Heritage has been known to do things that are considered unethical, this would could be the treatment of artefacts or heritage sites, the way in which they are portrayed and how they were obtained and used. Since heritage can and has does things that are considered unethical it can be argued that it does not have ethical boundaries.
An example of heritage having no ethical boundaries is the looting and selling of artefacts. According the Guardian, in May 2015 Italian authorities displayed 25 looted artefacts retrieved from the united states (Tharoor, 2015). Also, in April 2015 a museum in Cleveland, in the united states, returned a 10th century statue of the Hindu god Hanuman to Cambodia, this idol had been stolen from the Prasat Chen temple in Siem Reap in the 1960s (Tharoor, 2015). The looted artefacts from Italy were smuggled by Giacomo Medici (Tharoor, 2015), this person was selling antiquities from the 1960s until his arrest in 1997 (Brodie, 2015), Medici reportedly had trafficked thousands of artefacts and for this he received an eight-year jail sentence and a ten million euro fine (Brodie, 2015). Another person who illegally sold artefacts is Subhash Kapoor, he was trafficking for over 30 years (Janardhanan, 2016) and in something called ‘operation hidden idol’ the U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement’s and the Homeland Security Investigations searched Kapoor’s possessions and found rare antiquities looted from several nations(Saving Antiquities, 2016 ) , 2,500 objects were found and had an estimate of up to 100 million dollars. (Felch, 2013). Both Giacomo Medici and Subhash Kapoor are examples of criminal operations being dedicated to illegally obtaining and transporting artefacts. Since people are able to make a living off the illegal trafficking of artefacts then it could be said that heritage has no ethical boundaries, even if there are organisations such as the U.S Immigrations and Customs Enforcements, and the Homeland Security Investigations, that are trying to prevent illegal trade and make heritage ethical, it can be said that no matter how much work is being done to make heritage ethical, until the illegal trafficking of artefacts is stopped heritage will not have ethical boundaries.
It is hard to define what makes something ethical and what is not ethical, and because of this difficulty it can be hard to determine ethical boundaries. Complex ethical problems can be individual and private or widespread and systemic, involving groups, organisations or whole communities (The Ethics Centre, 2018). An issue with determining what makes something ethical is that people can have different opinions, an example of this is the removal of marble from the Parthenon by Thomas Bruce, the seventh Earl of Elgin (National geographic, 2015) the marble and other objects taken from Greece were put in the Elgin Room in the British Museum in 1832 (National geographic, 2015). The issue and the opposing views are, most people in Greece and many who are sympathetic to their cause believe that these items should be returned to Greece, many British people as well as the British museum do not believe that these items should be returned, and the British museum has refused multiple attempts to return the items (National geographic, 2015). So, people in Greece would think that the British people and the British Museum was being unethical and to be ethical the items should be returned, the British people would see themselves as being ethical and that they are doing nothing wrong. This example shows that it is hard to define ethical boundaries and because not all people will agree on the same thing.
 Philosophers tend to divide ethical theories into three areas, these are metaethics, normative ethics and applied ethics (BBC, 2014). Metaethics deals with the nature of moral judgment (BBC, 2014) moral judgments are opinions formed from an action or a person and can be measured as good or bad against a standard of good (Burns, 2014). Normative ethics deals with moral judgment and what is right or wrong (BBC, 2014). Normative ethics believes that there are three things that are morally interesting, first is the person doing the act, second is the act itself, third is the consequences of the act (Holt, 2009).  Applied ethics addresses the moral permissibility of specific actions (Dittmer, 2013). These three different forms of ethics should be considered when deciding if an action is ethical or not. The importance of using these three types of ethics. A more simplistic view of ethics is that ethics is a system of moral principles and is concerned with what is good for an individual and society. Ethics also covers the moral decisions people make and if they are right or wrong (BBC, 2014). Using a more simplistic view of ethics makes establishing ethical boundaries easier but can overlook certain issues.
Ethical boundaries cover issues such as crime in and around heritage, unlawfulness, vandalism and the removal or theft of cultural property (University of Kent, 2014). In 2011 over 70,000 buildings in Britain that were listed as a heritage asset, this is 18.7% of all listed buildings, were physically affected by crime (Historic England, 2012). one way to prevent crime it to deny access, this can be achieved by placing fencing and gates to restrict the passage of people and vehicles (Historic England, 2015). The issue with this is that it can be seen as unethical to prevent access to a heritage site, this is because some would say that a person should not be prevented from entering a heritage site as it is often used as an educational tool and preventing certain movements can potentially affect the way the site is used.
Dark tourism can be a controversial topic within the heritage sector. Dark tourism can be defined as tourism that involves travelling to places associated with death and suffering (Oxford Dictionary, 2017). An ethical issue facing dark tourism can be the way we deal with former Nazi sites and the messages they portrayed. An example of this was the treatment of Adolf Hitler’s bunker, known as Führerbunker. The bunker was flooded in May 1945, partially demolished in 1947, a second attempt was made to demolish it in 1959, a third attempt was made in 1973 and finally a fourth attempt was made to demolish the bunker in 1988. The importance of the bunker is that it is a historical site and therefore it could be argued that it should be preserved and made a heritage site. Other leaders in the second world war such as Winston Churchill had their bunker made into a historic site and can be visited by the public (Imperial War Museum, 2018), so some would say that it would only be fair to show Hitler’s as it can show the differences between the two opposing sides bunkers. An important ethical issue surrounding Hitler’s bunker is that it can be used as a Neo-Nazi shrine. It would be unethical to promote these views and allow extremists to gather more following. But it could also be seen as unethical to not make it a heritage site and it can be said that it does not matter who occupied the site, it is still of historical importance and therefore it is wrong to attempt to destroy the site or to hide it. The destruction of bunker and the things inside it is known as iconoclasm. Iconoclasm can be seen as unethical as it is the destruction of paintings or sculptures, but the act of iconoclasm is important to certain histories so therefore is important to that countries heritage. Iconoclasm was started by Leo III, the emperor of the Byzantine Empire, in 726 C.E. (Džalto, 2014). Another example of iconoclasm being important in history is that it was used during the protestant reformation in England during Henry viii’s rule (Tate). The importance iconoclasm has on heritage can be seen by the over 800 monasteries that was destroyed as a result of henry viii’s reformations (Glastonbury Abbey, 2018). Many of these ruined cathedrals and abbeys, such as Glastonbury cathedral, are heritage sites and are used as a place of education and tourism. To an extent the act of iconoclasm is celebrated because at least some of these ruins require a ticket to be purchased to grant entry, they also most likely have a gift shop with a variety of items and possibly a café. Despite iconoclasm destroying these cathedrals and the precious objects within them, iconoclasm is still a part of the history of the buildings and therefore part of the heritage, so although the destruction of religious idols and buildings can be seen as unethical because it goes against certain people’s religious views, this unethical behaviour is part of countries heritage. This also supports the idea that heritage does not have ethical boundaries, if it did then perhaps they would not make sites that were destroyed by the idea of iconoclasm into heritage sites and would not attempt to make profit from them.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The way heritage portrays certain monuments can be seen as ethical and unethical. An example of this would be the General Robert E. Lee statue in Dallas, Texas. It was placed in 1936 and removed in September 2017 (BBC News, 2017). Prior to its removal it can be seen by some as unethical to have it standing as he was a confederate general who fought in the American civil war, whether the statue is seen as ethical or not mainly depends on a person’s thoughts on why the civil war was started and therefore what Lee was fighting for. Some might believe that the civil war started because of the north, the union, attempt to contain and possibly restrict slavery and that this idea clashed with the souths, the confederacy, idea of spreading and keeping slavery, if this reason is believed then many will see Lee as someone who fought to keep slavery and that makes the statue of him unethical. However if you believe that the civil war was started on several other issues which do not include slavery, the issues are; cultural difference between the north and south, the breakdown of the two-party system and state rights, if you believe this then you would see Lee as a brilliant general who almost single-handedly kept the confederates in the war for four years and without him the confederates would not have lasted that long and have been arguably winning the war up until 1863, and although he was not against slavery, he was also not necessarily pro-slavery (The New York Times, 2017) which is somewhat similar to Abraham Lincoln who up until 1863 was not for slavery but not necessarily against slavery, he did not want it to spread but he was fine with it being contained in the south and the only reason why Lincoln declared the Emancipation proclamation in 1863, which freed all slaves, was because he was at that point losing the war and used it as a way to boost moral and give the union troops they were fighting for freedom, also it was used as a way to gather support from black citizens and abolitionists in the north as an election was coming up in 1864 and Lincoln was losing support due to the way the war was going. Monuments such as the Robert E. Lee statue can be seen as both ethical and unethical, and the extent in which it is considered ethical or not is down to the individual viewing it, but because some would see a monument like this and consider it very unethical then heritage does not have ethical boundaries, if it did then monuments like this would not have been put up in the first place and too many these statues are very insensitive and offensive.
It can be said that heritage has no ethical boundaries, this is because for many things there are is not one clear answer. In some cases such as Giacomo Medici and Subhash Kapoor then most people would agree that their actions are unethical but when certain things like Robert E. lee’s statue are involved it is not clear whether it is or is not ethical and because many things that are considered heritage are unethical, such as the Greek artefacts taken and then stored in the British Museum, then some would say heritage has no ethical boundaries.
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