Consider how useful Childe’s criteria for the emergence of towns and/or states are for interpreting the emergence of social complexity in the East Mediterranean in the Bronze Age. Answer with reference to a case study of the Levant
The Levant is rich in archaeology which reveals evidence for a developing social complexity in the Bronze Age. The Levant relates to the Eastern shore of the Mediterranean Sea which includes areas such as Israel and Syria, with important cities including Jericho, Jerusalem and Damascus (Gill, 2019). To be able to fully answer this question the definition of social complexity must first be understood. Oxford Reference offers the definition of complex society which is as follows: 
Archaeologically, the emergence of such societies is recognized through the development of expansive regional political economies, evidence of corporate organization, the presence of large architectural monuments, distinctive iconography and ideology, and structured mortuary practice. (Oxford Reference, 2020). 
With this understanding the archaeological evidence of the Levant can be used to indicate and exemplify the social complexity of the Bronze age.
The work of V. Gordon Childe on social complexity has been highly influential. Childe identifies ten criteria through which it is possible to identify complex societies. Childe’s criteria have influenced research by a number of scholars including Trigger Understanding Early Civilizations : A Comparative Study and Smith in his work V. Gordon Childe and the Urban Revolution: a historical perspective on a revolution in urban studies.
Smith summarises Childe’s ten criteria as follows:
1. Large Population
2. Full time craft specialists
3. Agricultural surplus
4. Monumental public architecture
5. A ruling class
6. ‘Writing’
7. Exact and predictive sciences
8. Sophisticated art style
9. Long distance trade
10. The state
(Smith, 2009 p.10-11)



Monumental public architecture is perhaps the most easily identified as evidence of large- scale buildings and monuments are still present today. A notable architectural feature of Jericho is the ‘defence’ wall and tower. Over the time of occupation in Jericho the wall and towers were rebuilt many times and the largest of the defence walls was constructed during the early/ middle Bronze Age. The wall was adorned by at least one tower in every existence. One of the earliest forms of this wall and tower was in 8000 BCE and is the wall that there is the most archaeological evidence for. The tower was 8.5 m high and 9 m wide at the base (Ramos, 2016). There was an internal staircase which contained twenty-two steps. The only older tower to ever be discovered is that of Tell Qaramel in Syria (Ramos, 2016). It is suggested that the wall at this point was used as a flood barrier rather than to warn off enemies (O. Bar-Yosef, 1986). Kenyon offered an alternative theory for the reason behind building the wall. As stated in Kuijt, 2012 Kenyon believed that it was ‘an early defensive system.’ As covered above one of the later towers was nearly more than double the height of the original wall and was around 15 to 20 m high. Muscato, n.d., explains this. His belief was that, just like the mound, which was present due to building on top of previous towns, the wall and towers over time became so big due to simply building on the site of the previous wall and tower. Clearly such large building practices need to be overseen by an organised state or ruling body. The people of Jericho may have been engaging in wars and understood the need for safety hence building the wall and tower to protect the town. Also, it shows an ‘advanced’ technology if the wall was in fact used for a flood barrier. The larger population of the town of Jericho was able to organise protection against floods. The wall and tower of Jericho are clearly evidence of an organised state. Such a large-scale building project would have to be organised by a central authority, which signifies the existence of the state. Not only would the state have had to procure the materials and workers, but they would have to also pay the workers. Even if this was not in money but in food, like Egypt, there must have been an agricultural surplus to sustain the workers who did not work in the fields. Agricultural surplus is another criterion and the building of the wall obviously indicates that they needed full time specialists (again another criteria) hence the need for more food.  
Monumental architecture was also seen through other areas of the Levant, most notably Syria. By 2600 BCE Syria had become more complex and settlements were formed into ‘urban communities.’ Like Jericho, Syria had defence walls and fortifications which protected the city. There were also citadel cities, with Homs being set on one of the biggest tell sites in Syria (King, 2013). Besides defense walls Syria had a wealth of monumental architecture. This can be seen through the elites in both life and death. In life the elites had palaces. Two main palaces in Syria were Ebla and Mari. Not only is this an example of monumental architecture but it also highlights the emergence of an elite, ruling class. What also makes these palaces important is that the adoption of writing, another criteria of Childe, was founded within the walls of the palaces. The evidence for this is the Mari tablets and the Ebla archives (Pelgrift, 2016 and Ebla, 2010). This clearly shows that Childe’s criteria is rather useful because in Syria most of the criteria are met.  In death the elites show monumental architecture through their burials which by the later half of the Early Bronze Age had stone shafts and chambers and some even contained more than one body. The bodies were adorned with gold and other precious materials, and it was discovered that there was also evidence of animal sacrifices (Wilford, 2006).  

Another criteria of complex society, according to Childe is the involvement in connectivity with other societies through long distance trade. During the Bronze age one object that was traded throughout the Levant and further afield were Piriform pendants. Budin, 2016 states that the design of these pendants ‘made its way down to Palestine from Anatolia by way of Syria’. This type of pendant was also found in Egypt. It did take a while for the design to reach Egypt but it is seen in Egypt as of the 13th century BCE. Another main trade item in this part of the world was Lapis Lazuli. Lapis Lazuli is a semi-precious stone which was a luxury item. This led to the expansive trade during the 3rd century which covered most of Asia and Africa.  The main source of Lapis Lazuli is from Badakhshan, Afghanistan (Huang, 2018). The Lapis Lazuli from this reserve has been found all over the world. A main hoard found in the Levant which contained a large amount of Lapis was found in the courtyard of a palace in Mari. This hoard contained Many lapis pieces many of which were encrusted with gold, with one being inscribed with the name of the King of Ur. Another example of Lapis Lazuli in the Levant is again in Syria. This specific example was Lapis lazuli beads in the form of a fly. This form was also seen in Egypt so could infer long distance trading or the spread of ideas across the near east (Brooklyn Museum, 2020)
What could be seen as problematic is ‘Large population.’ In Jericho during the Early/ Middle Bronze Age (3,100 to 1,800 BCE.) the city flourished once again. But in the Late Bronze Age (1,800 to 1,400 BCE) there were limited settlements in Jericho. This may have been down to the destruction of the city which occurred circa 3300 cal BP (Hurst, 2019). This shows that the site decreased and ‘backpedalled’ during this time rather than evolved along the lines of Childe’s criteria. At the end of the 3rd millennium BCE this was also visible in Syria. Nichols and Weber, 2006 state that ‘In the Jabbul region and elsewhere in Syria, collapse…. entailed failure of regional economic and political networks.’ This indicates that the process of evolution to a complex society was not a linear track but rather had peaks and troughs throughout history. The Near East in 3500 BCE is in a very slight trough but it is more of a plateau than a dip in the statistics and the population sat at about 7 million people. After this point there is a huge increase till it peaks at around 2500 BCE where there is a population of over 14 million in the Near East. After this point there is a drastic decrease in population which reaches a low of just under nine million in 1500 BCE which decreases steadily over the 1000 years (Quiles, 2018). 
Finally, Childe identifies sophisticated art as a criterion for complex societies. This criterion perhaps is problematic. Some hunter gatherer groups, such as the upper Palaeolithic people in Lascaux who left cave paintings which could be classed as sophisticated in their own right and had indicators of specialism would not be considered by Childe as complex societies. This art may be sophisticated but other parts of their society would not meet Childe’s criteria.  Several academics have questioned Childe’s criteria in relation to hunter gathers for other reasons. As for the Levant there was much evidence of ‘art’ but much of this art was seen in everyday items such as pottery. On the Met Museum page Art of the First Cities in the Third Millennium B.C. it states that ‘Styles and iconography were transmitted to sites such as Mari and Ebla in northern Syria’ (The Met, 2020). This once again shows that art and artistic ideas are shared, and it also indicates trade and interconnectivity. Some examples of the art of the Bronze age in the Levant is the piriform pendants which are mentioned above but there are also vast quantities of art in the form of personal adornment made from gold or silver and there is a plethora of figurines which the levant are rather famous for (Mcadam, 2013) 
Shnirelman, (1992) offers a criticism of Childe, in which he states that, ‘a disadvantage of the Childean concept was rooted in a trend to link certain economic systems too rigidly with peculiarities of the social structure and other social and cultural traits, while ignoring a great range of variability’ (Shnirelman, 1992). Shnirelman argues that an insistence on agricultural surplus as an essential criterion for a complex society precludes the possibility of hunter gatherer societies ever being classed as complex. He argues that the reasons for not insisting on particular technologies as indicators for complexity should also be applied to economic systems such as agricultural economies. It is not the type of economy but the way in which the economy is related to the structure of society which is important. This comment shows that the criteria are perhaps too prescriptive about what makes a complex society and that with flexibility certain societies which are complex fall out of the bracket for what is accepted to be a complex society. In light of this, ‘sophisticated’ art as a criterion is also open to interpretation and judgements about whether the art of the Levant, for instance, is sophisticated or not are subjective. 

In conclusion, Childe’s criteria can be useful when it comes to areas such as the Levant. With the criteria above, public monumental architecture, State, agricultural surplus, craft specialisation, art, writing and trade, indicates that the Levant does meet many of the criteria which are needed to justify an emergence of towns. The only problematic criteria in relation to the Levant is ‘large population’ as the Levant during periods in the Bronze Age did have drops in population. Childe’s criteria can somewhat be followed as it does offer a guideline to what is constituted as a complex society but at the same time it is not a perfect set of criteria. It is likely true that when Childe devised the criteria that he did not expect them to be a decisive list and he most likely understood that not all civilisations follow all 10 steps. Some ‘non-complex’ societies may fit some criteria and this reveals the limitations of his criteria. Some of the criteria are not clear, such as ‘large population.’ In modern terms most if not all ancient complex societies were small so modern interpretation needs to be considered and personal opinions and biases have to be minimised where possible. 
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