To what extent is the international trade of battlefield / military relic material a matter of moral concern?


	Moral/morality is being concerned with right and wrong behaviour. From an archaeological perspective this applies to whether where you dug for these relics, have you respected the potential dead, the environment, and the local people. If the locals and others believe that digging, there and removing of artifacts is immoral you have to listen to them. This is because they have different beliefs that others need to respect. Furthermore, the housing of artifacts, especially war relics and battlefield items can be considered controversial to an extent. Many archaeological pieces are either shown on display in museums across the world, or kept in storage as it’s considered too fragile, important or they have related items. Some artifacts come from different countries and is native to that museum, and this can be a problem as many relics’ museums such as the British Museum have gained these items through questionable ways, such as it being stolen from that country through wars or robbery. Items through war definitely can cause problems as many people lost their lives for the winning side to take their history, history which has nothing to do them, it causes people to voice their concerns. Items that can be considered sacred to these countries would be taken and not returned for it then be displayed in a museum in another country. Furthermore, it can be a problem showing some aspects of history as some of it has happened recently and people are still affected it by it. A huge example of this is the Holocaust, where millions of Jews died, along with Black people, gay people and many others that did not fit the Nazi regime. It could be considered disrespectful to show Nazi memorabilia at a museum, as what most museums tend to do is show off items and brings recognition to a dark history. Having these sorts of items be considered valuable because of the mass devastation they have caused is quite questionable and many people do not like being reminded of history like that. Because, of the dark history of many artifacts with many linked to death makes it hard to understand what any would think immoral and disrespectful. There are also countries that demand the return of their history, and countries such as the United Kingdom which houses many artifacts from around the world, refuse to return them. Which consequently causes this moral concern as this promotes the idea of thievery. 


	People find fascination in collecting dark history items and some of these items can be seen as a moral issue. There is a big fascination with Nazi artifacts which draws collectors to these collections. There are some cases where there are military artifacts from WWII that appear in online salerooms. This highlights both the commercial interest and the potential for objects to reach these salerooms by illegal means, furthermore there are always scandals such as the ‘faked Hitler Diaries’ (Robert Harris). Illegally selling items is a huge moral concern as you are selling especially important historical artifacts that can be tampered with or destroyed, artifacts help us unlock clues on the past and this need for people to collect such niche, yet important items can be problematic. This showed the was a high interest is Nazi memorabilia and there is this obsession that drives collectors to try and gain all these items. This can be a cause of a moral concern as anything linked to the Nazis can be seen as a problem because of that deep rooted dark history they have. The Swastika is more commonly seen by Western people as the symbol of the Nazi Party, whereas for some it is used as a symbol of divinity and spirituality in Indian religions, including Hinduism, Buddhism and Jainism. Many people have died and been hurt physically and mentally by the Nazis. It makes you wonder why there is this craze of people wanting to collect memorabilia. In Northern Finland there is this presence of German military from World War 2, and where lots of people go ‘treasure hunting’ for these war memorabilia. Furthermore, we are told that “It is known, for example, that there are volunteer groups in the far north of Lapland that spend their time searching for the remains of fallen soldiers, in both Finland but also across the border in Russia, in order to see them repatriated. These groups are organized through a national “Association for Cherishing the Memory of the Dead of the War,” supported by the Finnish Government” (Journal of Field Archaeology). This is a good thing, to help put fallen soldiers at rest, no matter who they are. This is because, they have family who wished they could have buried them their selves, but knowing they were most likely given a proper burial because they are unidentifiable helps people grieve a little better because they have been laid to rest. 
	The idea of putting dark history on display and to show the general public is to raise awareness on the atrocities that have happened in our past, and the past is something we can’t hide. Being able to visit places with dark history in such as the Anne Frank Museum or visiting the death camp of Auschwitz helps raise awareness of our history and causes us to feel very emotional about these places and that is what some museums aim to achieve. Some may think going to Auschwitz may be of moral concern as this is an inhumane site where millions died, however it helps to shed light and teaches people to be kinder to one another. Touring places like this is very insightful and keeping items on display that show dark history actual can help people grieve and honour those who have died because those who died were brave people that endured a lot, and we should not hide that because it could be considered immoral to not spread their story. Publishing the thoughts and life of Anne Frank by using her diaries could be considered immoral as this is someone’s private diaries and we do not know whether she wanted this shared with the world. In her diary she writes letters to ‘Kitty’. Kitty, which is what she refers to her diary as, which makes what is written in her diary quite personal. Her diary has been heavily edited to include and not include certain things which talk about sexuality, her thoughts on menstruation and other things, but this shows that the diary is personal, and it could be considered not morally right by publishing it. However, her diary gave us an insight on how a Jewish person would be living during the Nazi regime and shows us her and her family fears. It helps us understand the horror of war and we should not hide the dark parts of history as we learn and grow from the evil in the world. 



	What can be considered very immoral is artifacts that have been claimed through war or force. Many artifacts that are homed in museums are not actually theirs and have been taken from their original home. An example of this is the diamond the British looted, which was 105.6-karat "Koh-i-noor" diamond, which adorned Queen Victoria's brooch and following that, the Queen Mother's crown. However, this diamond has also been claimed by Iran and Pakistan and was revealed by Ranjit Kumar, India's solicitor general, the country's top lawyer, stated at a Supreme Court hearing in New Delhi that the diamond "was neither stolen nor taken away … It was given voluntarily by Ranjit Singh [the king of Punjab] to the British as compensation for help in the Sikh wars [in the 19th century]." (DW Article). This becomes a problem as many thinks that an ancestral artifact may have gifted and other thinking it was stolen. If this was stolen from India and many people most likely died because of this diamond and this is because the British Empire was gaining power and influence which meant no one was going to stop them from taking what they want. Which makes it understandable why many are furious over the ownership of the diamond as many of their own people died for the diamond. We know that the Empire took from many countries, which also includes Benin (now Southern Nigeria) where they stole over nine hundred items of cultural heritage to put in the British Museum (The Times). Gaining artifacts like this is a cause of moral concern, as we have gained archaeological artifacts through means of war and people have died so we can house them in our museums, where we can easily misrepresent information, give wrong facts, and just insult an entire culture. When these countries ask for the return of their belongings, we refuse. This creates huge problems as they are under no obligation to return items, as under UNESCO regulations they only need to require the return of artifacts removed from the country origin after 1970. Therefore, this allows countries to keep thousands of stolen artifacts as we procured most of them before the 1970s, which means they do no have to return anything to countries if they claimed their relics before this time. To return them this would help many with closure and restoring parts of their culture. It is morally wrong to keep something that does not belong to you or have anything to do with your culture or beliefs, as some relics do have this deep and intrinsic meaning for others. There have been strides made to return artifacts back to countries they belong to, for example University of Edinburgh ‘returned nine skulls of the Vedda people to Sri Lanka in 2019, and Manchester Museum, part of Manchester University, which returned 43 objects to Indigenous groups in Australia in the same year’ (DW Article) which shows that we are able to return them, but many reduce to do that. However, big museums such as the British Museum and the Victoria & Albert Museum claim ‘they cannot return historical artifacts, either because of the Museums Act or because keeping the objects in the UK would be in the interest of the global community.’ (DW Article) which does not make sense as the interest of most people is for the artifacts to be returned. You can suggest that these museums are being selfish and are looking at their own interests, as they want people to come to the museum and spend money, and this is how they do it by having amazing artifacts from around the world in one building. It attracts millions of tourists a year and they make so much money so they would not give up such priceless artifacts back. The world is built on money and the need to draw the general public to big commercial areas, so giving up these significant artifacts back to their origin country does not help them financially so they would not return them. If it were the other way round Britain would be very disappointed to have their historic artifacts stolen, as the United Kingdom have such a rich history. 


	International trade of military relics can be traded in a moral way, this can be seen in the tour of the Tomb of Tutankhamun. To celebrate the new museum in Cairo they are sending King Tutankhamun and unseen relics on tour around the world before the grand opening of the museum. This is moral as King Tutankhamun belongs to Egypt and they want to share the rich history of the King Tutankhamun with the world, so to send the exhibition on tour is a fantastic way to share knowledge and educate others (National Geographic). This way people are not misrepresenting cultures, or they are not owning something that belongs to whole different belief/cultural system, and it is a terrific way to share history without it ending up controversial with ownership. There also have been instances where items have been given to countries as a token of friendship and as a gift so these would be acceptable relics to appear in our museums as this is a symbol of friendship between countries. Countries being able to share their history with the world by means of a tour of exhibitions is a great way for us to appreciate and see history from around the world, especially if those who do not have means to travel abroad can see it in their home country. 
	Furthermore, there is ‘blood antiquities’ which are historical relics stolen during times of war, a good example of this is in 2011 in Yemen where hundreds of objects had been looted and put in auction houses in Europe and the United States. We are also told by UNESCO that ‘The Museum of Raqqa – one of the first Syrian cities to fall into the hands of ISIS in 2014 – was stripped of several hundred major pieces. The following year, 10,000 valuable artefacts were stolen from the Idlib Museum.’ (UNESCO: Armed Conflicts). By trafficking/selling cultural goods, suggests that this is one of the most important means of funding terrorism, which is not a good thing considering cultural goods have been at the forefront of these armed conflicts. This situations with terrorist groups exploiting cultural goods have led to UNSECO passing new laws to protect these historical goods during the midst of war. Armed conflicts starting in the 1980s in places such as Afghanistan, Syria, Iraq, and Mali have led to the destruction of historical sites and UNESCO understanding the importance of these sites with other countries making laws to protect them shows respect, not only to the heritage of that country but to the people and their cultural beliefs and their history. This shows that the trade of cultural goods/battlefield/military relics are immoral as the trafficking of these objects fund those who have hurt people and destroyed homes for millions. This is bad as there are those people out there funding wars for their collection which is a big moral issue, it shows that some collectors have little care for the world other than their collections. Relics going towards the private collection of those who come from money, when these relics should be on display for the general public so we can learn about diverse cultures. 


	You can conclude that the international trade of cultural goods can be seen as a moral problem, however, can be a way to share and educate those around the world. The stolen goods that countries have committed when the world was mainly led by war such as the British Empire, where we gained many cultural goods from those countries, we took under the British control is seen as immoral as those goods that belongs to those we stole them off normally have a deep intrinsic connection to their belief or to their history and that’s something that we can not take away from people. UNESCO making strides to protect the trafficking of historical artifacts is good, because by doing that we stop funding terrorism and the destruction of other countries. By doing this UNESCO is protecting their heritage and others have followed in those footsteps to stop ‘blood antiquities’ taking over auction halls. Many historical artifacts have been gained over wars, and what they find on the battlefield, and a battlefield can take place anywhere so if there are goods to take, they will sell and to display in their museums. This can show how the trade of relics from battlefield or military relics can be a big issue, a lot of it comes from ownership and from ownership then comes cultural appropriation which then makes the situation even more of a concern morally. There have been strides made by universities, organisations (such as UNESCO) and museums that have made that step. There are objects that can be inherently morally challenged such as the Nazi keepsakes that some collectors love to collect. We can not get rid of or change history, so these Nazi keepsakes are relics of a past we should never forget because of the magnitude of the Nazi Party’s destruction. Relics have been gained mainly over war and we can not forget we live in a world where people want peace, returning relics is a symbol of that peace people want, we should not fight over items that were stolen.
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