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ABSTRACT

Archaeological studies of early civilizations in southwestern Asia
concentrate on the evolution of urbanism and the state, and generally
assume that cities were the foci of complex societies. However, some
early civilizations may represent largely extinct forms of complex, but
essentially rural, society. Archaeological concepts of wurbanism and
urbanization are reviewed and critiqued. Rural communities are defined
as agriculturally self-sufficient, while cities have populations too
large for 1independent agricultural subsistence. Ethnographic and
historical data are used to propose size classifications for ancient
"urban" and "rural" settlements in Mesopotamia and the southern Levant.
Survey data show that Mesopotamia is characterized aptly as a
"Heartland of Cities," in which urban centers restructured regional
settlement systems. The southern Lesant 1is reconsidered as a
"Heartland of Villages," in which Bronze Age populations pgrew, and
social complexity developed, primarily in the countryside with 1little
urban influence.

The nature of this "rural complexity" is illuminated by excgvated
data from Tell el-Hayyat and Tell Abu en-Ni®aj in the Jordan Valley.
Nieaj suggests the importance of sedentary rural agriculture during the
otherwise "pestoralized" Early Bronze IV Period. Middle Bronze II
temples at Hayyat, a diminutive wvillage site, exemplify social
institutions normally interpreted as "urban" in distinctly rural
settings. Neutron activation analysis is used to investigate rural

pottery manufacture ard exchange in the Jordan Valley. A brief
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excursus proposes a means of distinguishing trace element signatures of

clays from those of non-clay inclusions in archaeological ceramics.
This revised method reveals that some villages specialized in fine ware
production during the abseince of towns in Early Bronze 1V, and that

fine ware production continued in villages despite the reappearance of

[sa

owns in Middle Bronze II. Thus, economic and social differentiation
had characteristically rural manifestations, and Bronze Age society in
the southein Levant should be reconsidered as a distinct and

provocative case of "rural complexity" in a "Heartland of Villages."
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INTRODUCTION

The title of Robert Adams' book Heartland of Cities captures
succinctly the primary £focus for archaeological analyses of early
civilizations in southwestern Asia: the evolution of urbanized society.
Over the millennia following ca. 4000 B.C. the cultural landscapes of
Mesopotamia and the southern Levant were marked by the appearance of
conspicuously large, often fortified, sedentary settlements. The
largest settlements in these regions are interpreted by archaeologists
as cities that were differentiated from, but integrated with, smaller
surrounding towns, villages and seasonal encampments. Cities are seen
as the essential denotata c¢f urbanism, and the development of urbanized
social complexity is inferred from their advent and growth. This
dissertaticn proposes that common emphasis on the evolution of
urbanism, as prototypified in Mesopotamia, diverts archaeological
attention from equally important examples of early complex societies,
like those of the southern Levant, that were essentially rural.

The following chapters draw Mesopotamian data from several
archaeological surveys of the Tigris-Euphrates alluvial plain below the
early Islamic city of Samarra. The Susiana Plain, 1lying immediately
west of the Zagros Mountains which bound this basin, provides data from
a periphery of greater Mesopotamia. These surveys document the ebb and
flow of human settlement over a span of six millennia.

The southern Levant, as defined here, encompasses Palestine (i.e.,
approximately the area covered by the West Bank of the Jordan River and

the modern nation of Israel) and western Transjordan. Alternatively,
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this might be labeled in more culturally specific terms as Mancient

Canaan." The southern Levant is segregated from surrounding lands
according to regional differences in ancient settlement and society.
The discussions below focus on sedentary settlement during the Earlf,
Middle and Late Bronze ages (c.a., 3200-1200 B.C.). Through these two
miliennia, the deserts of eastern Jordan and the Negev were

characterized by non-sedentary, apparently pastoral populations that

fall, regrettably, outside the scope of this study. To the north,
inland Syria had a long history of town and city life with many ties to
the southern Levant. However, during the Bronze Age the settlement
systems of these two regions followed different trajectories. This
dichotomy is most clearly exemplified during the late third millennium
B.C. by the simultaneous collapse of town life in the southern Levant
and continued florescence of cities in Syria.

The more arbitrary exclusion of the northern Levantine mountains
and coastal plain is dictated by limits of regionali settlement data
analyzed in Chapter 4. These data are derived from excavations and
surveys noith of the Negev Desert, west of the Jordan River and within
the modern northern borders of Israel. In terms of archaeological

survey, most of Lebanon is terra incognita. Although many of the

observations below undoubtedly also pertain to the Bronze Age of the
northern Levant, discussion is 1limited o the =mcre accessible
archaeclogical record of the south.

The characteristics of Bronze Age settlements east of the Jordan
River soon can be added more fully to the portrait presented below.

Regional coverage 1is expanded here with a case study of Bronze Age
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ruralism in the Jordan Valley based on the work of the University of
Arizona Tell el-Hayyat Project.

Many of the following discussions center on the varying functions
and inter-relations of urban and rural communities. Chapter 1 reviews
and critiques archaeological concepts of urbanism and urbanization.
These concepts have engendered a normative view of cities as the
inevitable prime foci of ancient complex societies. In rebuttal,
Chapter 1 argues that need to emphasize the differences, as well as
similarities, between various examples of cities and social complexity.
The points made in this chapter are crucial if we are to recognize the
fundamental contrasts between urban and rural complexity as seen in
ancient Mesopotamia and the southern Levant.

Chapter 2 considers how archaeological concepts of wurbanism and
ruralism can be operationalized. Cities are defined as those ancient
communities that had populations too large to provide for their own
agricuitural subsistence. Rural communities are defined as those
smaller agricultural villages that undoubtedly could have subsisted
independently. Ethnographic and historic data concerning ancient
agriculture (e.g. the productivity of irrigated and rainfed cereal
agriculture, 4the extent of agricultural "sustaining areas") and
population densities are used to estimate size classifications that can
be used to differentiate ancient "urban" and "rural" settlements in
regional surveys of southwestern Asia. These wurban and rural
definitions are utilized in general overviews of complex society and

settlement in ancient Mesopotamia (Chapter 3), and during the Bronze
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Age of the southern Levant (Chapter 4).

Settlement patterns in Mesopotamia describe a variety of processes
in which cities restructured the countryside by discouraging or
promoting rural settlement. For example, during the spectacular Early
Dynastic hyperurbanization of southern Mesopotamia, the metropolis of
Uruk absorbed the populations of surrounding wvillages. An alternative
expression of Mesopotamian urbanism is found in the Ur III/Isin-Larsa
periods - when several competing cities broadened their territorial
authority by encouraging new subsidiary communities. This form of
growth, essentially the converse of Uruk's early wurbanization, also
reflects the pervasive influence of cities in the development of
Mesopotamian civilization. These findings are consistent with
characterization of Mesopotamia as an urban "heartland."

A critical review of excavated and survey data from Palestine and
Transjordan reveals a number of reasons for reconsidering the nature of
Canaanite "urbanism." The cities of the Early and Middle Bronze ages
were concentrated in Canaan's peripheries: the Mediterranean coastal
plain and the Huleh Basin. However, growth during both periods was
most pronounced in Canaan's heartland: the Jordan Valley and the
central hill country of Palestine. Villages proliferated precisely in
these latter regions that were most distant from cities. Thus, survey
data suggest that the apogee of Canaanite civilization may be most
intriguing because growth and development occurred primarily in rural
communities, often without the participation of cities as agents of
change. In striking contrast to Mesopotamia, the structural basis of

Canaanite civilization lay more in "rural complexity" than urban pre-
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eminence and, therefore, normative concepts of urbanism characterize it
inadequately.

Chapter 5 outlines the salient results of University of Arizona
excavations at Tell el-Hayyat and Tell Abu en-Ni®aj that illuminate
several unexpected characteristics of Bronze Age village life in the
Jordan Valley. Tell Abu en-Ni®aj exemplifies the importance of
sedentary agrarian 1life during Early Bronze 1Y, an era normally
ascribed to "pastoralized" society and subsistence. Tell el-Hayyat was
a small agricultural hamlet occupied from the end of Early Bronze 1V
through the Middle Bronze Age. Despite its diminutive size, Hayyat
revealed a stratified series of four Middle Bronze II "Migdal" or
"fortress"-type temples. These temples exemplify a counterintuitive
pattern in which Canaanite religious institutions were represented in
tiny villages, as well as larger towns and cities.

Further aspects of village complexity are illuminated by a case
study of Bronze'Age pottery manufacture and exchange in the Jordan

-

Valley. An excursus in Chapter 6 considers the most appropriate means
of distinguishing clay sources in localized neutron activation studies.
Neutron activation analysis reveals chemical signatures of clays and
non-clay inclusions in archaeological ceramics, It is argued that
trace element "noise" can obscure the signatures of distinct potting
clays end hinder the inference of clay sources and sites of pottery
manufacture. This chapter proposes a revised method of sample

preparation that segregates a clay- to silt-size fraction which best

represents the clays in a ceramic body, with minimal interference £from
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larger non-clay inclusions.

Chapter 7 presents a neutron activation analysis that applies this
revised method to pottery from Tell el-Hayyat, Tell Abu en—Nieaj and
six other towns and villages. The resulting data describe
unanticipated patterns of pottery manufacture and distribution. The
modest village of Tell Abu en-Niaj (2.5 ha) appears td have been a
central producer of trickle painted cups during Early Bronze IV, a
period that 1lacked substantial towns altogether. Following the
reappearance of towns in Middle Bronze II, rural fine ware
manufacturing persisted in the Jordan Valley. Contrary to
expectations, Tell el-Hayyat produced carinated bowls and distributed
them to much larger communities like Pella (an 8 ha town). Most
importantly, these data show that specialized products and services had
important rural manifestations, and were not simply aspects of
"urbanism" concentrated in towns and cities.

Chapter 8 concludes that the nature of Bronze Age society in the
southern Levant can be reconsidered fruitfully on both the broad scale
of regional settlement patterns, and with specific reference to the
economic and social roles of villages. Canaanite civilization is
particularly intriguing because many aspects of growth and
differentiation, the hallmarks of social complexity, developed in the
countryside. Cities were not the instigators of change, nor the prime
foci of civilization. Instead, the Canaanite heritage of the southern
Levant merits special attention, not as a scaled-down reiteration of
urbanism seen elsewhere, but as a structurally distinct and

archaeologically provocative "Heartland of Villages."
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CHAPTER 1:

EVOLUTIONARY PERSPECTIVES ON URBANISM AND URBANIZATION

Long-term processes of change in human social organization are
generally explained in terms of social evolution. Studies of state-
level civilizations have focused on institutionalized, society-wide
social and politicél authority as it became structurally differentiated
from antecedent and contemporaneous kin-based authority (e.g., Yoffee
1979: 14-15). The state has been an attractive and controversial
object of research because its episodes of rise, growth, and collapse
can illuminate abundant differing forms of social and political
structure.

The same cannot be said of archaeological approaches to urbanism.
Cities are easily presumed to be inherently adaptive respo;ses to the
constraints and demands of complex (143;, state-level) societies.
Thus, "urbanism" can be trivialized simply as shorthand £for evolving
social complexity. Whereas studies of state structures can emphasize
diversity, urbanism usually is explained as the product of normative
teleological processes. Cities are taken to signify "urbanized"
society, and urbanism 1is seen as a relatively uniform concept, a
Platonic essence of sorts.

Cities are expected to be "an essential feature" (Childe 1950: &)
and "the dominant element in the settlement system" (Redman 1978a: 220)
of civilizations. However, comparative studies tend to conclude that
"urbanism seems to have been much less important to the emergence of
the state, and even to the davelopment of civilization in the broadest

sense, than social stratification and institutionalization of political
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authority" (Adams 1966: 9-10).' Service insists that "cities were not,
[...] either essential to the development of the archaic civilizations
or even cloéely correlated with that development" (1975: xii).
Therefore, cities are, at best, merely indirect symptoms of social
differentiation and stratification, and "truly urban agglomerations,"
(i.e., very large, highly differentiated citieS), may depend upon the
prior, or at least contemporaneous, structural development of the state
(Adams 1972a: 735; H. T. Wright 1977: 225; Trigger 1972: 576, 592).
Thus, while urbanism and civilization are conceptually, as well as
etymologically, intertwined, they are not isomorphic. While the
appropriate definition of "the state" has attracted extensive debate,
"urbanism" remains a uniform, intuitively-defined concept (see Trigger
1972: 576) despite its common usage. A comparison of the differing
roles of ancient cities in Mesopotamia and the southern Levant requires

explicit discussion of what characteristics make some communities

“urban."

Urbanism as a Product of Growth and Differentiation

In axiomatic archaeological terms, "urbanism" characterizes the
organization of societies in which particularly large settlements are
differentiated £from, but integrated with, other communities (Redman
1978a: 215). "Urbanization" refers to the process that gives rise .to
the assumed social, economic, and political primacy of urban
communities, "a process whereby an increasingly substantial proportion
of the population of a settlement system [comes] either to live in a
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