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Abstract 

This study investigates maps and town-views of two port towns, Stockholm and 

Ottoman Thessaloniki, in the sixteenth, seventeenth, eighteenth and nineteenth 

centuries. These four centuries of early modern era are very important for the 

history of these ports and the historical changes made in this period affected 

the cartographic image of both cities.  

     The first major aim of this thesis is to examine the maps and town-views as 

sources for how these two cities were viewed spatially and schematically in the 

past. The second aim of the thesis is to explore the evolution of these two cities, 

using the comparative dimension to highlight both similarities and unique 

features, and again relying on maps and town-views as the major source. The 

fact that both cities were ports with important roles in early modern empires 

(the Swedish Empire and the Ottoman Empire respectively), means they offer 

much scope for comparison. 

     Defense, religious and financial use of places and buildings and the presence 

of minorities in streets and neighborhoods will get special attention at several 

points in this thesis. 

Keywords: Thessaloniki, Stockholm, maps, city-plans, town-views, early 

modern. 
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1 Introduction 

1.1 Purpose, Questions and Disposition 

The fact that both Stockholm and Thessaloniki have existed for centuries and 

have a rich history behind them, is challenging for any historian who tries to 

wander in time and space and try to feel, conceive and “represent” the image of 

the city.  

     Thessaloniki, Salonica or Thessalonika in early modern times, was a vivid 

port and a multinational melting pot with a continuous history dating back to 

ancient Greece. After the Byzantine period and under Ottoman rule, the city 

continued to be a crossroads metropolis of different ethnic groups and religions. 

It was the third largest city in the Ottoman Empire and arguably its most 

important port. Throughout the early modern era, an extraordinary and diverse 

society lived here. Greek-orthodox, Muslims and Sephardic Jews were the main 

ethnic-religious groups, while the city was often called “Mother of Israel”, as in 

these centuries, the Jewish population was almost half of the total. 1 

     Stockholm, on the other hand, even from its establishment, was the largest 

and most important city in the kingdom of Sweden. Since Medieval times, the 

town grew rapidly and because of its importance, soon became not only the 

biggest but also the de facto political and royal center of the kingdom.2 

Germans, Finns and Dutch, as well as Swedes, were the main inhabitants who 

formulated the character and image of the capital. Also its natural shaped port 

was one of the best for centuries, playing a decisive role in the Baltic trade. 

Many maps were made of these two imperial port cities during the four 

centuries covered in this thesis.3   

                                                
1 Mazower 2004. Also see Molho 1991, pp.108. 

2 Hall 1999. p.47. 

3 Nilsson 2002, pp.24-25, 86-87. 
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    The first major aim of this thesis is to examine the maps and town-views as 

sources for how these two cities were viewed spatially and schematically in the 

past. The second aim of the thesis is to explore the evolution of these two cities, 

using the comparative dimension to highlight both similarities and unique 

features, and again relying on maps and town-views as the major source. The 

fact that both cities were ports with important roles in early modern empires 

(the Swedish Empire and the Ottoman Empire respectively), means they offer 

much scope for comparison. 

     In order to succeed in this quest, keeping in mind our two main aims and 

possibly have some conclusive results, some questions are produced and these 

are the following: What are the similarities and differences between the two 

cities and how are these realities depicted or shown on sources? The spatial 

arrangement, the use of buildings and constructed areas, along with 

demography, will be some of the main issues that will help the reader 

determine and comprehend special characteristics of each city. Do these 

differences reflect social or religious characteristics? Or the differences 

between the Swedish and the Ottoman Empires? How and in what way did 

political, social, ethnic or religious changes affect each city and the way it was 

mapped? Also, how do the aims of the mapmakers change and evolve over time? 

     These are some of the questions that arise while researching “Mapping 

Stockholm and Thessaloniki in Early Modern period”. But before posing the 

main questions, there is another more abstract question which came to my 

mind during my research. I found the same one in James Anderson’s 2011 article 

about divided cities and contested states.4 How can cities with obviously 

different histories, societies and cultures be compared together in a category 

(urban history) which has existed for almost two centuries? Anderson is more 

interested in city/state relations and poses his question for this topic, but in 

many ways this question also suits our topic. Problems arise since cities are 
                                                
4 Anderson 2011, p.2.  
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most often researched individually, in isolation from each other. There are not 

many comparative studies about changes in cities over time. As a result, a 

yawning gap has been produced in this field. There might be some exceptions 

like the famous scholars Charles Tilly (1992), Peter Taylor (1995,2007) who 

contributed liberally to comparative urban history, but we can generally admit 

that the city as a research topic within comparative history has been largely 

ignored.5 

     The other issue to deal with is that the comparative studies of cities is still in 

its infancy. It is generally admitted how hard it is to study “diverse phenomena 

across a wide span of time and space where there are more variables than 

cases”.6 Rather than doing our research by investigating selected variables, or 

by making just a “simple” description of similarities and differences, we need to 

follow a more abstract and general approach in order to examine how causes or 

dimensions work out in different urban realities. In that way it is easier to 

bridge the gap, while focusing on the historical changes and the geographical 

differences that characterize each city. In this thesis, that approach is the 

history of the maps and town-views of these two cities, viewed as useful 

sources. 

     After the introductory part where there is an overview of the research 

questions, the theoretical background, the methodological considerations and 

the sources used, the second chapter will discuss the anatomy of Stockholm 

especially using maps and town-views as a source. Firstly, there will be a 

historical and geographical introduction to the urban shaping plan of the city, 

focusing on the condition and changes that occurred over time. Through this 

time-travel the reader will be able to ascertain which was the shape of the city, 

the special natural idiosyncrasies that shaped the city and the changes that 

                                                
5 Tilly, Coercion, Capital and European States, AD 990-1992, Oxford and Cambridge MA 
(Blackwell 1992). Taylor 1995, pp.48-62 and Taylor 2007, pp.133-150.   

6 Anderson 2011, p.2. 
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occurred to the plan from the beginning of the period investigated to the very 

end of it. Demography and urban land use will be decisive parts in the 

determination of the city’s image. 

     The same scheme will be followed in the third chapter for Thessaloniki, 

analyzing the special characteristics of the city through maps and town views. 

Town views in this case will be very helpful in the research, as they give an 

overview of the city completely different from maps. Here another reality is 

revealed, as seen through the eyes of the mapmakers of the time.  

     The fourth chapter is dedicated to the discussion of the evolution of the two 

cities over time as expressed on maps. Here the data, facts and insights will 

deepen our knowledge about the nature of each city. By choosing specific maps 

and town views, we will discuss the characteristics of each city and try to focus 

on details which reveal the image of the city over time. This chapter also 

reflects on the similarities and differences between the two cities as expressed 

in maps, something that has never been done before for these two cities. An 

important part of this chapter is a discussion of the ethnic, religious and class 

makeup of each town as expressed (or not) in maps, and the ways 

representations of neighborhoods or ethnic enclaves changed over time. 

1.2 Theoretical approaches 

“ European cities are born along with Europe and in a way, they give birth to 
Europe. That may be the main reason of Europe’s own existence as a separate 
historical entity. Cities continue to characterize the Εuropean civilization, even 
when it begins to dominate the world, and leave their trace -either positive or 
negative, but always decisive- in the modern cities, all over the world.” 7  

This introductory paragraph in Benevolo’s beautiful work reveals the 

determinative role of the city in European civilization. Although the city’s 

existence begins in Mesopotamia or Egypt after 3000 B.C., it is in Greece that 

                                                
7 Benevolo 1997, p.15. 
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the city is reinvented as a “collective horizon, worthy of humanity, because of 

its fullness, that demands an external relationship, balanced with nature, and 

an internal controlled measure”.8 The superior form of union according to 

Aristotle is polis (city), a union of citizens. Polis is a natural union and the final 

aim of all other kind of unions. If we accept that the city is a natural fact, then 

humans are also by nature, civilian beings. 

    The term polis in classical times had different meanings depending on the 

framework in which it was to be used. Aristotle in his Politica, states that the 

polis is a term used with two different meanings: the spatial, meaning the place 

on space, and the personal, meaning the people living in that space. The same 

applies to Plato’s Definitiones Platonis Opera. Therefore it seems that the 

classical tradition bequeaths to the western world the term polis with a spatial-

topographical and a personal-political meaning.9 It is important also to mention 

that one of the characteristics of classical cities was the Hippodamean style of 

urban planning, based on the principles of Pythagorean philosophy where 

numerology, cosmology and mathematics are bound together. 10  The 

Hippodamean grid plans, consisted of series of broad straight streets, cutting 

one another at right angles, are used mainly in European towns during the 

Middle Ages and sporadically in later centuries. 

    There are many theoretical approaches produced by famous scholars which 

were very helpful to understand the whole process of urbanization in Europe, a 

fundamental step in understanding and “reading” maps and town-views.  

Researchers of urban history, although having different agendas and different 

chronological priorities, all share some common, core approaches and 

concerns.11 

                                                
8 Ibid, p.26. 

9 Drakoulis 2013, p.28. 

10 Lagopoulos 1970, 180-183. 

11 Clark 2009, p.9. 
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    One approach is that urban history examines cities in their geographical 

context, taking into account that single communities always form part of a 

wider urban network, regional, national or transnational. Another approach is 

interdisciplinary. The city is a complex entity that draws paradigms from a 

variety of fields and disciplines like geography, sociology, anthropology, 

archaeology, architecture, art history or urban ecology.12  

    There are also different thematic considerations regarding three key 

relationships of the city. The first one is between the urban community and the 

host society (hinterland, nation-state or global economy) and deals with the 

interactions between them. The second relationship is between cities, dealing 

with the interaction of communities in local urban networks, in the national 

urban hierarchy, or in the global system of cities. Finally, the third relationship 

is intra-urban involving the interaction of structures and functions of the urban 

world; this relationship involves the effects of population changes in the 

economy, the impact of social problems on urban governance, or how the spaces 

of a city, are constantly changed through different processes.13  

    When examining different urban entities from different geographical 

contexts, it would be risky and simplistic to choose and follow just one 

approach. For example the demographic approach used from Jean de Vries can 

be very tricky as up to the 19th century the population statistics are only 

indicative and the population thresholds deceptive.14 It would be more sensible, 

as Peter Clark states, to accept the multi-functionality of urban communities 

over time. Cities are characterized by dense concentration of population, 

specific economic functions, complex social and political structures and interact 

with their close environment of their rural hinterland and other towns.15 

                                                
12 Ibid, p.9. 

13 Ibid, p.10. 

14 de Vries 1984, pp.154-159. Also Clark 2009, p.10. 

15 Clark 2009, pp.9-10. 
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    Rudolf Bosch states that in order to understand the cities as actors in the 

interaction between politics and economy, we have to accept that a number of 

factors (demography, economic institutions or fiscal potential), function in 

political and financial networks.16  

    According to Ringrose, the 17th century was the era of the integration of 

Europe’s urban system, but also the period of economic crisis and rational 

political developments. 17  One historiographical tradition is the study of 

European cities as corporate entities, separated from the feudal world around 

them. Many studies have been produced treating cities as self-contained 

microcosms. The rise of trade and the corporate institutions are among the 

factors that marked the transition from the early cities to the communes of the 

Middle Ages.18 

    A similar approach derives from the desire to explain the interaction between 

urbanization and economic growth. In the previous tradition, the rise of cities 

and commercial life have been linked. However, Gideon Sjoberg claims that 

while cities can be viewed individually, they also emerge as a product of state 

building.19 Charles Tilly’s approach on state/cities relations in Early Modern 

period is fundamental to urban history and very important for understanding 

the interaction between city and state.20 In Tilly’s work, capitalism and politics 

are in tension with cities, which are the mobilizers of capital and states the 

mobilizers of power.  

    Whatever are the limitations that shape urban life, cities are generally not 

seen as self-contained. Roads, banking systems or migration patterns were 

                                                
16 Bosch 2009, p.3. 

17 Ringrose 1998, p.156. 

18 Weber 1958, p.181. 

19 Sjoberg 1960, p.31-35. 

20 Tilly 1994, pp.1-29. 
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always connected with urban systems.21 There are many studies addressing this 

issue, while many economic historians study cities as components of interactive 

systems borrowing from economic geography concepts and terms such as urban 

systems, urban networks, urban hierarchy and urban hinterlands.22 

    Paul Hohenberg and Lynn Lees in their work, instead of using demographic 

criteria, use a more functional view, borrowing terms from economic geography 

to explain urban networks.23  They define urban networks as patterns of 

reciprocal, long-distance interaction between urban centers. They also 

distinguish between cities that are mostly commercial and industrial and those 

that were primarily capital or primate cities.24 Finally de Vries, in his famous 

work on European urbanization between 1500-1800, tried to examine the 

measure of accessibility or interaction of urban centers with “urban potential 

values” and integrated demography with protoindustrialization.25  

    The network approach, though applied mostly to economic problems, can be 

related to political authority. William Skinner analyzed urban networks 

showing clearly the influence of political power in the development of political 

hierarchies.26 Charles Tilly in his work tried to integrate urban history with 

political development by examining the city-state interactions in European 

history.27 Along with Wim Blockmans, he suggests that the urbanization of the 

16th century eased state-making because larger states could not be controlled by 

an urban oligarchy. The monarchs instead, could control the urban world 

                                                
21 Braudel 1973, pp. 312-322. 

22 A classic example among many others is G. William Skinner, Cities and the Hierarchy of Local 
Systems, in The City in Late Imperial China, (Stanford 1977), pp.275-351.  

23 Bosch 2009, p.4. 

24 Hohenberg and Lees 1985, pp.4-7. 169. 

25 de Vries 1984, pp.154-159. Also see Bosch 2009, p.4. 

26 Skinner 1977, pp.301-346. 

27 Tilly 1992, pp.38-66. 
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through a strategy of divide and conquer.28  The issue of different urban 

networks and the interaction between cities and states, is addressed with the 

example of Italian city-states where cities were numerous and the capital 

concentration high, while the central authority was weak. Conversely, in the 

Low Countries, capital was accumulated in numerous cities, but the absence of 

large cities resulted in small capital concentration. There, the “bargaining” 

resulted in constant interaction between the cities and the strong central 

authority.29  

The truth is that most cities in the Middle Ages and Early Modern period 

did not emerge spontaneously as by-products of economy, but were the result of 

political, legal and economic coercion. They were established by feudal lords or 

monarchs to exercise their rights and power.30 The absolute regimes were 

definitively set now in cities, which were to become the capital cities of Europe, 

as military, political and economic centers. Capital cities were “born” in early 

modern Europe parallel with the emergence of national states and the absolute 

or absolutizing monarchies.  

As J.B. Harley says: “…maps are fundamental tools helping the human mind 

make sense of its universe at various scales. Moreover, they are undoubtedly 

one of the oldest forms of human communication.”31 Maps have impinged upon 

the life, thought and imagination of most civilizations that are known through 

either archaeological or written records. The historical importance of maps 

derives from their own nature, from the factors that have shaped their making 

and transmission and from their role within societies. Maps constitute a 

specialized graphic language, an instrument of communication that has 

influenced behavioral characteristics and the social life of the humanity. 

                                                
28 Ringrose 1998, p.161.  Tilly 1994, p.15. 

29 Tilly 1992, pp.38-54, Blockmans 1994, pp.218-250. 

30 Epstein 2001, p.13. 

31 Harley 1987, p.1. 
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Scholars over the centuries have been convinced of the expressive power of 

maps.32 As one historian has stated: “…maps constitute a common language 

used by men of different races to express the relation of their society…to a 

geographic environment..”.33 

The significance of maps also derives from the fact that people make them 

to tell other people about the places or space they have experienced. This 

implies that throughout history, maps have been more than a static image of 

their content frozen in time. They are not just the result of technical processes 

or the craftsmanship in their production.34 Therefore, the historical study of 

maps may require a knowledge of the real world; a knowledge of its explorers 

or observers; of the mapmaker or the map itself as a physical object and finally 

a knowledge of its users.  However simple maps they appear at first sight, and 

although they can be “read” or interpreted with only little training, when 

analyzing them, they cannot be simplistically seen as iconic devices.35 Maps are 

two-dimensional combinations of “..shapes, sizes, edges, orientation, position, 

and relations of different masses”36 that require painstaking interpretation in 

relation to their original purpose, production and context of use. It is a mistake 

to think that maps constitute an easily readable language. They are never 

completely translatable. Even today, despite technological developments or 

theoretical advances in cartography, maps remain as Harvey says: “a complex 

language…whose properties we know very little about”.37  

As we will see in maps and town-views, some examples of them address 

particularly their administrative, or strategic uses. But there are also 

                                                
32 Ibid, p.1. 

33 Freidel 1954, pp.44-47.  

34 Harley 1987, p.2. 

35 Ibid, pp.2-3. 

36 Zelinsky 1973, pp. 7-8. 

37 Harvey 1970, p.370. 
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ideological, political or ceremonial uses. Official cartography arose in 16th 

century and onwards, in conjunction with the emergence of the state and new 

notions of the space of the realm and rule. Early modern rulers were interested 

in cartographic devices in order better to govern their territories. Maps played a 

significant role in managing land usage, marking territorial boundaries, 

rationalizing fiscal instruments or finally, preparing for military engagements. 

The importance of maps in early modern government can be realized by the 

establishment by monarchs of specialized offices charged for cartographic 

production, headed by royal or imperial geographers.38 However, these royal 

mapmakers did not just outline the existing realms, but further they had certain 

propagandistic duties, designing future expansions or enunciating hopeful 

programs of state building in cartographic form.   

The period we are focusing on saw also an explosion in the production of 

the images of cities. These images responded to a new demand for 

topographical information. The makers of the town-views developed and used 

the techniques for representing the spatial and material conditions of individual 

sites. For the first time, nature and architecture together-the city and the 

countryside- were the subjects of these images.39 Cities were the center of 

geographical interest because they had become the capitals of political, 

economic and cultural life in Europe and main players of military defense. As 

such, cities were also seen as powerful symbols of the newly emerged 

monarchic states. Town-views often inspired complex representational 

strategies. Whether used for propagandistic issues sponsored by governments, 

or for commercial purposes by ventures aimed at a general public, the 

production of town-views was now characterized and supported by a humanist 

theory which equated the city with its residents. More than ever, the city has an 

identity, seen as a complete, self-contained and internally organized entity. 

                                                
38 Kagan, Schmidt 2007, pp. 661-2, 667. Also Mead 2007, p.1802.  

39 Ballon and Friedman 2007, p. 680. 
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1.3 Sources and methodology 

It is obvious that there is a plethora of visual primary sources that can be used, 

especially for a subject so variable and wide as urban history. Maps, town views 

or traveler’s texts are among them. The choice of primary sources was a 

difficult task, especially if you have to deal with a long time span. There are 

facts, changes and situations in urban history, that cannot be fit in the limits of 

a certain important period. The fact that both Stockholm and Thessaloniki have 

a continuous history, made the task of choosing specific sources more difficult, 

since it would be risky to examine maps only from one century or a specific 

decade.  

    As it was important to show the evolution of the city shape and the expansion 

of the city limits, I tried to find sources from the 16th century, when both cities 

were small in size, according to demographical data and continue to the end of 

the 19th century, when they both face some major changes in their image, 

Thessaloniki with the attempts to modernize and westernize the city and 

Stockholm with the new urban planning after a long stagnating period. Finding 

maps for Stockholm was easier, because as early as the 16th century the first 

maps of the city were produced. At least for the period we are interested in, the 

first map of Stockholm is from around 1500. There are plenty of maps for 

almost every decade of these four centuries until the end of the 19th century.  

    The criteria for choosing the maps are rather abstract and not the same for 

each one of these. For example the first map of this period depicting the city, 

has to be mentioned, to have a basis for examining and explaining the ones that 

follow. A “famous” map which is referred to in many secondary sources, has to 

be also included, because useful information can be extracted for the specific 

historical time of production, population or planning. There are also maps 

which at a first glance, seem to have nothing to offer in the overall examination 



  18

of the city and that seem superficially similar to other maps. Yet with a more 

careful re-examination, it was not difficult to spot the differences. The same 

scheme was followed for Thessaloniki, although many fewer maps were found. 

One reason is that many of them belong to private collections, which made them 

difficult to access. Another reason for this lack is the big fire of 1917, which 

destroyed two-thirds of the city center along with important archives of the 

city. Still, the image of the city can be reconstructed with the maps I found, 

covering almost the whole period studied in this thesis.  

    A big effort was made to find and present maps which reveal the producers of 

them. This is another aspect that is useful when choosing the sources, since in 

that way one can examine the maps from another point of view. Knowing the 

maker of a specific map reveals certain characteristics. The purpose of making a 

specific map, is in this case, easier to determine. For example, it is easier to 

guess the purpose or the reasons when a map was produced in response to a 

royal order. And naturally the character and presentation of the map will be 

completely different, compared to a navy map or one that was produced by 

government building authorities showing changes in city planning. Additionally, 

it is interesting to see which or what kind of buildings are shown that may 

reveal the purpose of making the map. Is there any fortification around the 

city? Are military, religious or governmental buildings shown on the map? Was 

the map made to indicate social makeup of neighborhoods? Examining different 

maps from different makers made the quest fascinating and more interesting. 

Having already a clue (date, producer, editor), paves the way of the search, 

pointing to the right direction.  

    In addition to maps, in order to get a more balanced picture, I decided to 

include town-views, as means of understanding the spatial practices of the 

society. In my opinion, if a town-view can be examined together with a map 

from the same period, then the results can be truly productive for a researcher. 

One can face a town-view as it is. A panoramic image of a city, as seen by the 
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producer of the town-view. The main buildings, the shape of the town, some 

natural characteristics and the physical boundaries are often revealed. The 

reason of making could be touristic or informative, for travelers visiting the 

town, as in the case of Thessaloniki. The same applies to Stockholm: there are 

town-views with multiple purposes and meanings, presenting not only a big 

town but also the majesty of the capital of an empire. The combination of maps 

and town-views, especially when examining the presence of a town in a period 

of four centuries, can produce some interesting results, as we will see. It is 

interesting to see how the city was seen by the maker of the town-view back 

then. Seeing a totally different image of the town we know nowadays, with 

buildings that may not exist, or a town shape evolving from its very first steps, 

is valuable from a historiographical point of view, especially if you examine a 

town-view from a certain period in total correspondence with a map of the 

same time.  

    The maps of Stockholm used here are original or original copies from the map 

section of Carolina Rediviva, Uppsala University Library. The Thessaloniki maps 

are copies of the originals, part of private collections or public authority offices, 

or the National Map Office. Many of them were presented in the exhibition 

Thessaloniki’s Distinction, Maps’ Recollection, celebrating Thessaloniki-

European Cultural Capital 1997.   

 

 

 



  20

2 Presenting the city: Anatomy of Stockholm 

2.1 History 

It is obvious that a big effort is needed to give details and information for a 

subject like the urban history of two cities that have never been compared with 

each other before. I did my best to fit in some pages the most important 

information I have examined so the reader will be able to “enter” the subject 

and better understand which will be the next steps in this quest. Even though 

the history of Stockholm is known, I still have to give some initial information 

so the reader will comprehend some data, combined with what it is more 

crucial in this thesis, the presentation of aspects of the city in the fourth 

chapter, which have to do with urban planning and the development of the city.  

     The life of Stockholm starts as early as 1252 as we have the first historical 

records from Birger Jarl and King Valdemar. Historians know for sure that the 

name Stockholm is used for first time at this period. The exact date does not 

matter.40 The importance of the city is obvious even from these earlier years 

and until the reign of Gustav Vasa during the 16th century. German merchants 

and builders played an important role in the foundation of the city. Taking into 

consideration the fact that the level of urbanization was very low in the Nordic 

area compared to some other European regions, we could say that Stockholm 

was steadily but rapidly growing as the main city in the Mälar region. At the 

end of the 13th century, it also became the official royal residence, which made 

the city the main political and trade center of this era.41  

     Foreign trade during the Kalmar Union (1397-1523) and the Vasa period was 

concentrated in the Mälar region and especially in Stockholm. Taking advantage 

of the under-developed urbanization of Sweden, Stockholm was the main 

                                                
40 Ericson 2003, pp.19-21. 

41 Hall 1999, pp.43-47. 
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gateway for the trade between the city, Germany and other Hanseatic towns in 

the Baltic area.42 The most important destinations during the first decades of 

the 16th century were Danzig and Luebeck, with 60% and 30% of the trade 

respectively, while the remaining 10% went to other destinations including 

Amsterdam and the Mediterranean ports.43 The main export products of this 

time were iron, butter, salmon, salt and wood. During the whole Vasa period 

(1523-1611), the export trade from Stockholm was four to five times bigger than 

of any other Swedish city, so it could not be left uncontrolled. In that way, by 

controlling the Stockholm trade, the king could control the national trade as 

well.44 

2.2 Shaping urban space 

While the economic importance of Stockholm as the main trade hub of the Baltic 

was increasing during the first century of the early modern period, it was 

obviously understood that the defensive strength of the city should be 

reinforced. The original fortified wall built during the 14th century, was unable 

to meet the needs of the city’s defense anymore, since the Danish attacks after 

1520’s became more intense for the control of the area. After almost twenty 

years in the 40’s, a decision was taken by the parliament and Gustav Vasa to 

fortify Vaxholm. In that way the defensive line was established away from the 

capital inside the archipelago.45 The original wall-enclosed town, which until 

the 19th century was called “the city itself” (själva staden), had its borders 

between the two main long streets still in use nowadays: Västerlånggatan and 

Österlånggatan, forming the western and the eastern town walls. The eastern 

wall from the north to the south ended in two fortified towers. The northern 
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one later formed the old royal castle Tre Kronor and the south tower just near 

of Järntorget. As any fortified city, Stockholm also had its wall gates (the fewer 

the better), which all led from the main Köpmangatan (merchant street) to the 

wharfs.46 Inside the walls, the city was characterized by the presence of the 

small narrow streets, the markets, the central square and the cathedral 

alongside the royal castle. In today’s Stortorget the main marketplace was 

located near the Cathedral (Storkyrkan) and the royal castle to the northeast. 

The main streets, Köpmangatan led east to a second square the Fisktorget, 

while Svartmangatan and Skomakargatan (shoemakers street) led to the main 

financial square where Järntorget is today. On both sides of the square there 

were two bridges located. On the east side of the marketplace was Koggabron 

(today’s Skeppsbron) and on the western side was Kornhamn receiving the 

ships from lake Mälaren.47 For better understanding the location of streets, 

marketplaces or buildings you can see the picture on the Appendix showing 

Stockholm of 1547 (picture 1). Also the famous Hogenbergs copperplates of 

around 1570, show the town of Stockholm from the north and the south 

(pictures 2,3). The skyline of the city is dominated by the Tre Kronor castle, the 

Cathedral (St. Nikolai) and Gråmunkekyrkan (Riddarholmkyrkan). In these 

copperplates it can be easily seen how the main town is “pressed” inside the 

walls and how vast were the uninhabited areas nearby.48 

     As in Hogenbergs copperplate, one can easily keep in mind the close 

connection of the city to the water. This connection characterizes Stockholm 

from its early years to the present. Similar to this characteristic is the 

combination of hills and flat terrains. There is no better example for the viewer 

to comprehend that, from the beautiful Vädersolstavlan (picture 4). The 

painting is depicting a halo display event in 1535. The town is located on the the 
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main island of Stadsholmen, surrounded by water. One can easily notice the 

northern and southern gates of the fortified wall, the bridges leading to the 

ridges, alongside with the main buildings and medieval houses. Behind the town 

one can glimpse the small islands which today are Blasieholmen, Skeppsholmen, 

Kastellholmen, Beckholmen and Djurgården.49  

     When observing these painting and pictures, someone can easily assume that 

the fortified city seemed too small while the ridges and the terrain nearby were 

unexploited. During the 16th to 17th centuries the population of Stockholm grew 

rapidly and new places were inhabited. In almost a century, the surrounding 

Norrmalm and Södermalm, Landugårdslandet and Kungsholmen were 

incorporated in the city. 50 

     In the first half of the 17th century and after the Thirty Years’ War (1618-

1648) and the death of Gustav II Adolphus, there was fear that foreign 

statesmen would not visit Stockholm because of its lamentable appearance, 

consequently the capital had to leave behind its medieval character and adopt a 

fresh new image worthy of the great nation Sweden was at this era. Many 

ambitious plans came to light at this period which reflected international 

trends. According to mercantilism, the economy was theoretically supposed to 

be directed and controlled by the state. So the trade and the industry 

concentrated in the capitals were easier to control by the government. 

Therefore growing Stockholm was of major importance. This is clearly reflected 

on a letter of 1636 by Axel Oxenstierna, chancellor of the government, where he 

states that only with the evolution of Stockholm would the nation regain its 

“power and strength”, while efforts should be made for Stockholm to arise so 

that other cities would come to her feet.51 
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     It is useful here to add two quotes, one from the beginning of the century 

and the other from the end of it. The first is from the Dutch diplomat Anthonis 

Goetheeris who visited Stockholm in 1616-1617: 

...the buildings have flattened roofs with grass as the Russian peasant houses. 
The roofs also are pasturage for the animals and you can see goats jumping from 
one roof to another..52 

He also refers to the beautiful but old royal palace, the narrow and crooked 

streets, although the city’s environment is said to be stunning.53 On the other 

hand we have the quote of Erik Dahlberg around 1660-80, which gives an image 

of the city completely different after some decades: 

Besides the mentioned monumental buildings, one can see everywhere in 
Stockholm, handsome and excellent buildings...and the city and the suburbs offer 
grand splendour.. as well as all the streets even in suburbs, which give the city 
such an appearance, beginning to compete with the most distinguished cities of 
the world..54 

The ideas of Axel Oxenstierna and Erik Dahlberg can be practically seen in the 

famous engraving presenting Stockholm as a capital worthy of a powerful 

nation in Suecia Antiqua et Hodierna around 1690 (see picture 5). 

     The most ambitious city plans thus far were launched in the 1620s after a 

fire destroyed the western part of today’s Gamla Stan. Around 1640 the 

medieval street plan was replaced by straight streets and regular blocks. Two 

new wide streets were created west of the Västerlånggatan, the Stora and Lilla 

Nygatan, while on the eastern side of the island, the medieval wall was replaced 

by beautiful palaces, the Skeppsbron. The architect of these ideas was A. 

Torstensson (pictures 61-62).55 
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     The importance of the new urban planning of the capital can be seen from 

the acts of the Royal Commission for the Police and Fire Brigade, which were of 

great importance during the Age of Freedom (1718-1772). The ideas of 

Nicodemus Tessin the younger, based on the urban ideals of the Enlightment, 

reflected the Commission’s ideas as well and during its existence, it did its best 

to keep Tessin’s spirit alive. His dream was to create a city that would operate 

as a well-organized household. It should contain pretty houses, wide and 

illuminated houses, light and fresh air and disciplined citizens respecting law 

and order. But unfortunately not all his ideas came into being due to everyday 

realities.56 

     In 1723 a big fire destroyed big parts of the Katarina kyrka area where the 

majority of houses were wooden. Two other fires occurred in the following 

years and led to new decisions while new urban plans came to being. 57 It was 

now time for a new law and in 1725 the first local building ordinance was 

issued. It contained regulations over the disposition of streets, the building of 

houses, while the fire regulations were more strict and mandatory since for 

many decades the city had suffered from devastating fires. 58 In the meantime 

in 1727, J. E. Carlberg became the new architect, a position he held for almost 

50 years. He was very productive and gave a new image to many sites 

throughout the city. He also updated the building regulations as needed and 

prohibited wooden houses replacing them with stone. Some of the most notable 

surviving results is the baroque exterior of the Storkyrkan and the Stock 

Exchange building. 59 

     We should finally refer to the 1874 building ordinances, which were the 

result of the work of a progressive governmental official, Albert Lindhagen. He 
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brought the idea of the esplanade system in Stockholm, inspired by Hausmann 

in Paris or the Ringstrasse in Vienna (picture 49). Although many of his ideas 

were not transformed into action due to known problems, some of them finally 

were: notably Birger Jarlsgatan, Karlaplan, Narvavägen and the most illustrious 

of all, Strandvägen. The 1874 ordinances symbolize the beginning of a new era 

in urban planning. They were not designed for the small rural towns of the pre-

industrial period, but for the large industrial cities. They also include the notion 

of “the good city”, something modern and progressive even from European 

perspective. They also made it mandatory for all cities to have a stadsplan, 

namely a city plan, regulating the expansion of each city.60 Putting aside the 

problems created, this building ordinance was a step ahead of its time, paving 

the way for future acts and laws regarding urban planning. 

 2.3 People and urban land use 

The population of the city grew from around 9000 in the beginning of the 17th 

century to almost 60000 at the end of it. 61 Before moving to the next centuries 

where more ambitious plans were followed to re-shape Stockholm, in order to 

have a bird’s eye view of the city’s life in the 17th century, we should dedicate 

some words to the foreign inhabitants of the city. In the first centuries of the 

early modern period, after the first period when the population was dominated 

by the people who helped to build the city, and with the growing significance of 

Stockholm as the main urban center of the region, many immigrants from 

different parts of Europe came to dwell in the city. Besides the Swedish, the 

second largest ethnic group were the Finns who composed around 20% of the 

total population. They were mainly middle and lower class inhabitants and 

although more in percentage than other groups, their contribution to the city’s 

economy was not easily measurable, but still significant. On the other hand we 
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find the German group which composed 12% of Stockholm’s population. The 

German architects, builders and merchants had an early presence in the city’s 

life and helped in the building and development of the city. They are generally 

referred to by the historians as the elite ethnic group of the early modern 

Stockholm. Finally the Dutch had also an important presence in city’s life and 

growth. Skilled technicians and merchants, the Dutch held important political 

positions, while generally were also thought to be more skilled and well-

educated than Swedes and Finns. Finally, records show the presence of a very 

small minority of Scots.62 We have to say that Stockholm’s maps from this 

period give no clues as to where the different ethnic groups lived. 

     The period between 1750 to 1850 is known as the stagnating period 

(stagnationsperiod). During this period and after the sufferings caused by the 

Great Northern Wars, Sweden was no longer the European power of the past. 

Stockholm was a stagnating city with a decaying population and growing 

unemployment, while illnesses, alcoholism, poverty and rampant mortality 

were widespread.63 Especially during the second half of this period the capital 

was fading industrially as well as commercially by comparison with other 

Swedish cities. Economic growth was insignificant until at least the 1840s, 

while the population growth was not as big as in previous decades and was 

completely dependent on the influx of migrants to the city. From 73000 in 1763 

it grew to only 80000 by 1830.64  

     After 1850 the population began to grow steadily mainly due to migration 

from the country. Rural populations were moving massively to the capital partly 

because of greater freedom of mobility, better communications, information 

and knowledge, while unemployment fell. Another important reason for this 

growth was the better urban sanitation and hygiene conditions. For the first 
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time in a long time, birth rates increased and cities were no longer dependent 

on inter-city or rural migration.65 

 

3 Presenting the city: Anatomy of Thessaloniki 

3.1 History  

As in the previous chapter regarding Stockholm, here I will also give some 

details following the historical paths of Thessaloniki’s presence in time, from 

the very beginning to the late nineteenth century. The information given, as for 

Stockholm, will help us in the general understanding of the main spatial 

characteristics of the town. The texts and maps referring to the city are the 

means to achieve this goal.  

     Thessaloniki was founded in 315 B.C., after the death of Alexander the Great, 

when Kassander became king of Macedon and gave to it the name of his wife 

Thessalonike, the half-sister of the famous Macedonian conqueror.66 From the 

beginning, Thessaloniki was a political, cultural and economic center. Still, at 

the beginning of the 21st century, the city preserves the memories of its past. 

The remains of the Galerius palace show the importance of the city during the 

Roman period. The beautiful Byzantine churches remind us of the eleven 

centuries of the Byzantine Empire while the almost five centuries of Ottoman 

rule can be seen by many beautiful buildings, unfortunately not all of them 

well-preserved. Tightly enclosed for twenty-two centuries in its walls, the city 
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changed continuously, destroying and giving birth at the same time to different 

aspects of life.67 

     Unfortunately there is not much to remind the visitor of the glorious past 

and the different phases of the city’s growth, except for some buildings or 

neighborhoods in the Ano Poli (Upper City) and the western walls. The city with 

the special cultural heritage, which wove enchantment to everybody who lived 

in it, exposes itself to the modern visitor or the researcher, mainly by the 

historical texts and a few maps.  

     According to William Miller, Salonika “the Athens of Medieval Hellenism”, 

was a Macedonian provincial city, a free town under Roman domination, a 

Byzantine-Greek community second in importance only to Constantinople, the 

capital of a short-lived Latin kingdom, The Kingdom of Thessalonica, a Venetian 

colony and finally an Ottoman town.68 In the 1st and 2nd centuries, Strabo, Pliny 

and Ptolemy inherited the geographical knowledge of late antiquity. Their maps 

mirror Thessaloniki’s travel through time and they show the city’s importance 

for many centuries.69  Strabo (63 B.C.-21 A.D.) in his seventeen books of 

Geographica, describes the history of cities and people of the past known world. 

In his seventh book he discusses the origins of the city’s name (Thessalonikeia, 

the origins of it from Alexander the Great’s sister), the characterization of it as 

a Macedonian town, the founding from Kassander with the unification of 26 

smaller towns and its promotion as a dense populated metropolis of 

Macedonia.70 

     In Claudius Ptolemaeus’ (Ptolemy 90-168 A.D.) work Geographike 

Hyphegesis, Thessaloniki acquires for first time its mathematical identity. The 
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geographical co-ordinates for the city are for the geographical length 49o 50’ 

and the width 40o 20’, measures much different than today’s.71  

     Ioannis Hasiotis recognizes some special characteristics which affected 

Thessaloniki. According to him these characteristics, because of their endurance 

in time, are very important for the physiognomy of the city. And these 

characteristics I believe can be applied to Stockholm also. Among them is the 

continuous historical presence across centuries (not so common in many cities), 

the stable in time urban function (having all the characteristics of a “city”) and 

also the “metropolitan” character of the city (both cities were for long periods 

economical, political and cultural centers).72 Among these I should add the 

mediatory role of the city among different or parallel civilizations. Thessaloniki 

because of its geopolitical and economical position, was in different periods a 

node and mediator in the economical, ideological, religious and cultural 

relations between western Europe and the Balkans on the one hand and the 

Greek cosmos and the Eastern world on the other. This fact, combined also with 

conquests by Romans, Francs, Venetians and Ottomans, affected the 

demographics and the social structure of its population: Among Greeks, 

Thessaloniki became host to elements of different ethno-religious origin.73 

3.2 Shaping urban space 

The oldest depiction of Thessaloniki is believed to be on a route map of the 

Roman empire, the Tabula Peutingeriana. The original map dates from the 4th 

century and we have a copy from the 13th century. The schematic map shows the 

road system of the Roman empire, forests, rivers, mountains, baths, temples 

and other Roman settlements. The three biggest cities of the empire, 

Constantinople, Rome and Antioch, are depicted with special symbols, while the 
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smaller but still important cities have fortified walls and towers. In this map 

Thessaloniki or here Tessalonice, is depicted with 5 towers in a fortified wall, 

showing the importance of the city as an interim hub of Via Egnatia leading to 

Constantinople (see picture 6).74 

     Thessaloniki is depicted also in Ptolemaic maps, which were the 

cartographical model in Europe for centuries. These maps were in use in their 

original or copied form until the end of the 18th century and many later 

cartographers based their maps upon them. In all editions of Ptolemaic maps, 

Thessaloniki is depicted in its position in the cove of Thermaicos gulf with 

different names such as Thessalonica, Salonica or Salonichi (see picture 7). As 

Thessaloniki’s importance as a port grew, the production of special navigating 

maps also evolved. In Portolano Charts Thessaloniki was often depicted with 

red letters, showing the importance of this port, or with special symbols, 

fortresses or towers, to inform the sailors of the significance of the city (see 

pictures 23-25, 63).75 

     From 16th onwards geodesy, cartography and topography became more 

systematic and evolved themselves. Especially after the 17th century many 

geography books and atlases were edited, and with the creation of strong 

national states with organized armies cartography was flourishing, with the 

establishment of national cartographic companies. Large scale depictions of 

Thessaloniki can be found in maps enclosed in traveler’s books (see pictures 53, 

55, 56). The city from antiquity until Byzantine times was designed using the 

Hippodamean style (rectangular street plan and big building slots). The big 

Christian churches that were built during the Byzantine era changed the strict 

Roman urban planning. In many areas the planning became disorderly, while 

the urban space was defined by the location of the market, the administrative 

buildings or the port. Urban planning changed during Ottoman rule, when 
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everybody could build almost everywhere, according to the needs of the 

people.76 This can be seen in the Ottoman map of 1882 and the Wernieski map 

(pictures 26-28), especially in the northern part of the city where the Muslim 

neighborhoods were.  

     After a stagnating period which lasted from the end of the 18th century until 

around 1840, when poor Ottoman administration, the fall of trade and 

production and heavy taxation, among other factors, left their marks in the 

local economy, the city passed into a new phase of its history.77 This was the 

period of the Tanzimat reforms (1839)78  when efforts were made by the 

Ottoman administration to reform social and economic life. It can be argued 

that the changes occurred in Thessaloniki over almost sixty years until the end 

of the 19th century, were much more in number than what happened in the 

previous four centuries of the Ottoman rule.79  

     Most of the big projects for the modernization of the city were funded by 

foreign companies: Belgian companies undertook to construct the new water 

supply net (1887-1900), British the gaslights (1887), French companies the port 

settlements and the railway connection to Serbia (1897-1905), while French and 

Italian navy companies connected the city’s port with cities of the central and 

western Mediterranean. The result was that within only 20 years Thessaloniki 

was supplied with tram net, electric telephones, electric lighting, modern port 

barracks and the most important, the first real industries. All these changes 

seriously affected the economic and social evolution of Thessaloniki and its 

hinterland.80 But the need for modernization also brought new thinking on the 

urban planning and the architecture of the city.  
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     After 1870, these projects changed the architectural physiognomy of the city. 

Perhaps most important was the demolition of the biggest parts of the outer 

walls where the seaside road and the quay were opened up. The opening up of 

new avenues and the widening of older but main streets, along with the 

extension of the city over the -now demolished- eastern walls, are among the 

new projects which were expected to change the face of Thessaloniki through 

the road to modernization and westernization (see pictures 30 and 60).81 

3.3 People and urban land use 

Another characteristic of great importance, is the cosmopolitan tensions of the 

city’s society. The fact that social or ethnic groups so different to one another 

lived peacefully for most of their history, gave to Thessaloniki the image of a 

polymorphic urban center. The daily interaction between these groups, affected 

unquestionably the cultural functions of the city, contributing to its innovative 

and progressive character. In the next section I will give some information 

about the outward appearance of Thessaloniki.82 

     From the end of the 14th century the biggest part of the Balkans were already 

under Ottoman rule. The Macedonian hinterland which connected Thessaloniki 

with other Christian towns was also occupied. After the short Venetian rule, 

Thessaloniki was finally occupied by the Ottomans on 29 of March 1430 by 

Sultan Murad II.83 A new chapter began in the history of Thessaloniki. But the 

city survived and in a short time managed to exploit its geohistoric advantages 

and revealed again some of the characteristics I referred to earlier. A half 

century after the conquest, Thessaloniki showed the first signs of population 

recovery. It all began with the re-establishment of Christian families from the 

nearby towns and villages who came to the nearest and biggest urban center. In 
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that way the very core of the Greek-Christian community continued to be 

present in the city’s life. Also of considerable importance is the fact that under 

these difficult circumstances, the Greeks managed to keep control of the four 

main Christian churches. The same happened with the trade and economic 

relations with the Christian West which were kept open during this time.84   

     From the very end of the 15th century to the first decades of the 16th, the 

population increased. One crucial reason was the installation of around 20.000 

Sephardic Jewish migrants expelled from Spain and southern Italy.85 As a result 

the demographic, ethnic and religious map of the city changed dramatically and 

took on the character it would retain until the beginning of the 20th century. 

Thessaloniki evolved to a city where the three main ethnic groups were present 

in every aspect of its life.86 Although the population details are not very precise 

for that period, we can observe an increase of the population especially during 

the first and last period of Ottoman rule. So, from around 2.000-3.000 citizens 

left in the city after its fall to the Turks in 1430, the population rose to around 

10.400 in 1478, to 29.000 at the dawn of the 16th century, to 40-50.000 in 1723-

33s, and finally to 65-70.000 at the end of the 18th century. It fell again to 50-

60.000 in the beginning of the 19th century, only to rise again to 80-90.000 in 

the 1870-80s, to 120-130.000 by around 1900 and finally stood at 160.000 

when the 20th century began.87 

     The Greeks composed around 20% of the total population until almost the 

end of the 19th century when along with population growth, the synthesis of the 

group also changed: except for the members of the 14 guilds, now there were 

merchants and scientists. The Muslim community, composed of merchants, 
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governmental officials and farmers, was around 20-30% of the population, to 

increase later to 40%. In the 19th century the percentage decreased again to 20-

35%. Finally the Jewish community, for one and a half century after their 

establishment in the city composed almost half of the total population. Until 

1750 the Jewish population decreased to under 50% only to fall to 25-40% 

before 1870 and then it slightly increased again.88  

     Clearly, the demographic evolution of Thessaloniki was not always upward. 

Wars, fires, earthquakes, epidemics or economic crises were the reasons behind 

the fluctuations of population. All the ethnic groups were affected. Muslims and 

Jews, especially the poorer ones, were affected by fires and epidemics while the 

Greeks were mainly affected by epidemics and also the expulsions by the 

Ottoman authorities especially during the Greek revolution of 1821. But then 

again, Thessaloniki did not lose its urban character. In a period when some 

flourishing Byzantine cities were transformed after the Ottoman conquest into 

small towns, Thessaloniki had been continuously evolving into the second 

largest urban center of the European part of the Ottoman empire.89 

     Travelers, who usually arrived in the city by sea in the Early modern period, 

faced an amphitheatrical town with an iconic, idyllic view. The Byzantine 

churches, the tall mosques, the Roman antiquities, the walls and the gorgeous 

towers, the cypress-trees and the red roofs of the houses composed a scenic 

oriental character which other cities had lost or never had.90 Doubtless it was 

one of the most beautiful sceneries in the eastern Mediterranean (see pictures 

8-9). Lithgow who visited the city in 1609 was reminded of Naples, to Barskij in 

1726 it recalled Rome and to Tozer in 1863 Genoa. The trapezoid that is formed 

by the scheme of the walls, can be seen from far as a triangle with the fortified 
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wall as its base and the acropolis as the top of it.91 On the other hand completely 

different were the impressions from the inner part of the city inside the walls: a 

cramped city, noisy, with small dirty streets, misery and lack of cleanliness. 

Although the criteria used by rich European travelers should be taken with a 

grain of salt, the reality was somewhere between.92  

     Parallel to the city walls, near the central market and the port, was the 

Jewish quarter. Among the narrow, dirty streets with poor wooden houses and 

garbage, epidemics were decimating the poorer Jewish labouring class, 

especially in the second half of the 17th century. According to the Ottoman 

traveler Evliya Celebi fifty-six Jewish neighborhoods with dirty houses existed 

in the city’s center under the city walls.93 The Muslims were living in forty-eight 

neighborhoods on the upper side of the city walls over the hill under the 

acropolis. 94 The Greeks were living mostly near the big Christian churches in 

the central and eastern part of the city, but also in some neighborhoods in the 

Muslim and Jewish areas. Evliya refers to sixteen neighborhoods while 

Dimitriadis to ten-fourteen, so we do not know exactly the number. We can 

assume that until the end of 19th century there existed around ten to twelve 

neighborhoods.95 The other European citizens were concentrated around the 

Catholic church in the neighborhoods of Francs (pictures 53, 64).96   

     The details and information given in the previous pages, are part of an effort 

to extend the horizons of the reader, who eventually will have an idea of the 

history of these two early modern cities. The travel continues. 
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4 Evolution and changes on maps 

The study of the history of a city through maps highly contributes to the 

maintenance of historical memory. This is important for different reasons. Each 

city has a past, present and future like a living organism. From the past we can 

draw conclusions for the present and use them in order to plan the future. But 

how easily can we get results from historical maps? Is it possible to reconstruct 

the image and life of a city through maps or are they just pieces of paper that 

picture regions, boundaries, islands and shapes? The challenge is to gather the 

most important data from these early modern maps and try to “make” a story of 

each city. In a few words we should see behind the cold data, behind the shapes 

and signs, in order to let our imagination collect what is important in the 

making of the image of a city. This chapter does not aspire to be a complete 

narration of the history of each of the towns, but is based upon the maps to 

structure the story. In other words it is about the story that these specific maps 

tell. 

4.1 Purpose and style of maps 

When examining a map it is always important to consider its purpose and its 

maker, if that person is known. The first map I will examine is one of Stockholm 

from 1733 by Petrus Tillaeus (1679-1754). In 1717 he became “engineer of the 

State” with “Kongl. Privillegio” and under his name many detailed maps of 

Stockholm were produced in a period of ten years. One of the most known is the 

“General Charta öfver Stockholm med Malmarne Åhr 1733” (picture 10). This 

map was until then the largest street map ever made for Stockholm. 12 large 

papers that can be folded together, compose this beautiful piece of art. The map 

not only contains detailed streets or squares, but also schools, shops, 

pharmacies, windmills, loading gates and gardens, also with much detail. Even 
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today the street names are much the same with most of these depicted in this 

map.97 (pictures 11-12).  

     Although we cannot know the exact purpose of making a detailed map like 

this, we could extract some conclusions based on the signs and drawings on it. 

The numbers on the blocks could be a way to divide the districts of the city for 

purposes of population registration or for easier taxation. Either way they give 

a sense of rationalization which complements the characteristics of the map. 

Overall we could say that it is a beautiful, well designed map as official royal 

maps of the period should be. Parallel to each other and in a symmetrical way in 

both upper edges, one can observe the exuberant designs giving information on 

the map. To the left King Fredrik is depicted in a formal pose as the paramount 

leader of the empire. He is even called the King of Great Power as one can see in 

the engravings over and under his name. The regalia and the royal signs of the 

State are also drawn encircling the main image. To the right in a similar way 

details of the map maker are given. The state engineer Petrus Tillaeus has been 

given the royal privilege to create the map (pictures 13-14). There is no doubt 

that this map is a royal one, meaning that the king had given the privilege to 

trusted people in order to make maps showing the majesty and the power of the 

State and the king himself. And what better way to show that, than by ordering 

a map of the royal capital. 

     Similar maps about Stockholm are the following: the A. Wijkman map no. 

38478 of 1702 (no street names or quarter numbers-pictures 15-17), the map of 

1723 (pictures 18-19), the Brolin map no. 38464 of 1771 (pictures 20-21) and the 

map no. 38446 of 1838 (picture 22). 

     We should also not forget that after the medieval times and especially in the 

early modern period, there were many monarchs who were active in designing 

the capital cities by ordering new city plans by famous engineers. The cities of 
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the period as Epstein says: “..were the product of deliberate acts of political, 

legal and economic coercion. They were established by monarchs and feudal 

lords; they gained economic, administrative, or political centrality by exercising 

chartered rights over a rural territory..” 98 Consequently, where the state power 

was more centralized as was the case in Sweden, monarchs, in fear of making 

the urban centers bases of their rivals, set strict limits on urban prerogatives.99 

Although that seems like a negative action, I would add that because of these 

limitations and rules, the building regulations or the city planning in northern 

European capitals were always more “strict” and arguably more oriented to the 

common good. We will see next that this was not totally the case in the Ottoman 

paradigm.  

     Moving forward to the case of Thessaloniki, let us examine examples from 

the Ottoman period. For the city during the Ottoman period, unfortunately we 

do not have many maps. While from the Turkish archives that have been saved, 

we have some information about town plans or public buildings, there is lack of 

maps to reveal where these buildings were situated. The reason among others, 

is that the Ottoman administration was a bit unorganized in terms of city 

planning, not only in Thessaloniki but the whole empire. Since there was no city 

administration in the city, there were also no modern services for fire 

protection, water supply or city cleaning.100 

     Starting from 1839, attempts were made to radically change the nature of 

the Ottoman administration. The administrative and legal reform program 

known as Tanzimat (Reordering) was elaborated further in 1856 with another 

imperial decree known as Hatt-i Humayun. These reforms were intended to 

provide equality and justice for all citizens regardless of religious faith or social 

class. Some of the measures taken were the elimination of corruption, the 
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abolition of tax farming, the issuing of banknotes, the abolition of the 

devshirme system of conscription (more of a symbolic “abolition” since the 

system was already abandoned by 1703), the establishment of more educational 

institutions, among others. The decree of 1856 repeated the need for full legal 

equality of all subjects. The actual reason behind these reforms was on the one 

hand, to eliminate the Muslims’ privileges, but on the other, to bring back under 

Ottoman control the Christians who were under the protection of various 

European states.101 

     The Tanzimat reforms eventually had positive effects on Thessaloniki, which 

always had an international socio-economic dynamic; therefore the population 

of the city arose between 1850 and 1880 from 40.000 to 90.000 citizens, while 

in 1895 its population stood at around 120.000-130.000.102  

     Partly as a result of the Tanzimat reforms the Ottoman administration 

sought to become more organized according to the western standards. Several 

enlightened administrators who had served in diplomatic positions in foreign 

embassies or studied at European universities took over the difficult task of 

modernizing the services and “blending” the European model (imported 

knowledge and institutions) to the existing Ottoman reality. Under European 

political pressure, the Ottoman state tried to modernize the bureaucracy and 

the military, along with adapting other technologies like railroads, telegraph 

and photography, partly in order to further control or even destroy its rivals.103 

     Most maps that have survived for Thessaloniki during the Ottoman period, 

were created by foreign cartography departments (mostly military in the 

beginning), which were more interested in the marine space than the inner city. 

These are accurate maps, giving detailed notes on the sea depth or the 
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characteristics of the coastline (ports or docks), while the city is important only 

when it offers signs to the one coming from the sea.104 Some characteristic 

examples of these maps are: the Vidal map of 1734, E3705 (picture 23), the 

Messina map of 1764, E4944 (picture 24) and “The new Mediterranean 

Harbours” map of 1810, E4373 (picture 25).   

     All this planning and new building created the need of topographical plans 

and larger maps with special measurings. In the second half of the 19th century, 

the situation was more stable and the city started again developing as a 

provincial financial hub. It was the first time the city started to obtain 

characteristics similar to big European towns of the era.105 Of great importance 

is the fact that the small city, built oppressively inside her walls, began to 

expand in the nearby areas outside the walls.106  

     Arguably the first “modern” map of Thessaloniki done by the Ottomans 

themshelves (or at least the earliest that has survived) is a military map with 

title Selanik Sehri Haritasi in 1:2000 scale, from 1882-83 (picture 26). The map 

was edited by the General Army Staff in the year 1300 Hijra and was translated 

into Latin by the assistant architect Birol Alpay. It depicts the inner wall city 

planning. The gates of the wall, the custom-house for taxation, the Quarantine, 

mosques, Ottoman schools, baths and markets along with administration 

buildings are all shown on the map. Some of the Jewish synagogues and 

churches are also shown. Interesting is the fact that some of the most important 

Christian monuments are missing. The design of the map is simple and strictly 

undecorated as it was an official military map. The depiction of the Citadel, 

according to the research and the comparison with similar sketches and maps, 

is problematic, knowing that there are older maps showing it in its regular 

shape. In any case we can assume that the detailed depiction of the monuments 
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and buildings was of great usefullness for the military administration of the 

period. 

     The next map I will consider is the one with title Plan de Salonique, in scale 

1:2500, dated around 1880-82, E4671-E4672 (pictures 27-29).107 It is signed by 

the first engineer of the Municipality of Thessaloniki, the Pole Antoine 

Wernieski and had been ordered by the Ottoman General Staff. It is probably 

the first city-plan to depict in detail the center of the city inside the walls. 

Monuments, churches, mosques, hamams, synagogues, schools and 

administrative buildings are shown in great detail along with the walls and its 

gates and the port open without the seaside wall. Also drawn in different colors 

are plans for opening new vertical roads to the harbour, so all neighborhoods 

would better connect with the center. This beautiful map, like the previous one, 

shows in detail, probably using the new geographical and topographical 

measurements, all the sites that could be useful to anyone who would try to 

identify places and buildings of the city. The fact that it even gives details on 

the density of the road surface, makes it useful for future planning on opening 

new roads or the surrounding spaces of important buildings. The delicate 

drawing and sketches of the official seals of the municipality and the imperial 

sign, adds more to the importance of the map. We should also not forget that 

this is probably the first detailed map of the city ordered directly from the 

Ottoman General Army Staff. We would think that it is logical for the Army to 

use detailed maps with great accuracy, for military purpose. The exact place of 

the various ethnic groups’ religious, administrative or military buildings for 

sure was of great importance for the Army.   

     The next map I will present is the one edited by the engineer H. Salem which 

dates to 1892-94, E4349 (picture 30).108 The map is very impressive, accurate 
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and beautiful, engraved with the blueprint method. It is bilingual, with names 

of streets and places in old Turkish and French. It depicts the new city plan of 

the center after the fire of 1890. The center is divided into ten new building 

zones, each one with many blocks which are for the first time numbered. The 

new plan is characterized by a regular street layout, creating in that way a new 

organizational urban net, while the buildings are arranged so that they have 

their facade to the main street. Very unusual for the era and admittedly 

impressive, is the planning of the horse-tram routes. Almost all the main sites 

are depicted on the map, while parts of the expanded blocks are also shown out 

of the left and right walls. Some imperial villas to the right and the old railroad 

station along with one of the first factories to the left, are also clearly depicted.  

     Taking into account the numbered blocks in the building zones, we could 

assume that they could be used in order to register the houses and shops of the 

town, perhaps for a possible future census. Since this map is the first extant to 

show numbers after the reform period of the Ottoman administration, we could 

easily guess that a map could be a means of facilitating taxation. Another 

interesting observation is that it is one of few maps not dividing the town based 

on religious or ethnic characteristics. As we have seen, there are examples of 

later maps that show ethnic neighborhoods in order to know where the ethnic 

or religious groups were dwelling. Having in mind once more that the reforms 

of the previous decades were aiming at creating greater equality among 

subjects, it is no exaggeration to say that this map has an “egalitarian” 

character. The characteristics drawn on the map which have been revealed for 

first time, along with the special imperial seals and signs, lend a special 

character to the map, emphasizing Thessaloniki’s important role in the still 

formidable Ottoman Empire. 
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4.1.1 Town views 

The town views as already said, can provide us with some pretty interesting 

information but they also leave us with questions. Were they just panoramic 

views of a city made for touristic or enjoyment purposes? Or were there hidden 

messages, not easily observed by the average viewer? For Stockholm I chose to 

present a famous copperplate by Wolfgang Hartmann of 1650 (picture 31). It is 

the View over Stockholm from the East (Utsikt över Stockholm från öster). We 

can see the Stadsholmen (Gamla Stan) from the side of Skeppsholmen where 

the royal admiralty is situated. To the left is the Södermalm with the newly 

built bridge, while to the right we can see Norrmalm. Behind the houses, left to 

right, five churches are depicted: Maria Magdalena, Riddarholm, the German 

church, Nikolai and Klara. The great Tre Kronor palace is depicted in all its 

majesty.  

     The copperplate was initially made for the coronation of Queen Christina, so 

at the top, centrally located, is the queen’s medallion with an angel blowing a 

trumpet and the words “Vivat Christina”. On top of the image there is the 

inscription with the phrase “Then Konungtslige Residens och Huhwud Staden 

Stockholm” (The royal residence and capital city of Stockholm). To the left we 

see the royal coat of arms, while on the right side the sign of Stockholm.  

     We should take into account that when this town-view was made, Sweden by 

virtue of the Thirty years’ war (1618-1648), had entered the so-called Great 

Power era. Stockholm in the 17th century was the capital of a powerful state and 

as such, saw many ambitious city plans for its revival.109 Queen Christina was 

herself interested in city planning and had helped promulgate regulations about 

the street condition.110 This town-view could not be more representative of the 

ideas that dominated the era. Apart from the rich decoration of the royal signs 
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and the queen’s medallion with the angel, the whole image exudes majesty and 

splendor to the recipient. The beautiful, tall churches and the royal palace 

dominate the horizon, while the symmetric facades of the houses in 

Stadsholmen suggest an essence of discipline. The number of the big navy ships 

anchored at the wharf and the ones sailing in Saltsjön, show the power of the 

royal navy and allegorically celebrate the coronation of the queen. The 

numerous ships at the royal Admiralty, ready to join the navy, indicates the 

importance given by the Crown, to the capability of the war navy, worthy of a 

country that wants to be called “a Power”.  

     Analogous to the previous are the two town-views from Suecia Antiqua et 

Hodierna by Erik Dahlberg (pictures 5 and 32-33). The majesty and the sense of 

a powerful capital which is the residence of a mighty monarch, is obvious. The 

setting of the city with its islands, the tall churches, the royal palace and the 

ships all over the sea, exemplify a powerful naval kingdom. 

     Similar is the image of Thessaloniki when seen in town-views. As with 

Stockholm ones, the sea is a dominant element, whether we observe trade or 

navy ships. The difference lies in the depiction. If we observe the Thessaloniki 

town-views from 16th and 19th centuries (pictures 8-9), we notice the lack of any 

decoration or indication that demonstrates the map’s creator or the aim of the 

map. We can assume that these town-views were used by travelers or seafaring 

traders of the town, since during the early modern times, there was a strong 

interest by foreign travelers for this south-eastern European port.  

     In contrast, the next town-view of the city by the year 1688, probably by a 

French artist (picture 35), presents Thessaloniki as a major provincial port and 

important trade hub. The naval presence in front of the city walls, with big war-

ships and also some trade ships, additionally suggests a strong military identity. 

The fact that big war-ships can easily anchor there, due to the natural depth of 

the port, shows the significance given by the Ottoman navy to Thessaloniki. To 

a modern eye, the city does not seem to be big enough. But according to the 
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conventions of the era, anyone would understand that the town depicted is a big 

and important harbor. The skyline of the city is dominated by the minarets of 

the mosques, which shows that the map-maker wanted to give an hyperbolic 

image of the Muslim presence in the city. The houses and other buildings are 

barely seen, while the walls of the city indicate its defensive power.  

4.2 Change, Expansion, Evolution 

4.2.1 Stockholm 

Already since the Middle Ages, the monarchs of Sweden started to show interest 

in developing the urban system and especially in emphasizing trade.111 However 

urbanization in this part of northern Europe started to take form in the 17th 

century, when many towns were founded mainly by royal initiative. Some of 

them were founded for military reasons, but the majority was expected to 

promote trade and commerce and make the taxation easy. The new impressively 

built towns were intended to project the new powerful image of the kingdom, 

while providing through commerce, the necessary revenues for the state, in an 

unstable era.112  

     In the beginning of the 17th century, the need for urban development and 

revenues became more intense, and the comments of King Gustavus Adolphus 

and Chancellor Oxenstierna, could not be more indicative. They both described 

the Swedish towns as “broken down, rotten, lacking in trade” and “insignificant 

markets and thieves’ dens”. Sven Lilja says that Swedish towns of the era were 

villages with barely urban functions.113  

     For the whole 17th century, Stockholm was the only exception to this in terms 

of size and economic growth. Trade was concentrated in the Mälar valley and 
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Stockholm was to become the center of the Baltic empire. In an underdeveloped 

trading system, Stockholm was the main gateway for about two-thirds of the 

foreign trade, which connected the center with ports in the Baltic area and the 

Old Ηanseatic towns in mainland Europe.114 

     Stockholm from its foundation in the 13th century, was built on islands. 

Stadsholmen with the royal castle was the main one, where the majority of 

citizens lived. Until the mid-17th century, the town shape was almost the same 

(pictures 1, 36). The medieval street system probably developed organically 

with no previous plan. Stadsholmen, “the oldest part of the town was 

characterized by large and irregular blocks and long curved streets”. Out of the 

main walls, narrow small alleys led to the sea. 115 

     It was in the third decade of the 17th century, when a new street net was 

imposed based upon a plan, although the town had already expanded in the 

surrounding areas.116 The reason was the big fire of 1625 that destroyed the 

western part of Stadsholmen. As a result, two new long streets were created 

according to the new plan: Stora and Lilla Nygatan to the west, while to the 

eastern waterfront, Skeppsbron was created.117 New plans after 1637 followed 

the new street regulations and Norrmalm, Södermalm and Östermalm were 

restructured with straight, symmetrical streets and perpendicular blocks 

according to the new rules. Around the middle of the 17th century, the 

“refurbishment” of the center was completed and the new city-plan, as it is 

known today in its largest part, was established (pictures 37-38).118  

     These building plans, affected by the aesthetics of Renaissance and baroque, 

were ideas of the rulers of the era, like Gustavus Adolphus, or state 
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administrators like Axel Oxenstierna and Erik Dahlberg, who “were personally 

interested in town planning and devoted much time to this aim”. Although these 

plans were intended for the royal glory, they were realistic, “based on 

measurements for real physical changes in town”.119  

     The transformation of Stockholm into a prominent capital and a 

distinguished city of the expanding empire, was one of the most ambitious 

projects not only in the 17th century Sweden, but for the whole of Europe in this 

period. Interesting undeniably, is the fact that there were plans from the Royal 

Council, for the accommodation of different social groups in different parts of 

the city. Rich tradesmen were to live in stone houses on the central island, 

while other burghers and craftsmen lived in the suburbs. The military and 

admiralty had their own suburb, while the nobles and state councillors of the 

realm should live in proper elegant residences in the vicinity of the royal castle. 

The eastern side of the main island, Skeppsbron, became the place where the 

state residences and palaces were built, as this was the most elegant side that 

ships approaching Stockholm could see (pictures 39-40). For comparison see 

also pictures 19-20 of 1723 and 1751 accordingly.120 One can easily see the 

changes in the eastern side of the main island after the new plans in all maps, 

compared to the 1547 map (pictures 1, 39). The newly designed eastern 

waterfront is completely different from the old one, while the biggest changes 

can be seen in the western part where the old blocks with the narrow streets 

leading to the wharfs, were demolished and restructured with symmetrical 

blocks and streets. 

     These building plans were done for a growing capital and as the city 

expanded, so the population rose from 40.000 in 1650, to almost 60.000 by the 

end of the century. But the Great Northern war put an end to this expansion and 

growth. In 1697 a great fire destroyed the royal palace, two decades of war 
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almost decimated the population, while the plague of 1710 killed at least one 

third of the population. By 1720, the population had fallen to 40.000. During 

the mid-18th century, the city started to flourish again with a new royal palace, 

as we know it today.121 Nicodemus Tessin the younger redesigned the city along 

baroque town-planning principles122 and he brought to life the glorious project 

of the new palace. He met several difficulties during the implementation of his 

project (problems regarding topography, climate, interruptions due to war), but 

the splendid palace finally was complete, a glory of geometry in the center of 

Stockholm.123 

     If we look closely at the map of 1626 (pic.36, 38488.), we can see that the 

eastern part of Stadsholmen is still the old one, before the restructuring 

projects that started a few years later. The differences with the map of 1547 

(pic.1), are not colossal. Narrow, crooked streets still characterize the island. To 

the east side, the streets are leading to the docks, where in the northern part of 

the blocks, we can easily distinguish parts of the wall. From the end of 1620s, 

parts of the walls to the east were torn down, to reveal Skeppsbron. The south 

part and the gate Söderport were demolished in 1637, and the north part and 

gate Norreport in 1641.124 The Tre Kronor castle is depicted at the northeastern 

part of the island being the biggest structure on the island. Letter C indicates 

the German church St. Gertrud in the center of the island. We can recollect the 

town views of Hartmann and Dahlberg where the church is visible (pictures 

31,33-34). 

     Let us continue to the next map of 1642 (pictures 37-38), where we can 

identify some slight changes. The castle is still the old one but Skeppsbron is 

completely different. The building plan that was announced repeatedly during 
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these decades, is now a reality. The walls are already torn down and the big 

stone palaces of the state officials, now face the sea. The main changes in the 

town shape, if we compare this map of 1642, with the oldest known map of 

Stockholm from the first half of 16th century (picture 41), is the expansion to the 

north. The project for Norrmalm, with the wide vertical street net pointing to 

the royal castle, changed the shape of the expanding capital. That would be the 

start of expanding further east to Ladugårdsland. Södermalm to the south, is 

still a suburb with irregular streets and wooden houses. Noteworthy is the fact 

that the island of Kungsholmen to the west of the central island, is still 

uninhabited with plain fields, like most of the outer places and the islands. 

     The Wijkman map of 1702 (picture 15-17), depicts Södermalm completely 

differently, covering almost the whole island, which means that at some time 

earlier, the project for that part of the city had been implemented. In this 

archive, this is also the first map to depict the new Royal palace in the place 

where the old Tre Kronor had been (For a better detailed depiction of the new 

royal palace see pictures 11 and 20). In the eastern part of the island, ships are 

sketched in front of the port, reminding us of the Hartmann copperplate 

(picture 32), or the Dahlberg work for Suecia (picture 5). It is amazing how the 

town views and the maps interact with each other and play with our 

imagination, so we picture the position of the buildings, the ships, the islands, 

creating in that way, a unique image in our mind.  

     In Biurman’s map of 1750 (38332), similar to the 1733 Tillaeus map, we can 

see the expansion of Stockholm to the surrounding areas, so the differences are 

more obvious compared to the older maps (picture 43). We should just note that 

this map is maybe the first to show carefully the roads to and from Stockholm. 

If we compare it with another famous map, made by F. Akrel of 1802, almost a 

half century later (pictures 44-45), we can say that there are no major changes 

regarding the expansion of the city. Kungsholmen to the west, Södermalm to the 
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south and Norrmalm to the north, are almost the same in shape, while the 

streets and avenues for example in Norrmalm had already taken their form.  

     Another interesting map, is the one made by W.M. Carpelan of 1817. It is a 

beautiful map depicting the city and its surrounding areas. The squares of the 

city are depicted and also numbered, along with churches and quarters. This is 

also the first map to show some villages around Stockholm and the first one to 

show the water depth (picture 46-47).  We should also take into account the 

fact that Stockholm had faced a long stagnation period of almost a century, 

starting around 1750. So, even if there were ideas or plans for building, the 

average number of buildings constructed was by far the lowest by year.125  

     I already referred in chapter two, to the building ordinances and regulations 

of the second half of the 19th century. As we saw, the Lindhagen plan of 

restructuring the street net of Stockholm, was inspired by analogous plans of 

other European cities, like Hausmann’s plan for Paris, the Ringstrasse plan for 

Vienna, or the Hobrechts plan for Berlin.126 The main idea was to create wide 

boulevards, full of trees to bring fresh air in the city, while new green, open 

spaces would provide the Stockholmers a better life quality.127 It is said that it is 

the Lindhagen plan that modern Stockholm counts its origin from. Even the 

main green areas and parks of today’s city, are based on the ideas of 

Lindhagen.128  

     We can compare the Lindhagen city-plan map of 1866, with one from 1836 

(pictures 48-49). While the difference is only thirty years, we are dealing with 

two completely different periods of time. The biggest changes can be seen in the 

Norrmalm and Södermalm districts, especially the southern part of Södermalm, 

which in Lindhagen’s plan is filled with quarters and green areas, explanded in 
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the whole island. The set of parallel streets, matches with the plan in 

Norrmalm, creating a street net full of harmony, combined with the 

environment. Kungsholmen to the west is also filled with quarters and streets 

bound together with the proposed parks. Especially if we notice Kungsholmen 

and Södermalm in the 1836 map, the city limits are almost the same as all the 

earlier maps we have examined. The image of the city is completely modern and 

we can understand now why the future city-plans were based on Lindhagen’s 

plan. We should also bear in mind that during the second half of the 19th 

century, when the Lindhagen plan was revealed, the population of Stockholm 

grew rapidly, due to industrialization and immigration. From 93.000 in 1850 

(ending of the stagnation period), to 301.000 in 1900. The need for new 

restructuring and building plans was far more intensive.129 

     Another interesting feature regarding Stockholm in the late 18th until the 

middle of 19th century, is the wealth and poverty pattern. What is crucial for us 

is the spatial dimension of it. Though there were many taxes, according to the 

tax registration system, the one that reflects best the formal social structure is 

the personal tax (personella avgiften), based on occupational title alone.130 If we 

examine the figure 6.2 (picture 50), given by Söderberg, we note that the 

richest part of Stockholm is the Nikolai district (the Gamla Stan), followed by 

Jakob and Klara districts, namely the Norrmalm (numbers 1-5 respectively in 

Söderberg). Johannes and Katarina south (numbers 8 and 15) were the poorest 

districts with Adolf Fredrik following (number 7). Ladugårdslandet, 

Kungsholmen and the other districts of Katarina (numbers 9-10, 6 and 13-14 

respectively) were below the average. The Maria west and Maria inner districts 

(11-12), were most close to the average of Stockholm. Also in figures 6.3 and 6.4 

(picture 51), the real property value per capita in Northern and Southern 

Stockholm gives an interesting and detailed insight on the spatial dimension of 

                                                
129 Söderberg 1991, p. 2. 

130 Ibid, p.96. 
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wealth and poverty patterns. The Stadsholmen island (the central Nikolai 

district) is deliberately missing, as the estimated value per capita in all 

quarters, is above the average.131  

4.2.2 Thessaloniki 

During the five centuries of the Ottoman period, as already said, Thessaloniki 

was the second most important town after Constantinople and one of the most 

densely populated in the empire. Its most striking characteristic was the 

synthesis of different ethnic groups, mainly Greeks, Turks and Jews. The direct 

information we have on the population derive from Turkish censuses (done for 

tax reasons), foreign travelers, foreign consulates’ correspondence, or travel 

books. This information is not always trustworthy and it is divergent, giving a 

very general idea of the evolution, affected mainly by population shifts or the 

periodical emergence of epidemics.132 

     After the city fell to the Ottomans, the population fell from almost 40.000 in 

1423, to 6-7.000 in the second half of the 15th century. At this point the Jews 

from different parts of Europe started to move to Thessaloniki contributing to 

the re-settlement of the city, lasting until the second half of the 17th century.133 

The Jews ultimately became the most financially active ethnic group. Until the 

end of Ottoman rule in 1912 Thessaloniki was a heavily Jewish city, also called 

Jerusalem of the Balkans.134 Thus, the city obtained the character it would 

preserve until the Great Fire of 1917, which displaced many Jews, and World 

War II, when most of the rest died in the Holocaust. It became a city where the 

three main ethnic-religious groups profoundly influenced the life of the city. 

                                                
131 For more elucidating information on the spatial patterns of wealth and poverty, see chapter 
6, in Söderberg’s work.  

132 Samouilidou-Fotiadou 1983, p.53. 

133 Scharfstein 1997, p.246. 

134 Dursteler 2006, p.105. Mazower 2004, pp.74-75. 
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     There are several factors which made Thessaloniki an important trading hub 

in the area until the 18th century and the main one is the geopolitical position of 

the city, which for centuries affected its role in the economy. We should not 

forget that the city was the main node for the trade between the Ottoman world 

and the eastern Mediterranean, western Europe and the hinterlands of the 

Balkans. During this period, one fourth of the export trade of the empire was 

handled by Thessaloniki.135 

     From the second half of the 18th century, a new era of economic growth 

began and the city was now an international mosaic of ethnicities, with Greeks, 

Turks, Jewish and Albanians, together with French, British, Dutch and 

Venetians. From now on the main role in economic activities passed from Jews 

to Greeks and their thriving continued for the next century, playing a decisive 

role in the orientation of the city to the West.136 After the Greek revolution, 

Thessaloniki increased its economic power, while in the last decades of the 

century, the population considerably increased from almost 50.000 in 1865, to 

90.000 in 1880 and 120.000 in 1895.137 

     Almost until the end of the 19th century, when the city entered the phase of 

modernization, it was enclosed in the walls and even after its expansion, the 

walls were not entirely torn down until the beginning of the next century. This 

is one reason why for centuries, the building activity was limited (so was the 

town shape), compared to other European cities, mainly occurring in the 

aftermath of emergencies created by fires or earthquakes. 

     Although many maps were researched for this work, the number of those 

that can be used for this analysis is limited, because as already said, the sources 

for Ottoman Thessaloniki, deriving from foreign consulates, tax registers, or 

travelers are not reliable and in fact there are not so many of them that have 

been found for such a long period. For many of the private collections, 
                                                
135 Athanasiadou 2006, p.15. 

136 Ibid, pp.16-17. 

137 Vakalopoulos 1992, pp.345-6.  
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belonging to people, monasteries, or state archives, it was impossible get to 

permission for research, making this work more difficult. Also many town 

records have perished, especially in the fire of 1907, leaving few maps. Finally, 

only in recent decades has there been a growing interest in the Ottoman period 

in Greece, so the research by specialists is still in its embryonic phase. 

However, I will try to present some of the most representative maps, which 

were helpful during this process. 

     A very old map showing the sea walls of the city is the one from 1685, E3707 

(picture 54).138 We cannot say that it is reliable, for example the western Tour 

des Poudres is depicted much bigger than its original size, compared to the 

eastern White tower, but still it is a historic map, worthy of mentioning.  

     The second example is a marine map from 1784 (E3708), “Plan de la Rade de 

la Ville & Environs de Salonique” (pictures 52-53). The Kamara of Galerius 

(Arch), beautifully drawn, contains the name of the map. It is a French one 

created by the French Navy. It is a detailed map showing the areas of the ethnic 

groups inside the walls. To the North, the neighborhoods of Turks near the 

Citadel covering the biggest part of the center, the “Francs” (all other western 

European ethnic groups) inside the western walls, the densely populated Jewish 

quarter close by the docks and the Greek quarter mainly to the eastern side. The 

map depicts many places that no longer exist. Outside the western walls there 

lies a Turkish cemetery and north in the same direction a Dervish tekke. On the 

western part of the seaside wall, there is the Tour des Poudres, while on the 

southern side as seen on the map, what is known today as the White tower 

(Tour de Sang-Tower of Blood). The depiction of the walls around the city are 

precise, except the Citadel, which is depicted schematically. For the specialists, 

the depiction of the sea-walls is very enlightening, since they can compare it 

with future plans. The two main Gates of the city-walls are also depicted, the 

                                                
138 The E (3703 etc) refers to the catalog number of the exhibition “Thessaloniki’s Distinction, 
Maps’ Recollection” in Thessaloniki, 2008. 
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Golden to the very end of Via Egnatia (West) and the Kalamaria (East). Since 

this map is the first known to present the division of the city due to ethnic or 

religious origin, we can imagine the number of maps that were created for 

almost two centuries, given that until the very end of the 19th, the ethnic 

division of the town remained largely unaltered.  

     A similar map with the previously discussed French one, is the one made by 

P. Lapie of 1822, E4368 (picture 55). It seems that it is a copy of the 1784 map 

and though beautifully drawn, it is not so detailed as the other one. The city’s 

imprint is depicted with no detail (no neighborhoods, nor streets), but there is 

other information that is given, e.g. the seaside walls, the old port, the position 

and name of some wall-gates, roads out of the walls, or cemeteries. We could 

say that it is more enlightening regarding the road system out of the city, than 

the city itself. The three main roads starting from the two gates and the citadel, 

the cemeteries and the uninhabited areas inside the walls, are depicted in 

detail. 

     A part of the 1850 map Saloniki Bay-The Ancient Thessalonica, of the British 

Admiralty, E4367 (picture 56), is also worth mentioning. The Hydrographic 

Department of the Admiralty, was charged with the systematic imprints and 

editing of navy maps of the Aegean and interesting is the fact that it 

continuously updated the maps when needed. Therefore, we can be relatively 

confident that the details and information on areas are trustworthy. Compared 

to the previous maps, the main difference is the depiction of the Citadel as it is 

in reality. At least from the maps I used, this is the first one to show that. Out of 

the eastern wall, there is information on the barracks used by the army, while 

northwest there are situated fields with vineyards.  

     The revival of the Ottoman administration beginning with the Tanzimat 

reforms and the implementation of these reforms with the Hatt-i Humayun 

decree, created the conditions for the modernization of Thessaloniki. The effects 

on many sectors of city’s life were crucial. The interventions in the city’s plan 
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were epitomized by the demolishing of the walls, the planning of new streets, 

the construction of railway stations, the construction of a harbour and finally 

the possibilities of expansion and restructuring the city-planning. After 1870, 

the walls were being demolished, the wharf and the quai along with the western 

and eastern walls were being configured, while new wide boulevards were 

being opened up. These initiatives belonged to enlightened administrators like 

Pasha Sabri and Pasha Midat. The plans for the restructuring were so modern, 

that they surprised the foreign travelers of the era.139 

     As we can see in the example from 1870 (E4663-E4664), the restructuring of 

the seaside front of the city included not only the tearing down of the wall, but 

also the planned expansion of the seaside strip and the re-building of it 

(pictures 57-58). The plan, with its expansion to the center, completed the 

image of a modern commercial district and gave a new dimension to the 

connection of sea and commerce. The new building quarters attracted the 

higher strata of the city including investors who asked for new buildings for 

their businesses. From now on the traditional image of the city with the distinct 

neighborhoods of ethnic-religious groups, would be transforming continuously. 

The image of the old wall-enclosed city with the mosques and the small houses, 

is replaced by a new modern one with European-style mansions and large 

buildings. 140 

     The first map showing part of these changes, is the Orient Grece et Turkie 

d’Europe, for the Hachette publications, a French map from 1873, E4346 

(picture 59). It contains also a guide for the main monuments. The main 

obvious change is the absence of the seaside walls and the expansion of the sea 

strip. Out of the western walls, the road to Giannitsa is depicted, the ruined 

watermills, a torrent and at the port the customs. In the city the main churches 

and monuments are numbered, while to the southeast side, the White tower 

                                                
139 Kolonas 1991, pp.10-11. 

140 Gerolympou 2008, p. 159. 
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still bears the name Tour de Sang, next to the Turkish hospital. Outside of the 

walls at the same side, three torrents and the Christian and Jewish cemeteries 

are depicted. At least from the examples we have, this is one of the first maps 

showing an “open” city to the sea without walls. The map is not so accurate, but 

one can see the changes in the waterfront (especially the western part) which 

are depicted schematically, while the blocks to the sea are more symmetrical 

and perpendicular according to the plan. 

     We have already mentioned the Turkish military map Selanik Sehri Haritasi 

of 1882-83 (picture 26) and the Wernieski map of 1880-82 (pictures 27-29), for 

different reasons. Here we can say that both of them are the first to present the 

city with the new wharf and seaside street, while they depict new street plans 

that would contribute to connecting other districts with the financial center and 

port. The impressive and beautifully designed map made by Salem from 1892 

(picture 30), is also unique because it is the first city-plan after the fire of 1890 

which destroyed the archaic and unhealthy district of Santa Sophia, which is not 

depicted, probably because of future plans. If we examine carefully the sections 

B and N, where Santa Sophia district is and the fire started and expanded, we 

can observe the new rectangular scheme-plan of streets and blocks, which is 

obviously different from the Wernieski map before the fire. The city obtained 

for first time wide streets with 18m width, while the percentage of public space 

increased from 19% to 29%. With the new regulation, the houses could have 

three to four floors and from now on the street of Hagia Sophia was called “the 

street of rich houses”.141 The new maps show a new modern, increasingly 

westernized and financially and economically integrated city.  

     The final map is one from the French Hydrographic Service, E4386 of 1893 

(Service Hydrographique de Marine, Golfes de Salonique et de Cassandre, 

picture 60). This map is not so accurate regarding the “inner” city (we see that 

the walls are not covering the whole center), but it is very informative and 
                                                
141 For a detailed description of the buildings and monuments, see Marki 2008, pp.105-106. 
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gives us a general idea of the expansion of the city. After 1890, Thessaloniki 

was trying to cover the needs of the new capitalistic phase of the “commercial 

city”. A new water-supply net was constructed, new railway destinations were 

added to the already expanding system, and a bus network was created, while 

the construction of new customs and depots, underlined the continuity of the 

traditional role of Thessaloniki as a center of transit trade. At the same time, for 

first time in history of the city, the space of the city obtained a new character. 

The wealthier stratum was living now in the new villas in the eastern expansion 

of the city parallel to the beach, as can be seen on the map, while the poor and 

immigrants were placed in the western expanding areas where the factories and 

the railway station were. Meanwhile, in the newly built areas of the center, 

around the commercial district, the new middle class was located, creating 

neighborhoods with distinct social synthesis and mixed ethno-religious base.142 

The map shows a city appropriate to a capitalist age, where socio-economic 

status spatially-expressed, has eclipsed the old ethnic neighborhoods. 

 

4.3 Comparing Stockholm and Thessaloniki  

As was said in the beginning of this chapter, each city is a like a living 

organism, giving us the necessary information from the past so that we can 

draw results for the present and use these information to plan the future. Was 

it an easy process to “see behind” the maps and grab the information needed in 

order to reconstruct the image of each town? No, but the purpose of this work 

was not to tell the history of the two towns. This is already known. But the 

history gave the push to “hear” what these maps had to tell. 

                                                
142 For a detailed overview of the transformation of Thessaloniki in the second half of the 19th 
century, see the whole chapter by Dimitriadis, Evangelos,. The modernization of Thessaloniki at 
the second half of the 19th century, pp.143-153. 
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     By examining and analyzing the maps I chose to deal with, I can safely say 

that some pretty interesting characteristics were revealed through comparing 

the parallel stories of both port-towns. The main characteristic of both towns, 

and where the whole idea of this work began, is proximity to the water. Maybe 

the first thing that comes to mind when thinking of them is that both are ports. 

This element is also the one that connects both cities in the first place. The main 

similarity regarding ports is that both cities were strategically located, so we 

could say that it was probably inevitable for both of them to become important 

trading centers. Stockholm was built on a couple of islands, connecting Lake 

Mälaren and Mälar valley with the outer islands and the archipelago in the 

Botnian sea. From the 17th century when urbanization really took off in Sweden, 

monarchs who founded towns recognized the importance of trade as a means of 

providing the necessary revenues for military missions in an unstable era. 

Swedish products from the hinterland, were transferred from this nodal point 

to the whole Baltic region. Stockholm was already from the Middle Ages a 

gateway port in the Hanseatic network.  

     Thessaloniki on the other hand, was built in the cove of Thermaicos gulf, a 

site of strategic importance for the Ottoman Empire. The main port of the 

Balkans was a trading hub, being the nodal point for products coming from the 

hinterland or different parts of the Ottoman empire and the main gateway of 

the empire to Western Europe. The importance of the port was obvious 

especially after the second half of the 19th century, with the railway connection 

to Europe (strategically located in the Balkans) and the ship connection with 

other Mediterranean ports. The port was also strategic for military reasons, due 

to its proximity to Europe.  

     There are also some findings, which I would characterize as more abstract. 

By examining the maps and by seeing the whole topic in a larger more abstract 

perspective, I found that both towns were part of large imperial states and that 

they were influenced in many ways by the imperial system. The monarchical 



 61

system in both states was powerful and this was more obvious in big towns, 

capitals or ports. As we saw in maps and sometimes in town-views, the royal 

presence is obvious. In Stockholm, monarchs recognized the importance of the 

port from the beginning, by residing there, by making it their capital, by 

building strong defensive walls to protect it from enemies, and by controlling 

the local councils or guilds. As we saw in several of the Stockholm town-views 

(pictures 5, 18, 20, 31-34), the capital was intended to be worthy of a powerful 

nation and the monarchs always showed interest in building or planning the 

city, in order to highlight their own profile and demonstrate their majesty and 

power.  

     The Sultans on the other hand, ruled the Ottoman empire from Istanbul, far 

from Thessaloniki, and at first sight the “imperial presence” was not so obvious 

on maps or town-views. The local authorities were ruling on behalf of “the 

Porte” (the Sultan), as was the case in every big and small town of the vast 

empire. The Sultan was absent, as it was impossible for him to control directly 

every part of the empire, but his “presence” was obvious in everyday life of 

Thessaloniki in one or another way (local administration, bureaucracy, 

mosques).  

     A final common connection, is the militaristic character of both States. This 

was quite normal throughout history, for empires that wanted to establish their 

presence and power. Especially ports were very important for the naval 

expansion of their power. The walls which are depicted in maps or town-views 

of both cities (pictures 2, 8, 9, 35, 52-53), the Royal Admiralty in Skeppsholmen 

or the war ships in Stadsholmen, the military barracks outside of the walls in 

Thessaloniki and the ships around the port (pictures 3, 5, 19, 31, 33-34, 56), 

celebrate the naval presence and the militaristic character of the States. 

     In the beginning of this work, I knew I was dealing with two completely 

different towns, one in Northern Europe and the other in South-eastern. My 

research revealed a number of additional differences between the two ports. 
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First of all, Stockholm during the whole period we examine, was the capital of a 

great power, while Thessaloniki was a provincial town, albeit the second largest 

in the Ottoman empire. Stockholm was the main trading hub, even from the 

Middle Ages, although at some point Göteborg was also an important port. Still, 

the importance of the port is evident from the fact that officially from the first 

half of the 17th century, the town was the de facto political and economic center 

of Sweden. Although the port was more oriented to trade as we know from 

historiography, the town-views and maps revealed also the militaristic 

character of it. In the older maps such as the Tillaeus and Wijkman maps 

(pictures 10-17), big war-ships are shown anchored in Stadsholmen, while 

barracks and the buildings of the royal admiralty are shown in Skeppsholmen. 

The image that was created in our mind, could not be better represented than in 

Dahlberg’s town view (pictures 5, 33-34) or Hartmann’s copperplate (picture 

31), where the aim is to celebrate Stockholm as a capital of a powerful 

militaristic State. The focus is on building war-ships in the Admiralty, giving the 

average viewer the impression that the ship building is continuous, while the 

ships anchored in the wharf or the ones sailing in the sea between, justify the 

opinion that Stockholm is an invincible war machine. 

     This is not the case for Thessaloniki as the port was organized in a different 

way. It was more oriented to trade being an important trading hub for the 

hinterland and a main transfer point for products from the whole empire 

directed to Europe. Although the maps I examined are mostly touristic or 

marine maps (pictures 23-25, 52), they underline the continuous presence of 

the port in the whole early modern period. The new city-plans from the end of 

the 19th century indicate also the importance of the port for the appearance of 

the town. Although not so obvious as in the case of Stockholm, there are 

indications (apart from the literature, in a few town-views) that the deep port 

was not used only for trade. The presence of Ottoman war-ships certainly 

indicate this (picture 35). 
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     Another interesting and useful information is the usage of the walls. As seen 

on maps, in Stockholm the walls were torn down much earlier than 

Thessaloniki, in the second half of the 17th century. Due to the fear of Danish 

attacks on the city, it was urgent to establish the defensive line outside the 

town, so a decision was made to fortify Vaxholm. The absence of the walls is 

obvious in the maps and towns-views that were examined (pictures 5, 17, 33, 

42, 47). In contrast, in Thessaloniki the walls had a continuous presence until 

the second half of the 19th century when with the new town-planning there was 

urgent need to demolish the seaside wall (pictures 8-9, 26-30, 35, 52-53, 55-56, 

59-60). Parts of the wall were demolished in the beginning of the 20th century, 

but the western part of the wall along with the eastern and the Citadel still exist 

to this day. 

     A final key difference between the two towns has to do with ethnicity and 

religious diversity. Stockholm during the Early modern times was characterized 

by relative ethnic homogeneity. Although there were different ethnic groups 

living in the town, like Swedes, Germans, Finns, Dutch or Scots, we would not 

characterize Stockholm as a multicultural melting pot as we did with 

Thessaloniki. Stockholm was much less ethnically diverse, as the ethnic or 

religious groups had more or less a common Christian and northern European 

culture and lived together in the neighborhoods of the town, even in the same 

parish. This can be seen in many maps where for example, neighborhoods were 

separated for registration or taxation purposes. But there is no indication of 

ethnic or religious diversity on any map I examined (pictures 11-12, 45).  

     In contrast, ethnic and religious diversity is one essential aspect that had 

characterized the historical physiognomy of Thessaloniki for centuries. As we 

saw, there are maps that focus on and even emphasize this spatial diversity. In 

several maps the center of the town was divided into three different parts and 

labelled with the predominant population group living in each part (pictures 52-

53). Greeks, Armenians, Turks and Jews (Christians, Muslims, Jews) were living 
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in different neighborhoods, while in some of them, a person from another 

religion or ethnicity was forbidden to enter the area. Surprisingly, this 

characteristic is absent from some maps by the end of the 19th century, probably 

showing the will of some enlightened Ottoman rulers to present a more modern 

face (pictures 27, 30, 56, 59-60). 

     By the middle of the 17th century, Stockholm had been transformed into a 

more modern and prominent town. According to the new building regulations 

there were plans for the accommodation of different social groups in different 

parts of the city. Of course that was the case not only in Stockholm, but also in 

other European capitals establishing new plans. Nobody would expect the 

nobles or state councilors to live in the Katarina district, or the craftsmen to 

live near the Royal palace (pictures 20, 50-51). But it is interesting that what 

happened in Stockholm from the 17th century, started happening in Thessaloniki 

at the end of the 19th with the new town-planning. For the first time, wealthier 

people were living out of the eastern walls in the new suburbs, while the 

poorer, in the western part of the town near the factories. In the new central 

commercial district the emerging middle class was located (picture 60). In the 

new neighborhoods, distinctions based on one’s social class or stratum and not 

on ethnic or religious characteristics, was now more important than ever 

before.  
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5. Conclusion  

The present thesis is a comparative study of two early modern cities, Stockholm 

and Ottoman Thessaloniki, using maps and town-views from the 16th to 19th 

centuries as the main source. Both cities have been researched individually, in 

isolation from each other, covering a variety of topics. But with this thesis, it is 

the first time an attempt was made to study both cities together comparatively.  

     The first major aim of this thesis was to examine the maps and town-views 

as sources for how these two cities were viewed spatially and schematically in 

the past. The second aim of the thesis was to explore the evolution of these two 

cities, using the comparative dimension to highlight both similarities and 

unique features, and again relying on maps and town-views as the major 

source. The fact that both cities were ports with important roles in early 

modern empires (the Swedish Empire and the Ottoman Empire respectively), 

means they offer much scope for comparison. As we already saw, this 

comparative project yielded both some striking differences and some surprising 

similarities. 

     By researching those main aims and with the findings that came to surface, I 

believe some features were revealed which offer new historical knowledge. 

Firstly regarding my sources, I thought from the beginning that by using maps 

as my main source I would offer a different but unique and concrete view of the 

image of Stockholm and Thessaloniki. There are enough studies on maps and 

certainly Stockholm maps have been well covered, but there has been less 

attention to maps and town-views over time. I also believe that the fact that in 

this study maps and town-views are combined together, is also unique. 

     The history of Stockholm is quite well known, but recording the cartographic 

history of the city, as I have done in chapter two, gives us a more concrete sense 

of the relationship between historical changes and the urban shape of 

neighborhoods, buildings and the city as a whole. One can see the city 
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developing over time in an especially lively way. My approach offers a visual 

feel and a kind of physical understanding we did not encounter before. The 

same applies to the historical and geographical account of Thessaloniki I 

followed in chapter three, although the history of the city has been much less 

extensively researched, and far fewer sources (especially maps) survive. 

Though many of the maps I discuss have been analyzed by historians, I believe 

no one has ever tried to put together and talk about all the available maps over 

time.  

      As already foretold, no one has ever attempted a comparison of these two 

cities and doing so, as I did in the fourth chapter, gives us a new understanding 

of what was unique and similar about them. As seen on maps, the development 

of Stockholm was extremely closely tied to Royal power. The comparison with 

Thessaloniki is striking, because as an Ottoman provincial port, though an 

important one, its story is completely different. Thessaloniki grew much more 

on its own, as a result of trade and also the fact that it was a door onto the 

Ottoman Empire for Western Europeans. With the comparison through maps, 

one can realize that this was not foreordained. Even though both cities were 

port cities and among the most important centers of trade in their respective 

regions they developed very differently, as did their cartographic traditions. 

     Thessaloniki, though a much older city than Stockholm, after the Roman era 

was not especially carefully planned up to the Tanzimat reforms in the late 

nineteenth century. In contrast with Stockholm which was largely built and 

developed by the Vasas and later Swedish kings, Thessaloniki was inherited to 

the Sultans, which makes a striking difference. This meant that Thessaloniki 

was more organic in its development. The comparison of the two cities shows 

how late city planning in the modern sense, came to this ancient city of 

Thessaloniki. And also how it came simultaneously with modern features such 

as the railroad, the gaslight, the tram etc. All of these features are found on 

maps I studied, but only after the second half of the nineteenth century.  
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     I could also say that the emphasis on social differentiation for both cities is 

also somewhat new, and certainly the comparison is. It suggests some of the 

spatial complexities of extreme ethnic-religious diversity, which Thessaloniki 

had for centuries, but Stockholm did not. On the other hand, it is worth 

mentioning that the way Stockholm developed, reflected and intensified class 

differences, and at an early date relatively speaking. This again makes us think 

that development could have gone differently in each city. I also pointed out the 

observation of the newly “egalitarian” mapping of Thessaloniki (without the 

ethnic enclaves we know were there) after the Tanzimat reforms, which I 

believe certainly contributes to historical knowledge.   

     The town views really accentuate the contrast between the two cities, with 

the ones of Stockholm emphasizing and celebrating royal power and militarism, 

and the ones of Thessaloniki celebrating trade and seafaring, though also a 

strong defense (Ottoman Navy, town walls, etc.). On the other hand this may 

also be a reflection of the fact that many of the town views were done by 

Western European travelers. But Thessaloniki was clearly not a naval center the 

way Stockholm was. Both cities had and have important relationship to water, 

but those relationships were different, for both geographic and political 

reasons. This is well displayed on maps, especially since one can see these 

relationships developing over time.  

     Finally, natural and human-made disasters (fires, war, epidemics) were 

really important for both cities, and often can be seen on the maps, because 

they stimulated new plans and reorganizations. It is interesting that this is the 

case for both cities, though in other ways they are quite different. This is not a 

point that is made often enough about early modern cities. 

     It would be interesting for further research to compare the results of this 

thesis with other cases in urban or social history, to look thoroughly behind the 

“surface” of maps. Researching different topics on the same period with the 

same or similar sources might give different but still precious findings. Also, to 
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continue this study in a different time-span, e.g to modern times after the 19th 

century, might enrich the results contributing greatly to a more nuanced 

understanding of the topic.  

     Two years ago, Fokion Kotzageorgis from Aristotle University pointed out 

when we were discussing this topic, that more work needed to be done in the 

urban history of the Greek part of the Ottoman empire. Hopefully this study will 

motivate other historians to make further research and contribute to this field. 

Part of the task was to bridge a gap in the field of comparative urban studies. I 

believe that this thesis makes a real step forward on the topic of urban planning 

of these two Early modern towns.  
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7 Appendix 
 

 
Pic.1, Karta över Stockholm på 1500-talet .(1547) 
http://runeberg.org/nfcf/0818.html 
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Pic.2, Stockholm from north. Copperplate by Frans Hogenberg, c. 1570. 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/History_of_Stockholm#/media/File:Stockholm-from-north-
1570-braun-hogenberg-civitates-orbis-terrarum.jpg 
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Pic.3, Stockholm from south. Copperplate by Frans Hogenberg, c. 1570. 
https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/0/0b/Stockholm_1560s_cop
perplate_Frantz_Hogenberg.JPG 
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Pic.4, Vädersolstavlan. ("The Sun dog Painting"), the oldest image depicting 
Stockholm. The original painting, painted by Urban målare in 1535, is lost, this 
copy from the 1630s, painted by Jacob Elbfas, hangs in Storkyrkan. 
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:V%C3%A4dersoltavlan_cropped.JPG 
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Pic.5, Stockholmia Orientem versus, Stockholm från öster, in Suecia Antiqua et Hodierna, 
1693. 
http://www.kb.se/samlingarna/Kartor-bilder/Suecia-antiqua/forsta-bandet/stockholm-
oster/ 
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Pic.6, Detail from the map Tabula Peutingeriana with the symbol showing the importance of 
Thessaloniki. See original map: 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tabula_Peutingeriana#/media/File:TabulaPeutingeriana.jpg 
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Pic.7, Detail of ptolemaic map where the city is referred as Thessalonica (Tabula Europa X, 
Geographia, Basle ed. from S. Munster and A. Petri, 1540). 
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Pic. 8, View of Thessaloniki from a copperplate of 16th century. 
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Pic. 9, View of Thessaloniki from the Aegean. Mackenzie & Irby, London 1877. 
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/Category:Thessaloniki#/media/File:MACKENZIE%28187
7%29_p1.087_SALONICA_ON_THE_AEGRAN.jpg 
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Pic.10, General Charta öfver Stockholm med Malmarne Åhr 1733. Petrus Tillaeus 
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Tillaeus_karta_1733.jpg 
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Pic. 11, Detail of Gamla Stan in Tillaeus map,1733. 
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/Category:Maps_of_Stockholm_by_Petrus_Tillaeus#/medi
a/File:Tillaeus_karta_av_Staden_1733.png 
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Pic.12, Detail of Norrmalm in Tillaeus map,1733. 
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/Category:Maps_of_Stockholm_by_Petrus_Tillaeus#/medi
a/File:Del_av_Norrmalm_1733.jpg 
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Pic.13, detail in Tillaeus map,1733. 

 
Pic.14, detail in Tillaeus map,1733. 
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Pic.15, A. Wijkman map of 1702, n 38478. 
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Pic. 16, detail of A. Wijkman map of 1702, n 38478. 
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Pic. 17,detail of  A. Wijkman map of 1702, n 38478. 
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Pic.18, map of Stockholm, 1723. 
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Pic.19, detail of map of Stockholm, 1723. 
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Pic.20, map of Brolin 1751, no.38464. 
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Pic.21, detail of Brolin map of 1751, no.38464. 
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Pic.22, map of 1838, no. 38446. 
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Pic.23, French naval chart of J. Vidal, 50.7 x 41.0 cm,1734, E3705. 
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Pic.24, Jacomo di Messina Italian naval chart, 14.5 x 21,5 cm, 1764, E4944. 
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Pic. 25, The new Meditteranean harbours, 19,5 x 15,9 cm, 1810, E4373. 
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Pic.26, Ottoman military map of 1882-83 in scale 1:2000. 
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Pic. 27, Plan de Salonique, ottoman map by A. Wernieski, scale 1:2500, 77.9 x 106.9 cm, 1880-
82, E 4671-E4672. 
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Pic. 28, First part of the Wernieski map. 
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Pic.29, Second part of the Wernieski map. 
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Pic. 30, Plan de la Ville de Salonique, by Salem, 1:2500, 113.9 x 93.2 cm, 1892-94, E4349. 
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Pic. 31, View over Stockholm from the east, copperplate by W.Hartmann, 1650. 
https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/e/ed/Utsikt_%C3%B6ver_Stockholm_ti
ll_drottning_Kristinas_kr%C3%B6ning_1650.jpeg 
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Pic.32, Stockholmia Metropolis Regni Sueciae, et Sedes Regia qua parte Occidentem spectat 
Stockholm, Sveriges huvud- och residensstad, från väster, 1669. 
http://www.kb.se/samlingarna/Kartor-bilder/Suecia-antiqua/forsta-bandet/stockholm-vaster/ 
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Pic. 33-34, Details from  “Stockholm från öster”, in Suecia Antiqua et Hodierna, 
by Erik Dahlberg (town-view picture 5). 
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Pic. 35. View of Thessaloniki in 1688.  
https://fr.wikipedia.org/wiki/Histoire_de_Thessalonique?uselang=el#/media/F
ile:Salonique1688.jpg 
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Pic. 36, Stockholm 1626, 38488. 
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Pic. 37, Stockholm 1642. 
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Pic.38, Detail from picture 37. 
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Pic. 39, Detail of the 1547 map (pic.1). The old Tre Kronor castle and the eastern 
side of Stadsholmen before the restructuring plans. 

  
Pic.40, Detail of map of 1701. The Skeppsbron (east side of Stadsholmen) and 
the new royal palace, after the plans of the 17th century. 
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Pic. 41, Oldest map of Stockholm, beginning of 16th c. 
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Pic. 42, Södermalm in A. Wijkman map of 1702,  n 38478. 
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Pic. 43, Georg Biurman’s map of Stockholm and the surrounding areas, 1750, n 
38332. 
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Pic.44, Akrel’s map of Stockholm, 1802. 
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Pic.45, Detail of Akrel’s map of 1802, Norrmalm and Kungsholmen. 
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Pic. 46, Map of Carpelan, 1817, n 38454. 
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Pic. 47, Detail from Carpelan’s map, 1817, n 38454. 
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Pic. 48, Map of Stockholm 1836, City plan before the Lindhagen stadsplan. 
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Pic.49, Lindhagen plan of 1866.  
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Lindhagenplanen_1866.jpg 
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Pic. 50, Tax districts of Stockholm in 1787. 
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Pic.51, Real property values per capita in Stockholm 1787. 
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Pic. 52, “Plan de la Rade de la Ville & Environs de Salonique, 40.6 x 50.9 cm, 
1784, E3708. 
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Pic. 53, detail from the previous map. 
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Pic. 54, Map of the seaside walls of Thessaloniki, 76.7 x 57.3 cm, 1685, E3707. 
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Pic. 55, Plan de Salonique by S. Lapie, 60.7 x 47.1 cm, 1822, E4368. 
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Pic. 56, Map of the British Admiralty, 1850, E4367. 
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Pic. 57, Plan for the expansion of the seafront, 57.7 x 31.0 cm, 1871, E4663. 
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Pic. 58, Plan for the expansion of the seafront, 58.5 x 31.0 cm, 1871, E4664. 



 133

 
Pic. 59, Orient Grece et Turkie d’Europe, Hachette publications, 9.5 x 10.2 cm, 
1873, E4346. 
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Pic. 60, French map of Service Hydrographique de Marine, Golfes de Salonique 
et de Cassandre) E4386 of 1893. 1: 272.320. 
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Pic.61, Stockholms first streetplan of Norrmalm by A.Torstensson, 1637. 

https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Norrmalm_1637.jpg 
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Pic.62, Streetplan for Södermalms north part by A. Torstensson, 1641-2. 

https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:S%C3%B6dermalm_1641.jpg 
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Pic.63, Depiction of Thessaloniki in map of German cartographer Johan Baptist 

Homann, Danoubii-Graeciae et Archipelagi, Nuremberg, 1641 (E668). 
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Pic.64, Albert Nar, “Jewish quarters of Thessaloniki before the fire of 1917”, 

1:2000, 58.4 x 41.7 cm, ca 1990, E3725. Jewish (yellow), Greek-Christian 

(green), Muslim (pink). Churches, synagogues, mosques and monumental 

buildings are also depicted. 

 

 

 


