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1. Introduction

The objectives of the archaeological investigati@me to determine current physical condition
of historic structures and landscape concerningguvation, protection and future potential use.

Provided data outlined:
1. nature of existing environment;
2. affected cultural and natural environment;
3. impacts consequences;
4. unavoidable adverse impacts;
5. cumulative impacts.

Phase | and Il archeological investigations wereri@d out under the KL Stutthof

Archaeological Resources Protection and Preserv&mgram. The investigations included

! The KL Stutthof Archaeological Resources Protectiorand Preservation Program is formed to reconstructhe past in
the absence of written records and prevent archaeagical site destruction caused by activities assatéd with natural
forces, deliberate vandalism or looting, and throu inadvertent and unintentional damage caused by t& visitation. The
archaeological resources are nonrenewable and frdgi More often these resources are being destroydsy so called
detectorists or explorers who out of inadvertenceinquisitiveness or greed persist in vandalizing theart of our history
for egotistic purposes. Looting of artifacts from WWII historical sites has become particularly destrictive. As for example
relic hunting has brutally impacted the archaeologial context of historical material in the New Campof KL Stutthof.
Loss of archaeological data through vandalism, orheft is a crime against our cultural legacy. In attmpt to address this
growing problem the objectives of this program is @ determine human or nature activities which have rade significant
impacts to the site and environment. The program reognizes that conservation in situ and education arthe most
effective means of protecting archaeological sitesver the long term. The benefits of archaeologicaksearch are in the
information about the past that can be learned thragh proper investigations. Therefore the KL Stutthd Archaeological
Resources Protection and Preservation program creas heritage and history public outreach campaign twork over the
long term on prevention of archaeological looting mad vandalism. Notably, archaeological sites are thplaces with their
histories where real events took place. They arevahys associated with people, events and all dynarsiof the past history.
Consequently, oral histories have been recognizeds a subsidiary to the archaeological record. To pserve the oral
history The KL Stutthof Museum has established “TheLast Witness” program which collects testimoniesdrm former
prisoners of KL Stutthof. The oral histories suppoted by written history and archaeological data willensure that the
words of these survivors live on to tell future geerations about the Nazi-German concentration campand the system
behind them.



one aerial photography session, pedestrian survegtl detector and GPR examination with
limited probing at selected areas. The work wasiezhout in three field sessions. The first of
these, Fieldwork Session A, was conducted in A5l 2010. More than 500 aerial photographs
were taken from powered paraglide. The seconddWimk Session B, took place July™5
through the 24, 2010. The precise areas of the camp were seléoteuedestrian survey and
limited probing, after examining aerial photographish relevant historic records. The third,
Fieldwork Session C, was July2#rough 25, 2010 and was intended to find mass gravesites
of the 1945 Death March. The research was carrigdirothe context of documentary and
photographic evidence, testimony of ex-prisonershef KL Stutthof Concentration Camp, and
finally by interviewing local residents who had kvledge of the 1945 events. Antoni Paris, MA,
RPA was principal investigator for the researchd aasponsible for wide-ranging archival
research, development and processing of aeriabgreyths, pedestrian surveys, data recording
by utilizing GPR and GIS methods, and site assessmdlarcin Owsinski, MA, Education
Director at KL Stutthof Concentration Camp Musewssisted in the fieldwork and coordinated
media and public relations; HElieta Grot, MA, KL Stutthof Concentration Camp Muse
Curator, conducted historical and archival resedochthe case study of Toliszczek; Dariusz
Paciorek, paraglide operator contributed greatlyetecute aerial photographs. All crew
members worked closely with Piotr Tarnowski, MA r&uitor of the KL Stutthof Concentration
Camp Museum, to design an archeology education ladtiat will be offered at the museum

sité?, based in part upon the Phase | and II.

2. Previous archeological investigations

The site of Stutthof Concentration Camp has newsmbarchaeologically examined with the
exception of numerous mass gravesites exhumatioas,includes the rout of the Death March.
Based on archival documents it can be stated heafitst search for the Death March victims
began in December 1951, in evacuation camps n#ages of Gsi and Krpa Kaszubska. The
discovered bodies were transported to a commermeraémetery in Kipa Kaszubska. By the
end of the 1950’s exhumation took place in the eaion camp near Rybno, as well as nearby
locations bringing a total of 800 human remainsalered. In 1960’s other searches were

carried out in evacuation camp sites in Léwcz aawvdy, which helped locate other mass graves




containing 640 individuals. During these invedtigmas, local agencies declared in their reports
that numerous undiscovered mass gravesites of thetitthof Death March victims existed and

were left forgotten, possibly never to be discodere
3. Environmental and historic context

The Stutthof Concentration Camp was establishedeptember 1939, in a secluded area
surrounded by wetlands and forests, west from I8ifjta village situated 32 kilometers east of
Gdansk. The camp is bordered from the north byBdléc Sea and from the southeast and the
southwest by the Vistula Bay and the Vistula Rifeg. 2-4). Initially, Stutthof was designed as
a civilian internment camp, which was quickly trfoimed to a labor education camp,
administrated by the Gestapo (Geheime Staatsppligéimately, in 1942 Stutthof became a
regular concentration camp (Fig. 4.),(Grabowskad22@).



Figure 2. The 2010 aerial photograph of the sotgh hy the Vistula Bay and the Vistula River.



Figure 3. The 2010 aerial photograph of the nortfa &y the Baltic Sea.

In 1946 the area where the Stutthof camp once tggbravas investigated, as part of the
proceedings against the Stutthof staff. Shortlgraftarious individuals utilized parts of the camp
for their business activities, while the rest of rémained unprotected and left to decay
(Grabowska 2004:131). In February of 1949, the ameee known as the “Old Camp” was
registered as a national monument by the Ministr@dture and Art. Unfortunately, no further
actions were taken to preserve the rest of the caimp site became an easy target for looters. In
the early 1950s the Ministry of Public Securityatesl a vacation resort on the remains of the
camp, and operated it until 1962. During those gedine interior of the Commandants’
headquarters was a in a state of great disregaiwever, the layout of the rooms, hallways and
stairways, and many elements of the building siecdaors, windows and internal installations
remained intact (Grabowska 2004:132-133; & 1979). In 1962, local Gdak authorities, in

cooperation with former Stutthof inmates, managegédrform many repairs, and preservation



works. The site of the demolished Old Camp barragkse secured and certain conservation
work was done on the fence, watch towers, and wiaat known as the “Death Gate”. During
this time, the museum of KL Stutthof was establisHaitially, the museum area was limited to
a space of 12 hectares, including the Old CampS&duarters. It contained the crematory, gas
chamber, four wooden barracks, utility buildingrdgn house, garages, earth bunkers, fence,
“Death Gate”, two watch towers, and the administeabuilding (Grabowska 2004:132). In
1964-66, the museum acquired 50% of the formerslesector called “New Camp” (Fig. 4-5.)

Figure 4. The 2010 Aerial photograph of KL Stuttkath its concentration camp infrastructure



Figure 5.The 2010 Aerial photograph of KL Stutthkdflew Camp — southern and northern part.

Figure 6.The 2010 Ground photograph of KL Stutthdfew Camp — southern part.



4. Structures and features examined by the Phasehd Il archeological investigations

The Aerial photography data has been compared aocegsed through the image warping
software and converted to the aerial image filentatr DOQ (Digital Orthophoto Quadrangle).
The DOQ is a digital image created from aerial pgadphs. The orthophotograph can be used to
measure exact distances, because it is a preg@sesentation of the Earth's surface. It creates a
photographic map in which land features are shownthieir correct positions. Barracks,
watchtowers, pathways, barbed wire fences with tegamp boundaries, checkpoints, and other

structures were precisely located, which wouldrbpdssible to see exactly from ground level.
A number of structures and features were invesidgakhis included:

A. Southern part of New Camp

B. Northern part of New Camp

C. New Kitchen

D. Toliszczek burials

Southern part of New Camp (A)

This section is located within museum boundariebjclv is fenced and fully protected by

museum security.
Northern part of New Camp (B)

This part of the New Camp is located beyond muskaondaries, and is included in the part of
the National Forest. Currently, this entire segmanthe former camp is covered with mature
trees and shrubs. Foundations of the old barracks ozergrown with bushes and wild

vegetation. Remains of the camp structures andsrdwle been obliterated and are not
noticeable in visual introspection. Currently théole area is covered with ditches dug by
looters, which are already overgrown by vegetatioha large amount of them are still open (Fig
5)).



Figure 7. Overgrown vegetation in the northern pdrthe New Camp, and ditches left by

looters.
New Kitchen (C)

The New Kitchen grounds (approximately 10 hectames) are owned by the municipality of
Sztutowo. The structure is 15000 sq meters andilsib the shape of the central building with
two wings. At present, the building is in a statelisrepair. A part of the New Kitchen has been
overgrown with bushes and trees. In 2004, the IBititluseum, using its own funds, had fenced
the endangered area in order to protect the renwimuilding and structures from looters and
scavengers. However, this remedy not proved to tsking well. The fence is damaged by a

great number of large openings which clearly alfofkee access to this area (Fig 8.).



Figure 8. The fence to New Kitchen has been dambgedavengers and looters all along.

Toliszczek burials (D)

The village of Toliszczek is situated in the admirative district of Gmina Gniewino, within
Wejherowo County, approximately 4 kilometers natiGniewino and 59 km north-west of the
regional capital Gdask. The gravesite is located 1.3 kilometers soustirem the Toliszczek.
Three burial mounds, 5-7 meters apart from eackrptentrally placed on 1.5 hectares in an
agricultural field, covered with trees and shruBig(9-10).
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Figure 9-10. Toliszczek burial ground location3 kilometers southwest from the village
boundaries.



5. Applied methodology

The archaeological investigations carried out iH@@ntended to examine the site of the KL
Stutthof Camp from the perspective of human andrabtactivities which could have made
significant impacts to the site and environmente Becond objective has concentrated on the
attempts to reconstruct the route of the Death Mamed to trace the remains of evacuation

camps and associated unmarked burials.

The methodology, which must be applicable to thegectives, can be defined under four main

headings:

1. examination of the variable historical sources, awminparison and analysis of the

testimony of witnesses of historical events, ad a&ktontemporary citizens;

2. comparison and analysis of contemporary and hesibriaerial photographs:

georeferenced mapping;

3. site investigations with GPR: mapping subsurfadevath accurate location of voids and

buried substances;

4. Metal detector investigations: wide area survey.

5.1. Testimony of witnesses and ex-prisoners

A special consideration should be given to the pslagical aspects of the testimonies made by
witnesses who, acting in good faith, tried to discpast events accurately and still committed
significant errors in their explanations. It haeiberoven in many experiments that when an
eyewitness of an event will get someone’s differefidbrmation about the event, his or her
memories are often subject to significant chan@et(1994). That is the result of listening to
conversation of others, reading the descriptiontte events or responding to suggestive
guestions. Change in testimonies can range anywiwrethe conversion of some details of the
exact relation to implantation of false memoried. te above reasons, the testimonies of
eyewitnesses must be verified with historical datd statements from present-day inhabitants of

the area.



5.2. Aerial photographs

Aerial photographs are one of the best ways toystuel archaeological landscape. They allow a
broader view, as well as, recognize and underdtamélements that can be elusive to the surface
of the earth. The idea of aerial archeology isriagto light the presence of an archaeological
site in question. The best way to discover new aological sites is to notice the growing
parameters — so called highlights. The highligletsult from the growing influence of various
objects hidden underground on plant growth. Fongta, in the old ditches, plants grow much
better (so-called positive distinguishing vegetatioThey are usually taller and have more
intense color. Over the remains of early walls pients grow much less (so-called negative
distinguishing vegetation). Highlights are ofterofdy visible from the ground, but ideally from

the air. This effect is particularly strong duriagrolonged dry season or drought.

5.3. GPR investigations

Using GPR allows for quick and highly accurate asmlogical research. Through 3D
technology we can create time-slices of horizoseégtions of any depth. GPR is a very sensitive
device - which uses the reflection of pulses dfedént physical limits of the values of dielectric
constant and electrical conductivity. The conttzetiveen the speed of wave propagation in the
object and the speed of wave propagation in th@snding medium is greater, the more we get
a clearer reading. It is thus possible to findle ground, not only metal objects but also of

wood, stone, clay and bones. GPR method is verfylusethe verification of aerial photographs.
5.4. Metal detector investigations

Metal detectors are simple, effective and inexpensemote sensing tools with real value to
archaeology. Use of metal detector in the archagwbd work undoubtedly brings benefits,
especially if these studies are widely plane, ardrelated to a preliminary rescue excavations.
The use of metal detectors in archaeology raises@eersy. Some support the extreme view
that calls for total ban on use. However, the negadf their usefulness is due mainly from the
inaccurate knowledge of the opportunities to worikhwthese devices. Metal detectors in
geophysical studies often prove necessary, asateeyhe only quick and effective tool for the

subsurface survey or purification of a surface et of the modern metal objects.



6. Phase | field investigations (A)—KL Stutthof, Apil 27" 2010

A paraglide has been used for aerial photograpbsi@e. The decision to use paraglide was

based on fallowing factors:
- Slow speed for better image stabilization
- Less vibration and motion-blur than traditionakeaft or helicopter

- Better panoramic view of land and open sky (noatdss like doors, gears), for better

camera utilization

The most important factor determining the cologrity and contrast of images obtained is the
weather. With Poland’s weather conditions thereamry a few days a year suitable for aerial
photography. Ideal conditions include a cloudldsg s€lry land, dry air, chill or a very high
temperature. Such conditions are particularly bletdor capturing large areas with different
elevation$. Therefore our camera crew was on standby positigret the best weather possible.
For best results the Nikon D2xs camera has beet with telephoto lensésand full frame
zoom lens with higher shutter speeds to freeze astgke. Over few hundred georeferenced
aerial images of the camp had been taken. Thehdatdoeen compared and processed through
the image warping software and converted to thealagmage file format DOQ (Digital
Orthophoto Quadrangle). The DOQ is a digital imageated from aerial photographs. The
orthophotograph can be used to measure exact cestabecause it is a precise representation of
the Earth's surface. It creates a photographic maphich land features are shown in their
correct positions. Barracks, watchtowers, pathwadyarbed wire fences with exact camp
boundaries, checkpoints, and other structures wezeisely located. Consequently, the aerial
photographs have shown physical landscape chaageésyecame the key element in identifying
site destructions. The session was divided to tartsp- morning and evening. The decision was

made due to the fact that it is best to fly in fingt or last hour of the day, when the sun’s angle

The best shots can be obtained at the heel sidegrapher glider downwards, for example, in theneorwe get the best
views at the same time when working conditionsthea most demanding photographer (Fig. 9)

Telephoto lenses are high-magnification deviceswproduce the best results photographing archit@obbject from far
away either because you want to flatten perspectivEcause you are unable to approach your subject



will produce shadows that enable viewers to undacstthe shapes of the landscape and

structures in a photo.

Figure 11. Picture taken under 35 angle with tedéplens.

7. Phase | and Phase I, field Investigations (BKL Stutthof, July 15™ through 24" 2010

Phase | and Il investigation were implemented wattpedestrian survey, probing and site
assessment. The pedestrian surveys were intenderdlitte historic properties and their cultural
affiliations which are critical to determine a Steesearch potential and particularly useful for
assessing site condition. Before starting the syriee project area was analyzed through aerial
photographs and historic data. The aerial photdgragenerally provided greater ground

visibility over the majority of vegetation covereateas. Subsequently this improved camp



remnant architecture visibility and translated imtearly optimal survey conditions. Two
segments of the camp were included in the surdégw Camp and New Kitch&nThe first step

in the survey process involved a pedestrian sunsgtyg team of volunteers with museum staff.
The survey lineup was in systematical walk over shevey area in transects, marking each

visible historic structure or damage to the grosndace with a system of flags and markings

Several survey excavations were carried out faretating aerial photography data (Fig.12.)

Figure 12. Probing excavations at New Camp.

In coordination with the pedestrian survey spatiata was collected. The attributes of each
structure or artifact were recorded on a log sheetsferred latter into ArGis system. A control
point system was set up to assure better controthef surveyed area. Using the digital
orthophoto quadrangle and control point systenteaggid was established for the surveyed site.
The surveys have shown that major ground alteratlad taken place since 1945. The entire
area is a large sandy dune, the amount of whicdoimne places exceeds 30 feet, covered by pine

trees. This area was, for the last two decadestmad by relic hunters. The pedestrian survey
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in the northern part of the camp has confirmed thass looting had taken place. Some of the
ditches dug by looters were already overgrown lgetegion but a large amount of them are still
open. The investigation exposed 19 trenches exed\ay diggers, approximately 2 meters in
diameter and 0.75 meters deep (Fig. 13-14). Corahitke amount of archaeological data has
been lost. lllegal exploratory excavation disturlsdctum and context. It has been noted that
some artifacts, which were not valuable to lootersre discarded near the excavations and left

to rust and decay on the ground.




Figure 13-14. Trenches left by looters in northeentor of the New Camp.

The western regions of the camp, the New Kitclasnwell as the SS barracks are in a similar
condition. The local scavengers continue to destt®y New Kitchen building; tearing out

windows, iron and wooden ceiling support structuieEspper electrical elements, and wooden
frames (Figure 15-25). What's more, as a reswdhgironmental factors such as water, humidity,
temperature changes, the sites experience systamnaleterioration (Figure 15). The area

outside the building is constantly explored by @igy They cut down small trees; tear up brush
and create actual craters. Similarly to the northgart of the camp, many discarded items were
discovered like parts of leather shoes, cartridges] corroded iron objects. The museum
security is in charge of monitoring activities tagsiplace inside the museum grounds; however,
they have no jurisdiction beyond those limits. @fise, security takes action to try to stop
looters from excavating around the museum propény,according to withesses, most of this

illegal action takes place by night.



Figure 15. New Kitchen Building - destroyed windrames.



Figure 16. New Kitchen Building — removed structupmsts.

Figure 17. New Kitchen Building - removed ceilingam.



Figure 18. New Kitchen Building - removed ceiling

bea

Figure 19. New Kitchen Building - destroyed ceilwgh cracked ceiling support beams.



Figure 20. New Kitchen Building - missing copperes.

Figure 21. New Kitchen Building - cracks in ceilingth visible mildew growths.



Figure 22. New Kitchen Building - cracked ceilingpport beams.

Figure 23. New Kitchen Grounds - open trenchesbigtboters.



Figure 24. New Kitchen Building - cracked main w@liside and outside of facade).

Figure 25. New Kitchen Grounds - heavily overgranfnastructure roads.



Some of the other threats to the site come frorareatAnimals such as foxes and mice burrow
dens in the fundaments of buildings, causing wdénage. Found and flagged more than 500
ground openings (Fig. 26). They were first obserirethe New Kitchen area, as well as, the
New Camp area belonging to the muséuim addition, tourists cause much of the damagaen
camp, as they regularly tread over historic fundasie@nd vandalize the buildings by taking
souvenirs, or easy to pick up materials, in paldiceeramics. However, security monitoring

mostly prevents such behaviors on the museum gsound

Figure 26. New Camp - flagged animal-burrows.




8. Phase |, field Investigations (C) - Toliszczel24 through 25 July 2010

The burial site was located through an aerial surgarefully planned by testimonies of
prisoners. The site of the mass grave was inspecteguly 2010, located 1.3 kilometers
southwest from the Toliszczek. Three discoveredabunounds were 5-7 meters apart from
each other centrally located on 1.5 hectares iagaicultural field, covered with trees and shrubs
(Fig. 27). Due to the density of the forest that lmmown over the site since 1945, the
investigation techniques were limited to pedestisamvey and basic geophysical techniques
based on ground penetrating radar and metal detsotoeys. From the site inspection it has
been established that no major ground alteratiadsbeen made. The burial mounds were tidily
covered with one layer of field stones of differshtapes and sizes. The height of the mounds
was 1.7 and 1.9 meters respectively. The shapehensize of the burials confirmed the witness
testimonies about shallow graves, with bodies bé&ryon top of each other covered with soil
and stones. This type of practice could have beendsult of the frozen earth of February and
March, which made it impossible for the sickly womte dig deeper graves. Ground penetrating
radar was used to detect the subsurface soils piegpeReceived GPR data from moving
antennas is recorded in sequences of waves, dadleds. In difficult terrain, antennas can be
suspended above the ground and still receive gaatity of traces. If antennas are located too
far above the surface, much of the transmitted rramfeergy will be reflected back to the
receiving antenna from the ground surface, and smigll portion of radar energy would remain
to penetrate into the soil. This was the case isZazek, the obstacles coming from trees, large
roots and stones have created a great deal ofeeusrdata, therefore the GPR method has failed
to fully perform its task in such conditions. Alsbe metal detecting survey has not brought any
significant information. No metal objects were fdunvhich seems to be in order as prisoners
had limited access to metallic objects. It is wddhmention, that the site was uncontaminated,
and no modern substance was found. The terrainiegdion help in finding the site of prisoners
camp prisoners in the village. The site of tempoamp will be tested in the next season 2011
(Fig.28).



Figure 27. Toliszczek, Overgrown burial mound.



Figure 28. Toliszczek, place of the temporary camp.

9. Significance of recovered data
The research contributed to outline cumulative iotpand unavoidable adverse impacts.
Cumulative impacts:

1. Negative interaction of water and moisture & ew Kitchen Building.

Water in all its forms: vapor, liquid and ice, iset greatest enemy of many materials and
construction. Moisture, penetrating through theemnals, triggers the process that causes adverse
changes. In the studied structures, the moistureaga was caused by: the absorption of

moisture in the air through the porous and hygrpecmaterial, the penetration of water vapor



in the pores and crevices of the surface and eapilvater from the ground. The walls loaded
with a heterogeneous mixture containing hygroscopiaterials, became less resistant to
deformation. Water leaking through the wall conités to the mechanical discharge of mineral
mortars. This adds to the intensity of the ablapppenomena and corrosion. These phenomena
cause intense material damage and structural warplariodic changes in temperature - that
cause melting or freezing of water - threaten desdsr construction. The moisture also makes a
devastating impact on the stability and durabibfywooden ceilings. Not protected from the
action of moisture, wooden supports of the ceiliags destroyed due to the biological processes

and cause serious damage to the load-bearing walls.

2. Impact of human activities: vandalism in the Neamp area and New Kitchen building.

Significant influence on the changes and distortibristoric buildings were caused by human
activities. The northern part of New Camp Area basn looted to the greatest extent. It may be
concluded that more than 50% of the terrain has loksturbed by looters. A similar situation
exists in the open space of the New Kitchen Arbegdl search for artifacts caused a great deal
of site destruction including disturbance of thehaeological context. Also, in the historic
building looters tore out anchors and the roof bgaand cut off the roof supports. The
occurrence of vandalism can be particularly dangemhen accompanied by other factors such
as atmospheric moisture and corrosion. In the sontpart of New Canipthere’s a slight loss

in the structure of historic buildings, in partiaulceramic finishes and small metal parts. This is
due to carelessness of tourists who take the etdifar their pleasure. This problem is marginal

and does not constitute a threat to historic ptogeeof the camp.
Unavoidable adverse impacts:

1. Influence of biological processes: New Camp tledother remaining buildings.

Of the many factors which might cause serious damadnistoric buildings and places, mention
should be made of biological factors. Biologicabgesses occur quite commonly as a result of
fungus, insects, plants, bacteria, and often afl lanimals and birds. Fungi, mold, insects and

bacteria attack the organic parts, which may begmein the walls of the structure, or with

I (¢ 0.



whom the walls may be combined - for example, bhoitsod, floors, roof truss, etc. Such a
situation was noted in the building of a New Kitoh&iological attack may become the reason
for the rapid decomposition of stones and mortanuinber of microorganisms in the coastal
environment develop on inorganic material. Theserororganisms, as a result of different
biochemical abilities, cause corrosion and decomtipasof building materials - as noted in the
building of New Kitchen. Burrows and runways dugrbgles and mice, cause extensive damage
to the remains of the foundations of barracks ahdrostructures. In addition, animals contribute
to other damages like growth of harmful moisturd aalt secretion. Also birds become a quite
common cause of different kinds of damage to tlohitectural design and structures - guano
contains phosphoric acid which is especially desitra to stone and brick. These types of
destruction are visible throughout all the buildinglants prove very harmful as well, especially
grasses, trees, shrubs and mosses. Roots, perngtlagp into joints and cracks, expand and

crush stones and relax restricting walls— obsemé¢ke New Kitchen building.

10. Conclusion: protection and preservation propodawith conservation alternatives

The systematic destruction of the archaeologitallsy looters, and the expansion of recreational
areas in this section of Sztutowo are the mainofactor the destruction of historical and
archaeological resources. The landscape consemvatioons will not bring the expected results
here for the preservation and protection. It wdél becessary in coming years to undertake
intensive research and rescue excavations in PHaaad lll, to prevent a total loss of
archaeological data. This is vital as it provides bpportunity to explain important historical
facts and to understand the processes of otheriseitissues.

Built in the 1940s, the building of New Kitchen téeps sustained maintenance treatment,
including the preservation of wood and the exchaofgyéhe missing elements, such as, roof
supports shaft, windows etc. Wooden parts of bogslishould be preserved in their entirety.
Therefore, the best solution seems to be an adaptat the building for a museum exhibition,
and academic purposes. Please note that the NeWakKit with its size is proof of the Nazi plans
for expansion of the camp to a gigantic size — &sliag machine for the different nations. In

addition, arrangement requires the removal of ttkassurround the museum and the land to be



protected against insects and rodents. The rodtetmuseum with the rest of road infrastructure

inside camp requires a thorough reconstructioncamdervation.

The case study of Toliszczek raises three questions

1) Whether the burials should be exhumed for the qmep of research to examine the

cause of death, and find the exact count of thems?

2) Whether reburials should be done in the commenvawitemeteries in the context of a

respectful approach towards different religious araditional values?

3) Whether the burials are part of the landscape?

These questions need to be subjected to publicteleBalutions in this regard should also be

developed in the context of the sustainable dewedopt and community planning.
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