E. Oren, ‘The Overland Route Between Egypt and Canaan in the Early Bronze Age’ (1973) Israel Exploration Journal Vol. 23, No. 4, pp. 198-205 
This article explores the ‘interconnectedness’ of Egypt and the Near East. Oren ascertains this through analysis of sites ‘between Wadi el-Arish and the Suez Canal’ and object analysis, on which he relies heavily. He concludes ‘an intensive settlement or encampment of some scale and over a wide area, rather than a series of temporary stations or trading posts along a certain road linking Egypt and Canaan.’ Oren assesses vessel variations, referencing Petrie, establishing geographical origin and date. He supplements archaeological evidence with Egyptian accounts, indicating non-intensive trade, but rather fluctuating transmission. However, it could have been supported with Egyptian sources (wall art or papyri). One of Oren’s major arguments is that discovery of copper mines in Northern Sinai hurried Egypt’s ‘expansion’. He very strongly phrases it as ‘systematic exploitation’. Is this entirely fair? Oren is Israeli, writing from a Near Eastern view so I would be cautious relying on this alone. The Israel Exploration Society is a long-standing journal, excavation work was carried out within Israel, therefore is there a greater availability of evidence at the university? As this is a shorter article did Oren feel constrained with the information? This could ultimately affect the merit of this article. This is a beneficial article, giving an interesting Near Eastern view of Egypt’s actions. It is useful regarding development and cultural relations, but only serves an introductory purpose in my eyes. Due to the lack of exploration it is inherently hindered. In the context of when it was written it was helpful; shedding light on an undiscovered area, and contemporaneous to the expedition, boosting its value.
https://www.history.com/topics/pre-history/bronze-age
This article gives a broad overview of the global Bronze Age, divided into subsections, with no real theory as such. It is simply an informative ‘broadstroke’ over this time period. The information presented has been borrowed from other sources such as the Metropolitan Museum of Art, National Geographic and the Ancient History Encyclopaedia. This is a wide scope of sources and not all are directly correlated to the study of history, aimed at a wider audience through rather generalised terminology. It does not really address any issues and is an open-ended article. It would be helpful for anyone who was unsure about the period and a valuable starting point for someone who was interested in a specific culture. There is not enough to glean from this article for it be of real value to me, I feel that it is inconsistent with detail, and relies upon generalised information. An example of this I would say is in the description of the period’s collapse. It links to scholarly fact, introducing archaeological evidence and then other factors not backed up by any evidence. In synopsis, it has an introductory purpose, an overall view of this period. I regard the section on tool-making especially, but feel limited by its academic value. A major factor for me is that it has been continuously updated over the course of a year (last in September 2019), losing its continuity and is more disparate. Also, written by a programme broadcaster, it is an attempt to garner support for their programmes, giving bias in its writing. 
M. J. Adams, ‘Egypt and the Levant in the Early Middle Bronze Age/Transition in the Ancient Near East. Chronology, C14, and Climate Change,’ The University of Chicago Oriental Institute (May 2014) pp. 493 -515
This article is from the tenth annual Oriental Institute Postdoctoral Seminar. Adams reasserts that around 2200 BC to 2000 BC there was a ‘global-scale climatological event’ - a major decrease in precipitation, causing major changes to daily life in the Levant. Adams later explores mass abandonment. A radiobased-carbon chronology forces him to reconsider the relationship between Old Kingdom Egypt and the Early Bronze II Levant. Adams’ major argument revolves around ‘Egyptianized’ foundation deposits at Meggido, intimating a ‘political and territorial thrust from the north’. Secondly, he argues that Egypt, in the Early Bronze Age III, had ‘lost interest’ then in its ‘peak hierarchical development’. He includes radio-chromatology studies in numerous sites, establishing a relational timeline. Moreover, he references the stratigraphy of Meggido, comparing foundation deposits found at Deir El-Bahri, assessing Near Eastern influence. Written in 2014 at the height of the Megiddo Expedition, this current article could be used to directly counter Oren’s views, who states Egypt’s actions (Early Bronze Age) in Northern Sinai were ‘systematic exploitation’ whereas Adams argues that Egypt showed ‘extremely weak interest’. Note the ‘transitional’ emphasis in Adams’ work unlike Oren’s ‘fixed’ observation. A useful chronological account of Egypt’s expansion, I feel that the duality in this article moves away from a solely Egyptian view. His reference to other authors’ work culminates in a richly ‘voiced’ article. What I drew from this article is the concept of ‘interrelation’, that it is not necessarily a whole country that maintains relations with another, much like Levantine ties to Egypt (much more prominent in the North than the South).
I. Finkelstein, ‘The Forgotten Kingdom: The Archaeology and History of Northern Israel’ (30 Sep 2013) Society of Biblical Literature. 210 pages 
This monograph assesses Northern Israel which Finkelstein feels lacks due attention in scholarship. He cites an inherent bias upon Israel, their history written by Judah in the Hebrew Bible, a stronger occupying force. Further exploring Israel’s history, he includes major advances in archaeology, like Adams, the stratigraphy studies at Meggido. By understanding the archaeology of the highlands settlement a clear contrast to the history of Israel as known by scholars and biblical authors, is created. It is not a linear construct as projected. He has worked in the field for thirty years, introducing the stratigraphic survey in Megiddo. Theories in this book are well supported by other scholars such as Guillame, Kempinski and Yadin, ensuring a plurality of views. One issue I have is the history of Israel, which he claims has been ‘overwritten’. There is always a degree of negativity towards Judah in my opinion and it is not perhaps an unclouded view. Is he trying to ‘make amends’ on behalf of Israel? He concludes that the authors in Judah tried to present an overall vision of the role of Judah in Israel’s story at a time when the Northern Kingdom didn’t exist. This was an interesting source, bringing a biblical context to Bronze Age Israel. In a wider context this article could be used as a counter to Adams’ view. Finkelstein gives the example of the Amarna Letters, showing diplomatic correspondence between pharaohs and rulers of the Canaan city-states. There are varying degrees of acceptance of Egypt’s involvement in the Near East it seems. This aids the comparative value of the source massively. 
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