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Introduction:
	War and conflict leave wounds in nations and individuals. How do people move on after the trauma of battle? After losing loved ones? After locations are scared with war damage or destroyed? People mourn and they commemorate their loved ones. Some try to forget. How can battlefield archaeology aid in the process of mourning and commemorating? How can it help heal and reconcile relationships between people, their nation, and others?
What is Battlefield Archaeology?
	To determine how battlefield archaeology can contribute positively to the process of bereavement, commemoration, and reconciliation it’s important to understand what battlefield archaeology is. In Battlefield Archaeology – A guide to the Archaeology of Conflict, Sutherland speaks on how battlefield archaeology is the investigation and interpretation of material remains relating to conflict in order to discover more about the entirety without the bias of storytelling from the recounting of personal perceptions of the conflict. Essentially conducting an investigation where evidence is found and interpreted with the context of all the other evidence and separate from myth, literature, or oral account, each of which have biases and may be embellished or have certain paradigms based on personal limited perceptions (2005). In other words, battlefield archaeology uses material remains to add to and unveil hidden pieces of the history of conflicts. Sorting out what the truths are. What really happened. What is the proof? And how does that tie into all the accounts we already have? It allows for another perspective or paradigm. 
	
The Process of Bereavement
	Bereavement is not a way to heal and return to the before. but it's a way of redefining and struggling with identity with the lack of something valued. It's not always positive or it doesn't always fix or heal wounds and while culture plays a crucial role in the process and outcome, it doesn't determine it. Each person processes it differently and suffering can actually lead to a change in cultural belief (Brison, 1995). Bereavement is a way of moving on or staying put, but it’s not a way to bring back what is lost. What is lost will never be brought back. Pieces maybe and memories, but there is a great change.
	It’s interesting, people have a sentimental nature and find value in almost everything. While we want to preserve the past and it can sometimes be difficult to learn how to learn form the past and incorporate the good things into growth and our future. Humans are social and are emotional connected to others and things even through time. People like to find ways to connect. Bereavement is shared in the community, with people who had other things in common other than just the loss of loved ones (Riddell, 2017). In good times and bad, people need connection. It give people place and purpose. In such ways battlefield archaeology can in a way bring a piece of those they’ve lost back to them, and back to a community who wants to commemorate their lost ones together. Together they can heal in experiencing the emotions together and having closure through a place and a closeness to those who are still with them and those who are not.
	So how can battlefield Archaeology help with bereavement? Battlefield archaeology may benefit the people more from restoring lost ones or returning their "presence" to the people more than trying to provide a more full or different account of what happened (González‐Ruibal,2008). It may be that the info would serve the nation and reconciliation between nations while the restoration of things missing or loved ones lost is what helps heal the people within the nation and the relationship between people and state.
Commemoration
	What do we commemorate? Most history accounts focus on the rivalry, but there is not enough said about the peace that was kept as well (King &Penman, 2007). Commemoration is about more than just remembering that a loved one died and is no longer with you. It’s about recognizing their sacrifice and the work they did to create peace.
Reconciliation
	Native Americans and other peoples find reconciliation through the return of the bodies of their ancestral people, but even through all the efforts there is still hardfeelings and there is more to reconciliation than just returning bodies. Not everything is returned (Colwell-Chanthaphonh, 2009). Would returning everything be enough? Does it cause more issues with non-Native Americans who grew up with museums with the heritage of natives filling the space. Do they create a different narrative with the cultural material when the Native American are using the returned material to open their own museums. Who has access to the museums. Does the return create healing for both sides, does it aid the relationship and understanding of each other, or instead of expounding and teaching about the Native American culture, does it hide it away from non-natives?
Conclusion
	In conclusion, while it sometimes contributes negatively to these processes, battlefield archaeology can contribute positively to the process of bereavement, commemoration, and reconciliation. Each of these processes are connected to each other and through analyzing places of conflict and connecting it to a greater context, more can be understood and help peoples to process and move forward as they mourn and commemorate.
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