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However, the PPI model operates on a regional level and

leaves room for a flexible frontier; the interactions
occurring outside that region, beyond the frontier, can be
of another kind. The lowlands and highlands of Canaan
!_ihow such a dichotomy, though both exhibit their own
internal version of PPI concurrent with the contact that
undoubtedly existed between them.

The above discussion brings to fore what should be a
fundamental goal for the processual study of the Middle
Bronze Age: the construction of a spatially sensiuve
absolute chronology on the basis of radiocarbon dates. Itis
considered axiomatic that, given the problems of standard
deviation and calibration, radiocarbon dates are super-
fluous for Near Eastern contexts after ¢ 2000 BC, since
relative chronology tied into Egyptian historical data can
provide closer and more reliable dating. However, while
largely true for the southern coastal plain of the later MB
(to which time a number of second Intermediate royal
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name scarabs can be ascribed, [Weinstein 1981: 8-10)),
this perception can no jonger be taken for granted when:
terminus post nature of Egyptan or

1. the infrequency and
bs for example) is taken into

Egyptianizing finds (scara

account;
so many (five) alternative chronological schemes are

current (Weinstein 1991 110);
3. so many cultural facets appear to be regional and
differentiated in scope (€8 Kempinski 1983: 181-96; llan

1991).

~

Until a wide array of radiocarbon dates becomes available

from successive MB stata at sites distributed over the
various regions of Canaan, our thinking must display both
vertical and horizontal dimensions when constructing our
models of culture change. As we shall see, late Intermediate
Bronze (IB) (Early Bronze IV, see Dever this volume,
Chapter 17) assemblages, of the frontier regions in
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‘ new conjecture is now g
currency — one that emphasizes the social
es implied by rampart

ramids or ziggurats of
~ a sort of conspi

' Figure 1.1 Various types of MB rampart fortification.
| Adapted from Kempinski 1992b and Kaplan 1975







