YHO—

Nikog KaAioynpov

TO YHOIAQTO
THX APIXTOTEAOYZX

28 —



—MOS

Nikos Kalogirou

ARISTOTLE'S
MOSAIC

— 29



YHO

[IQY 0GA ZHXOYME MAZI 2TO YHOIAQTO THX
APIZTOTEAOYZX

Nikog¢ Kaioynpov

Opdétipog KabnynTNHg apyLTEKTOVIKOD KAl AGTIKOV oyedtacpod AIIO®

TO XHMEIO EKKINHXHX

O empeintng g 17n¢ Mmeva-
re Apyrtexktovikng tng Beverti-
ag Hashim Sarkis 0étel 10 epo-
uo «Ilog Ba {noovue pali;»,
smgnr(bvwg Eva véo xoapu«') KOl-
VOVIKO Guuﬁokmo ce €va To-
yKoomonomusvo nAoiclo ava-
VOUEVOV OVIGOTNTOV.

H eAAnvikn cvupetoyn 6yo-
Mabler éva eufAnuatikd mopd-
OELYUO GYETIKO HUE OVTOV TOV
npoPANUATIGUO: TOV Aova TNG
AplototéAovg ot Oecoalovi-
K1, TOL OYEOLACTNKE TPV ATO
100 ypoOvia, pe 1o Ovouo «Ae-
oeopog ¢ Kowoviag tov
EOvov». Asttovpyel onuepa og
LOVAIIKOC OGTIKOG CLUTLKV®-
TNC Yo OLPOPETIKOVS TANOL-
CULOVGC KOl KOWVMOVIKEG OUADEG:
EVTIOTIOVG, EMIOKENTES, LETAVA-
GTEC KOl TPOGPUVYEC.

H 10toittepotnta tng €AAN-
VIKNG ovuPoAng mnydler amd
TN O0TioTOGN OTL 01 VEEC YEM-
YPOPlEC CLVAPELNG, EVIAYUEVEG
GTNV OVATOPEVKTN TAYKOGULO-
™mTa, ocpsikovv Vo KOTOVOOUV
TIG IGTOPLKEG, YEOYPAPIKES KOl
TOALTIG UKEG 1OLOTEPOTNTEG.

o va «Cnoovue pali» mpé-
TEL VO OYEOLAGOVUE OMNUOGLOVG
YOPOVLG TOV OVTOTOKpivovTol
KPLTIK& 6TOV TOTO KOl TO TEPL-

BaArov.
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THE STARTING POINT

Citing the need for a new spatial
contract in a globalized world
of growing inequality, Hashim
Sarkis, curator of the 17th Inter-
national Architecture Exhibition,
asks: “How will we live togeth-
er?”.

The Greek participation com-
ments on an emblematic exam-
ple of this question: the Aristot-
le axis in Thessaloniki, which
was designed 100 years ago as
the “Boulevard de la Sociéeté des
Nations". Today, the axis serves
as a unique urban condenser for
different populations and social
groups: residents, visitors, im-
migrants, and refugees.

The distinctive character of
the Greek contribution stems
from the realization that the new
geographies of cohesion, inevi-
tably anchored within the frame-
work of globalization, must be
aware of historical, geographi-
cal, and cultural particularities.
In order to “live together” we
must design public spaces that
critically correspond to the locus
and environment.
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HOW WE WILL LIVE TOGETHER IN THE MOSAIC OF
THE ARISTOTLE AXIS

Nikos Kalogirou

Professor Emeritus of Architecture and Urban Design, Aristotle University of Thessaloniki

H KAHPONOMIA TOY
APIZTOTEAH
O aoctik6¢ a&ovag tng Aploto-
TEAOVG QPEPEL TO OVOUO TOV TO-
Aouepovg kot pefodikov apyai-
0L PIAOGOPOV. XVUPMOVO LLE TOV
ApPlGTOTEAN:

O dvBpwmog eival «ToOATIKO
Co(ov)», yeyovoc mov mpoLmo-
0étel T ovuPimon oe pia Kot-
votnTa.

Q¢ €AAOYO OV OCULUUETEYEL
otn Con g moOANG, avalnto-
vTag Oyl Lovo tn PloAoyikn emi-
Biowon, aArd xat tnv aicOnon
NG OPYOAVOUEVIS KOVOTNTOG.

H 10160tnta tov moAitn dra-
Kpivetal and AAAEC LOPPEC KO-
votntac (01KoYEVELD, GUVTPOPL-
KOTNTA), KabdOC opeidleTal o1t
OVVNTIKY 160TNTA, N OOl TPO-
KUTTEL AO TO O1AA0YO KOl TOVG
vopovg mov pvOuifovv tic dtav-
Opomiveg oyécelc.

ToAVAVAPEPOUEVT OlO-
TOTMOGN TOL APLoTOTEAN €lvan
aVOlYTY] OE no?»komkég avolntn-
GE1G TOV AVOPEPOVTAL GTNV OV-
cio TG avOpoOTIVIG PVONG Ka
GTOV dONMUOGLO YO PO TNG TOANG.
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ARISTOTLE’S LEGACY

The urban axis bears the name
of the methodical ancient phi-
losopher and polymath, Aristot-
le, according to whom:

Human beings are by nature
“political animals” and as such
live their lives in the company
of others.

As creatures of reason, hu-
man beings take part in the life
of the polis, not only for physical
survival but also for the sense it
gives of an organized communi-
ty.

Citizenship is distinguished
from other forms of community,
such as kinship or companion-
ship, as it is rooted in the poten-
tial equality that emerges from
dialogue and the laws governing
relations between individuals.

Aristotle’s oft-cited formu-
lation allows for multiple in-
vestigations into the substance
of human nature and the public
space of the polis.
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ANOIKOAOMHXH KAI EKXYI'XPONIZMOX
H avowkodounon g O®ecoarovikng, mov avadvbnke amd
TIG 0TAYTEG TNG TVpKaAyldg Tov 1917, eival ovykpiotun pe
™ dnpovpyia g ovyypovng ABMvag ¢ tpmtehovsag Tov
eAMANVIKOD kpdtovg uetd to 1821.

Y1a oyédia g véag Oeccarovikng (1918-1921), o
emkePOANG TG AteBvovg Emitponng Zyediaocpov Epvéot
Eumpdp, vaéypoge og apyitéktovag-moreodopoc. Hrtav
Hlo 0o TIG TPAOTEC POPEG OV d1EBvdg avapepdTAV QLT
n e&edikevon. Epappdomnrkav onpavtikég petoppoipicets
Kot Becpkég KavoTopieg TOv 001 yNoav:

— o1t ovveldnTh a§lomoinon Tov TOAE0S0UIKOD GYEDL-
AoV ®¢ epyareion avVATAAGNG TOV AGTIKOV ¥MPOV "

— otV amdKTNon and To dNUOGLo TOV avayKaimv y®-
POV Yo KOWVOYPNOTEG KAl KOLVOPEAELG XPNOELS

— O©TOV aVvaduoHO KOl TNV EUTOPEVHOTOTMOINGT TNG
aoTIKNG YNG KE TN xapaén vEmv 01KomESOV Kol TNV
TOANGT KTNULOTOYPAPOV GE TAELGTNPLOGHOVS:

— ot polik avéyepon TOAVOPOPOV O1KOSOUDV e
TNV €QOPHOYN OLKOJOUIKOV KOVOVIGU®V KOl gVpEia
YPNOTM OTAGUEVOL GKVPOIEUATOG.

To xowvo@avn €KGLYYXPOVIGTIKA TPOTLTA GLVIVLA-
GTNKOV LE QVOTNPY YEOUETPIN TOV YaplEe®V TOV TOAEO-
SOpIKOV 16TOV Kol KAOOIKI{OVoo EKAEKTIKN OPYITEKTOVL-
KN ™S mOANG. Ot cuveldNTEC OVUAVIGTIKEG ETIAOYEG TOL
Eumpdp Ntav mpoidvia Tov yoAAKOV TpofANUATIGUOV Yid
™V moAgodopia, G€ AVTIOLALGTOA LE TNV EIKOVA TOV AVap-
YOV UNTPOTOAEDV TNG ETOYNG.

APXITEKTONIKH NOAITIKH KAI IAEOAOTIA
H okikn avakatackevy g O®eccalovikng aviamokpivo-
TOV GTN YEVIKOTEPT] EKGLYYPOVIGTIKY TPOoTAOELD TNG KV-
Bépvnong tov EAlgvBéptiov Bevilédov yia tnv edpaimon g
eMnvikng xvptapyioag. Me mpotofoviieg Tov VIOVPYOV
Yvykowoviag AréEavdpov Ilanavactaciov vioBetnOnkav
To o TpoOnuéva epyaleio ToOAE0SOUIKOD GYESLAGLOV e
TNV 0VCLAOTIKY GVUBOAN TOV CVUUAY®V TG AVTAVT Kat
wiaitepa tov FdAlov.

— O véog moreodoptkdg oxedLOGUOG AVATPEYE TANPOG
T1g Tapadoctakéc eBvolpnokevtikég dopég g Ke-
viplkng @eccorovikng. Ol apyITEKTOVIKEG HOPOEG
mov viwoBetnBnkav, Wiaitepa otov pvnuetakd agova
™G ApPLoTOTEALOVG, ONUATOSOTNOOV HlaV VRPLOKN
eMnvikotnta pe veoPulavtivég annynoetg. H ava-
{qtnon pag evdlakpltng €0VIKNG apyITEKTOVIKNG
tavTéTNTOG €EVANPETOVOE TIG TOMTIKES 1de0r0Yyieg
™¢ kvplapyng erit.

— Xmv wpdén epappdotnke pio HoTEPT dop KAo-
oKV Yopae@v Kol aVOAOYLOV EUTAOVTIGUEVT UE
ATOCTEPOUEVE «TOMKEY» dlakoounTikéd ototyeia.
AVt 1 ACTIKN CKNVOYypoQia eVTAcGOTOV GTO €VPU-
TEPO TAOIGLO TOV OPLEVTAALGHLOV, TOV d10.060NKE TNV
nepiodo avth ot MecdyELlo KOl GTIG ATOLKIES.

O exlextiKdg TOMKIGNOG TG Becoarovikng pmopet
va Beopnbel g Tpddpopog ToV TPOPANUATICUOV TNG Ye-
vidg tov EAMvev dnpovpydv tov *30.

RECONSTRUCTION AND MODERNIZATION
The reconstruction of Thessaloniki after it was reduced to
ashes in the fire of 1917 is comparable to the creation of
modern-day Athens as the capital of the newly independ-
ent Greek state after 1821.

The plans for a new Thessaloniki (1918-1921) were
signed by Ernest Hébrard, the head of the International
Planning Committee, as “architecte-urbaniste”, one of
the first references to the profession internationally. The
plans adopted important reforms and institutional innova-
tions including:

— The deliberate use of the city plan as a tool for urban
redevelopment.

— The acquisition by the state of the required space for
communal and public-interest purposes.

— The redistribution and commercialization of urban
land through the creation of new building plots and
auction of title deeds.

— The mass construction of multi-story buildings,
under new building regulations and with the broad
use of reinforced concrete.

These modernization initiatives, unprecedented for
Greece as well as for Europe, were combined with an aus-
tere street grid and an eclectic classicist urban architec-
ture. Hébrard’s consciously humanistic choices, a product
of French thinking on urban planning, stood in stark con-
trast to the anarchic metropolises of the time.

ARCHITECTURE, POLITICS, AND IDEOLOGY
The sweeping reconstruction of Thessaloniki fit well
with the broader modernization efforts of Eleftherios
Venizelos’s government and the consolidation of Greek
sovereignty. On the initiative of Minister of Transport Al-
exandros Papapanastasiou and with the significant contri-
butions of the Triple Entente, especially of France, some
of the most advanced measures of urban planning were
put to use.

— This new approach to urban planning completely
overturned the traditional ethno-religious communal
structures of central Thessaloniki. The architectural
forms that were adopted, particularly on the

monumental Aristotle axis, heralded a new hybrid
The

search for a discernible national architecture served

Greekness with neo-Byzantine overtones.
the political ideologies of the ruling elite.

— In practice, a different approach was implemented
with late classical lines and proportions, enriched
with denatured “local” decorative motifs. This urban
mis-en-scéne was part of a broader orientalism that
was prevalent in the Mediterranean and the colonies
at the time.

The eclectic regionalism of Thessaloniki can be
seen as a precursor to the critical regionalism and the
broader reflections on greekness that would occupy the
generation of Greek architects in the 30s.
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Baoilelov tg EALGS0oc «Ktnpatdypagov» yio tnv Avolkodounon g
®cocahovikng, Apyeio KIO.

l

Kingdom of Greece “Cadastral title for Thessaloniki's Reconstruction,

Thessaloniki History Centre.

O Epvéot Eunpdp oto Maén Xapdap. © Nikog Karoynpov.
T

Ernest Hébrard at Bey Hammam.
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Amo 10 Opapa 6TV vVAOTOINGN: TVYKPIoT TOV 0PYIKAOV KOl TOV
VAOTOMUEVOY OYE®V GTOV G&ova TG ApPLloTOTELOVG.

© Nikog Karoynpov.

1

From visualisation to implementation: Facades on Aristotle Axis as

planned and as built.

Moptpéta tov Beviférov kat tov [Tanavactaciov cto Mrmén
Xapap. © Nikog Karoyfpov.
1

Portraits of Venizelos and Papanastasiou at Bey Hammam.
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H TAYTOTHTA THX METAAHXZ XEIPONOMIAX
H «Aeopdpog g Kowwviag tov EOvovy cvvictoloe
plov e&davikevpévn pHeydain xeipovopio pe kovpiopymn
v évvola g kevrpikdéTntag. O aovag g Apioto-
TEAOVG yiveTal avTIANTTOG G eKTETANEVT akolovOia
eVPOTATOV TPOONTIKAOV ovadeifemv eviaypuévov octnv
KeKALLEVT TOTTOYpOpia TNS O®EGTAAOVIKNG.

¥10 v6fabpo AVTOV TOV TOAEOSOUIKAV YEIPL-
ocu®V Bpiokovtav Ta OpapaTe TNG LGYVPNG TOAL-
Tikng e&ovoiag tov Beviléhov-Ilanavactociov.
[MpoPrendtav 1 enévdévon TG Stadpoung pe ava-
Aoyo cvvOetikd e&aptiuato: owideg, HvnueEia,
aydAipoto Kot de§apevéc.

H emdioén &vog ekAeKTIKOD TOTIKIGHOV VLTO-

ypappuiotnke pe «veoPfuvlovtivégy AemTopuépELeG.
AVTEG SLOKOGUNGAV IOV OPYLTEKTOVIKN TPOGO-
yvemv, pe kiaocikifovoeg avaioyieg Kol evaiia-
Y€G TANPOV KOl KEVOV.

O1 okovoutkég cuvOnKeg dev eMETPEYAV TNV OAO-
KAp®ON TOV TANO®PIKOV 0pAULATOV TOV opyl-
texktovov Eunpdp, Zdayov, Kitcoikn. H dpapatikn
oKnvoypoeio TapEUEIVE NUITEANG.

2T LETUTOAEULKA XPOVIA YPELACTNKE [0 AKOLLO
woyvpn motikn mapépfacn tov Kapapavin yio
vo OLOKAN POl (io TUKVOTEPN AVOLKOOOUNGON LE
ATAOVGTEVUEVT glKOVOYypapia.

H peydin yxeipovopia emdiow&e ™ pvnpetakdTn-
Ta, TNV &N kot Tov opforoyiopud ce avTIOLOGTOAN LE
N «YOOTIKN» OPYaVIKOTNTA TNG TAPUIOCLOKNG TOANG.
Avtictolyeg «avtapylkéc» mpooeyyicelg amoteAovoav
KOVO GTOLYEL0 TOV VEOKANCLIK®V, GAAL KOl TOAALDV LLO-
vTEPVOV d1eVBeTNoE®V TOL V1IOOETN GOV TNV KEVTPLIKN LE-
poapynuévn drayeipton tov y®pov. Ot eVA0YEG AVAYKEG
efuylavong pe agopun v entdimén AettovpylkoOTNTOG
propovoav eVKOAN VO EKPVALGTOVV GE€ OLOKANPOTIKEG
Tpooeyyioelg, OTMG aAnEdEIEOV Ol TOMTIKEG TPAKTIKEG
QUPOTEP®V TOV AKP®OV GTO HEGOTOAELO.

Ifpepa, wapd T HEPLKN TOL VAOTOING™M, O LUV1N-
petakdg mepimatog g ApPLoToTELOVG TOPAUEVEL LLd
EVYAPLOTN TLUTOAOYIKY KOl LOPPOAOYIKN EKTTANEY, €VOg
povadikog dNpoclog yd®pog pe éviovn actikotnta. To
viomompévo amotérespa yopaktnpiletar amd Atn
LVNUELOKOTNTO, GLUPAAAEL GTN HOVOSLIKY] TOLTOTNTA
Tov a&ova Kot eyypaeetatl 0eTikd 6T GLAAOYIKN UV -

un.
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THE IDENTITY OF THE GRAND MANNER
The “Boulevard de la Société des Nations” followed an
idealized Grand Manner dominated by a notion of central-
ity. The Aristotle axis can be seen as an extensive series
of sweeping perspective highlights, integrated into the
city’s sloping topography.

— Attheroot of the interventions, foreseen in the urban
plan, lay the vision of strong political authority
embraced by Venizelos and Papanastasiou. The axis
was to be outfitted with the appropriate accessories:
arches, monuments, statues, and fountains.

The
underscored by an introduction of “neo-Byzantine”
These formed part
of a fagade architecture that featured classicist

pursuit of an eclectic regionalism was

details. decorative motifs
proportions and an alternation of volumes and voids.
Economic conditions prevented Hébrard, Zachos
and Kitsikis’s ambitious vision from fully being
realized. Their dramatic mis-en-scéne remained
unfinished.

In the post-war years, it took yet another powerful
political intervention by Prime Minister Konstantinos
Karamanlis, to complete reconstruction albeit at
greater density and with a simplified iconography.
The Grand Manner in the plan sought to achieve
monumentality, order, and rationality, as opposed to the
“chaotic” organic structure of the traditional city. Such
“authoritarian” approaches were a common feature of
not only neoclassical but also many modern solutions
that adopted a central hierarchized management of urban
space.

In pursuit of functionality, legitimate redevelop-
ment needs could casily degenerate into authoritarian
practices, as the two extremes of the political spectrum
would amply demonstrate in the interwar period.

Despite the partial implementation of the original
plan, the central monumental promenade of Thessaloniki
remains today a pleasant surprise in typology and form, a
unique public space with a heightened sense of urbanity.
The realized section is marked by a sober monumentality,
contributing to the unique identity of the axis, and in-
graining itself in collective memory.

H apyikn npdtocn yia tn peyain yeipovopio.
IInyn / Source: Teyvikd ypovika (1939), 169-170.

—

The initial project for the Grand Manner of Thessaloniki.
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Tevikn amoyn TN KEVIPLKNG meptoyNg and ynida (1918).
IInyn / Source: Dreyfus R. (1927), “Le nouveau plan de Salo-
nique”, L'Architecture XXXVI, 110.

!

Bird's eye view of reconstructed Thessaloniki (1918).

H votiodvtikn nievpd tng [Miateiog Apitototérovg.
@Nikog Kaloynpov.
T

The northeastern side of Aristotle Square.
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O KENTPIKOX AZONAX QX
NEPIBAAAONTIKOX XYNTEAEXTHX

O pvnuelwokds a&ovog Kiveltalr €ykapolo 6T QUGLKTY
veoypoopio avdmtvoéng g mOANG, M omoia oprobetei-
Tol ad TNV OKTOYPOUUN KOl TIG aKpaieg amoAnEelg Tov
opovg Xoptidtn. Eivarl éva xawvotopo ototyeio pe mpo-
OTMTIKN HOKPAG dtdpKelag, Kot’ avaloyio (e Tov apyoio
a&ova tov 'aréprov (Potovta-Inmodpopog).
H Aptototéhovg anoterel €va d160pOO TOL GLV-
déel pe dtevpvvoelg dVvo Quoikd ctoryeia: v

AKpOTOAN TAOLGLOUEVT OTTO TO TEPLACTIKO 3AGOG
Xéiy Zov, pe tov kAelotd Oegppaixkd Koimo nept-
Bairopevo and tov Olvpuro kot to [Tigpta.
TomoBetnpuéva Thayiog mTpog ta onpeia Tov opi-
Covta, pe @opd amd To fOPELOAVATOALKA TPOG T
VOTLOOVTIKG, TO HETOTO TOV 01KOJdOUOV e§ocpa-
Alovv eVAALOGGOUEVO NALOGO KOl OLEPLOUD.

O1 ypappikéc otoéc TG APLOTOTEAOVS, TPOOL-
Aayuéveg and Tov nALo Kot T Bpoyn, divovv mpo-
oPfacn oe cepd koatactnuateov. H smavainyn
To0EmV, KIOVOV Kol TEGoMOV TPpocdidel pvOuikdTn-
To Kot TédEn oto dNUOCLO XOPO, EVOTOLOVIOS TO
dradoyikd otkodopikd TeTpayOVA.

H xevtpikn dtadpopn Kol ol avolytol xy®potl oTa
AKpO TPOCEAKVOVY TOVG TOAITEG, GAAG Kol TNV
acTikn yAopida kot movida. Oprobetel évav av-
Opomoyevn dnudolo ydpo pe kpiowun mepifai-
AOVTIKN Agttovpyio pécH GTNV TUKVOSOUNUEVN
«EVTOG TOV TEY®VY Oeocalovikn.

H évteyvn amopdvoon tov pvhnueiov kKot tov
pvnuelok®v cuvhécemv, and Ta peydid pedLOTA KVL-
KAOQOpPilOG, QAVEPDOVEL TNV TPOLUN TEPLPAALOVTIKN
mpocéyylon NG opadag tov Eunpdp, oe pio cvovednt
ATOTELPO TPOGAPLOYNG GTA KALLATIKA KOl LGTOPLKA O€-
dopéva Tov TOTOL KAl TOVL TOTIOV.
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THE CENTRAL AXIS AS
AN ENVIRONMENTAL FACTOR

The monumental axis runs crosswise through the physi-
cal geography in which the city, sandwiched between the
coast and the foothills of Mount Chortiatis, developed. It
was an innovative element with a long-term perspective,
something akin to the ancient axis of Galerius, which ran
from the Rotunda to the Hippodrome.

— The axis is a corridor with extensions that link
two natural elements: the Acropolis, set within the
hilltop forest of Seih Sou, and the Thermaic Gulf,
with the surrounding mountains of Olympus and
Pieria.

The fagades of the buildings, angled to the horizon
from the northeast to the southwest, ensure an
alternation of sunlight and ventilation
The boulevard’s porticoes, sheltered from the sun
and rain, front an array of shops. The repetition
of arches, columns and pillars lends rhythm and
order to the public space, providing cohesion to the
successive blocks of buildings.
The main path and the open spaces at its two ends
attract not only residents of the city but the urban
flora and fauna as well. This man-made public
space serves a critical environmental function
within the densely populated “intra muros” city of

Thessaloniki.

The artful isolation of the monuments and monu-
ment complexes from the main traffic arteries evidences
the environmental approach that Hébrard’s team adopt-
ed—quite ahead of its time—in a conscious attempt to ac-
commodate the climatic and historical demands of the site
and the landscape.



