
Chronological History of Tell Jindiris 
(Ancient Gindaros): From the Bronze 
Age to Abandonment 
The Strategic Tapestry of the Afrin Valley and the 
Formation of the Mound 
The imposing archaeological mound known today as Tell Jindiris, rising prominently above the 
fertile plains of the Afrin River valley in northwestern Syria, served for millennia as a vital 
geopolitical linchpin in the ancient Near East. Situated at the critical geographic crossroads 
connecting the Anatolian highlands, the Mesopotamian basin, and the Mediterranean coast, the 
tell was never merely a passive stage for human habitation. It was, rather, a military choke point, 
an administrative center, a cultural frontier, and a highly contested prize for successive 
empires.1 The history of this specific elevated mound—distinct from the modern settlement of 
Jindires that eventually sprawled at its base—is a chronicle of imperial ambition, violent 
conquests, and profound cultural transformations. From its origins in the prehistoric mists to its 
final abandonment as a living city, Tell Jindiris absorbed the ambitions of Amorite kings, 
Neo-Hittite warlords, Seleucid strategists, Roman legions, and Sasanian conquerors.1 

The exhaustive history of the inhabitants, rulers, and political entities that claimed dominion over 
the mound reveals the shifting tides of power that repeatedly elevated the tell to regional 
prominence before reducing it to ash, only for it to rise again under a new imperial banner. The 
narrative of Tell Jindiris is defined by its topography; the high ground dictated its use as an 
acropolis, a fortress, and a sanctuary. 

Period Political Entity / 
Sphere of 
Influence 

Primary Name of 
the Settlement 

Key Historical 
Figures / Rulers 

Middle Bronze Age 
(c. 2000–1600 BC) 

Kingdom of Yamhad 
(Vassal state) 

Uniqa Kings of Alalakh, 
Amorite Dynasts 

Iron Age I–II (c. 
1200–738 BC) 

Luwian-Aramean 
Kingdom of 
Patina/Unqi 

Kinalua / Kunulua Suppiluliuma, 
Lubarna 

Neo-Assyrian 
Empire (738–600 

Assyrian Empire 
(Provincial Capital) 

Kinalua Ashurnasirpal II, 
Tiglath-Pileser III 



BC) 

Hellenistic Period 
(c. 300–64 BC) 

Seleucid Empire Gindaros 
(Γίνδαρος) 

Seleucus I Nicator 

Roman Period (64 
BC–252 AD) 

Roman Republic / 
Roman Empire 

Gindarus Publius Ventidius 
Bassus, Pompey 

Sasanian 
Interregnum 
(252–253 AD) 

Sasanian Empire Gndlswy / Gndrws Shapur I 

Byzantine Period 
(c. 300–637 AD) 

Eastern Roman 
(Byzantine) Empire 

Gindaros Theodosius I, 
Bishop Peter 

Islamic Conquest 
to Abandonment 

Rashidun, 
Umayyad, Abbasid, 
Mamluk 

Jindires Al-Dimashqi 
(Chronicler) 

The Origins and the Amorite Epoch: The Middle 
Bronze Age (c. 3500 – 1600 BC) 
The earliest sustained human footprint on the mound of Tell Jindiris dates back to the late fourth 
millennium BC, emerging as part of the broader Neolithic and Chalcolithic settlement patterns 
that characterized the highly fertile Amuq plain.1 However, the early occupations were relatively 
modest in scale. It was not until the Early Bronze Age that the mound began to take the shape 
of a structured, fortified settlement capable of projecting power over the surrounding agricultural 
hinterland. By the dawn of the Middle Bronze Age, roughly the first half of the second 
millennium BC, the settlement had evolved into a formidable urban center, deeply integrated 
into the complex geopolitical network of the Amorite states of the Levant.1 

The City of Uniqa and the Kingdom of Yamhad 

During the Middle Bronze Age, the settlement crowning the mound was known in diplomatic and 
administrative texts as Uniqa.1 The political landscape of the northern Levant during this era 
was dominated by the powerful Amorite Kingdom of Yamhad, centered at the great metropolis of 
Aleppo. Yamhad operated a vast network of vassal states, administrative hubs, and military 
outposts to secure its borders and control the highly lucrative trade routes running from the 
Euphrates River to the Mediterranean Sea. Within this geopolitical framework, the fortified 
mound of Uniqa functioned as a crucial satellite to Alalakh, the regional capital of the Amuq 



plain, which itself was subordinate to the kings of Yamhad.1 

The deep administrative and economic integration of Uniqa into the Yamhad state apparatus is 
firmly attested by its frequent appearance in the royal archives of the era; the city is referenced 
no fewer than fifteen times in the cuneiform texts originating from Alalakh's Stratum VII and 
Stratum IV.1 These texts indicate that Uniqa was not merely a military garrison, but a thriving 
economic node responsible for agricultural production, tax collection, and the maintenance of 
regional security along the Afrin River valley. 
Architecture of Authority: Palaces and Temples 

The inhabitants of Uniqa during the Middle Bronze Age were a sophisticated urban population 
capable of organizing massive labor forces for monumental construction. The physical layout of 
the tell during this era reflected a highly stratified society ruled by an elite class deeply tied to 
the broader Amorite cultural sphere. The eastern sector of the mound was dominated by a vast 
palatial complex, serving as the residence of the local governor or client-king beholden to the 
rulers of Alalakh and Yamhad.1 This palace served as the nerve center for the collection of 
tribute, the administration of justice, and the housing of the local military elite. 
Adjacent to this secular authority stood the spiritual heart of the city: a grand temple complex 
that dominated the visual landscape of the mound. This sanctuary was constructed with 
immense care and resources, paved with massive stone slabs that formed a grand courtyard.1 
Within this courtyard, the architecture featured three colossal basalt bases specifically designed 
to support towering wooden columns.1 This columned architectural style was a hallmark of elite 
Levantine and northern Syrian temple design, designed to inspire awe and reinforce the divine 
right of the Amorite rulers. The city was ringed by heavy defensive fortifications, an absolute 
necessity in an era defined by constant skirmishes between rival Amorite dynasts and the 
looming threat of foreign empires.1 

This era of Amorite prosperity and intense urban development came to a violent and 
catastrophic halt toward the end of the Middle Bronze Age. The expansionist campaigns of the 
Old Hittite Kingdom, particularly under the aggressive leadership of kings Hattusili I and Mursili I, 
shattered the Kingdom of Yamhad and laid waste to its vassal cities, including Alalakh. The 
cascading collapse of regional authority deeply affected Tell Jindiris. As the Late Bronze Age 
progressed, the mound experienced a severe demographic contraction, entering a prolonged 
phase of virtual abandonment and systemic decay.3 For centuries, the once-great palatial and 
temple structures of Uniqa lay in ruins, silent witnesses to the shifting balance of power between 
the Hittite Empire, the Mitanni, and New Kingdom Egypt, none of which chose to heavily invest 
in rebuilding the fortifications of the tell.5 

The Iron Age Resurgence: The Era of Kinalua and the 
Assyrian Juggernaut (c. 1200 – 600 BC) 
The dawn of the Iron Age in the twelfth century BC coincided with the systemic collapse of the 
Late Bronze Age international system. The abrupt fall of the Hittite Empire, the withdrawal of 
Egyptian influence from the Levant, and the widespread disruption of eastern Mediterranean 



trade networks triggered massive demographic shifts. These shifts are commonly associated 
with the migrations of the so-called Sea Peoples and the subsequent rise of new ethno-linguistic 
groups across the Levant. It was during this turbulent, highly dynamic transition that Tell Jindiris 
was reoccupied and brought back to life.5 

The Arrival of New Cultures and the Kingdom of Patina 

The new inhabitants of the twelfth and eleventh centuries BC brought with them distinct cultural 
practices that differed sharply from the Amorite traditions of the Middle Bronze Age. The initial 
reoccupation of the mound was characterized by decentralized domestic units and open 
functional areas, a stark contrast to the highly centralized, palatial economy that had previously 
dominated the tell.5 These populations were deeply integrated into the broader coastal and 
inland networks, a reality evidenced by the presence of Late Helladic IIIC (LH IIIC) ceramics.5 
The discovery of these ceramics indicates sustained contact, and perhaps intermingling, with 
Aegean or Cypriot migrant populations who were reshaping the cultural fabric of the northern 
Levant. 
As the Early Iron Age gave way to the Iron Age II period, the political fragmentation of the region 
began to reverse, and centralization returned to the Amuq plain. With the ancient Bronze Age 
capital of Alalakh permanently abandoned and left in ruins, the center of regional power 
required a new home. Tell Jindiris emerged as the primary political successor, adopting a new 
and powerful identity: the city of Kinalua (also rendered in texts as Kunulua or Kinalia).1 

Kinalua rapidly ascended to become the glittering, heavily fortified capital of the 
Luwian-Aramean kingdom of Patina, known in contemporary Assyrian administrative texts as 
Unqi or Khattina.1 Under the rule of these Neo-Hittite dynasts, Kinalua flourished as a dense 
citadel. The northern slopes of the tell were packed with domestic architecture, housing the 
artisans, merchants, and soldiers who supported the state, while the summit housed the royal 
and administrative elite.1 

The cultural milieu of Kinalua was a fascinating synthesis of residual Hittite imperial traditions 
and dynamic, newly arrived Aramean influences. The kings of Kinalua projected their power 
through monumental architecture and intricate basalt orthostats, deliberately attempting to 
recreate the lost glory of the Bronze Age empires. Monumental statuary, including 
master-of-animals motifs and colossal lions, guarded the citadel gates, serving a dual purpose: 
physically intimidating emissaries and spiritually protecting the threshold of the royal precinct 
from chaotic forces.8 Furthermore, a local sealing tradition utilizing intricate stamps indicates a 
highly organized Iron Age bureaucracy operating from the tell.1 

The Shadow of Ashur: Conquest and Provincialization 

The immense wealth of Kinalua, combined with its strategic control over the timber-rich Amanus 
Mountains and the vital overland routes connecting Mesopotamia to the Mediterranean, 
inevitably drew the predatory gaze of the Neo-Assyrian Empire. The ninth and eighth centuries 
BC were defined by a relentless, highly militarized Assyrian drive toward the western sea. The 
Assyrian king Ashurnasirpal II (ruled 883–859 BC) launched a massive western campaign to 
subjugate the Levantine states. In his royal annals, Ashurnasirpal II specifically recorded his 



crossing of the Afrin River (known in antiquity as the Apre) to march upon the capital of 
Kunulua.1 Facing overwhelming military superiority and the threat of total annihilation, the kings 
of Patina frequently opted for submission, paying exorbitant tributes in silver, gold, and timber to 
spare the mound and its inhabitants from destruction.1 

However, this delicate geopolitical calculus changed drastically under the reign of the 
aggressive and highly effective Assyrian reformer, Tiglath-Pileser III. In 738 BC, facing regional 
insubordination and the constant threat of shifting alliances among the Neo-Hittite states, 
Tiglath-Pileser III launched a devastating punitive campaign against the Kingdom of Patina.8 
The Assyrian war machine, unparalleled in its siege capabilities, descended upon Tell Jindiris. 
They breached the Iron Age defenses, swarmed the mound, and systematically destroyed the 
royal citadel of Kinalua.8 

The Neo-Hittite dynasty was brutally liquidated, and the independent kingdom of Unqi was 
dissolved, converted directly into an Assyrian province.7 Following the violent subjugation of the 
tell, the Assyrians deliberately leveled the royal gate complex of the defeated kings, symbolically 
erasing their legacy, and constructed their own imperial administrative architecture over the 
ruins, including a newly built central temple courtyard.8 

Kinalua was thus reduced to a provincial capital ruled by an Assyrian governor, deeply 
integrated into the vast imperial bureaucracy of Nineveh.8 The city's submission was maintained 
through the reigns of subsequent Assyrian emperors, including Sennacherib (704–681 BC) and 
Ashurbanipal (668–627 BC), both of whom utilized the tell as a strategic node to enforce 
Assyrian hegemony over the Levant.1 

With the ultimate, catastrophic collapse of the Neo-Assyrian Empire in the late seventh century 
BC, followed by the sweeping conquests of the Neo-Babylonians, Tell Jindiris abruptly lost its 
status as a provincial capital. Stripped of its imperial backing and administrative purpose, the 
settlement on the mound experienced another severe demographic collapse. By roughly 600 
BC, the tell entered a prolonged "dark age" characterized by weak, transient habitation, leaving 
virtually no significant ceramic or structural footprint for centuries.3 

The Hellenistic Renaissance: The Birth of Gindaros (c. 
300 – 64 BC) 
The mound of Tell Jindiris remained a largely peripheral ruin for nearly three centuries until the 
geopolitical landscape of the Near East was radically and permanently redrawn by the 
conquests of Alexander the Great. Following the sudden death of Alexander and the 
subsequent, bloody wars of his successors (the Diadochi), the northern Levant fell under the 
direct control of Seleucus I Nicator, the formidable founder of the vast Seleucid Empire. 
Recognizing the absolute strategic imperative of securing the routes between his newly 
founded, magnificent capital at Antioch on the Orontes and the vital northern strongholds like 
Cyrrhus, Seleucus I targeted the abandoned mound of Tell Jindiris for a massive urban 
refoundation around 300 BC.1 

The ancient tell was resurrected, cleared, and formally named Gindaros (Γίνδαρος), a 
designation it would hold for many centuries.3 The origin of the name is deeply tied to the 



demographics of its new inhabitants; it is widely believed to have been transplanted by 
Macedonian military veterans, mirroring the name of a town in their homeland situated between 
Pella and Edessa, known as Genderros or Genderra.3 

A Macedonian Military Colony and the Hippodamian Grid 

Gindaros was not designed as an organic, sprawling metropolis that grew haphazardly over 
time. It was, instead, a highly structured, deliberately engineered military and administrative 
colony. The urban planning applied to the tell was rigorously Greek, adhering strictly to the 
famous Hippodamian grid system, which maximized order and spatial efficiency.3 The 
settlement atop the mound was divided into long, rectangular insulae (city blocks) intersected by 
straight, meticulously aligned streets.3 

The population initially consisted largely of Greek and Macedonian soldiers, their families, and 
administrative retainers.1 These colonists were positioned on the high ground to guard the 
critical approaches to the Amuq plain, project Seleucid authority across the Cyrrhestica region, 
and ensure the rapid deployment of military force if the capital at Antioch were threatened.1 The 
architecture of Hellenistic Gindaros was characterized by small-scale, standardized housing 
units rather than massive monumental plazas or dominant civic structures, reflecting its primary 
function as a garrison town rather than a royal residence.3 

However, the spiritual and familial lives of these Greek settlers were rich and highly ritualized, 
leaving a distinct archaeological signature on the mound. The inhabitants constructed dedicated 
religious sanctuaries, outfitting them with specialized liturgical equipment to honor the Hellenic 
pantheon. In the western sector of the tell, a specific ritual room was uncovered that featured a 
formal altar, a dedicated drainage channel specifically built for the disposal of liquid offerings, 
and a highly decorated basalt chalice utilized as an incense burner.1 

Beside these sanctuaries lay the family crypts of the Macedonian elite. The burial customs of 
the Seleucid era on the mound are highlighted by the discovery of a family tomb containing five 
individuals—ranging from a child and three youths to a mature adult.1 Demonstrating a blend of 
Greek burial practices and local materials, several of these graves were reverently covered by 
large ceramic amphorae.1 

The Collapse of Seleucid Authority and the Descent into Banditry 

For over a century and a half, the colony of Gindaros served as a loyal and highly effective 
bulwark of the Seleucid state. However, as the empire began to fatally fracture under the weight 
of endless dynastic civil wars, economic exhaustion, and the inexorable advance of the Parthian 
Empire from the Iranian plateau, the strategic situation of the town rapidly deteriorated. 
Following a decisive geopolitical agreement in 131 BC, which established the Euphrates River 
as the hard border between the struggling Seleucid state and the ascendant Parthian sphere, 
Gindaros found itself perched precariously near a highly volatile frontier.1 The town officially 
maintained a strict neutrality in the subsequent skirmishes, a highly pragmatic survival strategy 
for a military colony that had been stripped of strong central support from Antioch.1 

By the first century BC, the Seleucid Empire was in a state of terminal decay, and the rule of law 



across the Syrian countryside evaporated. The once-proud, highly regimented military colony of 
Gindaros descended into opportunistic lawlessness. The renowned Greek geographer Strabo, 
writing in his Geography (16.2.8), famously described the Gindaros of this late Hellenistic era as 
the "acropolis of Cyrrhestica" and an exceedingly "convenient resort for robbers".10 The highly 
ordered Hippodamian grid had given way to chaotic banditry, as local warlords and brigands 
utilized the commanding elevated vantage point of the tell to extort travelers, control the trade 
routes, and dominate the weakened plains below.10 

The Roman Frontier and the Climactic Battle of Mount 
Gindarus (64 BC – 250 AD) 
The dangerous power vacuum in Syria was decisively and permanently filled by the Roman 
Republic. In 64 BC, the Roman general Pompey the Great marched into the region and formally 
annexed Syria, extinguishing the pathetic remnants of the Seleucid dynasty. Gindaros was 
immediately subdued and reincorporated into a formal, highly structured military apparatus, 
subordinated to the administrative and military jurisdiction of the newly Romanized capital of 
Antioch.2 

Under early Roman rule, the physical architecture of Gindaros remained relatively poor and 
utilitarian.1 It functioned as a forward operating base, garrisoned by Roman legionaries tasked 
with defending the highly vulnerable Syrian breadbasket from the expanding Parthian Empire to 
the east.1 The cultural interplay of this frontier zone was highly complex; evidence of this 
synthesis includes the discovery of terracotta figurines depicting "Parthian riders," suggesting 
that despite the hard political border, Eastern cultural motifs and perhaps auxiliary troops 
permeated the daily life of the Roman garrison on the mound.1 

The Parthian Invasion and the Vengeance of Ventidius (38 BC) 

The geopolitical stability of Roman Gindaros was utterly shattered following the catastrophic 
Roman defeat at the Battle of Carrhae in 53 BC, where the legions of Crassus were annihilated 
by Parthian horse archers. Emboldened by this unprecedented victory, the Parthians launched a 
series of aggressive, deeply penetrating incursions into Roman Syria. In 40 BC, a massive 
Parthian invasion force, led by the crown prince Pacorus I and the rogue Roman republican 
general Quintus Labienus, completely overran the province, driving Roman forces out of the 
Levant and capturing the territory around the tell.13 

To reclaim the East and restore Roman honor, Mark Antony dispatched his most capable and 
methodical commander, Publius Ventidius Bassus. Ventidius waged a brilliant, highly disciplined 
counter-campaign, systematically driving the Parthian forces back through the Cilician Gates 
and the Amanus Pass.13 In 38 BC, the Parthian army under Pacorus I launched a desperate, 
massive counter-offensive to retain their hold on Syria. Ventidius, fully aware of the devastating 
effectiveness of Parthian heavy cataphracts and horse-archers on the flat plains, carefully chose 
the steep topography around the mound of Gindaros for the decisive engagement.13 

The Battle of Mount Gindarus (also known historically as the Battle of Cyrrhestica) remains the 
defining historical event associated with the tell.4 Ventidius entrenched his legions on the high 



ground of the tell and its surrounding ridges. He deliberately withheld his troops from the initial 
engagement, projecting a calculated illusion of weakness and fear.13 Believing the Romans 
were paralyzed and vulnerable, Pacorus ordered a massive, exhausting uphill cavalry charge 
against the Roman camp.15 

As the heavily armored Parthian horsemen struggled up the steep inclines of Gindaros, their 
mobility—their single greatest tactical advantage—was completely neutralized. Ventidius 
unleashed a devastating, sustained barrage from his slingers and archers, which decimated the 
stalled cavalry. This was immediately followed by a highly disciplined, overwhelming downhill 
charge by the heavy Roman infantry.13 The Parthian forces were crushed in a brutal melee at 
the base of the mound. In the desperate fighting, the Parthian crown prince Pacorus I was 
slain.10 

The death of their beloved prince completely shattered Parthian morale, triggering a chaotic and 
bloody rout. The Roman victory at Gindaros permanently ended the threat of a full-scale 
Parthian occupation of Syria and successfully avenged the ghosts of Carrhae. The extreme 
violence of this epoch left a physical, highly visible scar on the mound itself; the archaeological 
strata from the late first century BC on Tell Jindiris are defined by a distinct layer of severe 
burning and violent destruction, marking the physical reality of the battle.1 

The Pax Romana and the Rise of Viticulture 

Following the brutal pacification of the frontier, Gindaros entered a long, highly profitable period 
of provincial Roman normalcy. Throughout the first and second centuries AD, the town 
functioned quietly and efficiently within the economic and administrative orbit of Antioch. By the 
Late Roman period (the third century AD), the town had transitioned from a purely military 
outpost defined by violence into a highly specialized agricultural processing center.1 

The domestic architecture of the third century remained relatively modest, but the local 
economy became highly sophisticated. The inhabitants developed advanced viticulture and 
wine production facilities directly on the mound. A large-scale fermentation installation was 
constructed, featuring multiple interconnected clay vats and specialized drainage channels 
engineered specifically to filter out impurities from the grape must.1 The precision and industrial 
scale of this wine production are highlighted by the use of unique implements, including a 
specialized horse-head-shaped funnel utilized by the vintners to meticulously measure and 
control the fermentation process.1 Additionally, the discovery of a massive and exceptionally 
rare piece of cast lead indicates that the town retained access to high-value industrial materials 
and broad trade networks despite its rustic, agricultural architecture.1 

The Sasanian Shock and the Crisis of the Third 
Century (252 – 253 AD) 
The relative tranquility and agricultural prosperity of Roman Gindaros was violently interrupted 
in the middle of the third century AD. The sudden collapse of the Parthian Arsacid dynasty and 
the explosive, highly aggressive rise of the Sasanian Persian Empire fundamentally altered the 
balance of power in the Near East. Under the bold leadership of the King of Kings, Shapur I 



(ruled 240–270 AD), the Sasanians launched a series of devastating, deeply penetrating 
invasions into Roman territory, masterfully exploiting the political chaos and military weakness of 
the Roman "Crisis of the Third Century." 
During his second major campaign against the Romans, Shapur I directed his massive armies 
across the Euphrates—likely crossing at the strategic nodes of Zeugma or Hierapolis—and 
drove straight toward the glittering prize of the Syrian capital, Antioch.16 Standing directly in the 
path of the Sasanian advance was the fortress town of Gindaros. In 252 or 253 AD, the 
Sasanian military machine enveloped the tell.4 The Roman garrison, likely depleted and cut off 
from reinforcements, was utterly overwhelmed. Gindaros was captured, sacked, and occupied 
by Persian forces.16 

This conquest was not merely a tactical footnote in a larger war; it was celebrated as a major 
imperial achievement by the Persian king. Shapur I possessed a profound sense of his place in 
history and meticulously documented his victories in the monumental trilingual rock relief 
inscription at the Ka'ba-ye Zartosht in Naqsh-e Rostam, located in the Persian heartland.16 In 
this grand Res Gestae, Shapur proudly lists the city and territory of Gindaros among his great 
conquests.10 To ensure the absolute permanence of his legacy, the name of the town was 
meticulously transliterated into the primary languages of his empire: it was carved into the stone 
as Gndlswy in Middle Persian, Gndrws in Parthian, alongside the traditional Greek spelling.4 

The Sasanian occupation of Gindaros was relatively brief, as Roman forces eventually rallied to 
reestablish control over the Syrian frontier. However, the sack of the town deeply scarred the 
local consciousness, destroyed the thriving viticulture installations, and demonstrated the 
extreme vulnerability of the Afrin valley to eastern invasions if the Euphrates frontier fell. 

Late Antiquity and the Byzantine Era: Fortifications 
and Faith (4th – 6th Century AD) 
As the Roman Empire transitioned into the Late Antique and Early Byzantine periods, the 
strategic doctrine of the East shifted heavily toward defense in depth. Recognizing the 
persistent, existential threat of Sasanian incursions, Emperor Theodosius I (ruled 379–395 AD) 
initiated a massive program of refortification across the eastern provinces. Gindaros, owing to its 
commanding elevation over the Cyrrhestica region, was heavily walled and transformed into a 
formidable Byzantine garrison town.4 Traces of the massive Theodosian stone walls remained 
highly visible on the southern and western flanks of the tell for centuries, a testament to the 
sheer scale of Byzantine military engineering.4 

The Rise of the Bishopric and Syrian Monasticism 

Parallel to its military resurgence, Gindaros experienced a profound, defining spiritual 
transformation. Christianity swept through the region, replacing the Hellenic cults that had 
defined the Seleucid and early Roman eras. By the early fourth century, the town had been 
elevated to the prestigious status of a bishopric. The ecclesiastical prominence of Gindaros is 
firmly attested by the career of its first and only historically recorded bishop, Peter of Gindarus.4 
Bishop Peter was a figure of significant theological standing, traveling from the fortified mound 



to participate in the momentous Council of Nicaea in 325 AD, where the foundational doctrines 
of orthodox Christianity were forged in the presence of Constantine the Great.4 He later 
attended the pivotal Council of Antioch in 341 AD, securing Gindaros a permanent place in the 
ecclesiastical history of the early Church.4 

Beyond the formal, highly structured hierarchy of the Church, the rugged terrain around the tell 
became a hotbed for the radical, highly austere ascetic movements that defined Syrian 
monasticism. The natural caves lining the Afrin River and the rocky outcroppings near Gindaros 
attracted throngs of hermits and anchorites.21 These ascetics, referred to in Latin texts by 
figures like Jerome as remoboths, rejected structured communal rules and hierarchies, 
embracing instead a life of severe, highly individualized physical deprivation and constant 
prayer.21 

The spiritual gravity of Gindaros during this era drew significant, highly influential religious 
figures. Asterius, a direct disciple of the renowned ascetic Julian Sabba, founded a dedicated 
monastic community in the immediate vicinity of the town, turning the region into a beacon of 
holy living.22 Furthermore, the great theologian and orator John Chrysostom spent several 
formative years living strictly as a monk and anchorite in the mountains surrounding Antioch and 
Gindaros.21 Chrysostom’s subsequent writings serve as the primary historical lens through 
which the severe, rigorist lives of the Gindaros ascetics are known today.21 

These monks wielded immense moral authority over the local population and the imperial 
authorities. During the infamous Riot of the Statues in Antioch (387 AD), when the urban 
population violently protested the taxes of Emperor Theodosius and faced brutal imperial 
retribution, ascetics from the Gindaros region descended upon the capital. Relying on their 
unimpeachable moral standing, they successfully interceded with the imperial magistrates and 
military commanders on behalf of the condemned citizenry, demonstrating the immense soft 
power held by the religious communities surrounding the tell.21 

Sixth-Century Prosperity and the Cult of St. Marinus 

Despite a brief demographic dip in the fifth century—during which the ecclesiastical historian 
and bishop Theodoret derisively referred to Gindaros as a mere "village" rather than a true city 
11—the settlement on the tell experienced a final architectural and cultural efflorescence during 
the sixth century AD. 
The Late Byzantine inhabitants, buoyed by a period of relative stability, invested heavily in civic 
amenities. Near the surface level of the mound, they constructed a vast, highly sophisticated 
bathhouse.1 This bathing complex featured a complex network of rooms adorned with exquisite 
mosaic floors, showcasing the enduring wealth of the local elite. The central spaces were paved 
with complex black-and-white geometric patterns measuring two by three meters, flanked by 
delicate white mosaics depicting highly detailed floral rosettes.1 The engineering of the 
bathhouse was equally impressive; utilizing the steep topography of the mound, the builders 
constructed a heavy stone-paved drainage channel to safely transport wastewater off the edge 
of the tell, preventing erosion and maintaining sanitation.1 

This period of civic prosperity coincided perfectly with a surge in religious fervor tied directly to 



the cult of martyrs. According to the Byzantine chronicler John Malalas, the year 529 AD 
witnessed a highly publicized miraculous event in Gindaros: the divine discovery of the physical 
relics of Saint Marinus, a local martyr who had perished in earlier Roman persecutions.10 The 
unearthing of the holy relics briefly turned Gindaros into a vibrant site of regional pilgrimage. 
However, reflecting the creeping administrative centralization of the Byzantine state, the 
independence of the town was curtailed. The relics of St. Marinus were eventually confiscated 
by higher authorities and transferred to the great, heavily guarded churches of Antioch to bolster 
the capital's prestige.4 Furthermore, by the reign of Emperor Justinian I in the sixth century, the 
town had been demoted in the ecclesiastical hierarchy; it no longer commanded its own bishop, 
being overseen merely by a periodeutes (a visiting, itinerant priest dispatched from a larger 
diocese).4 

The Islamic Conquest, Medieval Twilight, and Final 
Abandonment (7th – 14th Century AD) 
The long epoch of Greco-Roman and Byzantine control over Tell Jindiris came to an abrupt, 
violent, and permanent end in the seventh century. Exhausted by decades of apocalyptic 
warfare between the Byzantine and Sasanian empires, the defenses of the Syrian frontier were 
severely hollowed out. In 637 AD, the highly mobile armies of the Rashidun Caliphate swept 
through the Levant, crushing Byzantine resistance. Gindaros—now transitioning linguistically 
toward its modern Arabic designation, Jindires—was captured during this sweeping Muslim 
conquest of Syria.4 

The Slow Demise of the High Mound 

The transition from Byzantine to Islamic rule marked the beginning of the end for the dense 
settlement on the elevated tell. The fundamental strategic necessity of living atop a cramped, 
heavily fortified mound diminished significantly as the political center of gravity shifted away 
from Antioch. Under the Umayyad Caliphate, power shifted south to Damascus, and later, under 
the Abbasids, it moved far to the east to Baghdad. The frontier had moved, and Jindires was no 
longer a frontline fortress requiring a massive garrison on a high hill. 
A combination of shifting trade routes, prolonged regional warfare, successive waves of the 
Justinianic plague, and devastating regional earthquakes fundamentally broke the demographic 
continuity of the ancient city.3 The maintenance of heavy stone architecture on the slopes of the 
tell became an unsustainable burden for a shrinking population. 
By the Middle Ages, the name of the town completely disappeared from the Notitiae 
Episcopatuum (the official administrative lists of eastern bishoprics), indicating that its status as 
a Christian administrative hub had utterly evaporated, and its churches likely fell into ruin.11 
However, human life in the immediate vicinity did not cease entirely. The region was eventually 
absorbed into the Mamluk Sultanate, which governed the Levant from Cairo, utilizing the area 
primarily for its agricultural output rather than its military vantage points. 
Al-Dimashqi and the Final Historical Records 



The last significant historical observation of Jindires as an active, populated entity before its 
modern incarnation was provided in the early fourteenth century by the esteemed Syrian Arab 
geographer Shams al-Din al-Dimashqi.4 Traveling through the territory of Jumah, Al-Dimashqi 
visited Jindires and described it in his chronicles as a "town near Tizin" that was remarkably still 
"full of habitations".4 Intrigued by the local geography and natural phenomena, he made specific 
note of the region's active thermal springs, remarking on the mysterious nature of their 
subterranean origins and the flow of the waters.4 

However, Al-Dimashqi's noted habitations were increasingly clustered at the base of the mound 
rather than on its ancient, cramped summit. Over the subsequent centuries, the arduous nature 
of maintaining domestic architecture and hauling water up the steep sides of the tell, combined 
with the complete obsolescence of ancient high-ground siege defenses in the age of 
gunpowder, led the remaining population to permanently abandon the high ground.4 

The summit of Tell Jindiris, which had borne the immense weight of Amorite palaces, Neo-Hittite 
citadels, perfectly aligned Hellenistic grids, heavily armed Roman garrisons, and exquisite 
Byzantine bathhouses, was finally surrendered entirely to the elements. The modern village of 
Jindires blossomed on the flat, easily accessible plains below, leaving the great mound as a 
silent, heavily stratified monument to three thousand years of imperial warfare, religious 
evolution, and human resilience. It would remain an undisturbed chronological vault until the 
modern era, quietly preserving the ashes of Pacorus's cavalry, the seals of Iron Age lords, and 
the intricate mosaics of Byzantine bathers beneath the Syrian soil, a testament to the violent, 
ever-shifting history of the Afrin Valley. 
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