Executive Summary
This information, to be provided by the State Party, will be updated by the Secretariat
following the decision by the World Heritage Committee. It will then be returned to the
State Party confirming the basis on which the property is inscribed on the World
Heritage List.

State Party

Bosnia and Herzegovina

State, Province or Region

Entity Republika Srpska
Sarajevo Macro Region

Name of Property

Mehmed paSa Sokolovic’s Bridge in Visegrad

Geographical coordinates to the nearest
second

ViSegrad: 43.78°N 19.30°E
Mehmed paSa Sokolovic’s Bridge in ViSegrad:
43°46°53,2” N 19°17°16,89"" E

Textual description of the boundary(ies) of the
nominated property

Area of nominated property: 1,5 ha
Buffer zone 12, 2 ha
Total 13,7 ha

A4 (or "letter") size map of the nominated
property, showing boundaries and buffer zone
(if present)

See page no. 4

Justification

Statement of Outstanding Universal Value
(text should clarify what is considered to be the
outstanding universal value embodied by the
nominated property)

The ViSegrad Bridge is among the most
impressive bridges in the world, and in its setting,
its engineering and its formal features, as well as
in its durability and solidity, and its readiness to
receive and absorb changes to its environment, it
is a masterpiece by a world master architect. The
verse inscribed in the stone at the middle of the
bridge states that it is “a bridge that has no
counterpart in the world”.

To anyone observing the bridge,
regardless of his or her knowledge of history, art
and literature, it is plain to see at first glance that
the bridge in ViSegrad reflects the skill of a
master architect and builder. The architect of the
Visegrad Bridge was Mimar Koca Sinan ibn Abd
al-Mannan, most famous of all the architects of
the Ottoman Empire and one of the greatest
architects the world has known. The ViSegrad
Bridge is one of his two most important designs
of this type. The uniqueness of the ViSegrad
bridge is associated largely with its form — a
geniculation structure composed of a section with
eleven arches spanning the Drina, and a four-
arched ramp by means of which the bridge takes a
right angle to join the left bank, following the lie
of the land. This form, which was that of the
bridge on completion, has largely survived in




authentic shape to this day.

What especially makes this bridge unique
and outstanding is that it is either reflection of or
reflected on the power, skills and ability of the
three the most prominent historical figures - its
endeavor grand Vezier Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic,
its author - the chief architect of the Ottoman
Empire Mimarbasha Koca Sinan and its
»biographer”, the Nobel's prize laureate Ivo
Andric — writer of the famous ,, The Bridge over
Drina“. It makes its architectural, historical and
symbolic values merging into the outstanding
expression that is among few icons representing
Bosnia and Herzegovina.

In the symbolism of its function — to
connect people, to secure passage from one side
to the other, to be a link between different roads
coming from faraway parts of the world — the
very idea of the Bridge in Visegrad has connected
people from both sides of the Drina with their
fellow countryman in faraway Istanbul, with the
great imperial architect, with writers, readers and
painters from the whole world. The Bridge is a
reflection of diversities expressed through
harmony and the durability of memory.

The Bridge was built at the peak of power
and glory of the Ottoman Empire, in the period
when several men originating form Bosnia were
influential and authoritative in the very heart of
Empire. Their influence resulted in ability to
build glorious endowments in their homeland.
Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic was the most famous
among them and his legacy is immense — but the
bridge across the river near the village of his
origin — this bridge in ViSegrad - is in fact the
most famous.

It has been glorified by folk tradition and
folk poetry, by historiography and writers, artists
and visitors more then any other piece of human
work in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

The Mehmed-pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge has
always been understood by each and all citizens
of Bosnia and Herzegovina as their own precious
heritage. That is why this monument survived
even the war 1992-1996 when cultural heritage of
Bosnia and Herzegovina was the target of wanton
and systematic destruction.

The bridge is associated with important
historical events from different periods of
Bosnian-Herzegovinian history. It is a place that
lot of citizens associate with the memories of
historical and social changes, rebellions, wars,
persecution of civilians — what adds to this old
structure built in 1551-1557 — a new symbolic
and semantic layer that some World Heritage




sites have as a basic and prevailing value.

Criteria under which property is nominated
(itemize criteria)
(see Paragraph 77 of the Operational Guidelines)

C ().
To represent a masterpiece of human creative
genius
C (ii.)

To exhibit an important interchange of
human values, over a span of time or within a
cultural area of the world, on developments in
architecture or technology, monumental arts,
town-planning or landscape design
C(iv.)

To be an outstanding example of a type of
building, architectural or technological ensemble
or landscape which illustrates (@) significant
stage(s) in human history
C (vi)

To be directly or tangibly associated with
events or living traditions, with ideas, or with
beliefs, with artistic and literary works of
outstanding universal significance

Name and contact information of official local
institution/agency

Organization: Commission to Preserve National
Monuments

Address: Obala Kulina bana 1

Tel: +387 33 27 67 60

Fax: +387 33 27 67 68

E-mail: aneks8ko@bih.net.ba

Web address: http://www.aneks8komisija.com.ba
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Format for the nomination of properties for inscription on the World Heritage List

Mehmed paSa Sokolovic’s Bridge in ViSegrad
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1. Identification of the Property

1.a Country (and State Party if different)
Bosnia and Herzegovina

1.b State, Province or Region
Entity Republika Srpska
Sarajevo Macro Region

1.c Name of Property
Mehmed paSa Sokolovic’s Bridge in ViSegrad

1.d Geographical coordinates to the nearest second
Visegrad: 43.78°N 19.30°E
Mehmed paSa Sokolovic’s Bridge in Visegrad: 43°46°53,2" N 19°17°16,89’ E

1.e Maps and plans, showing the boundaries of the nominated property and buffer zone

(i) Topographic map - original copy
All -5 TOPOGRAPHY MAP OF VISEGRAD

(ii) Location Map

All -1 THE MAP OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

All -2 THE MAP OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA - ENTITIES

All -3 THE MAP OF REPUBLIKA SRPSKA

All -4 SITE MAP

All -6 AREAL VIEW OF VISEGRAD

All -7 ORTO-PHOTO RECORD OF THE CITY

All -8 ORTO -PHOTO RECORD OF THE BRIDGE

All -9 PROTECTION ZONE AND BUFFER ZONE

All -10 ORTO -PHOTO RECORD OF THE BRIDGE - PROTECTION ZONE AND BUFFER ZONE
All -11 GEOLOGICAL MAP OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

All -12 MAP OF EARTHQUAKES IN BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

All -13 MAP OF EARTHQUAKES IN VISEGRAD MUNICIPALITY

All -14 RELIABILITY OF BUILDINGS IN THE FIRST PROTECTION ZONE

All -15 CURRENT USE OF THE BUILDINGS IN THE FIRST PROTECTION ZONE
All -16 HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN THE PROTECTION BELT

All -17 DRAFT REGIONAL PLAN OF RS TO 2015

All -18 DRAFT REGIONAL PLAN OF RS TO 2015

All -19 TOWN PLAN OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF VISEGRAD TO 2010

All -20 DRAFT URBAN DEVELOPMENT PLAN OF VISEGRAD TO 2015

All -21 DRAFT OF THE VISEGRAD TOWN PLANNING PLAN: TRAFFIC PLAN - DETAIL

(iii) Plans and specially prepared maps of the property

Alll -1 PLAN OF VISEGRAD FROM AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN PERIOD

Alll -2 SITUATION OF THE BRIDGE IN THE SCALE OF 1:1562,5 FROM 1911

Alll -3 PLAN OF INVESTIGATION WORKS FROM 1911

Alll -4 FACADE FROM 1907

Alll -5 DRAFTING PROJECT OF THE EXISTING CONDITION FROM 1908 / PILLAR IV
Alll -6 DRAFTING PROJECT OF THE EXISTING CONDITION FROM 1908 / PILLAR V
Alll -7 DRAFTING PROJECT OF THE EXISTING CONDITION FROM 1909 / PILLAR VI
Alll -8 DRAFTING PROJECT OF THE EXISTING CONDITION FROM 1908 / PILLAR VII
Alll -9 DRAFTING PROJECT OF THE EXISTING CONDITION FROM 1908 / PILLAR VIlI

Alll -10 DRAFTING PROJECT OF THE EXISTING CONDITION FROM 1909 / PILLAR IX



Alll -11
Alll -12
Alll -13
Alll -14
Alll -15
Alll -16
Alll -17
Alll -18
Alll -19
Alll -20
Alll -21
Alll -22
Alll -23
Alll -24
Alll -25
Alll -26
Alll -27
Alll -28
Alll -29
Alll -30
Alll -31
Alll -32
Alll -33
Alll -34
Alll -35
Alll -36

PROJECT FOR RECONSTRUCTION FROM 1911/ PILLAR IV
PROJECT FOR RECONSTRUCTION FROM 1911/ PILLAR V
PROJECT FOR RECONSTRUCTION FROM 1911 / PILLAR VI
PROJECT FOR RECONSTRUCTION FROM 1911/ PILLAR VII
PROJECT FOR RECONSTRUCTION FROM 1911 / PILLAR VI
PROJECT FOR RECONSTRUCTION FROM 1911/ PILLAR IX
PROJECT FOR RECONSTRUCTION FROM 1911 / DETAIL

PLAN AND FACADE OF THE BRIDGE WITH IRON CONSTRUCTION FROM 1916.
PLAN AND FACADE OF THE BRIDGE, SCALE 1:200

FACADE FROM 1921.

ANALYSES OF PAVEMENT FROM 1940.

INTERVENTION ON PAVEMENT FROM 1940.

PLAN, FACADE AND CROSS SECTION OF THE BRIDGE
UPSTREAM FACADE OF THE BRIDGE

DOWNSTREAM FACADE OF THE BRIDGE

PLAN AND CROSS SECTIONS

DRAWING OF THE GATE /MIHRAB/

PLAN AND THE CROSS SECTION OF THE BRIDGE WITH PRESENTATION OF ALL
DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1911. TILL 2004.

PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLARI, 11
PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLAR IlI
PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLAR IV
PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLARV
PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLAR VI
PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLAR VII
PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLAR VIII
PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLAR IX

1.f Area of nominated property (ha.) and proposed buffer zone (ha.)
Area of nominated property: 1,5 ha
Buffer zone 12, 2 ha

Total 13,7 ha



2. Description

2.a Description of Property

“For the greater part of its course the river Drina flows through narrow gorges between steep
mountains or through deep ravines with precipitous banks. In a few places only the river banks spread out to
form valleys with level or rolling stretches of fertile land suitable for cuitivation and settlement on both
sides. Such a place exists here at ViSegrad, where the Drina breaks out in a sudden curve from the deep and
narrow ravine formed by the Butkovo rocks and the Uzavnik mountains. The curve which the Drina makes
here is particularly sharp and the mountains on both sides are so steep and so close together that they look
like a solid mass out of which the river flows directly as from a dark wall. Then the mountains suddenly
widen into an irregular amphitheatre whose widest extent is not more than about ten miles as the crow flies.
Here, where the Drina flows with the whole force of its green and foaming waters from the apparently closed
mass of the dark steep mountains, stands a great clean-cut stone bridge with eleven wid sweeping arches.
From this bridge spreads fanlike the whole rolling valley with the little oriental town of ViSegrad and all its
surround-ings, with hamlets nestling in the folds of the hills, covered with meadows, pastures and plum-
orchards, and criss-crossed with walls and fences and dotted with shaws and occasional clumps of ever-
greens. Looked at from a distance through the broad arches of the white bridge it seems as if one can see not
only the green Drina, but all that fertile and cultivated countryside and the southern sky above.

On the right bank of the river, starting from the bridge itself, lay the centre of the town, with the
market-place, partly on the level and partly on the hillside. On the other side of the bridge, along the left
bank, stretched the Maluhino Polje, with a few scattered houses along the road which led to Sarajevo. Thus
the bridge, uniting the two parts of the Sarajevo road, linked the town with its surrounding villages.*

Ivo Andri¢ begins his novel The Bridge on the Drina with this description of the Drina and the
bridge over it, locating the action in an entirely real landscape. Both the bridge and the Drina were still the
same when Andri¢ was awarded the Nobel Prize for Literature, and the image survives to this day with no
major changes. The river Drina is the largest tributary to the south of the river Sava, with the greatest
volume of water. The river bed drops steeply, and the river with its great volumes of water flows
northwards. The river’s considerable depth and width make it difficult to cross, as a result of which it was
the natural boundary between two regions for centuries (Annex IV, AlVb-1). The Drina arises from the
rivers Piva and Tara merging into one (Annex II, All-2). It flows into the Sava at Raca, north of the town of
Bijeljina. The overall length of the river is some 340 km. In its upper course, it flows through gorges.
Between the towns of GoraZde and ViSegrad it has carved out a gorge with sides about 900 m in height.

The fullest description of the bridge is the one given by Mehmed Mujezinovi¢ and DZemal Celié in
their book Stari mostovi u Bosni i Hercegovini?, which we quote almost in its entirety”.

“A characteristic of the basic design of the bridge is that it consists of two sections: one crossing the
Drina at right angles to the flow of the river, and another making a right-angled turn down from the roadway
of the bridge along the left bank to ground level®. This is an unusual design for a bridge.

The main structure of the bridge over the river is borne by nine large stone piers (Annex 1, All-4),
set in the river bed and so shaped that they lie longitudinally in the direction of the current, terminating on
the upstream side at a flood divider and reducing the pressure; on the downstream side, they are polygonal.®
The width of these piers ranges from about 3.50 to 4.m, and they are some 11.50 m in length. These
markedly long piers, countering the water pressure from upstream, are a basic element of the stability of the
structure. At mid height the piers taper off into a pyramidal section, abutting onto the spandrel walls at about
three-quarter height above normal water level®. The transition from the vertical section of the pier to the
pyramidal is accentuated by a moulded string course, and the top of the pyramids by a single decorative

! Andric, 1. The Bridge on the Drina. Beograd: Dereta, 2003. p. 13.

2 Old Bridges in BiH- Sarajevo Publishing, Sarajevo 1998. pp. 189-195

% Here and there, briefer descriptions or clarifications by other scholars, or more detailed descriptions of certain features of the
bridge, are inserted into the text; these are placed within square brackets.

* See sections 3. Justification for Inscription 3.a Criteria under which inscription is proposed (and justification for inscription under
these criteria)C (i). To represent a masterpiece of human creative genius

® See sections 3.c Comparative analysis (including state of conservation of similar properties) 1. Typological attributes, chronological
and stylistic attributes

® See sections 3.c Comparative analysis (including state of conservation of similar properties) 2. Attributes of the Architect/Designer
— Comparison with other Works of Architect Sinan



stylized stone flower’. [In the case of the bridge in Viegrad, there is a stress gradient in each arch structure.
Two approximately equal angles of force meet on the pier between two approximately equal arches. Their
horizontal components, of the same value but opposite in direction, cancel each other out, and their vertical
components are transferred via the pier to the load-bearing ground. This creates equilibrium of forces in the
series of arches. Only the end arches put pressure on the banks with their horizontal components. See:
Milan Gojkovi¢, Stari kameni mostovi (Old Stone Bridges), Nau&na knjiga Beograd, Beograd, 19897°.

At the ends of the bridge, the abutment of the bridge on the right bank consists of two retaining
walls, which the bank cuts into two different levels, with the difference spanned by a single small arch; while
on the left bank, the abutment consists of a massive angled section of the bridge, which leads to the ramp
already referred to. Ten strong arches of unequal span, ranging from 10.70 to 14.80 m, rest on the piers
described above. There is an eleventh arch by the right bank, below which no water flows at normal water
level, and the span of which is less than half that of the smallest arch over the water.

Four stone oculi were also made below the stone ramp, of which the largest, close to the angle of the
bridge, has a span of 4.5 m, while the remaining three smaller ones are almost at the end of the descent
(Annex I1I). Of these, the last two had become filled with sand by the end of the last century, while through
the third flows a stream that runs into the Drina at this point. The arches of the bridge begin at
approximately two-thirds of the height of the vertical pier, and rest on a moulded projection. In shape these
are classic pointed Turkish arches, with the eccentricity of the centers of the arcs relatively small (approx. 1
m), making them almost semicircular in shape. Such arches are typical of the classical arches of Turkish
bridges [bridges of the Ottoman classical style], the pointed arch of which appears much more gently sloped
and serene than, for example, the steeply pointed Gothic arch.

The overall length of the bridge is 179,44 m, consisting of the following structural quantities, from
the left (west) bank to the right (east):

width of the retaining wall of the ramp................. 8,00 m
First OPENING .vovveiiiie e 10,70 "
FIFSE PIEN oo 3,90"
SECONA OPENING ..eeoveieeeiie e 11,56 "
R=Tol0] 40 I o] 1T S 3,76 "
third OPENiNG ....oocoviriiec e 12,74
TNIFd PIEN i 3, 77"
fourth opening ......ccccovvveeve e 13,42 "
fOUrth PIEr ..oovveeeeee e 3,84 "
Fifth OPening .....ccooovevei e 13,88 "
Fifth PIer oo 412"
SIXth OPENING .vovvvciiicee e, 1480 "
SIXEN PIET vt 3,94"
SEVENth OPENING ....ooovvvieieee e 14,20 "
SEVENEN PIET eviiieie e 3,74"
eighth Opening ......cccccvevevvee e 13,19 "
EIGNth PIET .o 3,65"
NINtN OPENING .vevvveee e 11,95
NINEN PIEE o 3,76 "
tenth OPENING .....oovviriieee e 11,23"
lower retaining wall by right bank ....................... 412"
eleventh opening .......ccccccevevecie i 520"
Overall length of bridge ..........cccovviiiiiinienn. 179,44 m

7 See sections 3.c Comparative analysis (including state of conservation of similar properties) 3. Atributes concerning specific
elements or features / Comparison from the perspective of the use of separate elements

8 See sections 3.c Comparative analysis (including state of conservation of similar properties) 1. Typological attributes, chronological
and stylistic attributes



The descent of the ramp is about 120 m long, and the largest opening here has a span of 4.50 m. The
height of the bridge, at the highest point above the normal water level above the central, sixth opening, is
15.40 m, from which point the roadway slopes gently down towards the right and left banks, a fall of 25.6%.
The overall width of the bridge is 7.20 m, of which 60 cm on each side consists of the parapet walls, leaving
a roadway width of 6 m. The overall width of the ramp, including the parapet, is 6.60 m. The thickness of
the arch structure is 85 cm in the case of the widest spans.

The spandrel walls of the bridge are accentuated with a minimum of moulding outside the voussoirs
of the arches. The face of these spandrel walls is composed of precisely cut horizontal courses of travertine
blocks, architecturally complemented with two shallow niches in the form of blind windows above each pier
apart from the sixth, which projects outwards along the facade to support two decorative features: the sofa’
and the portal™. The windows have the proportions and contours of the upper row of windows in a mosque,
and discreetly accentuate the places where, in some bridges, there is a relieving aperture. It is possible that
in the original structure of the bridge they accentuated cavities like those of the Mostar Bridge. [Above each
of these niches is a shallow rectangular niche with a narrow moulded frame. This gives the spandrel walls a
regular rhythm expressing two facets of the bridge — the structural and the decorative. (Annex IV, AlVb-23,
AlVb-24)]

The roadway of the bridge is indicated by a finely moulded string course with a height of 30 cm, on
which the korkaluk (parapet) once rested and which now bears the substantial parapet wall.

The sixth pier of the bridge, counting from left to right bank, is of particular interest on account of its
elaborate form and finishing details, both on the upstream and the downstream side. On the upstream side,
the triangular footprint of the projection of the pier gradually widens out stepwise into a rectangular
projection, surrounded by a string course at the level of the roadway, from which a tall blind portal rises,
with the inscription of the building of the bridge, already referred to earlier. The downstream side of the pier,
with its polygonal footprint, is treated somewhat differently as to the stepped transition, but also ends in a
rectangular projecting, decoratively treated above the main string course and supplemented by small console
brackets, while above the string course is a small sofa by way of a resting place, two steps up from the
roadway and surrounded by a stone bench*’.

Ivo Andri¢ describes this part of the Bridge as follows: ,, The bridge was about two hundred and fifty
paces long and about ten paces wide save in the middle where it widened out into two completely equal
terraces placed symmetrically on either side of the roadway and making it twice its normal width. This was
the part of the bridge known as the kapia. Two buttresses had been built on each side of the central pier
which had been splayed out towards the top, so that to right and left of the roadway there were two terraces
daringly and harmoniously projecting outwards from the straight line of the bridge over the noisy green
waters far below. The two terraces were about five paces long and the same in width and were bordered, as
was the whole length of the bridge, by a stone parapet. Otherwise, they were open and uncovered. That on
the right as one came from the town was called the sofa. It was raised by two steps and bordered by benches
for which the parapet served as a back steps, benches and parapet were all made of the same shining stone.
That on the left, opposite the sofa, was similar but without benches. In the middle of the parapet, the stone
rose higher than a man and in it, near the top, was inserted a plaque of white marble with a rich Turkish
inscription, a tarih, with a carved chronogram which told in thirteen verses the name of the man who built
the bridge and the year in which it was built. Near the foot of this stone was a fountain, a thin stream of water
flowing from the mouth of a stone snake.” *?

The piers, arches and spandrel walls are of travertine’® from the Visegrad spa quarry, which has
proven to be a highly durable building material. The basic feature of this kind of stone, apart from its
porosity and ease of working, is that its mechanical characteristics improve with time. The separate blocks
are bound with iron cramps set in lead.

® This part of the Ottoman bridges is comonly known in Turkish as kitabi kiosk (inscription kiosk) and sofa(“bench™). But for this
very bridge the terms that are used as the names of the elements are kapija (gate), mihrab and sofa, in both folk tradition and written
sources.

10 see sections 3.c Comparative analysis (including state of conservation of similar properties) 3. Atributes concerning specific
elements or features / Comparison from the perspective of the use of separate elements

! See sections 3.c Comparative analysis (including state of conservation of similar properties) 3. Attributes concerning specific
elements or features / Comparison from the perspective of the use of separate elements

12 Andric, 1. The Bridge on the Drina. Beograd: Dereta, 2003, p. 14-15.

13 See section 3.d Integrity and/or Authenticity, Materials and Substance, Traditions and Building Techniques



The roadway of bridges in the classical Ottoman style was constructed in a manner that depended on
the slope of the roadway and the importance of the bridge itself. The roadway structure of the main part of
the bridge was as a rule of markedly better quality than that of the approach roads. In the case of bridges
built during the Ottoman period in south-eastern Europe, including the bridge in ViSegrad, the roadway was
usually paved with sizeable pieces of very hard cut stone, but sometimes of ordinary quarry stone or pebbles
set in a layer of lime mortar. The type and thickness of the mortar varies according to the importance of the
bridge or the slope of the roadway. The mortar was also made by adding a certain quantity of finely ground
brick or terra rossa to the binder; these, being materials with a high proportion of oxides, produced hydraulic
mortar, which resulted in a base that was impermeable to water (See: Milan Gojkovi¢, Stari kameni mostovi,
Nauc¢na knjiga Beograd, Beograd, 1989.). [The present roadway of the bridge is not the original, and consists
of pavement made of small subs of dark granite.]

The guard tower on the bridge was not architecturally part of the structure, and although we do not
know exactly when it was erected, it can fairly safely be said to date from the early 19" century and to have
been built in response to the First Serbian Insurrection.

The tower on the bridge was also used as a customs house, where excise taxes were levied on goods.
A monthly account book of duties collected on the Sokolovi¢ Bridge and other places near Visegrad, dated
11.VI11. 1845, has survived."

The tower is to be seen on the 1873 drawing already referred to, and it is also mentioned by several
scholars dealing with the Visegrad Bridge. These include Fr. Juki¢, who noted that the bridge ‘has been built
onto at the centre, where there is a ¢ardak where the guard is housed; it is closed at night. The guards ask
travelers passing this and that way to show their travel documents.’*®

(Text by Mirzah Foco)

2.b History and Development

CULTURE AS THE MEANING OF HISTORY

“Anyone who understands architecture and construction is left in astonishment and amazement when looking
at the bridge.”*°

The purpose of this paper is twofold. It is designed, first, to set out how mediaeval Bosnia became
part of the Ottoman Empire; and second, to indicate the historical background against which the Mehmed
Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge in ViSegrad came into being — “beyond doubt the most famous structure dating from
the years following the occupation of Bosnia by the Ottomans™*’, a time that coincided with the Ottoman
Empire’s height of power, when it became a “world-wide state.”®

I
After taking Gallipoli in 1354, since when the Ottomans settled permanently on European soil, the
effectiveness of the resistance to Ottoman inroads to the north-west became the yardstick of the “success of
the operations of rulers and political communities in the Balkans.“'® The Balkan peninsula, all of which had
belonged to the Byzantine Empire in about 1160, as far as the Sava and the Danube, now consisted of about
15 states or independent provinces with their own political and military forces. Apart from an attempt on the
eve of the battle of Kosovo in 1389, from the moment the Ottomans first appeared and right through to their

14 Idem p.r. 167.

15 F. Juki¢, pp 121-2.

18 Evliya CELEBI, from: Putopis. Odlomci o jugoslovenskim zemljama (Travelogue: excerpts on Yugoslav lands) Sarajevo, 1996, p.
262

17 Kosta HORMANN, Cuprija u Visegradu (The Bridge in Visegrad), in: Glasnik zemaljskog muzeja u Bosni i Hercegovini (Jnl of
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occupation of the entire peninsula, there was no serious effort by these states to join forces.?® Each was left
to its own, which makes it easier to understand the Ottomans’ military successes.

The basis of the territorial expansion of the Ottoman Empire was its effective military organization,
subordinate to its principal aim: to conquer new regions, and their economic and human resources. The
Janissary troops, the system of military landholdings, and the levying of many soldiers from subjugated lands
(Bulgarians, Serbs, Albanians, Macedonians and Greeks) to form part of the Ottoman military forces gave
them a superiority that their opponents could not even conceive of. The Ottoman army went on campaign
with two to three months’ food rations, enabling it to fight much further from home base than any other
comparable European force in the late mediaeval period. Its average marching speed meant that it covered
about ten miles a day.”* Rough calculations show that the Sultan, with only half the revenues, achieved
considerably more than Hungary’s King Matthias Corvinus (1458-1490) — the most notable ruler of eastern-
central Europe — was able to with immense financial effort.””

Although warnings of the growing Turkish threat were first deliberately disseminated through the
courts of Europe as early as 1392,% Europe’s Christian countries regarded the threat as negligible, or even
disregarded it totally. Later, when this position became untenable, European states entered into relations
both covertly and overtly with the Porte, so as to hold the enemy forces in Europe in check. The Doges of
Venice, the “Most Christian” kings of France, and, in the later stages of the Turkish wars, many notable and
influential families from Hungary, backed the Ottomans’ imperialist aims, which were indeed barely
distinguishable from similar political aspirations on the part of the Christian powers.?

In the autumn of 1444, the last attempt to mount a joint action against the Ottomans came to nothing
at Varna.”® The last chance of saving Constantinople, the imperial city, was lost; the fall of Byzantium
became inevitable, and the liberation of the Balkans impossible.26 Varna announced the fall of Byzantium,
and Ottoman rule in the Balkans was secured.”” In the summer of 1448, with no significant financial backing
from the West, the governor of Hungary, Ivan Hunyadi, launched a crusade against the Turks. In mid
October 1448 his forces were routed to Kosovo, and on his return to Hungary he was taken captive by despot
Durad.”® This was the “dynamic maximum“of the West and Hungary in their clashes with the Ottomans.?

In late May 1453, Sultan Mehmed |1 took Constantinople. This caused dismay and shock in Europe,
expressed in literary form in the pessimistic reflections of Eneo Silvio, who wrote on 21 July 1453: “We
have experienced the fall of the Greeks, and we now expect the downfall of the Latins.“*® With the
occupation of Constantinople, the Turks set the seal on their standing as a European power, acquired with the
victory of Varna, and the historic significance of their “century and a half of incursions.” The dilemma in
which Constantinople found itself after Varna was resolved: whether to become the capital city of the land-
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based Muslim empire or the centre of the maritime empire of the Catholic world.®" After taking
Constantinople, Mehmed Il declared: “One God rules the Heavens; it is proper that on Earth too one ruler
should reign.“** This phrase circulated around Europe.

Over the divided, partisan interests of politically ramshackle Christian Europe lay the shadow of the
transcontinental Ottoman Empire in full ascendancy: by now it covered more than 500 000 km?, equal in area
to present-day France. Its strike force consisted of its perfect military organization, the core of which was
the Spartan-disciplined regular units of the spahis and the elite detachment of the Janissaries. By the
“international” standards of its time, the army of the “slaves of the Porte,” as they were known, was the best,
and well paid too, which meant that its soldiers could dedicate themselves wholly to their profession. The
entire standing army was on permanent readiness in barracks, unlike Europe’s mercenary troops, of which
only the command-level personnel was on full battle readiness in times of peace.*®

The Ottoman tax system provided the treasury with annual revenues of about 2 million ducats, of
which about 800,000 was spent on the Sultan’s court alone, while 60% of the state funds was allocated to the
war budget.** According to Jakov de Promontori, during Mehmed 11’s reign the revenues from the European
regions of the Turkish Empire amounted to 1,469,000 ducats, of which the kharj (Turkish harc) or land tax,
collected direct from the population or from vassals, generated 850,000 ducats. The Asian regions of the
Empire provided an annual of 331,000 ducats. The total revenues of the Porte were thus 1,800,000 ducats,
with outgoings of 1,375,000 ducats. According to Venetian calculations based on Turkish data, Sultan
Mehmed 11’s revenues amounted to 1,196,000 Venetian ducats.®® Taking into consideration the overall
structure of regular revenues, Sigismund of Luxembourg’s treasury in Hungary enjoyed between 300 and
350,000 ducats (guldens).*® In France, by the end of his reign in 1483 Louis XI, who laid the foundations of
the modern state, had annual revenues of 2,500,000 francs, and an 80,000-strong army, of which 40,000
were fighting troops.®” In the European part of his Empire alone, the Sultan had 120,000 soldiers, and his
revenues in the fourth decade of the 15th century are estimated at as much as 2,500,000 ducats.*® At this
time the revenues of King Ladislaw (L&szl6) V Postumus of Hungary were no more than 200,000 ducats.*
King Matthias Corvinus had at his disposal revenues of about 650,000 ducats (florins), while in 1475 the
annual revenues of the Ottoman Empire amounted to about 1,800,000 ducats.*® Both Matthias and his
contemporaries were aware that with such economic resources, Hungary could not afford an army capable of
defeating the Ottomans.**

The prevailing attitude towards the Ottomans in the courts of Europe long remained contemptuous,
and it was only after the 1529 siege of Vienna and the Habsburg-Ottoman negotiations that “the Habsburgs
were compelled to acknowledge that they were not facing a bunch of barbarians, but a power equal in all
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respects to theirs.“*? The roots of the so-called Eastern Question did not lie in the decline of the Ottoman
Empire, but reached back to the years before it was in the ascendancy, and simultaneously with these
developments in south-eastern Europe, similar problems emerged in the north-east of the continent. In both
cases, exposed to grave threats from both sides, the chief victim was east-central Europe.*®

Renegades from the Christian countries of Europe, seen by the Turks, in line with Islamic precepts,
as equals, played no small part in the rise of the Ottoman Empire. They included adventurers and hardened
careerists, but also genuine sympathizers of the teachings of Muhammad: Greeks, Serbs, Italians,
Hungarians, Germans and French; scholars, merchants, artisans and knights, who had at some time been
repudiated, come under attack or been banished as Cathars from the ruling courts of the West. In their new
chosen homeland, they worked on the continuing development of technology and armaments for the military,
above all the accurate Turkish artillery and the fleet, which was originally in a state of neglect, and also in
building up the foreign services of what was, above all, a sensitive and polished political instrument.** The
Greeks ran the finances and the Jews ran trade, while the Italians, Greeks and Catalonians supplied the fleet
with crews, and the Germans the artillery.*> The favourable position of Christians in the laws of the Ottoman
Empire was helpful propaganda for the Turks in their on-going military campaigns in Europe. Although
discrimination on religious grounds was an essential feature of the system, the position of non-Muslims in
the (%[toman Empire was undoubtedly better than that of non-Christians or so-called heretics under Christian
rule.

Within Islam, there were dogmatic party clashes, but unlike Christian Europe, these were not
exacerbated by any rift between the secular and the religious authorities. The Sultan, indisputably the
supreme authority of the Empire, could invariably count on the full support of Muslim dignitaries, a
circumstance of major importance for the Turks’ political and military success during the dynamic stage of
their ascendancy.”’ The religion of the Ottoman Empire, its effective military organization and feudal
system, the unprecedented weakness of the defense of Byzantium, reduced to an army of 10 to 12,000 men at
most, economic factors, and the close links between the Muslim interior to the east, formed the basis of its
territorial expansion.”® Between 324 and 1453, a period of 1129 years, 14 different dynasties ruled
Byzantium, whereas the Ottoman Empire was ruled by a single dynasty for 633 years (1291-1924).*® Much
like its Byzantine predecessor, the Ottoman state was a bureaucratic theocracy.”

Finally, there were structural differences between the type of feudal relations in the Ottoman Empire
and those of its opponents. The system of conditional land tenure that prevailed in the Byzantine and
Ottoman Empires was the exception in mediaeval east-central Europe. This meant that most land tenure was
not specifically associated with military service, which formed a separate obligation.™

In the circumstances outlined by these strictly historical paragraphs, Bosnia found itself in the path
of the unstoppable Turkish expansion. Along with military and political pressure from Hungary at the turn of
the 14th and 15th centuries, and its systematically preventing the introduction of established Catholicism,
Bosnia — victim of the fateful mechanism of the Turkish hammer and the Hungarian anvil — fell to the
Ottomans in 1463. On the civilization rift line of the “Skadar meridian* — in the cultural and civilization no-
man’s-land that belonged at one and the same time to East and West>* — the Ottoman conquest of Bosnia in
1463 was a historical “performance” with the great powers in the leading roles. One came to an end, and
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another began, leading us to the time in the early years of the 16th century when the ascent began of an
anonymous youth from the village of Sokolovi¢i near Visegrad.

|

The Ottoman conquest of Bosnia took place in two stages: it began with marauding incursions, which
were followed by the establishment of direct domination by economic, political and military means.® The
mediaeval Bosnian state vanished from the political map of east-central Europe, and its territory was
partitioned between the two regional powers — the Hungarian Kingdom and the Ottoman Empire — which
continued for another 65 years to scrap over this frontier region, as they had already for many years. Five
large states dominated east-central Europe in the late 15" century — Poland and Lithuania north of the
Carpathians, and Hungary, Venice and the Ottoman Empire in the Danube basin and the Balkans.>* The fate
of Bosnia was decided by the power struggle between Hungary and the Ottoman Empire.

In about 1480, Hungary’s King Matthias set up the Jajce Banate, and soon thereafter a similar
territorial-cum-administrative entity was established centered on Srebrenik,*® the longest-lasting Hungarian
foothold in Bosnia during the 15" century. This cordon sanitaire on the right bank of the Sava was the front
line of Hungary’s defenses vis-a-vis the Turks. The Hungarian-Croatian-Bosnian part of the border
fortifications consisted at this time of two parallel series of such fortifications and numerous border defense
units stationed at intervals. The first series ran from Srijem via Osrova, Belgrade, Sabac, the Srebrenik
Banate, Banja Luka, Jajce and Knin to Klis and Skradin along the Adriatic coast; the second from Timisoara
through the Karansebes-Lugos, Szerémséga, Dubica, Krupa, Oto¢ac and Biha¢ districts to Senj in
Dalmatia.*®

This system survived until the fall of Belgrade and Sabac to the Ottoman Empire in 1521, which
meant that the Ottomans could advance unimpeded towards central Europe. Twenty years after Belgrade,
Ottoman troops entered Buda, the capital of Hungary, the Ottomans’ greatest opponent in the Balkans and
central Europe. Ottoman conquests in parts of Dalmatia, Slavonia, north-western Bosnia and Lika were
achieved at the same time.”” With the conquest of Egypt, of Rhodes in 1522, of Tabriz and Baghdad in
1534, and of Buda in 1541, and seizing control of the eastern Mediterranean, the Ottoman Empire, then ruled
by Sultan Suleyman the Lawgiver (the Magnificent) (1520-1566), became one of the three global empires in
Europe (the Habsburg Empire, the Russian Empire and the Ottoman Empire).”® This great state, of a kind
previously unknown, extended from the approaches to Vienna to Baghdad, and from Buda to Algiers.”® In
1567, the year after Sultan Suleyman’s death, the treasury of the Ottoman Empire gathered revenues to a
value of 5.8 million gold bullion coins.?® After the fall of the Jajce and Srebrenik Banates in the late 1620s,
Bosnia too became part of this Empire at the height of its powers. This marked the start of a historical period
for Bosnia that would last until the 1878 Congress of Berlin, at which the Austro-Hungarian Empire was
granted a mandate to administer Bosnia, replacing Ottoman rule.

The start of the Ottoman period meant, above all, an end to its partition between Hungary and the
Ottoman Empire, but also an end to all illusions that Bosnia might regain its independence. On the other
hand, once the Ottoman Empire and Venice signed a peace treaty in 1540, and following the establishment of
the Buda pashaluk in 1541, it signified entry into a long period of stability and prosperity, characterized by
mass Islamization, greater urbanization, and the widespread and productive adoption of Turko-Islamic
oriental culture. “During the 16" century, in this economic and cultural constellation, all the major public
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buildingseland most significant cultural monuments of the Ottoman period in Bosnia and Herzegovina were
erected.”

The reign of Sultan Suleyman the Magnificent coincided with the major period of what has been
called the “Turkish artistic renaissance and the work of its most prominent exponent, Koca Mimar Sinan.”
It was then that were erected in Bosnia a large number of outstanding examples of Turko-Islamic oriental
architecture, including a number of bridges. In addition to the bridge on the Drina — the legacy of Mehmed
Pasha Sokolovi¢ — a few years earlier a bridge was built in Mostar that stands out for its extremely daring
architectural treatment. Others worthy of mention are the Arslagani¢ bridge in Trebinje, the bridge in Zepa,
Kozja ¢uprija (Goat bridge) on the Miljacka near Sarajevo, Kriva ¢uprija (Crooked bridge) on the Radobolja
in Mostar, the bridge in Klepci on the Bregava near Capljina, and those on the Duman in Livno, Suica in the
Duvno plain, and many more throughout Bosnia and Herzegovina. By far the most famous were the bridges
of Sarajevo spanning the Miljacka, which have not survived in their original form, as well as the bridges in
Konjic and over the river Buna, which were destroyed by retreating German forces in 1945. The masons who
built these stone bridges came from Istanbul, Dalmatia and Italy — there were, of course, also local craftsmen
from BiH — but wherever they came from, they all subordinated their work to the eastern architectural
concept.®® The Ottoman architecture of that time “was the culmination of formal relationships...; its harmony
was absolute.”®*

“Functionally and aesthetically, these structures are perfectly adapted to the water they span and the
banks they join. Then again, although they all belong to a recognizable common style, these bridges were
not built to a standard pattern, but vary into a multiplicity of forms: from the dignified, monumental
horizontal of the ViSegrad bridge with its eleven arches, to the vertiginously daring but perfectly calculated,
fantastic arch of Mostar’s Old Bridge, and the unusual asymmetry of design of the Arslanagi¢ bridge over
the Trebinjica.”®

The bridge over the river Drina, which “is one of the most monumental examples of the architectural
heritage of the Turkish period,”®® was built between 1571 and 1577, on the spot where a road linked Bosnia
with the East. (On the bridge itself, there were two chronograms engraved with the years 971 A.H./1571A.D.
and 985 A.H./1577A.D. respectively).

In the mediaeval period this was already a strategically important place, as a result of which a
settlement grew up there for the purpose of both controlling merchants’ caravans and serving them as a way
station. The town then belonged to the powerful feudal Pavlovi¢ family. In the first half of the 16™ century,
the Drina was spanned by a wooden bridge, which is shown on KuripeSi¢’s drawing (Annex V, AV-1). This
suggests that the Sokolovi¢ Bridge was not built at some arbitrarily-chosen spot, but at a place where the
need to cross the Drina served the state economy and the Empire’s expansion strategy.®’

The construction of the bridge was entrusted to the greatest Turkish architect of the day, Koca
Mimar Sinan, the Empire’s court architect and leading builder — the “Turkish Michelangelo.”®® It was
endowed by Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ (1505-1579), who was born in the village of Sokolovi¢i near
ViSegrad, whence he was taken as a youth to Turkey. Mimar Sinan designed two imposing mosques in
Istanbul for Mehmed Pasha, as well as a number of other endowments in Thrace and Asia Minor; on
Mehmed Pasha’s native soil, in addition to the bridge in ViSegrad, he designed a mosque, a saray and
outbuildings in Sokolovié’s birthplace.®® These buildings house many objects of historical significance. The
most valuable of these are the 21 manuscripts of parts (juz', pl. ajza’) of the Koran from the 16" century.

81 |van LOVRENOVIC, Unutarnja zemlja Kratki pregled kulturne povijesti Bosne i Hercegovine, Durieux, Zagreb, 1998, 86.
English translation: Bosnia: a Cultural History, Sagi Books, London, 2001, trans. Sonja Wild Bi¢ani¢/The Bosnian Institute.

62 Andrej ANDREJEVIC, Islamska monumentalna umetnost XVI veka u Jugoslaviji (16" century Islamic Monumental Art in
Yugoslavia), Beograd, 1984, 97.

83 Alija BEJTIC, Spomenici osmanlijske arhitekture u Bosni i Hercegovini (Monuments of Ottoman Architecture in BiH) in: Prilozi
za orijentalnu filologiju i istoriju jugoslovenskih naroda pod turskom vlas¢u (Contributions to oriental philology and the history of
the Yugoslav peoples under Turkish rule) vols. I11-1V, Oriental Institute in Sarajevo, Sarajevo, 1953, 274.

% Godfrey GOODWIN, Sinan. Ottoman Architecture and its Values Today, Sagi Books, London, 1993, 112.

% |. LOVRENOVIC, op.cit., 106-107.

% Dzemal CELIC, Obnova Sokolovideva mosta u Visegradu (Renovation of the Sokolovi¢ bridge in Visegrad), in Nase Starine, I,
Sarajevo, 1953, 177.

%7 Dzemal CELIC — Mehmed MUJEZINOVIC, Stari mostovi u Bosni i Hercegovini (Old Bridges in BiH) Cultural Heritage, Veselin
MasleSa, Sarajevo, 1969, 141.

%8 Cf. G. GOODWIN, op.cit.

% A. ANDREJEVIC, op.cit., 97.

12



Until the beginning of the 20™ century, the ajza’ were kept in the Sokolovié¢i mosque and were then handed
over to the Gazi Husrev Bey’s Library in Sarajevo where they have remianed to this day (Annex IVe). The
buildings endowed by Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ were scattered throughout the Empire, from Edirne, Aleppo
and Medina to Beckerek, Sofia, Belgrade and Bosnia.”” In no other religion or society has the institution of
the endowment played such an important role as in Islam, so that the wagf (Islamic charitable endowment)
system embraced the construction of countless religious, charitable, commercial and public edifices from
Asia Minor to the Balkans.”

The overwhelming fact that the bridge over the Drina is the legacy of one of the greatest statesmen
of his day and, on the other hand, the work of one of the greatest architects in the world at that time, bestows
exceptional cultural and historical value on this structure. Through architects such as Sinan, Ottoman Bosnia
had links with the stylistic stages of Islamic oriental architecture emanating from Istanbul. The
Gazihusrefbeg mosque in Sarajevo was designed by Acem Esir Ali, Sinan’s predecessor, and the AladzZa
mosque in Foc¢a by Ramadan-aga, Sinan’s contemporary and representative in this part of the world. The Old
Bridge in Mostar was designed by Hayredin, Sinan’s apprentice and younger associate, and the contractor for
Sokolovi¢’s Ferhadija mosque in Banja Luka was Sinan’s most reliable pupil.”” The remarkable artistic
quality of the Islamic monument art of that time was enhanced by the fact that to some extent it also reflected
Christian art, not only in the Balkans but also in the other countries of central and Western Europe.”® The
value of the work of Sinan’s artistic circle leads one to conclude that “few instances of humankind’s
architeg:}ure as a whole have had such an effective aesthetic concept allied with structural and functional
logic.”

The future Grand Vizier of three sultans — Suleyman the Magnificent (1520-1566), Selim 1l (1566-
1574), and Murat 111 (1574-1595) — was born in or around 1505 in the village of Sokolovici near the kasaba
(small town) of Rudo in the ViSegrad kadiluk. His family belonged to the minor rural nobility. His father
was called Dimitrije, and the boy himself was christened Bajo. He learned his books in MileSeva — a Serbian
Orthodox monastery with the halo of a literary centre.” Like many other gifted young men, in the early
1620s Sokolovi¢ was brought into the ambit of the Ottoman system by the devsirme or “boy tribute”, taken
first to Edirne and then to Istanbul. In the 16™ century, between 1,000 and 3,000 youths were recruited
throughout the Empire under the devsirme system.” The members of certain other native clans, such as the
Opukovici, Vukovi¢i-Desisali¢i, Boljani¢i and Prodovi¢i, also operated within the ambit of Turko-Oriental
culture here after embracing Islam. Their endeavors to “restore their homeland to life” led to numerous
endowments, most densely concentrated in the Podrinje and Polimlje (Drina and Lim valley) areas.”” In
addition to Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢, several other members of his family occupied positions of
considerable responsibility at this time, making the Sokolovi¢i the most powerful family both militarily and
politically in the Ottoman Empire in the second half of the 16" century.”® No other family from Bosnia and
Herzegovina provided the Ottoman Empire with so many able statesmen as the Sokolovi¢ family.” In 1543,
Mehmed Pasha was commander of the court guard (kapicibast), and in 1546 he was promoted to kaptan
pasa, or Admiral of the Fleet. His war record, particularly in the 1555 Persian war, earned him the post of
the third vizier. His diplomatic and military successes paved the way for Mehmed Pasha’s advancement to
the most senior post in the Empire — on 28 July 1565 he was promoted to Grand Vizier. Grand Vizier
Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢’s brilliant diplomatic career ended when he became the victim of court intrigues —
he was stabbed to death by an anonymous dervish, native of Vucitrno, on 11 October 1579. He was buried
in a handsome stone turbe (mausoleum) — the work of Sinan — in the Eyub Ensari quarter of Istanbul 2

7. CELIC - M. MUJEZINOVIC, op.cit., 143-144,

™ A. ANDREJEVIC, op.cit., 17-18.

2 A. ANDREJEVIC, op.cit., 99.

® A. ANDREJEVIC, op.cit., 22, 101.

* A. DEROKO, Spomenici arhitekture IX-XVI11 veka u Jugoslaviji (Architectural Monuments of the 9"-18™ centuries in Yugoslavia)
Beograd, 1964, 200. Quoted from: A. ANDREJEVIC, op.cit., 22, n. 46.

> Radovan SAMARDZIC, Mehmed Sokolovié, Serbian Literary Society, Beograd, 1971, 14.

76 On the devsirma, see: D. KICIKIS, op.cit., 59.

" A. ANDREJEVIC, op.cit., 19, 98.

" D7. CELIC - M. MUJEZINOVIC, op.cit., 142.

™ Alija BEJTIC, Sokolovi¢ev most na Drini u Visegradu (The Sokolovi¢ bridge over the Drina in Visegrad), in Narodna uzdanica,
Calendar for 1945, yr XIl1I, Sarajevo, 1944, 148.

8 A, BEJTIC, op.cit., 149.
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The Bridge is known to have been repaired some time around 1625 (reparation works on the Bridge,
as mentioned by E. Celebi, Turkish travelogue), and again in 1873-75 (repairs to the piers and wooden tower),
1911 and 1939/40.

The bridge has suffered a number of major floods, of which the worst was “Veliki povodanj” or
Great Flood of November 1896, when the level of the Drina was 1.60 m. above the bridge. The flood caused
serious damage to the Bridge — the korkaluk (parapet) of the bridge collapsed, and was later replaced by a
stone wall (Annex 1V, AlVa-3).

In 1911/12, a technical survey of damage and repair work to piers nos.4,5,6,7,8 and 9 was carried out
by Austrian engineers. During the Austro-Hungarian occupation the foundations of the piers of the ViSegrad
bridge underwent conservation. These works were carried out thoroughly and meticulously, ensuring the
stability of the structure, which was already at risk, for a considerable time to come. The examination
conducted at this time revealed that a system of wooden grid had been used for the foundations of the bridge,
attached to the river bed at its outer edges by short pylons. Over the grid, the foundation slabs were laid,
widening by two or three steps from the pier down to the base. This meant a transition from the basic
footprint of the pier, pointed on the upstream side and polygonal on the downstream side, to a rectangle, with
the sides parallel with the current considerably longer than those at right angles to it. As a result the length
and width of the foundations beneath the pier were considerable greater than that of the structural elements
resting on them. We have already seen that the piers are unequal in size; in the case of the foundations, these
differences are still more marked, since the foundation footings themselves were laid at various levels in the
river bed, so that they widen to a greater or lesser extent stepwise. According to the blueprints available to
us, pier no. 5 has the widest foundations, 5.72 m prior to the Austrian reconstruction and 8.16 m following
reconstruction. The length of these foundations prior to the Austrian reconstruction was 14.6 m and after,
17.63 m. Some piers, however, were made according to their original size, so that, for example, in the case
of pier 8 the basic dimensions remained unchanged at 5.40 m wide and 14.11 m long. (Annex IlI, Alll-2 —
Alll-18)

In 1914/15, during World War |, when the Austrian Army was withdrawing from ViSegrad, two piers
(pier no.3 and pier no.4) were blown up by explosive, because of the war-time strategic importance of the
road and the Bridge in eastern Bosnia. A steel structure was laid over the demolished sections. (Annex IlI,
Alll-18)

The following year, the Serbian Army destroyed another pier when retreating. The bridge remained
in this condition until 1939 when it was repaired. (1939, 1940 — reconstruction of the destroyed sections of
the Bridge — reconstruction of the stone arches and piers of the bridge (Annex 111, Alll-21 and Alll-22)

During the intervening period, 1915-1939, the sections of the bridge that had been destroyed were
fitted with an iron structure to make the bridge passable.

In October 1943, during World War 11, when the Germans were in retreat, that part of the Bridge was
destroyed again - piers No. 3,4,5 and 6, along with five arches were completely destroyed.

In 1950, 1951 and 1952, the Ministry of Local Communications, Roads Administration, rebuilt the
destroyed arches and carried out the restoration of the surviving sections. The visible sections of the structure
were copied from the surviving originals. The material used was extracted from the old quarry. The roadway,
parapet, sofas and portal were completely renovated (Annex 111, Alll-24, Alll-24, All1-25 and Alll-26)

By Ruling no. 1099/51 dated 1951 issued by the Institute for the Protection of the Cultural,
Historical and Natural Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina, the bridge was placed under the protection of the
state. (Annex I, Al-9)

In 1952, granite pavement was laid on the section between pier 1l and pier VII. The pavement was
laid on a layer of sand over a base layer of quarry stone. On the rest of the bridge, it was laid over the
original cobbles.

By Ruling no. 02-741-3 dated 18 April 1962, it was registered in the Immovable Cultural
Monuments Register under number 208 as a Cultural Monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina (Annex I, Al-
10)

1966 saw the construction of the Bajina BaSta hydroelectric power plant downstream from the
Bridge.

In 1977 the inscription slab on the gatehouse, the mihrab of the bridge, was reconstructed and the
damage to the bridge was inspected.

In 1978 the roadway structure over the bridge was replaced.
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In 1979 work began on drawing up the technical surveay for repairs to the damage to the bridge.

During 1980-1982, after research works were conducted, the foundations of three piers (No. 5, 6 and
8) of the Bridge were repaired according to a project by professor Gojkovi¢, a civil engineer. The works
were suspended due to of a shortfall of funds,

In 1989, the Visegrad hydroelectric power plant was constructed upstream from the Bridge.

At a session held 27 and 28 March 1990, the Commission for the Categorization of the Architectural
Heritage, appointed by Ruling no. 10-338-8/89 issued by the Institute for the Protection of the Cultural,
Historical and Natural Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina, issued an Opinion that the Mehmed Pasha
Sokolovi¢ Bridge should be listed as a Category | asset of the cultural and historical heritage, pursuant to
article 14 of the law. The Regional Plan for BiH to 2002 classified the bridge as a Category 0 monument on
account of its outstanding beauty.

In 1991 the ramp was reconstructed, to a design project by the Institute for the Protection of the
Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of BiH.

In 1992, repair works started on pier No. 2. (Annex 1V, AlVa -10)

In 2003, by Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments of BiH, the Mehmed
Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge was designated as a national monument of Boshia and Herzegovina (Annex I, Al-3—
Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments of BiH no.: 08.2-6-101/03-5)

In 2003, vehicular traffic was suspended at the request of the Commission, since heavy traffic posed
a threat to the structure (Annex I, Al-11- Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments of
BiH no : 08.2-6-101/03-5; Al-12 - Ruling of the Town Planning and Building Inspector no. 16-362-119/05).

In 2004, underwater video recording of the Bridge's foundations was carried out (folder 4 of the
Nomination File)

In 2005 the Bridge was added to the WMF List of the world’s 100 most endangered monuments
(Annex I, Al-13)

In 2005, a geolaser survey of the bridge was begun.

(Text by Dubravko Lovrenovi¢ and Mirzah Foco)
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3. Justification for Inscription

3.a Criteria under which inscription is proposed (and justification for inscription under these criteria)

C (i).
To represent a masterpiece of human creative genius
The mortal world is a bridge over the flood of destruction
Those who cross it now put their trust in God and are free...
(Verse in Tezkireti'| Biinyan)®

There are many prominent persons — the architect, picture conservers, and writers — associated with
the bridge in Visegrad. The works of three of them have left a significant mark on the history of human
kind: the architect of the bridge in ViSegrad, Sinan; Grand Vizier Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢, who endowed
the bridge; and the writer Ivo Andri¢, whose lyrical reflections on the bridge, in the form of the novel Na
Drini ¢uprija (available in English as The Bridge over the Drina), received the Nobel Prize for Literature.®?

To anyone observing the bridge, regardless of his or her knowledge of history, art and literature, it is
plain to see at first glance that the bridge in Visegrad reflects the skill of a master architect and builder. The
architect of the Visegrad Bridge was Mimar Koca Sinan ibn Abd al-Mannan, most famous of all the
architects of the Ottoman Empire and one of the greatest architects the world has known. The Visegrad
Bridge is one of his two most important designs of this type.

During his fifty years’ work in the post of chief imperial architect, between 1538 and his death in
1558 Sinan built, designed or was responsible in some other, sometimes lesser manner, for 477 structures.®
The inventory, and details associated with the construction of Sinan’s work, are based on documents written
during his lifetime, Tezkireti'l Biinyan and Tezkiretul Ebniye. Those who have studied Sinan’s life and his
architectural oeuvre agree in claiming that the texts in both works were collected, edited, and in part written
by Sai Mustafa Celebi, Sinan’s friend and contemporary. The works are written in the form of an
autobiography, and there can be no doubt that architect Sinan himself made a considerable contribution to
their content.** Three manuscripts that can be said with a high degree of certainty to have been written by
Sinan (Adsiz Risale,® Risaletu'l-Mi'mariyye® and Tuhfetu'l-Mi-marin ®") — if not actually in his own hand,
then certainly dictated to Saf Mustafa® — which are autobiographical notes for the book the architect himself
intended to write, constitute the basis for them.

Although there is disagreement over whether some of the works in the inventory were actually
designed or built by Sinan, there is no doubt whatsoever that the bridge in ViSegrad is his work. All
published inventories of the works of architect Sinan include the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in
ViSegrad. This is one of eight bridges the names and dates of construction of which are given in these
inventories. (Kazim Cecen claims that it is possible to say with certainty that Sinan was the architect of nine
bridges, but then suggests that a further two can be ascribed to him, making a total number, in his view, of
eleven bridges, not counting those that Sinan repaired and reworked.®®) Another two bridges in the inventory

8 VVerse from Tezkireti'l Biinyan, a manuscript work written during Sinan's lifetime in the form of autobiographical outlines of
Sinan's life. The words of the verse are written as Sinan spoke them.

8 For more see the section on the symbolic values of the bridge by Ljiljana Sevo, Most u tradiciji i umjetnosti (The bridge in
tradition and art).

8 Dr. Aptullah Kuran has published the entire inventory of the works ascribed to Sinan in three documents written during his
lifetime. Of the 477 structures listed, 173 no longer exist, 52 have been virtually reconstructed, no trace can be identified of 32, and
25 are in a ruinous condition (Goodwin, 1993:121).

8 sa Mustafa Celebi, Book of Buildings, Tezkireti'l Biinyan and Tezkiretii'l, Ebniye (Memoirs of Sinan the Architect), translation
from original script into modern Turkish by Hayati Develi, translation from modern Turkish into English by Priscilla Mary Isin,
introduction by Dogan Kuban, Istanbul, 2002.

8 Untitled Treatise — the title given to the text by R. Melul Merig, who first published it (Hayati Develi in the text Sources Relating
to Sinan in the Book of Buildings, 2002) — is an outline of the autobiography and contents of the books the architect intended to write,
as well as a list of his buildings, classed in eleven categories.

% This text too, in the opinion of scholars, is the half-completed autobiography of Sinan (Hayati Develi in the text Sources Relating
to Sinan in Book of Buildings, 2002); this document too, though more complete than Adsiz Risale, is conceived as an inventory of
buildings classed in 11 sections.

8 The text, in the same hand as the two preceding ones, is in a sense a more comprehensive autobiography; it too includes an
inventory of buildings in 11 categories.

8 Goodwin, Godfrey, Sinan, Ottoman Architecture and its Values Today, Saqgi Books, London, 1993. p. 56, 57.

% Cecen, Kazim, Mimarbasi Koca Sinan Yasadigi Cag ve Eserleri I, Istanbul 1988.
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were built for Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ and bear his name (in Marmara and in Sinanli). In every analysis of
Sinan’s bridges, the bridge in Visegrad and the Buyukcekemece Bridge are cited as the most important
engineering and architectural feats of Sinan’s opus of this type.”

In attempting to explain how it could be possible for 477 buildings, many of them among the most
important buildings of world architecture, to be ascribed to a single man, even one as long-lived as Sinan,*
Godfrey Goodwin classes Sinan’s works into four groups: (A) buildings which he designed and the
construction of which he oversaw down to the smallest details; (B) buildings constructed to a design by
Sinan and with his involvement in the construction from a distance; (C) buildings designed by Sinan but
which he92r1ever saw; (D) minor works. In this classification, the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge belongs to
group B.

The life and work of Sinan are the subject of much research and several published studies, among
them a number of monographs.*® The appeal to scholars of Sinan as an individual, as well as of his immense
opus, is based on a number of enigmas associated with him, making all these studies a kind of jigsaw, in
which a piece of the puzzle is invariably left in mere outline.

Studies to date can be summed up as a brief outline of Sinan’s biography. At the age of twenty he
was called up for civilian service in the village of Kayseri in the Agirnas region; this during the reign of
Sultan Selim | (1512-1520). He was born to a Christian family, in a part of the world where skilled masons
and architects worked. Some scholars suggest his father was a carpenter and joiner, while others believe
Sinan himself worked as a carpenter at the start of his military service. He called his father by the names
Abdulmennan (the one he uses most frequently), Abdullah, Abdulkerim, Abdurrahman — the usual hames for
those who embraced Islam in adulthood. He served as a soldier for twenty years, taking part in numerous
major campaigns, which gave him the opportunity to get to know even the most remote areas of the Empire.
He took part in the 1521 Belgrade campaign, the 1522 Rhodes campaign, the battle of Mohacs in 1526, the
siege of Vienna, the Irag campaign, and the 1537 Corfu campaign — which took him to Puglia, where he had
the opportunity to acquaint himself with the architecture of the Italian coast.

In the Tezkiretul-Bunyan, the way in which he learned how to build and how he wove his
observations of architecture in remote parts of the world into his knowledge is described in Sinan's own
words: “. . . | acquired an interest in architecture. | worked with the dedication of the fixed needle of a
compass in the service of my master, observing both the centre and the periphery . . . For many years, in the
service of the Sultan, I travelled through the lands of Arabia and Persia, imprinting on my memory the angles
of every lofty iwan and the least part of every ruined dervish lodge . . . After serving great men, | joined the
army as a Janissary.”*

During military campaigns in Irag and south-western Iran, Sinan built ships for the army, and
probably other engineering structures required for the success of the campaign. Sinan says that with the
building of the bridge during the campaign in Moldavia in July 1538, he acquired the post of chief architect
of the Ottoman Empire. “Many had attempted to build the bridge, only for it to sink into the mud . . . His
Excellency Lutfi Pasha then said: ‘Majesty! The bridge can be built if your servant subasa Sinan takes on the
task . . . He is a master craftsman of great repute and a fine architect.” Then high commands were issued and
| built a great bridge over the river.” That same year, after building a bridge far from the heart of the Empire,
Koca Mimar Sinan was appointed as chief imperial architect. Bridges thus came to occupy an important
place in Sinan’s career. The epitaph on the niSan (tombstone) over his grave refers to a bridge — the one built
in Buyukcekmece during the reign of Sultan Stleyman.

“Sinan lived at a time when the links between architecture and engineering had not yet been broken,
as a result of which he was responsible for a large number of primarily engineering works; among them are
his most important bridges and aqueducts. These structures are of course architecturally important, but the

% For more see the section by Amra Hadzimuhamedovié¢, Comparison of the Bridge with other Structures.

°! Sinan died in 1588, in his 100th year according to the hijra (lunar) calendar.

% Goodwin, Godfrey, Sinan, Ottoman Architecture and its Values Today, Saqi Books, London, 1993.p. 123.

% Goodwin, Godfrey, Sinan, Ottoman Architecture and its Values Today, Saqgi Books, London, 1993; Sozen, Metin, Sinan Architect
of Ages, Ministry of Culture and Tourism of the Turkish Republic, 1988; E. Egli, Sinan, der Baumeister osmanischer Glanzzeit,
Zurich, 1954; and many others in various texts (O. Aslanapa, F. Babinger, A. i S. Batur, A. Bilge, S. Corbett, E. Diez, Z. Eren, J.N.
Erzen, A. Gabriel, G. Giura, A Kuran, A.A. Mustafa...)

%Tezkireti'l Bunyan, after Sai Mustafa Celebi, Book of Buildings, Tezkiretii'l Biinyan and Tezkiretii'l, Ebniye (Memoirs of Sinan the
Architect),translation from original script into modern Turkish Hayati Develi, translation from modern Turkish into English, Priscilla
Mary Isin, introduction Dogan Kuban, Istanbul, 2002.
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technical perfection of their construction is a factor that should not be overlooked.” In regard to the

mystery of where Sinan acquired his skills and his ability to build such a large number of masterly works,
Goodwin hypothesizes that Sinan succeeded in mastering the secrets of building over a short period, not
more than twelve years, and in training a large number of architects who worked on his buildings throughout
the Empire. All Sinan’s works are at one and the same time the result of great skill as an engineer, his
knowledge of materials, his advanced ability to respond to the demands of the environment and the
morphology of the site, and his knowledge of mathematics and physics, but are also a reflection of his quest
for inner meaning. Sinan was a Sufi, a member of the Bektashi order. The use of light, numbers, forms, the
proportions of space, decoration — indeed, the total expression of Sinan’s works both religious and civilian —
reflect his Sufi knowledge. In his works he used multiples of two, but his favorite number was eight
(Goodwin, 1993, p. 114.)%

Sinan’s architecture belongs as a whole to the classical Ottoman style of building, marking the acme
and of the style. Some of Sinan’s works are already regarded world heritage, as part of the historic area of
Istanbul. The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad contributes to an understanding of the attitude of
the imperial architect’s office to the province in the 16" century.

Sinan’s architecture is deeply rooted in the Turkish architectural tradition;*” his enthusiasm for the
skills of the builder of Haghia Sophia had the greatest impact on the form and treatment of his mosques. It is
not hard to appreciate that Sinan’s work incorporates features of the great architectural works of other
architects beyond the Empire. Sinan himself speaks of his interest in the architecture of the regions where he
served on military campaigns. “To be able to understand him, one must consider Sinan along with other
great figures of the 16™ century,” remarks Goodwin.%

The most persuasive comparison of this great figure of world architecture is with his contemporaries,
leading figures of the Italian Renaissance. Alberti and Michelangelo are, in fact of interest for a comparison
with Sinan. Alberti was mainly uninterested in the actual construction process, being more focused on
design. His ideas were brought into material life through the work of his assistants. Michelangelo was
concerned with every detail of his buildings with a care of a perfectionist, not producing huge number of his
buildings. But Sinan was both: creative designer and a person in charge.”

Goodwin claims that contrast is the clearest method of comparison between Alberti and Sinan.
Renaissance monuments in Italy are the sum of their individual elements. Sinan’s classical Ottoman
architecture aspires to unity of expression of the building — the parts are subordinate to the whole. Only
Leonardo da Vinci, in the sketches of some unbuilt designs, demonstrated the skill of integrating the parts
into the expression of the whole — which Sinan readily designated as the hallmark of the mature classical
Ottoman style — or Sinan’s style.'®

The choice of ViSegrad as the place to build a bridge was certainly that of the founder of the bridge,
Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢. He set the architect the task of building a bridge in the deep bed of a powerful
river and, in addition to the usual vertical load, to address the horizontal force of the fast-flowing water. The
piers of the ViSegrad Bridge are slender, widening somewhat towards the base (Annex IlI), where they
sharpen into a pointed cutting edge of breakwaters, which reduces their pressure on the stone structure.'™
The bridge makes a distinct right-angled turn on the west bank of the Drina, making it similar to Seljuk, or
more broadly, to the mediaeval tradition of adapting the span to the lie of the land.**

(Text by Amra HadZimuhamedovic)

% Sozen, Metin, Sinan Architect of Ages, Ministry of Culture and Tourism of the Turkish Republic, 1988. p.218.

% On the esoteric understanding of the bridge, see section by Amra HadZimuhamedovi¢, Comparison of the Bridge with other
Structures.

%7 S0zen, Metin, Sinan Architect of Ages, Ministry of Culture and Tourism of the Turkish Republic, 1988.

% Goodwin, Godfrey, Sinan, Ottoman Architecture and its Values Today, Saqi Books, London, 1993, p. 115

% Sozen, Metin, Sinan Architect of Ages, Ministry of Culture and Tourism of the Turkish Republic, 1988.

190 Goodwin, Godfrey, Sinan, Ottoman Architecture and its Values Today, Saqgi Books, London, 1993, p. 216).

101 e sections Description of the Bridge and Comparison of the Bridge with other Structures, Test of Authenticity and Integrality.
192 For more see section Comparison of the Bridge with other Structures.
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C (i)

To exhibit an important interchange of human values, over a span of time or within a cultural area of
the world, on developments in architecture or technology, monumental arts, town-planning or landscape
design

The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge in ViSegrad reflects the major exchanges of human values
during its five centuries of existence, within a geographical area that has multiple geopolitical designations —
the Balkans, South-East Europe, a region within the limes of the Ottoman Empire, a Mediterranean region,
etc. Throughout those centuries, the turmoil caused by political and geostrategic circumstances left its mark
on the cultural memory of Bosnia and Herzegovina; and this is at its most enduring in the architectural
heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina. The most significant a building was in everyday life, the more
powerfully it received the values expressed at various historical periods, in the diverse ways in which power
and authority are acquired.

From the very outset, this «great stone bridge. . ., according to the ideas and the pious intentions of
the Grand Vezir from Sokolovi¢i, was meant to link the two parts of the empire, and ‘for the love of God'
make easier the passage from West to East and from East to West.»'® Many prominent figures — architects,
picture conservators and writers — are associated with the bridge in Visegrad. The work of three of them has
left an important mark on the history of humankind: the architect of the bridge in ViSegrad, mimar Sinan, the
Grand Vizier Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ whose bequest the bridge was, and the writer lvo Andri¢, whose
lyrical reflection of the bridge, the novel Na Drini ¢uprija (The Bridge over the Drina), gained him the Nobel
Prize for Literature.'®

In those three figures, and in the time span that marks their life's work, the bridge in ViSegrad was to
express, reflect and testify to human skill and art, the aspiration to achieve depth of knowledge,
communication between people and distant worlds, human power, human openness, willingness to attempt
great things, the strength to overcome suffering, the human capacity to build and to preserve what has been
built. In its origins and throughout its history, the bridge has become crystallized in an image of unity in
diversity; a diversity that, in its encounter, complementarity and the product of its inter-relations, was at
times expressed as animosity. The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge in ViSegrad was part of an important
military and strategic route, but at the same time a public structure where social events unfolded. Indicators
of the encounter and exchange of diverse human values can be derived from the historiography of its origins.
Three trajectories of exchange of human values can be based on the very fact that the bridge was the work of
mimar Sinan; values reflected in this very work:

1. Mimar Sinan was born in Kayseri province into a Christian family known for its advanced
skills in building in stone. «When he left his home province as a youth, he plainly had not only
assimilated a formal and personal impression of his environment, but was a practised student,
perhaps even an experienced builder, well versed in the technical and practical aspects of his art.»'*
The skills he acquired in his birthplace were to be introduced by Sinan as a particular value in all his
works.
2. In the 16th century the Ottoman Empire extended from Ethiopea to the Crimea, and from the
Persian Gulf in the east to Budapest in the west. «Sinan emerged from the multi-ethnic society
which was the basis of the empire, but his works were not of any folk culture of a subject people,
diversified as these were across geographical and ethnic boundaries throughout the empire, but
rather of the dominant heritage, the ‘culture of empire’ which transcends regional and ethnic
boundaries.»'® Metin Sozen gives the name «synthesis of Ottoman culture» to the outcome of that
exchange of human values in an area that, after the fall of the Ottoman Empire was composed of
more than 20 states beyond the borders of modern Turkey, and calls Sinan «the son of a Christian
mason,» who played an important part in the course of that synthesis.

3. Given Sinan's military role and his involvement in numerous campaigns, all his works,

including the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge, reflect an assortment of the many influences that

inspired him in his encounter with the buildings and cultures of various parts of the world. He took

102 1vo Andri¢, Na Drini éuprija, op. cit. (English translation: The Bridge over the Drina, trans. by Lovett F. Edwards, 1959)
10% For more see the section on the symbolic values of the bridge: Ljiljana Sevo. The bridge in tradition and art.

105 55zen, Metin, Sinan, Architect Ages, Turkish Ministry of Culture and Tourism, 1988, pp 20-21.

106 54zen, Metin, op. cit., p. 16.
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part in the Belgrade campaign in 1521, the Rhodes campaign in 1522-23, the battle of Mohacs, the
first siege of Vienna in 1529, the Iraq campaign in 1534-35, and the Corfu campaign in 1537, when
he travelled the length of the Italian coast. During these travels he had the opportunity to meet the
contemporary architecture of the late Gothic in the eastern Mediterranean, the Italian Renaissance,
and the architectural traditions of all the regions of the world he visited. «Hence, the architect was
familiar, even if only visually, with several architectural traditions and surely the process of
absorbing visual information (even if, in Sinan's case, one's exposure to it is purely coincidental) is
one of the basic methods of architectural education even today.»'%’

The bridge came into being at a time when the power of the Grand Vizier — by origins a Bosnian
from a Christian family, born in a village by the river Drina — and the art of a great architect — by origins a
Turk from a Christian family in a province remote from Bosnia. In its astonishingly harmonious form, the
bridge in ViSegrad units the power of the imperial centre and the distinctiveness of provincial features.
During construction, the concept of the great architect, who did not know the region where the bridge was
being built, and that of the man who commissioned it, whose native region this was, were brought into being
in the hands of local stonemasons and builders. The concept of the bridge arose in the heart of the Empire,
but it came into being thanks to the knowledge and ability of the people who were later to cross the bridge.
This encounter of the «Ottoman synthesis» in architecture and the particular Bosnian stamp and inner
Bosnian attributes borne by the bridge throughout its existence is what makes the bridge a heritage that
embodies the highest human values at a particular moment in history. Just as the achievements and
knowledge of architecture gained at the heart of the Empire were transferred to ViSegrad while the bridge
was being built, so the skills and distinctive features of ViSegrad and Bosnia were adopted and woven into
the development of architecture throughout the Empire.

From concept to construction, and ever since construction, the bridge has ceased to b e merely the
work of the man who commissioned it and the architect who designed it. From the first stone extracted from
the Banja quarry, it became an object that determines the identity of the inhabitants of ViSegrad and, beyond,
of the area along the left and right banks of the Drina; beyond that, of Bosnia, and indeed of the Balkans as a
whole. The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge in Visegrad is part of the framework that has shaped the
complex identity of the inhabitants of neighbouring countries, and is of particular importance in the
perception of the population of Serbia. «This town on the very frontier of Bosnia and Serbiahad always been
inclose connection and permanent touch with everything that took place in Serbia and grew with it 'like a nail
and its finger'.»'%®

Like every other enduring, important and major structure, it has also been marked by the later
architects who protected it, repaired it, restored it and conserved it. The detailed studies of Austro-
Hungarian restorers indicate that trained and competent conservators of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy
were responsible for the ViSegrad bridge. Conservation works on and structural consolidation of the bridge
were carried out mainly by Yugoslav specialists, on three occasions during the 20th century. The work of
Milan Gojkovi¢, a professor from Belgrade specializing in the preservation of historic bridges, and the
studies of Sarajevo-based experts Mehmed Mujezinovi¢ and Dzemal Celi¢, are the most important
contributions to the exchange of knowledge of and interest in the bridge during its entire existence.

The many traditional encounters of artists, writers and other intellectuals, of which the best known
are the traditional summer meetings known as the Visegrad Trail, which took place right up until 1992, have
made the bridge a place that initiates and is the scene of the impetus to create and its reflection in the works
of art and literature, of science and architecture, in the modern age.

In addition, it should be noted that nothing has made the Vi3egrad bridge so well-known world-wide,
of such interest to numerous visitors and researchers from various parts of the world in our time, than the fact
that it is the central subject, the background and the scene of events described in the novel Na Drini ¢uprija
for which Ivo Andri¢ received the Nobel Prize for Literature. This work of lvo Andri¢'s, with its detailed and
faithful descriptions of the bridge, has been translated into English, German, Hungarian, Russian, Ukrainian,
French, Bulgarian, Norwegian, Swedish, Finnish, lItalian, Spanish, Danish, Czech, Slovak and other
languages.’®® Andri¢'s descriptions of the bridge and its importance in the history of Bosnia, and in the

07 5zen, Metin, op. cit., p. 28
198 |yo Andri¢, Na Drini ¢uprija, op. cit.
109 1vo Andri¢, Na Drini éuprija, Prosveta, Beograd, 1971, afterword with biography of Ivo Andri¢ by Milosav Mirkovié, p. 353.
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history of the empires, kingdoms and states in which it was at various times, in times of war and times of
peace, times of penury and times of wealth, have been one of the reasons for the bridge's becoming the
destination of many travellers from the whole world — the inquisite, scholars, artists, tourists. Even for those
who have never seen it, but who know it only through Ivo Andri¢'s work, the brdeige has become an
intangible place where human values are exchanged. Even before the preparations for this documentation, in
which we seek to demonstrate that the ViSegrad bridge is part of the world heritage, the structure had become
the subject of widespread interest abroad. One of the final passages in Andri¢'s novel about the bridge sums
up the meaning of its construction and its existence, drawn from the essence of the intention to erect
handsome, enduring structures: «Anything might happen. But one thing could not happen; it could not be
that great and wise men of exalted soul who would raise lasting buildings for the love of God, so that the
world should be more beautiful and man live in it better and more easily, should everywhere and for all time
vanish from this earth. Should they too vanish, it would mean that the love of God was extinguished and had
disappeared from the world. That could not be.»™ The importance of this bridge for humankind is in fact,
above all, in its links with the many sagacious and great people who build, who are inspired by the architect's
messages, and who preserve that which has been built.

Preoccupation with matters associated with the history and preservation of the bridge, which brings
together experts from Banja Luka, Sarajevo, Belgrade and Mostar, European experts under the auspices of
Council of Europe programmes,*** experts associated with World Monuments Watch, the Government of the
Republic of Turkey and others, makes the bridge a place and subject of exchange of the intentions,
knowledge, ideas and opportunities that represent human values in the modern age.

In his foreword to Ivo Andri¢'s Na Drini ¢uprija, published by Prosveta of Belgrade in 1971,
Milosav Mirkovi¢ writes: «This bridge, this beauty, strayed into a wild region, and which is the ‘emissary of
some distant, brighter world,' kept company with and organized tragic, divided people (...)»**

The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge in ViSegrad is the distinct reflection, both in its tangible and its
intangible existence, of the encounter of worlds, cultures, knowledge and skills, the encounter of diversities
and diverse forms of human capacity over a long period, from the peak of power of the Ottoman Empire
through its decline to its fall, from the peak of power of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy to its defeat in
Bosnia and Herzegovina, through various Yugoslav state projects, to the modern history of Bosnia and
Herzegovina which — tragically defined as it is by the ravages of war, but also by the return of refugees and
displaced persons and by projects designed for reconciliation and to consolidate unity in diversity — has
contributed to the distinctive features of the world of today.

Understanding the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge as one of the key works of the «great crucible in
which human life cools and solidifies,» as one might call the modern world in line with the definition of a
town by Lewis Mumford, can contribute to building bridges of knowledge between people.

C(iv.)
To be an outstanding example of a type of building, architectural or technological ensemble or
landscape which illustrates (a) significant stage(s) in human history

The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge in ViSegrad is an outstanding example of a stone-built, multi-
arched bridge, which has to a great extent retained its original features. It is also an architectural and
engineering achievement reflecting the summit of technical possibilities at the time it was built, as described
in more detail in the sections Description (ed. Mirzah Foco)'*®, Comparative Analysis (by Amra

HadZimuhamedovi¢)™*, Authenticity and Integrality (by Amra HadZimuhamedovic¢)™™.

10 1yo Andri¢, Na Drini ¢uprija, op. cit.

111 The preliminary technical assessment of the bridge in Visegrad is the result of the work of a group of experts, supervized by
Ponxce de Leon, a Spanish conservator and Council of Europe expert, as part of the Council of Europe Regional Integrated
Rehabilitation Project for the Preservation of the Architectural and Archaeological heritage, and is part of the documentation for the
nomination of the bridge for inclusion on the World Heritage List.

12 1yvo Andri¢, Na Drini ¢uprija, Prosveta, Beograd, 1971, foreword by Milosav Mirkovié

112 5ee section Description of the Bridge

114 See section Comparative Analysis
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The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge indisputably bears witness to the attitude to building in general
at the time when the Ottoman Empire was at the peak of its power and its borders were at their most
extensive. Since Grand Vizier Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ was the founder of the bridge, the imperial coffers
were wholly available to the architect. The construction of the bridge was a challenging undertaking — both
because of its distance from the centre where the imperial architect was based and because of the natural
features of the rapidity and width of the river and the characteristics of the ground on which the bridge was
built.

The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge is one of two bridges™® on the inventory of works of mimar
Sinan located outside the borders of mmodern Turkey, in regions that were provinces within the Empire in
the 16™ century. At the time it was built, and for a considerable period thereafter, the bridge in Visegrad was
the most important architectural venture not only in Bosnia and Herzegovina, but over a much wider area.

The complexity of the task of building the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge derived from an unusual
natural circumstance — the river Drina is fast-flowing and capricious at the point where the bridge was built,
and also too wide to be spanned by a single arch. Two key problems faced the architect at the very outset —
how to build foundations for a bridge in this powerful, fast-flowing river, and how to achieve a structure for
the bridge that would prove durable, given the strong horizontal pressures on the bridge created by the force
of the water. The structural solution proferred by the architect resulted in a form that blends harmoniously
with the natural environs. The bridge does not have a steep roadway; the saddle-back outline of the roadway
is of so unusually a gentle slope compared with other classical Ottoman bridges that it is barely noticeable.
The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge is a unique example of Ottoman bridge-building where the roadway is
high above water-level and above the level of the road leading to the bridge, so that part of it — the access
ramp — ascends steeply to the main body of the bridge. In its formal features — being composed of two
sections, an access ramp parallel to the river and the section spanning the river — the bridge in ViSegrad is
unique among bridges from the classical Ottoman period. As a result of the steepness of the ramp, the piers
of the bridge are markedly tall. The bases of the piers are significantly elongated in the direction of the flow,
and are pointed on the upstream side. The bridge is geniculate in shape, and the arches on which the access
ramp lies, running parallel to the water-course, serve as flood openings which, together with the smaller
circular openings in the intrados of the arches, serve to reduce the pressure on the main part of the bridge
above the river.

The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge is a striking example of public civil engineering with the features
of the classical Ottoman style of building, and a typical instance of the way Koca mimar Sinan treated civil
structures. These were the product of a thorough and systematic study of the site where they were to be built
and the functional demands they had to meet. However, the form of the structure was never the result only
of the structural demands or function themselves. The form of the bridge in ViSegrad reflects the
mathematical purity of the relationships between its individual parts, its perfectly harmonious proportions of
both the whole and its details, and the presence of elements that have no direct relationship either with the
structural calculations or the function of the bridge — such as the decorative niches on the spandrel walls of
the bridge and the moulded surrounds of the rectangular hollows, the decorative treatment of the transition
from the piers to the spandrel walls of the bridge, and the symbolic representations of fleur-de-lis and
rosettes.

In the light of the fact that bridge-building was not mimar Sinan’s main interest, and yet forms a
significant part both of his opus and of his fate as imperial architect, the bridge in ViSegrad also testifies to
lesser known features of Sinan’s architectural work as a whole.

Since it was first built, the bridge in Visegrad has been exposed to various threats — floods,**” fierce
flash-floods, changes to the water-level and flow-rate resulting from the construction of a hydro-electric
power plant upstream from the bridge, mechanical and structural stresses caused by motor vehicle traffic,
which was permitted to cross the bridge over a long period with no limit to the size and weight of the
vehicles — despite which the structure and final treatment of the bridge has remained markedly solid and
durable throughout all that time. Even the destruction of parts of the bridge by military action during the two
World Wars did not cause major damage to either the structure or the form of the bridge, given its
exceptional mathematical precision, which gave the bridge its stability of structure and its harmony of form.

118 the other bridge is in Svilingrad, Bulgaria

117 gee old photographs of the Great Flood — Annex 1V, AlVa-3
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The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge in Visegrad contains all the features that make it a striking
representative of the typological and chronological-cum-stylistic group of stone, multi-arched bridges of the
classical Ottoman period. In addition, its unique design and technical treatment, which also called for a
unique technology of foundation-building and bridge-building, the use of local materials, and the position of
the bridge in space, distinguish it from others built at the same time or in the same geographical region.
These features make it unique in the world.

In one of his descriptions of the bridge over the Drina, Ivo Andri¢ says that it is a “great stone bridge, a
rare structure of unique beauty, such as many richer and busier towns do not possess (‘There are only two
others such as this in the whole Empire,” they used to say in olden times.. .”**®

Despite all the challenges of the modern age and all the threats to which the bridge is exposed, in the
perception of all the citizens of Boshia and Herzegovina it is of particular value and should be preserved for
all times; it is still “the same as when the Grand Vezir had seen it in his inward vision behind closed eyes and
as when his masons had built it: powerful, beautiful and enduring, beyond all possibility of change.” "

(Text by Amra HadZimuhamedovi¢)

C (vi.)
To be directly or tangibly associated with events or living traditions, with ideas, or with beliefs, with
artistic and literary works of outstanding universal significance

The Old Visegrad Bridge in Folk Tradition, Travelogues and Art

The Bridge in ViSegrad, a supreme architectural achievement and an inseparable part of the lives of
not only the residents of ViSegrad and across Bosnia and Herzegovina, but of all travelers that have had the
good fortune to see it, has become an eternal and inexhaustible source of inspiration.

Indirectly and directly, it is connected to tradition and ideas, beliefs and customs.

Enduring, lasting, permanent, but at the same time surreal with its refined lines, the bridge has
fascinated generations and become part of their being. Constructed to tame the overflowing river for all
eternity, the travertine vaults inspired the imagination to conjure supernatural forces without whose help
weak human hands destined for transience would not have been able to perform such a feat. Its functionality
and elegance have left an irremovable impression on travelogues of all epochs, from Evlija Celebija in the
17" century to authors from the 20™ century such as Peter Handke, Joe Sacco, Peter Maas.

Its firm pillars and vaults have inspired folk poets and academic prose writers alike. The unforgettable
outline of the bridge carried one of these writers—Ivo Andri¢—to the very pinnacle of literary achievement:
the Nobel Prize for Literature.

The intoxicating harmony of this stone construction bridging the Drina River in Visegrad has forever
remained in the eye of the painter. Its silhouette was recorded in brushstrokes, sketches, or else artists would
spend hours, even days, studying how the light plays across the smooth stone surfaces, trying to record the
essence of the dreamlike scene. It thus became a motif in artworks of extraordinary and universal value.

Folk Legend

The Bridge on the Drina in ViSegrad has become part of folk legend. The significant architecture of
such constructions, and especially those of vital importance for the population of a certain area almost
always become important determinants in shaping the collective conscious which includes aesthetic views
and value systems. These are then manifested, especially in patriarchal societies, in the form of folk
traditions, legends, folklore, proverbs, superstitions and oral literature—both prose and poetry. Architectural
buildings of exceptional monumentality, such as the Bridge in ViSegrad, fascinated both their observers and
users and affected their imagination which lead to a rich and varied appearance of myths about the bridge,
now belonging to non-material heritage. The legends relating to the ViSegrad Bridge have been recorded in
older Bosnian-Herzegovinian periodicals—in almanacs published at the end of the 19™ and beginning of the
20" century®®, as well as in the first professional journal for history, archaeology and ethnology—the
Annual of the National Museum in Sarajevo.

18 |vo Andric, Na Drini cuprija, op.cit.
1% 1vo Andric, Na Drini cuprija, op.cit. '
120 Bosna, br. 379, 27. IX 1873; Z. Bogdanovi¢, Visegradska Cuprija, Bosanska vila 1888, 174-175.
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Legends inspired by the Bridge on the Drina River in Visegrad are sometimes more or less based in
historical fact, such as the case recorded in the notebooks of Zaharije Bogdanovi¢ in 1888*" describing the
construction of the bridge and the so-called “Stone Inn”. The folk legend relies on historical facts when it
comes to the duration of construction works—seven years—and concerning the free kitchen (imaret), as well
as when it comes to the construction of the mosque in Sokolovi¢i. Some parts of the legend published as part
of Bogdanovi¢’s writings cannot be substantiated by material evidence. For instance, no evidence,
archaeological or written traces have been found to corroborate the folk tale about Mehmed Pasha’s
endowment—a church whose construction in his birth village of Sokoloviéi he is said to have founded.

The folk legend has replaced the role of Mimar Sinan with that of an architect called Rade or Mitar,
and the skill of the great Turkish architect was supplanted by the belief that the bridge cannot be constructed
until a blood sacrifice is made in its honor. Thus, as in many civilizations worldwide, in the many accounts
or symbolic implications of ritual sacrifice in the honor of great construction endeavors, the construction of
the ViSegrad Bridge has fostered the story of the twins Stoja and Ostoja who were entrapped in the pillars of
the bridge and their devastated mother from whose breasts milk pours to this day, leaving white marks on the
travertine blocks only to be petrified beneath the arches of the bridge. Reality, intertwined with the legend,
indicates that the mythic sight of petrified milk reveals the process of dissolution and re-sedimentation of
limestone. The folk belief in the healing power of “milk” also inspired certain rituals—in the summer, when
the Drina water level drops, “stalactites” of hardened limestone were broken off the bridge, broken into
clumps or ground into a powder and given to breastfeeding mothers who were running out of milk.'??

There are a few other recorded folk tales about the Bridge in ViSegrad and its builder. According to
one of them, before being taken from his homeland as part of the Ottoman system of recruitment of boys for
military service, Bajo Sokolovié, later to become Mehmed, was “... going to school in Cagak to become a
priest”. 2 Here, the legend is loosely related to historical fact. Namely, Bajo Sokolovi¢ studied at the
MiliSeva monastery near Prijepolje, but the folk tale’s implication that this Christian education had to have
been gained near a larger Serbian medieval centre is indicative. In this case, Ca¢ak stands for a general term
that may even imply the MileSeva monastery. According to the same legend, as they were leaving, when the
Turks gave the Christian boys chosen to be educated in one of the centers of the Ottoman Empire lunch, but
also "spoons three meters long", only the shrewd Bajo figured out how to make sure they were not left
hungry because of these unusable utensils. He suggested, "You feed me and I'll feed you." This anecdote
testifies to the general fascination with the bridge—whoever commissioned it and financed its construction
must have exhibited extraordinary wisdom and ingenuity already at such a young age.

The vizier's endowment in the village of his birth comes up again in the following legend. It differs
from the previous one insomuch that it says both buildings—the mosque and the church—still exist. The
former is in Sokolovi¢i, inhabited by Muslims and the latter in Podravanj, inhabited by those of Christian
Orthodox faith. The legend indicates two established beliefs certainly inspired by the fascination by the
splendor of the Visegrad Bridge. One of them concerns the great vizier's bond to the impoverished area he
came from and which he did not forget even in the blaze of his immaculate career, loyally bestowing
endowments upon it—not just the bridge, but a han, an imaret, a fountain and a mosque. In this respect, the
legend has a basis in facts confirmed by historical sources. The other belief—that the pasha who verifiably
"carefully educated in Islam"*** had to have been partial to the Christian Orthodox population of his place of
origin and the faith into which he was born, as he demonstrated by the building of the church—is probably
based on the fact that Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ was significantly responsible for the reconstruction of the
Serbian Orthodox Patriarchate in Pe¢. Since his rivals and enemies in the intrigues of court suspected the
vizier of not accepting Islam in good faith, Mehmed Pasha could not have allowed himself a concealed
Serbian patriotism, and the reconstruction of the Patriarchate of Pe¢ would have been an act justifiable only
by political reasons and man oeuvres of the Ottoman Empire.

The legend continues: "In memory of the place where he parted with his mother, he erected a
bridge"'? convinced that a successful soldier and ruler, a great founder to whom the world is indebted for the
splendid beauty and colossal strength of the bridge, had to above all be a model son with the utmost respect

121 7 Bogdanovi¢, Visegradska Cuprija, Bosanska vila, 1888, 174-175.

122 7. Celi¢-M. Mujezinovi¢, Stari mostovi u Bosni i Hercegovini, Sarajevo 1969, 52.
123 A. Softi¢, Zbornik bosnjackih usmenih predaja, Sarajevo 2005, 91.

124 Radovan Samardzi¢, Mehmed Sokolovi¢, Beograd 1975, 10.

125 A Softi¢, Zbornik bodnjackih usmenih predaja, Sarajevo 2005, 92.
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for his parents. The tales about the bridge thus simultaneously testify to moral principles, and the stone
bridge is closely intertwined with the most refined recesses of the human soul.

Another folk legend attributes the construction of the ViSegrad Bridge, as well as the Bridge on the
Neretva River in Mostar, to the Romans.*® This legend is also closely tied in with the splendid construction
spanning the Drina River. Its monumentality, the inconceivable power of its domination over the dangerous
torrential had to be ascribed to an ancient people. Little was known, but much conjectured about the colossal
development and superhuman powers of the ancient Roman "race".

Through the centuries, the bridge was built into the language of folklore in the form of proverbs and sayings.

"Remained standing like the Bridge over the Drina" is a saying referring to stability of character
recorded by Mehmed-bey Kapetanovi¢ LjubuSak and it certainly refers to the stability of the Bridge in
extreme situations such as great floods, the greatest of which was the one in 1896. Consistency as well as
endurance and persistence are also expressed by the following comparisons in common Bosnian speech:
"Tough as the Bridge over the Drina" and "Firm in his beliefs as the Bridge over the Drina™. In his collection
of folk proverbs, Vuk Stafnovi¢ KaradZi¢ published a proverb inspired by the splendid Visegrad Bridge: "As

good a deed as the Bridge over the Drina".'*’

The Bridge in Travelogues

The Visegrad Bridge left an impression on travelogue writers who passed through Boshia and
Herzegovina in the past and recorded information about the Bridge. Already in the 17™ century, Evlija
Celebija wrote about the Bridge. Passing through Visegrad in 1664, he gives an exhaustive description of the
town and says: "In this town on the river Drina, there is a large bridge with eleven arches. Its every span is
like the Milky Way constellation. A connoisseur of architecture and building is awed and astonished by the
sight of this bridge.” Citing the content of the inscription about its construction, engraved in the gates of the
Bridge, Celebija continues: "When once a great flood tore down one arch of the Bridge, the town spent
seventy seven thousand grosz on its repairs."*?®

In 1566, the second year of Mehmed Pasha's service as grand vizier, there is mention of his
caravanserai with an imaret built on the right bank of the Drina River, by the road leading to the river. Evlija
Celebija writes about this building as well, but with a somewhat exaggerated tone: " .. in the Town, there are
seven hundred houses, a beautiful mosque, a han as big as a fortress that can house ten thousand horses,
camels and mules, then there is a beautiful bath and running water fountains... All of these are endowments
from Mehmed Sokolovi¢."?® The vizier's caravanserai commonly known as the "Stone Han" could not
receive a hundred caravans with a hundred horses at the same time, but it was certainly a large and well
constructed building.**°

Among the diplomats at the French General Consulate in Travnik, special attention should be given
to Chaumette de Fossés, the Consulate Chancellor from 1807 to 1808 who traveled across Bosnia and left a
valuable book of travelogues."* He had the following to say about the Bridge of Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢:
"The Bridge in ViSegrad, on the Drina River has a modern construction and is the best preserved ancient
monument. It was built by the Greeks in the 12" century, during their temporary dominion over Bosnia from
1163 to 1180. That bridge consisting of five arches is practically triangular in shape, because its middle part
is so raised and pointed... The endurance of the bridge is a testimony to its solidity, after so many centuries,
in a place where the Drina is particularly torrential. The dimensions of the millstones from which it was built
are very large.""* de Fossés was obviously unfamiliar with history and folk tradition—otherwise he would
not have made a mistake in attributing the building of the Bridge to the Greeks. Despite this error, however,
the record shows this Frenchman's fascination with the solidity and endurance of the Bridge.
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Traveling from Sarajevo to Istanbul in 1852, Ivan Frano Juki¢ left another written record about the
ViSegrad Bridge. Starting from Rogatica, after three hours, ... we saw in a valley the rushing Drina River
and the famous bridge over it, and on the right bank the small town of ViSegrad... The stone bridge on 24
pillars is a feat not only because of its hardness, but famous for its art and the best after the Mostar and
Konjic bridges over the Neretva, to which it can compare. In the middle of the bridge, there is a barrier, a
tower with sentries. At night the bridge is closed."*

Traveling in Bosnia and Herzegovina in 1857, the Russian Consul Alexander Gilferding noted down
that in ViSegrad "... a beautiful stone bridge was built." and that he was told it was the best bridge in Bosnia.
The travelogue writer himself describes the bridge as "beautiful” regretting only that ... it is blemished by
two half-decrepit wooden sentry towers set in the middle of it..."**

The ViSegrad Bridge was also visited by travelogue writers of modern times. Immediately after the
end of the war in Bosnia and Herzegovina, the bridge whose perseverance had witnessed an untold number
of wars is mentioned by our contemporaries—P. Handke'*, Joe Sacco'®, Peter Maas™’.

Verses from the Inscriptions Engraved in the Gates of the Bridge

Immediately after it was built ... a great white plague was brought, with an engraved inscription,
and built into the kapia, into that wall of reddish stone which rose a good six feet from the parapet of the
bridge."**® This is a stone slab measuring 60 cm by 85 cm, built into the portal of the bridge and bearing
engraved verses in Turkish written in Arabic script:

1- Noble and honest Mehmet Pasha,

2 - with whose presence the world is honoured

3- spent his property to satisfy God

4 - no one can say that property used for good deeds is wasted

5- During his life the vizier spent money for establishing endowments
6 - He knew that good deeds are successors to all

7- In Bosnia, over River Drina he founded a large bridge

8- There was no line of arches over that river

9- Over such a deep river with strong currents

10— he had to build without a predecessor

11 -  Mehmet Pasha succeeded in crowning his home with beneficence
12— He built a bridge which has no counterpart in the world

13— Do not consider that the money spent for this endowment is in vain

14 —  Let the days bestowed to him by God spent in

15— wellbeing and charity

16 —  Seeing the completion of the bridge, Nihadi said the tarih (date)
17— Let God bless this wonderful, great bridge, the most beautiful!
979 H. / 1571/72"%

Another stone slab measuring 189 cm by 79 cm built into the portal of the bridge bears another
chronogram written in the jali naskh script:

“During the reign of the ruler of the world Murad Khan, son of Selim,

The benefactor lord Mehmed Pasha,

Who served as Grand Vizier loyal to three rulers,

Created the grandest of legacies, may the Lord God receive it!

With pure intent he built with his own resolve

A great bridge over the river Drina.

138 |van Frano Jukié, Putopisi i istorijsko-etnografski radovi, Sarajevo 1953, 121-122.

134 A, Giljferding, Putovanje po Hercegovini, Bosni i Staroj Srhiji, Sarajevo 1972, 104-105. Giljferdingov opis odnosi se na kulu od
hrastovine koja je stajala iznad sofe i kapije mosta, a koja je srusena 1886. godine, A. Bejti¢, Sokolovi¢ev most na Drini u Visegradu,
Narodna uzdanica za godinu 1945, Sarajevo 1944, 148-149.

1% p_Handke, Zimsko putovanje do reka Dunava, Save i Drine, Beograd 1996.

136 3. Sacco, Safe Area Gorazde, New York, 1966.

1¥37p_Maas, Love Thy Neighbor, New York: Knopf, 1996.

138 | Andri¢, Na Drini ¢uprija, Beograd-Sarajevo 1958, 83.

1% Translated into English by Prof. Zeyneb Ahumbay
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The structure is so exquisite that all who see it

Regard it as one of the pearls of the river,

With the vault of the heavens as its shell.

God grant that the edifice of his fortune and his life be strong,

And grant him whatever he desires in this and the everlasting world.
Nihadi told me this chronogram, may those who see it be blessed:
“Mehmed Pasha built this bridge over the water.”

Year 985.

The author of the verses written in 979 and 985 of the Hegira calendar, that is in 1571/72 and 1577/8
of the Christian calendar*®’, is the famous Sarajevo poet and scholar Muhamed Celebija Karamusi¢ who used
the pseudonym Nihadi.*** His fascination with Mehmed Pasha's magnificent endowment as well as his deep
respect for its founder were shaped into an unforgettable poetic achievement that became an inseparable part
of the Bridge. At the same time, this poetry, like the construction to which it is dedicated, attracted the
attention of residents of ViSegrad as if by some magic formula: "The people gathered around the inscription
and looked at it until some seminarist of koranic student was found who would, with more or less ability, for
a coffee or a slice of water-melon or even for the pure love of Allah, red the inscription as best he could."***

Folk Poetry

Researchers from the end of the 19" century deserve the merit for the publication of folk poetry and
that treasury includes verses inspired by the splendor and fascinating harmony of the Visegrad Bridge. **?

The folk poem, steeped in fear of the wrath of the wild river upon which "no bridge could ever be
made," and at the same time fascinated by the achievement of the founder and the architect gives the fullest
expression of the extent to which the famous ViSegrad Bridge permeated the people's conscious and ignited
the poetic imagination:

"Mehmed Pasha served three emperors

And three towers of treasure earned,

Then he stood contemplating,

What to do with the treasure

To give it to the poor,

To pour it into the Drina

Or to build good deeds across Bosnia

He contemplated all and settled on one:

To build good deeds across Boshia

But first a bridge on the Drina."

In the cited verses, the folk poet ascribes the role of builder to the legendary Mitar, and illustrates the
spellbinding scope of the feat with verses in which Mehmed Pasha addresses the architect:

"Mitar Burdev, when your charge arrives,

Go to the town of ViSegrad,

And build a bridge on the Drina,

Take with you three hundred craftsmen

And a thousand children day labourers,

To lift the cold stones.”

149 The chronogram contains a chronological, contentual and logical anachronism. Namely, the older inscription is dated to the year
979 anno Hegirae, while the more recent 985 anno Hegirae, However, upon closer inspection of the style of both chronograms, we
are led to believe that the last semiverses informing us of the start and end of contruction of the Bridge have been switched. These
anachronisms can be removed if we exhchange the second to last semiverses of the inscription, i.e. by putting the second to last
semiverse of the older inscription in place of the second to last verse of the more recent inscription and vice versa. M. Mujezinovic,
Islamska epigrafika Bosne i Hercegovine, knj. 2, (Islamic Epigraphs in Bosnia and Herzegovina, Vol. 2), Sarajevo 1998, 117-120.

11 Nihadi died in 996 (1587/88) godine, M. Mujezinovi¢, Islamska epigrafika Bosne i Hercegovine, knj. 2, (Islamic Epigraphs in
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Vol. 2), Sarajevo 1998, 120; H. Sabanovi¢, Knjizevnost Muslimana BiH na orijentalnim jezicima, Sarajevo
1973, 82.

12| Andri¢, Na Drini ¢uprija, Beograd-Sarajevo 1958, 83.

148 K. H8rman, Narodne pjesme Muhamedovaca, Sarajevo 1888, 78.
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The actual feat of construction was incorporated into the fantasy of the poem in verses describing
how the construction could not begin until "the Hawk Mehmed Pasha" sent Mitar the architect a "talisman”,
but even so the life of the builder is threatened by a force from beyond physical experience. His steed
jumped out of the Drina and:

"Brought up a deciduous fairy

Her flowing hair wrapped

Around the steed's straight legs

She had come to drown Mitar"

The legend of the blood sacrifice, the twins built into the bridge, can be found in folk poetry as well—the
"deciduous fairy" stopped disrupting the construction works only after the sacrifice ritual was performed.

According to the folk poet, the ordeals did not cease when the building of the bridge was completed.

One day:

"The Drina ran murky and frantic,

The bridge on the Drina swayed"

And the architect tested the generosity of the founder, asking of Mehmed Pasha:

"So take a silver shovel

To bestow upon the murky Drina"

Thus the joint generosity and munificence of the founder and the skill and wisdom of the architect create a
work of eternal value in the consciousness of the people:

"And so the bridge on the Drina stood,

Stood then, stood forevermore."

The universal categories of high ethical consciousness, as the only ally of the human mind and
efforts in the eternal tendency towards achieving noble and elevated ideals, their paths always obstructed by
dark forces, have been celebrated by the people in verses directly related to the stone bridge in ViSegrad. The
richness of the language, the balanced verses, the unerring gift for the development of conflict and its
resolution classify the folk verses inspired by the Visegrad Bridge among the highest achievements of epic
poetry.

The Bridge in the Works of Ivo Andri¢

"Of all that a man builds in his passion for life, nothing is better and more valuable in my eyes than
bridges."

These are the words of the Nobel Laureate Ivo Andri¢, the most important prose writer from this
region in the past century. He received the highest recognition in literature in 1961 for the novel "The Bridge
on the Drina". The author borrowed the title for the novel from a verse of a "Muslim folk song about the
building of the ViSegrad Bridge:

Go to the town of Visegrad,

And build a bridge on the Drina"**

Ivo Andri¢ was born on 9 October 1892 in Dolac near Travnik. He spent his childhood in ViSegrad
where he completed primary school. He graduated from secondary school in Sarajevo and went on to study
Slavic literatures at philosophy faculties in Zagreb, Vienna, Krakow and Graz. During the First World War,
he was a prisoner of the Austrian government in an internment camp in Doboj. In the period between the
First and Second World War, he held the post of emissary of the Yugoslav government in Berlin. At the
outbreak of the Second World War, due to disagreements with the authorities in Belgrade, he resigned his
post of emissary and returned to Belgrade. During the Second World War he led a secluded life in his
apartment in Belgrade and prohibited the printing and publication of his works. At the same time, he wrote
his best texts that would rise to global glory. He died on 13 March 1975.

Ivo Andri¢'s most famous novel—The Bridge on the Drina, published in 1945—is a chronological
account of great event surrounding the Bridge over the Drina in ViSegrad. The Bridge is a point of
integration of the novel's narration and its central figure. Everything passes, only the bridge remains to show
the frailty of human destiny. The bridge is a place where historical characters meet those from the writer's
imagination.

144 |j. Jandri¢, Sa Ivom Andricem (1968-1975) Beograd 1977, 87.
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The novel begins with a long geographic description of the ViSegrad area and an account of the
legends about the bridge's construction. The origins of the legends are national myth and the epic vision of
the world which is an equivalent of that myth. As a rule, legends are parallel, they have a Christian and a
Muslim version.

The novel ends in 1914 when troops of the Austro-Hungarian monarchy badly damaged the bridge
while retreating. The destruction of the Bridge coincides with the death of AlihodZa, one of the most
imposing characters in the novel, symbolizing the end of the Ottoman period.

Between the beginning and the end, between the building and the destruction of the Bridge, a narrative spans
four hundred years in which, through developed episodes, Andri¢ chronicles the destinies of the residents of
Visegrad of all faiths.

The Bridge, a silent witness, remembers the mutual intersections and permeations, sometimes the
antagonism between different cultures, faiths and traditions, two civilization, East and West. The Bridge is
the only stable, constant, eternal point, where the friction and turmoil that inevitably lead to conflicts
(between characters and between countries) are felt and seen with more clarity than elsewhere, in a material
form clear as crystal.

The novel about the Bridge, as most of Andri¢'s novels and short stories, feeds on the history of
Bosnia, a country of crossroads where Christianity and Islam and their respective lifestyles meet and
intertwine; a country where wars are waged as well as peace-time inter-religious and political struggles
interrupted by short and illusive truces. As a country of contradictions, Bosnia fosters a specific culture of
living, full of both vitality and atavism.

The people who are caught by dint of fate on such a stage play only transient dramatic episodes in
the vast theatre of history.**®

A master of our literature, he remained bound to the bridge from his childhood to the end of this life
and cared for its destiny.

When he visited ViSegrad in October 1972, Andri¢ noticed changes in the river and Bridge caused
by the building of the hydroelectric plant: "The Drina is stagnant. It does not flow as before, but leaks! Since
the hydroelectric plan was built in Bajina Basta, the Bridge has lost its slender and beautiful stature. Look,
doesn't it seem as if the arches are drowning in the water? In the series of misfortunes to pass over this river
and its slender arch, this is the most dangerous, for it took away her restlessness, color and whir. You see, the
water has risen to above the Bridge's knees and deprived the arches of that slenderness and beauty that could
have been bestowed only by these crags and the skilful hands of architects from the past. You should know
that changing riverbeds used to be forbidden by holy law; it was grave necessity that made them flow in just
such a direction."*®

The Bridge as Motif and Inspiration in Visual Art

The oldest known drawing of the ViSegrad Bridge was published in the Allgemeine Bauzeitung in
1873. The drawing shows the sentry tower in the middle of the Bridge (Annex V, AV-2). Although it is
valuable primarily as a document, this drawing cannot be said to be void of artistic value and also clearly
shows the fascination of the author with the harmonic relationship between the construction and the
surrounding landscape.**’

A number of other drawings, primarily by anonymous authors, testifies to the interest of Austrian
civil servants for Bosnian cultural heritage and, it seems, especially for utilitarian buildings. One of these
drawings, made in 1889, focuses on the view of the portal in the middle of the bridge seen from upstream
(Annex V, AV-5),* while another shows the upstream left corner of the Bridge, where part of the approach
ramp can be seen through the opening of the arch (Annex V, AV-7).**° These are probably (judging from the
illegible signature) works of the same author from 1889 who drew that motif of an unknown resident of
ViSegrad, akin to the characters from Andri¢'s novel, resting on the stone sofa, while in the background, in
dissonant contrast to the idyllic composition of man and stone, an electric pole stands, a bearer of light bulbs
and conducting cables.*

145 \www.gerila.com/knjige/katalog/869.htm

1481 j. Jandri¢, Sa Ivom Andricem (1968-1975) Beograd Beorpan 1977, 162.

147 D7. Celi¢-M. Mujezinovié, Stari mostovi u Bosni i Hercegovini, Sarajevo 1969, 142,
18 D7. Celi¢-M. Mujezinovié, Stari mostovi u Bosni i Hercegovini, Sarajevo 1969, 143.
19 D7, Celi¢-M. Mujezinovié, Stari mostovi u Bosni i Hercegovini, Sarajevo 1969, 157.
180 B3, Celi¢-M. Mujezinovié, Stari mostovi u Bosni i Hercegovini, Sarajevo 1998, 155.
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The stone bridge on the Drina in ViSegrad is a motif of a series of artworks, especially from the
second half of the 20" century. Bosnian-Herzegovinian artists, mainly professors from the Fine Arts
Academy, immortalized the Bridge in their artworks. Vladimir Vojinovi¢ described it with oil on cardboard
painting in the 1950s and then in the 1970s Mario Mikuli¢ did a series of sketches and oil on canvas
paintings. Prominent artists from the local scene tried their hand and paints at immortalizing on canvas the
exciting encounter of the sculptural shapes of the Bridge and the light and color reflections from the water of
the dramatic surrounding landscape. In the 1980s, Ibrahim Ljubovi¢, Vojo Dimitrijevi¢, Mica Todorovi¢ and
Mladen Kolobari¢ could not resist the demanding challenge of the Bridge on the Drina. It remained forever
in the eye of the artists, seen as a personal discovery of an eternal, non-temporal category of universal
harmony. Hasan Fazli¢ and Mersad Berber immortalised the bridge in their graphics.

From 1994, artists gather in ViSegrad each year to spend a week in August socializing and
exchanging experience, knowledge and inspiration. They come from Banja Luka and Sarajevo, Knin and
Moscow, from America, Belgrade, Budapest and Cacak, Sofia and Shanghai, UZice and Trebinje, Japan,
Sweden, Belgium, the Ukraine, Greece. They come to see the Bridge, to be inspired by its manifold
symbolism, to penetrate the mystery of its metaphysical splendour. By painting the Bridge on the Drina, they
strive, as once its commissioner and builder did, to combine vision and reality, a dream made up of
transparent flashes of bluish and golden light and the reality of the torrential river and its stone master.™™ In
that tendency, the best manage to immerse themselves in the far-off reflections of Mehmed Pasha's longing
and Sinan's virtuosity.

Some of the authors, who, in the past eleven years, expressed their rapture inspired by the old stone
bridge, are among the very top of recent artistic activity in the country and abroad. In the ViSegrad Town
Gallery, various transpositions of this motif can be seen in the works signed by Veljko Mihajlovi¢, Biljana
Vukovi¢, Divna Jelenkovi¢, Zdravnko Mandi¢, Branko Nikitovi¢, Melisa Poper, Erika Marija GutenSvager,
Julija Suhoveckaja, Hadik PBula and many other artists whose works are prominent on the contemporary
domestic and international art scene. (See Annex V)

On at two occasions, the ViSegrad Bridge was featured in documentaries. In the 1970s, it was
featured as part of a Film News segment on old stone bridges on Drina and Zepa and later immortalised in
the unforgettable film by the famous Yugoslav director Ziko Risti¢, whose extraordinary visual effects
compete with the educational value of the film.

Mehmed Pasha's and Sinan's bridge on the Drina in ViSegrad has also enriched our horizons in
everyday life. In 1992, in Belgrade, a 5000 Dinar bill was printed with a drawing of the monumental Bridge
on its reverse side, and at the moment the 200 Convertible Mark bill is decorated by a portrait of Andri¢ and
the splendid Bridge over the Drina.

And once again, the intertwining of the ViSegrad Bridge with our lives and its power to extract the
meridian of universal values from those with a gift was shaped into a luminous thought by lvo Andri¢:
"There are no incidental buildings, separated from the human society in which they were built, and the needs,
wishes and beliefs of that society, just as there are no incidental lines or needless shapes in architecture."**?

(Text by Ljiljana Sevo)

3.b Proposed Statement of Outstanding Universal Value

The ViSegrad Bridge is among the most impressive bridges in the world, and in its setting, its
engineering and its formal features, as well as in its durability and solidity, and its readiness to receive and
absorb changes to its environment, it is a masterpiece by a world master architect. The verse inscribed in the
stone at the middle of the bridge states that it is “a bridge that has no counterpart in the world”.

To anyone observing the bridge, regardless of his or her knowledge of history, art and literature, it is
plain to see at first glance that the bridge in ViSegrad reflects the skill of a master architect and builder. The
architect of the ViSegrad Bridge was Mimar Koca Sinan ibn Abd al-Mannan, most famous of all the
architects of the Ottoman Empire and one of the greatest architects the world has known. The ViSegrad
Bridge is one of his two most important designs of this type. The uniqueness of the ViSegrad bridge is
associated largely with its form — a geniculation structure composed of a section with eleven arches spanning
the Drina, and a four-arched ramp by means of which the bridge takes a right angle to join the left bank,

151 According to V. Grandi¢, Visegrad Art colony 2004, foreword in the exhibition catalogue, Visegrad 2004.
152 | Andri¢, The bridge on the Drina, Beograd-Sarajevo 1958, 21.
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following the lie of the land. This form, which was that of the bridge on completion, has largely survived in
authentic shape to this day.

What especially makes this bridge unique and outstanding is that it is either reflection of or reflected
on the power, skills and ability of the three the most prominent historical figures - its endeavor grand Vezier
Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic, its author - the chief architect of the Ottoman Empire Mimarbasha Koca Sinan
and its ,,biographer*, the Nobel's prize laureate Ivo Andric — writer of the famous ,, The Bridge over Drina“.
It makes its architectural, historical and symbolic values merging into the outstanding expression that is
among few icons representing Bosnia and Herzegovina.

In the symbolism of its function — to connect people, to secure passage from one side to the other, to
be a link between different roads coming from faraway parts of the world — the very idea of the Bridge in
Visegrad has connected people from both sides of the Drina with their fellow countryman in faraway
Istanbul, with the great imperial architect, with writers, readers and painters from the whole world. The
Bridge is a reflection of diversities expressed through harmony and the durability of memory.

The Bridge was built at the peak of power and glory of the Ottoman Empire, in the period when
several men originating form Bosnia were influential and authoritative in the very heart of Empire. Their
influence resulted in ability to build glorious endowments in their homeland. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic was
the most famous among them and his legacy is immense — but the bridge across the river near the village of
his origin — this bridge in ViSegrad - is in fact the most famous.

It has been glorified by folk tradition and folk poetry, by historiography and writers, artists and
visitors more then any other piece of human work in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

The Mehmed-pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge has always been understood by each and all citizens of Bosnia
and Herzegovina as their own precious heritage. That is why this monument survived even the war 1992-
1996 when cultural heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina was the target of wanton and systematic destruction.

The bridge is associated with important historical events from different periods of Bosnian-
Herzegovinian history. It is a place that lot of citizens associate with the memories of historical and social
changes, rebellions, wars, persecution of civilians — what adds to this old structure built in 1551-1557 — a
new symbolic and semantic layer that some World Heritage sites have as a basic and prevailing value.

3.c Comparative analysis (including state of conservation of similar properties)

The comparison of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge to determine its uniqueness in the process of
nomination for inclusion on the World Heritage List will be conducted on the basis of the following
comparative criteria: (1) Typological and stylistic attributes; (2) Attributes of the architect-designer; (3)
Attributes concerning specific elements or features; (4) Geographical and spatial attributes as well as degree
of originality and characteristics of conservation works.

1. Typological and stylistic attributes

The basic typological attributes for the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad are that it is:
(a) arched, (b) masonry-built, (c) a stone bridge, (d) in the classical Ottoman style.

The bridge was built in the 16th century, and is stylistically comparable with Renaissance and
classical bridges in Western Europe. More detailed stylistic attributes are associated with the classical
Ottoman style that reached its culmination in parallel with the mature Renaissance.

The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad belongs to the group of arched multi-arched
bridges. Over the centuries, builders and architects have decided whether to build bridges with a single or
more than one arch on the basis of the natural conditions of the site where the bridge was to be built. The
deep beds of fast-flowing rivers with steep banks are spanned by a single arch, given the difficulty of laying
foundations but also in the light of the water pressure on the piers while the bridge is in use. In slower-
flowing, wider rivers, it is usual to build bridges with several arches. The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge
was built over a rapid, relatively deep and relatively wide river, which made its construction more
challenging for the architect. All eight bridges ascribed to the architect Sinan were built as arched bridges
with more than one arch.

The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge was built of hand-cut blocks of local travertine. The blocks
are bonded with hydraulic lime mortar and iron cramps, with cramps and joints set in molten lead. Earlier
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scholars'®® claim that the infill of the arches is also of travertine, but more recent scholars who have carried

out res'g(g{ation works on the bridge say that the infill is of quarry stone and river pebbles in hydraulic
mortar.

Like almost all European bridge-building in the post-classical period, Ottoman bridge-building relied
heavily on the influence and transmission of the knowledge of the builders of Antiquity. It could almost be
said that all the Seljuk and classical bridges in the Ottoman Empire are based on the form of the first stone-
built Roman Bridge — the Emilio or Lapideo Bridge over the Tiber, dating from 179 CE.'*®  The
fundamental engineering treatment of the bridge was applied, in a range of architectural variants, to the
bridges built in the Ottoman Empire, and is also to be recognized in Sinan’s bridge in ViSegrad — the series
of arches, those close to the banks narrower in span, the river piers with their specific form of breakwater,
and relieving apertures, both concealed and visible.

All the eleven arches of the ViSegrad Bridge are different in span. The average cross-section of the
arches is a shallow pointed arch with minor excentricity of the two central arches, which reach a maximum
of 106 cm. As a rule, the form of the arch is determined by the line of the intrados. On this basis, arches can
be classified as round, segmental, pointed (where the line of the intrados is formed by the intersection of the
arcs of two circles), and elliptical. M. Gojkovi¢ claims that the most common form of arch in the mediaeval
and immediate post-mediaeval period was the round arch. He also refers to the frequent use of the ogee or
pointed arch. Segmental arches feature only as an exception, when required by the size of the span and
openings. The same scholar claims that the elliptical arch form did not exist in bridge-building in the
Balkans at the time the ViSegrad Bridge was built. Pointed arches are shallower than arches with a
semicircular intrados.®® “The revival of bridge-building in Europe, which accompanied the fall of the
Roman Empire, was marked by the spread of the pointed arch from its origins in the Middle East. The
pointed arch was a typical Gothic architectural form, structurally significant in the evolution of palaces,
fortresses and, in particular, cathedrals, in Western Europe, but not especially important for bridges.”*’

The bridge in Visegrad, like many other classical Ottoman bridges, has pointed arches, which are
very shallow, and not reminiscent of the typical Gothic form. They are in fact a characteristic stylistic feature
of the classical Ottoman style, although they first appear on bridges dating from as early as Seljuk times
(Malabadi bridge near Silvano - dating from the 12th century; Ak Kopru, the White Bridge near Ankara in
Turkey and the Cesnigir bridge between Ankara and Kirsehir — dating from the 13th century).

The most important bridges in the classical Ottoman style have an intrados in the form of a pointed
arch with slight excentricity (Sinan’s bridge, the Daut-aga Babae Bridge between Edirne and Istanbul dating
from 1633, and others).

The most common form of arch in the case of major bridges in the Balkans is either round or
pointed. (Annex VI, AVI-4, illus., Gojkovi¢, p. 36).

The features of the central river piers of multi-arched bridges also provide elements for a comparison
of the architectural features of bridges. Higher bridges, such as the one in ViSegrad, have clearly
differentiated elements: foundations, pier, and breakwater. The piers of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge
are more slender than those of any other bridge of Sinan’s,"*® which meant that until the second half of the
20th century it was reminiscent of some old French bridges, such as the bridge over the river Tarn in Albi.
The piers are relatively narrow to ensure that the reduction of the water flow profile is as low as possible.
The reduction in flow profile on the Visegrad bridge is 21,2%."*°

The breakwaters of the ViSegrad Bridge are pointed on the upstream side and polygonal on the
downstream side. The length of the cross-section of the piers and the acute angle of the upstream
breakwaters in the case of this bridge are part of the architect’s response to the rapidity and quantity of water
exerting lateral pressure on the bridge. (Annex VI, AVI-5, illus., Gojkovi¢, p. 54).

153Alija Bejti¢, Sokolovidev most na Drini u Visegradu (Sokolovic's Bridge over the Drina in Visegrad), Narodna uzdanica, Calendar
for 1945 (1364-5 AH), yr XIII, Sarajevo, 1944,

154 Milan Gojkovi¢, Stari kameni mostovi (Old Stone Bridges) Nauéna knjiga, Beograd, 1989.

1% Only one arch of the bridge now survives, known in modern discourse as "Ponte Rotto” (the broken bridge).

1% See M. Gojokvi¢, op.cit.

57 Eric DeLony, Context for World Heritage Bridges, A joint publication of ICOMOS with TICCIH, 1996

158 On the characteristics of Sinan’s bridges see, e.g., Orhan Bozkurt, Koca Sinan’in Kopruleri, Pulhan Matbaasi, Istanbul, 1952.

15 Milan Gojkovi¢, Stari kameni mostovi (Old Stone Bridges), Naugna knjiga Beograd, Beograd, 1989, p. 53.
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In the light of G. Goodwin’s observation that: “To be able to understand Sinan, one must consider
him along with other great figures of the 16™ century.”*® It is important at this point to compare the Visegrad
bridge with the bridges built during the 16™ century in the areas where these great figures worked. The stone
bridge of Santa Trinita in Florence dates from almost exactly the same time as the bridge in Visegrad — from
1566 to 1570. The architect was Bartolomeo Ammannti. The arches of the Santa Trinita Bridge are much
flattened elliptical arches, lacking the potency of the void in forming the image of a bridge that has pointed
or round arches. In its boldness, the flattened, drawn-out semi-elliptical arch ensured that the solid body of
the bridge was clearly differentiated from the voids. An arch of this shape suggests that vertical loads are the
primary. The empty spaces are not a formative factor of the bridge, of equal value with the piers. In the case
of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in Visegrad — the space below the arches is part of the expanse of
space around the bridge. (Santa Trinita was completely destroyed in 1944, and was rebuilt immediately after
the war.)

Classical Ottoman bridges did not become multifunctional, as did the Khaju bridge in Isfahan and
many mediaeval and Renaissance bridges in Italy (the Ponte Vecchio in Florence), or the Pont Marie and
Pont de Notre Dame in Paris; no commercial premises, houses, towers or chapels were built onto them.
Although the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge did acquire, in the early 19" century, a central wooden
structure, or tower, recalling those European bridge superstructures, it did not remain there for long. By the
end of the century the tower had already been pulled down, leaving no particular mark on the cultural
memory fundamental to the bridge. What is important to note as a comparative fact in this paper is that most
of the bridges built in Europe and Asia at much the same time as the bridge in ViSegrad have been damaged
in war or, more rarely, suffered the effects of dilapidation or floods. There is barely a single bridge belonging
to the basic type to which we allocate the ViSegrad Bridge that has preserved the highest degree of all factors
of authenticity. The ViSegrad Bridge thus belongs to the group of bridges that have preserved the highest
degree of authenticity, and is a rare example of the fully preserved expression both of a certain type and of a
style and time of construction.

2. Attributes of the Architect/Designer — Comparison with other Works of Architect Sinan

Scholars studying Sinan’s opus have not disregarded his secular buildings, but the greater part of
every study is taken up by a very detailed discussion of Sinan’s religious buildings, and above all his
mosques. Civilian structures, particularly bridges and aqueducts, are only analyzed in part, and not in great
detail; their closer study remains a future scientific commitment. It is not impossible to compare Sinan’s
bridges and aqueducts with the supreme achievements of Sinan’s mosques — bold and highly rational
structures revealing an advanced level of engineering skill, mathematical complexity and precision, stone as
the most common material, stereotomic principles of form, equal importance accorded to voids and solids in
space, stylistic attribution to the acme of the classical Ottoman style, etc. — are a feature of all Sinan’s works.
The differing use of materials for the final treatment, the decoration, and the complexity of stylistic subtleties
define the vocabulary of the difference between bridges and buildings with clearly differentiated exterior and
interior space. Sinan used a shallow pointed arch for the bridge in Visegrad. “All the most important
structures had shallow pointed arches, which became the traditional Ottoman form.”*®* The bridge in
ViSegrad is one of Sinan’s later works, and one of several built for the same legator — Mehmed Pasha
Sokolovi¢. The bridge was built after the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ complex by the bridge in
Biyukcekmece, the complex in Liileburgaz, the complex in Kadirga, the double bath in Edirne, the mosque
in Azapkapiye, the mosque in Sofia, the hammam in Medina and other buildings designed on behalf of
Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢, and the construction of most of which the great architect Sinan directly
supervised. One may speak of the important place occupied by the Visegrad Bridge when determining the
degree of architectural importance of these buildings endowed by Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢, but its symbolic
meaning is certainly the most powerful among all these buildings. It was built in the Vizier’s native region
and, unlike any other building from Mehmed Pasha’s endowments or Sinan’s architectural opus, it is
reflected in many folk traditions and works of art.

160 Godfrey Goodwin, Sinan-Ottoman Architecture & its Values Today, Saqi Books, London, 1993., p 115.
181 Godfrey Goodwin, Sinan-Ottoman Architecture & its Values Today, Saqi Books, London, 1993, p. 96.
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The most common comparison of the bridge in ViSegrad made to date by scholars is with other

bridges ascribed to Sinan.*®* According to the principal inventories, Sinan built eight bridges,

183 six of which

still survive. Scholars who have studied Sinan’s and other bridges built in the Ottoman Empire in Sinan’s
day, claim that it can be said with confidence that Sinan was the architect of nine bridges, and very likely,
indeed, of eleven. Not one of these bridges designed by Sinan has anything to do with bridges that he is
known to have worked on for the purpose of repairs or alterations.

The bridges ascribed to Sinan can be graphed on the basis of their design, sitting, benefactor and
basic structural characteristics.

Name of bridge | Benefactor | Date of | Location Length No. Distinctive architectural
construc of features
tion arch
es
Buyukgekmece Sultan 1567 Istanbul 636 m 7+7+ | Composed of 4 smaller
Suleyman 5+9 | bridges and erected on a
man-made island
Silivri Sultan 1568. Edirne 332,88 m | 32 Sinan's only bridge with
Suleyman (Silivri) segmental, very shallow
(Mehmed arches.  After repaired
Pasha original form changed
Sokolovi¢)
164
Mustafa Pasha's | Coban 1521. Svilingrad 295 m 20 Built of smooth, plane cut
bridge over the | Mustafa (Bulgaria) limestone, light grey in
Marica Pasha color, from the Karabag
quarry.
Mehmed Pasha | Mehmed 1564 or | Luleburgaz 92,60 4 Has 5 inundation openings
Sokolovi¢ Bridge | Pasha 1565. reminiscent of the
in Marmara Sokolovi¢ treatment of the bridges in
Haramidere and in Alpullu
Odoba$ bridge in | - 1529-30. | Istanbul - 8 Concrete arches have been
Halkali added to the bridge, as a
result of which it has lost
its authenticity
Kapiagasi bridge XVIC. Edirne - 3 Has three 3 relieving
in Haramidere - (Haramidere) openings. Now closed to
traffic.
Mehmed Pashga | Mehmed XVIC. Alpullu 129,4 5 Somewhat asymmetrical,
Sokolovi¢ Pasha one of Sinan's most
«Sinanli» bridge | Sokolovi¢ important bridges;  the
in Alpullu central arch has a span of
20.03 m, greater than the
span of arches any other on
Sinan's bridges
Mehmed Pasha | Mehmed 1577-78 | ViSegrad 179 11 The bridge is composed of
Sokolovi¢ bridge | Pasha (Bosnia and two sections: the river
in Visegrad Sokolovi¢ Herzegovina) crossing, and a ramp

joining it at a right angle.

162 Aptullah Kuran, Mimar Sinan, Hurriyet Vakfi Yayinlari, Istanbul, 1986; Cecen, Kazim, Sinan'in Yaptigi Kopruler, Istanbul 1988.;
Metin Sozen Sinan, Architect of Ages, Ministry of Culture and Tourism of the Turkish Republic, Istanbul 1988.

163 Metin Sozen Sinan, Architect of Ages, Ministry of Culture and Tourism of the Turkish Republic, Istanbul 1988.

184 In his Mimarbasi Koca Sinan Yasadigi Cag Ve Eserleri 1, pp. 429-435, Kazim Ceceni cites Mehemed Pasha Sokolovi¢ as the
benefactor of this bridge.
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Some authors compare Blyiikcekmece bridge and the ViSegrad bridge starting that they are most
interesting. The Blytkcekmece bridge consists of four smaller donkey-back bridges that are linked by islets
as their stepping stones.'® “The ground was not firm, and was thus unsuitable for foundations. The bridges
were erected on a narrow isthmus between the sea and the lake, which meant that they had to be very long.
Unlike the Silivri Bridge, the architect resolved the problem by building four interlinked bridges, of which
the main loads are transferred horizontally via equilateral triangles to the buttressing platforms.” Each
section had several arches, helping to distribute the weight and to avoid any part bearing too great a load.
The distribution of the load is effected in various directions, brilliantly, by directing the force via as many
points as possible, to ensure the largest possible area of the structure with the largest number of load-bearing
points. It is a system that has proved to be very rational, since the materials show little or no deformation
after more than four centuries of use.

The bridge in Visegrad (Yugoslav writer Ivo Andri¢’s Bridge over the Drina) presented a diverse
collection of problems, since it was designed to span a deep, fast-flowing river. However, in this case the
ground was solid and the span relatively small (some 100 m). The architect therefore achieved stability,
which was crucial to the long-term survival of the bridge, by building slender piers, increasing the span of
the arches, raising the level of the roadway over the bridge and replacing the triangular cross-section of the
structure. The piers were set straight in the river bed, widening slightly towards the base in order to form
blade-shaped breakwaters in line with the flow of the river, unlike the Buylikcekmece piers, which are set on
wide, level platforms. Here the main problem was not to resolve the issue of vertical loads, but to deal with
the horizontal forces of the water flow. Laying the foundations for such a bridge in the bed of a river like the
Drina, which flows so strongly and is so deep, must have been exceptionally difficult, but it is a problem that
Sinan handled effectively, within the context of the construction capabilities of his day.”**®
The authenticity of the setting of the Blyulkcekmece Bridge has been considerably marred by town planning
and building works in its environs.

Sinan’s bridge over the river Marica in Svilengrad in Bulgaria, built in 1521, is 300 m long, 6 m
wide and consists of twelve arches.

Sinan’s bridges demonstrate, like no other structure, just how dependent the architecture of his day
was on arches and vaults. The arches, vaults and domes of Sinan’s buildings successfully provide the “scale
of the void,” as G. Goodwin calls Sinan’s skill in the use of space thanks above all to his superb engineering
skills.®®” The relationship between the eleven arches and ten piers of the bridge in Visegrad are a potent
demonstration of the significance of the void in the tangible and intangible existence of the structure.

The ViSegrad Bridge was built of travertine, as was the Bilyiikcekmece Bridge. Unlike Sinan’s other
bridges, the one in ViSegrad is of geniculate form, bent at a right angle, formed by the section spanning the
river and the access ramp. G. Goodwin says of this feature that it echoes the Seljuk tradition of adapting the
span to the lie of the land.*®® The example Goodwin had in mind was probably the Malabadi Bridge over the
river Batman near Silvane in Turkey. It was built in the Seljuk era, in the 12" century. The Malabadi Bridge
is reached via a ramp at an angle rather greater than a right-angle, but which is distinctly reminiscent of the
one in ViSegrad.

Sinan’s bridges are closer to Roman than to Seljuk models, and do not as a rule have a markedly
saddle-backed roadway, as do the bridges of earlier Turkish ages. They are harmonious, simply-achieved
feats of engineering which, given that they have endured to this day, reveals them to be notably resistant and
solid structures. **

3. Attributes concerning specific elements or features / Comparison from the perspective of the
use of separate elements

Above each pillar of the ViSegrad Bridge, apart from the sixth one, there are two vertical rows of
indents cut into the travertine (Annex IV, AlVb-22, AlVb-23). The lower niche is vertically elongated and
shaped like a window with a shallow pointed arch. Above it is a shallower rectangular niche with longer
horizontal edges. This shallower indent is framed by a sculpted wreath (Annex 1V, AlVb-23, AlVb-24).

185 See: Godfrey Goodwin, Sinan-Ottoman Architecture & its Values Today, p:19-20, Saqgi Books, London, 1993.; Metin Sozen
Sinan, Architect of Ages, p.19, Ministry of Culture and Tourism of the Turkish Republic, Istanbul 1988.
166 Metin Sozen Sinan, Architect of Ages, Ministry of Culture and Tourism of the Turkish Republic, Istanbul 1988.
167 Godfrey Goodwin, Sinan-Ottoman Architecture & its Values Today, Saqi Books, London, 1993.
168 ;i
ibid.
189 see Godfrey Goodwin, A History of Ottoman Architecture, Thames&Hudson, London, 1993, p. 293.
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Some of these small niches bear the traces of finer sculpture which, since made of travertine, is mostly
unrecognizable. The upper corners reveal traces of carved floral ornaments. Due to its porous quality, the
shallow sculpture in the travertine is not low lasting and there are no detailed images of its from earlier
times. Still, this manner of decoration of the spandrel walls sets the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge apart
from other similar buildings and from all other Sinan's bridges. It is not known whether the niches are in fact
relieving arches of the usual kind on bridges built during the classical Ottoman period, and later walled up.
Available sources and surveys of the bridge over the years do not suggest that the present-day niches were
formerly open. However, G. Goodwin and E. H. Ayrverdi are of the view that there were certainly relieving
openings on the ViSegrad bridge, designed to reduce weight and provide an outlet for flood waters. Both are
of the view that the relieving openings were closed during one of the repairs to the bridge, and turned into
niches. This claim has yet to be proven.'

When comparing the ViSegrad bridge with Sinan’s other bridges and with other classical Ottoman
and even western European Mediaeval or Renaissance bridges, it is important to note yet another feature. On
Sinan’s longer bridges, there is a common, prominent, functional-cum-decorative feature — in the case of the
Visegrad Bridge, this feature is known as the kapija (gate) and its parts as the mihrab and sofa'’*. Where the
architect wanted to make provision for a resting-place for pedestrians and horsemen crossing the bridge, he
made the bridge walkway wider by means of cantilevered projections over the river. The transition from the
cantilevered section to the plane of the wall is always highly decorated. Here, usually in sandstone or some
other stone differing from the basic building material of the bridge, a niche was built in the usual form of a
mihrab. It was the rule to mount a tarih or chronogram in the mihrab, giving details of the year the bridge
was built, and of its founder. The original meaning of the word mihrab is spiritual doorway, the door
through which one passes towards inner knowledge. Sinan’s affiliation with a Sufi order could help to
explain why he built the kapije leading to the Interiority of all things on structures with no interior. It is said
of the esoteric understanding of the bridge: “The symbolism of the bridge, as a means of crossing from one
bank to another, is one of the most widespread of symbols. It is the transition from earth to heaven, from the
human to the superhuman condition, from transience to immortality, from the sensual world to the
suprasensual.” The river symbolizes the body and the roadway above and across it symbolizes drawing
closer to the supracorporeal, and connecting with God. The highest point of a bridge thus means drawing
closer to God, while the mihrab — the sealed door at the top of the crossing over the water- denotes the very
centre, the very essence between two states. Placing a mihrab there can also be explained from a practical
point of view. Crossing long bridges required a rest; sometimes the hour of the obligatory daily prayers
came upon those crossing while they were on the bridge. The mihrab of the ViSegrad Bridge faces the gibla;
beside it was a fountain for the obligatory ritual ablutions before prayer, so that this section could also be
used as a small open-air wayside mosque. The need for a specific way of accentuating the part where the
inscription relating the construction and the founder of the bridge and of providing it with a decorative
frame, so that passers-by would be encouraged to stop there and to remember those named in the inscription
in their prayers, without impeding traffic over the bridge, could be a further practical reason for building the
kapija, portal, or mihrab — as this section of such bridges is called in history and literature, an element that
does not feature on similar structures of the same period in western Europe. Mihrabs were not built on
classical Ottoman bridges with a single arch, even long ones like the Old Bridge in Mostar, nor on short
multi-arched bridges such as Sinan’s Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ bridges in Luleburgaz and Marmara or the
Sultan Suleyman bridge on the road to Gebze. Besides the one in ViSegrad, other bridges with this feature,
which particularly emphasizes the symbolic value of the highest point of the crossing over the water,
meaning at the metaphysical level connecting with God, are the Coban Mustafa Pasha bridge in Svilengrad
over the Marica, the Biyikcekmece and Silivri bridges in Istanbul, and other Ottoman bridges such as the
Babae bridge over the river Seytan in Turkey, ascribed to Sinan’s pupil Daut-aga, and others built under
Sinan’s influence. The feature of the mihrab also appears on a number of other well-known bridges in this
region built at much the same time, such as the bridge over the river Neretva in Konjic, Bosnia and
Herzegovina (destroyed in World War 11), the Muhamed Beg or Kasapc¢i¢ bridge over the river in Betinja in
UZice, Serbia (demolished in 1945), the bridge over the river Vardar in Skopje, in the former Yugoslav

170

See: Godfrey Goodwin, Ottoman Architecture and Its Values Today, Saqi Books, London, 1993, p. 19.; Ekrem Hakki Ayverdi,
Ayrupa da Osmanli Mimarli Eserleri, Yugoslavija, Istanbul, 2000, 2. 509.
7 See Footnote 9
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Republic of Macedonia, and so on. This central point at the highest point of the river crossing was also
marked in other ways by features emphasizing its symbolic meaning on other bridges, including some built
outside the Ottoman Empire. There was originally an ezantas$, a stone from which the ezaan or call to prayer
was repeated five times a day, at the highest point of the Old Bridge in Mostar. (This, also known as a
namazta$ or prayer stone, was not reconstructed when the bridge was rebuilt.) On the Charles Bridge in
Prague, completed in 1503, this place is occupied by a statue of St John Nepoluk, the Czech patron saint of
bridges. In the 13™ and 14™ centuries, a chapel dedicated to St Nicholas, patron saint of travelers, was built
on the bridge over the Rhone at Avignon (France). The bridge has been pulled down on several occasions,
and the pier on which the chapel stands is one of the only four piers still standing. As was the case with most
western European bridges, the Augustus Bridge over the river Elbe in Dresden (Germany), had a chapel
where mass was held for the forgiveness of sins. Some bridges thus had a religious as well as a secular
dimension (Annex VI, AVI-15).

A number of very discreet decorative features on the bridge in ViSegrad are evidence of the presence
of a Sufi stance towards building. These are not meant for the eye of the passer-by, nor for those who give
the bridge a rapid or passing glance, but for those who, in examining it closely, attempt to find in the
structure of the bridge answers to fundamental questions about time, the world and life. These are
representations of the fleur-de-lis on the spandrele walls of the bridge, above the conical terminals of the
piers, which cannot be seen with the naked eye from the river-bank, and two small stone rosettes on the left-
hand upstream, almost completely concealed angle of the bridge. The fleur-de-lis symbolizes the purity of
the feat of erecting a bridge over the Drina, peace of mind and orientation towards God'’®. The rosettes, like
the rose of Baghdad, consist of three concentric sections (Annex 1V, AIVb-23, AlVDb-24)). The outermost is
a ring, denoting the law; the central is an inset section with petals, denoting the way; and the innermost is the
eye of the rosette, in the shape of a convex hemisphere, denoting knowledge. All three sections of the rosette
are the symbol of the Truth'®, Rather dissimilar, but no less discreetly placed rosettes — at the tops of the
spandrel walls of the arches of the bridge — feature on the Sinanli Bridge (the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢
Bridge in Alpullu and on the Bilyiikcekmece Bridge in Istanbul.*™

4. Geographical and spatial attributes as well as degree of originality and characteristics of
conservation works / Geographical attributes — comparison with bridges in Bosnia and Herzegovina
and the region

Several bridges were erected in the Balkans on behalf of Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢. Of these the
most important are the Arslanagi¢ Bridge in Trebinje (Bosnia and Herzegovina) and the Vizier’s bridge in
Podgorica (Montenegro). The Arslanagi¢ Bridge in Trebinje (1563-1575) was moved from its original site
in 1966, when work began on building the hydro-electric plant on the river Trebisnjica. All the visible parts
of the bridge were made of the original stone using the method of anastylosis. In the case of the interior
parts, modern materials and techniques were also used. The Vizier’s bridge in Podgorica was demolished in
1945 (Annex VI, AVI-1, ilus., Layout of the bridge, Gojkovi¢).

The bridge over the river Neretva in Konjic was built in 1682-3 and had an overall length of 102 m,
with six arches of varying spans. The bridge is ascribed to Sinan’s pupil Ramadan-aga, who built the famous
AladZza mosque in Foca. It was built of travertine, like the ViSegrad bridge, over a river which posed the
architect similar problems to those in Visegrad. The bridge was partially demolished by German troops in
1945. (Annex VI, AVI-2, ilus., Layout of the bridge, Gojkovic).

Many Ottoman-era bridges in Bosnia and Herzegovina belong to the group of arched bridges with a
single arch. The two most commonly referred to in relation to the ViSegrad Bridge, in comparative
discussions, are the Old Bridge in Mostar (1566) and the bridge over the river Zepa, built just upstream from
its confluence with the river Drina. Along with the ViSegrad Bridge, the Old Bridge in Mostar is the most
famous structure erected by the Ottoman Empire in the Balkans.'”® The bridge in Mostar, which was added
to the World Heritage List in 2004, was built during Sinan’s lifetime, by one of his most competent and
trustworthy builders, mimar Hajruddin. However, for the Empire, the bridge in ViSegrad was obviously a far
more significant undertaking than the Mostar bridge, and even so gifted a pupil of Sinan’s as Hajruddin

1125 .C. Cooper, An Illustrated Encyclopaedia of Traditional Symbols, Thames&Hudson, London, 1978.
178 ibidem

17* see Orhan Bozkurt, op. cit.

1%see G. Goodwin, A History of Ottoman Architecture, Thames&Hudson, London, 1993, p. 313.
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could not be entrusted with beginning and completing it “how he finds best,” as was done in a number of
other cases.'”®  This bridge, of such major importance for the empire, had to be designed by an eminent
mimarbasi (leading architect). The central arch of the eleven arches of the ViSegrad bridge had a span that
was almost half that of the entire Old Bridge in Mostar. The type of stone used for the Mostar Bridge was
different, too — it is made of local white sandstone, known as tenelija, with an infill of quarry stone and
hardcore in lime mortar. The roadway of the Mostar Bridge is very steep, and is stepped to make it easier to
walk over. The roadway of the ViSegrad Bridge rises in a gentle slope towards the centre. In both the
Visegrad and the Mostar bridges, concealed relieving cavities have been identified in the sides of the arches,
designed to reduce the weight and the impact of vertical pressures on the foundations of the bridge. Similar
cavities have also been found in the structure of the arch of the bridge over the river Vardar in Skopje. The
Old Bridge in Mostar was destroyed in 1993, and reconstructed in 2004. (Annex VI, AVI-22).

Another single-arched bridge is associated with the ViSegrad Bridge, given the proximity of the two
structures and the fact that it was built right after completion of the ViSegrad Bridge. This other bridge is
assumed to have been built by Mustafa-cavus, a pupil of mimarbasi Sinan, and some authorities are of the
opinion that its founder was Mehmed Pasha Sokolovié. The bridge at the mouth of the Zepa has a single
sharply pointed arch with a span of 10.20 m, linking the two steep rocky faces of a stone cutting on the
regional road, outside the town (Annex VI, AVI-21). “It may be said without exaggeration that the bridge at
the mouth of the Zepa is among the loveliest and most elegant creations of its kind in our part of the world. .
. The bridge over the Drina is imposing on account of its size, its stylistic and technical perfection; the
Mostar bridge amazes us by its span and elegance; but if we agree that quantity is not a necessary condition
for creating a monumental impact, we shall also agree with the observation that this creation is to such an
extent poetry in stone that it is only in type and purpose that it belongs in the domain of utilitarian structures,
while the power and beauty of its expression constitutes abstract plastic art of the highest degree.”*”" The
same scholars seek to suggest how alike the architectural treatment, and possibly the same architect, of this
bridge are with those of the Visegrad Bridge with the words: “. . . We may say that the span of this arch is
closest to that of the first arch by the left bank of the bridge over the Drina (10.70 m). The depth of the arch
in the case of the ViSegrad Bridge is 85 cm, as against 75 cm in this case, the excentricity of the centers of
deformation of the ViSegrad Bridge varies, with a maximum of 106 cm, as against 160 cm on the bridge over
the Zepa. Here the several rises of a pointed arch were required because of the roadway, which was high
above the ravine.”*”® The water level of the artificial lake created by the construction of the Bajina Basta
hydroelectric power plant in Serbia is ten metres above the highest point of the bridge. To avoid its being
flooded, the bridge was dismantled and re-erected on a new site between 1966 and 1968. In transporting and
reassembling the bridge, the same methods were used as for the Arslanagi¢ Bridge in Trebinje (Annex VI,
AVI-6).

By comparison with every other major bridge in the Balkans, the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge
in ViSegrad is the most important engineering and architectural achievement, preserving the highest degree
of authenticity, thereby representing a valuable and unique testimony to classical Ottoman bridges erected in
the Balkans in the 16" century.

3.d Integrity and/or Authenticity

Authenticity

The test of authenticity conducted for the purpose of nominating the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢
Bridge in ViSegrad for inclusion on the World Heritage List is based on the Nara document on Authenticity
as it relates to the World Heritage Convention (Japan, November 1994). As noted by the Nara document, the
degree of authenticity may be judged in the light of the following factors: "form and design, materials and
substance, use and function, traditions and techniques, location and setting, and spirit and feeling, and
other internal and external factors."

176 Order of the Porte issued to Sinan to authorize Hajrudin to build the fort in Makarska, see Dz. Celi¢, M. Mujezinovi¢, Stari
mostovi u Bosni i Hercegovini (Old Bridges in BiH), Sarajevo Publishing, Sarajevo,1998, p. 58.

7 D7, Celi¢, M. Mujezinovi¢, Stari mostovi u Bosni i Hercegovini,Sarajevo Publishing, Sarajevo,1998, . 58.

178 ibidem, p. 205.
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Form and Design

Design — Authenticity of Sinan's creation

The bridge in ViSegrad is known with absolute certainty to have been designed by the architect
Sinan, and was built between 1571 and 1577. It is the last bridge ascribed to Sinan to have been built. It is
not known whether Sinan ever visited the building site of the bridge. His drawings must have been used
during construction,*”® and he was closely involved in the oversight of works at a distance, from the centre of
the Empire. Neither Sinan's drawings nor his model of the bridge have survived as a document preserving
the authentic concept of the architect, so it is impossible to determine whether, in the case of this structure or
indeed of any other bearing Sinan's signature, to what extent his original design was preserved in the final
form of the bridge. Two conclusions may be drawn from the fact that the construction was a feat of
engineering, and from the outstandingly harmonious form of the structure, which conforms to the specific
morphology of the terrain: the architect who designed the bridge must have been a master of his profession,
and he must have been well acquainted with the site, the river and the area in which the bridge was built.
The bridge in Mostar, the fortress in Makarska, and many other buildings in Bosnia are known to have been
built by Sinan's pupils or associates during his lifetime. The bridge in ViSegrad is not the work of one of
Sinan's pupils. It is impossible to ascertain just how detailed Sinan's design was, and whether there were any
changes to certain features of his original concept as building progressed. However, although the bridge is
over four centuries old, it can safely be said that the degree of authenticity of its design is comparable, at the
very least, with that of Le Corbusier's works such as Curruchet House in La Plata, Argentina and the
Carpenter Center in Cambridge, Massachusetts, USA, which were built without the architect ever seeing
them. The majority of modern buildings are erected without the architect who designed them being present
at and taking part in the construction works.

Form

The uniqueness of the ViSegrad bridge is associated largely with its form — a geniculate structure
composed of a section with eleven arches spanning the Drina, and a four-arched ramp by means of which the
bridge takes a right angle to join the left bank, following the lie of the land. This form, which was that of the
bridge on completion, has largely survived in authentic shape to this day.

In the early 19th century, a wooden tower was erected over the central section of the bridge with its
side projections. The tower was used as a customs house and guardhouse to defend it from Serbian
insurgents. It was demolished in 1886, thus restoring the original appearance of the bridge.

A few minor changes, mainly relating to the stone parapet of the bridge, have not undermined to any
significant extent this high degree of authenticity. Originally, the parapet was executed in the same way as
on the majority of other bridges from the classical Ottoman period — of stone slabs set vertically, the lower
edge of which was fixed to the string course of the bridge by means of iron dowels set in lead, and joined one
to the other by lime mortar and iron cramps set in lead at the top. In the autumn of 1896 the river Drina was
in spate, with the flood waters 1.60 m above the highest point of the roadway over the bridge. The bridge
survived the flood without much visible damage, except that the parapet (korkaluk) was swept away. In
1911 the wrecked parapet was replaced by a quarry stone wall 0.40 m thick and 1.0 m high. During repair
works on the bridge begun in 1949, following a debate on the best treatment of the parapet — whether to
restore the original korkaluk or to replace it by a quarry stone parapet that marred the visual integrity of the
bridge — the decision was taken to opt for a third type of parapet. This is the parapet that is still in place,
consisting of three courses of regular-cut blocks of travertine, the same stone as that from which the bridge
was built, thereby restoring to some extent the integrity of the material expression of the bridge.

The form of the bridge has undergone no significant changes since the day it was completed.

Materials and Substance, Traditions and Building Techniques

The bridge is entirely built of regular hand-cut blocks of travertine, extracted from a nearby quarry.
The same material was also used for the infill of the bridge.'*® Milan Gojkovi¢, however, claims that quarry
stone and river pebbles set in hydraulic mortar were used as infill.*** Lime mortar was used as binder, with
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180 Alija Bejti¢, Sokolovicev most na Drini u Visegradu (Sokolovic’s bridge over the Drina in Visegrad), Narodna uzdanica, Calendar
for 1945 (1364-5 AH), yr. XIII, Sarajevo, 1944.
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the addition of terra rossa to enhance its hydraulic qualities. The blocks were joined by hand-wrought iron
cramps, nails dowels, spikes and the like. These were set in molten lead, which was also used to seal the
joints that were not mortar-filled.

The foundations of the bridge consist of one, two or three foundation courses gradually widening
towards the base, a wooden grid, and a row of short timber piles joining the edge of the grid with the river
bed. All the materials used in building the bridge were found and prepared in its immediate vicinity (Annex
[, All-5 - AllI-17).

The travertine extracted from the Banja quarry has shown itself to be resistant to both air and water,
as a result of which the greater part of the material substance of the bridge has been preserved its originality.

The first major maintenance works on the bridge could have been carried out as long ago as the 17th
century. Although the extent of the repairs to the bridge is not known, Evliya Celebi refers to them,*®? while
Sokolovi¢ Osman says that, according to a document he found, there could have been a major flood in
ViSegrad in the 17th century, which could have led to the need for repairs.

The sources record that the bridge survived the destructive flood of 1896 almost undamaged.
However, the first works carried out on the bridge by the Austro-Hungarian authorities in 1911 revealed that
the foundations had been damaged by erosion, and the works were associated with making them good. The
works designed to make good the foundations and minor works on the piers were carried out on the basis of
prior surveys and the necessary analyses, and ensured the stability of the bridge. The original surveys show
the condition of the foundations and the degree of intervention, as does a table showing the quantity and
method of incorporating the materials (Annex 11, Alll-5 — AllI-17).

The 1911 works on the bridge can be summed up as: surveying the condition of the foundations,
reinforcing them, building the parapet wall, and some other minor works designed to help preserve the
bridge. During these repairs the dimensions and substance of the foundations were somewhat altered. Given
that, according to later estimates, the works were important to preserve the bridge, it is fair to say that they
indirectly preserved the authenticity and integrity of the bridge, outweighing the extent to which they directly
marred it.

Given its strategic importance for Austrians and its location close to the border with Serbia, the
ViSegrad Bridge was the object of strategic military planning. Taking it, being able to cross it, and
preventing the enemy from crossing it, could have a significant impact on the outcome of wars.

In 1911 the Austro-Hungarian army laid a mine chamber in the bridge. In 1914, to prevent the
Serbian army from crossing the Drina, Austro-Hungarian officers demolished one pier of the bridge as they
retreated from ViSegrad. A year later the Serbian army demolished another pier, as a result of which the
third and fourth piers of the bridge from the left (west) remained in ruinous state until 1939 (Annex VI, AVI-
1, ilus. showing demolished areas in the layout of the bridge).

"In 1939-1940 this part of the bridge was restored. The reconstruction project was drawn up by the
former Banate Administration in Sarajevo, and the execution was entrusted to the Adam Till company of
Sarajevo. The restoration was carried out with stone from the same quarry as that used when the bridge was
being built, thus restoring in full its original appearance."® The form and type of materials are authentic,
but the substance has been altered in that section of the bridge (Annex I11, Alll-20)

The next major change reflected in the authenticity of the materials and substance of part of the
bridge was the strategic military intervention of the German army as it withdrew from ViSegrad in 1943,
during World War 1I. The demolished third and fourth piers of the bridge from the left were restored, as
were the fifth and sixth (Annex VI, AVI-2, ilus. showing demolished sections). The reconstruction that
followed in 1949 was based on surveys of the bridge carried out by Milivoje Frkovi¢ in 1922-1923. As
regards the authenticity of the materials, "part of the material was rescued from the river during low water
and Wal§4rebuilt into the bridge, while the remainder was prepared in the Banja quarry, or on the works site
itself.”

"The basic concept in drawing up the project was to reconstruct the bridge in such a way that, in both
architectural details and materials, it would be faithful to the original and conform to the older remains to the
greatest extent possible. The core of the restored piers was designed and executed in concrete, but the arches

182 Evliya Celebi, Putopis (Travelogue) (trans. into Bosnian by Hazim Sabanovi¢), Sarajevo, 1967.

183 Dzemal Celi¢, Mehmed Mujezinovi¢, Stari mostovi u Bosni i Hercegovini (Old Bridges in BiH), Sarajevo Publishing, 1998,
Sarajevo, p. 185.

184 ibid., p. 185.
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and the facing of the piers and spandrel walls were of travertine from the Banja quarry, where the building
materials were extracted when the bridge was first built. Modern insulation was added to the upper surfaces,
using cement mortar and asphalt, while the actual roadway was made of granite pavement setts. The works
were entrusted to the Trasa building company of Sarajevo, and the works began that same year . . . The
works managers were engineer Sorokin, as site supervisor, and Marko ZrinusSi¢, as works foreman. This
works l1;(5)reman also had been employed on the same structure during its previous renovations, in 1939-
1940."

The material and substance are thus not authentic as regards the central section of the bridge. The
reconstruction begun in 1949 was based on the same principles as those set out in the Athens Charter, with
concrete used as a permissible material to enhance the rigidity and structural resistance of the bridge. In
1977 it was decided that the level of traffic, amounting to 10,000 vehicles per day, posed a threat to the
bridge, as a result of which a project to make good the roadway and foundation structures of the bridge was
drawn up. The project for stage 1 entailed laying insulation to prevent damp penetration from the
roadway/walkway layers of the bridge into the interior of the arches. The insulation was of asphalt mastic
and foil, over which granite slabs were laid on a layer of bitumen gravel set in a bitumen compound. The
stage 1 works were completed in 1979.

The project for stage 2 covered repairs to the foundations, and provided for:

" [-] the lowest part of the existing footings of the foundations to be given a hydraulically more
suitable form; [-]to extend the footings of the foundations right down to bedrock so that the considerable load
be transferred directly to the bedrock mass (substrate)."

"Steel sheet piles were sunk right down to bedrock around the said pier, or rather around its
foundation footings. In ground plan these formed triangular rams on both the upstream and the downstream
sides. ... major damage was filled in with concrete, while minor damage, up to about 15 cm, was left
untreated. Once this was done, the river bed was dug out around the existing footings to a depth of about 40
to 60 cm, to make way for the addition of a reinforced concrete slab. This slab, together with a well-
reinforced concrete ring around the footings, was designed on the one hand to enhance the stability of the
pier at the base, and on the other to block deposits from above [from forming] within the walls of the sheet
pile bulkhead."'®" Both the slab and the concrete ring were attached to the mass of the pier by metal binders.
These "additions" were designed by the projector to ensure the stability of the bridge in the given
circumstances, with the river bed eroded and the loss of the bond between the foundations of the pier and the
ground. River deposits were injected below the foundation footings, and into these a cement concrete
compound was injected. Three piers were repaired in this way in 1980 and 1981."*® (Annex VI, AVI-3,
ilus., p. 134 of Gojkovi¢'s book and systematized annex from Milenko Przulj text). The repair project was
drawn up by Milan Gojkovi¢, and the works were carried out by GKO Mostogradnja of Belgrade. During
the project the designer strove to avoid destroying the fabric of the monument with the new materials and
new interventions. The stability of the bridge was enhanced by interventions that were largely added as new,
"supporting or corrective" structures.

In 1984 works began on the ViSegrad hydroelectric power plant upstream from the bridge. The
impact of the power plant on the stability of the bridge has yet to be determined.

In 1986 a modern bridge was built 1.5 km downstream, and all motor traffic was diverted over this
bridge.

The greater part of the ViSegrad Bridge — five piers, six arches and the ramp — has retained its
original materials and substance. The reinforcement of the foundations has not significantly altered the
material, integrity and substance of the structure, since it constitutes an identifiable and indispensable
intervention.

185 ;i
ibidem
18 Milan Gojkovi¢, Stari kameni mostovi, Nauéna knjiga, Beograd, 1989, pp. 132-133.
187 i
ibidem
188 See ibidem and Milenko Przulj, Na Drini ¢uprija, osnovni podaci, hronologija o3tecenja, sanacije i sad$nje stanje kamenog mosta
preko rijeke Drine u Visegradu (The bridge over the Drina, basic data, chronology of damage and repairs, and current condition of
the stone bridge over the river Drina in ViSegrad), technical article, Collected research papers on building materials and construction,
n 19, Sarajevo, 1990.
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Use and Function

The bridge in ViSegrad has retained its original function as a crossing point, meeting place and
public space, but the way it has been used has differed at various times in the past. Every intention to build a
bridge is based on the intention to achieve its primary and basic function — to link the two banks of a river, to
provide a crossing from one side to the other, to link two sections of a road, to shorten the distance covered.
Over the centuries, the ViSegrad Bridge has had several purposes.

Above all, it was originally a strategic structure, linking two sections of the road between East and
West. "Actually, to say 'linked' was just as true as to say that the sun rises in the morning so that men may
can see around them and finish their daily tasks, and sets in the evening that they may be able to sleep and
rest from the labours of the day. For this great stone bridge, a rare structure of unique beauty, such as many
richer and busier towns do not possess (‘There are only two others such as this in the whole Empire," they
used to say in olden times), was the one real and permanent crossing in the whole middle and upper course of
the Drina and an indispensable link on the road between Bosnia and Serbia and further, beyond Serbia, with
other parts of the Turkish Empire, all the way to Stambul."**°

Once completed in 1577, the bridge was used by pedestrians, ox- and horse-drawn carts, combat
vehicles, horsemen, merchants and the army. Wedding and funeral processions wended their way over it.
Changes in communications and in particular in methods of transport led to changes in the load borne by the
bridge. In the 20th century, motor vehicles used the bridge; their vertical load could be met by the highest
expected original vertical load on the bridge, but vibrations and exhaust gases, noise and speed, the
incompatibility of pedestrian and motor traffic on a narrow bridge such as the one in ViSegrad, even though
the original primary function was preserved, had an impact on the original way in which it was used. The
use of the bridge for motor traffic was the reason the parapet was removed from its original position where it
met the ramp at a right angle, parallel with the river (1952). This provided motor vehicles with direct access
from the road to the bridge, avoiding the tight right-angled turn that the bridge originally had. The parapet
and original form of the bridge were restored in 1986 after the new road bridge over the Drina was built.

By Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments no. 08.3-6-101/03-5 of 2003, and
Decision of Visegrad Municipality no. 01-022-6/03, which followed hard upon the publication of the
Decision of the Commission, all motor vehicle traffic over the ViSegrad Bridge was banned. Since March
2003 the bridge has been used solely by pedestrians, more as a promenade than an everyday, obligatory
route. The extent to which the original function and use have been preserved in this case is considerable,
albeit adapted to changing ways of life in the modern age by comparison with the time when the bridge was
first built.

The second function of the bridge from its very completion derives from its use as a place of the

greatest significance in the town of ViSegrad. The bridge also served as town square, meeting place, an
open-air coffee shop, a place to idle away the hours and for the public proclamation of official decisions, and
even, at times, of verdicts. The central, wider part of the bridge, known as the kapija (gate), denoted this
focus of the public life of the town. In the award-winning novel by Ivo Andri¢, the bridge is described as
follows: "The [central terrace] on the right as one came from the town was called the sofa. It was raised by
two steps and bordered by benches for which the parapet served as a back; steps, benches and parapet were
all made of the same shining stone. That on the left, opposite the sofa, was similar but without benches. In
the middle of the parapet, the stone rose higher than a man and in it, neared the top, was inserted a plaque of
white marble with a rich Turkish inscription, a tarih, with a carved chronogram which told in thirteen verses
the name of the man who built the bridge and the year in which it was built. Near the foot of this stone was a
fountain, a thin stream of water flowing from the mouth of a stone snake. On this part of the terrace a coffee-
maker had installed himself with his copper vessels and Turkish cups and ever-lighted charcoal brazier, and
an apprentice who took the coffee over the way to the guests on the sofa. Such was the kapia."”
At the time when the bridge was used for motor traffic, this original and extremely important function for the
preservation of the authentic use of the bridge was neglected. The management plan provides for it to be
revived by holding meetings in summer, "Coffee on the Bridge," discussions, poetry evenings, art exhibitions
on the bridge and the like. The original use of the bridge can thereby also contribute to its presentation and
sustainability of use.

189 |vo Andri¢, Na Drini ¢uprija, p. 14. English translation: The Bridge over the Drina, trans. by Lovett F. Edwards, 1959, pp. 13-14
(in p/b edition, 1995).
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In both folk tradition and literary works the bridge is often shown as a place where harsh
punishments were publicly carried out. This aspect of the bridge is perhaps most strikingly described in the
Bridge over the Drina, particularly in the unforgettably disturbing account of the impaling on the stake of the
offender Radisav, who had been destroying the works on the bridge. In 1992 the bridge was used in this way
in reality, as a place of public torture and the brutal mass execution of several hundred of the inhabitants of
Visegrad.'*® By using the bridge in this way, the perpetrators altered its symbolic meaning — in the view of
the majority of citizens of Bosnia and Herzegovina the bridge is also an execution site — and this aspect of
authencity could be presented through the memorial function of the bridge as the place where people were
killed, a place of reconciliation and mutual understanding, as provided for in the management plan.

Location and Setting

The original location of the bridge remains unaltered. However, with the construction of the Bajina
Basta hydroelectric power plant in 1968, followed in 1990 by the ViSegrad hydroelectric power plant, the
setting of the bridge has lost its original features. The construction of the dam raised the water level of the
Drina, which has markedly altered the proportions of the visible part of the bridge.

The bridge was originally built to span a fast-flowing, capricious river, which dictated the
engineering treatment based on lateral forces. Since the power plants were built, the piers have largely been
submerged in calm, deep water.

These changes to the setting of the bridge have in fact done the most damage to its landscape value.

Spirit and Feeling

The bridge in ViSegrad is the symbol of their homeland for all its inhabitants; it is the most powerful
means by which they identify themselves with the place to which they belong. "From their very earliest
years, their eyes grew accustomed to the lovely lines of this great stone structure built of shining porous
stone, regularly and faultlessly cut. They knew all the bosses and concavities of the masons, as well as all
the tales and legends associated with the existence and building of the bridge, in which reality and
imagination, waking and dream, were wonderfully and inextricably mixed."*

Beyond this local significance, the immediately recognizable ViSegrad Bridge is one of the few
features that could be accorded the role of iconic representation of the identity of Bosnia and Herzegovina.
Attaching the role of symbol of the fate of Bosnia and Herzegovina to that powerful, beautiful structure is
not associated solely with its magnificent architecture. The bridge is the symbol of the potential of Bosnians
and Herzegovinians. It has ossified into a monument to the Bosnian whose name it bears, a man who
attained the heights of fame and power in the Ottoman Empire, Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢, and the Bosnian
writer who achieved the highest acclaim in the literary world, Ivo Andri¢, who bestowed on it the other name
by which it is known abroad, the Bridge over the Drina. Over the centuries the Bridge over the Drina has
acquired the further meaning of a memorial to the fate of ordinary people, uncrowned by fame — but above
all a memorial to the suffering of the several hundred people who were tortured and killed on or beside it in
the last few years of the 20th century, when human cruelty held sway over places which, like the bridge,
express the highest extent of the beauty of human skill.** The bridge is endowed with powerful symbolic
meaning; throughout its history it is invariably associated with power, strength, skill. With its location on the
frontier, in an area of perpetual human insecurity, the bridge in ViSegrad also carries the spirit of the
guardian of Bosnia. The genius loci of the bridge is imbued with the strength with which this symbolic
significance has endured throughout the centuries of its existence. Describing the feelings of the people of
Visegrad once the bridge was complete, Ivo Andri¢ says of its symbolic meaning: "Even the least of the
townsmen felt as if his powers were suddenly multiplied, as if some wonderful, superhuman exploit was
brought within the measure of his powers and within the limits of everyday life, as if besides the well-known

1%0gee, e.g.. Joe Sacco, Safe Area Gorazde, New York, 1966, and Peter Maas, Love Thy Neighbor, Knopf, New York 1996. Michael
Sells — set of texts, Of Bogomils, Race, and Ivo Andric, 7/3/96;The Saddest Eyes I've Seen: Visegrad, Ivo Andric, and Christoslavism
7/3/96; Visegrad and Andric, Conclusion: Can Evil Be Explained 7/5/96; Visegrad and Andric, Part 3, In Memory of Jasna
Ahmedspahic;

¥1yo Andri¢, Na Drini Cuprija, p. 15 (p.15 in English p/b edition)

192 geg, e.g, the altered indictment of Milan Luki¢, Sredoje Luki¢ and Mitre Vasiljevi¢, International Criminal Tribunal for the former
Yugoslavia, case no. 1T-98-32-PT, www.un.org/icty/bhs/cases/vasiljevic/indictment/vas-ai010712b.htm, see also Milan Lukic's
letter on www.visegrad.net/forum/viewtopic in which the accused and accomplice of the events in ViSegrad says that in 1992, 10,000
civilians were killed in Fo¢and ViSegrad.
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elements of earth, water and sky, one more were open to him, as if by some beneficent effort each one of
them could suddenly realize one of his dearest desires, that ancient dream of man — to go over the water and
to be master of space."

In preserving its form, function and location, the bridge has also preserved the originality of spirit and feeling
associated with it.!*

Integrity of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in Visegrad

The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge, despite being damaged in parts, has remained intact in its
formal expression. All the works carried out on it have been designed to reconstruct its integrity of form.

To this day the bridge survives as testimony to durability in the face of the changes it has undergone.

All the features that qualify the bridge as a property of outstanding value have survived in almost the
same relationships that originally pertained — construction, location, materials, and architectural details.

The integrity of the bridge has been partly, but still not significantly, undermined by changes to its
environment, altered building methods and our changing way of life. Since ViSegrad is not an area of
intensive development, the average heights of the buildings surrounding the bridge have not been
significantly altered by comparison with their original state, in contrast with other similar structures world-
wide. The greatest impact on the integral expression of the structure has been that of the raised water level
of the Drina caused by the construction of the Bajina BaSta hydroelectric power plant in Serbia, which has
left the image of the bridge above the water foreshortened and the arches shallower.

Despite this, the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge indisputably, and integrally, gives expression to
all the values that make it a heritage property of outstanding world importance. Its actual image, and the
portraits of it in literary and art works, are still equally powerfully linked and identifiable, so that it may
fairly be said that in its beauty, and the complexity of its historical images and the meanings associated with
it, the bridge continues to be a source of inspiration to its heirs, observers and visitors.

The physical appearance of the bridge, which is entirely testimony to the very acme of architectural
skill and power, is inseparable from its historic and symbolic magnitude. It is in the entirety of the bridge as
the image of reality and the bridge as the shadow of times past and future that the reasons for its nomination
for inclusion on the World Heritage List are to be understood.

(Text by Amra Hadzimuhamedovic)

193 lvo Andri¢, Na Drini ¢uprija, p. 72 (p. 66 in the English p/b edition). )
194 gee further in the section on the symbolic values of the bridge by Ljiljana Sevo, The bridge in tradition and art
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4. State of Conservation and factors affecting the Property™®

4.a Present state of conservation

Throughout its 430 years of existence the bridge has largely retained its original appearance, and is
one of the oldest surviving bridges in Bosnia and Herzegovina and indeed in the region as a whole. Previous
natural disasters, as well as dynamiting during World Wars | and 11, led to the destruction of some sections of
the bridge, which were restored to their original condition using materials similar to the original. The
construction of the Bajina BaSta hydroelectric power station (downstream of the bridge, located at the
territory of Serbia and Monte Negro) and the accompanying reservoir below the bridge has diminished its
aesthetic value. The water level of the existing lake is 2 metres higher than was originally planned. The
construction of the ViSegrad hydroelectric power station (upstream) has still further altered the hydrology of
the area.

“Through gaining visual insight into the condition of the Bridge in the period between 2003 and
December 2005, through video material relating to the condition of the underwater part of the pillars taken in
2004, and through gaining insight into the existing technical documentation, the following has been
established:

- Distortion of head walls and sedimentation of calcium hydroxide on the head walls are evident.

A long existence of the bridge has not had an adverse effect on the authentic structures and materials.

Based on underwater recordings it is obvious that there are damages to the foundation footings. Parts of
footings have been broken off, i.e. stone blocks have been broken. Apart from that, joints in the foundation
footing are open and without mortar in places.

Roadway construction, the pavement of small cobble stones between pillars 1l and VII, was laid down into a
sand layer and over a base made of broken stone in 1952, while, on the remaining part of the Bridge, it was
laid down over the authentic cobble pavement.

- Distortions of head walls and fractures along joints and undamaged stones have been registered,

mainly on the part of the Bridge that was reconstructed in 1952.
It has been established that erosion of pillars causes the greatest damage to the Bridge”*®°.
A detailed analysis of individual elements of the Bridge is given in the Management Plan (Part 4,
Conservation Management).

4.b Factors affecting the property

Assessment of the existing and potential environmental, development pressures and natural impacts
on the Mehmed —pasha Sokolovic Bridge together with the Plan to alleviate impacts is elaborated within the
Management Plan (Part 2 and 4) and projects defined within the Part 5.

I Development pressures:
IMPACT OF INDUSTRY ON THE BRIDGE:

The impact of industry on the bridge is low, with a tendency to become bigger.

“Industry is poorly developed in the ViSegrad Municipality. Important industrial plants for the
production of paint and varnish, furniture, metal industry (cables bearings) and civil engineering industry
plants are not working today due to insolvency proceedings. At this point in time, industrial plants cannot
affect the Bridge and its Protection Zone.

A plan to revitalise existing industrial plants and build new ones is vital for the development of the
Visegrad Municipality. These plans, however, must be made in accordance with the principles of sustainable
development.

In order to prevent devastation as a consequence of future economic development, it will be
necessary to base Municipal development plans on reinforcing and further development of the preconditions
for the development of tourism. In that context, future plants should be related to "clean industry”, that is, the
operation or activation of those facilities liable to endanger the environment and the fate of the

1% For detailed information see Management Plan, given in Annex I.
1% Management Plan,part 4, Conservation management.
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Municipality's treasure should be prevented™’. The Management Plan provides the goal as to follow
environmental quality standards when rehabilitating old industrial plants and construction of the new ones;
and establishes moderating measures as: sustainable development, application of the best available
technologies, following the environment quality standards. Identified projects within the Management Plan
(Part 5) refer to:
= Plan the industry development, having ,,clean production®,
= Apply the best available technologies (BAT) when planning revitalization of the existing plants and
construction of the new ones,
= Organize regular monitoring and report submittal by the plants and facilities operators,
= Organize training of interested parties in environmental protection and legal regulations in the field
of environmental protection.

(Annex I, Al-14 - List of economic and non-economic operators)

IMPACT OF THE USE OF LAND ON THE BRIDGE:

The impact of the inappropriate use of land is low.

The Decision on Designating the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge a National Monument of Bosnia
and Herzegovina has defined a Protection Zone stretching 100 meters up- and downstream from the Bridge
where it prohibits the construction of residential, commercial and agricultural facilities; the performance of
any works apart from conservation and restoration (upon approval and under professional supervision of an
appointed authority); the deposit of all forms of waste; access by motor vehicles; infrastructure works, except
in exceptional cases and upon approval from the Republika Srpska Ministry in charge of Urban Planning and
under the expert supervision of an appointed service; the construction of road infrastructure and power
facilities, quarries and other polluters whose construction or operation could be detrimental to the national
monument.

A negative impact on the Bridge and Protection Zone of the Bridge may be caused by the improper
and environmentally unadjusted use of land with no respect for the inherited architecture and Decision on the
designation of the Bridge as a National Monument.

The Management Plan in Part 4, Issue 3: Planning and Policy Framework, establishes goals to foster
protection and integration of the Bridge into planning documentation, to improve physical structures in the
Bridge surroundings and to manage the activities; and defines projects to achieve goals (Part 5).

The new Spatial Plan of the ViSegrad Municipality which will be valid until 2010 and the new Urban
Plan which will be valid until 2015 and that will include the limitations from the Decision on Designating
the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge a National Monument **® and proposed measures by the Management
Plan pertaining to this area are currently being drafted. The Management Plan defines the need for
developing regulation plans for the Bridge protection zone and for the buffer zone, and provides guidelance
for regulation plans.

IMPACT OF INFRASTRUCTURE ON THE BRIDGE:

The impact of the infrastructure works, which are not in connection with the Bridge, is at the
medium-high level.

A priority for the Bridge and its Protection Zone is the development of road infrastructure that would
take on all transit traffic (Management Plan, Part 4, Issue 4: Traffic and Parking Management) as well as the
possible construction of a new bridge to connect the two parts of ViSegrad on the right(east) and left(west)
bank of the Drina. It is also important to construct infrastructure to improve use of the Bridge and its
Protection Zone and enhance it as a tourist attraction: lighting, canals for draining rainwater, benches, a
promenade, bicycle paths, piers for boats, platforms, catering establishments. The construction of
infrastructure in the protected zone which is not in direct aid of the Bridge, such as landlines, aqueducts,
heating systems, etc. could be detrimental to the Bridge's Protection Zone.

Any construction of infrastructure and infrastructure works in the Protection Zone of the Bridge has
to be conducted, following the Decision proclaiming the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge as National

97 Management Plan, Part 2
198 commission to Preserve National Monuments, Decision no : 08.2-6-101/03-5
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Monument, only with a permit issued by the Ministry in charge of regional planning of the Republika
Srpska.

Management Plan establishes the goal to plan special protection measures in the case of
infrastructure works in the Bridge protection zone (Part 4); and defines the moderating measures and projects
(Part 5) as produce a plan of Bridge protection in the case of infrastructure works; plan material and
technical resources, which are the least threatening to the Bridge protection zone and the environment;
produce a plan of rehabilitation of protection zone damages and its reinstatement and to organize training of
the personnel in protection measures, before commencement of the works.

I1 Environmental pressures

IMPACT OF CLIMATE ON THE BRIDGE:

The impact of climate on the Bridge is low.

The climate in the ViSegrad valley is moderate continental with long and warm summers and cold
winters.

Snow cover and ice formed in the wintertime reduce the safety on the Bridge. The Bridge is paved
with stone slabs that are very slippery even when covered with a thin layer of glazed frost.
The goals established within the Management Plan (Part 4, Issue: 2.2) is to enable a safe usage of the Bridge
during the wintertime and to avoid the destruction of the stone surface of the Bridge by using abrasive and
aggressive agents. Moderating measures defined are : regular cleaning, strewing with sand, salt and adequate
ice thawing agents; and projects defined as: to ensure equipment and funds for the winter road service for the
purpose of bridge maintenance, to include bridge maintenance in the Plan of activities of the Public Utilities
Company as a priority and to educate personnel as to the specific nature and importance of regular
maintenance of the Bridge and the Bridge protection zone.

IMPACT OF WATER QUALITY ON THE BRIDGE:

The impact of drainage of the town's waste waters to the Bridge and Protection Zone of the
Bridge is low.

The river Drina is a clean river rich in fish. The flow of Drina down to Ljubovija is the original and
natural habitat of the huchen (H. hucho) which is a protected species. The huchen thrives in clean waters
whose temperature is low and which are rich in oxygen. This fish is very sensitive to pollutants, so its
presence in the Drina near ViSegrad gives a good indication of the cleanness of the water.

It is possible to expect for the quality of waters to become worse by the revitalization of the existing
industrial plants/or by the construction of new ones, which would significantly reduce the touristic potential
ViSegrad.

Therefore, the Management Plan includes monitoring of the water quality (Part 4, Issue 2.3),
provides the goal to retain the quality of the Drina River water in ViSegrad and prevent jeopardizing the
current quality. ldentified moderating measures are sewerage system, main drain, waste water treatment
plant, water quality control. Proposed projects are: connect all waste water flows into the sewerage system,
bring all sewerage lines from the city nucleus to the common main drain, prevent direct inflow of the
industrial waste water to the Drina River and construct a city waste water treatment plant (Part 4, Issue 2.2).

IMPACT OF AIR QUALITY ON THE BRIDGE:

The impact of the occasional deterioration of air quality on the bridge is low.

“ViSegrad has the first quality air. War destruction and hindered rehabilitation of industrial plants
eliminated the possibility of air pollution by inorganic and organic pollutants. Visegrad pollution sources are
households and other buildings being heated by solid fuels, as well as the traffic. These sources slightly
aggravate the air quality. Negative impact is mostly felt when foggy, and in days of air inversion, when the
concentration of black smoke, as well as the concentration of CO, and SO, increase due to burning of wood
and fossil fuels. ViSegrad has no thermal power plant. All buildings are being heated individually. The traffic
ban over the Bridge improved the air quality on the Bridge and in the Bridge protection zone. This ban
makes possible for the visitors to enjoy the Bridge values without necessary inhaling the automobiles
exhausting gases™**°,

199

Management Plan, Part 4
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Management Plan includes monitoring of the air quality (Part 4, Issue 2.3), set up the goal to prevent
jeopardizing the air quality of the Bridge and the Bridge protection zone micro-location and defines tasks as
to plan construction of new communication roads, plan construction of the thermal power plant and
connection the buildings to unique heating system and to prevent construction of industrial facilities in the
Bridge vicinity, or on the location from which it would be spread towards the Bridge, following the wind-
rose (Part 4, Issue 2.2).

IMPACT OF FLORA AND FAUNA ON THE BRIDGE:

The negative impact of flora is at the medium-high level, while fauna has no impact on the
Bridge.

The touristic potential of ViSegrad and environs is enhanced by a large number of various plant and
animal species in the area. The very fact that 60% of the ViSegrad Municipality area is forested and that the
Drina river is rich in autochthonous fish says enough of the possibility to add various other touristic activities
to the visits to the Bridge.

The appearance of grass and weeds in the fissures of the Bridge and between the slabs may cause the

development of cracks in the slabs and permanent ,corrosion* of the stone blocks, as well as the
deterioration of the Bridge’s appearance.
Management Plan includes bio-monitoring of growth of flora on the Bridge and growth of weeds in the
protection zone (Part 4, Issue 2.3), set up the goal to prevent growth of grass and weed in fractures and
joining of Bridge stone blocks and defines reduction measures as to remov of grass and weed and tasks as to
prepare a plan for clearing the Bridge of grass and weed and define the best way to remove grass and weed,
with the least possible usage of chemicals (herbicides) (Part 4, Issue 2.2).

IMPACT OF LANDSCAPE ON THE BRIDGE:

The impact of landscape on the bridge is at the medium-high level.

The landscape has a significant effect on the image of the Bridge. The banks of the Drina river in the
Bridge's Protection Zone and beyond have not been cultivated. The Protection Zone lacks both technical and
horticultural design. Therefore, the un-landscaped surrounding area may have a negative impact on the visual
and aesthetic impression of the Bridge.

ViSegrad's surrounding areas possess exceptionally beautiful landscapes with attractive scenic views
from the hills and mountains rich in flora and fauna.

The Planning and Policy Framework issue of the Management Plan (Part 4, Issue 3) foresees
technical and horticultural design for the First Protection Zone of the Bridge and the regulation of the Drina
riverbed.

(Available documentation, Study of climate features of the wider area of the municipality of ViSegrad
planned to be used for drafting the spatial and urban development plan)

111 Natural Disasters and Risk Preparation

Floods

The Drina River is the biggest river in the region, which is spanned by the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢
Bridge. The Drina begins where the Tara and Piva rivers merge (Annex Il, All-2). It flows from the south to
the north. The Drina is the largest tributary of the Sava, which flows into the Danube and belongs to the
Black Sea catchment area. The river is 341 km long.

The area of ViSegrad was struck by a number of heavy floods. The heaviest flood happened in 1896,
when the level of the Drina River went up 1,60 m above the Bridge.

So far three hydro-electric power plants have been built on the Drina River: the HE ViSegrad, HE
Bajna Basta and HE Zvornik.

IMPACT OF FLOODS ON THE BRIDGE:
The impact of floods on the Bridge is very big.
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Floods can cause serious damage to the Bridge, have negative impacts on the structure of the Bridge,
its stability and appearance. Floods can cause serious damages to the Drina River banks, i.e. the Protection
Zone of the Bridge.

“These elements cannot be influenced in that they would be eliminated, however, with a good
planning system flooding in the Bridge zone can be prevented in that the hydro-accumulations would serve
as compensation dams. In case the water inflow is such that the hydro-accumulation cannot take all the
waters, it is necessary to have a plan of urgent measures aimed in the first place at protecting the Bridge. The
implementation of these plans is not possible without a good system of early warning and reporting, as well
as without a good coordination between all relevant bodies of authority of the Municipality of ViSegrad,
especially the coordination with the hydroelectric power plants Visegrad and Bajna Basta™?®.

Therefore, the Management Plan defines reduction measures as to prepare the flood prevention plan
in cooperation with the hydroelectric power plants ViSegrad and Bajna Basta, sett up of an early warning and
reporting system, flood defence plan and a system of urgent measures with special regard to the Bridge
protection and elaborate a plan of coordination between civil protection and the hydroelectric power plants
within the flood defence system (Part 4, Issue 2.1).

With proper regulation, the HE ViSegrad and HE Bajina BaSta storage lakes can have a
compensatory function in the event of high precipitation. To achieve this goal, the Management Plan assess
the impacts of the both hydroelectric plants (Part 2), set up the monitoring system (Part 4, issue 2.3) and
defines projects to be taken (Part 5).

The impact of the HE ViSegrad on the Bridge is substantial.

“The overflow fields with segment stop valves to control the quantity of overflow waters were
identified on the dam for the purpose of evacuation of ten-thousand-year waters (Q 10 000 =5325 m3/s). This
significantly reduces the possibility of floods in the area of ViSegrad. In addition, the storage lake retains the
waste that comes down with precipitation waters (During the heavy precipitation events, waters would bring
chunks of wood, stones and even logs down to the Bridge).

A construction permit was issued to the HE ViSegrad under the condition that the company JP
Elektroprivreda SR BiH (today’s JP Elektroprivreda RS) do the improvement of the Drina river bed
downstream of the dam to the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovié¢ Bridge, as well as the repair of the damaged piers of
the Bridge. The company JP Elektroprivreda Republike Srpske has not thus far fulfilled this obligation”?®*.

The Management Plan defines reduction measures as to standardize water release regime, taking
great waters during spring and fall, maintaining the ecological minimum during droughts; and prescribes the
following tasks:

= Harmonize the flood prevention plan with the plans of the hydroelectric power plant ViSegrad.

= Harmonize the flood defence plan and the system of urgent measures with the plans of the
hydroelectric power plant Visegrad.

= Commit the hydroelectric power plant ViSegrad to carry out continuous measurements and inform of
the amount of water released from the accumulation, and especially to keep the ecological minimum.

= Commit the hydroelectric power plant ViSegrad to prepare a plan for taking great waters and a plan
of coordination with the hydroelectric power plant Bajna Basta regarding the release of accumulation
waters.

In order to secure that the public company JP Elektroprivreda Republike Srpske meets the
obligations from the construction permit, the Management Plan defines the measures (Part 4, issue 2.1) as to
carry out the regulation of the Drina riverbed downstream from the dam to the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢
Bridge and to support repair of the Bridge pillars in accordance with the requirement from the construction
permit and results from the research works prescribed in the Conservation Management (Part 4, issue 1).

The impact of the HE Bajna Basta is big.

200 Management Plan, Part 4, Issue 2.1
201 Management Plan, Part 2
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The storage lake of the HE Bajna Basta poses a threat to the stability of the Bridge, causes erosion of
the piers, and spoils the appearance of the Bridge as the visible height of the piers becomes smaller.
The Management Plan (Part 4, Issue 2.1) set up the goal to prevent negative influence of the Bajna Basta
accumulation, defines the reduction of the accumulation level to the planned one and prescribes the projects
(Part 5) as: bilateral agreement between Bosnia and Herzegovina and Serbia and Montenegro to regulate the
reduction of the level of the Bajna BaSta accumulation to the planned one; prepare a plan to repair the
accumulation bank area in case of reducing the level of the Bajna BaSta accumulation to the planned one and
prepare a plan to repair the Drina bank downstream from the Bridge after the reduction of the accumulation
level.

Risk Preparation

The main objective of the Plan to alleviate the existing and potential negative environmental impacts
on the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge is to ensure the acceptability of the Plan in view of the identified
negative influences, provide for the efficient implementation of the alleviation measures, identify the
institutions responsible for the implementation of the Plan, establish the supervision over the implementation
of the recommended alleviation measures as well as set up a programme of regular monitoring of the
environment and measures taken. Based on a well-established monitoring system and a good database such
activities can be planned that would prevent or reduce the negative influence of environment upon the
Bridge.

If managed properly, the storage lakes of the HE ViSegrad and the HE Bajna BaSta may serve as
compensation storage lakes that will take in large quantities of water in the course of heavy precipitation
events.

Apart from the above stated objective, the Plan of alleviation measures identifies the needs to
provide education for the local population and the wider community about the protection of the environment
and cultural heritage.

The Plan of alleviation measures is an integral part of the Management Plan (Part 4, Issue 2).

IV Tourism pressure and visitors

The negative impact of tourism on the Bridge is low, today.

The negative impact of tourism is manifested through dumping waste at the Bridge and protected
zone of the Bridge, graffiti writing, destroying green areas, etc.

The existing state and number of visitors (and to a lesser degree - tourists) does not constitute a
considerable problem for the bridge in terms of physical load or potential damage. The reason lies in the fact
that the number of visitors is small and they linger on the bridge relatively briefly.

However, the development of tourism and a more aggressive approach to offering tourist attraction,
as well as the creation of advertising aimed at potential visitors and tourists, demands that this problem be
considered from the very beginning. The ViSegrad Municipality possesses great potential for the
development of tourism and for combining the tourist attraction of the Bridge with other offers: the narrow
gauge railway, the Dobrun monastery, the church and mosque in Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢'s village, spa
tourism, hunting and fishing tourism, village and eco tourism, etc. The aspect of developing tourism is
elaborated within the Management Plan (Part 4, Issue 5).

As far as the protection of the Bridge itself is concerned, there must be continuous control (at regular
time intervals determined on the basis of the number of visitors) of possible damages and activities must be
initiated to repair such damages and prevent further ones. These controls are to be implemented under the
jurisdiction of the ViSegrad Municipality, and under monitoring of the Bridge Commission. The
Management Plan determines an approach tourism development strategy and provides ways of preventing
the potential negative effects of tourism (Part 4, Issue 2.3 and Issue 5).

V. Number of inhabitants
Visegrad has a population of approximately 6000, while the entire Municipality of ViSegrad has
19.419 inhabitants, according to an assessment of the Statistics Institute of RS done in 2004.

The negative impact of the population on the Bridge is low.
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The negative impact of the population on the Bridge is manifested through dumping waste at the
Bridge and protected zone of the Bridge, graffiti, destruction of green areas, etc.

Management Plan determines the educational activities about a responsible attitude towards sites that
are visited (Parts 4 and 5, Issues 5 and 7) Ordinances prohibiting littering, destruction of plant life and
devastation of the area should be properly marked and a sufficient number of litter bins should be provided
as well as their regular maintenance (Part 4, Issue 2.2, Goal 2.2.6) Finally, the last link in the chain is the
organisation and engagement of and ecological police force that would implement preventive measures and
sanction inappropriate behaviour.

(Text by Mirela Mulali¢-Handan)
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5. Protection and management of property?”

5.a Ownership
The bridge is government owned.
8 facilities in the Protection Zone are privately owned.

5.b Protective designation

= By Ordinance no. 1099/51, issued by the Institute for Protection of Cultural, Historical and Natural
Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina, the Bridge was placed under the state protection. By
Ordinance no. 02-741-3, dated 18 April 1962, it was registered in the Immovable Cultural
Monuments Register, under the number of 208, as a cultural monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina.

= During a session held on 27 and 28 March 1990, the Commission for Categorization of Architectural
Heritage, appointed by Ordinance no. 10-338-8/89, issued by the Institute for Protection of Cultural,
Historical and Natural Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina, issued an Opinion that the Mehmed
Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge should be listed as a Category | asset of cultural and historical heritage,
pursuant to Article 14 of the Law on Protection of Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina .

= The Bridge was classified as Category 0 - monument of international importance in the Regional Plan
for BiH up to 2002 .

= The historical monument - the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad - is a national monument
of Bosnia and Herzegovina, as laid down in the Decision no.08.2-6-101/03-5, issued at the 6th
session of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments, held on 25 January, 2003 (see
www.aneks8komisija.com.ba). The provisions relating to the protection and rehabilitation measures,
for the National Monument designated by the Commission, set forth the Law on the Implementation
of the Decisions of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments. All executive and
development planning acts that are not in accordance with the provisions of the Decision are hereby
revoked.

Foollowing legislation provide protection for the monuments:

- Official Gazette of Republika Srpska no. 9/02, Law on the Implementation of the Decisions of the
Commission to Preserve National Monuments, established pursuant to the Annex 8 of the General
Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina, from 2002.

- Official Gazette of BiH n0.33/02 provisional List of National Monuments (Decision of the Commission
to Preserve National Monuments) pp. 1250-1259, from 2002.

- Official Gazette of Repubilka Srpska no. 79/02, Law on the Spatial Arrangement, from 2002,

- Official Gazette of Repubilka Srpska, n0.11/95, Law on Cultural Goods, from 1995

- Official Gazette of Republika Srpska, no. 22/00, Criminal Code of Republika Srpska

(Annex I: Al-9, Al-10, Al-11, Decisions of the Institute and Enactment Clause of the Decision)

5.¢c Means of implementing protective measures.
Responsibilities for the enforcement of the Commission’s decisions lies with the Entity
Governments and the ministries responsible for regional planning.

On the level of Republika Srpska,

- The Government of Republika Srpska (RS) is responsible for ensuring and providing the legal,
scientific, technical, administrative and financial measures necessary to protect, conserve,
display and rehabilitate the National Monument.

- Ministry of Urban Planning, Public Utilities, Construction and the Environment of RS is
responsible for implementation of the legislative protective measures.

202 For detailed information see Management Plan, given in Annex I.
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- Institute for protection of cultural-historic and natural heritage of RS is responsible for the expert
supervision of the works on National Monument as it is proclaimed by the Decision of the
Commission to Preserve National Monuments.

- Authorities in charge of urban planning and land registry affairs are notified of the Decisions and
the Authorized Municipal Court is notified for the purposes of registration in the Land Register.

Since the Commission passed its Decision designating the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in
ViSegrad a National Monument in January 2003 until December 2005, the following activities have been
realised:

- The Government of Republika Srpska has secured 100 000 KM ( 50 000 €) in 2005 for

implementing activities to protect the Bridge.

- The Government of Republika Srpska determined a budget of 250.000 EUR for cultural and

historical heritage in 2005, which is the first such allocation since its establishment by the
General Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina from 1996. The portion of
the budget dedicated to the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge is 20% of the total annual budget
of the RS Government for cultural and historical heritage in 2005.

The Institute for the Protection of Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of Republika Srpska is
entrusted with the implementation of the resources provided by the Government of Republika Srpska.

The current state and measures of protection of the Bridge are a result of the status it was accorded
through law regulations, planning documentation and administrative mechanisms established by the town
and the state for the Bridge and its surrounding area.

The Draft Urban Plan of Republika Srpska for the period until 2015 provides a critical assessment of
the state of architectural heritage, defines goals and principles of protection and recommends general
protection measures for properties on the territory of Republika Srpska, including the Mehmed Pasha
Sokolovi¢ Bridge.

Urban authorisation and licences for construction in the Protection Zone of the Bridge are to be
issued by the RS Ministry of Urban Planning, Construction and Ecology on the basis of urban and technical
approved by an authorised professional institution. The Institute for the Protection of Cultural, Historical and
Natural Heritage of Republika Srpska is also involved in this activity as it controls whether the conditions are
met in the technical documentation.

The local administration, by way of its services, as well as the RS inspections are in charge of
monitoring and control of activities in the field.

The Bridge's status and protection measures have been defined by the Decision, but future treatment
and protection of the Bridge require adequate urban planning documentation that will provide a precise
definition of the conditions of regulation for the area surrounding the Bridge. These are the main
preconditions for the functioning of the mechanism to implement planning documentation. They are defined
by law and pertain to institutional competencies in controlling the making of planning and technical
documentation and monitoring their realisation in the field. The Management Plan defines activities and
responsible authorities in order to foster protection and integration of the Bridge into planning
documentation (Management Plan, Part 4, Issue 3)

5.d Existing plans related to municipality and region in which the proposed property is located (e.g.,
regional or local plan, conservation plan, tourism development plan)

Agreed plans relating to the property:

- Decisions of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments, which grants to the Bridge the
highest degree of protection. All executive and development planning acts not in accordance
with the provisions of the Decesion are hereby revoked.

- Management Plan for the Mehmed pasha Sokolovic Bridge in Visegrad (Annex I)

- Preliminary Technical Assessment.
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The other existing planning acts, with the broad planning policies are®®:
Medium-term Development Strategy BIH-PRSP 2004-2007,

- Urban Development Plan of ViSegrad, 1990,

- Development Strategy of the Municipality of ViSegrad, 2004-2010,

- Regional Plan of the Republika Srpska to 2015, RS Assembly,

- Town Plan of the Municipality of ViSegrad to 2010,

- Urban development plan of ViSegrad to 2015;

(See Annex | and Annex II:

Al-11: Enactment clause of the Decision

Al-17: Decision of the Ministry for Civil Affairs BiH to adopt the PTA

Al-18: Decision of the Commission to adopt the PTA

Al-19: Decision of the Municipal Council to adopt the Management plan

All-17: Regional Plan of the Republika Srpska to 2015, RS Assembly, from the RS Regional Plan
All-18: Regional Plan of the Republika Srpska to 2015, RS Assembly, from the RS Regional Plan.)

Available documentation:
Urban Development Plan of ViSegrad, 1990, Institute for architecture, urban and spatial
planning of the Faculty of Architecture in Sarajevo.
Development Strategy of the Municipality of ViSegrad, 2004-2010.

5.e Property management plan or other management system
Legal Status

Pursuant to the Article V para. 4 Annex 8 of the General Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia
and Herzegovina (Official Gazette of Republika Srpska no0.9/02.) and Article 39 para. 1 of the Rules of
Procedure of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments, at the 25 January 2003, designated the
historical monument of Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge as a national Monument of Bosnia and
Herzegovina. A National Monument is an asset or property that the Commission to Preserve National
Monuments has designated as national monument, a well as assets or properties registered on the Provisional
List of National Monuments of Bosnia and Herzegovina. The national monument benefits from the highest
degree of legal protection.

Responsible institutions
- Atthe state level, the Commission to Preserve National Monuments.,
- Atthe Entity level: the Government of Republika Srpska, ,
- The Ministry of Urban Planning, Public Utilities, Construction and the Environment of RS,
- Institute for protection of cultural-historic and natural heritage of RS,
- Municipality Visegrad
- Bridge Commission.

Management Plan recommends the establishment of the Bridge Commission®®. It has been
envisaged that the Municipality Visegrad should permanently employ one person as the Bridge Commission
Coordinator. The Municipality of ViSegrad would bear the costs relating to office equipment and the
operation of the Bridge Commission Coordinator. The other members of Bridge Commission are part of the
existing menagement structures: Commission to Preserve National Monuments and Institute for Protection of
Cultural-Historic and Natural Heritage of RS.

= Commission to Preserve National Monuments responsible for international activities relating to
heritage, monitor and consider the state of affairs and activities that might endanger the Bridge.

Notifies the relevant Entity and other authorities (ministries, institute for heritage protection and

local authority) about activities endangering the monument and proposes measures for its protection

in accordance with the law.

202 for more see Management Plan, Part 3
204 Management Plan, Part 4, Issue 9
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= Within the existing organisation the Coordinator would have the obligation to report to the
Commission, as a priority, and then also to the Municipality and the Institute for the Protection of
Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of Republika Srpska. The Commission shall request the
Republika Srpska Ministry of Regional Planning to conduct inspections and implement legal
measures. The Commission shall also request the Government of Republika Srpska to meet the
financial conditions for the protection of the national monument, thus including its participation in
financing such projects relating to the protection of the Bridge, i.e. the Protection Zone I.

= Institute for protection of cultural-historic and natural heritage of RS is responsible for the expert
supervision, works of conservation and restoration as it is proclaimed by the Decision of the
Commission to Preserve National Monuments.

The Municipality Visegrad adopted the Management Plan, which make it responsible for abiding by
the provisions defined in the Plan and for its implementation.

The Presidency of Bosnia and Herzegovina adopted conclusion to support Nomination File and
Management Plan at the session and therefore should recommend to the responsible institutions to support its
implementation.

5.f Sources and levels of finance

Commission to Preserve National Monuments is responsible for implementation of all projects
founded through international or foreign founds in accordeonce with Decree of Presedency (Official Gazette
of BiH no. 29/02).

The Government of Republika Srpska is responsible for ensuring and providing the legal, scientific,
technical, administrative and financial measures necessary to protect, conserve, display and rehabilitate the
National Monument, pursuant to the Law on the Implementation of the Decisions of the Commission to
Preserve National Monuments.

The Government of the Republika Srpska provided 100 000 KM ( 50 000 €) in 2005 for the
implementation of the activities to protect the Bridge.

In order to improve sources and levels of finance, the Management Plan assess the revenues from the
tourism activities, possible economic benefits from the Bridge conservation, grants or donations, income
generation after taxes, stimulation of the net private investments (Part 4, Issue 10). The Management Plan
setts up the goals as to create stable and sufficient sources of financing; use taxes and rents as a source of
financing; use a part of the revenues collected from tourism (income received via taxes from tour operators,
hotels and restaurants for the efforts in maintaining the Bridge, income from visitors’ fees — the Bridge
Museum, galleries, churches and licensed souvenirs); use budgets at different levels as a source of financing
and to develop arrangements for identifying and accessing external funds; and prescribed the projects within
the Part 5; Issue 10.

5.g Sources of expertise and training in conservation and management techniques

- Commission to Preserve National Monuments and Council of Europe “Regional  Integrated

Rehabilitation Project Plan / Survey of the architectural and archaeological heritage (IRPP/SAAH)”

- Institute for the Protection of Cultural-historical and Natural Heritage of the RS

- Faculty of Architecture and Urban Planning, Sarajevo University

- Faculty of Architecture and Urban Planning, Banja Luka

- Faculty of Civil Engineering in Banja Luka

- Faculty of Civil Engineering in Sarajevo

Apart from the employees in the Institute of the RS, the external associates from the Faculties of Civil
Engineering of Banja Luka and Sarajevo were recruited to draft the Project of structural repair of the bridge’s
piers. The research works are planned to continue in 2006, along with the activities to produce the project
documentation.

The Management Plan identifies the need for education as for introducing all interested subjects to the
significance of the Bridge as a national monument, the Management Plan for the Bridge, the possibilities of
sustainable development of the ViSegrad Municipality where the Bridge is to play a crucial role in the
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development of tourism, eco-tourism and organic agriculture, and to the possibilities of active participation
in implementing the Management Plan (Part 4 and 5, Issue 7).

5.h Visitor facilities and statistics

“The tourism activity associated with the Bridge is a generator of income for the area.
Analysing the data available for the other tourist places in Bosnia and Herzegovina with regard to the
number of the tourists on the annual basis, and taking into account available tourist premises in the ViSegrad,
as well as other activities and preparatory work needed to be done, the Management Plan force about 20 000
visitors in the first year and increase gradually and stabilize somewhere between 30000 and 40000 visitors
per year. This will represent a significant boost for the local and regional economy™?®.

“The existing potentials of the Municipality imply the possibility of developing a tourism offer intended

for various market segments:

- cultural and historical heritage of the Municipality, primarily the ViSegrad Bridge, but also the
childhood home of Nobel Laureate Ivo Andric are important preconditions for the development of
cultural tourism,

- the Dobrun Monastery with a collection of icons and its accompanying elements of religious
architecture is another potential for tourism development intended for tourists and visitors interested
in religious sites,

- health spa services

- various activities related to eco-tourism, outdoor activities, tours in environments of untouched
nature, study of endemic plant life,

- hunting, fishing and rafting

- art colony events and activities, literary meetings dedicated to the life and works of Ivo Andri¢,

- additional activities that could be organised during the height of the tourism season in relation to the
history of the Bridge — various performances, meetings, catering events that would enliven the
Bridge and its surroundings.

For reviving economic potentials and individual economic systems, tourism should be seen as a
source of income for companies, entrepreneurs and the municipality as far as the activation of certain
capacities is concerned.

In that respect, increasing tourist visits would contribute to increasing the income and business for
the recreation centre (health spa), the ViSegrad hotel, the proposed by the Management Plan establishment of
the Bridge Museum and a museum that could be established in Ivo Andri¢'s childhood home, as well as room
and board income for the monastery inn (pending completion of construction works) and income of all
accompanying contents such as local shops, restaurants and catering establishments, shops that would sell
souvenirs and other products related to the cultural sites of Visegrad.

According to the data and results of the survey, income from tourism (presented in Bosnian-
Herzegovinian statistics only as income from catering, but pertaining to room and board) has multiplication
effects in the amount of 1.20 to 1.64 depending on the quality and scope of accompanying contents”?%.

The Management Plan setts up the goal as to create tourist activities and improve accommodation
capacities that will facilitate the attraction and accommodation of tourists and visitors in accordance with the
standards of tourism offer based on the provisions of the World Tourism Organisation (Para 4, Issue 5) and
defines the projects to achieve the goal (Para 5).

(Available documentation:
Cultural and natural resources as a base for tourism development)

5.i Policies and programmes related to the presentation and promotion of the property
Promotion policies
Promotion policies focus on the universal values of the Bridge and on its endangered status.
Commission to Preserve National Monuments after adopting Decision to Designate the Bridge as
National Monument of Boshia and Herzegovina, and considering its state of conservation also adopted

205

Management Plan, Part 4, Issue 10
Management Plan, Part 1, para 1.11 Economic interests

206

56



Decision to inscribe the Bridge on the List of most endangered monuments of BiH in 2003, as one of three
priorities for protection. (List of endangered monuments in Bosnia and Herzegovina, established by the
Commission in 2003.)

In 2003. the Commission launched the campaign for endangered monuments “Cultural Memory —
Vanishing Treasury” in order to raise awareness of the public about the importance of heritage and also to
collect donations for their protection. One part of the campaign is the exhibition and multimedia presentation
of endangered monuments. As the Bridge is considered to have priority, the promotional materials for Bridge
were specially designed for the campaign. The exhibition have been hold around cities of Bosnia and
Herzegovina and abroad, International Monetary Fund and World Bank in Washington 2003., within UN
Habitat event in Barcelona in2004, Siracusa-ltaly in2003., Beograd in SCG in 2005, World Congress of
Architects in Istanbul in 2005.

- The Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in Visegrad is inscribed on the List of 100 most endangered
sites for 2006 World Monument Watch,

- The Bridge is also placed on the Priority Intervention List of the Council of Europe / European
Commission in 2004.

- In 2005 the Commission to Preserve National Monument and local expert engaged together with
experts of Council of Europe drawn up Preliminary Technical Assessment of the Bridge.

- Through the Commission’s project of the unique identification and signage system of national
monuments in BiH the Bridge is presented at notice board posted at the very site with basic data’s
on moment.

- The Bridge is presented at the web page of the Commission. www.aneks8komisija.com.ba

- Asan inspiration, the Bridge was a part of the popular creative endeavours, being mentioned in the
works of writers and artists.

To improve existing policies and programmes related to the presentation and promotion of the
Bridge, the Management Plan elaborates the activities to be undertaken as establishment of the Centre for
admittance and information, promotional materials (brochures, guides-handbooks, books), putting up signs
(signs on main roads, signs at the vicinity and location of the Bridge, warning signs); video presentations
(continuous slide presentation and presentation on video cassettes and CDs) and guides-companions.?”’

See Annex I:
Al-13: Decision of the WMF to enter the Bridge on the List of 100 most endangered
properties in 2006
Al-15: Excerpt from PIL of the Council of Europe

Folder 4 of the Nomination File:
Commission to Preserve National Monuments, Exhibition catalogue
Commission to Preserve National Monuments, Brochure of the Bridge

5.J Staffing levels (professional, technical, maintenance)
1. Commission to Preserve National Monuments

i. At its 119th session, held on 21 December 2001, pursuant to Annex 8 of the General
Framework Agreement for Peace in BiH and its Decision on the Commission, the
Presidency of BiH issued a Decision on the appointment of the members of the
Commission, consisting of 3 domestic and 2 international members who are experts in
field of history of art and architecture, history, architecture conservation.

ii.  Secretariat of the Commission, consists of professional, experienced staff specializing
respectively in archaeological heritage, architectural heritage, architectural heritage
ensembles and cultural landscapes, movable heritage items, legal affairs, financial affairs
and technical matters.

207

for more see Management Plan, Part 4, Issue 5

57



RS Institute for protection of cultural-historic and natural heritage consists of expert staff from
field of architecture, history of art, history, archaeology, conservation of architecture and art,

ethnology.
Municipality of ViSegrad, urban planning department consists of experts from the field of

architecture and urban planning.
Bridge Commission (see para 5.e, Responsible institutions)
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6. Monitoring®®

The effects causing damages on the Bridge are multifaceted. In time, either individually or
as part of the group, depending on their nature, intensity or duration, they came to be a cause of a
damage on the Bridge.

In order to monitor the condition of some parts of the Bridge, the Management Plan foresees
establishment of a monitoring system. The monitoring system is based on establishing a series of
traverse points and bench marks necessary for a precise levelling and for monitoring their
movements. This includes a detailed visual survey of the bridge®®.

The Management Plan also includes the monitoring of the environmental impacts on the

Bridge: quantity and quality of waters, air quality, flora and fauna and waste®'°.

6.a Key indicators for measuring state of conservation

Here are the key indicators signaling the change of the Bridge’s condition and jeopardized

structural stability:

indicator

periodicity

Location of records

Stability or degree of the movement of
structural elements

ViSegrad Municipality is obliged to
submit to the Commission to Preserve
National Monuments all monitoring
reports regularly during a year, and the
annual monitoring report every year.

1 Foundations

1.1 Footing of piers I, 11, IV and VII —
degree of failure of the stone blocks;
1.2 footing of piers 111, IV and VII -
degree of erosion of couplings.

Once in two years

Institute for the protection of cultural-
historical and natural heritage of RS;

Visegrad Municipality

1.3 contact of footings and base with
piers I1,111,1V, and VII. — degree of
enlargement of caverns;

Permanently

Institute for the protection of cultural-
historical and natural heritage of RS;
Visegrad Municipality

2. Piers

Piers from 11, IV and VI

2.1- degree of erosion of stone blocks
and couplings

Permanently

Institute for the protection of cultural-
historical and natural heritage of RS;
Visegrad Municipality

3. Vaults Once a year Institute for the protection of cultural-
Vaults between piers 1l to VII historical and natural heritage of RS;
3.1- degree of destruction of the stone Visegrad Municipality

couplings

3.2— degree of sedimentation of calcium

hydroxide

4. Front walls Once a year Institute for the protection of cultural-
4.1 walls from both sides — degree of historical and natural heritage of RS;
deformation, Visegrad Municipality

4.2 degree of sedimentation of calcium

hydroxide,

4.3 degree of washing out of the

couplings

5. Pavement structure Once a year Institute for the protection of cultural-

5.1-degree of pavement deformation;
5.2- level of water concentration

historical and natural heritage of RS;
ViSegrad Municipality

2%8 For detailed information see Management Plan, given in Annex I.
2% Management Plan, Part 4, Issue 1, para Monitoring Stability of Structural Elements
219 Management Plan, Part 4, Issue 2.3: Monitoring Environmental Impacts




Apart from the indicators for monitoring the stability of the bridge, there are also indicators
for monitoring the level of impact of the environmental elements on the bridge. They are shown in

the table below:

indicator

periodicity

Location of records

1. level of waters in front of the
bridge

Permanently

Hydro-meteorological Institute of RS;
Visegrad Municipality

2. quality of waters in front of the
bridge

2.1 parameters prescribed by the law
:COD

2.2 parametres prescribed by the law:
BOD 5, pH and others

Permanently

Board for waters of RS;
Visegrad Municipality

3. air
- level of black smoke, SO2, Nox, O3

According to the law

Hydro-meteorological Institute of RS;

4. Biomonitoring

4.1 growth of flora on the bridge
4.2 growth of wild plants in
protection zone |

Every month

Public utility company;
Visegrad Municipality

5. Waste
Disposing of waste at the bridge and
protection zone |

On a daily basis

Public utility company;

(Annex 1, Al-16: PTA for the Bridge and Monitoring plan of the environmental impacts from the

Management plan)

6.b Administrative arrangements for monitoring the property

The monitoring means are indicated in the Conservation Management of the Management Plan (Part
4, lIssue 1, para Monitoring stability of structural elements), and they also include processing of the
monitoring results. After completing research works the monitoring needs to continue and the Government
of Republika Srpska has to provide in its annual budget the amount for continuous monitoring of the Bridge
stability and monitoring of the environmental factors (Para 4, Issue 2.3) that have influence upon the Bridge.

Responsible authorities are listed within the Management Plan and repeated here:
For monitoring the Bridge stability
= Institute for the Protection of Cultural-Historical and Natural Heritage of RS,

= Municipality of ViSegrad and

= The Bridge Commission, who has to integrate the monitoring results and report to the Commission

to Preserve National Monuments on a regular basis

211

For monitoring of the environmental factors
= Hydro-meteorological institute of RS,

= \Waters directorate of the RS,

= Public utility services company,

= -Municipality Visegrad and

= The Bridge Commission, who must collect the monitoring results and submit reports on the regular
basis to the Commission to Preserve National Monuments™?.

211 for more see Management Plan, Part 4, Issue 1, para Monitoring stability of structural elements
212 for more see Management Plan, Part 4, Issue 2.3
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6.c Results of previous reporting exercises
Earlier reports on state of conservation
Documentation of the HE ViSegrad:

1.

2.
3.

Report on Hydraulic Model Studies of the Impact of the HE ViSegrad Construction on the
Downstream Area,

Institute for Water Resources Management Jaroslav Cerni, Belgrade 1982.

Study of the Alluvial Soils’ Regime in the Upper Stream of the Drina River, Republic
Hydrometeorological Institute of BiH and Hydrotechnique Institute of the Faculty of Civil
Engineering of Sarajevo, 1983-84

Stydy produced as a Partnership Work of the HE ViSegrad and RAHE Bajna Basta, SOUR
Energoinvest, OOUR HigrainZenjering, Sarajevo 1983.

Study of the Impact of the Work Regime of the HE Visegrad on the Mehmed-pasa Sokolovi¢ Bridge
in ViSegrad, Faculty of Civil Engineering of the University in Belgrade, Hydrotechnique Institute,
Belgrade 1985.

Report on the Condition of the Foundations of the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge Spanning the
Drina River in ViSegrad (the so called "0" condition before putting the HE ViSegrad into operation),
Institute for Materials and Structures of the Faculty of Civil Engineering in Belgrade, 1989.

Report on establishing the auscultation points to examine the geodetic and instrumental behaviour of
the bridge — including ‘0’ reading of series I, Geodetics Institute of the Faculty of Civil Engineering
in Belgrade, 1989.

Report on unperformed repairing of the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge spanning the Drina River in
ViSegrad, Institute for materials and structures of the Faculty of Civil Engineering in Belgrade, 1989.
Main project of repairing river piers — the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge spanning the Drina River
in Visegrad, Institute for materials and structures of the Faculty of Civil Engineering in Belgrade
1991.

Documentation of the Republic Institute for the protection of cultural-historical and natural heritage of

the Republika Srpska:

1.

o &

6.

Digital form of drawings of the Main project of repairing river piers — the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovié¢

bridge spanning the Drina River in ViSegrad, Institute for materials and structures of the Faculty of

civil engineering in Belgrade, 1991, 2005.

Report on technical control of the Main project of repairing river piers - the Mehmed-pasa

Sokolovi¢ bridge spanning the Drina River in ViSegrad, produced in 1991, April 2005.

Project task for preparing the project of repairing the old bridge of Mehmed-paSa Sokolovié¢

spanning the Drina River in ViSegrad, June 2005.

Photodocumentation- condition of the bridge in the period from 1995 to 2005.

Report on underwater researches, 1977

a. The foundations of piers V and VI found to be eroded by water more than any other part of

the bridge. The connection between the stone blocks is broken. It has been noticed that the
intensity of undermining changes in the course of time.

Underwater recording made in 2004;

Commission to Preserve National Monuments:

The register contains the following:

e Decision on designation of the historical monument of the Mehmed paSa Sokolovié Bridge in
ViSegrad as a national monument, with description of location, historical information of site as
well as of the Bridge, detailed description of the Bridge, information on legal status to date,
research, conservation and restoration works and information on current state of the property;

e Documentation on the location and current owner and user of the property (copy of cadastral
plan);

e Data on the previous condition and use of the property, including drawings, descriptions and
photographs, data of war damage, data on previous restoration or other works on the property,
etc.

0 Situation plan of the wider area,
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o Drawings of the bridge made during research and conservation works in 1911/1912:

1. plans of the bridge,

2. plan of the piers of the bridge,

3. cross-sections of the bridge,

4. downstream and upstream facades of the bridge,

o0 Propositions of the structural consolidation of the piers of the bridge by professor Gojkovié¢
— expert for stone constructions, made during research and conservation works in
1980/1981,

0 Photographs on the previous condition of the Bridge, both surrounding and the bridge,

o0 Photographs on the current condition of the bridge,

o Movie made during underwater recording of the current condition of the foundations and
piers of the bridge. This movie, made in 2004, gives only a general view of the current
condition since it was not done under the leadership of bridge construction experts;

o Several published works relating to the bridge
e Technical overview: A Bridge on the Drina River, basic data .... M. Przulj, Collected Papers.... .,

1990.

e Preliminary Technical Assessment of the condition, 2005, the Commission and the Council of

Europe

0 The PTA contains an analysis of the bridge’s condition, damage assessment and diagnosis,
and proposes a type of interventions and priorities.

(Annex 1)

(Text by Mirela Mulali¢-Handan)
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7. Documentation

7.a Photographs, slides, image inventory and authorization table and other audiovisual materials

A.) Recent Photographs

1d. Format Caption Date of Photographer/ Copyright owner (if | Contact details of Non
No (slide/ Photo Director different than copyright owner exclusive
print/ (molyr) of the video photographer/direct | (Name, address, cession of
video) or tel/fax, and e- rights
of video) mail)
1. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2002 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, view Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
from the approach road National +387(0)33 276 760
Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
2. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge with surrounding, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from North, on the left side Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
of the photo, the right river mail;
bank with Orthodox church aneksBkomisija.com.ba
is showed
3. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Dino Kasalo Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from the air Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
4. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge, downstream facade, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
view from North National +387(0)33 276 760
Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
5. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Orjana Mujki¢ | Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
upstream facade, view from National +387(0)33 276 760
the right river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
6. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2004 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
upstream facade, view from National +387(0)33 276 760
the South — right river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
7. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Dino Kasalo Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
upstream facade, view from National +387(0)33 276 760
the right river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
8. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2004 | Emir Softi¢ Commission to | Obala Kulina bana 1 yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve +387(0)33 276 760
upstream facade, view from National +387(0)33 276 768 E-
the right river bank Monuments mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
9. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Dino Kasalo Commission to | Sarajevo yes

bridge in Visegrad,

Preserve

Obala Kulina bana 1
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upstream facade, view from
the left river bank

National
Monuments

+387(0)33 276 760
+387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba

10. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Dino Kasalo Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
upstream facade, view from National +387(0)33 276 760
the right river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
11. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Dino Kasalo Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
upstream facade, view from National +387(0)33 276 760
the left river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
12. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
upstream facade, view from National +387(0)33 276 760
the left river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
13. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2004 | Emir Softi¢ Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream fagade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from the left river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
14. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
upstream facade, view from National +387(0)33 276 760
the left river bank, Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
15. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from the right river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
16. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Dino Kasalo Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from the right river bank, Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
17. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Dino Kasalo Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from the right river bank, Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
18. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Dino Kasalo Commission to | Obala Kulina bana 1 yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve +387(0)33 276 760
downstream facade, view National +387(0)33 276 768 E-
from the right river bank, Monuments mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
19. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Orjana Mujki¢ | Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from the right river bank, Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
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mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba

20. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Emir Softi¢ Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from the right river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
21. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2004 | Emir Softi¢ Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from the left river bank, Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
detail mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
22. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2004 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream fagade, detail National +387(0)33 276 760
of the arch Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
23. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream fagade, detail National +387(0)33 276 760
of the niches and decoration Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
24, | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, detail of Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
the decoration National +387(0)33 276 760
Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
25. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Orjana Mujki¢ | Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, detail of Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
the mihrab (niche with National +387(0)33 276 760
inscription) Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
26. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Orjana Mujki¢ | Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, detail of Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
the mihrab (niche with National +387(0)33 276 760
inscription) Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
27. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Dino Kasalo Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, detail of Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
the inscription National +387(0)33 276 760
Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
28. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Dino Kasalo Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, detail of Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
the inscription National +387(0)33 276 760
Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
29. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, detail of Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
the inscription National +387(0)33 276 760
Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-

mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
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30. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, sofa National +387(0)33 276 760
Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
31. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Obala Kulina bana 1 yes
bridge in Visegrad, detail of Preserve +387(0)33 276 760
the sofa National +387(0)33 276 768 E-
Monuments mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
32. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Emir Softi¢ Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, detail of Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
the sofa National +387(0)33 276 760
Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
33. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, detail of Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
the corner between the National +387(0)33 276 760
Bridge and the ramp Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
34. | print | Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, detail of Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
the bridge decoration National +387(0)33 276 760
Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
B.) Archival Photographs
Id. Format Caption Date of Photographer/Direc | Copyright owner (if | Contact details of Non
No (slide/ Photo tor different than copyright owner exclusive
print/ (molyr) of the video photographer/direct | (Name, address, cession of
video) or tel/fax, and e- rights
of video) mail)
1 print | Great flood at the end of 1896 | anonymus anonymus unknown no
the 1896.
2 print | Great flood at the end of 1896 | anonymus anonymus unknown no
the 19" century
3 print | Up stream facade, an old ? anonymus anonymus unknown no
photo
4 print | The bridge before 1914 ? anonymus anonymus unknown no
5 print | The bridge after 1914 ? anonymus anonymus unknown no
6 print | The bridge between two ? Milan National unknown no
World wars Karanovic Museum
7 print | Down stream fagade, anold | ? anonymus anonymus unknown no
photo
8 print | Down stream facade anold | ? anonymus anonymus unknown no
photo
9 print | Down stream facade anold | ? anonymus anonymus unknown no
photo
10 | print | View from the left river 1992 | anonymus ZGP unknown no
bank at Mehmed-pasha
Sokolovic bridge,
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C.) Slide Documentation

1d. Format Caption Date of Photographer/ Copyright owner (if | Contact details of Non
No (slide/ Photo Director different than copyright owner exclusive
print/ (molyr) of the video photographer/direct | (Name, address, cession of
video) or tel/fax, and e- rights
of video) mail)
1. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2002 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, view Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
from the approach road National +387(0)33 276 760
Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
2. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge with surrounding, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from North, on the left side Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
of the photo, the right river mail:
bank with Orthodox church aneks8komisija.com.ba
is showed
3. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Dino Kasalo Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream fagade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from the air Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
4. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge, downstream fagade, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
view from North National +387(0)33 276 760
Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
5. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Orjana Mujki¢ | Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
upstream facade, view from National +387(0)33 276 760
the right river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
6. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2004 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
upstream facade, view from National +387(0)33 276 760
the South — right river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
7. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Dino Kasalo Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
upstream facade, view from National +387(0)33 276 760
the right river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
8. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2004 | Emir Softi¢ Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
upstream facade, view from National +387(0)33 276 760
the right river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
9. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Dino Kasalo Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
upstream facade, view from National +387(0)33 276 760
the left river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
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10. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2004 | Emir Softi¢ Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from the left river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
11. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Dino Kasalo Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from the right river bank, Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
12. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Emir Softi¢ Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from the right river bank Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
13. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2004 | Emir Softi¢ Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, view National +387(0)33 276 760
from the left river bank, Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
detail mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
14. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Orjana Mujki¢ | Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, detail of Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
the mihrab (niche with National +387(0)33 276 760
inscription) Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
15. | slide Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic 2005 | Mirzah Foco Commission to | Sarajevo yes
bridge in Visegrad, Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
downstream facade, sofa National +387(0)33 276 760
Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
D.) Video Documentation
Id. Format Caption Date of Photographer/Direc | Copyright owner (if | Contact details of Non
No (slide/ Photo tor different than copyright owner exclusive
print/ (molyr) of the video photographer/direct | (Name, address, cession of
video) or tel/fax, and e- rights
of video) mail)
1 video | Underwater investigation of | Augu | Diving club, Ministry of Banja Luka, yes
the pillars of the Bridge st, Banja Luka Urban Trg Srpskih junaka 1
2004. Planning, +387(0)51 215 511
Public
Utilities,
Construction
and the
Environment
2 | video | Documentary movie Nove | PBS, Commission to | Sarajevo, yes
“Na Drini ¢uprija” (The mber, | Director Dino | Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
Bridge over Drina) 2005. | Kasalo National +387(0)33 276 760
Monuments +387(0)33 276 768
E-mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
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E.) List of Publications

1d. Format Caption Date of Photographer/Direc | Copyright owner (if | Contact details of Non
No (slide/ Photo tor different than copyright owner exclusive
print/ (molyr) of the video photographer/direct | (Name, address, cession of
video) or tel/fax, and e- rights
of video) mail)
1 print | Decision on designation 25.01. | Commission to | Commission to | Sarajevo yes
The historical monument of | 2003 | Preserve Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
the Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ National National +387(0)33 276 760
Bridge in ViSegrad Monuments Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
Decision no. 08.2-6- mail:
101/03-5 aneks8komisija.com.ba
2 print | PTA 2005 | Commissionto | Commission to | Sarajevo, yes
Preserve Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
National National +387(0)33 276 760
Monuments Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
3 print | Commission to Preserve 2004 | Commission to | Commission to | Sarajevo, yes
National Monuments, Preserve Preserve Obala Kulina bana 1
Exhibition catalogue National National +387(0)33 276 760
Cultural Memory —a Monuments Monuments +387(0)33 276 768 E-
Vanishing Treasure mail:
aneks8komisija.com.ba
4 print | Management plan of the 2005 | Management Municipality Visegrad, no
Visegrad municipality team Visegrad Kralja Petra |
+387 (0)58 620 586
5 print | Book “The Bridge on the 2003 | The Harvill The Executors no

Drina”

Press, London

of the Estate of
Ivo Andri¢,
1945

7.b Texts relating to protective designation, copies of property management plans or documented

management systems and extracts of other plans relevant to the property

Ordinance no. 1099/51, issued by the Institute for Protection of Cultural, Historical and Natural

Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina
Ordinance no. 02-741-3, dated 18 April 1962, issued by the Institute for Protection of Cultural,
Historical and Natural Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina

Abstract from the Regional Plan for BiH up to 2002 relating to the Bridge

213

Clause of the Decision n0.08.2-6-101/03-5, issued by the Commission to Preserve National
Monuments
Preliminary Technical Assessment for the Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge.
Decision of the Ministry for Civil Affairs of Bosnia and Herzegovina to adopt the PTA
Decision of the Municipal Council to adopt the Management plan
Excerpts from:
0 Urban Development Plan of ViSegrad, 1990, Institute for architecture, urban and spatial
planning of the Faculty of Architecture in Sarajevo.
o0 Development Strategy of the Municipality of ViSegrad, 2004-2010.
0 Regional Plan of the Republika Srpska to 2015, RS Assembly, from the RS Regional Plan.
Management plan

213 Most of here citetd documents are given in Anex | of the Nomination File.
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7.c Form and date of most recent records or inventory of property

Register of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments contains the most recent
records of the property. Most recent records are in the form of the:
= Photography (most recent from November, 2005.)
= Video documentation (December, 2005.).

7.d Address where inventory, records and archives are held

1. Komisija za o¢uvanje nacionalnih spomenika
Commission to Preserve National Monuments
Obala Kulina bana 1; Sarajevo; Bosna i Hercegovina
Tel.: 00387 (0)33 276 760
e-mail: aneks8ko@bih.net.ba
www.aneks8komisija.com.ba

2. Republi¢ki zavod za zastitu kulturno-istorijskog i prirodnog naslijeda
Republican Institute for the Protection of Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage
Kamena zgrada Kastel; Banja Luka; Bosna i Hercegovina
Tel: 00387 (0)51 301 062; 317 625
e-mail: rzzzs@blic.net

3. Arhiv Republike Srpske
Archives of Republika Srpska
Aleja Svetog Save 1; Banja Luka; Bosna i Hercegovina
Tel. 00387 (0)51 301 529, 301 609
e-mail: arhivrs@inecco.net

4. Narodna i univerzitetska biblioteka Republike Srpske
National and University Library of Republika Srpska
Jevrejska 30; Banja Luka; Bosna i Hercegovina
Tel. 00387 051 215 894, 215 866
e-mail: nubrs@urc.bl.ac.yu
www.nubrs.rs.ba

5. Opétina Visegrad
Visegrad Municipality
Kralja Petra I; Visegrad; Bosna i Hercegovina
Tel.:00387 (0)58 620 586; 620 226

6. Elektroprivreda Republike Srpske
Republika Srpska Electric Power Company
Vojvode Stepe Stepanovica bb, 89101 Trebinje; Bosna i Hercegovina
Tel.: 059/277 101
www.elektroprivreda-rs.com

7. ZDP "Hidroelektrane na Drini"
ZDP *“Hydroelectric Power Plants on the Drina”
Nezurci bb; ViSegrad; Bosnha i Hercegovina
Tel.: 00387 (0)58 620 202

8. Narodna biblioteka Ivo Andri¢, ViSegrad

Ivo Andri¢ Public Library, ViSegrad
UZi¢kog korpusa bb; Visegrad; Bosna i Hercegovina
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10.

11.

12.

Tel.: 00387 (0)58 620 378

Zemaljski muzej Bosne i Hercegovine

National Museum of Bosnia and Herzegovina
Zmaja od Bosne 3; Sarajevo; Bosna i Hercegovina
Tel.: 00387 (0)33 668 027

e-mail: z.muzej@zemaljskimuzej.ba
www.zemaljskimuzej.ba

Arhiv Bosne i Hercegovine

Archives of Bosnia and Herzegovina

Reisa DZemaludina Causevica 6; Sarajevo; Bosna i Hercegovina
Tel.: 00387 (0)33 206 492

Javna ustanova za kulturnu djelatnost Gradska galerija Visegrad
Public Institution for Culture — ViSegrad Town Gallery
UZi¢kog korpusa bb; Visegrad; Bosna i Hercegovina

Tel.: 00387 (0)58 620 397

Federalni meteoroloski zavod Bosne i Hercegovine

Federal Meteorological Institute of Bosnia and Herzegovina
Bardakcije 12; Sarajevo; Bosna i Hercegovina

Tel.: 00387 (0)33 663 508

e-mail: fmzbih@fmzbih.co.ba

www.fmzbih.co.ba
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PREFACE

Authors of the Management Plan

The Management Plan has been developed in close cooperation with the institutions and
organizations responsible for the day to day care of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovic Bridge, together with the
local community and others with a special interests in it.

Preparation of the Management Plan was led by the Commission to Preserve National Monuments
and Municipality Visegrad.

Thematic Task Group were established, authors of the Management plan, in order to assist the
process of producing the Management Plan, focusing upon specific issues within the Plan including
conservation, planning and traffic policy, environment and ecology, tourism and economy, education and
information management.

Authors of the Management Plan:

Mirela Mulalic Handan, coordinator of the Task Group;
Prof. Dr. Vesna Babic Hodovic;

Prof. Dr. Kasim Tatic;

Dr. Anda Hadziabdic;

Brankica Milojevic,

Milijana OKilj;

Jasna Lipa.

Translation in English:
Saba Risaluddin;

Zenja Kasumovic;
Ulvija Tanovic;

Silvija lvacic.

Technical preparation:
Amra Sarancic;
Jasna Lipa.




Statement of the management aims and objectives

The Management Plan has been prepared with the aim to conserve the proposed outstanding
universal value of the Bridge for future generations. In the context of this Plan, conservation includes not
only protecting the physical state of the Bridge from deterioration and other changes, but also enhancing the
visual character of its setting, assuaging and managing environmental factors effecting the Bridge,
maintaining its cultural values and improving their interpretation and understanding by visitors, and
outlining a sustainable approach to social and economic regeneration. Research of the Bridge's condition will
be fundamental to informing appropriate future management.

The main aims of the Management Plan are:

- To provide objectives for the management of the Bridge, its setting and environment, so that the
universal outstanding value is conserved and improved.

- To outline a sustainable approach to future management which balances conservation of the Bridge,
and management of the environment, and sustainable development of tourism.

- Toidentify the necessary level of research whose results will inform future management.

- Toincrease public awareness of and interest in the Bridge

- To promote cultural and educational values

- Toidentify strategies for social and economic regeneration

- To establish a prioritised program of action

Exposition on the Adoption of the Management Plan

The Convention Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage (UNESCO
1972) establishes the concept for the system of national and international protection of heritage. Each State
Party to this Convention recognizes that the duty of ensuring the protection, conservation and transmission to
future generations of the cultural and natural heritage situated on its territory, belongs primarily to that State.
These measures are implemented primarily by the state's own efforts and financial means. International aid
and cooperation is given when the scope of necessary resources exceeds the capabilities of the state.
International action is a supplement to efforts made on the national level (Article 4 of the Convention)

The operative guide for preparing candidate sites for the World Heritage List of the UNESCO World
Heritage Committee emphasises the need to devise a management plan for the site as an instrument of
protection and pay particular attention to the management plan when considering the candidate site so as to
determine the efficiency of the established system of protection for the site significant to world heritage.

The Management Plan was prepared in order to determine the conditions for preserving the universal
values of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad, not only to preserve the Bridge's physical state
from ruin and changes, but to improve the visual characteristics of its immediate surroundings, to prevent the
impact of negative environmental factors, to promote ways of presenting the significance of the Bridge to
residents and visitors and to determine a strategy of sustainable tourism development. Since inclusion in the
World Heritage List will make the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge a world tourist destination, the profit
generated by tourism must secure further protection and maintenance of the Bridge. Results of a survey of
the state of the construction and materials that the Bridge is made of are to determine future interventions.
The Management Plan determines the need to establish a Bridge Commission within the existing institutional
framework whose competencies are designated by the Plan. The Management Plan precisely determines the
tasks, their bearer, deadlines and means of implementation.



PART 1



1. INTRUDUCTION

This section describes the property and the context within surrounding region, provides cultural and
environmental information and interests.

1.1. General information

1.1.1. Country (and State Party if different)
Bosnia and Herzegovina

1.1.2. State, Province or Region
Entity Republika Srpska
Sarajevo Macro Region
ViSegrad Municipality

1.1.3. Name of Property
Mehmed paSa Sokolovié¢’s Bridge in Visegrad
Historical monument

1.1.4. Geographical coordinates to the nearest second
ViSegrad: 43.78°N 19.30°E
Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢’s Bridge in ViSegrad: 43°46°53,2"" N 19°17°16,89" E

1.2. Summary description of the property

The historical monument - the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in Visegrad - is a national
monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina, as laid down in the Decision no.08.2-6-101/03-5, issued by the
Commission to Preserve National Monuments®. The national monument benefits from the highest degree of
legal protection. All executive and development planning acts not in accordance with the provisions of the
Decesion are hereby revoked

The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge was built in 1571-77 over the River Drina, on the main route

between Bosnia and Istanbul, the capital of the Ottoman Empire, it was a key point in the development of the
town of ViSegrad, and the surrounding region.
This is an outstanding example of bridge architecture, founded by the locally-born Mehmed Pasha
Sokolovi¢, later the Grand Vizier to three sultans, and designed by the great court architect Sinan. The
Bosnian novelist Ivo Andric was awarded the Nobel prize for literature in 1961 for his epic novel The Bridge
over the Drina, which celebrates its long and dramatic history and the role it has played in the lives of the
people.

The Bridge has been glorified by folk tradition and folk poetry, by historiography and writers, artists
and visitors more then any other piece of human work in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

The bridge is one of the most magnificent works of architecture. The uniqueness of the ViSegrad
bridge is associated largely with its form — a geniculate structure composed of a section with eleven arches
spanning the Drina, and a four-arched ramp by means of which the bridge takes a right angle to join the left
bank, following the lie of the land. The bridge is carried by nine great stone piers. The width of the road
over the bridge is 6.00 m. The parapet walls are 60 cm thick and 179.44 m. long. The access ramp is about
6.60 m. wide including the parapet walls, and about 120.00 m. long. There are four arches in the ramp, a
larger one in the angle (4.50 m. wide) and three smaller ones spanning a brook that flows into the Drina. The

! See www.aneks8komisija.com.ba, and Annex I: Al 11, Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments




arches are classical depressed arches with relatively small eccentric centres - about 1.00 m., with a depth of
85cm — making them almost semicircular.

Above the facing walls, at the level of the roadway, is a moulded limestone cornice 30 cm high on
which rests a solid stone parapet. The sixth pier is ornamented. On the upstream side, it is of triangular profile,
grading into a rectangular extension bearing a blind portal with chronogrammatic inscription. On the
downstream side it is polygonal in shape, grading into a rectangular extension with built-in seats, which are
still used to this day?. The stone from which the bridge was built was quarried in Banja, about five kilometres
downstream on the right bank of the Drina.

Beyond its local significance, the immediately recognizable ViSegrad Bridge is one of the few
features that could be accorded the role of iconic representation of the identity of Bosnia and Herzegovina.
The bridge is the symbol of the potential of Bosnians and Herzegovinians.®

“By comparison with every other major bridge in the Balkans, the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge
in ViSegrad is the most important engineering and architectural achievement, preserving the highest degree
of authenticity, thereby representing a valuable and unique testimony to classical Ottoman bridges erected in

the Balkans in the 16" century™.

As returned for pedestrian, the management plan provides for it to be revived by holding summer
meeting, "Coffee on the Bridge," discussions, poetry evenings, art exhibitions on the bridge and the like.
The original use of the bridge can thereby also contribute to its presentation and sustainability of use®.

1.3.  Location and Setting

The bridge was built to span a fast-flowing, capricious river Drina, which dictated the engineering
treatment based on lateral forces. The original location of the bridge remains unaltered®.

With the construction of the Bajina BaSta hydroelectric power plant in 1968, followed in 1990 by the
Visegrad hydroelectric power plant, the setting of the bridge has lost its original features. The construction
of the dam raised the water level of the Drina, which has markedly altered the proportions of the visible part
of the bridge. Since the power plants were built, the piers have largely been submerged in calm, deep water’.

1.4. Boundary

The boundary of the Bridge, encloses structure itself and a zone extending 100 meters upstream and
downstream from the bridge, and 100 meters in width on both sides, covers area of app. 0,2 hectares, was
formally designated® as the First protection zone®. Within | protection zone strict measures are designated
forbidding new constructions except conservation-restoration works.

2 see Annex IV -photographies AlVb-1, AlVb-2, AlVb-13 and AlVb-15

3 Amra HadZimuhamedovi¢, Nomination File para 3.a -3.d

4 Amra HadZimuhamedovi¢, see Nomination File para. 3.c Comparative analysis (including state of conservation of
similar properties)

> Amra HadZimuhamedovi¢, Nomination File para 3.d

¢ see Annex Il: All 4, Site Map

" see Annex Il: All 6, Arial view of Visegrad

8 Decision no.08.2-6-101/03-5, issued by the Commission to Preserve National Monuments in January 2003.

® See Annex II: All 9, Protection zone



1.5.  Appendices to part 1.1. — 1.4.

Annex Il: Maps
All -1 THE MAP OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

All -2 THE MAP OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA - ENTITIES

All -3 THE MAP OF REPUBLIKA SRPSKA

All -4 SITE MAP

All -5 TOPOGRAPHY MAP OF VISEGRAD

All -6 AREAL VIEW OF VISEGRAD

All -7 ORTO-PHOTO RECORD OF THE CITY

All -8 ORTO -PHOTO RECORD OF THE BRIDGE

All -9 PROTECTION ZONE AND BUFFER ZONE

All -10 ORTO -PHOTO RECORD OF THE BRIDGE - PROTECTION ZONE AND BUFFER ZONE
All -11 GEOLOGICAL MAP OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

All -12 MAP OF EARTHQUAKES IN BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

All -13 MAP OF EARTHQUAKES IN VISEGRAD MUNICIPALITY

All -14 RELIABILITY OF BUILDINGS IN THE FIRST PROTECTION ZONE

All -15 CURRENT USE OF THE BUILDINGS IN THE FIRST PROTECTION ZONE
All -16 HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN THE PROTECTION BELT

All -17 DRAFT REGIONAL PLAN OF RS TO 2015

All -18 DRAFT REGIONAL PLAN OF RS TO 2015

Annex I11: Technical documentation

Alll: 1 PLAN OF VISEGRAD FROM AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN PERIOD

Alll: 2 SITUATION OF THE BRIDGE IN THE SCALE OF 1:1562,5 FROM 1911
Alll: 3 PLANS OF INVESTIGATION WORKS FROM 1911

Alll: 4 FACADES FROM 1907

Annex IV: Photo documentation

AlV: AlVb-1 Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, view from the approach road, 2002.

AlV: AlVb-2 Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge with surrounding, downstream facade, view from North, on
the left side of the photo, the right river bank with Orthodox Church is showed, 2005.

AlV: AlVb-13 Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic Bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, view from the left river
bank during the high water level, 2004

AlV: AlVb-15 Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic Bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, view from the left river
bank, 2005.




1.6. Cultural information

There are many prominent persons — the architect, picture conservers, and writers — associated with the
bridge in ViSegrad. The works of three of them have left a significant mark on the history of human kind:
Grand Vizier Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢, who endowed the bridge; the architect of the bridge in ViSegrad,
Sinan; and the writer Ivo Andri¢, whose lyrical reflections on the bridge, in the form of the novel Na Drini
¢uprija (available in English as The Bridge over the Drina), received the Nobel Prize for Literature.

Mehmed-paSa Sokolovié¢ (1505-1579), founder of the bridge and Grand Vizier to three sultans —
Suleyman the Magnificent (1520-1566), Selim Il (1566-1574), and Murat Il (1574-1595), was one of the
most prominent characters in the Ottoman Empire of the second half of the 16" century and, concerning
political life, the most prominent Bosnian in Ottoman period™.

Mimar Koca Sinan ibn Abd al-Mannan, the architect of the ViSegrad Bridge, was the most famous of
all the architects of the Ottoman Empire (from 1548 to 1588) and one of the greatest architects the world has
known. The Visegrad Bridge is one of his two most important designs of this type™".

Ivo Andrié(1892-1975), the most important prose writer from this region in the past century,
received the highest recognition in literature, the Nobel Prize in 1961 for the novel “The Bridge over the
Drina”. Published in 1945, the Novel is a chronological account of great event surrounding the Bridge over
the Drina, testimoning: Everything passes, only the bridge remains to show the frailty of human destiny*.

Literary evenings entitled "Down the ViSegrad Trails" are traditionally held in ViSegrad to honour
the country's Nobel Laureate.

“The Bridge over the Drina left an impression on travelogues of all epochs, from Evlija Celebija in
the 17" century to authors from the 20™ century such as Peter Handke, Joe Sacco, Peter Maas™”. ..“The
legends relating to the ViSegrad Bridge have been recorded in older Boshian-Herzegovinian periodicals—in
almanacs published at the end of the 19" and beginning of the 20" century', as well as in the first
professional journal for history, archaeology and ethnology—the Annual of the National Museum in
Sarajevo™”.

The Bridge inspired the folk poetry™®; has become motiv and inspiration in visual art.

The oldest known drawing of the ViSegrad Bridge was published in the Allgemeine Bauzeitung in 1873.
The Bridge has been a motif and inspiration for the artists; the Bosnian-Herzegovinian prominent ones from the
second half of the 20™ century: Vladimir Vojinovi¢, Mario Mikuli¢, Ibrahim Ljubovi¢, Vojo Dimitrijevi¢, Mica
Todorovi¢ and Mladen Kolobari¢, Hasan Fazli¢ and Mersad Berber. “In the ViSegrad Town Gallery, various
transpositions of this motif can be seen in the works signed by Veljko Mihajlovi¢, Biljana Vukovi¢, Divna
Jelenkovi¢, Zdravnko Mandi¢, Branko Nikitovi¢, Melisa Poper, Erika Marija Gutendvager, Julija Suhoveckaja,
Hadik B%Ia and many other artists whose works are prominent on the contemporary domestic and international
art scene™"”.

ViSegrad Bridge was featured in documentaries, a Film News segment on old stone bridges on Drina
and Zepa in 1970s; and later immortalised in the film by the famous Yugoslav director Ziko Risti¢*®.

“..at the moment the 200 Convertible Mark bill is decorated by a portrait of Andri¢ and the splendid

Bridge over the Drina”*.

19 For more see Nomination File para 2.b History and Development, by Dubravko Lovrenovié

1 For more see Nomination File para 3.a by Amra HadZzimuhamedovi¢, Criteria under which inscription is proposed
(and justification for inscription under these criteria: C (i). To represent a masterpiece of human creative genius)

12 For more see Nomination File para 3.a by Liljana Sevo, Criteria under which inscription is proposed (and justification
for inscription under these criteria)C (Vi),.

3L jiljana Sevo; Reference as 12.

“ Bosna, br. 379, 27. IX 1873; V. Bogdanovi¢, Visegradska cuprija, Bosanska vila 1888, 174-175.

1> Reference as 6.

16 Hérman, K., Narodne pjesme Muhamedovaca, Sarajevo 1888, 78.

7 Ljiljana Sevo, Reference as 12

'8 |jiljana Sevo , Reference as 12

¥ jiljana Sevo, Reference as 12
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1.7. Environmental information

The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge is situated in Visegrad, a town where the river Rzav flows into
the river Drina.

The Bridge was built at the 93" kilometre of the Drina river which measures a total of 350 km. At
the location of the Bridge, there is a small valley in Drina's canyon system, immediately to the south of the
mouth of the river Rzav. The local relief conditions, as well as the Vi3egrad lake and the relatively low
altitude make for a moderate continental climate with certain microclimatic characteristics. The valley is
enclosed by mountain ranges of the karst relief on the west and mountain ranges of the fluvio-denudational
relief on the east. This is where the river Drina moulded its bed at a depth of some 800 m?.

The town is situated in the middle of the municipality positioned on the eastern border of Republika
Srpska and Bosnia and Herzegovina, towards SR Serbia on the east. Due to its position, Visegrad has always
gravitated towards Sarajevo, but it also represented a link between BiH and Serbia. The Sarajevo-Visegrad-
UZice highway passes through town. In the past, traffic on this highway used to pass over the old bridge.
When a new bridge was built in 1991, about a kilometre downstream, the traffic was redirected towards it.
Following the Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments which proclaimed the Bridge a
national monument in January 2003, it was taken out of the motor traffic system completely.

The town developed on the mobile ground morphology of the steep river banks which came together
so that the elevations were integrated into the urban structure of the central part of town. These elevations
make up the immediate surroundings of the Bridge, especially on the left bank where there are no buildings
since it is made up of the steep sides of the surrounding hills.

The specific morphology conditioned the construction in the narrow belt along the road parallel with
the river. Other buildings were added in a narrow belt along the road, some 60-50m from the bank.
Dynamic traffic activities around the Bridge prompted the development of accompanying functions (trade,
catering, services). Residential areas developed at the same time. The land portion at the place where the
Rzav river flows into the Drina, which is like a narrow peninsula invading the water, has developed as a
residential and commercial block ending in a sports and leisure zone. This attractive space with significant
tourist and recreation potential is located some 600m downstream from the Bridge.

The zone surrounding the Bridge has always represented a place of central town functions. In this
part of town, some 500m from the bridge, the town administrative centre developed. Today it is the town of
ViSegrad, the centre of the ViSegrad Municipality which, according to the estimates of the RS Institute of
Statistics from 2004, has a population of 19,419.

There are no buildings on the steep left bank. The highway passes along it from upstream coming
from Sarajevo and Rogatica and continuing on towards the new bridge, downstream from the Mehmed Pasha
Sokolovi¢ Bridge. The natural environment of the left bank and the space upstream from the Bridge, also
without buildings, is an extraordinary natural environment that brings out the beautiful architecture of the
Bridge even more.

Today, the steep hills above the Bridge contains some buildings with the church dominating one of
the hilltops. Southeast from the Bridge, railroad tracks cut across the Drina canyon and pass through the
town along its southern edge.

With this development of urbanisation, the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge found itself in the
southern zone of town which is also the urban centre of ViSegrad, but which cannot spread upstream or to the
west of the Bridge due to the configuration of the terrain. Therefore, the Bridge's form and architecture are
made even more dominant in this specific natural environment.

2 gpasov D., Klimatske karakteristike podrugja Visegrada, 2004 (Elaborate Climat Caracteristics of Visegrad),
prepared for the Regional and Town Plan of Visegrad
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The area around Visegrad is rich with sources of thermal waters with healing qualities. At one such
source, in the mountain larch forest only 5 km from the centre of town, there is a hotel with cottages offering
tourism, spa and recreational contents. The thermal waters gush by the hotel, cascading down towards the
valley of the Drina. The hotel was named after an endemic plant called "fairy whisp™ that grows by the
stream. (Adianthum capillus — veneris (fairy whisp), found in Banja Luka (Vrucica), Srebrenica (Crni
Guber), Visegrad (area around the spa. The species is characterised by an exceptionally narrow ecological
primary property and can be found only near thermo-mineral springs of a certain temperature and a certain
chemical composition?).

The potential of the thermal waters was grasped by urban planners some ten years ago when, under
the auspices of the town, they devised a plan of a tourist village on the right bank of the Drina, in the
beautiful environment of the valley where the Drina spreads out into a lake. At that location in the
immediate vicinity of the thermal springs, they envisioned a modern tourist centre based on the principles of
eco-tourism, and the bio-climactic and natural advantages of the location. The tourist, recreational and
health potentials of the thermal waters were included in this concept, but were also seen as an energy
resource that could be used to heat buildings and provide hot water in the tourist village.

Unfortunately, this project was never realised due to a lack of material means in the local
community.

To the east of the town, near the village of Dobrun, there is a Christian Orthodox monastery from the
14th century. Today it is a complex with a church and accompanying buildings. This tourist destination is
located near the ViSegrad-Dobrun-Vardiste railroad tracks which are being reconstructed in order to revive
railroad transport methods from the past as a tourist attraction.

The railroad will connect to the already constructed tourist railroad in SR Serbia known as the
"Shargan 8". The "Shargan 8" with its sites was a tourist attraction of cultural, historical and traditional
significance. The last film of the famous director, Emir Kusturica was about the fate of the people who lived
along this railroad during the recent tumultuous period of history in this region.

1.7.1. Climate

The local relief conditions, as well as the ViSegrad lake and the relatively low altitude make for a
moderate continental climate with certain microclimatic characteristics.
The average annual air temperature in Visegrad is approximately 11°C. In ViSegrad, the winters are
moderate with temperatures of 0.5 °C above freezing point on average (Tab.1). The first snowfall occurs
usually around 1 December and the last around 16 March, so that the snowfall period in the ViSegrad valley
is on average some 30 days shorter in comparison to the valleys along the upper portion of the Drina.

Average summer temperatures in Visegrad are around 20.5°C, and due to a low occurrence of
cloudiness and pronounced frequency of calms, the summers are mostly sunny, warm and calm?,

1.7.2. Relief

As stated earlier, the ViSegrad Bridge is located in a smaller valley in the canyon system of the Drina
river. The valley is enclosed by mountain ranges of the karst relief on the west and mountain ranges of the
fluvio-denudational relief on the east. This is where the river Drina moulded its bed at a depth of some 800
m. The inclination of slopes towards the Drina varies between 20 to 30%. The western mountain slopes are
generally steeper. Some 400m southeast of the ViSegrad Bridge, the valley narrows and the Drina enters a
canyon. Downstream from the Bridge, the Drina flows in a moderate arc — changing its direction from
northeast towards the north and northwest>>.

2! Markovié¢ B., Urbanisticki zavod RS, 2005; Unpublished work.

22 gpasov D., Klimatske karakteristike podrugja Visegrada — elaborat za potrebe izrade prostornog | urbanisti¢kog plana
Visegrada, 2004 (Elaborate Climat Caracteristics of Visegrad), prepared for the Regional and Town Plan of Visegrad

2 \Jujaci¢ M., Geological, hydrological, geo-mechanical and seismic characteristics of the Bridge area, 2005
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1.7.3. Hydrography

The river Drina is the main water flow and lowest erosion level in the ViSegrad area. Surface and
subterranean waters are drained from the surrounding mountain ranges, down their sides and along numerous
gulches. Some 200 m downstream from the Bridge, the torrent creek Jablanica flows into the Drina from the
west, and some 800 m downstream the torrent stream Rzav flows into the Drina.

With the building of the Bajina Basta hydroelectric plant in 1968, an accumulation of water 54 km
long was created in the Drina reaching the upstream area of the Bridge. The Bridge piers are thus often 5 m
deep in water.

With the building of the ViSegrad hydroelectric plant 2.5 km upstream from the Bridge which causes
disturbances in the regular flow of the Drina and has a direct effect on the foundation ground of the Bridge's
piers, the Bridge is endangered further®*.

1.7.4. Geological Composition and Structure of the Area

The area where the ViSegrad Bridge was built is made up mainly of Triassic-Jurassic rock of diabase
igneous formation, Triassic quartz arenite, clay minerals, shale, breccia sandstone and conglomerates as well
as massive and layered microspars and biointra-packstones and dolomites.

The above rock base is covered on the surface by diluvial, diluvial-proluvial and proluvial deposits
of varying depth.

The riverbed is filled with deposits of sand, gravel and muddy sediments of various thicknesses.

In this area, the river Drina separates the structural tectonic unit (zone) of Praca—Drina—Lim on the
west from the structural tectonic unit (zone) of Visegrad in the east®.

1.7.5. Geological Engineering Qualities of Rocks and Rock Complexes

Deposits of gravel and sand make up the Drina riverbed. They are Pleistocene-Holocene sediments.
Although mainly made up of sand and gravel, the structure of this complex is partly made of clay and mud
sediments as well. Their thickness varies as to their physical and mechanical qualities. These sediments are
mainly permeable.

The alluvial sediments of the riverbed are exposed to processes of erosion and suffusion?®.

1.7.6. Seismic Characteristics

According to the data from the Seismic Chart of the Rulebook on Technical Norms for Building
Construction in Seismic Areas, this area is located in a zone of maximum expected earthquake intensity of 8°
MSC, seismic coefficient Cs=0.050 for a tertian period of 500 to 10,000 yearsZ7.

1.8.  Resource use history

Occupation: In regular use

Current use(s): Currently in use as a pedestrian bridge.

After listing the Bridge of Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢, in January 2003, the Commission has urged the
authorities of municipality ViSegrad to forbid use of the Bridge for traffic. In August 2003 vehicle traffic was
forbidden on the Bridge.

2 Markovié¢ B., Urbanisticki zavod RS, 2005; Unpublished work
25 -y
ibidem
% ibidem
7 ibidem

13



Through its 430 years of existence “the bridge in ViSegrad has retained its original function as a
crossing point, meeting place and public space, but the way it has been used has differed at various times in
the past...Above all, it was originally a strategic structure, linking two sections of the road between East and
West. ..., was the one real and permanent crossing in the whole middle and upper course of the Drina and an
indispensable link on the road between Bosnia and Serbia and further, beyond Serbia, with other parts of the
Turkish Empire, all the way to Stambul."?é*!

“Once completed in 1577, the bridge was used by pedestrians, ox- and horse-drawn carts, combat
vehicles, horsemen, merchants and the army. Wedding and funeral processions wended their way over it.
Changes in communications and in particular in methods of transport led to changes in the load borne by the
bridge. In the 20th century, motor vehicles used the bridge; ... the incompatibility of pedestrian and motor
traffic on a narrow bridge such as the one in ViSegrad, even though the original primary function was
preserved, had an impact on the original way in which it was used. The use of the bridge for motor traffic
was the reason the parapet was removed from its original position where it met the ramp at a right angle,
parallel with the river (1952). This provided motor vehicles with direct access from the road to the bridge,
avoiding the tight right-angled turn that the bridge originally had. The parapet and original form of the
bridge were restored in 1986 after the new road bridge over the Drina was built.

By Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments no. 08.3-6-101/03-5 of 2003, and
Decision of ViSegrad Municipality no. 01-022-6/03, which followed hard upon the publication of the
Decision of the Commission, all motor vehicle traffic over the ViSegrad Bridge was banned. Since March
2003 the bridge has been used solely by pedestrians, more as a promenade than an everyday, obligatory
route. The extent to which the original function and use have been preserved in this case is considerable,
albeit adapted to changing ways of life in the modern age by comparison with the time when the bridge was
first built...

The second function of the bridge from its very completion derives from its use as a place of the
greatest significance in the town of ViSegrad. The bridge also served as town square, meeting place, an
open-air coffee shop, a place to idle away the hours and for the public proclamation of official decisions, and
even, at times, of verdicts. The central, wider part of the bridge, known as the kapija (gate), denoted this
focus of the public life of the town. In the award-winning novel by Ivo Andri¢, the bridge is described as
follows: "The [central terrace] on the right as one came from the town was called the sofa. It was raised by
two steps and bordered by benches for which the parapet served as a back; steps, benches and parapet were
all made of the same shining stone. That on the left, opposite the sofa, was similar but without benches. In
the middle of the parapet, the stone rose higher than a man and in it, neared the top, was inserted a plaque of
white marble with a rich Turkish inscription, a tarih, with a carved chronogram which told in thirteen verses
the name of the man who built the bridge and the year in which it was built. Near the foot of this stone was a
fountain, a thin stream of water flowing from the mouth of a stone snake. On this part of the terrace a
coffee-maker had installed himself with his copper vessels and Turkish cups and ever-lighted charcoal
brazier, and an apprentice who took the coffee over the way to the guests on the sofa. Such was the kapia."

At the time when the bridge was used for motor traffic, this original and extremely important
function for the preservation of the authentic use of the bridge was neglected. The management plan
provides for it to be revived by holding summer meeting, "Coffee on the Bridge," discussions, poetry
evenings, art exhibitions on the bridge and the like. The original use of the bridge can thereby also
contribute to its presentation and sustainability of use.

In both folk tradition and literary works the bridge is often shown as a place where harsh
punishments were publicly carried out. This aspect of the bridge is perhaps most strikingly described in the
Bridge over the Drina.... In 1992 the bridge was used in this way in reality, as a place of public torture and
the brutal mass execution of several hundred of the inhabitants of Visegrad.? ... — and this aspect of

281 |yo Andri¢, Na Drini ¢uprija, p. 14. English translation: The Bridge over the Drina, trans. by Lovett F. Edwards,
1959, pp. 13-14 (in p/b edition, 1995).

2012 gee e.g.. Joe Sacco, Safe Area Gorazde, New York, 1966, and Peter Maas, Love Thy Neighbor, Knopf, New York
1996. Michael Sells — set of texts, Of Bogomils, Race, and Ivo Andric, 7/3/96;The Saddest Eyes I've Seen: ViSegrad,
Ivo Andric, and Christoslavism 7/3/96; ViSegrad and Andric, Conclusion: Can Evil Be Explained 7/5/96; Visegrad and
Andric, Part 3, In Memory of Jasna Ahmedspahic;
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authenticity could be presented through the memorial function of the bridge as the place where people were
killed, a place of reconciliation and mutual understanding, as provided for in the management plan.”.

1.9. Land use history

“The bridge over the river Drina, which “is one of the most monumental examples of the
architectural heritage of the Turkish period,”®" was built between 1571 and 1577, on the spot where a road
linked Bosnia with the East. In the mediaeval period this was already a strategically important place, as a
result of which a settlement grew up there for the purpose of both controlling merchants’ caravans and
serving them as a way station. The town then belonged to the powerful feudal Pavlovi¢ family. In the first
half of the 16" century, the Drina was spanned by a wooden bridge, which is shown on Kuripesi¢’s drawing.
This suggests that the Sokolovi¢ Bridge was not built at some arbitrarily-chosen spot, but at a place where
the need to cross the Drina served the state economy and the Empire’s expansion strategy.**”

The oldest documents about the Bridge are concerned with the expropriation of land necessary for its
construction (protocols from the Visegrad administrative area from the Ottoman period)**.

The town of ViSegrad developed around the Bridge, in the tame and spacious valley of the Drina
river, in the past 4 and %2 centuries. The ViSegrad carsija stretches from the Bridge on the right bank. The
carsSija is partly in the valley and partly on the hillside. At the edge of the main part of the carsija, the river
Rzav flows into the river Drina. The main part of the ¢arSija is situated in the triangle between the right bank
of the Drina and the left bank of Rzav. Nova Mahala, a newer part of town, is situated on the right bank of
Rzav. Beyond Nova Mahala are the residential quarters of Bijelo Polje, Vucine, Glavica, Garc¢e and Kalata.

1.10. Public and private interests

“The Bridge was built at the peak of power and glory of Ottoman Empire, in the period when several
men originating form Bosnia were influential and authoritative in the very heart of Empire. Their influence
resulted in ability to build glorious endowments in their homeland. Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ was the most
famous among them and his legacy is immense — but the bridge across the river of his origin — this bridge in
Visegrad - is in fact the most famous... The bridge is associated with important historical events from
different periods of Bosnia-Herzegovinian history. It has been glorified by folk tradition and folk poetry, by
historiography and writers, artists and visitors more then any other piece of human work in Bosnia and
Herzegovina.

It is a place that lot of citizens associate with the memories of historical and social changes,
rebellions, wars, persecution of civilians — what adds to this old structure built in 1551-1557 — a new
symbolic and semantic layer that some World Heritage sites have as a basic and prevailing value.”*,

Both in the past and in the present, the Bridge has been part of the history and everyday life of the
local population. For centuries, Visegrad has integrated the arches of the Bridge and its significance in
connecting banks, people and histories. In that context, the local population, in the widest sense of the word -
meaning the population of Bosnia and Herzegovina, sees the Bridge as their heritage and their treasure.

% Amra HadZimuhamedovi¢, Nomination File para 3.d Integrity and/or Authenticity; Use and Function

3 Dzemal CELIC, “Obnova Sokolovi¢eva mosta u Visegradu” (Renovation of the Sokolovié¢ bridge in Visegrad), in
Nase Starine, I, Sarajevo, 1953, 177.

%2 Dzemal CELIC — Mehmed MUJEZINOVIC, Stari mostovi u Bosni i Hercegovini (Old Bridges in BiH) Cultural
Heritage, Veselin Maslesa, Sarajevo, 1969, 141.

* Dubravko Lovrenovi¢, Nomination File para 2.b History and Development

* Annex | of the Nomination file, Documents relating the Bridge of Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ in Viegrad.

% Amra HadZimuhamedovi¢, Nomination File
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Since 1951, the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge was placed under the state protection, by
Ordinance no. 1099/51, issued by the Institute for Protection of Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of
Bosnia and Herzegovina.

By Ordinance no. 02-741-3, dated 18 April 1962, it was registered in the Immovable Cultural
Monuments Register, under the number of 208, as a cultural monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina.

During a session held on 27 and 28 March 1990, the Commission for Categorization of Architectural
Heritage, appointed by Ordinance no. 10-338-8/89, issued by the Institute for Protection of Cultural,
Historical and Natural Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina, issued an Opinion that the Mehmed Pasha
Sokolovi¢ Bridge should be listed as a Category | asset of cultural and historical heritage, pursuant to Article
14 of the Law on Protection of Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina .

The Bridge was classified as Category 0 - monument of international importance in the Regional
Plan for BiH up to 2002 .

The historical monument - the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad - is a national
monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina, as laid down in the Decision.*

The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge is public property owned by the state.

In the first protected zone®” there are no buildings on the left bank of the Drina, while on the opposite
bank, there are 8 privately owned buildings in the protected zone.

The narrow belt along the bank (5-10m) is public property.

The remainder of the regulated natural environment is contained in the green terrace beneath the
hotel, immediately next to the Bridge.

Before 1992, some buildings and plots of land in the immediate surroundings of the Bridge were
owned by the state. These were the hotel, two residential and commercial buildings, a shopping centre and a
high school. After 1992, the above buildings became privately owned through the privatisation process. The
high school building, however, remained the ownership of the state.

Immediately before the war in 1992, private investors set up prefabricated buildings — shops along
the road in the immediate vicinity of the Bridge.

The hotel complex is the most valuable construction potential in the 1% protection zone.

This zone contains physical structures which are not representative due to the state of the buildings.
In the long period of the Bridge's existence, the space surrounding it, although the central part of town, did
not manage to develop or grow into a firmer urban centre that would make a complete whole along with the
Bridge.

The main problem of the squalid state of the buildings and spaces in the zone around the Bridge is
the unfavourable investment potential of their present owners and the absence of a vision for the design of
this important urban environment.

It is necessary to plan the design of private plots of land with individual residential building
upstream from the Bridge in accordance with the values of their environment.

The planning and design of the space and protected zone is of public interest from the town and the
state.

1.11. Economic interests

The ViSegrad region is currently economically underdeveloped, and the inscription of the Bridge to
the World Heritage List would act as a spur to sustainable development programmes and strategies,
potentially bringing back displaced persons and encouraging cultural tourism, as well as saving a monument
of international significance.

% Decision n0.08.2-6-101/03-5, issued at the 6th session of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments, held on
25 January, 2003

3 1st protection zone designated with Decision no.08.2-6-101/03-5b, by the Commission to Preserve National
Monuments
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For reviving economic potentials and individual economic systems, tourism should be seen as a
source of income for companies, entrepreneurs and the municipality as far as the activation of certain
capacities is concerned.

The existing potentials of the Municipality imply the possibility of developing a tourism offer intended

for various market segments:

- cultural and historical heritage of the Municipality, primarily the ViSegrad Bridge, but also the
childhood home of Nobel Laureate Ivo Andric are important preconditions for the development of
cultural tourism,

- the Dobrun Monastery with a collection of icons and its accompanying elements of religious
architecture is another potential for tourism development intended for tourists and visitors interested
in religious sites,

- health spa services

- various activities related to eco-tourism, outdoor activities, tours in environments of untouched
nature, study of endemic plant life,

- hunting, fishing and rafting

- art colony events and activities, literary meetings dedicated to the life and works of Ivo Andri¢,

- additional activities that could be organised during the height of the tourism season in relation to the
history of the Bridge — various performances, meetings, catering events that would enliven the
Bridge and its surroundings.

With respect to the current state of (under)development of the ViSegrad Municipality and the
absence of significant plans (according to the existing Municipal Development Strategy) for reviving
economic potentials and individual economic systems, tourism should be seen as a source of income for
companies, entrepreneurs and the municipality as far as the activation of certain capacities is concerned.

In that respect, increasing tourist visits would contribute to increasing the income and business for
the recreation centre (health spa), the ViSegrad hotel, a museum that could be established in Ivo Andri¢'s
childhood home, as well as room and board income for the monastery inn (pending completion of
construction works) and income of all accompanying contents such as local shops, restaurants and catering
establishments, shops that would sell souvenirs and other products related to the cultural sites of Visegrad.

According to the data and results of the survey, income from tourism (presented in Bosnian-
Herzegovinian statistics only as income from catering, but pertaining to room and board) has multiplication
effects in the amount of 1.20 to 1.64 depending on the quality and scope of accompanying contents. In any
case, visits to certain locations cause chain reactions of spending and income generation at the location, and
the amounts depend primarily on the originality and quality of goods or services on offer.

In this context, income for the Municipal budged would be directly secured through tax and other
duties imposed, and also from residential taxes and tariffs associated with certain locations.

Apart from these fiscal foundations for the development of tourism, ViSegrad already has a

developed basis for organising various tourism events and activities that facilitate a seasonal increase in the
number of visitors and, hence, the necessary preconditions for being "introduced” as a tourist attraction on
the tourism map of Bosnia and Herzegovina and the region. Namely, there is the art colony organised at the
monastery and spa, the "Down the ViSegrad Trails" Literary Evenings dedicated to the life and works of Ivo
Andri¢ and librarianship meetings.
The event dedicated to the life and works of Ivo Andri¢ is an underexploited potential for attracting tourists
from abroad interested in literature for various reasons, including Nobel Laureates (in both this and other
categories). This is a very diverse set of potential visitors that can serve as a basis for spreading information
about the site.

The natural potentials of the area facilitate the development of other forms of tourism, primarily
relating to preserved natural environments and hunting and fishing facilities, as well as various outdoor
activities and winter sports. In that context, ViSegrad should be promoted as a destination not only of cultural
tourism, but also offering spa and eco-tourism.
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The basis for these activities should be a network of all potentially interested participants (bearers of
tourism offers) including the owners of private houses or summer houses that could provide accommodation
for tourists in natural (untouched) conditions and contribute to activities unrelated to urban life. Namely, this
would be a type of tourism whose significance and number of customers have increased considerably in the
past few years, however, not as mass tourism, but as a result of focusing on special groups interested in this
type of tourism. In that sense, when promoting these potentials, it is necessary to establish a web page and
use the Internet as the best way to reach these groups.

According to everything stated above, the key bearer of tourism development is the Mehmed Pasha
Sokolovi¢ Bridge. Its place and role in the history of this area, but also in that of the Ottoman Empire, place
it on the historical map which is indispensable for all those in any way connected with this field. The Bridge
should therefore be used as:

e the primary element of tourism to be complemented by other activities, and

e as an exceptionally important secondary factor of the offer to be presented in various tourist package

deals for the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina, making it a "secondary bait" for opting for the
"Vilina vlas" recreational centre and spa as opposed to a similar destination elsewhere in Bosnia and
Herzegovina.

Diverse offer primarily determined by cultural and historical promotion is an advantage of the
destination and the Municipality of ViSegrad and that it should be used in advertising geared at tourists and
visitors.

1.12 Appendices to part 1.6. — 1.11.

Annex |: Documentation relating to the Bridge of Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ in Visegrad
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PART 2
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2. DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION OF SITE FEATURES AND
POTENTIAL

This section describes existing character of the Bridge, identification of potential damaging
operations and threats, values and potential of the site.

2.1 Conservation status

«The Bridge is known to have been repaired some time around 1625 (reparation works on the Bridge,
as mentioned by E. Celebi, Turkish travelogue), and again in 1873-75 (repairs to the piers and wooden tower),
1911 and 1939/40.

The bridge has suffered a number of major floods, of which the worst was “Veliki povodanj” or
Great Flood of November 1896, when the level of the Drina was 1.60 m. above the bridge. The flood caused
serious damage to the Bridge — the korkaluk (parapet) of the bridge collapsed, and was later replaced by a
quarry stone wall (Annex 1V, AlVa-1,AlVa-2, Photo of the Great Flood).

In 1911/12, a technical survey of damage and repair work to piers nos.4,5,6,7,8 and 9 was carried out
by Austrian engineers, (Annex I11: documentation from the Archive of Boshia and Herzegovina)

In 1914/15, during World War I, when the Austrian Army was withdrawing from ViSegrad, two piers
were blown up by explosive, because of the war-time strategic importance of the road and the Bridge in
eastern Bosnia. A steel structure was laid over the demolished sections (Annex 1V, AlVa-5, AlVa-6, Photo
of the damaged Bridge).

The following year, the Serbian Army destroyed another pier when retreating. The bridge remained
in this condition until 1939 when it was repaired. (1939, 1940 — reconstruction of the destroyed sections of
the Bridge — reconstruction of the stone arches and piers of the bridge (Annex IlI: documentation from the
Archive of Bosnia and Herzegovina)

During the intervening period, 1915-1939, the sections of the bridge that had been destroyed were
fitted with an iron structure to make the bridge passable.

In October 1943, during World War 11, when the Germans were in retreat, that part of the Bridge was
destroyed again - piers No. 3,4,5 and 6, along with five arches were completely destoyed.

In 1950, 1951 and 1952, the Ministry of Local Communications, Roads Administration, rebuilt the
destroyed arches and carried out the restoration of the surviving sections. The visible sections of the structure
were copied from the surviving originals. The material used was extracted from the old quarry. The roadway,
parapet, sofas and portal were completely renovated (Annex Il11: documentation from the National Institute for
the Protection of Monuments of BiH)

By Ruling no. 1099/51 issued by the Institute for the Protection of the Cultural, Historical and
Natural Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina, the bridge was placed under the protection of the state.

In 1952, granite pavé was laid on the section between pier Il and pier VII. The pavé was laid on a
layer of sand over a base layer of quarry stone. On the rest of the bridge, it was laid over the original
cobbles.

By Ruling no. 02-741-3 dated 18 April 1962, it was registered in the Immovable Cultural
Monuments Register under number 208 as a Cultural Monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina.

1966 saw the construction of the Bajina BaSta hydroelectric power plant downstream from the
Bridge.

In 1977 the plaque on the gatehouse, the mihrab of the bridge, was reconstructed and the damage to
the bridge was inspected.

In 1978 the roadway structure over the bridge was replaced.

In 1979 work began on drawing up the technical documentation for repairs to the damage to the
bridge,

During 1980-1982, after research works were conducted, the foundations of three piers (No. 5, 6 and
8) of the Bridge were repaired according to a project by professor Gojkovi¢, a civil engineer. The works
were suspended because of a shortfall of funds, (Annex Il1: documentation from the National Institute for the
Protection of Monuments of BiH).
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In 1989, the Videgrad hydroelectric power plant was constructed upstream from the Bridge.

At a session held 27 and 28 March 1990, the Commission for the Categorization of the Architectural
Heritage, appointed by Ruling no. 10-338-8/89 issued by the Institute for the Protection of the Cultural,
Historical and Natural Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina, issued an Opinion that the Mehmed Pasha
Sokolovi¢ Bridge should be listed as a Category | asset of the cultural and historical heritage, pursuant to
article 14 of the law. The Regional Plan for BiH to 2002 classified the bridge as a Category 0 monument on
account of its outstanding beauty.

In 1991 the ramp was reconstructed, to a design project by the Institute for the Protection of the
Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of BiH (Annex Ill:documentation from the National Institute for
the Protection of Monuments of BiH)

In 1992, repair works started on pier No. 2.

In 2003, by Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments of BiH, the Mehmed Pasha
Sokolovi¢ Bridge was designated as a national monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina (Annex I, Al-11:
Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments of BiH no.: 08.2-6-101/03-5).

In 2003, vehicular traffic was suspended at the request of the Commission, since heavy traffic posed a
threat to the structure (Annexl, Al-11: Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments of BiH
no.: 08.2-6-101/03-5; Al-12: Ruling of the Town Planning and Building Inspector no. 16-362-119/05).

In 2004, underwater video recording of the Bridge's foundations was carried out.

In 2005 the Bridge was added to the WMF List of the world’s 100 most endangered monuments.

In 2005, a geolaser survey of the bridge was begun™.

Chronology of the works on the Bridge?:

1.1571-1577 — construction of the Bridge,

2.around 1625 — reparation works on the Bridge, as mentioned by E. Celebi, Turkish travelogue,

3.1875 - reparation works on the Bridge — reparation of the piers and wooden tower,

4.November, 1896 — big flood caused serious damages on the Bridge,

5.1911/12 - technical survey of damages and repair works on piers No0.4,5,6,7,8 i 9 done by Austrian
engineers,

6.1914, 1915 — damage of the Bridge — two piers were blown up by explosive, given the strategic
significance of the road and the Bridge in war-times in eastern Bosnia,

7.1939, 1940 - reconstruction of the destroyed sections of the Bridge,

8.1943 - damage of the Bridge for the same reasons as during World War I, piers No. 3,4,5 and 6, along
with five arches were completely destoyed,

9.1949-1952 - reconstruction of the destroyed sections of the Bridge (During 1950, 1951 and 1952, the
Road Administration of the Ministry of Local Traffic reconstructed the destroyed vaults and carried
out the restoration works on some sections. The restored sections were constructed to match the
preserved sections. The material was taken from the old quarry. Restored were the roadway, parapet,
sofas and portal.),

10. 1960 - reconstruction of the road leading over the Bridge,

11. 1966 — construction of the hydroelectric power plant of Bajina Basta, downstream of the Bridge,

12. 1980-1982 - after research works were conducted, the foundations of three piers (No. 5, 6 and 8) of
the Bridge were repaired according to the project by professor Gojkovié¢, a civil engineer. The works
were suspended because of the lack of funds,

13. 1989 - construction of the hydroelectric power plant of Visegrad, upstream of the Bridge,

14. 1991 - the reconstruction of the ramp; it was designed according to a project made by the Institute
for Protection of Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of BiH,

15. 1992 — repair works started on pier No. 2 but they were never finished,

16. 1992-1995 war in Bosnia and Herzegovina cut off the works. The Bridge, however, did not suffer
any damage as a result of immediate war actions,

17. 2003 - the vehicular traffic was suspended as requested by the Commission since the structure was
exposed to the risks of heavy traffic,

18. 2004 - the underwater video recording of the Bridge's foundations took place.

! Mirzah Foco, Nomination File, para 2.b History and Development
2 Commission to Preserve National Monuments, Decision no : 08.2-6-101/03-5
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2.2 ldentification of potential damaging operation and threats

During the procedure of filling the PTA form, in November 2004, an expert from the Council of
Europe and experts from the Commission to Preserve National Monuments inspected the monument.

The findings of an on site inspection of the bridge are as follows:

= The bridge suffered no damage as a result of war action,

= Since the power plant is in constant operation, the bridge is exposed to fluctuations in water flow and
level on a daily basis, which directly jeopardizes its stability and future survival. Piers of the Bridge
are constantly exposed to heavy waves and changes of the environment, which reduces bearing
capacity of the stone. Temporary protection in the shape of steel panels has been erected on the
second and fifth piers, intended to prevent further erosion of the stone, but the intervention has had
no results,

= Damages made on the pedestrian side have caused water leakage through the vaults, and freezing in
winter time,

= There has been shifting of outer layer of the stone between the third and fifth vault of the bridge (as a
result on internal changes),

= The bridge is at risk of rapid deterioration as a result of the lack of regular maintenance - due to the
lack of financial means.

The construction of the Bajina BaSta hydroelectric power station and the accompanying reservoir
below the bridge has diminished its aesthetic value. The construction of the ViSegrad hydroelectric power
station has still further altered the hydrology of the area and poses a threat to the bridge's stability.

The historical monument of the Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge is either directly or indirectly
endangered by the following:

= Geo - Technical Instability / Erosion of the foundations construction, caused by frequent changes of
the water level; becaused of that and because of ageing proces structure of the Bridge is in the
danger of failure — deformations and collapse, loss of material, detachment, small cracking,

= Dam Construction / Deterioration of the stone construction of the piers due to frequent changes of
the water level,

= Neglect and Inadequate Maintenance, there are no signs, clear paths or guarding around the Bridge,

= Lack of Financial Resources for maintenance and repair,

= Inadequate Planning followed by industrial development that actually ignores existence of the bridge
and poor integration of heritage into development plans; municipality ViSegrad, because of that,
became isolated “dig”, concerning economical, cultural and tourism development.

2.2.1. Development pressures®

Impact of Industry on the Bridge:

Industry is poorly developed in the ViSegrad Municipality. Important industrial plants for the
production of paint and varnish, furniture, metal industry (cables bearings) and civil engineering industry
plants are not working today due to insolvency proceedings. At this point in time, industrial plants cannot
affect the Bridge and its Protection Zone.

The impact of industry on the bridge is low, with a tendency to become bigger. The industrial
development of the Municipality of ViSegrad cannot be restricted by the designation of the Bridge as a
national monument. It is possible, however, to plan the development in line with the principles of the
sustainable development and environment protection. The industrial development may pose a significant
threat to the environment and lead to the pollution of waters, air, soil, destruction of flora and fauna, cultural
and historical heritage, including the Bridge and Protection Zone of the Bridge.

® Anda Hadziabdi¢, elaborate Procjena stanja okoli$a, (Elaorate Assessmet of Developmet and Environmental
Impacts), prepared for the Management Plan
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This problem can be viewed within the wider context of protection of tourism potentials. In that
context, we can speak about developmental pressures, potential problems due to unchecked economic
development that could damage and destroy potentials for the development of tourism.

A plan to revitalise existing industrial plants and build new ones is vital for the development of the
Visegrad Municipality. These plans, however, must be made in accordance with the principles of sustainable
development.

The development of sustainable tourism entails harmonisation of economic, ecological, social and
cultural relations on the territory of a certain destination.

It is therefore necessary to ensure protection from excessive economic exploitation and devastation
of areas intended for tourism activities. This has already been a considerable problem in the Visegrad
Municipality, primarily due to the operation of the hydroelectric plant on the Drina and the structure of
industry in the Municipality. The current situation (most industrial plants have been shut down) should be a
starting point for a change in planning the future development of economic and other ventures in the
Municipality. Therefore, when making a decision on the re-launching or re-activation of certain economic
ventures and capacities, it is necessary to ensure a realistic assessment of potential harm for ecological
balance and other aspects of the Municipality. As pointed out in the section on contents exploitable for
tourism purposes, most of them depend on the preservation of an ecological and natural balance in this
territory.

In order to prevent devastation as a consequence of future economic development, it will be
necessary to base Municipal development plans on reinforcing and further development of the preconditions
for the development of tourism. In that context, future plants should be related to "clean industry”, that is, the
operation or activation of those facilities liable to endanger the environment and the fate of the
Municipality's treasure should be prevented.

Impact of the Use of Land on the Bridge:

The Decision on Designating the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge a National Monument of Bosnia
and Herzegovina defines a Protection Zone stretching 100 meters up- and downstream from the Bridge
where it prohibits the construction of residential, commercial and agricultural facilities; the performance of
any works apart from conservation and restoration (upon approval and under professional supervision of an
appointed authority); the deposit of all forms of waste; access by motor vehicles; infrastructure works, except
in exceptional cases and upon approval from the Republika Srpska ministry in charge of urban planning and
under the expert supervision of an appointed service; the construction of road infrastructure and power
facilities, quarries and other polluters whose construction or operation could be detrimental to the national
monument.

The impact of the inappropriate use of land is low. A negative impact on the Bridge and Protection
Zone of the Bridge may be caused by the improper and environmentally unadjusted use of land with no
respect for the inherited architecture and Decision on the designation of the Bridge as the National
Monument.

The Decision on Designating the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge a national monument* stipulates
strict measures in the first Protection Zone: “construction of residential, commercial and agricultural
facilities is prohibited, all works are prohibited other than conservation and restoration works carried out
according to an approved project and under the professional supervision of the heritage protection authority
of Republika Srpska, all infrastructural works are prohibited other than in exceptional cases with the
approval of the relevant ministry and under the professional supervision of the heritage protection authority
of Republika Srpska, construction of any infrastructure or power facilities, quarries and other pollutants, the
construction or operation of which could be detrimental to the national monument is prohibited”.

The new Spatial Plan of the ViSegrad Municipality valid until 2010 and the new Urban Plan valid
until 2015 that are to include the above limitations pertaining to this area are currently being drafted.

4 Commission to Preserve National Monuments, Decision no : 08.2-6-101/03-5
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Impact of Infrastructure on the Bridge:

A priority for the Bridge and its Protection Zone is the development of road infrastructure that would
take on all transit traffic as well as the possible construction of a new bridge to connect the two parts of
Videgrad on the right and left bank of the Drina. It is also important to construct infrastructure to improve
use of the Bridge and its Protection Zone and enhance it as a tourist attraction: lighting, canals for draining
rainwater, benches, a promenade, bicycle paths, piers for boats, platforms, catering establishments. The
construction of infrastructure in the protected zone which is not in direct aid of the Bridge, such as landlines,
aqueducts, heating systems, etc. could be detrimental to the Bridge's Protection Zone.

The impact of the infrastructure works, which are not in connection with the Bridge, is at the
medium-high level. Any construction of infrastructure and infrastructure works that may lead to alterations
in the Protection Zone of the Bridge could be conducted, following the Decision proclaiming the Mehmed-
pasa Sokolovi¢ Bridge, only with a permit issued by the Ministry in charge of regional planning of the
Republika Srpska.

Moderating measure is planned infrastructure works in the Bridge zone.

2.2.2. Environmental pressures

Impact of Climate on the Bridge:

The climate in the ViSegrad valley is moderate continental with long and warm summers and cold
winters. The average annual temperature is 16 °C. January is the coldest month in the year with an average
temperature of 1-2 °C, and July is the warmest month with an average temperature of 24 °C. The average
annual precipitation is 1000 mm. Rainfall is heaviest in the autumn and spring. Snowfall occurs in the period
from November to March. The snow cover is mostly up to 10 cm and rarely exceeds 50 cm.

Visegrad and the valley areas along the Drina river are surrounded by hills. There are two large
bodies of water up- and downstream from Visegrad which frequently causes fog especially in the morning
hours.

The impact of climate on the Bridge is low. Snow cover and ice formed in the wintertime reduce the
safety on the Bridge. The Bridge is paved with stone slabs that are very slippery even when covered with a
thin layer of glazed frost.

Regular clearing as foreseen by the Management Plan would eliminate this effect.

Impact of Water Quality on the Bridge:

The river Drina is a clean river rich in fish. The flow of Drina down to Ljubovija is the original and
natural habitat of the huchen (H. hucho) which is a protected species. The huchen thrives in clean waters
whose temperature is low and which are rich in oxygen. This fish is very sensitive to pollutants, so its
presence in the Drina near ViSegrad gives a good indication of the quality of water. Due to this quality of
water, the river is suitable for recreation (swimming, rafting, etc.) The town wastewater flows into the Drina
through collectors or, in individual cases, directly. Many private houses have not been integrated into the
sewage network, but have individual septic tanks. Thanks to a small number of residents and the Drina's
average rate of flow of cca 300 m?s, the river has a rapid self-purification rate which contributes to the
preservation of its quality and biodiversity. Industrial facilities that could potentially pollute the river are not
operational today. There is practically no industrial wastewater. A worsening of the quality of water would
have a negative effect on the Bridge and the river as a whole. This would in turn cause a drop in the number
of visitors, poorer development of tourism and a decrease of sports activities on the Drina and in the vicinity
of the Bridge.

The impact of drainage of the town's waste waters to the Bridge and Protection Zone of the Bridge is
low. It is possible to expect for the quality of waters to become worse by the revitalization of the existing
industrial plants/or by the construction of the new ones, which would significantly reduce the tourist offer of
Visegrad.

Therefore, the Management Plan provides for monitoring water quality.
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Impact of Air Quality on the Bridge:

The air in Visegrad is of top quality. War damages and difficulties in the process of industrial
renewal have eliminated the possibility of air pollution by inorganic and organic pollutants. The sources of
air pollution in ViSegrad consist of households and other facilities using sold fuels for heating and traffic.
These sources have a negligible effect on air quality. Negative influences are felt on foggy days and during
air inversion when there is a higher concentration of black smoke and an increase in CO, and SO,
concentration due to the burning of wood and fossil fuels. Visegrad does not have a heating plant. The
heating of all facilities is individual.

The impact of the occasional deterioration of air quality on the bridge is low. Directing the traffic
over the Bridge, may lead to the deterioration of air quality at the micro location of the Bridge and the
Protection Zone of the Bridge.

Prohibition of the traffic over the Bridge, in accordance with the decision of the Commission, has
lead to the improvement of air quality at the micro location of the Bridge and the Protection Zone of the
Bridge.

However, the Management Plan foresees continuous monitoring of air quality.

Impact of Flora and Fauna on the Bridge:

The tourism offer of the ViSegrad Municipality is enhanced by a large number of various plant and
animal species in the area. The very fact that 60% of the ViSegrad Municipality area is forested and that the
river Drina is rich in autochthonous fish says enough of the possibility to associate various other tourism
activities to visits to the Bridge. This area is famous for its fruit cultivation (12% of the area consists of
orchards) and great possibilities for agricultural development. Village tourism and organic food production
can be included in the tourism offer. The river is rich in fish. The construction of the ViSegrad hydroelectric
plant severed fish migration routes, so that regular introduction of autochthonous fish into the river became
necessary. The banks in the Bridge's Protection Zone have not been cultivated and mainly contain wild
plants. Grass and weeds grow on the surface of the Bridge and especially on its sides, mainly along the
fence, from cracks between the stone blocks.

The negative impact of flora is at the medium-high level, while fauna has no impact on the Bridge.
The appearance of grass and weeds in the fissures of the Bridge and between the slabs may cause the
development of cracks in the slabs and permanent ,corrosion* of the stone blocks, as well as the
deterioration of the Bridge’s appearance.

Management Plan provides for regular cleaning of plant life from the bridge.

Impact of Landscape on the Bridge:

The landscape has a significant effect on the image of the Bridge. The banks of the Drina river in the
Bridge's Protection Zone and beyond have not been cultivated. The Protection Zone lacks both technical and
horticultural design. The soil on the banks in the Protection Zone has not been stabilised; there are no gutters
or drainage canals for precipitation; the grass and trees are mostly wild. The landscape is also affected by
low water levels in the Drina occurring occasionally during great droughts. In contrast to the Bridge's
Protection Zone that has obviously been neglected, ViSegrad's surrounding areas possess exceptionally
beautiful landscapes with attractive scenic views from the hills and mountains rich in flora and fauna.

The impact of landscape on the bridge is at the medium-high level. The un-landscaped surrounding
area may have a negative impact on the visual and aesthetic impression of the Bridge.

The Planning and Policy Framework section of the Management Plan foresees technical and
horticultural design for the I Protection Zone of the Bridge and regulation of the Drina riverbed.

Available documentation: Study of climate features of the wider area of the municipality of Visegrad
planned to be used for drafting the spatial and urban development plan
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2.2.3. Natural Disasters and Risk Preparation

Floods

The Drina River is the biggest river in the region, which is spanned by the Mehmed-pasa Sokolovi¢
Bridge. The Drina begins where the Tara and Piva rivers merge. It flows from the south to the north. The
Drina is the largest tributary of the Sava, which flows into the Danube and belongs to the Black Sea
catchment area. The river is 341 km long. The surface of the catchment area is 19.570 kmz, the precipitation
quantity is 700-3000 mm, the average specific outflow rate is 19 I/s/km?, and the average annual flow
velocity at the estuary is 425 m3/s. At a distance of 1 km downstream of the Bridge is the mouth of the Rzav
River into the Drina River, which is the peripheral part of the storage lake of the HE Bajna Basta, which
extends to the Bridge itself. The Rzav River has the features of a torrent river and brings large quantities of
water to the storage lakes of the HE Bajna Basta during the heavy precipitation events.

The area of Visegrad was struck by a number of heavy floods. The heaviest flood happened in 1896,
when the level of the Drina River went up 1,60 m above the Bridge.

So far three hydro-electric power plants have been built on the Drina River: the HE ViSegrad, HE
Bajna Basta and HE Zvornik.

Impact of Floods on the Bridge:

The impact of floods on the Bridge is very big. Floods can cause serious damage to the Bridge, have
negative impacts on the structure of the Bridge, its stability and appearance. Floods can cause serious
damages to the Drina River banks, i.e. the Protection Zone of the Bridge.

With proper regulation, the HE Visegrad and HE Bajina BaSta storage lakes can have a
compensatory function in the event of high precipitation. The Management Plan provides for the
establishment of activities necessary for proper regulation of the operation of these hydroelectric plants.

Quantity of Waters -He ViSegrad

The HE Visegrad is located upstream of the Bridge, at a distance of approximately 2,5 km from the
town of ViSegrad. The HE ViSegrad belongs to the type of run-of-the-river power plants, with three
generator units of the nominal power of 105 MW each. The useful capacity of the storage lake is 101 mil.
m3, the average annual water inflow to the storage lake is 342 m3/s, and maximum gross water dip is 48,16
m. The prescribed ecological minimum for the hydro-electric power plant is 50 m3/s.

Impact of the He ViSegrad on the Bridge:

The impact of the HE ViSegrad on the Bridge is substantial. The improper handling, untimely
reaction in the event of high waters and failure to maintain the ecological minimum of the HE ViSegrad may
cause significant damages on the Bridge, pose a threat to flora and fauna of the Drina River and spoil the
appearance of the Bridge and its Protection Zone.

The overflow fields with segment stop valves to control the quantity of overflow waters were
identified on the dam for the purpose of evacuation of ten-thousand-year waters (Q 10 000 =5325 m?3/s). This
significantly reduces the possibility of floods in the area of ViSegrad. In addition, the storage lake retains the
waste that comes down with precipitation waters (During the heavy precipitation events, waters would bring
chunks of wood, stones and even logs down to the Bridge).

A construction permit was issued to the HE ViSegrad under the condition that the company JP
Elektroprivreda SR BiH (today’s JP Elektroprivreda RS) do the improvement of the Drina river bed
downstream of the dam to the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge, as well as the repair of the damaged piers of
the Bridge. The company JP Elektroprivreda Republike Srpske has not thus far fulfilled this obligation.

The Management Plan provides for a series of activities:

- Coordination of a plan to prevent floods with plans of HE ViSegrad

- Coordination of a flood prevention plan and a system of intervention measures with plans of HE
Visegrad

- Obliging HE Visegrad to perform continuous measurement and report on the quantity of water
released from the storage lake, especially in terms of maintaining the ecological minimum
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- Obliging HE ViSegrad to devise a plan of receiving great quantities of water and a coordination
plan of water release from the storage lake of HE Bajina Basta

Quantity of Waters -He Bajna Basta

The reversible HE Bajna Basta, which is located at the territory of Serbia and Montenegro, enters the
territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina with its storage lake of 130 million m? and reaches the Mehmed-pa3a
Sokolovi¢ Bridge. The storage lake of the HE Bajna Basta is 1,5 m above the height planned by the project.
The waters of the storage lake pound against the Bridge causing thus permanent oscillations in the water
flow, jeopardizing the stability of the Bridge, causing erosion of the Bridge’s piers and spoiling the visual
impression of the Bridge. The Rzav River (with the river mouth being 1 km downstream of the Bridge) has
the features of a torrent river and during heavy precipitation events it brings large quantities of water to the
Drina River, which additionally makes the water level in the storage lake of Bajna Basta rise.

Impact of the He Bajna Basta on the Bridge:

The impact of the HE Bajna Basta is big. The storage lake of the HE Bajna BaSta poses a threat to
the stability of the Bridge, causes erosion of the piers, and spoils the appearance of the Bridge as the visible
height of the piers becomes smaller.

The Management Plan provides for a series of activities that determine proper regulation of the HE
Bajina Basta storage lake, which can serve as a compensatory storage lake and receive great quantities of
water in the even of high precipitation.

Documentation that can be found in the HE ViSegrad:

Report on Hydraulic Model Studies of the Impact of the HE ViSegrad Construction on the

Downstream Area, Institute for Water Resources Management Jaroslav Cerni, Belgrade 1982.

3. Study of the Alluvial Soils’ Regime in the Upper Stream of the Drina River, Republic Hydro
meteorological Institute of BiH and Hydro technique Institute of the Faculty of Civil Engineering of
Sarajevo, 1983-84

4. Stydy produced as a Partnership Work of the HE ViSegrad and RAHE Bajna Basta, SOUR
Energoinvest, OOUR HigrainZenjering, Sarajevo 1983

5. Study of the Impact of the Work Regime of the HE ViSegrad on the Mehmed-pa3a Sokolovi¢ Bridge
in ViSegrad, Faculty of Civil Engineering of the University in Belgrade, Hydro technique Institute,
Belgrade 1985.

6. Report on the Condition of the Foundations of the Mehmed-pasa Sokolovi¢ Bridge Spanning the
Drina River in ViSegrad (the so called "0" condition before putting the HE ViSegrad into operation),
Institute for Materials and Structures of the Faculty of Civil Engineering in Belgrade, 1989.

N e

Risk Preparation

The main objective of the Plan to alleviate the existing and potential negative environmental impacts
on the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge is to ensure the acceptability of the plan in view of the identified
negative influences, provide for the efficient implementation of the alleviation measures, identify the
institutions responsible for the implementation of the Plan, establish the supervision over the implementation
of the recommended alleviation measures as well as set up a programme of regular monitoring of the
environment and taken measures.

If managed properly, the storage lakes of the HE ViSegrad and the HE Bajna BaSta may serve as
compensation storage lakes that will take in large quantities of water in the course of heavy precipitation
events.

Apart from the above stated objective, the Plan of alleviation measures identifies the needs to
provide education for the local population and wider community about the protection of environment and
cultural and historical heritage.

The Plan of alleviation measures is an integral part of the Management Plan.
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2.2.4. Tourism pressure and visitors

Impact of Tourism on the Bridge:

Tourism has a positive effect on the development of the ViSegrad Municipality and the use of the
Bridge as an exceptional tourist attraction. The development of tourism will compensate for the loss of the
Bridge as part of a road. The Visegrad Municipality possesses great potential for the development of tourism
and for combining the tourist attraction of the Bridge with other offers: the narrow gauge railway, the
Dobrun monastery, the church and mosque in Mehmed Pasha Sokolovié's village, spa tourism, hunting and
fishing tourism, village and eco tourism, etc.

The negative impact of tourism on the Bridge is low, today. The negative impact of tourism is
manifested through dumping waste at the Bridge and protected zone of the Bridge, graffiti writing,
destroying green areas, etc.

The existing state and number of visitors (and to a lesser degree - tourists) does not constitute a
considerable problem for the bridge in terms of physical load or potential damage. The reason lies in the fact
that the number of visitors is small and they linger on the bridge relatively briefly.

However, the development of tourism and a more aggressive approach to offering tourist attraction,

as well as the creation of advertising aimed at potential visitors and tourists, demands that this problem be
considered form the very beginning. Since the Bridge allows open access to visitors, without limiting their
number, a larger number of visitors can cause problems mainly related to pollution and devastation of the
Bridge and surrounding area and the deposit of large quantities of waste materials near the Bridge and on the
riverbanks by visitors and tourists. This pertains primarily to potential problems related to the organisation of
tours and hunting and fishing, as well as other outdoor activities.
It is therefore necessary to implement educational activities in cooperation with tourist agencies and guides
who would convey to the visitors before and during each visit what is expected in terms of a responsible
attitude towards locations visited. Apart from that, ordinances prohibiting littering, destruction of plant life
and devastation of the area should be properly marked and a sufficient number of litter bins should be
provided as well as their regular maintenance. Finally, the last link in the chain is the organisation and
engagement of and ecological police force that would implement preventive measures and sanction
inappropriate behaviour.

As far as the protection of the Bridge itself is concerned, there must be continuous control (at regular
time intervals determined on the basis of the number of visitors) of possible damages and activities must be
initiated to repair such damages and prevent further ones. These controls are to be implemented under the
jurisdiction of the ViSegrad Municipality, or a body put in charge of the management and maintenance of the
Bridge and its surrounding area.

The other aspect of pressure from tourists pertains to a potential conflict between visitors and tourists
on the one hand and the local population on the other. Namely, buildings that are of interest for visitors and
tourists often have a certain significance for the local population which can lead to a “conflict of interest"
between these groups. The immediate cause may be an aggressive approach of tourists focused on their own
demands and wanting their expectations to be met, sometimes even at the detriment of the local community.
Apart from that, the local population is often seen as part of the tourist product of a destination. This mainly
pertains to shop owners, those with crafts workshops, houses for rent, those engaged in civilian and religious
centres, that is, all those participating in the organisation and provision of various services that can attract
visitors.

The main areas of interaction between the local population and visitors depend on the number of
visitors using the capacities and services at the destination that are suited to the needs of the local population
and can accommodate a limited number of users. An excessive number of visitors can jeopardise the stability
of services such as electricity, running water, roads (damages), parking lots, etc. All of this can affect the
quality of life for the local population.

The use of various transport vehicles, whether private or public, for the organisation of collective visits can
jeopardise the local population's freedom of movement, limit their parking capacity and access to various

28



services they require and expect. Apart from that, noise and air pollution resulting from an increase in the
number of motor vehicles constitute a considerable point of conflict of interest between the local population
and visitors.

Stakeholders in daily activities and commercial contents used by the local population and related to

the sale of food, cleaning services, etc. are forced to change their locations because they can no longer afford
the high rent payments imposed in the historical centres of town due to the arrival of tourists.
Extensive commercialisation results from the activities of private shops and commercial companies seeking
to maximise their business through a combination of advertising, signs and sometimes with the use of sound
effects. Signs that are too large or badly designed can irritate the local population. On the other hand, the
concentration of large numbers of visitors tends to attract many types of persons seeking possibilities of
success.

Behaviour in public places conditioned by a large number of restaurants, bars and various form of
entertainment increases noise, vandalism, crime and the like, which have a negative effect on the life of the
local population and cannot be compensated for by the positive effects of tourism development.

The Management Plan determines an approach tourism development strategy and provides ways of
preventing the potential negative effects of tourism.

2.2.5. Number of inhabitants

Impact of Population on the Bridge:

Visegrad has a population of approximately 6000, while the entire Municipality of ViSegrad has
19.419 inhabitants, according to an assessment of the Statistics Institute of RS done in 2004. The residents
of ViSegrad are emotionally attached to the Bridge. This attachment to the Bridge as a symbol of Visegrad
and the centre of life in ViSegrad was developed through generations of residents in this area. The
importance of the Bridge for the residents of ViSegrad was best described by a local journalist who said that
his first memory was of the Bridge and that the last image he wanted to take away with him was the Bridge.
Many residents of ViSegrad would like to see the Bridge open for traffic for special occasions such as
weddings, funerals, and the like. The structure of the population has changed considerably since the 1992-
1995 war. Many displaced persons have moved here from other parts of Bosnia and Herzegovina which in
turn changed the national, educational and cultural structure of the population.

The negative impact of the population on the Bridge is low. The negative impact of the population
on the Bridge is manifested through dumping waste at the Bridge and protected zone of the Bridge, graffiti
writing, destroying green areas, etc.

It is necessary to implement educational activities about a responsible attitude towards sites that are
visited. Ordinances prohibiting littering, destruction of plant life and devastation of the area should be
properly marked and a sufficient number of litter bins should be provided as well as their regular
maintenance. Finally, the last link in the chain is the organisation and engagement of and ecological police
force that would implement preventive measures and sanction inappropriate behaviour.

2.3 Definition of the property

“The ViSegrad Bridge is among the most impressive bridges in the world, and in its setting, its
engineering and its formal features, as well as in its durability and solidity, and its readiness to receive and
absorb changes to its environment, it is a masterpiece by a world master architect.

To anyone observing the bridge, regardless of his or her knowledge of history, art and literature, it is
plain to see at first glance that the bridge in Visegrad reflects the skill of a master architect and builder. The
architect of the Visegrad Bridge was Mimar Koca Sinan ibn Abd al-Mannan, most famous of all the
architects of the Ottoman Empire and one of the greatest architects the world has known. The ViSegrad
Bridge is one of his two most important designs of this type. The uniqueness of the ViSegrad bridge is
associated largely with its form — a geniculation structure composed of a section with eleven arches spanning
the Drina, and a four-arched ramp by means of which the bridge takes a right angle to join the left bank,
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following the lie of the land. This form, which was that of the bridge on completion, has largely survived in
authentic shape to this day.

What especially makes this bridge unique and outstanding is that it is either reflection of or reflected
on the power, skills and ability of the three the most prominent historical figures - its endeavour Grand
Vezier Mehmed Pasha Sokolovié¢, its author - the greatest architect of Ottoman Empire Koca mimarbasha
Sinan and its ,,biographer®, the Nobel's prize laureate Ivo Andric — writer of the famous ,, The Bridge over
Drina“. It makes its architectural, historical and symbolic values merging into the outstanding expression
that is among few icons representing Bosnia and Herzegovina.

The Bridge was built at the peak of power and glory of Ottoman Empire, in the period when several
men originating form Bosnia were influential and authoritative in the very heart of Empire. Their influence
resulted in ability to build glorious endowments in their homeland. Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ was the most
famous among them and his legacy is immense — but the bridge across the river of his origin — this bridge in
ViSegrad - is in fact the most famous.

It has been glorified by folk tradition and folk poetry, by historiography and writers, artists and
visitors more then any other piece of human work in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge has always been understood by each and all citizens of Boshia
and Herzegovina as their own precious heritage. That is why this monument survived even the war 1992-
1996 when heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina was the target of wanton and systematic destruction.

The bridge is associated with important historical events from different periods of Bosnia-
Herzegovinian history. It is a place that lot of citizens associate with the memories of historical and social
changes, rebellions, wars, persecution of civilians — what adds to this old structure built in 1551-1557 — a

new symbolic and semantic layer that some World Heritage sites have as a basic and prevailing value™”.

2.4. Boundary - first protection zone

The boundary of the Bridge, encloses structure itself and a zone extending 100 meters upstream and
downstream from the bridge, and 100 meters in width on both sides, covers area of app. 0,2 hectares, was
formally designated® as the First Protection Zone’. Within | Protection Zone strict measures are designated
forbidding new constructions except conservation-restoration works, dumping of waste is prohibited, motor
vehicle traffic is prohibited, all infrastructural works are prohibited other than in exceptional cases with the
approval of the relevant ministry and under the professional supervision of the heritage protection authority
of Republika Srpska, construction of any infrastructure or power facilities, quarries and other pollutants, the
construction or operation of which could be detrimental to the national monument is prohibited.

The original location of the bridge remains unaltered.

2.5. Functional and Usage Aspects in the First Protection Zone

The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge was created as a result of a considered location of a
throughway that connects two banks of the river Drina at a place most convenient with respect to existing
roads. The ViSegrad Bridge has played an important role in the development of the town, because facilities
were built around it to enhance transit traffic (rest areas with catering establishments, travel insurance for
passengers, goods and merchandise, etc.) Parallel with the development of central functions, residential
districts were built and the residential area expanded along with the functions and facilities needed by its
inhabitants.

®> Amra Hadzimuhamedovi¢, Nomination File para 3.b Proposed Statement of Outstanding Universal Value
® Decision no.08.2-6-101/03-5, issued by the Commission to Preserve National Monuments in January 2003.
" Annex 11, All-9 protection zone and buffer zone of the Bridge
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The Bridge was thus integrated into the urban structure, both as a traffic route and by being
positioned in the zone of central town functions (the east side of the Bridge, that is, the right bank of the
Drina)®.

2.6. Facilities and Existing Physical Structures in the First Protection Zone

The Bridge has been protected by law since 1951. Since then, all interventions were conditioned by
prescribed protection measures defined in accordance with its status. After the 1992-1995 war and the
establishment of a new registry of cultural properties, the Commission to Preserve National Monuments
passed a Decision designating the Bridge a national monument and determining a Protection Zone of 100
meters up- and downstream from the Bridge. The zone also includes the banks in the area of 100 m up- and
downstream from the Bridge.

There are no buildings on the left bank of the Drina, while on the opposite bank, there are 8
buildings in the protected zone. This zone contains physical structures which are not representative due to the
state of the buildings and which spoil the appearance of the Bridge's surroundings.

In the long period of the Bridge's existence, the space surrounding it, although at the central of town,
did not manage to develop or grow into a firmer urban centre that would make a complete whole along with
the Bridge.

Activities geared at an adequate treatment of the space and buildings in the Bridge's immediate zone
began in 2003 with the Decision designating the Bridge a national monument.

The protection measures defined by the Decision are an expression of preventive actions preceding
the passing of precise guidelines and documents which will define the regulation of the First Protection
Zone.

The left bank included in the First Protection Zone includes the motorway approach to the bridge in
both directions, along the bank of the Drina. There are not buildings in this area and it is part of the natural
backdrop of the Bridge. The protection of this natural environment should be a primary goal in the future
treatment of this area.

On the right bank included in the First Zone, there are 8 buildings. The Reliability Chart? shows the
physical state of these buildings. We can see that only the building marked with the number 6, upstream
from the bridge, is in a good state. This is an individual residential building, recently reconstruction, but
under dubitable reconstruction conditions. The hotel building marked with the number 1 and the residential-
commercial building adjoining it, marked with the number 2, fall into the middle reliability category. They
must be repaired in accordance with the prescribed protection conditions to reflect architectural,
environmental and historical values.

The other buildings are in a poor state. Among them are three buildings that make up the street
facade (buildings marked with the numbers 3, 4 and 5).

Buildings 7 and 8 are used for residence and auxiliary activities and occupy individual plots of land.

Annex I1: Maps
All -14 RELIABILITY OF BUILDINGS IN THE FIRST PROTECTION ZONE

All -15 CURRENT USE OF THE BUILDINGS IN THE FIRST PROTECTION ZONE
All -16 HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN THE PROTECTION BELT

& Annex I1: All 15, Current use
® Annex I1: All 14, Reliability of buildings
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Annex |V: Photo documentation
AlV d: 1 Building 2

AlV d: 2 Building 2,3,4,5

AlV d: 3 Building 5

AlV d: 4 Building 6

2.7. Cultural values

In the context of the “Management Guidelines for World Cultural Heritage Sites” (1998), the cultural
values are recognized in this Plan as:
- identity value, namely: age, tradition, continuity, memorial, legendary, sentiment, spiritual, religious
and symbolic,
- artistic and technical value and
- rarity value.

Cultural values are elaborated in Nomination File para 3.a till 3.d.

Criteria under which inscription of the Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad is proposed are:

o

“To represent a masterpiece of human creative genius”,

C (ii

“To exhibit an important interchange of human values, over a span of time or within a cultural area of
the world, on developments in architecture or technology, monumental arts, town-planning or landscape
design”

C(iv.)
“To be an outstanding example of a type of building, architectural or technological ensemble or
landscape which illustrates (a) significant stage(s) in human history”,

C (vi)
“To be directly or tangibly associated with events or living traditions, with ideas, or with beliefs, with
artistic and literary works of outstanding universal significance”,

“The site must meet the test of authenticity in design, material, workmanship or setting”.

Criteria are elaborated in the Nomination file para 3.a till 3.d, pg. 15-18, 18-26, 34-39.

Educational value:

“The Bridge in ViSegrad, a supreme architectural achievement and an inseparable part of the lives of
not only the residents of ViSegrad and across Bosnia and Herzegovina, but of all travelers that have had the
good fortune to see it, has become an eternal and inexhaustible source of inspiration.

Indirectly and directly, it is connected to tradition and ideas, beliefs and customs™?°,

“From 1994, artists gather in ViSegrad each year to spend a week in August socializing and
exchanging experience, knowledge and inspiration. They come from Banja Luka and Sarajevo, Knin and
Moscow, from America, Belgrade, Budapest and Cacak, Sofia and Shanghai, UZice and Trebinje, Japan,
Sweden, Belgium, the Ukraine, Greece. In the ViSegrad Town Gallery, various transpositions of the Bridge

19 jiljana Sevo, Nomination File para 3, ¢ (vi)
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as motif can be seen in the works of many artists prominent on the contemporary domestic and international

art scene”*!.

Literary evenings entitled "Down the ViSegrad Trails" are traditionally held in Visegrad to honour
the country's Nobel Laureate. Ivo Andri¢ brought fame not only to the Bridge, but also to its natural
surroundings, especially the scenic views from the hills that feature in folk songs, spreading word of
Visegrad's landmarks and beautiful nature

It is necessary to ensure the collection and assembly of all the available material about the Bridge.
This pertains to all forms of records (written, video and audio) about the Bridge as well as gathering
information and legends which have not been recorded previously.

In that sense, it will be necessary to organise an action, under the auspices of the local Museum, and
invite the residents of this area as well as other parts of BiH and Serbia and Montenegro who posses various
objects, records or information about the Bridge which should be included in the collection of materials
about the Bridge and exhibited in the Bridge Museum.

Social value:

The Bridge is an integral part of the history and everyday life of the local population, part of their
past and their present. For centuries, ViSegrad has integrated the arches of the Bridge and its significance in
connecting riverbanks, people and histories. In that context, the local population, in the broadest sense, that
is, the population of Bosnia and Herzegovina sees the Bridge as its heritage and its treasure.

It is necessary to use this particular dimension to encourage and motivate these people to protect and
preserve the Bridge and "profit" from the possibilities it provides for further development and representation
of the Municipality and the country on the global tourism market. In that sense, the activation of tourism that
the Bridge can provide for will steer the possible integration of the ViSegrad Municipality with areas that
possess monuments and cultural properties protected by the most prestigious world institution, and entered in
the list of destinations pertaining to a rich cultural and historical heritage that imbues them with a specific
profundity (a pedigree in terms of tourism).

It is, therefore, necessary to continue building and enforcing the value that the Bridge holds for
ViSegrad and its inhabitants, work on enriching the collection of artworks, written tracts and other works
dedicated to the bridge. Even in the case where these works are not stored in ViSegrad, organising various
events and colonies attended by artists from the whole world presents and opportunity for information to be
spread by way of these, so to speak, missionaries. Every organised event of this sort should be used to send
written and video records about the bridge and other tourist activities in ViSegrad to different destinations
where they may find their way to potential visitors.

2.8. Contemporary economic and use values

The destination of the ViSegrad Municipality possesses potentials that have already been verified as
a real basis for the development of tourism.

It possesses considerable historical heritage related to the history of the Balkans, Europe and Asia,
whose fate is intertwined with that of the Ottoman Empire, the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy and the course
of the First World War. All these events are still an inexhaustible source of interest and motivation for travel
for many visitors and tourists.

The natural potential for developing tourism pertains primarily to the medicinal water springs and
the untouched nature that can serve as a basis for creating various offers organised as part of village and eco-
tourism. Proof of this can be found among the indicators of the quality of water and the data on the number
and structure of the plant and animal population of this area.

1 |jiljana Sevo, Nomination File para 3, ¢ (vi)
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Activities and meetings already being organised in the Municipality (traditionally) are proof of the
existence of preconditions for organising activities outside the scope of “stationary™ activities. In view of the
existing facilities, a "superstructure of tourism activities" can be added to them. New activities in this field
can be expected in the second and third year following the approval of the Management Plan, since in the
first year it will be necessary to realise a series of activities that would adequately structure existing activities
and capacities.

The significance of existing activities and potentials for tourism development is derived directly
from the option for future Municipal development to be aimed at sustainable development and sustainable
tourism and to prevent the renewal of "dirty industry" that would devastate the environment and the
Municipality's treasures. Since this imposes limitations on the possible directions of development, it is
necessary to be aggressive and consistent in the alternative direction, that is, in the development of tourism.

The destination is exceptionally valuable due to the diversity of its contents and potentials for
tourism development, and due to its position relative to other parts of BiH and the region, especially in view
of the proximity of potential visitors from neighbouring countries.

The development of tourism values and offers is the basis for generating income in various
businesses related to tourism.

In the case of the ViSegrad Municipality, these pare primarily potentials for the development and

increase of supply of various services: accommodation at the local hotel and recreation centre, as well as
accommodation in private houses that would facilitate additional (or basic) income for the population.
On the other hand, income can be generated and increased in local restaurants and shops, the service sector
(banks, hair salons, cleaning services, local transport), as well as income for organisers of various tourist
activities that are not included in the standard room and board packages: such as hunting, rafting and
fishing. All of these activities are entrepreneurial in nature and should be under the jurisdiction of the local
tourist agency that would organise inbound tourism, that is, ensure the offer of various activities all year
round, offering the same through tourist agencies in Bosnia and Herzegovina, Serbia and Montenegro,
Macedonia, etc. or directly to tour operators specialising in certain aspects of tourism.

Most of these activities, whether organised by entrepreneurs or with the participation of the Visegrad
Municipality, will contribute to higher employment rates. If, according to the existing legal regulation, the
obligation to employ a minimum of two persons (apart from the director) in small and medium enterprises
and have one employee per registered independent crafts workshop is implemented, it is clear that each new
enterprise will facilitate considerable new employment.

However, for a successful realisation of completion of economic impacts on tourism development, it
is necessary to secure an appropriate level of public services under the jurisdiction of the Municipality, such
as locations of water fountains with water for drink, public lavatories (with fees to provide for maintenance),
public pay-phones, emergency medical aid, post office services, cleaning and waste disposal services, etc.

Functional value:

“The bridge in ViSegrad has retained its original function as a crossing point, meeting place and
public space, but the way it has been used has differed at various times in the past. Every intention to build a
bridge is based on the intention to achieve its primary and basic function — to link the two banks of a river, to
provide a crossing from one side to the other, to link two sections of a road, to shorten the distance covered.
Over the centuries, the ViSegrad Bridge has had several purposes. ... Above all, it was originally a strategic
structure... used by pedestrians, ox- and horse-drawn carts, combat vehicles, horsemen, merchants and the
army. Wedding and funeral processions wended their way over it.... The second function of the bridge from
its very completion derives from its use as a place of the greatest significance in the town of Visegrad. The
bridge also served as town square, meeting place, an open-air coffee shop, a place to idle away the hours and
for the public proclamation of official decisions, and even, at times, of verdicts. The central, wider part of
the bridge, known as the kapija (gate), denoted this focus of the public life of the town...”
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As returned for pedestrian, the management plan provides for it to be revived by holding summer
meeting, "Coffee on the Bridge," discussions, poetry evenings, art exhibitions on the bridge and the like.
The original use of the bridge can thereby also contribute to its presentation and sustainability of use™?

2.9. Appendices to part 2
For part 2 see following documentation in Annexes:

Annex |: Documentation

Al 1:  Ruling no. 1099/51 issued by the Institute for the Protection of the Cultural, Historical and Natural
Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina

Al 2:  Ruling no. 02-741-3 dated 18 April 1962 issued by the Institute for the Protection of the Cultural,
Historical and Natural Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina

Al 3:  Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments of BiH no.: 08.2-6-101/03-5

Al 4. Decision of the WMF List of the world’s 100 most endangered monuments in 2006

Al 5:  List of economic and non-economic operators

Al 6:  Study of climate features of the wider area of the municipality of ViSegrad planned to be used for
drafting the spatial and urban development plan

Al 7:  Assessment of the impact of environmental elements from the Management Plan

Annex Il: Maps
All -9 Protection zone and buffer zone

All -14 Reliability of buildings in the first protection zone
All -15 Current use of the buildings in the first protection zone
All -16 Height of buildings in the protection belt

Annex 1V: Photo documentation

Annex 1V, IVa:1 Photo of the Great Flood

Annex IV, 1Va:2 Photo of the Great Flood

Annex 1V, 1VVa:5 Photo of the damaged Bridge (The bridge after 1914)
Annex 1V, 1Vd:1 Building 2

Annex 1V, 1\Vd:2 Building 2,3,4,5

Annex 1V, 1Vd:3 Building 5

Annex IV, 1VVd:4 Building 6

12 Amra HadZimuhamedovi¢, Nomination File para 3 d
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PART 3
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3. PROTECTION AND CURRENT MANAGEMENT

This section describes ownership, legislative, regulatory, planning, institutional and traditional measures

and management system that is in place to protect and manage the property. It deals with policy aspects, legal
status and protective measures and with practicalities of day to day administration and management.

3.1.

3.2.

Ownership

The bridge is government owned.
8 facilities in the Protection Zone are privately owned.

Protective designation

= By Ordinance no. 1099/51, issued by the Institute for Protection of Cultural, Historical and Natural
Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina, the Bridge was placed under the state protection. By Ordinance
no. 02-741-3, dated 18 April 1962, it was registered in the Immovable Cultural Monuments Register,
under the number of 208, as a cultural monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina.

= During a session held on 27 and 28 March 1990, the Commission for Categorization of Architectural
Heritage, appointed by Ordinance no. 10-338-8/89, issued by the Institute for Protection of Cultural,
Historical and Natural Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina, issued an Opinion that the Mehmed Pasha
Sokolovi¢ Bridge should be listed as a Category | asset of cultural and historical heritage, pursuant to
Article 14 of the Law on Protection of Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina .

= The Bridge was classified as Category 0 - monument of international importance in the Regional Plan for
BiH up to 2002 .

The historical monument - the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad - is a national monument of

Bosnia and Herzegovina, as laid down in the Decision no.08.2-6-101/03-5, issued at the 6th session of the
Commission to Preserve National Monuments, held on 25 January, 2003" .

The provisions relating to the protection and rehabilitation measures, for the National Monument

designated by the Commission, set forth the Law on the Implementation of the Decisions of the Commission to
Preserve National Monuments. All executive and development planning acts that are not in accordance with the
provisions of the Decision are hereby revoked.

Foolowing legislation provide protection for the monuments:

Official Gazzete of Republika Srpska no. 9/02, Law on the Implementation of the Decisions of the
Commission to Preserve National Monuments, established pursuant to the Annex 8 of the General
Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina, from 2002.

Official gazzete of BiH n0.33/02 provisional List of National Monuments (Decision of the Commission to
Preserve National Monuments) pp. 1250-1259, from 2002.

Official Gazzete of Repubilka Srpska no. 79/02, Law on the Spatial Arrangement, from 2002,

Official Gazette of RS, n0.11/95, Law on Cultural Goods, from 1995

Official Gazette of RS, no. 22/00, Criminal Code of Republika Srpska, from 2000 (item 243).

! see www.aneks8komisija.com.ba
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3.3.  Statutory Protection/Constraints

Listed - At the 6™ Session of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments (held from 21% till 27" of
January 2003.) a decision to designate the historical monument of the Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge in
Visegrad as a National Monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina was adopted®, applying he Criteria for
Designation®.

Statutory protection and the statutory constrains on the National monument are quoted*:

“For the purpose of preserving the property and preventing its further deterioration, the Government of
Republika Srpska (RS), in the shape of the Ministry of Urban Planning, Public Utilities, Construction and the
Environment of RS, is responsible for acting in accordance with Ruling no. 06-362-116/90 dated 20 February
1990 issued by the Ministry of Regional Planning and the Environment of Boshia and Herzegovina requiring
that shut down the ViSegrad hydroelectricity plant, in regard to which approval for trial operations expired on 1
August 1991, until such time as the conditions have been met for final operating approval as follows:

- The regulation of the Drina river bed downstream from the dam to the Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢
Bridge, and

- The repair of the piers of the old Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge in conformity with the technical
documentation certified by the relevant heritage protection authority of Republika Srpska.

To ensure the ongoing preservation of the property, the following zones are hereby defined:

Protection Zone |, covering the structure itself and a zone extending 100 meters upstream and
downstream from the bridge, and 100 meters in width on both sides. Within this zone, the following measures
shall apply:

- the construction of residential, commercial and agricultural facilities is prohibited,

- all works are prohibited other than conservation and restoration works carried out according to
an approved project and under the professional supervision of the heritage protection authority
of Republika Srpska,

- dumping of all kinds of waste is prohibited,

- motor vehicle traffic is prohibited until conservation and restoration of the Bridge is finished;
after that, experts will give their opinion whether the Bridge can or can not be use for vehicle
traffic,

- all infrastructural works are prohibited other than in exceptional cases with the approval of the
relevant ministry and under the professional supervision of the heritage protection authority of
Republika Srpska,

- construction of any infrastructure or power facilities, quarries and other pollutants, the
construction or operation of which could be detrimental to the national monument is prohibited.”

3.4. Means of implementing protective measures

Responsibilities for the enforcement of the Commission’s decisions lies with the Entity Governments
and the ministries responsible for the regional planning.

2 Official Gazette of Bosnia and Herzegovina No. 12/03
® Official Gazette BiH no33/02.
* Decision for Designation, Official Gazzete BiH no. 12/03.
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On the level of Republika Srpska:

- The Government of Republika Srpska is responsible for ensuring and providing the legal, scientific,
technical, administrative and financial measures necessary to protect, conserve, display and
rehabilitate the National Monument.

- Ministry of Urban Planning, Public Utilities, Construction and the Environment of RS, is
responsible for implementation of the legislative protective measures.

- For the purpose of preserving the property and preventing its further deterioration, the Government
of Republika Srpska (RS), in the shape of the Ministry of Urban Planning, Public Utilities,
Construction and the Environment of RS, is responsible for acting in accordance with Ruling no. 06-
362-116/90 dated 20 February 1990 issued by the Ministry of Regional Planning and the
Environment of Bosnia and Herzegovina

- Institute for protection of cultural-historic and natural heritage of RS is responsible for the expert
supervision, building-crafts and craft works on National Monument as it is proclaimed by the
Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments.

- Authorities in charge of urban planning and land registry affairs are notified of the Decisions in
order to carry out the measures stipulated by the Decisions, and the Authorized Municipal Court is
notified for the purposes of registration in the Land Register.

Since the Commission passed its Decision designating the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad
a National Monument in January 2003 until December 2005, the following activities have been realised:

- The Government of Republika Srpska has secured 100 000 KM (50 000 €) in 2005 for implementing
activities to protect the Bridge.

- The Government of Republika Srpska determined a budget of 250.000 EUR for cultural and
historical heritage in 2005, which is the first such allocation since its establishment by the General
Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina from 1996. The portion of the budget
dedicated to the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge is 20% of the total annual budget of the RS
Government.

The Institute for the Protection of Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of Republika Srpska is
entrusted with the implementation of these resources.

The current state and measures of protection of the Bridge are a result of the status it was accorded
through law regulations, planning documentation and administrative mechanisms established by the town and
the state for the Bridge and its surrounding area.

The Draft Urban Plan of Republika Srpska for the period until 2015 provides a critical assessment of the
state of architectural heritage, defines goals and principles of protection and recommends general protection
measures for properties on the territory of Republika Srpska, including the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge.

The Bridge's status and protection measures have been defined by the Decision, but future treatment and
protection of the Bridge require adequate urban planning documentation that will provide a precise definition of
the conditions of regulation for the area surrounding the Bridge.

These are the main preconditions for the functioning of the mechanism to implement planning
documentation. They are defined by law and pertain to institutional competencies in controlling the making of
planning and technical documentation and monitoring their realisation in the field.

Urban authorisation and licences for construction in the Protection Zone of the Bridge are issued by the

RS Ministry of Urban Planning, Construction and Ecology on the basis of urban and technical approved by an
authorised professional institution. The RS Institute for the Protection of Cultural, Historical and Natural
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Heritage is also involved in this activity as it controls whether the conditions are met in the technical
documentation.

The local administration, by way of its services, as well as the RS inspections are in charge of

monitoring and control of activities in the field.

3.5.

Existing plans

Agreed plans relating to the property:

- The Commission to Preserve National Monuments, at the 25 January 2003, designated the Historic
Monument of Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge as National Monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina,
The Commission’s decisions are final, and are enforced pursuant to the Law on the Enforcement of
Decisions of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments, which grants to national monuments
the highest degree of protection. All executive and development planning acts not in accordance
with the provisions of the Decesion are hereby revoked.

- Preliminary Technical Assessment, adopted on 23" session (9" of November) by the Commission to
Preserve National Monuments, adopted by the Ministry for Civil Affairs of Bosnhia and Herzegovina
(14™ of October) and approved and published by the Council of Europe®, define conservation and
restoration interventions at the Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge.

The other existing planning acts, with the broad planning policies are:

Medium-term Development Strategy BIH-PRSP 2004-2007; Council of Ministers of BiH.
The general development framework has been defined through the Medium Term Development Strategy
of BiH for 2004-2007 as adopted by the General Assembly of BiH.

Urban Development Plan of ViSegrad, 1990, Institute for architecture, urban and spatial planning of the
Faculty of Architecture in Sarajevo.

The urban area, including the zone around the Bridge, is treated in the Urban Plan for the Town from
1990 that defined the use of areas, traffic routes and infrastructure corridors. Apart from this plan
pertaining to the Bridge and its immediate surroundings, there is no other urban planning document with
more detailed regulations.

Development Strategy of the Municipality of ViSegrad, 2004-2010.

A number of urban planning documents are currently being drafted. Depending on the level of detail that
they will contain, they can prescribe guidelines and general conditions for future treatment of the
location of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge and its surrounding area. These are: the Spatial Plan of
Republika Srpska for the period until 2015, a Review of the Urban Plan of the ViSegrad Municipality
and the Urban Plan of ViSegrad for the period until 2015.

Regional Plan of the Republika Srpska to 2015, RS Assembly.

The most extensive spatial plan document treating the area of ViSegrad is the Draft Regional Plan of RS
to 2015. This document identifies the significance of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad
within a complete analysis of architectural heritage in the territory of Republika Srpska. This document
provides a critical analysis and assessment of the state of cultural properties, defines the main goals and
principles of protection and recommends general planning measures of protection. Maps All 14 and All
15 show some thematic maps from that plan.

* Annex | of the Nomination file, folder 3.
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- Town Plan of the Municipality of ViSegrad to 2010,
Municipality of ViSegrad has also initiated the procedure to revise the Town Plan of ViSegrad to 2010.
The new document was open to public scrutiny and is now in the phase of adoption. The plan identifies
the potentials of the Municipality and lays down the development guidelines highlighting the value of
the cultural-historical and natural heritage in the context of the development of tourism. Map C16 shows
what the areas are intended for.

- Urban development plan of ViSegrad to 2015;
A new urban development plan for the town of ViSegrad is being drafted. As the plan is now in the
working phase, it is necessary to incorporate in it the protection measures of the Bridge defined in the
Decision of the Commission designating it as a national monument. In this plan, the area on the right
bank of the Bridge is shown as the place of an urban centre, and the area on the left bank is designated as
a protected green area. Map All 17 shows the designated use of areas from the Draft Urban Plan of
Visegrad.

Annex |: Documentation

Al 3:  Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments of BiH no.: 08.2-6-101/03-5
Al 10: Decision of the Ministry for Civil Affairs of Bosnia and Herzegovina to adopt the PTA

Al 11: Decision of the Commission to adopt the PTA

Al 16: Excerpts from Development Strategy of the Municipality of Visegrad, 2004-2010.

Annex I1: Maps
Annex Il: All 14 Draft Regional Plan of RS to 2015

Annex Il: All 15 Draft Regional Plan of RS to 2015
Annex Il: All 16 Town Plan of the Municipality of ViSegrad to 2010
Annex Il: All 17 Draft Urban development plan of ViSegrad to 2015

Available documentation:
0 Urban Development Plan of ViSegrad, 1990, Institute for architecture, urban and spatial
planning of the Faculty of Architecture in Sarajevo.
0 Regional Plan of the Republika Srpska to 2015, RS Assembly, from the RS Regional Plan.

3.6. Legal Status

Pursuant to the Article V para. 4 Annex 8 of the General Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and
Herzegovina (Official Gazette of Republika Srpska n0.9/02.) and Article 39 para. 1 of the Rules of Procedure of
the Commission to Preserve National Monuments, at the 25 January 2003, designated the historical monument
of Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge as a national Monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina. A National Monument
is an asset or property that the Commission to Preserve National Monuments has designated as national
monument, a well as assets or properties registered on the Provisional List of National Monuments of Bosnia
and Herzegovina. The national monument benefits from the highest degree of legal protection.
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3.7.  Responsible institutions

- The Commission to Preserve national Monuments is an institution of the state of Bosnia and
Herzegovina established pursuant to Annex 8 of the General Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia
and Herzegovina and the Decision of Presidency of Bosnia and Herzegovina responsible for issuing the
decisions designating movable and immovable property as a national monument applying the Criteria on
the Designation of National Monuments (Official Gazette of BiH no. 33/02).

- The Government of Republika Srpska is responsible for ensuring and providing the legal, scientific,
technical, administrative and financial measures necessary to protect, conserve, display and rehabilitate
the National Monument. The Government of Republika Srpska shall be responsible for providing the
resources for implementing the necessary executive regional planning documentation, ensuring the on-
going protection of the Bridge.

- On the level of Republika Srpska, the Ministry of Urban Planning, Public Utilities, Construction and the
Environment of RS is responsible for implementation of legislative protective measures.

- Institute for protection of cultural-historic and natural heritage of RS is responsible for the expert
supervision, works of conservation and restoration on National Monument as it is proclaimed by the
Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments.

- On the level of municipality, Municipality ViSegrad is responsible for implementation of legislative and
protective measures.

3.8.  Sources and levels of finance

Commission to Preserve National Monuments is responsible for implementation of all projects founded
through international or foreign founds pursuant to the Decision of the Presidency of Bosnia and Herzegovina®

The Government of Republika Srpska is responsible for ensuring and providing the legal, scientific,
technical, administrative and financial measures necessary to protect, conserve, display and rehabilitate the
National Monument, pursuant to the Law on the Implementation of the Decisions of the Commission to Preserve
National Monuments.

The Government of the Republika Srpska provided 100 000 KM (50 000 €) in 2005 for the
implementation of the activities to protect the Bridge.

3.9.  Sources of expertise and training

- Commission to Preserve National Monuments and Council of Europe “Regional Integrated
Rehabilitation Project Plan / Survey of the architectural and archaeological heritage (IRPP/SAAH)”

- Faculty of Architecture and Urban Planning, Sarajevo University

- Faculty of Architecture and Urban Planning, Banja Luka

- Faculty of Civil Engineering in Banja Luka

- Faculty of Civil Engineering in Sarajevo

- Institute for the Protection of Cultural-historical and Natural Heritage of the RS

Apart from the employees in the Institute of the RS, the external associates from the Faculties of Civil
Engineering of Banjaluka and Sarajevo were recruited to draft the Project of structural repair of the bridge’s
piers. The research works are planned to continue in 2006, along with the activities to produce the project
documentation.

¢ Official Gazzete BiH, no. 29/02
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3.10. Presentation and promotion

Promotion policies focus on the universal values of the Bridge and on its endangered status.

Commission to Preserve National Monuments after adopting Decision to Designate the Bridge as
National Monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina, and considering its state of conservation also adopted Decision
to inscribe the Bridge on the List of most endangered monuments of BiH in 2003, as one of three priorities for
protection. (List of endangered monuments in Bosnia and Herzegovina, established by the Commission in 2003.)

In 2003. the Commission launched the campaign for endangered monuments “Cultural Memory -
Vanishing Treasury” in order to raise awareness of public about the importance of heritage and also to raise
donations for their protection. The part of the campaign is the exhibition and multimedia presentation of
endangered monuments. As the Bridge is considered for the priority, the promotional materials for Bridge were
specially designed for the campaign. The exhibition have been hold around cities of Bosnia and Herzegovina and
abroad, International Monetary Fund and World Bank in Washington 2003., within UN Habitat event in
Barcelona in2004, Siracusa-Italy in2003., Beograd in SCG in 2005, World Congress of Architects in Istanbul in
2005.

- The Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad is inscribed on the List of 100 most endangered sites
for 2006 World Monument Watch, proposal by the Commission to Preserve National Monuments.

- The Bridge is also placed on the Priority Intervention List of the Council of Europe / European
Commission in 2004. Priority Intervention List has the aim to raise international awareness about the
endangered status of heritage inscribed and need for their protection in order to preserve international
identity too.

- In 2005 the Commission to Preserve National Monument and local expert engaged together with
experts of Council of Europe drawn up Preliminary Technical Assessment of the Bridge. Preliminary
Technical Assessment has an aim to ensure donations for the preservation of its values and serve as a
project proposal.

- Through the Commission’s project of the unique identification and signage system of national
monuments in BiH the Bridge is presented at notice board posted at the very site with basic data’s on
moment.

- The Bridge is presented at the web page of the Commission www.aneks8komisija.com.ba

- As an inspiration, the Bridge was a part of the popular creative endeavours, being mentioned in the
works of writers and artists.

Annex |: Documentation
Al 13: Decision of the WMF List of the world’s 100 most endangered monuments in 2006
Al 15: Priority Intervention List of the Council of Europe, pertaining to the Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge

Folder 4 of the Nomination file
Excerpts from:
o Commission to Preserve National Monuments, Exhibition catalogue
0 Commission to Preserve National Monuments, Brochure of the Bridge
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3.11. Staffing levels

1. Commission to Preserve National Monuments

i. At its 119th session, held on 21 December 2001, pursuant to Annex 8 of the General
Framework Agreement for Peace in BiH and its Decision on the Commission, the Presidency
of BiH issued a Decision on the appointment of the members of the Commission, consisting of
3 domestic and 2 international members who experts in field of history of art and architecture,
history, architecture.

ii.  Secretariat of the Commission, consist of professional, experienced staff specializing
respectively in the archaeological heritage, the architectural heritage, architectural heritage
ensembles and cultural landscapes, movable heritage items, legal affairs, financial affairs and
technical coordination.

2. RS Institute for protection of cultural-historic and natural heritage consist of expert staff from field of
architecture, history of art, history, archaeology, conservation of architecture and art, sociology.

3. Municipality of ViSegrad, urban planning department consist of experts from the field of architecture
and urban planning.

3.12. Appendices to part 3
For part 3 see following documentation:

Annex I: Documentation

Al 11: Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments of BiH no.: 08.2-6-101/03-5
Al 13: Decision of the WMF List of the world’s 100 most endangered monuments in 2006

Al 15: Priority Intervention List of the Council of Europe for the Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge
Al 17: Decision of the Ministry for Civil Affairs of Bosnia and Herzegovina to adopt the PTA

Al 18: Decision of the Commission to adopt the PTA

Annex Il: Maps
Annex Il: All 14 Draft Regional Plan of RS to 2015

Annex Il: All 15 Draft Regional Plan of RS to 2015
Annex Il: All 16 Town Plan of the Municipality of ViSegrad to 2010
Annex Il: All 17 Draft Urban development plan of ViSegrad to 2015

Available documentation:
o0 Development Strategy of the Municipality of ViSegrad, 2004-2010.
0 Urban Development Plan of ViSegrad, 1990, Institute for architecture, urban and spatial
planning of the Faculty of Architecture in Sarajevo.
0 Regional Plan of the Republika Srpska to 2015, RS Assembly, from the RS Regional Plan.

Folder 4 of the Nomination file

Excerpts from:
o0 Commission to Preserve National Monuments, Exhibition catalogue
0 Commission to Preserve National Monuments, Brochure of the Bridge
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PART 4
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4. KEY MANAGEMENT ISSUES

This section describes the ten key issues that form the basis of a Management Plan, together with a
range of related objectives.

4.1. Identification and confirmation of issues

In producing the Management Plan, the vulnerability of the Bridge was considered and the key
issues for the preservation of the Bridge significance were identified.

The following should be central for future management of the Bridge:
= Conservation Management
= Management of environmental influences
= Planning and policy framework
= Traffic management

In addition to the central key issues there are further 6 issues that the Management Plan addresses the

following:

= Access and visitor management

= Research management

= Education

= Information management

= Management Structures

= Sources and levels of finance

4.2.  Issue 1.: Conservation Management

The aim of Conservation Management is preserving the existing stage of the Bridge from destruction
and change, involving actions to prevent decay and prolong its life.

In order to preserve the authenticity and integrity of the Bridge and its setting, the following actions
are hereby proposed:
= Maintenance of the Bridge fabric,
= Monitoring stability elements and research of materials,
= Research results on stability and materials will provide information to the future management,
= Prescribing guidance for future interventions.

Assessment of Bridge Condition
Through gaining visual insight into the condition of the Bridge in the period between 2003 and
December 2005, through video material relating to the condition of the underwater part of the pillars taken in
2004, and through gaining insight into the existing technical documentation, the following has been
established:
= Distortion of head walls and sedimentation of calcium hydroxide on the head walls are evident.
= A long existence of the bridge has not had an adverse effect on the authentic structures and
materials.
= Based on underwater recordings it is obvious that there are damages to the foundation footings. Parts
of footings have been broken off, i.e. stone blocks have been broken. Apart from that, joints in the
foundation footing are open and without mortar in places.
= Roadway construction, the pavement of small cobble stones between pillars 1l and VII, was laid
down into a sand layer and over a base made of broken stone in 1952, while, on the remaining part
of the Bridge, it was laid down over the authentic cobble pavement.
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= Distortions of head walls and fractures along joints and undamaged stones have

mainly on the part of the Bridge that was reconstructed in 1952.

It has been established that erosion of pillars causes the greatest damage to the Bridge.

A detailed analysis of individual elements of the Bridge is shown in Table 1.

been registered,

Table 1.
No. | Part of the Description Damages and causes Proposal for Level
Bridge intervention

1. Foundations | Based on the available | Parts of foundation Structural repair High
data it is assumed that, | footings and stone with the goal to
originally, the pillars blocks have been prevent damage
were laid by way of a | broken off. On pillars | propagation and
system of short I, 11, IV and VII there | stabilize the
wooden piles, a are larger cavities on Bridge.
grillage made of oak- | the places where
tree girders and large foundation footings
blocks of dressed and base are in
stone, connected with contact, which has
iron joints. In the been caused by pulling
period between 1911 out the contact basis
and 1912 the pillars I- | and stone blocks.

IV were repaired using | Joints in the
the system of wooden | foundation footing are
planks and open and lacking
underconcreting. mortar in some places.
Pillars V, VI, and VIII | Damages are most
were repaired in the evident on pillars 1lI,
period between 1979 IV and VII (planks
and 1981 by way of from the Austro-
injecting and Hungarian time slowed
underconcreting, and down erosion). Pillar |
by placing AB pillar has no major damages
braces. since it lies on a solid
rock. The cause of
damages is the
influence of water and
long existence of the
Bridge.

2. | Pillars Original pillars were Minor local damages Structural repair, | High
built of stone blocks reflecting in smaller conservation and
connected with joints | stone blocks being restoration. Local
and having a filling broken off. Mortar repair required in
made of stone scraps from the joints has places where
in lime mortar. Visible | partly been washed out | blocks are falling
parts of pillars 111-VI due to dissolution of out.
(reconstructed from lime from the mortar.
the foundation footing | The cause of damages
upwards in 1952) are is the influence of
made of dressed stone, | water, atmospheric
while the filling is agents, mechanical
made of concrete. effects and long

existence of the
Bridge.
3. | Arches The arch structures Minor local damages Conservation Medium
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have two clearly
separate parts. The
original structure
stretching from pillar
VII to the right bank
and from pillar 1l to
the left bank pillar is
made of coarse tufa
ashlar in lime mortar.
The filling of the
reconstructed part is
made of dry-laid
crushed stone.

and sedimentation of
calcium hydroxide that
is more evident on the
reconstructed part. The
cause of damages was
the use of inadequate
materials in the course
of reconstruction and
the influence of
atmospheric agents.

Head walls The arch structures Evident is the Conservation Medium
have two clearly following: minor
separate parts. Original | distortion,
structure is made of sedimentation of
stone blocks in lime calcium hydroxide,
mortar. washing out of joints
and appearance of
small plants (more on
the authentic part),
which is caused by the
influence of
atmospheric agents
and frost.
Roadway Fine cobbles in size Distortions, retention Consider the High
construction | 8x8, placed into sand of atmospheric water, | possibility to
on the reconstructed which increases its reconstruct the
part and over the penetration and which | authentic lining,
original cobble is caused by cobble pavement,
pavement on the mechanical effects and | which has been
authentic part of the atmospheric agents. preserved on the
bridge. original part of
the bridge under
the existing
lining.
Archaeological
research must
precede.
Bridge filling | On the reconstructed Distortions on the Structural repair. | High
part: coarsely reconstructed part,
arranged, dry-laid caused by mechanical
crushed stone. On the | effects and penetration
original part: crushed | of atmospheric water.
stone in lime mortar.
Fence Stone blocks in lime In good condition, Conservation Low
mortar. apart from minor works.
washouts of joints and
breaches of smaller
stone blocks caused by
mechanical effects.
Niche Stone blocks in lime In good condition. Conservation Low

mortar connected with

works.
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iron joints.
9. Ramp Stone blocks in lime In relatively good Conservation Low
mortar connected with | condition. works.
iron joints.
10. | Immediate River banks and Banks are run down Horticultural Medium
surrounding immediate due to years long arrangement of
surrounding. negligence. banks.

Until 1966 the pillars of the Bridge were exposed to constant influences of the Drina River in its
natural flow, and from that time until today they have been exposed to the influences of the hydroelectric
power plant Bajna Basta, and later of the hydroelectric power plant ViSegrad. Changes to the riverbed,
regime of the current and transport of river deposits have caused such changes that have manifested
themselves in form of cavities. On several occasions measures have been taken to repair and remove them.
Three pillars, out of the total of nine, were repaired in the period between 1979 and 1982. Even at that time
damages were observed on the non-repaired pillars, whose propagation, under the influence of the Drina
River flow, has followed during the last twenty years.

The following protection measures have been taken:
= Traffic ban (decision of the Commission, decision of the Municipality).
= Planned research works and survey of the current situation, based on which the required level of
conservation interventions shall be defined.

Objectives

Based on the analysis of the structural condition and the influences upon the Bridge, the following
objectives are hereby defined:

1.1. Safeguarding of Bridge integrity;

1.2. Establishing stability and general condition of the Bridge;

Measures defined to achieve the objective 1.1, Safeguarding of Bridge integrity, are as follows:
1.1.1. Monitoring stability of structural elements.
1.1.2. Monitoring environmental influences (elaborated in Issue 2.3.).

1.1.1. Monitoring stability of structural elements
Influences on the damages to the Bridge are ambiguous, and over time, individually or together,
depending on their nature, intensity and duration, they have caused damages to the Bridge.

Inadequate maintenance contributes to the propagation of the existing damages and the appearance
of the new ones.

Construction of a new bridge, one kilometre downstream, has created the possibility of permanent
protection from heavy traffic load.

Regular maintenance, involvement of the responsible authorities and the local community, as well as
education of inhabitants, are of exceptional importance.
Permanent contacts with the hydroelectric power plant ViSegrad are necessary for the purpose of taking the
needed measures to protect the stability of the Bridge. The tasks have been described in Issue 1.

Continuous annual funds are to be provided in the Budget of the RS Government for maintenance
purposes.

A programme for continuous Bridge maintenance and permanent monitoring of its vital elements
needs to be timely prepared.

A monitoring system needs to be established for the purpose of monitoring the performance of

certain parts of the Bridge. The monitoring system is based on a series of polygon points and bench marks
for precise levelling and monitoring of movement. It includes a detailed visual inspection of the Bridge.
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Key indicators signalling a change in the Bridge condition and a threat to its structural stability are as

follows:
Indicator Periodicity Location of records
Stability or degree of Bridge Commission is
movement of structural obliged to submit to the
elements. Commission to Preserve
National Monuments all
monitoring reports regularly
during a year, and an annual
monitoring report every year.
1. Foundations Once a year - Institute for the Protection
1.1. Foundation footings of of Cultural, Historical and
pillars 11, 111, IV and VII - Natural Heritage of
breach level of stone blocks. Republika Srpska.
1.2. Foundation footings of - Municipality of Visegrad.
pillars 111, 1V and VII -
erosion level of joints.
1.3. Contact between - Institute for the Protection
foundation footings and base of Cultural, Historical and
in pillars 11, 11, 1V and VII - Natural Heritage of
level of cavity expansion. Republika Srpska.
- Municipality of ViSegrad.
2. Pillars - Institute for the Protection
Pillars I11, IV and VI of Cultural, Historical and
2.1 — Erosion level of stone Natural Heritage of
blocks and joints. Republika Srpska.
- Municipality of ViSegrad.
3. Arches Once a year - Institute for the Protection
Arches between pillars 11 to of Cultural, Historical and
VIl Natural Heritage of
3.1. — Level of damage to Republika Srpska.
stone joints. - Municipality of ViSegrad.
3.2. — Level of sedimentation
of calcium hydroxide.
4. Head walls Once a year - Institute for the Protection
4.1. Head walls on both sides of Cultural, Historical and
— level of distortion. Natural Heritage of
4.2. Level of sedimentation Republika Srpska.
of calcium hydroxide. - Municipality of ViSegrad.
4.3. Level of washing out of
joints.
5. Roadway construction. Once a year - Institute for the Protection
5.1. — Level of paving of Cultural, Historical and
distortion. Natural Heritage of
5.2. — Level of water Republika Srpska.
retention. - Municipality of ViSegrad.

Requirements

The monitoring means are indicated in the Conservation Management, but they also include
processing of the monitoring results. After completing research works the monitoring needs to continue and
the Government of Republika Srpska has to provide in its annual budget the amount for continuous
monitoring of the Bridge stability and the surrounding factors that have influence upon the Bridge.

Responsible authorities are listed in Table 1.
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Activities
The Bridge Commission has to integrate the monitoring results and report to the Commission to
Preserve National Monuments on a regular basis.

In case the monitoring results indicate a change of situation, as for example worsening of the
stability of Bridge elements, the Bridge Commission has to inform the Commission to Preserve National
Monuments thereof without delay.

After being informed of the change of situation the Commission to Preserve National Monuments
has to inform all relevant authorities, the Government of Republika Srpska and the Ministry for Spatial
Planning of Republika Srpska, and request legal measures to be taken (Law on Environment Protection).

Objective 1.2.
Establishing stability and general condition of the Bridge

Measures to achieve this goal are as follows:
Stage 1. Preparing documentation needed for research work
Stage 2. Research works on materials and condition of the construction
Stage 3. Processing research and monitoring results
Stage 4 Presentation

According to the Preliminary Technical Assessment of the Bridge made in 2005 (see Annex 1), the
following activities are to be undertaken:

Stage 1. Preparing documentation needed to design the project for research works
= Collection and detailed analysis of the existing documentation
= Geodetic survey of the current condition, including:
o Profile of the riverbed
Situation
Cross sections
Longitudinal section
Downstream and upstream fagade
Details (stone blocks in arches, string course, local damages, etc.)
0 Location of all installations
= Architectural survey of the current condition, including the following:
o Downstream and upstream fagade with precise geometry
o0 Longitudinal sections with elements from the geodetic survey drawn in
o Cross sections
0 Details (stone blocks in arches, string course, local damages, etc.)
0 A detailed record of all damages (using drawings made during the survey)
= Collecting data on speed of the river under each arch

(ol cliolNelNo]

Stage 2: Research works on materials and condition of the construction
= Geodetic and geomechanical survey on the type of materials, pillar positions and river banks
= Determining condition in the area above the extrados of the arch
= Determining condition of the intrados of the arch
= Determining condition of the underlying base and foundations of the pillars
= Determining condition in the enclosed places

NOTE: All research works include: Physical and chemical analysis of the materials with pathological
description and static and petrology analysis of the construction materials used.
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Stage 3. Processing research results
= Design of the hydrological study
= Design of the preliminary static analyses
= Conclusions and recommendations

Stage 4. Presentation
= [llumination of the bridge

Requirements for stages 1 and 2
Further work required:
= A detailed survey to complete the existing documentation and make the following one,
= A detailed survey and analysis of the structure and the current condition to make an evaluation of the
Bridge,
= Research works and evaluation of the Bridge needed for the preparation of the structural repair
project, conservation project and for providing more certainty in regard to costs.

Further work required for completing/preparing documentation and evaluation of the Bridge include
the following:

Stage 1. Preparing documentation needed to design the project for research works
= Collection and detailed analysis of the existing documentation (archives, libraries, institutes, etc)
= Geodetic survey of the current condition, including:
o Profile of the riverbed
Situation
Cross sections
Longitudinal section
Downstream and upstream fagade
Details (stone blocks in arches, string course, local damages, etc.)
0 Location of all installations
= Architectural survey of the current condition, architectural drawings in scale 1:100, 1:50, 1:25,
including:
o0 Downstream and upstream facade with precise geometry
Longitudinal sections with elements from the geodetic survey drawn in
Cross sections
Details (stone blocks in arches, string course, local damages, etc.)
A detailed record of all damages (using drawings made during the survey), architectural
drawings in scale 1:25, 1:10, 1:5
= Collecting data on the quality of water and the speed of the river under each arch
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Stage 2. Research works on materials and condition of the construction

= Geodetic and geomechanical survey on the type of materials, pillar positions and river banks
(making enquiry boring from pavement till river rock with analyze of samples)

= Determining condition in the area above the extrados of the arch (making trial excavation, analysing
waterproof and other layers and materials — bonding and stones)

= Determining condition of the intrados of the arch (including montage of inquiry scaffolding)

= Determining condition of the underlying base and pillar foundations (making embankment and
determining the condition of at least two pillars, one never repaired and one repaired in 1982.)

= Determining condition in the enclosed places (taking samples and making analysis of all materials
and structures)

Staffing level required

Experts required for all the above-mentioned works are:
= Architect conserver
= Stone conserver
= Landscape architect
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= Civi

I engineer

= Structural engineer
= Structural analyst
= Archaeologist

= Art historian

= Geodesist

The time limit for the preparation of documentation and execution of research works is approximately 12

months.

Table 2.

Stag

e 1. Preparing documentation needed to design the project for research works

Collection and detailed analysis of the existing documentation

Geodetic survey of the current condition

Architectural survey of the current condition

A detailed record of all damages (using drawings made during the survey)

Collecting data on speed of the river under each arch

Stag

e 2. Research works on materials and condition of the construction

Geological and geomechanical study of the types of materials used on
pillars and buttresses:

Test drillings from roadway to substrate layer (rock),

Process samples,

Report.

Determine condition in the area above the arch extrados:

Excavate test shafts at previously agreed positions

Determine strata and details:

Hydro insulation — study condition,

Infill — study physical and chemical characteristics of the materials,
Inner side of spandrel walls — study condition,

Upper side of stone arch — study condition, take and test samples,
ascertain possible presence of metal cramps.

Determine condition of arch intrados:

Determine possibility of erecting temporary scaffolding in certain places,
Erect scaffolding as previously agreed,

Study condition of stone blocks and joints.

Determine condition of pillar base and structure foundations:

Identify positions and technical options for constructing cofferdams; the
aim being to study the condition in at least one pillar position yet to be
repaired and in at least one pillar position repaired in 1980/81,

Issue tender, collect bids, select contractor and make final decision on
places where cofferdams are to be built,

Carry out cofferdam works.

Determine condition in enclosed areas with emphasis on:

Detailed survey of damage,

Taking samples of materials and testing to identify physical, chemical
and biological characteristics,

Determine condition of previously repaired foundations,

Determine condition of timber grillage,

Investigate existence of timber piles,

Additional underwater survey of remaining areas.

Take samples and test materials from the ViSegradska Banja quarry.
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Stage 3. Processing research results

Design of the hydrological study

Design of the preliminary static analyses
Conclusions and recommendations

Stage 4. Presentation
Design of the illumination

Recommendations for future management

Based on research results and the results of monitoring the Bridge condition it will be possible to
define the level of bridge stability and recommend future interventions.

When taking interventions one needs to be guided by the following strategy:

Although the Bridge has gone through numerous modifications and interventions over time, its
original structure and appearance is still preserved. All modifications that have not affected the appearance
and significance of the Bridge should be respected as a part of the history of the Bridge.

The project should aim at reducing or taking at acceptable level all causes endangering the structural
integrity of the Bridge.

“All conservation treatments should guarantee the protection of the authenticity of the Bridge,
prolonging duration of its integrity and preparing it for interpretation”. (Management Guidance, pg. 60).

“Balanced judgement, based on a hierarchy of resource values and a systematic process of
evaluation, is therefore essential for the establishment of an appropriate conservation methodology and
treatment strategy.” (Management Guidance, pg.60)

UNESCO experts are to be included in processing research results and defining the conservation
methodology and treatment strategy.

4.3. Issue 2.: Management of environmental impacts

Negative influences upon the Bridge are various and changeable. The most important negative
influence upon the Bridge at this moment is the influence of water. By developing industry, building new
infrastructure (roads, bridges, waterworks, sewage systems, etc.), developing tourism and other kinds of
activities, new potentially negative influences upon the Bridge shall appear. In order to prevent the negative
influences it is necessary to plan a system of identifying and monitoring environmental components and the
components that can have some influence upon the environment. Based on a well-established monitoring
system and a good database such activities can be planned that would prevent or reduce the negative
influence of environment upon the Bridge.

The main goal of the Plan of measures aimed at reducing the existing and potential negative
influences of environment upon the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge is the following:
= Ensure acceptability of the Plan having regard to the identified negative influences.
= Provide an effective implementation of reduction measures.
= Identify authorities responsible for the implementation of the Plan.
= Provide monitoring of the implementation of recommended reduction measures.
= Regular monitoring and reporting on the environment situation and the measures taken.

Apart from the mentioned goal the Plan of reduction measures also identifies the needs for

= Education in environment protection and protection of cultural and historical heritage, to be provided
for both local inhabitants and a wider community.
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Issue 2.1.: Floods and operation of hydroelectric power plants
Influence of floods on the Bridge

The largest river of this area is the Drina River, bridged by the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge. The
Drina River emerges from the confluence of the Tara and Piva Rivers. It flows from the South to the North.
The Drina is the largest affluent of the Sava River, which flows into the Danube and belongs to the Black
Sea Basin. The river is 341 km long. The surface of the river basin amounts to 19,570 square kilometres, the
amount of precipitation is 700-3000 mm, the average specific run-off is 19 I/s’lkmz2, and the average flow rate
at the mouth 425 m3/s. One kilometre downstream from the Bridge there is the mouth of the Rzav into the
Drina, i.e. the border part of the accumulation of the hydroelectric power plant Bajna Basta, which reaches
the very Bridge. The Rzav River has the characteristics of a torrent river, thus carrying large amounts of
water into the accumulation of the hydroelectric power plant Bajna BaSta during great precipitations.

The area of ViSegrad records several great floods, of which the greatest took place in 1896, when the level of
the Drina rose to 1.60 m above the Bridge.

So far three hydroelectric power plants have been built on the Drina River: the hydroelectric power
plants of ViSegrad, Bajna BaSta and Zvornik. If properly handled the accumulations of the hydroelectric
power plants of Visegrad and Bajna BaSta can serve as compensation accumulations, which would take great
waters during exceptionally high precipitations.

Goal 2.1.1.: Prevent or reduce floods

Floods can largely damage the Bridge, they can have a negative influence on the Bridge structure, its
stability and appearance, and they can destroy the bank area of the Drina, i.e. the protection zone of the
Bridge. These elements cannot be influenced in that they would be eliminated, however, with a good
planning system flooding in the Bridge zone can be prevented in that the hydro-accumulations would serve
as compensation dams. In case the water inflow is such that the hydro-accumulation cannot take all the
waters, it is necessary to have a plan of urgent measures aimed in the first place at protecting the Bridge. The
implementation of these plans is not possible without a good system of early warning and reporting, as well
as without a good coordination between all relevant bodies of authority of the Municipality of ViSegrad,
especially the coordination with the hydroelectric power plants ViSegrad and Bajna Basta.

Reduction measures: Flood prevention plan in cooperation with the hydroelectric power plants
ViSegrad and Bajna Basta, setting up of an early warning system, flood defence plan.

Tasks:

= Prepare a flood prevention plan.

= Elaborate an early warning and reporting system.

= Prepare a flood defence plan and a system of urgent measures with special regard to the Bridge
protection.

= Elaborate a plan of coordination between civil protection and the hydroelectric power plants within
the flood defence system.

Goal 2.1.2.: Ensure adequate regime of operation of the hydroelectric power plant Visegrad

The hydroelectric power plant ViSegrad is located upstream from the Bridge, around 2.5 kilometres
away from the town of ViSegrad. The hydroelectric power plant ViSegrad is a free-flow power plant with
three aggregates, having the nominal power of 50 MW. The useful volume of the accumulation is 101
million m3, the average annual water inflow is 342 m3/s, and the maximum gross fall is 48.16 m. The
required ecological minimum for this hydroelectric power plant is 50 m3/s.

If properly handled the accumulations of the hydroelectric power plant ViSegrad can serve as
compensation accumulations, which would take great waters during exceptionally high precipitations.

For the purpose of evacuating the ten-thousand-years-old waters (Q 10,000 =5,325 m3/s) overflow

fields are located on the dam, with segment bolts for regulating the amount of overflow waters. This
significantly reduces the flood possibility in the area of ViSegrad. The accumulation also keeps the waste that
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the precipitation waters carry along (during great precipitations waters used to carry along big pieces of
wood, stones and even logs up to the Bridge).

In case of improper use, untimely reaction to the appearance of high waters and failure to maintain
the ecological minimum the hydroelectric power plant Visegrad can cause significant damage to the Bridge,
threaten the flora and fauna of the Drina River and disturb the appearance of the Bridge and its protection
zone. This goal has been especially emphasised since the hydroelectric power plant Visegrad has not been
issued the usage permit and periods of exceptionally low water level on the stretch between the Bridge and
the power plant were registered in 2004. The tasks relate to the harmonisation of the plans, without which
there can be no adequate flood defence, and to the obligations, which form a constituent part of the
construction permit and which have to be checked in the usage permit.

Reduction measures: Standardized water release regime, taking great waters during spring and fall,
maintaining the ecological minimum during droughts.

Tasks:

= Harmonize the flood prevention plan with the plans of the hydroelectric power plant Visegrad.

= Harmonize the flood defence plan and the system of urgent measures with the plans of the
hydroelectric power plant ViSegrad.

= Commit the hydroelectric power plant ViSegrad to carry out continuous measurements and inform of
the amount of water released from the accumulation, and especially to keep the ecological minimum.

= Commit the hydroelectric power plant ViSegrad to prepare a plan for taking great waters and a plan
of coordination with the hydroelectric power plant Bajna BaSta regarding the release of accumulation
waters.

Goal 2.1.3.: Ensure that the public company JP Elektroprivreda Republike Srpske meets the
obligations from the construction permit

The construction permit for the hydroelectric power plant Visegrad was issued under the condition
that the public company JP Elektroprivreda SR BiH (nowadays JP Elektroprivreda RS) carries out the
regulation of the Drina riverbed downstream from the dam to the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge, as well as
to repair the damaged pillars of the Bridge. The company JP Elektroprivreda Republike Srpske has not met
this obligation yet. The Decision designating the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge a national monument
committed the Government of Republika Srpska to meet this condition through the competent ministry
before the issuance of the usage permit. The trial run permit expired on 1 August 1991 and the hydroelectric
power plant ViSegrad has not been issued the usage permit to date.

Reduction measures: Regulation of the riverbed and repair of pillars in accordance with the
obligations from the construction permit.
Tasks:
= Carry out the regulation of the Drina riverbed downstream from the dam to the Mehmed-pasa
Sokolovi¢ Bridge.
= Support repair of the Bridge pillars in accordance with the requirement from the construction permit
and results from the research works (see issue 1).

Goal 2.1.4.: Preventing negative influence of the Bajna BaSta accumulation

The reversible hydroelectric power plant Bajna Basta, which is located on the territory of Serbia and
Montenegro, goes into the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina, with its accumulation of 130 million m3, and
reaches the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge. The influence of the hydroelectric power plant Bajna Basta is
strong. The Bajna BaSta accumulation threatens the stability of the Bridge, causes erosion of pillars and
disturbs the appearance of the Bridge by reducing the visible height of the pillars

The accumulation of the hydroelectric power plant Bajna Basta is by 1.5 m higher than planned in
the project. The accumulation waters splash against the Bridge, which causes constant oscillation of the
water flow, threatens the stability of the Bridge, causes erosion of Bridge pillars and disturbs the visual
impression of the Bridge. According to the researches carried out in the eighties of the last century, it is
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precisely the oscillation of water of this hydroelectric power plant that causes the greatest damage to Bridge
pillars. Since, after the breakdown of Yugoslavia, the hydroelectric power plant Bajna BasSta has been located
on the territory of another country, it is necessary to conduct negotiations with the State Union of Serbia and
Montenegro regarding the reduction of the accumulation level to the planned one, and after that prepare a
plan for repairing the damaged bank area. The reduction of the accumulation level would reveal the
magnificence of the Bridge and its pillars.

Reduction measures: Reduction of the accumulation level to the planned one.
Tasks:

= Interstate agreement to regulate the reduction of the level of the Bajna BaSta accumulation to the
planned one.

= Prepare a plan to repair the accumulation bank area in case of reducing the level of the Bajna Basta
accumulation to the planned one.

= Prepare a plan to repair the Drina bank downstream from the Bridge after the reduction of the
accumulation level.

Issue 2.2.: Prevention of potential negative environmental influences on the Bridge
Goal 2.2.5.: Prevent growth of grass and weed in fractures and joining of Bridge stone blocks

The bank area in the protection zone of the Bridge has been untended and is mainly covered with
self-grown vegetation. Grass and weed grow from fractures and joining of stone blocks on the surface of the
Bridge, especially on its flank sides, and mainly on the fence.

The appearance of grass and weed in the Bridge fractures and between stone blocks can significantly
contribute to their cracking and continuous corrosion, as well as to disturbing the appearance of the Bridge.
Grass and weed have to be cleared in such a way that their physical removal does not cause new damage to
the Bridge, or corrosion and change in the appearance of its stone structure due to the use of chemicals. The
Bridge has to be cleared of grass and weed regularly by way of applying adequate methods defined by
experts.

Reduction measures: Removal of grass and weed.
Tasks:

= Prepare a plan for clearing the Bridge of grass and weed.

= Define the best way to remove grass and weed, with the least possible usage of chemicals
(herbicides).

Goal 2.2.6.: Set up waste management system

Disposing waste on irregular places and improper handling of waste creates a negative aesthetic
impression. The Public Utilities Company is also in charge of cleaning public areas, which includes cleaning
of the Bridge and its protected zone. There are neither sufficient waste containers in the protected zone of
the Bridge, nor adequate containers and bins for the collection of various kinds of waste. There are no bins
for a separate collection of household hazardous waste (batteries, medicines, etc.). An incorrect relation of
the population towards waste is evident, which causes waste disposal on green areas, on the Bridge, on the
riverbank, etc. Picnickers often leave their waste on the places where they stayed during the day. Leaving
waste on green areas or next to containers attracts rodents during the night and they, looking for food, spread
the waste even more.

Reduction measures: Containers, bins, selective waste collection, regular waste collection, control.
Tasks:

= Prepare a plan for the collection and disposal of waste.

= Develop a system of selective waste collection.

= Provide technical equipment for the Public Utilities Company.
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= Increase the number of sanitation workers.
= Strengthen control through the introduction of environmental police and through more effective
work of inspections.

Goal 2.2.7.: Reduce negative influence of snow and ice on usage and maintenance of the Bridge

Snow cover and ice formation during the winter have an influence upon the safe usage of the Bridge.
The Bridge is paved with stone plates, which are extremely slippery even during the minimum black ice.

The goal is to enable a safe usage of the Bridge during the wintertime. The winters in Visegrad are
severe, with low temperatures and often with abundant snowfalls. The Bridge is paved with stone plates,
which are extremely slippery even during the minimum black ice. The goal is also to avoid the destruction of
the stone surface of the Bridge by using abrasive and aggressive agents. Therefore the winter road service
needs to be adequately equipped (devices usually used for cleaning pavements, supporting equipment:
shovels, brooms, thawing agents) and personnel educated as to the importance and specific features of bridge
maintenance.

Reduction measures: Regular cleaning, strewing with sand, salt and adequate ice thawing agents.
Tasks:

= Ensure equipment and funds for the winter road service for the purpose of bridge maintenance.

= Include bridge maintenance in the Plan of activities of the Public Utilities Company as a priority.

= Educate personnel as to the specific nature and importance of regular maintenance of the Bridge and
the Bridge protection zone.

Goal 2.2.8: Retain the quality of the Drina River water in ViSegrad and prevent jeopardizing the
current quality

The Drina River is a clean river, rich in fishes. Its flow towards Ljubovija is an original and natural
habitat of the huchen, which is protected specie. The huchen is a fish that lives only in clean waters, which
have rather low temperature and are rich in oxygen. This fish is very sensitive to pollution; therefore its
presence in the Drina River near ViSegrad may be regarded as an assuring water quality indicator. The water
quality makes the river a good recreational resource (swimming, rafting, etc.). However, city sewerage
inflows the Drina, through the city main drains, or occasionally, directly. There is a significant number of
households which are not connected to the sewerage, but have individual septic pits. Thanks to the low
population density and average flow of the Drina of approx. 300 m?/s, the river is being quickly self-cleaned,
and its quality, as well as the biodiversity, are retained. The industrial plants, which could pollute the river,
are presently not operating. There are no, or almost no, industrial waste waters. The aggravation of the water
guality might cause the Bridge and the river as a whole to induce a negative impression to the visitors,
slower tourism development and reduction of sport activities on the Drina and in the very vicinity of the
Bridge.

The impact of city waste water to the bridge and the protection zone is low.
Aggravation of the water might occur due to revitalization of existing industrial plants and/or
construction of the new ones, and it would considerably disparage tourist offer of ViSegrad.

Moderating measures: sewerage system, main drain, waste water treatment plant, water quality
control
Tasks:
= Connect all waste water flows into the sewerage system
= Bring all sewerage lines from the city nucleus to the common main drain
= Prevent direct inflow of the industrial waste water to the Drina River
= Construct a city waste water treatment plant
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Goal 2.2.9.: Prevent jeopardizing the air quality of the Bridge and the Bridge protection zone micro-
location

Visegrad has the first quality air. War destruction and hindered rehabilitation of industrial plants
eliminated the possibility of air pollution by inorganic and organic pollutants. ViSegrad pollution sources are
households and other buildings being heated by solid fuels, as well as the traffic. These sources slightly
aggravate the air quality. Negative impact is mostly felt when foggy, and in days of air inversion, when the
concentration of black smoke, as well as the concentration of CO, and SO, increase due to burning of wood
and fossil fuels. Visegrad has no thermal power plant. All buildings are being heated individually. The traffic
ban over the Bridge improved the air quality on the Bridge and in the Bridge protection zone. This ban
makes possible for the visitors to enjoy the Bridge values without necessary inhaling the automobiles
exhausting gases.

The impact of occasional aggravation of the air quality to the Bridge is low. The traffic ban over the
Bridge improved the air quality of the micro-location.
Tasks:
= Plan construction of new communication roads
= Plan construction of the thermal power plant and connection the buildings to unique heating system
= Prevent construction of industrial facilities in the Bridge vicinity, or on the location from which it
would be spread towards the Bridge, following the wind-rose.

Goal 2.2.10: Follow environmental quality standards when rehabilitating old industrial plants and
construction of the new ones

The industry in the Municipality of Visegrad is poor. Once the most significant industrial plants for
production of paints and lacquers, furniture, metal industry (ropes, bearings), as well as the construction
industry are presently not in operation and are under the bankruptcy proceedings. In the situation as it is
today, the industrial plants cannot negatively influence to the Bridge and the Bridge protection zone. What is
important, however, for development of the Municipality of ViSegrad, is planning of revitalization of
existing industrial plants, and construction of the new ones. The plans must be in accordance with the
principles of sustainable development.

The impact of the industry to the Bridge is low, but tends to increase. One cannot stop industrial
development of the Municipality of ViSegrad by mere designation of the Bridge as a national monument, but
may plan development in accordance with the principles of sustainable development and the environmental
protection. The development of industry might cause significant threat to the environment, pollution of
waters, air, soil, of the flora and fauna, as well as the formed cultural and historical heritage, including the
Bridge and the Bridge protection zone.

Moderating measures: Sustainable development, application of the best available technologies,
following the environment quality standards

Tasks:

= Plan the industry development, having ,,clean production*

= Apply the best available technologies (BAT) when planning revitalization of the existing plants and
construction of the new ones

= QOrganize regular monitoring and report submittal by the plants and facilities operators

= QOrganize training of interested parties in environmental protection and legal regulations in the field
of environmental protection

Goal 2.2.11.: Plan special protection measures in the case of infrastructure works in the Bridge
protection zone

Construction of infrastructure and works on the infrastructure may be executed only upon approval

of the ministry responsible for physical planning of the Republika Srpska, all in accordance with the
Decision on designation of the Mehmed-pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge.
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Moderating measures: Planned infrastructure works in the Bridge zone

Tasks:

= Produce a plan of Bridge protection in the case of infrastructure works

= Plan material and technical resources, which are the least threatening to the Bridge protection zone
and the environment

= Produce a plan of rehabilitation of protection zone damages and its reinstatement

= Qrganize training of the personnel in protection measures, before commencement of the works

The Table 3. show the Plan of Measures for Moderating the Current and Potential Negative
Environmental Impacts to the Mehmed-Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad

Environmental Moderating Responsible Costs Remark

impact to the measures institutions

Bridge

Climate

a) snow and ice in a) regular a) Public utility a) Municipality | a) cleaning of the Bridge

the winter period

cleaning, covering
with fine
aggregate and
appropriate
defrosting
materials

services company;
municipal
inspectorate

of Visegrad

and the Bridge
protection zone to be set
as a priority

Waters

a) floods

b) Water discharge
from the HPP
Visegrad

a) Plan of flood
prevention, in
cooperation with
the HPP Visegrad
and the HPP
Bajina Basta,
installation of
automatic call
point system, plan
of flood defence

b) Uniform water
discharge regime,
catching of high
waters in the
spring and autumn
periods,
maintaining
ecological
minimum in the
period of drought

a) Government of
the Republika
Srpska and
Municipality of
Visegrad, water
inspectorate of the
Republika Srpska

b) Government of
the Republika
Srpska and
Municipality of
Visegrad, water
inspectorate of the
Republika Srpska

a) Government
of the
Republika
Srpska

b) HPP
ViSegrad

a) in the period of high
waters, the hydro power
plants, and especially
the HPP ViSegrad might
serve as a compensatory
accumulation to catch
high waters and prevent
floods in ViSegrad, as
well as endangerment to
the Bridge

b) Innovate existing
plans of the HPP
Visegrad
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c) neglected
obligations from the
part of the HPP
Visegrad (riverbed
regulation and
rehabilitation of the
Bridge piers)

d) water level of the
HPP Bajna Basta
accumulation

e) discharge of the
city waste waters to
the river flow

¢) Riverbed
regulation and
rehabilitation of
the Bridge piers in
accordance with
the obligation set
forth by the
building permit

d) lowering of the
accumulation
water level to the
designed level,
subject to
agreement with
Serbia and
Montenegro

€) sewerage
system main drain,
waste water
treatment plant,
water quality
control

c) Government of
the Republika
Srpska, PE
Elektroprivreda of
the Republika
Srpska, water and
building
inspectorate of the
Republika Srpska

d) Council of
Ministers of BiH
and Government
of the Republika
Srpska

e) Municipality of
Visegrad, sanitary
inspectorate of the
Municipality of
Visegrad

¢) Government
of the
Republika
Srpska, PE
Elektroprivreda
of the
Republika
Srpska

d) Council of
Ministers of
BiH and
Government of
the Republika
Srpska

e) Municipality
of Videgrad

c) HPP ViSegrad has no
work permit

d) interstate agreement
between BiH and SCG
required

e) waste water is, in
most of the cases, being
discharged to the river
flow through the drain

Air

a) air quality
threatened by
traffic, industry and
household heating
systems

a) traffic ban,
control of
industrial
development,
construction of the
thermal power
plant, and
connection to the
communal heating
system

a) Government of
the Republika
Srpska,
Municipality of
Visegrad and
responsible
inspectorates

a) Government
of the
Republika
Srpska,
investors — to
the industry,
Municipality of
ViSegrad

a) traffic over the Bridge
was banned by the
Decision to designate
the Bridge as a national
monument. Possible
traffic might be
permitted only under
special circumstances
and in special occasions.

Soils and soil usage

a) Soil misuse

a) Physical plan,
regulation plan of
the Bridge
protection zone

a) Government of
the Republika
Srpska,
Municipality of
Visegrad,
responsible city
planning and
building
inspectorate

a) Government
of the
Republika
Srpska,
Municipality of
ViSegrad

a) Physical plan of the
Municipality of
ViSegrad in preparation
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Flora and fauna

a) grass and weeds

on the bridge a) removal of a) Municipality of | a) Municipality | a) within the scope of

surfaces grass and weeds Visegrad, of Visegrad activities of the public
communal utility services company
inspectorate

Landscape

a) disorderly
landscape

a) technically and
horticulturally

a) Government of
the Republika

a) Government
of the

a) present protection
zone condition ruins

architecture of the landscape the Srpska and Republika aesthetic qualities of the
Bridge protection Bridge protection | Municipality of Srpska and Bridge
zone zone Visegrad, Municipality of
responsible ViSegrad
inspectorate
Waste
a) waste a) waste bins, a) Municipality of | a) Municipality | a) strengthening of
mishandling baskets, waste Visegrad, Public of ViSegrad awareness regarding
selection, regular utility services waste management
waste taking, company, sanitary required
control inspectorate
Industry
a) threat to the
quality of a) Sustainable a) Government of | a) Investor a) obtaining the
environment (water, | development, the Republika environmental permit in
air, soil, flora, application of the | Srpska and the line with the
fauna, the cultural best available Municipality of Environmental
and historical technologies, Visegrad, protection Law is an
heritage) following the inspectorate obligation
environmental services of the
quality standards Government of the
RS and the
Municipality of
Visegrad
Infrastructure

a) Violation to the
Bridge protection
zone

a) Planned
execution of
infrastructure
works in the zone
of the Bridge

a) Government of
the Republika
Srpska and
Municipality of
Visegrad,
responsible
inspectorate

a) Government
of the
Republika
Srtpska and
Municipality of
ViSegrad

a) all works on the
infrastructure are
prohibited by the
Decision to designate
the Bridge as a national
monument, except in
special occasions
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Issue 2.3: Monitoring of Environmental Impacts

Monitoring plan include monitoring of environmental impacts to the Bridge: water quantity and

quality, air quality, flora and fauna, and the waste.

Along with the indicators for monitoring of the Bridge stability, the Table 4. below gives indicators

for monitoring of degree of the environmental factors impact to the Bridge.

Indicator

Periodicity

Location of records

Rate at which environmental
elements
threat the property

Site Commission is obliged
to submit to the Commission
to Preserve National
Monuments all monitoring
reports regularly during a
year, and annual monitoring
report every year.

1. Water level upstream the
Bridge

Continuously

Hydro-meteorological
institute of the RS;
Municipality of ViSegrad

2. Water quality upstream the
Bridge

2.1 legal parameters COD
(English abbreviations are
given);

2.2 legal parameters BOD 5,
pH, and the others (English
abbreviations are given)

Continuously

Waters directorate of the RS;
Municipality of ViSegrad

3. Air
- black smoke level, SO,,
Nox, 03

In accordance with the law

Hydro-meteorological
institute of the RS;

4. Bio-monitoring

4.1 growth of flora on the
Bridge

4.2 growth of weeds in the 1%
protection zone

Every month

Public utility services
company;
Municipality of Visegrad

5. Waste

Depositing of waste on the
Bridge and in the 1°
protection zone

Daily

Public utility services
company;

Requirements

The Conservation management proposes the resources which have been allocated for monitoring,
and also the monitoring results processing. Following completion of investigation activities, it is necessary to
continue with monitoring, and it is the responsibility of the Government of the Republika Srpska to earmark
the amount within its yearly budget for continuous monitoring of the Bridge stability, as well as of the
environmental factors which impact upon the Bridge.

Responsible authorities are given in table 4.

Activities

Bridge Commission must collect the monitoring results and submit reports on the regular basis to the
Commission to Preserve National Monuments.
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In the case the monitoring results indicate alteration of the situation, as it is, for example, aggravated
environmental factors impact, Site Commission must immediately warn the persons, whose activities caused
aggravation, and notify thereupon the Commission to Preserve National Monuments.

Once notified on alteration of the situation, the Commission to Preserve National Monuments must
further notify all responsible institutions, the Government of the RS, and the Ministry of Physical Planning,
Civil Engineering and Ecology of the Republika Srpska and request taking all legal measures (Law on
Environmental Protection).

4.4. lIssue 3: Planning and Policy Framework

Legislation and the Planning Policy

Adequate protection of the Bridge and the impact zone may be realized only through defined policy
in the field of planning. This policy may be implemented by applying legal regulations, planning procedure
and the implementation mechanisms in practice.

Long-term objectives are as follows:

Objective 3.1. Improvement of legal regulation pertaining to the field of architectural heritage in the
territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina and the Republika Srpska, which would give raise to:

= Categorization of the architectural heritage,

= Defining the protection measures for the monuments and the environmental ensembles.

= Harmonization of legal regulations in the field of physical planning and other associated fields, in
order to uniform relationship towards the architectural heritage,

= Institutional strengthening,

= Improvement of expert labour potential of specialized institutions,

= Creation of economic development suppositions,

= Education of inhabitants on significance of the cultural and historical heritage and the necessity for
its protection,

= Development of protection idea, which would be in line with modern principles,

= Harmonization of the planning method with integral multidisciplinary approach, where the domain
of protection of the cultural and historical heritage would be regarded as equal.

Planning at the Entity Level

Objective 3.2. Fostering protection and integration of the bridge into planning documentation

Considering the urgency of taking activities on protection of the monument, it is necessary to act in
the direction of creating optimal framework, which would be in line with current possibilities of our
country’s legal, institutional and expert training education, as well as with positive experience in other
countries. Production of the Management plan represents a base for preparation of further significant
activities with the aim of adequate protection and integration of the Bridge to the environment.
Finalization of activities on passing of the Physical Plan of the Republika Srpska by 2015 represents a
noteworthy task, which would set a strategy of approach to solving the problem of protection of the
architectural heritage.

Planning at the Level of the Municipality of ViSegrad

Completion of production of the Physical Plan of the Municipality of ViSegrad is also a noteworthy
activity, which would underline the importance of the Old Bridge location in the frame of total potentials at
the municipal disposal, and result in appropriate valorisation and definition of development directions.

Planning at the Level of the Town of ViSegrad
In order to achieve adequate development of the town, it is necessary to produce the development
strategy, especially in the field of physical planning, protection of the architectural heritage, environment,
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development of economy, etc, which would make a part of informational background for completion of both
the physical plan of the municipality, and the planning plan of the town.

It is necessary to produce Valorisation report of the cultural and historical heritage of ViSegrad,
which represents a starting point for all further planning activities in this area.

The planning plan of ViSegrad is a document, whose detailed urban area plan of purpose of the area
in the very vicinity of the Bridge should be harmonized with the Bridge protection measures and valorisation
of the values of the Bridge and the impact zone. At this very level of the planning document, it is possible to
realize protection of the zone around the Bridge against harmful influence of certain activities.

The planning plan sets basic town traffic network, as well as the ranking of the communication
roads. After determination of the scope of the bridge rehabilitation works, to the effect of its structural, static
and other technical possibilities, it is necessary to interrogate its role in the town traffic system, in line with
all necessary measures, with the aim of protection of the monument and its environment.

In order to define detailed regulation elements in the area around the Bridge, it is necessary to
produce regulation plans, which would specify construction technology and terms, to the effect of
determination of the purpose of the buildings, horizontal and vertical dimensions, forms, materialisation,
forming of street fronts, ground floor and horticultural landscaping, illumination, elements of urban movable
property, and the similar. Riverbank landscaping should also be adjusted to the environmental character.

Determined protection zone and buffer zone, presented in the Management plan, propose adjustment
of the future construction to the importance of the location, with the aim of emphasizing its identity.
Therefore, it is necessary to include the protection and buffer zones to the concept of the regulation plans and
all other documents dealing with detailed regulation (town planning and technical conditions, town planning
designs, conceptual designs, technical documentation, etc.).

In order to approach redesigning of the zone around the Bridge in as a quality manner as possible,
and for the purpose of production of the regulation plan and more detailed plans, it is necessary to produce a
landscaping programme, which would specify development guidelines, pertaining to the offer (tourist,
restaurants and hotels, cultural, services and trades, etc.), the conditions of protection of the monument and
the environment, relationship to the central zone, etc.

Because of the utmost significance of the location, it is desirable to select the most quality solution
through the public notice for production of conceptual architectural design of the complex in the first
protection zone.

Regulation Plans

There are no adopted regulation plans for the area around the Bridge. The fact that there are no
detailed regulation conditions for the area around the Bridge is enough to imply to necessity and urgency of
production of landscaping programme, as well as of defining guidelines for future activities in the zone.
They would regulate, in accordance with defined protection measures of the existing buildings and the
environment, the rules for construction and the way of landscaping of the free areas.

The act of production of the regulation plan would determine basic regulation elements for the
location, with the regard of its relationship to the surrounding area (traffic routes, contents of functional
relationship to other part of the town, infrastructural capacity, etc.).

Regulation plan should, also, define traffic routes, which run parallel to the Drina River bank, in the
regard of improvement of their cross section (width of the traffic lane and the pedestrian path),
modernization of the carriageway, and appropriate drainage of precipitation water. The traffic roads at the
right river bank should have adequately solved parking issue, as well as the approach to all structures and
their contents.

Special emphasis should be given to the characteristics of the right river bank area around the
Bridge, where the vehicle and pedestrian traffic flows, at the widened area, have all characteristics of a
square, which was not finally elaborated. It should be conceptualized by the regulation plan, where solutions
should be proposed for the pedestrian traffic flow, and landscaping of the zone around the Bridge.

Regulation plan should, as well, define the character of the river bank, in line with the elements of
hydro-technical regulation of the water flow. The riverbank should be integrated to the pedestrian and
recreational zone, which would be further connected to the recreational zone at the mouth of the Rzav River.
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In the Bridge vicinity, at the right river bank, rafting head point should be planned — a destination where the
tourists would come immediately from the railway station — after tourist ride on the narrow-gauge railway
line from VardiSte and Dobrun, and continue their journey rafting to the Bajina Basta, and back.

The regulation plan should take special care to tourist route from the railway station to the rafting
head point, which should have a character of a comfortable pedestrian zone, with benches and green areas,
and also restaurants and shops offering souvenirs.

Town Planning Design for the Bridge Protection Zone

Objective 3.3. Improvement of physical structures in the Bridge surrounding

Apart of the regulation plan for the Bridge protection zone, it is necessary to produce a planning
design with conceptual solution for the ground zone around the Bridge, which would be harmonized with
conservation of the Bridge, rehabilitation and reconstruction of the hotel complex and its landscaping. While
doing this, special attention should be paid to landscaping of the garden and lower terrace of the hotel, which
are situated adjacent to the Bridge, for they have always been significant tourist destinations. While
landscaping this area, it is necessary to insist on natural elements of the autochthonous plants, and
unobstructed line of sight to the Bridge.

Guidelines for Production of Town Planning Design for the First Bridge Protection Zone:

= incorporate protection measures from Clause 3 of the Decision to Designate the Bridge as National
Monument (see attachment Decision)

= retain existing frontage line,

= technically and horticultural landscape the riverbanks,

= horticultural landscape the green areas by planting autochthonous plants,

= avoid planting high trees, which may obstruct line of sight to the Bridge,

= construct pedestrian (and bicycle) paths with benches for resting,

= provide for continuous pedestrian and bicycle path from the Bridge to the recreational zone at the
mouth of the Rzav River,

= construct gazebo in the level of traffic communication, with the benches for resting,

= incorporate the steps for descending to the Drina, and a gazebo at the Drina riverbank (for the Bridge
view “from below”), (propose one or two gazeboes)

= incorporate gutters and perimeter channels for drainage of precipitation waters,

= tile the streets in the area of the first protection zone by materials, which would not dominate the
area by their texture, colour, quality and dimensions,

= the size, colour, and appearance of all advertising elements, signs and other markings must not
endanger environmental values nor dominate the area. The signs must not obstruct the line of sight to
the Bridge. The markings should be uniform, in line with the type of signs in the whole area. It is
recommended to produce a report on appearance of those signs,

= no waste containers must be placed in the first protection zone. Waste depositing should be solved in
a manner, which should be defined by solid waste disposal design for the territory of the town.

Town Planning and Technical Conditions for the First Protection Zone
In the first protection zone on the right riverbank, it is necessary to rehabilitate the existing hotel,
creating in that way a representative catering building, which would by its interior offer and exterior
environment valorize the Bridge location and the line of sight to the monument.
= Natural materials should be used in the course of restoration works to the hotel.
= Horizontal and vertical dimensions of the hotel should not be changed.
= Hotel interior should be adapted in line with modern needs and equipment.
= Neutral facade colours should be applied, which would not dominate in the environment.
= Itis possible to propose setting of pontoon bar on the water below the hotel.
The building adjoining the hotel (marked in the valorisation with number 2) was built in the early
20" century and has its cultural and historical value; therefore it is necessary to rehabilitate it in accordance
with prescribed protection terms. Considering the fact that it represents a part of the Bridge history, which
was depicted by Ivo Andri¢ in his work, it would be desirable to establish a museum of the town in that
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building, whose significant exhibit would be the collection of documentation on the Bridge construction and
the historical periods the Bridge lived through.

The structures marked with numbers 3, 4 and 5 are necessary to be reconstructed, in order to increase
their height and equal it with the height of the building number 2. Their architecture and materialization may,
however, display a contemporary spirit.

Individual building downstream the Bridge should be removed, for their purpose and appearance are
not appropriate to significance of the location where they are situated. This area should be used for
construction of business structures of smaller dimensions and number of storeys, which would be oriented
towards the river and the Bridge. The purpose of these buildings would be primarily catering, selling of the
souvenirs, art ateliers, galleries, and the similar.

Newly constructed structures should be limited by frontage lines, which serve to protect the
riverbank and preserve it for construction of pedestrian communications.

Forming and materialization of planned structures should be harmonized with the Old Bridge
environment in a way to increase the values of the Bridge, which are unique and unequalled in the given
area.

The first protection zone should be contained in the envelopment of the regulation plan R1, which
treats the Bridge and its close surroundings.

Guidelines for production of the regulation plan R1:

= determine the type and purpose of the structure in such a way to force catering, servicing, trade and
tourist offers, and reduce those structures intended for dwelling,

= foresee a museum with a purpose of display of the Bridge significance and the individuals associated
to the Bridge (the structure number 2 is historically acceptable),

= determine the architectural style,

= define maximal number of storeys of the buildings, with the aim of achieving vertical silhouette and
quality lines of sight to the Bridge,

= prescribe the appearance of the fagade and the roof (stone, brick, colour of the fagade, appearance of
the windows, balconies, roofs: double-pitched or four-pitched, etc.),

= foresee the visitors’ parking place,

= define infrastructural organization adjusted to the Bridge vicinity and visitors-oriented (public
fountains, toilets, illumination, direction signs to the Bridge, etc.),

= ban construction of industrial facilities and any activities threatening the environment.

The production of the regulation plan, and all interventions in the first protection zone should be
executed in line with the Commission’s Decision to designate the Bridge as a national monument.

All interventions must be previously approved by the Ministry of Physical Planning of the RS and
the Institute for Protection of the Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of the RS.

All interventions must be conducted under the supervision of the Bridge Commission.

Public procurement notice must be announced for the projects in the first protection zone.

Buffer zone

Bridge First protection zone is a relatively narrow belt close to the Bridge elevations and steep
hillsides, which can be observed from the Bridge. The environment impact is here obvious, due to physical
closeness of the Bridge, the line of sight, the relationship which was developed between the existing
structures and surroundings and the Bridge, therefore it is necessary to define broader protection zones,
which would have set and defined construction conditions, in line with the valorisation of the Bridge.

Buffer zone is suggested to enclose 12,2 hectares around the first protection zone. At the right
riverbank of the square area envelops the town centre zone, which was established to the north of the Bridge,
the slope area with here and there erected structures and a gazebo raised aloft above the town.

At the opposite side of the riverbank, there is also a defined zone of elevations and steep hillsides,
which can be observed from the Bridge. This zone is suggested in the aim of protection of natural landscape
of broader Bridge surroundings, which are still not built-up.

This zone should further develop in a way which would respect an appropriate relationship to the
Bridge and improve the urban landscape of the town. It is necessary to landscape the contact zone, since the
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structures influence each other in the space, and it is not enough to give prominence to significance of the
Bridge if the surrounding areas are not at the same time landscaped in a quality way.

The buffer zone is imposed with the aim to:

= provide complete protection of the first protection zone of the Bridge,

= provide for compatibility of purposes of the areas intended for interpretation of the Bridge and the
tourism,

= protect the landscape values,

= landscape the Drina riverbanks,

= determine the protection conditions of valuable structures, according to the prescribed protection
measures,

= improve the appearance of street fronts, in line with environmental values,

= prevent construction of structures, which would aggravate the environmental values by their
appearance,

= set the conditions for construction of new buildings, in line with environmental values and with
respect to all criteria describing the area close to the Bridge as one having the purpose of affirmation
of the monument and its basic values,

= set the conditions for installation of street movable property, infrastructure, illumination....

= make the area attractive to both the local population and the tourists.

In the buffer zone, special attention should be paid to landscaping of pedestrian and vehicle traffic
surfaces, which form a square in front of the Bridge. This surface should be paved in a quality material and
upgraded by horticulture elements.

The photographs (Annex IV: AlvVd 1, Alvd 2, Alvd 3 and AlIVd 4) display the ambient and
physical structure of the buffer zone, which is adjoining the first protection zone:

The buffer zone at the right riverbank should be treated by two regulation plans (R2a and R2b),
whereas the left riverbank should be treated by the regulation plan R3.
Envelopment of the regulation plans should be harmonized with the first protection zone.

See Annex |1, All 8: Map of the Bridge protection zone
See Annex Il, All 9: Map of the Bridge protection zone

Objective 3.4 Management of the Activities in the Area

In order to adequately realize planned vision of development in the zone around the Bridge and
surrounding impact zones, it is necessary to establish departments within the town administration, which
would adequately process preparation for production and adoption of various planning documents.

These services would be responsible for implementation of adopted plans; therefore, following the
activities in the space, and sanctioning of illegal works would be their permanent responsibility.

4.5 Issue 4: Traffic and Parking Management

Objective 4.1. Improvement of the traffic network

Traffic is among those important functions which must be defined by town planning documentation.
The left riverbank town-approaching communication route is a main route from the direction Sarajevo
towards UZice. It is directed to the Bridge, approx. 1 km downstream the Old Bridge, and, passing through
the town, it exits at the eastern part of the urban area. This main route is not permanently regulated. It should
be rerouted from the town to a planned by-pass in the southern zone of the urban area.

The town planning plan shall define categories of communications running through the contact zone
of the Bridge, including the standing of the Bridge in the town traffic system. Giving consideration to the
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Bridge reconstruction and the fact that the original pavement is made by cobblestones, vehicle traffic over
the Bridge is not desirable, except in special occasions (manifestations, emergency ambulance, fire-fighting
vehicles, memorial processions ...), which cases should be defined by special conditions. The plan outline
proposes the standing of the Bridge in the town traffic system.

The zone next to the Bridge, to its right, stretches over the first-rank town communication which
runs through the town centre and continues through the settlements upstream and downstream from the Old
Bridge. There is a railway line to the south of the Bridge, which turns towards east and keeps to the left
riverbank of the Rzav River.

In the eastern section of the town, at the left riverbank of the Rzav River, there is a railway station at
the standard gauge railway line. It used to be a railway station at the narrow-gauge railway line Sarajevo-
Visegrad-UZice, therefore it should be foreseen for functional reconstruction in the scope of the project for
reconstruction of the narrow-gauge railway line in tourist purposes.

See Annex Il, All 21: Draft of the ViSegrad town planning plan: Traffic plan - detail

The regulation plan should in more detail define vehicle traffic surfaces, parking lots and the
surfaces intended for pedestrian traffic. The first protection zone, at the right riverbank, should include
marked pedestrian points directed to beautiful lines of sight to the Bridge, and back. Pedestrian zones should
dominate here, while the vehicle traffic should be foreseen exclusively for the purposes of effective supply of
the stores and the catering services. This should make a final result of detailed analyses of needs and flows in
the view of the Bridge protection and planned landscaping.

The regulation plan of extended first protection zone should define pedestrian and vehicle
communications at the right riverbank to the Bridge, especially from the aspect of square characteristics,
which should be more clearly specified.

Pedestrian zones should dominate, while the vehicle traffic should be foreseen for exclusive
purposes only, which should make a final result of detailed analyses of needs and flows in the view of the
Bridge protection and planned landscaping.

The town planning and technical documentation for the communications in the Bridge zone should
define cross section of the carriageway and the sidewalk, including all infrastructure supplies (water,
sewerage, power supply, heating, telecommunications). The ambient of the streets and the square area should
be treated in the light of its illumination and urban movable property capacities (benches, information
system, and the similar).

The town planning and technical documentation for reconstruction of the railway station should be
as such as to improve the conditions of railway passengers’ traffic, and at the same time, enable
establishment of tourist relation by reviving the narrow-gauge railway line.

The production of design for town by-pass route is a matter of urgency, as well as creating
conditions for its realization, which would reduce traffic on main town communications. This is also
significant from the point of view of improvement of environmental conditions, which would eventually
produce more favourable conditions for existence of the Bridge.

Annex I1: Maps

Annex II: All 8: Orto -photo record of the bridge

Annex II: All 9: Protection zone and buffer zone

Annex II: All 21: Draft of the ViSegrad town planning plan: Traffic plan - detail, the Institute for

Urbanism of the RS, 2004, Banjaluka

Annex IV: Photo documentation

Annex IV: AV d 1: Building 2
Annex IV: AV d 2: Building 2, 3,4, 5
Annex IV: AlV d 3: Building 5
Annex IV: AlV d 3: Building 6
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4.6 Issue 5: Access and Visitor management

Objective 5.1 Creating tourist activities and improve accommodation capacities that will facilitate
the attraction and accommodation of tourists and visitors in accordance with the standards of tourism offer
based on the provisions of the World Tourism Organisation.

The number of visitors should be at a level of 2-4% from the total number of tourists and visitors in
Bosnia and Herzegovina. (This percentage increases from the second to the fifth year after the adoption and
implementation of the Management Plan).

In order to realise the objective, the following will be necessary:

Plan of revitalisation of existing accommodation capacities and reconstruction of the hotel on the
Drina bank and the Vilina vlas health spa / stakeholder: Visegrad Municipality, that is, the Urban Planning
Secretariat.

Complete the process of registration and formation of a Tourist Agency / stakeholder: VisSegrad
Municipality, Economic Secretariat.

Web page of ViSegrad and the Bridge with information on all activities and potentials and basic
information about the Bridge. The key words must be formulated so that the page is shown when searching
for phrases such as: bridge, historical heritage, cultural tourism, Nobel laureate, Ivo Andri¢, Ottoman
Empire, health spa... / stakeholder: Tourist Agency (or Bridge Agency).

Prepare information for brochures and leaflets and for guides that will be printed subsequently.
Stakeholder: Tourist Agency along with the Bridge Agency and the Museum.

Motivate tourist guides / invite, assess and select potential guides / Tourist Agency and ViSegrad
Municipality.

Educate tourist guides / Tourist Agency
Form a museum in the home of Ivo Andri¢ / Visegrad Municipality, decision, fund, employment...

Devise tourist package deals for those interested in hunting, fishing, rafting... Stakeholder: Tourist
Agency.

Clean and revitalise the area surrounding the Bridge and the riverbanks area. This activity has
already been included in the plan under maintenance, but is a very important precondition for realising
tourist activities.

Plan of reimbursement to be paid to owners for the land and/or buildings located in the Protection
Zone. The goal is to prepare the preconditions for protection and possible expropriation of land for the
purposes of protection. / ViSegrad Municipality along with the Urban Planning Service.

Presentation and Promotion Plan of the Bridge and ViSegrad for the Tourism Community of FBiH,
the Tourism Office in Bosnia and Herzegovina, cantonal tourism communities and agencies known for
inbound tourism (Fortuna in Mostar, Globtour in Medugorje...).

Plan of monitoring the number of visitors, their structure and reactions (Municipality, Bridge
Agency, Tourism Community)

Plan the reconstruction of industrial capacities and prevent the operation of "dirty industry™
(Municipality, private sector, NGOs)
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PR action targeting the residents and aimed at motivating and inciting them to participate in
preparing the preconditions for attracting and accommodating guests. (Organise round tables, discussions,
"Days of the Bridge and Tourism". Stakeholders: Tourist Agency and the Municipality).

Concept for signs in the field. Tourist Agency and the Municipality are to issue a call for bids and
prepare an award for the winner.

Plan activities and organise the First Zone.
Establish an Information Centre (within the Tourist Agency) with staff (full-time or part-time).

Maps of the area to be printed as fliers and put up as posters at the location.
Stakeholders: Tourist Agency and Bridge Commission.

CD with photographs and drawings of the Bridge, stories about its past and interesting details from
its history in preparation for making a film. Have cassettes tapes or DVDs of the film shown at the National
Museum on sale near the Bridge. Stakeholder: Bridge Agency and Tourist Agency.

For the first year of activities relating to promotional material, signs in the field, web page and maps,
the necessary amount is 45.000 KM.

Depending on the number of visitors and activities organised, this amount will need to be increased
in the subsequent 2/3 years. This will enable more vigorous activities and approaches to tourism.
The plan and analysis of necessary restructuring should show the necessary investment for its realisation.
After the completion of the feasibility study, a type of "donors or investors meeting"” will need to be held so
as to determine the existence of potential investors. Special attention should be given to Bosnian-
Herzegovina emigrants and companies with which they do business.

In order to protect tourism sites and prevent their destruction, past oversights must be taken into
account, especially those related to the absence of signs on the nature of certain buildings, their significance
and designation as national monuments. It is also necessary to secure approach roads and trails and
communication between various parts of the Visegrad Municipality, which will in turn facilitate creating a
network of tourist sites and increase the probability of more sites to be visited.

This will not be the first time that relatively underdeveloped or underdeveloped areas direct their
developmental potential towards tourism, thus profiting in the only way possible from their lack of industrial
development. The fact is that trends in contemporary society favour this orientation. It is also true that this is
not sufficiently recognised in Bosnia and Herzegovina, but it must not stand in the way of the Municipality's
future development.

The Plan is in line with ICOMOS guidelines for managing world cultural heritage destinations. It is
based on the presumption that the conservation of a building or destination precedes the development of
tourism. This is the only way to ensure appropriate protection from potential detriment to the destination. In
that case, if the planning of conservation has been successful and acceptable, a more significant and
profitable development of tourism will ensue. Conservation can contribute to financial and social progress
of a destination in cooperation with tourism, but only after conservers define limits to the access of visitors to
the destination can tourism professionals can help attract visitors, manage their stay and generate income that
will become the basis for further conservation, protection, interpretation and maintenance of the destination.

Education and Interpretation

The problem of education and interpretation is one of the significant elements of the management
Plan, especially with respect to the conditions in the ViSegrad Municipality, that is, the activities it can offer
to potential visitors. The diversity of contents, that is, the possibility to organise various activities will be
reflected by various types of visitors, so a number of segments should be tackled at the same time.

The tourists can thus be categorised into a number of groups:
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= “Sophisticated visitors” or visitors with considerable prior knowledge who come prepared and
familiar with the history of the Bridge and the destination. Prior to arrival, they are familiar with the
destination, its capacities and attractions they want to experience "first hand". This type of visitor
requires comfortable accommodation at the destination and extensive possibilities for gathering
information. They do not want to be disturbed, they prefer to visit the destination independently, not
in organised groups, and they often spend more time on their visits taking photographs of significant
elements. They are interested in purchasing special publications about the destination which cannot
be found elsewhere, they area familiar with and have a critical approach to what is available through
public interpretation. The usually do not use guides (written) or the services of persons acting as
guides, and even if they do opt for these, the information they receive must be at a very high level.

= "Regular visitors" coming to the destination because they heard or red about it and the activities it
offers. They require a more comprehensive presentation of the destination providing them with a
general understanding of the place in its international, national and local historical context. This
type of visitor represents the main segment for interpretative programmes. Namely, they are
supposed to leave with the impression that they have visited a very interesting area and received
important information which will make them a significant source of word-of-mouth propaganda
when they encourage their friends to visit the same location.

= Students and pupils represent the segment that participates in organised or individual visits.
Depending on their level of education, various interpretative programmes should be offered to them.
The programme must focus on key elements and must include printed materials. The duration of
interpretative speeches is conditioned by the ability to sustain the attention of such a group. So as
not to disturb other visitor (especially those from point 1) the visits of these groups should be
organised separately and at a predetermined time in relation to other segments.

= "Incidental visitors" make up the segment of those who happen to find themselves at the destination
because it is part of the tourist package deal they are using. Although the number of such visitors is
small and they are usually interested in various secondary services, they are a potential target group
to be "converted", that is, whose first incidental impressions can be used to create a certain interest
for future visits to the destination.

For the purpose of realising an approach to the above segments and providing interpretation of the
monument, it is necessary to conduct activities on two parallel levels. It is necessary to ensure an adequate
level of information, both verbal and visual, at the destination about the location and therefore available only
to those who visit the site; and information available in printed form that visitors can take home with them,
or that can be delivered to partners with whom cooperation has been established.

On the other hand, considering the significance of the Bridge in the cultural and historical heritage of
Bosnia and Herzegovina, it is necessary to ensure appropriate information in publications in this field and in
textbooks for Bosnian-Herzegovinian history.

When it comes to activities to be organised on the spot, their implementation should be easier since
they are related to the area and require only a minimum of agreement between key stakeholders in the
ViSegrad area about what should be marked in the first phase. However, due to their location, these activities
are of lesser scope in comparison to other forms and activities directed at various segments and target groups
dislocated in respect to the Bridge and the Municipality. When it comes to activities organised at the
location, these will require Centres for admitting and informing visitors, a sufficient quantity and quality of
printed information materials of various scope and detail; the entire area should have signs including
explanations of certain sites, notice boards with information of sites of interest should be put up, there should
also be video presentations or VHS/CD recordings, a certain number of guides should be provided for
visitors and tours in the Municipality should be organised.

Centre for admittance and information

One of the key elements at the location should be a centre for admittance and information of visitors.
Considering the fact that the space where different contents are concentrated is so small, the classical info-
centre must also perform an additional function of directing and advising visitors not only about how to
reach the destination, but also about what other facilities they should use when staying in Visegrad. This
centre, as the first place where visitors would go is a perfect place for the sale and distribution of guides
and/or brochures and information about events and exhibitions taking place in the town. Upon leaving this
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centre, the visitor would already have a certain level of information and understanding of the destination and
its events. In that sense, it would be useful to have notice boards with interpretations of contents interesting
to visitors near this centre or near the historical sites and destinations where visitors are usually directed to
go. Since these notice boards would be put up outdoors, they should be constructed so as to be able to
withstand the impact of weather and vandalism.

Printed information

Printed information are a form of interpretation and recording of information that can be distributed
outside the destination and is therefore significant for distributing information and inviting visitors who have
not shown up at a certain destination. This form of distribution can be realised through current visitors - they
can transfer messages and invitations, or the written materials can be distributed directly through associates
and mediators at other destinations.

The most important written materials are advertisements in various tourist magazines, newspapers,
journals and in the electronic media (radio and television). Information distributed in this way is often the
first source of information for some of the visitors and the first element of interpretative experience of
visitors (this pertains to contents distributed directly at the site). The problem of this form of communication
is conditioned by a high price of advertising space (but also creative solutions unless specialised advertising
agencies are hired). That is why this form of education and interpretation is often unpopular among
destinations and suppliers whose financial means limit the manner and quantity of activities that they can
implement.

In some cases, however, space can be secured in public or private media on the basis of various
discounts, a common interest in the development of tourism at a destination and a partnership built between
the public and private sectors. In that case, advertising space can be procured at a favourable price or even
free of charge if companies are unable to sell within the regular timeframe.

Joint notice boards should be organised in cooperation with local chambers of commerce, national, regional
or local tourist offices, large hotels located near the site or passenger transport companies.

Section 1. Brochures

Illustrated information brochures are the central point and basic form of communication for every
tourist destination. They should include basic historical information and general information on the
destination, a schedule of activities and opening hours of various subjects at the destination, as well as other
sites and activities the tourists can visit while staying at the destination. They must also be accompanied by
a well-made, clear and precise map and a few representative photographs or drawings of the destination.
They must be available in the local language, English and German (considering the majority of visitors
coming to Bosnia and Herzegovina). Their size, format and quality must be such that they can easily be
packed and stored with other similar publications.

Section 2. Guides - Handbooks

They are complementary to the basic brochures, much more comprehensive and illustrated and
available for purchase at the destination. They should be sold at place where all visitors entering a certain
space must pass (which means in this case, on both sides of the Bridge, at the Dobrun monastery, at the art
colony, Ivo Andri¢'s home and at the spa). The guides/handbooks should also be printed in more than one
language. They should be made by staff from the Museum and tourism community in cooperation with other
suppliers of tourist products responsible for delivering information relevant to visitors and tourists. The
publishing of these publications can also be done through a partnership between public and commercial
subjects, where publishing houses would have an interest if the sale of the guides is sufficiently guaranteed.

Books

Books are a very important source of information and education about a certain area, historical
location and destination. In the case of the ViSegrad Bridge, they are particularly important because the
history of the bridge has been tackled by a large number of authors. In that context, the availability of all
publications about the creation, history, events, damages and symbolism of the Bridge is important,
especially for demanding visitors - those whose interests surpass the scope of regular or incidental visitors.
It is important that various type of books (historical, interpretative) are main available, within different price
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categories and of different reading levels (children's books, books for adults, for the general public and
professional literature). It is important that such books are made easily available to visitors upon arrival and
departure, that they are exhibited in different shops.

Section 3. Maps

Visitors to the location should be provided with readable, precise maps of adequate size that can
direct them to where they want to go and warn them of obstacles they may encounter. Considering the
proximity of various sites in ViSegrad, it is necessary to provide maps with information about directions and
distances of certain sites (the health spa, the Dobrun monastery, Ivo Andri¢'s home, art colony, road to
Zlatibor, Jahorina, etc.)

Section 4. Signs

Well-designed signs are a key part of the interpretation programme for the entire destination. |If
possible, the destination should have a unique graphic logo related to the landmarks and sites and integrating
the world heritage logo. In that way, the protection and position of the destination would be directly
symbolised, as well as the efforts of world institutions to preserve the monuments and heritage of a certain
destination. This logo should be used on all signs, maps, printed materials and the like related to the
destination. Putting up signs is part of the comprehensive plan. The size, design, graphic appearance,
colours, materials and such should be coordinated.

Signs on main roads (throughways)

The programme of putting up signs related to the location on the roads should be developed in
cooperation with local transport companies and road maintenance companies. To a certain extent, the legal
regulations on the state level prescribe certain graphical standards fro this type of signs that must be adhered
to. On the other hand, similar signs must be available for visitors (tourists) leaving the destination,
facilitating their safe return.

Signs in the vicinity of the location or at the location

It is important to secure signs with directions for visitors arriving at the destination. This primarily
means putting up signs at the main entrance to the area under protection or to the subject of interest for
visitors, as well as signs for car and bus parking lots. These signs must be simple and clearly displayed to
facilitate the manoeuvring of motor vehicles.

As an important interpretative means, the signs must provide basic information for visitors. They
must all be carefully designed and positioned so as not to impair the area around the historical monument
and so that they are not visible on recordings and photographs from the location.

National Monument Sign
The Commission has established a unique system of marking national monuments in Bosnia and
Herzegovina, in accordance with Point 2 of the decisions. The provision is as follows:

e “The Commission to Preserve National Monuments of Bosnia and Herzegovina (hereinafter: the
Commission) shall determine the technical requirements and secure the funds for preparing and
setting up signboards with the basic data on the monument and the Decision to proclaim the
property a National Monument.”

Annex |, Al-21: signboard appearance.

Warning Signs
These signs pertain to marking emergency exits and routes. They must clearly identify the locations
of fire protection, as well as exits from endangered locations.

Section 5. Continuous Slide Presentation

An automatic slide presentation with accompanying narration is one of the least expensive and most
flexible audio-visual modes of communication with visitors. The programme can be easily complemented
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and modified. Introductory elements can be shown near the main entrance to the area and at adequately
designed spaces. The duration of this type of presentation should not exceed five minutes.

Presentation on Video Cassettes and CDs

Video presentations are a widespread form of presenting many tourist destinations. In the case of
destinations with a wide range of contents (such as ViSegrad), this is a very effective way to present all
available capacities. The production of these presentations requires the services of specialised companies
who provide the general concept and final recording. These presentations are more expensive, but facilitate
reaching potential visitors. They can also be sent to fairs and exhibitions to directly present the potentials of a
site at a much lower price than in the case of advertising through traditional electronic media. This aspect is
particularly important when organising joint ventures with chambers of commerce and tourist offices on the
state level.

An even more developed form of these presentations is the making of films, but this is a much more
expensive option. In the case of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge, previously recorded materials can be
used (including the film which premiered at the exhibition at the National Museum).

Guides - Companions

Skilful and educated guides-companions can create or destroy the reputation of a destination. They
must be carefully chosen, trained, monitored, assessed and motivated. The best opportunity to employ these
guides is limited to paid staff which enables maximal control and monitoring, as well as an efficient
application of a motivation system. Guides would also have to be recognisable by their outfits or uniforms,
and a reorganisation of duties or additional training should be administered to refresh communication skills.
The guides are a significant source of feedback information on the reactions and opinions of visitors that
should be used as a starting point when making future decisions.

4.7 Issue 6: Research

Objective 6.1 — to promote and encourage appropriate research to improve understanding of
historical value and condition of the Bridge, and to assisst the implementation of the Management Plan

Within the realisation of the Management Plan and above activities, as well as partnerships between
various public institutions and private subjects, it will be necessary to ensure cooperation between tourism
stakeholders and the ViSegrad Municipality and the Commission to Preserve National Monuments, museums
and scientific institutions involved in cultural and historical heritage, both in Bosnia and Herzegovina and in
the region. Joint efforts will facilitate the organisation and realisation of further research to fully illuminate
various periods in the construction and history of the Bridge and its relation to similar buildings, as well as
creating a cultural and historical heritage database that will be a foundation for the development of tourism in
the region, that is, an integrated approach of stakeholders in this field.

In that sense, the Bridge Commission and the staff from the museum and other institutions of
cultural and historical heritage would have to be the centre for distribution and inflow of information about
the Bridge and its architecture and an associate in all future research organised in this field. Of course, if the
Bridge were to be entered in the World Heritage List, this would have a positive effect on the position and
role of these institutions and increase their significance in the eyes of museums and the public worldwide.

Cooperation in realising activities

In order for potential tourism contents to become operational and available to visitors and tourists,
intensive cooperation must be established between the ViSegrad Municipality tourist agency and tourism
stakeholders in Visegrad.

This entails completing the process of forming and registering the tourist agency, selecting
competent staff and management staff to create the tourism offer (products) along with other stakeholders on
the Municipal level, coordinating and directing activities to prepare and produce education and interpretation
materials and finally establishing links and presenting potentials for receiving guests among tourist agencies
and potential visitors in Bosnia and Herzegovina and Serbia.
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This calls for a proactive approach on the part of the tourist agency that would generate income on
the basis of all overnight stays and other activities organised for visitors and tourists, as well as income from
regular taxes payable in the domain of tourism. The reason for this alimentation of income is the fact that the
tourist agency must secure a wide range of public services and signs relating to the destination, and that is
only possible with the above explained budget.

Its operation would entail active relations with the Tourism Office of Bosnia and Herzegovina, the
Tourism Community of FBiH, the Ministry of Tourism of RS, in order to urgently introduce sites from the
Municipality into the material and publications prepared for various fairs and exhibitions that representatives
from BiH participate in. It is also necessary to establish direct contacts with tourist agencies and
communities in Serbia and Montenegro so as to present the offer for potential segments in the neighbouring
country.

4.8 Issue 7: Education

Objective 7.1 -Introducing all interested subjects to the significance of the Bridge, the Management Plan for
the Bridge, the possibilities of sustainable development of the Visegrad Municipality where the Bridge is to
play a crucial role in the development of tourism, and to the possibilities of active participation in
implementing the Management Plan

Education is aimed at introducing all interested subjects to the significance of the Bridge as a
national monument, the Management Plan for the Bridge, the possibilities of sustainable development of the
Visegrad Municipality where the Bridge is to play a crucial role in the development of tourism, eco-tourism
and organic agriculture, and to the possibilities of active participation in implementing the Management
Plan.

Education will be carried out through workshops for target groups. The target groups for education
are:

1. Target group: Municipal services, tourism communities, service sector, industry representatives,
communal services representatives, teachers and other companies.
a. Lecturers: experts in the protection of cultural and historical monuments, urban planning,
tourism, environmental protection.

2. Target Group: non-governmental organisations, local communities
a. Lecturers: experts in the protection of cultural and historical monuments, urban planning,
tourism, environmental protection.

3. Target Group: primary and secondary school pupils
a. Lecturer: history teacher and person responsible for implementing the Bridge Management
Plan
One lesson in the school year to be dedicated to the Bridge and the role of pupils in preserving this
monument.

4. Target Group: visitors and tourists
a. Method of education: lectures and discussions organised during the visit
b. Lecturers: experts from the Museum or the Tourist Agency
c. Costs: Individual fees to be secured from the tourism community funds or performed during
regular working hours.

5. Target Group: partners from tourism communities and tourist agencies
a. Method of education: organising discussions and round tables dedicated to issues of cultural
and historical heritage, bridges in BiH and their role in historical and economic
development.
b. Lecturers: in the capacity of key speakers at round tables and discussions, or meetings and
open days aimed at attracting potential partners working with tourists.
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6. Target Group: Members of the Municipal Council and government representatives
a. Method of education: organising discussions and round tables
b. Lecturers: experts from various fields who are to motivate support for the development of
the destination and the protection of the Bridge.

The Bridge Commission Coordinator responsible for the implementation of the Management Plan
should receive special education in managing cultural and historical monuments. The education would
include:

= education within the country,
= participation at relevant seminars and workshops
= study visit to a country with experience in managing similar cultural monuments.

4.9. Issue 8: Information management

Objective 8.1 — to ensure that the gathering, recording, analysis and management of information about the
Bridge is undertaken in a way which assist the implementation of the Management Plan and encourage data
sharing and development of compatible databases.

Effective management of this complex domain entails accessible, accurate and relevant information.

Documentation pertaining to the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge will be kept in a special
collection. The collection will contain all materials related to the Bridge in hard copy or electronic form:
texts, technical documentation, photographs, video documentation, nomination file, as well as all relevant
materials created during the process of introducing the site into the World Heritage List.

All minutes from meetings, correspondence and other documents dealing with this monument's
WHL nomination process will also be included in the collection. All of the above materials will be
categorised in accordance with international standards.

Institutions entrusted with storing and categorising the documentation are:
= Commission to Preserve National Monuments, and
= Bridge Commission at the Municipality of ViSegrad

Part of the documentation, its technical items: projects, plans, maps will be stored at the
documentation centre of the Institute for the Protection of Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of
Republika Srpska in Banja Luka.

The availability of original documentation is variable. Institutions and individuals possess various
information sources and documents related to the bridge which have not been fully identified. Such material
is located in a number of places and in certain cases it is not completely accessible.

A coordinated system of collecting, archiving and analysing documentation is being set up on the
state level.

The documentation stored with the Commission to Preserve National Monuments has been
categorised and archived in accordance with the Commission's Rules of Library Processing and Rules on
Archiving. The documents have been processed according to standard international models for various
collections with the aim of creating a database compatible with other sources and enabling the best possible
exchange of data.

The existing documentation is kept in various collections of the Commission's Library and
Documentation Centre: plan collection, project collection, photograph collection, monograph publications
collection, periodicals, CD collection.

The Commission to Preserve National Monuments, the Institute for the Protection of Cultural,
Historical and Natural Heritage and the ViSegrad Hydro-Electric Plant will deliver copies of available
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documentation to the ViSegrad Municipality which is obliged to provide conditions for adequate storage and
preservation of this documentation.

The Bridge Commissioner within the Urban Planning, Residential and Communal Affairs

Department of the ViSegrad Municipality, will be in charge of monitoring the implementation of the
Management Plan.

Republi

Documentation of HE ViSegrad:

Report on hydraulic model research on impacts of HE ViSegrad on the downstream area,

Jaroslav Cerni Institute for Water Management, Belgrade 1982

Study of deposits in the upstream portion of the Drina, Republic and Hydro-Meteorological Institute
of BiH and the Hydro-Technological Institute of the Faculty of Civil Engineering in Sarajevo,
1983/84

Study of the joint effect of HE ViSegrad and RAHE Bajina BaSta SOUR Energoinvest, OOUR
Higrainzenjering, Sarajevo 1983

Study of the impact of HE ViSegrad on the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge, Civil Engineering
Faculty of the University in Belgrade, Hydro-Technological Institute, Belgrade 1985

Elaboration on the state of the foundation of the piers of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge on the
Drina in ViSegrad (the so-called "0" state before the start of operations of HE ViSegrad), Institute of
Materials and Construction of the Civil Engineering Faculty in Belgrade, 1989

Elaboration on osculating measurement points for geodetic and instrumental behaviour of the Bridge
with zero readings in the | series, Geodesic Institute of the Civil Engineering Faculty in Belgrade,
1989

Elaboration on necessary repairs of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge over the Drina in ViSegrad,
Institute for Materials and Construction, Civil Engineering Faculty in Belgrade 1989

Main Plan of repairs of piers of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge over the Drina in ViSegrad,
Institute for Materials and Construction, Civil Engineering Faculty in Belgrade 1991

Documentation of the Institute for the Protection of Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of
ka Srpska:

Digital form of graphical attachments of the Main Plan of repairs of piers of the Mehmed Pasha
Sokolovi¢ Bridge over the Drina in ViSegrad, Institute for Materials and Construction, Civil
Engineering Faculty in Belgrade 1991, 2005

Report on the technological control of the Main Plan of repairs of piers of the Mehmed Pasha
Sokolovi¢ Bridge over the Drina in Visegrad from 1991, April 2005

Design model for the plan of repairs of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge over the Drina in
Visegrad, June 2005

Photo-documentation on the state of the Bridge from 1995 to 2005

Report on underwater survey from 1977

Findings of most intensive erosion on the foundations of piers V and V1. Water erosion severed
connections between stone blocks. The intensity of erosion changes over time.

Underwater recording from 2004

Documentation of the Commission to Preserve national Monuments:
Decision on designation of the historical monument of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in
Visegrad as national monument, with description of location, historical information of site as well as
of the Bridge, detail description of the Bridge, information on legal status to date, research,
conservation and restoration works and information on current state of the property;
Documentation on the location and current owner and user of the property (copy of cadastral plan);
Data on the previous condition and use of the property, including drawings, descriptions and
photographs, data of war damage, data on previous restoration or other works on the property, etc.
o Situation plan of the wider area,
o Drawings of the bridge made during research and conservation works in 1911/1912:
= plans of the bridge,
= plan of the piers of the bridge,
= cross-sections of the bridge,
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= downstream and upstream facades of the bridge,
= Propositions of the structural consolidation of the piers of the bridge by professor Gojkovi¢ — expert
for stone constructions, made during research and conservation works in 1980/1981,
0 Photographs on the previous condition of the Bridge, both surrounding and the bridge,
0 Photographs on the current condition of the bridge,
= Movie made during underwater recording of the current condition of the foundations and piers of the
bridge. This movie, made in 2004, gives only a general view of the current condition since it was not
done under the leadership of bridge construction experts;
= Several published works relating to the bridge
= Expert Report: Przulj, Milenko, "The Bridge on the Drina — main data, chronology of damages and
destruction, repairs and current state of the stone bridge over the Drina river in ViSegrad" —
Collection of Research Papers, Institute for Research of Materials and Constructions, Civil
Engineering Faculty in Sarajevo, 1990, vol. 19.
=  Preliminary technical assessment, 2005, Commission and Council of Europe. The PTA contains an
analysis of the state of the Bridge, Damage Assessment and Diagnosis, proposals for the type of
interventions and priorities

4.10 Issue 9: Management structure

The preparation of the Management Plan has been led by the Commission to Preserve National
Monuments and Visegrad Municipality, who forms part of an existing management structure for the Bridge.
The Commission to Preserve National Monuments is an institution of the state of Bosnia and Herzegovina
responsible for issuing the decisions designating movable and immovable property as a national monument,
following the affairs of national monuments, and responsible for international activities in the field of
heritage.

Municipality ViSegrad is responsible for implementation of legislative and protective measures.

Management Plan Task Group is established to carry out the process of producing the Management
Plan, focusing upon specific issues including conservation, planning and transport policy, environment and
ecology, tourism and economy. Management Plan Task Group form part of existing management structure:
Commission to Preserve National Monuments, Institute for Protection of Cultural-Historic and Natural
Heritage of Republika Srpska and Visegrad Municipality; and experts from Institute for Urban Planning of
Republika Srpska and experts for economy and tourism and marketing.

A key element of new management structure is the Bridge Commission.

The Management Plan for the Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge requires a series of activities and a
coordinated work of responsible institutions: Commission to Preserve National Monuments, Government of
Republika Srpska, Ministry responsible for regional planning in Republika Srpska, Ministry responsible for
culture in Republika Srpska, Institute for Protection of Cultural-Historic and Natural Heritage of Republika
Srpska, Visegrad Municipality and other organizations .

Upon the recommendation by the UNESCO this Management Plan recommends the establishment of
the Bridge Commission. It has been envisaged that the Bridge Commission should permanently employ one
person as the Bridge Commission Coordinator. The Municipality of Visegrad would bear the costs relating to
office equipment and the operation of the Bridge Commission Coordinator. The Coordinator could be an
architect who would be responsible for the implementation of the Management Plan and who would perform
the following tasks:

= To assist key organizations and the local community to work together to implement the Management
Plan,

= To establish, support and facilitate a network of groups to direct and guide the work of various
organizations,

= To prepare and implement annual work programmes, in consultation with relevant partners, to
translate the Plan's objectives into actions,
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= To work with partners, to promote significance of the Bridge locally, regionally,

= To work with partners to review and update the Management Plan and proposed actions

= To plan the budget in accordance to the five years projects plan,

= To monitor the implementation of the Plan

= cooperating with the tourist association,

= Kkeeping the documentation,

= public relations,

= to report on activities and budget to the Commission to Preserve National Monuments and Visegrad
Municipality

= other tasks necessary for an effective implementation of the Management Plan.

The other members of Bridge Commission are part of the existing menagement structures:

= Commission to Preserve National Monuments responsible for international activities relating to
heritage, monitor and consider the state of affairs and activities that might endanger the Bridge.
Notifies the relevant Entity and other authorities (ministries, institute for heritage protection and
local authority) about activities endangering the monument and proposes measures for its protection
in accordance with the law.

= Within the existing organisation the Coordinator would have the obligation to report to the
Commission, as a priority, and then also to the Municipality and the Institute for the Protection of
Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of Republika Srpska. The Commission shall request the
Republika Srpska Ministry of Regional Planning to conduct inspections and implement legal
measures. The Commission shall also request the Government of Republika Srpska to meet the
financial conditions for the protection of the national monument, thus including its participation in
financing such projects relating to the protection of the Bridge, i.e. the Protection Zone I.

= Institute for protection of cultural-historic and natural heritage of RS is responsible for the expert
supervision, works of conservation and restoration as it is proclaimed by the Decision of the
Commission to Preserve National Monuments.

= The Municipality Visegrad signs the decision adopting the Management Plan, which make it
responsible for abiding by the provisions defined in the Plan and for its implementation.

The Bridge Commission Coordinator will contract other organizations, experts and services for
carring out specific activities foreseen by the Management Plan.

Objective 9.1 — to ensure that the management arrangements for the Bridge are effective and appropriate for
the implementation and monitoring of the Management Plan
Objective 9.2 — to encourage active community involvement in the management

4.11. Issue 10: Sources and Levels of Finance

Tourism activities associated with the Bridge might serve as a generator of income for the area.
Analysing the data available for the other tourist places in Bosnia and Herzegovina with regard to the
number of the tourists on the annual basis, and taking into account available tourist premises in the ViSegrad,
as well as other activities and preparatory work needed to be done, we can force about 20 000 visitors in the
first year. We believe that number would increase gradually and stabilize somewhere between 30000 and
40000 visitors per year. This will represent a significant boost for the local and regional economy.

We can expect both primary and secondary economic benefits from the Bridge conservation.
Namely the owner of the bridge as a supplier and the tourists as a consumer might derive mutual benefits in
the form of seeking the satisfactions associated with the consumption of the bridge as a cultural good, which
have economic value to them. The benefits should exceed costs for both parties. A visitor will pay an
admission fee to an owner in order to tour the Bridge or nearby Museum. This we can call primary economic
benefit — what the visitor is willing to pay, the admission prices of the Bridge and nearby Museum or income
earnings of the Bridge. This benefit we may see and measure as prices paid. Any form of direct transaction
such as admission fees falls into the category. The prices visitors pay will serve as a proxy statement for the
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value they place on the visit to the Bridge. Other purchases made at the bridge or nearby area are also forms
of primary benefit, such as souvenirs, etc.

Grants or donations either from individuals or private trusts to a conservation of the Bridge might be
treated as particular form of primary benefit. This is also a price paid for certain satisfactions. If the income
is from private sources it is a net benefit less an opportunity cost. If it is also tax deductible, then a portion of
the grant or donation benefit is offset on the cost side as a social cost, since the deduction is tax expenditure,
an involuntary gift by other taxpayers.

A primary transaction sets will set off secondary spilover or external effects, many of which may
have significant consequences. If such effects can be exclusively attributed to conservation of the Bridge as
opposed to other development projects such secondary benefits all need consideration in the analysis of
economic values. One positive effect in the case of the Bridge inscription on the list is the impact on the land
values of nearby properties, as measured by net capitalized income generated after taxes. Another form of
benefit is an increase to the tax base, which devolves to the municipality of ViSegrad insofar as it collects a
property tax.

One can also expect the stimulation of the net private investment. Such investment in community is
desirable to widen the economic base, and those taxpayers, workers and others in the community ViSegrad
can benefit from such investments. Perhaps the easiest way to look at them is to determine which are related
to the greater attraction to the Bridge, such as cafes, restaurants, souvenir shops, food, merchandise, retailing,
transportation and other sectors of the local economy. These spilover effects are expected to create more
employment and more income, both personal and governmental. Employment rate will increase and help
returnees to make their sustenance.

All the above-mentioned can be demonstrated on the example of the Old Bridge in Mostar. The Old
Bridge Museum is considered one of the key generators of the maintenance of the existing structures and
promotion of the project. The rent collected in the Old City of Mostar presents an important income for
preservation and development. Related to numerous implementation programmes of importance for all
owners of properties and tenants, a special tax will be introduced (like monument tax in Croatia) for the
general benefit for the Old City of Mostar and each individual.

In collaboration with tourist organisations, a special system of benefits will be introduced for the
activities at the highest level of international standards. All these structures will be marked.

The City of Mostar will rent the structures that belong to the Municipality and request serious
intervention through open competition. Selected tenants will restore buildings with their funds based on the
prepared designing project. The amount invested by the tenants will be calculated as a pre-paid rent for
several years — the investments shall not be accepted in case of a change of the used commercial facilities
that had been previously occupied. This mechanism has an advantage to both owners and tenants.

Objectives:

1.1 Create stable and sufficient sources of financing.

1.2 Use taxes and rents as a source of financing.

1.3 Use a part of the revenues collected from tourism (income received via taxes from tour operators,
hotels and restaurants for the efforts in maintaining the Bridge, income from visitors’ fees — the
Bridge Museum, galleries, churches and licensed souvenirs).

1.4 Use budgets at different levels as a source of financing.

1.5 to develop arrangements for identifying and accessing external funds.

Tasks:

= Elaborate the scheme of local taxes and rents: In the Management Plan for the Old City of
Mostar, for example, a proposal has been elaborated in order to improve the classification of rent
values, which we think might also serve as a potential guide for the authorities in ViSegrad:
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a) Activity coefficient

1 Cafes and Restaurants 2,00
2 Sale of handicraft goods and peace of art 1,75
3 Commercial and Tourism Agencies 1,50
4 Authentic restaurants and Pastry-shops 1,00
5 Bookstores 0,50
6 Creative works specially of national art and handicraft 0,25
b) Location coefficient

1 Objects in the | zone 1,50
2 Others 1,00
c¢) Entrance position coefficient

1 Entrance form the main street 1,00
2 Entrance form the auxiliary street 0,75
d) Coefficient determined by the position in the building

1 The ground floor 1,00
2 The floors and attic 0,75
3 The basement with windows 0,50
4 The basement without windows 0,25

Elaborate the scheme of contributions from other tourism revenues. One possible solution might

be to introduce particular taxes (in the amount of 5% or 10%) for the following: tour operators,
hotels and restaurants for the efforts in maintaining the Bridge, the Bridge Museum, galleries,

churches and shops selling licensed souvenirs).

o Timely provide for a certain amount of money in the budgets of the local and entity

governments.

0 -Undertake marketing activities and campaign in order to obtain donations and grants.
0 Undertake necessary steps to take a credit under favourable terms with international

financing institutions.

This would be the obligation of the authorities of the State of Bosnia and Herzegovina.
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PART 5
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5. PROGRAMME FOR ACTION

Based on the issues and objectives outlined in Section 4. this section comprises an Action plan
listing the many projects and initiatives that are proposed and will help to achieve the objectives of the
Management Plan

A large scope of action and planned projects is given with time periods marked as S (short), M
(medium) and L (long).

The short time period refers to projects that will commence within 18 months, medium — 18 months
to 5 years, and long — projects requiring over 5 years.

Projects that are underway are marked with a U.

The following abrevations are used in the Action Plan:

CPNM — Commission to Preserve National Monuments

CoM BiH - Council of Ministers of Bosnia and Herzegovina

RSG — Government of Republika Srpska

MV — Municipality Visegrad

BC - Bridge Commission

MRPRS - Ministry for Regional Planning of Republika Srpska

RZRS - Institute for the Protection of Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of Republika Srpska
IUPRS - Institute for Urban Planning of Republika Srpska

IMR - Institute for Materials Research at RS Faculty of Civil Engineering
WIRS - Water Inspection of Republika Srpska

DWRS - Directorate for waters of Republika Srpska

EDRS - Electricity Distribution of Republika Srpska

Cl — Communal Inspection of Municipality Visegrad

PCCVM - Public Communal Company of ViSegrad Municipality

HE - hidroelectric power plant

HMIRS - Hydro-Meteorological Institute of Republika Srpska

TA - Tourist Agency Visegrad
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Issue 1: Conservation Management

Objective 1.1
Safequarding of the bridge integrity

Monitoring of stability of structural elements

No. | Projects Organisations Time
1 Monitoring of certain parts of the bridge RSG, continuous
requiring a system of surveillance. The RZRS

system could be based on a series of range BC
points and indicators for precise
measurements and observation of changes.
Include a detailed visual inspection of the
Bridge once a year.

Objective 1.2
Establishment of the stability and general condition of the Bridge

Stage 1. Preparation of the documentation needed for design of the research works project

No. | Projects Organisations Time
1.1 | Collection and detail analysis of the existing | CPNM / U
documentation, RZRS-RSG,
1.2 | Geodesist survey of current condition CPNM/ U
including: RZRS,
1.3. | Architectural survey of current condition CPNM / S
including RZRS -RSG,
1.4 | Detail record of all damages (using CPNM/ S
drawings made through survey) RZRS- RSG
1.5. | Collecting data on speed of the river under RZRS-RSG S
each vault
Stage 2. Research works on materials and condition of the construction
No. Projects Organisations Time
2.1 Geological geomechanical study of types RZRS-RSG, S
of materials used on piers and buttresses: IMR
- test drillings from roadway to
substrate layer (rock);
- process samples,
- report
2.2 Determine condition in area above arch CPNM/ S
extrados: RZRS-RSG,
- excavate test shafts at previously IMR

agreed positions
- determine strata and details:

0 hydro insulation — study
condition,

o infill - study physical and
chemical characteristics of
the materials,

0 inner side of spandrel
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walls — study condition,

O upper side of stone arch —
study condition, take and
test samples, ascertain
possible presence of metal
cramps

2.3

Determine condition of arch intrados:

- determine possibility of erecting
temporary scaffolding in certain
places

- erect scaffolding as previously agreed

- study condition of stone blocks and
joints

CPNM/
RZRS-RSG,
IMR

24

Determine condition of base of piers and

foundations of the structure:

- identify positions and technical
options for constructing cofferdams;
the aim being to study the condition in
at least one pier position yet to be
repaired and in at least one pier
position repaired in 1980/81

- issue tender, collect bids, select
contractor and make final decision on
places where cofferdams are to be
built

- carry out cofferdam works

- determine condition in enclosed areas
with emphasis on:

0 detailed survey of damage

0 taking samples of
materials and testing to
identify physical, chemical
and biological
characteristics

0 determine condition of
previously repaired
foundations

0 determine condition of
timber grillage

0 investigate existence of
timber piles

- Additional underwater survey of
remaining areas

CPNM/
RZRS -RSG,
IMR

25

Take samples and test materials from the
ViSegradska banja quarry

RZRS - RSG,
IMR

Stage 3. Processing of the results from research works

No.

Projects

Organisations

Time

3.1

Design of the hydrological study

RZRS -RSG

3.2

Design of the preliminary static analyses

RZRS, RSG

3.3.

Conclusions and recommendations

CPNM,
RZRS,
UNESCO
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Objective 1.3
Presentation

No. Projects Organisations Time
1 Bridge lighting project RZRS - RSG M
2 Bridge lighting RZRS M
Issue 2: Management of the environmental impacts on the Bridge
Issue: 2.1. Floods and the operation of hydroelectric plants
Obijective 2.1.1.
Prevent or Moderate Floods
No. Projects Organisations Time
1 Devise flood prevention plan RSG M
VM,
WIRS
2 Work out an early warning and reporting | RSG M
system VM,
WIRS
3. Devise a flood defence plan and system of | RSG M
intervention measures with special VM,
attention to protecting the Bridge WIRS
4. Elaborate a plan of coordination between | RSG M
civil protection and the hidroelectric power | VM,
plants within the flood defence system WIRS
Objective 2.1.2.
Ensure adequate regime of operation of HE ViSegrad
No. Projects Organisations Time
1 harmonize the flood prevention plan with RSG M
the plans of HE ViSegrad HE ViSegrad and
VM,
WIRS
2 harmonize the flood defence plan and RSG M
system of urgent measures with the plans HE ViSegrad and
of HE ViSegrad VM,
WIRS
3. commit HE ViSegrad to perform RSG M
continuous measurements and report on the | HE Vi3egrad and
amount of water released from the VM,
accumulation, especially in terms of WIRS
maintaining the ecological minimum
4. commit HE ViSegrad to devise a plan for RSG M
receiving large quantities of water and a HE ViSegrad and
coordination plan for the release of water VM,
from the HE Bajina Basta storage lake WIRS
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Objective 2.1.3.

Ensure that the Public Electricity Distribution Company of Republika Srpska performs its

obligations as per the construction licence

No. Projects Organisations Time
1 Regulate the Drina riverbed downstream | RSG M
from the dam to the Mehmed Pasha EDRS
Sokolovi¢ Bridge WIRS
2 Repair the Bridge piers in accordance | RSG M/L
with the requirements of the construction | HE ViSegrad and
licence. Results from the research works | VM,
on the state of the Bridge will inform | WIRS
future management. Approximate figures
will result from the Design
Obijective 2.1.4.
Prevent negative effects of the HE Bajina BaSta accumulation
No. Projects Organisations Time
1 Bilateral agreement that will regulate the | CoM BIH, S
reduction of the level of storage water in | Government of
Bajina Basta to the planned level Serbia and
Montenegro
2 Devise a plan of repairing the banks of the | CoM BIH, M
storage lake when the water levels of | Government of
Bajina BaSta are reduced to the planned | Serbia and
level Montenegro
3. Devise a plan to repair the banks of the CoM BIH, M
Drina downstream from the Bridge after Government of
reducing the water level in the storage lake | Serbia and
Montenegro
Issue: 2.2. Prevention of potential negative environmental impacts on the Bridge

Objective 2.2.5.
Prevent grass and weeds growing in the cracks and between the stone blocks of the Bridge

No. Projects Organisations Time

1 Devise a plan of clearing grass and weeds | BC, RZRS S
from the Bridge VM

2 Determine the best way to remove grass RZRS S
and weeds with the least possible use of VM
chemical agents (herbicides)
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Objective 2.2.6.

Set up a waste management system

No. Projects Organisations Time

1 Devise a plan of collection and disposal of | VM M
waste

2 Develop a system of selective waste VM M
collection

3 Technically enable the public communal VM M
company

4 Increase the number of cleaning staff M

5 Intensify control by establishing an eco- VM M
police force and by making inspection Cl
bodies more efficient

6 acquire and set up litter bins VM S

Objective 2.2.7.

Reduce the negative effect of snow and ice on the usage and maintenance of the Bridge

No. Projects Organisations Time

1 Provide winter maintenance services with | VM S
equipment and material resources for
maintenance of the Bridge

2 Make the Bridge maintenance a priority | VM S
with the public communal company

3 Educate staff on the specific nature and VM S

importance of regular maintenance of the
Bridge and its protection zone

Objective 2.2.8.

Retain the quality of water of the Drina in ViSegrad and prevent jeopardizing current quality

No. Projects Organisations Time

1 Connect all water flows into a sewage VM L
system

2 Direct all sewage lines from the inner | VM L
town centre to the common collector

3 Prevent direct release of industrial waste | VM L
waters into the river Drina

4 Construct a city waste water treatment VM L

plant

Objective 2.2.9.

Prevent jeopardizing the air quality at the Bridge micro-location and within the Bridge

Protection Zone

No.

Projects

Organisations

Time

1

Plan the construction of a thermal power
plant and connection the buildings to the

RSG
VM
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unique heating system

Prevent the construction of industrial
facilities in the vicinity of the Bridge and
locations from which pollution could
spread to the Bridge

RSG
VM

Obijective 2.2.10.

Follow environmental quality standards when rehabilitating old industrial facilities and

building new ones

No. Projects Organisations Time
1 Plan industrial development with "clean RSG L
production™ VM
investors
2 Apply the best available technologies RSG L
(BAT) when planning the revitalisation of | VM
existing facilities and the construction of investors
New ones
3 Organise regular monitoring and reporting | RSG L
by operators of facilities and plants VM
investors
4 Educate interested parties in RSG L
environmental protection and legal VM
regulations for environmental protection investors

Objective 2. 2.11

Plan special protection measures in case of

infrastructure works in the Bridge Protection

Zone
No. Projects Organisations Time
1 Devise a Bridge protection plan when RSG L
constructing infrastructure VM
investors
2 Plan material and technical resources with | RSG L
least risk for the Bridge Protection Zone VM
and the environment investors
3 Devise a plan to repair damages in the | RSG L
Protection Zone and to restore it to its | VM
original state investors
4 Educate staff on protection measures prior | RSG L
to construction works VM
investors
Issue 2.3: Monitoring of environmental impacts
No. Monitoring Organisations Time
1 water level in front of the Bridge HMIRS U
VM
BC
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2 water quality in front of the Bridge DWRS U
2.1 legally prescribed parameters COD VM
(signs given in English); BC
2.2 legally prescribed parameters BOD 5,
pH and others (signs given in English);

3 air HMIRS U
-levels of black smoke, SO2, Nox, O3

4 Bio monitoring PCCVM U
4.1 flora growing on bridge BC
4.2 wild plants in the | Protection Zone

5 waste PCCVM U
waste deposit on the Bridge and in the | BC

Protection Zone

Issue 3: Planning and policy

Objective 3.1.
Improvement of legal regulation pertaining to the field of architectural heritage

No. Project Agencies Timescale
4 Harmonisation of spatial planning legal regulations | RSG M-L
with the principles of protection of cultural COMBIH
properties
6 Institutional capacity building for the protection of | RSG M-L
cultural properties COMBIH
9 Developing a protection methodology in the RZRS M
integral planning process IUPRS

Obijective 3.2.
Fostering protection and integration of the bridge into planning documentation

No. Project Agencies Timescale

1 Devising a development VM S
strategy for the Visegrad
Municipality

2 Adoption of the RS Regional | RS Assembly S
Plan to 2015

3 Adoption of the Reviewed VM Assembly S
Spatial Plan of ViSegrad

4 Completion of the Visegrad IUPRS S
Urban Plan to 2015

5 Programme of design for the | VM S
First Protection Zone

6 Valorisation of cultural and RZRS M
historical heritage in the urban
area

7 Preparation and devising ofa | VM S
regulation plan R1 for the IUPRS
First Protection Zone

8 Preparation and devising of VM S

regulation planS for buffer IUPRS
zone
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12 Devising an urban plan for the | VM M
First Protection Zone IUPRS

13 Devising detailed urban and VM M
technical conditions for the IUPRS
banks of the Drine in the zone
surrounding the Bridge

Objective 3.3.

Improvement of the physical structures in the Bridge surrounding

No. Project Agencies Timescale

1 Project of reparation of the hotel owner S
hotel

2 Project of reparation for the building owner S
Bridge Museum (0b.2)

3 Project of reparation of lvo building owner S
Andri¢'s home

Obijective 3.4.

Managing activities in the area

No. Project Agencies Timescale

1 Issuing construction permits in accordance with MRPRS U
defined urban and technical conditions VM Assembly

2 Monitoring of adherence of construction works to VM U
issued permits

3 Control of construction in terms of protection and MRPRS U
design of the area VM

Issue 4: Traffic and parking management

Obijective 4.1.

Improvement of the traffic network

Devising planning documentation for the reconstruction of the traffic network

No. Project Agencies Timescale

1 Devising urban and technical | MRPRS S
conditions for the VM
reconstruction of roads in the
Bridge zone

2 Devising Urban and technical | VM M
conditions for the
reconstruction of the railway
station

3 Devising a regulation plan for | VM M
the town beltway

4 Devising urban and technical | VM L
conditions for the construction
of the town beltway

Devising technical documentation for the reconstruction of the traffic network
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No. Project Agencies Timescale

1 Devising project of MRPRS S
reconstruction for roads in the | VM
Bridge zone

2 Devising a project of road VM S
signalisation
in the Bridge zone

3 Devising a concept design for | VM M
the town beltway route

4 Devising a construction VM L

project for the town beltway

Issue 5. Access and visitor management

Objective 5.1
Creating tourist activities, improve capacities, presentation and interpretation

Project Agencies Timescale
1 Plan of revitalisation of existing VM S
accommodation capacities hired agencies
Produce assessment studies for the
revitalisation of existing capacities / hotel
Vilina Vlas, health spa...
2 Tourist Agency VM S
Complete the registration and formation
process
3 Creation of web page TA S
Create a web page to present capacities of
the Municipality and information on the
Bridge
Tourist Agency should engage a web master
from among its staff or outsource
(6. months after start of TA activities)
4 Preparing information for brochures and BC S
leaflets TA
Assemble information on the Bridge and
Visegrad, tourism potentials and contents,
the art colony..., select and edit texts
5 Tourist guides BC S
Motivate and select potential tourist guides | TA
6 Tourist package deals TA S
Create package deals for guests interested in
diverse activities such as hunting, fishing
and the like
7 Plan of compensation for individual owners | VM S
Establish possible claims of individual MRPRS
owners of buildings and land in the First
and Buffer Zones around the Bridge
8 Presentation and promotion plan TA and an S
Make a plan for the promotion and advertising
presentation of the Bridge and capacities of | agency or
ViSegrad to various target groups independent
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experts
9 Plan of monitoring the number and structure | BC
of guests TA
Devise the plan and foresee activities and
responsibilities for monitoring the number
of visitors to the Bridge and to ViSegrad
10 PR action VM
Action directed at motivating the residents, | TA
In the first few months and repeatedly Tourism
following after Community
11 Maps BC
Production of maps of the destination and TA
wider area towards the Dobrun monastery
and health spa
Following the preparation of the
promotional plan
12 CD BC
Produce a CD with photographs and TA
drawings of the bridge as presentation
materials
13 Museums VM
-Establish the Bridge Museum in facility BC
marked as 2 (see issue 3) and assemble all TA
materials related to the Bridge
Establish a museum in the home of Ivo
Andri¢ and assemble all materials related to
his life and work
14 Basic design of signs at the location TA
Define the basic design and possibly adopta | VM
logo for the destination
Place immediately after the adoption of the
Plan
Foresee an award for the approved design
15 Forming an Information Centre VM
Form an Information Centre within the TA
Tourist Agency BC

Issue 6. Research

Obijective 6.1
To promote and encourage appropriate research to improve understanding of historical value and
condition of the Bridge, and to assisst the implementation of the Management Plan

Projects Organisations Time
1 Undertake further work on character BC U
assessment of the Bridge
2 Undertake reserch works on material and CPNM/ S
stability condition of the Bridge (see- issue | RZRS-RSG,
1) IMR
3 Update the survey of the Bridge, archiving | RZRS S
of existing and new data CPNM
BC
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4 Monitoring of environmental impacts (see | BC S
issue 2) — planned programme, reactive CPNM
work and management plan work

5 Undertake evaluations — site management, | CPNM M
low-impact work methods, value-adding BC

processes

Issue 7. Education

Objective 7.1

Introducing all interested subjects to the significance of the Bridge, the Management Plan for the
Bridge, the possibilities of sustainable development of the Visegrad Municipality where the Bridge is to play
a crucial role in the development of tourism, and to the possibilities of active participation in implementing

the Management Plan.

No. Projects Organisations Time
1 Devise a plan of education about the | VM S
significance of the Bridge as a national | CPNM
monument BC
2 Carry out education in schools and RSG M
community centres Pedagocical faculty
schools
VM
4 Organise training of non-governmental VM S
sector for the protection of the Bridge
5 Carry out ecological education of tourist RSG M
guides VM
TA
6 Undertake further training for BC CPNM U
coordinator and staff VM
RZRS

Issue 8. Information management

Objective 8.1

To ensure that the gathering, recording, analysis and management of information about the Bridge is
undertaken in a way which assisst the implementation of the Management Plan and encourage data sharing

and development of compatible databases

Projects Organisations Time

1 Update the collection of documents about | CPNM U
the Bridge

2 Establish a collection of documents about | VM S
the Bridge BC

3 Devise a rulebook on archiving, VM S
management and storage of documentation | BC

4 Ensure conditions for the storage and VM S
management of the collection
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Issue 9: Management structure

Obijective 9.1
To ensure that the management arrangements for the Bridge are effective and appropriate for the

implementation and monitoring of the Management Plan

Projects Organisations Time
Elaborate terms of reference for Bridge VM S
Commission RZRS
CPNM
Establish Coordination and Support Team | VM S
RZRS
CPNM
Identify appropriate indicators to monitor BC S
progress in implementing the Management
Plan
Objective 9.2
To encourage active community involvement in the management
Projects Organisations Time
Bridge newsletter BC S
Establish system through which local VM S
residents and groups can influence BC
management
Mobilize volonteers and non-governmental | BC S
organizations
Issue 10: Sources and Levels of Finance
Objective 10.1
To create a stabile and sufficient sources of financing
Projects Organisations Time
to elaborate the scheme of local taxesand | VM S
rents Hired Experts
to elaborate the scheme of the VM S
contributions from other revenues from Hired experts
tourism
to foreseen timely certain amount of CoMBIH S
money in the budgets of the local and RSG
entity government VM
experts hired
to undertake necessary steps to provide a CoMBIH
credit under favorable terms with CPNM
international financing institutions
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Objective 10.2

To develop arrangements for identifying and accessing external funds

Projects Organisations Time
1 Investigation and identification of external | ALL S
funding opportunities
2 to undertake marketing activities and CPNM S
campaign in order to obtain donations and | BC
grants
3 to undertake necessary steps to provide a CoMBIH M
credit under favorable terms with CPNM
international financing institutions
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6. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE MANAGEMENT PLAN

6.1 Financing Management Plan Implementation

This section identifies sources and levels of funding of the projects outlined in the Programme for
Action.

Implementing the proposed actions contained in the Management Plan will require the significant
levels of funding and resources. The institutions responsible for management commit resources for the
implementation of the Plan through their individual budgets. The Management Plan provides the opportunity
to introduce greater coordination between responsible institutions budgeting for the Plan implementation.

The tables below provide the projects, time for their execution, source of funding and approximate
costs.

The costs of projects given in the tables below are approximate, based on the expirience from similar
projects. The costs of projects will be precisely defined after tendering procedures. The aim of the exposing
approximate costs is to help responsible institutions to plan the budgets for implementation of the Plan.

Based on costs essessments the following sources and levels of funding are defined for the projects
that will commence within 18 months (marked as S -short period) and thouse that are underway (marked
with a U):

Government of Republika Srpska: 139.000 EUR

Visegrad Municipality: 137.500 EUR

Commission to Preserve National Monuments 22.000 EUR
Building owners: 55.000 EUR

The projects with time periods marked as M (medium) to be commenced within 18 months to 5
years, and projects with time period marked as L (long) to be commenced over 5 years are part of
Developing budget. Every year the Bridge Commission should plan the budget according to the proposed
actions.

The implementation of the Plan will also require additional funds from external sources. For the
actions outlined as medium and long term, the local sources will not be sufficient and a credit from the
international financial institutions is to be taken.

The following abrevations for sources of funding are used:
CPNM - Commission to Preserve National Monuments
CoM BiH - Council of Ministers of Bosnia and Herzegovina
RSG - Government of Republika Srpska

VM - Municipality Visegrad

WIRS - Water Inspection of Republika Srpska

DWRS - Directorate for waters of Republika Srpska

EDRS - Electricity Distribution of Republika Srpska

PCCVM - Public Communal Company of Visegrad Municipality
HE — hidroelectric power plant

HMIRS - Hydro-Meteorological Institute of Republika Srpska
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Issue 1: Conservation Management

Objective 1.1
Safequarding of the bridge integrity

No. | Projects Source of Time Costs
funding EUR

1 Monitoring of stability of structural RSG, continu | 5.000,00
elements ous per year

Objective 1.2
Establishment of the stability and general condition of the Bridge,

Stage 1. Preparation of the documentation needed for design of the research works project

No. | Projects source Time | costs EUR
1.1 | Collection and detail analysis of the existing | RSG, U 3.000
documentation,
1.2 | Geodesist survey of current condition RSG U 2.000
including:
1.3. | Architectural survey of current condition RSG S 2.000
including
1.4 | Detail record of all damages (using RSG S 1.000
drawings made through survey)
1.5. | Collecting data on speed of the river under RSG S 500
each vault
8.500
Stage 2. Research works on materials and condition of the construction
No. Projects Organisations | Time | costs
2.1 Geological geomechanical study of types RSG, S 20.000,00
of materials used on piers and buttresses:
- test drillings from roadway to
substrate layer (rock);
- process samples,
- report
2.2 Determine condition in area above arch RSG, S 7.000,00

extrados:

- excavate test shafts at previously
agreed positions

- determine strata and details:

0 hydro insulation — study
condition,

o infill - study physical and
chemical characteristics of
the materials,

O inner side of spandrel
walls — study condition,

O upper side of stone arch —
study condition, take and
test samples, ascertain
possible presence of metal
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cramps

2.3

Determine condition of arch intrados:

- determine possibility of erecting
temporary scaffolding in certain
places

- erect scaffolding as previously agreed

- study condition of stone blocks and
joints

RSG

15.000,00

24

Determine condition of base of piers and

foundations of the structure:

- identify positions and technical
options for constructing cofferdams;
the aim being to study the condition in
at least one pier position yet to be
repaired and in at least one pier
position repaired in 1980/81

- issue tender, collect bids, select
contractor and make final decision on
places where cofferdams are to be
built

- carry out cofferdam works

- determine condition in enclosed areas
with emphasis on:

0 detailed survey of damage

0 taking samples of
materials and testing to
identify physical, chemical
and biological
characteristics

0 determine condition of
previously repaired
foundations

0 determine condition of
timber grillage

0 investigate existence of
timber piles

- Additional underwater survey of
remaining areas

RSG

48.000,00

25

Take samples and test materials from the
ViSegradska banja quarry

RSG

5.000,00

95.000

Stage 3. Processing of the results from research works

No.

Projects

source

Time

Costs
EUR

3.1

Design of the hydrological study

RSG

3.000

3.2

Design of the preliminary static analyses

RSG

4.500

3.3.

Conclusions and recommendations

RSG

numnwm

1.000

8.500
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Objective 1.3
Presentation

No. Projects source Time | Costs
EUR
1 Bridge lighting project RSG M 5.000
2 Bridge lighting RSG/external M 50.000
55.000
Issue 2: Management of the environmental impacts on the Bridge
Issue: 2.1. Floods and the operation of hydroelectric plants
Objective 2.1.1.
Prevent or Moderate Floods
No. Projects source Time Costs
EUR
1 Devise flood prevention plan RSG M
HE-Visegrad
2 Work out an early warning and reporting | RSG M
system HE-Visegrad
3. Devise a flood defence plan and system of | RSG M
intervention measures with special HE-Visegrad
attention to protecting the Bridge
4. Elaborate a plan of coordination between | RSG M
civil protection and the hidroelectric power | HE-Visegrad
plants within the flood defence system
50.000
Obijective 2.1.2.
Ensure adequate regime of operation of HE ViSegrad
No. Projects source Time Costs
EUR
1 harmonize the flood prevention plan with RSG M
the plans of HE ViSegrad HE-Visegrad
2 harmonize the flood defence plan and RSG M
system of urgent measures with the plans HE-Visegrad
of HE Visegrad
3. commit HE ViSegrad to perform RSG M
continuous measurements and report on the | HE-Visegrad
amount of water released from the
accumulation, especially in terms of
maintaining the ecological minimum
4. commit HE ViSegrad to devise a plan for RSG M
receiving large quantities of water and a HE-Visegrad
coordination plan for the release of water
from the HE Bajina Basta storage lake
2.000
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Objective 2.1.3.

Ensure that the Public Electricity Distribution Company of Republika Srpska performs its

obligations as per the construction licence

No. Projects source Time Costs
EUR
1 Regulate the Drina riverbed downstream | RSG M 1.000.000
from the dam to the Mehmed Pasha HE-Visegrad
Sokolovi¢ Bridge
2 Repair the Bridge piers in accordance | RSG M/L | 2.500.000
with the requirements of the construction | HE ViSegrad
licence. Results from the research works
on the state of the Bridge will inform
future management. Approximate figures
will result from the Design
3.500.000
Obijective 2.1.4.
Prevent negative effects of the HE Bajina BaSta accumulation
No. Projects source Time Costs
EUR
1 Bilateral agreement that will regulate the | CoM BIH, S
reduction of the level of storage water in | Government
Bajina Basta to the planned level of Serbia and
Montenegro
2 Devise a plan of repairing the banks of the | CoM BIH, M
storage lake when the water levels of | Government
Bajina BaSta are reduced to the planned | of Serbia and
level Montenegro
3. Devise a plan to repair the banks of the CoM BIH, M
Drina downstream from the Bridge after Government
reducing the water level in the storage lake | of Serbia and
Montenegro
10.000
Issue: 2.2.  Prevention of potential negative environmental impacts on the Bridge
Obijective 2.2.5.
Prevent grass and weeds growing in the cracks and between the stone blocks of the Bridge
No. Projects source Time Costs
EUR
1 Devise a plan of clearing grass and weeds RSG S
from the Bridge
2 Determine the best way to remove grass RSG S
and weeds with the least possible use of
chemical agents (herbicides)
2.000
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Objective 2.2.6.

Set up a waste management system

No. Projects source Time Costs
EUR
1 Devise a plan of collection and disposal of | VM M
waste
2 Develop a system of selective waste VM M
collection
3 Technically enable the public communal VM M
company
4 Increase the number of cleaning staff M
5 Intensify control by establishing an eco- VM M
police force and by making inspection
bodies more efficient
6 Acquire and set up litter bins VM S 5.000

Obijective 2.2.7.

Reduce the negative effect of snow and ice on the usage and maintenance of the Bridge

No.

Projects

source

Time

Costs
EUR

1

Provide winter maintenance services with
equipment and material resources for
maintenance of the Bridge

VM

S

Make the Bridge maintenance a priority
with the public communal company

VM

Educate staff on the specific nature and
importance of regular maintenance of the
Bridge and its protection zone

VM

2.000

Objective 2.2.8.

Retain the quality of water of the Drina in Visegrad and prevent jeopardizing current quality

No. Projects Source Time Costs
EUR

1 Connect all water flows into a sewage VM L

system
2 Direct all sewage lines from the inner | VM L

town centre to the common collector
3 Prevent direct release of industrial waste | VM L

waters into the river Drina
4 Construct a city waste water treatment VM L

plant

2.500.000
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Objective 2.2.9.
Prevent jeopardizing the air quality at the Bridge micro-location and within the Bridge
Protection Zone

No. Projects source Time Costs
EUR

1 Plan the construction of a thermal power RSG L
plant and connection the buildings to the VM
unique heating system

2 Prevent the construction of industrial RSG L
facilities in the vicinity of the Bridgeand | VM
locations from which pollution could
spread to the Bridge

Objective 2.2.10.
Follow environmental quality standards when rehabilitating old industrial facilities and
building new ones

No. Projects source Time Costs
EUR
1 Plan industrial development with "clean RSG L
production" VM
investors
2 Apply the best available technologies RSG L
(BAT) when planning the revitalisation of | VM
existing facilities and the construction of investors
new ones
3 Organise regular monitoring and reporting | RSG L
by operators of facilities and plants VM
investors
4 Educate interested parties in RSG L
environmental protection and legal VM
regulations for environmental protection investors
2.500.000

Objective 2. 2.11
Plan special protection measures in case of infrastructure works in the Bridge Protection
Zone

No. Projects source Time Costs
EUR
1 Devise a Bridge protection plan when RSG L
constructing infrastructure VM
investors
2 Plan material and technical resources with | RSG L
least risk for the Bridge Protection Zone VM
and the environment investors
3 Devise a plan to repair damages in the | RSG L
Protection Zone and to restore it to its | VM
original state investors
4 Educate staff on protection measures prior | RSG L
to construction works VM
investors
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| 2.000 |

Issue 2.3: Monitoring of environmental impacts
No. Monitoring source Time Costs
EUR
1 water level in front of the Bridge RSG U
2 water quality in front of the Bridge RSG U
2.1 legally prescribed parameters COD
(signs given in English);
2.2 legally prescribed parameters BOD 5,
pH and others (signs given in English);
3 air RSG U
-levels of black smoke, SO2, Nox, O3
4 Bio monitoring RSG U
4.1 flora growing on bridge
4.2 wild plants in the | Protection Zone
5 waste RSG U
waste deposit on the Bridge and in the |
Protection Zone
5.000

Issue 3: Planning and policy

Objective 3.1.
Improvement of legal regulation pertaining to the field of architectural heritage

No. Project sources Timesc | Costs
ale EUR
4 Harmonisation of spatial planning legal RSG M-L
regulations with the principles of COMBIH
protection of cultural properties
6 Institutional capacity building for the RSG M-L
protection of cultural properties COMBIH
9 Developing a protection methodology in RZRS M
the integral planning process IUPRS

Obijective 3.2.
Fostering protection and integration of the bridge into planning documentation

No. Project sources Timesc | Costs
ale EUR

1 Devising a development strategy for the | VM S 15.000
ViSegrad Municipality

2 Adoption of the RS Regional Plan to RSG S
2015

3 Adoption of the Reviewed Spatial Plan of | VM S
ViSegrad

4 Completion of the ViSegrad Urban Plan VM S




to 2015

5 Programme of design for the First VM S 5.000
Protection Zone
6 Valorisation of cultural and historical VM M 5.000
heritage in the urban area
7 Preparation and devising of a regulation | VM S 5.000
plan R1 for the First Protection Zone
8 Preparation and devising of regulation VM S 5.000
plansS for buffer zone
12 Devising an urban plan for the First VM M 15.000
Protection Zone
13 Devising detailed urban and technical VM M 15.000
conditions for the banks of the Drine in RSG
the zone surrounding the Bridge
Obijective 3.3.
Improvement of the physical structures in the Bridge surrounding
No. Project source Timesc | Costs
ale EUR
1 Project of reparation of the hotel hotel owner S 30.000
2 Project of reparation for the Bridge VM S 15.000
Museum (ob.2)
3 Project of reparation of Ivo Andric's VM S 10.000
home building
owner
55.000
Objective 3.4.
Managing activities in the area
No. Project source Timesc | Costs
ale EUR
1 Issuing construction permits in MRPRS U
accordance with defined urban and VM
technical conditions
2 Monitoring of adherence of construction | VM U
works to issued permits
3 Control of construction in terms of MRPRS U
protection and design of the area VM
Issue 4: Traffic and parking management

Objective 4.1.
Improvement of the traffic network

Devising planning documentation for the reconstruction of the traffic network

No. Project source Timesc | Costs
ale EUR
1 Devising urban and technical conditions S 15.000
for the reconstruction of roads in the RSG

Bridge zone
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2 Devising Urban and technical conditions | VM M 20.000
for the reconstruction of the railway
station
3 Devising a regulation plan for the town VM M 20.000
beltway
4 Devising urban and technical conditions | VM L 20.000
for the construction of the town beltway
75.000
Devising technical documentation for the reconstruction of the traffic network
No. Project sources Timesc | Costs
ale EUR
1 Devising project of reconstruction for RSG S 25.000
roads in the Bridge zone
2 Devising a project of road signalisation RSG S 10.000
in the Bridge zone
3 Devising a concept design for the town VM M 50.000
beltway route
4 Devising a construction project for the VM L 100.000

town beltway

Issue 5. Access and visitor management

Objective 5.1

Creating tourist activities, improve capacities, presentation and interpretation

Project

source

Timesc

ale

Costs
EUR

Plan of revitalisation of existing
accommodation capacities

Produce assessment studies for the
revitalisation of existing capacities / hotel
Vilina Vlas, health spa...

VM

S

Tourist Agency
Complete the registration and formation
process

VM

Creation of web page

Create a web page to present capacities of
the Municipality and information on the
Bridge

Tourist Agency should engage a web master
from among its staff or outsource

(6. months after start of TA activities)

VM

Preparing information for brochures and
leaflets

Assemble information on the Bridge and
ViSegrad, tourism potentials and contents,
the art colony..., select and edit texts

VM

Tourist guides
Motivate and select potential tourist guides

VM

Tourist package deals

Create package deals for guests interested in

VM
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diverse activities such as hunting, fishing
and the like

Plan of compensation for individual owners
Establish possible claims of individual
owners of buildings and land in the First
and Buffer Zones around the Bridge

VM

Presentation and promotion plan

Make a plan for the promotion and
presentation of the Bridge and capacities of
ViSegrad to various target groups

VM

Plan of monitoring the number and structure
of guests

Devise the plan and foresee activities and
responsibilities for monitoring the number
of visitors to the Bridge and to ViSegrad

VM

10

PR action

Action directed at motivating the residents,
In the first few months and repeatedly
following after

VM

11

Maps

Production of maps of the destination and
wider area towards the Dobrun monastery
and health spa

Following the preparation of the
promotional plan

VM

12

CD

Produce a CD with photographs and
drawings of the bridge as presentation
materials

VM

Promotional material

VM

12.000

Promotional material

VM

20.000

13

Museums

-Establish the Bridge Museum in facility
marked as 2 (see issue 3) and assemble all
materials related to the Bridge

-Establish a museum in the home of Ivo
Andri¢ and assemble all materials related to
his life and work

VM

L@

35.000

14

Basic design of signs at the location

Define the basic design and possibly adopt a
logo for the destination

Place immediately after the adoption of the
Plan

Foresee an award for the approved design

CPNM
VM

7.500

15

Forming an Information Centre
Form an Information Centre within the
Tourist Agency

VM

10.000

84.500
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Issue 6. Research

Objective 6.1
To promote and encourage appropriate research to improve understanding of historical value and

condition of the Bridge, and to assisst the implementation of the Management Plan

Projects Source Time Costs
EUR

1 Undertake further work on character VM U
assessment of the Bridge

2 Undertake reserch works on material and S
stability condition of the Bridge (see- issue
1)

3 Update the survey of the Bridge, archiving of | CPNM M
existing and new data RSG

4 Monitoring of environmental impacts (see M
issue 2) — planned programme, reactive work
and management plan work

5 Undertake evaluations — site management, CPNM M
low-impact work methods, value-adding
processes

10.000

Issue 7. Education

Objective 7.1
Introducing all interested subjects to the significance of the Bridge, the Management Plan for the

Bridge, the possibilities of sustainable development of the Visegrad Municipality where the Bridge is to play
a crucial role in the development of tourism, and to the possibilities of active participation in implementing
the Management Plan.

No. Projects source Time Costs
EUR
1 Devise a plan of education about the | VM M 2.000
significance of the Bridge as a national | RSG
monument
2 Carry out education in schools and RSG M
community centres
4 Organise training of non-governmental VM Per 3.000
sector for the protection of the Bridge year
5 Carry out ecological education of tourist VM Per 3.000
guides year
6 Undertake training for BC coordinator VM Per 5.000
year

Issue 8. Information management

Obijective 8.1
To ensure that the gathering, recording, analysis and management of information about the Bridge is

undertaken in a way which assisst the implementation of the Management Plan and encourage data sharing
and development of compatible databases.
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Projects source Time Costs
EUR

1 Update the collection of documents about the | CPNM U
Bridge

2 Establish a collection of documents about the | VM S 3.000
Bridge

3 Devise a rulebook on archiving, management | VM S 1.000
and storage of documentation

4 Ensure conditions for the storage and VM S 2.000
management of the collection

Issue 9: Management structure

Obijective 9.1
To ensure that the management arrangements for the Bridge are effective and appropriate for the

implementation and monitoring of the Management Plan

Projects source Time Costs
EUR
1 Elaborate terms of reference for Bridge VM S 1.000
Commission
2 Establish Bridge Coordination and Support VM Per 20.000
Team (salary for Coordinator, office year
equipment, honorariums for temporary
engagements)
3 Identify appropriate indicators to monitor VM M
progress in implementing the Management
Plan

Obijective 9.2
To encourage active community involvement in the management

Projects Source Time Costs
EUR
1 Bridge newsletter VM S 2.000
2 Establish system through which local VM S 1.000
residents and groups can influence
management
3 Mobilize volonteers and non-governmental VM S 2.000
organizations
5.000

Issue 10: Sources and Levels of Finance

Objective 10.1
To create a stabile and sufficient sources of financing
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Projects source Time Costs
EUR
1 to elaborate the scheme of local taxes and | VM S 1.500
rents
2 to elaborate the scheme of the VM S 1.500
contributions from other revenues from
tourism
Obijective 10.2
To develop arrangements for identifying and accessing external funds
Projects Organisations | Time Costs
EUR
1 Investigation and identification of CPNM S 2.000
external funding opportunities
2 to undertake marketing activities and CPNM S 10.000
campaign in order to obtain donations
and grants
3 to undertake necessary steps to provide | CoMBIH M
a credit under favorable terms with CPNM
international financing institutions

6.2 Monitoring and Reviewing the Management Plan

Management planning does not stop with the production of the Management Plan document. Regular
monitoring is essential to address the management. An appropriate monitoring regime will need to be
developed using relevant and measurable indicators which will assist the process of monitoring achievement
of the Management Plan. The Bridge Commission should agree each year an Annual Action Program which
will identify those elements of the Action Plan which will be implemented during the forthcoming year. It is
recognized that the strategies and actions of the Plan will retain their relevance for five to ten years and the
overall objectives for much longer. It is proposed that there should be a formal review of the issues and
strategies at least every five years and the Plan revised to reflect possible changed circumstances.

6.3 Partnership and commitments

The challenge now facing the Bridge Commission is to translate the Management Plan principles,
objectives and proposals into actions on the ground. The Bridge Commission Coordinator should play a key
role in enabling the member institutions and organizations and the wider community to work together to
achieve the objectives of the Management Plan.

It is recognized that individual institutions and organizations will each have their own particular
contributions to make to the overall management and the Management Plan will provide a framework and
context for these.

The following acts prove the commitments of responsible institutions:

Decision to adopt the Management Plan no. by the Council of Municipality Visegrad;

Conclusion of the adoption of the nomination file and the managent plan by the Presidency of BiH;
Conclusion by the Council of Ministers of BiH;

Conclusion by the Commission to Preserve National Monuments
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7.1.  Appendix 1
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7.2.  Appendix 2

Annex |

Documents relating the Bridge of Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ in ViSegrad

Al 9:  Ruling no. 1099/51 issued by the Institute for the Protection of the Cultural, Historical and Natural
Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina

Al 10: Ruling no. 02-741-3 dated 18 April 1962 issued by the Institute for the Protection of the Cultural,
Historical and Natural Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina

Al 11: Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments of BiH no.: 08.2-6-101/03-5

Al 12: Ruling of the Municipality of ViSegrad no. 01-022-6/03

Al 13: Decision of the WMF List of the world’s 100 most endangered monuments in 2006

Al 14: List of economic and non-economic operators

Al 15: Priority Intervention List of the Council of Europe, pertaining to the Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢
Bridge

Al 16: Preliminary Technical Assessment (PTA) for the Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge

Al 17: Decision of the Ministry for Civil Affairs of Bosnia and Herzegovina to adopt the PTA

Al 18: Decision of the Commission to adopt the PTA

Al 19: Decision of the Municipal Council to adopt the Management plan

Al 20: Decision of the Presidency of Bosnia and Herzegovina to adopt the Nomination file and
Management plan

Al 21: Signboard appearance

Annex 11

Maps

All -1 THE MAP OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

All -2 THE MAP OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA — ENTITIES

All -3 THE MAP OF REPUBLIKA SRPSKA

All -4 SITE MAP

All -5 TOPOGRAPHY MAP OF VISEGRAD

All -6 AREAL VIEW OF VISEGRAD

All -7 ORTO-PHOTO RECORD OF THE CITY

All -8 ORTO -PHOTO RECORD OF THE BRIDGE

All -9 PROTECTION ZONE AND BUFFER ZONE

All -10 ORTO -PHOTO RECORD OF THE BRIDGE - PROTECTION ZONE AND BUFFER ZONE
All -11 GEOLOGICAL MAP OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

All -12 MAP OF EARTHQUAKES IN BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

All -13 MAP OF EARTHQUAKES IN VISEGRAD MUNICIPALITY

All -14 RELIABILITY OF BUILDINGS IN THE FIRST PROTECTION ZONE

All -15 CURRENT USE OF THE BUILDINGS IN THE FIRST PROTECTION ZONE
All -16 HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN THE PROTECTION BELT

All -17 DRAFT REGIONAL PLAN OF RS TO 2015

All -18 DRAFT REGIONAL PLAN OF RS TO 2015

All -19 TOWN PLAN OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF VISEGRAD TO 2010

All -20 DRAFT URBAN DEVELOPMENT PLAN OF VISEGRAD TO 2015

All -21 DRAFT OF THE VISEGRAD TOWN PLANNING PLAN: TRAFFIC PLAN - DETAIL

Annex 1

Technical documentation

Alll -1 PLAN OF VISEGRAD FROM AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN PERIOD

Alll -2 SITUATION OF THE BRIDGE IN THE SCALE OF 1:1562,5 FROM 1911
Alll -3 PLAN OF INVESTIGATION WORKS FROM 1911
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Annex IV
Photo documentation
Annex 1V b / recent photos
AlV: AlVb-1 Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, view from the approach road, 2002.
AlIV: AIVb-2 Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge with surrounding, downstream fagade, view from North, on
the left side of the photo, the right river bank with Orthodox Church is showed, 2005.
AlV: AlVb-13 Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic Bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, view from the left river
bank during the high water level, 2004
AlV: AlVb-15 Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic Bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, view from the left river
bank, 2005.
Annex IV d / photos of the building surrunding the Bridge
1. AIV d: 1 Building 2
2. AlV d: 2 Building 2,3,4,5
3. AV d: 3Building 5
4. AIlV d: 4 Building 6
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Annex |1

Maps

All -1
All -2
All -3
All -4
All -5
All -6
All -7
All -8
All -9
All -10
ZONE
All -11
All -12
All -13
All -14
All -15
All -16
All -17
All -18
All -19
All -20
All -21

THE MAP OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

THE MAP OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA — ENTITIES

THE MAP OF REPUBLIKA SRPSKA

SITE MAP

TOPOGRAPHY MAP OF VISEGRAD

AREAL VIEW OF VISEGRAD

ORTO-PHOTO RECORD OF THE CITY

ORTO -PHOTO RECORD OF THE BRIDGE

PROTECTION ZONE AND BUFFER ZONE

ORTO -PHOTO RECORD OF THE BRIDGE - PROTECTION ZONE AND BUFFER

GEOLOGICAL MAP OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

MAP OF EARTHQUAKES IN BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

MAP OF EARTHQUAKES IN VISEGRAD MUNICIPALITY

RELIABILITY OF BUILDINGS IN THE FIRST PROTECTION ZONE
CURRENT USE OF THE BUILDINGS IN THE FIRST PROTECTION ZONE
HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS IN THE PROTECTION BELT

DRAFT REGIONAL PLAN OF RS TO 2015

DRAFT REGIONAL PLAN OF RS TO 2015

TOWN PLAN OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF VISEGRAD TO 2010

DRAFT URBAN DEVELOPMENT PLAN OF VISEGRAD TO 2015

DRAFT OF THE VISEGRAD TOWN PLANNING PLAN: TRAFFIC PLAN - DETAIL

Annex |11
Technical documentation

Alll -1 PLAN OF VISEGRAD FROM AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN PERIOD

Alll -2 SITUATION OF THE BRIDGE IN THE SCALE OF 1:1562,5 FROM 1911

Alll -3 PLAN OF INVESTIGATION WORKS FROM 1911

Alll -4 FACADE FROM 1907

Alll -5 DRAFTING PROJECT OF THE EXISTING CONDITION FROM 1908 / PILLAR IV
Alll -6 DRAFTING PROJECT OF THE EXISTING CONDITION FROM 1908 / PILLAR V
Alll -7 DRAFTING PROJECT OF THE EXISTING CONDITION FROM 1909 / PILLAR VI
Alll -8 DRAFTING PROJECT OF THE EXISTING CONDITION FROM 1908 / PILLAR VII
Alll -9 DRAFTING PROJECT OF THE EXISTING CONDITION FROM 1908 / PILLAR VIII

Alll -10
Alll -11
Alll -12
Alll -13
Alll -14
Alll -15
Alll -16
Alll -17
Alll -18
Alll -19
Alll -20
Alll -21
Alll -22
Alll -23
Alll -24

Alll -25

DRAFTING PROJECT OF THE EXISTING CONDITION FROM 1909 / PILLAR IX
PROJECT FOR RECONSTRUCTION FROM 1911/ PILLAR IV

PROJECT FOR RECONSTRUCTION FROM 1911/ PILLAR V

PROJECT FOR RECONSTRUCTION FROM 1911/ PILLAR VI

PROJECT FOR RECONSTRUCTION FROM 1911/ PILLAR VII

PROJECT FOR RECONSTRUCTION FROM 1911/ PILLAR VIII

PROJECT FOR RECONSTRUCTION FROM 1911/ PILLAR IX

PROJECT FOR RECONSTRUCTION FROM 1911 / DETAIL

PLAN AND FACADE OF THE BRIDGE WITH IRON CONSTRUCTION FROM 1916.
PLAN AND FACADE OF THE BRIDGE, SCALE 1:200

FACADE FROM 1921.

ANALYSES OF PAVEMENT FROM 1940.

INTERVENTION ON PAVEMENT FROM 1940.

PLAN, FACADE AND CROSS SECTION OF THE BRIDGE

UPSTREAM FACADE OF THE BRIDGE

DOWNSTREAM FACADE OF THE BRIDGE



Alll -26 PLAN AND CROSS SECTIONS

Alll -27 DRAWING OF THE GATE /MIHRAB/

Alll -28 PLANS AND THE CROSS SECTION OF THE BRIDGE WITH PRESENTATION OF
ALL DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1911. TILL 2004.

Alll -29 PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLAR I, Il
Alll -30 PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLAR IlI
Alll -31 PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLAR IV
Alll -32 PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLAR YV
Alll -33 PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLAR VI
Alll -34 PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLAR VII
Alll -35 PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLAR VIII
Alll -36 PILLAR DAMAGES IN PERIOD FROM 1912. TILL 2004. PILLAR IX

Annex IV
Photo documentation

Annex 1V a/ archival photos

1. Great flood at the end of the 1896., 1896,

2. Great flood at the end of the 19" century, 1896,
3. Up stream facgade, an old photo,

4. The bridge before 1914.

5. The bridge after 1914.

6. The bridge between two World wars

7. Down stream facade, an old photo

8. Down stream facade an old photo

9. Down stream facade an old photo

10. View from the left river bank at Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge, 1992.

Annex IV b / recent photos

1. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, view from the approach road, 2002.

2. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge with surrounding, downstream facade, view from North, on the
left side of the photo, the right river bank with Orthodox Church is showed, 2005.

3. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, downstream fagade, view from the air, 2005.

4. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge, downstream facade, view from North, 2005.

5. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, upstream facade, view from the right river bank,
2005.

6. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, upstream facade, view from the South — right river
bank, 2004.

7. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, upstream facade, view from the right river bank,
2005.

8. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, upstream facade, view from the right river bank,
2004.

9. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, upstream facade, view from the left river bank,
2005.

10. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, upstream facade, view from the right river bank,
2005.

11. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, upstream fagade, view from the left river bank,
2005.

12. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, upstream fagade, view from the left river bank,
2005.

13. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, view from the left river bank,
2004.

14. Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, upstream fagade, view from the left river bank,
2005.



15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.
23.

24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.

34.

Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, view from the right river bank,
2005.
Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, view from the right river bank,
2005.
Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, view from the right river bank,
2005.
Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, view from the right river bank,
2005.
Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, view from the right river bank,
2005.
Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, view from the right river bank,
2005.

Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, view from the left river bank,
detail, 2004.

Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, detail of the arch, 2004.
Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, detail of the niches and
decoration, 2005.

Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, detail of the decoration, 2005.

Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, detail of the mihrab (niche with inscription), 2005.
Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, detail of the mihrab (niche with inscription), 2005.
Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, detail of the inscription, 2005.

Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, detail of the inscription, 2005.

Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, detail of the inscription, 2005.

Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, downstream facade, sofa, 2005.

Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, detail of the sofa, 2005.

Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, detail of the sofa, 2005.

Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, detail of the corner between the Bridge and the
ramp, 2005.

Mehmed-pasha Sokolovic bridge in Visegrad, detail of the bridge decoration, 2005.

Annex IV c / photos of the parts of the Bridge placed in the National Museum

ropNpE

An
1.
2.
3.
4,

AIlV c: 1 drawing of the older inscription, parts kept in the National Museum are noted
AlV c: 2 fragment 1,
AlV c: 3 fragment 2,
AlV c: 4 fragment 3,

nex IV d / photos of the building surrunding the Bridge

AlV d: 1 Building 2
AlV d: 2 Building 2,3,4,5
AlV d: 3 Building 5
AlV d: 4 Building 6

Annex 1V e / photos of the Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢’s Ajza’ kept in the National Museum of Bosnia
and Herzegovina
1.

2
3
4
5.
6.
7
8
9
1

0.

AlVe:1JUZ’ T63-1,1 — Juz’ I, page 1.
AlVe: 2JUZ T63-1,1 - Juz’ |, page 2.
AlVe:3JUZ’ T63-1,1 —Juz’ I, page 3.
AlVe:4JUZ’ T63-1,1 — Juz’ I, page 4.
AlVe: 5JUZ T63-1,1 - Juz’ |, page 5.
AlVe:6JUZ’ T63-1,1 —Juz’ VII, page 91.
AlVe: 7JUZ T63-1,1 — Juz’ VII, page 92.
AlVe: 8JUZ’ T63-1,1 — Juz’ VIII, page 11.
AlVe: 9JUZ T63-1,1 — Juz’ IX, page 11.
AlVe: 10JUZ" T63-1,1 — Juz’ IX, page 12.



Annex V

Drawings and photos of the works of art related to the Bridge (attached to part 3./3a, c(vi) of the
Nomination file)

AV-1

AV-2

AV-3
AV-4
AV-5
AV-6
AV-7

Visegrad, according to KuripeSi¢'s engraving. A wooden bridge can be seen over the Drina
(Trena), (Celi¢, Mujezinovié¢, 1998., 175)
The oldest known drawing of the ViSegrad Bridge published in «Allgemeine Bauzeting» in
1873. The sentry tower can be seen in the middle of the Bridge, (Celi¢, Mujezinovié, 1998.,
177)
Older inscription from the ViSegrad Bridge, (Celi¢, Mujezinovié¢, 1998., 178)
More recent inscription from the Visegrad Bridge, (Celi¢, Mujezinovi¢, 1998., 179
Bridge Portal as seen from upstream — drawing from1889, (Celi¢, Mujezinovi¢, 1998., 181)
Older drawing of the sofa over the Drina, (Celié, Mujezinovié¢, 1998., 192)
Older drawing of upstream left corner of Bridge. Part of the approach ramp can be seen
through the opening of the arch, (Celi¢, Mujezinovié, 1998., 194)

SOURCE for AV-I to AV-7:
Dzemal Celi¢; Mehmed Mujezinovi¢, Stari mostovi u Bosni i Hercegovini (Old Bridges in Bosnia and
Herzegovina). Sarajevo — Publishing, 1998.

AV-8a
AV-8h
AV-9a

AV-9b
AV-9c

AV-9d
AV-10
AV-11
AV-12
AV-13
AV-14
AV-15
AV-16

Annex VI

B. Vukovi¢, "Most” (Bridge), graphic, 2000.
B. Vukovi¢, "Most” (Bridge), graphic, 2002.
B. Nikitovi¢, "On spaja vise od dve obale” (Connecting More than Two Banks), oil on
canvas 1996.
B. Nikitovi¢, "ViSegrad”, oil on canvas 1997.
B. Nikitovi¢, "Pri¢a o vodi, zemlji i nebu” (The Tale of Water, Earth and Sky), oil on
canvas 1998, "Most” (Bridge), watercolour, 2003.
B. Nikitovi¢, "Most”(Bridge), watercolour, 2003.
D. Jelenkovi¢, "Most” (Bridge), oil on canvas, triptych, 2000.
R. Vergovi¢, "Most u no¢i” (The Bridge by Night), 2003.
J. Suhoveckaja (Russia), "Most” (Bridge), oil on canvas, 2005.
M. Zlatanova (Bulgaria), "Most u no¢i” (Bridge), oil on canvas, 1998
V. Mihajlovi¢, "Most u no¢i” (The Bridge by Night), oil on canvas, 2001.
V. Mihajlovi¢, "Most” (Bridge) 1999.
A. Mihajlovi¢ JakuSenko (the Ukraine), "ViSegradski most” (The ViSegrad Bridge), oil on
canvas, 1997.

Documents related to part 3./3c of the Nomination file

AVI-1
AVI-2
AVI-3
AVI-4
AVI-5

AVI1-6
AVI-7
AVI1-8
AVI-9
AVI-10
AVI-11
AVI-12
AVI-13

Bridge disposition with zones of demolition in 1939.
Bridge disposition with zones of demolition in 1943.
Detail of the foundation sanitation, (M. Gojkovi¢, Stari mostovi u BiH, 1989.)
Comparison of the arches
Horizontal section of the pillars on some of the old bridges, (M. Gojkovi¢, Stari mostovi u
BiH, 1989.)
Arslanagica Bridge in Trebinje
Buyukcekemece Bridge in Istanbul, facades
Buyukcekemece Bridge in Istanbul
Buyukcekemece Bridge in Istanbul, plan
Emilio Lapideo Rotto Bridge in Rome (Ponte Emilio)
Harami Deresi Bridge (Metin S6zen, Sinan, Architect of Ages, 1988)
Karl Bridge in Prague, facade and plan
Old Bridge in Konjic, facade



AVI-14
AVI-15
AVI-16
AVI-17
AVI-18
AVI-19
AVI1-20
AVI-21

The Malabadi bridge across the Batman River, plan and facade

Mihrab on the Bridge on the Vardar River, Skopje

Regensburg's medieval bridge, facade and plan

Silivri Sultan Suleyman Bridge (Metin S6zen, Sinan, Architect of Ages, 1988)
Ponte Santa Trinita in Florence, facade

Wurzburg,s bridge, plan and facade

Bridge on the Zepa river, facade

Old Mostar Bridge
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Summary of Mehmed Pasha Sokolovié¢ Bridge File Card
The Card is filed under 376/X-16, File No. 211, Ruling 1099/51.

The File Card includes a Technical Description and History of the Bridge, as well as a brief
Bibliography of references and a note on Conservation Works carried out in 1950, 1951 and
1952 and the Current State of the Bridge.

The Technical Description characterises the Bridge as “the most monumental monument of
Ottoman architecture in Bosnia.”

The History section states that the Bridge was built in 1571 as an endowment of the Grand
Vizier Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ by Sinan “the greatest Ottoman architect.” It also gives an
account of repair works carried out in 1664, 1875, 1911 and 1939/40.

The current state of the Bridge is described as “well conserved apart from the portion
destroyed in 1943.”



INSTITUTE FOR THE PROTECTION OF CULTURAL MONUMENTS
OF THE PEOPLES REPUBLIC OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

SARAJEVO

Telephone: 23-038 P.O. Box 650 Sarajevo, 18 April 1962
Vojvode Putnika 7

No. 02-741-3

Pursuant to Article 63 of the Law on the Protection of Cultural Monuments (“PRBiH Official
Gazette” No. 17/60) and Article 14 of the Rules of Procedure for the Cultural Monuments Registry
(“PRBIH Official Gazette” No. 26/61), the Institute for the Protection of Cultural Monuments has
passed the following

RULING

It is hereby ruled that the cultural monument — the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad, a
thoroughfare construction from the Ottoman period, property of the State, placed under State
protection by Institute Ruling No. 1099/1 shall be entered into the Registry of immovable cultural
monuments.

EXPOSITION

This Ruling has been passed in accordance with the execution of provisions from Article 14 of
the cited Code of Procedures stating that cultural monuments protected by regulations preceding the
coming into force of the Law on the Protection of Cultural Monuments shall be entered into the
Registry. This being such a case, the Ruling was passed as in the Enactment Clause.

This Ruling is subject to appeal to be filed with the Secretariat of the PRBiH Cultural Council
within 15 days from the day of receipt. The appeal is filed through this Institute.

5 Director,
Sefik Beslagi¢

Deliver to:

Holder

NOO Visegrad

NOS Gorazde

Federal Institute for the Protection of Cultural Monuments
Documentation Administrator

Archives

Provincial Court (to be entered into land registry),
as validated by the Gorazde Ruling

NOS Institute

NOO Institute

Nogkhwphe
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Decision no. 08.2-6-101/03-5

HISTORIC MONUMENT OF THE MEHMED PASA SOKOLOVIC BRIDGE
VISEGRAD



Bosna i Hercegovina Bosnia and Herzegovina
Komisija/ Povjerenstvo za oCuvanje Commission to Preserve

nacionalnih spomenika National Monuments

Pursuant to Article V para. 4 Annex 8 of the General Framework Agreement
for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina and Article 39 para. 1 of the Rules of
Procedure of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments, at a session held on
25 January 2003 the Commission adopted a

DECISION
I

The historical monument of the Mehmed paSa Sokolovié Bridge in ViSegrad
Is hereby designated a National Monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina.

The structure is in ViSegrad Municipality, Republika Srpska, on state-owned
land with no cadastral plot reference, cadastral municipality ViSegrad I, Republika
Srpska, Bosnia and Herzegovina.

The provisions relating to protection and rehabilitation measures set forth by
the Law on the Implementation of the Decisions of the Commission to Preserve
National Monuments, established pursuant to Annex 8 of the General Framework
Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina (Official Gazette of Republika
Srpska no. 9/02) shall apply to the National Monument specified in the preceding
paragraph.

The Government of Republika Srpska shall be responsible for ensuring and
providing the legal, scientific, technical, administrative and financial measures
necessary to protect, conserve, display and rehabilitate the National Monument
specified in Clause | of this Decision.

For the purpose of preserving the property and preventing its further
deterioration, the Government of Republika Srpska (RS), in the shape of the Ministry
of Urban Planning, Public Utilities, Construction and the Environment of RS, is
responsible for acting in accordance with Ruling no. 06-362-116/90 dated 20
February 1990 issued by the Ministry of Regional Planning and the Environment of
Bosnia and Herzegovina requiring that shut down the ViSegrad hydroelectricity plant,
in regard to which approval for trial operations expired on 1 August 1991, until such
time as the conditions have been met for final operating approval as follows:

e the regulation of the Drina river bed downstream from the dam to the Mehmed
paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge, and

e the repair of the piers of the old Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge in conformity with
the technical documentation certified by the relevant heritage protection authority
of Republika Srpska

The Commission to Preserve National Monuments of Bosnia and Herzegovina
(hereinafter: the Commission) shall determine the technical requirements and secure
the funds for preparing and setting up signboards with the basic data on the
monument and the Decision to proclaim the property a National Monument.



To ensure the ongoing preservation of the property, the following zones are
hereby defined:

Protection Zone |, covering the structure itself and a zone extending 100
metres upstream and downstream from the bridge. Within this zone, the following
measures shall apply:

e the construction of residential, commercial and agricultural facilities is prohibited

e all works are prohibited other than conservation and restoration works carried out
to an approved project and under the professional supervision of the heritage
protection authority of Republika Srpska

e the dumping of all kinds of waste is prohibited

e motor vehicle traffic is prohibited

e all infrastructural works are prohibited other than in exceptional cases with the
approval of the relevant ministry and under the professional supervision of the
heritage protection authority of Republika Srpska

e the construction of any infrastructure or power facilities, quarries and other
pollutants the construction or operation of which could be detrimental to the
national monument specified in Clause 1 of this Decision is prohibited.

A\

All executive and area development planning acts not in accordance with the
provisions of this Decision are to be revoked.

Vv

Everyone, and in particular the competent authorities of Republika Srpska,
and urban and municipal authorities, shall refrain from any action that might damage
the National Monument specified in Clause | of this Decision or jeopardize the
preservation and rehabilitation thereof.

Vi

The Government of Republika Srpska, the Ministry for Urban Planning,
Housing and Public Utilities, Construction and the Environment of Republika Srpska,
the heritage protection authority of Republika Srpska, and the Municipal Authorities in
charge of urban planning and land registry affairs, shall be notified of this Decision in
order to carry out the measures stipulated in Articles Il, 11l and IV of this Decision,
and the Authorized Municipal Court shall be notified for the purposes of registration in
the Land Register.

Vi

The elucidation and accompanying documentation form an integral part
of this Decision, which may be viewed by interested parties on the premises or by
accessing the website of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments
(http://www.anek8komisija.com.ba)




VIII

Pursuant to Art. V para 4 Annex 8 of the General Framework Agreement for
Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina, decisions of the Commission are final.

IX

This Decision shall enter into force on the date of its adoption and shall be
published in the Official Gazette of BiH and the Official Gazette of Republika Srpska.

This Decision has been adopted by the following members of the Commission:
Zeynep Ahunbay, Amra Hadzimuhamedovi¢, Dubravko Lovrenovi¢, Ljiljana Sevo
and Tina Wik.

Chairman of the Commission
Dubravko Lovrenovié

No.: 08.2-6-101/03-5
4 March 2003
Sarajevo



Elucidation

| = INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to Article 2, paragraph 1 of the Law on the Implementation of the
Decisions of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments, established pursuant
to Annex 8 of the General Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and
Herzegovina, a “National Monument” is an item of public property proclaimed by the
Commission to Preserve National Monuments (hereinafter referred to as the
Commission) to be a National Monument pursuant to Articles V and VI of Annex 8 of
the General Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina
(hereinafter referred to as Annex 8) and as property entered on the Provisional List of
National Monuments of Bosnia and Herzegovina (Official Gazette of BiH no. 33/02)
until the Commission reaches a final decision on its status, as to which there is no
time limit and regardless of whether a petition for the property in question has been
submitted or not.

At a session held on 22 July 1997 the Commission issued a Decision to
add the Mehmed-pasSa Sokolovié Bridge in ViSegrad to the Provisional List of
National Monuments of Bosnia and Herzegovina, numbered as 767.

Pursuant to the provisions of the law, the Commission proceeded to carry out
the procedure for reaching a final decision to designate the Property as a National
Monument, pursuant to Article V of Annex 8 and Article 35 of the Rules of Procedure
of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments.

Il -PROCEDURE PRIOR TO DECISION
In the procedure preceding the adoption of a final decision to proclaim the
property a national monument, the following documentation was inspected:

e Data on the current condition and use of the property, including a description and
photographs, data of war damage if any, data on restoration or other works on the
property if any, etc.

e Historical, architectural and other documentary material on the property, as set
out in the bibliography forming part of this Decision.

The findings based on the review of the above documentation and the
condition of the monument are as follows:

1. Information on the Site
Location

The Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge is located in the town of ViSegrad, with no
cadastral plot reference, c.m. ViSegrad, ViSegrad Municipality, Republika Srpska,
Bosnia and Herzegovina.

Historical information

The bridge was built between 1571 and 1577 over the river Drina where the
road linking Bosnia with Istanbul ran (known as the "Carigradska dzada" or road to
the Imperial city). The construction of the bridge was entrusted to the great court



architect KodZza Mimar Sinan, not only the leading architect of the Ottoman Empire
but one of the greatest builders in the entire world. The benefactor who funded the
construction was Mehmed pasSa Sokolovi¢, Grand Vezier to three sultans from 1565
to 1579: Suleyman the Magnificent, Selim Il and Murat Ill. Mehmed pasSa Sokolovic¢
was born in the village of Sokolovi¢i near ViSegrad, from which he was taken to
Turkey as a very young lad. Many other members of his family also occupied the
highest positions of state at that time, making the Sokolovi¢ family the most powerful
both militarily and politically in the Ottoman Empire in the second half of the sixteenth
century.

The stone from which the bridge was built was quarried in Banja, about five
kilometres downstream on the right bank of the Drina. A wooden tower formerly
stood on the middle of the bridge; the date of its construction is unknown, but it was
pulled down in 1886. The tower was used as a guard-room, with a passage beneath
closed by massive oak doors on both sides. The tower was equipped with several
small cannons known as Sibe. On the bridge itself, there were two chronograms
engraved with the years 971/1571 and 985/1577 respectively. The bridge has
experienced a number of major floods, of which the worst was in 1896, when the level of
the Drina was 1.60 m. above the bridge.

The bridge is known to have been repaired in around 1664, and again in 1875,
1911 and 1939/40. When the Austrians withdrew from Visegrad in 1914 one of the
openings of the bridge was destroyed, and the following year the Serb army
destroyed another one when retreating. The bridge remained in this condition until
1939 when it was repaired. During the intervening period, 1915-1939, the sections of
the bridge that had been destroyed were provided with an iron structure to make the
bridge passable. When the Germans retreated in October 1943 that part was also
destroyed.

Legal Status to Date

By Ruling no. 1099/51 issued by the Institute for the Protection of the
Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina, the bridge was
placed under the protection of the state. By Ruling no. 02-741-3 dated 18 April 1962,
it was registered in the Immovable Cultural Monuments Register under number 208
as a Cultural Monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina.

At a session held 27 and 28 March 1990, the Commission for the
Categorization of the Architectural Heritage, appointed by Ruling no. 10-338-8/89
issued by the Institute for the Protection of the Cultural, Historical and Natural
Heritage of Bosnia and Herzegovina, issued an Opinion that the Mehmed paSa
Sokolovi¢ Bridge was to be listed as a Category | asset of the cultural and historical
heritage, pursuant to article 14 of the law.

The Regional Plan for BiH to 2002 classified the bridge as category 0 because
of its outstanding beauty.

2. Description of the Monument

The bridge is one of the most magnificent works of architecture of the fifteenth
to nineteenth century in Bosnia and Herzegovina. The part of the bridge that spans
the river consists of eleven arched openings, of which the end opening on the right
bank rests on two retaining walls with the smallest span of 5.20 m. The other ten
arches have a span of from 10.70 to 14.80 m. The bridge is carried by nine great
stone piers with a width of from 3.50 to 4 m, and a length of about 11.50 m. On the
left bank the endmost opening rests on the angle of the bridge where it grades into



the ramp. The width of the road over the bridge is 6.00 m. The parapet walls are 60
cm thick and 179.44 m. Long. The access ramp is about 6.60 m. wide including the
parapet walls, and about 120.00 m. long. There are four arches in the ramp, a larger
one in the angle (4.50 m. wide) and three smaller ones spanning a brook that flows
into the Drina. The arches are classical depressed arches with the excentricity of the
centres relatively small - about 1.00 m., with a depth of 85cm — making them almost
semicircular. The piers, arches and facing walls are made of limestone from the
locality of majdan ViSegradske banje. Some of the stone blocks are held together by
iron clamps sealed with lead. Above the facing walls, at the level of the roadway, is a
moulded limestone cornice 30 cm high on which rests a solid stone parapet. The sixth
pier is is ornamented. On the upstream side, it is of triangular profile, grading into a
rectangular extension bearing a blind portal with chronogrammatic inscription. On
the downstream side it is polygonal in shape, grading into a rectangular extension
with built-in seats, which are still used to this day.*

3. Research and Conservation and Restoration Works

Given the strategic significance of the road and the bridge in times of war in
eastern Bosnia, they suffered significant damage in 1914, 1915 and 1943. The
reconstruction of the destroyed sections of the bridge was carried out in 1939 and 1940,
and in 1949-1952. The hydroelectric power plant Bajina Basta downstream from the
bridge and the Visegrad hydroelectric power plant with dam located upstream from the
bridge, endanger this historical monument.?

During 1950, 1951 and 1952, the Roads Authority of the Ministry of Local Traffic
reconstructed the destroyed arches, and carried out restoration works on the surviving
sections. These works were carried out to a project designed by engineer Weber from
the Regional Design Institute from Sarajevo, the contractor was GP «Put», and engineer
Sorokin supervised the works. The restored sections were reconstructed to conform
exactly to the surviving sections. The material was taken from the old quarry. The
roadway, parapet, sofas and portal were fully restored. The restoration of the inscription
was by M. Mujagi¢, and the stonemason Ivan Vrlec cut and dressed the stone.

The reconstruction of the ramp was designed by a project drawn up by the
Institute for the Protection of the Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of BiH. The
works started in 1991, and the reconstruction of foundation of the pillars (towards the left
river bank) was carried out in 1992. The war 0f1992-95 stopped these works, but the
bridge did not suffer any damage as a result of war action. Bearing in mind that the
power plant is continually operational, the bridge is regularly exposed to fluctuations in
water flow and water level, which directly endangers its stability and future survival.

4. Current Condition of the Structure

! The extent of damage and repairs is unknown except from what Evlija Celebija recounts in his 1625
travelogue. There are no written documents subsequent to this date until the nineteenth century, in
1896, when the Drina rose to 15.4 m. above its normal level, or some 1.6 m. above the highest point
of the bridge roadway. The korkaluk or parapet of the bridge was destroyed by the flood, but the rest
of the bridge and ramps survived undamaged. However, the piers, which stand on wooden grills,
deteriorated with time and began to undermine the stability of the bridge, as a result of which the
foundations were repaired in 1911.

2 An study on repairs to the bridge for the purpose of its preservation was drawn up by Professor

Gojkovi¢, Ph.D.



Throughout its 430 years of existence the bridge has largely retained its
original appearance, and is one of the oldest surviving bridges in Bosnia and
Herzegovina and indeed in the region as a whole. Previous natural disasters, as well
as dynamiting during World Wars | and I, led to the destruction of some sections of
the bridge, which were restored to their original condition using original materials.
The construction of the Bajina BaSta hydroelectric power station and the
accompanying reservoir below the bridge has diminished its aesthetic value. The
construction of the ViSegrad hydroelectric power station has still further altered the
hydrology of the area and poses a threat to the bridge's stability. The findings of an
on site inspection of the bridge are as follows:

e The bridge suffered no damage as a result of war action,

e Since the power plant is in constant operation, the bridge is exposed to
fluctuations in water flow and level on a daily basis, which is directly jeopardizes
its stability and future survival. Temporary protection in the shape of steel panels
has been erected on the second and fifth piers, intended to prevent further
erosion of the stone, but the rest of the bridge remains unprotected,

e The structure is exposed to the specific risks of heavy traffic, weathering etc.

e The bridge is at risk of rapid deterioration as a result of the lack of regular
maintenance.

[l Conclusion

Based on the date of its construction, historical value, workmanship and
proportions, the Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad is an outstanding
example of public buildings, specifically bridges, within the territory of Bosnia and
Herzegovina.

Applying the Criteria for the adoption of a decision on proclaiming an item of
property a national monument, adopted at the fourth session of the Commission to
Preserve National Monuments (3 to 9 September 2002), the Commission has
enacted the Decision cited above.

The Decision is based on the following criteria:

A. Time frame

B. Historic value

C. Artistic and aesthetic value

C.i. quality of workmanship

C.ii. quality of material

C.iii. proportions

C.iv. composition

C.v. value of details

C.vi. structural value

A. Clarity (documentary, scientific and educational value)

D.iii. work of a famous artist or builder

D.iv. evidence of a certain type, style or regional manner

B. Symbolic value

E.iii. traditional value

E.v. significance for the identity of a group of people

C. Landscape value

F.i. relation to other elements of an ensemble

F.ii. meaning in the townscape

F.iii. the building or group of buildings is part of a group or site

G. Authenticity



G.i. form and design

G.ii. materials and content

G.iii. use and function

G.iv. traditions and techniques

G.v. location and setting

G.vi. spirit and feeling

H. Rarity and representativity

H.ii. outstanding work of art or architecture
H.iii. work of a prominent artist or architect

The following documents form an integral part of this Decision:

- Ruling on the protection of the property by the Institute for the Protection of
Cultural Monuments no. 1099/51 and no. 02-741-3 dated 18 April 1962,

- Technical documentation from the Institute for the Protection of the
Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of BiH;

- Photodocumentation
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Summary of the

Decision of the Municipality assembly of Visegrad to forbid traffic of the motor vehicle over
the Mehmed pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad.

Decision was adopted on 26", March, 2003, ruling no. 01-022-6/03.
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Summary of List of Economic and Non-Economic Operators in the Visegrad
Municipality

A total of 42 economic and non-economic operators in the Visegrad Municipality are listed
with their addresses and telephone numbers.



Priority Intervention List (PIL)
Those monuments are the most endangered:

1. Historical building -The bridge of Mehmed-pasha Sokolovi¢ in

ViSegrad,

Historical site - The Old Town Stolac,

Historical site - The Fortress in Jajce,

Historical urban site of Blagaj

Historical site Radimlja with necropolis with stecaks

(tombstones), Stolac

Architectural ensemble of Fethija mosque in Bihag,

Architectural ensemble of the Old Soko mosque in Gracanica,

Historical building Greek Orthodox Church of St Nicolas in

Trijebanj near Stolac,

9. Historical site the Old Jewish Graveyard in Sarajevo

10. Site and remnants of the architectural ensemble of Aladza
mosque in Foca (Srbinje)

11. Site and remnants of the architectural ensemble of the Catholic
Monastery Plehan

12. Historical building Eminagi¢a’s konak (guest house) in TeSan;,

13. Historical building Seranica’s house in Banja Luka,

14. Historical building City hall (National Library) in Sarajevo

15. Historical building City hall in Novi Grad/Bosanski Novi,

16. Historical site of the Old Town Buzim,

17. Historical site of the Old Town Ljubuski,

18. Historical site of the Old Town Prusac

19. Architectural ensemble of the Greek Orthodox Monastery in
Vozuca, Zavidovi€i

20. Historical building City hall in Br¢ko

arown

© N o

The Prioritized List has been made in accordance with the List of the
Endangered Monuments in Bosnia and Herzegovina, established by the
Commission to Preserve National Monuments. The criteria employed is that
monuments are designated as national monuments, they represents rear or
unique example of the typology or chronological -stylistic corpus, they are
damaged/destroyed during the 1992-1995 war in BiH or they are endangered
by the post war conditions (illegal constructions, lack of funding for restoration
and maintenance, inexpert reconstruction,...) and are imposed to further
deterioration, their restoration will encourage return process in BiH, their
restoration will support development of the region.

Commission to Preserve National Monuments
Bosnia and Herzegovina

Mirela Mulali¢ Handan,
Project Coordinator



Prioritised Intervention List:

e Country:
Bosnia and Hercegovina
¢ Name of organisation compiling the information:
Commission to Preserve National Monuments
e Contact name:
Mirela Mulalu¢ Handan
e email address:
mirela@aneks8ko.com.ba

The monument, sites or ensemble

¢ Name and address of bulding(s) or site:
Historical building - The bridge of Mehmed-pasha Sokolovié in
VisSegrad
¢ Inventory reference number(s):
08.2-6-101/03-5
e Building type(s):
Infrastructure - Bridge
e Main date(s):
date range from 1571 to 1577 (when the bridge
was built)
1664, 1875, 1911. and 1939/40., 1949.-1952.,
(when the bridge is known to have been repaired)
e Current use(s):
Bridge for pedestrian traffic

Significance:

The Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge was built between 1571 and 1577
over the river Drina where the road linking Bosnia with Istanbul ran (known as the
"Carigradska dZzada” or road to the Imperial city). The construction of the bridge
was entrusted to the great court architect Kodza Mimar Sinan, not only the
leading architect of the Ottoman Empire but one of the greatest builders in the
entire world. The benefactor who funded the construction was Mehmed paSa
Sokolovi¢, Grand Vezier to three sultans from 1565 to 1579.

The stone from which the bridge was built was quarried in Banja, about
five kilometres downstream on the right bank of the Drina. A wooden tower
formerly stood on the middle of the bridge; the date of its construction is
unknown, but it was pulled down in 1886. The tower was used as a guard-room,
with a passage beneath closed by massive oak doors on both sides. The tower
was equipped with several small cannons known as Sibe.



On the bridge itself, there were two chronograms engraved with the years
971/1571 and 985/1577 respectively.

General information:

The bridge is one of the most magnificent works of architecture of the
fifteenth to nineteenth century in Bosnia and Herzegovina. The part of the bridge
that spans the river consists of eleven arched openings, of which the end
opening on the right bank rests on two retaining walls with the smallest span of
5.20 m. The other ten arches have a span of from 10.70 to 14.80 m. The bridge
is carried by nine great stone piers with a width of from 3.50 to 4 m, and a length
of about 11.50 m. On the left bank the endmost opening rests on the angle of
the bridge where it grades into the ramp. The width of the road over the bridge is
6.00 m. The parapet walls are 60 cm thick and 179.44 m. long. The access
ramp is about 6.60 m. wide including the parapet walls, and about 120.00 m.
long. There are four arches in the ramp, a larger one in the angle (4.50 m. wide)
and three smaller ones spanning a brook that flows into the Drina. The arches
are classical depressed arches with the excentricity of the centres relatively small
- about 1.00 m., with a depth of 85cm — making them almost semicircular. The
piers, arches and facing walls are made of limestone from the locality of majdan
ViSegradske banje. Some of the stone blocks are held together by iron clamps
sealed with lead. Above the facing walls, at the level of the roadway, is a moulded
limestone cornice 30 cm high on which rests a solid stone parapet. The sixth pier is
ornamented. On the upstream side, it is of triangular profile, grading into a
rectangular extension bearing a blind portal with chronogrammatic inscription.
On the downstream side it is polygonal in shape, grading into a rectangular
extension with built-in seats, which are still used to this day.

Research and Conservation and Restoration Works

The extent of damage and repairs of the bridge in period from 17" century
till 19™ century is unknown except from what Evlija Celebija recounts in his 1625
travelogue. There are no written documents subsequent to this date until the
nineteenth century, in 1896, when the Drina rose to 15.4 m. above its normal
level, or some 1.6 m. above the highest point of the bridge roadway. The
korkaluk or parapet of the bridge was destroyed by the flood, but the rest of the
bridge and ramps survived undamaged. However, the piers, which stand on
wooden grills, deteriorated with time and began to undermine the stability of the
bridge, as a result of which the foundations were repaired in 1911.

The bridge is known to have been repaired in around 1664, and again in
1875, 1911 and 1939/40. When the Austrians withdrew from ViSegrad in 1914
one of the openings of the bridge was destroyed, and the following year the Serb
army destroyed another one when retreating. The bridge remained in this
condition until 1939 when it was repaired. During the intervening period, 1915-
1939, the sections of the bridge that had been destroyed were provided with an
iron structure to make the bridge passable. When the Germans retreated in
October 1943 that part was also destroyed. The reconstruction of the destroyed
sections of the bridge was carried out in 1949-1952.



The hydroelectric power plant Bajina Basta downstream from the bridge and
the ViSegrad hydroelectric power plant with dam located upstream from the bridge,
endanger this historical monument. (A study on repairs to the bridge for the
purpose of its preservation was drawn up by Professor Gojkovic, Ph.D.)

During 1950, 1951 and 1952, the Roads Authority of the Ministry of Local
Traffic reconstructed the destroyed arches, and carried out restoration works on the
surviving sections. These works were carried out to a project designed by engineer
Weber from the Regional Design Institute from Sarajevo, the contractor was GP
«Put», and engineer Sorokin supervised the works. The restored sections were
reconstructed to conform exactly to the surviving sections. The material was taken
from the old quarry. The roadway, parapet, sofas and portal were fully restored.
The restoration of the inscription was by M. Mujagi¢, and the stonemason lvan
Vrlec cut and dressed the stone.

The reconstruction of the ramp was designed by a project drawn up by the
Institute for the Protection of the Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of BiH.
The works started in 1991, and the reconstruction of foundation of the pillars
(towards the left river bank) was carried out in 1992. The war 0f1992-95 stopped
these works, but the bridge did not suffer any damage as a result of war action.
Bearing in mind that the power plant is continually operational, the bridge is
regularly exposed to fluctuations in water flow and water level, which directly
endangers its stability and future survival.

Categories of Significance:

Internationally important

Categories of ownership or interest:

Of national interest

Documentation and bibliliographic references:

Documentation:

¢ Ruling on the protection of the property by the Institute for the Protection
of Cultural Monuments no. 1099/51 and no. 02-741-3 dated 18 April 1962,

e Technical documentation from the Institute for the Protection of the
Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of BiH;

¢ Photo documentation

Bibliography:

1. Documentation of the Commission to Preserve National Monument
2. Bejtic, Alija, Sokolovicev most na Drini u ViSegradu (The Sokolovi¢ Bridge
on the Drina in ViSegrad) Sarajevo 1945.



Celi¢, DZemal, Obnova Sokoloviéeva mosta u Visegradu (Restoration of
the Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad) NaSe starine |, 1953.

Celi¢, DZemal, and Mujezinovié, Mehmed, Stari mostovi u BiH (Old
Bridges in BiH) Sarajevo 1969

Gojkovi¢, Milan, Kameni mostovi (Stone Bridges)

Herman, K, Journal of the National Museum, 1889 . Vol. |

Korkut, D., Obnova natpisa na Sokolovi¢a mostu (Restoration of the
inscriptions on the Sokolovi¢ Bridge) Journal of the National Museum,
1939, Vol. Il

Mujezinovi¢, Mehmed, Obnova natpisa na Sokolovicevom mostu u
ViSegradu (Restoration of the inscriptions on the Sokolovi¢ Bridge) NaSe
starine I, 1953.

Styh, E, Bauwesen in B. und H. , Vienna, 1887.

Condition:

N

. Poor
Since the power plant is in constant operation, the bridge is exposed to
fluctuations in water flow and level on a daily basis, which is directly
jeopardizes its stability and future survival.

shape of steel panels has been erected on the second and fifth piers,

intended to prevent further erosion of the stone, but the rest of the bridge

remains unprotected,
e The structure is exposed to the specific risks of heavy traffic, weathering etc.

Amount of war or associated damage:

o

Risk:

e The bridge is at risk of rapid deterioration as a result of the lack of regular

No damage

The bridge suffered no damage as a result of war action

maintenance,

e The bridge is at risk of further detoriation due to the insufficiency of means

and will to execute the project of conservation of the bridge.

Condition risk:

B.

Immediate risk of further rapid detorioration or loss of fabric, solution
agreed but not begun

The construction of the Bajina BasSta hydroelectric power station and the
accompanying reservoir below the bridge has diminished its aesthetic value. The

Temporary protection in the



construction of the ViSegrad hydroelectric power station has still further altered
the hydrology of the area and poses a threat to the bridge's stability.

Technical assessment and costing:

Project of urgent protection measures from further deterioration needs to
be done.
On the National monument and a zone extending 100 metres upstream
and downstream from the bridge, the following measures shall be applied:
e the construction of residential, commercial and agricultural facilities is
prohibited
o all works are prohibited other than conservation and restoration works carried
out to an approved project and under the professional supervision of the
heritage protection authority of Republika Srpska
¢ the dumping of all kinds of waste is prohibited
e motor vehicle traffic is prohibited
¢ all infrastructural works are prohibited other than in exceptional cases with the
approval of the relevant ministry and under the professional supervision of the
heritage protection authority of Republika Srpska
e the construction of any infrastructure or power facilities, quarries and other
pollutants the construction or operation of which could be detrimental to the
national monument is prohibited.

Costing proposals for projects and above listed works have not been
done.

Ownership:

State property

Occupation:

Fully occupied in regular use

Managment:

The provisions relating to protection and rehabilitation measures set forth
by the Law on the Implementation of the Decisions of the Commission to
Preserve National Monuments, established pursuant to Annex 8 of the General
Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina (Official Gazette of
Republika Srpska no. 9/02) shall apply to the National Monument specified in the
preceding paragraph.

The Government of Republika Srpska shall be responsible for ensuring and
providing the legal, scientific, technical, administrative and financial measures



necessary to protect, conserve, display and rehabilitate the National Monument —
Bridge of Mehmed-pasa Sokolovic.

For the purpose of preserving the property and preventing its further
deterioration, the Government of Republika Srpska (RS), in the shape of the
Ministry of Urban Planning, Public Utilities, Construction and the Environment of
RS, is responsible for acting in accordance with Ruling no. 06-362-116/90 dated
20 February 1990 issued by the Ministry of Regional Planning and the
Environment of Bosnia and Herzegovina requiring that shut down the ViSegrad
hydroelectricity plant, in regard to which approval for trial operations expired on 1
August 1991, until such time as the conditions have been met for final operating
approval as follows:

e the regulation of the Drina river bed downstream from the dam to the
Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge, and

¢ the repair of the piers of the old Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge in conformity
with the technical documentation certified by the relevant heritage protection
authority of Republika Srpska.

Summary:

Based on the date of its construction, historical value, workmanship and
proportions, the Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad is an outstanding
example of public buildings, specifically bridges, within the territory of Bosnia and
Herzegovina.

The Regional Plan for BiH to 2002 classified the bridge as category 0 — of
international importance.

Applying the Criteria for the adoption of a decision on proclaiming an item
of property a national monument, this national monument reaches the following
criteria (criteria of significance):

A. Time frame

B. Historic value

C. Artistic and aesthetic value

C.i. quality of workmanship

C.ii. quality of material

C.iii. proportions

C.iv. composition

C.v. value of details

C.vi. structural value

D. Clarity (documentary, scientific and educational value)

D.iii. work of a famous artist or builder

D.iv. evidence of a certain type, style or regional manner

E. Symbolic value

E.iii. traditional value

E.v. significance for the identity of a group of people

F. Landscape value

F.i. relation to other elements of an ensemble



F.ii. meaning in the townscape

F.iii. the building or group of buildings is part of a group or site
G. Authenticity

G.i. form and design

G.ii. materials and content

G.iii. use and function

G.iv. traditions and techniques

G.v. location and setting

G.vi. spirit and feeling

H. Uniqueness/rarity

H.ii. outstanding work of art or architecture
H.iii. work of a prominent artist or architect

The priority level of intervention is HIGH.

NOTE:

Condition

2. Poor:

Condition risk

B. Immediate risk of further rapid detorioration or loss of fabric, solution agreed
but not begun

Criteria employed for the Priority Intervention List:

The monuments are designated as national monuments,

They represents rear or unique example of the typology or chronological -
stylistic corpus,

They are damaged/destroyed during the 1992-1995 war in BiH or they are
endangered by the post war conditions (illegal constructions, lack of
funding for restoration and maintenance, inexpert reconstruction,...) and
are imposed to further deterioration,

Their restoration will encourage return process in BiH,

Their restoration will support development of the region.
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Bosna i Hercegovina Bosnia and Herzegovina
Komisija/ Povjerenstvo za o¢uvanje Commission to Preserve
nacionalnih spomenika National Monuments

Ref: 03-35-27/05-46
Sarajevo, August 31, 2005.

Pursuant to Article 33 of the Rules of Procedure of the Commission to Preserve
National Monuments, at its session held from 30 August to 2 September 2005 the
Commission to Preserve National Monuments adopted the following

DECISION
I
The Preliminary Technical Assessment (PTA) for the national monument of the
Mehmed-pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad, under the auspices of the Integrated
Rehabilitation Project/Assessment of the State of the Architectural and Archaeological
Heritage (IRPP/SAAH) which is an integral part of the Regional Cultural and Natural Heritage
Programme for South-Eastern Europe 2003-2005, is hereby adopted.
Il
This Decision has been adopted by the following members of the Commission:
Zeynep Ahunbay, Amra HadZzimuhamedovi¢, Dubravko Lovrenovi¢, Ljiljlana Sevo and Tina
Wik.
1]

This Decision shall enter into force on the date of its adoption.

Chair of the Commission

Ljiljana Sevo

Copies to:

1. Council of Europe

2. BiH Ministry of Civl Affairs
3. File



FOREWORD

In the framework of the European Commission/Council of
Europe Joint Programme on the Integrated Rehabilitation
Project Plan /Survey on the Architectural and Archaeological
Heritage (IRPP/SAAH), the present Preliminary Technical
Assessment (PTA) for the Mehmed Pasha Bridge in ViSegrad,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, was prepared by the Commission to
Preserve National Monuments associates: Mirzah Foco,
architect, associate for ensembles, historical, urban and cultural
landscapes, Amra Saranéié, architect, associate for
architectural monuments and external associates: Mustafa
Humo, civil engineer, Salko Kulukéija, civil engineer, Nermina
Mujezinovi¢, architect-conservator, headed by Mirela Mulali¢
Handan, Project Coordinator, in the cooperation with the PTA
expert group: Leader Dr. John Bold (United Kingdom); Experts:
Ms. Emma Carmichael (United Kingdom), Mr. Giorgio
Gianighian (ltaly), Mr. Andreas Heymowski (Sweden), Mr. David
Johnson (United Kingdom), Ms. Clairy Palyvou (Greece), Mr.
Pedro Ponce de Leon (Spain), Mr. Alkis Prepis (Greece).

The Preliminary Technical Assessment (PTA) was adopted by
the Commission to Preserve National Monuments at the 22"
session held from 30" August to 5" September 2005 by
following members:

Amra HadZimuhamedovi¢, architect, historian of architecture,
Dubravko Lovrenovié¢, historian,

Ljiljana Sevo historian of art,

Zeynep Ahunbay, architect and

Tina Wik, architect
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1. Introductory page

Site Map Mehmed PaSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge
Visegrad
1.1 Country/Territory: Bosnia and Herzegovina
1.2 Name of organisation Commission to Preserve National
compiling the information: Monuments

1.3 Contact name: Mirela Mulali¢ Handan

1.4 email address: mirela.m.handan@aneks8komisija.com.ba

1.5 Name and address of bulding(s) or site: The historical monument - Mehmed paSa
Sokolovi¢’s Bridge in ViSegrad

1.6 Inventory reference number(s): Decision for designation of national monument
No.: 08.2-6-101/03-5;

1.7 Building type(s): Vernacular architecture — historical monument —
bridge

1.8 Main date(s): Date of construction: end of 16" century (Bridge
was built between 1571 and 1577)

1.9 Current use(s): Currently in a use as pedestrian bridge

2. Executive Summary: the site and its management

The Mehmed-pasa Sokolovic Bridge is a national monument of international value. Built in 1571-77
over the River Drina, on the main route between Bosnia and Istanbul, the capital of the Ottoman
Empire, it was a key point in the development of the town of Visegrad, and the surrounding region.
This is an outstanding example of bridge architecture, founded by the locally-born Mehmed-pasa
Sokolovic, later the Grand Vizier to three sultans, and designed by the great court architect Sinan.
The Bosnian novelist Ivo Andric was awarded the Nobel prize for literature in 1961 for his epic novel
The Bridge over the Drina, which celebrates its long and dramatic history and the role it has played

in the lives of the people.

The bridge consists of 11 arched openings carried on stone piers. It has largely retained its original
appearance, surviving natural disasters and wars, but it is now in very bad condition, at the risk of
structural failure, instability and the erosion of its foundations because of the daily fluctuations in

water flow and level caused by the operation of a hydro-electric power plant downstream.

The current proposal is to consolidate, conserve and repair the bridge, preserving its original
structure and form. The Visegrad region is currently economically underdeveloped, and the
restoration of the bridge would act as a spur to sustainable development programmes and
strategies, potentially bringing back displaced persons and encouraging cultural tourism, as well as
saving a monument of international significance. The bridge is government owned and all the
responsible authorities are committed to its appropriate conservation and restoration and the further

development of the region.

Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge — ViSegrad — Bosnia and Herzegovina Expert mission: 9-13 November 2004
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3. Administrative information
3.1. Responsible Authorities

Authorities responsible for issuing decisions on and implementing decisions for national monuments,
as well as for the implementation of the conservation, restoration, presentation and rehabilitation
works, are as follows:

e Pursuant to authorisation given by Annex 8 of the General Framework Agreement for Peace in
Bosnia and Herzegovina, the Commission to Preserve National Monuments shall reach a
decision on entering the property on the List of National Monuments of Bosnia and Herzegovina,
applying the relevant criteria (Official Gazette of BiH no. 33/02).

e The Government of Republika Srpska shall be responsible for ensuring and providing the legal,
scientific, technical, administrative and financial measures necessary to protect, conserve,
display and rehabilitate the National Monument.

e For the purpose of preserving the property and preventing its further deterioration, the
Government of Republika Srpska (RS), in the shape of the Ministry of Urban Planning, Public
Utilities, Construction and the Environment of RS, is responsible for acting in accordance with
Ruling no. 06-362-116/90 dated 20 February 1990 issued by the Ministry of Regional Planning
and the Environment of Bosnia and Herzegovina

3.2. Building/Site, Name and Address, Map reference
Name: the historical monument of the Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad
Administrative location: Bosnia and Herzegovina, Republika Srpska, ViSegrad Municipality.

Description of location: The Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge is located over river Drina in the town
of ViSegrad.

Cadastral reference/land unit: there is no cadastral plot reference (in cadastral plans bridges are
not signed with cadastral plot references), c.m. ViSegrad, ViSegrad Municipality, Republika Srpska,
Bosnia and Herzegovina.

3.3. Map reference

Map references: Visegrad, municipality ViSegrad, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Europe.

Latitude 43.78° N,

Longitude 19.30° E

3.4. Type of monument

Architectural - Historical monument - 16™ Century Bridge

3.5. Ownership

Ownership:  State property

Occupation: Inregular use

Current use(s):Currently in use as a pedestrian bridge

After listing the Bridge of Mehmed pasa Sokolovi¢, in January 2003, the Commission has urged the
authorities of municipality ViSegrad to forbid use of the Bridge for traffic. In August 2003 vehicle
traffic was forbidden on the Bridge.

3.6. Statutory Protection/Constraints

Listed - At the 6" Session of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments (held from 21* till

27" of January 2003.) a decision to designate the historical monument of the Mehmed pasa
Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad as a National Monument of Bosnia and Herzegovina was adopted by

Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge — ViSegrad — Bosnia and Herzegovina Expert mission: 9-13 November 2004
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the following members of the Commission: Zeynep Ahunbay, Amra Hadzimuhamedovic, Dubravko
Lovrenovi¢, Ljiljana Sevo and Tina Wik. (Official gazette of Bosnia and Herzegovina No. 12/03.).

The provisions relating to protection and rehabilitation measures set forth by the Law on the
Implementation of the Decisions of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments, established
pursuant to Annex 8 of the General Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina
(Official Gazette of Republika Srpska no. 9/02) shall apply to the National Monument

Statutory protection and the statutory constrains on the National monument are:

For the purpose of preserving the property and preventing its further deterioration, the Government
of Republika Srpska (RS), in the shape of the Ministry of Urban Planning, Public Utilities,
Construction and the Environment of RS, is responsible for acting in accordance with Ruling no. 06-
362-116/90 dated 20 February 1990 issued by the Ministry of Regional Planning and the
Environment of Bosnia and Herzegovina requiring that shut down the ViSegrad hydroelectricity plant,
in regard to which approval for trial operations expired on 1 August 1991, until such time as the
conditions have been met for final operating approval as follows:

e the regulation of the Drina river bed downstream from the dam to the Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢
Bridge, and

o the repair of the piers of the old Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge in conformity with the technical
documentation certified by the relevant heritage protection authority of Republika Srpska.

To ensure the ongoing preservation of the property, the following zones are hereby defined:
Protection Zone |, covering the structure itself and a zone extending 100 meters upstream and
downstream from the bridge, and 100 meters in width on both sides. Within this zone, the following
measures shall apply:

e the construction of residential, commercial and agricultural facilities is prohibited,

o all works are prohibited other than conservation and restoration works carried out according to
an approved project and under the professional supervision of the heritage protection authority
of Republika Srpska,

e dumping of all kinds of waste is prohibited,

e motor vehicle traffic is prohibited until conservation and restoration of the Bridge is finished; after
that, experts will give their opinion whether the Bridge can or can not be use for vehicle traffic,

o all infrastructural works are prohibited other than in exceptional cases with the approval of the
relevant ministry and under the professional supervision of the heritage protection authority of
Republika Srpska,

e construction of any infrastructure or power facilities, quarries and other pollutants, the
construction or operation of which could be detrimental to the national monument is prohibited.

4. Summary of condition
4.1. Summary of Physical Condition

1. Very bad — structural failure and instability; major internal deterioration; major disaster
affecting most of the building.

Amount of war or associated damage:

1. No war or associated damage.

4.2. Condition Risk Assessment

A. Immediate risk of further rapid deterioration or loss of fabric, no solution agreed.
4.3. Priority for intervention

High

Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge — ViSegrad — Bosnia and Herzegovina Expert mission: 9-13 November 2004
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5. Existing information

5.1. Documentary sources

The main documentary sources for the Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge are libraries, register of the
Institute for protection of monuments FBiH and RS and register of the Commission to Preserve
National Monuments.

There are several published books that relate to the Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge or stone
bridges in general. In those books it is possible to find a description, photographs and historical data
of the monument, description of the interventions that were carried out on the bridge at the time.

The Register of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments is placed in the Office of the
Commission and it is available to all interested parties.

The Register contains the following:

Decision on designation of the historical monument of the Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge in
ViSegrad as national monument, with description of location, historical information of site as well
as of the Bridge, detail description of the Bridge, information on legal status to date, research,
conservation and restoration works and information on current state of the property;
Documentation on the location and current owner and user of the property (copy of cadastral
plan);

Data on the previous condition and use of the property, including drawings, descriptions and

photographs, data of war damage, data on previous restoration or other works on the property,

etc.

0 Situation plan of the wider area,

o Drawings of the bridge made during research and conservation works in 1911/1912:

1. plans of the bridge,

2. plan of the piers of the bridge,

3. cross-sections of the bridge,

4. downstream and upstream facades of the bridge,

o0 Propositions of the structural consolidation of the piers of the bridge by professor Gojkovi¢ —
expert for stone constructions, made during research and conservation works in 1980/1981,

0 Photographs on the previous condition of the Bridge, both surrounding and the bridge,

0 Photographs on the current condition of the bridge,

0 Movie made during underwater recording of the current condition of the foundations and
piers of the bridge. This movie, made in 2004, gives only a general view of the current
condition since it was not done under the leadership of bridge construction experts;

Several published works relating to the bridge.

5.2. Bibliography
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Celi¢, DZemal, and Mujezinovi¢, Mehmed, Stari mostovi u BiH (Old Bridges in BiH) Sarajevo 1969
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Herman, K, Journal of the National Museum, 1889 . Vol. |

Korkut, D., Obnova natpisa na Sokolovi¢a mostu (Restoration of the inscriptions on the Sokolovi¢
Bridge) Journal of the National Museum, 1939, Vol. Il
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5.3. Fieldwork already conducted

During the procedure for designation of the property a National Monument of Bosnia and
Herzegovina, in April 2003, experts from the Commission to Preserve National Monuments have
inspected the monument, determined its condition, and made technical assessment on the
restoration/rehabilitation of the structure.

The summary of their report on current condition of the bridge was:

Throughout its 430 years of existence the bridge has largely retained its original appearance, and is
one of the oldest surviving bridges in Bosnia and Herzegovina and indeed in the region as a whole.
Previous natural disasters, as well as dynamiting during World Wars | and Il, led to the destruction of
some sections of the bridge, which were restored to their original condition using original materials.
The construction of the Bajina BaSta hydroelectric power station (downstream of the bridge, located
at the territory of Serbia and Monte Negro) and the accompanying reservoir below the bridge has
diminished its aesthetic value. The water level of the existing lake is 2 metres higher than was
originally planned. The construction of the ViSegrad hydroelectric power station (upstream) has still
further altered the hydrology of the area and poses a threat to the bridge's stability.

Condition of the foundations of the Bridge was recorded by divers in August 2004.

During the procedure of filling the PTA form, in November 2004, an expert from the Council of
Europe and experts from the Commission to Preserve National Monuments inspected the
monument.

The findings of an on site inspection of the bridge are as follows:

e The bridge suffered no damage as a result of war action,

e Since the power plant is in constant operation, the bridge is exposed to fluctuations in water flow
and level on a daily basis, which directly jeopardizes its stability and future survival. Piers of the
Bridge are constantly exposed to heavy waves and changes of the environment, which reduces
bearing capacity of the stone. Temporary protection in the shape of steel panels has been
erected on the second and fifth piers, intended to prevent further erosion of the stone, but the
intervention has had no results ,

e Damages made on the pedestrian side have caused water leakage through the vaults, and
freezing in winter time,

e There has been shifting of outer layer of the stone between the third and fifth vault of the bridge
(as a result on internal changes),

e The bridge is at risk of rapid deterioration as a result of the lack of regular maintenance - due to
the lack of financial means.

5.4. Project in progress

Project of Preliminary Technical Assessment (PTA), led by Council of Europe, is the only project
currently in progress.

5.5. Project already planned
There are no projects already planned.
5.6. Financial estimates already made

For the restoration of national monument no financial estimates have been already made.
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6. Scope of PTA
6.1. Extent/Nature of assessment

Architect — expert, Mirzah Foco, associate for the cultural heritage and landscapes, in front of the
Secretariat to the Commission needed fifteen days to collect all necessary data and prepare the draft
decision on the designation of the property as National Monument (a report).

Members of the Commission, Zeynep Ahunbay — architect, Amra HadZzimuhamedovi¢ — architect,
Dubravko Lovrenovié — historian, Ljiliana Sevo — art historian and Tina Wik — architect, adopted a
decision on designation of the National Monument.

It took ten days for associates for the cultural heritage, Mirzah Foco, Selma ImSirevic and Amra
Sarangi¢, of the Commission, and Nermina Mujezinovi¢, arch. Conservator, Mustafa Humo, civil
engineer and Salko Kulukgija, civil engineer to fill in the PTA form.

All associates on the collection of data, drawing a decision and filling in the form are local experts.
Members of the Commission, Amra Hadzimuhamedovi¢, Dubravko Lovrenovié and Ljiljana Sevo are
local experts while Zeynep Ahunbay and Tina Wik are international experts.

6.2. Limitations of the study

There were no difficulties during the procedure of drawing a decision and filling in the PTA form
regarding the collecting required documentation on ownership of the building and the parcel nor
during the visit to the building/site.

But, the lack of available drawings and projects on building was a major hindrance. Moreover, there
was no access to necessary information such as the condition of the foundations recorded in 1981
by professor Gojkovi¢. Conservation project of foundations, made in 1981 by professor Gojkovi¢ was
also not accessible.

Problems with accessibility of documentation occurred as a result of war (documentation was
destroyed or has vanished).

7. PTA
7.1. Background
7.1.1. Summary description of the building/site

The bridge is one of the most magnificent works of architecture of the fifteenth to nineteenth
century in Bosnia and Herzegovina. The part of the bridge that spans the river consists of
eleven arched openings, of which the end opening on the right bank rests on two retaining walls
with the smallest span. The bridge is carried by nine great stone piers. On the left bank the
endmost opening rests on the angle of the bridge where it grades into the ramp. The width of
the road over the bridge is 6.00 m. The parapet walls are 60 cm thick and 179.44 m. long. The
access ramp is about 6.60 m. wide including the parapet walls, and about 120.00 m. long.
There are four arches in the ramp, a larger one in the angle (4.50 m. wide) and three smaller
ones spanning a brook that flows into the Drina. The arches are classical depressed arches with
relatively small excentric centres - about 1.00 m., with a depth of 85cm — making them almost
semicircular.

Above the facing walls, at the level of the roadway, is a moulded limestone cornice 30 cm high on
which rests a solid stone parapet. The sixth pier is ornamented. On the upstream side, it is of
triangular profile, grading into a rectangular extension bearing a blind portal with
chronogrammatic inscription. On the downstream side it is polygonal in shape, grading into a
rectangular extension with built-in seats, which are still used to this day.*

! The extent of damage and repairs is unknown except from what Evlija Celebija recounts in his 1625 travelogue. There are no written
documents subsequent to this date until the nineteenth century, in 1896, when the Drina rose to 15.4 m. above its normal level, or some
1.6 m. above the highest point of the bridge roadway. The korkaluk or parapet of the bridge was destroyed by the flood, but the rest of
the bridge and ramps survived undamaged. However, the piers, which stand on wooden grills, deteriorated with time and began to
undermine the stability of the bridge, as a result of which the foundations were repaired in 1911.
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7.1.2. Summary historic development of building/site

The bridge was built between 1571 and 1577 over the river Drina where the road linking Bosnia
with Istanbul ran (known as the "Carigradska dZada” or road to the Imperial city). The
construction of the bridge was entrusted to the great court architect KodZa Mimar Sinan, not only
the leading architect of the Ottoman Empire but one of the greatest builders in the entire world.
The benefactor who funded the construction was Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢, Grand Vezier to
three sultans from 1565 to 1579: Suleyman the Magnificent, Selim Il and Murat Ill. Mehmed
paSa Sokolovi¢ was born in the village of Sokolovi¢i near Visegrad, from which he was taken to
Turkey as a very young lad. Many other members of his family also occupied the highest
positions of state at that time, making the Sokolovi¢ family the most powerful both militarily and
politically in the Ottoman Empire in the second half of the sixteenth century.

The stone from which the bridge was built was quarried in Banja, about five kilometres
downstream on the right bank of the Drina. A wooden tower formerly stood on the middle of the
bridge; the date of its construction is unknown, but it was pulled down in 1886. The tower was
used as a guard-room, with a passage beneath closed by massive oak doors on both sides.
The tower was equipped with several small cannons known as Sibe. On the bridge itself, there
were two chronograms engraved with the years 971/1571 and 985/1577 respectively. The bridge
has experienced a number of major floods, of which the worst was in 1896, when the level of the
Drina was 1.60 m. above the bridge.

The bridge is known to have been repaired in around 1664, and again in 1875, 1911 and 1939/40.
When the Austrians withdrew from ViSegrad in 1914 one of the openings of the bridge was
destroyed, and the following year the Serb army destroyed another one when retreating. The
bridge remained in this condition until 1939 when it was repaired. During the intervening period,
1915-1939, the sections of the bridge that had been destroyed were provided with an iron
structure to make the bridge passable. When the Germans retreated in October 1943 that part
was also destroyed.

Chronology of the works on the Bridge:

1571-1577 — construction of the Bridge,

around 1625 — reparation works on the Bridge, as mentioned by E. Celebi, Turkish travelogue,

1875 - reparation works on the Bridge — reparation of the piers and wooden tower,

November, 1896 — big flood caused serious damages on the Bridge,

1911/12 - technical survey of damages and repair works on piers No.4,5,6,7,8 i 9 done by

Austrian engineers,

1914, 1915 — damage of the Bridge — two piers were blowen up by explosive, given the

strategic significance of the road and the Bridge in war-times in eastern Bosnia,

1939, 1940 - reconstruction of the destroyed sections of the Bridge,

1943 - damage of the Bridge for the same reasons as during World War 1, piers No. 3,4,5

and 6, along with five arches were completely destoyed,

9. 1949-1952 - reconstruction of the destroyed sections of the Bridge (During 1950, 1951 and
1952, the Road Administration of the Ministry of Local Traffic reconstructed the destroyed
vaults and carried out the restoration works on some sections. The restored sections were
constructed to match the preserved sections. The material was taken from the old quarry.
Restored were the roadway, parapet, sofas and portal.),

10. 1960 — reconstruction of the road leading over the Bridge,

11. 1966 — costruction of the hydroelectric power plant of Bajina Basta, downstream of the
Bridge,

12. 1980-1982 - after research works were conducted, the foundations of three piers (No. 5, 6
and 8) of the Bridge were repaired according to the project by professor Gojkovi¢, a civil
engineer. The works were suspended because of the lack of funds,

13. 1989 - costruction of the hydroelectric power plant of Visegrad, upstream of the Bridge,

14. 1991 - the reconstruction of the ramp; it was designed according to a project made by the
Institute for Protection of Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage of BiH,

15. 1992 — repair works started on pier No. 2 but they were never finished,
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16. 1992-1995 war in Bosnia and Herzegovina cut off the works. The Bridge, however, did not
suffer any damage as a result of immediate war actions,

17. 2003 - the vehicular traffic was suspended as requested by the Commission since the
structure was exposed to the risks of heavy traffic,

18. 2004 - the underwater video recording of the Bridge's foundations took place.

7.2. Significance

The Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge in Visegrad represents the most recognizable symbol of the
Balkan region, because of its artistic and historical value.

Through its 430 years of existence the bridge has largely retained its original appearance. It
represents a connection between past and present; between people, nations and cultures.

With its architectural beauty and importance, both for community and heritage management, the
bridge represents resource for the sustainable development for this region.

Applying the Criteria for the adoption of a decision on proclaiming an item of property a national
monument, adopted at the fourth session of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments (3 to
9 September 2002), the Commission has enacted the Decision.

The Decision is based on the following criteria:

A. Time frame
B. Historic value
C. Artistic and aesthetic value
C.i. quality of workmanship
C.ii. quality of material
C.iii. proportions
C.iv. composition
C.v. value of details
C.vi. structural value
A. Clarity (documentary, scientific and educational value)
D.iii. work of a famous artist or builder
D.iv. evidence of a certain type, style or regional manner
B. Symbolic value
E.iii. traditional value
E.v. significance for the identity of a group of people
C. Landscape value
F.i. relation to other elements of an ensemble
F.ii. meaning in the townscape
F.iii. the building or group of buildings is part of a group or site
G. Authenticity
G.i. form and design
G.ii. materials and content
G.iii. use and function
G.iv. traditions and techniques
G.v. location and setting
G.vi. spirit and feeling
H. Rarity and representativity
H.ii. outstanding work of art or architecture
H.iii. work of a prominent artist or architect

7.2.1. Summary statement of significance/historical and heritage importance

Based on the date of its construction, historical value, artistic and aesthetic values that can be
seen in the quality of work and material, its proportions and composition, quality of construction
and details, Mehmed-pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge is one of the most striking examples of public
edifices, especially bridges, in the Southeastern Europe.
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The bridge presents artistic inspiration and the symbol of joint life spirit including reconciliation of
people in this area and wider.

The historical value of the Bridge lies in the association of the prominent historical events and
persons with it:

Mehmed-pasha Sokolovi¢, the endower, Grand Vezier to three sultans (1565-579):
Suleyman the Magnificent, Selim Il and Murat Ill. The time of Sultan Selim Il and the
viziership of his son-in-law Mehmed-paSa Sokolovi¢ coincide with the inspired period of the
Turkish artistic renaissance in Sinan's time. It was the period of the greatest construction
activity in the Balkan area. It was, for Bosnia and Herzegovina and the surrounding areas, a
time which was characteristically best described by an old record noted a decade before the
death of Sokolovi¢. It literally says that during that time «the land was ruled by the mighty
Mehmed paSa Sokolovié.».

Constructor of the Bridge, great court architect Kodza Mimar Sinan, one of the greatest
builders in the entire world, recognized by the UNESCO. KodZza Mimar Sinan constructed
477 edifices, 9 of which bridges: among them 3 endowments of Mehmed-pasha Sokolovié. 6
bridges have still been intact. As compared to other Sinan's bridges ( e.g. Sultan Sileyman
Blyik Cekmece in Istanbul), which are either of smaller dimensions or were built on still
waters, this Bridge(171 metres long ,without the ramp; 7,20 metres wide) was built on a
rapid and whimsical river. All of this includes documentary, scientific and educational value,
unigueness and representative quality the Bridge is a work of an important builder, it gives
evidence about certain kind and style of construction, townscape value, etc., created in the
period of the greatest construction undertakings in the Balkans.

It was this bridge that, for its beauty, significance and influence on people’s life was an
inspiration to Ivo Andri¢, the Bosnian novel-writer, for his Nobel-prize award book" The
Bridge on the Drina”.

7.2.2. Historical
3 (high)

7.2.3. Artistic/Aesthetic
3 (high)

7.2.4. Technological
3 (high)

7.2.5. Religious/Spiritual
0 (no significance)

7.2.6. Symbolic/ldentity
3 (high)

7.2.7. Scientific/Research
3 (high)

7.2.8. Social/Civic
3 (high)

7.2.9. Natural
3 (high)

7.2.10. Economic
3 (high)

7.2.11. Category of significance:
Of outstanding international importance
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7.3. Vulnerability

The construction of the Bajina BaSta hydroelectric power station and the accompanying reservoir
below the bridge has diminished its aesthetic value. The construction of the ViSegrad hydroelectric
power station has still further altered the hydrology of the area and poses a threat to the bridge's
stability.

The historical monument of the Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge is either directly or indirectly

endangered by the following:

= Geo - Technical Instability / Erosion of the foundations construction, caused by frequent changes
of the water level; becaused of that and because of ageing proces structure of the Bridge is in
the danger of failure — deformations and collapse, loss of material, detachment, small cracking,

= Dam Construction / Deterioration of the stone construction of the piers due to frequent changes
of the water level,

= Neglect and Inadequate Maintenance, there are no signs, clear paths or guarding around the
Bridge,

= Lack of Financial Resources for maintenance and repair,

= Inadequate Planning followed by industrial development that actually ignores existence of the
bridge and poor integration of heritage into development plans; municipality ViSegrad, because
of that, became isolated “dig”, concerning economical, cultural and tourism development.

7.4. Technical condition

The part of the bridge that spans the river consists of eleven arched openings, of which the end
opening on the right bank rests on two retaining walls with the smallest span of 5.20 m. The other
ten arches have a span of from 10.70 to 14.80 m. The bridge is carried by nine great stone piers with
a width of from 3.50 to 4 m, and a length of about 11.50 m. On the left bank the endmost opening
rests on the angle of the bridge where it grades into the ramp. The width of the road over the bridge
is 6.00 m. The parapet walls are 60 cm thick and 179.44 m. Long. The access ramp is about 6.60
m. wide including the parapet walls, and about 120.00 m. long. There are four arches in the ramp, a
larger one in the angle (4.50 m. wide) and three smaller ones spanning a brook that flows into the
Drina.

The piers, arches and facing walls are made of limestone from the locality of quarry ViSegradska
banja. Some of the stone blocks are held together by iron clamps sealed with lead.

Due to the water impact piers and foundations of the bridge are damaged. Stability of the bridge is
endangered by decay of material.

7.5. Outline summary of required repairs

NOTE: Detail outline summary of required repairs is given as appendices on the page 25.
It is evident that the structural integrity of the bridge has suffered greatly due to:
" Ignorance of economical development subjects towards cultural heritage monument,
" Lack of maintenance.

To amend this situation following actions, set in four phases, have been recommended:

Stage 1: establishment of the stability and general condition of the bridge:

1. Preparation of the documentation needed for design of the research works project
. Collection and detail analysis of the existing documentation,
. Geodesist survey of current condition including:
- Profile of the riverbed
- Situation

- Cross sections
- Longitudinal section
- Downstream and upstream facade
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- Details (stone blocks in vaults, string course, local damages, etc)
- Location of all installations
" Architectural survey of current condition including
- Downstream and upstream fagade with precise geometry
- Longitudinal sections with elements from geodesist survey drawn in
- Cross sections
- Details (stone blocks in vaults, string course, local damages, etc)

" Detail record of all damages (using drawings made through survey)
. Collecting data on speed of the river under each vault
1. Research works on materials and condition of the construction
" Geodesist and geo-mechanic survey on type of the materials on places of
the piers and river banks
" Determining condition in the area above extrados of the arch
" Determining condition of the intrados of the arch
" Determining condition of the underlying base and foundations of the piers
" Determining condition in the enclosed places

NOTE: all research works include: physical-chemical analysis of the materials with
pathological description and static and petrology analysis of the construction materials used.

2. Processing of the results from research works
" Design of the hydrological study
" Design of the preliminary static analyses
. Conclusions and recommendations
Stage 1 112.000,00 EUR

TOTAL 112.000,00 EUR

7.6. Conservation policy and proposals
7.6.1. Broad summary of the vision for the site at this preliminary stage

The Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge is still part of an ensemble. Ensemble has radically
changed during past 50 years. The Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge represents one of the finest
examples of the bridge architecture of that period as well as the symbol of the town and region.

Reasons for conservation and restoration of the bridge and the main goal of this project would
be:

= To stop further destruction of the monument and to prevent its collapse,

= To raise consciousness of people about importance of culture, cultural heritage and cultural
identity,

= To initiate development of the town,

= To improve sustainable development of the whole region.

The project should aim at reducing or taking at acceptable level all causes endangering the
structural integrity of the bridge.

A conservation project of one the most important monument from Ottoman period, symbol of the
historical development of the region, should be focal point of development of cultural tourism.

Elements for tourism are already presented in the town — orthodox monastery Dobrun, artistic
colony within the Monastery and spa in ViSegrad.
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7.6.2. Conservation philosophy
There is no doubt that the bridge must be conserved.
The structural aspect of the bridge should be respected and preserved as much as possible.

Although the bridge has gone through numerous modifications and interventions over time,
original structure and appearance is still preserved. All modifications that have not affected the
appearance and significance of the bridge should be respected as a part of the history of the
bridge.

7.6.3. Level of interventions

The Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge shall be conserved and restored. The intention is to
conserve and repair the bridge, preserve its original structure and form.

7.6.4. Reconstruction
Reconstruction of original pavement after archaeological work is done.
7.6.5. Preliminary proposals for appropriate uses

Before finishing works on constructive repair, conservation and restoration, the Bridge should be
use only as a pedestrian bridge. After finishing all these works, and after static analyses, use of
the Bridge, weather it will be used as pedestrian or traffic bridge (vehicles with limited weight),
will be determined.

7.6.6. Opportunities for social uses and sustainable development

Because of war, population in ViSegrad town as well as in whole region has changed. Therefore,
conservation project of the Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge represents one of the possible
reasons for return of refugees/displaced persons to the territory of their pre-war 1992-1995
residence in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

Furthermore, through the conservation of the bridge comes promotion of its significance as an
architectural and heritage monument of outstanding value, and ignition of development of
cultural tourism.

7.6.7. Broad assessment of priorities

The priorities for constructive repair and conservation of the Bridge are as follows:
= Research works and detailed survey of the Bridge

= Constructive repair works of the Bridge

= Conservation works on the Bridge

= Restoration works on the Bridge

7.6.8. Public access

In the frame of development of the Municipality and the whole region, it is necessary to prepare
a Programme of development of tourism in the Municipality and the region, and to include this
and other monuments into the Programme. In that way the bridge and its significance would be
brought closer to the public. In order to include the bridge in the future tourist route, it is
necessary to repair the access road and to place road signs and information boards.

Having in mind the function of the bridge it will be fully open to the public.

Selling of appropriate souvenirs and booklets could supplement the funds set aside for the
maintenance of the bridge.
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7.6.9. Other benefits
Benefits from the conservation of the bridge, in relation to the community are as follows:
o0 Return of refugees/displaced persons at their pre-war residence,
0 Promotion of culture in means of tourism,
o0 Preservation of landscape.
7.7. Finance
7.7.1. Broad assessment of budgetary need and phasing
Broad assessment of budgetary need is estimated based on prior experience:

Stage 1
Establishment of the stability and general condition of the bridge: 112.000 EUR

1. Preparation of the documentation needed for design of the research works project

Collection and detail analysis of the existing documentation, 3.000 EUR
Geodesist survey of current condition including: site plan, longitudinal and 2.000 EUR
lateral cross-section, facades, details and position of installations

Architectural survey of current condition including: site plan, longitudinal 2.000 EUR
and lateral cross-section, facades and details

Detail record of all damages (using drawings made through survey) 1.000 EUR
Collecting data on speed of the river under each vault — gathering data on 500 EUR
past performance of river and reservoir

TOTAL 8.500 EUR

2. Research works on materials and condition of the construction

Geological geomechanical study of types of materials used on piers and 20.000,00
buttresses:

- testdrillings from roadway to substrate layer (rock);
- process samples,

- report

Determine condition in area above arch extrados: 7.000,00
- excavate test shafts at previously agreed positions
- determine strata and details:
0 hydro insulation — study condition,
o infill — study physical and chemical characteristics of the
materials,
o inner side of spandrel walls — study condition,
0 upper side of stone arch — study condition, take and test
samples, ascertain possible presence of metal cramps

Determine condition of arch intrados: 15.000,00
0 determine possibility of erecting temporary scaffolding in
certain places
o erect scaffolding as previously agreed
0 study condition of stone blocks and joints

Determine condition of base of piers and foundations of the structure: 48.000,00

- identify positions and technical options for constructing cofferdams;
the aim being to study the condition in at least one pier position yet to
be repaired and in at least one pier position repaired in 1980/81

- issue tender, collect bids, select contractor and make final decision
on places where cofferdams are to be built
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- carry out cofferdam works
- determine condition in enclosed areas with emphasis on:
0 detailed survey of damage
o taking samples of materials and testing to identify
physical, chemical and biological characteristics
0 determine condition of previously repaired foundations
0 determine condition of timber grillage
0 investigate existence of timber piles
- Additional underwater survey of remaining areas
Take samples and test materials from the ViSegradska banja quarry 5.000,00
TOTAL 95.000 EUR

3. Processing of the results from research works

Design of the hydrological study 3.000 EUR
Design of the preliminary static analyses 4.500 EUR
Conclusions and recommendations 1.000 EUR
TOTAL 8.500 EUR
TOTAL 112.000,00 EUR

7.7.2. Assessment of possibilities for attracting investments

Possible Investors of the conservation works on the bridge are the Government of Republika
Srpska, Government of BiH and various non-governmental and humanitarian organizations.

Because of its outstanding value — a monument built by one of the most important architects in
the World — the bridge can be attractive for investors from all over the world.

It is important to stress out that the aim of the project is not only preservation of the Bridge itself,
but preservation of the surrounding landscape as well.

7.7.3. Assessment of possibilities for recovering investments
Assessment of possibilities for recovering investments is unknown.
7.7.4. Have you already tried to raise funds for this site or monument?

In 2003, the Commission to Preserve National Monuments launched a Campaign to protect the
heritage at risk of BiH, and the Bridge was marked as a priority. Through public presentations,
exhibitions, workshops, etc., the Commission has been drawing attention of the public, as well
as competent BiH and European institutions to the importance and dangers to which the
Mehmed-pasha Sokolovi¢ bridge has been exposed and the need for its repair.

» The Commission requests the Council of Ministers of BiH to provide 125 000$ for urgent
protection measures,

= The Institute for Protection of Monuments requests Government of Republika Srpska to
secure 100 000 $ for the preparation of a project of urgent protection.

7.7.5. Have you already received funds for this site or monument?

Government of Republika Srpska, has given 16.000 euro in August, 2004 for underwater
documentation of the Bridge. .
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7.8. Recommendations
7.8.1. The Building or Site

The basic purpose of a conservation project of the Bridge is conservation of the monument of an
outstanding value itself. Conservation of the bridge will lead, by itself, to the revival of the
surrounding territory.

By the very conservation of the bridge, some of the prerequisites for the return of
refugees/displaced persons could be met. For that reasons the conservation of the bridge should
start as soon as possible.

The bridge has been classified as category A - Immediate risk of further rapid deterioration or
loss of fabric, no solution agreed.

Since the bridge is at risk of collapse its structural consolidation should start as soon as
possible.

7.8.2. Requirement
Further work required:

= Detailed survey to complete existing documentation and to make further one,

= Detailed survey and analyses of structure and current condition to make evaluation of the
Bridge

= Researched works and evaluation of the Bridge needed to make constructive repair project,
conservation and restoration project and provide cost more certainty.

Further work required for completing / making documentation and evaluation of the Bridge
include following:

Preparation of the documentation needed for design of the research works project
= Collection and detail analysis of the existing documentation (archives, libraries,
Institutes, etc),
=  Geodesist survey of current condition including:
— Profile of the riverbed
— Situation
— Cross sections
— Longitudinal section
— Downstream and upstream facade
— Details (stone blocks in vaults, string course, local damages, etc)
— Location of all installations
= Architectural survey of current condition, architectural drawings in scale 1:100, 1:50,
1:25, including
— Downstream and upstream facade with precise geometry
— Longitudinal sections with elements from geodesist survey drawn in
— Cross sections
— Details (stone blocks in vaults, string course, local damages, etc)
= Detail record of all damages (using drawings made through survey) architectural
drawings in scale 1:25, 1:10, 1:5;
= Collecting data on quality of water and speed of the river under each vault;

Research works on materials and condition of the construction

= Geodesist and geo-mechanic survey on type of the materials on places of the piers
and river banks (making enquiry boring from pavement till river rock with analyze of
samples);

= Determining condition in the area above extrados of the arch (making trial excavation,
analyze of waterproof and other layers and materials — bonding and stones),

= Determining condition of the intrados of the arch (including montage of inquiry
scaffolding),
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= Determining condition of the underlying base and foundations of the piers (making
embankment and determining condition of at least two piers, one never repaired and
one repaired in 1982.),

= Determining condition in the enclosed places (taking samples and analyses of all
materials and structures).

1. Preparation of the documentation needed for design of the research works project

Collection and detail analysis of the existing documentation, 3.000 EUR
Geodesist survey of current condition including: 2.000 EUR
Architectural survey of current condition including 2.000 EUR
Detail record of all damages (using drawings made through survey) 1.000 EUR
Collecting data on speed of the river under each vault 500 EUR
TOTAL 8.500 EUR

2. Research works on materials and condition of the construction

Geological geomechanical study of types of materials used on piers and 20.000,00
buttresses:
- testdrillings from roadway to substrate layer (rock);
- process samples,
- report
Determine condition in area above arch extrados: 7.000,00
- excavate test shafts at previously agreed positions
- determine strata and details:
0 hydro insulation — study condition,
o infill - study physical and chemical characteristics of the
materials,
0 inner side of spandrel walls — study condition,
0 upper side of stone arch — study condition, take and test
samples, ascertain possible presence of metal cramps
Determine condition of arch intrados: 15.000,00
0 determine possibility of erecting temporary scaffolding in
certain places
o erect scaffolding as previously agreed
0 study condition of stone blocks and joints
Determine condition of base of piers and foundations of the structure: 48.000,00
- identify positions and technical options for constructing cofferdams;
the aim being to study the condition in at least one pier position yet to
be repaired and in at least one pier position repaired in 1980/81
- issue tender, collect bids, select contractor and make final decision
on places where cofferdams are to be built
- carry out cofferdam works
- determine condition in enclosed areas with emphasis on:
0 detailed survey of damage
o taking samples of materials and testing to identify
physical, chemical and biological characteristics
o0 determine condition of previously repaired foundations
0 determine condition of timber grillage
0 investigate existence of timber piles
- Additional underwater survey of remaining areas
Take samples and test materials from the ViSegradska banja quarry 5.000,00
TOTAL 95.000 EUR
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Experts required for all above mentioned works are:
- architect conservator
- stone conserver
- landscape architect
- civil engineer
- structural engineer
- structural analyst
- archaeologist
- art historian
- geodesist

A time limit for the execution of preparation of documentation and research works is
approximately 6 months.

7.8.3. Management

The provisions relating to protection and rehabilitation measures set forth by the Law on the
Implementation of the Decisions of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments,
established pursuant to Annex 8 of the General Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and
Herzegovina (Official Gazette of Republika Srpska no. 9/02) shall apply to the National
Monument — Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ bridge.

The Government of Republika Srpska shall be responsible for ensuring and providing the legal,
scientific, technical, administrative and financial measures necessary to protect, conserve,
display and rehabilitate the National Monument.

After conservation, the owner of the Bridge, State, shall be responsible for the management of
the building.

Considering the fact that the conservation design has not been prepared, nor the conservation
works on the building started, it is impossible to provide any names of organizations/persons
responsible for either the conservation procedure or their degree of responsibility.

7.8.4. Summary of Recommendations

Mehmed paSa Sokolovi¢ Bridge is a monument that should be preserved as a monument of a
place and history.

It is governmental property and responsible authorities for all works on monument, as set in
Decision of the Commission to Preserve National Monuments, are the Government of Republika
Srpska, the Ministry responsible for regional planning in Republika Srpska and the heritage
protection authority of Republika Srpska. All mentioned authorities are guarantee that
conservation and restoration works will be carried out in most appropriate manner.

Sustainability of the bridge mostly depends on public and institutional awareness about
significance of the bridge and development of the town.

Management layout:

0 The Commission to Preserve National Monuments is responsible for drawing the protection
measures of the National Monument.

0 The Government of Republika Srpska and responsible Ministry are responsible for issuing a
rehabilitation approval.

0 Team of experts for protection is responsible for implementation of the restoration and
conservation works.
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PTA carried by:

Commission to Preserve National Monuments

Local experts:

Mirzah Fo€o, Architect, Associate for Ensembles, Historical, Urban and Cultural Landscapes,
Mustafa Humo, Civil Engineer,

Salko Kulukéija, Civil Engineer,

Nermina Mujezinovié, Architect-Conservator, and

Amra Saranéié, Architect, Associate for Architectural Monuments

headed by Mirela Mulali¢ Handan, Project Coordinator,

In the cooperation with PTA expert Pedro Ponce de Ledn, Architect

Sarajevo, 8" of December, 2004.
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PTA — APPENDIX |
TECHNICAL DESCRIPTION
Monuments and ensembles

Part of the Description Damage Proposed type of intervention Priority of
building Assessment intervention
and Diagnosis
1. | Foundations Rubble Erosion of Works needed are High/
masonry with foundations constructive repair. extremely
lime bonding caused by Replacement of damaged high
mortar influence of parts, injection of fluid mass (foundations
water. and possible reinforcement of | of piers No. 3
foundations. and 7)
Foundations of piers No. 3
and 7 are most endangered
and their priority of
intervention is extremely high.
Foundations of piers No. 1, 2
and 4 are endangered but not
as much as 3and 7.
Foundations of piers No. 5, 6
and 8 were constructive
repaired in 1982, and they
seem to be in good condition.
Foundation of pier No. 9 was
repaired in 1912.
2. Piers Stone blocks | Erosion of piers Works needed are High
with lime and damages constructive repair,
mortar. Stone | of stone blocks | conservation and restoration
blocks are caused by works. Replacement of
connected influence of damaged parts and possible
with iron water. repair by injection.
clamps.
3. Vaults Stone - siga Smaller Works needed are
blocks with damaged constructive repair,
lime mortar. caused by conservation and restoration
Stone blocks | agenesis and works. Replacement of
are mechanical damaged parts and possible
connected influences. On repair by injection.
with iron vaults between
clamps. piers No 10, 9
and 8 liking of
water is seen
able. Cause of
that may be
damage of
water proof
layer or
damage of
installation
tubes.
4, Arches/ Stone - siga Smaller Works needed are High
barrels of blocks with damages conservation and restoration
the bridge lime mortar. caused by works. Replacement of
and Stone blocks | agenesis and damaged parts. Possible
spandrel are mechanical reinforcement of upper layer.
walls connected influences.
with iron
clamps.
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5. | Solid stone | Stone blocks Parapetis in Works needed are Low
parapet with lime good condition. | conservation and restoration
mortar works. It is recommended
that the parapet should be
cleaned and repaired where
necessary.
6. | Pavement | Stone blocks Waterproof Works needed are Medium
layers are conservation and restoration
damaged. works. Waterproof layers
should be replaced. Stone
pavement should be checked
and replaced where needed.
7. | NiSa (Niche) | Stone blocks NiSaisin a Works needed are Low
with lime good condition. | conservation and restoration
mortar. Stone works. NiSa should be
blocks are cleaned and repaired where
connected necessary.
with iron
clamps.
8. | Bridge ramp | Stone blocks | Bridge ramp is Works needed are Medium
with lime in a relatively conservation and restoration
mortar. Stone | good condition. | works. Bridge ramp should be
blocks are repaired.
connected
with iron
clamps.
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BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA
Ministry of Civil Affairs

Number: 01-35-624/05
Date: 14 October 2005

Bosnia and Herzegovina
COMMISSION TO PRESERVE NATIONAL MONUMENTS

RE: Preliminary Technical Assessment of the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge

The Ministry of Civil Affairs has considered the Preliminary Technical Assessment of the
Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad.

The Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge is one of the most important architectural monuments
from the 15" century in Bosnia and Herzegovina. This monument is under threat due to the
construction of the ViSegrad hydroelectric power plant and the frequent changes in the water
level, but also due to inadequate and irregular maintenance resulting from a lack of funds.

The Ministry of Civil Affairs fully accepts the Preliminary Technical Assessment of the
Mehmed Pasha Sokolovié¢ Bridge in Visegrad.

Sincerely,

MINISTER
Dr Safet Halilovi¢
[signature]



Bosna i Hercegovina Bosnia and Herzegovina
Komisija/ Povjerenstvo za oCuvanje Commission to Preserve

nacionalnih spomenika National Monuments

Number: 03-35-27/05-46
Sarajevo, 31 August 2005

Pursuant to Article 33 of the Rules of Procedure of the Commission to Preserve National
Monuments, at its 22" session held from 30 August to 2 September 2005, the Commission to
Preserve National Monuments passed the following

DECISION

|
The Preliminary Technical Assessment (PTA) for the national monument — the
Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad has been adopted as part of the Integrated
Rehabilitation Project Plan / Survey of Architectural and Archaeological Heritage
(IRPP/SAAH) within the Regional Programme for Cultural and Natural Heritage in Southeast
Europe 2003-2005.
1
This Decision was passed by the Commission as follows: Zeynep Ahunbay, Amra
HadZimuhamedovi¢, Dubravko Lovernovi¢, Ljiljana Sevo and Tina Wik.

The Decision shall come into force on the day of its passing.

Commission Chairperson
Ljiljana Sevo
[signature]
Deliver to:
1. Council of Europe

2. Ministry of Civil Affairs
3. ala



Summary of Visegrad Municipality Decision

The Decision No. 02-022-152.1/05 passed by the Visegrad Municipal Assembly on 30
December 2005 states that the Visegrad Municipality has adopted the Management Plan for
the Historical Monument — the Mehmed Pasha Sokolovi¢ Bridge in ViSegrad in its entirety.

It further states that Management Plan goals shall be included in the Annual
Programmes of the ViSegrad Municipality and funding for their realisation shall be secured in
the Municipality Budget. The ViSegrad Municipality shall do everything within its
competences to ensure sustainable management of the National Monument and its protection.
To this end, the Municipality shall cooperate with authorities and institution of Republika
Srpska and Bosnia and Herzegovina and especially the Commission to Preserve National
Monuments.

The Visegrad Municipality shall ensure the monitoring of all activities envisioned by
the Management Plan and shall to this end employ an Associate for monitoring the
implementation of the Management Plan at its Spatial Planning, Residential and Public
Utilities Department. The Decision was signed by RedZep Jelaci¢, President of the Visegrad
Municipal Assembly on 20 December 2005.
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Nacionalni spomenik

HauuoHanHu cnoMeHuK
National Monument

Bosna i Hercegovina, Komisija / Povjerenstvo za ocuvanje nacionalnih spomenika

BocHa n XepuerosuHa, Komucuja 3a ovyyBame HauUoHaNHUX CoMeHuKa

Bosnia and Herzegovina, Commission to Preserve National Monuments

Uzvodna fasada mosta / ¥3soaua ¢gacaga mocra / Upstream facade of the bridge
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MOST MEHMED-PASE
SOKOLOVICA

Historijski/povjesni spomenik

Most je izgraden u periodu od 1571. do 1577.
godine, na mjestu gdje je put povezivao
Bosnu sa Carigradom. Izgradnja mosta
povjerena je turskom graditelju, Kodza
Mimar Sinanu, dvorskom arhitekti 1
vrhovnom graditelju carstva, jednom od
najvecih arhitekata svijeta. Zaduzbina je
Mehmed-pase Sokoloviéa, velikog vezira
trojice sultana (1565.-1579.) Sulejmana
Velicanstvenog, Selima II 1 Murata III.
Mehmed-pasa Sokolovié¢ roden je u selu
Sokoloviéi kod Visegrada. U drugoj
polovini/polovici 16. stoljeéa Sokoloviéi
predstavljaju najmoéniju porodicu/obitelj na
vojnom 1 politickom planu otomanske
imperije.

U svojoj historiji/povijesti most je izdrzao
nekoliko poplava. U poplavi 1896. godine
nivo/razina rijeke Drine bio/bila je 1,60 m
iznad mosta. Most je popravljan oko 1664.,
1875., 1911., 1939.-40. 1 od 1949. do 1952.

godine.
Most u Visegradu spada medu najstarije

o¢uvane mostove u Bosnii Hercegovini.

Komisija/Povjerenstvo za oc¢uvanje nacionalnih
spomenika donijela/donijelo je odluku, kojom se
historijski/povijesni spomenik - Most Mehmed-
pase Sokoloviéa u Visegradu, proglasava
nacionalnim spomenikom Bosne i Hercegovine.

Ostec¢enje, unistenje ili prisvajanje spomenika,
kao i nedopusteno obavljanje istrazZivanja i

drugih radova na spomeniku predstavlja
kriviéno djelo.

UGROZENI SPOMENIK

([

____'__.______ — — — — — —

L[

MOCT MEXMEAO-NALIE

COKOJIOBURA

HcTopHjcKH CIOMEHHK

MocT je usrpahen y mepuoxy ox 1571. mo
1577. romuHe, Ha MjecTy TIje je IOVYT
nmose3uBao bBbocHy ca Ilapurpanmowm.
HUarpagma mMocTa HIoOBjepeHa je TYPCKOM
rpagurtesby, Koma Mumap CuxHasny,
IBOPCKOM AaApXHUTEKTH MW BPXOBHOM
rpaguTes/by IIapcTBa, jeIHOM oJ HajBehmux
apxuTekaTa cBUjeTa. 3anyxkbuHa je
Mexmen-name CoxomoBuha, BeJHUKOT
Besupa Tpojuine cyarana (1565.-15679.)
Cynejmana BemuuancrBenor, Cenuma II n
Mypara III. Mexwmexn-mama CoxosoBmh
pohern je y ceny CoxomoBmhm Ko
Bumerpaza. ¥ apyroj momoBuHHM 16. BIjeka
CorkonmoBuhu mnpeacTaBbajy HajMOhHU])Y
TOPOAUNILY Ha BOJHOM H IIOJIUTUYKOM ILJIAHY
OTOMAaHCKe IMIIepH]e.

Y cB0OjJO] HMCTOpPH]HM MOCT Je H3APKao
HEeKOJUKO IomjaBa. ¥ mnomnjaBu 1896.
roguHe HUBO pujeke IlpuHe 06mo je 1,60 m
uzHag MocTta. MocT je monpaBsbaH oKo 1664.,
1875., 1911., 1939.-40. u ox 1949. mo 1952.
ToIuHe.

Moct v Bunierpany cmamga Mmehy HajeTapuje
ouyyBaHe MocToBe y BocHMu 1 XepIieroBMHMU.

Komucuja sa ouyBamhe HaIUOHATHHUX CIIOMEHHKA
JOHH]jesa je OJJIYKY, KOJOM Ce HCTOPHJCKH CIIOMeHHK
- Moctr Mexmem-name Coxomoemha y Bumerpany,
nporJamiaBa HAaLUMOHAJHMM clioMeHMKoM DBocHe u
XepleropuHe.

Omreheme, ymmmrTeme HJIM IpHCBajame
CHOMEHHKA, KAa0 H HeZONywTeHo obaBbaibe
HCTPAsKHBAIGA M JPYIrHX pagoBa HAa CHOMEHHKY
NpeJCTAB/ba KPHBHYHO XjeJio.

YIT'POXEHUW CMNOMEHUK

B . — — — — — —

firfl Al

THE MEHMED-PASHA
SOKOLOVIC BRIDGE

Historic monument

The bridge was built in the period from 1571
to 1577, at the place where a road connected
Bosnia with Constantinople. A Turkish
architect, Kodza Mimar Sinan, who was a
court architect and chief architect of the
empire, as well as one of the most 