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

           Battlefield Archaeology is the analysis of locales of conflict through a multifaceted archaeological interpretation. This analysis relies on both historic accounts (Written and Oral histories) and contexts (Geophysical analysis) in unison with modern technological methods and equipment (GIS, Metal detecting, etc) (Scott & Mcfeaters, 2010, pp. 103). Battlefield archaeology seeks to illuminate past conflicts, doing so through excavation of both the context of individuals to groups and their material culture and the development of socio-cultural ideologies and political representation. The remains of conflict both material, organic and human can reveal much about the lives, deaths, and history of the conflicts they were involved in, transforming seemingly ‘lifeless’ assemblages and remains into animated objects that reveal a complex history.  These ideologies are further echoed through the dialogue between ‘collective memories’ (Shackle, 2003, pp. 3) developing contexts for historic sites of conflict, in which through understanding and identifying these sites, allows governments, individuals and collective communities as a method of processing a plethora of socio-cultural issues ranging from bereavement, commemoration and reconciliation. Memorial issues can reflect on-going contention in heritage in which identity, loss, and transformative remembrance affects national, individual, and collective perceptions and actions of memorialisation. 
Conflict Archaeology represents more than just historic violence as Roymans & Ferdadez-Gotz discuss; it entails ‘landscapes of war, military infrastructure and battle-related ritual deposits and symbolic representations’ (Roymans & Fernadez-Gotz, 2017, pp. 5), encapsulating the varying materialities of conflict and their corresponding cultural significance.  A cross-disciplinary approach will be applied within this essay with a firm grounding in archaeological literature and heritage theories, assessing the application of Conflict Archaeology as a resource to help with bereavement, commemoration, and reconciliation, acting as a socially transformative tool for conflict and post-conflict communities and identities. Furthermore, this essay will explore the development of the Ukrainian Conflict assessing both a conflicted and developing heritage. 
Since 2014, the last war in Europe has been on-going, known publicly as the Russia-Ukraine Conflict or the Ukrainian Conflict. This geo-political conflict began in 2013 with the Euro-Maiden Revolution in Kyiv, in hopes of forming a euro-centric Ukraine, opposed to a Russian control and the rebranding of rebuilding post-soviet states, which many in Western Ukraine protested.  For many this has been observed as seen a rise in ethnolinguistic nationalism, primarily from the Russian Federation, in which it views Russian speakers (Russo-Slavic linguists) as constitutions of the Russian nation (Kamusella, 2018, pp. 1). The 2013 Ukrainian government of Viktor Yanukovych created a pro-Russia centric alliance with Ukraine, in which despite majority vote for EU membership, live ammunition was used against Euro-Maiden protesters in which 130 protestors died (Gatehouse, 2014,), following which Yanukovych fled to Russia. Furthermore, in late 2014, this conflict led to the deployment of military hardware and ‘little green men’ (Shevshenko, 2014,) being deployed as Russian de-badged military actors and separatists in Ukraine, in which they sought to claim the Eastern Donbas region and the annexation of Crimea in 2014.  Additionally, the on-going effects of a multi-dimensional war are present in Ukrainian society today (2022), enduring 13,000-13,300 (Kuleba, 2021) (Radio Liberty & United Nations, 2019) deaths, including 3000 Civilians (UN, 2021, pp. 1-3), UAF and external armed groups. In addition to geo-physical loses of Ukrainian lands in which Russia and Russian backed separatists hold 7% (United Nations & Poroshenko, 2019) of Ukraine’s landmass, with Russian settlers and separatists displacing previous populations. Since the pre- and post-soviet eras Ukraine’s history as a ‘borderland’ (Schlogel, 2018, pp.161) has caused a contested heritage with Russia and despite a close social, cultural and political past, there are bigger divisions across the country than in the last 30 years (Wasielewski & Jones, 2022, pp. 10). These divisions make addressing Ukraine’s heritage particularly complex, due to the still developing tensions between Russia and Ukraine. However, despite this, application of modern conflict archaeology and heritage may allow a reprise to aid in the processes of bereavement, reconciliation, and commemoration, of those communities affected in a multitude of ways by the Ukrainian Conflict. 
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Fig. 1 (Above) – (Eckert, 2019) Displays the Ukrainian Conflicts geographical impact, with land lost to annexation by Russia in Sevastopol and separatist control of the Donetsk and Luharisk oblasts (2014-15). In addition to this lost land, a displacement of 1.5 million Ukrainians (UNHCR, 2021) has caused cultural and social displacement with much of the eastern population traveling to the Western provinces. Despite the humanitarian displacement and damage, the conflict has fuelled the development of a civic neo-nationalism (Minich, 2018 pp. 2) in Ukraine, which has led to a renewal of Ukrainian identity in which many Ukrainians without strong nationalistic sentiment have become mobilised to defend their country against Russian aggression.  This is of particular note, as Dr Alexander Duben articulates that many; including Putin believe since the fall of the USSR ‘Ukraine has never been a real country’ and is in fact part of ‘primordial Russia’ (Duben, 2021), which has led to greater demarcation and separation of many Ukrainians from a Russian Identity. Creating a separation of both identity and cultural homogeny between Russian and Ukrainian Citizens. Furthermore, these identities are formed as Ukrainians and not as pan-Slavic peoples who wish to defend both their homeland, culture, and lives and their perceptions of Ukrainian independence. 
Fig. 2 (Below) – (Lynch, 2017) A Soviet-Afghan war memorial, the inscription Reads; ‘What friends war gifted to me, those same ones that she then took back from me. She sought to kill me, and she did kill me; and so what if she didn't take my life away’. It is important to remember that many Ukrainians live with the constant commemoration of a Soviet past across its landscape, many of the monuments honour those Ukrainian servicemen lost in the Afghan-Soviet War, with a physical place to socially enact bereavement over the loss of sons in a conflict far from home. Monumentalising collective loss commemorates the war of memory, and the importance of reconciliation of the fallen, to avoid the degradation of their memory, actions, and lives. Carman suggests the close link between conflict archaeology and nationalistic ideologies (Carman, 2018, pp. 18) that has fuelled the further development of national heritage and nationalistic identities in modern day, which can often be observed in Ukrainian monuments, it acts as a place of bereavement, but also as a place of identic development in reference to the battlefield these soldiers died on. Furthermore, as Sutherland & Holst develop battlefields are sites of ‘social and political transition’ it represents lives laid down for a purpose, which can reveal a political importance to such monuments (Sutherland & Holst, 2005, pp. 11). 
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The onset of the Ukrainian conflict in 2014, saw the initiation of both conflict archaeology in the recovery of battle materials, fallen soldiers, non-combatants, and the loss of geo-physical landscapes to separatists and Russian backed troops. Grassroot memory actors (Glew, 2021, pp. 237-8) seek to commemorate residents who have lost their lives, by method of individual (2-3m tall) memorials to positively aid in the bereavement, and to reconcile the death of many Ukrainians and their loved ones in the conflict. These actions of symbolic memorialisation can vary oblast to oblast, revealing cultural traditions and regional beliefs, which can help the living process and understand the agency behind the death of their loved ones. Grassroot memorials often tell of the heroism of Ukrainian soldiers, and their sacrifice in the name of their nation, this further help to promote ‘honour and heroism that preserves dignity and a perception of nationhood’ (Sutherland & Holst, 2005, pp. 4-5) which is of vital importance when fighting a war on a domestic front. These perceptions of heroism are of particular importance as they strengthen national bonds between countrymen but also act as a show of the willingness to fight and die against aggressors of their nation. Examples of such commemorative plaques read: 
‘Eternal glory to the Heroes who gave their lives for Ukraine – ‘Вічна слава Героям, які віддали життя за Україну’ (Zinkiv Oblast)
‘He gave his life for the future of Ukrainians, protecting the integrity and independence of Ukraine – ‘Він віддав своє життя за майбутнє українців, захищаючи цілісність і незалежність України’ (Opryshyky Oblast)
‘Heroes do not die’ – ‘Герої не вмирають’ (Kremenchuk Oblast)
‘Glory to the Defenders of Ukraine’ – ‘Слава захисникам України’ (Lokhvytsia Oblast)
‘Glory to Heroes! Glory to Ukraine!’ -‘Слава Україні! Героям слава!’ (National proverb)
(Grew, 2021, pp. 238)
These plaques positively promote Ukrainian sovereignty, allowing memorialisation of the fallen due to the recovery and identification of their remains.  With the constant influx of fallen soldiers, it is important to involve the collective community of both combatants and non-combatants (Masters, 2021) making sure they have a place to symbolically display and transform spaces into places of identity politics and social memory (Fedor et al, 2017, pp. 3-4), through commemorating and healing communities. The commemoration of soldiers in regional areas can reveal ‘spatial associations’ and ‘contextual relationships’ individuals and collective communities may have had with wider geo-physical spaces. Examples of such include the symbolic use of swords and inference to the Cossacks of old, linking historical conflicts to the contemporary conflict for independence, while also implying the Ukrainian soldiers as ‘brave and noble’ warriors (Glew, 2021, pp. 40). Historic symbolism linking to Zaphorozhain Cossacks is prevalent in Ukrainian literature as it relights old conceptions of romantic nationalism, through well known characters such as Taras Bulba, it further develops the ideology of an unwavering ‘spirit’ and reflects Ukrainian mentalities to endure the war. 
The Ukrainian government has also commemorated the death of the Euro-maiden activists, in the form of a national memorial; To the Heavenly Hundred Heroes and Revolution of Dignity Museum. This museum seeks to ‘preserve, present, and spread’ (Maidan Museum, 2021) the history of Ukrainian struggles for national and personal freedoms. It also identifies the Maiden as an epicentre of change in Ukraine, but also as symbol of patriotism, sacrifice in addition to social and cultural evolution. Ideologies of national glory, positive morality and social development are also present at a memorial that is to act as a focal point for Neo Civic-Ukrainian nationality, which places duty, freedoms, and democracy as a forefront for cultural advancement. However, such monuments can be misinterpreted as described by Fedor et al, in which ‘re-enactors’ blur memories of the past into fake realities, fantasies and altered boundaries between perceived truths, thus through the public performance of memory, conceptual perceptions are altered (Fedor et al, 2017, pp. 15). Memory politics have shaped interpretations of not just the past but also the future, so when memorialising the fallen in such conflicts, it is important to present a multi-faceted view of commemoration as not ‘death in glorious combat’, but also as the value of life, and what that life was traded to obtain. 
The change in the composition and ownership of geo-physical spaces is an influencing factor on the success of memorialisation, involving conflict archaeology. Landscapes display social, material, racial and gendered meaning (Shackel, 2003, pp. 9) which can be dominated, or forgotten for political control. In the case of Ukraine, we see altered political and social soviet landscapes, which have been materially () ‘reborn’ to encapsulate a new ideology, that of an independent, free, and strong Ukraine. These offer a unique perspective as these Soviet monuments perpetuated communistic ideologies of post WW2 Eastern Europe. Now, newly transformed they signal a change in national sentiment of a Ukrainian identity, one revolving around memory, history, and myth (Lehr & Aponiuk, 2011, pp. 213), a process of selection, omission and construction allows a progression and evolution in memory. The memories of such monuments (as below) still have a conflicted history as one hand they possess the iron fist of Stalinist era, but to future generations they reveal a trans-generational capability to transform identities, while instilling new political conceptions of reality to Ukrainians. 
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(Fig. 3) – (Above) – (Kalashnikov, 2018) A Soviet Memorial to WW2, painted in the colours of the Ukrainian flag to symbolise the ‘fight for freedom’ in Ukraine. Installations such as these have caused a strained relationship with many in Russia, who view this as a desecration to their shared heritage (White, 2009, pp. 7). 
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Fig. 4 (Above) – (Chraibi, 2020) Displays a memory wall in Kyiv, remembering the fallen soldiers who died defending territorial Ukraine during the Russian-Ukrainian conflict, it possesses nearly 4,500 portraits, it provides information about the combatants, in an order of when, and where they died. Installations such as these possess great magnitude, as they are in a collective space, in which commemoration and bereavement can be visualised. It does not glorify their death as much as independent grassroots installations, but offers an area of community mourning, allowing awareness through remembrance, and a place for communities to find loved ones who may have fallen in combat. This offers the chance of closure in an exclusive space, that conserves both identity and a method of extending identity through wider social and cultural exchanges. These exchanges then serve to solidify a new identity upon those who visit, who as agents omit or commit these into larger contexts, which perpetuated evolving individual and national identities (Crowder, 2021, pp. 48-52)(Kamusella, 2018, pp. 5-6). Locales with such gravitas promote ideological reinforcement, which for such sentiments as the Ukraine conflict, may possess both beneficial supporting inflections but also contrastingly a disengaged space, in which many feel they may be unable to connect with such monuments due to Kyiv’s geographical distance from the frontline and the horrors of war. 
Conflict Archaeology can be applied to many of the conflicted landscapes include the war-torn eastern region of Donetsk in Ukraine. It offers the opportunity to reconstruct events, military hardware, and spatial locations, in which agents’ interaction with their environment can be a reminder of a non-linear events. The Donetsk region itself has become a symbolic space, which is a contained (perhaps expanding?) representation of a contested spatial memory, between conflicted east versus west ideologies. This new warzone has transferred from a contested space to become in part a ‘warrior’s space’ (Vandkilde, 2003, pp. 127) in which ‘Heroes’ are born and die. This duality is consistently reinforced through societal commemoration, in which those who die for Ukraine are called Heroes, yet there is also a separate identity of Ukrainian people who do not share a vilified perception of separatists and perhaps their cultural memories are different causing a contested memory of both the land and regional identity suggest a lack of unity in ethno-political beliefs (Fischer, 2019, pp. 31). 
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Fig. 5 (Above) – (Macias & Bender, 2015) Donetsk Airport, pre-war (left) and the spatial change during the conflict. 
Historic conflict has often rooted itself in cultural and social memories, and so these conflicts are passed parent to child, cross-generationally and similar social and political motives of the past appear in the future (Norris & Lankeliene, 2017, pp.1-3). This transgenerational conflict has been of prevalence in post-colonial soviet states such as Ukraine. Ukraine carries much of this memorial baggage with it, especially with renewed conflict with Russia can make reconciliation difficult. However, this history between Russia and Ukraine returns to the previous conflicts including the Holodomor (1930s), in which the soviet-made genocidal famine of Ukrainians became a cultural, political, and social memory. This narrative allowed for the reduction of Ukrainian identity as but a part of a greater Russian identity (White, 2010, pp. 2-3) (Werner, 2018), in which soviet society pretended no such thing had happened.  The Holodomor was an attempt much like the Ukrainian Conflict (2014), for Russian leadership to impose its own version of Ukrainian history on the world. The Russian leadership exploited reconciliation and memorialisation in which Eastern provinces possess differing identities (Klid & Motyl, 2016, pp. 28-9) to western and central Ukrainians, to divide them over distorted political memories of a glorious soviet heritage.  The beginning of a new reconciliation process has the potential to exist, however, it requires an open socio-political dialogue between the Ukrainian government, separatists and ‘ethnic Russians’ within Ukraine. In addition to the caseation of violence would help Ukraine process and reconcile their developing identities. 
The war in Ukraine represents a unique conflict in the development of memory identity involving the culmination of conflict archaeologies in the processes of bereavement, commemoration, and reconciliation. However, these memorial processes both produce positive and negative memory performances, in which aspects from past conflicts, social disputes, cultural dualities and political rivalries are omitted or committed to a new, often regional cultural identity for Ukrainians. The decider for what memory practices remain, is often formed from the conflict and resulting consequences. Commemoration and bereavement are developed through historic distortion of the soviet past, altering landscapes to fit a new ideology. While historic conflicts and perceptions are echoed in the soldiers of Ukraine, remembered as ‘Defenders’ ‘Heroes’ and ‘Cossacks’ this creates a mnemonic identity linked with the past, but also developing a currently new Ukrainian identity of neo-civic nationalism, which seeks to promote democracy, and freedoms, in hopes of unshackling itself from a Soviet past and Russian controlled future. Ultimately, only time will tell how this conflict will further develop the national identities of Ukrainians and those involved in the conflict. However, as the conflict evolves and times passes the use of conflict archaeology will prove more valuable in aspects of the recovery of the fallen, remembrance, and spatial locales will be transformed to function as bastions of ideology, promoting a free and ultimately independent Ukraine built on the foundations for a better tomorrow. 
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