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INTRODUCTION

The centuries-old presence of Jewish commu-
nities in the lands of Central Europe has been an
important component of the culture, politics, econo-
my, and everyday life of the countries in the region.
As a result of the enormous war losses, cemeteries
often provide the only witness to the Jewish lives
that existed in these territories in the past. They are
an irreplaceable source of data not only about se-
pulchral culture but also about the community that
created it, and whose remains they contain. For that
reason, these sites have been, and continue to be,
of interest to researchers representing many scien-
tific disciplines, including archaeology.

The main subject of this article is the review
of archaeological research of Jewish cemeteries
that have been functioning in various countries

* Institute of Archaeology and Ethnology Polish Acade-
my of Sciences, Warsaw; ® https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0108-
7625; magdabis@wp.pl; magdabis@iaepan.edu.pl

of Central Europe from the Middle Ages to the
21% century. Several different subjects related to
this topic will be considered in this paper, concern-
ing both the entire Central Europe and individual
investigated necropoles. My study will focus on
two following issues:

—the possibility of carrying out fieldwork
of a different nature and scope concerning cus-
tomary, religious, and legal conditions;

—an assessment of the current state of research
on Jewish cemeteries in terms of the degree
of work advancement, state of post-excavation
work, and publications.

I am omitting here issues concerning Jewish
funeral rituals based on archaeological discoveries.
These are the main topics of Kalina Skora’s com-
plementary article published in this volume.

My work aims to establish whether there has
been any progress in this area over the past decades
and to determine whether archaeological research
directions and methods are being fully utilised to
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identify these necropoles. My task mainly consist-
ed in collecting information on more recent field-
work that generally took place after the year 2000,
and on publications relating to these issues that ap-
peared during this period.

The studies presented in the paper relate to
cemeteries located in the territory of contemporary
Poland, Czechia, and Lithuania. This limitation is
the result of the lack of published data on archae-
ological research on Jewish cemeteries in other
countries of the region: Belarus, Estonia, Latvia,
and Slovakia, as ascertained by the search carried
out for this paper. Consequently, many of the dis-
cussed issues mainly concern Poland.

The source basis for the study is the informa-
tion contained primarily in archaeological, histori-
cal, and ethnographical publications, as well as un-
published archaeological materials, contemporary
press articles, and information published on the
websites of various institutions and associations.

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND AND CUSTOMARY
ASPECTS

It is assumed that the beginning of Jewish set-
tlement in Central Europe dates to the early Mid-
dle Ages. Jews came to this area in the late Middle
Ages from many different directions, especially
from German-speaking countries, searching for
better living conditions or fleeing persecution.'
From the end of the 14" century, the situation
of Jews in Western Europe rapidly deteriorated,
and massacres and deportations continued. At
the turn of the 15" and 16™ centuries, most Jew-
ish communities in Western European countries
ceased to exist, which resulted in a direct translo-
cation of Jewish settlement to the eastern reaches
of the Polish Kingdom — to the Ruthenian lands
of the Crown and the western voivodeships of the
Grand Duchy of Lithuania.? The further develop-
ment of Jewish communities in the area meant that
by the end of the 18" century, approximately 80%
of the world’s Jewish population lived in Polish
lands.? Until the outbreak of World War II, Poland
was the largest centre of Jewish culture and spir-
itual life in Europe. Their population at that time
was 3.5 million.*

In the Middle Ages and the modern period,
Jewish settlement was shaped by legal regulations
and socioeconomic factors, e.g., the notable royal
privileges de non tolerandis Judaeis in Poland® and

' E.g., Fijatkowski 1995, 13-18; Zaremska 2011, 63-107.
2 E.g., Zaremska 2011; Tobiasz 2017, 73.

3 Zebrowski 1995, 8.

4 Gruber et al. 1995, 15, 21.

3 Jagielski 2001, 66.
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non recipiendis Judaeis in Slovakia,® which limited
their residence in certain areas. It was not until the
second half of the 19" century that all prohibitions
and decrees restricting the right of Jewish settle-
ment and establishing necropoles were revoked.’
Settlement in each territory was possible with the
permission of the ruler. With the granting of such
a privilege, the Jews were at the same time desig-
nated land for the construction of houses and facil-
ities related to their worship, and the needs arising
from the organisation of the community.® One such
need was a cemetery, which occupies a leading
position (before the synagogue and a ritual bath
— mikvah) in the Jewish hierarchy of institutions
important for the traditional Ashkenazi communi-
ty. Having a burial place concluded the diaspora’s
period of organisation and gave it autonomy and
independence from its home municipality.’

However, the founding of a new necropolis
was not easy, because it required several conditions
to be fulfilled. Among other things, a special permit
had to be obtained' and a considerable financial
outlay was necessary. Funds were needed to pur-
chase the land, to organise the burial space, e.g.,
to demarcate its boundaries (by building a fence or
a wall), to erect the house of purification (bet taha-
ra) and the gravedigger’s house, and later to main-
tain the cemetery,'’ such as rent for the use of the
cemetery and additional fees for each gravestone
displayed.'?

The burial ground had, if possible, to be ob-
tained through a commercial transaction.” Often,
however, Jews were not allowed to buy land, so
they at least attempted to lease the plot for centu-
ries, in the hope that they would later be able to
purchase it. As these sites are intended to be the
resting place of the dead until the coming of the
Messiah and the resurrection of the dead,'* Jewish

¢ See Borsky 2005, 18.

7 Concerns the Polish land, Jagielski 1995, 174; Jagielski
2001, 67.

8 Cf. Tobiasz 2017, 73.

? Jagielski 2001, 66.

1 Even though Jews were allowed to live in some places,
they were not always allowed to set up a cemetery there, Bo-
rzyminska 2014, 75, footnote 27; see also Bataban 1906, 4. Op-
position was voiced not only by secular authorities but also by
representatives of the Catholic Church or even Jewish clerical
authorities, Bataban 1929, 115.

'"E.g., Cluse 2018, 146.

12 Cf. the case of the 14"-century cemetery in Wroctaw,
Stawiarski 2010, 283.

3 In Poland, the oldest information on the acquisition
of land for a Jewish cemetery comes from 1287 from Kalisz
(Jagielski 1995, 169). The land was leased to the local munici-
pality by the knight Rupinius, and the transaction was approved
by the Duke of Wielkopolska Przemyst II, e.g., Stawiarski
2010, 274.

14 Jacobs 2008, 11.
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cemeteries are often known as beit olam or ‘House
of Eternity’" (Fig. 1). In many communities it was
not possible to accomplish the above requirements.'®
For this reason, only early, powerful Jewish com-
munities could afford to establish new necropoles.
Therefore, the first burial places were founded main-
ly in larger towns, and already existing sites served
the local population and the Jews of a whole region,
which meant that some of the dead had to have been
carried over very long distances.!” This was also be-
cause these influential communities, fearing the loss
of prestige and funeral tax revenues, often even hin-
dered the creation of cemeteries in smaller towns.'®
Nevertheless, from the Middle Ages, Jewish grave-
yards were more frequently situated outside resi-
dential areas, usually placed on plots unsuitable for
agriculture, such as forests, rocky or desolated hills,
or marshes by rivers, as well as in unpopular loca-
tions, e.g. next to places of execution or dumping
grounds." Consequently, transporting corpses to the
nearest functioning beit kvarot (sometimes over long

15 Jacobs 2008, 12. Other terms used for Jewish necrop-
oles are, among others, beit kvarot ‘house of graves’ or beit
hachaim ‘house of life’, Cemetery 2002-2021; Jagielski 2001,
66. The last phrase indicates that indeed in the Jewish world-
view, the dead are by no means dead, they still belong to the
community, Cluse 2018, 146; see Fenton 2021, 102-103.

16 Cf. Jagielski 2001, 66.

7 Cluse 2018, 152; e.g., considerations relating to medie-
val Silesia, Adamska 2018, 5, 8-18. Due to the need to bury
the deceased within 24 hours from death, cemeteries had to be
located within a range allowing to cover this distance and com-
plete the ceremony at the appointed time.

18 Krajewska 1993, 15; Klimowicz et al. 2018, 29.

19 See Fiedler 1994, 42; Harck 2004, 30-32; Shokin and
Migliori 2021, 18.
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distances) was not only a necessity but also a com-
mon custom in the Ashkenazi world even in the
20" century.?® A significant increase in the number
of new necropoles took place only in the second half
of the 19" century.?' The size of the Jewish cemete-
ries varied, with the smallest plots measuring about
0.07 ha and the much larger metropolitan necropoles
reaching 30—40 ha (e.g. in Warsaw at about 33 ha, in
1.6dz at 42 ha).?

It can be concluded that the locations and types
of Jewish necropoles in Central Europe are often
a result of the historical circumstances of their cre-
ation.”® The cemetery should be built following the
rules of halakha (Jewish law).?* The burial space
of small rural communities (shtetlekh) was usually
organised in traditional ways. Modern necropoles
in the larger towns had more varied arrangements,
as well as types of erected gravestones. Cities had
larger and more diverse Jewish communities in
modern times, including assimilated and reformed
groups.” The functioning of the cemeteries was
regulated both by the internal rules of the Jewish
communities and by overarching state legislation.?

The number and size of necropoles were also re-
lated to the history of the diaspora and its demographic

2 E.g. Klimowicz et al. 2018, 29.

21 Steinova 2011, 137.

22 Bielawski 2022, 48.

23 Gruber 2005, 33.

24 For Jewish funeral rituals in Central European countries
based on religious rules and archaeological finds see the article
of Kalina Skora 2023.

2 See e.g., Gruber et al. 1995, 23; Klein 2019.

26 Bielawski 2022, 48; see also Rozmus 2015.
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Fig. 1. Mappa Miasta
Bielley i Przedmiescia
Woli — map of the town
of Biata Podlaska and
suburb Wola (PL) from
1777, showing local
Jewish cemetery (marked
as Mogilki Zydoskie

— ‘Jewish Graves”).
Source: Targonski 1781,
manuscript from the
special collection of the
Zielinski Library of the
Ptock Scientific Society.
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growth, although this process may have occurred
in different ways. Due to the development of set-
tlements and the filling of burial spaces,” it was
often necessary to add the soil layer above pre-
vious graves, leaving an appropriate distance be-
tween them.?® Efforts were also made to extend
the range of the existing cemeteries by purchasing
the adjacent land.? If this was not possible, a new
cemetery could be established in another location.
This led to a situation where it was not uncommon
for a single community to have two or more bu-
rial sites over the centuries.*® Leaving the existing
locus sepulturae Judaeorum and occupying a new
one may also have occurred in specific situations
— primarily as a result of factors that destabilised
the functioning of the community (e.g., its liqui-
dation), or the reorganisation of the urban space
in connection with the development or change
of spatial organisation in a given area.’! Thus, the
creation and disappearance of communal burial
places reflected the processes of increasing popu-
lation density and local urbanisation.*

One of the most characteristic elements of Jewish
necropoles in Central Europe is the presence of grave-
stones (matzevot) made of stone or wood, in the form
of vertical slabs. Their function is to commemorate the
deceased and indicate the burial site. Their shape and
forms are diverse depending on the place and time.*

NUMBER AND STATE OF PRESERVATION
OF JEWISH NECROPOLES IN CENTRAL EUROPE
Table 1 contains estimates of the number of Jewish
necropoles in the countries of Central Europe in their
current borders. This compilation was based on several
documents and publications from the years 1994-2021:
— a report prepared in 2010 for the Parliamentary
Assembly, Committee on Culture, Science, Edu-
cation, and Media of the Council of Europe;**

7 Bielawski 2020, 18-19.

28 See Jagielski 2001, 67; Cemetery 2002-2021; Ceme-
tery 2007, 538; Schlesinger 2008, 13; Jacobs 2011, 16.

» E.g., key information on the history and extent of the
cemeteries in medieval Cologne, Regensburg, and Prague,
Stawiarski 2010, 271-273, or in Lesko (Poland) in the 17"-
19" centuries, Trzcinski 2010, 13-15.

30 Cf. Jagielski 1995, 174; Gruber 2005, 33.

3! Stawiarski 2010, 275-277, 281.

32 See Jacobs 2011, 14.

3 E.g., Jagielski 2001, 68; see also Wodzinski 2010.
1 would like only to signal here the existence of matzevot as
specific elements of ancient necropoles in the region. Their
documentation and stylistic, iconographic, and symbolic analy-
sis is a separate, broad topic that has rich literature. In Poland,
for example, this subject is currently being dealt with primar-
ily by Leszek Hondo, Anna Michatowska-Mycielska, Dari-
usz Rozmus, Jan Sygowski, Andrzej Trzcinski, and Marcin
Wodzinski. For selected examples from metropolitan cemete-
ries in various European countries, see Klein 2019.

3 De Bruyn 2012.
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— open-access database of European Jewish
cemeteries prepared by the ESJF European
Jewish Cemeteries Initiative in the years 2019—
2021, as an EU-funded project;*

— information collected until 2023 and dissemi-
nated by the International Association of Je-
wish Genealogical Societies as a result of the
International Jewish Cemetery Project;*

— reports of the United States Commission for
the Preservation of America’s Heritage Abroad
regarding Czechia,” Poland,*® and Ukraine®
based on research in the 1990s;

— data provided by the Slovak Jewish Heritage
Centre, documented since 2001;*

— a list of cemeteries in Poland as of the end
of 1994, based on materials collected by
Jewish organisations, headed by the Union
of Jewish Religious Communities in the Re-
public of Poland, together with the American
Jewish Heritage Council of the World Monu-
ments Fund;*

— a document of the Polish Supreme Audit Of-
fice on activities undertaken in 2016-2019
by various national institutions and offices to
protect the material cultural heritage of na-
tional minorities;*

— the publication that was created as part of the
‘Project of Marking Jewish Cemeteries in the
Republic of Poland’, implemented in 2017
with funds from the Ministry of Culture and
National Heritage.*

According to the analysed data, the number
of registered cemeteries varies from a dozen in Esto-
nia to more than 2,500 in Ukraine. These values, de-
pending on the different sources and research meth-
ods used, show considerable fluctuations over the
last three decades. This applies especially to Poland,
where the existence of 1,008 to 1,578 cemeteries
was recorded, and Ukraine, where between 692 and
2,563 cemeteries were recorded. This information
is primarily the result of archival queries and field
verifications carried out by national institutions and
offices, or on the initiative and with the participation
of organisations and international associations.*

3 ESJF 2023; Survey 2023.

3¢ Eastern Europe 2023.

37 Gruber and Myers 1994, based on field research in
1991-1993, and publications to the beginning of 1995.

3% Gruber et al. 1995, based on surveys in 1991-1994.

¥ Gruber 2005, based on study from 1995 until about
2000.

4 Jewish Cemeteries 2023.

4 See Bergman and Jagielski 2012, 480.

#NIK 2020.

# Rymkiewicz 2021b.

# Such actions are following current recommendations
on practices for verification and documentation of Jewish
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Table 1. Number of Jewish cemeteries in Central Europe.

Total number
Country of Jewish Source
cemeteries
1142 :i:p?;i(}ir&mu, 17,
Czechia .
1146 Eastern Europe 2023.
de Bruyn 2012, 17,
245 Appendix.
Lithuania 364 Eastern Europe 2023.
213 Survey 2023.
1008 Gruber at al. 1995, 15-16,
87-142, Appendix II1.
Bergman and Jagielski 2012,
1056 482.
de Bruyn 2012, 17,
1272 Appendix.
NIK 2020, 39,
Poland 1142 Infographic no. 5.
1151 Rymkiewicz 2021b, 10-11.
1578 Eastern Europe 2023.
1168 Survey 2023.
385 Eastern Europe 2023.
Belarus
401 Survey 2023.
. de Bruyn 2012, 17,
Estonia 1 Appendix; Eastern Europe 2023
de Bruyn 2012, 17,
84 .
) Appendix.
Latvia
115 Eastern Europe 2023.
de Bruyn 2012, 17,
413 Appendix.
508 Eastern Europe 2023.
Slovakia
693 Jewish Cemeteries 2023.
451 Survey 2023.
692 Gruber 2005, 97-132,
Appendix I11.
295 :i:p?;i(}ir&mu, 17,
Ukraine .
2563 Eastern Europe 2023.
1323 Survey 2023.

However, the estimates provided may differ
from the actual, real number of Jewish cemeteries

cemeteries, e.g., Klimowicz et al. 2018; Zyskina and Fischel
2020; Rymkiewicz 2021a; Shokin and Migliori 2021.

in the area. This is true for most countries in the
region and is mainly due to changes in the course
of national borders over the centuries, especially
after 1945, as a result of the post-Yalta division
of Europe. For example, pre-World War II Poland
included within its boundaries much of present-day
Lithuania, Belarus, and Ukraine. At the same time,
there was a ‘change of nationality’ of historic build-
ings in common historic areas.** This also applies
to Jewish burial places. It is estimated, for exam-
ple, that within the Second Polish Republic (Druga
Rzeczpospolita), there were about 2-2.5 thousand
Jewish cemeteries, of which only about 60% are lo-
cated in the territory of modern-day Poland. At the
same time, about 200 new cemeteries ‘appeared’
because they were located on the lands incorpora-
ted into Poland in the north and west (in Pomera-
nia, Prussia, and parts of Silesia).*

These are sites of varying degrees of pre-
servation, including those with surviving (at least
some) above-ground elements and those no lon-
ger visible on the surface. In many cases, only
traces of the original burial place were revealed,
and some of them were practically non-existent.*’
A good example of the current state of preservation
of the graveyards is data collected by the National
Institute of Cultural Heritage in Poland in 2018. Of
the 1,151 Jewish necropoles recorded, 36% have
largely preserved relics of the former cemetery
(matzevot and their fragments, matzevot support
blocks, grave framing, fragments of fencing, relics
of ohalim, halls of mourning or post-war memorial
elements), 17% have only slight traces preserved,
21% of cemeteries are completely devoid of his-
toric material, and 26% have been permanently
transformed, i.e., built-up or covered by road in-
frastructure.® These include both still-functioning
cemeteries and those officially closed for burial
purposes, as well as those of medieval origin but
with an unknown contemporary location.*’

There are various reasons why many medieval
and modern necropoles have not survived to the
present day. The most important are vandalism or
looting of gravestones, destruction, and liquidation
of cemeteries over the centuries. These processes
took place in two ways: as a result of human actions
or due to natural factors,® and began already in the
Middle Ages. However, the greatest destruction oc-
curred as a result of Nazi persecution of the Jews

4 NIK 2020, 5.

4 See Bergman and Jagielski 2012, 472.

4 E.g., Gruber et al. 1995, 31; Bielawski 2020.
* Rymkiewicz 2021a, 16.

4 See Bielawski 2020, 5-6.

0 Bielawski 2020, 13.
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from 1933, the events of World War II, and during
the communist era. Warfare and changing socio-
-political systems contributed to the destruction
of many historical monuments in various Europe-
an countries. As a result of these events, the legacy
of previous generations or other nations was reject-
ed, contested, destroyed, and not properly protect-
ed.”! The extermination of most of the Jewish popu-
lation (Shoah) in Central European countries and the
post-war emigration of many survivors meant that
pre-war communities no longer existed, and their ne-
cropoles have lost their previous guardians. There-
fore, the presence of the Ashkenazi cemeteries was
often forgotten, and, sometimes, denied.

For example, in Poland, the culmination
of negative attitudes and actions toward the Jews
and Jewish heritage, including burial sites, oc-
curred in the 1960s. It was not until the follow-
ing decades that the policy in this area changed.
Although the decisions and actions taken by the
authorities in the 1970s and 1980s did not stop the
progressing destruction of cemeteries (at that time
mainly on the initiative of the state administration
and enterprises), they did limit the process. It was
only in the 1990s, after the change of political
system and government in Poland, that the Jewish
communities were reactivated and the act on the
relationship between the state and Jewish religious
authorities was passed (Polish: Ustawa [...] o sto-
sunku Panstwa do gmin wyznaniowych zydowskich
w Rzeczypospolitej Polskiej, which entered into
force in 1997). As a result, conditions were creat-
ed to protect the necropoles in terms of ownership
and conservation.*® Since then, a lot of activities
have been undertaken to register necropoles, doc-
ument them, improve their state of preservation,
commemoration, and revitalisation, and dissemi-
nate knowledge on this subject.’* One of the most
important and best-known organisations involved
in the protection of the monuments of Jewish cul-
ture in present-day Poland is the Foundation for
the Preservation of Jewish Heritage created in
2002. Caring for cemeteries is one of the Founda-
tion’s key priorities.>

SINIK 2020, 5.

2 E.g., Krajewska 1989, 27; Gruber 2005, 32.

53 Bielawski 2020, 67-158; Bielawski 2022, 58-60.

> In addition to research and scientific events, analyses,
and conservation programs, various cultural and social initia-
tives, educational and popularisation projects are also carried
out at various levels — local, national, and international. The
results of these activities are numerous publications, websites,
databases, educational paths, conferences, and festivals, see
e.g., Gruber 2012, 17-18; Litwin 2012, 36-49; Klimowicz et
al. 2018; Zyskina and Fischel 2020; Rymkiewicz 2021b; JHG
2021; ESJF 2023.

3 E.g., Krawczyk 2012a; Litwin 2012.
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Most graveyards, which remained abandoned
and neglected, without clearly marked boundaries
or descriptive or commemorative markers, were in
the past and still are subject to a variety of threats,
from natural deterioration to vandalism, pollution,
and nearby development. Many sites have already
been transformed for different uses: industrial,
agricultural, residential, or recreational. Some
of them have become overgrown with wild vege-
tation. In some cases, their area served as a sand
mines. One of main causes of the loss and destruc-
tion of Jewish burial sites was the destruction and
removal of gravestones or treating them as valuable
building material (especially stone matzevot).’ Al-
though the situation of the Ashkenazi necropoles
has improved in the last three decades, they are still
characterised by varying states of preservation,
varying levels of protection, different legal status,
and levels of maintenance. Regardless of wheth-
er relics are visible or not existing on the surface,
‘Houses of Life’ remain forever the resting places
of the dead, because they contain human remains.
From the perspective of archaeology, they are ar-
chaeological sites.

DETERMINANTS OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL
FIELDWORK

Jewish rituals accompanying the dying and
death, and the way of treating the funeral space
are closely related to the Jewish religion. The
most important in this respect seems to be the
doctrine of physical, not only spiritual, resurrec-
tion, and the relation between the living and the
dead body. Since both the body and the soul of the
deceased will be resurrected, the corpse must also
remain intact until it decays naturally. It must be
afforded great respect, care, and attention.’” The
element of continuity, i.e. the belief that both the
space of the Jewish cemetery and all its elements
belong to the deceased, is also important.’® In
this approach, a grave is the inalienable proper-
ty of the dead person, whose rest should not be
disturbed until the end of this world.* This has
implications for the sense of permanence of all
burial space and the attitude to the grave. Since
each individual grave is inviolable, their accumu-
lation, i.e., the cemetery, is inviolable as well.* It
becomes literally, not just metaphorically, a place
of eternal rest.

* E.g., Gruber et al. 1995, 16, 31; Bielawski 2020; Bie-
lawski 2022.

ST Cf. Jacobs 2008, 13; Fenton 2021, 102-105.

% E.g., Mroczkowska 2016, 125.

% Cluse 2018, 146; see also Mroczkowska 2016, 125.

% Woronczak 1993, 6.
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On the other hand, Judaism considers death
impure,® and the impurity leads to the physical
distancing of Jews themselves from the ceme-
tery as a place containing dead human remains.
For that reason, it is more important to know the
cemetery’s location and extent than the bounda-
ries of a single grave.®> The necropoles almost al-
ways were treated as isolated and liminal spaces,®
which were not visited every day. Therefore, the
borders of a cemetery should be clearly marked by
a shallow ditch, or embankment, and with a fence
or a wall.* Judaism also forbids the desecration
of cemetery grounds. For this reason, among oth-
ers, Jews sought to establish cemeteries away
from inhabited areas.

The burial process was governed by differ-
ent instructions and laws with basic elements that
have remained unchanged over the centuries.®® For
Ashkenazi Jews, the manner of dealing with death
and the rites of mourning were defined primarily
in the 16™ century.® In the 19" century, there was
a change in previous customs under the influence
of the civilian sanitation and order regulations in-
troduced at the time. Over time, some of these prac-
tices were discarded, while others remained as new
elements of traditional Jewish behaviour.®’

To summarise, according to Jewish law, the
cemetery — and any Jewish burial place — are re-
garded as holier than the synagogue. For Jews, the
care of cemeteries is an essential religious and so-
cial responsibility.*®® Treating the cemetery ground
in any other way than as a sacred resting place
for the dead is unacceptable. A plot designated
for a cemetery may not be used for any other pur-
pose, and a single grave cannot be reused.”” The
burial site retains its sanctity, even if it is devoid
of tombstones and other visible grave markings.
The Talmud prohibits any transfer of a grave, and
a corpse cannot be moved from the place where
it is buried. Once a grave has been closed, it is

11t is considered impure, for example, to touch a corpse
and a grave. Such impurity, involving body and soul, is con-
sidered a sin committed against God, Rozanski 1879, 174-175.

2 E.g., Bar-Levav 2002, 18-19.

% E.g., Bar-Levav 2014, 6.

4 Jagielski 2001, 67.

% Jacobs 2008, 13. About traditional Ashkenazi funeral
customs e.g., Goldberg-Mulkiewicz 1986; Puch 2003; Kameraz-Kos
2006, 119-125; Wilczura 2010; Unterman 2014, 66-67.

% These are the studies Shulchan Aruch and Mapah by
Moshe Isserles. These regulations, published in Krakéw in
1578, were widely accepted and were binding for most branch-
es of Jewry for the next centuries, Hondo 2016, 234 and foot-
note 5.

97 Some of these are included in the law collection of So-
lon Ganzfried (died 1886), Kicur Shulchan Aruch, which was
also recognised by all Ashkenazi Jews, Hondo 2016, 235.

% E.g., Gruber 2005, 31; Schlesinger 2008, 12.

® E.g., Cemetery 2007, 538; Bednarek 2020, 176-177.

strictly prohibited to reopen it. Mass graves must
be regarded the same way as cemeteries.”

Therefore, any interference in the space of ne-
cropoles is forbidden. It is possible only in very
strictly defined circumstances. This applies to ex-
humations, which are permitted, infer alia, if the
remains are to be buried in the Land of Israel; if
the first grave was to be temporary; if the grave is
in danger of being destroyed or is located outside
the cemetery.”!

In addition to these religious considerations,
legal aspects are also important. Jewish cemete-
ries, like other cultural and religious sites or her-
itage monuments, are subject to legal protection,
which is reflected in constitutional, administra-
tive, civil, and criminal provisions.” In Poland, the
principles and values enshrined in the Constitution
concerning the protection of freedom of conscience
and religion, the principle of equality, and the prin-
ciples of legality and the rule of law in the activities
of public authorities are of key importance.”

The principles arising from Jewish law and tra-
dition are the basis for the functioning of the Com-
mittee for Preservation of Jewish Cemeteries in
Europe, based in London since 1992. This organi-
sation was established to ensure that religious law
regarding Jewish burials is observed throughout
Europe. It intervenes to prevent work in those ar-
eas that are incompatible with this viewpoint. Cur-
rently, the only active Central European members
of the Committee are Lithuania and Ukraine.” In
Poland, an analogous function is performed by the
Jewish Rabbinic Commission for Cemeteries that
has been functioning since 2002.7 It was set up to
supervise the work carried out on Jewish necropo-
les and to protect them within their historical (i.e.,
pre-war) boundaries. In the 20 years since its cre-
ation, it has been the main institution — apart from
the heritage conservation offices — deciding on the
scope and possibilities of archaeological research
on these sites. According to the Commission’s
guidelines, only non-invasive methods of field
research are considered compatible with Jewish

"0 E.g., Schlesinger 2008; de Bruyn 2012, 6; also, Bielaw-
ski 2005; Bednarek 2020, 176-177.

71 Bielawski 2005; Bednarek 2020, 176.

2 On the legal aspects of the protection of Jewish ceme-
teries in Poland mainly: Urban 2006; Cebula 2011; Krawczyk
2012b; Bednarek 2020; Bielawski 2020.

”* E.g., Bednarek 2020, 23.

™ CPJCE 2020.

> Komisja Rabiniczna 2017; Kajalidis 2022. Initially, it
functioned as an advisory body at the Foundation for the Pre-
servation of Jewish Heritage in Poland. Currently, it operates
within the Union of Jewish Religious Communities of the Re-
public of Poland. In addition to traditional cemeteries, the Com-
mission deals with mass graves and Jewish burials outside the
boundaries of necropoles, as well as with extermination camps.
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tradition. To reconstruct the historical boundaries
of the graveyard or to identify the burial zone, the
following are recommended: a search for pre-war
maps, analysis of aerial photographs, including
wartime photographs, GPR surveys, and LIDAR
data analysis, as well as on-site verification. Ar-
chaeological research is permitted only in excep-
tional cases, in consultation with the Commission,
and under the rabbinical supervision of the Com-
mission member.” The guidelines for work in the
burial space among others prohibit digging in the
ground, burying bones without due authorisation,
opening graves, excavating stones and tombstones
(matzevot), uprooting trees and shrubs, digging un-
der cemetery fencing (owing to presently unknown
original boundaries).”’

All these rules follow the orthodox approach to
the halachic law, which is reflected in a restrictive
attitude to the opportunity and manner of carrying
out archaeological work.” They limit it significantly.
Basic excavations (including surveys) and drilling
of invasive nature, i.e., interfering with the substance
of a monument, are not allowed, due to the danger
of damaging the site and disturbing the bones of the
dead. According to Jewish beliefs, such activities
may have eschatological consequences. Therefore,
methodical exploration within the Jewish necropo-
lis, especially within its burial level, is not allowed.
It is rarely allowed to disturb the upper layers of the
ground, e.g., younger levelling layers, or excavate
trenches unrelated to the functioning of the cemetery,
or even modern topsoil. Consent to these activities
is expressed only to determine the location of bu-
rials or to determine the presence of bones within the
grave pit.”” The key idea is to prevent damage to po-
tential shallow-dug graves. Jewish law dictates that
the soil filling and covering of the grave belongs to
the deceased and therefore no soil may be moved, as
this would cause distress to the deceased and would
be considered as being stolen from him/her.*

On the other hand, non-invasive research meth-
ods are recommended because they allow for dis-
covering, identifying, and recording archaeological

7® Commission guidelines, see Komisja Rabiniczna 2017;
Bednarek 2020, 596-600, Appendix P; Rymkiewicz 2021a, 23-
24; Rozmus 2022, 183.

77 Bednarek 2020, 598-600, Appendix P; Rymkiewicz
2021a, 23-24. These indications have been considered, among
others in the newest project of the National Heritage Institute
in Poland of marking the boundaries of Jewish cemeteries and
reconstructing their fencing, Rymkiewicz 2021a, 14, 21.

8 Cf. a statement by Alexander Schwarz, member of Rab-
binic Commission in Poland, lecture “Practical application
of Jewish law in research at cemeteries and burial grounds
of Holocaust victims” at the Faculty of Archaeology, Universi-
ty of Warsaw, 23.02.2023.

7 See Bielawski 2020, 157-158.

80 Schlesinger 2008, 7.
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monuments without interfering with the ground
layers.®! Therefore, the aim of research should be
to maximise the usefulness of such tools in the
investigation process. One of the recommended
methods is LIDAR analysis, which leads to the
detection of preserved micro-levelling operations
on cemeteries; unfortunately, LIDAR analysis may
yield positive results only in areas not transformed
during and after World War II. Archaeological
surveys and archaeological research using ground
penetrating radar (GPR) may report inaccurate data
from source queries, mostly regarding the precise
extent of the burial ground.®* However, GPR is use-
ful to confirm or exclude the presence of graves.®
The conduct of such work should always be carried
out in a scientific manner and by qualified and ex-
perienced persons, following current archaeologi-
cal research methodology.®

The handling of discovered remains of the Jews
is a separate issue. Because — as already mentioned
— in Judaism, the bones of the dead ‘remain sacred
and inviolable,” they must be buried in the ground.
This precludes ‘leaving them above ground level.’
Such an understanding of Jewish tradition and law
imposes the need to bury the excavated individu-
al bones from Jewish graves in a safe protected
area, preferably in a Jewish cemetery,*® to avoid
their desecration. This applies to remains removed
from the ground in any circumstances, e.g., during
construction work, but also as a result of archaeo-
logical excavations. In addition, carrying out any
kind of scientific tests on Jewish human remains,
including study and laboratory analyses of osteo-
logical material and its scientific development after
the completion of field research, is also considered
contrary to the principles.?” According to tradition,
the removal of even a single bone from the soil — its
place of rest — is strictly forbidden, as it would cause
deep pain to the soul and spirit of the deceased.®®
Removing objects placed in graves together with
corpses is also considered an act of desecration.®

These assumptions impose strict rules of profes-
sional conduct on archaeologists. They also enforce
significant limitations on the cognitive process at all
stages of research — field, analytical, and compilation.

81 See Oniszczuk et al. 2020, 10.

8 Rymkiewicz 2021a, 15.

83 Zdeb and Adamiec 2019.

8 In Poland: Misiuk et al. 2020; Oniszczuk et al. 2020.
Methods of cemetery research and principles of handling hu-
man remains, Misiuk et al. 2020, 32-34, 36-37.

% From the guidelines of the Rabbinical Commission for
Cemeteries, Bednarek 2020, 596.

8 Schlesinger 2008, 9.

87 Schlesinger 2008, 6, 9.

8 Schlesinger 2008, 6.

% Bielawski 2020, 154.



THE STATE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH ON JEWISH CEMETERIES IN CENTRAL EUROPE. A NEW APPROACH

This currently precludes the possibility of gaining
much valuable information about past Jewish com-
munities, their material culture, and living conditions,
which would be possible through research and the
application of modern scientific methods on human
bones and various finds retrieved from the cemetery.

The difficulty or lack of possibility to perform
traditional archaeological work (of an invasive na-
ture) on Jewish cemeteries (both of Ashkenazi and
Sephardic origin), or in carrying out specialised ana-
lyses (anthropological and DNA) and problems with
the storage of human bones are not always entirely
accepted by the scientific and conservation societies.
These problems are present in the international dis-
course.” The controversy surrounding these issues
stems from the different approaches of researchers
and Jewish Orthodox organisations to the ceme-
tery space and the remains of the dead (science and
knowledge versus eschatology and tradition). The
archaeological fieldwork frequently provoked oppo-
sition and intervention from representatives of these
organisations, which often resulted in the suspension
of further research at the necropoles. Such problems
have arisen in various European countries (Czechia,
England, Germany, Spain) and in Israel itself.

These are very sensitive issues, requiring above
all understanding the arguments of both parties, the
limits of their claims, and the responsibilities for heri-
tage from the public domain.’' Treating the dead with
respect and human dignity is fundamental in this dis-
cussion as well. In this context, it is worth quoting the
arguments of Max Polonovski: Archaeology does not
destroy old cemeteries on the basis of scientific supe-
riority over rituals. It is important to remember that
archaeologists intervene before construction projects
erase the rich layers of information about the past.
They act for the public benefit, in the name of the so-
ciety which asks for the protection of common know-
ledge.”? Tt comes down to the conclusion that cemete-
ries should not only be seen as a vector of identity but
also as an important part of heritage and places of uni-
versal knowledge, because the past belongs to all.”*

CURRENT STATE OF PUBLICATION**
In Poland, the archaeology of Jewish necrop-
oles was put on the research agenda primarily by

% Among others: Polonovski 2010; Polonovski 2015; Co-
lomer 2013; Kobylinski 2023, 214-220; further literature there.

ol Colomer 2013, 336.

92 Polonovski 2010, 172.

% See Polonovski 2010, 172, 174.

* For archaeologists an indispensable source of knowledge
about Jewish necropoles are monographs and studies devoted to
them by historians and art historians. The number of such publica-
tions is huge for the region, and it is impossible to list them here.
I only cite publications that mention archaeological research.

the historian and archaeologist Pawel Fijatkow-
ski, whose studies (published from the 1980s to
2014) drew attention to this issue,” placed it in
the national scientific discourse, and ultimately
popularised this theme.” The data collected by
Fijatkowski on cemeteries excavated archaeologi-
cally until 1992 are still the basic source of infor-
mation on the subject, and sometimes — as in the
case of the work on the oldest Jewish cemetery in
Lublin”’ (Fig. 2) and Lutomiersk — currently al-
most the only sources available. It is to this author
that we also owe an overview of various aspects
of the Jewish funeral rites as observed in the light
of archaeology for the first time. Fijatkowski’s
studies are complemented by the unpublished
works of Matgorzata Hajduk®® and of Malgorzata
Pisarkiewicz.”

The results of fieldwork carried out at three Jew-
ish cemeteries in Poland have been published in the
form of independent articles by Wojciech Bis and
Wiestaw Wieckowski (the cemetery in Wegrow),'®
by Beata Borowska-Struginska (the cemetery in
Brze$¢ Kujawski),'?! and by Marek Piotrowski (the
cemetery in Wyszogrod)'®? (Fig. 3). Works on other
sites, both those performed many years ago (e.g., in
Cedynia, Oborniki, Rogozno, and Srem)'® and in the
last three decades (e.g., in Biata Podlaska, Kazimierz
Dolny, Krasnik, Warsaw-Brodno, and Wiodawa),'™
are known from unpublished archaeological mate-
rials, websites, or in the form of brief notes in the
literature. Some of the archaeologists’ activities,
including more recent ones (e.g., in Gniezno), are
mentioned, for instance, in the books of Krzysztof
Bielawski'® and of Dariusz Rozmus.'® The medie-
val and modern funerary practices of the Ashkenazi

%1 exclude here the archaeology of the Holocaust and
mass grave surveys.

% Fijatkowski 1984; Fijatkowski 1985; Fijatkowski 1988;
Fijatkowski 1989; Fijatkowski 2003; Fijatkowski 2014.

7 See Hoczyk 2012, 167, 175-176; Niedzwiadek 2019;
further literature there.

% Hajduk 1993.

% Pisarkiewicz 1999.

1 Bis and Wigckowski 2017.

101 Borowska-Struginska 2005.

102 Piotrowski 1987; Piotrowski 2017.

13 E.g., respectively: Budzynska 1976; Delekta 1932;
Cnotliwy 1989, 211-215; Hensel and Hilczer-Kurnatowska 1980,
403-404; Dzieduszycki and Fogel 1979.

194 Accordingly: Gosik-Tytuta et al. 2000, 31-32; Jozwiak
2008; Zabytki 2022; Bis 2011; Banasiewicz-Szykuta et al.
2018, 62.

195 Bielawski 2020, 153-158.

1 Rozmus 2022, 136-158. The book covers important is-
sues connected with Judaic archaeology, its scope and origins,
and mainly with cemetery research methods, the legal and cus-
tomary conditions for such activities, as well as sepulchral art.
Unfortunately, the fieldwork of archaeologists on medieval and
modern necropoles in Central European countries is presented
in the form of short, introductory remarks.
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Fig. 2. Lublin-Kirukt

hill (PL), fragment

of discovered Jewish
cemetery from

the 16%-18™ century:

A — first phase of graves
from the 16™ century;

B — second phase

of graves (under 0,9 m
from the surface) from
the 17%-18™ century.
Source: Fijatkowski 2014,
66-67, figs 2-3. Digital
processing: T. Witkowska.

MAGDALENA Bis

A\ —]
< 7 /
3
W '“ Py s A
S
| &
G
L
7 3
&
L
[ ol
o —
&=
= ® ™
-‘_' C= —
L &=
A
B
N T |
@emmy. O-.—_.
f
]
E G
=
Gl

)

/

,
<
7Y

1
/1{

o

-

community, documented by material as well as writ-
ten and ethnographic sources, are the main subject
of studies by Dagmara Adamska,'”” Malgorzata Pi-
sarkiewicz,'®® Kalina Skora,'® Zdzistaw Skrok,!'°
and Barlomiej Stawiarski.'"!

In Czechia, the key archaeologists working
on this category of sites and authors of acade-
mic publications are Tomasz Cymbalak and Ve-
ronika Stafikova,'? Zdenek Dragoun,'’® Blanka

107 Adamska 2018.

108 Pisarkiewicz 1998; Pisarkiewicz 1999.

109 Skora 2016.

110 Skrok 1991; Skrok 1994.

"' Stawiarski 2010.

12 Cymbalak 2011; Statikova 2013; Cymbalak and Stan-
kova 2014; Cymbalak et al. 2015; further literature there.

113 Dragoun 2000; Dragoun 2002; Dragoun 2003; further
literature there.
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Mikulkova,'** Jifi Orna,''® Jaroslav Podliska,''® and
Michaela Selmi Wallisova.!'"” Tereza Holasova’s
unpublished study was based on material from ear-
lier excavations (from 1998).!"® Basic data consists
also, among others, of articles by Zden¢k Cizmak,
Miroslav Smid,""® and Rudolf Prochazka.'”® The
aforementioned research concerns Jewish cem-
eteries located in several towns: two in Prague
(the Jewish Garden and at Bartoloméjska Street)
(Figs 4 and 5), and one each respectively in Brno,

114 Mikulkova 2011.

115 Orna 2009.

116 Podliska 2011.

7 Wallisova 1998; Selmi Wallisova 2009; Selmi Walli-
sova 2011.

18 Holasova 2019.

1o Cizmaf and Smid 2000, 94-95.

120 Prochazka 2000, 87-89, 129.
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Pilsen, Prostéjov, and Slavkov near Brno. Recently,
a part of the necropolis in Pferov was excavated,
but the course and results of these investigations
have not yet been made public.'?! The reconstruc-
tion of burial customs based on archaeological
finds is discussed, for example, by Josef Unger.'?
This state of archaeological research on Jewish
necropoles in Czechia, as well as the lack of such
investigations in Slovakia, is confirmed by Roman
Grabolle’s preliminary description.'? In Lithuania,
there is information about the excavations conduc-
ted by Robertas Zukovskis in the Vilnius Snipiskés
Jewish Cemetery'** (Fig. 6).

121 The information on this subject in email messages from
Tereza Holasova (22.02-06.03.2023).

122 Unger 2006, 138-140; Unger 2016.

123 Grabolle 2013.

124 Zukovskis 1998; Zukovskis 2000.

Data gathered on Central European Jewish ne-
cropoles is included in Table 2. The basic sources
of information were archaeological publications in
the form of articles in journals, as well as chapters
in collective monographs. They mainly concern
field research carried out in the past (until 1998) and
the late-medieval necropolis in Prague, explored in
2014. Some of the archaeological works (e.g., those
conducted in Biala Podlaska, Gniezno, Krasnystaw,
Zamos€) are known from short references in the
literature.'” Information of interest was found in
unpublished materials, including reports on field-
work in the form of typescripts (about cemeteries in

125 Accordingly: Gosik-Tytuta etal. 2000, 31-32; Bielawski
2020, 157-158; Gotub et al. 2019, 11; Banasiewicz-Szykuta et
al. 2017, 14-15, 34-35.
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Fig. 3. Wyszogrod (PL),
fragment of discovered
Jewish cemetery from the
16™ century: A — situation
sketch of the research area;
B — section I1I/73 and
revealed graves; 1-38 —
numbers of graves.
Source: Piotrowski 1987,
217, fig. unnumbered.
Digital processing:

T. Witkowska.



Fig. 4. Prague, The

Jewish Garden (Hortus
Judaeorum) (Czechia),
fragment of discovered
Jewish cemetery from
1254-1478: A — plan of the
revealed graves; B — one
of the graves in wooden
coffin and with stone plates
on eyes. Source: Cymbalak
etal. 2015, 156, fig. 7;

158, fig. 9.

Fig. 5. Prague-
Bartoloméjska Street
(Czechia), fragment

of discovered Jewish (?)
cemetery from

the 10" century:

1-20 — numbers of graves;
graves in stone castings.
Source: Dragoun 2002,
238, fig. 3. Digital
processing: W. Bis.
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Betzyce,!? Chodel,'?’ Kamienna Gora,'*® Kazimierz
Dolny,'? Lubartow,'*® Lublin-Kirkut,'*! Makow
Mazowiecki,'®® Warsaw-Brodno 2011,"** and
Winnica-Potaniec'*) (Figs 7, 8, and 9) and in one

126 Matyaszewski 2006.

127 Mitrus et al. 2016.

128 Pansewicz 2015.

129 Jozwiak 2008.

130 Niedzwiadek 1998.

131 Tkaczyk 2013; Tkaczyk 2014; Tkaczyk 2015a; Tka-
czyk 2015b; Tkaczyk 2016.

132 Henrykowski 1992.

133 Bis 2011.

134 Twarowska 1986; Twarowska 1987.
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bachelor thesis (Prost&jov!?®). Some data on the dis-
coveries made at several sites have been posted on
the websites (regarding research in Warsaw-Brodno
in 20223¢ and about Krasnik).'”” In some cas-
es [ owe data directly to the authors of the research
(Grodzisk Wielkopolski, Lubartow, and Ostrow
Mazowiecka).!*® These widely unknown research
results constitute a significant part of the recorded

135 Holasova 2019.

136 Warszawa Prace na Brodnie 2022.

137 Zabytki 2022.

138 Accordingly: Pawet Pawlak, Rafat Niedzwiadek, and
Robert Ryndziewicz.
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discoveries. They have generally been conducted in
the last 25 years.

The variation of content and quality of the re-
search results regarding individual cemeteries is
a separate issue. Of relevance are studies published
to date describing the results of archaeological re-
search in more detail. Such studies have been con-
ducted in the Brze$¢ Kujawski, Lublin-Kirkut, Lu-
tomiersk, Wegrow, and Wyszogrod cemeteries in
Poland, and the Jewish Garden and Bartoloméjska
Street cemeteries in Prague, Czechia. These stu-
dies provide the most valuable data for under-
standing funeral customs practiced by the Jewish
communities in this part of Europe. They include
not only information about graveyards (their his-
tory, location, and arrangement), graves (their
number, orientation, and appearance), and human
remains revealed, but also on different archaeo-
logical finds (e.g., animal remains, ceramic arte-
facts, gravestones, metal items, and textiles). Un-
published materials dedicated to the necropoles,
especially those excavated in Prostéjov and War-
saw-Brodno in 2011, are of similar, high value,
confirming the need for the dissemination of their
results.'*

13 This situation may partly change following the publica-
tion of the articles in this volume of “Fasciculi Archaeologiae
Historicae”.
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A significant proportion of the collected pub-
lications are brief reports noting that archaeologi-
cal work has been carried out or recording basic
data of the discoveries made (Bialystok, Brno,
Cedynia, Dobrzyn nad Wista, Rogozno, Sanok,
Siemiatycze, Slavkov near Brno, Srem, Vilnius,
Wawolnica-Zarzeka, Wlodawa, Wroctaw). These
publications are often concise and do not provide
a base for comparative analyses and verification
of the results. Limited information refers to the
sites investigated both a long time ago and quite
recently.

To assess the state of research, it is important
to be able to verify information about previous
findings, already widespread in the literature, by
re-analysing discoveries and acquired artifacts and
implementing modern research methods. However,
in several cases, including some very important
sites in Poland (i.e., Brzes¢ Kujawski, Lublin-
-Kirkut, and Lutomiersk), it is currently impossi-
ble to access complete records of the original field
documentation or to see the assemblages of finds.
They have either been lost or their current where-
abouts are unknown. The situation is worse with
regard to research conducted at a different scale and
by different researchers in Cedynia, Oborniki, and
Rogozno. The amount of information about these
necropoles is extremely scarce, and for the reasons

41

Fig. 6. Vilnius, Snipiskés
Jewish Cemetery (LT),
fragment of discovered
necropolis from

the 17 century:

1-10 — numbers of graves.
Source: Zukovskis

2000, 64, fig. 4. Digital
processing: T. Witkowska.



Fig. 7. Belzyce (PL),
fragment of discovered
Jewish cemetery from

the second half of the

16" — beginning of the

19" century: A — situation
plan of the research area;
green line — border of the
necropolis reconstructed
in 1992; red line — verified
extent of the necropolis;

P. 1-P. 3 — numbers

of graves; B — grave

no. 2; C — grave no. 2
(detail), burial with traces
of a metal item on the
skull and a ceramic
fragment in the eye socket.
Source: Matyaszewski
2006, fig. 3; photos 5-6.
Digital processing: W. Bis.

Fig. 8. Chodel (PL),
fragment of researched
Jewish cemetery from
1872 — the 20™ century,
archaeological magnetic
survey (scale 1:500):
interpretation of the
results, layout of the
strongest magnetic field
anomalies, and location
of trenches:

a — archaeological trench;
b — dirt and debris;

¢ — lines of magnetic
anomalies; d — current
roads; e — range

of magnetic surveys;

f— extent of geodetic
parcel no. 2153;

g — visible earth
embankment; h — course
of former road; A — regular
sequence of anomalies;
B — enclosed space.
Source: Mitrus,
Piotrowski, and teams
2016, map 10/2016.
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A

mentioned above, the chances of filling the gaps
and changing this situation seem slim.

In addition to the discussion of the results
of field research, several papers presenting the
results of anthropological analyses of human re-
mains have been published, based not only on
materials from ancient research but also those
obtained in recent decades. Some of these papers
have appeared in print (from Lublin-Kirkut,'** Do-
brzyn nad Wista,"!' Brzes¢ Kujawski,'* and from
the oldest cemetery in Prague'?®), while the rest
remain in typescripts (from Warsaw’s Brodno in
2011,"** Brze$¢ Kujawski,'*> Dobrzyn nad Wista,'*¢
Prost&jov'?). The advantage of such papers is the
inclusion of numerous collections in the analysis
— collections coming from long-established burial
sites located in different regions: in Mazovia and
Kuyavia in Poland, and in the Olomouc region in
Czechia. They allow us to grasp the differences be-
tween the analysed communities based on the fea-
tures recorded on the skeletal material.

140 Modrzewska 1955.

141 Koztowski and Florkowski 1996.

142 Riegerova 1979a; Riegerova 1979b.

143 Kuzelka 2002. This is an important case in the method
of conduct toward Jewish human remains: an agreement with
the chief rabbi of Prague, Efraim Sidon, was set up and the
exhumation of 88 skeletons and their anthropological analysis
could be performed, with the assistance of Alexander Putik,
a member of the Jewish community and historian at the Jewish
Museum of Prague. Before they were reburied, many observa-
tions could be made, Polonovski 2015.

144 Szymanski 2011.

145 Borowska-Struginska 2004.

146 Twanek 1991; Kaminska 1991.

47 Sinové 2019.

CURRENT STATE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL
RESEARCH

Despite many limitations mentioned in the
previous paragraphs, archacological work of a dif-
ferent nature has been and continues to be carried
out on this category of sites (see data in Table 2).
This list has been created based on the informa-
tion available at this stage of work on the subject.
A complete list could be created in the future, as
a result of a query in all institutions supervising ar-
chaeological research on Jewish necropoles in each
of the countries of the region. The gap in knowl-
edge concerning Belarus, Estonia, Latvia, Slova-
kia, and Lithuania requires further verification.
It is possible that contemporary works have been
carried out there using non-invasive methods, but
their results have not been disseminated.'*® These
are long-term tasks intended for a team of research-
ers. Despite these shortcomings, the presented data
should be treated as a preliminary attempt to ap-
proach the issue of archaeological research on Jew-
ish cemeteries. The selection omitted research car-
ried out in concentration camps and places of mass
murder of the Jewish population, outside the areas
of necropoles. These very complex issues, although
related, require separate studies.

According to the collected information, archaeo-
logical excavations so far have been performed at least

148 In the case of Jewish cemeteries in Belarus, Lithuania,
Slovakia, and Ukraine, for example, some projects involving
their registration and conservation have been carried out in re-
cent years, see e.g., https:/jewish-heritage-europe.eu/cemeter-
ies/. However, I did not find any information about the archaeo-
logical works being performed there, including those accompa-
nying such activities.
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Fig. 9. Chodel (PL),
fragment of researched
Jewish cemetery from
1872 — the 20" century,
archaeological surveys:

A — grave in trench 1;

B — grave in trench

2. Source: Mitrus,
Piotrowski, and teams
2016. Photo: D. Wiodarczyk.



Fig. 10. Winnica (PL),
fragment of discovered
Jewish (?) cemetery from
the 14%/15%-19% century or
from the 15%-16™ century,
and the remains of the
settlement from the

13" century: light grey

— graves; dark grey and
black — early medieval
remains; 1-18 — numbers
of early medieval objects.
Source: Twarowska 1986,
site 4, summary plan;
Twarowska 1987, site 4,
summary plan (no. 46/87).
Digital processing:

T. Witkowska.
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on 45 cemeteries in the countries of Central Europe.
Most of the investigated sites (37) are located within
the borders of today’s Poland, 7 are in Czechia (includ-
ing 2 in Prague itself), and one is in Lithuania. In 4 cas-
es, their cultural and ethnic identification is uncertain
due to enigmatic sources about the site provenance
and the discoveries made (in Gorsko and Rogozno) or
difficulties in determining the religious affinity of the
buried people (in Prague — Bartoloméjska Street, and
in Winnica) (Figs 10 and 11).

149 For example, in Poland, in the last few years, there were
some very famous cases of the destruction of Jewish necro-
poles, publicised by the media: in Maszewo near Golenidéw, in
Pinczoéw, in Poznan, and in Swarzedz (accordingly: Krzeminska
2017; Maszewo koto Goleniowa 2017; Bednarek 2020, 389-
391; Satwacka 2018; Danielewicz 2016). Unfortunately, it is
not known whether archaeologists carried out the works in these
areas after notifying the relevant heritage conservation services.
Therefore, these sites have not been included in the list.
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The necropoles where archaeological research
was carried out constitute a small percentage of all
Jewish burial sites registered within the borders
of individual countries, constituting only about 0.3%
in Lithuania, 0.5% in Czechia, and 1.8% in Poland,
so our knowledge about Jewish cemeteries gained
on such a modest basis is rather limited and narrow.

The beginning of archaeological activity at this
type of site can be dated back to the 1920s and 1930s,
when excavations were initiated in Oborniki, Rogoz-
no and Prague — Bartoloméjska Street. More systema-
tic research was conducted in the post-war period,
while the most recent research has taken place over
the past few years: in Ostrowiec Swigtokrzyski, in
Ostrow Mazowiecka, in Pierov, in Warsaw-Brodno,
and Warsaw-Okopowa Street (on the two latter sites,
research is still in progress). Some cemeteries were
excavated over many seasons, often by different
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teams of researchers; this took place mainly in the
20" century, and concerned Brzes¢ Kujawski, Do-
brzyn nad Wista, Lublin-Kirkut, Lutomiersk, Ro-
gozno, as well as the Jewish Garden in Prague (up
to 2014). Fieldwork after 2000 was usually limited to
short, one-season activities (e.g., Belzyce, Bilgoraj,
Gniezno, Grodzisk Wielkopolski, Kazimierz Dol-
ny, Pilsen, Slavkov near Brno, Wlodawa, Zamo$¢).
Whereas before this conventional time boundary (i.e.,
until 2000) field research in Poland and Lithuania was
more often carried out using standard methods (exca-
vations), in recent years it has been limited to work
that does not damage the inside of graves (non-inva-
sive survey) and using geophysical methods (e.g., in
Krasnystaw, Lubartow, Ostrow Mazowiecka, Wtoda-
wa). Sometimes, when this stage of work turned out
to be insufficient to identify the site, supplementary
surveys were carried out (in Chodel, Kamienna Gora,
Zamo$¢, and Warsaw-Brodno in 2011). Generally, the
type of archacological investigations conducted in
these two periods is closely linked to the absence and
later activities of the Orthodox organisations oversee-
ing work on Jewish cemeteries in Central Europe, i.¢.,
the Committee for Preservation of Jewish Cemeteries
in Europe, and the Rabbinic Commission for Ceme-
teries in Poland.

The remains of Jewish necropoles have rarely
been the main focus of fieldwork. This has been the
case more often in the last twenty years and has con-
cerned only rescue excavations in the area of urban
development (e.g., in Gniezno, Kazimierz Dolny,
Lubartow, Warsaw-Brodno in 2011, and Wegrow).'™
In most cases, however, the need to excavate a Jewish
cemetery occurred accidentally, during archaeological
works with different aims, usually archaeological
investigation of older relics, e.g., early medieval for-
tified settlements (in Gorsko, Lublin, Rogozno, and
Srem), an early medieval cemetery (in Lutomiersk),
a late medieval fishing suburb (in Vilnius), or urban
development (in Prague). Occasionally, it was the re-
sult of a contemporary natural disaster — a landslide
of a riverside escarpment (in Dobrzyn nad Wista and
Wyszogrdad). All of these fieldworks or incidents led
to the unexpected discovery of human remains locat-
ed in the ground. Recently, other directions of field re-
search have also been initiated, such as the determina-
tion of burial sites boundaries (in Chodel, Krasnystaw,
Ostrow Mazowiecka, Siemiatycze, Zamosc¢), or limit-
ed archaeological works during the renovation of ne-
cropoles and restoration of tombstones (in Biatystok,
Warsaw-Brodno, Warsaw-Okopowa street), as well
as the identification of Jewish mass graves within

130 In these cases, exploration was carried out until the up-
per level of the grave pits was exposed, without examining the
interior of the graves.

i c

cemeteries (such activities have been carried out in
Kamienna Géra, Ostrowiec Swietokrzyski, Wawol-
nica-Zarzeka, and Wroctaw).

Until the end of the 1980s, the discovery of Jew-
ish burial places was usually mentioned in publica-
tions on the margin of the main discoveries. This fact
can probably be related to the underestimation or
even omission of material remains from eras young-
er than the 13" century, which were later the domain
of historical archaeology, gaining more interest only
since the 1950s in Poland. On the other hand, proper
research of Jewish cemeteries and the dissemination
of such results were not well perceived due to the
general political situation at that time, and the overall
negative attitude towards Jews."”! At present, how-
ever, the relatively rare publication of information

!5 More about this in the section: ‘Number and state
of preservation of Jewish necropoles in Central Europe’.
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Fig. 11. Winnica (PL),
selected discovered graves:
A —grave no. 51

in trench 5 with triangular
padlock; B — grave

no. 55 in trench 5;

C — grave no. 62

in trench 7 with

the coin from 1537.
Source: Twarowska

1987, photographic
documentation.



MAGDALENA Bis

about such discoveries is probably due to the fact
that traditional archaeological research in Jewish
cemeteries has become a cultural taboo, subject to
not only religious but also institutional prohibitions.
Violation of these norms often results in strong reac-
tions and interventions by representatives of Jewish
organisations supervising any work in this category
of sites. Meanwhile, it can be assumed that in many
cases archaeological excavations uncovering the rel-
ics of a Jewish necropolis, and the graves forming it,
was an unintentional action, as in the case of Biala
Podlaska, Brno, Grodzisk Wielkopolski, Krasiczyn,
Krasnik, Makow Mazowiecki, Pilsen, and Wtoda-
wa. Identifying the religious affinity of a necropo-
lis found accidentally, especially of a site unknown
from other sources (like in Winnica), or with an
undetermined location (in Prague and Vilnius) as
Jewish is possible often only with the progress of the
work and based on the presence of specific artifacts.
In general, the state of recognition of most of the
analysed cemeteries is fragmentary at best. Most
often, from a few to several dozen graves were dis-
covered in 15 cemeteries in total. In most cases, it is
impossible to state what part of the necropolis was
examined. Only in Lutomiersk was almost the en-
tire cemetery excavated, revealing the largest num-
ber of burials (about 1,200). Many graves were also
identified during the works in Brze$¢ Kujawski (504),
in Prague — within the Jewish Garden (401), and in
Lublin (about 250). Fewer than 100 graves were re-
corded in Winnica (75), Slavkov near Brno (68),
Vilnius (more than 52), Wegrow (50), Wyszogrod
(49), Prostéjov (43), Brno (25), and Prague — Barto-
lomejska Street (20). In 16 cases, it is not known how
many graves were uncovered. Only in the case of the
Jewish Garden in Prague and Lublin was the approx-
imate original extent of the necropolis determined.
One of the borders of Warsaw’s Brodno cemetery
was established during research in 2011. Likely, the
outermost parts of cemeteries in Belzyce, Grodzisk
Wielkopolski, Krasnik, Makéw Mazowiecki, Pilsen,
and Slavkov near Brno were also discovered.
Chronologically, Jewish cemeteries are most-
ly modern sites, functioning from the 16" cen-
tury (in Belzyce, Brzes¢ Kujawski, Lubartow,
Lublin, Srem, Wyszogréd, Vilnius) and from the
17" or 18" century (e.g., in Dobrzyn nad Wista,
Grodzisk Wielkopolski, Krasiczyn, Krasnik,
Makéw Mazowiecki, Prerov, Prostéjov, Sanok,
Wegrow, Warsaw’s Brodno cemetery), or even
later (Bitgoraj, Chodel, Gniezno, Krasnystaw, Ka-
mienna Gora, Wawolnica-Zarzeka). The obser-
vations made therefore mainly concern this per-
iod. Only seven of the investigated cemeteries have
an carlier chronology. These are sites located in
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Czechia: the Jewish Garden (founded in 1254 and
in operation until 1478), in Brno (probably from
the 13"-14™ century), and in Pilsen (from the 15
to the middle of the 16" century). The next four,
situated in Poland, probably date back to the late
Middle Ages: in Winnica (14%/15% or 15" cen-
tury), in Wyszogrod (15" century), in Oborniki
(15%/16" century), and in Kazimierz Dolny (the
end of the 15" or beginning of the 16" century).

The time of functioning of the cemeteries is
based on the literature on the subject. They were in
operation for a minimum of 85 years (in Wroctaw,
Gwarna Street), a maximum of 500 years (prob-
ably Brze$¢ Kujawski, Dobrzyn nad Wisla, Kra-
siczyn, Slavkov near Brno, Srem, Wyszogrod),
usually about 150-200 years. The archaeological
dating of the examined part of the cemeteries (in-
cluding Dobrzyn nad Wista, Goérsko, Krasiczyn,
Krasénik, Rogozno, Wtodawa) was determined by
the researchers themselves, usually by the analysis
of movable artifacts, mainly ceramic vessels and
their fragments found in graves (see Table 2).

As some publications indicate, padlocks are
of particular interest among the finds obtained in
Jewish graveyards.'s?> They are specific to the fune-
ral rites of Ashkenazi communities. Other categories
of artifacts — with the exception of gravestones — are
rarely recorded in the necropoles analysed, due to
the widespread lack of grave goods. This makes
such archaeological finds, including pottery, glass,
other metals, or textiles all the more valuable. They
represent an important source of information about
the material culture of past societies. However, they
are often overlooked in publications. These items
discovered, inter alia, in the Jewish Garden, Brzes§¢
Kujawski, Krasnik, Lubartow, Lublin, Prostéjov, and
Wegrow'> have been briefly characterised. Howev-
er, most of these studies remain in typescripts.

As mentioned before, there have been few
anthropological studies of selected assemblages
of human bones excavated from Central Europe-
an necropoles, of which only four have been pub-
lished. Due to the currently prevailing approach
of excluding such analyses, these materials are
extremely important for learning about the general
and individual health of Jewish past societies. An-
thropology allows comparisons between different

152 Skrok 1991; Skrok 1994; Fijatkowski 2014, 74-78;
Skoéra 2016. See also Czwojdrak 2009; Komski et al. 2014 (two
publications about padlocks, which are loose finds, without ar-
chaeological context).

133 Respectively: Cymbalak and Stafikova 2014; Cymbal-
ak et al. 2015; Borowska-Struginska 2004; Borowska-Struginska
2005; Wichrowski 1995a; Niedzwiadek 1998; Tkaczyk 2013;
Holasova 2019; Bis 2011. More details about different categories
of finds, see article by Kalina Skora 2023.
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populations; it can also provide important informa-
tion about migrations, numbers of inhabitants, and
history of persecutions with statistics and paleop-
athological data.'** Therefore, the dissemination
of these results, based on the studies of already-ex-
cavated individuals, should be a priority for ex-
panding the basic biological profile and the picture
of living conditions of Ashkenazi communities in
the Middle Ages and in post-medieval times.'>

CONCLUSIONS

Cemeteries are the most authentic, and often sole
testimony to the centuries-long history and existence
of Jewish communities in the territory of Central
Europe. They survived even where no other traces
of Jewish life remained. However, only a small per-
centage of cemeteries existing in the analysed area
has been studied archacologically so far —45, i.e., less
than 3% of the total, of which the majority (as many
as 37) is in Poland. The results of many have been re-
ported in the form of short articles, which are the only
available so far, or mentioned on the margins of other
discoveries. The others remain unpublished. A signif-
icant limitation in the knowledge on the subject was
influenced by the principles of fieldwork, in force for
the last 25 years in most countries of the region. They
originate from the regulations of the Jewish religion
regarding burials, the treatment of the remains of the
dead, and the area of cemeteries in general. This trans-
lates into the quality and quantity of information ob-
tained about them. Knowledge about the past world
of Jewish communities in this part of the continent,
created on such a small resource, is therefore extreme-
ly modest and fragmentary.

All the more so, while respecting the applicable
religious and moral norms, it is important to make
the most of the opportunity offered by archacology
and its cooperation with the exact sciences. This
applies in particular to the necropoles that have al-
ready been examined and the materials obtained
from them, including those that have not been suf-
ficiently studied (e.g., from Brno, Lublin, Lutomier-
sk, Pilsen, and Vilnius), or the results of which have
not been fully disseminated (e.g., from Cedynia,
Dobrzyn nad Wisla, Pierov, and Winnica). Archae-
ological sources subjected to comprehensive, mod-
ern documentation and reconstruction techniques

134 Polonovski 2015.
155 See the newest DNA analyses of teeth from skeletons
unearthed in Erfurt, Waldman et al. 2022.

as well as multidisciplinary analytical studies can
provide a lot of information inaccessible in other
ways (which is confirmed, for example, by studies
on the Jewish Garden cemetery in Prague). These
research methods (especially GPR, ALS, archae-
ometry, anthropology, and genetics) are excellent
tools to expand our perception of the burial space
or the biostructure of the buried population. Only
on such a broad and detailed basis will further com-
parative analyses of Jewish necropoles and burial
rites in different parts of Central Europe be possible.
The preparation of specialised publications
of the results of archaeological research may be one
of the most comprehensive studies of Jewish cem-
eteries, contributing to the enrichment of knowl-
edge about the still least known aspects of the life
of Ashkenazi Jews in the Middle Ages and modern
times, especially about their everyday life, origin,
mobility, and funeral customs. Archaeological re-
search can prove to be an extremely useful instru-
ment in this respect, combining science and faith.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

I would like to express special thanks to Dr. Ra-
fat Niedzwiadek (Institute of Archaeology, Univer-
sity of Maria Curie-Sktodowska in Lublin) for infor-
mation on archaeological research in the Lublin area
and for providing unpublished reports on research
in Lubartéw and Lublin-Kirkut in 2012-2016. For
the information on fieldwork carried out in the ne-
cropoles in Bialystok, Jedwabne, and Siemiatycze,
I would like to thank Prof. Maciej Karczewski (Uni-
versity in Biatystok); in Ostrow Mazowiecka — Ro-
bert Ryndziewicz, MA (Institute of Archaeology
and Ethnology PAS), and Grodzisk Wielkopolski
— Pawel Pawlak, MA (Archaeological Museum in
Poznan). | am also grateful to Edmund Mitrus, Mar-
cin Piotrowski, and their teams for the permission to
use the map and photographs from the unpublished
Chodel survey report in my article, as well as to
Prof. Marek Florek (Maria Sktodowska-Curie Uni-
versity in Lublin) for providing a copy of the archi-
val documentation of the Winnica excavations.

DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

No potential conflict of interest was reported
by the author.

47



MAGDALENA Bis

K1930WW10)
‘ ca. skoains ¢ . 1€81="0 491 | IMISIA 3e]
000T SDISAONNZ 1866 SDIsA0NZ “30 s< 1uowdojoAap umoy [ea130j00eY0IE 8661 -9661 dull o) Jo puo eruenyy| ystmof wwoww_mﬂ\m 8
VINVAHLI'T

. SUOIIBABIXO 0,81 9P Jo | uoI3ay uela ourg

1102 BAIMIN 89 wouido[aAdp UMmO3 onosal 0toc SPPIW — ((,) w1 | -BION YINOS IeoU AOYAR[S L
'610C BAOSBJOH — SISAU[} Jo[oydeq SUOIIBABIXD . B uoI3oy

paystqndun {56-46 ‘000 PRUS PUB JPWZL) & yawdogRaap tmoy onosar | 3661 28T Toll onowo|Q rofisord | 9
BAOSEB[OH "] WOJJ UONBULIOJUI — paysijqndun | umousun umowyun suoneAgoxs 0202 0 40T w81 UOIBAY | 13213 BAOULIAN S

: : : onosaI onowo[Q — A0IOI]

€00C unogeiq uowdooAap UMO! suoysgaadns ) PRz e mamw Mowm
£200z unoJe1 00z unodeiq <39 0c Y 19A9p ) [es130[09eyOIR 9eol w01 [enua) VISR B M:%m M 14

"'S10T ‘T 39 ye[equik) ‘4 1(C BAOYNUEBIS pue sKoAIns P 107-8002 (wn.ioavpnp
Ne[equikd (€ 10T pAONURIS ([ [0T BASIIPO 1o0b JuowdopaAdp U0} [eo15o[oaeydIe | 0007-L661 SLPT—bST BIYO9Z) SHIOF]) ¢

1102 Merequik) 1107 BAOSI[[BA\ W[OS ‘SUOTJBABOXD | | . [enua) UdpIeD) YSIMI[

£600T BAOSI[[BA\ TW]OS ‘866 BAOSI[[RA\ 39 onosoy | 8L61-0L61 oy L, — on3erq

. SUOIIBABIXO 3 ST oy Jo 9491 9y} Jo BIYOIZ) B

600 BUIO 6l 1uowidojoAap umoy onosor | £00C900C 101enb o7 | J[BY ] — D uS] woIsam UZa1qod —Uas[id | ¢
“T€1 ‘68-L8 ‘000T ©4Z8y201d 94 Juowdo[aAdp umo) suotsthsadns 88611861 (@) PSPI=04€1 poIBay uEta 12208 I

[eo130[09eyOIR -RIOJAl [INOS oupeyN — oulg

VIHOAZD
SO e | eor-1s | 1012 paud Aapomad R
= = <
-un 1o () wry adA, aReq PAI2A0ISIq JAOYAA : £edo|
T Pl 111 dnoxs | 11 dnoan |1 dnoan Suneq diysapoarop 0N
SOATI3 PIGRUIPI YOIBIsY £1939U13)

/ PAIIAOGISIP JO JdqUINU [)0],

'S9)1S JNOQE UOIBULIOFUT UTBWI PUE ‘SIINUNO0d UeddoIny [enud)) ul A[[eorSo[0oeyoIe PojeSIISOAUT SOLIOJUID YSIMI[ PAISISI JO ISIT 7 A[qeL

0
<t



THE STATE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH ON JEWISH CEMETERIES IN CENTRAL EUROPE. A NEW APPROACH

suorsiarodns drysapoAIon oong 0391qo0r
"8S1-LS1 ‘0TOT Pisme[org | umouyun yuowdo[eAdp umo) - 900¢ 0 y0C0S81 puejod 12208 421 L1
: : [es130[09ByOIR — ouzarun)
19)ea1D)
79 ‘P10T Dismodjelig adogs suon | 1661-8861 0 481 drysapoAtop —
. 9661 Em\,wo%oi pue Emavoﬁox OL¥L 33 I0ALI 31} JO PI[SPUT] | -BALIXD ANOSA ‘1161 —wll oW J 0T w9l | UeIuRISWOq peu ukziqo 91
€661 ANPleH 11661 BYSUIWES (1661 JoUBM] JO J1BY (T —uerAeAny|
‘01 ‘L10T ‘T8 10 ejAZS—Zo1malseueqg ¢ SaLIEPUNOQ AIOJOWO _woﬂwoﬁwwwmwﬂ“ 910z 2077181 diysopoarop —
< . : wUl™
910 '€ 10 DISMOIJ0IJ PuE SNIT]A JO uonRUILIANP (OAISPATI-TOU urqny
diysapoalo,
‘9L61 esuAzpng ¥ Arojoud ystmar SUOTIBABIXD | 9/61-SL61 A mM:Mu&oW eIuApa) | I
. o jo uonerofdxa : o} JO J1eY g : 1soM :
S00T BYSWIBNIS-TYsMoI0 61-C1 10od Surwims SUOIJBABIXD drysapoatop
‘6661 ZOIMABYIESI] (€L-TL ‘€661 AnpleH Y08 e ' SL6I-IL6I 040791 | UeIUBIOWOJ | Dismefny] 9sazig | €1
96L61 vA0Ia3ATY ‘B6L6T BAOIOSOTY © 30 toponsuos onosal —ueIARANY]
SAQAInS 0 07— 461 | diysopoarop 19348
. _ 3 pUC Yy v :
00%-L6€ "0TOT J21eupag | umouyun 1uowdo[eAdp umo) [eo1S0j0oyoe 010T 1 JO 318y [ unqn foryorudouoyy | 1
. . — lerogpg
joAdZyBW
a1} JO UOTJBAOUDI suorsiazadns 2202
: odzg | umouyun
€e0e Aezs o pue A1030w20 9y | [eo130[09kYdIE | (6T0T—9T10T (eymouseq)
JO UOTIBIO)SAI ~ drysopoAtop A1210U10)
SwoISAS 0681-2SL1 anyse[pod [edtuiqqey I
‘SUIO9Y)0J ISMIZOIRY] o3emas Arejues suorsiazadns — YojsArerg
$901-€01 ‘STOT ‘T& 12 BYSMAzZoIeY] €l JO uononnsuod | [eor3ojoaeyoIe 010z
UOTJBAOUDI J321)S
Te1e” “Te 10 emA L -y1so w9ISAS [euLIaY) suorsiazodns 2 u61-(2) dIysapoArop -
¢e-1€°000C T TIAL-ISOD S MO} JO UOTONISU0d | [earSojoaeyore 6661 w6 &) wll wqny SISe[pod ereld | 01
Suipping Vg6l 2y Jo
. Ayqroey a1eoy)jedy suorsiazadns Suruuidaq | diysopoarop
900 Pismazselieiy £ € Jo suonepunoy | [eor3o[oaeyoie 92002 — 0491 9y urqny ofepd | 6
9} Jo uonensur JOJIBY puC
ANVT0d
umouy o e i jaed JNEIETIIER] ey
= = <
-un Jo () wry adAy, e PAI3A03SIQ J[OYA * Aypesoy
dnou dnou dno. : diysapoaio, :
s2un0g Al dnois I D | 11 D |1 D Suneq 1Y SOPOAIOA ON
SIATIS PIYUIP! YOIBISNY A1939U19)

/ PIIIA0ISIP JO JdqUINU [B)0],

49



MAGDALENA Bis

Spompu suorstAradns 0 461 Y1 Jo JRENIN
. £ L )l
00T PISMOIIOIM Mﬂ%hﬂﬂwﬂwm [eo130[09eyOIE oz Surtuuidaq | diysopoArop BYORZRIS pUR
JO 10! — 0Ll oy urqn | 1001s eMopoISQ §¢
"TTOT PIAQRZ “L1-91 “6661 DISMOIYIIAN woysAs Surquinid | suorstatedns 5 o TIe ’ — yusery
{95661 DISMOIYIIA ‘BSEET DISMOIYIIA 9 UMO) JO UOIONISU0D | [eOIS0[03BYDIE 7661 w6l-wLll FOHEY mT s
. . soLIEpuUNoq AI9)owao ) 0,07 | diysopoarop
11 ‘6107 ‘T8 3@ qnjon | umouun [ ——— QAISBAUI-UOU 8107 — 0581 Joy® unqny mejskusery] | ¢
€079 uopi1e3 9]qea3oA
. oy ¢ . ® JO JUSWIYSI[qRISd SUOIJBABIXD . V8-l | . . diysopoatop
Eow Mwnsv_wﬂw_ .mmmommo €661 %M.mm%m% 11 pus sousy sued e onosox | 686178861 |y oy | 20T (&) w91 svjoedrEypog UAZoISEry | €7
¢ [ pue &y S -6861 &Y S 1O UOTONISUOD
. PLAZO punoigAerd jooyos suorsiazodns D6l
800C Etmz0r t< 1) JO UOTJBSTUIOPOUI |  [BOISO[0EBYOIE 800c o4} Jo o[ppru diysapoAtop
—Og91epjo; - s:n._:u_ Aujoq zorunzeyy | ¢g
. c Surp[mng [00yos ay) Jo suoisiatadns SuruuiSoq 10 o :
G 910W00] PUB ¢ 00T JBIMZO[ | umouun wonosjoxd exmgonys | [eorSojoseyome 00T em._ o.sCo puo
SAoAIns
K1910W00 UTYIIM diysopoArop
‘ ‘ pue s3ur[Lp .
LS1-9ST "020T Bismefalg -G10¢ zotmasued 9< Uo1EOO] IARIT SSBW [e1S0] oom.s”.u e | S10C-¥10C V0T w61 UBISO[IS | BIQD BUUSIWEY | [T
Jo uoneurwelep | 10MOT
‘OAISBAUT-UOU
SOARIS A} JO
uononnsap [enusjod
o uo joeduwr oy
- ‘W 0 40T 81 | dIYsOpOATOA
SUIOdYI0] ISMIZOIEY] PUR GG 1/FH6] WOL | QAISBAUI-UOU €202 U 10 12 0T SMSEIpOd auqempar | 0g
SUOTIBOYI}I0) P[oY o :
UBWLION) JO SOI[AI
Jo uoneoynuopt
10ong AIIJip
‘KoAIns ay) Jo Kq-Ae[ snq e suoisiazodns drysopoAton pue DHIMZ —
v eo - 1oc V0T wLll puejod TosTan 6l
Joyjne oY) WOy UONBUWLIOJUI 6€ TT10T Jejmed Jo uononysuod | [eo130[0deYOIR ysjodojorm
1918310)
S1ZPO16)
soneIS (¢) yuowd[nas paynoy @) diysapoArop
"6L-8L ‘€661 ANPleH “LT1 ‘€561 19SUSH (210405 [eAdIpour A[1ed SUonEeABOXd 8761 [eadtpour | (¢) 9€81 1oy puejod () oxs19D | 81
ue Jo uonjelo[dxo —sod 19)8210)
SO oo p | sor-is | 1012 paud Aaomad woiou /
= = <
-un 1o ( wry adAy, Aeq Pa12A03SIq I[0YAM : Aedoy
dnou dnou dnou diysapoaio,
a2um0g Al dnoin I D | 11 D |1 D Supeq IYSOPOAIOA “ON
$9Av.I3 PayLuapl Y21e3sY JSEIEIEl)

/ PIIIA0ISIP JO JdqUINU [B)0],

50



THE STATE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH ON JEWISH CEMETERIES IN CENTRAL EUROPE. A NEW APPROACH

uorsiazadns 0 w0T 2w 0 drysapoArop 19948
*G 9J0Ul00J PUE ‘7G-S “Y10T T8 10 IISWO] | umousjun (¢) yuawdororap umoy Eo_wm?ogo% 1961 Suruurdoq olom &ﬁ:.uom eysyofaISer | ¢
—0CLI o —Jjoueg
sKoAIns 7861
€op ¢ BYSMO)RUINS[-IAZO[IH pue JUSWIS[)AS PAYIHIO . drysapoaro,
£0v s661 = P vm IH D e payniey UOLBOYLIdA | 6L61-8L6I [eASIpaW | " 8] — "0 I HISSPOROA .
[9SUOH <76-16 ‘€661 AnpleH sk €< [eAdtpow A[1ed SUOLEABOXD 66l Jysod | oy 3o gpey u puejoq (¢) ouzoBoy | €€
$G12-90C ‘6861 AMIIOU) ZE6T BPRIRA ue jo uorjeropdxa B . IO I 19)B3IN)
: : anosar ‘161
0T
(Koaans ayy Jo SaLIEPUNOQ AIOJOUWI0 ) . v diysopoArop BYOJIMOZBIN
JOUINE JY}) ZOIMIIZPUAY Y WOIJ UOTIRULIOJuT 6v9 JO uonRUNUINAP oAIseATuoU feoz O w81 3 UBIAOSBIA MOnSQ (42
JO 9peIdp i
A12190120 B diysopoaro D{SAZI03d1M
"€20T Usjog pue [AISI3] | umoudun :oMWM%MMHWHMW QAISBAUL-UOU | €Z0T ‘#10T D w0Cwll o_v_mMNvWﬁ?\W & oow_Bwh.ﬁan 53
-18-98 ‘€661 INPIEH ‘RET-LET xo[dwod JuowaIIes drysopoATop
‘ _ o cary e | UASOWUN [eAQIpOW A[169 | ((,) SUOIEABOXD 9761 $ w91 /ST puejod Huoqo | 0¢
0861 BYSMOJRUIND-IOZO[IH] Pue [dSUSH “3'2 ue Jo uoneioldxa Tovearn
suIpiing uorsiazodns 0 w61 — 9481 | drysopoarop IOQTMOZEIN
6L-]] ¢ nysmoyely ¢ DISMONAIUD 20 ® JO sUOrEpUNO Bk WOl ™ : : S
6L-8L 10T P{SMONRIL] -T66 ] H{SMONAIUSH L oﬁwo :oszmm:ow [eo1S0j0oyoIe 661 O JO JIY T ueIAOSEIY MO 6¢
8L0L Asajourao : K - dIysapoAro,
¢ Dsmoyelt] 98-¢g ¢ B ¢ ® BAJIPOW A[IBD SUOIIBABOXD : : SIOTWON
10T PISMONfRILA *98-68 €661 NP ‘6T 00Z1 [eAdIpaw A} ! w%f%ﬂ u%wo %hﬁ P %ow JsIoT | 87
‘6861 DISMONR(L ‘9711 ‘8861 Dismofelif 8- ue Jo uoneiojdxa ’ o
pare A12j91100 suorsiarddns
"8G 107 NAzZowy L 0 oy ur JuowdAed pue ?oﬂwo.?omaoé $10T
SIIE)S JO UOTJONIISUO0D :
'910T JAZoBY L Q5107 NAZoey L Tem A10)owad suorsiazedns | 9107—S102
10T JAZoeN L, (€ 10T JHAzoe L, 0 oy Sutiredar | [edrSojodeyore | (€107-C10T 0€81 | drysopoatop o
"020T BfeMZOY PUe JOPRIMZPIIN (0L61 —SSSI/I¥ST B unqny | I — urqny
“610T YOPBIMZPIIN ‘0L-€9 “¥10T PISMONfell JUSUISNAS PAYIIOH| 1y o oreneoxs | 9/61—bL61 w6l
‘10T MAZOOH 79-09 ‘010T '[& 0 BHIAZS 0sced [eAdIpow Ajred | " onosox | ¢ 2961 “Op61 oy} Jo jrey
-zoumaIseueq ‘p8-18 ‘€661 INPleH ‘87-9¢ ue jo uonerojdxa | | ' s1=0 491
6861 DISMONR(L] {01~ ‘8861 Dismoelig “5o son
yred s,uepiof pajreo 9 w61 A JO
8661 JNOPLIMZPIIN | umousun -0s e ‘yred umoy NMMMMMQMH 8661 Suruuidaq — o &ﬁoﬂw>ﬂ> MmoueqnT| 97
) JO UONEBSI[B}IAI [Eot50103eY w91 9y Jo pud 1
— 051 001-1S 101< Hed Aomu uoI3ay /
= = <
-un Jo () wry adAy, e PAI3A03SIQ J[OYA * Aypesoy
d d d : d :
s2un0g Al dnois III dno.ty | Jf dnoxd | | dnory Suneq IYSIPOAIOA ON
SIATIS PIYUIP! YOIBISNY A1939U19)

/ PIIIA0ISIP JO JdqUINU [B)0],

51



MAGDALENA Bis

/ PIIIA0ISIP JO JdqUINU [B)0],

QIMONISEIFUL
79 ¢ ‘[€ 39 BpNYAZS-ZOIMIISBUR! UOT}EOIUNUITIIOII[S suoysiatadns ) umouwun drysapoAtop BAMEPO
C9 "810T '[e 19 BINYAZS-ZIIMAl d C 1ol [} [eo1S0[0oryoIe L10T w9l xl wqng POIM | TF
JO uonoNISu0d
] . . . x9[duIod JuowaI3es 0 91— wS1
08-6L ‘10T PISMONfRlL 11668 ‘€661 JINPleH SUOHBABOXD drysapoAtop
‘ m SL [eAQIPIW A]1E3 L861-9861 1079 461 (¢) seoruum | ¢
9861 BYSMOIBM], /86 BYSMOIBM], ue jo uoneioldxa anosax oSl aDISAZIOIING
SUOIIBABOXD
‘ . ) drysopoAtop
"LTOT D{SMOYOBIA pue stgf 0S juswdo[aAsp umo} anosar | 10T *110T 9 w0T—wLll S — MOISIM | OF
SOAISBAUL-UOU :
1010w UIyIM
drysopoATop eyozIRZ
*L10T eoujomép | umouwyun UOI}BO0] dARIS Ssewt QAISBAUI-UOU L10T 0 407981 80 6€
urqny —eotujomb g\
JO uOnRUILIANP
10A9Z)eW
9y} JO UOT)BAOUDI
: 1ouSep 770z es[esns pue A1930W90 oY) JO SUOHBABOX? diysapoalop | 1991 emodoyO
ceoe ’ umowyun ondsal| (0T woly 0 ylT9081 ' . 8¢
$7T0T D[SMOYZOZSET pue YAZoIeua| uoneIoIsal {(xXj pue | UBIAOSBJA — BMBZSIBA
‘OAISEAUT-UOU
11011SIp) A1930W00 : :
oy Jo SuIp1ooax
QARIS S,UI0)S "V 10F
Surmyoress 4orozyewr SUOTIBABOXO
*7C0T S1UPOIg BU dJRIJ BMBZSIBA
umouwyun a1} JO UOTJBAOUDI anosal | [Z0Z woij
2707 193ep pue es[e3ng ‘YAzoreud| .
pue A10jowa0 Y} | ‘QAISBAUI-UOU o drysopoAtop ouporg
JO UOI}eI0)SAI w0C w81 UBIAOSEJA — BMBZSIBA\ Lg
sKoAIns
: SI SoHEpuUNOq A1d30uad eo130[008YOIE ¢
rocstd 0l 0 UOHEUILLIAOP ﬁ, 1501098 110T -010T
‘OATSEAUT-UOU
JUSWI[}19S PAYILIO) diysopoarop
‘0% ¢ ysmopelig <c6-€6 ¢ nple SUOIJBARIXD BAJIPIW
@Mvwo_mmdwﬂ MMOM%ﬁM&EmMﬁMMWMM% me EMMMME: feAdtpou Ajea . anosax L961 : \.Mvmom 2 w0TTu91 putIod weIs | 9t
' : : ue Jo uonero[dxa 10)ea1D)
JEERIS
*SUIUIOOY}I0] 1SMIZOIL SaLIEPUNOq K190 . diysapoaro, BU[OJ 1991
Jmoat o) Ut bl I Hepanoa aAIseAwI-uou | /10 ‘S10T D407-a8T | oPOMOA 10d 12388 | o¢
L6E-76€ "0T0T oteupag | umowun JO uoneuruiaiop anyse[pod ZSNIosO3]
9zoKjerudrg
SO oo p | sor-is | 1012 paud Aaomad woiou /
= = <
-un 1o () wry adAT, e PAI2A0ISI(Q JMOYA\ : Ayedoy
dnoux dnoux dnoux diysapoaio,
a2um0g Al dnoin 11 D 1I D (1 D Supeq IYSIPOAIOA “ON
SOATIB PIYRUIPI Y2Ieasay A1939u13)

52



THE STATE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH ON JEWISH CEMETERIES IN CENTRAL EUROPE. A NEW APPROACH

"0JIS QU UO PAIDAOISIP AIOM SIABIS SnOIOWNU AIOA, ‘€ ‘6L61 [950 PUe IOAZSNPIIZ( 0) SUIPIOIOR — 4y yy

"PAYIBAUN UG ALY SUTRTIAT UBWINT SNOISWNT, {UOTJRULIOJUI ) ST ‘p6€ ‘0T0T JOIRUPIG UT — 4

'saAeI§ ¢ suonuawr uonedrqnd oY) ‘S1Z-90T ‘6861 AMI[IOUD) UL — 4

“JUSWIA[IIAS
pue A19JoWdd — 4 ‘ou 18 ‘dIYSIPOAIOA SD[SAZIN0IANMS ‘AJUNOI MOZSE)S “QUNUIWIOD IR0 ‘DTB[IA BOIUUIA\ ST UONJEIO] JUSLIND JOILI0D U} 031ULlOd SE PaIsI| SI A3[eo0] oy “(08-6L ‘+107) uoneorqnd s, ysmodjpeli] ur — ,

"UrepIaoun A10)oWa9 JO UOHBIYNUIPI [eImnd — (()

. . 10ong Andory

‘¢- SOLIBpUNOQ AI3)OWad skorns O w0T = O ull drysapoAtop pue 310on§
. . . < sEve umouyun o UONEUILIAI [ed13o[ooryOIR 910T Jo SumumSeqio| - uian worezkues | ST

ST-¥1 "L10T 'Te 39 BfYAZS-ZoIMalseueyq JO uoheultiLIOp SOAISEAUI-UOU 2491 JO pud nqng OjuezAjred

. ! — 9sowez

"L10T M{smonold ‘78-08
“P10T Dismoype(i 198-68 ‘€661 JINPlEH TE-0¢ adoys SUOLBALOXD €L61 . . (s drysapoAIop Sozsk
‘6861 PISMONRIL €€-LT ‘8861 MIsmodfe(i] ov I9ALL 31} JO SPI[Spue| onosax | <161 €961 a9t 261D ST osepy POISOZSEM | v¥
“L86T PISMONOL] 19LT YL6T VI
sKaalns
dIysapoArop

’ dojoAsp umo) Jonmagret L10T €102 9S81-TLLI UeIsoIg 12208 BLBAO (34

L10T Ry 00z ®° Juswdor {SUOTJBABOXD ’ s — MBFOOIM

: 10MOT
anosax
UMW oo r | oor-1s | 1012 pnd Aiajouiad woiSou /
= - <
-un Jo () wry adAy, e PAI3A03SIQ J[OYA * Aypedo
d d d : d
s2umog AI dnoas II1 dnox) | T dnoxd | | dnoxd Suneq TYSIPOATOA oN
SIATIS PIYHUIPI YOIBISNY A1939U19)

/ PIIIA0ISIP JO JdqUINU [B)0],

53



MAGDALENA Bis

REFERENCES

Adamska D. 2018. W sprawie lokalizacji cmentarzy zydowskich na sredniowiecznym Slgsku. “Kwartalnik
Historii Kultury Materialnej” 66(1), 3-19.

Bataban M. 1906. Zydzi lwowscy na przetomie XVI¢* i XVII° wieku. Monografie z Historyi Zydéw w Pol-
sce 3. Lwow.

Bataban M. 1929. Zabytki historyczne Zydéw w Polsce oraz Sprawozdanie Instytutu Nauk Judaistycznych
w Warszawie za lata akademickie 1927/28—1928/29. Warszawa.

Banasiewicz-Szykuta E., Golub I., Grochecki K., Koman W., Maczka G., Wetoszka B. 2010. Sprawozda-
nie z dziatalnosci w zakresie ochrony zabytkow archeologicznych w wojewodztwie lubelskim w 2009
roku. “Wiadomos$ci Konserwatorskie Wojewddztwa Lubelskiego™ 12, 7-76.

Banasiewicz-Szykuta E., Gotub 1., Koman W., Maczka G., Zieniuk P. 2017. Sprawozdanie z dziatalnosci
w zakresie ochrony zabytkow archeologicznych w 2016 roku. “Wiadomos$ci Konserwatorskie Woje-
wodztwa Lubelskiego™ 19, 7-61.

Banasiewicz-Szykuta E., Gotub 1., Koman W., Maczka G., Zieniuk P. 2018. Sprawozdanie z dziatalnosci
w zakresie ochrony zabytkow archeologicznych na terenie woj. lubelskiego w 2017 roku. “Wiadomo-
$ci Konserwatorskie Wojewddztwa Lubelskiego” 20, 7-77.

Bar-Levav A. 2002. We are where we are not: the cemetery in Jewish culture. In: R. Margolin, H. Weiss
(eds.), The Thirteenth World Congress of Jewish Studies. The Possessions of Arms and Military Ser-
vice of Jews from Ancient Rome to the Age of Enlightenment. Jewish Studies 41. Jerusalem, 15-46.

Bar-Levav A. 2014. Jewish Attitudes Towards Death: A Society Between Time, Space and Texts. In: S. C. Reif,
A. Lehnardt, A. Bar-Levav (eds.), Death in Jewish Life. Burial and Mourning Customs Among Jews of
Europe and Nearby Communities. Berlin, 3-15.

Bednarek M. 2020. Sytuacja prawna cmentarzy zydowskich w Polsce 1944-2019. Krakoéw, Budapeszt,
Syrakuzy.

Bergman E., Jagielski J. 2012. Slady obecnosci. Synagogi i cmentarze. In: F. Tych, M. Adamczyk-
-Garbowska (eds.), Nastepstwa zagtady Zydéw Polska 1944-2010. Lublin, 471-491.

Bielawski K. 2020. Zaglada cmentarzy zZydowskich. Biblioteka ,,Wigzi” 359. Warszawa.

Bielawski K. 2022. O zagtadzie cmentarzy zZydowskich w Polsce. In: B. Imiotczyk, J. Troszczynska-Reyman,
T. J. Zielinski (eds.), Uszanujmy zmarlych. Problematyka ochrony starych cmentarzy i perspektyw
prawa pogrzebowego. Warszawa, 47-60.

Bis W. 2011. Sprawozdanie z sondazowych badan archeologicznych w rejonie cmentarza zZydowskiego
w Warszawie na rogu ulic Sw. Wincentego i Rogowskiej. Warszawa. Typescript held by the author.

Bis W., Wigckowski W. 2017. Cmentarz zydowski w Wegrowie w Swietle sondazowych badan archeolo-
gicznych. “Rocznik Liwski” 9, 109-129.

Borkovsky 1. 1948. Pohrebiste obchodnikii z doby kniZeci v Praze — I. “Slavia Antiqua” 1, 460-484.

Borowska-Struginska B. 2004. Charakterystyka antropologiczna wybranej populacji zamieszkujqcej te-
reny Brzescia Kujawskiego w okresie od XVI do XIX wieku. £.6dz. Typescript in the Archive of Uni-
versity of Lodz.

Borowska-Struginska B. 2005. Uwagi na temat niektorych elementow obrzgdku pogrzebowego ludnosci
zydowskiej pochowanej na cmentarzysku w Brzesciu Kujawskim. In: W. Dzieduszycki, J. Wrzesinski
(eds.), Do, ut des — dar, pochowek, tradycja. Funeralia Lednickie. Spotkanie 7. Poznan, 233-237.

Borsky M. 2005. Synagogue Architecture in Slovakia. Towards Creating a Memorial Landscape of Lost Com-
munity. Heidelberg. Typescript of PhD Dissertation in the Hochschule fiir Jiidische Studien, Heidelberg.

Borzyminska Z. 2014. Szmul Zbytkower i jego Chewra Kadisza (Swiete Bractwo). In: Z. Borzyminska
(ed.), Odkrywanie zydowskiej Pragi. Studia i materialy. Warszawa, 68-91.

Budzynska J. 1976. Badania wykopaliskowe w Cedyni. “Przeglad Antropologiczny” 42(2), 306.

Cebula R. 2011. Ochrona prawna cmentarza zZydowskiego w polskim porzqdku prawnym. In: D. Rozmus,
S. Witkowski (eds.), Zydzi na Gérnym Slgsku i Zagtebiu Dgbrowskim. Historia, kultura, zagadnienia
konserwatorskie. Krakow, 193-200.

Cemetery. 2007. Cemetery. In: F. Skolnik (ed.), Encyclopaedia Judaica. Second Edition. Vol. 4: Blu-Cof.
Detroit, 538-539.

Cluse Ch. 2018. The Jews of Medieval Ashkenaz: Topographies of Memory. In: Rostros judios del Occi-
dente medieval. XLV Semana Internacional de Estudios Medievales. Estella-Lizarra 17/20 de julio de
2018. Navarra, 137-165.

54



THE STATE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH ON JEWISH CEMETERIES IN CENTRAL EUROPE. A NEW APPROACH

Cnotliwy E. 1989. Grodziska wezesnosredniowieczne w poludniowej czesci wojewodztwa pilskiego. Wyn-
iki badan weryfikacyjnych. “Slavia Antiqua” 32(1989-1990), 171-240.

Colomer L. 2013. The Archaeology of Ancient Jewish Burial Grounds: between the Demands of Religion
and the Res Publica. In: L. Colomer (ed.), Archaeological Intervention on Historical Necropolises.
Jewish Cemeteries. Barcelona, 335-345.

Cymbalak T. 2011. Spdlena, Purkynova, Viadislavova, Charvatova ulice ppc. 725/1 — Copa Centrum
Narodni. “Prazsky sbornik historicky” 39, 455-459.

Cymbalak T., Statikova V. 2014. Zidovskd zahrada na Novém Mésté prazském. Posledni poznatky na
zakladeé archeologického vyzkumu. “Staleta Praha” 30(2), 86-110.

Cymbalak T., Staitkova V., Polakovi¢ D. 2015. The Jewish Garden in the New Town of Prague. New les-
sons learned from the archaeological investigations undertaken by the National Heritage Institute in
the Capital City of Prague. In: E. Dolezalova et al. (eds.), Juden in der mittelalterlichen Stadt. Jews
in the medieval Town. Colloquia mediaevalia Pragensia 7. Prague, 149-168.

Czwojdrak D. 2009. Ktodki grobowe z cmentarza zydowskiego w Osiecznej. “Zeszyty Osieckie” 19, 28-32.

Cizméi Z., Smid M. 2000. Vyvoj Prostéjova v archeologickych a historickych pramenech v obdobi 10.-
16. stoleti. “Archaeologia historica” 25(1), 77-102.

Delekta J. 1932. Grodzisko wczesnosredniowieczne w Rogoznie w pow. obornickim (wojew. poznanskiem).
“Z Otchtani Wiekow” 7(2-3), 37-43.

Dragoun Z. 2000. Pdamatkovy zakon a pripad Zidovského hibitova v Praze 1 — Viadislavové ulici. “Arche-
ologické rozhledy” 52(3), 447-452.

Dragoun Z. 2002. K otdzce tzv. pohiebiste cizich kupcit v Bartoloméjské ulici na Starém Meste prazském.
In: C. Busko, J. Klapste, L. Leciejewicz, S. Mozdzioch (eds.), Civitas & villa. Miasto i wies w Sred-
niowiecznej Europie Srodkowej. Wroctaw, Praha, 235-240.

Dragoun Z. 2003. Zdachranny vyzkum ve Staronové synagoze v Praze a posouzeni jeho vysledkii z hlediska
etnickeho urceni zdejsiho osidleni. “Archaeologia historica” 28(1), 255-266.

Dzieduszycki W., Fogel J. 1979. Gréd wezesnosredniowieczny w Sremie. “Slavia Antiqua” 26, 34-43.

Fenton M. 2021. The Lives of the Dead in the Medieval Ashkenaz. In: E. Baumgarten, 1. Noy (eds.), In and
Out, Between and Beyond. Jewish Daily Life in Medieval Europe. Jerusalem, 101-105.

Fiedler J. 1994. History and Types of Czech Cemeteries. In: S. Gruber, Ph. Myers, Survey of Historic Jew-
ish Monuments in the Czech Republic. A Report to the United States Commission for the Preservation
of America’s Heritage Abroad, Jewish Heritage Council, World Monuments Fund. New York, 42-46.

Fijatkowski P. 1984. Archeologia zydowska w Polsce. “Problemy. Miesi¢cznik popularno-naukowy” 460
(November), 39-41.

Fijatkowski P. 1985. Archeologia Judaica. “Biuletyn Informacyjny Zarzadu Muzeoéw i Ochrony Zabyt-
kow” 157 (April — May — June), 105-108.

Fijatkowski P. 1988. Obrzqdek pogrzebowy Zydéw Polskich w okresie nowozytnym w swietle badar ar-
cheologicznych. Warszawa. Typescript in the Archive of Faculty of Archaeology Warsaw University.

Fijatkowski P. 1989. Obrzgdek pogrzebowy Zydéw polskich w swietle badan archeologicznych. O potrze-
bie badar archeologicznych nad historiq i kulturq Zydéw w Polsce. “Biuletyn Zydowskiego Instytutu
Historycznego” 1989(3), 25-42.

Fijatkowski P. 1995. Poczqtki obecnosci Zydéw w Polsce (X — XIII wiek). In: Z. Borzyminska (ed.), Studia
z dziejow Zydow w Polsce 1. Warszawa, 13-26.

Fijatkowski P. 2003. Obrzedy pogrzebowe zydow polskich w XVI-XIX w. w swietle badan archeologicz-
nych. In: W. Dzieduszycki, J. Wrzesinski (eds.), Kobieta — Smier¢é — Mezczyzna. Funeralia Lednickie.
Spotkanie 5. Poznan, 361-371.

Fijatkowski P. 2014. Uchwytne archeologicznie elementy Zydowskiego obrzqdku pogrzebowego na zie-
miach polskich w XVI-XIX wieku. Konfrontacja ze zZrodtami historycznymi i etnograficznymi. “Kwar-
talnik Historii Zydow” 2014(1), 60-98.

Goldberg-Mulkiewicz O. 1986. Obrzedy zatobne i pogrzebowe Zydéw polskich. “Polska Sztuka Ludowa”
40(1-2), 103-107.

Gotub 1., Koman W., Wtodarczyk D., Zieniuk P. 2019. Sprawozdanie z dzialalnosci w zakresie ochrony
zabytkow archeologicznych na terenie woj. lubelskiego w 2018 roku. “Wiadomosci Konserwatorskie
Wojewddztwa Lubelskiego” 21, 7-86.

Gosik-Tytuta B., Gotub 1., Koman W., Wetoszka B. 2000. Sprawozdanie z archeologicznych prac konser-
watorskich. “Wiadomosci Konserwatorskie Wojewodztwa Lubelskiego™ 2, 17-87.

55



MAGDALENA Bis

Grabolle R. 2013. The Archaeology of Judaism in the Czech Republic and Slovakia. Paper for the Six-
teenth World Congress of Jewish Studies, July 28 — August 1, 2013. https://www.academia.edu.
Available on-line 14.03.2023.

Gruber R. E. 2012. Dziedzictwo zydowskie w Polsce. Poland Jewish Heritage. In: W. Litwin, M. Przybyto-Ibadullajev
(eds.), Ochrona dziedzictwa zydowskiego w Polsce. Preserving Jewish Heritage in Poland. Warszawa, 15-19.
Gruber S. D. 2005. Jewish Cemeteries, Synagogues, and Mass Grave Sites in Ukraine. United States

Commission for the Preservation of America’s Heritage Abroad. Washington.

Gruber S., Myers Ph. 1994. Survey of Historic Jewish Monuments in the Czech Republic. A Report to
the United States Commission for the Preservation of America’s Heritage Abroad, Jewish Heritage
Council, World Monuments Fund. New York.

Gruber S., Myers Ph., Bergman E., Jagielski J. 1995. Survey of Historic Jewish Monuments in Poland.
A Report to the United States Commission for the Preservation of America s Heritage Abroad, Jewish
Heritage Council World Monuments Fund. Revised Second Edition. New York.

Hajduk M. 1993. Cmentarze zZydowskie w badaniach archeologicznych. Podsumowanie dotychczasowego
stanu badan. Warszawa. Typescript in the Archive of the Faculty of Archaeology, University of Warsaw.

Harck O. 2004. Die archéologischen Funde zur Jiidischen Geschichte in Mitteleuropa — ein Uberblick.
In: E. Wamers, F. Backhaus (eds.), Synagogen, Mikwen, Siedlungen Jiidisches Alltagsleben im Lichte
neuer archdologischer Funde. Frankfurt am Main, 25-40.

Henrykowski W. 1992. Stary cmentarz zydowski Makéw Mazowiecki, ul. Przasnyska 24, 1992.04.01.
Badanie ratownicze. Makow Mazowiecki. Typescript in the Archive of Heritage Documentation De-
partment, Jewish Historical Institute in Warsaw.

Hensel W. 1953. Studia nad osadnictwem Wielkopolski wezesnohistorycznej 3. Poznan.

Hensel W., Hilczer-Kurnatowska Z. 1980. Studia i Materialy do Osadnictwa Wielkopolski Wczesnohisto-
rycznej 5. Wroctaw.

Hensel W., Hilczer-Kurnatowska Z. 1995. Studia i Materialy do Osadnictwa Wielkopolski Wczesnohisto-
rycznej 7. Poznan.

Hoczyk S. 2012. Badania archeologiczne osadnictwa wczesnosredniowiecznego na wzgorzu Grodzisko
(Kirkut) w Lublinie w 1968 roku. “Studia i Materiaty Lubelskie” 16, 167-206.

Holasova T. 2019. Nejstarsi zidovsky hrbitov v Prostéjové. Olomouc. Bachelor thesis. Univerzita Palacké-
ho v Olomouci Filozoficka fakulta Katedra historie — sekce archeologie. Olomouc.

Hondo L. 2016. Sposoby pochéwku Zydéw na przykiadzie krakowskich cmentarzy. In: D. Quirini-Poptawska,
L. Burkiewicz (eds.), Sacrum w miescie. Epoka nowozytna i czasy wspolczesne. Wymiar religijny,
kulturalny i spoteczny 2. Krakow, 233-244.

IA. 1974. Wyszogrod, pow. Plock. In: Informator Archeologiczny. Badania rok 1973. Warszawa, 276.

Iwanek B. 1991. Charakterystyka antropologiczna szkieletow zenskich z Dobrzynia n. Wistg. Torun. Ty-
pescript in the Archive of Nicolaus Copernicus University in Torun.

Jacobs J. 2008. Houses of Life. Jewish Cemeteries in Europe. London.

Jacobs M. 2011. The Heritage of Jewish Cemeteries in Europe. In: E. Bertele, J. Zieseme (eds.), Jiidische
Friedhéfe und Bestattungskultur in Europa. Jewish Cemeteries and Burial Culture in Europe. ICO-
MOS. Hefte des Deutschen Nationalkomitees 53. Berlin, 14-18.

Jagielski J. 1995. Cmentarze zydowskie w Polsce. In: Z. Borzyminska (ed.), Studia z dziejow Zydéw
w Polsce 1. Warszawa, 169-186.

Jagielski J. 2001. Cmentarze. In: J. Tomaszewski, A. Zbikowski (eds.), Zydzi w Polsce. Dzieje i kultura.
Leksykon. Warszawa, 66-74.

Kajalidis M. 2022. Komisja Rabiniczna do Spraw Cmentarzy. In: B. Imiotczyk, J. Troszczynska-Reyman,
T. J. Zielinski (eds.), Uszanujmy zmarlych. Problematyka ochrony starych cmentarzy i perspektyw
prawa pogrzebowego. Warszawa, 97-100.

Kameraz-Kos N. 2006. Swieta i obyczaje zydowskie. Warszawa.

Kaminska M. 1991. Charakterystyka antropologiczna szkieletow zenskich z Dobrzynia n. Wistg. Torun.
Typescript in the Archive of Nicolaus Copernicus University in Torun.

Karczewska M., Karczewski M., Karwowska H., Rusin K., Stankiewicz U., Wawrusiewicz A. 2015. Ar-
cheologia Bialegostoku. Biatystok.

Karczewski M. forthcoming. Archeologia grobow i cmentarzy historycznych w potnocno-wschodniej Pol-
sce. Biatystok.

Kichler J. 2017. Agonia cmentarza czyli rzecz o wroclawskim kirkucie. “Midrasz” 4(198), June/August, 30-42.

56



THE STATE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH ON JEWISH CEMETERIES IN CENTRAL EUROPE. A NEW APPROACH

Klimowicz T., Sygowski P., Tarajko M., Trzcinski A. 2018. Cmentarze zydowskie. Podrecznik dobrych
praktyk w ochronie dziedzictwa lokalnego. Lublin.

Kobylinski Z. 2023. Zrédla archeologiczne czy swiete kosci przodkéw: kulturowe uwarunkowania trakto-
wania szczqtkow ludzkich z wykopalisk. In: A. Staniewska, E. Domanska (eds.), Ekshumacje politycz-
ne: teoria i praktyka. Lublin, 198-224.

Komski A., Kurasinski T., Skora K. 2014. K#odki ze zniszczonego cmentarza sanockiego. Przyczynek do
badan nad zydowskq obrzedowoscig pogrzebowq w przesztosci. “Rocznik Sanocki” 11, 49-62.

Koztowski T., Florkowski A. 1996. Zmiany patologiczne narzqdu zucia ludnosci zydowskiej z Dobrzynia
nad Wislg (XIX-XX w.). In: A. Malinowski, B. Luczak, J. Grabowska (eds.), Antropologia a medycyna
i promocja zdrowia 1. L.6dz, 391-400.

Krajewska M. 1989. Cmentarze zydowskie w Polsce: nagrobki i epitafia. “Polska Sztuka Ludowa” 43(1-2),
27-44.

Krajewska M. 1993. Tribe of Stones. Jewish Cemeteries in Poland. Photographs, Text, Tombstone Rub-
bings and Selection of Mottoes. Introduction by R. Scharf, Warsaw.

Krawczyk M. 2012a. Historia Fundacji Ochrony Dziedzictwa Zydowskiego. History of the Foundation
of the Preservation of Jewish Heritage in Poland. In: W. Litwin, M. Przybylo-Ibadullajev (eds.),
Ochrona dziedzictwa zydowskiego w Polsce. Preserving Jewish Heritage in Poland. Warszawa, 7-13.

Krawczyk M. 2012b. Status prawny wiasnosci zydowskiej i jego wplyw na stosunki polsko-zydowskie.
In: F. Tych, M. Adamczyk-Garbowska (eds.), Nastepstwa zaglady Zydéw. Polska 1944-2010. Lublin,
687-713.

Kuzelka V. 2002. Vysledky antropologického vyzkumu ze stiedovékého zidovského pohrebisté na parce-
lach ¢p. 1390/11 a 76/11 ve Viadislavové ulici v Praze. “Archaeologica Pragensia” 16, 99-118.

Lenarczyk S., Laszczkowski M. 2022. 200 lat historii Warszawy w trzydziestu centymetrach ziemi. Cmen-
tarz na Okopowej, dzieje nekropoli poparte badaniami wykopaliskowymi. Paper for the conference
“Archaeology of Jewish Cemeteries in Central Europe” 14.03.2022, Warsaw.

Lenarczyk S., Sugalska M., Wagner M. 2022. Nekropola czy park miejski? Cmentarz na Brodnie, dzieje
dawne i najnowsze. Paper for the conference “Archaeology of Jewish Cemeteries in Central Europe”
14.03.2022, Warsaw.

Litwin W. 2012. Ochrona zabytkow kultury zZydowskiej w Polsce w swietle dzialan Fundacji Ochrony
Drziedzictwa Zydowskiego. Protecting Jewish Monuments in Poland — the activities of the Foun-
dation for the Preservation of Jewish Heritage in Poland. In: W. Litwin, M. Przybyto-Ibadullajev
(eds.), Ochrona dziedzictwa zydowskiego w Polsce. Preserving Jewish Heritage in Poland. War-
szawa, 25-49.

Matyaszewski M. 2006. Sprawozdanie z nadzoru archeologicznego nad pracami ziemnymi zwigzanymi
z izolacjq fundamentow budynku ZOZ przy ul. Bednarskiej 3, zlokalizowanego na dziatce nr 1285/1
potozonej w obrebie dawnego cmentarza zydowskiego w Betzycach. Lublin. Typescript in the Archive
of the Provincial Office for the Protection of Monuments in Lublin, No 19879.

Misiuk Z., Wrzosek J., Oniszczuk A., Sekuta M., Sabacinski M., Czajkowski K. 2020. Standardy prowa-
dzenia badan archeologicznych. Cz. 2. Badania inwazyjne lgdowe. “Kurier Konserwatorski” 18, 9-59.

Mitrus E., Piotrowski M., teams. 2016. Dokumentacja z geofizycznych badan magnetycznych oraz son-
dazowych badan archeologicznych wykonanych na dzialce nr 2153 przy ul. Polnej w Chodlu, pow.
Opole Lubelskie. Lublin. Typescript in the Archive of Provincial Office for the Protection of Monu-
ments in Lublin, No 28546.

Modrzewska K. 1955. Czaszka z monetami z XVIII wieku z Lublina-Kalinowszczyzny. “Wiadomosci Ar-
cheologiczne” 22(2), 214-216.

Mroczkowska A. 2016. Ochrona cmentarza zydowskiego w Sobieniach Jeziory w kontekscie dzialan in-
stytucjonalnych i praktyk spotecznych. “Rocznik Antropologii Historii” 6(9), 123-146.

Niedzwiadek R. 1998. Dokumentacja z nadzorow archeologicznych nad pracami ziemnymi zwigzanymi z
rewitalizacjg w tzw. ,, Ogrodku Jordanowskim™ w Lubartowie. Lublin. Typescript of the Author.

Niedzwiadek R. 2019. Lublin Wzgérze Grodzisko — Kirkut. Stan rozpoznania stanowiska. In: E. Bana-
siewicz-Szykuta (ed.), Grody Lubelszczyzny od XI do XIV wieku. Skarby z Przesztosci 20. Lublin,
233-257.

Niedzwiadek R., Rozwatka A. 2020. The Stronghold on Kirkut Hill in Lublin. The State of Recognition of
the Remains of the Former Stronghold and its Role in the Medieval Lublin Agglomeration. “Analecta
Archaeologica Ressoviensia” 15, 165-185.

57



MAGDALENA Bis

NIK. 2020. NIK. Informacja o wynikach kontroli. Ochrona materialnego dziedzictwa kulturowego mniej-
szosci narodowych. Departament Nauki, Oswiaty i Dziedzictwa Narodowego. Warszawa.

Oniszczuk A., Misiuk Z., Makowska A., Wrzosek J., Sekuta M. 2020. Standardy prowadzenia badan ar-
cheologicznych. Cz. 1. Badania nieinwazyjne lgdowe. “Kurier Konserwatorski” 17, 9-49.

Orna J. 2009. Nékolik poznamek k otazce polohy stredovékého Zidovského hibitova v Plzni. “Minulosti
Zapadoceského kraje” 44, 373-379.

Pawlak P. 2012. Nowe zZrodta do dziejow Grodziska Wielkopolskiego. WczesnoSredniowieczna osada oraz
przedmiescie sredniowiecznego i nowozytnego miasta. “Wielkopolski Biuletyn Konserwatorski” 5,
31-69.

Piotrowski M. 1987. Proba rekonstrukcji obrzgdku pogrzebowego ludnosci zydowskiej na podstawie ba-
dan archeologicznych cmentarza w Wyszogrodzie. “Rocznik Mazowiecki” 9, 213-240.

Piotrowski M. 2017. Wyszogrod. Cmentarz na skarpie. “Tygodnik ciechanowski” 12.09.2017, 3.

Pisarkiewicz M. 1998. O potrzebie badar archeologicznych nad kulturq Zydéw wschodnioeuropejskich
(na przyktadzie Polski). “Eastern Review. Biuletyn Informacyjny” 2, 49-54.

Pisarkiewicz M. 1999. Pogrzeb w kulturze Zydéw polskich — rzeczywistosé archeologiczna, etnologicz-
na i historyczna (XVI — XX wiek). Lublin. Typescript in the Archive of University of Maria Curie-
-Sktodowska in Lublin.

Podliska J. 2011. Viadislavova ¢p. 52/11. “Prazsky sbornik historicky” 39, 462-463.

Polonovski M. 2010. Jewish Graves in Europe: Public Commemoration or Ritual Space? “Museum In-
ternational” 62(1-2), 69-74.

Prochazka R. 2000. Zrod stredovékého mésta na prikladu Brna (k otdzce odrazu spolecenské zmeny v ar-
cheologickych pramenech). “Mediaevalia Archacologica” 2, 7-158.

Puch E. A. 2003. Kobieta i mezczyzna — Zycie i smier¢ w tradycji judaistycznej. Wybrane nakazy i zakazy.
In: W. Dzieduszycki, J. Wrzesifiski (eds.), Kobieta — Smier¢ — Mezczyzna. Funeralia Lednickie. Spo-
tkanie 5. Poznan, 183-197.

Riegerova J. 1979a. Materialy kostne z cmentarzyska ludnosci Zydowskiej z Brzescia Kujawskiego. Szkie-
let pozaczaszkowy. “Przeglad Antropologiczny” 45(1-2), 65-73.

Riegerova J. 1979b. Postcranial Skeleton of the Jewish Population coming from Brzes¢ Kujawski. (Post-
cranial skeleton zidovského obyvatelstva z Brzescia Kujawskiego). “Acta Universitatis Palackianae
Olomuncensis Facultas Rerum Naturalium” 63, 293-318.

Rozmus D. 2015. Przestrzenne zastosowanie obyczajowego prawa religijnego na przykladzie cmentarza
zydowskiego. “Roczniki Administracji i Prawa” 15(1), 99-111.

Rozmus D. 2022. Prawne i badawcze wyzwania archeologii Zydowskiej. Sosnowiec.

Rozanski F. 1879. Izraelici ich religia, obyczaje i zwyczaje 1. Lwow.

Rymkiewicz M. 2021a. Procedura postgpowania przy odtwarzaniu ogrodzen na historycznych cmen-
tarzach zydowskich. Procedure for the Reconstruction of Fencing in Historic Jewish Cemeteries.
Warszawa.

Rymkiewicz M. 2021b. Projekt oznakowania cmentarzy zydowskich na terenie Rzeczypospolitej Polskiej.
Project of Marking Jewish Cemeteries in the Republic of Poland. Warszawa.

Satwacka S. 2018. Targi Poznariskie budujg parking na zydowskim cmentarzu. ,,Dla Zydéw to miejsce jest
Swiete”. wyborcza.pl Poznan 13.04.2018. https://poznan.wyborcza.pl/poznan/7,36001,23264649,poznan-
skie-targi-buduja-parking-na-zydowskim-cmentarzu-dla-zydow.html. Available on-line 06.04.2023.

Schlesinger E. 2008. Jewish Cemeteries and Mass Graves in Europe: Protection and Preservation. The
Sacred Obligation of Burial Life after Death in Jewish Belief. Antwerpen.

Selmi Wallisova M. 2009. Zidovsky hitbitov ve Viadislavové ulici. “Staletd Praha” 25(2), 54-65.

Selmi Wallisova M. 2011. Le cimetiere juif médiéval du quartier de Nové Mesto a Prague. In: P. Salmona,
L. Sigal (eds.), L ‘archéologie du judaisme en France et en Europe. Paris, 273-285.

Shokin S., Migliori M. 2021. Catalogue of Best Practices for Jewish Cemetery Preservation. Frankfurt.

Skora K. 2016. A Habit of Providing the Dead with Padlocks Against the Background of Ashkenazi Rites.
“Fasciculi Archacologiae Historicae” 29, 131-145.

Skora K. 2023. ‘Houses of Graves’ of Central-East Europe: Archaeology about Jewish Funeral Rituals.
“Fasciculi Archacologiac Historicae” 36, 63-97.

Skrok Z. 1991. Klédki symboliczne. Przyczynek do zwyczajow pogrzebowych Zydéw polskich. “Polska
Sztuka Ludowa” 45(2), 18-20.

Skrok Z. 1994. Ktodki w grobach. “Spotkania z Zabytkami” 6(88), 25-26.

58



THE STATE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH ON JEWISH CEMETERIES IN CENTRAL EUROPE. A NEW APPROACH

Sosnowska E. 1989. Nadzory przy zespole patacowo-parkowym w Krasiczynie oraz ratownicze badania
archeologiczne na cmentarzysku szkieletowym w rejonie Domku Ogrodnika. Przemysl. Typescript in
the Archive of Provincial Office for the Protection of Monuments in Przemysl.

Sosnowska E., Jurczyk J. 1989. Sprawozdanie z badan archeologicznych na terenie bytego warzywnika
przy zespole patacowo-parkowym w Krasiczynie. Przemysl. Typescript in the Archive of Provincial
Office for the Protection of Monuments in Przemysl.

Stankova V. 2013. Rané stredoveké pohrebisté v ulici Na Perstyné. “Staleta Praha” 29(2), 50-63.

Stawiarski B. 2010. Cmentarze Zydéw aszkenazyjskich w Sredniowieczu. Przyktad Wroctawia. In: K. Wa-
chowski (ed.), Sredniowieczne i nowozytne nekropole Wroctawia. Wratislavia Antiqua. Studia z Dzie-
jow Wroctawia 12(1). Wroctaw, 261-290.

Steinova 1. 2011. Jewish Cemeteries and Burial Heritage in the Czech Republic. In: E. Bertele, J. Zieseme
(eds.), Jiidische Friedhofe und Bestattungskultur in Europa. Jewish Cemeteries and Burial Culture in
Europe. ICOMOS. Hefte des Deutschen Nationalkomitees 53. Berlin, 136-142.

Sugalska M. 2022. Jak wspolpraca archeologii z konserwacjq zabytkow pomaga odkryc wiecej — prace
archeologiczne na Cmentarzu Zydowskim na Warszawskich Powgzkach, sezon badawczy 2021. Paper
for the conference “Archaeology of Jewish Cemeteries in Central Europe” 14.03.2022, Warsaw.

Szpek H. M. 2022. Report: Bialystok Jewish Cemetery Restoration Project, 2022 — ,, August with Tsvi”.
In: Jewish Heritage Europe. London. https://jewish-heritage-europe.eu/cemeteries/resources/essays-
and-op-eds/jewish-cemetery/. Available on-line 02.04.2023.

Szymanski J. 2011. Aneks 1. Wyniki analizy szczgqtkow kostnych pochodzqcych z sondazowych badan
archeologicznych w rejonie cmentarza Zydowskiego w Warszawie na rogu ulic sw. Wincentego i Ro-
gowskiej. In: W. Bis, Sprawozdanie z sondazowych badan archeologicznych w rejonie cmentarza
zydowskiego w Warszawie na rogu ulic sw. Wincentego I Rogowskiej. Warszawa, 65-80. Typescript
held by W. Bis.

Sinova J. 2019. Prostéjov — Zidovsky hibitov, Hlavackovo namésti, 1998. Antropologickd zprdava. Olo-
mouc. Typescript. https://obd.upol.cz/id publ/333178132. Available on-line 17.04.2023.

Targonski L. 1781. Mappa Hrabstwa Bialskiego z folwarkami y wsiami do niego nalezgcemi Dobr Jasnie
Oswieconego Xigcia JMC Hieronima Radziwitla [ ...] z wymiaru geometrycznego sporzqdzona 1781
roku. The so-called Radziwilt Atlas. Manuscript from the special collection of the Zielinski Library
of the Ptock Scientific Society. Reference A.223.

Tkaczyk J. 2013. Dokumentacja z nadzoru archeologicznego przy remoncie muru ogrodzeniowego Stare-
go Cmentarza Zydowskiego przy ul. Kalinowszczyzna 5 w Lublinie. Etap 1 (odcinek 42-45). Lublin.
Typescript held by R. Niedzwiadek.

Tkaczyk J. 2014. Dokumentacja z nadzoru archeologicznego przy remoncie muru ogrodzeniowego Stare-
go Cmentarza Zydowskiego przy ul. Kalinowszczyzna 5 w Lublinie. Etap 2 (odcinek 39-42). Lublin.
Typescript held by R. Niedzwiadek.

Tkaczyk J. 2015a. Dokumentacja z nadzoru archeologicznego nad budowq chodnika na terenie Sta-
rego Cmentarza Zydowskiego przy ul. Kalinowszczyzna 5 w Lublinie. Lublin. Typescript held by
R. Niedzwiadek.

Tkaczyk J. 2015b. Dokumentacja z nadzoru archeologicznego przy remoncie muru ogrodzeniowego Sta-
rego Cmentarza Zydowskiego przy ul. Kalinowszczyzna 5 w Lublinie. Etap 3 (odcinek 38-40). Lublin.
Typescript held by R. Niedzwiadek.

Tkaczyk J. 2016. Dokumentacja z nadzoru archeologicznego przy remoncie muru ogrodzeniowego Stare-
go Cmentarza Zydowskiego przy ul. Kalinowszczyzna 5 w Lublinie. Etap 4 (odcinek 36-38). Lublin.
Typescript held by R. Niedzwiadek.

Tobiasz L. 2017. Synagogi Rzeszowa. Czes¢ 1. Synagoga Staromiejska. Rzeszow synagogues. Part 1. Old
Town Synagogue. “Wiadomosci Konserwatorskie. Journal of Heritage Conservation” 51, 72-85.

Trzcinski A. 2010. Cmentarz Zydowski w Lesku. Czes¢ I — wiek XVIII. Lublin.

Twarowska E. 1986. Sprawozdanie z archeologicznych, rozpoznawczych badan wykopaliskowych zespo-
tu osadniczego Winna Gora w Winnicy, gm. Polaniec, przeprowadzonych w miesigcu sierpniu 1986
roku. Warszawa. Typescript in the Archive of Provincial Office for the Protection of Monuments in
Kielce. Department in Sandomierz.

Twarowska E. 1987. Sprawozdanie z archeologicznych badan wykopaliskowych zespotu osadniczego na
Winnej Gorze w Winnicy, gm. Polaniec — Il sezon badawczy — 1987 rok. Warszawa. Typescript in the
Archive of Provincial Office for the Protection of Monuments in Kielce. Department in Sandomierz.

59



MAGDALENA Bis

Unger J. 2006. Pohrebni ritus 1. az 20. stoleti v Evropé z antropologicko-archeologické perspektivy.
Panorama biologické a sociokulturni antropologie. Modulové ucebni texty pro studenty antropologie
a ,,ptibuznych” obort 25. Brno.

Unger J. 2016. Zidovsky pohiebni ritus v archeologickych pramenech. In: 15. zasedani k problemati-
ce sepulkralnich pamatek. 19.-21.10.2016. Akademicke konferencni centrum Husova 4a, Praha 1
— Staré Mesto. Praha.

Unterman A. 2014. Encyklopedia tradycji i legend Zydowskich. Warszawa.

Urban K. 2006. Cmentarze zydowskie, synagogi i domy modlitwy w Polsce w latach 1944-1966 (wybor
materiatow). Krakow.

Wagner M. 2022. Szklane butelki z badan w kwaterze I na cmentarzu zydowskim przy Okopowej 49/
51 w Warszawie. Paper for the conference “Archaeology of Jewish Cemeteries in Central Europe”
14.03.2022, Warsaw.

Waldman S., Backenroth D., Harney E., Flohr S., Neff N. C., Buckley G. M., Fridman H., Akbari Al., Rohland N.,
Mallick S., Olalde I., Cooper L., Lomes A., Lipson J., Nistal J. C., Yu J., Barzilai N., Peter 1., Atzmon G.,
Ostrer H., Lencz T., Maruvka Y. E., Limmerhirt M., Beider A., Rutgers L. V., Renson V., Prufer K. M., Schif-
fels S., Ringbauer H., Sczech K., Carmi S., Reich D. 2022. Genome-wide Data from Medieval German Jews
show that the Ashkenazi Founder Event Pre-dated the 14th Century. “Cell” 185, 4703-4716.

Wallisova M. 1998. Predbézna zprava o 1. etapé zdchranného archeologického vyzkumu v prostoru byv.
zZidovského hrbitova ve Viadislavove ul. na Novém Meéste prazském. ““Archaeologica Pragensia” 14, 141-148.

Wallisova M. 2002. Predbéznd zprava o zachranném archeologickém vyzkumu v letech 1997-2000 na Zidovském
hrbitove ve Viadislavove ulici na Novém Mesteé prazském. ““Archaeologica Pragensia” 16, 73-98.

Wichrowski Z. 1995a. Dokumentacja z nadzorow archeologicznych nad wykopami pod kanalizacje na
ulicach: Ogrodowej, Strazackiej, Rycerskiej i Wierzbowej w Krasniku. Cz. I — tekst, ryciny. Krasnik.
Typescript in the Archive of Provincial Office for the Protection of Monuments in Lublin, No 5575/1.

Wichrowski Z. 1995b. Dokumentacja z nadzorow archeologicznych nad wykopami pod kanalizacje na uli-
cach: Ogrodowej, Strazackiej, Rycerskiej i Wierzbowej w Krasniku. Cz. I tablice, fotografie. Krasnik.
Typescript in the Archive of Provincial Office for the Protection of Monuments in Lublin, No 5575/11.

Wichrowski Z. 1999. Krasnik Stare Miasto. Konserwatorska koncepcja zagospodarowania przestrzenne-
go. Czes¢ archeologiczna (wykaz stref ochrony i obserwacji archeologicznej). Lublin. Typescript in
the Archive of Provincial Office for the Protection of Monuments in Lublin, No 13172.

Wichrowski Z. 2002. Krasnik ul. Ogrodowa, Szkolna, Wierzbowa. Nadzory archeologiczne nad moderni-
zacjq ulicy i przebudowq uzbrojenia. Krasnik. Typescript in the Archive of Provincial Office for the
Protection of Monuments in Lublin, No 16742.

Wilczura A. 2010. Smier¢ i zycie pozagrobowe w zydowskich wierzeniach ludowych. “Studia Blisko-
wschodnie” 1(4), 34-41.

Woronczak J. P. 1993. Specyfika kulturowa cmentarzy zydowskich. Katowice.

Zabytki. 2022. Zabytki. Wykopaliska II. In: W. Gryta (ed.), Krasnickie Towarzystwo Regionalne. http://
www.regionalista.pl/. Available on-line 26.01.2022.

Zaremska H. 2011. Zydzi w Sredniowiecznej Polsce. Gmina krakowska. Warszawa.

Zdeb K., Adamiec J. 2019. Nowe technologie w ochronie nienaruszalnosci cmentarzy zydowskich. In:
K. Zdeb, K. Rabiega, R. Solecki (eds.), Konserwacja zapobiegawcza srodowiska 8. Dziedzictwo
nasze czy obce? Archaeologica Hereditas 16. Warszawa, 55-59.

Zyskina E., Fischel A. 2020. Jewish Cemeteries in the Classroom — An ESJF Guide. Frankfurt.

Zebrowski R. 1995. Wprowadzenie. In: Z. Borzyminska (ed.), Studia z dziejéw Zydéw w Polsce 1.
Warszawa, 7-11.

Zukovskis R. 1998. Zvalgomieji tyrinéjimai Vilniuje, tarp Rinktinés ir Zvejy gatviy. “Archeologiniai tyri-
néjimai Lietuvoje” 1996 ir 1997 metais, 441-443.

Zukovskis R. 2000. Zvalgomieji archeologijos tyrimai istoriniame Vilniaus Zvejy priemiestyje (1996,
1998 m). “Kulttros paminklai. Moksliniy straipsniy rinkinys” 7, 62-68.

WEB SOURCES

Bielawski K. 2005. Kilka stéw o cmentarzach Zydow aszkenazyjskich. In: Cmentarze zydowskie w Polsce.
http://cmentarze-zydowskie.pl/cmentarze zydowskie.htm. Available on-line 06.04.2023.

60



THE STATE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH ON JEWISH CEMETERIES IN CENTRAL EUROPE. A NEW APPROACH

Bruyn de P. 2012. Jewish Cemeteries. Report of the Committee on Culture, Science, Education and Me-
dia. In: Parliamentary Assembly. Assemblée parlementaire. Council of Europe. Conseil de I’Europe.
Doc. 12930, 10 May 2012. https://assembly.coe.int/nw/xml/XRef/Xref-XML2HTML-en.asp?file-
1d=18710&lang=en. Available on-line 24.05.2022.

Cemetery. 2002-2021. Cemetery. In: JewishEncyclopedia.com. The unedited full text of the 1906 Je-
wish Encyclopedia. https://www.jewishencyclopedia.com/articles/4168-cemetery. Available on-line
11.02.2023.

CPJCE 2020. Committee for the Preservation of Jewish Cemeteries in Europe. In: International Holo-
caust Remembrance Alliance. https://www.holocaustremembrance.com/directory/killing-sites-data-
base/committee-preservation-jewish-cemeteries-europe. Available on-line 02.04.2023.

Danielewicz M. 2016. Swarzedz: Inwestor nie postawi hotelu bez zgody rabina. “Glos Wielkopolski” 13.04.2016.
https://gloswielkopolski.pl/swarzedz-inwestor-nie-postawi-hotelu-bez-zgody-rabina/ar/9867625.
Available on-line 06.04.2023.

Eastern Europe. 2023. Eastern Europe. In: D. M. R. Shulman (ed.), International Jewish Cemetery Proj-
ect. International Association of Jewish Genealogical Societies. https://iajgscemetery.org/eastern-eu-
rope/. Available on-line 12.03.2023.

ESJF. 2023. The ESJF European Jewish Cemeteries Initiative. Protecting the Jewish cemeteries of Eu-
rope. https://www.esjf-cemeteries.org/. Available on-line 31.03.2023.

Jewish Cemeteries. 2023. Jewish Cemeteries. In: The Slovak Jewish Heritage Center. http://www.slo-
vak-jewish-heritage.org/slovakia-jewish-cemeteries.html. Available on-line 10.02.2023.

JHG. 2021. Jewish Heritage Europe. London. https://jewish-heritage-curope.cu/category/heritage/. Avail-
able on-line 04.04.2023.

Jozwiak J. 2008. Sprawozdanie z nadzorow archeologicznych nad pracami ziemnymi zwigzanymi z moderniza-
¢jq boiska przy Gminnym Zespole Szkol w Kazimierzu Dolnym, przy ulicy Szkolnej 1. Lublin. Typescript.
Public Information Bulletin. Municipal Office in Kazimierz Dolny 15.07.2014. https://umkazimierzdolny.
bip.lubelskie.pl/upload/pliki/Spraw.nadzor.archeo - 15.07.2014.pdf. Available on-line 20.01.2022.

Kisiel D., Bolen J. 2023. 1000 zamordowanych mieszkarncow Ostrowca wkrotce doczeka sig upamietnienia. Ba-
dania georadarowe i prace archeologiczne na Kirkucie (zdjecia). “Gazeta Otrowiecka™ 16.04.2023. https://
ostrowiecka.pl/2023/04/16/1000-zamordowanych-mieszkancow-ostrowca-wkrotce-doczeka-sie-upamiet-
nienia-badania-georadarowe-i-prace-archeologiczne-na-kirkucie-zdjecia/. Available on-line 24.04.2023.

Klein R. 2019. Metropolitan Jewish Cemeteries in Central and Eastern Europe. Lecture in Polin Muse-
um of the History of Polish Jews. Warsaw, 29.05.2019. https://polin.pl/en/event/metropolitan-jew-
ish-cemeteries-in-central-and-eastern-europe. Available on-line 12.03.2022.

Komisja Rabiniczna. 2017. Komisja Rabiniczna — Cmentarze. In: Zwigzek Gmin Wyznaniowych Zydow-
skich w Polsce. The Union of Jewish Communities in Poland. https://jewish.org.pl/wspolpraca/komi-
sja-rabiniczna-cmentarze/. Available on-line 25.02.2022.

Krzeminska A. 2017. Jak ratowa¢ Zydowskie nekropolie. “Polityka” 43, 24.10.2017. https://www.polity-
ka.pl/tygodnikpolityka/nauka/1724558,1,jak-ratowac-zydowskie-nekropolie.read. Available on-line
15.04.2023.

Mikulkova B. 2011. Slavkov u Brna (okr. Vyskov), ul. Cs. armady — supermarket Spar. In: Vyrocni zprava
2010. Ustav Archeologické Pamdtkové Péce Brno, Verejnd vyzkumnd Instituce. Brno, 32. https:/
www.uapp.cz/file.php?nid=8292&0id=6364700. Available on-line 28.02.2022.

Maszewo koto Goleniowa. 2017. Maszewo koto Goleniowa. Zrownata zabytkowy cmentarz z ziemiq.
Bedzie musiata go odtworzyé na wlasny koszt? In: TVN24 Pomorze. 31.08.2017. https://tvn24.pl/
pomorze/maszewo-zniszczony-zabytkowy-cmentarz-zostanie-odtworzony-ra768826-2480771.
Available on-line 15.04.2023.

Pansewicz A. 2015. Sprawozdanie z sondazowych badan archeologicznych przy ul. Ksiecia Bolka I w Ka-
miennej Gorze, dziatka nr 203, obreb 7. Piensk. Typescript. https://www.academia.edu. Available
on-line 18.02.2022.

Polonovski M. 2015. Jewish Cemeteries/Jewish Archaeology. Presentation at the Cross-Disciplinary confer-
ence on Jewish Cemeteries, Vilnius, 2015. In: Jewish Heritage Europe. London. https://jewish-heritage-eu-
rope.cu/conferences/cross-disciplinary-conference-on-european-jewish-cemeteries/conference-presenta-
tions/jewish-cemeteriesjewish-archacology-max-polonovski/ . Available on-line 24.05.2022.

Survey 2023. Survey of Jewish Cemeteries. In: The ESJF European Jewish Cemeteries Initiative. Protecting
the Jewish Cemeteries of Europe. https://www.esjf-cemeteries.org/surveys/. Available on-line 31.03.2023.

61



MAGDALENA Bis

Warszawa Prace na Brodnie. 2022. Warszawa. Prace archeologiczne na cmentarzu zydowskim na Brodnie.
In: Polin. Wirtualny Sztetl. 24.05.2022. https://sztetl.org.pl/pl/miejscowosci/w/18-warszawa/120-ak-
tualnosci/193394-warszawa-prace-archeologiczne-na-cmentarzu-zydowskim-na-brodnie. Avail-
able on-line 05.02.2023.

Wawolnica. 2017. Cmentarz zydowski w Wgwolnicy (Zarzeka). In: Polin. Wirtualny Sztetl. https://www.
sztetl.org.pl/pl/miejscowosci/w/726-wawolnica/114-cmentarze/38242-cmentarz-zydowski-w-wa-
wolnicy-zarzeka. Available on-line 05.02.2023.

Wodzinski M. 2010. Tombstones. In: The YIVO Encyclopedia of Jews in Eastern Europe. New York.
https://yivoencyclopedia.org/article.aspx/Tombstones. Available on-line 04.04.2023.

62



	_heading=h.30j0zll
	_heading=h.1fob9te
	_heading=h.3znysh7
	_heading=h.2et92p0
	_heading=h.tyjcwt
	_heading=h.3dy6vkm
	_heading=h.1t3h5sf
	_heading=h.4d34og8

