How can battlefield archaeology contribute positively to the process of bereavement, commemoration, and reconciliation?
[bookmark: _Hlk95669233]Battlefields are sites of difficult heritage because they are sites of conflict, death, and human suffering. There are often strong feelings that live on long after the conflict has ended, and archaeology can provide a means for opposing communities to come together in group projects, thus working towards a common goal. Bereavement, commemoration, and reconciliation are three of some of the most important subjects after any war. There is no exact way to describe what Bereavement is other than grief within a person, and because all people feel differently when grieving, it is hard to define it in any precise way but perhaps the other two factors can help people deal with grief better in a way. A commemoration is a celebration or ceremony in which to remember a person or event, however, one might feel this would comfort people who are experiencing grief, and it can make them feel better when being told that their loved ones were brave, heroic, and will never be forgotten. A good example of this is the yearly 11th of November’s 2 minutes silence which commemorates WW1 soldiers that fought in the trenches and who suffered years of shooting, violence, explosions and even disease. Reconciliation is basically coming to terms with your enemy and make amends so you can honour the dead together. Without these three things, it seems that many people might feel a need for closure, so in a sense they would like to know what happened to their loved ones whilst in battle, not only why but also how. Others may feel that there is a real lack of respect towards the fallen, whether that’s coming from the perspective of the families, the comrades that survived when their friends did not or might even cause the public to lose faith in their government. By looking at examples that can show each of these three factors, it would be interesting to see how they not only help people, but it may also show how they tie in together and how battlefield archaeology can help link them together. There could be many things found on a battlefield, weapons, uniforms, dog tags, tools, bunkers, destroyed buildings or perhaps even bodies. Finding any of these could reveal much detail in to uncovering what may have actually happened, whether bodies found had markings to indicate how they died or even dog tags to help identify who they were, which can then be conveyed back to their existing families. If one was excavating a war site between 1899, when dog tags were invented ((“Dog Tag History,” n.d.), to modern times and Knowing whose body it is, when it comes to bereavement can probably put loved ones minds much more at ease. So, can battlefield archaeology make a positive impact upon these issues? To answer, World War 1 and 2 battlefield sites and graves are good sources to try and address this question. Digging and excavating archaeological sites on battlefields are no small venture, there needs to be many permissions from the government, the landowners and there needs to be a legitimate reasoning for the efforts. Archaeologists are often given a task set by museums or war museums to go excavate certain sites that might hold lost relics from the war, obviously digging at any battlefield site holds a certain amount of risk. There could be explosives, live ammunition, sharp objects so it would be wise to always approach a project like this with caution. However, the findings are often worth the risk, unravelling the stories of history are of a great deal of importance to not only historians and archaeologists, but the families and perhaps it even holds significance to governmental historical records, filling in the gaps if you will. 
Bereavement is a tricky subject because not only do people feel differently about it, as mentioned previously, but people also have different opinions about it, this coming from the relatives of the people fighting on different sides of the war effort. One side could blame another and feel that what was once the opposing side should not pay any kind of respect towards their dead because their relatives were the ones that caused it. An interesting example of this is “the British tend to have an almost colonial attitude towards the Great War battlefields of France and Flanders. On the rare occasions when a French or Belgian group is seen at one of the well-visited sites, the British visitors adopt a vaguely proprietorial attitude that suggests that this is 'their' battlefield and although the interested foreigners are welcome, they are visiting the British, not the other way around”(Robertshaw and Kenyon, 2007). This gives off an almost selfish feeling about the fact that although on what is probably French, German, or Flemish land, the British act like they own it because their soldiers died there almost as if they refuse to acknowledge that there are probably a large percentage of the graves belonging to people of other country’s which in a sense shows disrespect to the dead of other nationalities. “Reactions to German groups range from surprise to, very occasionally, slight hostility. Essentially, German groups are seen as being welcome to visit 'their' sites, such as the Deutsche Feldgraben at Langemark Cemetery near Ypres but appear to be accepted only grudgingly at sites on the front line such as Beaumont Hamel or Serre. However at 'British' monuments such as the Menin Gate, Thiepval Memorial, or the Canadian memorial to the 1915 gas attack at St Julian near Ypres, the evidence is that German visitors are not welcome at all”(Robertshaw and Kenyon, 2007). An example of British who are still sore about the war and are not tolerating any Germans, not even allowing them to come pay their respect, perhaps some feel that there is no chance of reconciliation because of the losses on both sides, it seems clear however that if the Germans do want to come pay their respects to British graves, then surely they are trying to reconcile even in these modern times. By coming to visit, it appears as if they are almost seeking forgiveness for the sins of the past and it also suggests that they want to move forward and not repeat the mistakes of the past and let bygones be bygones, however, the British still act hostile towards the Germans which shows that perhaps forgiveness is not as easy as it seems.
Although soldiers were fighting on the other side, they still died for their country and deserve respect for their bravery. Yes they may have been fighting for the wrong side, so it is understandable why some people do not like the idea of paying respect to whom were once the enemy, but that’s where reconciliation comes in, and that is where the people of all sides are trying to make amends and by agreeing not to disturb or develop upon these historical sites, they are showing respect and keeping the memory alive. “Recent survey has revealed that the archaeology surviving in wooded landscapes can significantly enhance our understanding of ground combat in areas covered by forest. In particular, this evidence sheds new light on the logistical support of field armies and the impact of Allied bombing on German installations”(Passmore et al., 2014). This is interesting because it supports what was previously said about how battlefield archaeology, it can help fill in the gaps in historical records of what actions were taken at the time, which is information that could not only intrigue historical strategists or indulge government records but might even be able to help modern strategists with new information and how a certain situation may be approached, although with the modernisation of technology, tactics will have also changed. In any case, the archaeological contribution to the point is a positive. “Human remains were discovered. These proved to be those of a German private. His skull had been destroyed by a farmer's plough and there was little to provide a date of death or identification apart from a much-corroded identity disc. With permission from the relevant French authorities, this was sent to the archaeological conservation laboratory at University College London (UCL). In the days that followed two further sets of remains were uncovered: first a British soldier, then a German senior NCO. Various items recovered alongside these remains, including a book found with the German, were also sent back to UCL for analysis”(Robertshaw and Kenyon, 2007). Further proof that the archaeologists and government will go a long way to uncover, identify and analyse remains to really find out who that person was and then see if there are any family to notify. It also shows just how much different societies, authorities and companies get involved with the effort of reconciliation, it is probable that their efforts have not gone unnoticed by the families who suffered from bereavement and that all it leads to great gratification and satisfaction, being able to help them.

“The archaeology of the Second World War (WW2) in north-west Europe is dominated by concrete and brick. From remote pillboxes and anti-tank cubes” (Passmore et al., 2014). It seems likely that a lot of Pill boxes in north-west Europe probably would have seen battle and supposedly if they get buried naturally as sediment lays on top or if the land gets built up for farming there may also be bodies present which means that any archaeologist that excavates a battlefield site should always be prepared to encounter them and know how to react. “The Commemorations team ensure that CWGC commemorates all Commonwealth war casualties. Not everyone who died during the two world wars is formally designated a war casualty. The intention was to ensure that everyone who had died during the official dates of the conflict and as a result of their war service would be formally commemorated. To achieve this, Commonwealth military and auxiliary organisations set individual criteria to determine which of their servicemen and women qualified. Additional rules were introduced for Commonwealth civilians killed during the Second World War”(CWGC, n.d.). This is interesting in the sense that this organisation has certain criteria for people who died in the war and are a part of the commonwealth. It states that there were more rules added because of the number of civilian casualties in World War 2 which suggests that although civilians may not have been soldiers, they may have done brave things like helping clear rubble and pulling people from collapsed buildings caused by the numerous bombing air raids. “Wherever possible CWGC will commemorate a war casualty at the site of their grave, usually with either a Commission headstone or plaque”(CWGC, n.d.). As an added point, this shows that the military will commemorate and commission a headstone wherever they can which shows that if they go that far to find out where all the fallen soldiers are then it is a great sign of respect 
Although Battlefield archaeology is helpful in many ways towards Bereavement, commemoration, and reconciliation, it still brings up some negatives from the people who have direct links to people that fought in the war and may not want people to go looking and digging up items and relics from battlefields or perhaps coming across bodies, it could be seen as grave robbing which is a very real and threatening thing towards not respecting the dead. If a body were to be uncovered, it would be logical to assume that it should be handled with care, attempted to be identified and if there are any relatives, contact them and they may have the decision with what they would like to do with the body, possibly move it to a different location of their choosing which out of speculation could be the graveyard all their ancestors get buried. This can all be done whilst showing the utter most respect and this is a form of commemoration that allows a proper burial and helps towards the closure and bereavement of the family affected. Unfortunately there are people out there known as black diggers, these are people who come to excavation sites during the night and take what ever relics they can find and dig up and take and sell them on the market, one might think it is not just disrespectful to the fallen but also its historical value which is priceless and it strikes a heavy blow to the archaeologists that are doing the hard work of piecing the site together. This kind of disrespect for the most part goes unpunished because they are hard to catch since it is at night, However, “Many nations have legislation which protects their own cultural heritage, sometimes determining that all ancient cultural objects discovered within their boundaries belong to the state, and making it an offense to export antiquities without a government approved permit”(Brodie and Renfrew, 2005). This proves and states that in most countries, relics are protected by law and that it will be an offence to export antiquities, so if that is the case, how might one 
In conclusion, considering that the many sites where British seem to hold ownership of are in other countries and that certain people, who were once the enemy, but are trying to reconcile with them shows that no matter how much has been done to heal the wounds, some people are too proud or single minded to forgive. Whether someone is trying to make amends or not, it is clear however that the there are many measures being taken to reconcile from both sides, laws have been put in place to stop the disrespectful raids on archaeological sites, multiple organisations work together to preserve battlefield sites and excavate them. The items that would have been excavated would have been moved to a museum and put on display for people to see and would show the stuff that the soldiers would have had to live with and use. It would seem that even from a small glimpse of all that is being achieved, that battlefield archaeology is making a difference, it brings closure to broken families, it fills in battle records which were otherwise unknown, it brings not only organisations together but people from different nations all eager to learn about past mistakes. Whenever a body is discovered, it is treated with respect, A lot of effort goes in to trying to identify who the body might have belonged to which is what many would feel is the right thing to do. The heritage sites themselves get multiple groups of visitors a year which most certainly promotes and educates people of the modern period. It teaches people the horrors of war, however, it also teaches the heroism and bravery that the soldiers endured. It is with no doubt that the shadow of war still lingers around these battlefield sites, but it is clear that there is work being done all the time in this area of topic and memorial graves are a true sign of commemoration towards the fallen soldiers, just knowing that these efforts are being done, is enough to make one think that it does make people feel better and maybe one day everyone will feel reconciliated.
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