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KINET HÖYÜK

KINET HÖYÜK, an archaeological site on the Mediterranean coast near
Dörtyol, Hatay province, Turkey. The excavations conducted from 1992 to 2012
at Kinet Höyük by a team from Bilkent University under the direction of
Marie-Henriette Gates revealed important remains of the Persian and
Hellenistic periods (the final reports are in preparation). Although this ancient
seaport has been identified as Hittite Izziya and Classical Issos, near where
Alexander the Great and Darius III (qq.v.) fought in 333 BCE, its current name
is modern and of uncertain derivation (Gates, 2015, p. 83; Figure 1).

Excavations revealed a long history of occupation. Random finds of Ḥalaf
ceramics indicate habitation in the Late Neolithic period (6th millennium
BCE). Excavated architectural levels and stratigraphic documentation begin
with the Early Bronze Age II (early 3rd millennium BCE); settlement continued
almost without interruption through the Bronze and Iron Ages (qq.v.) to the
Late Hellenistic period (early 1st century BCE). Following a lengthy
abandonment, during the later Middle Ages (mid-12th to mid-14th centuries
CE), the central part of the site, by this time a high hill with a dominant view of
the coastal plain, was rebuilt as a fort (Redford et al.). After the third and final
phase of this fortress was sacked, the site was permanently abandoned (PLATE
I).

A key interest of the site is its lengthy excavated occupational sequence,
matched in Cilicia (q.v.) and the transmontane Amuq plain only by Gözlü Kule
(Tarsus) and Yumuktepe (Mersin). This allows insights on social and economic
changes throughout its long history. In addition, as a rare excavated example
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of a Cilician harbor town, Kinet Höyük illustrates how seaports functioned and
thrived over time. Its location off the main body of the Mediterranean offered
advantages for ancient seafarers: deep water (the result of geological
formations in this area where faults intersect) and protection from strong
Mediterranean winds. Traders could benefit from the proximity of access to
Cilicia and upper Mesopotamia as well as Cyprus (qq.v.) and the Levant. The
Amanus Mountains (Nur Mountains), close by, were exploited for timber and
metals.

Today the coastline is straight; the mound lies 500 m inland. This modern
topography, the result of silting of the coastal plain by erosion from the
Amanus Mountains, hides the ancient appearance. Geomorphological research
and soundings in fields to the mound’s north and west have revealed the
many changes in the rivers that flowed alongside the town, the configuration
of the harbors, and the coastline (Gates, 2015, p. 82).

Two centuries of Achaemenid (q.v.) Persian control are documented. The
beginning of Persian rule is obscure, as indeed throughout the region. Early
architectural remains include sunken wall foundations filled with gravel, a
practice unknown in the region but attested at Susa (q.v.) in the 4th century
BCE—an indication of imperial impact. Rooms dating from the 5th century
BCE (Kinet Period 4) yielded amphora fragments indicating trade activity with
the Aegean and the southern Levant (Gates, 2015, p. 87). In the early 4th
century BCE (Period 3B), a circuit wall was built to enclose the top of the
mound. This fortification reflects the military importance of this seaport
during a time of unrest in the eastern Mediterranean, when the Persians used
Cilicia as a mustering ground for their armed forces and navy.

The city survived without break into the Hellenistic period, its walls and
buildings of Period 3B continuing in use. Sometime in the mid-2nd century
BCE, the town was re-founded with a new plan on a different orientation (see
Novák et al., p.180). Despite a smaller scale, its material culture nonetheless
demonstrates the continued intensity of commercial contacts.

Ancient settlement at Kinet Höyük came to an end circa 80 BCE, according to
ceramic evidence. The reasons for the abandonment are unknown; silting of
the harbors and malaria may have contributed.
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