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To	say	that	heritage	is	inherently	always	contested	has	become	a	truism.	Indeed,	while	the	
urge	to	protect	and	preserve	remains	a	central	concern	in	heritage	policies	and	research	
(Holtorf	&	Kristensen	2014),	this	is	far	from	the	only	way	in	which	we	engage	with	
heritage.		
	
Iconoclash	—	a	term	drawn	from	Latour	(2002)	that	we	employ	here	because,	unlike	
iconoclasm,	is	open-ended	—	has	seen	a	marked	rise	in	postcolonial	societies,	South	and	
North.	The	undoing	of	heritage	manifests	in	a	variety	of	forms	and	meanings	beyond	
heuristic	divides.	These	include,	but	are	not	limited	to:	the	rewriting	of	history	through	
destructive	‘beautification’	of	urban	heritage	in	authoritarian	and	neo-liberal	regimes	
(Herzfeld	2006;	De	Cesari	and	Dimova	2019;	Collins	2015;	Lazzaretti	2021),	the	persistent	
erasure/absence	of	plural	histories	of	colonialism	in	public	space	and	tourist	destinations	
(as	represented	by	a	lively	debate	in	Lisbon	—	see	for	instance	Peralta	2020-2021),	the	
contestation	by	minority	movements	of	mainstream	versions	of	history	through	creative	
vandalization	of	controversial	statues	and	monuments	(Frank	and	Ristic	2020;	Hammami	
and	Uzer	2022;	Peralta	2022),	and	the	debates	around	the	memorialisation	of	memoricide	
and	violence	(Gonzáles-Ruibal	2008;	Blanes	et	al.	2025).		
	
Maintenance	of	status	quo,	though,	continues	to	be	framed	as	superior	to	the	erasure,	reuse	
and	substitution	of	heritage,	even	though	attitudes	towards	heritage	in	many	societies	are	
varied	and	often	not	aligned	with	dominant	conservationist	approaches	(Holtorf	2014;	
Byrne	2019).	Concomitantly,	heritage	becomes	increasingly	entangled	with	knowledge	
production	and	affective	experiences:	its	role	in	shaping	narratives	about	the	past	and	
informing	future	aspirations	is	crucial	(Harrison	2013	and	Zetterstrom-Sharp	2015),	as	
recent	debates	that	rethink	the	function	of	museums	in	our	postcolonial	societies	show	
(Kramer	2017;	DeBlock	2020;	Hicks	2021;	Adams	2024).	However,	the	potential	of	undoing	
heritage	in	these	processes	remains	systematically	underexplored.	
	
Practices	that	alter,	attack,	or	even	destroy	heritage,	though,	are	not	only	well	documented	
throughout	global	history	and	increasingly	mainstream,	but	may	well	help	us	challenge	
given	assumptions	and	knowledge	about	heritage.	Even	when	intentions	behind	



destruction	are	made	explicit,	diverse	executors	and	audiences	can	experience	it	differently	
or	interpret	it	anew	according	to	the	context	and	medium	of	expression.	In	addition,	
meanings	attributed	to	iconoclash	and	even	to	explicit	iconoclasm	also	morph	over	time	
and,	paradoxically,	the	specific	heritage	targeted	for	erasure	often	ends	up	being	
reinvigorated	through	its	undoing	or	at	least	recast	in	multiple	afterlives	(Cherry	2013).	
Yet,	iconoclash	and	the	undoing	of	heritage	are	often	sidelined	—	treated	as	deviations	
from	a	presumed	curative	default.		
	
In	this	workshop,	we	interrogate	the	epistemological,	affective	and	political	potential	of	
undoing	heritage.	While	the	destruction	of	heritage	often	leads	to	binary	narratives	in	
which	the	divide	between	perpetrators	and	victims	is	a	given,	we	invite	contributions	
grounded	in	original	historical	and	ethnographic	research	to	challenge	these	assumptions	
and	help	us	reframe	iconoclash	—	past,	present	and	future	—	as	a	new	generative	
paradigm	for	thinking	about	heritage.		
	
Research	questions:	

• How	is	the	undoing	of	heritage	narrated	and	itself	memorialised/monumentalized	
over	time	in	a	variety	of	analogic	and	digital	media	and	everyday	life?		

• When	—	and	under	what	conditions	—	can	iconoclash	be	understood	as	a	way	to	
connect	with,	rethink,	care	for,	and	reclaim	the	past?	And	when	does	it	fail	to	do	so	
—	or	risk	reinforcing	exclusion,	violence	and	inequality?	

• To	what	extent	does	iconoclash	contribute	to	redefine	and	rethink	participation	and	
the	shifting	power	relations	inherent	to	heritage-making?		

• What	kind	of	knowledge,	affects	and	politics	does	the	undoing	of	heritage	afford	
(about	and	around	contested	heritage	and	its	proprietors,	for	instance)?	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	



References:	

Adams,	K.	(2024).	‘Bridging	Troubled	Water:	Fieldwork,	Publicly	Engaged	Scholarship,	and	
Trafficked	Indonesian	Mortuary	Materials’.	In	Pragmatic	Imagination	and	the	New	Museum	
Anthropology	edited	by	C.	J.	Hodge	and	C.	Kreps:	161-176.		
Blanes,	R.	L.,	Oliveira,	P.	A.,	Prista,	M.,	de	Barros,	M.,	Temudo,	A.,	Moura	Ferreira,	F.,	…	
Mendes,	F.	A.	(2025).	Forensic	heritage.	A	research	agenda	on	the	material	and	expressive	
processes	of	the	public	memorialisation	of	violence	in	post-authoritarian	contexts.	In	
International	Journal	of	Heritage	Studies,	31(6),	742–766.	
https://doi.org/10.1080/13527258.2025.2496880	
Byrne,	D.	(2019).	‘Prospects	for	a	Postsecular	Heritage	Practice:	Convergences	between	
Posthumanism	and	Popular	Religious	Practice	in	Asia’.	In	Religions	2019,	10(7),	436;	
https://doi.org/10.3390/rel10070436.	
Cherry,	D.	(2013).	The	Afterlives	of	Monuments.	In	South	Asian	Studies,	29(1),	1–14.	
https://doi.org/10.1080/02666030.2013.772800.	
Collins,	J.	(2015).	Revolt	of	the	Saints:	Memory	and	Redemption	in	the	Twilight	of	Brazilian	
Racial	Democracy.	Duke	University	Press.	
DeBlock,	H.	(2020).	Objects	as	Archives	of	a	Disrupted	Past:	The	Lengnangulong	Sacred	
Stone	from	Vanuatu	in	France,	Revisited.	Museum	Worlds:	Advances	in	Research	8:	88-101.	
doi:10.3167/armw.2020.080107.	
De	Cesari,	C.,	and	R.	Dimova.	(2019).	Introduction:	Heritage,	Gentrification,	Participation:	
Remaking	Urban	Landscapes	in	the	Name	of	Culture	and	Historic	Preservation.'	
International	Journal	of	Heritage	Studies	25	(9):	863–869.	
https://doi.org/10.1080/13527258.2018.1512515.	
Frank,	S.,	&	Ristic,	M.	(2020).	Urban	fallism:	Monuments,	iconoclasm	and	activism.	City,	
24(3–4),	552–564.	https://doi.org/10.1080/13604813.2020.1784578	
González-Ruibal,	A.	(2008).	Time	to	destroy:	Am	archaeology	of	supermodernity.	Current	
Anthropology	49(2).	https://doi.org/10.1086/526099.		
Hammami,	F.	and	E.	Uzer.	2018.	Heritage	and	resistance:	irregularities,	temporalities	and	
cumulative	impact.	International	Journal	of	Heritage	Studies	24	(5):	445-464.	
https://doi.org/10.1080/13527258.2017.1378908	
Harrison,	R.	(2013).	Heritage:	Critical	approaches.	Routledge.	
Herzfeld,	M.	(2006).	Spatial	cleansing:	Monumental	vacuity	and	the	idea	of	the	West.	
Journal	of	Material	Culture	11	(1–2):	127–149.	
https://doi.org/10.1177/1359183506063016.	
Holtorf,	C.,	&	Kristensen,	T.	M.	(2014).	Heritage	erasure:	rethinking	‘protection’	and	
‘preservation.’	International	Journal	of	Heritage	Studies	21(4):	313–317.	
https://doi.org/10.1080/13527258.2014.982687.	
Holtorf,	C.	(2014).	‘Averting	loss	aversion	in	cultural	heritage’.	In	International	Journal	of	
Heritage	Studies	21(4):	405–421.	https://doi.org/10.1080/13527258.2014.938766	
Hicks,	D.	2021.	The	Brutish	Museums:	The	Benin	Bronzes,	colonial	violence	and	cultural	
restitution.	London:	Pluto	Press.	
Kramer,	J.	2017.	‘Betting	on	the	Raven:	Ethical	Relationality	and	Nuxalk	Cultural	Property.’	
In	The	Routledge	Companion	to	Cultural	Property	edited	by	H.	Geismar	and	J.	Anderson:	
152-167.	Abingdon:	Routledge.	

https://doi.org/10.3390/rel10070436.
https://doi.org/10.1080/02666030.2013.772800
https://doi.org/10.1080/13527258.2018.1512515
https://doi.org/10.1080/13604813.2020.1784578
https://doi.org/10.1086/526099.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13527258.2017.1378908
https://doi.org/10.1177/1359183506063016
https://doi.org/10.1080/13527258.2014.982687
https://doi.org/10.1080/13527258.2014.938766


Latour,	B.	(2002).	‘What	is	Iconoclash?	Or	is	there	a	world	beyond	the	image	wars?’.	In	
Iconoclash,	Beyond	the	Image-Wars	in	Science,	Religion	and	Art,	edited	by	Peter	Weibel	and	
Bruno	Latour),	ZKM	and	MIT	Press:	14-37.	
Lazzaretti,	V.	(2021).	New	Monuments	for	the	New	India:	New	monuments	for	the	new	
India:	heritage-making	in	a	‘timeless	city.’	International	Journal	of	Heritage	Studies,	27(11),	
1085–1100.	https://doi.org/10.1080/13527258.2021.1954055.	
Peralta,	E.	(2021–2022).	The	memorialisation	of	empire	in	postcolonial	Portugal:	Identity	
politics	and	the	commodification	of	history.	Portuguese	Literary	and	Cultural	Studies,	36/37,	
156–179	DOI:	https://doi.org/10.62791/yr4g2z95.	
Peralta,	E.	(2022).	Memories	and	counter-memories	of	empire	and	colonialism	in	Lisbon’s	
public	space.	Moara,	61,	113–130.	DOI:	http://dx.doi.org/10.18542/moara.v0i61.13866.	
Zetterstrom-Sharp,	J.	(2015).	Heritage	as	future-making:	Aspiration	and	common	destiny	in	
Sierra	Leone.	International	Journal	of	Heritage	Studies	21(6),	609-627.	
https://doi.org/10.1080/13527258.2014.973060.	
	

	

	

https://doi.org/10.1080/13527258.2021.1954055
https://doi.org/10.62791/yr4g2z95.
http://dx.doi.org/10.18542/moara.v0i61.13866.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13527258.2014.973060

