
Battlefield and conflict related sites of the twentieth century, particularly those across Europe connected to World Wars One and Two, have crucially been recognised as valuable resources to archaeological investigation, providing a contemporary background of a fragile heritage that can now be studied and developed innovatively. The material remains of conflict have for many years been the subject of interest for collectors, especially those who engage with metal detecting as amateur hobbyists, and those who use metal detectors primarily in search of “collectors items” to be sold in the territories of collector’s markets. This paper will examine the motivations of collecting WW1 and WW2 relics from sites of conflict by illegal metal detectorists, who are commonly referred to as treasure hunters, night hawkers, or looters, and assess the potential motivations which inspire the desire to engage in such an activity. 
It seems appropriate to discuss the position of heritage professionals within the context of material heritage, which until recently was applied using a traditional, one-dimensional approach that focusing primarily on singular events. Recent scholarship has moved away from this conventional attitude to encompass multi-disciplinary research, so that the implications of conflict can be studied in the academic disciplines of anthropology and cultural heritage, which can potentially approach the atrocities of conflict through a more human narrative. By appreciating that battlefields are ‘highly sensitised, multilayered landscapes’ (Saunders, 2012:5), modern conflict archaeology now acknowledges that relationships of the past between objects, landscape, and people, can be represented in the present. 
The use of the metal detector as a tool to locate battlefield relics is not mutually exclusive to the illegal detectorists. During the last thirty years professional use of detectors has been used in the study of conflict archaeology and assisted in developing pioneering ‘methodological approaches’ (Ferguson, 2013:1) that regard battlefields and sites of conflict as archaeological sites.  The metal detector has enabled archaeologists to negotiate and record accurate spatial relationships between artefacts, and thus form new and significant understandings of the conflict, and how it was fought. For the professional, legal archaeologist the motivations are drawn from an objective that aims to provide new data that can contribute to the positive progression of battlefield archaeology (Ferguson, 2013:1). 
However, for those who participate in illegal metal detecting, the motivations for collecting from battlefields remains contentious and has been referred to as ‘the tragedy of commons’ which is terminology used to explain the self-absorbed actions of those who use illegal practices. By removing resources illicitly, what could potentially be importance to many ultimately benefits a small minority, who can gain financially. Alongside damage to archaeological heritages and feeding into the illicit antiquities market, looting represents ‘a bleeding of goods with public interest into private hands that is unacceptable with many legal frameworks’ (Rodriguez Temino, 2013:38). Across Europe’s expanse of modern conflict sites, illegal metal detecting has played a part in eroding the heritage of battlefields (Foard, 2008:241 & English Heritage, 2012) and is frequently referred to as black archaeology. Material from both the First and Second World Wars rests under the surface of many European countries and varies from ‘human remains to ammunition, weapons, tools, personal belongings, and wreckage of aircraft and land vehicles’ (Shriek & Shriek, 2014:229).  The extent of the material remains of war can span areas of the landscape, which include ‘trenches, concrete bunkers, craters, and tank traps’ (ibid).   
One hypothesis relating to the motivations of those who illicitly plunder archaeological relics by way of looting suggests the answers can be complex, and that the context of action should take into account the individual’s position in society with regard to ‘poverty, war, ignorance, lack of identification with past, and economic profit’ (Rodriguez Temino, 2013:38). However, the lure of financial gain from collecting and selling World War relics, no matter the sum of money, entices people to participate in the activity and this was exemplified in a transnational case, whereby looted material from Estonia was discovered being auctioned in Germany (Brodie, 2003:17).  Overseen by a network of traffickers connected to the criminal world the goods were intended to be sold to the illegal antiquities market, indicating the want for monetary gain (Thomas, Seitson & Herva, 2016:333). However, looting does not always occur in the wealthier Western areas of the world and if we are to consider Temino’s argument, for impoverished locals in less developed countries, illicit excavation can ‘supplement a small and uncertain income’ (Brodie, 2003:17). Motivated by a short-term gain, the removal of cultural artefacts from their original archaeological contexts, can quickly become possessions of traders, and be transported as potential trading goods, whereby the items monetary worth rises (Brodie, 2003:18). 
The trading and buying of World War relic material has seen an escalation in interest and significance due to the fact that objects that were once defined as being merely “war junk” are now appreciated as having ‘historical and heritage value’ (Thomas et al, 2016:335). As Twentieth century conflict has become a popular source of fascination for those who are attracted to “dark heritage”, a term now used to define an interest in cultural heritage that specifically explores areas associated with conflict, suffering and disaster, the illicit trading of World War reliquaries has consequently seen a surge in the supply and demand of material objects.  Private collectors, and on occasion institutions, may think of the relics as ‘investment opportunities’ (Brodie, 2003:14) or engage in connoisseurship, which suggests the motivation for acquisition is deemed of greater importance than valuing knowledge, and can be placed within the context of ‘object -centred discourse’, underlying ideals that objects of cultural heritage are internationally free to circulate (Brodie, 2003:13). The removal of objects from their original contexts and placed within the hands of collectors, succeeds in augmenting the importance artefacts, yet diminishes the ‘importance of intangible relationships’ (Vitelli, 1996:109) which is crucial to establish a deeper knowledge of cultural heritage. Mercantile TV shows such as “Battlefield Recovery”, which showed an antiques dealer and a group of metal detectorists hunting for WW2 relics from battlefield sites in Eastern Europe, not only illustrates the actions of collectors, but as a publicly viewed entity may increase the motivations and interest in illegal digging, and consequently can increase the demand and desire for battlefield relics (Schriek & Schriek, 2014:237). 
The motivations for metal detecting and looting are often regarded as being self-centred, depicting an egotistical self-interest, yet this does not take into account those who are genuinely interested in the history behind objects, and may also have an intimate, personal link to an area they are searching.  Whether described as amateur archaeologist, treasure hunter, looter or hobbyist what sets them apart from ‘official’ heritage personnel is the lack of ‘unauthorised and undocumented collecting of war related material’ (Herva et al, 2016:267) deemed to be collected for personal admiration or to trade. Yet an affinity with an area that has been besieged by conflict can attract and motivate individuals to seek for memorabilia encouraged to do so by ‘personal connection’ (Herva et al, 2016:275). For other collectors, valuing personal belongings, and correlating items with the people behind the objects, is an important way to establish an emotional connection, either directly or indirectly, with World War heritage. Although some metal detecting is carried out illegally, in certain circumstances it is ‘driven by social concern’ (Schriek & Schriek,2014:231), and is a reaction to a lack of professional interest in endangered sites and a desire to preserve the archaeology. A recent study correlates this notion of professional distrust and suspicion in museums, whereby a WW11 enthusiast in Lapland, discloses his motivation for collecting and expresses concern that museums, ‘would have no interest in the collected objects’, and the artefacts would be better cared for in his “private, alternative museum” (Herva, et al.,2016:275). As examples of motivation that may drive battlefield relic collectors, they are indicators of reasoning and cannot be applied to each and every person that participates in such activities. 
Collecting for some enthusiasts is a hobby that is immensely enjoyable and serves as distraction from everyday life. Treasure hunting, metal detecting, and looting can be placed within this remit, and an abundance of readily available background information related to such activities, can enhance the thrill of finding a tangible link to a past culture and historic event (Sawaged, 1999:82). Collecting appears to be part of human nature, yet the passion to collect cannot always be explained by individuals who experience an ‘intense emotion when acquiring new objects’ (ibid). Psychological hypothesis understanding of this thrill experienced from acquisition suggests this is limited response, and cannot be repeated in the same one object, and thus the need for repeating the action must be negated. Self-identity and self-definition can be attached to objects and ‘fulfil the desires of the owner’ (Baudrillard in Sawaged, 1994:85). If we are to consider the idea that collecting is a part of narcissistic process of self-projection between collector, and an object that serves value through social and cultural determinants, we can recognise the absurd, illusionary but intense gratification that is supplied (Baudrillard, 1996:5). By beginning to understand the psychological driving forces that may well contribute to collecting mentality, the agendas of illicit battlefield relic hunters could be utilised to develop positive changes within professional archaeological communities.  
Participants of alternative archaeology who collect military remains are not always confined to the motives of acquiring objects for personal collection, or financial increment, but can be enticed and drawn to the actual hunt itself. Excitement can be aroused when items are discovered as opposed to the necessity to claim for one’s own satisfaction. As a form of ‘urban exploration’, sites of military conflict are often located in wild, desolate settings, and this background provides opportunities to engage in adventurous practices (Herva et al, 2016:273). If we are to disregard these hobbyists as collectors and pertain to the Finish label of treasure hunter, the relationship between object and hunter seems to be more personable, and more of an engagement with a ‘tangible object connected to local heritage’ (ibid).  These motivations are not suggestive of personal or financial benefit; however, it is not uncommon for artefacts to be kept as personal mementos. It can be argued that material remains of the past have been ‘heavily mediated and sanitized’ (ibid), and in doing so, these professionally curated possessions have appropriated the realities of antiquity and been replaced with official understanding. Yet, treasure hunting and alternative archaeologies offer a more intimate and direct engagement with a past, although strongly connected to darker events, are crucially still part of history.
Metal detecting has from the start been connected to conflict archaeology but has become synonymous with the illegal activity of looting. For many professional archaeologists, the hobbyist detector is vilified as an ‘uncontrollable threat to the proper study of the past’ (Schriek & Schriek, 2014:240). This concern relates not just to the individual collector but to those who participate in organised rallies. Amongst large, diverse groups of people, the motivations for collecting will inevitably be varied, and the consequences both negative and positive. Rallies across Europe have attracted large volumes of participants at sites, such as the field connected to the Battle of Sedgemoor, many seeking ‘battle-related objects desirable as collectable items’ (Ferguson, 2013:13) Artefacts such as musket balls, and canon ball fragments, are seldom recorded and culminate as sales fodder on online trade sites, where there is a ‘ready sales market for battlefield projectiles’ (ibid). The financial motivation for metal collecting, and the resulting surge of participant interest, has increased due to brazen media advertising which exploits potential heritage locations as opportunities ‘to get rich quick’ (ibid). Suggestions have been made that due to the lack of professional intervention at unsupervised rallies, this opportunity provides a convenient opening for nighthawks to plant unrelated finds from elsewhere acquiring the terminology of “seeding false provenances”. Here the motivation of the nighthawk collector is to ensure that ‘paying searchers are kept happy with a good find rate’ (Thomas, 2009:36). Nighthawking is the action of nighthawks and condemned as the ‘illegal search for and removal of antiquities from the ground using metal detectors, without the permission of the landowners’ (Oxford Archaeology, 2009:1). In opposition to the simple hobbyist detector, who’s motivation may well be legitimate, nighthawks are driven to collect because of the possible market value associated with their finds and have no interest in the history of an object or landscape. Current technology allows the illicit metal detectorists to identify areas of potential rich artefact material which as a cumulative value can ‘make the crime worth the investment of time’ (Grove, Dabney & Booth, 2018:1041). What has also been observed is that though monetary gain is factor in illicit detecting, there are also those who search purely for personal collections, as well as engage in the selling of antiquities. It is plausible to suggest that a sense of enjoyment can be obtained from the illicit retrieval of objects, and though of low financial worth, to the collector it is valuable in terms of ‘pride, sentiment and rarity’ (Grove et al, 2018:1041). Continuing with the theme of financial gain, Lecrore deems the nighthawk ‘as the worst type of dectorist’ (2016:187) who’s interest is only to earn money on the black market through antiquities trafficking. Lecrore also argues that dectorists’ can be placed into three categories the good, ill informed and nighthawk. In describing the ill-informed, the narrative argues that they like archaeology and history with an interest in their ancestors and the past. In accordance with Herva’s observations, the ill-informed consider archaeology as treasure hunting ‘like in an Indiana Jones movies’ (Lecrore:187) and objects looted for personnel gratification, and are often motivated to defend the common heritage, which they believe is unattainable for the “good detectorist”, who would be pertaining to archaeological context and conservation of a site. 
Artefacts of battlefield and conflict heritage can be considered “souvenirs of death” and offer ‘a symbolic route of communication with the realm of death’ (Higonnet, 2008:65). We are now in period where souvenir hunting has been industrialised and commercialised and it is this manufactured commodity that metal detectors find an ever-increasing market to sell to (ibid:73). War souvenirs serve a purpose for men, women, those that fought in war, and for those that did not. Combatants find psychological value in souvenirs in the form of military power, and an emblem of proof that the collector was present in the conflict, ‘even if acquired by trade’ (Higonnet:68). For contributing to a personal connection, the collector may well be commended but the process has plausibly been achieved through illicit and unconventional means, with no consideration given to heretic or cultural meanings. 
In assessing the motivations of metal detectorists who collect from battlefield sites there appears to be an amalgamation of reasons, theories and reports that overlap continuously. Financial gain surfaces a multitude of times, yet this motivation does not always stand as the singular incentive. Interests in war, conflict and heritage influence collectors, as well as the landscape they find themselves in. Different individuals aspire to the different aspects of the activity, whether this be a personal connection with a site, or a desire that relates to finding a bond with a participant of war. For some, collecting of artefacts emanates from a distrust in professional bodies and a yearning to preserve and protect their own cultural history, and avoid all elements of conflict being subjected to a life hidden in a museum basement. The psychology community puts forth arguments that collecting is an impulsive, fulfilling desire in some individuals, and this is something that will never be halted. What is apparent is the harm and damage illicit metal detecting can produce in sites of World War conflict, and the illegal trade of objects can be dangerous and tragically unmoral. Many arguments suggest that if professional bodies and illicit collectors could work together, and obtain a positive communication, then the motives of both parties could produce results that benefitted the many, rather than just the few.  
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Why is there a market to sell the artefacts?
Why are these worth so much? – rarity and the collector market getting bigger.

Why do they go and dig things up to sell? 
	Kudos in your social group
the buzz of finding a rare or precious thing
Why do they collect/keep such things? 
	What inspires the desire to collect such items- personal connection to past family/army corps etc., aesthetic desire to own, embodiment of history, treasure


 
