Sjaberget settlement mound, Stave, Andgya
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Andgya monitoring point —water content and temperature
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Andgya monitoring point —conductivity and permittivity
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CULTCOAST

Identifcation of threats:
Fungal decay

* Predicted climate change effects will
make conditions for fungal growth
more favourable, anticipating
iIncreased degradation processes.

* Most historic structures are wooden

* Wooden posts are vulnerable to
fungal decay

* Wood lying on the ground is severely
degraded
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Arctic heritage at risk
— erosion, textile and bone
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Photos: Excavation 1980ies, at Likneset [Corpse Headlands], the Governor of Svalbard
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Arctic heritage at risk — textile and bone Il

Photos: Excavation 2000s, at Likneset, the Governor of Svalbard
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Tools for cultural heritage management
Threshold levels
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Preservation

scale
NS9451:2009

= poor
3= medium
4= good
5= excellent
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Threat evaluations

Site valuation

GIS Monument Distance to Monitored Possible threats | Threshold Possible
position type populated levels mitigation
area actions

In situ Preservation: Does it make
sense? _ i

Free text/ Dropdown menu Number Y/N field | Free text/ Y/N field Dropdown menu of | Dropdown menu Free text field
numbers field from national CH | from numbers field fields below + free (see Table 16)
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2050
V>V, preservation is the best option

V, <V, irreversible loss of information:
excavation is the best option
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