Are Archaeological Sites political?
Archaeology is the assessment of material remains left behind by previous cultures and other living beings. However, archaeology is also made up of other parts being that of scientific, and being partly that of interpretation (Renfrew, C, & Bahn P. 2020.) However, much like other fields of interest Archaeology also has politics, politics within methodology, politics within its ethics and whether it is beneficial to those within the area in which studying may be more harmful to other within the field and local communities. Other aspects are the health and safety of being within said field. There are a variety of politics at play within the field of Archaeology. In this essay, the focus will be on the politics around UNESCO Heritage sites or Archaeological Sites and any cultural objects of Archaeological Interest that may be from these areas. However, with the consideration of politics surrounding Heritage Sites the consideration of the Ethics must be considered in certain aspects of it in relation to any one culture that it may affect and any professionals who may play an integral part of it. As such different countries do also maintain their own heritage sites through their own organisations and they also have their own set of rules, regulations, policies, laws, and by-laws.
One such organisation that is well known within the Archaeological community and outside is UNESCO. UNESCO, which stands for United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization, is an international organization who claims to promote knowledge, and ideas to be shared freely throughout (UNESCO, 2024.) This international organization was founded in 1945 then slowly began to develop greater popularity in the 1960’s with the governments of the world pushing for greater development into protecting sites and areas of cultural significance and Archaeological interest this was later placed under the Convention (Debarbieux. B. 2021.) Since 1977 an occasional repeat and updating of ‘Guidelines’ has been in place protecting all involved with Heritage Sites, from the local communities and to wider communities to then the Archaeologists and Heritage Sites themselves (Mennis, J. 2021.) The Operational Guidelines are outlined by UNESCO in the most recent update which was made on the 24th of September 2023 states that the guidelines aim is to ‘facilitate the implementation of the Convention concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Historical Heritage’. The Operational Guidelines outline the requirements needed to be established for a UNESCO site to be considered. These requirements are for them to be on the World Heritage List, and for it to be on the List of World Heritage in Danger, they are also required to have the protection of the World Heritage properties and the conservation of it, they must also be granted financial support both Nationally and  Internationally (UNESCO, 2023.) These necessities show that they are both recognized as vital parts of Heritage to the area and the community surrounding, these can be seen as both in a religious context and as a structural piece of cultural heritage such as the Cistercian Abbey of Fontenay (UNESCO, 2007.) Much like the Cistercian Abbey of Fontenay other Heritage Sites are of significant value and significance to the communities in which they are based effecting the structure of the community and sense of self if the individuals within and because of these policies are put in place to allow the local and wider community to access it. 
 The policies created to support the communities and wider areas to access them are considered a level tourism and as such the organizations that maintain these areas must allow access to them. With this in consideration over time there have been rules and regulations put in place to protect the people within the local community that hold value and those who may not in the Heritage sites. Such as when defining the Heritage site, it must be categorized as either a ‘Natural Heritage Site’ which is defined under the UNESCO guidelines of 2023 in Chapter II.A paragraph 45 as the natural formations of the environment that hold ‘Outstanding Natural Value from the aesthetic or scientific point of view’. Or it may define as a ‘Cultural Heritage Site’ which is the physical remains of time gone by this is shown in art, architectural structures or anything that may pertain to an Archaeological nature. One geographer Carl Sauer argues that it is the combination of the manufactured space and natural elements that create the relationship between the people and the place which that holds a stronger emotional connection and not the objects within it (Bell. J.S. 2013.) As such when establishing and advertising new listed heritage site the considerations for the locality are considered and such there are conservation principles that are put in place such as in the United Kingdom, the six principles are as follows as defined by Historic England an organisation established to support the people of England to enjoy, support and maintain its environment (Historic England, 2024.) Principle one is that any historic Environment is a shared resource and with that from generation to generation the skills and investments of them must be maintained passing along knowledge that is crucial to the culture. For example, in developing woodworking skills and traditional crafts which not only maintain a historic culture but also may maintain any historical sites that require some of these skills for maintenance on them. Following on from that Principle two is very much like the first in which the way of everyone being offered the same opportunities in learning and maintaining the skills to sustaining any Historic environment (Historic England, 2008.) Principle three of the Conservation Principles set for by Historic England is that they must understand the significance of the place, this means that by understanding its significance is detrimental to protecting its future and keeping in place to any laws, and policies. With the understanding of the heritage sites the following principle of number four is that of sustaining the environment (Heritage England, 2008.) As these places are of significant cultural value this principles aim is to be maintaining that value. Principle five for the organisation of Historic England is by far one of the most important regarding the locals in the area as its means that if any changes were made to any aspect of these Heritage Sites they must be informed of any decision and be included in it and any decisions must be made in a clear and transparent manner with reasonable assessment justification (Historic England, 2008.) The final principle of the six Conservation principles set forth by Historic England is that documentation of everything and learning from any decisions made throughout the time is crucial as such everything must be recorded. Without any documentation there is no chance of ensuring that mistakes are not being repeated. 
Much like the principles in place through the organisation of Historic England individual governments also have procedures in place for times of which a Heritage Site may need to be protected. One form of legislation is that which protects it, this form of legislation came about in relation to UNESCO uniquely such as the UNESCO Convention is the prohibition of Illegally importing, exporting and transfer of ownership of property that has Cultural Value (Spiridon-Ursu, P. 2023.) This legislation provides governments the ability to create their own laws to protect and prosecute those who would illeagally move items of cultural value to their countries. Other such legislation that is relevant to Heritage Sites that are under the Hague Convention and guidelines are such, The UNIDROIT Convention on Stolen and Illegally Exported Cultural Objects of 1995, this protects items of significant cultural importance from theft providing the guidelines for the relevant country that needs it (Spiridon-Ursu, 2023.) The laws however not only apply to the public they apply to the individuals involved and as such those individuals such as Archaeologist have a code of conduct. In the United Kingdom the regulatory body CIFA is the conduct authority for Archaeology and as such it states in their own code of conduct that under Principle one section nine that a member shall not engage in or encourage other to preclude to activities that are dishonest, fraudulent and misrepresent in matters regarding Archaeology or knowingly allow their name used in such activities and under section eight they shall not allow or accept bribery (Chartered Institute for Archaeologists, 2014.) This code of conduct also states that those who do not follow the codes of conduct in the document may be expelled, suspended, or reprimanded by or from the Institute. This suggests that there are severe consequences for those who may harm these Heritage Sites and any Cultural Objects that may come from them or any Archaeological Sites. These codes of conduct while may or may not be Universal to all Institutions for Archaeologist, they are for those who fall under the authority of the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists.
With the information discovered about the safeguards in place there can be an assumption made that Archaeology is a political practice. This is shown through the policies, procedures, laws, and legislation amongst other means of documentation and the means in which Heritage sites are created and engaged with both through governments and the people of both the local area in which they are located and the people who visit them from further afield. However as shown these are not only aimed at those who would harm these sites whether it be through intentional or unintentional reasoning and the objects for fiscal or financial gain, they are also aimed at those who are also meant to uncover the past and protect the future those who would use them for their own purposes and gain. These policies, laws, by-laws, and principles protect all those who are involved and interested in these Heritage Sites and objects of interest however they are most importantly there to protect them themselves from any harm done to them.
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