P5: Critically Engage with one scholarly viewpoint relevant to your essay.
The author Mike Toner in ‘The Past in Peril’ is one viewpoint that supports my essay in a way that while not be relevant to the public or the subject of relic boundaries but looks more at how tourism as a form of vandalism on Archaeological Sites. He argues that while tourism may have a positive impact regarding funding these Archaeological sites, they may also be the downfall of preserving the past. 
For instance, in Part 1 Antiquities under siege on page 29 of the book the author stated that the great Cheops pyramid at Giza was reopened after a year of closure to repair the damage done by tourists. The damage was extensive including cracks, removing graffiti, restoring wall paintings and stopped the damage caused by the humidity of tourist walking the pyramid. These tourists come daily to marvel at the pyramid, however it had to close twice including this within six years of opening. Much like in Egypt in the ancient city of Pompeii, Italy (Toner, M. 2001) the ruins of Pompeii have been roped off gradually due to the accelerated damage done by tourism and with each section closed off is accelerated more due to the restriction. This could also apply to the 5,000-year-old stone structure Stonehenge in England where the interior of the monument Is completely restricted to the public not entering the site due to the risk of damage walking amongst the ruins. (Toner, M 2001).
These sites and the damage caused by tourism by the public bring into question whether as a race we have forgotten how to respect our past. This one viewpoint may not specifically apply to my essay however, it does beg the question of are the public benefiting Archaeology in more than a form of funding in comparison of awareness and as information to the past.
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