P1-Discussing how the Rosetta Stone was one of the biggest archeological discoveries in the 18th century and shaped how we understand ancient Egypt. 
P2-The Rosetta Stone was found by the French army in the town of Rosetta in Egypt in 1799, this became the answer to how we understand ancient hieroglyphs. Found during the French surrender of Egypt in 1801 then it was passed onto Britan and is being held in the British museum in London today. The ancient stone inscribes two different languages of Egyptian and Greek and then also included different types of writing like hieroglyphics and demotic script, this shaped how we began to understand hieroglyphics. Carved onto the stone shows the same thing in these three different scripts. The stone was originally created 196BC issued by priests, the main part of the text goes into detail of honors of the king: Ptolemy V and relate him to God due what he had done for the country, lowered taxes, protected the country. The stoned had to be held in all temples of Egypt that is why there are multiple copies of the stone like the Nobeira stone and Elephantine which are nearly exact copies, there is to believe to be 28 copies. This helped decipher the missing parts of the Rosetta stone.  When the stone was handed over to Britan, Thomas Young and Francois Champollion began trying to decipher the hieroglyphics by using the Greek and Egyptian to decrypt. Also, by examining the direction of the different hieroglyphics this answered the way the words also sound. From 1821 Champollion took over from Young; he found that some of the signs were syllabic and alphabetic as the stone was deciphered in 1822.
[bookmark: _Int_XAhPxaxJ]P3-Using this primary source also comes with weaknesses behind the stone one of the weaknesses of the stone is that there are many missing parts of the stone due to the stone being over 2000 years old when it was found this could have meant that it would have been in a bad condition causing erosions, this means the there are missing parts that hold important details that and key in understand hieroglyphics, this limits the full understanding of hieroglyphics and could be big gap in translating these languages into English. Although, by finding the other 28 copies I these helped piece together the missing parts of the stone, however these stones were found after finding the Rosetta stone so they would have had to wait until these were found also at this point they would not have even known about these copies only until they had translated the stone would that have known that there was a copy of the stone in each major temple in Egypt. Furthermore, at this period was the understanding of the Greek language popular in Britian? As this was where the stone was sent to be decoded, unless they knew Greek there would be no way to compare the hieroglyphics to the Greek to the translate back to English. However, the stone would have been delt to knowledgeable academics at the time. Thomas Young was a British polymath and had worked in many different fields at the time so had the qualifications to help understand the stone. Although, this does create some bias as of what Young’s personal beliefs could have interred with the transition. At the time of the stone being created and while it was being translated Britan and Egypt were going through very different cultures and beliefs withe their ideologies of religion and the overall way of life, this could have interfiled with the translation but as a result of Young being an academics it would have been his duty to put this aside. 
[bookmark: _Int_4XECDje4]P4- Focusing on my main argument for this assignment of using the stone as a primary source when looking at the significance of it in the discoveries of archeology, the weaknesses I found of this as a primary stone include how old this artifact is and how due to this there are many missing parts due to erosion. Adapting this into an essay plan, I would first outline what the question is asking me to do, for example, what I am being asked to investigate and how I am going to come to this conclusion. I would use different approaches to this method and first research into the top of the question by looking at other primary and secondary sources, like books, artifacts, articles, and many other formats. This would give me an initial understanding of the topic of the essay to then look at the broader discussion. Then looking at the weaknesses of what I have gathered from the primary source and look at the opposite argument and supporting different points of views and why, while referencing. After I have looked at numerous opinions and also arguing my point of view of the question throughout I would then conclude my essay but showing my overall point  and expressing why I believe this and the conclude to the answer of the question.
P5- looking at this essay from a recent biblically scholarly viewpoint of the finding of the stone, it investigates the ethical issues of the findings based on how the stone was found. The stone has been later referred as ‘spoils of war’, due to the British seizing the stone after the French surrender to Britain in 1801. due to the treaty of Alexandria, they had to pass all French artifacts which included the stone. This evokes as why the stone has been named a price of war and challenges the ethical issues of the ownership of the artefact as it does not belong to the UK or France. Scholars like Dr. Zahi Hawass argues the true ownership of the stone and believes that is should be returned to Egypt as it is still being held in the British museum today, the stone shapes ancient Egyptian culture and displays how past societies lived and communicated. Dr. Hawass did not just advocate for the Rosetta Stone but also many Egyptian artifacts: the bust of Nefertiti, the Dendera zodiac paintings and numerous other artifacts that have been taken and shared all throughout the world. In 2003, 2019 and 2022 there has been campaign to turn the stone to Egypt by Hawass, yet these have all been denied by. Why is this? British achieved ownership of this stone through colonialism of parts of Europe no true descent of the ancestors who created the stone. The British museum stance of this debate is they still claim ownership due to the past treaty between them and France as there was Egyptian representation in this treaty. This treaty is now over 200 years old, clearly dated and in 2026 we should respect the true ownership of this artifact, and it should be returned to Egypt. This highlights the importance of ethical debates of  archeology and the pervasion of ancient artefacts, it is greed to still be profiting off objects that we do not own and belong to its home country, we can accept different cultures artifacts yet we do not embrace the people that they decent to.
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