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FOREWORD

The SUSTCULT project has reached its conclusion and presented the prepared documents. The drafters on the 
Slovenian side have approached a somewhat unusual task in terms of the addressed subject - the preparation 
of the Management Plan for each unit of heritage in the area of the Vipava Valley, the Soča Valley and Goriška 
Brda. The task was unusual due to the joint management treatment of substantively different objects of cultural 
heritage on one hand, fragmented administrative area among a number of municipalities and fragmented 
ownership structure on the other hand.

It is a positive move that the SUSCULT project began preparing a common Management Plan. None such 
document existed so far for this area with numerous and varied cultural heritage objects, which so far have not 
been managed uniformly or have not been managed at all. This is a fundamental document that will guide the 
future management, but also the strategy of protection and preservation of cultural heritage. The Institute for 
Protection of Cultural Heritage has participated in the preparation of the document with its knowledge on the 
individual objects of cultural heritage, which for many years have been under its monitoring and professional 
guidance regarding their protection and conservation . It is our expectation that the document will have a 
positive impact on the recognition of the values   of cultural heritage and that the local population, which lives 
with this heritage and defines it as a reflection and expression of their values, identities, religious and other 
beliefs, knowledge and traditions in its sustainable use and its marketing, will recognize the economic benefits 
for their lives and survival.

Now that we have this document in front of us, we can say that it represents a major connecting element and 
a good foundation for further joint activities in the maintenance, preservation and management of cultural 
heritage. It is our desire to promote the document as an example of networking, cooperation and common 
actions, which are the key for successful work in the field of conservation, maintenance, management and 
promotion of the cultural heritage. Many stakeholders have cooperated in the preparation of this document 
and during  common conversation and the process of finding the best solutions, they have strengthen the 
links among them. We wish for the Management Plan to be applicable and that all stakeholders would use it 
as often as possible when planning their future projects. All this work has been done for the conservation and 
management of heritage that shapes our area and ourselves at the same time. 

Prepared by:

Ernesta Drole, Prof. of History and Sociology

Institute for Protection of Cultural Heritage, Head of the Regional Unit Nova Gorica
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1 INTRODUCTION

The development of the Management Plan for World Heritage properties is required according to Article 5 
of the Convention Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage (1972), with the aim 
“to adopt a general policy which aims to give the cultural and natural heritage a function in the life of the 
community, and to integrate the protection of that heritage into comprehensive planning programmes.

The drawing up of the Plan was made with the aim to involve the stakeholders in respond to the developments 
and threats that the Vipava Valley and Goriška face and to give ways of day to day management issues related 
to the protection and revitalization of the Site.

The preparation of the Plan was made in the framework of the SUSTCULT Project (‘’Achieving SUSTainability 
through an integrated approach to the management of CULTural heritage’’) funded by the European Union.

The SUSTCULT project’s main objective is to improve the effectiveness of heritage sites management through 
the development of an integrated approach capable of preserving valorising the complexity of the SEE cultural 
heritage, by encouraging a more active consultation and agreement coordination among the responsible 
authorities, the stakeholders and local communities.

Main project activities include the setting-up of 7 local networks and a transnational SEE network in the field of 
cultural heritage management, the development and running of a Web GIS platform, the definition and testing 
of a common transnational methodology for integrated planning and management of cultural heritage, the 
development/revision of management plans, the definition of a sustainable marketing strategy framework for 
site-specific cultural resources based on local market analyses and business plans.

To accomplish the goal of improving management and preservation of the SEE heritage, another important 
effort has been undertaken: capacity building and training for managers and stakeholders actively involved in 
management issues through the accomplishment of an e-learning course of 100 hours followed by 6 seminars 
held at the SUSTCULT sites with the support of international experts and based on a “learning by doing” approach.

The Regional Development Agency of Northern Primorska ltd. Nova Gorica is the local partner participating in 
SUSTCULT’s implementation in coordination with 12 institutions from 7 different countries of the South-East 
Europe (SEE).

The process of the preparation of the Plan was preceded and linked with other SUSTUCULT activities: 

•  Development and running of a Web GIS platform for heritage knowledge management and promotion.
•  Definition of a common transnational methodology for integrated management of cultural heritage sites.
•  Design and realization of a transnational training package (on-line and onsite training courses) to increase 

management capacity;
•  Definition of a sustainable marketing strategy framework for site-specific cultural resources based on local 

market analyses and business plans.

The SUSTCULT Methodology was used for the preparation of the MP with the aim to improve the preservation 
and valorization of the cultural heritage in Vipava Valley and Goriška. 

The SUSTCULT local network established in the concerned project area and composed by the representatives 
of the public authorities, NGOs, business and civil society, was a supportive group for the implementation of 
SUSTCULT activities and especially for the preparation of the Plan. The transnational SEE network represented a 
fruitful cooperation tool for sharing experiences and best practices in the management of the cultural heritage.

The development of the WEBGIS Platform for mapping the Vipava Valley and Goriška served as a good data 
basis for the preparation of the Plan, which filled it with the updated information on cultural heritage, tourism, 
cultural and economic activities in the Site.

Following the SUSTCULT Methodology, which is based on relevant documentation already available for the 
preparation of management plans, included four phases: pre-phase, planning, implementation and monitoring. 
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The added value of the SUSTCULT Methodology is that it provided some practical tools to support the preparation 
of relevant annexes of the Plan in order to support partners in involving and sharing responsible bodies, stakeholder 
and local communities since the very beginning of the project trough the Consultative Committee periodic 
meetings. It was then possible to test the Methodology and collect, analyze and formalize the stakeholders’ 
feedbacks and to consider their different points of view within decision-making process.

During the preparation phase a Consulting Committee was established which is composed by the representatives 
of the local organizations, involved directly or indirectly in the management of the Site. Six workshops and one 
meeting were organized with the actors involved, during the planning and implementation phases, where their 
feedback, ideas and suggestions for the definition of the Vision, General and Specific Objectives, analysis of 
pressures and issues (SWOT analysis), Action Plan and fiche-projects were gathered.

Twelve representatives of the managing authorities for the project area attended the online courses and twenty 
participants attended the onsite training courses for the management of the cultural heritage. The trainings 
sessions were assisted by experts, who also took part in the Consulting Committee for the preparation of the Plan 
and participated at workshops and meetings organized for the finalization of the Plan. 

The marketing strategy and the business plan for the selected areas of the Site, will follow up the objectives 
prepared by the Plan, relevant to revitalization and stimulation of the jobs through tourism development.

The Management Plan describes the Site and sets out its special significance. It identifies management issues and 
objectives for addressing them, and sets out an action Plan.

The Plan is a partnership document. It provides guidance for organisations and individuals operating within the Site. 
The Plan represents the consensual view of the members of the Site Steering Group, and has been developed in 
consultation with the local communities and relevant organisations and agencies. We would like to particularly mention 
the Institute for Cultural Protection from Nova Gorica, which assisted in preparation of key parts of this document. 

The successful implementation of the Plan, and the achievements of its aims, will depend to a large extend upon 
participation and partnership of local stakeholders, bodies of public, private and NGO sector, some of them already 
identified and actively involved, with more or less active role in the preparation of this document.

The issues and objectives within the Plan are expected to retain their relevance for at least five to ten years, some 
for much longer. However to ensure continued relevance, a formal review of issues and objectives is desirable at 
least every six years.

In terms of status, the Plan sits within a framework of strategies at local level. Chief amongst these is the Regional 
Development Programme 2007-2013 (now followed with next programming period 2014 - 2020), which defines 
key directives of development and the strategic aims to be achieved in this period. One of the main goals of the 
region’s development and developmental priority of this document is among others Excellence in Tourism, which 
for sure will stay also for the next programming period. The Regional Development Agency of Northern Primorska has 
in partnership with other local development agencies in charge for these strategies and in order to achieve this 
partnership institutions and stakeholders must further develop the tourism potentials of the area with rich history 
and diverse geographical characteristics. 
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Initialy 13 sites above were proposed, in the process of interaction with stakeholdres following 8 sites were 
proposed and agreed by stakeholders to be part of complete list and as follows:

Kromberk - Grad # 913

Solkan – Železniški most - # 673

Solkan - Vila Bartolomej - # 9602

Frančiškanski samostan na Kostanjevici -  # 4799

Zemono – Dvorec # 870 (private ownership)

Vipavski Križ – mesto # 819

Šempeter pri Gorici – Corroninijeva vila # 4879

Vipava - Lanthierijeva graščina # 818

Dobrovo - Grad Dobrovo # 99

Vipolže - Vila Vipolže # 820 (restoration work in the process)

Miren – arheološko območje Grad in cerkev Žalostne Matere božje  # 3847

Vogrsko – Bozicijeva vila # 834 (rent by Mayor)

Kanal – Trško jedro 
# 218,( which includes Gallery Riko Debenjak, 
Gotic house, Fiščeva house, memorial room of Riko 
Debenjak and memorial room Marija Kogoja)

1.1. What do we manage with this Management Plan 

With this Management plan following 19 sites in the Vipava Valley and the Goriška region will be managed
(Note: titles are original in Slovene language and as from the register):  

Kanal – Vila Rabatta # 23274 (housing) 

Šmartno v Brdih – Vas # 753

Vrtojba -  Stražarski stolp # 16175 (visit possible on pre-agreement where to collect key) 

Sanabor – arheološko najdišče Gradišče in sv. Danijel # 4959 (access on private land)

Ajdovščina – arheološko najdišče Castra # 3

Goče – Vas # 157

Bukovica pri Gorici – arheološko najdišče Britof # 4746

Renče – vila Renče # 15863

Note: Sites were selected according to the criteria set by state, Ministry of Culture. Namely each site, which is identified 
as important and valuable form the point of cultural heritage is on the national list of cultural monuments. Division on 
the list is following: listed heritage, registered heritage (on the list with s.c. EŠD (evidence heritage number), monument 
of local importance, monument of national importance, European heritage and UNESCO heritage (all sites which are 
registered and on the list of register of cultural heritage have EŠD  - evidence heritage number). It would be of extreme 
importance that each site is in the process of further management and development included in Carrying capacity 
assessment in order to get data for sustainable and long term management, development or maintenance.
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2 VIPAVA VALLEY AND GORIŠKA REGION – BRIEF 
DESCRIPTION AND BOUNDARIES

Project area of the Site is defined as Vipava Valley as its core territory but overall geographic territory is 
all Goriška Region (See Maps 1, 2 and 3, bellow). On the Map 4 it shows selected 19 individual locations of 
cultural heritage and importance, selected in the SUSTCULT project, which are proposed to be managed by 
this Management Plan. 

Core project area is Vipava Valley (see Map 3)and broader Goriška region (see Map 1) as overall territory. 
Transitional valleys such as the Vipava valley have through the history always represented the area of migrations, 
many different armies travelled through the valley,  trade routes were established and thus the possibility of 
settlement of the territory was given. It is no different in case of Vipava Valley.

This passage was used in the migration of people from the east and south-east to the west, and of course vice 
versa. Vipava Valley specialty is a wide opening to the west, while the east is limitted by the Trnovski gozd and 
Nanos towards Razdrto and Hrušica. Vipava Valley does not only represent the plains adjacent to the river Vipava, 
but it is a broad band between Trnovski gozd, Čaven, Nanos and Vipava hills that separate the valley from the 
Karst. The Mediterranean climate, which penetrates to the valley from the west, allows the development of 
agriculture. Bora wind, northeasterly wind, which from the mountain peaks comes down to the valley with high 
speed has not only influenced the design of dwellings, but also turned the course of the world history. 

Goriška is a historical region in western Slovenia on the border with Italy. It comprises the northern part of the 
wider traditional region of the Slovenian Littoral (Primorska).
The region stretches from the Julian Alps (Mt. Triglav) in the north down the Soča River to Nova Gorica and the 
Karst Plateau in the hinterland of Trieste. It encompasses the following municipalities (from north to south):

Bovec Kanal ob Soči Miren-Kostanjevica

Kobarid Brda Ajdovščina

Tolmin Nova Gorica Vipava

Cerkno Šempeter-Vrtojba Komen

Idrija Renče-Vogrsko Sežana

It is entirely included in the Goriška statistical region, except for the southernmost municipalities of Komen and 
Sežana, which are part of the Coastal-Kras statistical region.

Goriška borders on Upper Carniola in the northeast and Inner Carniola in the east. In the south, it is confined 
by Slovenian Istria and the Trieste city limits. Together with the adjacent Italian provinces of Gorizia, Udine and 
Pordenone in the west, it may be considered part of the larger Friuli (Furlanija) region.
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Map 1: The Goriška region in broader geographic layout

No. of popluation in bordering regions to Goriška region:
Furlanija Julijska krajina: 1.236.103 (Source: Wikipedia, January 2013)

Gorenjska region: 203.192 

Obalno-kraška region: 110.743

Central region: 531.811

Notranjsko-kraška region: 52.256

(Source: Surs, Slovenian regions in numbers, 2012)

Nova Gorica – administrative centre of the valley:
Population: 31,911

Surface area (sq km): 279

The Goriška region - province:
Population: 119,126 

Surface area (sq km): 2,325
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Map 2: Municipalities of the Goriška region

Map 3: The Vipava Valley as part of broader Goriška region and its core project area
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Map 5: Defined Cultural Heritage Route

Map 4: Selected  sites of the cultural heritage within SUSTCULT project, which are proposed to 
be managed 
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3 GEOGRAPHICAL AND MORPHOLOGICAL 
DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE 
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3 GEOGRAPHICAL AND MORPHOLOGICAL DESCRIPTION 
OF THE SITE 

The Vipava Valley and the Goriška Region   

The Vipava Valley and the Goriška Region lies in the western part of Slovenia, on the transition from central 
Slovenia to the Friuli lowlands. From east to west it is surrounded by the Nanos and Hrušica plateaux as well as 
the distinctive Trnovo forest; the Vipava Hills in the south separate it from the Karst. In the west the Vipava Valley 
runs into the Goriško plain.
Between the Plateaus of the Trnovo Forest and that of the Kras/Karst stretches the valley praised by the viniferous 
hills and the numerous palaces and castles. Accompanied by an experienced guide you can discover the traces 
of the Roman Empire and get an insight into the battles fought hereabout by different armies. You can spot 
natural monuments, admire the old traditions and customs of this territory or simply enjoy the hospitality of the 
people of the Valley and the region.

Cultural and natural heritage

The cultural heritage of the Vipava valley and Goriška region is very rich.  It has special cultural landscapes, 
suitable for fruit and wine production. Valley was always seen as a “green garden” and supply of locally produced 
food and drinks, which all influenced traditional way  of life, particularly Bora wind, northeasterly wind, which 
from the mountain peaks comes down to the valley with high speed has not only influenced the design of 
dwellings but also some historical facts.
There are numerous sacral monuments and sites and, the majority of them are churches that were being built 
from the Gothic period on. Nevertheless, the Baroque period had the most profound impact on them. Besides 
the varied and valuable interior equipment inside the churches, they also represent a typical feature of the 
countryside.
 
The entire northern part of the region is part of high Julian Alps - almost all settlements are situated in the 
deeply carved, glacially reshaped Soča valley. The Soča is one of the last intact Alpine rivers, very popular with 
holidaymakers and water sports fans. The central part of the region - the Idrija Mountains - is heavily dissected 
and hardly passable. Towards the south it continues into the forested karst plateaus of Banjšice and Trnovski 
gozd which drop abruptly - with an almost 1000 m high cliff - into the fertile and densely populated Vipava 
valley, distinctively Mediterranean in terms of climate and culture.

Brief history of the project area

In the middle Ages, the territory of the region belonged to the once important Oglej (Italian Aquileia) patriarchs and 
the dukes of Gorica (Italian Gorizia) whose heritage was taken over by the Habsburgs in 1500. The northern part of 
the present border between Slovenia and Italy also separated Austria and the republic of Venice in the 16th century, 
while its southern part was delimited by the Treaty of Paris between Italy and Yugoslavia (1947) and finally confirmed 
by the Treaties of Osimo (1975). The state and ethnical borders do not overlap, leaving Slovene population also on 
the Italian side of the border.
 
The famous Isonzo Front, dividing Austrian and Italian armies, ran across the mountains above the Soča River during 
World War I - along the front, over a million soldiers died on both sides. After disintegration of the Austro-Hungarian 
Empire (1918), the area was granted to Italy with the Treaty of Rapallo (1920), while after World War II it became part 
of Yugoslavia with the Treaty of Paris (1947). Today, it is divided among 12 municipalities.
 
The southern part of the region is easily accessible from both the Slovenian side as well as the Italian side; a motorway 
through the Vipava valley is constructed, and connects Slovenian and Italian motorway networks. The northern part 
of the region is rather marginal in a traffic sense - it is accessible only through the Soča valley from south to north and 
across high mountain passes.
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Between high Alps and the Mediterranean Plain

The position of the region along the Slovene-Italian border is very favourable for its southern plain part, while it 
increases the peripheral character of its larger mountainous part. Despite being only a little over 100 km away 
from Ljubljana and relatively close to the densely populated Friuli plain in the neighbouring Italy, the upper 
part of the Soča valley is not easily accessible due to the mountainous terrain, while the main pass towards 
Gorenjska, leading across the Julian Alps, is closed throughout the colder part of the year. This part of the region 
is an area of intensive depopulation. Its natural resources are poor and its weak economy is strongly dependent 
on tourism. The intact Soča River and picturesque mountainous landscape, especially in the southern part of 
the Triglav National park, offer numerous tourism development potentials which are largely unexploited. Parts 
of the region were devastated by strong earthquakes in 1976 and 1998 - the damage reparation has been 
largely financed from the national budget.
 
In the central mountainous part of the region, one of the most important mercury mines in the world operated 
for almost five centuries in Idrija. After 1986 it was gradually shut down, while the town with the surroundings 
was very successfully reoriented into manufacturing of machine equipment and electro-mechanics industry.
 
The situation in the southern, Mediterranean part of the region is entirely different. After the town of Gorica 
(Gorizia in Italian) was given to Italy in 1947, the town of Nova Gorica which gradually developed into an 
important regional centre was established on the Slovene side of the border. On both sides of the border 
they knew how to take advantage of the border location - intensive over-border co-operation was established 
especially in trade, transport and tourism sectors, so that Goriška has the lowest unemployment rate in Slovenia 
(6.1%).
 
The advantage of this part of the region is also the Mediterranean climate, enabling specialisation of agriculture 
into wine, fruit and vegetables growing. Although the Vipava Valley is the largest plain in the Mediterranean part 
of Slovenia, favourable natural conditions for growing more sensible fruits and vegetables are far from being 
fully exploited compared to the plain on the Italian side of the border.
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In the Soča river basin
 
The Goriška region occupies 2 325 km² (11.5% of the national territory) and is mostly covered with high 
mountains and hills in the Soča river basin. In the north there are high Julian Alps with the deeply incised 
upper Soča valley. The middle part comprises heavily dissected Idrija mountains in the Idrijca river basin 
(the highest peak is Porezen, 1630 m), towards the south extending into the forested Trnovski gozd karst 
plateau with altitudes 1 000-1 300 m and into the slightly lower Banjšice plateau and middle Soča valley 
along Soča river, between upper Posočje and Gorica.
 
On their southern side, the plateaus descend steeply - with over a 1 000 m high escarpment -into the 
fertile Vipava valley along the Vipava river, the Gorica plain along the Soča and the Goriška brda hills along 
the Italian border. The southern part of the region has Mediterranean climate with the average annual 
temperature of 12.5ºC in Bilje (monthly temperatures between 3.5ºC in January and 22.2ºC in July). The 
average annual precipitation ranges between 1 870 and 1 070 mm (in the mountainous part between 2 
000-3 500 mm). The peculiarity of the Vipava valley is bora, a turbulent descending wind which can blow 
with a speed of over 50 m/s in winter months.
In mountainous parts of the region, the majority of settlements and agricultural land is located in the 
narrow river valleys - the areas outside the valleys are sparsely settled due to steep slopes. The largest town 
in the Soča valley is Tolmin (population 3 700); other local centres are Bovec (1 600) and Kobarid (1 200) and 
Kanal (municipality totals of 5 986 inhabitants) in the Soča valley and Idrija (5 900) and Cerkno (1 700) in 
the Idrija mountains. Unlike the mountainous part of the region, its southern part is densely settled. Larger 
towns are Nova Gorica (population 13 500) by the Italian border and Ajdovščina (6 400) and Vipava (1 600) 
in the Vipava valley. 
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4 SIGNIFICANCE - DESCRIPTION OF THE qUALITIES AND   
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SITE

As already stressed in the previous text, the cultural heritage of the Vipava valley and Goriška region is very 
rich.  It has special cultural landscapes, suitable for fruit and wine production. Valley was always seen as a “green 
garden” and supply of locally produced food and drinks, which all influenced traditional way  of life, particularly 
Bora wind, northeasterly wind, which from the mountain peaks comes down to the valley with high speed has 
not only influenced the design of dwellings but also some historical facts. 

Important particularity of the valley that influences all life in the area is its openness towards west. From this side 
Mediterranean climate reaches it and this is the reason why the vegetation time is two months shorter than in 
central Slovenia. Because of this typically Mediterranean plants grow here (figs, laurel...). Despite this the climate 
upon northern highlands is continental which means snow in winter. Mixing of both climates helps to a bigger 
biodiversity of animal and plant species. There are many endemic amongst them. 

All these features and more helped in the creation of the significance of the place, which depends on the 
elaboration of “significant” aspects of the area, as the follows (see detailed text on significance and elaboration bellow):

•	 Movement of people because of the conformation of the land (commerce, transportation, etc.)
•	 Utilisation of natural resources for agricultural and building sectors (quarries, mining activities, etc.) purposes 
•	 Human creativity on settlements design
•	 Human creativity in the establishment of military/protection systems
•	 Expressions of spiritual/religious associations (ex. M. Pogacnik)
•	 The natural features which characterise the specific geology and morphology of the area

Historical significance

Vipava Valley was used in the migration of people from the east and south-east to the west, and of course 
vice versa. Through it  travelled many armies, numerous battles have  devastated the villages which later 
struggled for decades, new settlers came and cultivated the area for further generations. The continuous 
thread of life of human history, which rotates from the peaceful exploitation of natural resources to the 
turbulent times when energy and knowledge have been used only for destruction, killing, subjugation of 
space and the people in it. This never completely interrupted spiral development has experienced also the 
Vipava valley. Its specialty is a wide opening to the west, while the east is limitted by the Trnovski gozd 
and Nanos towards Razdrto and Hrušica. Vipava Valley does not only represent the plains adjacent to the 
river Vipava, but it is a broad band between Trnovski gozd, Čaven, Nanos and Vipava hills that separate the 
valley from the Karst. The Mediterranean climate, which penetrates to the valley from the west, allows the 
development of agriculture. Bora wind, northeasterly wind, which from the mountain peaks comes down 
to the valley with high speed has not only influenced the design of dwellings, but also turned the course of 
the world history. The strong wind is expected to have decided the battle in 394 between Theodosius and 
Eugenius and gave rise to the collapse of the Roman Empire into Western and Eastern part.
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First inhabitancy

Historians have discovered that Vipava valley and Goriška region was already inhabited before 0 A.D., maybe even in 
later Stone Age. The big boom has surely come at the times of the Roman Empire. There are several excavation sites to 
prove that. In this area a famous battle took place between two hundred thousand man armies of Theodosia the Cesar 
and his opponent Eugenie. This battle shaped the whole of Europe latter on. The armies fought for two days (on 5th 
and 6th of September 394) and the final result is considered to be the splitting of the Roman Empire in two parts. 
The area was populated very early in the history, which is confirmed by numerous prehistoric archaeological 
sites. Remains of ancient forts on the outskirts of Vipava valley ranging from Sanaborja all the way to St. Catherine 
on Kekec are not the only witnesses of the settlement in the Vipava Valley. During the construction of the 
express-way through Vipava valley there were new discoveries of prehistoric settlements in the plain area near 
Log at Vipava and near Zemono. 

Roman period

The route through the Vipava Valley has also been used by the Romans during their spreading of the empire to 
the east. Roman legions were penetrating to the east from Aquileia, which was established for this purpose in 
the second century BC. Along the valley they built a road and a fortified outpost Fluvius Frigidus (later named 
Castro), which occurred south of the prehistoric fortified settlement Školj. New military fortress was surrounded 
by walls and towers. However, the decay of the Roman society could not have prevented by the most fortified 
defense system. In the 5th and 6th century  new peoples penetrated the Vipava valley and Friuli plain: Huns, 
Ostrogoths, Lombards, and later Slavs. Archaeological findings at prehistoric sites mentioned above indicate 
that the respective arrivals inhabited constantly the existing settlements. Individual sites show continuity 
throughout the Antiquity and the Middle Ages up to modern times. The new people continued living on the 
old foundations. This continuity of settlement gives this place a special meaning and value.

Area in 18th – 19th century

When talking about the military and the strategic importance of the valley we cannot ignore its role in the recent 
times. At the end of the 18th and early 19th century, Austrian and French army several times to walked through 
the Vipava valley. In 1797, the French army has been mooving towards Ljubljana, but in the same year they 
had to withdraw. 1805, the Austrian units once again were withdrawing from the French. The Austrians began 
to fortify the surroundings of Razdrto because that area was an important strategic point. The Vipava valley 
represented a weak point in the defense of the country, in case of an armed conflict. Its strategical important 
role  is documentes by the remains of Sanaborju where we  find an ancient fort and medieval architectural 
remnants which are visible on the eastern slope of the hill. A system of trenches with numerous bullett holes is 
still preserved. These are the remains of the third line of defense in the I World War. 

Middle Age

During the Middle Ages, this place was managed by three strong managers: the patriarchs of Aquileia,  the Counts 
of Gorizia and the Habsburgs. The Counts of Gorizia have, through the institution of the legal profession acquired 
large estates of the patriarchs of Aquileia. Their service in general is the most flagrant example of taking advantage of 
entrusted advocacy. (Kos, 1994) The Habsburgs have taken over  the estates  of the Counts of Gorizia in 1500, after their 
extinction. Important geographical location of the Vipava Valley was conditioned also by the maintenance of good 
transport links. Thus, the Austrian military map from the 18th century indicates that the road in the Vipava valley from 
Gorica to Ljubljana was always and entirely in good condition
The only settlement with the status of a town until the end of the feudal era was Vipavski Križ, which got town rights in 
1532. However,  by its legal nature it never truly become equal to other towns. Status of the market  belonged to Vipava 
and Podnanos (Šentvid). Many rich and important men were coming to Vipava valley and Goriška region. It is full of 
castles and has a nick name The Valley of Courts and Castles. We find them in Vipava, at Col, Slap, Velika Žablje, Vipavski 
Križ and elsewhere. Many of them though are in poor state but some, like court Zemono, still demonstrate their glory.
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Farming

Another particularity is also farming. At lowlands the climate is ideal for fruits and vegetables. At hills insulated 
by sun we have vineyards used to produce fine wine. People from this region have in Valvasor times supplied 
Vienna and other big cities with fruits (cherries, peaches and apricots). At almost every village of this wine 
region, arched cellars have remained functional (»velbani hrami«). People use to sing and greet foreigners in 
them. Industrialisation began its rapid progression after the Second World War. Fortunately there is no heavy 
industry in the valley. 

Map 6: Sites selected in the SUSTCULT project (as reference to those in the text above)

Note: see additional text on significance of Vipava Valley and Gorica region incuding building type in Annex 1, 
(prepared by  ZVKDS OE Nova Gorica, Institute for Protection of Cultural Heritage of Slovenia, Regional Unit Nova Gorica) 
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5 MANAGEMENT AND OWNERSHIP  

Management and ownership of the sites are interdependent. This is due to the size and complexity of the Site 
and because of the mix ownership of the historic property, which are both in public and private ownership. 
Following public institutions are owners and managers of the public property in the Valley, be it land or 
buildings: 

•	 Municipality of Nova Gorica
•	 Municipality of Ajdovscina
•	 Municipality of Vipava
•	 Municipality Brda
•	 Municipality Kanal
•	 Municipality Šempeter-Vrtojba
•	 Municipality Renče-Vogrsko
•	 Municipality Miren

They are fully responsible for the maintenance, management and strategic development of these properties, 
including responsibility for planning development and control. Municipalities are also in a way drivers of local 
economic development. Their co-operation is mainly on the level of Regional Development Plan, i.e. they propose 
their development priorities and projects to be in the action plan of RDP. Otherwise co-operation in mainly on 
cross-municipal projects and in this perspective heritage development as tourism potential is also important.

Tourism, which should primarily be based on the area’s heritage, is showing itself as a great common 
development potential of the whole area. There are also certain agricultural products that could be seen as 
important heritage of the area. Main stakeholders will be local population as well as tourists who will come to 
explore the area and its interesting cultural sites.

Local economy and tourism
There is couple of good reasons why sustainable tourism could be such development potential of the whole 
area of Vipava Valley and the Goriška Region, namely:

Economic regeneration. Heritage products in tourism could be created as a tool for rural economic 
regeneration. The heritage offer extends tourism from existing centres into new and under visited areas, by 
increasing the number of visitors, extending their stay, and diversifying the attractions and services offered to 
them: expansion, extension and diversification.

Contributes to regional tourism development. The heritage product is a tourism product which makes 
the natural and cultural heritage of a region the focal point of the offering. The development of such a product 
is, therefore, an integral component of the development of the whole region as a tourism destination. But a 
heritage product is only one product, and many regions, such as Goriška have also other tourism products on 
offer which may be important for overall economic development of the territory. 

Complements other tourism products. Although a heritage product focuses on only some of the attraction 
of a region, it can be complementary to other tourism products on offer. A heritage product can also contribute 
to a wider choice of products for target markets. 

Transferable. The heritage concept as may be developed in the Vipava Valley may be transferable to other 
regions and countries where there is sufficient natural and cultural heritage to attract tourists and where there 
is a local desire both to benefit from tourism and to safeguard that heritage. This is particularly the case in parts 
of central and eastern Europe where established settlement patterns and rural economies have developed 
similarly to those in Slovenia.
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Sustainable tourism.  A heritage product focuses on the natural and cultural assets of a rural region. This 
runs the risk of exposing some of the most vulnerable sites in a region to excessive numbers of tourists. The 
preparation of a heritage product, therefore, must include a tourism »carrying capacity study« at each proposed 
tourism site. If a sudden increase in tourists risked damaging the physical or natural attributes of a site, or if 
it were to exceed the tolerance of the local people, it should not be included in the heritage product until 
preventive measures can be implemented.

The Regional Development Agency of Northern Primorska has in partnership with other local development 
agencies prepared the Regional Development Programme 2007-2013 (and is currently preparing 2014 – 2020 
RDP), which defines key directives of development and the strategic aims to be achieved in this period. One 
of the main goals of the region’s development and developmental priority of this document is among others 
Excellence in Tourism. In order to achieve this we must further develop the tourism potentials of the area with 
rich history and diverse geographical characteristics. 
Following other institutions and public bodies – on the national and regional level are also responsible for the 
management and administrative say on sites: 
•	 Governmental Units (strategy and legislation) – Ministry of Education, Science, Culture and Sport and 

Ministry of Agriculture and Environment
•	 Ministry of Infrastructure and Spatial Planning
•	 Institute for the Protection of Nature
•	 Institute for the Protection of Cultural Heritage
•	 Church
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They are responsible i.e. to provide guidelines on repair and conservation of historic buildings and 
monuments, to provide advice on implementation of renovation or reconstruction of those. They also prepare 
development policies for the protection of cultural and natural heritage and provide advice in expertise for 
the management of these sites. They are also in charge to issue all planning permition which concerns 
infrastructural, housing and other spatial development. They also provide development support for different 
fields such as infrastructure, Spatial Development, agriculture, rural development, nature protection etc.

Ownership

Of course one of the key owners in the Valley and region in overall is also Church, which owns churches and 
adjacent buildings including many historic buildings and land.

Important ownership of the valley is in the private ownership including land and some of the historic 
buildings. Effective management of the Site therefore relies upon the actions of many individual owners, 
which is one of the issues identified in this plan

Ownership of units of cultural heritage, included in the project are following (note: Slovenian titles are kept 
as to the original quoting):

Unit of cultural heritage Ownership
Grad Kromberk Goriški museum

Solkanski most Slovenian railways Ltd.

Vila Bartolomei Goriški museum

Samostan Kostanjevica v Novi Gorici Franciscan Monastery Kostanjevica

Dvorec  Zemono Tomaž Kavčič/private

Vipavski Križ Municipality Ajdovščina

Dvorec Coronini Municipality Šempeter - Vrtojba

Stražarski stolp v Vrtojbi Municipality Šempeter - Vrtojba

Lanthierijev dvorec Municipality Vipava

Grad Dobrovo Municipality Brda

Vila Vipolže Municipality Brda

Briška hiša Municipality Brda

Mirenski grad Municipality Miren-Kostanjevica

Dvorec Vogrsko Municipality Renče-Vogrsko

(Kanal - Trško jedro) Municipality Kanal ob Soči/private

Kanal – Vila Rabatta Municipality Kanal ob Soči/private

Šmartno v Brdih - Vas Municipality Brda

Stražarski stolp v Vrtojbi Municipality Šempeter -  Vrtojba 

Sanabor – arheološko najdišče Gradišče Private/Public

Castra – arheološka dediščina v Ajdovščini Private/Public

Goče – village Private/Public
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6 PRESSURES, ISSUES AND CHALLENGES

Introduction

This section sets out the pressures and issues facing the Vipava Vallley, followed by the objectives identified to 
address them. To achieve comprehensive management, it is essential to have thorough understanding of the 
Site, its vulnerabilities and threats, and the opportunities arising from its status. The Sites status offers many 
opportunities including: 

•	 Improving the management and condition of the Site
•	 Improving its accessibility and use
•	 Contributing to the cultural and economic vibrancy of the local and visiting community

Grouping the issues

The issues have been grouped under the following headings:

•	 Managing Change
•	 Conservation
•	 Interpretation, Education and Research
•	 Physical Access
•	 Visitor Management

These groups relate to ideas rather than particular areas of the Site. This is due to the size, complexity and 
diversity of the Site. Inclusion of an issue in the Plan is not to suggest that no work is being carried out to address 
it, rather it is to acknowledge that there is more work to do. The numbering of the issues does not indicate 
prioritisation.

Management issues

Managing change issues and challenges

Managing change is one of the most significant pressures on the site. While it is necessary to ensure that 
adequate protection and management mechanisms are in place to avoid change that would be detrimental to 
the Site, change also bring potential opportunities. 

Appropriate and highly quality development can improve the Site’s condition, presentation and accessibility for 
residents and visitors. The role of Partnership of Local and National stakeholders in this management 
and monitoring process will be crucial. This monitoring takes place through the Steering Group, and it is 
essential that it remains effective and meets regularly. It also needs to be recognised and an influential body. 
At present its structure and profile is not adequate and high as it should be. Delivery of actions should be 
structured, and an annual work programme set. One method of supporting the annual programme of work, as 
well as raising the profile of the Steering Group and improving interpretation of the Site, Is to produce regular 
newsletters.

It is neither possible nor appropriate for the local authorities to be the sole funder. Additional funding partners 
are required continually to deliver actions across the full range of activities. There are possible opportunities 
to re-invest money generated through heritage attractions into heritage protection and enhancement. Such 
mechanisms require further exploration.

The primary method of physical protection for the Site is achieved through the planning system. The planning 
system alone, however, can not provide all the protection that Site requires and should be used in tandem with 
measures such as risk assessment and mitigation, and awareness raising amongst those who are involved in, or 
impact upon the condition of the Site. There are many different plans and strategies, from a variety of bodies, 
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which impact upon management of the Site. It is important that these plans work with, and not against the 
aims and objectives of this Plan.

The importance of local community (-ies) in enabling the protection and management of the Site can not be 
overestimated. Many of the Site’s cultural assets selected are in private individual ownership, and each individual 
property has an impact on the condition and presentation of the Site. Community engagement in the Site’s 
management, as well as in optimising the benefits of its status, is important to the success of the Plan.

The preservation of historic buildings and environments contributes inherently to sustainable development, 
in that is maximises the use of existing materials and infrastructure, retains considerable embedded energy and 
reduces waste. It also maintains historic character which, in turn, provides social and economic benefits.

Following issues were identified for the Site: 

Issue 1: The Plan’s aims, objectives and desired outcomes need to be achieved effectively

Issue 2: There is a need to establish clearer and more consistent leadership for the Site, political and otherwise 
(RRA should play important role in the respect in the future)

Issue 3: There is a need to secure the long-term provision of appropriately qualified staff to manage the Site 
through the planning system

Issue 4: There is a need to access alternative funding sources, and re-invest funds generated from the heritage 
into management and conservation, so that responsibility for funding for the Site does not fall disproportionally 
upon the local Authority

Issue 5: There is a need to clarify the relationship between the cultural heritage and the economy, and better to 
measure, understand and appreciate financial and other benefits

Issue 6: There is a risk that all relevant policies, strategies and other plans, both at national and local level, may 
not take account of the values of the Site and are not applied effectively

Issue 7: There is a need to manage the complexity of the Site, and co-ordinate significant amounts of information 
held by various different organisations

Issue 8: There is a need to monitor the Site’s general condition regularly and access the implementation of the 
Management Plan

Issue 9: There is a need to raise the local community’s awareness of the value and relevance of the Site, and 
to promote the opportunities and responsibilities the Site brings, as well to enable property owners make 
informed decisions

Issue 10: There is an opportunity to realise the potential benefits of greater community involvement, and the 
opportunity that the Site’s status brings for regeneration, education, culture and civic pride

Issue 11: There is an opportunity for greater engagement of the local business community in the management 
of the Site

Issue 12: There is a need to manage the permanent tensions between conservation and development

Issue 13: There is a need to address challenges of integrating contemporary design within the Site and to 
encourage high quality development schemes

Issue 14: There is a need to address sustainability issues, including climate change, and to manage the permanent, 
inherent tensions between the needs for adaptation and conservation

Issue 15: There is a need for further research into relationships between sustainability and conservation, and to 
disseminate learning through education, training and public information
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Conservation issues and challenges

Responsibility for maintaining and conserving locations of the Site now rests with both public and individual 
property owners, and is dependent on their enthusiasm and understanding, and the support and resource 
available to them. Long term conservation also requires continuing education and awareness about materials, 
techniques and quality. Following issues were identified:

Issue 16: There is a need to promote co-ordination and responsibility across complex ownership patterns

Issue 17: There is a need for effective management of all elements of the Site’s historic environment, to protect 
the authenticity and integrity

Issue 18: There is a need to manage disused or damaged buildings, structures and sites, which deteriorate faster 
than those in use, and quickly bring them back into productive, economic use

Issue 19: There is a need to address the long-term availability of materials and skilled craftsmen to maintain the 
fabric of the Site

Issue 20: There is a need to safeguard the Site’s historic buildings and archaeological structures, ensure they 
remain in general good condition, and protect them from inappropriate and/or inadequate maintenance

Issue 21: There is a need to identify and safeguard important views, both within and beyond the Site and 
manage them appropriately

Issue 22: There is a need for continued research into the archaeology of the Site, so that it is better understood 
and is effectively used in the maintenance and management of the Site

Issue 23: There is a need to secure the necessary capital investment to realise opportunities to improve the 
quality and maintenance of the Site public realm

Interpretation, Education and Research

Enhancing understanding for all – residents, workers, visitors, distance learners etc. – is complementary to 
the work of protecting and conserving the Site, and is intimately connected to managing physical access and 
the appearance of the public realm.

The current web portal for the Site is provided within the SUSTCULT project, but an independent web site, 
linked with major web sites of the Goriška and Vipava Valley would be beneficial, and would help address 
many other actions in this Plan including raising the profile of the Steering Group, improving interpretation and 
providing guidance.

The interpretation of Vipava Valley benefits from its topography. The surrounding hills of Trnovska planota have 
provided important viewpoints for cartographers and admirers throughout history and should be recognised 
and appreciated also in future.

The Goriška region and Vipava Valley stages a number of major, annual festivals, and the opportunity exists for 
this to be developed as Heritage festival.

The success or failure of the Site managements depends on the extent to which Site is understood and 
appreciated. Improving understanding and appreciation is underpinned by focused research and 
dissemination. There is a need to encourage research generally, and to establish focused research agendas and 
priorities. Following issues were identified: 

Issue 24: There is a need to make the message and branding of the Site consistent

Issue 25: There is a need to enrich the “story” of the Site and its interpretation, improve communications, in 
particular web presence and to increase public awareness of the Vipava Valley and the Goriška region status
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Issue 26: There is a need to explore the need for and feasibility of an interpretation centre or City Museum that 
tells a comprehensive story of the Site

Issue 27: There is a need to enhance use of the Site as a learning resource, and to extend this to other sectors of 
education and training, and to sustain such initiatives

Issue 28: There is a need for research that extends and improves understanding of the Site, and supports its 
successful management

Issue 29: There is a need to ensure that historic buildings are understood in the context of their surroundings 
and the values of the Site, and remain a valuable resource for enjoyment and learning

Physical Access issues and challenges

Managing access is fundamental to site management. Access issues impact particularly on the Site’s condition 
and conservation, on people’s ability to navigate, understand and enjoy it, and on its viability as living community. 
The Goriška region and Vipava Valley within it needs to be accessible to a variety of transport models. It must 
provide appropriate facilities, all of which must be integrated into the Site without detracting from its values.

The best way to explore and appreciate the site, and the many details which make it so special is on foot or by 
bike.  Walking and cycling should be a safe and enjoyable experience, but the intrusion of traffic often spoils this. 
Site should also be friendly to those with differing mobility requirements.

Following issues were identified: 

Issue 30: There is a need to manage the volume of traffic passing through and around the Vipava Valley, and the 
negative impacts this has on Site, and the extent to which this impedes the management of other issues

Issue 31: There is a need to encourage greater use of public transport, improve the service, and allow for more 
effective management of other forms of transport

Issue 32: There is a need to establish mechanisms and processes by which integrated transport systems for the 
Site can be explored and developed

Issue 33: There is a need to encourage walking and cycling in order to control car journeys as well to open Site 
to all with different mobile requirements

Visitor Management Issues and challenges

There are excellent visitor facilities and attractions for certain elements and locations of the Site. However 
there is a need to make other less well-understood elements more accessible. When providing visitors 
facilities and attractions, it is important to regards local communities as potential visitors to the Site. Museums, 
attractions, tours, exhibitions and other visitor facilities are not solely of interest to people who travel to the 
Goriška region or Vipava Valley from other parts of the country or world.

Tourism provides access to the Site for a wise domestic and international audience. It is generally beneficial 
and provides support to the local economy which in turn provides funds for conservation. Following issues 
were identified:

Issue 34: There is and opportunity to enhance the quality of environments at entrance points to the Site, and 
provide better information

Issue 35: There is an opportunity to disperse visitors around all location on the Site and create sustainable 
visitors volume

Issue 36: There is a need to manage the impacts on the Site of the number, type and length of stay of visitors
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7 GENERAL AND STRATEGIC OBJECTIVES

Long term vision

Vipava valley and Goriška Region will maintain and enhance the outstanding natural and cultural heritage and its 
particularities, by practise and promotion of sustainable management, understanding its unique qualities and significance. 
Institutions and inhabitants of Vipava valley and Goriška region will invest in the improvement of such aspect, 
favouring the social understanding and collaboration. In this light public and private sector in the valley as well as 
on the national level will invest in capacity building and in enhancing human resources and communication in the 
filed of heritage preservation and valorisation in a larger territorial context. This will improve physical access and 
interpretation, encouraging all people to enjoy and understand the valley and its important potentials for national 
and international visitors.
Vipava Valley and Goriška Region will be accessible and enjoyable to all; a site and area that understands and 
celebrates its Outstanding Values and atmosphere

Policy Statement

As identified in the previous chapter following issues proves to be important and interlinked. From these 
and significance characteristics objectives bellow were set and further elaborated in the action part of the 
Management plan: 

•	 Managing change is one of the most significant pressures on the site
•	 The role of Partnership of Local and National stakeholders in this management and monitoring 

process will be crucial
•	 Multiple funding partnership will be important
•	 The primary method of physical protection for the Site should be achieved through the planning 

system.  Since there are many different plans and strategies, from a variety of bodies, which impact upon 
management of the Site, it will be important that these plans work with, and not against the aims and 
objectives of this Plan.

•	 Community engagement in the Site’s management, as well as in optimising the benefits of its status, is 
important to the success of the Plan.

•	 The preservation of historic buildings and environments contributes inherently to sustainable 
development, in that is maximises the use of existing materials and infrastructure, retains considerable 
embedded energy and reduces waste

All activities carried out in the area should be implemented in respect with the international doctrine and with 
the aim of preserving the tangible and intangible characteristics of the sites

Objectives of the Management Plan based on the aspects of the significance
After detailed elaboration of significance following aspects of significance were identified and used as a 
platform for the creation of general and strategic objectives of the Vipava Valley and the Goriška region 
Management Plan: 

•	 Movement of people because of the conformation of the land (commerce, transportation, etc.)
•	 Utilisation of natural resources for agricultural and building sectors (quarries, mining activities, etc.) purposes 
•	 Human creativity on settlements design
•	 Human creativity in the establishment of military/protection systems
•	 Expressions of spiritual/religious associations (ex. M. Pogacnik)
•	 The natural features which characterise the specific geology and morphology of the area
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Note: These were developed from a) Aspects of significance into
b) Long term general and strategic objectives and
c) Specific objectives
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Aspect of significance: Movement of people because of the conformation of the land (commerce, transportation, etc.)

I. Maintaining and improving the accessibility and movements in the valley without undermining the heritage character of the 
landscape

1.1 Up-keeping the existing infrastructural system to work to increase the safety, accessibility and enjoyment of the Site(s) for walkers, cyclists and 
give them priority over motorised traffic

1.2 Favouring the traditional field system cultivation

1.3 Favouring the maintenance and improvement of the traditional production network and its functional integrity

1.4 Maintaining the balance in the spatial relationship between built heritage and agricultural areas

Aspect of significance: Utilisation of natural resources for agricultural and building sectors (quarries, mining activities, etc.) purposes 

II. Guaranteeing the self-sustainability of the site without compromising the carrying capacity

2.1 Respecting the carrying capacity of the site

2.2 Maintaining self-sustainability of the site

2.3 Identifying and disseminating an ecological functioning of the area

Aspect of significance: Human creativity on settlements design

III. Identifying, recognizing and preserving the cultural and natural heritage for the present and the future generations, by 
supporting traditional crafts and maintaining the appropriate balance in spatial planning 

3.1 Elaborating the integrated conservation master-plan for the towns of Vipava, Solkan, Goče and Pedrovo, taking into account the principles of 
Historic Urban Landscape

3.2 Updating and/or revising the municipal regulatory plans according to the principles of Historic Urban Landscape

3.3 Researching measures, in collaboration with the private sector, to support traditional crafts development and transmission 

IV. Creating awareness and pro-active attitude of local communities towards cultural, environmental heritage and cultural 
landscape, by means of educational and communication activities

4.1 Ensure that management and administrative arrangements are appropriate for the effective implementation of the Plan, encourage community 
involvement, enable partnership working and secure the required funding

4.2 Ensure that information about the Site(s) is produced, collected, stored and analysed and made available to partners in ways that assist 
implementation of the Plan

4.3 Ensure periodic monitoring of the condition of the site

4.4 Work to provide appropriate, high quality and welcoming environments and information for visitors at the main entry points to the Site

Aspect of significance: Human creativity in the establishment of military/protection systems

V. Maintaining the historical and cultural heritage in the area and guaranteeing its long-term maintenance and care

5.1 Ensure that owners and users of historic properties/sites within, or impacting upon, the Site(s) and its settings, are aware of the requirements for 
care and maintenance, and have access to appropriate guidance and advice

5.2 Ensure that conservation work is of the highest standard and its design, materials and workmanship are appropriate to its immediate location, 
the Site(s) and its setting

5.3 Identifying the military presences in the area and the fortified cluster of manor houses (45 sites) and elaborating its integrated conservation 
master-plan

Aspect of significance: Expressions of spiritual/religious associations

VI. Respecting the traditional spiritual meaning of the places

6.1 Researching and identifying the traditional significance of places (es. Kostanjevica, Rafut, Jewish Cemetery, Sveta Gora, Solkan, etc.)

6.2 Researching and identifying the toponims and etymology and transposition of religious beliefs

6.3 Valorising the work of geomanthy (M. Pogacnik and others)

Aspect of significance: The natural features which characterise the specific geology and morphology of the area

VII. Controlling the exploitation activities of natural resources

7.1 Preparation of guidelines for exploitation of natural resources
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8 IMPLEMENTATION AND ACTION PLAN 

8.1 Introduction
This section of the Management Plans sets out the recommended mechanisms and resources required for achievement of 
the objectives shown in the previous chapter.

8.2 Implementation

Responsibilities and Administration
Implementation of actions in this programme will involve the full range of partners formerly involved in Site(s) 
management, plus others whom it is not possible to identify individually. Overall responsibility for the Plan 
lies with the Steering Group, which must be formally approved (at the moment this group is contributing to 
all elements of this Management Plan), although in practice Local councils carries out most of the actions in 
co-operation with other local stakeholders.

Funding and resources
It is impossible to quantify the exact extend of staff and financial resources concerned with the protection and presentation 
of the Site(s). There are several reasons for this, predominantly that the Site is composed of 19 individual Sites, is large, 
complex and in multiple ownership. Also it is not possible to separate out those actions necessary to protect and promote 
Site as by SUSTULT Site(s) Management Plan from those which would be required in any other historic Site in the area.
There are some areas which can be indentified. The majority of expense falls upon the Local Councils, and this is 
demonstrated by the high proportion of actions in this chapter, for which the councils are responsible. In terms of large 
scale projects which involve bidding for funds from national or international bodies, SUSTCULT management plan could 
be supportive to such biddings.

Monitoring
Monitoring is central to the implementation of the Plan and successful comprehensive management of the Site (s).  
Monitoring measures are written into the action plan alongside each action. This is essential to judge achievement, and 
also essential in order to progress actions.

8.3 Actions to Achieve Objectives
Actions may be implemented by single partner or multiple partners. Where possible, time scale has been given as accurately 
as can be foreseen. Funding is also as specific as possible. There are some items for which funding are uncertain. Although 
funding is not secured, the objective of improvement and action to pursue this remains valid. Plan must strike a balance 
between being visionary and deliverable, but inclusion of an issue cannot constitute promise of delivery. The programme is 
intended to be as comprehensive as possible but is not definitive and it is expected that new projects will arise and existing 
ones will be revised according to changes in circumstances. The actions are numbered sequentially and not prioritises by 
order. It is envisaged that the Action Plan can be updated within the life of the plan without need to re-write.

MAINTAINING AND IMPROVING THE ACCESSIBILITy AND MOVEMENTS IN THE VALLEy 
WITHOUT UNDERMINING THE HERITAGE CHARACTER OF THE LANDSCAPE

OBJECTIVES ACTIONS RESPONSIBLE 
FOR DELIVERy

RESOURCES TIME SCHEDULED

(action / project to 
be finalized within 1 
year (a), 3 years (b), 6 
years (c))

MONITORING 
INDICATOR

REMARKS 

1.1 c Disperse visitors 
around all locations 
on the Site, create 
sustainable visitors 
volume & manage the 
impacts on the Site of 
the number, type and 
length of stay of visitors

RDA responsible 
manager, all 
Municipalities of 
the project area + 
Tourism Offices, 
public institutes 
and other service 
providers

Municipal budgets A User Numbers on 
individual site and 
overall

-
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GUARANTEEING THE SELF-SUSTAINABILITy OF THE SITE WITHOUT COMPROMISING THE 
CARRyING CAPACITy

OBJECTIVES ACTIONS RESPONSIBLE 
FOR DELIVERy

RESOURCES TIME SCHEDULED

(action / project to be 
finalized within 1 year (a), 
3 years (b), 6 years (c))

MONITORING 
INDICATOR

REMARKS 

2.1 Respecting 
the carrying 
capacity of the 
site (EKD selected 
site in the MP)

2.1 a Undertake 
Carrying Capacity 
assessment for all 
micro sites selected

All municipalities & 
Institute for Cultural 
protection Nova 
Gorica

Municipal budgets A - B No of sites assessed Physical and 
social CC 
should be 
assessed

2.3 Identifying 
and disseminating 
an ecological 
functioning of the 
area

2.3 a Support 
proposals for 
better ecological 
and economic 
functioning of the 
area

All Municipalities, 
agri   ns, chamber 
of commerce and 
chamber of craft, 
private owners, 
educational 
institutions

Municipal budgets 
+ private funding 
+ state budget + 
EU funds

B No of feasible 
proposals for better 
eco functioning

-

IDENTIFyING, RECOGNIzING AND PRESERVING THE CULTURAL AND NATURAL HERITAGE 
FOR THE PRESENT AND THE FUTURE GENERATIONS, By SUPPORTING TRADITIONAL CRAFTS 
AND MAINTAINING THE APPROPRIATE BALANCE IN SPATIAL PLANNING

OBJECTIVES ACTIONS RESPONSIBLE
FOR DELIVERy

RESOURCES TIME SCHEDULED

(action / project to 
be finalized within 1 
year (a), 3 years (b), 6 
years (c))

MONITORING 
INDICATOR

REMARKS 

3.1 b 
Implementation 
of measures from 
conservation 
master-plan/ pre-
assessment (for 
reconstruction and 
buildings)  of all 
EKD selected sites 
in SUSTUCLT project 
area  (investments)

All responsible 
Municipalities  in 
cooperation with the 
Institute for Cultural 
protection Nova 
Gorica & responsible 
Ministry and site 
owners

Municipal budgets 
& state budget 
+ opportunity 
for funding bids 
from EU and other 
funds, private 
funds

B – and ongoing No of implemented 
measures

-

3.2 Researching 
measures, in 
collaboration 
with the private 
sector, to support 
traditional crafts 
development and 
transmission

3.2 a Prepare 
research and 
propose measures 
for support to 
traditional craft

All Municipalities in 
cooperation with the 
Institute for Cultural 
protection  Nova 
Gorica, chamber 
of commerce & 
chamber of craft and 
interested individuals

Municipal 
budgets, state 
budget, EU funds

B No of measures 
prepared

No of beneficiaries

-
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CREATING AWARENESS AND PRO-ACTIVE ATTITUDE OF LOCAL COMMUNITIES TOWARDS 
CULTURAL, ENVIRONMENTAL HERITAGE AND CULTURAL LANDSCAPE, By MEANS OF 
EDUCATIONAL AND COMMUNICATION ACTIVITIES

OBJECTIVES ACTIONS RESPONSIBLE 
FOR 
DELIVERY

RESOURCES TIME 
SCHEDULED

(action / project to 
be finalized within 1 
year (a), 3 years (b), 6 
years (c))

MONITORING 
INDICATOR

REMARKS 

4.1 Ensure that 
management 
and 
administrative 
arrangements 
are appropriate 
for the effective 
implementation 
of the Plan, 
encourage 
community 
involvement, 
enable 
partnership 
working 
and secure 
the required 
funding

4.1 a Start and 
continue to hold 
regular Steering 
Group meetings;  
Develop an 
annual work plan 
and action plan; 
Produce an annual 
report/newsletter 
on work done on 
site; Maintain links 
with appropriate 
local, national 
& international 
bodies which 
support sites 
management & 
funding

RDA and 
Steering Group 
Chairperson & 
All partners from 
partnership

Allocated 
budget

A - Bi-annual as a 
minimum

Regular meetings 
held 

Programme 
developed & 
implemented, 
results reported to 
Steering Group 

Newsletter 
produced 

Evidence reported 
annually to Steering 
Group

-

4.2 Ensure that 
information 
about the Site(s) 
is produced, 
collected, stored 
and analysed and 
made available 
to partners in 
ways that assist 
implementation 
of the Plan

4.2 a Establish a 
Research working 
Group with a remit 
to identify existing 
research & research 
opportunities

RDA & Universities, 
Institute for Cultural 
protection Nova 
Gorica, museums

Universities, RDA 
& opportunity 
for funding bids 
from EU and other 
funds

A – 2014 onwards Research Groups 
meetings held, 
papers published, 
results fed back to 
Steering Group

-

4.2 c Enrich the 
“story” of the Site and 
its interpretation, 
improve 
communications, 
in particular web 
presence and to 
increase public 
awareness of the 
Vipava Valley and the 
Goriška region status

RDA responsible 
manager, Institute 
for Cultural 
protection Nova 
Gorica, Universities

Existing allocated 
budget

A – 2014 onwards Story of the Site and 
interpretation and 
communication 
improved, web site 
efficient and regularly 
visited

-

4.2 d Prepare 
promotion of the 
project area as 
tourism destination 
&  issue tourist guide 
using SUSTCULT 
cultural elements of 
the area

RDA responsible 
manager, Institute 
for Cultural 
protection Nova 
Gorica, Universities, 
RDO for S Primorska 
region

Extra budget 
needed

A- 2014 onwards Promotion campaign 
launched, No. 
of tourist guide 
distributed

-

4.3 Ensure 
periodic 
monitoring of the 
condition of the 
EKD site

4.3 a Identify 
suitable processes & 
partners to develop 
processes to asses 
the condition of sites 
selected in this MP 
/ others, Establish & 
implement annual 
monitoring system

Institute for 
Cultural Protection 
Nova Gorica & 
RDA responsible 
manager & other 
partners, steering 
committee 
members

Existing allocated 
budget

B – 2014 onwards Partners, processes & 
criteria established

Monitoring in place, 
reported to Steering 
Group

-
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MAINTAINING CULTURAL HERITAGE IN THE AREA AND GUARANTEEING ITS LONG-TERM 
MAINTENANCE AND CARE

OBJECTIVES ACTIONS RESPONSIBLE 
FOR DELIVERY

RESOURCES TIME 
SCHEDULED

(action / project to 
be finalized within 1 
year (a), 3 YEARS (B), 6 
YEARS (C))

MONITORING 
INDICATOR

REMARKS 

5.1 Ensure that 
owners and 
users of historic 
properties/
sites within, or 
impacting upon, 
the Site(s) and 
its settings, are 
aware of the 
requirements 
for care and 
maintenance, 
and have access 
to appropriate 
guidance and 
advice

5.1 a Produce a 
list of guidance 
required 
(including 
information 
for building 
owners) prioritise 
this & include 
production in 
the annual work 
programme

RDA responsible 
manager, Institute 
for Cultural 
protection Nova 
Gorica, Municipal 
planning offices, 
museums

No resources required 
for initial identification 
– resource will be 
required for production 
of guidance

A – from 2014 
onwards

Work programme of 
required guidance

-

5.1 b Continue 
to offer range 
of lectures & 
other learning 
opportunities for 
owners related to 
sites selected & 
owners of other 
listed buildings

RDA responsible 
manager, expert 
institutions,  
Institute for Cultural 
protection Nova 
Gorica

Existing resources, 
allocated budget

A – from 2014 
onwards and on-
going

Programme of 
educational 
opportunities

-

5.2 Ensure that 
conservation 
work is of the 
highest standard 
and its design, 
materials and 
workmanship 
are appropriate 
to its immediate 
location, the 
Site(s) and its 
setting

5.2 a Through 
guidance, advice 
& referral to 
the services of 
accredited or 
appropriately 
skilled craft 
workers

RDA responsible 
manager, Institute 
for Cultural 
protection Nova 
Gorica, Craft 
Chamber

Private funds, state 
funds, EU funds

A - 2014 and on-
going

Recommendations 
of skilled workers and 
companies, lack of 
poor workmanship

-

RESPECTING THE TRADITIONAL SPIRITUAL MEANING OF THE PLACES

OBJECTIVES ACTIONS RESPONSIBLE FOR 
DELIVERy

RESOURCES TIME SCHEDULED

(action / project to be 
finalized within 1 year (a), 
3 years (b), 6 years (c))

MONITORING 
INDICATOR

6.1 Researching 
and identifying 
the traditional 
significance of EKD 
sites selected in 
SUSTCULT project 
area

6.1 a Prepare and 
elaborate research 
project to identify 
significance of  EKD 
sites selected in 
SUSTCULT project 
area

RDA responsible 
manager, Universities 
and Institute for 
Cultural protection 
Nova Gorica

Budgets of sites responsible 
Municipalities, opportunity 
for funding bids & other 
possibilities

B – 2014 onwards No of sites covered 
by significance 
report



42

CONTROLLING THE ExPLOITATION ACTIVITIES OF NATURAL RESOURCES

OBJECTIVES ACTIONS RESPONSIBLE 
FOR DELIVERy

RESOURCES TIME SCHEDULED

(action / project to 
be finalized within 1 
year (a), 3 years (b), 6 
years (c))

MONITORING 
INDICATOR

REMARKS 

7.1 b Prepare 
products such as 
“nature watching” 
and “natural 
heritage and 
customs” to offer 
visitor to enjoy 
products nature 
and its heritage

RDA responsible 
manager, all 
municipalities, 
tourism office 
of RDO and 
Institute for Nature 
conservation

Municipal budgets & 
opportunity for funding 
bids

B Products prepared 
and No of visitors 
increased

-
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Annex 1: Additional justification of significance for Vipava Valley and Goriška Region with building 
typology of Vipava Valley, Gorica-Vipava building type (provided by: zVKDS – OE Nova Gorica)

Historical significance

Vipava Valley was used in the migration of people from the east and south-east to the west, and of course vice 
versa. Through it  travelled many armies, numerous battles have  devastated the villages which later struggled 
for decades, new settlers came and cultivated the area for further generations. The continuous thread of life of 
human history, which rotates from the peaceful exploitation of natural resources to the turbulent times when 
energy and knowledge have been used only for destruction, killing, subjugation of space and the people in it. 
This never completely interrupted spiral development has experienced also the Vipava valley. Its specialty is a 
wide opening to the west, while the east is limitted by the Trnovski gozd and Nanos towards Razdrto and Hrušica. 
Vipava Valley does not only represent the plains adjacent to the river Vipava, but it is a broad band between 
Trnovski gozd, Čaven, Nanos and Vipava hills that separate the valley from the Karst. The Mediterranean climate, 
which penetrates to the valley from the west, allows the development of agriculture. Bora wind, northeasterly 
wind, which from the mountain peaks comes down to the valley with high speed has not only influenced 
the design of dwellings, but also turned the course of the world history. The strong wind is expected to have 
decided the battle in 394 between Theodosius and Eugenius and gave rise to the collapse of the Roman Empire 
into Western and Eastern part.

First inhabitancy

Historians have discovered that Vipava valley and Goriška region was already inhabited before 0 A.D., maybe 
even in later Stone Age. The big boom has surely come at the times of the Roman Empire. There are several 
excavation sites to prove that. In this area a famous battle took place between two hundred thousand man 
armies of Theodosia the Cesar and his opponent Eugenie. This battle shaped the whole of Europe latter on. 
The armies fought for two days (on 5th and 6th of September 394) and the final result is considered to be the 
splitting of the Roman Empire in two parts. 
The area was populated very early in the history, which is confirmed by numerous prehistoric archaeological 
sites. »The importance of this wagon route through the Vipava valley  was evident already in prehistoric times, 
since it was populated already in the middle of the second millennium BC., as shows a number of Bronze 
Age fortified settlements, such as the Sv. Paul above Vrtovin, Boršt in Gojače or on Kozmanec by Batuje and 
Gradišče over Ajdovščina;  at that time, especially in the Iron Age of the first millennium BC. contacts with 
Venetian and Etruscan world were quite lively. Not far away, in Aquileia was at that time the main processing 
center of amber and here ended the famous Amber Way ». (Svoljšak, Žbona-Trkman, 1994). Remains of ancient 
forts on the outskirts of Vipava valley ranging from Sanaborja all the way to St. Catherine on Kekec are not 
the only witnesses of the settlement in the Vipava Valley. During the construction of the express-way through 
Vipava valley there were new discoveries of prehistoric settlements in the plain area near Log at Vipava and near 
Zemono. »Documented findings suggest that the settlement of the area around the site Log at Vipava occured 
at least from the middle through to the late Bronze Age or the occasional settlement of this area during the 
Bronze Age.« (Bratina, 2006).

Roman period

The route through the Vipava Valley has also been used by the Romans during their spreading of the empire to 
the east. Roman legions were penetrating to the east from Aquileia, which was established for this purpose in 
the second century BC. Along the valley they built a road and a fortified outpost Fluvius Frigidus (later named 
Castro), which occurred south of the prehistoric fortified settlement Školj. New military fortress was surrounded 
by walls and towers. For the road to Emona the Romans chose the shortest route to Col and past Hrušica, 
they abandoned the existing wagon trail through Razdrto. In order to defend their empire, since the third 
century they have been building a strong line of defense, to prevent invasions of peoples from the east. The 
result is a fortified defensive wall known as Claustra Alpium Iuliarum, covering a wide range from the Kvarner 
bay to Cividale. However, the decay of the Roman society could not have prevented by the most fortified 
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defense system. In the 5th and 6th century  new peoples penetrated the Vipava valley and Friuli plain: Huns, 
Ostrogoths, Lombards, and later Slavs. Archaeological findings at prehistoric sites mentioned above indicate 
that the respective arrivals inhabited constantly the existing settlements. Individual sites show continuity 
throughout the Antiquity and the Middle Ages up to modern times. The new people continued living on the 
old foundations. This continuity of settlement gives this place a special meaning and value.

Area in 18th – 19th century

When talking about the military and the strategic importance of the valley we cannot ignore its role in the 
recent times. At the end of the 18th and early 19th century, Austrian and French army several times to walked 
through the Vipava valley. In 1797, the French army has been mooving towards Ljubljana, but in the same year 
they had to withdraw. 1805, the Austrian units once again were withdrawing from the French. The Austrians 
began to fortify the surroundings of Razdrto because that area was an important strategic point. The forts near 
Razdrto could not stop the march of the French, in 1809 they defeated the Austrian army, which had to withdraw 
(Klavora, 2003). The Austrians built around Razdrto, in the area of Goli vrh the forts on the site of an ancient fort 
and destroyed it with their interventions. Following the same path the decimated French army units withdrew  
to the west in 1813. In the conflict between the retreating French army and the Hussars in Log near Vipava died 
the hussar commander Rostas Palnak. In 1845 the regiment in Log built a monument, a statue of a hussar on 
a stone base. Unfortunately, the monument was later destroyed, now the reconstruction of the monument 
is beeing prepared. Similar strategies as the armies and military commanders in history, was used by Austro-
Hungarian  country before the I World War and the preparations for it. The Vipava valley represented a weak 
point in the defense of the country, in case of an armed conflict. Its strategical important role  is documentes 
by the remains of Sanaborju where we  find an ancient fort and medieval architectural remnants which are 
visible on the eastern slope of the hill. A system of trenches with numerous bullett holes is still preserved. These 
are the remains of the third line of defense in the I World War. General Borojević has put the front line against 
Italy as long as possible to the west, on the Soča river and in this way protected the central Slovenian regions 
against destruction. Thanks to this decision the Vipava valley remained in the hinterland of the front and did not 
suffer any direct damage from firing. Thus, much more serious battles were held in Gorizia bridgehead, as the 
penetration of the enemy into the Vipava valley meant an easy access to the interior of Habsburg monarchy.

Middle Age

During the Middle Ages, this place was managed by three strong managers: the patriarchs of Aquileia,  the Counts 
of Gorizia and the Habsburgs. The Counts of Gorizia have, through the institution of the legal profession acquired 
large estates of the patriarchs of Aquileia. Their service in general is the most flagrant example of taking advantage 
of entrusted advocacy. (Kos, 1994) The Habsburgs have taken over  the estates  of the Counts of Gorizia in 1500, 
after their extinction. Antique Castro, which was still alive in the 7th century  is later no longer mentioned in the 
sources. The Slavs gradually settled by the desolate mighty walls and towers, which have been attributed to the 
pagan Ajdi, the giants, and they have been baptized for Ajdovščina (Svoljšak, Žbona, 1994). The first following 
mention of Ajdovščine in the written sources is dating back to 1500, when King Maximilian after the last count of 
Gorizia inherited near Šturij »the old pagan walls with some associated lean land,« and gave it to Jurij pl. Elacherju 
and his heirs (Golec, 2007). Over the centuries, Ajdovščina has developed at the expense of natural resources and 
proximity to good transport links. Important geographical location of the Vipava Valley was conditioned also by 
the maintenance of good transport links. Thus, the Austrian military map from the 18th century indicates that the 
road in the Vipava valley from Gorica to Ljubljana was always and entirely in good condition. It was 10 to 12 steps 
wide and had a small drainage ditch. Other links were in a worse condition. Road to the spring Hubelj was only 
transportable with ordinary farm wagons. Roads to Otlica and Kovk were just walking paths and inappropriate for 
riding trails. The old road from Vipava via Col to Logatec was due to the rocky and hilly environment very difficult 
for transport (Rajšp, 1997). At Hubelj originated mills and sawmills and in the 16th century ironworks. Favorable 
position of Ajdovščina near the river Hubelj provided many opportunities for the successful development of the 
town during the development of  industries. In Ajdovščina generated various industrial plants, mills, sawmills. The 
most important among them was the spinning mill established in 1835 (Plesničar, 1997). Despite the emerging 
economical rise and its imperial privilege of  two annual fairs, it became the seat of the newly established Judicial 
District, Ajdovščina become a market only at the end of the 19th century (Golec, 2007).
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The only settlement with the status of a town until the end of the feudal era was Vipavski Križ, which got town 
rights in 1532. However,  by its legal nature it never truly become equal to other towns. Status of the market  
belonged to Vipava and Podnanos (Šentvid). »In no regard to the status of a town or a market Sv. Križ, Vipava and 
Šentvid functioned as ordinary village neighborhoods with few economic, especially trade fair  prerogatives. 
Accordingly, their inhabitants in legal terms remained bondsmen, who were in no way different from their rural 
surroundings, although here and there, but rarely, called themselves »purgerji.« As the Sv. Križ and Šentvid late, 
almost anachronistic, acquired town or market status,  they both lost it rather early. Having said that, it is not 
surprising that today in the collective consciousness the memory that they had ever been a market and a town, 
dissapeared. Therefore, in contrast,  is very much alive the strong awareness of the market Vipava, the oldest 
and the only one  medieval bourgeois town of this area. Regardless of the fact that Vipava was forced to release 
a part of its market functions to the younger competitors, at first to Sv. Križ, later to Šentvid and then finally to 
Ajdovščina, it nevertheless maintained even its market title in its own name Trg - Market, in the vicinity still today 
recognizable symbol for Vipava »(Golec, 2007).
Many rich and important men were coming to Vipava valley and Goriška region. It is full of castles and has a 
nick name The Valley of Courts and Castles. We find them in Vipava, at Col, Slap, Velika Žablje, Vipavski Križ and 
elsewhere. Many of them though are in poor state but some, like court Zemono, still demonstrate their glory.

Farming

Another particularity is also farming. At lowlands the climate is ideal for fruits and vegetables. At hills insulated 
by sun we have vineyards used to produce fine wine. People from this region have in Valvasor times supplied 
Vienna and other big cities with fruits (cherries, peaches and apricots). At almost every village of this wine 
region, arched cellars have remained functional (»velbani hrami«). People use to sing and greet foreigners in 
them. Industrialisation began its rapid progression after the Second World War. Fortunately there is no heavy 
industry in the valley. 

Building typology of Vipava Valley, Gorica-Vipava building type

The Vipava Valley lies on the transition from central Slovenia into the Friuli plain and has, from the headwaters 
of the creek Močilnik below Razdrto to Goriška plain along the border with Italy, a length of about 40 km. It is 
divided into upper, middle and lower Vipava valley, down the middle of the valley flows the river Vipava. In the 
north theVipava valley is surrounded by the high plateau of Trnovski gozd and Nanos with Hrušica, on the south 
there is low Karst Plateau which in the west turns into Gorica plain. From east to west the valley is gradually 
getting wider. Influence of the Mediterranean climate is penetrating into the valley from the west.
Because of its location the Vipava valley had an important strategic position, since through the valley runs the 
shortest road link between Central and Western Europe. Several findings indicate that this area was already 
inhabited during prehistoric times. Continuity of the settlement continues with the Roman colonization. At the 
times of the migration of peoples it becomes important for the defense of Italy, when they set up a system of 
valley blockings, fortresses and castles named Claustra Alpium Iuliarum. The Vipava valley has seen very varied 
historical events throughout the entire Middle Ages. The transition from the Middle Ages to the New Age is 
marked by the Turkish incursions. Therefore, some of the higher lying villages are surrounded by massive walls 
and towers: Vipavski Križ, Tabor over Črniče and Tabor over Dornberk are villages, which have preserved the 
definition of a camp to this day. In the 16th century the Vipava valley is characterized by the Habsburg-Venetian 
war. In 1508 the Venetians have occupied all the important places in Vipava valley and its surroundings: Gorica, 
Štanjel, Vipava Vipavski Križ. Bettles were also held in Brda where a strategically important fortress settlement 
Šmartno has been formed

The image of architecture is an inseparable part of the identity of the Vipava valley which has, through the 
centuries, developed into a building type that is, due to its specific characteristics, called the Gorica-Vipava 
building type. The architecture of the Vipava valley indicates a rational and functional relationship to space 
and lifestyle. The main factors that have influenced its development were relief and position, use of building 
materials, lifestyle and microclimate. And when we talk about the climate of the Vipava Valley we cannot ignore 
bora, the strong wind, which is a characteristic of the valley. Because of the bora the ancestors built houses 
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under consideration of the sun and the wind. On cold winter days the north wind is at its strongest and only 
the sun has been heating the houses, the window openings are therefore oriented towards the southwest. 
However, as the north wind blows from the north they have turned against it with minimal window openings.
In view of the analogies typical of the Mediterranean cultural area we can assume that the earliest form of 
a residence in the Vipava valley was a ground floor house with a stable on top or a cellar below.  It was built 
entirely from local materials, and had a steep wooden gable roof covered with straw or stone tiles. Rustic treated 
openings were filled by wood or stone lintels. The basic cell of larger buildings may have been divided by a 
partition. Access to the building was on the ground floor. The outdoor stairs led to the first floor. The oldest 
buildings, although only in fragments have been preserved in Vipavski Križ, Tabor over Črniče, Batuje, Goče, etc.

In the 17th and the 18th century, the Vipava valley was settled by various noble families, whose residences have 
enriched the cultural landscape of the Vipava valley. Families Lanthieri, Cobenz, Attems Baumkirchen, Elacher 
and in the 19th century also Coronini, Mayer, Abramsberg, Šivic, have built many mensions and villas. Their 
legacy can be found in Podnanos, Vipava, Lože, Slap, Zemono, Ajdovščina, Velike Žablje, Vipavski Križ, Ozeljan, etc.

Villages in the Vipava valley  have evolved gradually over the centuries. Many of them have preserved their 
settlement core, as evidenced by the Franciscan cadastre folders from the beginning of the 19th century. Today 
the Upper VipavaValley is the most populated. At the foothills of Nanos and on flat surrounding part are located 
larger nucleated settlements. In the area of   the Vipavska Brda there are village hamlets. On the slopes and 
hillsides of Čaven and Trnovska plateau there are villages with a number of hamlets on the sunny terraces. 
Among the best preserved villages in the Vipava Valley we can include Vipavski Križ, Goče, Šmarje, Podnanos, 
Podraga, Slap, Velike Žablje, Batuje and municipal centers Vipava and Ajdovščina.

Like Karst the Vipava Valley is a country of stonecutters and masons. The stone was for centuries the main 
material, which enabled the construction of homes and outbuildings; it has stated the development of houses 
and served as an artistic decoration for portals, fountains, signs, etc. as well as to manufacture objects for 
everyday use. In the past, stone roofs, stone masonry walls and window and door frames, consoles, etc. testify 
to the widespread use of stone. The less quality sandstone was used for the construction of buildings and the 
limestone for making decorative elements and details.
The use of wood, another typical material of the Vipava valley is shown in the use of ceiling and roof structures, 
window and door leaves, fencing and interior design. And last but not least for making barrels, which are still 
filling the vaulted wine cellars.
For the period from the 16th century is characteristic that the housing is already generated by the multi-part 
design of the floor. The roof is still steep, with stone decking. Only in exceptional cases it is shallow due to 
covering with tiles as a result of changes in roof pitch. Soffits are supported by stone consoles. The openings are 
equipped with stone frames. Stairs have been treated by stonecutters.
In the 17th and the 18th century begins the process of merging or adding of the original single-celled buildings. 
The fortified settlements were used former passages for merging of two or more building units, in parallel sets. 
A floor is added, the decking is changed. During this time, the fireplace is raised from the ground. The essential 
change that happens in the kitchen is draining of the smoke into the hood which is capturing sparks. The 
smoke is dissipated into the high and artfully shaped chimney.
Since the second half of the 18th and during the 19th century, until the First World War, the amount of the 
living space increases significantly. A building with several parts becomes established. It comprises the ground 
floor, the first floor and the mezzanine attic. The buildings usually get additional space towards the side of the 
courtyard, adjacent to the village road. As a result streets – »gase« are born. Within the estate, residential and the 
outbuildings are arranged in the courtyard wich is called »borjač«. The entrance to the “borjač” is under a semi-
circular or triangular “kalona”, which is made by the mason. Even the house frontages are equipped with carved 
elements. In addition to the entrance portal and window frames, even the staircase adorned the house with the 
»gank«. The staircase is usually made from stone, and rarily from wood. Gank is made of wood or is masonry. In 
case that the »gank« is made of stone, it is closed by a stone wall, with a stone lid at the end. In many preserved 
cases, the stone »gank« is supported by semi-circular arches, with intermediate stone pillars. If the »gank« is 
made of wood, it is supported by beams or stone consoles. The fence is made of vertical pieces of wood. »Gank« 
and stairs are protected from rain with a wide roof overhang, decorated with in lime dipped planets, with a 
vast variety of patterns. Sometimes, for safety reasons, especially in the ground floor window openings forged 
nets are fitted. The main façade of the house is highlighted ba a painting or a fresco, although in Vipava Valley 
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frescoes on the secular buildings are rare. It is worth noting several high-quality preserved examples: Crucifix 
fresco on the homestead house Majerija in Slap at Vipava, a house sign with a fresco of St. John of Nepomuk on 
Favetti house in Skrilje and a painting in the so called Salla on the same farm, a fresco of St. Andrew at the old 
homestead Lasič in Goče, an image of Virgin Marry on the Cinkovi house in Velike Žablje and more paintings of 
several patrons that appear on outbuildings in Vrtovin, Skrilje or Šempas.
The highlight of architecture as a representative of “rustic/farm” architecture, which reflects the economic power 
and spiritual horizons, is represented in rural manors. Their construction is initiated by the economic boom in 
the 19th century; a large estate, trade, craft and related tendency of representativeness. Because of their size 
and design these buildings resemble small manors, which served as models, they are called country manors. 
Country manor houses are equipped with attributes that define the rich bourgeois or feudal architecture, such 
as the size of the building, quarrying, details, facade painting and various functional art. Rustic mansions have 
an internal staircase with a larger hall. The living spaces are spatially separated by floors, the kitchen with storage 
rooms and bedrooms on the floor.
The Vipava Valley is home to agriculture. To a lesser extent, livestock production, especially however the 
cultivation of vegetables, fruit and wine. Therefore, in almost every village in the Vipava valley there are wine 
cellars, called “hram”. The most famous is the free standing one in Goče, most likely to been made in the 17th 
century. A confirmation of their origin is a similarly formed one from the castle Lože and the Zemono manor 
(1670-1700), as well as a wine cellar dating in 1683 on the homestead Joškovi in Podraga. Wineries (»hram«) are 
located under the residential or the outbuilding part of the house, built from stone blocks, the floor is made of 
stone stone and under the barrels there is compacted soil. In most cases, the cellars are dug and have vaulted 
or wooden ceiling.
Villages and cultural landscape of the Vipava Valley are characterized by many signs. The signs, which have 
emerged from religious needs, are expressing creative past time and culture. They emphasize the important 
events, vows, requests and acknowledgments of individuals. Some signs also have the role of orientation in 
space. Depending on the type they belong to the small monuments, chapels, signs with a niche, and so called 
»pile« and altar signs from Goče.
Many preserved fountains that adorn villages and farms in Vipava Valley indicate the importance and preciousness 
of water in this area. In the past only lords and mighty farmers could afford to own a fountain. Most of the farms 
at the first used water from the common village or communal well, which was built on the determined location, 
depending on the water source. In addition to the original wells – with living water there are also fountains 
which collect rainwater. These were placed in the vicinity of residential houses in order to reduce chances for 
its pollution. The craftsmen have built the underground part of the well - a tank for water from small and large 
stone blocks, between which they have put watertight clay. The upper part of the well – »šapa« (»paw«), which 
usually has a circular layout was also decorated and built of several pieces of limestone. The less wealthy have 
usually put stone to the upper part of the fountain, the stone was plastered. The upper part of the fountain was 
decorated with stone edge. The fountains were closed by iron lids. Pulleys were used for taking water.
In designing the identity and visibility of Vipava valley plays an important role preserved immovable cultural 
heritage, which roughly is divided into the sacred and the profane. Architectural heritage of historical, 
archaeological, artistic, scientific, social and engineering significance is registered in the Register of immovable 
cultural heritage. Areas and facilities with an exceptional cultural value, which represent outstanding 
achievements and creativity or are the key or rarely preserved documents of the developing period of Vipava 
valley, are on the basis of the Law on the protection of cultural heritage, with the municipal acts, declared to be 
immovable cultural monuments.
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ANNEx 2: LONG TERM ACTIONS 

OBJECTIVES ACTIONS RESPONSIBLE 
FOR DELIVERy

RESOURCES TIME SCHEDULED

(action / project to be 
finalized within 1 year 
(a), 3 years (b), 6 years 
(c))

MONITORING 
INDICATOR

REMARKS 

1.1 Up-keeping 
the existing 
infrastructural 
system to work 
to increase 
the safety, 
accessibility and 
enjoyment of the 
Site(s) for walkers, 
cyclists and give 
them priority over 
motorised traffic

1.1 a 
Comprehensive and 
overall design and 
implementation of 
infrastructure for 
the tourism purpose 
(eco-museums, TIC 
and visitors info 
points)

All Municipalities of 
the project area 

Municipal budgets 
+ private funding  
& opportunity 
for funding bids 
from EU and other 
funds

B - C KM of Routes open 
for use. User Numbers

- 

1.1 b Encourage 
walking and cycling 
in order to control 
car journeys as 
well to open 
Site to all with 
different mobile 
requirements

All Municipalities of 

the project area 

Municipal budgets 
+ private funding 
+ EU funds

B - C KM of Routes open 
for use. User Numbers

-

1.1 d Prepare 
and implement 
thematic, walking 
and cycling routes 
in all project area

RDA responsible 
manager, all 
interested partners 
(associations, 
institutes and other 
service providers) 
all Municipalities of 
the project area 

Municipal budgets 
& opportunity 
for funding bids 
from EU and other 
funds, private 
investors

B - C KM of Routes open 
for use. User Numbers

-

1.2 Favouring the 
traditional field 
system cultivation

1.2 a Safeguard and 
promote traditional 
farming

All municipalities 
& Agriculture 
Chamber, 
interested 
associations, 
individuals

State Rural 
development 
Measures in Rural 
Development 
programme 2014 
– 2020, Municipal 
Funds, private 
funds, EU funds

B - C No. of farmers and 
producers

-

1.3 Favouring the 
maintenance and 
improvement of 
the traditional 
production 
network and 
its functional 
integrity

1.3 a Preserve 
traditional 
production by 
ensuring purchase 
agricultural 
production in the 
Vipava Valley and 
the Goriška Region

Businesses and 
sales networks 
dealing with 
processing and 
trade of agricultural 
products

State Rural 
development 
Measures in Rural 
Development 
programme 2014 
– 2020, Municipal 
Funds, private 
funds, EU funds

A - C No of producers, 
processing products,  
income of processing 
companies

-

1.4 Maintaining 
the balance 
in the spatial 
relationship 
between built 
heritage and 
cultural landscape

1.4 a Prepare 
proposals and lobby 
for balanced spatial 
plan

All municipalities Municipal budgets 
+ state budget + 
EU funds

A - C % of territory under 
built heritage versus 
cultural landscape 
territory

-
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GUARANTEEING THE SELF-SUSTAINABILITy OF THE SITE WITHOUT COMPROMISING THE 
CARRyING CAPACITy

OBJECTIVES ACTIONS RESPONSIBLE 
FOR DELIVERy

RESOURCES TIME SCHEDULED

(action / project to 
be finalized within 1 
year (A), 3 years (B), 6 
years (C))

MONITORING 
INDICATOR

REMARKS 

2.2 Maintaining 
self-sustainability 
of the site

2.2 a Provide 
measures necessary 
in the national 
and local policy 
to assure self-
sustainability 
and engage local 
businesses

Responsible 
Ministries, all 
Municipalities,
agri-businesses and 
individual farmers

State (Ministries) 
budget and Rural 
Development 
programme, 
Municipal 
budgets, private 
funding, EU 
funding

B - C No. of sustainable 
agricultural units 

-

2.2 b Provide 
support for new 
jobs through 
sustainable rural 
tourism support 
and advice

All municipalities, 
RDA responsible 
manager & 
Agriculture advisory 
service Nova Gorica, 
private owners

Ministry budget 
and Rural 
Development 
programme, 
Municipal 
budgets, private 
funding

A - C No of Tourist Farms 
with opened business

-

IDENTIFyING, RECOGNIzING AND PRESERVING THE CULTURAL AND NATURAL HERITAGE 
FOR THE PRESENT AND THE FUTURE GENERATIONS, By SUPPORTING TRADITIONAL CRAFTS 
AND MAINTAINING THE APPROPRIATE BALANCE IN SPATIAL PLANNING

OBJECTIVES ACTIONS RESPONSIBLE 
FOR DELIVERy

RESOURCES TIME SCHEDULED

(action / project to be 
finalized within 1 year (A), 
3 years (B), 6 years (C))

MONITORING 
INDICATOR

REMARKS 

3.1 Elaborating 
the integrated 
conservation 
master-plan or 
pre-assessment of 
all EKD selected 
sites in SUSTUCLT 
project area, where  
appropriate and  in 
accordance with 
issued cultural 
heritage guidelines  

3.1.a Elaboration 
of conservation 
master-plans (for 
reconstruction 
and buildings) or 
pre-assessment of 
all EKD selected 
sites in SUSTUCLT 
project area, where  
appropriate and  in 
accordance with 
issued cultural 
heritage guidelines  

All responsible 
Municipalities  in 
cooperation with the 
Institute for Cultural 
protection Nova 
Gorica  & responsible 
Ministry and site 
owners

Municipal budgets 
& state budget, 
opportunity for 
funding bids from 
EU and other 
funds, private 
funds

B - C No of Mater plans 
produced

-
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CREATING AWARENESS AND PRO-ACTIVE ATTITUDE OF LOCAL COMMUNITIES TOWARDS 
CULTURAL, ENVIRONMENTAL HERITAGE AND CULTURAL LANDSCAPE, By MEANS OF 
EDUCATIONAL AND COMMUNICATION ACTIVITIES

OBJECTIVES ACTIONS RESPONSIBLE 
FOR DELIVERy

RESOURCES TIME SCHEDULED

(action / project to be 
finalized within 1 year (A), 
3 years (B), 6 years (C))

Monitoring 
Indicator

REMARKS 

4.4 Work to provide 
appropriate, high 
quality and welcoming 
environments and 
information for 
visitors at the main 
entry points to the 
Site – all sites should 
be interpreted 
in accordance 
with Guidelines 
(Pravilnikom o 
označevanju 
nepremičnih kulturnih 
spomenikov Uradni list 
RS, št. 57/2011 z dne 
15. 7. 2011)

4.4 a Instigate 
replacement & 
upgrade of the 
roadside entrance 
signs on all 
location selected

RDA responsible 
manager, road 
authorities, all 
municipalities, 
on the basis of 
agreement fro the 
Institute for Cultural 
Protection Nova 
Gorica

None identified C Signs replaced & 
upgraded

-

4.4. b Seek to 
provide welcome 
signs in all 
project area on 
appropriate public 
places (railway, 
bus stations) and 
other locations as 
appropriate

RDA responsible 
manager, Rail 
Operator, Bus 
Operators, all 
municipalities

Resources 
required for 
potential signage 
& any fee. No 
identified budget

C – 2014 onwards Signage incorporated 
at appropriate public 
places and other 
appropriate locations

-

RESPECTING THE TRADITIONAL SPIRITUAL MEANING OF THE PLACES

OBJECTIVES ACTIONS RESPONSIBLE 
FOR DELIVERy

RESOURCES TIME SCHEDULED

(action / project to be 
finalized within 1 year (A), 
3 years (B), 6 years (C))

MONITORING 
INDICATOR

6.2 Researching 
and identifying 
the toponims and 
etymology and 
transposition of 
religious beliefs as 
well as valorising the 
work of geomanthy 
(M. Pogacnik and 
others)

6.2 a Prepare and 
elaborate research 
project to identify 
toponims and 
etymology and 
transposition of 
religious beliefs as 
well as valorization 
of geomanthy 
work and potential 
opportunities arising

RDA responsible 
manager, Universities 
and Institute for 
Cultural protection 
Nova Gorica, museums

Opportunity for funding 
bids from EU and other 
funds & other possibilities

C Production 
and delivery of 
research project
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CONTROLLING THE ExPLOITATION ACTIVITIES OF NATURAL RESOURCES

OBJECTIVES ACTIONS RESPONSIBLE 
FOR DELIVERy

RESOURCES TIME SCHEDULED

(action / project to 
be finalized within 1 
year (a), 3 years (b), 6 
years (c))

MONITORING 
INDICATOR

REMARKS 

7.1 Preparation 
of guidelines for 
exploitation of 
natural resources

7.1 a Produce 
a  guidance 
document 
required , 
provide priorities 
& include 
exploitation of 
natural potentials 
in the annual 
work programme

RDA responsible 
manager, all 
municipalities and 
Institute for Nature 
conservation

Municipal budgets, 
private exploitation 
investors & opportunity 
for funding bids

C Production and 
delivery of guidance 
document

-
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