











Although this book is subtitled A study of Predynastic Trade Routes, the issues discussed have relevance far beyond the specifics of economic exchange networks.  The major question addressed in this book concerns the extent to which early pharaonic civilization (i.e., 4000 - 2700 BC) was a product of influences from Mesopotamia.  


	This question has a long history and retains considerable contemporary importance.  The suggestion by  Flinders Petrie and others that Predynastic Egyptian civilization was largely a result of immigration from Southwest Asia continues to reverberate in debates between scholars such as I. Bernal and Lefkovitz and many others.  At a more general level, a century of comparative analyses of early civilizations has been based on the assumption that the early civilizations of Egypt and Mesopotamia -- which show incontrovertible evidence of continuing cultural contacts during their early developmental phases -- were largely independent:  that is the 


	To reconstruct these trade routes, Mark focuses on the distributions of artifacts, stylistic motifs, and raw materials.  


	He begins by concisely summarizing the early culture histories of Mesopotamia and Egypt with respect to trade patterns.   


	The central question in these correlations is whether these stylsitic similarities are, in the language of evolution, analogies or homologies.  Loop handles, for example, may show contacts between Egypt and Syro-Palestine, but they may also be a functional convergence -- a characteristic that both cultues developed indepedently for similar purposes of pottery use.


	Most apparent similarities in ceramics, lithics, and other remains must remain of undemonstrated origins, unless materials analyses reveal


	Too little of this has been done.


	Even if we can demonstrate with great accuracy the origins and spread of styles and artifacts, in a sense the more important iss ue is the exchange mechanisms that underlie these networks.  Stone, metal, and other resources were regularly traded over large areas in prehistory, going back tens of thousands of years.  The earliest evidences of trade between Egypt and Southwest Asia in obsidian, copper, and other commodities does not appear to be strikingly different from these prehistoric patters of (presumably) hand-to-hand trade in small quantitties of a few materials.  But to understand the rise of the economic and socio-political sturctures that were characterisitc of the first states, however, we would expect changes in 


Nor are these all functional changes; trade in exotics for luxury arank and prestige


	There is substantial evidence based on checmical analyses that some of the obsidian, silver, gold , lead, pais lazulicopper,  but chemical variation within these sources is so great -- and so incompeltely  measures that most assignments of these raw materials to specific sources are to some extent questionable.


	Mark’s also assesses the similarities of Egypt and Mesopotamia mace-heads and certain animal figurines.  Figurines of monkeys, for example, have been found in northern Mesopotamia (where monkeys are not native), and an apparent bear-shaped figurine was found at Abydos, in Egypt, to whcih bears are not native.  is that they probably indicate a trade route between northern Mesopotamia and Egypt but not via a sea or land route from southern Mesopotamia because these are not found in southern Mesopotamia. 





	Mark suggests a three-stage process in which southern Mesopotamia, northern Mesopotamia, and Egypt  


