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The article examines the fortifications and the settlement of Venetian and Ottoman
Koroni (it. Coron), through the accurate record of early nineteenth century engineers
of the newly-established Greek Kingdom. The basic plan was conducted in 1835 by
the military engineer Metaxas, who recorded all the buildings, their function and
current owners, including a proposal for the urban re-planning of the city. His work
proved its usefulness, since an exact copy was made in 1856 by lieutenant colonel Man-
itakis. It was supplemented by a second plan produced in 1842 by the surveyor Friedrich
Zerse who focused on the settlement beyond the walls. These plans are set within the
framework of the administration’s endeavours to assess and reorganize the cities of
Messenia following wider town-planning aspirations and policies.

The history and changes that occurred in the settlements of Messenia during the early
nineteenth century have not yet been adequately studied, not least in relation to the sur-
viving architectural legacy. It is generally believed that during the Greek War of Inde-
pendence the major fortified cities of the western part of Messenia (e.g. Navarino/mod.
Pylos, Methoni, Koroni, Arkadia/mod. Kyparissia) functioned as refuges for the local
Muslim population, while those of the eastern part (known as the Exo [outer] Mani)
were the lairs of the rebels.? As a result, the former were besieged and a number of

1 I would like to thank sincerely the director and the scientific personnel of the National Historical
Museum and the Archive of MEECC for granting me access to their collections. My gratitude goes primarily
to my colleagues and friends, 1. Grigoropoulou, 1. Spiliopoulou, J. Davis, S. Germanidou, N. Bouza,
G. Kourmadas and S. Arvaniti for their precious suggestions, practical help and support.

2 For a general account of the events of the War of Independence relating to the castles of Messenia, see
I. Diamantourou, ‘H g€dnhwon g enavactdosng kotd tov Anpilo ko tov Mdawo. Enéxtoon xou éviaon
TV TOAEHIKAV cuykpovoewy’, in Iotopia tov EAAnvikod Efvoug, 16 vols (Athens 1975) vol. 12, 106, 121;
A. Vakalopoulos, ‘H eravéotoon xoté 1o 1825°, in Iotopia tov EAAnvikod Eévoug, vol. 12, 376, 378-81,
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them were finally occupied. From 1825 the province of Pylia functioned as an operational
base of the Egyptian-Turkish forces under the command of Ibrahim Pasha, to be handed
down in 1828 to the French expeditionary force under General Maison. Following the
French withdrawal and the establishment of the Greek Kingdom in 1830, control of forti-
fications (or a number of them) was passed on to local guards who eventually abandoned
them at different times. Similarly, the settlements within the walls were deserted by their
inhabitants who preferred to transfer their activities and settle outside the fortresses.>

Only recently has (archival) research begun to gradually collect and employ all surviving
information in order to reconstitute the medieval as well as the more recent historic back-
ground of the Messenian civic centres. It is through the study of this material that we can com-
prehend the adventures of the medieval settlements, from their continuous use during the
Ottoman era to their final abandonment in the face of national political and social aspirations.

Within this framework, special emphasis should be placed on plans executed chiefly
by military architects in the early years of the newly-founded Greek state that rigorously
and meticulously recorded the current condition of all fortifications and the settlements
within them. Their importance lies in their reliability, confirmed by the accurate depiction
of surviving monuments, and the ample first-hand information they provide. They rep-
resented an effort of the administration to record on the one hand the kingdom’s fortifi-
cations and assess the country’s state of defense, and on the other hand to identify current
urban conditions and suggest proposals for their future development.

The bulk of these plans is kept in the Archive of the Directorate of Topographic Appli-
cations, Ministry of Environment, Energy and Climate Change (henceforth Archive of
MEECC), formerly known as the Ministry of Environment, Planning and Public Works,
or the Ministry of Planning, Housing and Environment. A small selection of plans depicting
forts and fortified settlements found its way into the National Historical Museum, as part of
an early twentieth century donation in the name of Lieutenant General Petros S. Lykoudis
(1843-1913).* Finally, a large amount of material pertaining to the activities of the French
Expeditionary Force (1828-32) and the Scientific Mission in the Morea (Expédition scienti-
fique de Morée) is held in the collections of the Service Historique de la Défense (HSD, Dépét
de la Guerre) of the French Ministry of Defense; its publication is currently under way.’

Continued

382-3; G. Papathanasopoulos — Th. Papathanasopoulos, ITvdog-ITvAia, Odoirmopixé oo yépo xar 6o ¥povo
{Athens 2000) 65-73, 83-5; G. Nikolaou, ‘H Meosonvia oo, xpévia tng Tovproxpatiog kot 00 Aydva g
Avekopmoiog’, in Meoonvia, Témog-Xpovog-AvBporor (Athens 2007) 208-17.

3 G. Kyriakopoulos, ‘Tlapdieg norers, Karopdro-Meddvn-Kopdvn-TTodoc-Kunapioosia, Apyitextovikée
emppoég’, in Meconvia, Torog-Xpovog-AvBporot, 254-7.

4  For the life and work of Petros Lykoudis, see P. S. Lykoudis, I'evealoyia-Bioypagia-Epya xav o
v auToV £QEUPEBEY Véov clotnia Avouévav rupofoiwv, Mépog mpdrov: Ieveadoyia-Bioypagia-Epya vrd
10V adedeoV avrob Eupovound Zr. Avkolén (Athens 1923) 47-193. Also in http://www.elia.org.gr/
Entrylmages % 5C1 % SCATKOYAH,%200IK.rtf, http://pandektis.ekt.gr/pandektis/handle/10442/58499.

S G. Saitas {ed), To épyo mc NudAiixnic emomuovikhc anoctorfis Tov Mopia 1829-1838, A’ uépoc, Tufua
euoikdy entotuov (Athens 2011).
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Fig. 1. The Castle of Koroni, aerial photo, view from the East (Archive of the 26 Ephorate
of Byzantine Antiquities).

Three plans representing Koroni form the subject of the present research (figs. 2—4).
The text included in the plans is cited in the appendix. The walled town of Koroni in
its current placement and formation dates from at least the thirteenth century onwards
(fig. 1). It was primarily a Venetian colonial settlement, integrated in the Ottoman
empire from 1500 until 1828, and briefly re-occupied by the Serenissima in the
period 1685-1715, known as the Second Venetian Rule. Despite the multiple potential
interpretations and questions that arise from the plans, our focus will be on the infor-
mation concerning the medieval infrastructure and its perception by the nineteenth
century planners within the framework of similar activities taking place throughout
Messenia at the time.

The first plan was drawn in 1835 by the military engineer Metaxas, and merely
records the fortified city with a key in French (fig. 2). The second one, produced in 1842
by the surveyor Friedrich Zerse, should be perceived as a supplement (fig. 3). Although
it renders the fortifications and a schematic delineation of the blocks within the walls, it
focuses on the settlement beyond the walls. Both plans attest to the acumen and observa-
tional skills of the draughtsmen. Slight differences and variations in details prove that the
one did not merely copy from the other. The planners probably shared measurements or
even worked concurrently using the same geographical background to the plan, yet they
were both present on the spot and were first-hand witnesses of the monuments they
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Fig. 2. Plan of Koroni by Metaxas (National Historical Museum, Athens).

recorded. These were, surprisingly, two separate endeavours whose specific circumstances
remain unknown. The third plan, produced (or approved) in 1856 by Lieutenant Colonel
Manitakis, is a simplified version of the Metaxas plan in Greek mainly focusing on the
town within the walls; it confirms the usefulness of the original plan (fig. 4).

Fortifications and military premises

The castle of Koroni is divided into two parts: the smaller fort enclosure lies to the west,
with the larger enclosure of the walled city to the East (figs. 1, 5.1-2).° This is a
well-known formation pattern in all late medieval Venetian colonies, both in the Adriatic

6  For a description and short history of the monument, see K. Andrews, Castles of the Morea |Gennadeion
Monographs IV] (Princeton 1953, repr. 2006) 11-23; N. Kontogiannis, ‘Castle of Koroni’, in Venetians and
knights Hospitalers : military architecture networks : Archi-Med Pilot Action (Athens 2002) 68-71; Papatha-
nasopoulos — Papathanasopoulos, ITvdog-ITodia, 110-17. For specific parts of the walls and the city, refered to
in the following pages, see fig. 5.
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Fig. 3. Plan of Koroni by Zerse (Archive of MEECC).

and the Aegean areas. The two parts (fort-city) are divided by a transversal wall with rec-
tangular towers that had been considered to be the sole remnant of the Byzantine forti-
fication of Koroni (figs. 5.3, 6).” Zerse names the whole complex as ‘citadel’, while
Metaxas gives the name only to the fort. The Manitakis plan is limited to the simple
outline of the inner edge of the enclosure with only a few details.

The imprint of the walls, towers and bastions is rendered at battlement level, denot-
ing the width of the masonry and the cannon embrasures that open up at regular inter-
vals. A number of architectural details are documented in detail. They prove valuable for
the understanding of the castle’s military history, since their material evidence was com-
pletely destroyed or greatly changed afterwards. In particular:

7  Andrews, Castles of the Morea, 15-16.
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Fig. 4. Plan of Koroni by Manitakis (Archive of MEECC).

1. There is an explicitly defined moat with a built spur (it. contrascarpa, counter-
scarp) that surrounds the whole triangular western half of the castle. This defensive
element must constitute one of the last additions of the Second Venetian Rule (1685-
1715), since it does not appear in the published plans of the period 1699-1701,8
although its formation is closely connected to the erection of the Venetian West
Bastion (figs. 5.4, 7). The whole north side of this moat that originally ended at the
city’s Main Gate (figs. 5.5, 8) is presently occupied by modern buildings almost to the
foot of the walls, with a street running along its course. The moat’s south part has
been turned into a small park surrounding the later church of Panagia Eleistria (the Mer-
ciful Virgin).” Its counterscarp has also been replaced by modern structures. A single sur-
viving stretch of the moat and the counterscarp can be identified with the help of the
plans: it survives directly in front of the West Bastion with the moat serving as the
modern Eleistrias Street, while the counterscarp is used as a retaining wall almost to
its full height for the building of the municipal medical centre (the former Town Hall),
preserved to a length of ca. 10 m (fig. 9).

8  Andrews, Castles of the Morea, pl. I-11.
9 For the church of Panagia Eleistria and the events concerning its foundation (1897-900), see E. Tagonidi-
Maniataki, Iepdv Ipooxivnua Mavayias Elefiorpias Kopdvng (Athens n.d.).
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Fig. 5. Plan of Koroni. (Archive of the 26 Ephorate of Byzantine Antiquities, reworked by
G. Kourmadas, architect).

1. Fort enclosure; 2. City encolosure; 3. Transversal Wall; 4. West Bastion; 5. Main Gate;
6. Twin Bastion; 7. Livadia Gate; 8. Livadia Bastion; 9. Powder store-room; 10. Southeast
Bastion; 11. Ayios Charalambos; 12. Ottoman Baths; 13. Ayia Sofia

2. Access to the city was made from the north, through a monumental medieval
gateway which was also the ending point for the moat with its counterscarp (figs. 5.5,
8). As regards the formation of the wall in this area, which had since been totally
changed by later interventions, evidence was limited until now to the two published
engravings of the Expédition scientifique de Morée.'® These were obviously based on
first hand observations in 1829 by the members of the team, namely the designer
Prosper Baccuet, whose original drawing is preserved in the Gennadius Library,
Athens (fig. 10).)* The drawing depicts two transversal walls defending access to the

10 The first in M. de Saint-Vincent et al., Expédition scientifique de Morée, travaux de la section sciences
physiques, Atlas 1831-1835 (Paris 1835), premigre série, pl. XIX.2, and the second (from a slightly different
angle) in A. Blouet, Expédition scientifique de Morée, ordonnée par le gouvernement francais 1: Architecture,
sculptures, inscriptions et vues du Peloponése, des Cyclades et del’ Attique (Paris 1831) pl. 17, fig. I; repr. in
Andrews, Castles of the Morea, 16, fig. 5; Papathanasopoulos - Papathanasopoulos, ITodog-TTvAia, 117, fig. 195.
11  For the work of Baccuet including the drawing of the Koroni Gate, see I. Viggopoulou, ‘Andyerg toriov.
To yopaktikéd 100 Athovio Kot 1o oxéde tov Prosper Baccuet 610 Aevxapa mg Fevvadeiov Bifdobnxng’, in
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Fig. 6. Transversal Wall, exterior view (I. Grigoropoulou).

Fig. 7. West Bastion (Archive of the 26 Ephorate of Byzantine Antiquities).

Main Gate, which is the only currently preserved part of the entrance complex. The outer
wall was low with an opening to the middle, while the inner one had a barrel-vaulted gate

Continued

Saitas, To épyo mg I'oAdixis emompovixng arootoAns, 88-98, esp. figs. 6.18-20. Also, J. L. Davis, ‘Prosper
Baccuet and the French Expédition scientifique de Morée: Images of Navarino in the Gennadius Library’, in
M. Georgopoulou — 1. Solomonidi (eds.), Hidden Treasures of the Gennadius Library | The New Griffon 12]
(Athens 2011) 57-69.
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Fig. 8. The north side of the walls with the Twin Bastion (left) and the Main Gate (centre) (N.
Kontogiannis).

Fig. 9. Surviving part of the moat’s counterscarp, present Eleistrias Street (Archive of the 26™
Ephorate of Byzantine Antiquities).

with two sets of wooden doors at its extremities. A relief slab depicting the Lion of
St. Mark was placed above this gate. The crenellation of the inner transversal wall was
interrupted by gun-loops. In the background one can see the volume of the Main Gate
along with a minaret, probably belonging to a mosque near the gate that no longer sur-
vives (see below, p. 232). Thanks to the plans, these features can now be fully understood
and integrated within the broader fortification: the main access to the Castle was from the
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Fig. 10. The Main Gate, drawing by Baccuet (Gennadius Library, American School of Clas-
sical Studies at Athens).

north, through an entrance at the counterscarp of the moat. From there on, one contin-
ued within the moat to the east, eventually reaching these two transversal walls which
barred one’s course and created a form of barbican for maximum protection. These con-
structions, based on their form and the presence of the Venetian relief, can be attributed
to the Second Venetian Rule (early eighteenth century), obviously with later Ottoman
additions (e.g. the crenellations).

3. The large West Bastion is among the architecturally intriguing parts of the Castle as
it was the most vulnerable part of the enclosure, it was continuously improved with
additional structures and finally left unfinished at the end of Venetian Rule in 1715 (higs.
5.4, 7). The plans record the surviving structures in detail with their successive obstacles;
the postern gate that opened at the flank of the bastion; the half-ruined circular tower
just to the inner part of the Bastion (noted as “ruins” in the Zerse plan, also fig. 11).
Finally, the plans show also the site of Koroni’s aqueduct which brought water to the
walled city from the countryside to the west. In the Zerse plan the aqueduct split into
three just before it reached the moat: the northern branch continued to the settlement
outside the walls; the middle one ran along the north walls, following the axis of the
moat, and reached the city through its Main Gate; finally, a third, shorter branch,
stopped at the face of the West Bastion. Apparently the plan was for it to continue under-
ground towards the settlement. Based on this information, we could identify a vaulted sub-
terranean structure currently visible at the road surface of Eleistrias Street just in front of
the west bastion, as a single remaining part of Koroni’s aqueduct (fig. 12). Zerse informs us
in the key of his plan that the aqueduct brings ‘adequate and good’ water.!2

12 For the west bastion and the aqueduct see also, Andrews, Castles of the Morea, 21--3.
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Fig. 12. West bastion, detail with subterranean vault (low) (I. Grigoropoulou).

4. Of equal importance is the accurate depiction of the eastern walls. Metaxas
recorded them at battlement level, while Zerse added details from their lower structures:
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Fig. 13. Livadia Gate, exterior view (L. Grigoropoulou).

these included the talus of the northern Twin Bastion that continued southwards to the
Gate of Livadia (fig. 5.6-7); the existence of a fountain just at the foot of the walls, still
present today even if only accessible by the sea; the existence of a postern gate to the inner
side of the Southeast Bastion which has since disappeared due to wall collapse. The cir-
cular Livadia Bastion at the centre of the eastern walls, outside the Livadia Gate, can now
be reconstructed with fair accuracy (figs. 5.7-8, 13-14): it was apparently the twin of the
still standing Southeast Bastion (fig. 1[bottom], 5.10), both belonging to an exterior line
of walls along with its own moat covering the vulnerable part of the Castle towards the
Livadia area. These structures probably dated from the sixteenth century and represent
Ottoman additions to the pre-existing medieval walls. The Livadia Bastion was used
during the Second World War as an ammunition storehouse, and was subsequently
blown up by the German forces during their withdrawal in 1944, severely damaging
this side of the enclosure.'® Consequently, the plans acquire special validity, being accu-
rate reconstructions of this part of the Castle.

Military buildings that no longer survive are recorded by Metaxas and repeated by
Manitakis in various parts of the walled city. They were always located at short distances
from the walls, in order to be easily accessible in case of attack. Large barracks (caserne)
and storerooms were found in the area near the Southeast Bastion. A second barracks
was found near the transversal wall, facing the city. The key specifically mentions that
the latter was built by the French, obviously following the installation of the French expe-
ditionary force in the castle after 1828. In 1835 it lay empty. Close to the second

13 Andrews, Castles of the Morea, 18-20; Papathanasopoulos — Papathanasopoulos, ITAog-ITulia, 116-17.
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Fig. 14. Livadia Bastion (I. Grigoropoulou).

Fig. 15. Powder store-room at the Livadia Bastion (1. Grigoropoulou).

barracks, a powder store-room is noted, installed in the rectangular medieval tower of the
Transversal Wall. A second powder store-room was to be found at the inner side of the
Livadia Bastion (figs. 5.9, 15). This building is still preserved intact and can thus be
securely identified: it is a rectangular structure covered with a barrel vault and strength-
ened by supporting arches. Its entrance is bent in a way to prevent direct contact with the
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exterior and thus avoid potential accidents. In all probability, this is an earlier structure
from the Second Venetian Rule whose use continued down to the nineteenth century.

Public and private buildings

Today the city-part of Koroni Castle is almost entirely covered by olive trees with only a
handful of later standing buildings; the area of the fort is wholly occupied by the premises
of the Timios Prodromos monastery (dedicated to John the Forerunner).'* Until 1828,
the Castle was inhabited solely by Turks, with the Greeks occupying the area next to
the harbour, a settlement that was completely destroyed during the War of Independence.
A year later (1829) Abel Blouet gave us a short description of the eminent Turkish houses
of Koroni: ‘Les principales maisons turques, 3 Coron, sont remarquables pour la richesse
de leur decoration et la grandeur de leur disposition; les interieurs sont ornés de boiseries
sculptées et peintes, ainsi que de vitraux de couleurs dont ’ensemble, d’un gofit oriental,
produit un bel effet’.!®

Consequently, one of the key features of the 1835 plan is that Metaxas drew in detail
the entire civic fabric within the walls at that time, which obviously preserved all the
(Turkish) houses, identifying many of their (new) occupants and their functions in the
accompanying memo written in French. It should be noted that the 1856 Manitakis
plan simply reproduced the Metaxas one, while translating the accompanying legend
into Greek. Its focus on the town buildings rather than the fortifications points to the
fact that it was made in order to preserve a record of a still-functioning settlement and
was probably used in dealing with civic issues.

An L-shaped complex at the northern end of the fort was occupied by the Karapoulo
or Karapaulo family. A line of rectangular structures at the inner side of the transversal
wall (at its central and south part) was designed with discontinuous lines. They are to be
identified with large subterranean cisterns, which are still preserved within the monas-
tery’s precinct. Water supply by means of cisterns was vital in every medieval settlement
in case of siege. The number of these structures probably points to a public use and poses
a number of questions, such as, for instance, the source of water and the potential con-
nection of the cisterns to the aqueduct.

Within the city enclosure, all individual buildings were designed with the boundaries
of the properties, the stone walls and the paved streets that defined their limits. All of
them have since perished, with a handful of exceptions. On the basis of the keys in the
Metaxas and Manitakis plans, we can identify the residencies of the following individuals:
Dariotti, Perivolaraki, Dova or Vourna, and Trighetta, along with that of ‘Director Stai’.

These were obviously the most influential inhabitants, with a key role in local public
affairs. In this light, a future thorough examination of archival sources may well shed

14 This is a nunnery that follows the old calendar, founded in the 1920s by the local monk Theodoulo

(Georgio Anagnostopoulo).
15 Blouet, Expédition scientifique de Morée, 16.
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more light on the recent history of the local society. For instance, it is known that when
governor loannis Kapodistrias visited the city in 1829, he lodged at the residence of the
rich merchant Dionisios Trighetta and his wife, Margarita.'® Based on the plan, the
Trighetta residence was located at the eastern part of the city, near the Livadia Gate. It
is outlined as a large long-and-narrow complex with transversal wings, oriented to the
east.

The following public buildings are also drawn on the Metaxas plan and are noted in
its key, repeated in Greek in the later Manitakis copy:

1. “Zami [mosque] turc servant d’église’. This refers to the present church of Ayios
Charalambos which was initially constructed during the Second Venetian Rule in
1689 and originally dedicated to San Rocco, according to the dedicatory inscription
that still survives in situ (figs. 5.11, 16).}” The building was obviously transformed
into a mosque in 1715, from which period the base of the minaret is preserved to
the building’s northwest corner. It reverted back to being a church after the War of
Independence. The building is also represented in the Zerse plan, with a cross indicat-
ing its function. In 2012, the church was burned down and has not been restored. Fig.
16 represents its state before the fire.

2. The Town Hall, located directly opposite the entrance of Ayios Charalambos, in the
area presently occupied by the city’s cemetery.

3. The Hospital, which according to the legend was built by the French expeditionary

" force and lay empty after its departure.

4. ‘Zami turc servant d’école’. This building is placed in the vicinity of the castle’s main
gate, its minaret probably depicted in the Baccuet drawing. It was converted into a
school, as part of the school network founded in Messenia at the instigation of Kapo-
distrias, and probably functioned according to the widely spread Monitorial System,®

5. The residence of the commander of the guard, located near the Livadia Gate. In the
Zerse plan the building is identified as an oixio €6viks (national residence).

6. Ottoman baths. The complex is still preserved in a ruinous state at the area of the
Livadia Bastion, as depicted on the plan (fig. 5.12).

16 L. K. Fotiou, Kopdvn. H mpocwroypapia utag moirreiog (Athens 1983) 246, who falsely identifies the
Trighetta mansion with a house outside the walls, the present Malliou residence opposite the church of
Agios Dimitrios; B. D. Marantos, H totopia g Kopévng, rev. ed. B. Rouvalis (Athens 2000) 92.

17 Papathanasopoulos - Papathanasopoulos, ITvdog-TTviia, 111.

18 For the Monitorial, or Mutual instruction, or Bell-Lancaster Teaching Method in general, see http://www.
britannica.com/EBchecked/topic/389525/monitorial-system [accessed 12/12/2011]. In Messenia, monitorial
schools were functioning in the towns of Kalamata, Messini, Methoni, Filiatra, Gargalianoi, etc. {(Nikolaou,
‘H Meoonvio oto gpovia g Tovprokpariag’, 217). The Methoni school is one of the few buildings specifically
constructed for this purpose outside the castle walls and still preserved within the modern settlement. See
V. Albani, ‘Konodistproxd Tyoreio Mebdvng’, ITeAomovwnoroxd 28 (2005-6) 118-28. For the implementation
of the Monitorial System in Greece, see L. Papadaki, H aAAnlodidaxtix ué6odos Sidacxatiag oty EAAdSa tov
19°° awdvar (Athens 1992); D. Harlan, ‘British Lancastrian schools of nineteenth-century Kythera’, Annual of the
British School at Athens 106 (2011) 325-74.
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A

Fig. 16. Ayios Charalambos, A. exterior view, B. dedicatory inscription (I. Grigoropoulou).

It should also be noted that in the Zerse plan a number of the fort towers were
depicted in pink which stood for private residencies, an indication that right after the
War of Independence they were promptly occupied by individual owners. Furthermore,
both Metaxas and Manitakis plans record the church that is currently known as Ayia
Sofia (Holy Wisdom, figs. 5.13, 17), though they ignore it in their keys. This was a build-
ing of continuous religious use with successive construction phases. The area was
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Fig. 17. Ayia Sofia, view from the west (I. Grigoropoulou).

excavated by the Italians during the Second World War in their obvious quest for the
temple of ancient Asini, though no record of their works survived. Instead, they revealed
a sixth-seventh century basilica,'” whose north aisle was occupied by what could be inter-
preted as an Islamic domed tomb (##irbe) obviously from the period 1500-675 (First
Turkish Rule). The building was reused and extended to the west during the Second
Venetian Rule, thus ending with the present Ayia Sofia.

Identifying the authors

The first plan has two hand-written notes in the lower part. The first is the signature of its
author, lieutenant Metaxas, with the date and place: Navarino, 29 (unknown word in the
place of the month) 1835. It is obvious that having collected the necessary data from
Koroni, he later worked and executed the plan at the Fortress of Navarino (known
also as Niokastro or New Navarino, mod. Pylos), which served as seat of the local mili-
tary commander.?°

Lieutenant Metaxas should probably be identified with Gerasimos Metaxas
(1816-1890), a military engineer and architect originating from a noble family of the

19 1. Stampoltzis, Mopatnphiceis eni Tp1dv pioTIoviKdVY vady e Mesonvios, Tpaxtikd A” Aie@vots Zuve-
dpiov Ielomovvnicwaxev Zmovddv, Zudpwn 7-14 Zemr. 1975, topoc B': Apyaiéme xoar Buldvuiov
[Tehomovwmoiaxd Hapaptnue 6] (Athens 1976-8) 268-70, pl. 93-6; Papathanasopoulos — Papathanasopou-
los, IToAog-MuvAia, 111, fig. 183.

20 Papathanasopoulos — Papathanasopoulos, ITidos-TTvAia, 86; 1. M. Grigoropoulou — N. D. Kontogiannis,

‘O mowikég puhoxég oto Ppovpro TTHdov («Nedkaotpov») néoa and Tig apyelokés anyés , Iledomovviioraxd
27 (2003-4) 73-6.
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Tonian Islands, and professionally active during the Ottonian period.2! The fact that all
notes and the key are written in French should probably be related to the education and
the family origin of the author. Starting in 1834 he worked for the Department of Archi-
tecture of the Ministry of the Interior under the direction of Gustav Eduard Schaubert
who is well known for the urban planning of the capital Athens. The department’s
main object was indeed the urban and architectural restructuring of the Kingdom’s
civic centres. In any case, our plan presents the only surviving proof of Metaxas’ involve-
ment with Messenia, in the very early years of his professional life. Between 1843 and
1854 he was head of the Cyclades division, and was responsible for the works at the
jetty of the port of Syros and various other public buildings, such as the monumental
church of Ayios Nikolaos and the covered fish and meat market in Ermoupoli.

Metaxas became actively involved in the capital in projects like king Otto’s palace
(the modern Parliament, 1836-42) and its adjacent Royal Gardens (mod. National
Garden), the Ophthalmiatreio [eye clinic] of Athens (the north extension and an
additional floor, 1868-9). He also designed a number of private residences, such as the
Konstantinos Vouros residence in Athens (currently located at 5, Paparrigopoulou
Street, dated 1859). Between 1863 and 1872 he was professor at the newly-founded Poly-
technic School of Athens. Over many of his later years, he was Chief of the Military
Household of King George I. He was one of the proponents of the architectural classicism
of the nineteenth century.

According to the second hand-written note on the Metaxas plan, it was checked and
confirmed by the engineer of the Prefecture of the Peloponnese (?), Captain E. D. Hay, for
whom unfortunately no further information has been retrieved. The note is dated 4 May
1836, and the place is again the fortress of Navarino.

The second plan identifies its author in the head-title. It was made émn6é 100
®PIAEPIKOY ZEPZE [sic] (Friedrich Zerse) in the year 1842, ‘with the use of a plane
table’, indicating the accuracy of the work. A small two-line note at the lower right
part of the plan, outside its frame, supplements this information: the plan was executed
in Kalamata, on 21 November 1842 by the surveyor of Messenia, Friedrich Zerse.
He was obviously of German extract, and belonged to the Bavarian administration
that had functioned in the newly-established Kingdom until the expulsion of all foreign

21 Regarding the life and work of Gerasimos Metaxas, see K. Ch. Biris, lotopia tov EQvikov MerooBiou
HoAvtegveiov (Athens 1957) 500-1; M. Biris, ‘H avocuykpéten mg Afveg kot v O8mvikt Hepiodo, H
opyLrekTovikn tov ktpiov g (1832-1862), in M. Z. Kasimati (ed.), A@Ava-Movayo, Téyvn xar IMoAttiouds
ot véa EAAdda, exhibition catalogue (Athens 2000) 96-7, 101, 104; 1. Traulos — A. Kokkou, Epuotmoin,
n Snuiovpyia wog véas moing om Xipo ot apyés tov 19°Y audva (Athens 1980) 67, 69-70, 81, 88, 95,
115, 118-20; ‘Mviun dArev eAdivev texvikdv emomuovev’, in P. Kiriazis (ed.), Mpdror éAdnves weyvixoi
emoTiuoves repiodov ancievbépwong (Athens 1976) 296. Also in the following sites: http://pandektis.ekt.
gr/pandektisthandle/10442/58097,  http://www.eie.gr/archaeologia/gr/arxeio_more.aspx?id=202,  http:/
odysseus.culture.gr/h/2/gh251.jsp?obj_id=1760,  http://www.cityofathens.gr/el/istoria-toy-ethnikoy-kipoy/
istoria-toy-ethnikoy-kipoy, [accessed 15/9/2011].
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civil servants, following the constitution of 1844.”* He should be identified with one Zéproe,
mentioned in an evaluation memo of the Department of Surveyors personnel that was sub-
mitted to the Minister of the Interior by D. A. Guebhard on 28 May 1843. According to the
memo, Zéproe came from Hanover and entered the Department in 1836.%

The third plan clearly states at its bottom-left key that it was copied from the original
(obviously referring to the Metaxas plan) on 16 November 1856 and is signed by the Head
of the Public Works Department, Lieutenant Colonel Manitakis. It could be that he was
not the author, but rather the one who authorized and certified the copy. Emmanuel Man-
itakis (or Manitaky, 1809-83) is another well-known military engineer of the nineteenth
century.”* He was recruited by Kapodistrias in 1829 with the rank of lieutenant as
member of the newly founded ‘Edpa tdv £ni thHg Oy v MUOTOTOLING KO MO YTEXTOVIKTG GELD-
pomuedv’ (Corps of officers in charge of fortifications and architecture).”*> He served on in
the Corps of Engineers founded by king Otto in August 1833,*¢ and remained in the public
sector occupying the position of Director of Public Works at the Ministry of the Interior
from 1845 onwards. In 1859 he compiled a handbook containing all laws and regulations
concerning the Corps of Engineers, while in 1866 he published an account defending the
material progress of the Greek Kingdom in the sectors of urban planning, finances,
roads and harbours, shipping and commerce.?” Among the few works that are specifically
attributed to him, is the plan of Lamia.

Re-planning the walled town of Koroni

As already mentioned, the Metaxas plan contains, on the one hand, the actual state of the
walled city, and on the other, the proposals for its future development. This was achieved

22 See E. Bastéa, The Creation of Modern Athens: Planning the Myth (Cambridge 2000) 21;
V. Hastaoglou-Martinidis, ‘City form and national identity: urban designs in nineteenth-century Greece’,
Journal of Modern Greek Studies 13 (1995) 109.

23 General State Archives, Ottoman Archive, ¢.240; K. Kaukoula — N. Papamichos ~ V. Hastaoglou,
Zyédia médewv omv EALGSa tov 19° audva (Thessalonike 1990) 41-2, n. 9.

24 Information about the life and works of E. Manitakis comes mainly from his obituary in Ioixiin Zrog A’
(1884) 439-41. See also L. Travlos — A. Kokkou, ‘TToAeodouio xon Apyrtextoviky’, in Iotopia rov EAAnvikod
‘E6voug, vol. 13 (Athens 1977), 518-21; http://pandektis.ekt.gr/pandektis/handle/10442/57666 [accessed 15/
12/11].

25 Bastéa, The Creation of Modern Athens, 45; Kaukoula-Papamichos-Hastaoglou, Zyééia néicwv, 38-9,
47; Kokkou, ‘H tokeodopikn avacvykpdmon’, 360.

26 For the organization of the civil administration concerning public works during this period, see
Kaukoula-Papamichos-Hastaoglou, Zyééia nédewv, 39-42, 47-9; A. Kokkou, ‘H nokeodopkty avacuykps-
momn omv zepiodo 1828-1843, xporkn moltiky kou npoypotikdmre’, in NeogAdnvikn moAn: obwuaviké
xAnpovouiés xar EAANVIKG KkpaTog, mPaxTIKG Tov Aebvovs Zuumooiov Iotopiag, Abiva 26-28 Senveufpiov
1984, Epuovmoin 29-30 Semufpiov 1984 (Athens 1985) 361-2.

27 Eyyepidov 100 Mmyovikod Zduortog, fjror Zviloyd viuwv, Pactiitkdyv Statayudtwy, Dmoupytkdv 66nyidv
xAm. ITept thic Sroucnukiic dmmpeciag 100 Zduarog atrod, and Apercu sur les progrés matériels de la Gréce. See
also Bastéa, The Creation of Modern Athens, 67-8; Kaukoula-Papamichos—Hastaoglou, Zyésia nédewv,
79-80; Kokkou, ‘H moicodopixn avacuykpoton’, 363.
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through the co-existence of two layers of design. The first layer, the substratum of the
plan, represented what the author was able to view at the time. The outlines of all the
buildings both of the City and the Fort, as well as their precincts, were rendered in
black ink, as opposed to the grey used for the fortifications. Roofed premises are sketched
in light pink, obviously relating to their tiled-covered appearance.

The second layer of design overlies the first, exclusively in the City part of the plan:
the settlement is enveloped with a bold yellow line, designating a distinct free zone
between the settlement and the walls, which is named four times as ‘esplanade’.
Within the yellow framework, building blocks are delineated with pale ochre colour.
The street grid separating the blocks remained white.

This layer of design with the yellow-ochre colour, the blocks and street grid, along
with the peripheral free zone, did not correspond to existing conditions in 1835: the street
grid passes over buildings of the underlying layer, there is a series of houses in the periph-
eral zone, while the blocks exclude parts of the premises which are lying beyond their
borders. It is therefore evident that this layer of design constitutes a proposal for the
future urban formation of Koroni in its current placement within the walls. All this infor-
mation was altogether omitted in the later Manitakis copy which simply transcribed the
layout of the existing premises and street grid.

The Zerse plan, on the other hand, used the same method as Metaxas to depict the
settlement that grew outside the walls of Koroni. Sketches in various colours represented
the existing structures and their features. Yellow was again used for the proposals and the
future re-planning of the street-grid. As for the area within the walls, the author filled the
space with the rectangular-trapezoidal blocks of his proposed grid and street pattern with
no notion to existing structures. He exempted, as mentioned above, Ayios Charalambos
and the Commander’s headquarters. Comparison with the actual situation as noted by
Metaxas, proves that he simply filled the space with a geometric pattern bordered by
the lines of the walls.

Urban planning in nineteenth-century Messenia or The passage from
barbarity to civilization (S. Bulgaris, 1832)*8

Though lacking further evidence about this endeavour, we should view the Koroni plans
as part of the wider conflicting policies that developed in the newly established Greek
state. Starting from the period of Kapodistrias and greatly accelerating during the rule
of king Otto, urban planning of the kingdom’s pre-existing civic fabric was imperative
in order to assess existing conditions, rebuild and revitalize its centres. At the same
time fortified cities which had played an important role in the War of Independence,
did not generally lose their military function: many of them continued as active army
bases well into the nineteenth century, while others were converted into jails. Indeed in

28 For Bulgaris, see P. Kiriazi, ‘Tropdme Bovdyapng, 0 ayovietic, o moeodduoc, o dvBpumos’, in Kiriazis,
Tpdror éAAnves teyvixoi emoriuoves, 151-65.
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order to comprehend the way the early Greek state dealt with its inherited civic infra-
structure, one should bear in mind the interaction between an initially predominant
but gradually failing military function and the need to refurbish existing civic structures
in order for them to comply with the aspirations and the mentality of the new kingdom.
The fact that public works were carried out by a rudimentary administration predomi-
nantly staffed with military engineers, only added to this interaction.

In the short period of governor Kapodistrias (1828-31) an impressive number of
planning projects were either completed or programmed, under the direction of
Stamati Bulgari (1775-843), mainly for the cities of the Peloponnese, such as Nauplion,
Patras, Argos, and Tripoli. The authors were mostly foreigners, among them the French
engineers of the expeditionary force under general Maison that arrived in the Navarino
area in 1828.%

The latter were especially active recording the land and its settlements, while also recon-
structing bridges, roads, defenses, aqueducts etc.>® Their contribution was paramount in the
area of Messenia, in order to re-settle the population that was largely left bereft following
the devastating activities of the Turk-Egyptian forces under Ibrahim Pasha.

In Methoni (it. Modon), it was decided to transfer the population to an area outside
the walls, while pulling down all surviving houses within the enclosure in order to re-use
the building materials. The fortress preserved its role as their military base, with its bridge
over the moat rebuilt and the commander’s headquarters redressed in order to receive a
state visit by Kapodistrias himself.3! On the occasion, he approved and signed the plan of
the new city (based on their larger plan of the whole area), entitled ‘Plan des Environs de
Modon’ and dated 4 May 1829.3> At the time it housed 3,625 inhabitants, and had a

29 Travlos — Kokkou, ‘TIoAeodopia xou Apyitextoviksy, 515; Kokkou, ‘H noieodopixt avoovykpdémon’,
359-60; Bastéa, The Creation of Modern Athens, 43-50; Hastaoglou-Martinidis, ‘City form and national
identity’, 106; F. Pajor, Eretria — Nea Psara, eine klassizistische Stadtanlage iiber der antiken Polis [Eretria
XV, Ausgrabungen und Forschungen] (Athens 2006) 111; ‘Ex@con Zyediov EAAnvikév IToAewv 1828-1900,
Z1a miaiota 10v AeBvois Zvumociov «NeoeAinvikh TI6An» mov opyavédverar ané v Eraweia Medétng
Néov EAdnviouov Aéfva 27/9-4/10/1984 (Athens 1984) 7-9; Kaukoula-Papamichos-Hastaoglou, Zyésia
worewv, 37-8, 77. Especially for Nauplion and Tripoli see the articles of V. K. Dorovinis, ‘O oyeditoudc
7ov Nowrhiov koté my xanodiotpioky nepiodo (1828-33)°, and P. Tsakopoulos, ‘Tpimoin: moAeodopixn,
HOpPOAOYIKT peAét g petdBaong or’ v 0Bmuaviky ot veoeAMvikf mOAN, in NeogAAnviki nodn, 287-96
and 297-325 respectively.

30 For the work of the French Expeditionary Force and the related Scientific Mission (Expédition scientifi-
que de Morée) see the publication of Saitas, To épyo g IvAdixfg emoruoviknig arootoAfis; and esp. the
article of P. Tsakopoulos, ‘H avoyvdpion tov aomkol x®pov: GmOTURMOES OWKIORAV KOL TOAEOSOMKE
oxidw’, 76-86 for their contribution in the urban planning. For their building activity, T. Demodos, ‘O
npdrog Snuociog pdpog oy EAMGSe, in Kiriazis, Ipéror éAAnves teyvixoi emoriuoveg, 228-30.

31 Related by J. B. G. M. Bory de St. Vincent, Relation du voyage de la commission scientifique de Morée
dans le Péloponnese, les Cyclades et I Attique, tome premier (Paris 1836) 339-48. Also, Blouet, Expédition
scientifique de Morée, 11-12, 16, pl. 12; N. D. Kontogiannis- .M.Grigoropoulou, To xdorpo mg Mebdvng
{(Athens 2009) 19-20, 38-9, 48-9.

32 Archive of MEECC. Also, Ex0son Zyediwv EAAnvixaév Hoiewv 1828-1900, 13, nr.3; Kaukoula-Papami-
chos-Hastaoglou, Zyédia néAeov, 199; Kiriazis, Ipdror EAAnves teyvixoi emoriuoves, 322; Tsakopoulos, ‘H
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fan-shaped grid pattern that spread outwards from the castle peninsula. The aim was to
create a new orthogonal grid, regulating pre-existing irregular street patterns.>?

In Navarino, the first attempt of the French engineers was to restructure the old for-
tified city, while housing also a part of the population near the harbour outside the walls.
The surviving plan for the walled city was apparently never implemented.** On the other
hand their proposal for the nucleus of the modern Pylos at the harbour proved a success,
meeting the pressing needs of a population of refugees residing in wooden huts and
unhealthy conditions.®® It was entitled ‘Plan de la ville basse de Navarin’, executed in
Navarino on 26 December 1830 and approved in Nauplion on 15 January 1831 by
the governor Kapodistrias.*® The new city obviously flourished and soon outgrew its
original core, creating a need for a plan of an enlarged city (entitled ‘Zy£310v noAews Neo-
k&otpov’), which was approved in the name of king Otto by queen Amalia on § July
1861.%7

Finally, the French engineers produced a plan of the Koroni peninsula in 1829.%% It
recorded the geography of the area, the settlement outside the walls, and the general
layout of the Castle. Were they also intending to pursue a new urban planning of the med-
ieval settlement, as they did in the previous cases and elsewhere in the Peloponnese? Was
this plan known or used by Metaxas and Zerse? These questions cannot be answered
with any certainty due to lack of evidence, yet it would not seem irrational to assume
that the French work could well have served as background for the slightly later plans
by the engineers in the service of the newly-founded Kingdom, since they all faithfully
recorded existing conditions working virtually side-by-side.

During king Otto’s rule, the process of urban planning and modernization was
greatly accelerated, including almost all pre-existing cities (such as Thebes, Naupaktos,

Continued

avaryvapLon Tov aoTtkob xhpov’, 80-1, figs. 5.8, 5.10 and I13.6. The city continued to grow and a second plan
with the extension was drawn in 1880, currently preserved at the same archive.

33 Bastéa, The Creation of Modern Athens, 46.

34 Itis preserved in two copies, one in the National Historical Museum, Athens (N. D. Kontogiannis, ‘[TAnp-
ogopieg vt 10 Nwkootpo [THAov péoa omd to oxEdia Tov oTpatetikdy punyavikev tov 17°°-19°Y aubdva’, in
Avtanddoon, MeAéres Bulavtiviig kor Metafulavtivic Apyaiodoyiag xar Téxvig mpog tiumv mg xabnyfiprlag
EAévng AcAnyiavvn-Awpn [Athens 2010] 215-16, 223, fig.12), and the second in the Dépét de la Guerre, Paris
(Tsakopoulos, ‘H aveyvéipion 1ov aotixow yopov’, 86, fig. 113.5).

35 Vividly depicted in the drawings of Prosper Baccuet, published in ].Bennet, J.L.Davis, D. K. Harlan, ‘The
fortress of Anavarin-i Cedid’, in F. Zarinebaf, J. Bennet, J. L. Davis {eds.), A Historical and Economic Geogra-
phy of Ottoman Greece, The Southwestern Morea in the 18" Century (Princeton 2005) 254, figs.IIL.16-7.
36 Archive of MEECC. Also, Bastéa, The Creation of Modern Athens, 46-7, fig. 8; Exfeon Syediov EAAn-
vikav TToAeov 1828-1900, 14, nr. 6; Kaukoula-Papamichos-Hastaoglou, Zyééia méiewv, 215; Kiriazis,
Tpdtor éAAnveg teyvixoi erioripoves, 323. A copy of this plan is preserved in the Dépéot de la Guerre,
Paris (Tsakopoulos, ‘H avayvdpion tov actixob yapov’, 80, fig. 5.7).

37 Archive of MEECC. See also ‘Exfeon Zyediwv EAAnvixdy TModewv 1828-1900, 24, nr. 53; Papathanaso-
poulos ~ Papathanasopoulos, IToAog-TTviia, 91-2.

38 Tsakopoulos, ‘H avayvdpion tov aotikov ydpov’ 80, Folio 66. The plan was drawn by Michaux based
on the plans of Cavagnac, and is currently kept in the Dépot de la Guerre, Paris (Cartes/4.10.C.81.0001).
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Lamia, Chalkida etc.). New — mainly coastal — cities were also designed and founded,
such as Eretria, Aidipsos and Karystos (then Othonopolis) in Euboia, or Ermoupolis in
Syros.>® At the same time, the military administration continued to use older fortified
settlements as army bases, command stations or military outposts. Although largely
understudied as a subject, the kingdom’s garrisons were stationed not only in the frontier
cities, e.g. Lamia,*® but also in a number of Peloponnese centres, like Nauplion (in the
castle of Akronauplia).*!

In Messenia, a number of earlier walled towns were used by the military, such as the
castles of Methoni and Navarino, with the former gradually abandoned and the later
finally turned into a penitentiary prison.*? The government’s city-planning efforts were
centered on the development of the area’s capital, Kalamata. The first recorded plan of
the city, dated to 1836, represented in detail the post-medieval settlement situated
away from the sea and surrounding the outcrop of its castle. The privileged position of
the nearby coastal area along the harbour was soon acknowledged, and a new settlement
(Coast of Kalamata, napoiio. Kahopdv) quickly spread and was recorded in a number of
plans dating from 1860 onwards.*?

Another coastal settlement, Marathos, developed at the western shores of Messenia,
serving as the port for the agricultural products of nearby Gargalianoi and Filiatra. Its
plan was approved by the king on the 20% October 1859. The consistent policy of

39 Travlos — Kokkou, ‘TIoleodopia kot Apyrtektovikry, 515-19; Bastéa, The Creation of Modern Athens,
22-3, 56-9, 61-4; Hastaoglou-Martinidis, ‘City form and national identity’, 101, 105-8; Ex6con Zyediov
BElMnvixdv Moéreov 1828-1900, 9-11; Kaukoula—Papamichos-Hastaoglou, Zyééia néiewv, 78-9, 98, 143,
168, 178, 164, 227 (plans reproduced from the Archive of MEECC). For Ermoupolis, see Travlos —
Kokkou, Epuovmoin, 25-32, and esp. 64-8. For Eretria, see Pajor, Eretria — Nea Psara. For Chalkida, see
S. Kokkinis — G. P. Gikas, ‘To nptto moieodopkd Surypoppe: 100 «Kdotpouv» tng Xodkidog ko xatéhoyog
v kTiopdrmv’, Apyeiov Evfoixdv Meletwv 19 (1974) 277-91. For the pre-eminence of coastal sites, see
M. Sinarellis, ‘Réseau routier et état Grec’, in NeogAdnvikh moAn, 376.

40 M.-Ph. Papakonstantinou, To xdotpo g Aouiog (Athens 1994) 10-11, 21-2.

41 A highly interesting document in this respect, dated in 1834, is kept in the General State Archives of
Argolid, Nauplion. Entitled: ‘Tevicai 0dnyion 81 v Umngeciov 100 ppovgiov Nawrriog x(ai) t@v drdwv
poovpiny’ (Apyeio Anuoyepoviiog ®. 6.4), it lists the daily duties and services of an active military base of
the early Greek kingdom. I would like to thank I Spiliopoulou for bringing the document to my attention
and the Director of the Archives, Mr. Georgopoulos, for his warm hospitality and sharing of his knowledge
on local history.

42 For Methoni, see Kontogiannis — Grigoropoulou, 7o xdopo g Mebdvng, 19. For the Navarino (Niokas-
tro) prison, see Grigoropoulou — Kontogiannis, ‘O nowvikég @ulaxeg oto @povpro MMrov («Nedkaotpov»)’
74-7.

43 Allin the Archive of MEECC. The Coast of Kalamata plans bear the following dates: 1860, 13 july 1867,
6 September 1868, 29 June 1898,29 August 1893, 28 November 1895, 25 August 1900, etc. See also, Exfcon
Zyediov ElAnvixdy ITéAewv 1828-1900, 26, nrs. 62-3; Kaukoula-Papamichos-Hastaoglou, Zyédia néicov,
173, 175. For the urban development of Kalamata during the nineteenth century see I. K. Spiliopoulou, ‘H
noheodopkn) xou apyreextovikn eEEMEN g Kahopdtog amd to mpoenovaototixd xpovia £ag v nepiodo tov
peconorépov. H thyn mg mdAng petd tovg oetopots’ in G. Xanthaki-Karamanou, A. N. Doulaveras, L. K. Spi-
liopoulou (eds.), Mecsonvia: ZvuBoiéc omnv Iotopia ko tov HNoAinioué g, Agiépwua (Athens 2012) 665-70.
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founding harbours and enhancing towns continued in Messinia well into the following
reign of George I, with examples ranging from the important Kyparissia to the minor
site of Bouka Pamisou.**

The politics and ideologies that instigated the process of town-planning in the
early history of the Greek kingdom, as well as its actual implementation, have been
a matter of considerable research.*> According to these, from the economic point of
view, the new kingdom needed urban centres to act as growth drivers, to invite and
settle Greek populations from outside the frontiers, to facilitate agricultural production
and transportation improvements. From the political point, the interventions aimed
to reflect the new national identity, the continuation of a classical past devoid of
Ottoman remnants; to establish central authority within a regime of absolute monar-
chy; to set principles and dictate organizational patterns that would unify the built
environment of Greece creating an impression of a European state in a Levantine
setting.

On a practical level, this led to uneven results, deriving from the dynamic process
between government initiative and citizen involvement. Nevertheless, it followed in
general the same guidelines: an effort was always evident to adhere to basic geometric
urban patterns. The weight was set on public and state buildings that would function
as the city’s focal points from which streets and blocks would radiate. It was attempted
to create central spaces with public character, such as open squares, as well as rec-
reational areas with gardens and promenades. Most of the kingdom’s cities were
located in coastal sites and natural harbours, since communication was mainly conducted
through sea routes, due to the lack of land roads.

In the case of the Koroni plans, kernels of all these driving forces and directions are
detected. The aim was not to revitalize a devastated settlement, but to configure a med-
ieval infrastructure with the typical narrow alleys and the compounded clusters of build-
ings, a part of which had outgrown its fortified enclosure moving closer to the port.
Metaxas focused on the medieval town by setting a grid pattern and creating a free per-
ipheral zone. The later would act as a recreational space in the spirit of nineteenth-
century gardens. He also recorded all public buildings that played a central role in the
infrastructure of the city and the circulation of the inhabitants. Furthermore, he noted
the houses of the key citizens, the ones that were expected to have an active part in the
local social, commercial and administrative affairs. His effort was supplemented by
Zerse, who focused on the settlement outside the walls.

44 Archive of MEECC. See also Ex8son Xyediwv EAAnvixdv [T6Acov 1828-1900, 27-8, nrs. 67-8,72-3,75;
Kaukoula-Papamichos-Hastaoglou, Zyé6ta nélewv, 95-7, 158, 176, 187, 201, 226.

45 Hastaoglou-Martinidis, ‘City form and national identity’, 99-110; Bastéa, The Creation of Modern
Athens, 43-4, 47-8, 51-3, 60-1; Kaukoula-Papamichos-Hastaoglou, Zyésia ndélewv, 21-5, 33, 60-6,
113-18; A. Karadimou-Gerolympou, ‘Zyediooudc kot avaxmon tov xopov e moAng’, in NeogAdnvikn
76An, 383-8; P. Tsakopoulos, ‘EAAnvixf méAn ko veorhaoikionds, n eAAnvikn noieodopio otov 19° cudvar’,
in Lagopoulos, A. -F. (ed.), H iotopia mg eAdnvixric néAng (Athens 2004) 373-82; Pajor, Eretria — Nea
Psara, 66-8.
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Nevertheless, they both paid considerable attention to the fortifications of the city.
They recorded them in great detail, noting the gates, posterns, canon embrasures,
towers and bastions. One can surely conclude that this was still an active military instal-
lation, or at least one that could be used as such in case of danger. The fact that the Man-
itakis plan almost ignored the walls focusing only on the settlement proved that the
enclosure had gradually lost its military importance, being downgraded in junction to
that of a simple stone fence.

There is no evidence indicating that the proposals for the medieval town and its new
street grid were ever approved or enforced. In any case, they were probably overcome by
local conditions and historic evolution. In the later half of the nineteenth century the
settlement was wholly transferred outside the walls by the sea, following its economic
growth as an important harbour and an outlet of agricultural products, namely olive
oil. To that end, a new extension of the city was approved on 3 April 1889.% The
houses of the old medieval town were gradually left to decay and disappeared finally,
though property titles were still maintained.

The plans of the walled town of Koroni should therefore be envisaged as the result
of a significant and rigorous, though short-lived, effort by the services of the newly-
established Greek Kingdom to record and modernize the existing conditions of an
active settlement, including well-maintained fortifications, private and public buildings.
They were drawn in an effort to suggest an urban intervention in order to improve the
form and function of the civic fabric in the aftermath of the War of Independence, along
the guidelines of the wider political and social culture of the day. Even though the
achievement of their goal remains in doubt, they proved a fortunate attempt since
they accurately documented a fortified settlement that no longer exists, a monumental
complex that went through centuries of change and intervention, reaching our times vir-
tually unknown.

APPENDIX: CATALOGUE OF PLANS WITH TRANSCRIPTION OF
LEGENDS

1. Title: PLAN DE CORON Fig. 2
Dimensions: 45 cm. height x 50, 5 cm. width.
Provenance: National Historical Museum, Athens, Plan Collection (Lykoudis Archive)
no. 13620/88.
Date: 1835
Key: (in a column at the upper right side) No. 1. Grand magasin / 2. Maison occupée par la famille
Dariotti / 3. id. id. id. Perivolaraki / 4. Zami turc servant d’église / 5. Maison servant de Dimarchie /
6. Maison occupée par la famille Karapoulo / 7. Caserne du temps des frangais, actuel / lement inhabi-
tée./ 8.Hopital, du temps des frangais, / actuellement inhabité. / 9. Maison occupée par le Dr. Stai. / 10.
Zami turc servant d’école. / 11. Maison occupée par la famille Dova (?) / 12. Maison occupée par

46 Archive of MEECC. For the urban fabric and the buildings of modern Koroni, see P. Grigorakis —
S. Migadi — D. Charalambous, ‘Mefdvn — Kopdvy', in D. Philippidis (ed.), EAAmvixn Hapadooriaxt
Apgrrextovix, topog téraprog: IleAorévvnoos A” (Athens 1985) 55-74.
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Iofficier / commandant le détachement / en garnison. / 13. Bains turcs / 14. Maison occupée par la
famille / Tringhetta / 15. Poudriére. / 16. Poudriére.

(Low left corner) Navarin le 29 106v. 1835 / (signature) Metaxa Lieutenant

(Below the plan, to the right of the previous, circular stamp with emblem and adjoining inscrip-
tion) _ _ _ PITHZ ENIKPAT. KAl EIlI £TPATIQTIKQN

(Below the plan, to the right of the previous): Vidit. Navarin 4 Mai 1836 /L’ ing. de la Nomarchie /
<duloponis> / E. D. Hay / Capit. / (Circular stamp with emblem and adjoining inscription)
BAZIAIKH AIOIK. TOY _ _ _ _

(At the upper left and the low right corner rectangular stamp with blue ink) AQPEA / TIETPOY X.
AYKOYAH / YIIOZLTPATHIOY.

Designer: Metaxas

N.B From the two circular stamps that accompany the notes, the first depicts in full formulation
the royal emblem of the Ottonian period, as it was defined in the Royal Decree 947, dated 26 January/7
February 1933: in the middle, escutcheon with a silver cross and the Bavarian coat-of-arms in the centre,
set in ultramarine background. It is supported by heraldically placed lions, golden and crowned, and
above it, there is a closed royal crown. The whole scheme is set in front of a purple mantle, also
bearing a royal crown.*” The inscription surrounding the emblem suggests that the stamp belonged
to the Ministry of Military Affairs.

The second stamp has the same emblem in larger scale, bearing one more royal crown and sur-
rounded by two laurel branches. The only legible words of the surrounding inscription refer to a
Royal Command.

2. Title: (upper right corner, within a rectangular frame) ZXEAION / 1iig noAeng / KOPQNHE /
SwrypoupBev it Tig Metpotpomélng / Umod 100 PPIAEPIKOY ZEPZE xortd: 10 / 1842 Fig. 3

Dimensions: 57 cm. height x 62 cm. width.

Provenance: Archive of MEECC.

Date: 1842

Key: (lower left corner, within a rectangular frame)

"E&fynog / (left column) [rectangle with blue colour] 8éAacoa / [rectangle with brown colour]
Kfimor / [rectangle with manganese colour] Oixion £ig 0vikfv yfv / [rectangle with pink colour]
Oikio €ig idoxmoiog / [colourless rectangle] IMimedov / [rectangle with lines] ‘Odoi / 1.2.3.4...
AgBpoi v tepoyimwv / [numbers in pink, barely visible] Inueiduetoa iconedhoens / 5 M'evpetoikd
onueia/ (right column) 162<y> Anpoagyeiov/ 11 Aeopotehoveiov / 182 Anpotikdv Exoreiov / <64> 'Exk-
Anoia / o Koymmigov / B Tdpayaryeiov / v Koeorwleiov / 8 Mhog / € MMhoeia / (single column) [two
horizontal parallel yellow lines] Atoydoakig tidv 63@v thig véog moAewg / Al Stootdoelg 1OV O3BV £ivorn
1/ 1 w€en f ao=11 Mérpo IMAGtog /2 » » B=7» » /3 » » yy=6 » » [ 4 » » ot houwoi= 4 » »

(lower centre)

Kegarainog / tdv £nfoddv tdv tepoyiov / 18oxtiov tepdyo 303 otgéppota 44,993 / Moowo-
SotBéviwv » 10 » 3,325 / EBvikewv » 99 » 21,826 / 10 ddov » 412 owépyp... 70,144

(lower right corner, within a rectangular frame)

Hopatnpioeis / (left column) ‘H noMg Exet.. ... katoixovg, éxtovtev eivol / “Eurogot T xémmior  /
Biopnyavot / I'empyoi / Ahelg / Nobron / 'I8oxmiton / 'O kupudtegog 88 mogog Lwiig tdv katoikwv /
TQOEQYETON £K THG EVOIKIAOEW®G 10D £8ViKoD Aendvog, v § TAnpdvouy ..... Agopuds kot / £1og eig 1
Anpdorov dulx Evoikiov abtod, ex1dg / 100 Sexdton €k AQuyUdV ... neginov . /'O gloudv odtog petePAnen
Sux Tiig gmpe- / Aeiog eig v kaAliégyeay ig koA xotdotacty kol / g £k toUtov gAnileton toxeia
m6030g Tig / TOAEWS.

(right column) ‘H xahlegyouuévn y1 eivon SAiyn, petplag / mowdmrog, 8An 8¢ £8vucn. / Al oixiou,
£x16g 10V o’ 418. 12, 13, 14, 16, 18,19/ 21, 36,42, 43,47, 48,49, 52, 53, 57, 64, 119, eivor / dory-
povrot. / Al 68oi koitol émidetot Su v yefiotv / dudtwev Sév kataokevdodnoay eicét. / TAkov Sui thy
xotaokevTv oikidv k(ai) / 686v, olov, AiBot, dupog k(al) TnAdg / evgicketon mAnoiov eig opBoviav. / ‘H

47 On the subject, see, Ch. G. Dimakopoulou, ‘H xa81épwoig véov e8vikod Bupeot xatd 10 1832’, Aedziov
g EpaAdixng xar Teveadoyixns Eraipeiag g EAAddos 10 (1996) 201-5, fig. 7.
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x@o: elvon byeeotdm k(ai) 1) 6€aig The mo- / Aeng 00T, TEéTEVTOVY 8& Thg dkgordiems. / O Ayfy
déyeton pdvov pikpd mhoio. TO Ddpaywyeiov eépel dpketd k(ol) koAl BdoTo.

(lower right corner, below the plan’s frame)

"Ev Kohdpong i 21" Noepfoiov 1842 /O I'ewpérong Meoonviog / ®. Zégoe

Designer: Friedrich Zerse

Bibliography: Ex@con Zyesiov EAAnvixov Iédewv 1828-1900, 20-1, nr. 32; Kaukoula—Papami-
chos-Hastaoglou, Zyééia méiewv, 183.

3. Title: (upper left corner) <Zyédov> g nérews / Kogdvng Fig. 4

Dimensions: 38 cm. height x 52 cm. width,

Provenance: Archive of MEECC.

Date: 1856

Key: (lower left corner)

<Awav g €k ToV mpwtotumov dvriypawdic / Thv 16 Noepfioiov 1856 / [Anposiolv "Egyev
Tunpozdyng / (signature) [Eppovouid] Mavitéxng / avnicuvtoryp(otdoyng)

(upper right corner)

<1> Meydhov Mayoleiov

<2> Oixia koeyopévn amd v oikoyéveiov 100 8e Aogoudtn

3n»»»»» HSQI.BO}»(XQ(’XKT]

4 TCopiov ‘OBouovikév yonoiuedov 3’ ekkAnciov

6 Oikio koteyou€vn omd v oikoyévewv _ _ Kopomoviov

5 Oixia yonoyevovoo og Anpogyeiov

7 Znathv T'odludg dcatoikmrog

8 Noookopugiov F'oAikdv dxoroikntov

9 Oixio kxatexopevn nd v Aievbovtiyy Z1di

10 T¢opiov ‘Obopovikdv yonowedov @G Zyoreiov

11 Oikic koteyopévn amd v oikoyéveiav 100 Bovgva

12 Oixio xoteyopévn and 16v Atorkntiv 100 drootdopotog

13 Aovted ‘OBopavikd

14 Oikix kotexopévn &né v oikoyévetav 1od k. Toryyéta

15 Muprmdamobnkm

16 »

Designer: Manitakis (?)

Bibliography: Ex6eon Zyesiov EAAnvikav Modewv 1828-1900, 22, nr. 40; Kaukoula-Papami-
chos—Hastaoglou, Zyédia néicwv, 184.
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