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Steel and Manley and et al. 2004: 84-85). Were El-Moghraqa’s possible status as
a continuation of Tell el-cAjjul to be confirmed, it would change the estimated
size of Tell el-cAjjul. Unfortunately, archaeological research at the site has been
limited to two brief campaigns in 1999 and 2000, which were interrupted by the
Second Intifada and are unlikely to be resumed in the near future. Less than 10
km distance from Tell el-cAjjul, on its North-East, is the small site of Tell Ali
Muntar, measuring 0.01 ha (Clarke et al. 2004: 35), while around 15 km North on
the coast is Zigim, whose measurements are not known. Also near the coast, but
south of Tell el-cAjjul, is Tel Ridan, another small settlement of roughly 0.2 ha
(Biran 1974).

Figure 4.2. Map of the Wadi Gaza area with MBA sites discussed in this chapter and
indication of their size.
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Rank-size analyses can be useful in assessing the organisation of the area
and the different spatial relationships between sites. Scholars have usually
divided the organisation of Bronze Age Canaanite settlement into a rank-size
hierarchy, with a number of proposed tiers ranging from two to six (Kotter
1986: 504; Wolff 1991: 285; Bunimovitz 1994: 5; Jasmin 2006b; Burke 2008: 104).
A convincing theory is proposed by A. Burke who, based on a rank-size analysis
and an examination of the southern coastal area, argues that this integrated
system in this southern coastal region during the MBA was centred around the
polity of Ashkelon (Burke 2008: 125-39). Whilst Ashkelon does not strictly belong
to the Gaza area, being located more than 20 km north of the Wadi Gaza, it
represents the largest MBA settlement in the whole Southern coastal area of
Palestine. It surpasses by far all the centres of the Wadi Gaza, with a ca 10 ha
mound and 50 ha enclosure (Broshi and Gophna 1986: 83). Its finds point to the
settlement’s importance as a trading post that had intensive contact with Egypt,
especially with Tell el-Dabca (Nakhai 2001: 353; Stager 2001a: 635). Some
examples of these exchanges are provided by jars and boxes with scarab stamps
recovered in the MB | town of Ashkelon, which would have been received from
Egypt. Conversely, numerous amphorae of Levantine type common at Ashkelon
were found in the Egyptian Hyksos capital of Avaris (Stager 2001b: 635).

According to Burke’s regional analysis, based on the study of recorded
fortifications in the area, Ashkelon’s hinterland would have included small and
medium-sized settlements between 5 and 22 ha in size (Burke 2008). The Gaza
region in the MBA would have been part of this same kingdom, which included
the whole southern coastal area from Tell Jemmeh in the South to Yavneh-Yam
in the north and reaching Lachish in the East (Figure 4.3). Burke’s
interpretation, supported by this research, discloses the political organisation of
the Southern coastal plain. Like the rest of the MBA Southern Levant, this area
was composed of large kingdoms clustered around a major centre (Gonen 1984).
Therefore, based on Burke’s analysis and on a detailed overview of the Wadi
Gaza area, | suggest a four-tier classification of the MBA Wadi Gaza area (Figure
4.4). The first tier would be represented by Ashkelon, the main centre of a
wider polity encompassing the whole Southern Coastal plain. Without analysing
the other sites included in this polity, but only those falling within the Gaza
area, three more categories can be recognised. The first is composed by Tel

Haror and Tell el-cAjjul. These, measuring respectively 16.2 ha and 10 ha, were
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the largest centres in the area during the MBA. They were also located in a
significant position: Tel Haror is at the centre of the region, less than 25 km
from every other site in the area and more or less the same distance from
Ashkelon. It is also situated halfway through the Wadi Gerar, making it easy to
reach any part of the region, including the coast, the central hills, and the
Negev.
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Figure 4.3. Geographical representation of the MB II-1ll kingdom of Ashkelon according

to Burke (2008: fig. 13).
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Figure 4.4. Graphic representing the rank-size analysis for the Wadi Gaza settlements in
the MBA. The x-axis indicates the size in hectares of the settlements analysed, while the y-axis
shows their rank. The graph clearly shows the gap between Ashkelon and the other sites, in
keeping with its role as centre of the kingdom, as well as supporting the rank-size analysis
outlined in the text.

A third tier can be recognised in the settlements of Tell Jemmeh and Tell
el-Farcah. These, being comprised between 3 and 5 ha, were intermediate in
size. Moreover, even though situated on a strategic location, the Wadi Gaza,
they are set at the edges of the region, especially Tell el-Farcah. The fourth and
final tier includes sites smaller than 2 ha and specifically Tel Serac (1.5), Tel
Ridan (0.2), and Tell Ali Muntar (0.01). These are located within 50 km of one of
the major sites and can, by their size and location, be deemed minor villages.
The dimensions of Zigim and Tell el-Moghraga, as above mentioned, are not
known. However, due to el-Moghraqa’s location, it can be considered one of Tell
el-cAjjul’s satellites. Unfortunately, little can be inferred about Zigim besides its
short distance from both Tell el-cAjjul and Ashkelon. It should also be
remembered that more minor sites are probably missing from our records due to
the lack of extensive surveys and the difficult political situation in the region
(see Chapter 1).

From the data available, therefore, we can conclude that during the MBA
the Wadi Gaza should not be considered as forming a standalone kingdom but as
the southern part of a larger polity, centred at Ashkelon. This analysis has

important repercussions for the interpretation of the area and the role of the



