Article review
Towards end: Contribution to knowledge about the subject?


In this article review, I shall be discussing the article Connected Histories: the Dynamics of Bronze Age Interaction and Trade 1500-1100 BC by Kristian Kristiansen and Paulina Suchowska-Ducke.[footnoteRef:1] What will be explored in this review are the ways in which it goes through the different methods that civilisations used and still use today in order to communicate with each other, keep up trade routes and how these things impacted the relationships and trade between all the different parties involved. [1:  Kristiansen, K. and Suchowska-Ducke, P. (2015). Connected Histories: the Dynamics of Bronze Age Interaction and Trade 1500–1100 bc. Proceedings of the Prehistoric Society, [online] 81, pp.361–392. doi:https://doi.org/10.1017/ppr.2015.17.] 

This article discusses firstly how “interpersonal relations and diplomatic alliances” and “communication networks” helped with strengthening the bonds and shipping goods between settlements. These would have been vital, as when things such as bronze tools and weapons were being shipped between large cultural zones with political alliances, people within these convoys would have needed to confirm the safety of their people plus the cargo that they were transporting in case they had been attacked or stolen from. If this kept happening on a route, the people heading the transport of materials or goods may have hired warriors in order to keep the shipment safe from further harm on just one or maybe multiple routes if travelling through a specific area. There were indeed examples of this, one of them being The Amarna letters, which refer to “a number of incidents” and that multiple merchants were attacked or killed. This would have contributed to the addition of more men protecting travelling merchants against crime. One example of a trade route breaking down was during the 13th century wherein a new network was built to replace it, and even went further than the old route, carrying on in order to connect the Nordic zone to East Central Europe.
Furthermore, these new expansions as old routes were built over in favour of new routes that went further may have been good for political endeavours and connections of settlements that had trade routes running through or near them. Commercial trade was “facilitated by political negotiations”, so the routes were presumably discussed beforehand and agreed upon in order to have good routes for what was being transported in specific areas. One example of this was the western Mediterranean becoming the focus of trading with the “Tumulus Culture of western Central Europe”, therefore helping to secure and keep direct connections to Jutland which was the main source of amber trade. This article brings up the point that the crews of ships that were shipping raw materials and goods from “most parts of the known world” had crews that were “fairly international”, meaning possibly that people migrated from near or far in order to live in places that were rich with materials that they otherwise could not get elsewhere. One example in this article of long-range migration is that there were more than fifteen thousand tablets found at Kanesh (modern Kültepe).
In addition to this, there were regions that were strongly connected with important centres in politics and trade which allowed the “hub of innovation” as it was called to spread further towards Scandinavia which was dominated by eastern Central Europe at the time. In the 12th Century BC, there was a partial collapse and decline in both the trade networks and the political and economic centres within the Mycenaean world, which spread towards Egypt as a whole. This would have possibly made way for new routes or settlements to make their way into the space that was left, making even more connections and routes between more people and traders. If the people in the settlements sent out people in order to find their nearest deposits of metals, ores or materials that they exported or sold to others and it was nearby and full of resources, this could be very advantageous but also pose as a threat. For example, fights may be started in order to get to those materials and the settlements nearby might be affected and attacked as a result of simply being nearby those deposits. 
A critique of this article would be that the writing is mostly centred on the way that merchants and the settlers were being protected from harm and how this was happening whilst all the trading and routes were being made at the same time elsewhere. The trade routes are just as important, if not more, than how those materials got to the people in order to make those weapons and shields that they use to protect themselves from further harm. On another note, it does help the reader to understand why and how people learned to spread themselves out and not all sit just in one spot, as the resources there would deplete and they would need to find somewhere else to settle with more resources. This would have also increased the multiple ways in which people communicated, and how this also had to live alongside the trade and gradual introduction of trade routes that were established in order to keep up this communication “network” between so many different settlements that needed to know about each other in return. This can be seen in the “regular supplies of bronze” that people would have needed for both social interaction and their creation of tools and weapons to supply other people with.
In conclusion, this article has its main focus on discussing the dynamics of how Bronze age trade interacted with how people moved around the land and linked with other people or settlements as a whole. The “interpersonal relations” that were established still hold very true in today’s roots on how society acts, including the dependence on trade and keeping relations between countries or people happy in order to foster healthy relations and trade.

