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Does heritage have ethical boundaries 
Heritage is the full range of our inherited traditions, monuments, objects and culture.  Which include the range of contemporary activities, meanings, and behaviours that we draw from them. It aims to preserve both the physical history of human culture (tangible heritage) and the non-physical history of human culture (intangible heritage) such as language, songs and dances. However, there are many times where aspects of heritage can be deemed to be unethical such as preserving sites which promoted bigotry, or areas where tragic events happened, which leaves people to question if heritage has any ethical boundaries if it strives to preserve and protect such places.
One argument for heritage having ethical boundaries is the fact that over the recent years it has made major reforms regarding the storage and display of human remains. Previously, the remains of peoples from ancient cultures such as the New Zealand Maori and Native Americans were displayed in museum exhibitions to the public but has since changed following the requests of these peoples in addition to the repatriation of many of the remains back to their country of origin. And following this the Department for Culture, Media and Sport had assessed and created the guidance for the care of human remains in 2005 (https://www.museumsassociation.org/campaigns/8125 13/01/2018) which deals with the issues regarding the display, preservation and storage of human remains as well as the formation of many new groups such as the Honouring the Ancient Dead initiative which advise heritage organisations on the best course of action when dealing with new remains that have been discovered as well as existing remains in museums. An example of this is where Warrington and Guernsey museums recently repatriated Maori heads and ancestral remains back to New Zealand (https://www.museumsassociation.org/museums-journal/news/02122013-repatriation-back-on-agenda 13/01/2018). In addition to this, when museums are debating whether or not to display exhibitions on sensitive subjects they follow a code of ethics which are generally seen as a set of guiding principles of good practice that museums are advised to adopt when conducting their activities. Museum ethics however have no enforcement power - they are intended as a way of thinking, as a set of ideals that is shared by museum personnel and helps them to judge existing practices, discourage wrongdoing and make decisions (Besterman 2011, Edson 2007, 2009, Sola 2007, Wylie 2003). One example, of this is the way in which human remains are displayed in exhibitions after the publication of the guidance for the care of human remains, museums are only advised to display human remains if the museum believes that it makes a material contribution to a particular interpretation; and that contribution could not be made equally effectively in another way. Displays should always be accompanied by sufficient explanatory material (Department for Culture, Media and Sport 2005) and if there is a DNA match with a member of the public, every effort would be made to contact and obtain permission to display the body. With the addition of modern technologies museums have been able to create 3D replicas of skeletons so are able to provide an alternative to exhibiting real human remains while still educating the public on the activities which are associated with burials. However, this is expensive to do, so as an alternative if museums have no other way of presenting human remains many choose to place the body in a discreet area of the exhibit which can be seen in Norton Priory museum in Cheshire where they have a policy of not displaying human remains, preferring to use 3D replicas but there is one skeleton on display which is on exhibition in a secluded gallery away from the main exhibitions in accordance to the museums code of ethics. Heritage doesn’t only show clear ethical boundaries in museums, they also campaign for the use of heritage sites as an avenue to try and improve the economy in areas of low income through tourism for example a study by the Heritage lottery fund has been able to create an index highlighting areas where heritage assets could play a much greater role in helping areas thrive and succeed as a place (https://www.hlf.org.uk/about-us/media-centre/press-releases/new-heritage-index-highlights-potential-areas-make-more-local 18/01/2018)through using heritage sites as tourist attractions, which could potentially provide hundreds of jobs for the local communities as well as providing a surplus of consumers for local businesses. 
Heritage doesn’t only strive to protect the national identity of an area through its physical or tangible heritage, there has recently been a significant increase in the efforts to preserve the non-physical or the intangible heritage of an area. Intangible heritage is the practices, representations, expressions, knowledge, skills –as well as the instruments, objects, artefacts and cultural spaces associated therewith (http://www.tichct.org/en/ICH/What-is-ICH 19/01/2018) this includes dance, language and songs, for example there has been a recent campaign to preserve the welsh language due to a survey by the Welsh office which was published in 1995 showing that only 21.5% of the population of Wales (590800 people) speak Welsh (Howell Jones 1995) which has resulted in the formation of various organisations most notably the Cymdeithas yr Iaith Gymraeg or the Welsh Language Society which campaigns for the promotion of the welsh language as well as the right to be able to use the Welsh language in every aspect of their lives.
Even though heritage sites and organisations often show a conscientious code of ethics, there is a compelling argument that heritage doesn’t have ethical boundaries mainly due to various heritage organisations pushing for the preservation as well as the promotion of sites which can be seen as unethical, anti-Semitic and promoting prejudice, for example in 1975 the Nuremberg Nazi Rally Grounds which was a centre for Nazi propaganda where it promoted its message of bigotry, racism and anti-Semitism was given protection as a historical site in addition to the city announcing a sixty million pound budget to renovate the grounds and to prevent it from going into disrepair instead of demolishing it because “Demolishing the buildings would provoke international outrage” (http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/europe/nuremberg-rallies-to-repair-crumbling-nazi-heritage-site-8793525.html 14/01/2018) from the heritage community as well as the general public, from this it can be said that heritage could be seen to promote unethical views and behaviours like fascism. Another argument that stands out is that despite there being a clear guideline of ethics for museums, there is no internal enforcement of them only external pressure from the public or the government to follow them for example the Maori heads from Warrington and Guernsey museums were only taken down from their exhibitions and repatriated when the local government and the native peoples pressured them to return the remains to their country of origin, if there was no pressure on the museum there it would be very unlikely that the museums would return the remains due to these exhibits attracting the most visitor, another point to make is that even if places of heritage receive pressure from government to return or stop displaying human remains or other ethically sensitive material they can still refuse to do so if a legislation has been passed for example there is a collection over six thousand Aboriginal art pieces that are stored in the British Museum, which the Australian government and  Australian Aborigines have campaigned for repatriation of the works of art, two pieces in particular are a rare bark etching of what the museum has described as a kangaroo hunting scene and a bark figure of an emu, which are both considered culturally and spiritually important to the native people. Despite the recent talks by the government and representatives of the Dja Dja Wurrung tribe the British Museum still refuses to return the pieces permanently to the Australian government.
[bookmark: _Hlk503808637][bookmark: _Hlk503811214]It is not only in museums that heritage organisations have displayed potentially unethical policies, for example there has been an increase in popularity in what is known as “dark tourism” which is tourism that involves travelling to places associated with death and suffering (https://en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/dark_tourism 15/01/2018) which has often been viewed as an exploitation of tragedies. One popular destination for this kind of tourism is Auschwitz, which displays various exhibits which depicts life at the concentration camp some of these displays shows the various personal belongings of the inmates as well as the canisters which held the chemicals which produced the gas which killed the victims of the concentration camp. The main purpose of these displays is to educate the public on the tragic events that occurred at the site, however the increasing number of visitors who have no connection to the holocaust have led to accusations that the increased accessibility has resulted in sites where the holocaust has occurred to be catering to the demand of the tourist industry rather than being a site of remembrance (http://journals.openedition.org/temoigner/272 15/01/2018). 
Dark tourism is not just confined to sites where there is physical evidence of tragedies, there has also been an increase in popularity in ghost tours and murder tours such as the Jack the Ripper walking tours in London. Ghost tours are a type of tourism where a group of people search an area for signs of ghosts typically these tours will be held in cemeteries or places where suffering and death occurred for example, there are ghost tours at the tower of London where countless people were tortured and killed, these kinds of tours often lead to people to question whether this kind of heritage is ethical due the sole purpose of these tours is to find and record the spirits of the dead. This kind of tourism can often cause damage to the surrounding area particularly if the tour is in a graveyard which leaves the question as to how much respect for the dead this industry has. In addition to this murder tourism has increased in popularity, one of these tours in particular known as the Jack the Ripper tours in Whitechapel, London which involve going around the sites of each of the Jack the Ripper murders, all of these tours use the original crime scene pictures which show the dead bodies of the victims in order to give the tour a sense of realism, but the commercialisation of these tragic events has led many to think that this is a blatant commodification of murder (https://theconversation.com/jack-the-ripper-and-the-commodification-of-sexual-violence-87232 16/01/2018), another point to make is that there is no consideration of the ethics of showing the bodies of the murder victims to the public with no information as to who they were, only their names and the order in which they were killed making them no more than just a statistic in the Ripper murder cases.
 In conclusion there is several compelling arguments for heritage having ethical boundaries through the establishment of a clear code of ethics which is regularly updated, in addition to the formation of several new organisations such as Honouring the Ancient Dead and the implementation of new guidelines and legislations for the display, handling and storage of sensitive material like culturally and spiritually significant objects as well as human remains. However, there are also several persuasive arguments for heritage not having ethical boundaries, mainly through the fact that it promotes sites that were once symbols of bigotry and racism as well as the promotion of the commercialisation of sites where terrible crimes had occurred as well as some of the most tragic events in human history such as the holocaust. In addition to this heritage also seems to glamourize people such as Jack the Ripper who committed atrocious crimes. In my opinion, I think that heritage is capable of having clear ethical values when it comes to dealing with certain ethical issues like the display of human remains, however I feel that there is a stronger argument for the view that heritage doesn’t have ethical boundaries mainly due to the fact that it promotes and commercialises places of great tragedies which are still closely connected to our modern history such as the holocaust as well as glamorizing places where appalling acts have taken place.
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I believe that I have been able to provide a balanced argument for each point of view in my question very well as well as being able believe to provide a lot of evidence to support my statements 
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I have used some journals from the internet, I will try to use more written sources in the future
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I found it very interesting to research the many different ways that ethics could be applied to heritage and how well it deals with these issues
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