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WHAT DOES THE MEMORIAL 
MEAN FOR THE BEREAVED OF 
THE VICTIMS OF HOLOCAUST 
OF THE ROMA AND SINTI?
INTRODUCTORY WORD OF THE SURVIVORS‘ REPRESENTATIVE

Thousands of Roma and Sinti, members of our families, former 
Czechoslovak citizens murdered in concentration camps between 1938 and 
1945, disappeared. The survivors had no one to rely on; they stood on the 
threshold of a new post-war era alone, with lifelong health and psychological 
trauma. Moreover, without resources, without home – they had been deprived 
of both.

They had to rebuild their families and their social environment. They 
created new families in the shadow of their horrific experiences, which they 
could not talk about publicly, in an environment that remained hostile.

My generation of the Roma and Sinti grew up without grandfathers, 
grandmothers, relatives. War traumas hit even our children very hard, and we 
often kept the details of our parents‘ suffering in secret. We thought this was 
a way of protecting them.

That is why it is essential for us that the genocide of the Roma and Sinti is 
seen from the point of view of the victims and that the new Memorial evokes 
the question in the visitors – WHY did it happen to them?

At Lety, an exposition, which will become a memento of present and future 
generations, which will address them through aspects of the culture of the 
original Czech Roma and Sinti, through the symbols of our culture, should be 
built.

Čeněk Růžička
The chair of the Committee for the Redress of the Roma Holocaust in the Czech Republic
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THE MEMORIAL IN LETY AS 
REPAYMENT OF THE DEBT OF 
THE CZECH SOCIETY
THE END OF THE SPEECH OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE CZECH REPUBLIC, 
VÁCLAV HAVEL, ON THE OCCASION OF THE OPENING OF THE 
MEMORIAL IN LETY U PÍSKU DATED MAY 13, 1995 

The fate of victims of the Holocaust remains a permanent warning to 
us. I have spoken more than once about the fact that if we do not face racist 
evil at the time of its apparently initial, innocent appearance, it will grow into 
a phenomenon that is truly serious, dangerous, and a threat to all society. If 
we do not face up to it straight away, we risk not being able to face it later on, 
or only being able to face it at the cost of other human sacrifices. It would be 
very reckless to rely on the notion that the spirit of intolerance, national hatred 
and racism no longer exist. Even today we can sometimes hear the call 
“Gypsies to the gas chambers“. Even today we can observe the indifference 
to these displays, the quiet support for those who shout them, the cowardly 
spectators, and the renewal of division among people according to their 
ethnic origin. All of this must be confronted again and again, because it is the 
time-tested rear guard of racism.

We know the horrors that racism produces. Let’s not allow them to be 
repeated!

Today we are repaying our long-overdue debt. The Memorial, in the 
form of an incomplete, broken shape, will remain a memento, but also an 
expression of our respect for the Romani victims of the Holocaust, who 
shared our fate with us even in the worst times. The Nazi assault on the Roma 
was an attack against human beings, against humanity, against every human 
right to life. To forget either the camp at Lety or the similar camp in Hodonín 
would mean not just forgetting this criminal assault but forgetting the values 
against which it was perpetrated.

Václav Havel
The President of the Czech Republic (1993–2003) and Czechoslovakia (1989–1992)

Photo: Czech Press Agency
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INTRODUCTORY WORD OF 
MINISTER OF CULTURE 

Few places in the Czech Republic tell the story of the suffering of the 
Roma and Sinti during World War II as urgently as Lety u Písku. Just as the Lety 
camp was covered with layers of soil, the theme of the Holocaust to the Roma 
was marginalized by many and relegated by the majority society. Our task is to 
repay the historical debt to the Roma and Sinti.

The Government of the Czech Republic, by its Resolution No. 609 of 
August 21, 2017, approved the intention to purchase a large pig feed facility in 
Lety u Písku, a place where one of the two “Gypsy camps” was located in the 
Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia from August 1942 to August 1943. This 
step enabled the Museum of Romani Culture, a contributory organization of 
the Ministry of Culture, to take on an important task: to build a new memorial 
that links the existing Lety Cultural Heritage Memorial with the site of the former 
camp, thus creating a comprehensive concept of dignified honor to the Roma 
Holocaust victims. This will ensure that an important legacy is preserved for 
future generations.

  
“Lety u Písku. Memorial to the Holocaust of the Roma and Sinti in 

Bohemia” should inform not only about the history of the Holocaust to the 
Roma and Sinti“, but also draw nearer the place where its fate illustrates how 
the coexistence of the Roma and the majority society was and is evolving. 
I firmly believe that it will map the roots of hate and discrimination, arouse 
interest in human rights, but also facilitate mutual understanding between the 
Roma and non-Roma population.

To prevent the tragedies of the past from recurring, we must work 
together to eliminate prejudice and historical stigmas. We now have a chance 
to tell a new story – a story about hope and the will to form a cohesive, 
harmonious society. Let‘s not waste it.

PhDr. Lubomír Zaorálek
Minister of Culture
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WHAT IS THE VISION OF 
THE MUSEUM OF ROMANI 
CULTURE?
INTRODUCTORY WORD BY THE DIRECTOR OF THE MUSEUM 
OF ROMANI CULTURE

To seek happiness and remain indifferent to the suffering of others is 
a tragic mistake.

Motto of the Museum:
“This is a space where cultures meet. We open the way to the roots of Roma 
identity. We preserve and make Roma culture and history available as part of 
the world heritage. We contribute to tolerance and mutual understanding.
For the dialogue of cultures, for us.”

We also want Lety to turn into a place for dialogue. Sharing the stories lived 
here, still deep in the memory of the Roma, can be a hand offered to start the 
much-needed debate about living together.

The area of Lety and its surroundings is a wonderful place. A place tied 
with the tragic human destinies that took the form of genocide. Genocide, 
which is and always will be a part of Czech history. It cannot be undone. 
Through this, we can only “help” prevent similar events, remember and 
therefore not to forget. Hundreds of child victims of the place may not be 
forgotten completely, as it seems today. We might no longer provide comfort 
to their mothers, who once grieved for them, but we may perhaps help 
ourselves and our descendants who will live in the common Czech country 
through the painful experience and understanding of their tragedy.

The people suffering here were “our original Roma“ and this country, 
to which most of them were born, was their home, their beloved homeland. 
Many of them never saw foreign countries. Yet “it happened to them”, no one 
protested at that time, and today only few people know about their suffering. At 
Lety, we will be given the opportunity to believe what happened here with the 
assistance of “our people“ or their quiet consent. We can experience catharsis 
to see what concerns us and the bodies of our ancestors have grown in us. We 
can open the common past, and today even the future, from an unanticipated 
perspective. And in the case of the future – it influences its form positively.

Although I am a descendant of “our” Roma, I have always felt like 
a cosmopolitan world citizen. Before I thoroughly realized the horrors that had 
decimated my family during the war. For the sake of “our dead”, which left 
a hole in the family and a number of spoken and unspoken questions, and even 
self-indictment and anxiety, I am happy today to be there and help uncover the 
events of “my people” – the Czechs and the Roma. But I continue to believe in 
world citizenship. So, just like the first word, I would like to end with the words 
of a spiritual world leader:

Our planet does not need more successful people. It desperately needs 
those who create peace, heal, renew, tell stories and love everything living 
Dalai Lama.

Jana Horváthová
The Director of the Museum of Romani Culture
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WHY IS IT MEANINGFUL  
FOR NORWAY TO FINANCE 
THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE 
MEMORIAL?
INTRODUCTORY WORD OF THE NORWEGIAN AMBASSADOR

large projects throughout the Czech Republic. Every project 
is important and significant to us. But some projects are built on an 
extraordinary idea. The future Memorial to the Holocaust of the Roma and Sinti 
at Lety is exactly such a project.

The genocide that happened in Lety between 1942 and 1943 was 
based on an outrageous racist ideology, which killed more than six million 
children, women and men. Therefore, the former Gypsy camp at Lety is not 
only a symbol of the tragedy that the Czech Roma suffered during World 
War II. It is also a symbol of the Holocaust, the deepest scar of our common 
European history. For years it was difficult to watch that a pig farm stood at 
such a place.

That is why I am really glad now that the Roma Holocaust victims in the 
Czech lands will finally have a dignified reverential place. This is crucial not 
only for the self-respect of the Roma minority, but also for the majority to be 
aware of its own history. Roma from many other countries, including Norway, 
were victims of this genocide. The Government of the Czech Republic, which 
has made significant funds available to create the Memorial in 2017, deserves 
great recognition not only for its political courage but also for strengthening 
the historical memory of all Europeans.

Certainly, it is not enough just to say that it is obvious that such 
a horrible thing as the Holocaust must never be repeated. We must take 
active steps to prevent all signs of racism and intolerance, and we must 
pay great attention to education. It is the raising of public awareness aimed 
especially at children and youth which is the second mission of the Memorial 
at Lety.  
I am proud that the Norwegian Falstad Centre, which has long taught history 
of World War II using digital technology, will be the official partner of the 
Memorial.

Finally, I would like to wish all participants of the architectural 
competition for the construction of the Memorial good luck and 
much creativity. You have a difficult task to express something almost 
incomprehensible in such a simple way that it will be understood by 
everyone. But I‘m sure you‘ll be able to deal with it. I am looking forward to 
opening the Memorial in 2023!

Robert Kvile
The Ambassador of the Kingdom of Norway in the Czech Republic
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A UNIQUE 
TESTIMONY OF AN 
UNFINISHED STORY

It was not until the 1980s that Božena 
Pflegerová decided to write her war memories. 
She was over sixty years old. She focused on the 
so-called Gypsy camp in Lety u Písku. None of 
the survivors described it in such detail. She listed 
the names of her fellow prisoners and torturers. 
She described the mass grave behind the camp 
and the circumstances in which her three-month-
old daughter Štěpánka died in the camp. She 
testified about the violence and the everyday 
proximity of death, sexual abuse of the imprisoned 
women, of the conditions in which everyone had 
been gradually deprived of humanity. It resulted 
in a few notebooks and a story that she started 
writing several times but never finished. It is an 
eloquent proof of the incommunicability of horrific 
experiences and the need to give testimony.

In her manuscript, she emphasizes the 
inseparability of the camp at Lety u Písku from 
Auschwitz-Birkenau, the main site of the genocide 
of European Roma and Sinti. As a title she chose 
a note “Return unwanted” that had been written in 
documents of those people who were selected 
for transportation. “With these two words, I want 
to name my memories from the Gypsy collection 
camp Lety u Písku. It was only a transfer station to 
the extermination camps in Auschwitz-Birkenau, 
where there was no return for people who had 
a drop of gypsy blood in them.”

Her second husband, Antonín Hauer, lost 
his closest family during the war – his wife, Rozália 
Burianská, and four children, Marie, Vilém, Matěj 
and Berta. They died in Auschwitz-Birkenau. Jan 
Hauer, their son born after the war, later found out 
under what circumstances they all had died – they 
were so drastic that he could never tell his father. 
And yet it was his father who, twenty years after 
the war, involved him in the search for the fate of 
his immediate family. Jan Hauer, guided by the 
desire to know the history of his family, has been 
collecting historical documents and rare pre-war 
photographs for twenty years. Including photos of 
siblings he never knew.

It was thanks to him that the testimony of 
his mother, Božena Pflegerová, has recently got 
known outside the family circle. It was the time 

of conclusion of a contract on the purchase of 
a large-scale pig farm operating since the  
mid-1970s in Lety u Písku. The farm gradually took 
up almost the entire area of the former camp. It 
stood near the provisional burial site, where the 
dead were deposited when a typhoid epidemic 
had broken out in the camp. In May 1995, 
President Václav Havel unveiled the Memorial 
to the victims. In the mud, in the rain, and in the 
smell of a pig farm which was an integral part of 
all subsequent acts of commemoration. It was 
a persistent reminder of the lack of respect for the 
people who had suffered and died in the camp. 
Only in 2018, after twenty years of appeals from 
individuals and international organizations, the 
Czech state bought the pig farm. This opened the 
way to a truly dignified honour of the local Roma 
Holocaust victims. 

GENOCIDE, ITS 
DISTURBING 
ASSUMPTIONS AND 
MEMENTO 

The Holocaust of the Roma and Sinti meant 
almost complete slaughtering of a whole group 
of people who co-created the multinational 
Czechoslovakia founded in 1918 on democratic 
ideals. It still is an unrecognized loss of society. 
The Roma and Sinti communities have been part 
of the history of the Czech lands since the  
16th century. On the threshold of World War II, they 
represented a socially differentiated society – 
from poor families of wage-labourers and “world-
going“ to successful businessmen, house and villa 
owners. At the time of the war, all of them primarily 
fought for their lives. Some were involved in the 
resistance. Rarely were they defended by their 
non-Romani neighbours and only few were saved 
from transports and almost certain death.

On a Europe-wide scale, the Holocaust of 
the Roma and Sinti in the Protectorate of Bohemia 
and Moravia presents one of the most consistent 
attempts to genocide European Roma and Sinti. 
Only about one out of ten of them survived the war 
persecution. Genocide was undeniably a direct 
consequence of the Nazi ideology. However, it 
followed local social assumptions dating back to 

T H E M E  O F  T H E  M E M O R I A L 
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the pre-war period. In the Czech lands, “Gypsies” 
were treated as a group that had to be registered, 
checked and pacified by the police, even at the 
cost of violating democratic principles and the 
current constitution for a long time. The Nazi 
approach was easily linked up with such thinking 
about “Gypsies“. A part of the local society 
agreed with the war persecution of the Roma and 
Sinti, some of them were directly involved and 
benefited from it.

Having failed to admit these facts to this day, 
it makes it impossible to cope with this dark side 
of local history. The war history of the Protectorate 
Roma and Sinti is still little known of, difficult to 
accept and often opposed. This is manifested 
in public statements by some political leaders 
in the past and present, balancing on the edge 
of Holocaust denial. Even in manifestations of 
vandalism towards the Memorial that has been 
standing at Lety u Písku since 1995. The newly built 
Memorial will probably face the same acts. 

The so-called Gypsy camp in Lety u Písku 
was razed to the ground in August 1943. It would 
seem that its story was over. However, what (did 
not) happened here over the next seven decades 
is as important to understand the local specifics 
of the Holocaust of the Roma and Sinti and their 
position in society as what did happen during 
the war. The thought of “Gypsies” leading to the 
displacing Roma from society and even from 
social historical awareness did not disappear with 
the end of the war or with the fall of communism. 
Sensitivity of the society to the manifestations 
of stereotyping, discrimination and segregation 
of the Roma is changing, but only in some parts 
of it. During the first ten years of newly acquired 
democracy, nine Roma people were killed by 
right-wing extremists in the Czech Republic alone. 
One of the fatal attacks took place on the same 
day when Václav Havel was unveiling a Memorial 
place in Lety u Písku.

THE MEMORIAL 
OF THE FIGHT 
FOR MEMORY 
WHICH WAS TO BE 
REPLACED 

The consequences of the war tragedy for the 
Roma and Sinti survivors can only be approximated. 
Only individuals out of the numerous communities 
remained. They were surrounded by emptiness. 

They had lost most of their relatives, often all their 
financial means and their homes. In the post-war 
Czechoslovakia, if their fate was mentioned at 
all, they were included in the general category of 
victims of Nazism. It was not desirable to remind 
the specifics of their war persecution. The idea of 
the Roma as a distinctive minority would have been 
strengthened and that was declared unfounded 
and harmful in Communist Czechoslovakia. The 
topic of the Holocaust of the Roma was not part 
of school education during communism, it did 
not appear in museums or the media, and there 
were no specific memorial days. The Roma were 
described as “citizens of Gypsy origin“, the new 
regime was supposed to “re-educate“ them”, 
“rid them of their backwardness“ and “disperse“ 
them in a single mass of “citizens of socialist 
Czechoslovakia“. The perpetrators who committed 
war crimes against the Roma and Sinti were not 
punished. The inventories of “Gypsies“ were again 
compiled as a basis for new policy proposals, 
once again called ‚solving the Gypsy issue” in 
a frightening ignorance of the historical context.

Some of the survivors decided to protect 
their new families by keeping silent about the war 
past – not to burden them with trauma. They did 
not want to bind their children to the history clearly 
pointing to their ethnic origin. Some have changed 
their surname. And they stopped speaking Romani. 
They tried not to be recognizable as “Gypsies“, 
because many perceived and still perceive such 
identification as threatening.

In the 1990s, the Holocaust of the Roma and 
Sinti became known as the “Forgotten Holocaust“. 
As if everyone had forgotten it. It would be more 
accurate to talk about the Holocaust as “displaced“ 
by the society. The survivors could never forget. 
The Holocaust became irreversibly and inherently 
part of them, as well as part of their children‘s lived 
reality – for example, they have always grown up 
without grandfathers and grandmothers, aunts 
and uncles, cousins, without their proximity, visits 
and narration. They did not avoid intergenerational 
transfer of traumas. The survivors and their 
descendants who wanted to remember and 
recall fought the silence of the majority. The only 
thing that helped during such fight was their own 
willpower and people in their immediate vicinity. Yet 
some survivors strove for public commemoration 
of war suffering and its victims, as well as their 
personal testimony. Moreover, as members of 
a minority, not officially recognized by the state, 
they had very limited opportunities to do so. Some 
wrote down their memories, others shared them – 
however easy it was – not only with their children, 
but also with historians and other researchers. By 
taking care of the memory of their families actually 
cared for the memory of us all. Their efforts over 
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the years have been supported by a few local 
initiatives, the names of Roma and Sinti can be 
found in some memorials to the victims of war or, 
very rarely, a plague reminiscing of a non-existent 
Roma colony. In addition, they also used the space 
they had as survivors in both places where the 
dead from the Lety camp were gradually buried: 
they placed a commemorating plaque in the 
cemetery in Mirovice and erected a cross on the 
alternative burial ground. They regularly went to this 
reverential place as well as to Auschwitz.

However, the pig farm stopped the people 
from dignified remembrance of the suffering and 
death of hundreds of people in the Lety camp. 
It became a symbol of the dismissive attitude of 
the so-called majority society towards the Roma. 
It also denied the core values of the Roma and 
Sinti communities as respect for family and old 
age, dignity, justice and the duty to uphold these 
values in his life and in relation to others. Despite 
this, Čeněk Růžička, another descendant of the 
survivors, has held an annual reverent gathering in 
Lety u Písku since 1998. For twenty years he had 
steadfastly fought for a place of remembrance that 
would reflect the dignity of what had happened 
here.

Removing the pig farm and building a new 
Memorial in Lety u Písku is a significant shift in the 
struggle for the historical memory of our entire 
society. But it is definitely not the end.

Built on the place of suffering and death of 
hundreds of people, the pig farm at Lety became 
a symbol of the dismissive attitude of the so-
called majority society towards the Roma. It also 
denied the crucial values of the Roma and Sinti 
communities: respect for family and old age, 
dignity, justice and the duty to uphold these values 
in their lives and in relation to others. In spite of 
all this, Čeněk Růžička, another descendant of 
survivors, has held an annual reverent gathering 
at Lety u Písku since 1998. For twenty years he has 
steadfastly fought for a place of remembrance that 
would reflect the dignity of what happened here.

Their efforts over the years have been 
supported by a few local initiatives – the names of 
Roma and Sinti can be found in some memorials of 
war victims, very rarely a plaque commemorating 
the already non-existent Roma colony. Removing 
the pig farm and building a new Memorial in Lety 
u Písku is a significant shift in the struggle for the 
historical memory of our entire society. But it is 
definitely not the end.

MEMORY, 
LANDSCAPE, 
MILESTONE ON 
THE JOURNEY TO 
UNDERSTAND 

Slightly descending slope, bordered by 
woods from two sides, meadows, groves, at the 
bottom of the slope there is a pond reflecting the 
surrounding peaceful landscape and changes 
in the sky. The undulating blue-green contours 
roughly cut by the rectangle of a concrete pig 
farm. In its upper part and its surroundings, it is 
possible to anticipate other scars of geometric 
shapes that are almost invisible today – the 
ground plan of the former concentration camp and 
its buildings. It was not just time and nature that 
contributed to the gradual wiping of its tracks in 
the landscape and in collective memory. A recent 
archaeological research has shown exactly where 
the camp was. Identifying all victims and graves 
is a difficult task for historians and archaeologists. 
The cross, which once stood on the site of the 
burial ground, lay cut down in the grass until the 
mid-1990s. And then it disappeared. Together 
with other reminders of the suffering that the local 
landscape had witnessed. 

The landscape has its relentlessly long-
lasting memory, sometimes hidden deep 
underground, in the imprints of long-forgotten 
paths and the foundations of houses in relief, 
visible, for example, from aerial photographs. 
People‘s memory is much shorter; it is 
a negotiated memory, influenced by the hierarchy 
of power, in which the forces of the “majority“ and 
“minorities“ are not in balance.

Is it possible to express the tension between the 
grim war and post-war history of this place and the 
magic of nature here?

Is it possible to show how substantial the 
memory of survivors, standing for decades 
on the periphery, has been preserved despite 
everything?

Is it possible here to materialize the reminder 
of past events as a common painful history that 
would also allow a more hopeful look to the 
future?
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THE  MIS S I ON  OF  THE  MEMORIAL

THE MAIN MISSION OF THE MEMORIAL IS:

HONOUR THE MEMORY
The Memorial is, and must continue to be, 

a place of honour to the memory of the victims 
of the Lety camp, the victims of Holocaust of 
the Roma and Sinti, a place of reverence and 
silent contemplation, an authentic place of 
remembrance for suffering.

INFORM
In an authentic place of suffering, the 

Memorial will provide information, to explain, and 
provide information on the history of the place and 
Holocaust of the Roma and Sinti to straighten out 
the untruths and myths.

EDUCATE
The Lety Memorial will educate and 

lead generally against violence, educate 
towards democracy, explain the roots of hate 
and discrimination in the place of suffering / 
Holocaust.

ENCOURAGE DISCUSSION
The Memorial will become a place that will 

stimulate discussion not only on the evaluation 
of the past, but it will also reflect on the present 
situation at the society. It will raise interest in the 
topics such as discrimination against minorities, 
exclusion from the society and the denial of 
the Holocaust, and the topic of human rights in 
general, freedom, and coexistence.

THE MEMORIAL IS TO BECOME A PLACE 
OF REFLECTION AND SELF-REFLECTION, 
REPENTANCE AND RECONCILIATION, A PLACE 
WHERE MEMORY BECOMES AN ACTIVE PART 
OF SOCIETY AND ITS DISCOURSE.
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BASIC THESIS OF THE ASSIGNMENT  

THE SITE
 

1
THE CEMETERY OF THE VICTIMS OF THE  
SO-CALLED GYPSY CAMP

• It is required to create a place of dignified 
reverence and preserving the memorial of 
Zdeněk Hůla

2
THE FORMER SO-CALLED GYPSY CAMP

• It is required to create the architectural and 
artistic design of the camp

3
THE PIG FARM

• A demolition of the premises will be 
coordinated with the results of the 
competition; possible use of the buildings, 
or the pig farm areas, is at the discretion of 
the competitors

• It is required to create facilities for visitors 
and the operation of the Memorial on the 
grounds of the pig farm 

ADJACENT LANDSCAPE
• The proposals must respect the surrounding 

landscape.

ROAD NETWORK
• It is required to create a logical 

interconnection of individual parts of the 
Memorial and a connection to roads in the 
neighbourhood 

1

2

3
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THE BASIC IDEAS 
ABOUT THE 
MEMORIAL 

The ordering party and, together with 
the working group for the preparation of the 
competition assignment, defined the following 
basic theses of the assignment, the basic 
requirements to address the subject of the 
competition.

Lety u Písku. Memorial to the Holocaust of the 
Roma and Sinti in Bohemia

• will be a place of international significance –  
it is one of the few monuments in the authentic 
place of suffering associated with the Holocaust 
of the Roma and Sinti in Europe,

• will be created on the basis of a timeless 
solution with high architectural and artistic 
quality, comprehensible for present and future 
generations,

• must respect reverence of the place, its history 
and the surrounding landscape,

• must be inspired by the culture of the Roma; the  
proposals must be sensitive to the ideas of surviving 
families about the place of the graves of the victims 
of the camp – the graves of their ancestors.

THE REQUIREMENTS 
FOR THE MEMORIAL 
PROPOSALS
• Work with the symbolic representation of the 

proposal, themes of the Memorial, as well as 
design indoor and outdoor expositions and 
facilities for visitors and Memorial staff.

• Design a fully functional Memorial as a whole 
consisting of the following basic parts:

A/ PLACE OF DIGNIFIED REVERENCE, SILENT 
CONTEMPLATION IN THE CEMETERY AREA OF   
THE VICTIMS OF THE SO-CALLED GYPSY CAMP  

• preserve the memorial of Zdeněk Hůla, 
which is the subject of memorial protection 

and also the first official reminder of the 
camp 

• be inspired by the ideas of survivor families 
about the shape of the graves of their 
ancestors

B/ REMINDER OF THE SO-CALLED GYPSY CAMP

• propose a solution that provides a basic 
idea about its form, history, suffering of this 
place

• it is at your discretion how you work with the 
archaeological discoveries

C/ FACILITIES FOR VISITORS ON THE GROUNDS 
OF TODAY’S PIG FARM 

• design a building of high architectural 
quality with a clever spatial solution that 
enables efficient, multifunctional use of 
space for exhibition purposes, education, 
discussions and other public events

• build on the needs of the contracting 
authority defined in the building program

D/ ADJACENT LANDSCAPE

• your solution must be respectful to the 
surrounding landscape, design the Memorial 
to become part of it

• design the target state of the landscape

• design a logical road network in the 
complex connecting the camp with the 
cemetery of the camp victims and other 
parts of the Memorial as well as connecting 
the Memorial to the existing communication 
and road network

When designing all parts of the Memorial, 
pay maximum attention to the barrier-free access.

• The use of the premises and individual buildings 
of the former pig farm for the presentation of 
the Memorial themes is at your discretion. The 
ordering party considers keeping parts of the 
buildings, equipment, etc. of the pig farm (but 
not a large part) as a proof of one stage of the 
history of the story of Czech Roma and Sinti, the 
story of the place, as appropriate.

• The use of existing structural changes linked 
to the cultural Memorial Lety (parking lot with 
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access road, amphitheatre, nature trail and 
others) is at your discretion. 

• When designing the exhibition space, the form of 
using historical materials to present the individual 
themes of the Memorial is left to your discretion, 
take in account the requirements on creation of 
the contemporary expositions and consider the 
use of new technologies

In the area of the Memorial, in the expositions will 
be bindingly used: 

• the names of the camp victims in a form that 
allows the list to be added or modified, 

• part of movable archaeological discoveries 
from the locality of the so-called Gypsy camp, 

• photographs illustrating personal stories of 
individuals, 

the exhibition space will be addressed in detail 
in close cooperation with the authors of the 
exhibition in the subsequent project stages.

• Design the concept of the memorial in a way 
that allows its execution to be completed in 
stages. Abide by the limit of investment costs for 
construction works and deliveries of the 1st stage 
of the Memorial construction – CZK 31.5 million 
including VAT (21 %). Details of the stage of the 
memorial realization are given below.

• Propose a creative solution delivering 
a sustainable and self-sustaining solution and 
minimizes both the investment and long-term 
operating costs of the Memorial.

• Propose a concept of the whole Memorial and 
its connection to the surroundings (also consider 
the idea of connecting the places associated with 
the history of the camp), but with the possibility of 
implementing the Memorial in stages.

BINDING 
REQUIREMENTS OF 
THE PROPOSAL
• The concept of the memorial will address the 

remembrance of the location of the so-called 
Gypsy camp, the cemetery of the victims and the 
visitor centre, further the interconnection of these 
places, the transport service of the Memorial and 

the placement of the Memorial in the surrounding 
landscape so that in the subsequent stages of 
project documentation it is possible to meet the 
requirements set out in the construction program.

• The design of the visitor centre must be situated on 
the land owned by the Museum of Romani Culture 
(i.e. the pig farm and related land) and at the same 
time it is also a developable area.

• Respect the legal limits of the territory – protection 
of the cultural heritage of Lety, (i.e. the cemetery of 
the victims of the camp with the preservation of the 
existing Memorial) – protection of natural elements 
– forests, water bodies and wetlands, trees and 
agricultural land.

THE 
CONSTRUCTION 
PROGRAMME
A/ FACILITIES FOR VISITORS AND OPERATION 
OF THE MEMORIAL

Facilities for visitors

• entrance area – reception, sale of 
information and souvenirs, possibility of 
lending technical aids, eventually point 
for downloading the application, etc., 
cloakroom for visitors of educational 
programs, discussions, lectures, cultural 
events, small refreshments

• multifunctional space usable for:
• part of exposition
• education of groups of 40 people, 
• lectures, discussions for 40 people,

• bathroom facilities according to the 
capacities of the building, some of which 
should be accessible even when the Visitor 
Center will be closed

Facilities for the operation of the Memorial

• facilities for 8 employees

• store of educational materials, technical 
aids, mobile furniture, etc. – min. 20 m2

• warehouse – cleaning room, tool and 
material store for minor repairs – min. 16 m2
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• technical room according to the needs of 
the building and the technologies used

• points outside the building for connection of 
electricity and water, e.g. mobile refreshments, 
technical facilities of events, etc.

• 
B/ MEMORIAL AREA 

• depicting the area of the so-called Gypsy 
camp 

• creation of a dignified place of reverence in 
the area of the cemetery of the victims of the 
camp; a place suitable to hold reverential 
events

• creation of so-called external expositions 
– space in the area of the Memorial, where 
part of the themes of the Memorial will be 
presented

• road network connecting individual places 
of the Memorial and creating logical visitor 
circuits with navigation and information 
system – a small visitor circuit around the 
Memorial site and a large visitor circuit 
connected to sites associated with the 
history of the camp

C/ TRANSPORT

• arrival for the visitors to the Memorial from 
the current connection of the pig farm to the 
road I / 19

• parking for 25–30 cars and 3 buses

• space for occasional parking of additional 
50 cars

THE STAGES
Before implementing the Stage 1 of the Memorial, 
the pig farm will be demolished, including 
final landscaping. The demolition (including 
final landscaping) will be coordinated with the 
Memorial project emerging from the competition.

The Stage 1 of implementation of the Memorial 
must be fully functional, even if the funds for the 
subsequent stages are not available.

Stage 1 shall contain at least:

• facilities for visitors and the operation of the 
Memorial,

• architectural and artistic depiction of the 
camp area,

• alterations of the cemetery of the camp 
victims so that it becomes a dignified part of 
the Memorial complex,

• alterations of the pig farm area,

• building at least a part of the so-called 
external expositions – spaces in individual 
parts of the Memorial, where part of the 
themes of the Memorial will be presented,

• the interconnection of all places of 
the Memorial, that is, the place of 
commemoration of the so-called Gypsy 
camp, the burial site of the victims of the 
camp and the new visitor centre,

• implementation of all induced investments 
necessary to ensure the functionality of 
stage 1, i.e. implementation, inter alia, 
utilities, arrival, parking etc.

The next stages of the monument’s 
implementation will include all alterations 
leading to the architectural, urban and landscape 
“completion” of the Memorial implementation in 
accordance with the overall concept

In the next stages of the Memorial implementation, 
the ordering party assumes above all:

• implementation of alterations of the 
Memorial, which do not need to be 
implemented in Stage 1 without impairing 
the full functionality of this stage,

• alterations leading to the achievement of 
the final landscaping and connecting sites 
linked to the history of the camp and to 
tourist destinations in the area,

• in the future, the ordering party does not 
exclude the possibility of expanding the 
expositions or facilities for visitors. 



FINANCING
• In stage 1, the inviting party and the contracting 

party of the subsequent contract assumes an 
investment of a maximum of CZK 31.5 million  
incl. VAT (21 %) on works and supplies. This 
amount consists of contributions from the EEA 
Fund of € 1 million and a state budget of  
CZK 6 million. CZK 7.5 mil. incl. VAT was allocated 
for equipment and expositions of the Memorial. 
Specifically, € 194 000 from EEA funds and 
a contribution of € 100 000 from the Embassy of 
the Federal Republic of Germany in Prague. The 
fixed conversion rate was set to 1 EUR = 25.5 CZK.

• Demolition of the pig farm, including the final 
alteration of the premises will be financed from 
other sources. Landscaping after the demolition 
will be implemented and financed during the 
demolition of the pig farm.

• The pig farm demolition project assumes the 
formation of large amounts of inert recycle 
material. Due to the limited financial resources, 
the ordering party requires to use this material 
maximally during Memorial implementation.
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T H E  J U RY  O F  T H E  C O M PE T I T I O N

DEPENDENT MEMBERS OF THE JURY

Jana Horváthová
She is a historian and museologist who  

co-founded the Museum of Romani Culture in 1991, 
still a civic association, of which Horvathová has 
been the Director since 2003. Since the beginning of 
her professional work, she has focused on recording 
the oral testimonies of witnesses from among the 
original Czech and Moravian Roma and Sinti.

Čeněk Růžička
He comes from a family of original nomadic 

Czech Roma. His parents only met after nearly all 
members of their families had been killed in the 
concentration camps during the war. He grew up in 
an environment where the suffering of his parents 
and other Roma families during the war was much 
talked about. In 1991, he took charge of his parents’ 
claims for political prisoner status. In 1997, he was 
entrusted by the Council of Elders of the Traditional 
Czech Roma and Sinti to enforce the legitimate 
claims of former Roma prisoners of concentration 
camps and families of victims. He is a co-founder 
of the civic association, the Committee for the 
Compensation of the Holocaust of the Roma in 
the Czech Republic, of which he is the chairman. 
He was a leader in the struggle for the removal of 
the pig farm in Lety and a dignified reminder of the 
victims of the so-called Gypsy camp in Lety.

Martin Martínek
He is a representative of the Ministry of Culture 

of the Czech Republic, which is the founder of the 
Museum of Romani Culture. He is the Head of the 

analysis and concept office. Until 2018 he served 
as Head of the Intern-ministerial Commission for 
Roma Community Affairs and the Secretariat of the 
Government Council for National Minorities.

INDEPENDENT MEMBERS OF THE JURY

Josef Pleskot
He is one of the most important Czech 

architects of the present time. He has won 
a number of awards for his works and his 
buildings regularly represent Czech architecture 
in international exhibitions. He graduated from 
the Faculty of Architecture of the Czech Technical 
University in Prague. Since 1991 he has been 
running his own architectural studio AP ATELIER 
in Holešovice district in Prague. With his creative 
conception of the architectural expression, he was 
able to apply various architectural morphologies in 
a specific way and to solve a wide range of orders 
ranging from family houses, public buildings to 
large residential, administrative or production 
areas. He also deals with public space and 
revitalization of housing estates.

Vladimír Sitta
He graduated from Mendel University in 

Brno and began working as a landscape architect 
in Czechoslovakia. In 1979, he first emigrated to 
West Germany and then to Australia, which is still 
his second home to this day. In Australia, Professor 
Richard Weller and he founded two internationally 
active landscape studios, Terragram and Room 
4.1.3. Both companies are renowned for their 
innovative designs with distinctive visual features, 
which have won numerous international awards. 
Since 2012, he has been working at the Faculty 
of Architecture of the Czech Technical University, 
where he leads the Department of Landscape 
Architecture. His studio focuses on blurring 
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the boundaries between disciplines such as 
architecture, landscaping or scenography and on 
the social aspect of landscape architecture.

Emilia Rigová
She graduated from the Academy of 

Fine Arts in Banská Bystrica, the Sculpture and 
Applied Media studio. Today, she is an active 
artist and university teacher. She is a holder of the 
OskarChepan Prize for young Slovak artists from 
2018 and a holder of Roma Spirit 2018. Her main 
themes are cultural or social stereotypes, alter 
ego, Roma identity and psychological shadows.

Rostislav Koryčánek
He is a Czech art historian and exhibition 

curator. In his work, he is dedicated mainly to 
architecture and public space, and their social, 
cultural and political context. But he is not only 
a theoretician and an observer, but he actively 
advocates the cultivation of public space. In 2001, 
he founded the architectural magazine Era 21, which 
focuses on the relationship between construction 
and the city and landscape. He hosted a number of 
Round Tables discussions and public seminars. He 
also initiated the Brněnské architektonické stezky / 
Brněnský architektonický manuál (Brno Architectural 
Trails / Brno Architectural Manual) project to promote 
and access Brno architecture. As the director of 
the Brno House of Arts he organized the three-year 
festival Sochy v ulicích (Sculptures in the Streets). At 
present, he is the curator of architecture and design 
of the Moravian Gallery.

SUBSTITUTE FOR DEPENDENT PART OF THE JURY

Rudolf Murka
He comes from a family of Czech and 

Moravian Roma and Sinti. His father Rudolf 

went through concentration camps in Dachau, 
Buchenwald and Terezín. He managed to survive 
as well as his brother Antonín, who escaped from 
the so-called Gypsy camp in Hodonín u Kunštátu 
and went underground. He actively participated 
in the anti-Nazi resistance in East Moravia (for 
example, he participated in the liberation of 
Vizovice in early May, 1945). Other family members 
from the mother’s or father’s side died in Lety 
u Písku or other concentration camps in Europe. 
He has been dedicated to collecting documents, 
photographs and all information regarding the 
fate of his family members. In these and other 
aspects of the documentation and research 
of the Holocaust of the Roma and Sinti, he 
cooperates with the Museum of Romani Culture 
and other institutions and researchers and actively 
advocates the dignified commemoration of the 
Roma Holocaust victims.

Anna Míšková
She is a historian of the Museum of Romani 

Culture, specializing in the Holocaust of Roma 
and Sinti. Since 2018, she has been a member of 
the Czech Republic’s delegation to the IHRA – 
International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance. 
She is also the principal investigator of the grant 
from IHRA to create an exposition concept for the 
future Memorial in Lety u Písku.

SUBSTITUTE FOR INDEPENDENT MEMBERS 
OF THE JURY

Regina Loukotová
After graduating from the Faculty of 

Architecture, CTU in Prague, she founded her 
own architectural studio. During her studies, she 
spent a term at The Oslo School of Architecture 
and Design, Norway. Since 1999, she has worked 
with the architect Martin Roubík, the co-founder 
of the Norwegian studio Snoehetta. One of their 
greatest achievements was an award for projects 
in a competition at the Great Egyptian Museum in 
Giza. The model of the competition design is part 
of the collections of the National Gallery in Prague. 
In 2010, she founded the first international private 
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college of architecture ARCHIP (Architectural 
Institute in Prague), which she is currently in charge of.

Igor Marko
He is an architect and urban planner living 

and working in London, and he is the Head of 
Marko & Placemakers studio. He has long devoted 
himself to developing cities that overlap the 
traditional boundaries of architecture and he 
believes that public space needs its story and 
the people who create it. He is behind many 
transformational projects around the world, such 
as the NorthalaFields Park in London, which 
has won many awards and is an example of 
sustainability with the participation of local people. 
He hosts a number of workshops and initiatives 
at an international level for organizations such as 
the European Urban Design Laboratory Stadslab, 
Aspen Institute Prague and various architectural 
schools. His work has been widely published in 
North America, Europe and Asia.

SECRETARY OF THE JURY

Karolína Koupalová
She studied garden and landscape 

architecture at Mendelu Faculty of Horticulture in  
Lednice na Moravě. Since 2009, she has worked as 
a city architect of the Chief Architect’s Department 
in Pardubice, specializing in urban greenery and 
landscape, later she became the head of the chief 
architect’s department. From this position, she 
introduced methods of involving the public in the 
planning of public areas of the city, and she was 
a member of the design teams that successfully 
led the revitalization of several public areas and 
the Pardubice Park. Since 2017, as a member of 
the ONplan team, she has been specializing in the 
coordination and analysis of conceptual, strategic 
and territorial planning documents of towns and 
municipalities, their communication with the public 
and their application in specific development 
projects and preparation and organization of urban 
and architectural competitions.

COMPETITION DESIGN EXAMINER

Petr Návrat
He graduated from the University of 

Economics in Prague, the Faculty of International 
Relations and Bartlett School of Planning, 
University College London. In 2014, he founded 
the ONplan planning office, which provides 
comprehensive solutions and services in the 
areas of urban revitalization and development and 
strategic planning.

From 2013 to 2016 he worked at IPR Prague, 
where, at first, he was in charge of the economic 
part of the Prague Strategic Plan and later he 
introduced the methods of public involvement in 
planning processes into the preparation and he 
was in charge of the preparation of the Manual 
of Participation in town planning approved by 
the City Council as a methodological basis. He 
teaches spatial planning, economic development 
and urban revitalization at the international school 
of architecture Archip in Prague.

EXPERTS OF THE JURY

Jan Hauer
He comes from a family of Czech and 

Moravian Sinti. His father Antonín Hauer lost 
his first family, his wife, Rozalia Burian, and four 
children, Mary, Wilhelm, Matthew and Bert, in 
the Nazi concentration camps, and he was also 
imprisoned. Jan Hauer’s mother Božena Pflegerová 
survived the so-called Gypsy camp in Lety u Písku. 
Her three-month-old daughter Štěpánka died in 
the camp. Twenty years after the war, Jan Hauer, 
along with his father, was involved in seeking 
out information about the fates of his relatives 
he had never known. He still collects family 
photographs and historical documents. Thanks to 
him, in 2018, the researchers received a copy of 
several versions of the unfinished manuscript of 
his mother Božena Pflegerová Return unwanted, in 
the late 80s of the 20th century. She tried to cope 
with the horrific experiences of the imprisonment 
at Lety u Písku and intended to testify about these 
events to the public. In the long term, he cares 
not only for the memory of his family and the 
community of Sinti living in the Czech Republic, 
but he also fought for the removal of the pig farm 
in Lety and for public remembrance of the Roma 
victims of the Holocaust.
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Antonín Lagryn
He comes from a Sinti family. His mother, 

Ilona Maria Hauer, originally from Germany, 
went through the Ravensbrück concentration 
camp. His father, Josef Lagryn, was imprisoned 
in the so-called Gypsy camp in Lety u Písku 
and subsequently in other Nazi concentration 
camps. During the war, his first wife and their 
four children died in the concentration camps. 
At the turn of the 1960s and 1970s, it was the 
seeking of the fate of one of these children, the 
boy František, which was led by a historian Ctibor 
Nečas, who once attended elementary school 
with František, in order to research and publish his 
first professional papers on the Holocaust of the 
Roma in Czechoslovakia. Antonín’s grandparents 
from his father’s side also died in the Lety camp. 
Antonín’s uncle, Jan, went through the so-called 
Gypsy camp in Hodonín u Kunštátu and died in 
Auschwitz. Antonín Lagryn learned about the 
tragic events of the World War II through his family, 
the memory of which is kept and passed on. In 
1998, he was one of the founding members of the 
Committee for the Compensation of the Roma 
Holocaust.

Helena Sadílková
She is the Head of the Seminar on Roma 

studies at the Department of Central European 
Studies, Faculty of Arts, Charles University in 
Prague, member of the working group for the 
preparation of the competition, author of the 
Memorial theme.

Pavel Vařeka
He is the Head of the Department of 

Archaeology of the University of West Bohemia in 
Pilsen, the Head of archaeological research in Lety 
u Písku.

Pavel Herman
He is an expert in public contracts involved 

in the revision of competitive conditions, 
especially in ensuring their compliance with the 
Public Procurement Act procurement.

Blanka Hlavínová
She is a long-time Mayor of Lety, who will 

represent the interests of municipalities in the 
vicinity of the Memorial and their inhabitants 
during the jury meeting.

A specialist in building budgeting and 
investment technicians of the Museum of Romani 
Culture will also be invited. 
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THE MOST IMPORTANT POINTS OF 
THE COMPETITIVE CONDITIONS

THE DESIGN COMPETITION IS ANNOUNCED AS TWO-ROUND, OPEN, 
ANONYMOUS AND INTERNATIONAL 

WHAT IS THE COURSE OF THE COMPETITION?

October 14, 2019  Opening of the competition

October/November, 2019 Registration of applicants in NEN

November 18, 2019  Tour of the area

Till January 17, 2020  Submission of the proposal in the Stage 1

January/February, 2020 The jury will select 7 proposals to 
advance to Stage 2

Till April 21, 2020  Submission of the proposal in the Stage 2

April/May, 2020 The jury will choose the winner and award them

May/June, 2020 Meetings with the winner/s of the competition 
and conclusion of a contract for all subsequent stages of the project 
documentation 

REQUIRED COMPOSITION OF THE COMPETITION TEAM

An authorized architect and a landscape designer must be members of the 
participant team. 

THE LANGUAGE OF THE COMPETITION
In the 1st round, the competition proposals can be submitted in Czech or 
English language, in the 2nd round it is required that the textual parts are 
submitted in Czech as well as in English language.

PRIZES FOR COMPETITION AND EXPENSES COMPENSATION?

1. prize – CZK 150 000
2. prize – CZK 120 000
3. prize – CZK 90 000
The amount of CZK 160 000 will be distributed among the other 

participants of the second phase of the competition.
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HOW WILL THE COMPETITION PROPOSAL BE SUBMITTED IN ROUND 1?

The following parts of the proposal will be submitted in paper form:

1 or 2 panels of A1 format containing – graphic and textual part with this 
recommended content:

• situation of the Memorial area at a scale of 1 : 1 000, or a perspective on 
a similar scale providing the whole concept of the Memorial

• floor plans, views, sections, or visualizations, or other forms of depiction 
of individual parts of the Memorial

• a scheme illustrating the authors’ idea of the stage of construction

• a brief description of each aspect of the chosen solution

• expert estimate of investment costs including the division of the costs 
of the first stage of implementation and subsequent stages.

The textual part in Czech or English language will be displayed on the 
competition panels together with the graphic part.

envelope “Contact details“(completed appendix of the competition 
conditions PF1)

Electronically via NEN will be submitted:
documents proving the fulfilment of the conditions for participating in the 
competition. Statutory declaration PF2

In order to meet the deadline for submitting the proposal in round 1, the time 
of submission of the panels and the envelope “Contact Details” in paper 
form is crucial.

HOW WILL THE COMPETITION PROPOSAL BE SUBMITTED IN ROUND 2?

The requirements and recommendations for the competition designs will be 
specified by the jury in the call for participation in the second phase of the 
competition.

Preliminarily submission of this part in a paper form of the proposal will be 
required:

4 panels of A1 format – graphic part

• situation of the area at a scale of 1 : 1000 or a perspective on a similar 
scale

• floor plans, views, sections, or other forms of depiction of individual 
parts of the Memorial

• visualizations characterizing the proposed solution, the overall 
impression of the Memorial in the area

• visualizations documenting the interior of the visitor’s background and 
the author’s idea of solving the expositions of the Memorial

• a broader relationship scheme
• a scheme illustrating the authors’ idea of the staging the construction
• scheme documenting principles of sustainability of the complex
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• It is permissible to add individual displays explaining the texts, 
provided that the texts must be in English and Czech in the round 2.

envelope “Contact details“

Electronically via NEN will be submitted

Textual part in Czech and English

• a brief annotation of the proposal
• detailed description of the proposal and particular aspects 
• expert estimate of investment costs according to the model, which 

will be part of the call for participation in the second round of the 
competition

• answers to questions specified by the jury in the call for participation in 
the second phase of the competition

In order to meet the deadline for submitting the proposal in round 2, the time 
of submission of the panels and the envelope “Contact Details” in paper 
form is crucial.

Participants (in Round I and Round 2) will send a digital version of the 
designs at the invitation of the contracting party once the completion has 
finished.
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N E N  –  N AT I O N A L 
E L E C T R O N I C  T O O L

Part of the entries must be submitted electronically via the National 
electronic tool – NEN https://nen.nipez.cz/

All competitors must be registered in this system. We therefore appeal to all 
unregistered participants not to underestimate this step and register as soon 
as they start considering participation. 

Successful registration of a supplier does not oblige to submit 
a proposal.

TASKS THE COMPETITORS WILL BE OBLIGED TO COMPLETE IN NEN

1.  Registration 
2.  Submission of statutory declaration on the fulfilment of 
  the conditions for participation in the competition in the first 
  round of the competition
3.  Submission of the textual part of the proposal in the second 
  round of the competition

Details on the individual steps of working with NEN can be found 
in the user manuals at: https://nen.nipez.cz/UzivatelskeInformace/
UzivatelskePrirucky.

In case of any complications with the NEN system, user support is available 
on (+420) 841 888 841 and Hotline@nipez.cz.

NOTIFICATION

The inviting party is not responsible for any failure of the NEN system 
or complications of the competitors. We therefore recommend that all 
competitors submit their proposal well in advance. Timely submission of the 
proposal is the responsibility of the participants.
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The Memorial will include indoor and outdoor expositions – premises in 
which visitors will be informed about the following basic topics:

• The situation of the Roma and Sinti from the First Republic to the end of 
World War II

• So-called Gypsy camp Lety u Písku
• Situation after the return of the surviving Roma and Sinti

EXPLANATION OF THE TERMS ROMA, SINTI, GYPSY

First of all, the terms Roma, Sinti and Gypsy, which are used exclusively 
as a term used in the present text, are to be explained.

The term Roma (Roma in Romany, Romas and Romani) is the term 
that most Roma in the world use for their own ethnic denomination. Romani, 
originally a unified and secondarily differentiated language, is common to 
all Roma. The Roma language as well as the Roma community is internally 
differentiated, there are various sub-ethnic groups.

However, the Roma were used to be (and still are) presented with terms 
that were/are deep-rooted in the local languages of the surrounding society 
and that other used to refer to them. It is Gypsy/gypsy (Cikán/cikán) in the 
Czech environment. The term Gypsy often bears pejorative connotations. The 
term originated from the Greek Athinganoi, which used to refer to members of 
a foreign heretical sect, who devoted themselves to divination and black magic 
in the Asia Minor region, and with whom the Roma were mistakenly identified. 
Moreover, the term gypsy (cikán) has gradually become a social designation for 
various groups, often only on the basis of external signs, which they may have 
shared partly, although they were not related by origin, language, or ethnicity.

The interest of the Roma themselves in adopting their own Roma / 
Roma designation by the surrounding society arose in the early 1970s at 
the First World Roma Meeting in Orpington near London, which was also 
attended by a delegation of the Czech Association of Gypsies-Roma.

Sinto (singular) and Sinti (plural) is a distinct sub-ethnic group of Roma 
living mainly in Germany, Italy, Austria, the Czech Republic, Slovenia, etc., 
closely related to the French Manouche. In the Czech environment, it is a very 
small group, which feels to be related to the Sinti throughout Europe. They 
speak a sintish dialect of Romani with many words taken from German. Until 
forced settlement, they lived in a nomadic or semi-nomadic way of life that 
corresponded to their traditional way of livelihood, especially trading.

SITUATION OF THE ROMA 
AND SINTI FROM THE FIRST 
REPUBLIC UNTIL THE END OF 
WORLD WAR II
THE PERIOD BETWEEN WORLD WAR I AND WORLD WAR II

In 1918, the Czechoslovak Republic was established as a democratic 
state. Before World War II, approximately 70 000–110 000 Roma and Sinti lived 
in Czechoslovakia, most of them in Slovakia. About 10 000 of them lived in 

T H E  T H EM ES  O F  T H E  M EM O R I A L
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Bohemia, Moravia and Silesia (Czech lands – the territory of today’s Czech 
Republic). They were diverse sub-ethnic groups differing in social status, 
ways of life and livelihood, and they had different history and spoke 
different dialects of the Roma language. Due to mainly long-term historical 
development and (in) willingness of the surrounding population to accept the 
Roma and Sinti into towns and villages, the concentration of the settled Roma 
living on the outskirts of villages and towns was more frequent in Moravia 
(especially in its south-eastern part).

The life of the Roma and Sinti in Bohemia was more often associated 
with territorial movement. The above-mentioned sub-ethnic groups of the 
Czech lands, commonly included under the collective name “Gypsies”,  
were very diverse and differentiated – from socially uncertain workers living 
on the edge of law, poor wage labourers, typically blacksmiths, grinders, 
door-to-door traders, musicians, horse traders to affluent traders.

For centuries, in the imagination of most of society, “Gypsies” have 
been stereotypically associated with constant territorial movement, crime and 
asocial behaviour. Stereotypes and prejudices fundamentally influenced the 
lives of the Roma and Sinti even in the time of interwar Czechoslovakia. It was 
also reflected in the approach of the authorities and especially the security 
services to these groups of inhabitants. People considered as “Gypsies” were 
perceived as a social and security risk and were therefore subject to long-
term records, police and authority surveillance and restrictions on rights and 

Photograph from Jan Hauer’s family archive, turn of the 1920s and 1930s. Photo: author unknown, from the 
collection of the Museum of Romani Culture

Photograph from Jan Hauer’s family archive, about 1928. Photo: author unknown, 
from the collection of the Museum of Romani Culture
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freedoms under the slogans ‘combating gypsy social ill’, ‘gypsy trouble’ and 
‘rural scourge’. In accordance with this previous practice, the Czechoslovak 
authorities also proceeded – Act No. 117/1927 Coll. “Wandering Gypsies and 
people living in the Gypsy way”, which became an instrument of official and 
police control over “Gypsies”.

The vague anchoring of the term “gypsy” allowed discrimination against 
nomadic Roma and “living Gypsy”, namely nomadic non-Roma, as well as 
discrimination of Roma in general – “Gypsies by birth”. Therefore, in practice, 
the law also applied to the settled Roma and Sinti, especially those were 
refused to be accepted in their home unions by municipalities. The fact of the 
conflict of law, which restricted freedom of movement, negated the principle 
of equality of citizens before the law with the current constitution had been 
already known during its discussion in parliament, but was approved.

The new legislation introduced special identity cards (so-called Gypsy ID 
cards), the Roma people were under permanent official and police surveillance, 
there were certain areas which the „wandering Gypsies“ were banned from 
(spa and tourist areas, border areas, big cities), which was visibly displayed 
on tin boards. The law allowed the removal of children from „gypsy“ families 
for their „re-education“ in institutional or family care. However, there was not 
much interest in the children of the Roma, and the authorities repeatedly called 
for the implementation of a given section of the law, for which considerable 
money was allocated. This legislation was not intended primarily to address the 
Roma situation, but to protect society from this “element”. To some extent, it 
was also based on the belief that “Gypsies” are destined to live on the margins 
of society since their birth (today we would say genetically). At the same time, 
discriminatory legislation and its individual measures helped to maintain the 
Roma and Sinti in social exclusion, marginalization and criminalize them. Gypsy 
ID card with fingerprints and special signs was perceived by the Roma as 
a stigma and as a „card of a criminal“ by the surrounding society.

An article “Gypsies – Rural Scourge”, published in 1926. The article described the history of “Gypsies” and problems with them.

Photograph of a sign with 
“Access of wandering Roma and 
nomads forbidden“ placed on 
a fence, 1930´s. Photo: author 
unknown, from the collection of 
the Museum of Romani Culture.
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The so-called gypsy card was an identification of the holder as well as description of appearance and 
fingerprints. All children under 14 years of age (older got their own) were to be listed. The documents were 
issued on the basis of Act No. 117/1927 Coll., from the collection of the Museum of Romani Culture.

Later on, the persecution apparatus in the Protectorate of Bohemia and 
Moravia (part of the Czechoslovak territory, from March 15 or 16, 1939 until 
May 8–9, 1945 occupied by Nazi Germany) could de facto follow the practice 
of inventories and records. Media show that the public did not perceive 
escalating anti-Gypsy repression negatively. There were some proposals for 
more radical measures “than just thumb prints in Gypsy ID”, including forced 
camp concentration, tattooing numbers and sterilization of “gypsy females”. 
This had been presented in the social debate and correspondence of the 
authorities in Czechoslovakia since the 1930s. Thus, the course of the Nazi 
genocide of the Roma and Sinti in the Czech lands could draw on long-
standing and significant social assumptions.

Despite significant social exclusion and marginalization, many Roma 
and Sinti achieved economic and social advancement. During the interwar 
Czechoslovakia, we can see the first Roma students at secondary schools 
and universities as well as an increasing number of Roma trained in crafts. For 
example, Tomáš Holomek (1911–1988) from Svatobořice in Kyjov was enrolled 
at the Faculty of Law of Charles University in 1931. During the war, a warrant 
in his name was written by the German criminal police. Unlike the rest of his 
family, he saved his life by an early escape to Slovakia.

An article entitled “Gypsy – 
Lawyer” from 1932 describing 
how Tomáš Holomek from the 
Roma settlement in village 
Svatobořice became the first 
Czechoslovak Roma lawyer and 
a university-educated “Gypsy”.
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THE PERIOD OF THE ONSET OF NAZISM AND WORLD WAR II

In 1933, the Nazis led by Adolf Hitler, came to power in Germany. 
Based on Nazi ideology and racial pseudoscience, there were suggestions 
to “improve” the population, which included euthanasia, sterilization and later 
also the eradication of “unwanted groups” of the population (physically and 
mentally handicapped, homosexuals and race groups – Jews, Roma and Sinti). 
The Nazi “science” identified “Gypsies” as a hereditary asocial / criminal group.

In 1936, the Research Institute for Racial Hygiene was established by 
Robert Ritter, who began to research the determination of who “Gypsy” and 
“gypsy half-breed” is. The staff of the Institute published a number of articles on 
the so-called Gypsy question and dealt with the compilation of genealogical 
tables, anthropological characters, etc. These “researchers” argued that 
“Gypsies” ,for racial reasons, are amoral, criminals and they detest work.  
Anti-Roma regulations, which were later introduced in the Czech lands, had 
been applied in Nazi Germany since the mid-1930s.

From autumn 1938 Nazi Germany militarily occupied the Czechoslovak 
border. At that time, even the Roma population was fleeing inland for fear of 
the Nazis, the threat of persecution and concentration camps. The German 
Nazi apparatus was supported by part of Czech society in an effort to stimulate 
a more radical approach to unpopular ranks of the population. The Czech press 
and authorities were concerned with how to deal effectively with the increasing 
numbers of the Roma and Sinti. On the basis of these discussions, Government 
Order No. 72 of March 2, 1939 (amended April 28, 1939 as Government Order 
No. 188/1939) “on punitive labour camps” was adopted. Punitive labour 
camps (KPT) were designed for men over 18 years of age who could not prove 
a proper way of living. They were opened on August 10, 1940 in Lety u Písku and 
in Hodonín u Kunštátu. The stay of the “rebukers” was limited in time  
(3–6 months) and they were to serve their sentence for a specific period of 
time. The Roma were marked with a red “C” (cikan / Gypsy) on the lists of 
“rebukers”, making up between 10–15 % of them all.

Nazi anti-Gypsy measures were gradually introduced at first after the 
occupation of the remaining territory of the Czech lands by Nazi Germany and 
the proclamation of the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia in March 1939. 

On November 30, 1939, a nomadic ban was imposed. Nomadic Roma 
and Sinti were forced to settle by the end of January 1940, or were placed in the 
punitive labour camps upon the suggestion of the village. At the same time, it 
was the municipalities themselves that were taking significant action against 
the establishment of Roma on their land registers. The contradictory approach 

Photographs from the so-called race research, which originated in the Institute for Race Hygiene in Berlin.  
The race research measured and noted even the details of eyes, noses, chins, hands and other body parts of 
children from the Roma and Sinti families, 1930´s.  Photo: author unknown, Bundesarchiv, Germany.



35Assignment details

of local governments in official reports is commented on by security forces,  
as evidenced by archival documents.

Božena Pflegerová
“It was already rumoured that camps for gypsy people were being 

formed. This was also indicated by the Gypsy ID card, which many had 
already received. We didn’t get them, but we didn’t escape our destiny. 
My husband worked in a woodworking workshop in Dejvice, and of course 
I had to take care of our livelihood, as everything was too expensive, and we 
couldn’t live off the vouchers”.

Initially, in Protectorate, the action against the “Gypsies” was apparently 
intentionally covered for action against the “antisocial individuals”, which 
was in some way demonstrated by the poor public interest in these matters. 
Gradually, even following the connection of the Protectorate authorities to 
the apparatus of the occupiers, and hence the following of the Nazi direction 
of solving the “Gypsies” issues, racial motives were increasingly uncovered. 
However, everything proceeded relatively inconspicuously and as a logical 
chain of stricter regulations, the public did not even notice a qualitative change 
– a turning point. Under the governmental decree “On Preventing Crime 
elimination” (March 9, 1942), people considered as “antisocial individuals” were 
also interned in the newly established collection camps in Lety and Hodonín, 
and were later sent to the Auschwitz I concentration camp.

 

Openly, policy against the Roma began after the reform of the 
Protectorate Administration in July 1942. On July 10, 1942, an order “to combat 
the Gypsy malevolence” was issued. It was an exact copy of the Reich’s model. 
It ordered the local gendarmerie to make an inventory of “Gypsies and gypsy 
half-breeds”, the aim of which was to accurately capture people with “gypsy 
blood” in the Protectorate, regardless of their way of life or livelihood.

The inventory was made on August 2, 1942. “Gypsies, gypsy half-
breeds and people leading a nomadic way of life” were not allowed to leave 
their place of residence between August 1 and August 3, 1942, and were to 
arrive with all family members for an inventory at police stations or police 

An article “Black Jews – Even 
With Gypsies Where They 
Belong!” from the magazine 
Vlajka. April 9, 1942 – an article 
from the time before the opening 
of the so-called Gypsy camps, 
describing that “Gypsies” deserve 
the same treatment as Jews.
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offices. During the inventory, questionnaires, photographs, fingerprints, 
protocols of warning or imprisonment reports were taken. The number of 
“Gypsies and gypsy half-breeds” in the Protectorate was set at 6 500 after 
several months of verification and examination of records. From those who 
did not have a permanent residence, a nomadic and trade license was taken 
away. Those who had a permanent job were warned that if they stopped 
working or left their place of residence, they would be immediately detained.

 

All “Gypsies, gypsy half-breeds and people living in a Gypsy way” who 
were detained, or “had the prerequisites to be detained”, were transported 
with their family members, with the assistance of the gendarmerie, to the 
newly established so-called Gypsy camps – Zigeunerlager I – Lety u Písku 
for Bohemia and Zigeunerlager II – Hodonín u Kunštátu for Moravia. Thus, the 
inventory of August 2 registered all Roma and Sinti, their so-called half-breeds 
in the territory of the Protectorate. Some of them were interned in the so-called 
Gypsy camps, but most of them were still free. Approximately 1 200 prisoners 
were sent to Lety and approximately 1 200 to Hodonín u Kunštátu.

Božena Pflegerová
“It was August 5, 1942, when at four in the morning someone banged on 

the door. My partner opened, and some civilians and German Gestapo soldiers 
crowded into the flat. There were also Czech police from Michle. We didn’t know 
what was going on.

Quickly get dressed and take all the things you need for a longer stay to 
work at the field and forest. The Germans were yelling “Snell, Snell”, so there was 
time to just throw things in the bundle, a car was waiting outside, and we were 
taken to Michle, to the police station. The whole house was awake. Some felt 
sorry for us, but there were more who wished some horrible fate upon us. Mostly 
those people who joined the Germans. The forged Gestapo shoes thundered 
around the house, looking for other Gypsies. So they took us to Michle to the 
police, where they chased us into a cellar, where wooden counters were made, 
like cellars in a block. And there were families, some of which we knew and 
some we didn’t. We took linen, clothes, duvets and cookware. We anticipated 
what they intended to do with us. When a guard appeared we asked him what 
it was about. Either he did not answer or he said “Ichweistnicht.” When a Czech 
came and told us that we would go to work in the woods, where apartments are 
ready for us and as soon as the field and forest work (illegible word) we would 
come back to our homes. But it was just a trap.”

The culmination of the “the liquidation of the Gypsies” began with 
the AuschwitzErlass / Auschwitz Decree issued on December 16, 1942 by 

The decree which ordered all “Gypsies, 
gypsy half-breeds and wandering people in 
a Gypsy way” to appear on the inventory on 
August 2, 1942, from non-collection of the 
Museum of Romani Culture.
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Heinrich Himmler, the Reich SS leader and the Minister of the Interior. He 
ordered that “Gypsies and gypsy half-breed” from all territories controlled 
by the German Empire, including the Protectorate, be displaced – as it later 
turned out to the so-called Gypsy family camp at Auschwitz II-Birkenau 
concentration and extermination camp. The lists of persons for deportation 
were drawn up by the German criminal police on the basis of data from the 
inventory of August 2, 1942. Before the transportation, the Roma were taken 
to collection points where their anthropological features were assessed by 
German and Protectorate police authorities.

Exceptionally, someone was released. There are documented cases 
where after the Roma were transported, the property was seized and sold 
at auction in some areas. Many Roma and Sinti tried to redeem their way 
from the transport with gold or money, mostly unsuccessfully. Although 
someone managed to escape from the transport, it was temporary, and was 
later dragged away in one of the other transports. Some Roma managed 
to escape and hide in the Protectorate, some fled to Slovakia where the 
situation was different, and there were no mass expulsions of the Roma. 
Some Roma also joined the resistance. In Slovakia, the involvement of the 
Roma in the resistance was more distinctive. However, the topic has not yet 
been explored and is still pending.

The first mass transport was dispatched from Brno on March 7, 1943, and 
thus began the systematic removal of a substantial part of the Roma and Sinti 
from the Protectorate, who could originally remain free. In the second stage, 
the Roma and Sinti were imprisoned in so-called Gypsy camps in Lety u Písku 
and in Hodonín u Kunštátu. Transports from these camps were delayed against 

Residents of the Roma settlement Bohusoudov, immediately before the deportation to the concentration camp 
Auschwitz II-Birkenau, 1943, Bohusoudov. Photo: author unknown, from the collection of the Museum of Romani 
Culture.

Josef Serinek (1900–1947) – 
former guard of the so-called 
gypsy camp in Lety u Písku, later 
known as the so-called Black 
Partisan (in the foreground), 1946. 
Photo: author unknown, from 
the collection of the Museum of 
Romani Culture.
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the original plan due to typhoid infections and subsequent quarantine. In the 
third stage, since October 1943, only the remaining Roma and Sinti and their 
so-called half-breeds were transported.

The Auschwitz I concentration camp and the Auschwitz II-Birkenau 
concentration and extermination camp was the destination of the Roma and 
Sinti transports. Mostly transports of the so-called asocial headed to Auschwitz 
I, while transports mostly of the Roma and Sinti headed directly to the newly 
opened so-called Gypsy family camp in the Zigeunerlager. Whole families, 
including the smallest children, were placed together. In total, over 22 000 
Roma and Sinti from all over Europe were interned in the camp, of which 
approximately 4 500 were from the territory of the then Protectorate of Bohemia 
and Moravia. They were the third largest group here. Prisoners who were 
tattooed on the forearm with the letter “Z” as “Zigeuner” and the prison number 
suffered from extremely rough and harsh conditions – cold or hot, inadequate 
clothing and food, lack of drinking and service water, terrible hygiene 
conditions, the spread of infectious diseases, hard work, pseudo-medical 
attempts and cruel punishments – all of which led to a huge number of deaths.

So-called Gypsy family camp in Auschwitz II-Birkenau was abolished 
in August 1944, when the last large transport of a total of 1 408 labour capable 
prisoners left for the Buchenwald concentration camp and the female 
prisoners for the Ravensbrück concentration camp. Only prisoners who were 
unable to work – old men, old women and mothers with children – remained 
in the camp. Josef Mengel selected a small group of juvenile prisoners and 
twins from a children’s block to be sent to Auschwitz I, and the rest was taken 
to Crematorium V on the night August 2 and 3. About 4 200 Roma men, women 
and children died in gas chambers that night. Other Roma were employed in 
forced labour in the Buchenwald and Ravensbrück concentration camps, and 
later in other concentration camps. About half a million Roma and Sinti did not 
survive the war. The evidence of murdered Roma is often missing, so the figure 
is only a rough estimate and may change in the future.

A part of the story of Emílie Hanáková about the selection of prisoners upon 
the closing of the Gypsy family camp in Auschwitz II-Birkenau in 1944:

“I also met my parents in Auschwitz. My dad died there and mother 
died in Ravensbrück. Even my kid died there in Auschwitz. If it didn’t die, 
so they would burn me. Who had a child, he did not go to the transport, he 
stayed in Auschwitz and they would burned him. The husband’s mother was 
also burned with the husband’s daughter (she was from his first marriage). 
So they burned her, that mother, she knelt on her knees so that he would 
leave, husband, that at least he would be saved. I was saved me by staying 
alone there (her son died there), and his mother saved herself by keeping his 
daughter and she said, “At least he will save himself because he is young.“

SO-CALLED GYPSY CAMP IN 
LETY U PÍSKU

So-called Gypsy family camp in Lety u Písku was situated in a remote 
place between the Babina forest and the Lipeš pond and served as a place 
of concentration for whole families of the Roma and Sinti from Bohemia in the 
then Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia. It followed the previous two types 
of camps at this location, a punitive labour camp and a collection camp, but by 
its nature it was already a qualitatively different facility. It became part of the final 
stage of the “final solution” to the Gypsy question.

Both so-called Gypsy camps (Lety – Zigeunerlager I; Hodonín u Kunštátu 
– Zigeunerlager II) were opened (August 2, 1942) according to the decree of 
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the General Commander of the Protectorate Uniformed Police, SS officer, Horst 
Böhmehoz on July 10, 1942.

The new legislation launched a systemic general attack against the 
“gypsy ill”; it falls into the period just after the end of the re-organization, when 
the protectorate authorities and security were directly linked to the apparatus of 
the occupiers. The decree was a copy of the regulation that had been in force 
in Germany since December 1938 – ordering an inventory of “Gypsies, gypsy 
half-breeds and people living in a Gypsy way”. The registration activity (August 
2, 1942) was to determine the number of people to whom the plans for the “final 
solution” would apply. Directly from the inventory, some families were sent to the 
newly opened Gypsy camps I and II. The decree on “combating gypsy crime” 
initiated an open racist policy towards the Roma and Sinti in the Protectorate, 
which culminated in the murder of the entire ethnic group and is therefore called 
genocide.

In 1942, the systematic deportation of the Jewish population from the 
Protectorate to the Terezín Ghetto began. Similar to the camps in Lety and 
Hodonín for the Roma and the Sinti, Terezín was only a transfer station for Jews to 
concentration and extermination camps in the territory of Nazi-occupied Poland.

In addition, a certain percentage of non-Roma families, especially the 
so-called secular-people operating amusement parks, circuses, or related sales, 
were also included in the inventory and were sent to the Lety camp. Most of 
them, along with the Roma and Sinti, who apparently did not show signs of the 
Gypsy race, were released from the Gypsy camp before being deported to the 
Auschwitz concentration camp. On the one hand, this demonstrates that even 
during the protectorate the anti-Gypsies procedure under the First Republic Act 
on Wandering Gypsies continued until sometime, in which the term “Gypsy” was 
only vaguely defined and made it possible to include both “Gypsies by race” and 
“non-Gypsies” “living in a Gypsy way“, it was also a testament to the interest of 
the municipalities to include in the inventory as many “troubled people” as they 
wanted to get rid of. Finally, it showed that the Nazis’ interest was in fact going 
elsewhere – to attack the “Gypsy race” as such, no matter what the way of life.

The racial motive of the new regulation was not hidden: “Gypsies 
and gypsy half-breeds” were withdrawn from nomadic trades and nomadic 
documents if they still had them – on the contrary, these were left to non-Gypsy 
persons. “From a racial-biological point of view”, identity cards were also to be 
exchanged – for people recognised as Gypsies, only the Gypsy ID should be 
the only possible identity card (according to Act 117/1927 Coll.). The list recorded 
approximately 6 500 persons.

Zigeunerlager Lety bieMirowitz, Böhmen, camp sketch with legend, 1943, National Archives, General Protectorate Uniformed Police Headquarters Fund
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Group of inmates of the so-called Gypsy camp, 1942–1943, Lety u Písku. 
Photo: author unknown, Institute of Ethnography of the Academy of Sciences 
of the Czech Republic

The so-called Gypsy camp in Lety u Písku, from the estate of František Kánský, former guard at the so-called Gypsy camp in Lety u Písku, 1942. 
Photo: author unknown, from the collection of the Museum of Romani Culture 

The so-called Gypsy camp in Lety u Písku, from 
the estate of František Kánský, former guard at the 
so-called Gypsy camp in Lety u Písku, 1943. Photo: 
author unknown, from the collection of the Museum 
of Romani Culture 

View of the so called gypsy camp in Lety u Písku, 
from the estate of František Partl, former guard at the 
so-called gypsy camp in Lety u Písku, 20. 1. 1943. 
Photo: author unknown, from the collection of the 
Museum of Romani Culture

Male inmates of the so-called Gypsy camp in Lety 
u Písku and their guards during a roll-call, from 
the estate of František Kánský, former guard at the 
so-called Gypsy camp in Lety u Písku, 1942–1943. 
Photo: author unknown, from the collection of the 
Museum of Romani Culture 

The so-called Gypsy camp Lety  
u Písku guard František Kánský, 
from the estate of František Kánský, 
probably 1943. Photo: author 
unknown, from the collection of the 
Museum of Romani Culture 

Group of inmates of the so-called Gypsy camp, 1942–1943, 
Lety u Písku. Photo: author unknown, Institute of Ethnography 
of the Academy of Sciences of the Czech Republic
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CONDITIONS OF LIFE IN THE SO-CALLED GYPSY CAMP I IN LETY U PÍSKU

Temporary un-insulated wooden mobile cells, which could not be 
heated in the winter, the water froze a minute after the fire extinguished, 
without bedding, were used for accommodation. There was an office building 
and staff quarters in front of the main entrance to the area from the northwest. 
The fenced camp area also had technical facilities, such as infirmary, garage, 
workshop, and kitchen.

In contrast to the punitive labour camp and the collection camp, 
where only adult “reprimands” were detained after serving a sentence (up to 
6 months), whole families, including women, small children, old people or 
pregnant women, were imprisoned in the so-called Gypsy for an indefinite 
period of time. A historian Ctibor Nečas states that in August 1942, 258 men,  
295 women, 561 children under 14 years old were interned in the so-called 
Gypsy camp. The low accommodation capacity of the camp was one of the 
biggest problems, as almost three times as many people were crowded in the 
area for about 400 people in the first two weeks.

Sometimes up to 17 adults (women and men separately) and  
6–7 children under two years of age were crowded in one cell originally 
intended for 4 persons. From the age of two, the children were isolated 
in large barracks in the middle of the camp. They were alone without their 
parents, with only two female prisoners designated for their “care”, which 
gradually left its marks on their well-being. The prisoners suffered from a lack 
of everything – living space, food, drinking and service water for personal 
hygiene, lack of clothing and hence suffered from cold.

Upon their arrival at the camp, they were all subjected to so-called 
‘cleansing’. In front of everyone they had to get undressed, they were shaved 
all over their body and had to “wash” either in a trough with dirty water or in 
a nearby Lipeš pond. The men got discarded black-dyed military togs, while 
women and children remained in their summer clothes. In the winter it was not 
enough, they suffered a great deal from cold there, frostbite often appeared 
during work. In 1942, clothing, including baby shirts, was delivered to the camp, 
but it was never handed out to the prisoners – at the command of the camp 
commander Josef Janovský, it was left in the camp’s warehouse to prevent its 
deterioration by lice. Newly enrolled prisoners had to hand over documents 
and all property and valuables; they never got them back again.

Even though everyone was shaved when they arrived at the camp, 
infestation with insects was a big problem, unheated quarters, decrepit straw 
mattresses, and dirty horse-sponges used as blankets were still damp and 
rotting. The prisoners were sleeping on wooden bunk beds under really thin 
sheets. Concentrating hundreds of people in one unsuitable place, along 
with hard work, was the ideal environment for spreading the head lice – the 
main cause of spotted typhus.

Božena Růžičková, 18 years old at the time of imprisonment:
“Well, we arrived and we were looking around, but they immediately 

took us, shaved our hair. (…) And there was the headmaster, the next day he 
made us line up (…) And he told us: the gate opened in front of you, closed 
behind you and there is no return! “

 “It was a big camp, they were wooden houses around. (…) Well, there 
were some bunks (…) And the more could fit, the better. (…)”

Alžběta Lagronová,16 years old at the time of imprisonment:
“Well, he made the whole camp stand up in a line, Janovský, the 

director, we were in line standing next to each other, and the Germans were 
already there, he came out with them, from the gate where they had got out 
with him, in the house where the director was living. And then they came out, 
and he was with them, but they didn’t speak Czech in front of us, just German, 
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and we didn’t understand what they were saying. (…) It was some, it was from 
Prague and it was such a strange German, he grabbed our head, and he 
knew by, I don’t know, and then by documents that we weren’t true Gypsies, 
that we were just comedians. ”

FORCED LABOUR

All prisoners from 10 years of age had to work; the camp rules stated that 
“… both men and women will work. The children will work according to their 
strengths and abilities.” The prisoners worked on the construction of motorway 
sections from Pilsen to Moravian Ostrava; men broke the stone in a nearby 
quarry, mined sand, excavated it, worked at deployed workplaces – in the 
forest along the quarries or on farms in the area. Therefore not only state-owned 
companies, but also private individuals in the vicinity benefited from the slave 
labour of the camp prisoners. Women (sometimes with infants on their backs) 
and girls then smashed stone on gravel, and loaded the stone on narrow-gauge 
trolleys. The prisoners also participated in the operation of the camp: they 
worked in the kitchen, in the hospital house, in the laundry and in the workshops 
(tailors’, cobblers’ and carpenters’). The work was hard, laborious and took place 
in any weather, every day of the week, 10–12 hours a day. However, working 
hours were often prolonged due to non-fulfilment of work tasks;

Božena Růžičková, 18 years old at the time of imprisonment:
”Well, into the quarry and into the forest. (…) We had such hammers and 

we had to smash the stone, and that was hard. And now, they kept shouting 
“common, common! (…) then we would come to the camp and take the 
evening pigswill. (…) Well, they put my (my fiancé) to work for the peasants, 
the guys put to work.”

PRISONERS’ ALIMENTATION

The food and beverage rations did not meet the regulations or the 
needs of exhausted and starved prisoners. Men and women were given 
a slice of bread and substitute coffee for breakfast, watery soup or potatoes 
with or without cabbage at noon, and bread and watery soup for dinner. 
However, it is documented that the director of the camp J. Janovský denied 
prisoners their doses of food, hiding them for his needs, in the warehouse. 
On April 7, 1943, it also became apparent that the gendarmerie guards had 
wanted to send 50 kg of food by mail, which they had been gradually stealing 
from the camp kitchen. Theft of supplies and cuts in rations by management 
caused hunger and malnutrition.

Havelka, the camp accountant, filed a report stating: 
“There are relatively large stocks of various foods in the camp, largely due to 

the improper and unintentional thrift of former camp commander Josef Janovský: 
about 20 q of sugar, (…) about 4 ½ q of butter, (…) 40 q of sauerkraut (…).”

Note: In metric cents, one metric cent is about 100 kg.

Božena Růžičková, 18 years old at the time of imprisonment:
 “Well bad, the food was really bad there, you got three potatoes, they 

were rotten, you got, they called it spinach and it was full of sand, made with 
flour. (…) The kids got a very thin slice of bread for their age, a half a pint of milk 
that was all. (…) But you know, they didn’t get enough of that food, right, so what. 
Now there was a cabbage planted in the middle of the camp, so the children ran 
off to pluck the cabbage, and when the officers saw it, they beat them.”
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Václav Studený a prisoner, testimony of October 6, 1945, Extraordinary 
People’s Court with the accused former director of the so-called Gypsy camp 
Lety Josef Janovský. SOA Prague, MLS Prague, Ls 678–48, Janovský, For 
copies see MRK – NP 106/2014:

“(…) Janovský also grew rabbits, geese and pigs, which he fed with 
the garbage from his kitchen and from the kitchen of the camp. Several 
times, I picked and ate some of the good things out of the garbage brought 
from the kitchen of Janov and intended for rabbits. The garbage was 
perhaps better than what Janovský had given to internees as a normal diet. 
It also happened that milk intended for internees in the camp, especially 
for children, when the milk had got curdled and had not been used for the 
benefit of children as cottage cheese, or by other usual means, but the whole 
multi-litter jugs were poured into a pig bed that Janovský kept.”

DISEASES, EPIDEMICS AND QUARANTINE

Women, who came to the camp already pregnant, were forced to give 
birth without medical care or proper supervision and had to return to hard 
work after childbirth. During the functioning of the so-called Gypsy camp,  
36 children were born in the camp, 29 newborns died during the first months 
of life, and one was deported to KTAuschwitz II-Birkenau.

The hygiene in the camp was appalling. The prisoners had nowhere and 
how to perform basic cleansing. Only one well did not manage to supply the 
entire camp adequately. As archaeological exploration proved, people would 
wade through the mud there. With the onset of autumn in the camp, diseases 
such as whooping cough, mumps, pneumonia, measles, and upper respiratory 
inflammation broke out. The dirt and congestion of crowded quarters led to the 
spread of scabies, trachoma and tuberculosis and typhoid fever.

An epidemic of typhoid fever broke out in December 1942. In January 
1943, an epidemic of spotted typhoid was also proven in the camp. The first few 
patients were moved to the hospital in Písek or Strakonice, but later remained in 
the camp in quarantine. The infamous camp commander downplayed the poor 
condition of the prisoners, accused the prisoners of pretending, and concealed 
the rapidly increasing daily numbers of dead. However the epidemic had 
already fully erupted – 136 prisoners died only during January 1943. Janovský 
was dismissed for neglecting his duties and the overall chaos in the camp. On 
February 17, 1943, the camp was closed in quarantine (as well as the so-called 
Gypsy Camp II in Hodonín u Kunštátu), which meant preventing all contact with 
the camp, no one was allowed to leave the camp, the guards were better armed 
in case of prisoners’ escape. At that time, the death rate of the prisoners was very 
high; children who were the weakest died first.

Jiří Letov, an officer for labour camps at the Protectorate Ministry of the 
Interior, a report to police commander Weinmannn after his visit to the camp 
in January 1943:

“49 have typhoid fever (or suspected typhoid), 156 tonsillitis,  
98 pneumonia, 200 flu, 500 colds out of the 966 camp prisoners. A total 
number of diseases is 1003. It means that none of the prisoners is healthy, 
and some even suffer from multiple diseases.”

PRISONERS’ ESCAPE FROM THE CAMP

The camp area was surrounded by a high wooden fence with rows of 
barbed wires above and guarded day and night by armed guards with dogs. 
Yet some tried to escape from the camp and in some cases succeeded. 
Probably the best known case is the escape of Josef Serinek, later known as 
the so-called Black Guerrilla, because after escaping from the camp  



44 Assignment details

he joined the resistance and survived the war. Approximately 63 men,  
21 women and 21 children tried to escape. About a third of them managed to 
escape. Others were beaten after being caught, imprisoned in a camp prison, 
and some were handed over to the Criminal Centre in Prague, which sent 
them to the Auschwitz II-Birkenau concentration and extermination camp. 
The prisoners tried to escape mostly from the deployed workplaces where 
escape was easier than from the strictly guarded camp.

Alžběta Lagronová, 16 years old at the time of imprisonment:
“There were wires all around the place. But I can’t remember how they 

got out. They ran away from there a lot (…) (Fence) There was an iron one all 
around and then a bit further there were wires, the barbed ones. (…) (After 
my cousin´s and brother’s escape) so first, my mum, dad and the family 
had to stand in line, brothers were brought, they had been working in the 
woods. And they asked us where our family lived, the Germans arrived, they 
interrogated us individually, where our family lived, in which city, which street, 
Jesus, it was bizarre. And they told us that if they did not find them, if they did 
not come back, they would shoot us all. (…) Then they caught them. They 
were caught in Vyškov. My brother was sent to Brno immediately, they even 
sent Barbara, there was a central office and then they sent them to Auschwitz, 
the Ravensbrück or Buchenwald, I do not know exactly where.”

GUARDS AND CAMP SUPERVISION

The guards were mostly former police officers, and the administration 
of the camp was under their authority. Since the beginning of the disciplinary 
and collection camp, the director of the camp was the Czech police officer 

Employees of the so-called 
Gypsy camp in Lety u Písku, 
including dogs, Štefan Blahynka, 
camp Commander in his uniform 
in the middle (he replaced Josef 
Janovský, from 20. 1. 1943 to 16. 3. 
1943), from the mark on a collar, 
it is possible to distinguish 
the employees of politicial 
administration from the members 
of the gardarme guard unit, from 
the estate of František Kánský, 
the former guard at the so-called 
Gypsy camp in Lety u Písku, 1943.  
Photo: author unknown, from 
the collection of the Museum of 
Romani Culture.

Commander of the Lety camp, Josef 
Janovský. Photo: Author unknown, 
National Archives of the Czech 
Republic. In: Klinovský, Petr: Lety 
u Písku. Unknown story of the guards.
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Josef Janovský, a cruel and ruthless man, with great admiration for Nazism. 
According to the statements of his subordinates, he managed the camp 
with a high degree of cruelty to imprisoned people. He failed to prevent the 
creation of unbearable living conditions and allowed the development of 
a typhoid epidemic through an irresponsible approach.

On January 29, 1943, Janovský was suspended for misuse of resources 
and underestimation of the typhoid epidemic. A commander Štěpán 
Blahynka was appointed as a new commander of the so-called Gypsy camp 
in Hodonín u Kunštátu. His task was to put the camp in order and prepare 
the prisoners for deportation to KTAuschwitz II-Birkenau. Then he returned to 
Hodonín, where he performed the same task.

PUNISHMENTS

The camp’s administration set up the so-called prison self-government 
made up by some of the prisoners, i.e. especially strong and violent and 
gross prisoners, who were to supervise and punish their own people. For this 
purpose, three Roma prisoners held there for criminal offenses were specially 
brought to Auschwitz I camp.

The prisoners, including children, were kept in weaned gypsy caravans, 
next to caravans with dying or already dead bodies which awaited burial in 
bulk. The prisoners were held there without any food. Beating or tormenting, 
hanging by the hands tied behind their backs on a stake while they touched 
the ground only with the tips of their toes, was not exceptional. 

Jana Marhoulová, 10 years old at the time of imprisonment:
“Well, (they beat me) in front of my mum, in front of everyone. They used 

a truncheon. There was the line-up and now they were counting. And they 
knew that they were missing (the boys she had been supposed to watch while 
they had been working). Mom knew that it was bad. So they counted again and 
they were missing again, so I said that they had gone somewhere (…). So they 
waited until the evening, then they called my mom, took me and beat me with 
the truncheon across my back and over my ass. And they put me in this gypsy 
caravan where the corpses were, so they put me next door. Lie. Three days 

Drawings from a former prisoner which are depicting the punishments in the so-called Gypsy Camp in Lety, as well as a description 
of the punishment. The original is deposited in the archive of the Committee for the Redress of the Roma Holocaust .
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without food. My mom would bring me some food there. (…) I would scream 
and cry, “Mom, Mom, there are the corpses here, Mom, I’m scared!”

Božena Pflegerová:
 “... so director Janovský ordered me and my little child to be placed in 

a camp prison where I had nothing but two blankets, a sink, a watering can and 
a bucket like a toilet. I lived there for two months with a small child. The diapers, 
the rags I had, were dried on my own body. In the morning they would bring 
some coffee or soup and two decilitres of milk for the baby. I was not allowed 
out, somebody had to take the garbage container away because the “latrine”, i.e. 
the toilet, was on the other end of the camp, it was just a board that could hold 
five people at the same time, and the rest of it was open. My niece, who was in 
the kitchen for the officers, helped me a lot in this isolation.”

DEATH AND BURIAL

At first, the prisoners were buried at the municipal cemetery in nearby 
Mirovice, but after the typhoid outbreak, a provisional burial ground was set 
up near the camp in the adjacent Bobina forest. In the cemetery in Mirovice, 
174 prisoners were buried, of which 143 children. 120 prisoners were buried in 
an alternative cemetery behind the camp, 77 of them under the age of 14.

Karel Vrba, 29 years old at the time of imprisonment:
The worst thing was when I saw the children dragging the dead bodies 

to the forest. (…) From the camp and they took them to the forest where 
they buried them. (…) It was probably malnutrition. Malnutrition, they didn’t 
have what they need. (…) There was that cabbage in that yard, and when we 
arrived, the kids like rabbits were eating it, biting off those heads. (…) Those 
kids, there were those shop wagons, gypsy caravans, and I went to see that 
and there were nine children at the same time; little dead bodies. And then 
no one could recognize them.”

Božena Pflegerová:
 “There was not a day for them not to bring out several dead bodies, 

which were laid to the well and covered with blankets, they were waiting there 
to be transported to the forest to the Gypsy cemetery. It was a cruel moment 
when we saw the heap of corpses. Then the crates they put them in were no 
longer made. They just threw them on the wagon and Peldr with another guy, 
I think it was Eda Serynek, a bachelor, would take them to a shaft in the woods. 
They scattered the corpses with lime, and that was the end of it.”

TRANSPORTS TO THE CONCENTRATION CAMP

The Roma were gradually moved from the camp to the Auschwitz 
concentration and extermination camp. The first transport went to Auschwitz 
I on December 2, 1942 and consisted of 16 men and 77 women referred to as 
so-called asocial individuals. A large part of them were parents of children 
who then remained totally unprotected in the camp. Part of the horror at 
the “children’s barracks” was probably the impossibility to identify children 
with names – precisely because of their young age. Thanks to this fact, the 
records of deceased children might not be accurate. The impossibility of 
identification has led to errors, the status of “living” to “died” was rewritten 
several times with some children.

The second transport was based on the so-called Auschwitz decree of 
Heinrich Himmler (December 16, 1942) – it was ordered to displace European 
“Gypsies and their half-breeds”. Transports from the so-called Gypsy camps in 
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Lety and Hodonín were supposed to be the first ones to leave the Protectorate, 
but due to the quarantines in both places they were dispatched only after the 
expulsion of most of the Roma who had been free until that time. 1943). From 
Lety, the Roma were moved to the so-called Gypsy family camp in Auschwitz 
II-Birkenau concentration and extermination camp on May 4, 1943 (215 men and 
205 women). The youngest prisoner in the transport was exactly one month old 
newborn Jiří Růžička, the oldest František Richter was 87 years old. The other  
two smaller transports were attached to the larger deportations to Auschwitz  
II-Birkenau on March 11, 1943 (20 persons) and October 19, 1943 (6 persons).

Prisoners who were not deported and at the same time survived the forced 
internment in the so-called Gypsy camp were released. However, they returned to 
their homes without any means. The dismissal was decided by German criminal 
police inspectors. During the selections, they determined who was and was not 
a “Gypsy”. Fatal decisions about who a “Gypsy” was sometimes differed with 
local authorities and Nazi “experts.” Some Roma were interned in Lety at the 
decision of the local authorities and were released as “non-Gypsies” later. In 
many cases, even the released were eventually sent to the concentration camp 
anyway. They could obtain deferment through the officials and police officers who 
could have been easily bribed, which usually only helped until the next transport.

A total of 1309 people passed through the so-called Gypsy camp in 
Lety. Approximately 183 persons were released, 326 persons did not survive 
internment (of which 241 children under 14 years of age) and more than 500 
prisoners were deported to Auschwitz I and Auschwitz II-Birkenau concentration 
camps for almost certain death. However, these figures do not have to be finite; 
Research is ongoing.

A part of the text of a song Aušvicate by the Roma prisoners

1. Aušvicate hi kher baro

Aušvicate hi kher baro,
odoj phandlo mro pirano.
Bešel, bešel, gondoľinel
he pre mande pobisterel.

Khatar Ruska balval phurdel,
mro pirano už man mukhel.
Mukhel, mukhel pharipnaha,
našťi phenďom ´ačh devleha´.

O tu kalo čirikloro,
lidža mange mro ľiloro.
Lidža, lidža mra romňake,
hoj som phandlo Aušvicate.

Andro lagri bokha bare
he so te chal amen nane.
Aňi oda koter maro,
o blokaris bibachtalo.

Sako ďives amen marel,
andre buťi amen tradel.
He kas kamel mukhel khere,
phenel lake pašľov tele.
Až me jekhvar khere džava,
le blokaris našavava.
Le blokaris našavava,
štubinisten me pekava.
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Kana maro jon ulaven,
na den amen so patrinel.
Te me jekhvar khere džava,
le blokaris našavava.

1. There is a large house in Auschwitz

There is a large house in Auschwitz
and my beloved is locked in it.
Sitting there, sitting, thinking
and slowly forgetting me.

The wind is blowing from Russia
and my beloved is already leaving me.
He leaves me with great sadness
and I couldn’t even say goodbye to him.

Black Bird,
Take my letter.
Take it to my wife,
[let him know] I am locked in Auschwitz.

The camps are very hungry,
we have nothing to eat.
We don’t even have a piece of bread
and the blocker is evil.

Every day he beats us
and drives us to work.
Any women he wants, he keeps her home
and orders her to lie down.

When I go home,
so I kill the blockers.
I’ll kill the blockers
and I hit the blockers.

When they giving out bread,
they don’t give us how much they should.
When I go home,
I’ll kill the blockers.

THE END AND LIQUIDATION OF THE SO-CALLED GYPSY CAMP

The camp was abolished effective as from August 8, 1943. 15 prisoners 
who were to carry out cleaning and disinfection of everything that could still 
be used (including supplies of food, clothing, linen and footwear) were left 
in the camp. Most of these things, including stolen food, were sent to the so-
called Gypsy camp in Hodonín u Kunštátu. The barracks were torn down and 
dismantled and everything was burned, including the fencing of the camp. Once 
the whole area was destroyed, razed and burned, the site was covered with lime.

Alžběta Danielová, 14 years old at the time of imprisonment:
Why do you think you were imprisoned?
“Well, maybe racially, because we hadn’t done anything, no theft, 

nothing. We really hadn’t done anything of a political nature either. So they 
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took us as if we were Roma, like gypsy origin. That’s what Hitler did. The 
German ordered. Well, so he put us there.”

Do I have something to say to people that listen to you?
“Well, I don’t want to remember the suffering I experienced there 

anymore. And that I would not wish it to happen again – concentration camps. 
I am seventy years old – and I would not recommend such experience. And 
I beg our government not to let the concentration camps to happen again.”

SITUATION AFTER THE RETURN 
OF THE SURVIVING ROMA

After the end of World War II, only about 600 original Czech and 
Moravian Roma and Sinti returned to their homes in the Czech lands. Among 
the survivors of Nazi persecutions, there were dozens of Roma who survived 
the occupation in hiding in Slovakia. However, survivors hardly ever got back 
their homes. The possessions left in the houses were sold in public auctions, 
and everything else was dismantled or destroyed by neighbours. In addition 
to these existential difficulties and the irreplaceable loss of a large part of 
their families, they also faced the resentment of the locals to accept their 
original neighbours again.

Some municipalities resisted accepting the Roma again by proposing 
a new concentration of “Gypsies”, since “the Gypsies, despite all the suffering 
they had experienced, did not improve in any way and most of them detested 
work, kept stealing, etc.” Such a proposal was written, for example, in 1945 
by the head of the local authority of the village of Bojkovice (two out of more 
than original hundred Roma returned there). Four other South Moravian 
municipalities joined the proposal.

The survivors themselves responded to the unfavourable situation 
in various ways. Some of the survivors were trying to “blend” as much 
as possible into the surrounding population for fear of further possible 
consequences of the assigned identification of “Gypsy”. Many survivors did 
not want to share their war history with their new family – not only because of 
personal traumas, but also for fear of further persecution.

Čeněk Růžička:
“My mum, although she had been imprisoned under incredible 

conditions in that concentration camp with her entire family, told me nothing 
about the existence of this place, nor did my father. They were worried they 
would lock me up. My mum was afraid of the citizens of this society during 
the First Republic, she was afraid of them during the Protectorate and did not 
stop being afraid even after the coup.”

Among the survivors, however, were also the Roma who decided to take an 
active part and tried to participate in the planning of the state policy towards the 
Roma. However, the key decisions were again made without their involvement.

The main factor influencing the composition of the Roma population 
in post-war Czechoslovakia and further historical development was the 
post-war migration of Roma from Slovakia. This was mainly due to job 
opportunities and populating areas after the expulsion of the Germans. 
The “flood of Gypsies” began to multiply complaints from the surrounding 
population, the government also discussed proposals to establish 
disciplinary “camps” for the concentration of the Roma, which should capture 
“security risks”. In the end, the Ministry of the Interior decided to address the 
situation in the first step with a nationwide inventory of “all wandering Gypsies 
and other vagrant detesting work” which was to confirm the risks of a migrant 
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and inoperative “mass of Gypsies” requiring appropriate measures. The 1947 
inventory did not confirm this assumption by far.

POST-WAR LAWSUITS AGAINST THE PERSECUTION 
OF THE ROMA AND SINTI

After World War II, a program of so-called national cleansing was 
underway in Czechoslovakia to punish all “Nazi criminals, traitors or their 
helpers”. In the case of the Holocaust of the Roma and Sinti, the racial nature 
of the crimes was not recognized even after the war. There was still an idea 
of   the Roma as asocial individual or criminals. The commander of the Gypsy 
camp in Lety, Josef Janovský, was tried primarily for helping the Nazis, while 
his share in the suffering and death of the prisoners was only at the last place 
of the indictment. He was finally acquitted. The other two accused guards, 
who treated the prisoners in a particularly brutal way, were also acquitted by 
the court, one of whom was punished with a minor warning. Former camp 
prisoners were also invited for questioning. According to the commission, 
however, the camp in Lety was designated for “asocial individual, Gypsies and 
do-nothing idlers”, so the testimonies of prisoners were ultimately found to be 
untrustworthy and irrelevant. In delivering judgments, the judges expressed 
their understanding of the need for a tougher approach to these “elements and 
asocial individuals”, as well as to prevent the spread of contagious diseases.

Bedřich Pešek, a guard in charge of the kitchen administration, testimony of 
April 30, 1948 Extraordinary People’s Court with the accused former director 
of the so-called Gypsy camp Lety, Josef Janovský. SOA Prague, MLS Prague, 
Ls 678–48, Janovský, for copies see MRK – NP 106/2014:

“In my opinion, Janovský could have completely alleviated the 
hardship of the prisoners, as the Inspection rarely came to the camp Lety and 
sometimes only German police officers appeared, it was possible to pretend.”

František Kopecký, a camp doctor, testimony of February 6, 1946, 
Extraordinary People’s Court with the accused former director of the so-
called Gypsy camp, Josef Janovský:

“(…) The worst situation occurred when Gypsies were brought to the 
camp in 1942. At that time, the camp which had been built for about  
300 people was occupied by a total of about 1 200 Gypsies, and despite the 
fact that new building were built, it was insufficient. The camp commander 
Janovský, when he was warned of insufficient housing, told me, do not worry 
about it, the empire is interested in their extinction.”

The second commander Štěpán Blahynka, who commenced in Lety 
after Janovský had left, initiated accelerated transports of prisoners who 
survived the typhoid epidemic to Auschwitz, was not tried. Blažej Dydy, 
a Roma prisoner from a camp in Hodonín u Kunštátu later in Auschwitz, 
where his wife and child had been murdered, was also brought to justice. 
The original death penalty was eventually reduced to life imprisonment. He 
became the only person in Czechoslovakia convicted of the death of specific 
Roma prisoners in a concentration camp.

THE FATE OF THE LETY CAMP AFTER THE WAR

After closing of the camp in 1943, it was ordered to dismantle the 
individual quarters and buildings, and after disinfection continued to use them. 
However, as recent archaeological research has shown, the camp was scattered 
with chlorine lime and burned almost entirely. Just after the end of the war, the 
Red Army gathered captured German soldiers in a former concentration camp 
area before they were transported to Siberia. Other references appear only in 
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connection with the search for a suitable place for the construction of  
a large-scale pig farm, as the space was characterized as pasture.

There was an obligation of the Lety to the alternative burial ground near the 
camp not to build on the site for 40 years. The municipality undertook care of the 
temporary burial ground until 1993.

The places of the graves of the camp victims were not naturally left behind 
by relatives. In 1960, a commemorative plaque appeared in the cemetery 
in Mirovice, which bears the six names of the members of two families and 
a caption: “To the victims of the concentration camp in Lety”. According to the 
chronicle, a memorial act took place in the cemetery to commemorate the 
victims of Lety in Mirovice in 1968. After the fall of communism in 1989, the local 
resident Adolf Vondrášek, now as Mayor of Mirovice, has been interested in the 
fate of prisoners since the 1970s, decided to make a commemorative plaque for 
the Roma victims. The ceremonial unveiling with consecration in 1992 was the 
first ever public commemoration of the Roma victims of the Lety camp. In the 
years 2000 and 2001, the Committee for the Redress of the Roma Holocaust , led 
by Čeněk Růžička, made commemorative plaques with the names of the victims 
and the sculptural group of the Grieving Mothers, together with a symbolically 
broken wheel of a caravan.

The second important place of remembrance of the deceased is an 
alternative burial ground near the camp, where the relatives of the victims 
built a 450 cm high wooden cross with a crown of thorns. The cross can also 
be seen in a unique film by director Miroslav Bárta from 1960, Nezapomeňte 
na tohle děvčátko / Don’t forget this little girl. However, the memorial has not 
survived until now.

An important step in supporting the victims was the establishment 
of a Commission of former prisoners of concentration camps (1971–1975) 
under the auspices of the Gypsy-Roma Union. The Commission attempted 
to commemorate the events and tragic fate of Roma victims publicly, and at 
the same time to provide administrative assistance to compensate for the 
persecution of the survivors, which often meant “demonstrating” the racial 
persecution of “Gypsy applicants”. The lack of available literature has led 
officials to rely on Nazi terminology in which the Roma were described as 
“asocial” or “criminal elements”.

PIG FARM

The construction of large-scale pig farm, respectively the search for 
a suitable site for construction began to be under way from the early 1970s. 
In 1974, in the Lety-Bobina village, a “pig fattening giant” with thousands of 
cattle was built. One of the witnesses stated that “as soon as a pig farm was 
built a few hundred meters from the mass graves, nobody of the (family of the 
victims) went there anymore.”

In 1980, a former prisoner Františka Čermáková sent a letter to the District 
National Committee in Písek which was the most important in the context of 
efforts to commemorate victims with dignity. Mrs. Čermáková protests against 
grazing cattle at the site of the former concentration camp. The Department of 

View of the reverent site with 
a group of statues Grieving 
Mothers by the sculpturer 
Miroslav Moravec athe the 
cemetery in Mirovice, 18. 7. 
2019, Lety u Písku. Photo: Adam 
Holubovský, from the collection 
of the Museum of Romani Culture
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Culture in Písek replied that it had never been a concentration camp, but a labour 
camp, and then a collection camp for the Gypsy population. The letter also states: 
“Now a large-scale production plant has been built in the former camp. It is not 
true, as you say in the letter, that local cattle are grazing on the territory of the 
former camp.”

1990s – THE DISCOVERY OF THE “UNKNOWN HOLOCAUST” 
AND EFFORTS TO REMOVE THE PIG FARM

The sites associated with the Lety camp were well known to historians and 
locals. The survivors and the families of the victims used to go to Lety. However, 
the whole society had not been interested in the fate of this place and the issue 
of coming to terms with the racial persecution of the Roma in the Protectorate 
until the post-revolutionary period, especially when an American journalist and 
genealogist Paul Polansky medialized the existence of the Lety camp abroad.

The office of President Václav Havel and historian Ctibor Nečas proposed 
to build a Memorial on the site of the graves. In 1994, a public tender was 
announced to create the Memorial. The ceremonial, unveiling of the Memorial by 
the painter and sculptor Zdeněk Hůla, took place in the presence of the President 
of the Czech Republic Václav Havel on May 13, 1995. The Memorial was taken 
over by the administration of Lety.

Two years later, negotiations on the removal of the pig farm began. The 
court estimate of the possible purchase price of the agri-business in Lety was 
quantified at CZK 50 million. At the beginning of 1999, the Government published 
a resolution on the preparation of a financial estimate of the purchase of a pig 
farm, which did not occur at that time.

During 20 long years, representatives of the survivors and the families of 
the victims, as well as various groups of activists or representatives of the Roma 
and pro-Roma organizations and institutions, tried to shut down the pig farm. 
One of the most prominent representatives of this struggle was Čeněk Růžička, 
a chairman of the Committee for the Redress of the Roma Holocaust, who has 
consistently drawn attention to the offensive existence of a pig farm, lobbied 
politically in Bohemia and Europe for honouring the victims of the so-called 
Gypsy camp since the 1990s. Part of these efforts was (and still is) an effort 
to compensate the survivors accordingly and to resolve the still unregulated 
property damage of Roma prisoners.

Thanks to the activities of the Konexe association, the topic of pig farm 
in Lety also reached beyond the borders of the Czech Republic. In addition to 
blockade of the road leading to the pig farm, Konexe members organized an 
international reverent act in Lety u Písku, which had not been respecting the 
designated place of the reverence, and organized the event at the original site of 
the camp. At the border separating the pig farm, activists put flowers in the fence, 
which has been a tradition since 2014.

Václav Havel, the President of 
the Czech Republic, at the first 
reverent act to commemorate 
the Roma Holocaust, 13. 5. 1995, 
Lety u Písku. Photo: F. Horák, from 
the collection of the Museum of 
Romani Culture
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RACIALLY MOTIVATED ATTACKS ON THE ROMA

The change of political regime after November 1989 allowed, in 
addition to the social support of the Roma and their ethno-emancipation 
efforts, the formation of groups that publicly declared hatred against the 
Roma. Those were often led by neo-Nazi and right-wing extremist skinhead 
movements, whose functioning often resulted in an open racist motivated 
attack on the Roma. After tens to hundreds of assaults in the streets, several 
cases ended tragically. The attack on May 13, 1995, on the day of the 
ceremonial unveiling of the Memorial to Roma victims of the Holocaust, when 
several invaders invaded the house of a Roma family with small children, 
could be an example. The attack ended with the death of the father, Tibor 
Berki. In the final judgment, the judge stated that the attack could not be 
classified as racially motivated because both the Roma and “Czechs” belong 
to the same – Indo-European – race. At the pressure of Roma personalities, 
the government condemned the case and began to enforce stricter 
sanctions in similar cases.

The discussion about the removal of the pig farm and the Memorial 
construction, which had been conducted since the 1990s, outraged a part 
of the public, refusing to admit a partial share of the Protectorate society in 
the Holocaust of the Roma and Sinti. In addition to downplaying the suffering 
and publicly questioning the character of the Lety camp by top politicians 
(including, for example, the President of the Czech Republic, Václav Klaus, 
and other government officials), the site also attracted extremist activities. 
In early 2006, the nationalist National Party placed a stone near the existing 
Memorial with an inscription To the Victims. It was supposed to be a Memorial 
to the “real” victims of World War II and not to the “antisocial individuals” and 
“vagrants” who were placed in the camp. “We know about the inscription, but 
the municipality does not take any position on this. This is a dispute between 
the surviving Roma and the National Party,” told the Mayor of Lety to reporters. 
Later, the village had the stone removed. After publishing information on 
the purchase of the pig farm, the right-wing extremist association My proti 
všem placed several information boards at the sites of the Memorial and 
educational trail with the following text: “The Memorial dedicated to the last 
working Roma in the Czech Republic”. In the same year someone placed 
a pig’s head directly to the Memorial. According to the captured man, it was 

Flowers on the fence of the pig farm in Lety, placed by 
the participants of an international meeting of activists 
demanding the removal of the pig farm from the place  
of suffering and death of Roma Holocaust victims,  
24. 6. 2017, Lety u Písku, Photo: Monika Farkašová, from 
the collection of the Museum of Romani Culture.

Pig head placed by an unknown 
person at the Memorial at the 
place of graves of the victims of 
the so-called Gypsy camp in Lety 
u Písku, March 2018, Lety u Písku. 
Photo: Luděk Strašák, from the 
collection of the Museum of 
Romani Culture.
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supposed to be a prank.

SOME GENERAL FEATURES OF 
THE ROMA AND SINTI CULTURE

Historical determination of the Roma and Sinti culture: for centuries, 
the Roma and Sinti have faced the disgrace of the dominant societies of 
the countries in which they stayed or lived. Their manifestations and their 
own culture were ignored or directly suppressed as far as historical memory 
goes. Assimilation efforts, but even attempts to exterminate the Roma ethnic 
group in a brutal way, hit the Roma deeper than the non-Roma can imagine. 
The Roma culture is shaped from this difficult historical context. World War II 
deprived the Roma of many people, their memories, and their souls.

In many countries, the post-war period is characterized by a total 
devastation of the Roma life and thus of their culture. The Roma Holocaust is 
not only a historical fact, but it is a horrific and real experience, imprinted in 
the memories and hearts of those who have survived. Other generations have 
also received information about the oppressive experience; it is a part of both 
folk and folklore and the collective memory of the Roma. Many romane gila 
(Roma songs), narratives, stories or other artistic expressions are based on it. 
This part of the Roma history and its reflection undoubtedly contributes to the 
Roma culture, and what is more, it still affects their lives to this day.

Strong emotionality / expressiveness: Another factor contributing to 
the specificity of Roma culture is strong emotionality, which may be directly 
related to the mentioned difficult historical experience of the Roma. The 
eternal search for one’s position in society, the difficult situation or life in 
the diaspora, and in many cases also on the margins of society, all of this 
has a bearing on the nature of culture and creates its specifics. This strong 
emotionality then melts into the life and work of the Roma. It can be identified, 
for example, in music (such as grim long stretched songs, /tzv. halgató/, 
which are marked by their suggestiveness and melancholic melodies, or vice 
versa merry and swift chardas, which reflect joy of life).

SOME SPECIFICS OF THE OF 
CZECH ROMA AND SINTI

A significant part of the families of Czech Roma and Sinti had already 
undergone successful socialization with the majority in the pre-war period. 
In the photos often from Christian weddings, we can see the Roma people 
dressed in smart clothes, where they are indistinguishable from the  
non-Roma with whom they have already partnered. The effort to fit among 
the non-Roma was intense (they speak of the “art of switching” from one 
traditional gender model of behaviour to the model of behaviour preferred 
by the majority), because it also depended on earnings in negotiated shops 
and services offered (small smithery, knife grinding, door-to-door trade with 
shear footage, haberdashery, dishes, music and entertainment productions, 
etc.). The Roma of these groups completed atmosphere of Czech, Moravian 
and Silesian villages and towns; they were a typical part of old Czech 
pilgrimages where they performed their musical (mainly harmonica), dance, 
acrobatic productions or trained game (reflection of these facts also became 

T H E  R O M A  A N D  S I N T I  C U LT U R E
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Group of inmates of the so-called 
Gypsy camp, 1942–1943, Lety 
u Písku. Photo: author unknown, 
Institute of Ethnography of the 
Academy of Sciences of the 
Czech Republic.

a stereotype for example in Smetana’s Prodaná nevěsta / The Bartered Bride 
and its characters – the daughter of the principal and dancer Esmeralda). With 
the puppet theatre, typical at that time by the patriotic Czech revivalist plays, 
they had wandered around the Czech countryside since at least the end of 
the 19th century (Lagrons, Flachs, Třísková, Kopecký, etc.). They felt like part of 
this country, they were usually born here and lived here for many generations 
(certainly since the 18th century). Yet they were here as a whole, which they 
never created, but were labelled as such, put into danger. Those people, with 
whom they gradually had lived, assisted or watched at least the beginnings 
of their genocide which took place in the Protectorate. The feeling of injustice 
and the requirement of at least moral satisfaction after nearly 80 years of 
ignoring the suffering of the Roma under the Protectorate is relatively strong.

The so-called Slovak Romas make 90% of the Roma population in the 
Czech Republic at present. After 1945, they gradually began to replace the 
Moravian, Czech Roma and Sinti, who were almost killed off during the war 
and now represent only a small percentage of the Roma population in the 
Czech Republic. After the war, the Czechoslovak Republic sought to assimilate 
the Roma with the majority. This entailed the liquidation of traditional Roma 
settlements in Slovakia and territorial dispersion, when Roma from Slovakia 
were moved from areas with a strong concentration to other regions of 
Slovakia, and especially to the Czech lands. This relocation also resulted in the 
disintegration and loss of traditional values among Slovak Roma.

The original Czech, Moravian Roma and German Sinti, although 
belonging to three groups, are closely linked by family ties. When they meet, 
they are always somehow related. So far, they strictly maintain the tradition 
/ unwritten laws in the older generation. The principles of ritual purity, family 
love, hospitality and compassion for their own people, generosity, sincerity 
and “heart on hand”, disdain for sophisticated cold rationality without warm 
human approach are the most prominent. Simple and understandable 
principles are to be in accordance with the order of the Universe so that 
impure forces (which cause all evil) would not reach its peak. Therefore, non-
compliance with an unwritten family code that guards communities against 
impure forces must be respected.

Strong faith in God and superstition mean the connection of ancient 
animistic ideas with Christian doctrine. Belief in the mule (spirits of the 
dead) persists. The dead, who have already left our world and are once 
again part of the unclean world we came from before birth, need to be 
reconciled, to be equipped for the afterlife. That’s why expensive tombs, 
epic funerals that all those who knew the dead must attend. Failure to 
attend a funeral is a serious offense, a thing that is publicly commented on 
in the community. Regular visits to the graves of the dead, where numerous 
candles and lanterns, fresh flowers, gifts, statuettes of angels, plush toys, 
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sometimes even portions of food even at home behind a window, alcohol, 
a lit cigarette are kept.

Children (the future of families, the Roma) were and still are the highest 
value of life. Parents often take care of them even in adulthood, they keep 
visiting each other. The closed life of young nuclear families independent 
of their parents and grandparents or even of the extended family (which still 
help in trouble) is still relatively uncommon and rather criticized as a loss of 
genuine Roma values.

IDEAS OF THE FAMILIES OF 
THE VICTIMS ABOUT THE FORM 
OF THE MEMORIAL

On May 7, a debate with representatives of the survivors about 
the culture of the original Czech Roma, their ideas about the form of the 
Memorial, and what the Memorial means to them was held in Brno. Čeněk 
Růžička, Dagmar Šubrtová and her son, Rudolf Murka with his wife Viktoria, 
Květa Richtrová, Karel Richtr, Zdeněk Daniel, Antonín Lagryn and his son René 
and Jiřina Somsiová, the discussion was hosted by Jana Horváthová.

In the debate we heard some information that we consider important 
for the form of the Memorial:

THE LOSS OF AN ENTIRE GENERATION OF ANCESTORS

At the beginning, the participants discussed how the loss of a whole 
generation of their ancestors had a profound effect on their lives.

“They’ve deprived us of a generation. Where would the Roma be? 
They were people who had their customs, crafts. That generation would 
shape us.”

 “My siblings who died in Auschwitz, I never saw them, my 
grandparents died in Hodonín u Kunštátu and that means nothing to my 
children. And the officials do nothing, but we want to do something. Thank 
goodness, there will be a Memorial, our deceased would never think so.”

SYMBOLS
The debaters talked about symbols that are important for the original 

Czech Roma and Sinti, which should appear in the Memorial, especially in 
the place of the graves. Consequently, Mr. Čeněk Růžička summarized this in 
writing as follows:

We prefer modern, artistically rendered symbols:

• Broken gypsy caravan wheel 

• Most of the original Czech Roma and Sinti lived a nomadic way of life.  
It finished in Lety. 

• Horse collar (in a non-functional position) 
The horse was a member of the family, it was a source of living – 
horses and caravans were confiscated without compensation. 
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• Christian symbolism – especially a cross with a place for reflection, 
repentance – a kneeling  
The vast majority of the Roma and Sinti are Christians, at that time and 
today. 

It is essential for us to mention the victims’ names with dates of birth 
and death, so that it is possible to add other names of the victims, if any. 
There should be some space by the names of the dead to lay flowers from 
the survivors and other visitors to the Memorial.

Archaeological research confirmed the graves and one of them – 
a child’s – was even very shallow under the surface. It can be assumed that 
there will be more such shallow graves. 

We cannot imagine stepping over the graves of the victims, so the 
architects should also consider fencing the entire area.

Mr. Růžička also described his opinion on the Memorial in Lety and the 
cemetery in Mirovice. The memorial in Mirovice was created on the basis of 
the assignment of the families of the victims, its author is academic sculptor 
Miroslav Moravec.

The memorial at the cemetery in Mirovice (the sadness of 3 women 
over the graves of child victims) is more comprehensible for them, unlike 
the arrangement in Lety. This was created by the gadžo (non-Roma), and 
our people had not understood this symbol until I explained it to them. The 
memorial created by Mr. Hůla has both symbolic and artistic value. But even 
for the majority visitor, because he does not know our culture or history, it is 
not comprehensible.

FAMILY PHOTOGRAPHS

“Photos of the dead are sensitive to the Roma, they are sacred, they do 
not like showing them, and these are not given to anyone.”

“It’s a personal memory of a dead man.”

“They also did not want any outsiders to see the photos, then they 
would recognise him quicker (if they were looking for him). You shouldn’t give 
away a photo, there are too close people, you shouldn’t do it.”

“For strangers it’s just a piece of paper.”

Yet at the end of the debate it was said:
“The photos must be in the Memorial, otherwise it wouldn’t be that 

powerful.”
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There is a number of historical materials 
available at various institutions to interpret 
the idea and themes of the Memorial that the 
Museum of Romani Culture will use to create the 
expositions of the Memorial. The form, in which 
specific materials will be presented whether as 
printed materials, audio, video, or in the form of 
augmented reality or in a completely different way 
is at the discretion of the contestants.

The final selection of historical materials and the 
form of their presentation will then be dealt with 
as part of the creation of their own expositions, 
which will be coordinated with the work on the 
architectural project of the Memorial.

The historical materials that the Museum of 
Romani Culture already considers necessary to 
be used in the expositions of the Memorial and 
examples of other important historical materials 
available for the presentation of the themes are 
stated further. Some examples of materials are 
part of the chapter “Assignment documents”.

HISTORICAL 
MATERIALS THAT 
WILL BE USED 
TO CREATE 
THE MEMORIAL 
EXPOSITIONS
1 / NAMES OF CAMP VICTIMS

The list of victim names is based on the list 
of prisoners of the Gypsy camp in Lety, prepared 
by Ctibor Nečas. However, the list of victim names 
may not be final, the research continues.

2 / MEMORIES – AUTHENTIC TESTIMONIES OF 
WITNESSES TO THE SO-CALLED GYPSY CAMP 
IN LETY

Audio and video recordings of the memories 
of the Lety witnesses. Some of the memories 
were processed in a document …to jsou těžké 
vzpomínky /… these are painfull memories 

(directed by Monika Rychlíková, 2002), which is 
attached to the assignment

Written testimony of Božena Pflegerová, 
a former inmate of the so-called Gypsy camp 
entitled “Return Unwanted”, which gives a detailed 
testimony of everyday life and hardship in the 
camp.

Nezapomeňte na tohle děvčátko / Don‘t 
forget about that little girl, short poetically tuned 
documentary (directed by Miroslav Bárta, 1960) 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tpFpoJfRyzo

Josef Serinek‘s memories of imprisonment 
and escape from the so-called Gypsy camp  
in Lety

Josef Serinek, the famous “Black Guerrilla” 
(February 25, 1900 – June 14, 1974) was one of the 
major participants in the Czechoslovak domestic 
resistance during World War II. He was imprisoned 
in Lety, later he escaped and joined the partisans. 
His memories were recorded and later published 
by a historian Jan Tesař in a trilogy Česká cikánská 
rapsodie / Czech Gypsy Rhapsody, Josef Serinek 
/ Jan Tesař (I. Memories of Josef Serinek – the 
imprisonment and escape from the so-called 
Gypsy camp, II. Josef Serinek is described on 
page 49–59, III. Maps, tables, diagrams – partisans 
in the Highlands). There are original records of 
Serink‘s memories and photographs and Xerox 
copies of Serinek‘s family documents.

3/ HISTORICAL PHOTOGRAPHS FROM THE 
SO-CALLED GYPSY CAMP IN LETY

Unique historical photographs of the so-called 
Gypsy Camp in Lety – general views of the camp, 
of individual quarters, photographs of prisoners, 
guards (often with identification of individual guards), 
photographs of the burial of prisoners.

4/ MOVABLE ARCHAEOLOGICAL DISCOVERIES 
FROM THE SO-CALLED GYPSY CAMP LETY

Small personal items of prisoners – for now, 
fragments of a mirror, glass beads, a ring, 
a decorative gold appliqué, a glass button, iron 
soles from a pair of heavy shoes, a belt buckle

the remains of the quarters after their incineration 
– parts that did not succumb to the fire – building 
and door fittings, hinges, handles, nails, broken 
glass window panels, bricks supporting the 
quarters, the remains of wire from the fencing.

H I S T O R I C A L  M AT E R I A L S
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Some of these discoveries will be physically 
exposed in the exposition

EXAMPLES OF 
OTHER MATERIALS 
AVAILABLE 
TO CREATE 
EXPOSITIONS
1/ THE STORY OF THE ROMA AND SINTI FROM 
THE FIRST REPUBLIC TO THE END OF WORLD 
WAR II

 Family photographs depicting pre-war position of 
the Roma and Sinti

Family photographs of that time providing 
insight into the personal context of life and can 
show how Roma and Sinti participated in social life 
before the war, how they lived, who they were.

Historical documents, newspaper articles relating 
to the pre-war situation of the Roma and Sinti

These include Act No. 117/1927 Coll. “About 
the wandering Gypsies and people living in the 
Gypsy way“, the so-called Gypsy ID, the article 
“Gypsies – Rural Whisk“ and “Gypsy Lawyer“ or 
Magdalena Daniel‘s appeal against the concept in 
the Gypsy List.

Subjects documenting the material and spiritual 
culture of the Roma and Sinti

For example, the Museum of Romani Culture 
has a gold professional ring for horse traders with 
a relief depicting two horse heads.

Photographs documenting the position of the 
Roma during World War II (not directly related to 
the so-called Gypsy camp in Lety)

These include, for example, a collage of 
photographs taken during the so-called racial 
research that originate from the Institute for Racial 
Hygiene in Berlin, a triple-shot of a prisoner 
Štěpánka Holomková after her arrival at Auschwitz 
II-Birkenau concentration and extermination camp, 
transport to Auschwitz concentration camp

News articles
Newspaper articles of that time illustrating 

the negative attitude towards the Roma – for 
example, “Black Jews – Gypsies where they 
belong!“ Vlajka April 9, 1942, “Gypsies and 

vagrant were driven to us + Gypsies – Rural Whisk
 

The document about the prosecution  
of the Roma

Examples include Decree on combating 
Gypsy crime from 1942, the Decree ordering all 
“Gypsies, gypsy half-breed and people living 
in the Gypsy way“ to gather for enlisting on 
August 2, 1942, and the District Governor‘s letter 
to Dr. Drábek from Poděbrady addressed to 
the Regional Authority in Prague on December 
2, 1938, proposing that the government set up 
concentration camps for “Gypsies” and vagrants.

Survivors‘ memories of events that took place 
outside the so-called Gypsy camp in Lety

For example, memories of hiding during 
the war, memories of horrors and suffering in 
the Auschwitz II-Birkenau concentration and 
extermination camp (published in book by Ctibor 
Nečas: Naštibisteras – Nemůžeme zapomenout 
/ We can‘t forget, they are also available on the 
United States Holocaust Memorial and Museum 
web archive – https://collections.ushmm.org/
search/catalog/irn42200.) or the memories of 
Josef Serinka activity in the resistance.

Songs as a testimony
For example, the song 

“Aušvicatehikherbaro“, which is performed by 
Emilie Machálková available at https://www.
youtube.com/watch?v=PG2CxE2D1Ac or the 
song “Labesbryku, éj, Osvěnčinatar amen dine“ 
by Helena Malíková on the CD „„…to jsou těžké 
vzpomínky“ / … these are painfull memories“, 
which is attached to the assignment.

2/ THE SO-CALLED GYPSY CAMP IN LETY 
U PÍSKU

Zigeunerlager Lety bieMirowitz, Böhmen – outline 
of camp with legend from 1943

Registration card from the filing cabinet of the 
so-called Gypsy camp Lety of Antonie Růžičková, 
born on January 27, 1936, deported to Auschwitz 
on May 4, 1943; at the time of the typhoid outbreak 
in the camp, she was probably declared as dead 
by the guards on January 10, 1943 – the note is 
crossed out in the ticket and “lebt” / lives.

Letter from Stanislav Vintr from Radnice, Rokycany 
district of October 14, 1942 addressed to the 
director of the camp of Janov with a request to 
release his wife Marie Vintrová and the children of 
Anna, Francis and Jana.
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Protocol aufgenommenam 15. Jänner 1943 in Lety 
– protocol on the establishment of a cemetery 
near the camp because of the high mortality of 
prisoners.

Versionichnis über Beerdikte Kinderam Notfriedhof 
in Lety – list of buried children in the makshift 
cemetery in Lety.

Outline of the plan of the emergency cemetery in 
Lety and location draft of the emergency cemetery 
in Lety.

Report of the camp commander Štefan Blahynka 
of March 6, 1943 describing shortcomings in the 
records and unhappy conditions in the camp.

Drawing from a former prisoner depicting two types 
of punishment used in the so-called Gypsy camp.

3/ SITUATION AFTER THE RETURN OF THE 
SURVIVING ROMA

Photographs commemorating the tragedy in Lety 
and commemorating the victims. 

Photographs documenting the initiative to fight 
for a dignified reminder of the Roma Holocaust 
victims in Lety u Písku.

Photographs documenting manifestations of racial 
intolerance, defamation of the place of suffering in 
Lety.
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BROADER RELATIONS

The area is situated in the open countryside between Lety u Písku  
(2.5 km), Králova Lhota (2.5 km) and Orlík nad Vltavou (4 km). The vast majority 
is part of the cadastral area Lety u Písku.

The village Lety, which has 272 inhabitants, is located in the northern part 
of the South Bohemian Region, less than 70 km south of Prague. Larger towns 
in the area are Příbram (20 km by air, 33 thousand inhabitants), Písek (23 km,  
30 thousand inhabitants) and Milevsko (21 km, 8 thousand inhabitants).

ACCESSIBILITY BY CAR

The D4 motorway, of which completion is planned for 2024, will 
be in close proximity to the village and it will connect Prague with Písek 
and Strakonice. The first class road I/19 from Pilsen to Tábor leads through 
the municipality and directly around the Memorial area. Thanks to the D4 
motorway and the I/19 road, Lety is easily accessible by car – the journey 
from Prague as well as from the regional cities of České Budějovice and Plzeň 
takes an hour.

ACCESSIBILITY BY PUBLIC TRANSPORT

Accessibility by public transport has been very poor so far. There is no 
bus to Lety or Králova Lhota at the weekend and holidays. On weekdays it is 
possible to travel from Prague to Lety by bus with one or two transfers  
(2 hours), and mostly with multiple transfers from Pilsen (3 hours) and České 
Budějovice (2.5 hours). The nearest train station is Mirovice (6.5 km), which 
is on the line České Budějovice – Písek – Příbram – Prague. However, there 
is no hiking trail from Mirovice to Lety and the busy I/19 road connecting the 
two places is not safe for pedestrians or cyclists.

CONNECTION TO LETY

The pedestrians can reach Lety by using the local road leading north from 
the pig farm, along which there is also a nature trail from the Memorial to the 
municipal office of Lety. This road is not very busy and pedestrians and cyclists 
can use it. However, this road connects to road I/19 about 200 m before the 
village, which may be dangerous for the pedestrians and cyclists.

In 2018, the Museum of Romani Culture opened an information centre in 
the building of the municipal office Lety. Next to the building of the municipal 
office there is a restaurant with a large social hall. In the past, events connected 
with the Memorial in Lety were held there. In the future there is an opportunity 
to use this hall for organizing larger cultural events, which will not be suitable 
to organize in the memorial as a place of reverence. For example, it may be 
a meeting of the young generation with a view to intercultural dialogue and 
a related cultural program.

P R E S E N T  S T A T E
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THE TOURIST AREA OF THE ORLÍK RESERVOIR

The Memorial in Lety is located near the important tourist area – the 
Orlík reservoir. There is a number of campsites and accommodation facilities 
around the Orlík reservoir. The chateau of the Schwarzenberg family and the 
Schwarzenberg Tomb are known in Orlík nad Vltavou. From Orlík nad Vltavou 
it is possible to walk through most of the forested countryside to the Memorial 
within 90 minutes on the blue hiking trail in the direction of Králova Lhotka 
crossroads. The Memorial in Lety is not marked on hiking or cycling trails.

Nevertheless, the proximity of this popular tourist destination, made up of 
the national cultural memorial of the Orlík Castle and the Orlík reservoir, is still 
a greatly underused potential for increasing the attendance of the Memorial.

DEFINITION OF THE SITE
Lety u Písku, respectively a place of the so-called Gypsy camp, has 

undergone a dramatic development over the past 80 years. Several layers of 
history overlap here – the centuries-old original agricultural landscape has 
been transformed in part into a labour camp, and subsequently into a so-
called Gypsy camp associated with enormous suffering. It was razed during 
the war, and alike the Holocaust of the Roma and Sinti it was almost forgotten. 
The place went back to the countryside. The remains of the camp and the 
graves of its victims are hidden underground and only today are gradually 
mapped by archaeological survey.

Thirty years of oblivion were completed by the construction of a large 
pig farm. However, the memory came back to life after half a century. 
The protests for the abolition of the pig farm and the restoration of the 
remembrance of the victims of the camp followed for many years. The pig 
farm was redeemed by the government with great media attention and the 
site will be transformed into a dignified the Memorial to the Holocaust of the 
Roma and Sinti in Bohemia.

The site consists essentially of three parts:

• Place of the camp victim‘s cemetery 

• the area of the so-called Gypsy camp 

• the area of the former pig farm, which largely covers the site  
of the so-called Gypsy camp 

Logic interconnection of the individual parts of the Memorial and 
connection to the roads in the imminent surroundings will be required

 

 

View of the fomer pig farm of the company  
Agpi, a. s., from the side of the Lipeš pond, 18. 7. 
2019, Lety u Písku. Photo: Adam Holubovský, from the 
collection of the Museum of Romani Culture
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CEMETERY OF THE CAMP 
VICTIMS

For the first time, the Lety camp was officially commemorated in 1995 
when a Memorial (by Zdeněk Hůla) to the camp victims was unveiled at the 
site of the graves with presence President Václav Havel. This place, defined 
as a cemetery with a monument, was declared a Cultural Heritage Memorial 
in 1998 for which a protection zone was established.

In 2010, modifications were made in the vicinity of the Cultural Heritage 
Memorial, consisting of the construction of an access road, a car park for 
buses and cars, an amphitheatre, nature trails and replicas of wooden prison 
houses, where a small exhibition and social facilities are placed.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

The field research was preceded by the study of archival sources. 
According to the protocol on the establishment of a temporary camp burial 
ground of January 15, 1943, the cemetery should have an area of at least 400 m2, 
2 m high fencing, graves should have been set according to a plan with 
a road in the middle and with adequate spacing. According to the camp 
records examined by historian Ctibor Nečas from January 16 to April 23, 1943, 
22 men, 17 women, 1 boy, 3 girls and 77 children under 14 years old were to 
be buried there. A total of 71 people were buried in individual graves and 49 in 
10 mass graves, which were to be located on the north and east sides of the 
cemetery.

As part of field archaeological research in September 2019, one grave 
of a woman under 40 years of age, whose depth was 150 cm, and one 
children‘s grave that was only 25 cm below the surface were uncovered. 
Furthermore, another 5 grave pits were regularly placed in rows spaced 
approximately 1 m apart. The graves are oriented NW – SE in the longer axis.

Based on the location, orientation of the identified grave pits, rows of graves, 
surviving plan of the cemetery from 1943 and the reported area of 400 m2, 
 a hypothetical reconstruction of the location of the cemetery of the camp 
victims was carried out. The enclosure of the 2 m high fence mentioned in 
the protocol for the establishment of a burial ground may indicate an object 
in the western edge of the area under investigation, which can be interpreted 
as a hole-by-column.

View of the former pig farm of the 
company Agpi, a. s., present day 
Cultural Heritage Memorial on the 
right side of the foreground,  
18. 7. 2019, Lety u Písku. Photo: 
Adam Holubovský, from the 
collection of the Museum of 
Romani Culture
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DESCRIPTION OF THE PRESENT STATE 

The access road connecting the area of   today‘s Cultural Heritage 
Memorial leads from the south-east from the connection to the main road 
I/19, it continues northwest and connects to the local road leading from 
Orlík and Kožlí towards Lety, where it connects to the road I/19 before the 
municipality 

The Memorial can be accessed by a road from the newly modified 
parking lot for 10 cars and 3 buses. There are three replicas of wooden prison 
houses at the southern edge of the mud road, next to the parking lot. The first 
is an information board, the second serves as a public toilet and technical 
facilities for administration, and the third is a replica of the original interior. 
There is the seventh stop of the educational trail from Lety and a scale model 
of the so-called Gypsy camp at the northern edge, opposite the replicas. 
After about 100 meters, there is the eighth and last stop of the nature trail at 
the southern edge of the road.

At the end of the road, south of the Memorial by Zdeněk Hůla, there 
is a raised semicircular amphitheatre oriented towards the Memorial. The 
amphitheatre offers seating for approximately 80 people and is used for 
reverent acts. The central element of the Cultural Heritage Site is a regularly 
mowed and irrigated grassy area with solitary oaks bounded by forest, in 
the centre of which is an abstract stone memorial academic painter Zdeněk 
Hůla. There is also an Orthodox wooden cross in the southeast corner of the 
clearing.

The area of   the Cultural Heritage Site has its own connection point to 
electricity (low-voltage source) located at the access road and its own well 
for water, which, however, in dry periods hardly covers the need for irrigation 
of the lawn at the Memorial. There is also a septic tank.

Hypothetical reconstruction of the location of the 
so-called temporary camp cemetery; and – an 
archaeological probe in which 2 graves were 
uncovered and 5 (6?) grave pits were uncovered; red 
line – expected course of the southern and western 
sides of the cemetery based on the location of the 
identified grave pits (the course of the lines is based 
on the findings of archaeological research, their 
length is hypothetical); blue line – possible course 
of the eastern and northern sides of the cemetery 
(reconstruction based on the assumed size of the 
cemetery)
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In the words of the author of the memorial, Zdeněk Hůla: The main 
motive of the Memorial is a fragment of the sphere, the relation of part to 
whole, ideal to reality, completeness to partiality. In the base of the ideal 
ball one part is missing and is replaced by an inscription. The fragment is 
composed of parts that fit precisely to each other on a soft touch. The entire 
ideal sphere, a symbol of perfection and integrity, would be composed 
of a number of parts. Every missing part undermines this harmony in both 
beauty and stability. I think that similar laws also apply to human society. 
Every group, whether we like it or not, but I think we should like it, is a part of 
a higher order and without it, it is impossible to create perfect harmony. What 
we find unimportant and unpleasant today may be missing in a few years.
http://www.zdenek-hula.cz/index.php/realizace/pamatnik-romskeho-
holocaustu/

AREA OF THE SO-CALLED 
GYPSY CAMP 
DESCRIPTION OF THE PRESENT STATE

The area of the former so-called Gypsy camp is located in the 
northwest corner of the original pasture, which is now largely occupied by 
the pig farm. The remains of the camp are not visible anymore; the precise 
location of the camp was specified by an archaeological research.

Car park of the present day Cultural Heritage Memorial Lety u Písku, view 
from the south side, 18. 7. 2019, Lety u Písku. Photo: Adam Holubovský, 
from the collection of the Museum of Romani Culture

Access road to the present day Cultural Heritage Memorial Lety u Písku, 
replicas of the prisoners´ barracks on the left, educational boards and 
a model of the camp on the right, 18. 7. 2019, Lety u Písku. Photo: Adam 
Holubovský, from the collection of the Museum of Romani Culture

Memorial by Zdeněk Hůla at the place of the present day Cultural 
Heritage Memorial Lety u Písku, 18. 7. 2019, Lety u Písku. Photo: Adam 
Holubovský, from the collection of the Museum of Romani Culture

Amphitheatre at the place of the present day Cultural Heritage Memorial 
Lety u Písku, view from the south side, 18. 7. 2019, Lety u Písku. Photo: 
Adam Holubovský, from the collection of the Museum of Romani Culture
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The camp area is flanked by a forest from the north and a nature trail, 
of which the fourth stop is located on the northwest corner of a pig farm 
fence. About 20 % of the camp lies west of the pig farm, the rest of the camp 
is a part of the fenced area. The larger part of the camp is now a grassy area, 
divided by fencing of the area where the traces of the camp are no longer 
visible. However, the south-eastern tip of the camp lies below the hog farm.

 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH – MATERIAL TESTIMONY OF LIFE IN THE CAMP

In the period from October 2016 until the beginning of July 2017, 
a systematic archaeological research was carried out in the accessible 
part of the camp (outside the fenced pig farm) and in its vicinity by the 
Department of Archaeology of the Faculty of Philosophical University of  
West Bohemia in Pilsen. The archaeological excavation was preceded by 
non-invasive archaeological research.

The study of historical sources, including aerial photography from the 
post-war period and non-invasive archaeological research specified the 
location of the camp.

 

The archaeological excavation made clear that the surface of the camp 
yard had not been treated in any way, and it had consisted of trampled clay soil 
with many stones. Depending on the weather, the area had to be turned into 
a dusty area or a mud. The depth of the mud is evidenced by tiny lost objects 
and garbage trodden up to thirty centimetres below the surface of the camp 

View of the former pig farm of the company Agpi, 
a. s., from the north-west side, where the path 
of the educational trail can be seen, 18. 7. 2019, 
Lety u Písku. Photo: Adam Holubovský, from the 
collection of the Museum of Romani Culture.

Aerial picture from 1949 with 
visible remains of the camp 
(Archive of measuring images 
of the Military Geographic and 
Hydro meteorological Office in 
Dobruška) with a plan view of 
a pig farm (taken from the finding 
report of archaeological research 
2016–2017)

Projection of the camp ground 
plan according to an aerial 
photograph from 1949 (yellow) 
to the present orthophotomap 
(taken from the finding report 
of archaeological research 
2016–2017)
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yard, as well as findings of fragments of metal pads that tore off from prisoners‘ 
old military boots whose poor condition is pointed out in official sources.

The probes confirmed a series of small wooden prison quarters of  
2.5 x 3 m in size. These quarters were lined towards the courtyard and towards the 
dam by a rainwater trench. In front of the barracks toward the courtyard, there was 
a narrow road spilled with coarse sand. This simple sidewalk was probably built 
by prisoners during the camp‘s existence in response to endless difficulties with 
bottomless mud. According to the photographs, the white cinder bricks revealed 
“in situ”, on which their prefabricated structures have been seated in the corners 
and in the central part, of, are a guide for the precise positioning of the wooden 
accommodation cells. The survey also confirmed the location of the administrative 
building in front of the main entrance to the area from the northwest.

 

 

The probe also provided a record of the liquidation of the camp, which 
offers a slightly different testimony than the written sources. According to 
the order, the barracks were to be torn down and dismantled, with windows 

Detail of one of the wooden quarters 
with preserved brick bases (B). The 
drains behind and in front of the 
quarters including the charred part of 
the timber structure (C) is well visible. 
(Photo by Pavel Vařeka)

Photograph of wooden barracks of the so-called Gypsy camp, where a draining through and cement 
bricks support of the building can be seen, 1942–1943, Lety u Písku. Photo: from the collection of Marie 
Bártová, born Ištvánová, Institute of Ethnography of the Academy of Sciences of the Czech Republic.

Multi-storey administrative building of the so-called Gypsy camp, from which stone 
support has remained, from the estate of František Partl, former guard at the so-called 
Gypsy camp in Lety u Písku, 1942–1943. Photo: author unknown, from the collection 
of the Museum of Romani Culture

Foundations of the administrative building of the camp in its northwest 
part (photo by Pavel Vařeka)
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and metal parts were to be dismantled and disinfected for further use, and 
wooden structures were to be burned. This approach was not respected 
in the western part of the camp, as the exploration revealed the burned 
destruction of entire barracks, including windows and complete building 
hardware, window and door hinges, handles and plugs.

A very strong testimony is provided by the artefacts found in the 
burnt-out of barracks, which we consider to be female prisoners‘ personal 
objects. Apparently these are not things left in place by women and girls 
who had gone to the transport, but rather the items of victims‘ personal gear, 
clothing and footwear of those that had died in the camp. In the context of 
the liquidation of the camp they could be marked as “worthless and non-
disinfectable“, which were intended to be burned. Of course, these are only 
artefacts or parts that have not succumbed to fire and are thus only torso of 
the original equipment. The most valuable ones include a blue glass button 
with stylized flowers and hearts and a small decorative appliqué made of 
gold, silver and other metals. The necklaces come from tiny glass beads, one 
is green and the other one is orange. The personal equipment also includes 
two fractions of the mirror. Three iron shoe soles and an iron belt buckle were 
also found.

 

 

Photograph of examples of remnants of prison 
quarters found during archaeological research. 
Photo: doc. PhDr. Pavel Vařeka Ph.D.

Female prisoners´ personal items found during archaeological research. 
Photo: doc. PhDr. Pavel Vařeka Ph.D.

Model of the site of the camp 
at the place of the present day 
Cultural Heritage Memorial Lety 
u Písku, view from the south 
side, 18. 7. 2019, Lety u Písku. 
Photo: Adam Holubovský, from 
the collection of the Museum of 
Romani Culture
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AREA OF THE PIG FARM 
DESCRIPTION OF THE PRESENT STATE 

The area of the former pig farm was built in the 1970s. It was used for 
intensive pig breeding until 2017. The area is fenced and is not freely accessible.

The museum property includes the fenced grounds of the pig farm, 
a driveway – the site is connected to the I/19 road and estates with self-
seeding trees on both sides. There is a car park with an area of about 400 m2 
in front of the gate to the area, from the east of the access road. There is 
a grassy area with mature trees between the northern edge of the car park 
and the fenced area of the pig farm.

The area of the pig farm with an area of about 7 ha has a slight slope to the 
south. The entrance part of the complex is situated at 471 m above sea level, its 
highest point on the north side lies at an altitude of 483 m above sea level.

The main entrance is from the south and is connected to the access 
road. There is a gate in the eastern fencing, from which a grass footpath leads 
towards the current monument.

There are 13 halls for fattening pigs inside the fenced area oriented to 
the west-east direction on both sides of the main area road. The western row 
consists of 5 halls and the eastern row consists of 8 halls. Beside the façade 
of each hall, there are tall iron containers on both sides of the compound 
feed. To the north of the western row of halls there is a loose grassy land 
inside the complex, where most of the so-called Gypsy camp stood. The 
ground plan of the camp extends below the last halls of the eastern rows.

In the southern part of the complex there is an administrative building 
with hygienic and sanitary facilities, which is used by the employee of 
the administration of the complex to this day, a workshop building with 
a garage, a slurry lagoon and smaller technical buildings. All buildings are 
interconnected by inter-portal roads and supplemented by handling areas 
mostly with an asphalt surface.

WATER SOURCES

The site has its own water source. In the area southeast of the site, 
between Lety and Králova Lhota, there is a system of interconnected  
5 wells located approximately 4.5 km from the former pig farm. The water is 
transported from the wells to the water reservoir located northwest of the 
pig farm. The site is supplied with gravity water from that point. The current 
system allows a maximum daily consumption of 140 m3 / day. As part of the 
demolition project, this water supply will be maintained. There are 6 hydrants, 
3 inspection and emergency shafts, which will be preserved.

SEWAGE AND SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT

There is a separate rain and sewage drainage system made of concrete 
pipes. Rainwater is drained to the local watercourse in the southern part of 
the area. The storm sewer will be preserved for future use.

Sewage water from the administrative building, including sanitary 
facilities, is drained to the local sewage treatment plant and then discharged 
to the watercourse. The sewage from the operation of the halls was drained 
into local sumps, which are located in pairs at each hall and then transported 
by a septic truck to the slurry lagoon. Sewage will be maintained, but the 
wastewater treatment plant will be removed.
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POWER LINE

The complex is connected to the electricity network through its own 
transformer station. It also has its own back-up power source – diesel 
generator. There are public lighting lamps located on the premises.

The course of area distribution is not known precisely. Within the 
demolition, all utilities will be marked out and the extent of the retained 
networks will be specified based on their course and the result of the 
architectural competition.

DESCRIPTION OF SELECTED BUILDINGS

The pig fattening halls are standardized with external dimensions of 
60.13 x 18.05 m, divided by a longitudinal wall into two sections. The capacity 
of each hall was about 1000 pigs. The fattening part of the hall is a steel frame 
structure on concrete foundation feet. The frame is clad with a folded jacket 
with a surface of aluminium trapezoidal sheets, hardboard and wooden 
gratings with thermal insulation made of glass wool. The floors are concrete. 
Concrete slurry channels run under the whole hall under the slatted part of the 
floor. The side longitudinal walls are equipped with windows with protective 
covers. There are four small wooden doors in the walls. The ceilings are made 
of aluminium trapezoidal sheets with thermal insulation in the attic space.

There is a preparation room at one end of the hall and a vestibule at the 
other end of the hall. These parts of the halls are brick. The entrance to the 
preparation room is provided by two wooden double doors, as well as the 
entrance to the entrance hall at the opposite end of the hall. On the side of the 
vestibule, the halls are equipped with a loading ramp for loading and unloading 
pigs.

The roof of the hall is gabled with a slight slope covered with aluminium 
trapezoidal sheet.

The halls are connected to the water supply and power line.
The halls are cleaned, but with a strong smell reminding the pig 

breeding. Metal parts of interior equipment such as fences are gradually 
removed from the halls.

On the northern mantle of the last hall, there are paintings from 2015 
reminiscent of the Holocaust of the Roma, created by an anonymous artist 
acting under the identity of the legendary figure Pérák. The paintings were 
created as a guerrilla action at a time when the pig farm was still in operation.

The administrative building is a single-storey brick building with 
a basement with a gabled roof with a slight gradient and tin roofing. The 
building housed the reception, offices, dressing rooms, toilets, dining room, 
maintenance workshops, boiler room, fuel and fuel storage.

The masonry is brick with plaster. The floor in the office and social 
part is made of ceramic tiles or PVC, it is only concrete in the workshop and 
warehouses. Most of the windows are wooden, only some were replaced 
with plastic. The roof bearing structure is made of wooden truss girders, and 
the roofing is made of trapezoidal metal sheets.

The building is connected to the water supply, electricity, and own 
sewage treatment plant. The building is in good technical condition, with 
wear and tear adequate to the age of the building.

The garage and workshop building (G) was used for garages and repairs 
of motor technology. Its size is 38.28 m x 15.08 m. Two garages used to repair 
cars are 5.91 m high and 8 garages are 5.07 m high. The building is single-
storey, brick, cellarless, connected to the area distribution of electricity and 
water. The roof structure is gabled with a slight slope. The supporting structure 
consists of reinforced concrete beams on which concrete panels are placed.
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The roof cladding on lower garages is made of trapezoidal sheets, 
and bitumen roofing is used on higher garages. Windows and ten doors 
(entrances to individual garages) are made of steel.

The slurry foil lagoon (L) has a storage capacity of 9000 m3 
and dimensions of 84.17 x 48.47m. The existing embankment wall is 
a combination of soil and rubble after demolition of other buildings. In 
comparison with the surrounding terrain, the lagoon wall rises about  
1 m from the north and about 5 m from the south.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

The archaeological excavation has not taken place in the pig farm yet. 
The non-invasive part of the archaeological survey confirmed the ground plan 
of the original camp. About 25 % of the whole are is covered with pig halls. At 
present, the archaeological research continues, in small digged probes are 
expected to find findings similar to those found so far outside the camp area 
during the archaeological survey in 2017.

DEMOLITION PROJECT PIG FARM

The Museum of Romani Culture has prepared a project for a complete 
demolition of the pig farm, including final landscaping. However, the actual 
implementation of the demolition will be postponed until the results of the 
competition are announced, so that the demolition can be coordinated with the 

Clearing out of the halls of the pig farm of the company Agpi, a. s., 
3. 4. 2018, Lety u Písku. Photo Adam Holubovský, from the collection of 
the Museum of Romani Culture

View of the former pig farm of the company Agpi, a. s., from the south-west 
side, 18. 7. 2019, Lety u Písku. Photo: Adam Holubovský, from the collection 
of the Museum of Romani Culture

View of the former pig farm of the company Agpi, a. s., from the south side, 
site entrance, 18. 7. 2019, Lety u Písku. Photo: Adam Holubovský, from the 
collection of the Museum of Romani Culture

Access road to the site, with the adjacent pond Lipeš
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Memorial project that will arise from the competition. Applicants can work with 
existing objects, areas, facilities at their discretion.

The project of demolition of the pig farm assumes a large amount of 
inert recyclate. The project envisages the disposal of part of a larger quantity 
of recycled material in the lagoon slurry. With this solution, 6 300 m3 of inert 
recyclate remain. Due to the limited financial resources for the realization of 
the Memorial and the demolition of the pig farm, the ordering party requires 
maximum utilization of this recyclate in the realization of the Memorial.

The ordering party expects the start of demolition of the pig farm in 
2020, after the competition. Prior to the construction of the Memorial, it may be 
expected to clean up the area in coordination with the design of the Memorial, 
realizing rough landscaping and grassing the area. The demolition of the pig farm 
will thus become essentially the zero stage of the Memorial realization.

LANDSCAPE
The area is part of a cultural landscape consisting of a mosaic of 

forests, meadows, fields, water areas interwoven with a network of paths. As 
can be seen from the maps of the 1st Military Survey, the ground plan layout of 
the landscape has remained unchanged for two centuries. Lipeš Pond, forest 
border, meadow and arable land border is practically identical. The historical 
road network is still visible in the landscape today. At the turn of the 19th and 
20th centuries, the greatest intervention was the new interconnection of Lety 
and Orlík by the road with the current designation I/19.

The area is situated on a moderate southern slope. Forests are framed 
from the north and east. They are coniferous, of a significantly economic 

Pond Lipeš, 18. 7. 2019, Lety u Písku. Photo: Adam Holubovský, from the collection of the Museum of Romani Culture

Educational trail – north-west side behind the fence of the former pig farm site, 18. 7. 2019, Lety u Písku. 
Photo: Adam Holubovský, from the collection of the Museum of Romani Culture
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nature, in direct relation to the area of   the cemetery of the victims of the camp 
passes into mixed stands with a loose edge formed by mature oaks.  
In the southwest, the area passes into the wetland around the Lipeš pond. 
The pond has no tributary, it is probably subsidized by water from the 
downhill slope. The water flows off southwest, under the I/19 Krahulík stream. 
Wetlands around the pond pass freely into pastures and meadows that 
surround the pig farm from the west and the camp area of   the victims of the 
camp from the south. These areas are barren, unsuitable for cultivation, and 
have historically been used as pastures and called Dolní draha / the Lower 
Railway. In the west, the meadow passes over a waterlogged strip of solitary 
shrubs and trees to arable land. This field stretches westward to Lety.

The southern boundary of the territory is formed by I/19. It is lined with 
a belt of mature greenery, which continues at the site where the pig farm is 
connected to this road to the fencing of the area.

Educational board at the place of the so-called gypsy camp,  
18. 7. 2019, Lety u Písku. Photo: Adam Holubovský, from the collection  
of the Museum of Romani Culture

One of the stops on the educational trail at the forest path north of the 
site of the pig farm, 18. 7. 2019, Lety u Písku. Photo: Adam Holubovský, 
from the collection of the Museum of Romani Culture
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EDUCATIONAL TRAIL

The nature trail, which is dedicated to the history of the camp, 
introduced on eight information boards, starts in Lety in front of the municipal 
office and leads past the former so-called Gypsy camp to the Cultural 
Heritage Memorial of Lety – the Memorial of academic painter Hůla and the 
graves of camp victims. It is now the only, if not direct, connection of the 
camp site and the grave site. The trail leads largely through the lands of Lety. 
The trail was restored and, after a discussion with the survivors and their 
descendants, updated by the Museum of Romani Culture in 2018.

PLACES IN THE SURROUNDING 
AREA ASSOCIATED WITH THE 
HISTORY OF THE CAMP

Train station in Mirovice, 18. 7. 2019, Lety u Písku.  
Photo: Adam Holubovský, from the collection of the  
Museum of Romani Culture
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Mirovice Lety u Písku

Králova Lhota
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1. PARISH CEMETERY IN MIROVICE

From August 1942 to January 1943 the dead of the camp were buried 
in the cemetery in Mirovice. About 174 prisoners, mostly small children, are 
buried here. There are several commemorative plaques on the site with 
the names of the Roma victims of the camp and there is also a sculpture 
commemorating the victims of the camp. After the outbreak of the typhoid 
epidemic in early 1943, further burial in this cemetery was banned and an 
alternative cemetery was set up in the forest near the camp.

2. RAILWAY IN MIROVICE

Many of the Roma imprisoned in the camp were deported by train from 
Bohemia to Mirovice. From there, trains departed to the Auschwitz II-Birkenau 
concentration camp.

3. QUARRY IN LETY U PÍSKU

All prisoners over the age of ten were forced to work. Men, among 
other hard work around the camp, broke a stone in a nearby quarry. Women 
and children loaded stone on narrow-gauge trolleys and smashed it onto 
gravel. The quarry, now overgrown, is located in the forest across the road 
I/19 opposite the entrance to the pig farm

4. LIPEŠ POND

Upon arrival at the camp, all prisoners were subjected to so-called 
cleansing. They had to strip naked in front of everyone, their whole bodies 
were shaved and washed either in a trough of dirty water or chased into the 
nearby Lipeš pond.
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LIMITS OF THE SITE
PROPERTY RELATIONS OF THE TERRITORY

In fact, the property relations in the site are simple. The land under 
the cultural heritage Memorial Lety – the place of graves and land under 
the modifications related to the Cultural Heritage Memorial, including the 
access road belong to the Museum of Romani Culture. The site of the cultural 
Heritage Memorial is surrounded by land owned by Lety.

The grounds of the pig farm, including the access road to the premises 
and the land related to it, is owned by the Museum of Romani Culture. These 
lands adjoin the land owned by Lety from north, west and east. Part of the area of   
the so-called Gypsy camp (outside the pig farm) also lies on the grounds of Lety.

The access road to the pig farm leads along the western dam of the 
Lipeš pond, which is owned by a private owner.

Lety and the owners of neighbouring lands are informed about 
the intention of the Museum of Romani Culture to build a Memorial. The 
municipality of Lety is ready to negotiate with the museum on the settlement 
of property relations based on the results of the competition.

LEGAL LIMITS OF TERRITORY

Built-up area – the pig farm and land along the driveway are defined 
as a built-up area and buildings can be located there. It is possible to locate 
mainly the road network outside the built-up area

Act No. 183/2006 Coll., On land-use planning and building regulations

Cultural Heritage Memorial and its protection zone – a lot number 987/7 in 
the cadastral territory Lety is a Cultural Heritage Memorial called “cemetery with 
a memorial“. A protective zone of this memorial is defined on the surrounding 
plots. The original relief of the landscape must not be disturbed in this protection 
zone and all construction activities must be authorized in accordance with 
the Act on the Care of Monuments – it must therefore be discussed with the 
authorities of the monument care.

Act No. 20/1987 Coll. on State monument care

Forests – the area is flanked from the north and west by land intended 
for forest functions. On these plots, according to the Forestry Act, the rules of 
management are laid down and must be preserved here.

Act No. 289/1995 Coll. Forest Law

Arable land – the area under consideration is bounded by agricultural land 
from the east, which is legally protected and should not be built on for purposes 
other than agricultural production.

Act No. 334/1992 Coll., On the Protection of Agricultural Land Fund

Pond and wetlands – are important landscape features by law and as such 
are protected by law from damage and destruction and their use is possible only 
if it does not reduce their ecostabilization function in the landscape.

Act No. 114/1992 Coll. on nature and landscape protection

Trees – there are grown trees outside the forest, protected by law. Their 
felling is possible only in justified cases and it is subject to authorization of 
environmental protection authorities.

Act No. 114/1992 Coll. on nature and landscape protection
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F U T U R E  O F  T H E  M E M O R I A L 

FACILITIES OF THE 
MEMORIAL

The ordering party assumes that the premises 
will be freely accessible throughout the year, but the 
area for visitors and indoor expositions will be open 
only in the visitor season – from April to October, 
outside the visitor season it is only for groups 
ordered in advance.

Currently, the attendance of the Memorial 
is around 10 000 visitors per year (monitored 
by a sensor in a replica of a prison house). By 
building a new Memorial of high architectural and 
artistic quality, creating a quality background for 
visitors, targeted promotion, offering educational 
programs, the ordering party assumes an increase in 
attendance of up to 15 000 visitors.

The guide will be available for pre-booked 
educators, primarily for pre-booked groups. 
Visitors will have the opportunity to walk through 
the premises, including the indoor expositions 
independently.

The provision of furnishings, eventual 
protection against bad weather and techniques for 
the execution of the reverent acts and cultural events 
will be dealt with by the supplier and thus does not 
impose any essential requirements on the proposal.

The ordering party anticipates the amount of 
10–15 % of the total investment costs for the first stage 
of construction for the operation and maintenance of 
the memorial complex (without wages).

VISITOR’S 
PROGRAMME

The ordering party expects 3 basic types  
of visitors for which the Memorial will create  
a background. They are characterized primarily 
by the type of program offered and the number of 
people who are on the premises at once and the 
way they use the premises.

A/ LARGE EVENTS – REVERENT ACT TO 
COMMEMORATE THE HOLOCAUST 

The participants of the reverent acts are 
above all the families of the victims of the camp, 

official visits and representatives of the media; in  
one time and space it can be a group of up to  
300 people. The sponsor is considering other larger 
events, for example with a cultural focus. For larger 
events, cooperation with the municipality of Lety is 
offered – part of the program could be organized in 
the community hall of the municipality.

The ordering party counts on holding large 
events up to three times a year, with an annual 
reverent act taking place around May 13.

Events of this extent will always be planned 
in advance and the Memorial space will be 
reserved for them.

The events will take place outside. In the future, 
the annual reverent act should take place in the area 
of   the graves with interconnection to the former 
so-called Gypsy camp. Arrangement of the event – 
technology, furniture, protection against bad weather 
or refreshment will be solved by mobile supplier.

B / ORGANIZED TOURS

The ordering party assumes primarily 
organized school tours for primary school pupils 
and secondary school students, 1–2 buses, i.e. 
about 40–90 people, continuously during the visitor 
season, especially in the spring months, outside 
weekends and outside holidays. To a lesser extent, 
during the entire visitor season, other organized 
tours – 1 bus, i.e. approximately 40 people. Tours 
will be booked in advance in the reservation system 
on the Museum of Romani Culture website, or by 
phone and the museum will have the opportunity to 
coordinate these organized visits.

The main program offered to these organized 
groups will be educational programs for upper 
primary school students and secondary school 
students, guided tours of the entire area, including 
indoor expositions, and lectures with a limited 
capacity for up to 40 people.

Upon arrival of the tour, they are usually 
expected to be divided into smaller groups, some 
of which will use the premises of the visitor‘s 
facilities, and some will move around the Memorial 
site. It will be possible to move the entire group to 
the premises and free movement of visitors.

C / INDIVIDUAL VISITS

For individual visitors of all ages, of different 
nationalities, the program includes, in particular, 
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individual tours of the premises as well as indoor 
expositions – a small visitor route as well as tours 
involving places associated with the history of 
the camp – a large visitor route. The ordering 
party presumes the use of modern presentation 
methods, such as broaden reality, which allows 
visitors to view individual historical layers of 
the camp using a tablet or telephone, can 
offer interactive work with archival documents, 
archaeological survey results or experience 
memories of witnesses in an authentic way. 
Guided tours of the area will be offered during the 
visitor season.

The highest frequency of individual visits is 
expected in July and August, i.e. out of season of 
school tours.

IN ORDER TO SATISFY THE NEEDS OF VISITORS, 
THE FUNCTIONING OF THE VISITOR PROGRAM 
MUST ENSURE AT LEAST:

Visitor’s facilities

• entrance area where you will be able to obtain 
basic information, purchase information materials and 
small packaged snacks, lend equipment necessary 
for visiting the entire area (e.g. headphones, tablets, 
point for downloading the application, etc.), relax, go 
to the toilets or take the coats off

• multifunctional area(s) in which will be provided for:

• indoor exposition in which it will be possible 
to obtain information on part of the themes 
of the Memorial

• education, where it will be possible to 
concentrate a group of up to 40 people, 
or set them up in an area where they can 
discuss the topic with a museum lecturer or 
teacher, or fulfil assigned project tasks

• discussions, lecturers, where it will be 
possible to place mobile furniture for up to 
40 people 

in the Memorial area

• rendering of the area of   the so-called Gypsy 
camp 

• the creation of a dignified place of reverent 
at the graves of the camp victims 

• creation of so-called external expositions – 
space in the area of   the Memorial, where part 
of the Memorial‘s topics will be presented

• paved boarding area for more people in 
front of the visitor‘s premises 

•  outdoor space suitable for holding of 
reverent acts and similar larger events, 
which will allow placement and connection 
of sound and lighting equipment to 
electricity, shelter for protagonists (speakers, 
artists, etc.) in case of bad weather, setting 
up the audience, laying wreaths

• area connected to the building of the visitor 
centre, where it will be possible to place 
and connect mobile refreshments, technical 
facilities of events, etc. to the water and 
power line.

• high-quality road network connecting 
individual sites of the Memorial, creating 
various visitor circuits with navigation and 
information system

• places equipped with furniture for rest, 
resting in the Memorial area

Transport infrastructure

• arrival for the visitors of the Memorial from 
the current connection of the pig farm to the 
I/19 road

• Parking for 25–30 cars and 3 buses

• Parking space for an additional 50 cars

ORGANIZATION 
AND MAINTENANCE 
OF THE MEMORIAL

Maintenance of the entire premises will be 
provided mostly by contractors. Minor repairs and 
operation of the Memorial will be provided by its 
own staff.

The operation of the Memorial will require 
up to 8 employees to carry out the following 
activities:

• Head of the Memorial

• 2 staff to maintain and manage the site

• 2 employees providing educational and 
guide activities
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• 1 guide staff

• 1 cashier, also selling information and 
promotional materials, etc.

• 0.5 time accountant, economist of the 
Memorial

The provision of furniture, eventual 
protection against bad weather, mobile 
refreshments and equipment for the 
implementation of the reverent acts and eventual 
cultural events will be dealt with by the supplier 
and thus does not impose essential requirements 
on the proposal.

FOR THE OPERATION OF THE MEMORIAL IT IS 
NECESSARY TO ENSURE AT LEAST:

• facilities for 8 employees (office, day room, 
toilet, shower, kitchenette)

• store of educational materials, technical 
aids, mobile furniture, etc. – min. 25 m2

• warehouse – cleaning room, tool and 
material store for minor repairs, cleaning – 
min. 16 m2

• technical room according to the needs of 
the building and the technologies used
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The project very intensively affects the 
families of the victims of Czech Roma and Sinti 
who died or were imprisoned in Lety, as well as the 
entire Roma community in the Czech Republic and 
Europe. At the same time, the project is in a way 
repaying the entire society‘s debt to the suffering 
of the Roma and Sinti during World War II, and thus 
affects the whole Czech and broadly European 
society and many experts and activists who 
deal with this issue. At the same time, the events 
surrounding the preparation of the competition, the 
realization of the Memorial will affect the wider area 
where the locals live. They are local experts and 
have their needs and ideas about the future of the 
Memorial.

For these reasons, a number of participants 
were involved in the preparation of the competition 
in order to inform them about the current state 
of the Memorial, the forthcoming competition, 
the purpose of the project, the mission and 
theme of the Memorial. The aim was further to 
motivate representatives of the Roma community, 
professional institutions, organizations and local 
people to constructively discuss the current 
situation and express the expectations or concerns 
associated with the future of the Memorial. Last but 
not least, the aim was to build the trust of the Roma 
and Sinti community and the locals in the project 
and institution, the people who represented it.

WHO (AND HOW) 
WAS INVOLVED IN 
THE ASSIGNMENT 
PREPARATIONS

Project participants were involved by 
participating in a working or consulting group, and 
a meeting with local people took place.

WORKING GROUP

The working group consisted of employees 
of the Museum of Romani Culture, representatives 
of the survivors, a representative of the Ministry of 
Culture, experts in the field of Roma culture and 

history, and met regularly from April to June 2019. 
Experts in archaeology, architecture, exhibition 
design, and art were invited to the working group 
according to currently discussed topics. The task 
of the working group was primarily to discuss 
issues important for determining the mission, 
theme, topics of the Memorial, future visitor 
operations and the construction programme.

CONSULTING GROUPS

More than 100 representatives of the 
survivors of the Lety camp were invited to the 
consultation group; representatives of the 
Roma groups who participated in the fight for 
the purchase of the pig farm; associations 
and initiatives dealing with Roma and human 
rights issues, state or state-run organizations; 
professional and academic institutions; the project 
partners and non-Roma personalities, openly 
supporting the Roma minority. The participants 
were acquainted with the main outputs of the 
working group meetings and had the opportunity 
to comment on these outputs and submit their 
suggestions to them.

RESIDENTS OF SURROUNDING VILLAGES

In May 2019, a meeting with residents of 
the surrounding villages took place in the social 
hall of the Lety restaurant. Representatives of 
municipalities and residents of Lety u Písku, 
Králová Lhota, Orlik nad Vltavou, Mirovice and 
Kozlí were invited. The aim of the meeting was to 
present the ideas about the future of the Memorial, 
but first of all to find out the assessment of the 
current state of the territory by its inhabitants and 
to map the expectations and possible concerns of 
the locals.

OTHER MEETING WITH THE MAIN PARTICIPANTS

Project participants will also be invited 
to consult the proposals arising from the 
competition. Members of the working, consulting 
group and representatives of neighbouring 
municipalities and their residents will be invited 
to the exhibition of competition designs after the 

H O W  T H E  A S S I G N M E N T  O F  T H E 
C O M P E T I T I O N  O R I G I N AT E D
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competition, where they will have the opportunity 
to consult selected authors with their proposals. 
The relevant results of the consultations will 
then be taken into account in the design of the 
Memorial.

The ordering party assumes that the 
exhibition of the competition designs will be 
travelling and will be held in Lety u Písku, Museum 
of Romani Culture in Brno and Prague.

THE AUTHORS OF 
THE ASSIGNMENT

On the basis of five meetings of the working 
group, two consultation afternoons and meetings 
with residents of neighbouring municipalities, the 
competition was prepared. Authors are:

The Museum of Romani Culture – Jana 
Horváthová, Anna Míšková, Jana Habrovcová, 
Lenka Sedláčková, Dušan Slačka, Štěpán Štarha, 
Luděk Strašák a Veronika Kolaříková

ONplan – Karolína Koupalová, Petr Návrat, 
Olga Škochová

External – Helena Sadílková (the co-author 
of the Theme of the Memorial), Renata Berkyová, 
Kateřina Čapková a Čeněk Růžička
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