The archaeological evidence from Bronze Age Egypt provides a varied insight into the complexity of the society that was developing during this period. This evidence can be used to discuss how this community may be described, is it a chiefdom or state? 
A chiefdom or state can be defined in various ways. Childe uses a variety of criteria in his article, The Urban Revolution (1950), although his descriptive language and explanations contain what is now seen as derogatory language, the base message and details that he puts forward could aid in the determination of a state or chiefdom. For example, Childe focuses a lot on how population density is one of the driving forces behind the development of a “city”. Childe discusses how this growth in population affects how the society must become more complex in order to support the growth, through means such as different “classes among the population, general agricultural workers and then specialist craftsmen, and the introduction and use of monumental architecture. These along with advancement in trade and the storage of surplus, agricultural and otherwise, are what Childe states make a “city” distinguishable from a village. (1950) While these criteria that Childe uses were written at a time that was not privy to all the archaeological evidence that we now have, they do have merit when studying the social complexity of Bronze Age Egypt. 
The Bronze Age in Egypt was a varied time in terms of archaeological evidence. Some of the major examples being the monumental architecture, with the most famous being the Pyramids. The monumental architecture provides insight as to the complexity of the society because the building of such ornate and extensive buildings requires major planning and the backing of a very influential individual such as a governor of a region or the pharaoh himself.  The use of planning for monumental structures furthers the idea for social complexity because it would require basic engineering and architectural abilities in the least to be able to build structures such as the pyramids and temples such as those at Abu Simbel, a society with this knowledge and the ability to use it in such a constructive way cannot be denied social complexity, the knowledge must have been learned and then taught to others for the amount of monumental structures built over the period and therefore there must have been at least some form of education system, and that there had to be a generous benefactor of wealth to any project to support and fund an entire community that would ned to be developed around the site in order to build. 
Another example for social complexity within Bronze Age Egypt is the evidence for the ruling class, in this case the Pharaohs. As shown through finds such as the pyramids and through other royal tombs. The extensive designs and structure of these tombs show that the country was being brought to unity through the designation of a “singular” ruler. As Naville discusses in his article on Abydos, , and the tombs of the rulers from the first three dynasties (1914), the tombs were not all necessarily built solely as tombs but also as places of worship for those specific pharaohs. This is because it was very common for a pharaoh to become deified after death, although this was not always the case. This practice provides further evidence for social complexity because it provides insight into how the society viewed death among those in the elite and how their belief system views the elite themselves before death, if death leads to the deification then perhaps when alive they are believed to be very close to the gods anyway. This relationship between the king and the deities is also discussed in Shaw’s book (2004), and how it is displayed on the Narmer Palette, which displays interaction between the king and the god Horus.  Shaw also talks about how the few female rulers that have been identified were treated by the society. Shaw (2004) explains that there was no word that meant female ruler and that the words that were used for female members of the royal family implied marriage or mother of the king, it is then explained how the women how became rulers in their own right were then forced to adopt male mannerisms and attire in order to be recognised as a ruler.  Naville also explains how it was common for those who died after the ruler to be buried near the ruler, this furthers the idea of social complexity because it implies that there was some sort of belief that being near to the ruler would perhaps benefit them in  the afterlife. Naville also furthers this by saying that “the deceased king did not like to be alone.” (1914, p. 4) This section of the passage also discusses how the officials and the priests were ones who would be the ones who wanted to be nearest the ruler, this also provides the knowledge that while there was a singular ruler, this was not the sum total of the elite class. 
Another example of social complexity is the evidence for an extensive trade network. While the greatest reach in terms of foreign trade would not be achieved until the later dynasties, there was always an intent to extend the influence of Egypt throughout the surrounding areas.  Although Moreno (2017)discusses how there is a lot of focus within Egypt on the domestic movement of goods, how those goods were used to pay wages and how the infrastructure of Egypt itself depended on it.  Moreno also describes how often foreign trade was used by the royals as a method of diplomacy and as a method of displaying wealth and power. (2017) It is further explained in the article that the commercial trade is underrepresented in the literature from the time because of trade within the elite circuits and the movement within the country itself. This extensive trade movement both internally and externally shows socially complexity because it implies extensive administration and the influence of many individuals at varying levels of authority. This requires cooperation from all levels of society in order for the supply chain to continue effectively and to maintain levels of production high enough to not only sustain the requirements of the country but also the external demands for the surplus goods produced. 
The writing systems used during this period also provide evidence for social complexity because it provides a deeper knowledge of the influence of certain material objects through the annotations on them. As Shaw explains, the use of hieroglyphics meant that “the connections between writing and art were much stronger in pharaonic Egypt than many other cultures.” (2004, p. 72) This provides evidence for social complexity because the society was providing a form of communication and connecting it to their artforms. Although many of the pieces of text that have survived are found on the walls and objects found in the temples and tombs (Shaw, 2004), this could suggest that although the evidence of the complex writing system does provide evidence of an evolving society, it does also show that the use of the writing was not as easily accessible to the lower classes of society. Also the relationship between the writing and the context it is found, temples and tombs, provides evidence as Shaw explains that there is a close link between the writing and “religious beliefs and funerary practices.” (2004, p. 73) Again, this shows the complexity of the society because it links many aspects of the culture together through a singular method of communication. It also could be used to explain how the classes were divided through means other than wealth, those that could use the written language and those that could not. 
A further example of how Egypt was socially complex during the bronze age is the material culture and how trade specialisation affects the community. The extravagance of the artefacts from this period such as the Narmer palette and grave goods found in tombs, such as the funerary mask of Tutankhamun and the bust of Nefertiti, show that the society had moved from simply producing goods for everyday use to having the ability and opportunity to create goods for luxury use. The creation of these artefacts brings into question the idea of craft specialisation within the society, in order for someone to create such detailed objects, there must be some form of specialisation. These objects and ones like it are not objects that can be made by the average person and having a specialist making them would most likely increase the value of them making them more luxury items and preventing mass circulation of the more expensive. In relation to this specialisation, comes expectation of excellence from royalty, as Moreno (2017) explains, and there are indications in the material culture that when the delivered result is less than the expectation it parallels the decline in power for the royal household. This provides evidence for social complexity because it shows that the country was not always dependent on the king for social stability, that there were times when the society was more than the elite few. Although this sort of social upheaval could be used as a detrimental effect against social complexity because it would threaten the systems, beliefs and economic, in place and could potentially cause the collapse of the entire thing. 
The expansions made to the Egyptian Empire during the Bronze Age can also be used as evidence for social complexity. This is because to expand and maintain new lands within an empire not only requires a strong military presence which is expensive and draining on a countries resources, but also it requires a country to have a certain degree of economic and social stability in order for the migration of population into this newly acquired land to be successful.  The expansion of the empire could have been made easier by the foreign trade networks that were being and had been set up, with a foothold in a region already it was perhaps easier to insert more of the Egyptian culture into a community and take it for Egypt. However, as Moreno points out (2017), there is often a lot of local political autonomy at times which means that it was potentially more easy for corruption and disloyalty to take hold of the country and prevent expansion from being as easy as it could be for a large and wealthy country such as Egypt.  Although either way, this is still evidence for social complexity because it shows the power and strength of a unified Egypt from the wealth of a pharaoh to the work of a soldier and it also shows the weaknesses of the society that while local political autonomy aides the pharaoh in the day to day running it also provides more freedom for corruption and disloyalty. 
The evidence provided in the above essay can be used to assess and prove the argument for Egypt during the Bronze Age being socially complex, it can also be used to understand why Egypt may successfully be described as a State. The evidence for example shows that there was the unification for long periods of time under a singular ruler, over several dynasties, and the use of the writing system and the links it had to religious beliefs and funerary practices, the trade specialisation and material culture along with the evidence for trade show that Egypt was beyond the point at which a society can be classed as a state. 
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