Exploring the Humanities Assignment 2
Alexander Lye 
A discussion on the nature and direction of your chosen discipline and their relationship within the wider range of humanities.
Archaeology is one of the disciplines in the humanities taking influence from the natural sciences and the humanities, offering a crossing point where people interpret the past. As both a method of inquiry and a narrative craft, it reconstructs the lives, societies and belief systems from the fragments left by our ancestors such as burial sites, ruined architecture and landscapes shaped by humanity over time. Yoffee and Fowles draw attention to the Greek origins of the word Archaeology which relate to the study of human past and that places it in the wider family of the humanities (Yoffee and Fowles, 2011). The deep roots of Arch The deep roots of Archaeology are not just from one point in history where people can point to and say that is where it began it would be meany points from meany people and cultures as it has deep connections to the western world going around the world plundering objects of value from native cultures meany of which are in possession not for their value in money but the value of what can be learned from them. 
The scope of this essay is in short on the place and direction of archaeology this is a brief description and a quote that matches each topic that will be discussed. Archaeology has changed a lot since its beginnings and continues to develop and change. “archaeologists work in teams with scientists and employ quantitative techniques and comparative methods of the social sciences,” ( Yoffee and Fowles 2011).
In meany ways Archaeology is a science with continuing reliance on scientific methods of testing and analysis.” Radiocarbon dating has undergone a number of ‘revolutions’ in the past 50 years. This is in part because it is a field in continuous development, but perhaps more because of its profound impact on archaeology and the nature of interdisciplinary research”(Bronk Ramsey, 2008). 
Increased awareness of good practice and ethics is changing the way Archaeologists work. “An ethical approach to public engagement in modern conflict archaeology is grounded in an understanding of the contexts within which the work takes place; knowledge of the different stakeholders; and a wide range of public engagement skills and tools with which to reach out to as many of the different constituencies as possible” (Moshenska, G. 2015).
Increasing overlap between Archaeology and the other disciplines in the humanities. “Historical archaeology has always been concerned with the interpretation of documentary sources and material culture, and in this sense shares much with history”(Courtney, 2007).
Archaeology is inherently political “Archaeology is political because it is a form of praxis that can transform the world through its engagement with people, places, and histories.”(The Public Historian, 2009)
Archaeology is closely linked to the humanities because it helps us understand people from the past. Instead of just using science, archaeologists also think about stories and beliefs, what values were held and how just like historians, artists, and philosophers do showing the overlap between Archaeology. They study old objects and places to learn how people lived, what they cared about, and how they saw the world. This makes archaeology a powerful and insightful way to explore human life, culture and existence.
Archaeology is a way of learning about people from the past by studying the things they left behind, like buildings, tools, and bones. But archaeology is not just about digging things up it is also about thinking carefully about what those things mean and how we tell stories about them. Over time, archaeologists have started asking deeper questions, not just about the past, but about how their work affects people today. For example, they think about whether it’s right to keep human remains in museums, or how to respect the cultures they study. This kind of thinking has led archaeology to connect more with other subjects in the humanities, like history, philosophy, and art. Working with historians helps archaeologists understand the bigger picture of events. Talking to philosophers helps them think about what knowledge really is and how we know what we know. Art and literature help archaeologists think about how stories are told and how people feel about the past. These connections make archaeology stronger and more thoughtful. Instead of just collecting facts, archaeology becomes a way to understand people’s lives, values, and beliefs. It helps us ask not only “What happened?” but also “Why does it matter?” and “Who gets to tell the story?”
Archaeology has had a transformation from its antiquarian roots where it was founded by a narrow group of likeminded people to a multidisciplinary field that engages with both scientific method and with its fellow humanities at once. A shift that reflects the discipline’s growing methodological sophistication and collaborative ethos. This evolution marks a departure from solitary excavations and artifact collection toward a more reflexive practice that incorporates ethical considerations, cultural theory, and community engagement. By embracing diverse frameworks, archaeology now contributes not only to our understanding of the past but also to broader conversations in the humanities about identity, memory, and meaning.
An example from the present is the advancement of tech used in Archaeology take the changes made by Radiocarbon dating. Radiocarbon dating being the example for this discussion does not make it the focus is not the only advancement. Another example is that of the increased reliance of lab work and the use of computers in Archaeology “excavation is digitization”(Roosevelt et al 2015). 
But radiocarbon dating has changed how archaeologists study the past. It used to just give rough dates for old objects, but now it’s much more accurate and now shows how useful it is and how it is now being implemented. Scientists use better and more accurate tools to fix errors caused by changes in the environment that might give faulty results and then the archaeologist will combine dating results with other clues for example the layer of detection or what they were used for like stone tools ore remains. C. Bronk Ramsey explains that this helps archaeologists not only know when something happened but also understand how events fit together and why they matter. Radiocarbon dating is now a key part of archaeology it helps build better timelines, supports deeper questions and connects scientific data with human stories. This shift shows how archaeology has become more thoughtful and careful in how it studies the past.
Archaeology, as a discipline coming from physical evidence and human inquiry, as a discipline it is shifting towards ethical engagement with the past, technologically it is advancing so less evasive equipment is needed. This shift in archaeology not only improves how it works but also strengthens its connection to the humanities by helping us to explore who we are, how we remember the past and how we care for cultural heritage.
Paul Courtney explains that archaeology and history often work together because they both try to understand the past. Historians usually study written accounts of the past, while archaeologists look at physical objects like buildings, tools, and terrain.
In England, especially when studying landscapes, both types of evidence are used to learn about how people lived and how places changed over time. Courtney says this teamwork has helped researchers learn more, even though there are sometimes disagreements between the two fields. He believes archaeology is just as important as history and that using both together gives us a fuller picture of the past. This shows a strong example of the connection between the different disciplines that make up the Humanities.
 Archaeology is far more than a technical discipline concerned with digging up artifacts and cataloguing the past it is a deeply political and ethical practice that shapes how societies understand themselves. Reading Matthews’ work has reinforced my belief that archaeologists have a responsibility not just to uncover history, but to engage with the present. The choices we make what sites we excavate, whose stories we tell, how we interpret material culture are never neutral. They reflect values, priorities, and power structures. That is why archaeology should embrace its political nature and become a more transformative force. It should challenge colonial legacies as well as support indigenous communities and democratize access to historical knowledge. This means working beyond academic boundaries and collaborating with local groups and making archaeology relevant to contemporary social issues. When done ethically and inclusively, archaeology can help communities reclaim their histories, confront injustice, and imagine better futures. In my view, the most meaningful archaeology is one that does not just study the past it helps shape a more just and reflective present.
Archaeology is an ever-shifting discipline that can interact with both the natural sciences and the Humanities and take influence from both sources of knowledge. The advance of technology only aids the discipline and improves the results that Archaeology provides. The past of archaeology makes those that practice the discipline more aware of how to follow good practice weather it comes from community engagement or simply following ethical guidelines laid out to protect what is found and its surroundings. The future of Archaeology lays both within academia and with wider world of academics. By confidently engaging with scientific innovation and inclusive, activist approaches, the discipline can remain relevant and influential in shaping public understanding of the past, present, and future. “I have been asked to articulate my visions for the future of the field as part of a session organised by NAR at the annual meeting for the European Association of Archaeologists. As a discipline, archaeology has reinvented itself multiple times since 1968, incorporating new methods and theories, branching across multiple new disciplines and across academic boundaries between the natural sciences, the social sciences and the humanities”(Nilsson Stutz, 2018).
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