1. How can battlefield archaeology contribute positively to the process of bereavement, commemoration and reconciliation?

Large scale events such as wars, mass killings, or even genocide are all events that will leave a cultural and economic scar on the areas that were involved in these events such as the Cypriot civil war of 1963 between the Turkish and Greek Cypriot.(Bryant, 2012)While it is no doubt that the effects of this civil war can be felt. The actual open civil war is over and then it becomes the role of the people of Cyprus, and other areas affected by  conflict to pick up the pieces of theses events. One of these methods is through archaeology. The archaeological digging and cataloguing of battlefields is a primary way that a group of people can start to move on and grieve the lives lost in this conflict and move to reconcile the differences that made the conflict arise in the first place. These battlefields as well as the archaeology that arises for them is a public acknowledgment of the event being in the past and is apart of a cultural and political effort to bring about a new age free from the shackles of a war torn past although culturally there is no escaping from the affects of war it is the archaeologists task to document these distinct moments and create a picture of these events that is as comprehensive as possible. Regardless there is still issues and caveats that are put in place by governing bodies that may hinder archaeologists in ways that make them unable to rectify. Or stop Archaeologists from making a fully comprehensive analyses these reasons can be politically motivated or can be to stop the possibility of worsening relations between the two sides of the conflict.

As mentioned before Cyprus was subjected to a civil war between the Turkish and the Greek population of the country. As a result there was a large amount of mass killings and unmarked mass graves(Alecou, 2014) These conflicts arise through racial tensions and deep seated cultural driction between the two sides however, there is efforts being made by both sides of this conflict to resolve the issue of the unmarked dead.(Grichting, 2014) The United nations (U.N) Green zone is a thick strip of land that borders the two sides of Cyprus and makes for both legal and symbolic boundary between the two areas. In this location there is a team of Archaeologists that have been tasked with marking and identifying the dead found in mass graves all across the Cypriot territory but there is a distinct caveat that there is no blame or cause of death listed for the bodies that have been found (PBS News, 2017). This team of archaeologists have been tasked with marking the dead and telling the population of Cyprus and the rest of the world that there has been a conscious choice to move forward and onwards from the war of the past. The task of the archaeologists is to reconcile the deaths that were caused by this civil war and give the grieving families a chance to know what happened to their long dead relatives. The fact that the Cypriot bodies found in these mass graves are not noted with cause of death or what side killed these individuals (despite how obvious it may seem) is an example of cultural memory and what we choose to remember.(Papadakis, 2003) The silence of who killed whom and the emphasis placed on  not placing blame at first may seem like a deliberate choice from those involved but instead can be identified as emboldening of what is not there similar to the moments of silence that Britain has on November 11th to commemorate the lives lost in the trenches during world war one the act of leaving this key information of cause of death is a message to the cultural heart of Cyprus of being done with ascribing blame and to put the past behind themselves. There is no one in Cyprus or the rest of the world that would scoff at the horror of mass graves and the killings that went on but the emphasis on not saying the cause of death is instead a choice on how we honour the lives lost innocent or otherwise.
In line with the words of Adel Yahya the only way to move on from the issues of the past is with a multi vocal approach and a belief that the other side is being genuine.(Scham and Yahya, 2003) this was in reference to the Israeli and Palestinian conflict in the early 2000. This conflict which is predicated on the  Israeli people being ousted from Europe due to the events of the holocaust during World War two and seeking refuge in the promised land of Israel. This event caused the Jewish population to settle where the Palestinian people have been living for hundreds of years causing significant friction between the two forces.(Munayer and Loden, 2011) this conflict is an example of archaeology being used politically in order to justify the conflict on the side of Israel by claiming that this is the promised land that has been promised in the Torah(Scham and Yahya, 2003). Although the discussion of if this is true does not matter for the purposes of this essay the point that is being made is that archaeology is being used in order to justify a political agenda. The fact that the agenda is being made with historical and archaeological claim it then would create a problem in the multi vocal approach that Adel Yahay puts forward. Due to the distrust in the archaeological practice. Despite that fact that archaeology is inherently political as most things are. Usage of archaeological in politics in this way can hinder the possibility of reconciliation or at the very least removes the possibility of using archaeology in the process of bereavement and reconciliation. As mentioned previously Battlefield archaeology is meant to send a message that the conflict is long since over and we can now make organised and academic attempts at looking at this historical event. Due to the fact that the Israel-Palestine conflict is ongoing the battlefield archaeology plays no role in bereavement or even reconciliation. The lack of bereavement is simply because the proverbial wound of war is still festering is continuing to worsen. The grief that is induced upon discovering and identifying bodies becomes another horror of war and not an attempt at peace. In comparison to locations such as Cyprus where the conflict is over and notifying how someone died or lack there of can be a method of emphasising the memory(Papadakis, 2003) the lack of information can just become another propaganda tool. Bereavement, reconciliation and commemoration can not come to pass until the conflict itself has passed and both sides will cooperate and move forward in good faith.(Scham and Yahya, 2003)

A concept that has gained popularity in recent years is the concept of “de-colonization” which is defined by the taking back of the cultural heritage that has been taken away by colonial powers such as Britain and America and other such countries. This has significant popularity in the United States of America. It can be done by the groups that were colonized such as the Native Americans or can be done by the groups that did the colonization through reparations and an admittance of the wrong doings.(Brulon Soares and Witcomb, 2022) despite the argument that it is true that most people born in modern day America, Cananda or Britain have not committed the crimes that there forefathers and mothers did there is still the fact that these individuals profit off of the stolen land of the people that were colonised. Attempts in reparations have been made such as the giving back of the various stolen artefacts such as totem pole that was originally on display in Scotland being given back to the native American tribe it was stolen from(From Scotland to Canada, a totem pole finally returns home - BBC News, 2023) this a significant example of the reconciliation that archaeology can provide as well as marking a commemorative step forward in reconciling the wrongs of the past. The. Archaeology by its nature requires the examination of the dead and long buried however, who is given the right to examine and study these bodies? Of course, there is a difference in arguments when examining bodies thousands of years old, but the relatively recent dead has a different story. In 1993 the Northern Cheyenne people came to a museum in the Smithsonian Institution of Natural History  to collect there dead tribe members and lay them to rest in their own funeral and ritual rights.(Cose, 2005) (Thornton, 2002) The history of the Native Americans and the colonial British (which then named themselves Americans) these powers colliding has history of inhumane treatment on the side of colonial powers this includes the treatment of the Native Americans and the Trans-Atlantic Slave trade(Thomas, 1996) due to the inherent publicity that the slave trade and the extermination of the Native tribes had it is important that these wrongs are just as publicly acknowledged and the way it is done is by these very public reclamations of the dead. This public commemoration is key in rectifying the past and moving forward. However there is more modern examples of the American government removing these attempts of wartime commemoration such as the removal of plaques honouring the black soldiers that fought in world war two(NBC news, 2025) although significantly more recent the removal of this commemorative plaque shows that there is action being taken against historical and archaeological based commemorative pieces. Due to the second-class citizen status of black Americans at the time the soldiers who fought were not given the honours they deserve but in a post-civil rights movement America they were given special acknowledgment for fighting for their country even when they were being actively oppressed by the American government. Although there is almost no question that Black, Hispanic and Asian individuals still face prejudice to this day. The goal of the archaeology of commemoration such as these plaques show an active effort to move forward from the conditions of Jim Crow America.(Gregory, 2022) 
The cold war was defined by the lack of physical conflict between the USSR and the United States of America(SUBRAHMANYAM, 2009). Despite the cold nature of the war there was events that heated up in other areas such as the Vietnam conflict. This conflict as well as the Korean war was fought on the idea of the Domino effect, the belief that if one country “falls” to communism others near would do so which would undermine American capitalism that dominated the world in the nuclear age.(Rashid and Sušić, 2024) This war had a profound effect on the American administration and its peoples as there was major contention in the drafting of this war. The Americans, culturally were itching to take down the Communist Russians and this othering of the Russians communist(Renshaw, 1968) permeated throughout culture in very extreme ways from the attitudes to Russia this even reverberated for decades in the form of cinema such as Rocky three and its Hard Russian Giant of a villain named Ivan Drago portrayed by Dolph Lundgren who the all American Italian Stallion Rocky Balboa portrayed by Sylvester Stallone. The other side of America protested against the war which kicked off the hippie movement and many anti-war movements to come which celebrated peace love and finding solution that does not include bloodshed. (Bourgeois, 2015) of course both sides had their viewpoints but the choice that America made as a government to remember the Vietnam war was with a Large Memorial plaque which stands to remember the people who fought and died on foreign land for the ideals of the United states of America and to stand against the Ussr in a time of extreme nuclear tension. The efforts of the artists Maya Lin existed to memorialise and reconcile the grieving families that was affected by the Vietnam war. Both sides of the conflict have actively preserved the tools and strategies that were employed in the war as a way of remembering the events of this was and the struggles both sides endured(Logan, 2015). Due to the fact that this is a war that the United States of America lost there is a very different view on it that it has to other wars. The British view the victory of World War two as a triumphant example of British tenacity and therefore has a very patriotic and relatively positive view on the sacrifices that won this war. This distinct differences in how America has decided to view the Vietnamese war is by honouring the sacrifices that these people made by showing them as shining examples of heroes fighting until the last man. This is in stark contrast to the reality where the invading Americans utilised weapons such as the use of chemical weapons in attempts to succeed in their occupation of Vietnam territory.(Wilcox, 2011)
The archaeology of commemoration within the lens of archaeology is inherently politically motivated and depending on the who is commemorating these events and tragedies(Papadakis, 2003). For example, the British commemorate both world wars through a triumphant patriotic lens but also the different lens of the individual villages that commemorate the brave soldiers that never made it home. These ways of viewing the events of both the great war and World War two shows their defeat of foreign forces and the British people coming together and uniting against foreign power. While yes world war two and to a lesser extent world war one does present itself as a fight for freedom there is still inherent patriotism and a politically motivated goal of the British government to view Britain in a strong light(Ashplant, Dawson and Roper, 2000). Whereas Germany has a very different view on remembering the Nazi regime and its atrocities. Of course, the effects of the holocaust should be remembered but how Germany remembers the events is the key as that will show what story is being told and narrative Germany wants to show its population and the rest of the world. The solution Germany came to is simple, never forget, this simple mantra permeates through how it is commemorated in its archaeology and is distinctly emphasised and never unspoken. Yes there is power in not saying who killed who like in Cyprus but when the atrocities reach a scale to the amount who were killed in these death camps one can not avoid saying it and commemorating this event.(Frie, 2017) All of these events have been in war but the previous examples have never been so final. The events of the holocaust contrast with the Cypriot, The Israel-Palestine war and the atrocities in America due to the sheer industrialised scale of the Nazi party and its extermination of the Jewish, Romani and LGBTQ population of the countries they occupied such as Poland.(Kahana, Kahana and Wolf, 2018)Germanies efforts in remembering these crimes come from a place of remorse and asking of forgiveness. The Archaeology of places like the holocaust museums and the demand that German children and adults alike learn about these events are commemorated is presented as a duty to those who were killed and the laborious task of remembering the crimes of the past(Krondorfer, 2008). The bereavement is a statement that walks to the tune of “never again” and instead of mourning for the ones that were killed in the war, although there is obvious grief for those whom died on the front line of the war effort, there is more grief and bereavement for the victims of the death camps employed during world war 2. This falls in line with Adels view in looking for a multi vocal approach to remembering and commemorating the past but an active choice. The difference in this is that both sides know that there is genuine cooperation between both parties.(Scham and Yahya, 2003)
Archaeological memory is something that is pervasive in every culture. No matter who you are or what your country has done everyone has bodies that are buried and structures that have not been unearthed. But when the bodies are buried beneath the tank treads and gunfire how does that change the approach? How does a governing body show to the people that have lost parts of themselves that this time of bloodshed is over. There are many distinct approaches to take through an archaeological lens. For example, since the ending of the Cypriot civil war the people of Cyprus, with help from the U.N has concluded the installation of a green zone and a commitment to digging up the bodies that are found in mass graves but refusing to identify cause of death and what side did the killing (PBS News, 2017). This can be seen as a rejection of history, but it is, in fact, more of an emphasis on moving forward and accepting the grim reality of the civil war in the 1960s and moving forward in cooperation. This is in stark contrast to the Isreal-Palestine war as it has used archaeology to justify the killing and bloodshed for the claim of the land Palestine sits on(Scham and Yahya, 2003). This war will have issues in using archaeology to reconcile and grieve as there is a history of using Archaeology as a political motivator in its past. America has a long list of things that need to be reconciled such as the colonisation of the Native American land and population(Thornton, 2002). The disregard for their practices and funeral rights is making efforts to rectify this issue is being done this day to rectify. But there is push back from current policies. Examples of this push back show in how they are treating the commemoration of the black soldiers who fought in World War two(NBC news, 2025). But to say America does not honour their fallen would be wrong as they make significant attempts to honour those who fell in Vietnam during the cold war(Logan, 2015).these pale in comparison to Germanies legacy of the Genocide perpetrated by the Nazi party the aftermath of the fascist regime at the Hands of Adolf Hitler and his party. This then has shown Germany taking the grim task of never forgetting the weight of this Genocide and moving forward with it in mind for these events to hopefully never happen again(Kahana, Kahana and Wolf, 2018) all these are examples of memorialisation through archaeology and other means shows that although archaeology has a significant role in remembering the past there is still issues and bereavement and reconciliation must come from a view of multiple angles and cannot just be through an archaeological lends despite the key role that is played in this grim task.
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