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Preliminary dissertation question

 Archaeology: Gun for hire or scientific tool for the exploration, interpretation and dissemination of our past

Aim
The aim of my dissertation is to establish the extent archaeology has been manipulated in the use of national identity within the state of Israel. 
Areas of interest:
· Jerusalem will be the geographical focus of this paper
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Two excavation sites have been chosen as the case studies:
1. The ‘Historic Basin’  
2.  ‘City of David’ in Silwan. 
· The aim will be to compare the purpose of these excavations.
·  What agenda motivated them?
·  Was there a ‘who’ agenda?
· The impact National Identity within the State of these excavations.
· The International perception from the impact of these excavations on National Identity.
· The role of archaeology in the political practice of Nation-building.
· Approach both sites through the dual lens of Identity theory and International Relations theory of Constructivism.
To consider the role archaeology plays in the narrative of Identity in the process of Nation building.

Objective
To show that archaeologists and all of  those concerned with the dissemination of the knowledge gained from excavations; from the archaeologists directly involved in digging, their peers through the peer reviewing of published papers on specific sites, to all those with the knowledge to contradict or confirm a hypothesis derived from an excavation, and to the curators in museums concerned in the final dissemination process. Each and all have a moral responsibility in this process, to apply the certain knowledge to what they do, that they are human, flawed and will bring their own bias to the experience, but must still strive for the objective truth whatever the cost. 
 
Literature review
The context of this paper is not to dispute the archaeological evidence from the City of David, and  Historic Basin excavation sites, but to look at how those sites have been interpreted and how that interpretation has become disseminated beyond the excavation sites. 
In this it will be necessary to consider certain keywords that will feature in the literature to be used;
· Construction
· Consecration
· Ideology
· Authenticity
· Appropriation
· Identity, Social and National 
· Agency
· Nation-building
· Actors

It might be necessary to look at the theory of settler colonialism, in this context when looking at these two sites, considering their proximity to disputed land. This theoretical approach to both excavations might also not be used if it does not fit the scope required of it. 

Emek Shaveh is an Israeli Non-governmental-organisation, which describes its purpose as the removal of politics from archaeology, to speak for those who cannot speak for themselves and to acknowledge that archaeology is not nor should it ever be used to promote any cultural significance of one strata above any other. 
Emek Shaveh have written papers, some peer reviewed and some that are not, in those cases it will be necessary to find any corroborating evidence, especially peer reviewed. 
Emek Shaveh has an extensive catalogue of online information relating to excavations, this has the additional bonus to be an interesting database for use in the further corroboration of a paper or book. It will  be necessary when using such a site to confirm by additional sources before using, if this cannot be done, being very clear that this cannot be corroborated by other sources.    

The use of peer reviewed papers, reviews of those papers, reviews of books that will be used, the books themselves. Is necessary to reduce the counter claim of the crime  levelled at these excavations, of manipulating the evidence. 
The date range for the literature intended to be used, will range from no later than 1999 to the present day. All the papers will fall into this range, so to books. The latest book covering the archaeology of Jerusalem is By Katharina Galor, printed 2017.    

Method 
At this juncture in of the research I must admit to an uncertainty of direction. This is question five in the last four weeks, some have related in parts to this version and some have gone completely elsewhere.
 The struggle with sticking to a question, has been in part driven by uncertainty of how not to become bogged down in irrelevancies, post World War two guilt, religion, possible accusations of anti-Semitism. The appearance of favouritism in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. I considered and then discounted looking at Israeli and Palestinian archaeological practices, Israel has more resources to apply in field of archaeology and the dissemination thereafter, Palestine does not. There is limited space to complete as an in-depth analysis of the two excavations as it is without further losing vital words.  
As a result of the lateness in finally selecting a question and  consequence of the uncertainty felt, this report is sparse on actual details. One potentially core piece of research literature was bought by the library four days before this submission (Kohl et al., 2007), another downloaded through the library (Galor, 2017). As advised not to list what you have not read yet, I will say no more.

Timeline  
Based upon free blocks four and six (including Easter, when no one will be available on Campus). 
· Reading week of block two, finish collecting bulk of research material on the two case studies. 
· The theories to be used, Identity and International Relations theory of Constructivism, research material already gathered. A draft of the theory section to be completed by reading week three. 
· Case study one draft by beginning of block four.
· Case study two draft by end of block four.
· Block five work on module and now is the time to look at analysis of my paper.
· Middle of free block six final editing confront any issues with formatting whilst staff on Campus to help. 
· Easter break, any last panics, catastrophes and melt downs before printing and binding. 
· Sounds so simple.

Limitations
Biblical archaeology and their interest in confirming archaeological evidence that could strengthen groups  claims to the land within the state of Israel. Identity  and  the minefield of religion and the possible accusation of anti-Semitism, pro-Palestinian bias or interest. 
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