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This essay will analyse and discuss the forms, reasonings for and evidence behind the trade of battlefield and military relics. It will investigate whether the actions people and organisations have taken either purely for economic gain, to build and enhance private or museum collections, or for political motives are of great moral concern or are more benevolent or innocuous. This essay will use World War Two artefacts as a standpoint due to the residency of the dead and the more significant moral and cultural consequence for interactions with the dead. However, to analyse this topic, some definitions must be stated to determine the underlying conditions for whether an action can be viewed as moral action or not. As the definition stated, 'an issue of moral concern is presented as an issue with the potential to help or harm anyone, including oneself' (Anscombe, 1958). By working with this definition, this essay will argue the relative morality of the actions, discussion and evidence presented in the essay and the level of concern these actions create.
Researchers of battlefield archaeology and cultural heritage, primarily where they work on sites relating to events in the 20th century, can become increasingly more involved in the process of both bereavement and recognition of the significance of events for the deceased and living. Sometimes this will include a degree of dark and challenging heritage. As stated, 'while the idea of heritage has long revolved around the elite, monumental and aesthetically pleasing things, in more recent years it has been deemed necessary to understand the more negative and painful sides of both warfare and humanity genocide and the Holocaust (Logan, Reeves 2008).
This section covers the movement, trade, and use of battlefield relics and materials as a business, where battlefield relics are sold worldwide, essentially to profit. The first question is whether the discovery and recovery of material from their resting place a moral action is to take in itself and then the morality of doing so to make money. An example of this is Jim Pearce, seen in image one, possibly one of Britain's most successful military war machine restorers and peddlers. Through connections to salvage companies, he acted as a 'middleman' between the 'unwanted refuse' of warplanes and war machines from Germany, Russia, and other countries found all around the world. This involves asking salvage companies to excavate the remains for low cost, transporting them over distance, fixing them up to a satisfactory standard and then selling them to collectors. This action in itself can be viewed in two ways both as a moral boon and of concern.
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Figure 1 An image of Jim Peace working on the bulkhead of a German Luftwaffe in 2000 (The Aviation Historian, 2017)
On the one hand, this could be seen as morally full of issues as whilst there are examples of the dead being removed from planes after they have crashed or not even having individuals die within them, the fact is these planes not only represent what could be a grave memory for the local inhabitants but may also be the gravesite of the individual or individuals who flew it (Pollard, T 2005). It has been noted there are many examples of salvage activity not being respectful toward remains, as seen by dark diggers, later mentioned Nazi gravediggers suggesting that if any were gravesites, it would not be morally correct to dig them up and remove their treasures. This is the case, no matter the size or use they may have, this alongside the privatisation of the war but not only as materials but also as continuations of their memory presenting harrowing ideas and questionable beliefs for the usage of these planes. However, that being said, there is also the question of morality for collectors themselves. In the act of refurbishing and protecting the memory of each of these examples of engineering and history, to some, it may be considered an accolade, as an act of protecting an important historical artefact to be remembered in some form, as it is known that if it is not seen and observed and protected it disappears (Scott, D McFeaters, A, 2011) so by definition seen above stated above this action can be considered if done in a respectful manner, not a mora concern.
Sites connected to military action in World War Two are increasingly recognised as worthy of logical investigation (Thomas, Seitsonen., 2016). However, conversely, there is also an increasing market for objects excavated from such sites and opportunities for researchers. Notably, artefacts related to German military activity have encouraged the stripping of conflict landscapes and the extraction of items most valued by collectors. Some sites such as areas of the Somme and battlefields in Russia and Finland are regarded as treasure troves. They have become inundated with enthusiastic treasure hunters or 'diggers' becoming competition for legal archaeologists with none of the moral imperatives for the identification and preservation of the dead known as 'black diggers' seen in figure two due to the illegality of their actions and their lack if the morality for the dead only for profit (Ulst, 2010). This is complicated further by the myriad of ontology employed by different individuals in construction activity and government relationships with the material culture that connect to both recent and ancient conflict periods. This creates an increasing amount of both data and value with these pieces, and as such, it is hard to determine at what point it is preferable to preserve objects for study or make a profit through sale to a collector (Ulst, 2010).
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Figure 2: an image of black diggers in Russia near St Petersburg illegally digging up the dead and throwing their bones to the side (Ulst, 2010).
However, overall, the main point of this section boils down to the ethical necessity of digging up the dead for historical gain or monetary gain. Many have discussed this topic, which is why World War Two artefacts were chosen. However, the argument over whether the excavation and removal of these artefacts from their resting place are morally acceptable also extends to the activity of collecting and holding such materials. A vivid example of this is private collections. Examples such as Jacques Littlefield a tank collector who died in 2009 seen in image two who after death transformed his great amount of restored and well documented tanks into a museum demonstrate the association for keeping history alive and protected, which is overall positive. However, making a collection of such objects private depersonalises the artefact itself. XXX and his collection of tanks are excellent examples of preserving and presenting the history and development of tanks themselves. However, it also takes away the individuality of the history of each one, transforming these into a collection of objects to be seen rather than something to be understood for what it represents. However, working individually or in groups, people engage with archaeological heritage in ways that professional archaeologists are less comfortable, including treasure hunters, collectors of antiquities, and subscribers to fantastical interpretations of the past. Cooper (2006: 133) has noted that if archaeologists are to be inclusive of non-professionals, they have to be opened to accepting that sometimes the non-archaeologist may come up with a more substantial analysis, while at other times these interpretations may 'only be regarded by the archaeologist as an exercise in myth or superstition'. At the farthest end of this spectrum are the so-called 'pseudoarchaeology', providing strict interpretations of the past with often bizarre or spectacular-sounding conclusions drawn from particular ways of viewing particular aspects of archaeological material (Fagan, 2006).
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Figure 3: an image of Jacques Littlefield displaying a Russian Pulitzer tank inside of one of his air hangers holding his collection Miller, S. 2009)
However, these active collections of artefacts, both war machines and memorabilia, also anchor a great way of preserving artefacts in a controlled setting rather than having them waste away to nothing in the ground to be forgotten or to be slowly hidden away and left to rot in vaults, giving them a chance to be held together in one place to be studied and better understood. Gordon Page was an Australian collector and aviation enthusiast who wanted a Messerschmitt. His adventure with his search for one is seen in his book (DeGroat, 2006). He put out social media that he wanted one. The book chronicles his journey to Mongolia, China, Russia and elsewhere, of his being robbed and swindled by the Mafia. Eventually, he found a severely damaged one in Russia with engineering students. After mortgaging his house and being in significant debt, he renovated it and brought it back home in an adventure as an Indiana Jones of aviation.
However, even after gaining the artefact, there is a need to transport it. For example, Bulgaria sold off a large amount of its World War Two weaponry, causing a mass scramble for armoured vehicles where now many are in private collections (Edensor, 2005). This seen in figure 4 an example of the forty-five tiger tanks left over from the first world war, and due to this action of leaving these for many years left a question over who owned not only the right to display the tanks as part of their history for tourism or for the rights of the metal itself and after some issue the country of Bulgaria sold the tanks for a significant sum of money, this was due to a moral and economic conflict of interest (Edensor, 2005). The conflict came from the representation of the dark history they held for the nation from the march of the Nazis over their lands and through the display of these artefacts in a museum setting gained a large economic bounty. However, this display of the German occupation through force would in all likely hood damage not only the pride and mental health of the older generation of the Bulgarians and Germans but also vilify the German people for future generations towards the Germans people for the treatment of their ancestors and family (Carr, 2014). Causing great harm overall and, as such great moral concern and examples of World War II were sold to man privet collectors for a significant sum to preserve the history and gain for the country at large.
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Figure 4: a picture of the forty-five recovered tiger tanks form Bulgaria to be sold and traded for the country’s future (Edensor, 2005).
There is also the question of how artefacts can be used in private hands. For example, Paul Allan (Flying heritage, 1998) had a great interest in German and Japanese planes, collecting many of them throughout his life but upon his death to give use to his collection and sped the knowledge, he created a museum using his artefacts. He created a 'flying heritage museum', but it was called a museum for tax purposes as it had heavily restricted access until this was uncovered, and it became a real museum. It has become a more public venue for a better understanding of history, even if this was not the original intention definition (Logan, K. Reeves, 2008). This suggests that the moral concern, whilst valid, is acceptable under certain circumstances, depending on how artefacts are used. This idea for the moral use of war machines is also recognised in the classic fighter plane recreation and restoration industry. This is a business that rebuilds and recreated classic planes such as the Messerschmitt 262, salvaged vessels of the original period akin for restoration each part catalogued and cast to gain not only knowledge on the method of construction but also the intricacies of the individual models and what makes them individuals vs the mas produced. An example of this is in 1995, a workshop when asked by a private collector who had a Messerschmitt 262 in disrepair, they stripped their renovated plane down to make moulds of the parts definition (Logan, K. Reeves, 2008). By repairing the collector's plane this way, they created a production line of parts for the model that was not genuine or authentic but allowed for the recreation of a piece of history that would be more morally correct to collect as there would be no lessons lost or offence given for the collection of the recreated planes leaving no concern for the trade apart from the salvage of the original from its resting place according to the definition (Logan, K. Reeves, 2008).
Alongside this is the containment and gaining of historical artefacts that have significant meaning to the individual (Holyoak, 2004). An example of this is the author's collection inherited from his grandfather. It is a small collection of World War Two memorabilia, including bomb casings and parts from planes that crashed near his grandfather's home. His grandfather gathered artefacts from the crash sites as a small boy. Is inheriting these artefacts a trade of battlefield relics and memorabilia? As such, with the definition stated above, is this action of passing down the collection a moral concern as if he did not directly connect with it? He is not displaying it for others to enhance their knowledge or usage, making it an immoral collection. However, it is not immoral to present a secure connection according to the definition. Without harm to those around him and the meaning and context of the objects themselves are defined, and the history within the object is not depersonalised and withheld, suggesting that this connection is not immoral (Carman, 1997). As such, it is only through the interpretation and belief of those who hold it in readiness for personal interest only rather than a connection to the history itself only then is the moral concern evaded.
The construction of museums themselves and their usage of artefacts has been under great scrutiny for a long time. Many have argued that through the usage of museums to display artefacts with themes sending representations of certain events, it becomes over time more of an attraction than an example of what the object represents 'public education, a popular way to frame public archaeology, at least for committees, addresses public awareness of ethical concerns in archaeological practice and interpretation (Carman, 1997). When trying to engage with the broader public, archaeologists realise that sometimes the audience is engaged and interested, eager to learn from trained archaeologists, and keen to apply this new knowledge and skillset to their research (Aston, 2012: 450). An excellent example of this can be seen in the World War Two museum in America displaying a replica of the atom bomb inside the gift shop presenting something of immense historical value whilst still being a replica is also an example of a lack of sensitivity to what the artefacts represent to the cultural memory of those affected by the war. It perhaps allows people to become more forgetful of its meaning producing a tremendous moral concern which could lead to great danger to the actions of others in future not genuinely understanding the dangers that these objects history represents (Orr, 2003). For example, if we do not understand and learn from the underlying issues of the Holocaust or Nazism in World War Two, we have failed and maybe destined to repeat them. As such, it is only through gaining the correct message in a museum can we indeed make the case that this is a morally acceptable way to display and share artefacts. This is further exemplified through the actions of the Holocaust Museum redecorating and displaying the Holocaust artefacts and knowledge in such a way that could be considered distasteful. Complaints reached the point where the museum had to redecorate it in 2008 (Lloyd, 1998). These examples highlight the need for better representations of history and the meaning and the culture behind artefacts to be adequately represented to understand and continue the lessons we learn from history. As such, it is of significant moral issue.
The last section of this essay will discuss the political and governmental need for the movement trade and appropriation of historical war artefacts. This is a complicated subject morally speaking as the morality, and the concern for such matters is subjective to the country themselves and their viewpoint on their history, even more so for the second world war action. Another example of the need for a political link to the past is dark tourism. This focuses on places of death, violence, suffering, trauma, and destruction, ranging from areas that have experienced catastrophe such as Chernobyl/Pripyat, through to sites of assassination and places of black metal violence in Norway (Podoshen, 2013).
This landscape is composed of diverse human and nonhuman elements with numerous cultural meanings and inhabited by various human and nonhuman beings, including spirits, ghosts and other such entities that are sometimes also associated with places where military materiality's are present (Herva 2014). In the local view, the material traces of the German military presence are a component of a historically layered and meaningful environment rather than "nature" in the modernist sense. Indeed, traditional Sámi and Finnish cosmologies and modes of perceiving the environment are not ordered around binary nature/culture, subject/object, or natural/supernatural categories to begin with but are characterised by what might be called a relational understanding of the world (Ingold 2000; Herva 2014). Seen against this background, a casual and pragmatic attitude towards the German military material decaying in Lapland landscapes makes more sense. This fascination with "darkish history" is likewise proven via way of means of the navy artefacts from WWII that seem in online salerooms, highlighting each the economic hobby and the capacity for gadgets to attain those salerooms via way of means of illicit way. A large portion WWII German history in Finnish Lapland presents a top-notch case to explore the values and meanings of darkish history, now no longer best domestically but globally and from a theoretical perspective. It permits us to cope with the relationships among the cutting-edge conflict, cloth tradition, reminiscence, and the query of identification from more than one viewpoint.
Overall, the action of trading military relics and war machines is not of great moral concern as stated above that there are many questionable actions taken with the objects but by the definitions selected for this essay will, there are many harmed by the actions of excavation, recovery, and hoarding of the relics themselves due to the loss not only the lost story they represent and the dead that ley with them harming the dead and the living they left behind even if there are examples of explanations those done for economic reasons are of an issue due to the methods and lack of care taken for the dead themselves. However, the action of the trade itself whilst could be construed as disrespectful if overall not of moral concern and in fact if done by the right hands and not for pure profit allowed us to understand the artefacts better themselves but inadvertently better spreads out the knowledge and preserves them in collections and museums for the future and protects the culture and history that they represent so if done in the correct manner it can be a moral action.
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