz dalislarda ortaya ¢ikmistir.

Liman icerisinde yapugimiz bilimsel dalislarda Gol Kapr'nin aksinda, su altinda 20 ya da 21. Yizyila
ait, belli donemlerde su Gstiinde de gortilebilen 6 adet metal kaziktan olusan iskele tespit edilmistir.
Glnlmuzde islevini kaybetmis bu iskele, seyir terasi olarak kullanilan beton ytkseltinin altindan goéle
dogru birbirlerine paralel cift sira halinde ilerlemektedir® (Resim 19).

Bu metal iskelenin konumu ve Gol Kapr'nin kuzeyinde ve giineyinde yer alan kalinularin Gol Kapi'ya
olan mesafeleri dustnildtgiinde, Antik Cag iskelesinin de bu bolimde olmasi gerektigini akla
getirmekrtedir. Gerek anakaradagiiniimiizekadaryapilan arastirmalarda, gerekse sualt arastirmalarinda
beton rihum veya iskeleye ait herhangi bir bulguya rastlanmamistir. Metal iskelenin bulundugu
alanda zamanla islevini kaybeden ahsap iskelenin yerine metal iskele yapilmis olmalidir. fznik géltnde,
Orhangazi llgesi Ornekkdy, Golyaka, S616z ve Gakirca mahallesinin kiyi hattinda farkl noktalarda birgok

39 Altun, 2005: 342.

40 Demirkent, 1997: 29-31; 2004:125.

41 Demirkent, 1997: 32; 2004: 125; Albertus Qguensis (Albert of Aachen), 2007: 117.

42 AnnaKomnena, 1996: 324-329; Demirkent, 1997: 32-34; Texier, 2002: 160; Turan, 2004: 128-130.

43 Sahin vd,, 2014: 8-10; . Sahin vd., 2015: Baskida.

44 iznik liman: aragtirmasi Dr. Serkan Giindiiz’iin doktora projesi kapsaminda yapilmistis. Aragt:rma dénemlerinde
yaptiitmiz bilimsel daliglarda, géldeki goriis azhig1 ve metal kaziklar tizerinde gozlemlenen korozyon ve kireg
tabakast, tespit edilen buluntularin ahsap ayaklar oldugu kanaatini ortaya ¢ikartmustir. Ancak 2015 yilinda Kiiltiir
ve Turizm Bakanhg Kiilttir Varliklart ve Miizeler Genel Midiirliigii’niin 05.02.2015 tarih ve sayil1 73223 say1h
izni dogrultusunda bilimsel dalislar yapilmis, yeni sonuglar ve bulgular elde edilmistir. Prof. Dr. Mustafa Sahin
baskanlifinda yiiriitiilen “iznik Gélii Bazilikasi™ sualti aragtirmalars kapsaminda liman iginde yapilan bilimsel
dalislarda, iskele ayaklarinin metal kaziklardan olustugu ve gol tabanina diismiis {i¢ ayagiin daha oldugu tespit
edilmistir. Bu sonuglar ile iskelenin Antik Cag yapisi degil, 20 veya 21. yiizyil yapisi oldugu anlagiimistir. Metal
kazikiara ait fotograflar Gol Kap1'nin hemen aksinda yer alan seyir terast tizerinden gekilmistir.
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ahsap iskele ayag tespit edilmistir (Resim 20). Ancak tespit edilen bu iskele ayaklarinin yapim tarihleri
belirlenememistir. Iskele ayaklarina gol icerisinde yogun olarak karsilasilmis olmasi, benzer yapilarin
[znik'te oldugunu isaret etmekeedir. Nitekim Antik Cag'da tatli sularda beton iskele veya rihtimlarin
yani sira ahsaptan yapiima rihtim veya iskelelerinde tercih edildigi bilinmektedir®. Ozellikle tuzlu
sularda yasayan ve ahsaba zarar veren Teredo navalis® kurdunun gollerde yasamiyor olusu, ahsabin
tercih edilmesinin en dnemli nedenleri arasinda gosterilmektedir. Bir diger dnemli neden ise hic
siiphesiz ki iskele veya rihtimlarin yapim maliyetidir. Nicaea Antik Kenti'nin agik denizlerle baglantisi
olmadigi ve biiylik capl gemilerin gol igerisinde yer almadig: distintildigiinde, agir kargolarin indirilip
ytklendigi beton rihtimlarin yerine; kolay sekil alabilen, maliyeti disitk ahsap iskelelerin kullaniimig
olmasi daha agir basmaktadir.

Nicaea limani ile alakali verilerin karsilastirmast igin Anadolu kiyillarinda gollerde yapilmis benzer
herhangi bir sualti arkeolojik arastirma giintimUize kadar yapitmamistir. Bu sebeple, Nicaea Limani’'nin
karsifastirmasi, Anadolu disinda bulunan gollerdeki galismalar ile yapiimistir. Nicaea Antik Kenti
limanina benzer baska bir liman érnegi, Roma imparatorlugu’nun Germania Inferior eyaletinde
bulunan Colonia Ulpia Traiana (Xanten) Antik Kentinde gortilmektedir®. S6z konusu antik kent Ren
Nehri kenarinda kurulmus bir liman kentidir®®. Tath su kenarinda kurulmalar, etraflarninin gliclii surlar
ile gevrili olmas: ve Hippodamos planda insa edilmis olmalari her iki kentin de ortak ozellikleridir®.
1934 yilinda Colonia Ulpia Traiana kentinde, 1974 yilinda ise kentin rihuminda arkeolojik kazilara
baslanmistir. Kazilar esnasinda limanin iskelesine ve rihumina ait verilere ulagilmisur. Elde edilen
veriler 1s1§inda, kentin MS 2. Ylzyil rekonstriiksiyonunda rihtim ve iskele yapisi gizilmistir. Xanten'in
antik rihtimi ve iskelesi tamamen ahsap kullanilarak yapilmistir. Kentin iskelesi Nicaea Antik Kenti
limaninda oldugu gibi suya bakan kapilardan birinin tam aksinda yer almaktadir® (Resim 21). Xanten
icin uygulanan Rekonstritksiyonlarin benzer ¢izimleri Nicaea Antik Kenti icinde uygulanmistir.
Rekonstriiksiyonlarda kentin olcekli gizimleri kullanilmis, uygulamada Gol Kapy, kuzey ve gliney liman
duvarlarinin konumlari dikkate alinmistir. Onerilerimize gore Gol Kapi'nin hemen aksina gelen bir
iskele ve kiyt hattina paralel ahsap rihumiar cizilmistir (Resim 22-23-24-25). Yapilan gizimler Nicaea
Antik Kenti limaninin tahmini liman yapilarini gostermektedir (Resim 26). Yapilan bu gizimler farkh
bakis agisi saglamak amactyla yapiimistir. Kesin sonuglar ancak arkeolojik kazifar sonucunda elde
edilebilir.

45 Ahgsap iskele drnekleri ve detayl bilgt icin bkz. Blackman, 1982: 200-202; Leih, 2008: 445-469; Ercan, 2010:
116-119, Res. 1[1.8, H1.37, [11.41, 111.42; Kocabag, 2012: 28, Res. 5; Karagdz, 2014: 408-410, Res. 9-10.

46 Teredo navalis ile ilgili detayli bilgi ve i¢in bkz. Blackman, 1982, 204; Field—Bull, 2007: 11, 46; Bowens, 2009:
150; Kocabag—Yilmaz, 2012: 75; Kocabas, 2015, 5-38.

47 Leil, 2008: 447-469.

48 Mert, 2011: 174.

49 Mert, 2011: 175-176.

50 Leih, 2008:451.
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Serkan Gunduz? - Oktay Dumankaya?®

Location and History of the City

lznik (Nicaea) is a settlement founded in the northwest of Turkey, on the eastern shore of the Lake
Iznik, ancient name of which was Askania Limne (Figure 1). It is known that the first name of the
city was Helikore ¢ Ancient author Strabo narrates that lznik was surrended by walls and ali of the
four city wall gates were visible from a stone located in the middle of the gymnasium?®. Strabo also
mentions that the city was founded first by Philippos’ son Antigonos and named as Antogonia. Later
on, he states, name of the city was changed into Nicaea in honor of Lysimakhos' wife®,

in 310 BC, the city was taken under control of Lysimakhos. Zippoites (327-279 BC) founded Kingdom
of Bithynia taking advantage of the war between Lysimakhos and Seleukos. Thus, like the other
cities, 1znik too entered under rule of Kingdom of Bithynia ’. After 74 BC, the city falls under Roman
sovereignty like the rest of Anatolian region 2.

Especially in the Roman period, tznik developed considerably for it was located at intersection point
of the roads which provided access to important cities®. It is realized that the city became more
important especially after Istanbul was converted into the capital city of the Eastern Roman Empire.
In sources of the ancient age it is stated that during the period of Byzantine and Ottoman Empires
various roads starting from Istanbul were reaching Iznik (Nicaea) and from there they were leading to
inner parts of Anatolia® (Figure 2). As it can be understood from historical events and records, |znik
kept preserving its importance in the Byzantine, Seljuk, and Ottoman periods because of its military
and economic position, its proximity to central cities, and for it was located on main trade routes
leading to the east since the ancient past.

Although, a great number of archeological researches and excavations were carried out in the city of
Iznik until today, only knowledge of location of the city port and a general information about it could
be obrtained from these studies™.

In the researches carried out, it is stated that structures located in approximately 370 m north and
300 m south of the Gol Gate facing each other at their parallels and reaching out towards the lake
vertically are the port of the city ™ However, by a western journalist visiting the city in 19707, it is
indicated that the remains surrounding the south of the port is the location of the palace of senate.

This research is made within framework of TUBITAK 2214/B- Scholarship Program for Joint PhD Abroad.
Asst. Prof. Dr. -Bursa Uludag University, Turkey.

Asst. Prof.Dr. - Kahramanmaras Siitgii Imam University, Turkey.
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This incorrect identification was accepted for many years and the remains were named as the palace
of senate by local authorities and people of the city™.

The Southern Wall of the Porst

The wall which surrounds the south of the port and vertically reaches out towards the lake is 175 m
long and its diameter measures 3 m from place to place. The wall ends on the both sides of modern
highway (Figure 3). However, as a result of rescue excavations carried out by Iznik Archeological
Museum in 2013, it is realized that these walls continue towards the city walls™ (Figure 4). With the
rescue excavation carried out, it appeared that the width of the wall reaches up to 4.70 m in places.
These findings demonstrate that on the lakeshore the wall is wider.

Outer parts of the wall generally consist of clear-cut stone blocks in different sizes. For inner part
Khorasan mortar, made of rubble stone and brick pieces, is used. On the both facades of the wall,
Column capitals and architectural blocks which belong to the Roman period draw attention. Presence
of converted blocks belonging to the Roman period and regular lines of bricks which are used in
order to provide mobility indicate that the structure belongs to the Byzantine period™.

A tower is located at intersection point of the southern wall of the harbour and the walls surrounding
the city. It catches the attention that the tower and the southern wall of the port are not jointed and
there is a 4 meters of interval between them (Figures 5-6). At the point where the interval ends, while
lower part of the wall is ending up at stone blocks, the upper part continues towards the tower with
a concave bow (Figure 7). Both rubble stones which can be observed around the wall line and the
wall in form of a concave bow clearly demonstrate that in this section there was a small door proving
entrance and exit, and there should have been a settlement area between the lake and the walls.

At the point where the wall reaches the lake, there is a rectangulared platform (Figure 8). The northern
facade of the platform constitutes a protrusion in 1 m diameter, Just aligned to it, there is another 25
meters long platform (?) meeting base level of the wall (Figure 9).

At the edge of the southern wall of the port that reaches the lake, remains of a building base which
belongs to the tower and is in semicircular form and in approximately 4.17 x 4.20 m diameter can
be seen. By underwater researches we carried out around the tower base, it is determined that cut
stone blocks were used in order to make the building more resistant to corrosive effects of water.
As for inner part of the building, Khorasan mortar made of brick and rubble stones is used (Figures
10-11-12).

The most important clue revealing form of the towera fresco depiction from Sistine Hall of the
Vatican Museum. The fresco is painted by painter Cesare Nebbia in late 16™ century™. In the fresco,
the city walls, the walls guarding the port and the tower base can be seen from the place where the
1 Council met (Figure 13). When location and angle of the wall guarding the port pictured in the
fresco is taken into consideration, location of the building where the 1% Council of Iznik gathered in

13 Altun, 2005: 342.

14 Prof. Mustafa Sahin who supported this research with any means necessary being in the first place; I would
like to express my gratitude to archeologists Mustafa Ugur Ekmekgi, Faruk Yolsal, Semih Togan, Cagr1 Aydin
and architect Fadime Yildiz who made undeniable contributions to underwater surveys, and to Mehmet Hasan
Bozkurt, director of the Arheological Museum of Iznik, and archeologist Umut Kapuci who did not deny any help
to us for accessing reports and photos being preserved in the archives of museum directorate.

15 Foss-Winfield, 1986: 82; Sahin, 2011: 140.

16 Veth-Wilhelmus, 2002: 295-306.
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May 325 7 can be estimated. According to depiction the fresco pictures, the Palace of Senate where
the meeting held must be located on the lakeshore, outside of the walls, and in the south of the port.
Location of the basilica which was introduced to the scientific world by Prof. Mustafa Sahin in 2014 ™
exactly matches with location of the structure depicted in the fresco (Figure 14). This case is among
findings which prove that the ruins located in the place where the southern wall of the port present
are not related to the Palace of Senate, but related to the port instead.

The Northern Wall of the Port

The northern wall of the port is located in approximately 370 m north of the G&l Gate. However,
unlike the southern wall of the port it could not be preserved well and it can only be observed in
some certain places at base level (Figure 15). During rescue excavations performed in modern highway
by Iznik Museum of Archeology in 2013, some remains which are thought to be continuation of the
wall were identified. Ashlar blocks in different sizes are used in the wall, which is 290 m wide. As
for inner part of the wall, Khorasan mortar made of rubble stones bricks is used (Figure 16). At the
point where the wall reaches the lake, there is a section which is being used as an observation terrace
today. This area is almost totally covered with concrete and a detailed identification cannot be done.
However, there is a great similarity between form of the building foundation covered with concrete
and the semicircular tower base of the southern wall of the port. The preserved diameter of the base
remains on which the semicircular tower was built is approximately 5x5 m. Between broken pieces
of modern concrete it can be observed that outer part of the structure is made of ashlar blocks. As
for inner part of the structure, it consists of rubble stone obstruction and square bricks (Figure 17).

General Views Regarding the Port

Among the scholars, there is a big variety of different opinions regarding the port of Nicaea and
its structures. Foss™ and Ermis® state that the walls guarding the city were built inwards far from
the shore. Hence, they think that two more walls crosscutting the city walls were built against the
assaults which might come from the port area. $ahin thinks that this wall should be a mole, and the
semicircular building base at its edge must be a lighthouse?'. Similar to Foss, Yalman?® thinks that the
walls were the northern and southern gable-wing walls which were guarding the city, but the parts
reaching water must have been a dock. In Altun’s opinion?, the southern wall of the port s the ruins
of the dock and tower where customs transactions were carried out. As it can be seen, there is a
consensus among the scholars on the fact that these structures are related to the city port; however,
they generally have different opinions about the two walls.

For what purpose these two structures located in the north and south of the Gél Gate were built?
Which port structures are needed to be in the Gdl Gate or which parts they should have been? All
these are the questions on the issue that are needed to be answered.

History and geography of the city offer important clues for answering these questions. As it is known,
Hippodomos Plan®, which can be seen in the Hellenistic cities built by Greek style, is also used in
construction of the city of Nicaea. The city was surrounded by walls and the gates were built on four

17 For detailed imformation, see. Yalduz, 2003: 266; Kagar, 2005: 69.

18 Sahin et al., 2014: 8-10.

19 Foss, 2004: 252-253.

20 Ermis, 2009: 282,

21 Sahin, 2011: 148-151.

22 Yalman (Undated): 26 ff.; In Yalman'’s plan these walls were numbered as 48. 49, 50, S1.
23 Altun, 2005: 342.

24 Heimberg—Rieche, 1998, 38.
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South quay, located 250 m north of the submerged Basilica of Saint Neophytos.
The north quay is located 645 m further north. The area in-between both quays may have included more quays parallel to the shoreline. 
Note that the lake is ca. 32 km long in east-west direction, hence no big waves can be generated like on an open sea-shore, and no large breakwaters are needed.
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sides of it®.

Construction Date of the Port Walls

ft is known that city walls were the most costly structures in the Ancient Age*. During the long term
peace period of the Roman Empire called Pax Romana (Roman Peace, 27 BC ~ 180 AD), attention
paid to defenses was decreased, and in the city of Nicaea, which was surrounded all around by walls,
maintenance and reparation of the walls were neglected?. The Goths, who invaded the region in
257-258 AD, attacked Nicaea and Nicomedia and ravaged both cities reaching easily beyond the
walls neglected during Pax Romana®, After attack of the Goths, in Nicaea, just like the cities of
Miletus and Bergama, a higher attention started to be paid to defenses and city walls®. Foss states
that in this period the city had “the greatest and the most improved city walls of the Asia Minor”
consisting of 80 towers which were each 13 m tall®.

As for the Arab assault in 727 AD, it is known that the walls were damaged greatly. For this reason
the Gol Gate and its walls were repaired during reign of Leo lll (717-741 AD). According to Foss, the
walls in the south and north of the port which caused a difference of opinion among the scholars
were also built in this period®'. Although there is some information in inscription of tower number
69 between the Istanbul Gate and Gol Gate about the restorations carried out in reign of Leo I
there is not any information on construction of the walls guarding the port. However, structural
characteristics of the walls are quite similar with walls of Leo IlI's reign. As a matter of fact, as it can
be realized from aerial photo the southern wall of the port directly connects to the 3" century AD
walls slightly touching walls of the Lascarid age®. These findings indicae that the walls of the port
were built in Leo lil's reign (Figure 18).

The Wall of the Port? A Mole? Or a Dock?

Yalman thinks that the ruins in the north and south of the Gél Gate were “gable walls" guarding the
port; and a section of them were used as a dock*'. However, the section he considered as the dock
is not totally clear in his drawings. If, it was 25 m long platform located in the northern fagade of
the southern wall of the port shown in the map he has drawn, it wouid be a quite small place for a
dock® (See Figures 9-10). Actually, when this section is observed carefully it is seen that this part in
not wide enough for loading or unloading any cargo, and there is no remains of any stairs etc. which
could connect the dock to mainland.

Sahin, on the other hand, claims that it is a mole for the reason of the present condition of onshore
parts of the southern wall of the port. He also claims that the semicircular building base located in
the lakeside should be a lighthouse®.

25 Sahin, 2004: 3 ff.; Avel, 2005: 90-91; Sahin, 2011:143; Mert, 2011: 174 ff.; Yalman (Undated): 29.

26 Owen, 1992: 149.

27 Owen, 1992: 121; Wurster, 1996: 165; Sahin, 2004: 11.

28 Zosimos, I, 35; Sahin, 2004: 11,

29 Foss, 1976: 3; 2004: 250; Sahin, 1979: 7-12; 2004: 11.

30 Foss, 2004: 250.

31 Lilie, 1976:147, Foss, 2004: 252-253.

32 Schneider-Karnapp, 1938: 4; Sahin, 1979: 234; 2004: 17-18; Foss, 2004: 250-251: Ermis, 2009: 275.

33 Foss-Winfield, 1986: 82; Foss-Tulchin, 1996: 145; Ermis, 2009: 384,

34 Yalman (Undated): 26-27.

35 About this place, Sahin also agrees with us. He thinks that if this place is to be considered as a dock it would be
too small for even being a fishing port™. Sahin, 2011: 149,

36 Sahin, 2011, 149-151.
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Moles are shortly described as structures wide enough for loading or unloading cargo and guarding
ports and ships anchored there against waves and storms. In order to protect the port and ships
from waves, location of moles are determined according to direction of waves’ arrival and they
narrow the ports’ entrance for providing a controlled entrance and exit®®. For this reason, instead of
perpendicularly running to the lake, the walls must be stretching concavely in the way they can guard
the port. However, in neither of the structures located in the north and south of the Goél Gate we
can observe such a general plan.

Moreover, when the wall parts on the shoreline observed closely, it reveals that there are a lot of
damaged sections, and in comparison with their present appearance the walls should have been
much taller in their original form. If these structures were indeed a mole, for the ships running
commercial activities why would 370 m north or 170 m south of the Gl Gate be preferred instead
of its immediate axis? If these structures are to be identified as a mole, these questions are to remain
unanswered.

Thus, perpendicular run of the two walls to the lake, great distance between them and the Gél Gate,
and absence of waves big enough to endanger ports and ships in lakes all demonstrate that these two
structures are continuation of the walls instead of being a mole, dock®® or landing deck.

Historical sources and events are the other elements supporting our thesis. During the 1% Crusade,
the crusader armies sieged the city of Nicaea in 1097 AD. During the siege the northern wall was
taken under control by Godefoi, the eastern wall by Bohemund and his nephew Tankred, and the
southern wall by Robert de Flandre and Raymond de St. Gilles*, Although the crusaders blockaded
three sides of the city, the people of Nicaea managed to keep receiving help via the lake. The crusaders
asked Byzantine Emperor Alexios | Komnenos for help because they could not interrupt the aid
being delivered via the lake®’. The emperor, launching a fleet of tender ships into the lIznik Lake via
land route across Gemlik, put an end to the aid coming from the lake. Only after this, resistance of
Nicaea collapsed and the city decided to surrender to the Byzantine Emperor in June 18, 1097 AD*,
As it can be realized from these historical events and siege plans, the area located in the south of the
city being submerged today must have been on the mainland. Accordingly, the basilica located in
approximately 200 m south of the southern wall of the port, which was introduced to the scientific
world in 2013, demonstrates that this area was on the mainland in the period of Late Antiquity.
These historical events show that the walls located in the north and south of the port were built for
guarding the port against the ground attacks, and they also show that how important guarding the
port was.

Conclusion

If the two walls were built to protect the port, in which part of it the dock or landing deck used for
loading and unloading the ships was located? An answer which may potentially be offered for this
question was revealed during the dives we performed in the port.

During the scientific dives we performed in the port, a dock consisting of 6 metal piles belonging to
the 20% or 27* century, which may periodically get visible on surface, was identified in axis of the Gol

37 Dumankaya, 2013: 70.

38 For detailed information, see. Blackman, 1982: 196-199; Murray, 1986: 101-118; Dumankaya, 2015: 12-45,
39 Altun, 2005: 342,

40 Demirkent, 1997:29-31: 2004:125.

41 Demirkent, 1997: 32; 2004: 125; Albertus Qguensis (Albert of Aachen), 2007: 117,

42 Anna Komnena, 1996: 324-329; Demirkent, 1997: 32-34; Texier, 2002: 160; Turan, 2004: 128-130.

43 Sahin et al., 2014: 8-10; . Sahin at al., 2015: Forthcoming.
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Gate. The dock, which is non-functional today, heads towards the lake in form of a parallel double
line under the concrete platform being used as an observation terrace* (Figure 19). When location
of the metal dock and distance between the Gél Gate and the ruins in the north and south of it
are taken into consideration, it makes one think that the dock of the antiquity should have also
been in this area. No finding could be found related to the concrete dock or landing deck, either
by the researches carried out on mainland until today or by the underwater surveys. In this place, a
metal dock must have been built instead of a wooden dock which ceased to function. In Iznik Lake,
numerous wooden dock legs are identified at several points on the shoreline of Ornekkdy, Golyaka,
So6léz and Cakirca neighborhoods in Orhangazi District (Figure 20). However, construction date of
the identified dock legs could not be determined. The fact that in the lake the dock legs were
frequently encountered with, indicates that similar structures were present in Nicaea.

In fact, it is known that in freshwater wooden docks and landing decks were also preferred in
addition to concrete dock and landing decks in the Ancient Age®. Especially, the fact that the worm
Teredo navalis which lives in saltwater and damages wood* cannot live in the lakes was among the
most important reasons for preferring wood. Undoubtedly, construction cost of docks or landing
decks was another important reason. When it is considered that the ancient city of Nicaea had no
connection with the open seas and there were no large scale ships in the lake, low-priced wooden
docks which could be shaped easily take precedence over concrete docks where heavy cargos could
be loaded and unloaded.

On the shores and lakes of Anatolia, no similar underwater archeological research has been done
until today which could be compared with the data related to the port of Nicaea. For this reason,
researches focused on the lakes out of Anatolia were used for comparing the port of Nicaea. Anoter
portexample similar to the port of the ancient city of Nicaea can be seen in the ancient city of Colonia
Ulpia Traiana (Xanten) which was located in Germania Inferior province of the Roman Empire?. The
ancient city was a coastal town built on the shore of the Rhine River*. Being built on the shore of
freshwaters, being surrounded by strong walls, and being constructed with a Hippodamos plan are
common characteristics the both cities share®. Archeological excavations in the city of Colonia Ulpia
Traiana started in 1934, and in 1974 it also started in the city dock. Data on the dock and landing
deck of the port was obrtained during the excavations. According to the data obtained, structure of
the dock andlanding deck was pictured in the 2™ century AD reconstruction of the city. The ancient
dock and landing deck of Xenten were completely built of wood. just like the port of the ancient
city of Nicaea, the dock of Xenten was located exactly in axis of one of the gates which faces water*®

44 The research on the port of Iznik is carried out within the framework of Dr. Serkan Giindiiz’s PhD project.
During scientific dives we performed in the period of research, because of lack of vision in the lake, and
corrosion and furring on the metal piles, the opinion that the findings identified were wooden dock legs came out.
However, new scientific dives were performed in 2015 by permission of Ministry of Culture and Tourism General
Directorate of Cultural Heritage and Museums dated 05.02.2015 and numbered 73223, and new resuits and
finding were obtained. During the dives performed in the port within framework ofunderwater survey “the Lake
of Iznik and Its Basilica”, running under supervision of Prof. Mustafa Sahin, it is ascertained that the dock legs
consist of metal piles and there are also three more legs lying on ground of the lake. By these results, it is realized
that instead of being an Ancient Age construction, the dock was actually a structure of the 20th or 21st century.
The photos of the metal piles were taken from the observation terrace located in immediate axis of the Gl Gate.

45 For wooden dock samples and detailed information, see. Blackman, 1982: 200-202; Leih, 2008: 445-469; Ercan,
2010: 116-119, Fig, I11.8, 11137, 111.41, [11.42; Kocabas, 2012: 28, Fig. 5, Karagdz, 2014: 408-410, Fig. 9-10.

46 For detailed information on Teredo navalis, see. Blackman, 1982, 204; Field-Bull, 2007: 11, 46; Bowens, 2009:
150; Kocabas-Yilmaz, 2012: 75; Kocabas, 2015, 5-38.

47 Leih, 2008: 447-469.

48 Mert, 2011: 174.

49 Mert, 2011: 175-176.

50 Leih,2008: 451.
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(Figure 21).

Drawings, similar to the reconstructions applied for Xenten, were also applied for the ancient city
of Nicaea. Scaled drawings of the city were used in the reconstructions; and locations of the Gol
Cate and the northern and southern walls of the port were taken into consideration. According
to our suggestions, a dock and wooden landing decks were drawn in immediate axis of the Gal
Cate and on parallel of the shoreline respectively (Figures 22-23-24-25). The drawing demonstrate
estimated port buildings of the port of the ancient city of Nicaea (Figure 26). The drawings were
produced for purpose of providing an aiternative approach, and precise results can only be obtained
by archeological excavations.
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Port of Iznik-Nicaea

Iznik Golii
(Askania)

Aegean Sea

1.000 Km

Resim 1: Lokalizasyon Haritasi.
Figure 1: Localization Map.

Resim 2 Tabula Peutmgerlana da Nicaea ve Yol Ag1
Figure 2: Nicaea in Tabula Peutingeriana and Road Network
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Resim 3: Giney Liman Duvarindan Gértinim. RS N e V) i
Figure 3: View from the Southern Wall of the Port. 1i Kule ve Giiney Liman
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Resim 4: Iznik Miizesi Kurtarma Kazis1 Esnasinda Tespit Edilen Giiney Liman Duvari. (Foto: Iznik
Mizesi Kazi Argivi)
Figure 4: The Southern Wall of the Port Identified During Rescue Excavation of the Iznik Museum
(Photo: Excavation Archive of the Iznik Museum)

Resim 6: Tugla Orgiilii Kule ve Giiney Liman Duvari Arasindaki kapinin Rekonstriiksiyonu.
Figure 6: Reconstruction of the Gate between the Brickwork Tower and the Southern Wall of the Port.
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Diktértgen Formlu Yap: Temeli

Yarim Daire Formlu Yap: Temeli

-

Resim 11: Yarim Daire Formlu Yap: Temelinden Detay.
Figure 11: Detail from the Semicircular Building Base.

Resim 13: Vatikan Miizesi Sistine Salonu’nda I. Iznik Konsili Betimlemesi; Sur ve Kule Yapisindan

Hangi Yapiya Ait Oldugu Tespit Edilemeyen Goriinim.
Yapi Kahintilan Figure 13: View of the Walls and Tower from the Depiction of the 1st Council of Iznik in Sistine Hall of
the Vatican Museum.

Gluney Liman Duvari ve Kulesi
Fener (?)

(5

Resim 12: Giiney Liman Duvari ve Kulesinden Gértiniim. Sualtinda Formu ve Biyiikligiinden Dolay:
Giiney Liman Duvarina Ait Olmadigi Izlenimi Veren Ancak; Niteligi Tam Olarak Anlagilamayan
Yikilmus ve Dagilmug Yapr Kalintisi.
Figure 12: View from the Southern Wall of the Port and Its Tower. Collapsed and Decayed Building
Remains Which Could Not Exactly Be Identified Yet and Giving Impression that They Do Not Belong ¥
to the Southern Wall of the Port Because of Their Form and Size. Resim 14: Sualtinda Kalan Iznik Bazilikasrndan Gériiniim. (Foto: Mustafa Ugur Ekmekgi-Kaz: Arsivi).
Figurel4: View of Submerged Basilica of Iznik. (Photo: Mustafa Ugur Ekmekgi-Excavation Archive).
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Duvan Kalintilarindan Gortinim.

Resim 17: Antik Dénem Yap: Kalintist Temeli, Moloz Tagh Blokaj ve Kare Formlu Tuglalardan Detay.
Figure 17: Ancient Age Building Base Remains. Detail from Rubble Stone Obstruction and Square
Bricks.

Kuzey Liman Duvari
Temel Kalintisy
L Y3izyil. Surlar: Laskarisler Donemi

Surlar:
Modern Duvar

Antik Cag Yap: Kalintis1 Temelleri
Giiney Liman Duvar:

Resim 16: Iznik Miizesi Kurtarma Kazis1 Esnasinda Tespit Edilen Kuzey Liman Duvari. (Foto: Iznik
Miizesi Kazi Argivi).
Figure 16: The Northern Wall of the Port Which Was Identified During Rescue Excavations of the
Iznik Museum. (Photo: The Iznik Museum Excavation Archive).
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Resim 18: MS. 3. Yiizy1l surlari, Laskarisler Dénemi Surlari ve Giiney Liman Duvari.
Figure 18: Walls of the 3rd Century AD, Walls of Lascarid Era and the Southern Wall of the Port.




298 [znik-Nicaea Lima Port of Iznik-Nicaea | 229

Metal Kaziklar 4 Giiney Liman Duvan

Gol Kapi

Resim 21: Colonia Ulpia Traiana (Xanten) Antik Kenti ve Limaninin Rekonstriiksiyonu. (Cizim,
Teigelake 2008).
Figure 21: Reconstruction of the Ancient City of Colonia Ulpia Traiana (Xanten) and Its Port. (Drawing,
Teigelake 2008).
Resim 19: G6l Kapinin Aksinda Tespit edilen Metal Kaziklardan Detay.
Figure 19: Detail from Metal Piles Identified in Axis of the G6l Gate.

Resim 22: G6l Kapi Rihtimi ve Iskelesinin Tahmini Rekonstriiksiyonu.
Figure 22: Predictive Reconstruction of the G6l Gate Dock and Landing Deck.

Resim 20: Ornekk&')y Yakinlarinda Dénemi Tespit Edilqgneyen Iskele Kalintist
Figure 20: Undated Dock Remains Near Ornekkéy.
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Resim 25: Kuzey Liman Duvarinin Tahmini Rekonstriiksiyonu.
Figure 25: Predictive Reconstruction of the Northern Wall of the Port.

Resim 23: Farkli Agilardan Gél Kapi Rihtimi ve Iskelesinin Tahmini Rekonstriiksiyonu.
Figure 23: Predictive Reconstruction of the Gél Gate Dock and Landing Deck from Different Angles.

Resim 26: Niceae Limani’nin Tahmini Rekonstriksiyonu
Figure 26: Predictive Reconstruction of the Port of Nicaea.
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Resim 24: Kuzey Liman Duvarinin Tahmini Rekonstriiksiyonu.
Figure 24: Predictive Reconstruction of the Northern Wall of the Port.






