Using an example of your choice discuss the issues that arise in the presentation of a site or collection which could be termed ‘difficult heritage

Heritage is defined as something of value such as a house or object that has been passed down through inheritance, typically inheritance means through family however it can also be passed on to any person, persons or groups of it has enough social value (The Open University). Unfortunately, value has a somewhat objective and controversial meaning especially when considering difficult heritage; difficult heritage are places, sites, objects and other such things that are somehow associated with an inheritance and history of pain that often leaves a community, people and/or person with shame. In recent decades have these places and objects of pain been considered heritage sites which people have sought to preserve these aspects of ‘difficult heritage’ for numerous reasons, some for educational purposes, some for international politics, some for commemoration (Logan and Reeves, 2009) and some choose to use one difficult heritage to negate and curb the publics opinion and view of another difficult heritage as a form of rebranding (Fromm, Golding and Rekdal, 2014). Difficult heritage is a macabre and often upsetting topic for many communities, yet it still has many visitors who seek these heritage places for: memorialisation, sense of community, sense of roots and education, as a result the presentation of such macabre histories can be difficult and often complicated and must follow a certain aim (Logan and Reeves, 2009). An interesting area that is heavily involved in ‘difficult heritage’ is the State of Saxony or Sachsen situated in East Germany, where it shares the border with Poland. Saxony has been a victim to many atrocities over the years from Allie attacks and the cold war as well as being some of the key perpetrators in aiding many atrocities such as it’s part in Nazi Germany’s role world war 2 in building weapons, manufacturing chemicals and prisoner of war camps (Berentsen, 1998). Sites such as Dresden, Chemnitz and Colditz Castle all situated in Saxony are either now considered sites of or places that have sites of major historical significance and are recognised sites of ‘difficult heritage’; each difficult heritage does however play a key role in how Saxony is trying to present, rebrand and negotiate how the local community and the rest of the world views Saxony.Schulz, J.R.(Unknown year). Image above.


Each ‘difficult heritage’ faces its own unique issues even if the intentions behind the preservation and heritage are innocent, there still needs to be consideration for communities that are or have been affected by the ‘difficult heritage’ that is being preserved; as a result there should be consult with both the people involved in the heritage process and the communities affected by the past and the local communities and how the management and presentation of the heritage site is carried out (Logan and Reeves 2009). For example Colditz Castle in Saxony is 1000 years old however it is most known for its most recent and poignant role as a Nazi prisoner of war camp that held Allied officers and other Allied troops that held significance from 1940 to 1945 (until the end of the war). After the end of the war when the prisoners were released and the iron curtain went up Colditz castle had a brief existence as a hospital after the war between 1846 and 1996, then ultimately it was taken over by the State of Saxony to be restored and reconstructed. Colditz now not only has a museum dedicated to the prisoners of wars and their infamous daring feats of escape but guided tours in both German and English and rooms used as a youth hostel and business purposes. The main objective behind the restoration was to make of Colditz castle a place of memorium and education; an education that is built off of a collective shame tragedy and injustice of a past we did not create but are products of and descended off, weather our ancestors are the villians in this history or heroes of even the victims there is still a sense of guilt. That guilt that is felt during the visits to Colditz castle is what is harnessed as an educational base to teach people pf the atrocities that took place in hopes of preventing people reoeating history this is something the governments such as the State of Saxony does to create a sense of social cohesion and values on certain topics (Logan and Reeves 2009). However the decision to restore Colditz castle came with many issues, such as what do you preserve? And to what extent do you preserve it and can the museum and heritage side of the preservation stay neutral or should it be heavily bias towards support of the Allies side? In the process of wanting to educate about the atrocities of war there is very little chance of you not offending somebody and even misrepresenting someone else, such as the locals hand in the activities if the prisoner of war camp, as Fromm, Golding and Rekdal, (2014) say ‘peace is never neutral’ and whose side is really presented at the end of it.
Education isn’t the only rational behind a ‘difficult heritage’ being preserved nor is it the only reason the presentation may face issues. A previously said governments often use heritage as a form of catalyst or ideal to promote a certain value and moral: a sense of national pride (Fromm, Golding, Rekdal, 2014). another city in Saxony is Chemnitz trying to rebrand itself, turn the World War 2 it was one off the main manufacturers of weapons for the Nazis it's also had an oil refinery and a Labour camp, As a result of this Chemnitz became what are the main targets for the aliied forces and was subsequently not only raided for the oil but was also bombed until very little was left standing (Gumbel, 2014). Chemnitz had always been a place of industry and was set to become one Germany’s Megacities due to the growing size of its industry, even during the cold war it was a major textile industry and after the fall of the iron curtain, Chemnitz remained a hub of industrial activity, it now has many car manufacturers and other mechanical industries situated there. Unfortunately Chemnitz is still scared by its role during world war 2 and is what they are ultimately known. In an attempt to combat the bad image, they have not just internationally but nationally too the Chemnitz government and the government of Saxony have focused a lot on providing museums about the local history of their textile and industrial history, even the history they have from during the cold war however there is ultimately very little mentioned about the role during world war 2. To manage the difficult heritage that Chemnitz has the local government has controlled what history and heritage is out on public display in an attempt to rebrand and redesign the image that they are associated with. Conversely though is this really an issue as Smith (2014) argues that because heritage provides a physical link to the past it can help in the aid of developing an identity(s) thus people and governments should be able to pick and choose which heritage they choose that defines them. In the case of Chemnitz, there is no denial of the role in world war 2 (after all little evidence remains after being bombed) that was played it simply is not mentioned and instead a greater emphasis is placed upon a different difficult heritage is presented which portrays a certain set sense of values and identity (Logan and Reeves 2009).
Conversely Dresden another major city of Saxony has not only rebranded by rebuilding what was destroyed by world war 2, their difficult heritage it is what Dresden uses as its main tourist attraction. Dresden purposefully presents its dark heritage to the world and sells itself on a basis of local pride and macabre tourism as, people often visit places of destruction and death not only to memorialise what has been lost but to also feel lucky at others misfortune, to feel their own mortality to bring a form of peace to themselves and memories of past people (Logan and Reeves, 2009). Dresden was the capital city and becoming one of the most prosperous states until the rise of Brandenburg-Prussia and Berlin; Dresden was and still is known for the fine china it produced which was sold all over the world (Berentsen, 1998). Regrettably due to the Allied bombing in 1945, Dresden was nearly completely levelled to the ground despite being a civilian area of little militaristic value, but it was case of ‘tit for tat’ as Hitler had bo,bed several of our civilian areas so we did it back (Selwood, 2015). Luckily after the war buildings started to be rebuilt including the Saxon Royal palace and after the unification of Germany much focus on reconstruction was then placed upon the rebuilding and reconstruction on the Frauenkirche (Berentsen, 1998). Dresden much like its sister town Chemnitz was flattened to nearly nothing, however it took another approach which was to use the materials they could salvage of old Dresden and build a new one, this was a strong powerful move as not only has it drawn in the macabre tourists, it also heals the locals and the people as the act of doing something as memorialisation has shown to help the victims (Fromm, Golding and Rekdal, 2014).
[bookmark: _GoBack]All three sites within Saxony have a dark and unsettling past that many decades on the affects can not only still be seen but felt within many communities, both Dresden and Chemnitz were bombed to the ground but both took different approaches to the presentation of heritage, Chemnitz chose ‘wilful distortion’ (Logan and Reeves 2009) which was to alter what heritage you see to aid improving their international image, Dresden chose to pride itself on its difficult heritage and turn it around into a process designed for healing and money making and Chemnitz chose similarly to Dresden to base its business off of its dark history and to use it as a form of education which could be considered also ‘wilful distortion’ (Logan and Reeves 2009). There is no one way to portray difficult heritage, because it is difficult, the way a heritage company will display it will be by whatever the most revered view is of the time when it is being disaplyed as nothing can be truly neutral, there is no peace in war and one group will always be upset by something as not all of the heritage will be displayed (Fromm, Golding and Rekdal, 2009).
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