What effects did Hadrian’s building programme have on the Athenian economy and society?

Alcock writes “Greece under Roman rule must be understood as a society in the process of change, adapting and assimilating itself to a new position within an imperial system”.[footnoteRef:2] In my opinion, Hadrian was attempting to create a second capital in the Roman Empire with Athens, to help assimilate the Greek people and those around the Aegean into the Roman Empire. I will be discussing how Hadrian’s Athenian building programme helped to restore their economy and society to one similar of their classical past. The Panhellenion had arguably the biggest impact for Athens, being at its centre, physically and ideologically. This is comparable to the Athenian Empire of the 5th Century BCE and Periclean era, glorifying Athens through major building projects.[footnoteRef:3] This essay will specifically discuss Hadrian’s Athenian building programme and how it impacted the society and economy of Athens.  [2:  Alcock, S. 1993: 230.]  [3:  McHugh, S. 2017: 81. Jones (1996) had doubted the centrality of Athens and the idea of the Panhellenion being a Hadrian iniative but has since revised his views. ] 

Hadrian’s building programme was, in some ways, modelled on the ideal Athenian past but also designed for contemporary purpose with a distinctly Greek identity. Evidence of this can be found with the figurehead of Hadrian’s building programme in the Olympieion (Temple of Olympian Zeus), which has an extensive building history but was finally finished and dedicated by Hadrian in c.131-2 CE according to the plan of Cossutius.[footnoteRef:4] I will attempt to show how Hadrian’s building programme had a positive effect on Athens’ society and economy in his attempt to create a period of renewal for Athens. Previous to Hadrian, Athens had seen a resurgence under some Roman emperors especially Augustus and his buildings programmes: transformation of the of the classical Agora, and the Augustan market for example, and under Nero Greece was declared free, but this gift was later cancelled by Vespasian.[footnoteRef:5] [4:  Pollitt, J.J. 1990: 204-5. Vitr. VII. Pref 15,17.]  [5:  Oliver, J.H. 1981: 417; Hoff, M.C. 1992: 223.] 

Athens experienced a period of social, economic and cultural renewal in the second century CE under the philhellenic Roman emperor. Hadrian, who admired Classical Athens, and was given the nickname Graeculus, meaning “Greekling”, with Pausanias also describing Hadrian as “the benefactor of his subjects and especially of Athens”.[footnoteRef:6] This period in Athens’ history could be regarded as being at the peak of its cultural prominence or a second ‘golden age’ in the Roman Empire: they were at the head of the Panhellenion and other developments that were based on the cultural memory of Classical Athens. Nasrallah adds that it “encouraged various cities’ inventions of genealogies and myths that established their cities as solidly Greek in race, and unified in piety, cult, and political outlook under Athens and Rome” .[footnoteRef:7] However, not all member-cities had genuine Greek foundations. Cibyra, for example, claimed to be a ‘colony of the Lacedamonians and related to the Athenians’ but a document in the Severan period classified Cibyra as a non-Greek foundation.[footnoteRef:8] Furthermore, the creation of the Panhellenion and the patronage of Greece by Hadrian are seen as the biggest factors for the social and economic revival of Athens and other Greek-speaking provinces resulting in the flourishing of Hellenic culture popularly coined as the ‘Second Sophistic’. Although, this cultural movement began in the first century and it also consisted of a flourishing of literary, oratory, and rhetoric activity.[footnoteRef:9] However, when addressing the foundation of the Panhellenion and Hadrian, the lack of literary evidence hinders any detailed analysis, and the little evidence we have are a few inscriptions describing its activities, as well as a passage from Eusebius.[footnoteRef:10] Athens, being the centre of the Panhellenion’s activities and administration would have impacted Athens’ economy with an influx of foreign residents: Panhellenes, higher officers, and their attendants and some family members that would have needed housing and food. Furthermore, an annual grain supply was provided by Hadrian to alleviate the influx of new residents and grain shortages, as well as the foundation of three new agnostic festivals would have had a positive effect on the Athenian society and economy.[footnoteRef:11] [6:  Kleiner, F.S. 2007: 171; Paus. 1.3.2.]  [7:  Spawforth, A.J. & Walker, S. 1985: 78; McHugh, S. 2017: 3; Nasrallah, L. 2008: 534. Paus. 1.20.4; Aristid. Or. 13.247-250; Spawforth, A.J. & Walker, S. 1985: 78.]  [8:  Spawforth, A.J. & Walker, S. 1985: 82.]  [9:  Boatwright, M.T. 2003: 119; Kennedy, G.A. 1994: 230. There are differences between the two groups of sophists: the older were radical in teaching and questioned traditional values opposed to the later sophists who have been described as ‘conservative’. Bowie, E. 2016. https://oxfordre.com/classics/view/10.1093/acrefore/9780199381135.001.0001/acrefore-9780199381135-e-5780. Date accessed: 09/04/2020.]  [10:  Spaworth, A.J. & Walker, S. 1985: 82.]  [11:  Camia, F. 2011: 42.] 

Hadrian’s policy of urban development through the medium of building and restoring architectural structures did much for the local economy of Athens, and this policy was also implemented in the provinces to help strengthen and consolidate the empire. 

I will start by addressing and detailing Hadrian’s building programme in Athens and the Ilissos area during the second century CE, and this ranged from the completion of one of Athens’ most important temples to building completely new structures. Hadrian had built upon Augustus’ foundation of a policy of renewal and restoration in Athens but went further to encourage a cultural revival of the city similar to the Classical Athens and laid the foundations for the future.[footnoteRef:12]  Hadrian’s benefactions were based on his love of Greek culture as well as an aim to unify the Greek cities under Roman rule.[footnoteRef:13] The Ilissos area was central to Hadrian’s building programme as it can be seen as echoing his building and renovations in the Campus Martius. They are also similar in their long histories and outside Athens and the pomerium.[footnoteRef:14] Pausanias gives us a partial list of Hadrian’s benefactions which include ninety-four altars dedicated to him which have survived in Athens.[footnoteRef:15] [12:  McHugh, S. 2017: 72.]  [13:  Benjamin, A.S. 1963: 57.]  [14:  McHugh, S. 2017: 59-60.]  [15:  Paus. 1.18.9; Camp, J.M. 2001: 199.] 

An important structure for Athens’ infrastructure was Hadrian’s aqueduct, as after Sulla’s sack of the city in 87-86 BCE it did not have a viable water supply.[footnoteRef:16] However, Christaki et al addressed the main purpose of Hadrian’s aqueduct was not the water supply of Athens, but the water supply of the Roman district of Athens, and the construction of the aqueduct coincided with a period of drought for Athens.[footnoteRef:17] The construction of the aqueduct began in 125 CE and was completed by Antonius Pius in 140 CE, and supplied Athens with water for more than 18 centuries using the mountain resources of Penteli and Parintha.[footnoteRef:18] Additionally, Pausanias had observed Hadrian’s aqueducts and baths along the Lechaion road as still completely functional. Hutton also similarly suggests Corinth was a similar case, and states Pausanias was interested in seeing the ancient Greek cities as fully functional.[footnoteRef:19] However, Hadrian’s aqueduct differed from previous Roman aqueducts with its impressive pillars and arches stretching across the landscape, Pont Du Gard and Aqua Virgo for example, as the aqueduct was entirely underground.[footnoteRef:20] Leigh summarises that the main reason for the construction of Hadrian’s Athenian aqueduct was to introduce Roman bath culture and display into Athens.[footnoteRef:21] The aqueduct consisted of a continuous, multi-source water collection and was the largest and most important water supply project in Athens.[footnoteRef:22] This structure would have greatly improved the society and economy of second century Athens as it now had a permanent water supply, which would have had a positive effect on all aspects of the lives of Athenian citizens. This was a new and innovative idea and shows an example of the exchange of architectural ideas between Rome and Athens. [16:  Bell, J.C. 1958: 273.]  [17:  Christaki et al. 2016: 2.]  [18:  Moschonas, N. 2011.]  [19:  Paus. 2.3.5; Hutton, W. 2005: 315.]  [20:  Bell, J.C. 1958: 273]  [21:  Leigh, S. 1998: 221.]  [22:  Christaki et al. 2016: 9.] 

The temple of Olympian Zeus was completed and dedicated by Hadrian in 131 to 132 CE and its building history went back to the Archaic Greek period when its construction was started by the Peisistratids. This building was at the heart of Hadrian’s building programme.[footnoteRef:23] This temple was of huge cultural importance to the people of Athens and also contributed most to the creation of Hadrian’s image as Zeus and assumed the title Olympius although Hadrian was not worshipped there as Zeus Olympios. The area of the temple is considered to be the core of Hadrian’s new conception of Athens.[footnoteRef:24] The history of its construction is extensive and was frequently interrupted, the foundations had been laid by Pisistratus but was halted after Hippias was expelled from Athens. Aristotle writes how a grand project like this was used to subdue and engage the Athenian population, kept poor and preoccupied with hard work and no time to conspire.[footnoteRef:25] Pausanias describes the temple; statues of Hadrian at the entrance to the temple, the precinct was “full of statues; for every city has dedicated a likeness of Hadrian, and the Athenians have surpassed them in dedicating, behind the temple, the remarkable colossus”. Similarly, Hadrian was also honoured by a portrait statue in the Parthenon and an altar to himself.[footnoteRef:26] There is a 1,300-year gap in our history of the Olympieum of what happened to it after the Hadrianic period. Fraser writes that “It appears probable that decay set in early and was rapid, though there is no evidence in the surviving remains for a catastrophe.”[footnoteRef:27] Birley suggests that the Olympieion “could well have been served as the meeting-place of the Panhellenion”. This is similar with the Pantheon, built close in distance and time to the Olympieion. Spawforth and Walker suggest its use was for a meeting place for the council.[footnoteRef:28] In terms of the societal and economic benefits of the Olympieion, the scholarship covering it does not mention of any sort of impact of this kind, but can be assumed due to the amount of material and craftsmanship needed for its construction and its centrality of second century Athens. Although the temenos of the Olympieion was an important site for the promotion of Hadrian’s vision of the Greek world, with statues asserting both the commonality of the Greeks and the innate superiority of Athens.[footnoteRef:29] [23:  Cass Dio. 69.16.1; Kritsotakis, D. 2008: 208.]  [24:  Willers, D. 1989: 9; Fraser, A.D. 1921: 7.]  [25:  Thuc. Peloponnesian war. VI. 54ff; Aris. Politics. V.11.]  [26:  Paus. I.24.7; Historia Augusta. XIII.6; Fraser, A.D. 1921: 7]  [27:  Fraser, A.D. 1921: 7-8.]  [28:  Birley, A.R. 1997: 266; Spawforth, A.J. & Walker, S. 1985: 97; Kritsotakis, D. 2008: 2009.]  [29:  McHugh, S. 2017: 96.] 

The main debate amongst the scholarship on the Olympieum: who erected the sixteens columns that have survived to this date? Peisistratus must immediately be ruled out as the Corinthian order of architecture is not as old as the tyrannus, and the earliest example of the Corinthian order is at the Temple of Apollo Epicurius at Bassae, c. 429 BCE.[footnoteRef:30] Penrose, with very little basis, assumed the work was done by Augustus because of similarities between the Olympieum and several Augustan buildings, but later alters his opinion to Epiphanes which is founded on similar architectural and stylistic principles.[footnoteRef:31] Since then, the general opinion amongst the scholarship has accepted that Hadrian is responsible for the columns but cannot be absolutely certain.[footnoteRef:32] [30:  Normand, C. 1852: https://www.oxfordreference.com/view/10.1093/oi/authority.20110803095639364; Fraser, A.D. 1921: 10.]  [31:  Penrose, F.C. 1851; Fraser, A.D. 1921: 10.]  [32:  Fraser, A.D. 1921: 17-18.] 

The next and final Hadrianic building that will be addressed in this essay is Hadrian’s library, another building that was characterised by architectural integration representing Athen’s role as the cultural meeting point of Rome and the Greek East with the multiple architectural forms found in the library.[footnoteRef:33] It was constructed in c. 132 CE, roughly around the same time as the Olympieion and is a very close copy of Vespasian’s Temple Pacis in Rome, its main purpose was primarily for leisure of a cultural and educational persuasion, similar to Hadrian’s Library.[footnoteRef:34] The Library of Hadrian is described by its unmistakable Roman character and is often linked with the basilica because of their deliberate alignment and related in appearance also to the Roman Agora (the market of Caesar and Augustus) with their general architecture scheme, scale, and orientation.[footnoteRef:35] Pausanias also describes it as notable for its pavilions, paintings, statues, and gilded roof.[footnoteRef:36]  Spawforth speculates that Hadrian’s library references the ancient belief that Peisistratus created the first library in Athens, implied through a reference by Aulus Gellius.[footnoteRef:37] This is similar to the Olympieion which was also started by Peisistratus and would imply there was continuity in Hadrian’s building programme as well as a connection to the Classical past. The library’s use has been described as broad and as an “arts centre” of sorts, along with books being kept there. Furthermore, Boatwright comments on the Library’s functionality and its educational role “the Athenians themselves, as scholars, sophists, teachers, and students, were essential to the preservation and transmission of the glorious Hellenic past”.[footnoteRef:38] The library itself would have been a major attraction for the Athenian elite as well as those from outside Athens looking to learn, and an expression of the ‘culture-bringing’ role of Athens celebrated by the Panhellenion.[footnoteRef:39] Therefore, Hadrian’s library would have had a big societal and economic impact on Athens with it being a huge educational and monumental attraction and bringing in an influx of people to the city. [33:  McHugh, S. 2017: 15.]  [34:  McHugh, S. 2017: 99; Ward-Perkins, J.B. 1981: 269; Thompson, H.A. 1987: 10.]  [35:  Boatwright, M.T. 1983: 173; Shear Jr, T.L. 1981: 374-6; Travlos, J. 1971: 28-35.]  [36:  Paus. 1.18.9.; Thompson, H.A. 1987: 10; Camp, J.M. 2001: 203; McHugh, S. 2017: 100.]  [37:  Gell. NA. 7.17; Spawforth, A. 2012: 247; McHugh, S. 2017: 100.]  [38:  Shear Jr, T.L. 1981: 375-6; Boatwright, M.T. 2000: 157; McHugh, S. 2017: 101.]  [39:  McHugh, S. 2017: 101.] 

In conclusion, Hadrian’s building programme was both extensive in physical buildings and renewing an ideology of Classical Athens, including both religious monuments and cultural monuments in the landscape of second century Athens. The building programme shows a clear exchange of Greek and Roman styles and techniques used in the construction and architecture of Hadrian’s building programme. It is hard to precisely measure any economic or societal impact this had but in my opinion Hadrian’s building programme had a positive effect society and economy. The Panhellenion, in my opinion showed to have more of an impact than the building programme with Athens at the lead and centre and impacted the rest of the Greek East.
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