To what extent is the international trade of battlefield / military relic material a matter of moral concern?
The Moral Concern of Excavating and Transporting Battlefield Relics
	The archaeology of battlefield relics can give us invaluable information about the events of the past. However, there are many moral concerns with disturbing battlefields of any era in history and distributing the items and remains found. These moral concerns can vary between cultures; one such concern is how can we respect the cultural beliefs of the dead and their relatives. This concern grows broader with each year since the initial, conflict as there may be cultural issues surrounding the excavation of certain bodies due to cultural significance. There is also a question on whether some of these moral concerns are negated by factors of time and significance. Some people will also attempt to acquire these artifacts based on a political ideology, as they see them as a symbol for their ideologies regardless of the purpose behind these artifacts. The effect this could have on the family of the deceased, or the original owners is also a factor, as some people loved one’s bodies have never been found and may find closure based on the findings of battlefield archaeologists. The motivations of the people behind these discoveries can also give us a unique insight into the trade of battlefield relics. Therefore, we will examine a selected time period’s, cultures, and the arguments pertaining to the morality of excavating battlefields of different eras in order to establish a more comprehensive view on this subject. 
	The moral concerns behind the excavation of battlefield relics can be difficult to understand as it encompasses many different cultural beliefs, that are not just from current cultures, but also those from past culture must also be considered. One issue thats many of the cultures that would apply to individuals buried on certain battlefields may have evolved into new forms or may simply no longer exist. One such example is the excavation of an ex-Viking settlement wherein the people there would have wildly different cultures, and where it would be considered disrespectful to the deceased if their bodies were deliberately excavated. There are many cases of excavation of Viking burials that have taking place in Scotland where these moral concerns apply.[footnoteRef:1] In addition, this applies to sites in Repton England, from the era of the great heathen army (874ACE) which rampaged across much of England. Any remains in Repton from this time would not (under Viking culture) be disturbed due to the possibility of disrespect and associated cultural significance.[footnoteRef:2] This possible insult would be due to old Norse myth, which states that if the burial site (such as a battlefield) is disturbed or if the burial had been conducted incorrectly, then the deceased will rise from the dead as a Draug/Draugr to exact its vengeance on the world.[footnoteRef:3] This belief also encompasses those who died at sea, and therefore this would also affect nautical archaeology.[footnoteRef:4] Vikings were customarily buried with decoration and so the removal of these pieces would be considered equally disrespectful. It is clear then that any disturbance would disrespect the wishes of the deceased person of Viking origin. The moral and ethical dilemma poses the question: do we disturb the dead of this culture, going against their wishes and religious beliefs, or are the benefits to humanity more important than the religious and cultural beliefs of the deceased? To answer this question, we must assess the overall value that can be gained from the excavation of this material and the purpose it will serve in the modern day. It could be argued that the educational aspects of excavations would render the disturbance ethically acceptable. However, there are other side to consider, and these include the motivation individual collector and monetary aspects of archaeological finds. there is a vast cohort of people willing to buy and sell potentially vital pieces of archaeology on the private market. Thereby, private sale and acquisition of Viking artifacts could be considered immoral as these activities would have severely neglect the wishes of the dead.  [1:  Kruse, Susan E (1999)]  [2:  Biddle, Martin (2001)]  [3:  Williams, Howard (2006)]  [4:  DuBois, Thomas (1999)] 

	Little Dean Jail Museum in Herefordshire England is a good case and point. This Museum (LDJ) was founded by a private collector named Andy Jones and home to one of the world’s largest collections of offensive and hateful historical memorabilia, ranging from Nazi artifacts to KKK clothing and imagery. The provocative and shocking nature of this Museum and its artifacts also led to LDJ being featured on the 2018 Netflix “Dark Tourist” series. In this paper we will specifically focus on the Nazi Memorabilia, some of which was found in archaeological digs. LDJ has been by some considered a shrine to racism and Nazi ideology due to its display of hateful historical memorabilia. This poses the question, is it immoral to collect and display these pieces as some viewers will idolise the symbols that where synonymous with hatred in the 1930s to 40s and does this mean the collectors of these objects are immoral?[footnoteRef:5] Here we can see one other prevalent issue in the relic collection, which is the political aspect of archaeological artifact acquisitions. Many today would say collections such as these are simply areas to worship the worst elements of Humanity. However, others see these collections as necessary education regarding the cruelty of humanity.[footnoteRef:6] The intent then should be taken into account when deciphering the morality behind displaying these artifacts and their acquisition. In the case of LDJ it could be argued that the collection serves, an educational purpose giving it a moral rational. However, there are those who will use artifacts from this era in a political purpose, such as the people of Jamel Northwest Germany. This community is run by convicted Neo-Nazis. People such as these who wish to politicise the memorabilia once more can be considered immoral in their use of these artifacts. This distinction between political and educational use is necessary as it could be argued that the sale of Nazi memorabilia is morally wrong as it supports beliefs that led to the near destruction of many ethnic backgrounds and precipitates the hatred towards these groups.[footnoteRef:7] However, the use of these artifacts presented in LDJ could be argued to be a moral usage as it is simply showing memorabilia in an educational manner.[footnoteRef:8] When we compare these two examples we can see that there is much more nuance to the morality of battlefield and military relics as many will claim historical artifacts for a personal or political ideology. Therefor should we search to collect such artifacts as they could lead to a political divide with some believing in ideologies or, should we allow their history to fade and possibly risk the ideal emerging independently and repeating?   [5:  Winner, Langdon (2017)]  [6:  Thomas, S., Seitsonen, O. and Herva, V.P (2016)]  [7:  Andrusier, Adam (2011)]  [8:  Stolzenberg, Nomi Maya (1993)] 

	There are many issues with the sale of Battlefield artifacts one of the largest has already been briefly covered and this is the sale of Battlefield artifacts. This is particularly difficult to assess due to the range of reasons that can lead people to the collection of battlefield relics, some for their heritage, some for politics, and others as they enjoy the history of the artifact and its era. Each of these reasons has a myriad of supporting arguments and offending arguments. The moral concerns of collecting these artifacts are numerous however, one argument can be made to not allow the private collection of these artifacts. This is that the international trade of these artifacts could be removing historical and educational value to them. The transportation of these artifacts makes them difficult to track from collector to collector and therefor any study that could be conducted on these artifacts would become increasingly difficult.[footnoteRef:9] Another issue with the transportation is similar to the issues felt by the British Museum and the controversies surrounding much of its collection.[footnoteRef:10] This issue is that artifacts that have been traded internationally and have been taken from the areas where they are culturally significant. This cultural significance cannot be ignored as many items taken from battlefield are items that originated in that area or nation, and it could be considered immoral on many levels to export such artifacts and relics with many nations not allowing artifacts to be transported across borders.[footnoteRef:11] [9:  Monnin, Quintin (2020)]  [10:  Duthie, Emily (2011)]  [11:  Caffaro, Leo (2002)] 

How these artifacts are acquired can also be an issue that connects with this as many relics are found not by archaeologist but by inexperienced pedestrians. In Easter Europe many amateur artifact “bounty hunters” scour the country sides for relics from the 2nd World War (WW2).[footnoteRef:12] These “bounty hunters” search for any type of artifact they can. These tend to very in quality and danger ranging from bombs to rusted knives and guns. These artifacts will then be sold around the world with little to no checks or verification. This issue is extremely prominent in the trade of battlefield artifacts as these artifacts are found and sold and a relatively cheap price due to many western economies having a better exchange rate when converted into a native currency for example as of February 2022 the Ukrainian hryvnia is worth 0.026 of 1 pound sterling, This means that the value of the pound is much higher and is worth more to the people who acquire and sell these battlefield relics. The morality surrounding this is questionable. If collected relics are catalogued and analysed correctly the morality could be considered acceptable. although any of these artifacts cannot be databased and analysed for educational purposes as there are few facilities for this purpose that could be easily accessed by the public in eastern Europe. There is also the issue of political extremism and the fact that these artifacts are sold to anonymous buyers some of which may use the artifacts in questionable situations. Many of these artifacts found could also have a family connection who survives today and therefor it should be left to the wishes of that individual. However, it must be stated that these “bounty hunters” are in no position to stop this due to the economic climate in eastern Europe.[footnoteRef:13] [12:  Losh, Jack (2018)]  [13:  Rusen, Mihai Ionut (2019).] 

Under current law it is illegal the exportation of archaeological artifacts from their nation of Origin is illegal. However, this has not deterred the collectors. Many actions of battlefield relics still persist today. Through one online search you are able to access many sites auctioning battlefield relics. However, the authenticity of these can be questionable. Many sell their relics on sites such as eBay. The morality behind these auctions and sales is extremely questionable. The issues with the sale of relics on eBay can be considered extremely disrespectful to the family of the dead and the dead themselves as this has little to no educational use as the pieces would be going to private collectors with various different intentions behind these sales. One example of an unchecked auction was the sale of Hitlers belongings. Both Hitler and Josef Mengele’s journals were auctioned off.[footnoteRef:14] Items such as these could be vital in understanding the motivations of these high-ranking Nazis. It can also be argued that items such as these should remain in a museum for educational purposes. Bellow is an image taken from the site LiveAuctioneers. These are the firing pins from an American civil war era Canon. These would have been scavenged from a battlefield. These are being sold as a part of a Relic collection. However arguably many relics should be kept for appropriate study rather than sold. This is a lesser case however there are instances of sales of personal items. It is possible then that people may be alive today that had lost relatives in a conflict and their belongings could be sold and bought by a private collector. [14:  Shapira, Ian (2019) ] 
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American civil war canon firing pins
https://www.liveauctioneers.com/en-gb/item/95171651_civil-war-battlefield-war-relic-collection
In Conclusion, the morality surrounding the acquisition and transport of battlefield relics is complex to say the least. The issues surrounding the wishes and culture of the deceased should be taken into consideration in the case of the transportation of battlefield relics if those pieces are not for the purpose of education as it could be considered a form of “grave robbing.” The issue of politics is also complex as there are many ideologies and people who strive to use history for their own agenda. The transportation of battlefield relics can negatively impact this as it becomes easier for extremists to repurpose these historical artifacts for their own purpose regardless of the truth. In the case of the eastern European “bounty hunters” it could be considered immoral due to the lack of care nor understanding taken when handling and distributing artifacts. However, the impoverished nature of these areas makes opportunities scarce with “bounty hunting” being a good opportunity for people to survive. In summary the sale and distribution of battlefield relics is immoral unless it is for educational purposes however, there are some who rely on this as a trade as it is difficult in these areas to make a living. This should show that more international regulations are needed in order to stop the transportation of these artifacts. 
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