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	Does heritage have ethical boundaries?	
In this essay I will be discussing and or rather explaining whether heritage has ethical boundaries and if so why or how this is  is this possible. There are many reasons as to why heritage has ethical boundaries because it covers a whole range of backgrounds and it is not just the cultural aspect of heritage which is classed as ethical. The boundaries, however; are a different part of heritage altogether because within heritage there are parts of the past that can offend people especially the things that are post-war and are found later that can still have an effect oninfluence the population in the generations that are living today. Those people that work in the heritage industry must be sensitive with what they are presenting to the public eye and what is being seen because there are boundaries with what is being presented is being presented to the world that can have a negative impact on the world today.  The ethical boundaries when talking about ethics are socially acceptable and not discriminating. The heritage industry must cover a lot of this as they are finding pieces of people’s culture but also displaying valuable objects off. There are a few topics which I will be addressing to argue both yes and no as to whether heritage does have ethical boundaries these topics are; war, authenticity, and cultural dark tourism and difficult heritagediversity. 
I will now explore the various ethical boundaries I think are important in the heritage industry and the things that are crucial in heritage. 

Firstly, authenticity can be quite a main aspect within the heritage industry because to determine whether something is authentic and if it fits in with the environment it has been placed in is also another key factor. Some objects in the heritage industry more so the museum sector is moved around and placed in different environments not necessarily suiting the type of object that is it, sometimes the artefacts are also moved around without authorization which means that things such as the paperwork for the artefact are lost in time or misplaced further away than intended but all of this means that it is harder to find out where the artefact originally came from. An example of something that is made be authentic when it is untrue to the meaning and it was it is showing is Xanten which is the Rroman town in Germany which has been made to look real as possible when in fact it is fake. The Xanten is only put in place to bring revenue to the area and make people believe that they are truly within a roman town. 
Another topic that can make the heritage industry or could cause people to rethink about whether Heritage has ethical boundaries is war. The world wars did not just feature members from the British army or navy but also the French, German and this links in with cultural diversity because there were many people fighting the world wars but that also means that there were many people who died. The Somme is also a very famous war which went on and people still visit the site today including school trips where they view the grave plaques of where all the soldiers were There are many things that are post war related that are within the heritage industry and could be quite sensitive especially if the war was recent. An example of this is the raf RAF mMuseum in Cosford, England which is a museum based on the planes that were used throughout various wars, by showing these planes off to the public, by showing these objects off in a museum the is  this helping helps to in remember the things that happened during the war but in a positive way. Heritage does have ethical boundaries because they are not crossing any of the lines that causes the viewers to not want to see what is on display. The Raf RAF Cosford mMuseum also allows the chance for the customers to speak to some veterans who are still alive to tell their stories to commemorate the tragic wars. 
As well as war being remembered quite frequently within the heritage industry, there are many times where things that have been put on display that cross the lines of what is remembering the wars and what is glorifying it for example Auschwitz in Poland has been opened to the public allowing them to explore and take pictures of the places where horrific events took place during the second world war. I think that making Auschwitz open to the public doesn’t necessarily help people to remember it as much as it does as giving everyone the opportunity to glorify the past and when these artefacts or buildings are allowing this to happen this is when it steps over the line of what ethical boundaries that  are is in heritage. As well as the fact that Auschwitz is being shown to the public and is more glorifying it is, by opening the site up it helps to highlight how horrible it was and therefore the positive outcome from all this is that it should help to prevent anything like it happening again. Auschwitz is a famous site to which horrific things happened over periods of time but there is a place similar in Norway called SS-Strafangenenlager which during the time in 1941-45 was the biggest of its time. ‘the commemorative acts took place at the execution site a few hundred meters from the camp’ - Leiv-Sem,2009 wrote. This place is being similar to Auschwitz with it being Nazi operated during the second world war and there were at least 220 people killed in the area because of the camp and this is very similar to Auschwitz as there were millions of people killed during the same time. Even though they are very similar the Falstad camp was turned into a memorial and a human right museum in the year 2000 considering what happened all those years ago to millions of people. The founders of the museum did a good thing in turning the site into a memorial and human rights museum to help people understand that such things should not happen again and allowing people to remember it rather than to glorify it and take pictures where is not necessary. 

One topic that is within Heritage is cultural diversity, this is making sure that in museums or stately homes, that have been opened to the public, are recognising different cultures without offending anyone whilst doing that. Places that show signage or a place for information to go then the curators or directors need to make sure what they are giving out is correct to what the display is showing rather than showing the wrong information to the public and discriminating. For example, the section in the Ashmolen museum where all the traditional Chinese artefacts are placed there are no signs which say anything more than what it needs to say. 
Without cultural diversity heritage wouldn’t be what it is today, there needs to be an equal amount of different cultures presented to the public. By there being cultural diversity, it helps people to understand how heritage originated and how heritage hasn’t overstepped the line with showing too much of the same race. For example, within the Ashmolen museum there is a whole section on one of the higher floors all about Aancient Cchina and how it came about.  This is also a reason as to why I believe that heritage does have ethical boundaries as they are not over stepping the lines in terms of cultural diversity because they are not doing anything to offend anyone by putting these on display in a glass, they are simply showing off these beautiful items since they deserve to be seen by the public. However; in the museum there is a skull on the lower floor in the section which is about ancient near east, the skull is portrayed in a glass case just like the rest of things on display. The skull itself is not made of human bone it is a plastic one so that when people view it in the glass they case they immediately believe that 
it is real but the more they read they find out that it is more than it looks. This also means that by having this artefact in the museum they are not overstepping any boundaries because the skull is not a defendant of anyone’s, maybe the original skull would have been but not this one. 

All these topics either have reasons for why heritage has ethical boundaries and as to whether heritage doesn’t have these boundaries. Most of the sectors within heritage must be very cautious as to what they promote above just like I stated above with war there are many places being presented to the public and glorifying it rather than using it to allow people to remember the horrific things that took place.  Examples like the RAF museum which explicitly shows different sections of different wars connecting each plane to a different part each war is a good way to present these artefacts in a positive view. Rather than presenting the artefacts just like Auschwitz which is allowing people to take places in areas such as the train tracks where many terrified people arrived at the destination that would literally change everything for the next decades. Cultural diversity in heritage is important just like I mentioned above because without presenting other cultures then most of everything else that is being presented or preserved does not really make sense. The Ashmolen museum have wonderfully been able to present different cultures in the museum without discriminating anyone or going over what they are in the display case. In my opinion I think that the heritage industry does have ethical boundaries when it comes to things such as cultural diversity as they must be very careful with how they display things or describe things to the public. The industry also must be aware that factors of war can be sensitive to others and opening austhwitz has both good and bad reasons as to why it has been opened to the public. There are many things like I have mentioned above which are good enough reasons to both have it open the public, to have it open would mean that the public are able to remember what has happened. But also, to keep it open and running it still allows people to glorify the place by taking pictures in inappropriate areas. 
Subjects of the past mean that there are certain boundaries drawn around heritage and it’s portrayal so that sensitivity can be upheld either respect the past or to consider events that are happening or might happen in the future e.g. War/unrest or people’s view which shift over time due to things like cultural diversity. 
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