1670" Anniversary
of the death of
St. Emperor Constantine

the Great,
337-2007

Itis an honor as well as a pleasure
to open the Sixth Ni§ and Byzantium
Symposium. Since this series of sci-
entific meetings began five years ago
in 2002, the annual conference has
become known throughout the Balkan
Peninsula and beyond. Scholars from
various parts of the world have come
to participate, to listen to papers on a
variety of subjects, and to learn about
the history and monuments of Ni§ and
its vicinity. The prompt publication of
the proceedings of each Symposium,
in an attractive hard copy book and
conveniently on a website, makes the
articles from the symposia widely and
readily available. By sponsoring this
annual symposium and its publication,
the city of Ni§ has, in the English ex-
pression, put itself on the map.

The long history of Ni§, from
Roman Naissus to the present day, to-
gether with its geographical position
on the millennia-old road from cen-
tral Europe to the Mediterranean Sea,
makes it an ideal center for the study
of the history and the archaeological
heritage of the city and its surround-
ing region. Because of the strategic
geographical location of Ni§, that his-
tory has often been closely connected
with major historical events in the
Balkans.

The Ni§ and Byzantium sym-
posium provides an opportunity for
a number of scholars in a variety of
fields, who might otherwise never en-
counter one another, to come together,
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Yact Mu je U 3a70BOJBCTBO JIa
orBopuM lllectu cumnosujym ,,Hum
u Buzantuja“. OBa cepuja HaydHHX
ckymnosa3amnouenaje2002. rogune, npe
HET TOANHA, TOKOM KOjHX j€ Ta TOUILI-
Ba KoH(epeHIIrja ITocTaa o3Hara Ha
uenom bankany u mupe. Hayunuum u3
Pa3IMUUTHX [IEJI0BAa CBETa JOJIA3UIIN
Cy lla JIMYHO YYECTBY]Y, CIyIIajy W3-
jarama O MHOTHM TE€MaMma H CTHIY
ca3Hama O UCTOPHUJH M CIIOMEHUIIMA
Huma u meroBe okxonuHe. YpemHO
o0jaBipuBame 300pHUKA pajoBa ca
CBaKOI' CUMIIO3HjyMa, Y aTpakTHBHO]
KIU3U U Yy MOTOJHOM EJIEKTPOHCKOM
o0nuky Ha VIHTEpHETy, YMHH pPajo-
BE Ca CHMIIO3MjyMa JIaKO JOCTYITHUM
MIApOKOM aynutopujymy. CroH3opu-
niyhu oBaj TOAWIIBU CHMITO3UjyM U
merope myonukamnuje, ['pag Hum ce
MPOCIaBHO WM, ITO OU ce y MaHupy
SHIJIECKOT je3WKa PEKJIO, HCTaKao Ha
Mar CBeTa.

Hyra ucropuja Huma, ox pum-
ckor Hawncyca 5o naHammux [aHa,
3ajelH0O ca HEroBOM TIeorpacKkoM
MO3MIUjOM HAa MWIEHHjyMHMa CTa-
pom nyty on Llentpanue EBpome ka
Menurepady, YHHA Ta WICATHUM
HEHTPOM 3a H3y4YaBamke HCTOpHUje H
apxeoJomkor Hacieha oBor rpama u
pETHOHA KOjU Ta OKpYXKyje. YciencTpa-
TENIKOT TreorpadCcKor monoxaja Huma,
HEroBa MCTOPHja j€ Y4ecTo Omiia YCKO
[I0BE3aHa Ca IIIABHUM MCTOPHUjCKUM
norahajuma Ha bankany.

Cumnosujym ,,Hum u Buzan-
THja*“ omoryhaBa OpojHUM Hay4yHH-
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IToptper apa KoHcTaHTHHA ca TPYIHUM Hajla3uMa y TPEHYTKY KaJia je OTKPHBEH
(yxpcHa uria ca kpcrom, HoBaly KoHcranTiHa 1 JycTUHHjaHa, HAYIIHULE, ICJIOBH Bare,...)

., O8a bponsana enasa uckonawua je 25. ageycma 1900. 200.
npunuxom epahersa nosoz mocma na Huwaeu koo nuwxe Tephase, y memesny
Ha decHoj obanu HUWAscKoj y 0younu 00 7,50 mem. H3nao nospuune 3epmmpe

The portrait of Czar Constantine with the group of finds at the point of discovery
(a decorative hair-pin with a cross, coins of Constantine and Justinian, earrings, fragments
of scales, ...), the documentation of the Archaeological Institute in Belgrade

,, This bronze head was excavated on August 25, 1900, during the construction
of a new bridge over Nisava near the Fortress of Nis, in its foundations at the right bank
of the river, at the depth of 7.50 meters. Above the land surface
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not only to give formal papers, but
also to have informal discussions that
spark new ideas and possibilities for
research. We also enjoy the incompa-
rable hospitality of the city of Ni$ and
the fruits of the labors of those who
have worked so hard to organize this
symposium and to make it a pleasant,
productive, and smoothly-working
event.

We are gathered here to celebrate
the life and, more specifically, the anni-
versary of the death of Constantine the
Great, emperor of the Roman Empire
from 306 until his death on 22 May in
the year 337 AD. Born at Naissus in
272/3, Constantine died in somewhat
obscure circumstances, about which
even the surviving, more or less con-
temporary, 4™ century sources do not
agree.

But perhaps this disagreement
among historians and other writers
of the 4™ century about the death of
Constantine is not surprising, be-
cause almost every known action
of Constantine has been a matter of
scholarly debate. Take, for example,
from the early years of Constantine’s
reign, the battle between the forces
of Maxentius and Constantine at the
Milvian Bridge' in Rome in the year
312 AD. A recent archaeological dis-
covery in the city of Rome, on the
Palatine Hill, has shown that the im-
perial insignia of Maxentius, includ-
ing his scepter, were buried with great
care either before the battle or imme-
diately after it, presumably from fear
that those insignia would fall into the
hands of Constantine. Maxentius did
not survive the battle; he drowned in
the Tiber River, and the insignia were
not recovered, until their discovery
by archaeologists on the slope of the

' Actually, of course, at Saxa Rubra,
north of Rome on the Via Flaminia.

ouMa M3 pasjInduTUX OOJACTH, KOjH
ce MHavYe MOXJa HUKaxa He OW cpe-
JH, 1A ce OKyIle He caMo na 0w m3-
JIOXKWITU CBOje panmoBe, Beh U ga Ou
BOIWIN He(pOpPMalHE pasroBOpe W3
KOJHUX YEeCTO 3aWCKpe HOBE HICje H
MoryhHOCTH 3a Jajba MCTpaXKHMBamba.
Hcto Tako, ydeCHHIIN y)KUBA]Y y U3Y-
3eTHOM rocronpuMcTBy I'paga Huma
U pe3ylTaTuMa aHraxoBama CBUX
OHUX KOjH Cy C€ jako MOTPYyAWIH Aa
OpraHu3yjy OBaj CUMIIO3UjyM M Jia Ta
VYUHE TpPUjaTHUM U MPOAYKTUBHUM
norahajemM Koju ce TIIaTKO OJIBHja.

Oxynunu cMo ce oBie na Ou-
CMO TPOCIABHJIM XXHBOT W, TadyHH]E,
romuuimuiy cMpta  KoHcTaHTHHA
Benuxkor, Branapa PumMcke Mmnepuje
on 306. romune g0 22. maja 337. ronu-
He, Kaja je ympo. Pohen y Haumcycy
272/3. ronune, KoHCTaHTHH je ympo
y NPWINYHO HepasjalllbeHUM OKOII-
HOCTHMa O KOjUMa C€ HE CIIaXy HHU
cauyBaHH, BUILE WM Mame caBpeMe-
HU, u3Bopu u3 IV Beka.

MebhyTum, 0BO Heclarame Me-
by ucropuuapuma u IpyruM nucuuMa
u3 IV Beka 0 KOHCTaHTHHOBO] CMPTH
MOXJa U HHje 3a uyheme, jep je ckopo
cBaka rmo3nara KoHcTaHTHHOBA akIyja
Ousa mpeaMeT HaydHe pachpaBe. Y3-
MHUMO, Ha MpHUMep, JeTa’b U3 IPBUX
rogquHa KoHCTaHTHHOBE BIIaJaBUHE,
outky wm3Mmelhy BOjckH MakceHIuja
u KoHcrantrHa Ha MUJIBHjCKOM MO-
cry' y Pumy 312. ronune HOBe epe.
HenaBna apxeonomika otkpuha y rpa-
ny Pumy, Ha 6pexyspky [lanarun, mo-
Kaszyjy na cy MakceHIujeBe IapcKe
WHCHUTHUjE, YKIbY4Y]yhH 1 BeroB CKHUTI-
Tap, OmIe BP0 OPIKIBHBO MTOKOTIAHE
WIM TOpe WIM HENoCPEeaHO IOocie
OuTKe, BEpPOBaTHO YCJeJ cTpaxa Ja
Mory nactu y KoHcTaHTHHOBe pyke.
MakceHnMje HHje TPEKHBEO OBY

! 3anpago, napasno, y Caxca Py6pu, ceBep-
HO ox Puma Ha myTy “Via Flaminia®.
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Palatine Hill near the Colosseum in
2006.2 This piece of archaeological
information is the latest addition to
our knowledge of the final conflict
between Maxentius and Constantine
for control of the city of Rome and the
western Roman empire.

But the long-standing and prob-
ably unanswerable questions about
the Battle of the Milvian Bridge have
to do with the vision or dream that led
Constantine to put the Chi-Rho symbol
on his soldiers’ shields. What was the
meaning of that symbol in that con-
text? What did it mean to Constantine
himself, whose own accounts of his
visions changed through time? The
interpretation of Constantine’s actions
in the year 312 have ranged from his
immediate conversion to sincere and
whole-hearted Christianity to his cyn-
ical and cold-blooded recognition of
the political advantages that support
of Christianity might bring to him.

One reason why the debate about
Constantine becomes so passionate
is that questions about Constantine’s
motivations and actions strike directly
at the re-creation of Christianity in the
early 4" century as a legal and hierar-
chical religion, indeed one that would
become - only about a half century
after Constantine’s death - the new
Roman state religion and the only
legal religion in the Roman empire.
Because Christianity in various forms
continues to be a leading religion in
the world today, it is not surprising
that scholars and others hold strong
views, objective and subjective, about
the emperor who - whatever his own
beliefs may have been - undoubtedly

2 Lobell, Jarrett A., “Emblems of
Empire,” Archaeology v. 60, 3 (May-June
2007), 34-37.

outky; ymaBuo ce y peuu Tubap, a
WHCHTHH]je HUCY Omite moBpahene, ce
JIOK MX apXeoJ03H HHUCY OTKPIIM Ha
naaunu [lamatuaa 6musy Komoceyma
2006. ronune.> OBaj apXeONOLIKH MO-
JIaTaK je moclenma HHpopmalmja Ja0-
JlaTa HaIllUM Ca3HambHMa O KOHAYHOM
cyko0y Maxcennuja u KoHcTaHTHHA
300r mpeBnactu y rpaay Pumy u 3a-
[aJIHOM PHUMCKOM I[apCTBY.

AJn, TaBHAIIIHA TATAkA Y BE3U
ca 6uTKoM Ha MUJIBHjCKOM MOCTY, Ha
KOja ce BEpOBAaTHO U HE MOXE OJITOBO-
PUTH, TUYY CE€ BU3HUj€ WK CHA KOjH je
HaBeo KoHCTaHTHHA f1a cTaBH CHMOOIT
Chi-Rho Ha IITUTOBE CBOjUX BOjJHUKA.
Koje je Ouio 3Haueme oBor cuMOoiIa
y ToMm koHTekcTy? 1llta je oH 3Ha4nO
3a camor KoHCTaHTHHa, 4MjU Cce HUC-
Ka3 O COINCTBEHHM BH3HjaMa MEHao
TokoM BpemeHa? WHTepnpeTrupame
KoncrantunoBux aktuBHOCTH y 312.
rofrHu Kpehe ce y orcery of] ’beropor
HernocpenHor npeodpahama y Hckpe-
HO M CBECP/HO XpHIThaHCTBO JI0 Hhe-
TOBOI [UHUYHOT M XJIATHOKPBHOT
MPU3HABAKA MOJUTUYKHX MPEIHOCTU
KOj€ MY j& MOTJIO JOHETH IPYKaEhE IO-
JpIIKe XpurhaHcTay.

Jeman ox pasznora 3a oBako BaT-
peHy pacnpaBy o KoHcTantuny je u
Taj MTO MUTama 0 KoHCTaHTHHOBUM
MOTHBAaIljaMa W JeIuMa JWPEKTHO
yaapajy Ha MOHOGHO YCIIOCTABIbAIHE
xpunrhancTBa moyeTkoMm 1V Beka kao
JIeTaJIHe ¥ XHjepapXHjCKe peluruje, 3a-
IpaBo OHe Koja he mocraTu - caMo O0ko
oJ1a Beka HakoH KOHCTaHTHHOBE CMp-
TH - HOBA PUMCKA JIPKaBHA PEUTHja 1
jemUHA JleralHa penurhja y PuMckom
Iapctay. C 0031poM ja je XpurhaHcTBO
y pasHuM Qopmama W jgabe Mehy
BojIchnM penuTHjaMa TaHAIIbET CBEeTa,
HE Yy IITO HAYIHUIIH ¥ OCTAJIH HMajy

2 Lobell, Jarrett A., “Emblems of
Empire,” Archaeology v. 60, 3 (May-June
2007), 34-37.
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supported and encouraged the new re-
ligion and drastically and irrevocably
changed the nature of Christianity.

The actions of Constantine, his
political and/or religious motivations,
his dealings with Roman polytheistic
cults and Christian heresies, his role in
the Council of Nicaea, his position as
Pontifex Maximus or chief priest of the
Roman state, the military campaigns
not only against foreign enemies but
also against other Roman emperors
that - after nearly two decades - left
him as sole ruler of the empire, the
reasons for the execution of his son
Crispus and his wife Fausta - the list
of topics that were debated in antiq-
uity during and after Constantine’s
lifetime and continue to be debated
even now is very long. The bibliogra-
phy on Constantine is enormous, and
new books and articles are added each
year; that bibliography now includes
articles from the first five volumes
of the proceedings of the Ni§ and
Byzantium symposia.?

Even the building programs of
Constantine are controversial. In the
interest of time, we shall pass over his
monuments in and around Rome, e.g.,
the Basilica of St. Peter; the circiform
basilicas or covered cemeteries con-
structed on imperial properties outside
the walls of the city; his baths or impe-

3 For a recently compiled bibliog-
raphy of primary and secondary sources
on Constantine, see The Cambridge Com-
panion to the Age of Constantine, edited by
Noel Lenski, Cambridge University Press,
2006, 411-455. A very recent book with an
emphasis on material culture is Constantine
the Great: York’s Roman Emperor, edited
by Elizabeth Hartley, Jane Hawkes, Martin
Henig, and Francis Mee, York Museums
Trust, York UK, 2006. Only recent and espe-
cially relevant items are cited in this paper,
except for the sources concerning the death
and burial of Constantine, where more ex-
tensive citations are provided.

HENoKoJeOJbuBE CTaBOBE, 00jEKTUBHE
U CyOjeKTHBHE, O HUMIIEparopy Koju
j€ - KakBO TOI Ja je OWIO HhEeroBo
COIICTBEHO BEPOBAIC - HECYMIGHBO
TIOAP’KaBA0 M OXPaOpUBAO HOBY PEIIH-
THjy ¥ IPACTUIHO M HEOTIO3UBO IIPOMeE-
HHO TPUPOAY XpUIIThaHCTBA.
KoHCTaHTHHOBE ~ aKTUBHOCTH,
HETOBE TOJUTHYKE W/ PEITUTH]jCKEe
MOTHBALMjE, FBETOB OIHOC TIPeMa PUM-
CKHM MHOTOOOKaUKMM KyJITOBUMA U
XpHIINaHCKUM jepecuMa, eroBa yio-
ra'y Hukejckom cabopy, BEroB Moioxkaj
Pontifex Maximus-a Wi BPXOBHOT
CBEIITCHUKA PHUMCKE Jp)KaBe, paTHU
MOXOIM HE caMO IPOTUB CTPaHHUX He-
npujaresba Beh U MPOTHB APYTUX PUM-
CKHX HMMIIEpaTtopa KojuMma je ycreo na
- HaKOH CKOPO JIBE JICTICHH]E - TIOCTaHEe
JEIUHU BIaJap y LApCTBY, pas3io3u 3a
cmaknyhe corcrBeHor cuna Kpucna u
merose skeHe daycre - BeoMa je myra
JIMCTa TeMa O KOjUMa CE PaCIIPaBIbaIIo
y antmuko no6a 3a KoHcranTmHOBa
KHMBOTA W TIOCIIE BHEra, a 0 KojuMa ce
pacmpaBjba CBE 1O JaHAIIBET JAHA.
Bbubmorpaduja o Koncrantuny je or-
pPOMHa, a CBake TOAMHE J0Najy joj ce
HOBE KIbMIE€ W YIaHIlM; OBa OMOIMO-
rpaduja caga ykipydyje M pajoBe H3
IpBUX TIeT OpojeBa 300pHMKA pazoBa
ca cumnosujyma ,,Hum n Buzantuja“.?
Kontposepsnu cy u Koncranru-
HOBU TpaljeBHHCKH mporpamu. Pamm

3 Hoea 6ubnmuorpaduja NpUMapHUX
U CeKyHIapHuX usBopa o Koucrantumy
Moxe ce Bunetu y: The Cambridge Com-
panion to the Age of Constantine, ypeauo
Hoen Jlencku, ,,Cambridge University Press®,
2006, 411-455. HajHoBHja KiHIra y Kojoj ce
HCTUYE MaTtepujanHa Kyntypa je: Constan-
tine the Great: Yorks Roman Emperor,
ypenwmn Emmzaber Xaprim, Ileju Xoykc,
Maptun Xennr u @pancuc Mej, ,,York Mu-
seums Trust, York UK*, 2006. ¥ oBom nemy
LUTHPAjy CE CaMO CKOPHjU M MOCEOHO perie-
BaHTHHU WIAHIM, OCUM H3BOpa KOjHU C€ THUUY
cMpTH H caxpaHe KoHCTaHTHHA, U3 KOJHX CY
y3€TH LIUPH LUTATH.



22

rial thermae, Constantine’s takeover
of Maxentius’ monumental Basilica
Nova just outside the Roman Forum;
and the Arch of Constantine whose
original builder, date, sculpture, in-
scription, and use of spolia have been
the subjects of recent scholarly de-
bate.*

The building programs of
Constantine lead us to Constantinople,
the city founded by the emperor in
November of the year 324, soon after
his victory over Licinius and thus his
acquisition of control over the entire
Roman empire. Refounded on the site
of Byzantion, the new city was dedi-
cated with both pagan and Christian
rituals on 11 May of the year 330.
Although Eusebius and later writ-
ers claimed that Constantinople had
been founded as a Christian city un-
touched by pagan worship, the pagan
temples of Byzantion remained intact
and Constantine built new ones, e.g.,
the Capitolium. And only under later
emperors did the new city take on the
trappings of New Rome; for example,
not until the reign of Constantius II

4 Pensabene, Patrizio, and Clementi-
na Panella, Arco di Constantino tra Archeo-
logia i Archeometria (Studia archaeologica
100), L’Erma di Bretschneider, Rome, 1999;
Kleiner, Fred S., “Who really built the Arch
of Constantine?” [review article], Journal
of Roman Archaeology 14 (2001) 661-663;
Wilson Jones, Mark, “Genesis and mime-
sis: the design of the Arch of Constantine in
Rome,” Journal of the Society of Architec-
tural Historians 59,1 (2000) 50-77; Elsner,
Jas, “From the culture of spolia to the cult of
relics: the Arch of Constantine and the gen-
esis of Late Antique forms,” Papers of the
British School at Rome 68 (2000) 149-184;
Hall, Linda Jones, “Cicero’s ‘instinctu divi-
no’ and Constantine’s ‘instinctu divinitatis’:
the evidence of the Arch of Constantine for
the senatorial view of the vision of Constan-
tine,” Journal of Early Christian Studies 6,4
(1998) 647-671.

yiuTeae y BpeMeHy, camo hemo mo-
MEHYTH HEroBe CIIOMEHHKE y Pumy
n oko Puma, Hmp. baswimmky cseror
ITerpa; kpykHE Oa3WIMKE MM TTOKPH-
BeHa rpobJba KOHCTpyMCaHa Ha Lap-
CKOM HMMamy BaH TPaJCKUX 3UIUHA;
HEroBa KymnaTwia WU [apcke ther-
mae, KOHCTaHTMHOBO Tpey3UMambe
MakceHIpjeBe MOHyMaHTalHe rpale-
BUHE Basilica Nova HertocpetHO TIope
Pumckor ¢opyma; u KoHcraHTHHOBY
KaIlujy, 91j¥ Cy OPUTHAJIHU [PaIUTEIb,
JIaTyM TPalmbe, CKYJITYypa, HATIIUC U
ymorpeba rpaljeBHHCKOI Marepuja-
na ca apyrux objekara (spolia) Owmm
MpeMET HellaBHE Hay4yHe pacmpase.t

KoHcTanTHHOBM  Tpal)eBHHCKH
nporpamu Boje Hac a0 KoncraHTH-
HOIIOJba, TPaJia Kojer je uMIepaTop oc-
HOBao HoBeMOpa 324. romuHe, yOp30
HaKOH HeroBe nodesne Haja JIunuHujem
U Tpey3uMama KOHTPOJIE HaJ LEJIOM
puUMckoM wmmMmmepujoM. M3rpahen Ha
TemesbuMa buszanTa, HOBH rpaj je 6uo
ocBeheH 1 maraHcKuM B XpAIThaHCKIM
puryaiuma 11. maja 330. roqune. Mana
cy Ey3ebuje v kacHHMjW MUCLIM TBPAUIH
na je KoHCTaHTHHOIOb OCHOBAaH Kao
XpUITNAHCKU Tpaj, HEAOMUPHYT Iia-

4 Pensabene, Patrizio, and Clementi-
na Panella, Arco di Constantino tra Archeo-
logia i Archeometria (Studia archaeologica
100), L’Erma di Bretschneider, Rome, 1999;
Kleiner, Fred S., “Who really built the Arch
of Constantine?” [review article], Journal
of Roman Archaeology 14 (2001) 661-663;
Wilson Jones, Mark, “Genesis and mime-
sis: the design of the Arch of Constantine in
Rome,” Journal of the Society of Architec-
tural Historians 59,1 (2000) 50-77; Elsner,
Jas, “From the culture of spolia to the cult of
relics: the Arch of Constantine and the gen-
esis of Late Antique forms,” Papers of the
British School at Rome 68 (2000) 149-184;
Hall, Linda Jones, “Cicero’s ‘instinctu divi-
no’ and Constantine’s ‘instinctu divinitatis’:
the evidence of the Arch of Constantine for
the senatorial view of the vision of Constan-
tine,” Journal of Early Christian Studies 6,4
(1998) 647-671.
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did the senate in the new city become
constitutionally equivalent to the one
in Rome, and a proconsul governed
Constantinople until 359 when a city
prefect, as at Rome, took over the po-
sition.

A primary question concerning
the foundation of Constantinople may
be how Constantine himself envi-
sioned his new city. Did he consider it
his own capital, a permanent imperial
residence in the East, but analogous to
the tetrarchic capitals of Nikomedeia
for Diocletian and Thessaloniki for
Galerius? Did Constantine foresee
Constantinople as the New Rome
permanently to replace Old Rome,’
or was that development a later con-
sequence of the sack of Rome in 410
and the eventual loss of the Western
Empire?

Whatever his views about the
future of Constantinople, Constantine
constructed there an important edifice
in which he planned to be buried and
where he was eventually interred after
his death in 337. It was located near
the new Constantinian fortification of
the city, on the inner side of the wall.
The Church of the Holy Apostles was
destroyed and replaced by a mosque
after the capture of Constantinople in
1453,° but its importance as the burial

> This question should probably be
phrased in somewhat different terms, since
Rome had ceased to be the capital of even
the western empire during the First Tetrarchy
(293-305), when Constantius was based at
Trier and Maximian at Milan. Even after his
victory over Maxentius in 312, Constantine
continued to rule from Trier. Later in the 4%
century the emperors Gratian, Valentinian II,
and Theodosius I used Milan as their capital
rather than Rome; in 402 the imperial court
was transferred from Milan to Ravenna.

6 For possible visible remains of the
church, see Dark, Ken, and Ferudun Ozgii-
miis, “New evidence for the Byzantine Church
of the Holy Apostles from Fatih Camii, Istan-

TaHCKMM OOpeanMa, araHCKH XpaMo-
BU buzaHTa octanu cy HEOCKpHaBJbe-
HY, a KOHCTaHTHH je carpaano u HOBE,
arp. Kammuromujym. Tek non xacHujuM
UMIIepaToprMa Tpaj je J0OHO CIoJbHA
obenexxja HoBor Puma; Ha mpumep, Tek
je y BpeMe BiagaBuHe Koncraniuja 11
CCHAT HOBOTI I'pajja OMO KOHCTHUTYIHO-
HaJIHO M3jeaHaveH ca ceHaroM y Prmy, a
KoHcTaHTHHOMOJBEM j€ YTIIPaBIBao Mpo-
KoH3y1 (proconsul) cBe 10 359. ronune,
Kaja je Ty QYHKIHjy Tpey3eo TPajcKu
npedexT (prefect), kao y Pumy.

I'maBHO nuTame y BE3U ca OCHU-
BarbeM KOHCTaHTHHOIOJbA MOXe OUTH
Kako je cam KoHCTaHTHH 3amMHIIIBAO
cBOj HOBU rpaj. [la v ra je oH cmarpao
COIICTBCHHUM IJIABHUM TPaJOM, CTal-
HUM I[apCKUM cenumreM Ha VcToky,
Ay TI0 AHAJIOTHjU Ca TETPAPXHjCKUM
DIaBHUM TpagoBuMa Huxomenijom
3a Jlnoknernujana u CoiyHom 3a [ane-
puja? Jla nu je KoncrantuH npeaBu-
neo na he Korucranrunonoss kao Hosu
PuM TpajHo 3amenutd Crapu Pum,’
WK je TakaB pa3Boj norahaja 6uo moc-
nenuua mycromiema Puma 410. roqune
1 KoHayHor nazaa 3anaanor [{apcTa?

Kakeu rom na cy Owimm mero-
BU morieu Ha OymyhHoct KoHcraH-
TUHOIT0Jba, KOHCTAaHTHH je y OBOM rpa-
Jly TIOITA0 3HAYajHO 371abe Y KOjeM je
TUIAHUPAo J1a Oyle caXxpameH U The je
KOHAYHO M OMO TOKOIIaH MoCe CMPTH
337. rogune. I'paheBuHa ce Hana3una y

5 OBo nuTame 6u BepOBaTHO Tpeba-
JI0 M3pa3suTH HA HEIITO APYTadydjH HadWH,
Oynyhu na je Pum npecrao na Oyne rmaBHH
rpaj ¥ caMor 3amaJHoT I[apcTBa jOII y Bpe-
Me IIpBe Terpapxuje (293-305), kana je Kon-
cTaHIMje uMao ceauiute y Tpupy a Maxkcu-
MujaH y Munany. Yak u mocie nobexe Hax
Maxkcenmmjem 312. ronune, Koncrantud je
HacTtaBHo 1a Biajaa u3 Tpupa. Kachuje y IV
BeKy, umrieparopu ['panujan, Banentuaujan
II u Teonocuje I paguje cy xopuctunu Mu-
naHo Hero PuMm kao cBoj rmaBHu rpan; y 402.
TOOVHY je IAapcKu JBOp OMO IpecesbeH W3
Muuiana y Paseny.
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place of the Byzantine emperors and
the conflicting literary descriptions of
the building complex have made it a
topic of numerous articles and consid-
erable debate.

Constantineapparentlyconstruct-
ed an imperial mausoleum,’ following
the general pattern of the mausolea of
Diocletian at Split and of Maxentius on
the Via Appia outside Rome. It would
have been round or octagonal and cov-
ered by a dome. 3 The major differenc-
es were that Constantine’s porphyry
sarcophagus once stood in the middle
of the mausoleum, surrounded by sym-
bols or images of the twelve apostles,’
and an altar for Christian services was
also placed within the building.'®

The construction of the Church
of the Twelve Apostles took place
during the reign of Constantius

Omr3uHE HOBOT KOHCTaHTHHOBOT Tpaj-
CKoOT yTBphema, ca yHyTpaIlkhe CTpaHe
suga. llpkea CBetux armocrona Owuiia
je paspylicHa U Ha HEHOM MECTY je
MOAUTHYTa JaMHja HAKOH 3ay3uUMarba
Koncranrunomnossa 1453. rogune,’ amu
Cy 3Ha4aj o0jeKkTa Kao rpoOHOr MecTa
BU3AHTHjCKUX I[apeBa W KOHTPAIHK-
TOPHU JIUTEPAPHU OIHCH KOMILICKCA
3rpajic Off Hbe YUUHWIN TeMy OpOjHHX
YJIaHAKA M OTICEKHUX pacIpara.

[To cBemy cynehn, Koncrantun
je carpaamo Iapcku May3odej,” mpema
ommreM Mojeny JluokienujaHoBOT
may3odeja y Cromuty U MakceHIHjeBOT
May3osieja Ha Buja Aniuju u3BaH Puma.
BeposarHo je 610 OKpyIJIOr WM OCMO-
YTaoHOT 0OJIMKA U TIOKPUBEH KyTTOJIOM. 3
I'maBHe pa3nuke cy Ouie y ToMe IITo je
KoncranTrHOB capkodar ox nopdupa
HEKaJ CTaja0 y CPeIUHU May3o0licja,

bul,” Oxford Journal of Archaeology 21,4
(2002) 393-413.

7 Mango, Cyril, “Constantine’s mau-
soleum and the translation of relics,” Byz-
antinische Zeitschrift 83 (1990) 51-62, 434.
Mango’s article appears to have resolved
many of the issues concerning the Church of
the Holy Apostles and the mausoleum and
their relationship. See also Curéi¢, Slobodan,
“From the Temple of the Sun to the Temple
of the Lord: monotheistic contributions of
architectural iconography in Late Antiquity,”
in Architectural Studies in Memory of Rich-
ard Krautheimer, edited by C. Striker and J.
S. Ackerman, Mainz, 1996, 55-61.

8 For contemporary imperial mau-
solea, see the remains of the the Tor Pigna-
tura or Mausoleum of Helena, the mother of
Constantine, beside the Basilica of Marcel-
linus and Peter on the Via Labicana (now
Via Casilina) in Rome, and Santa Costanza,
perhaps the tomb of Constantine’s daugh-
ter Constantina, also at Rome. Possibly the
Mausoleum of Helena was built originally
for Constantine before the founding of Con-
stantinople.

% Elsner 2000, 157-158, with bibli-
ography.

10 Mango 1990, 55, based on Euse-
bius, Vita Constantini, 4. 58-60.

¢ 3aMoryhe BUIJBUBE OCTATKE [PKBE,
suzgeru: Dark, Ken, and Ferudun Ozgﬁmﬁs,
“New evidence for the Byzantine Church of
the Holy Apostles from Fatih Camii, Istan-
bul,” Oxford Journal of Archaeology 21,4
(2002) 393-413.

7 Mango, Cyril, “Constantine’s mau-
soleum and the translation of relics,” Byz-
antinische Zeitschrift 83 (1990) 51-62, 434.
YuHu ce 1a je MaHrooB WiaHaK pa3pernino
MHOTa THTama Koja ce tuay I[pkee CBeTnx
armocTona ©W May3olieja, Ka0 U HHXOBOT
onnoca. Buzern, Takolje: Curéié, Slobodan,
“From the Temple of the Sun to the Temple
of the Lord: monotheistic contributions of
architectural iconography in Late Antiquity,”
in Architectural Studies in Memory of Rich-
ard Krautheimer, edited by C. Striker and J.
S. Ackerman, Mainz, 1996, 55-61.

8 3a caBpemene mapcke Mmaysoreje,
BUJIETH OCTaTke ,,Jor Pignatura® wim Ma-
y3oneja Xenene, KoHCTaHTHHOBE Majke,
nopen basumuke Mapuenmuna u  Ilerpa
Ha ,,Via Labicana“ (cama ,,Via Casilina®)
y Pumy, u mayzomej ,Santa Costanza®,
Moxkzna TpobHuiy KoncrantmHoBe hepxe
Koncranrune, taxohe y Pumy. IIpernocras-
Jba ce 1a je May3onej Xenene 6uo mpBOOUTHO
m3rpalen 3a KomHcranTuHa, TIpe OCHUBaA
KoncranTuHomoBA.



25

(337-361), although it was not dedi-
cated until 370. In the meantime, in
359 the patriarch of Constantinople,
Macedonius, had temporarily re-
moved Constantine’s sarcophagus
from the mausoleum because of struc-
tural problems, possibly the result
of an earthquake in 358. One might
speculate that after the reconstruction
Constantine was placed in the central
niche, across from the doorway, and,
as Mango points out, nothing more
is heard of the symbols or images of
the twelve apostles, although relics of
three apostles had recently been trans-
lated to Constantinople and buried
below the floor of the church under
construction at that time.!! Thus the
long-standing question of which came
first, the Church of the Holy Apostles
or the Mausoleum of Constantine,
seems to have been resolved. As of
yet, however, there is no answer to the
even more intriguing question of how
Constantine envisioned himself and
his role in Christianity, by the time he
constructed his mausoleum near the
end of his reign and planned his burial
in the midst of the apostles.!?

11 Mango 1990, 56.

12 See Odahl, Charles M., “God and
Constantine: divine sanction for imperial
rule in the first Christian emperor’s early
letters and art,” Catholic Historical Review
81, 3 (1995) 327-352, where the author ar-
gues that already early in his reign Constan-
tine and his advisors “began the erection of
a political theory that presented him as the
divinely sanctioned imperial agent of the
Christian God on earth.” Even the role of im-
perial agent of God, however, was less blas-
phemous than the placement of Constantine
- like Christ - in the middle of the disciples.
Mango 1990, 58-59 and footnote 48, points
to the depiction of Diocletian and Maximian
in the midst of the Twelve Gods on the Arch
of Galerius in Thessaloniki; he suggests that
Constantine may have seen himself in a sim-
ilar role among the “heroes” of Christianity.

OKpY)XeH cuMOONIMMa WM CIHKama
JIBAHAECT ariocTola,’ U Jia je onrap 3a
xpuirhancke obpene O0uo Takohe cme-
IITeH Y YHYTpalImocTH rpalesune.”

Wirpanmwa [pkse aBaHaecT amo-
CTOoNla OfIBMjaJla Ce TOKOM BIIaJIaBUHE
Koncrannmja (337-361), maga upksa
Huje 6una ocsehena no 370. roqune. Y
MehyBpemeny, 359. rogune, narpujapx
KoncrantuHomospa MakenoHujyc je
pUBpeMEHO n3MecTHo KoHCTaHTHHOB
capkodar m3 Mmay3soseja 30or rpabe-
BHHCKUX TpOOIeMa, MOXKIa HACTAINX
ycren 3emiporpeca y 358. romuHM.
Moxxe ce IPEeTIOCTaBUTH Ja je, HAaKOH
pexoHcTpykuuje, KoncrantmH 6m0
MOCTaBJbEH Y LICHTPAJIHY HUILY, Ha Cy-
NPOTHOj CTPaHH O YJa3HHX Bpara, a,
KaKo uctude Manro, o cuMOOIIIMa HITH
ClIMKaMa JIBAHACCT aroCToia HUKA]] ce
HUIITA BHIIE HUje IyJ0, Maja Cy MO-
IITH TPU arloCTONa HENABHO IPCHETE
y KoHcTaHTHHONIOJF W caxpameHe
HCIIOZ TI071a IIPKBE Koja ce Tpaimia y
1o Bpeme.!! Ha Taj HaumH je, usrmena,
pCEIIEHO ITaBHANIKHE MHUTAkE OKO TOTa
mTa je mpBo Hacrtajio, [lpkea Cretnx
arroctosa uiii KoHCTaHTHHOB May3011e].
MehyTum, join yBek HeMa OATOBOpa Ha
JOIII MHTPUTAHTHH]E MMUTAKE BE3aHO 32
TO Kako je KoHCTaHTHH 3aMHIIIBao ce-
0e ¥ cBOjy yaory y xpuihaHCTBY, CBe
JI0 MOMEHTa Kaja je mpej Kpaj CBOje
BIIAJIaBHHE M3TPATU0 CBOj May3o0le] U
TUTAHUPAO Aa Oyie caXpameH Y Cpeu-
HU n3Mmel)y amocrosa.!?

9 Elsner 2000, 157-158, ca 6ubmmo-
rpadujom.

10 Mango 1990, 55, based on Euse-
bius, Vita Constantini, 4. 58-60.

11 Mango 1990, 56.

12 Bupern: Odahl, Charles M., “God
and Constantine: divine sanction for imperial
rule in the first Christian emperor’s early let-
ters and art,” Catholic Historical Review 81,
3 (1995) 327-352, tne aytop TBpau 1a je Beh
Ha MOYETKY CBoje BiagaBuHe KoHCTaHTHH
ca CBOJUM CaBETHHIIUMA «II0YEO U3TPAAbY
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Mention of Constantine’s mau-
soleum brings us back to his death.
According to Eusebius, in Book IV
of his Life of Constantine, the em-
peror celebrated Easter in the spring
of 337 and then, beginning to feel
ill, he visited the hot baths at the city
of Helenopolis in Asia Minor. rav-
eling from there to the suburbs of
Nikomedeia, he asked the bishops to
baptize him, which they did. He ar-
ranged his affairs and, surrounded by
his soldiers and body guard, he died on
the last day of Pentecost.!3 Eusebius’
account sounds like a version of the
»good death®, in which a man dies
peacefully of disease or old age, all
his tasks having been completed and
his responsibilities fulfilled, his fam-
ily gathered around his bed, with time
to make final dispositions and to speak
last words to family and friends.

According to other sources,
however, the reality was very dif-
ferent. Constantine did not be-
lieve that his tasks of conquest and
Christianization'* were complete but,
on the contrary, he had traveled to
Asia Minor with a naval force in May
337 as the first stage of a major mili-
tary campaign against the Persians.!’
His son Constantius had already gone
ahead to Antioch. After visiting the

13 Eusebius, Vita Constantini, 4. 59-64.

14 For Constantine as crusader, see
Fowden, Garth, Empire to Commonwealth:
Consequences of Monotheism in Late Antig-
uity, Princeton, 1993, 80-99.

15 Although referred to by several 4™
century pagan sources, this campaign was
suppressed in various Christian sources, be-
ginning with Eusebius, Vita Constantini. See
Fowden, Garth, “The Last Days of Constan-
tine: Oppositional Versions and their Influ-
ence,” Journal of Roman Studies 84 (1994)
146-170, especially 146-153 on the Iranian
campaign.

[Tomumame KoHcTaHTHHOBOT
May3ojicja Bpaha Hac HEroBoj CMp-
ta. [lpema Ey3e0Owmjy, y Kwusu IV
WeroBor nena JKusom Koncmanmuna,
UMIIEpPaToOp j€ TPOCIaBHO YCKpPC Y
nposiehe 337. ronuHe a OH/Ia je, TTOIITO
ce HHuje ocehao n00po, moceTHo
TOIUTMIE Y Tpaxy XeICHOIOIUCY Y
Mamnoj Asuju. Ha myty omamie xa
npenarpahy Huxomenuje, 3amonuo je
SMHCKOIIE Ja Ta KPCTE, IITO Cy OHU U
yunHuid. Cpenno je cBoje MOCIIOBE
U, OKPY)KCH CBOjUM BOjHHIMMA U
TEJIOXpAaHHUTEIPHMA, YMPO j& MOoCIeN-
mwer nana Ceete Tpojue.'® Eyse6ujen
3aIMc 3By4H Kao Bep3uja “mobpe cMp-
TH”, y KOjO] YOBEK MHUPHO YMHpPE O]
00JIeCTH WIIH CTApPOCTH, HAKOH IIITO je
MIPUBPIIKO CBE CBOjE 3aaTKE U UCITY-
HHUO CBOje o0OaBe3e, ca CBOjOM MOpPO-
JIUIIOM OKYIUBEHOM OKO KpeBeTa, ca
JIOBOJBHO BpEMEHA [Ia YUUHH KOHAYHE
OpUIpEMe W YIOYTH TOCIEAIkE pPedu
CB0jOj IOPOAULIM U MIpHUjaTeIbUMa.

W3 npyrux wusBopa, mehytum,
BUJIUMO CACBHM JIPYTa4ujy CTBAPHOCT.
KoHcranTuH HEje BEpoBao aa Cy be-
TOBHM 3aJIalld Y BE3U Ca OCBajarbuMa U
npeo6pahamem y xpuihancTso'* 6u-
I 3aBplIeHH, Beh je, HalpOTHB, y Majy
337. roquHE OTIYyTOBAO Ca TIOMOPCKOM

MOJIUTHYKE TEOPHje Koja ra je mpeIcTaBbaia
Kao 00oroM omabpaHOr LapCKOT 3aCTyIHHKA
xpumhanckor bora Ha 3emsbm». Yiora nap-
cKor npezcraBHUKa bora 6una je, mehytum,
Mambe OOroxyiHa Of IOCTaB/barba KOHC-
TaHTHHA - Ka0 XpHUCTa - Y CPEAUHY H3Mehy
ciendennka. Manro, 1990, 58-59 u ¢ycHora
48, yxasyje Ha pHuKa3zuBame J(nokienujana
n MakcumujaHa y cpenunn usmely nsana-
ect OoroBa Ha ['anepujeBoj kamuju y Co-
JIyHY; OH cMaTpa Ja je Moxaa KoHcTaHTHH
cebe BU/IEO y CIMYHOj yno3u Mehy “Xepoju-
Ma” xpumhaHcTsa.

13 Eusebius, Vita Constantini, 4. 59-64.

14 3a KoncTaHTHHA KA0 KPCTAIa, BH-
netu: Fowden, Garth, Empire to Common-
wealth: Consequences of Monotheism in
Late Antiquity, Princeton, 1993, 80-99.
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baths at Helenopolis, the emperor be-
came ill and spent time in camp before
proceeding to Nikomedeia.

The bishop of that city, of
whom he requested baptism, was
Eusebius of Nikomedeia, who served
in that capacity from ca. 317 until
339, after which he became bishop
of Constantinople (339-342). It is un-
clear whether Eusebius was among
the bishops whom the emperor had
invited to accompany him on his
campaign'® or was found in his see at
Nikomedeia. Although an ardent de-
fender of Arius, Eusebius seems not
to have been an Arian, and was well
acquainted with Constantine, who had
spent much of the time between 324
and 330 in Nikomedeia; he contin-
ued to be influential after the emperor
moved to Constantinople.!” He was
not therefore an inappropriate choice
to officiate at the emperor’s death-bed
baptism, and Constantine’s condition
may have been too critical for delay.

According to the authors Aurelius
Victor, Jerome, Cassiodorus, and
Malalas, Constantine died at or in
Achyron.'® A Greek word meaning a

16 Eusebius, Vita Constantini, 4.56
Note that Eusebius, bishop of Nikomedeia,
should not be confused with Eusebius of
Caesarea, the author of the Vita Constantini.

17 For Eusebius of Nikomedeia, see
Gwynn, David M., “Constantine and the
Other Eusebius,” Prudentia 31,2 (1999)
94-124. For the amazing changes in later
versions of the baptism of Constantine, see
Fowden 1994, 153-170.

18 The sources are cited, conveniently
but without much context, by David Woods,
“Where did Constantine Die?” Journal of
Theological Studies 48 (1997) 535: Sextus
Aurelius Victor, Liber de Caesaribus 41;
Jerome, Chronicle s. a. 337; Cassiodorus,
Chronicle s. a. 339; Laterculus Imperatorum
ad Justin I; and Malalas, Chronographia
13.14; along with other sources on Constan-
tine’s death that do not mention Achyron:
Eutropius, Breviarium ab urbe condita 10.8;

cmiom y May A3wjy, y pBoj ¢asu Be-
JMKor BojHOT noxozia Ha Ilepcujanie.
BeroB cun Koncranmmje je Beh y3Ha-
npenoBao ka AnTroxuju. Hakon noce-
Te ToIUTMIIaMa y XEJCHOMOIUCY, Iap
ce pa3dorco M MPOBEO HEKO BpEME Y
BOJHOM JIOTOPY ITIpe HETO IIITO je HAcTa-
BHO ka Hukomenuju.

Emnuckomn Tora rpaja, o1 Kojer je
3axTeBao Jia ra KpcTH, ouo je Eyzeduje
Huxomenujcku, Koju je TaMo Ipkao
SMUCKOTICKH T0JI0Xkaj o oko 317. mo
339. roguHe, Kaaa je mocTao emUCKOI
y Korcrantunonossy (339-342). Huje
jacHo aa nu ce Ey3eOuje Hanasuo mehy
SMUCKOTMMAa KOj€ j€ [ap Io3Bao Jia ra
mpare Ha moxoay'® wiu cy ce cpenu
Y HETOBOM E€MHUCKOIICKOM CEIUIITY Y
Huxomenuju. Mana je Ey3ebuje 6uo
BaTPCHU 3alITUTHUK ApHja, YUHH Ce
Ja caM HHje OHO apujaHai, a 100-
po ce mo3HaBao ca KoHcTaHTHHOM,
KOjU je J0CTa BpeMEHa y MepuomLy
m3mehy 324. u 330. rogmHe mpoBeo
y Huxomenuju; mwerop yTuuaj ce
HACTaBMO M HAKOH IITO je WUMIepa-
Top mpemao y Koncrantunonoss.!”
Crora oH HHje OMO HETOTOJHA JIHY-
HOCT 3a 00aBJbame 00peaa KpIITeHha
Ha IapeBOj CaMpPTHOj IIOCTEJbH, a

15 Mana cy ra Heku HaraHcKd M3BO-
pu u3 [V Beka MOMHIbAIH, OB3j TIOXOM Cy Tpe-
hyrami pasmaunti XprInhaHCKH H3BOpH, TM0-
yeB ca EyseOujem, Vita Constantini. Bunetu:
Fowden, Garth, “The Last Days of Constantine:
Oppositional Versions and their Influence,”
Journal of Roman Studies 84 (1994) 146-170,
noce6Ho 146-153 y Be3u ca moxozoM Ha Mpan.

16 Busebius, Vita Constantini,4.56 Nmajre
y Buny na Eyzebuja, enckona y Huxomenuju,
He Tpeba Memaru ca Eyzebujem Lesapejckmm,
KOjH je Hanmcao KoHCmanmuHos scueom.

17 3a Eyse6uja Hukomeujckor, Buie-
ta: Gwynn, David M., “Constantine and the
Other Eusebius,” Prudentia 31,2 (1999) 94-
124. 3anamyjyhe npomeHe y KaCHUjUM Bep3H-
jama KOHCTaHTHHOBOT KpIITEha, BUICTH Y:
Fowden 1994, 153-170.
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barn, a place to store straw, a “chaff-
house”, or even a stable, it was translit-
erated into Latin and explained as the
countryside (rus), a villa, a villa pu-
blica, or (Malalas, in Greek) a proast-
eion, all near Nikomedeia. Scholars in
two recent articles have reached very
different conclusions about the mean-
ing of the word in this context. David
Woods argued that Constantine died
in a rural establishment in the country-
side.!” The emperor, having continued
his journey, suddenly became very ill
and took shelter in the nearest avail-
able facility. “Necessity forced him to
seek shelter at an establishment which
would normally be considered far be-
neath the imperial dignity.”?°

Richard Burgess, on the other
hand, interprets the word as referring to
an imperial villanamed Achyron at or in
the vicinity of the city of Nikomedeia.?!
He argues that it was probably the sub-
urban villa used by Constantine while
he was in residence in Nikomedeia be-
tween the defeat of Licinius in 324 and
the move to Constantinople in 330. The
establishment would have been staffed
and ready for the arrival of the ill or dy-
ing emperor.?? Thus Constantine would
have died in an appropriate place and
manner.

Whatever the truth of the mat-
ter, this recent debate illustrates the
fact that the death of Constantine,
whose anniversary we celebrate this
year, was and is as controversial as the
actions taken during his lifetime. This
native son of Naissus, in whose honor

Orosius, Adversus paganos 7.28.30.

19 Woods 1997, 531-535.

20 Woods 1997, 534.

21 Burgess, Richard, “AXYPQN or
[MTPOAXTEION. The Location and Circum-
stances of Constantine’s Death,” Journal of
Theological Studies 50,1 (1999) 153-161.

22 Burgess 1999, 159.

KoHcTaHTHHOBO cTame je Mokzaa
OmII0 MCyBHIIE KPUTUIHO 33 OMIIO Ka-
KBa OJjIarama.

[lpema mucmuma Aypenujycy
Bukropy, Jeponmmy, Kacmomopy wu
Manam, KoHcTaHTHH]jeyMpOoy AXHPOHY
(Achyron).'® OBa rpuka ped Koja 3HauH
ambap, MECTO 3a CKIAIVINTCHE CCHA,
TUICBH-A, WK YaK INTaja, MPeHeTa je y
JIATUHCKH j€3HK U 00jalImbeHa Kao Cello
(rus), suna (villa publica), vnu (xon
Manane, Ha TPUKOM) proasteion, cBe
y 6omusuHu Hukomenuje. ¥ aBa cko-
pHja WwiaHKa, HAyYHHUIHU CY JOILIH JI0
BPJIO Pa3IMYUTHX 3aKJbydaka Yy Be3d
ca 3Ha4YCHCM OBE PEUH Y TaTOM KOH-
tekcty. [ejua Byjc je TBpavo na je
KoHCTaHTHH yMPO Y CEOCKOM 3Iamlky Y
yHyTpammbocTd.!® HacTaBuBmu CBOj
MyT, IIap ce M3HEeHajJa jako pa3boieo
Y TTOTPAXHO YTOUHIITE HA HAjOIIKEM
umamy. ,,Hyxna ra je nmpumopana aa
3aTPaXU CKIJIOHUILNTE y 00jeKTy Koju
0 y HOpPMaJTHUM OKOJHOCTHMa OHO
JIaJIeKO WCIIOZ FEerOBOI' IIapCKOT JI0-
cTOjaHCTBa. %

C npyre crpane, Puuapa Bypuuc
HHTEPIPETUPA OBY ped Y 3HAYCHLY I1ap-
CKe BUJIE [T0I IMEHOM AXHUPOH Koja ce
HaJla3wia y OMU3MHU WIH Y CAMOM Ipa-
ny Hukomenuju.?! OH TBpmu jna je TO

18 Ose usBope HuTHPaO je, Ha K06ap
HauMH ainu Oe3 LmMper KOHTeKcra, JlejBun
Bync: David Woods, “Where did Constan-
tine Die?” Journal of Theological Studies 48
(1997) 535: Sextus Aurelius Victor, Liber de
Caesaribus 41; Jerome, Chronicle s. a. 337,
Cassiodorus, Chronicle s. a. 339; Laterculus
Imperatorum ad Justin I, and Malalas, Chro-
nographia 13.14; along with other sources on
Constantine’s death that do not mention Achy-
ron: Eutropius, Breviarium ab urbe condita
10.8; Orosius, Adversus paganos 7.28.30.

19 Woods 1997, 531-535.

20 Woods 1997, 534.

21 Burgess, Richard, “AXYPQN or
ITPOAXTEION. The Location and Circum-
stances of Constantine’s Death,” Journal of
Theological Studies 50,1 (1999) 153-161.
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this symposium was established, re-
mains still, 1670 years after his death,
a lively and fascinating figure.

Carolyn S. Snively

Gettysburg College

(Keynote address

at the opening ceremony of

the Symposium ,, Nis and Byzantium VI*)

BEpOBATHO OWJIa PUTPaJICKa BHIIA KOjY
je KoHnctanTHH KOpUCTHO ITOK je Gopa-
Bro y Hukomenuju usmel)y nodeze Haz
Jlunmarjem 324. ronuHe U Ipecesbebha
y Koncrantunonoss 330. rogune. OBo
3Mame Tpeba a je OWiIo MOTIYHO OIl-
PEMIBbEHO U CIIPEMHO J1a PUMHE Oostec-
HOT nnn ymupyher ummeparopa.”? Ha
Taj HaunH, KoHcTaHTHH OM yMpo Ha
JIOCTOJHOM MECTy M Ha ofroBapajyhu
HAYYH.

KaxkBa rox na je mpaBa uUCTH-
Ha O OBOM IUTamy, Ta HEIAaBHA pac-
mpaBa WIYCTPyje YHILCHHILy Ja je
KoHcranTHHOBA CMPT, YHjy TOONIIHH-
Iy o0ejexaBaMo OBE TOIUHE, OWia
W jOIIl YBEK jeCTe WCTO OHOJHMKO KOH-
TPOBEp3HA KOIMKO M aKIhje Koje je
OH TIpeiy3uMao 3a xuBoTa. OBaj cHH
Hawucyca, y unjy 9acT je ycTaHOBJbEH
oBaj CuMIo3ujyM, NpeicTaBiba U Ja-
Hac, 1670 romuHa mocie CMpTH, y3-
OynUbMBY U (haCLIUHAHTHY JTUYHOCT.

Kaponun C. Cuajenu

I'etucOypr xomey

('o6op ca ceeuanoe omeaparea
CUMNO3UJYMA

. Huwt u Busanmuja VI*)

22 Burgess 1999, 159.





