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METHODOLOGICAL GUIDELINES
1- METHODOLOGY
1.1 The concept of landscape, «scientifical» and subjective assessments (perceptions)
« Landscapes » come always to existence at the intersection of
objective and subjective elements.
Landscape is firstly related to the feeling that men have while
watching a territory. This feeling is linked to each person’s cultural
and historical background. One territory, through the eyes of different
persons, means often different landscapes.

> LANDSCAPE AS A PERCEPTION
Landscape is related to the relationship between people and places.
People’s perceptions transform land into the concept of landscape.
Landscape is a subjective concept and therefore can be the object
of many definitions and evaluation methods.
«In Europe the concept of landscape emerged around the turn of
the sixteenth century to denote a painting whose primary subject
matter was natural scenery (Punter 1982; Cosgrove 1993)»
The visual perception is, of course, the first tool that assess a
landscape. That is why a part of the chosen indicators use the notion
of «visibility», or «visible presence».
Using these indicators, we succeed to analyse «subjective elements»
through a well-defined methodology. We, therefore, create a
comparison tool by exploiting the same indicators for all the different
landscapes of the studied area.
Concept of «presence» or « visibility» is not just about visual
perception, or how we see the land, but also about how we hear,
smell and feel our surroundings. Eventually it is also about the
feelings, memories or associations that they evoke.
Landscapes are «debatable». Landscapes are mainly emotions that
can only be evaluated directly on the field.

Young tourist in front of the Danube...

Urban shepherd in the city of Ruse : what kind of landscape does he «feel» ?
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> «LANDSCAPE»: BETWEEN NATURE & CULTURE
« Landscape » can mean a small patch of urban wasteland as well
as a mountain range, an urban park or an opened lowland plain. It
results from the way that different components of our environment
- both natural (the influences of geology, soils, climate, flora and
fauna) and cultural (the historical and current impact of land use,
settlement, enclosure and other human interventions) interact with
each others and are perceived by us.
« Thus a landscape can also be defined as a social structure with
economic purposes developed in an initially «natural» setting.»
This definition is a good introduction to understand the methodological
principles we applied in order to design this landscape classification
and the focus that has been made on the fundamental role played by
farming and forestry in the shaping of the landscape.

Traditional fishing on the Danube near
Tutrakan

Sheep in Baragan plain : a threatened traditional activity
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> KEY CONCEPTUAL LAYERS
TO READ THE LANDSCAPE
« Picture »Because landscape is an image,
an «aesthetic object»... a subjective
image created by perception.
We can experience it because of the
sensorial stimuli that it generates.
«Geographical
picture»
because
landscape is something that can be
described through the joint use of
physical and human geography.
The effects of multiple factors on a land
(geological, hydrological,climatic...) will
facilitate the developing of agriculture,
the ploughing of soils and the choice for
strategic places to build villages, roads,
secular historical paths, fortresses.

The natural (original?) landscape of the Dobrudja gorges.

Landscape is jointly created by nature
and human actions that transform it
by using it or preserve it through the
creation of protected areas.
« Dynamic picture » because the
problematic of landscape is getting more
and more complex to grasp and to follow
its evolutions.
The speed and the complexity of their
modifications as the diversity of the
involved stakeholders requires us to
abandon a static analysis and to create
tools that fit this dynamics.

Cruise boat on the Danube near Archar

« Landscape is a heritage» because it
is a something that we have to keep and
transmit to the next generations.
The first step is to understand the nature
of the heritage we received.
The second is to maintain it, to encourage
sustainable ways of life and production
that preserve it.
The third is to improve people’s education
and to implement a relevant landscape
management policy that will ensure that
the next generations follow our path.

Agriculture nowadays : generally mechanized and productive

The poet René Char wrote that “our
heritage is preceded by no testament”, it
inspires us the idea that it is our duty to
write a testament with our awareness and
actions in order to protect our heritage
and to avoid its squandering by our heirs.

Touristic landscape from Veliko Tarnovo
Valuing landscape of the border Romania-Bulgaria
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1.2 OUR METHODOLOGY
This study was organized in 3 steps :
Step 1: Desk study
Step 2: Field survey
Step 3: Classification and recommendations
The definition of the landscape units was a complex work which needed an in-depth desk study and a field survey
in order to confirm the first results of the desk study.
STEP 1: THE DESK STUDY
Firstly, we studied the geomorphic of the cross border area, the evolution of land use and its general history. We
used historical maps in different fields and we created various thematic maps. All these maps were superposed with
Google earth where the following layers were created:
‐Geological, hydrological, natural heritage area, architectural, urbanistic, agricultural, transportation, historical...

Superposition of geological map in Google earth

Superposition of soil map in Google earth

Exemple of relief units drawn in Google earth
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Superposition of historical map in Google earth

Superposition of Natura 2000 areas in Google earth
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Relief, streams and inland waterways

Areas with high flood risks
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Main transport corridors passing through the RO-BG cross border area

Typology of urban settlements
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The railroad network, ports and waterways, highlighting in
different colours the multimodal nodes (rail, rood, water, air)

Road network
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Natural reserves

Example of local information about specific architecture : the Oltenian kule
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LANDSCAPE IS A PALIMPSEST
A palimpsest is a manuscript page from a
scroll or book from which the text has been
scrapped or washed out so that it can be
reused.
Generally layers are combined and also
removed...many historical sites have been
destroyed, stone by stone, and the materials
have been used for building purposes in the
neighbouring villages.
Burial mound near Ostrov

Each generation modifies the landscape
for a specific purpose, but generally, there
are still «remnants», that can be used to
understand the landscape’s evolution.
These «field observations», correlated with
historical data, maps... are very useful to
understand for which reasons the territory
used to be valorized, (through commercial,
agricultural or military activities, maybe a
mix of them ? )

Roman street in Ulpia Escus, Ghighen village

Historical elements are the primary layers
that have to be taken into account. They
represent the rationale and tell the story of
our predecessors. It is very often a strong
inspiration and support for any intervention
in the landscape.
These elements are the result of a millenary
relation between men and nature...
We gave a special attention to written or
pictorial
descriptions of the territory:
movies, pictures, books, sketches...

Ottoman graveyard in Lanurile

The «new» old landscape in Tutrakan fishermen area
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> Abraham Ortelius, 1584 : The cross border area was already structured by the Danube and the mountains

>Ethnographic map of balkans
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These general informations have been completed with local points of interest localised with Google Earth

Exemple of agricultural points of interest localized in Google earth

Through the superposition of the layers, the logical coherence of the territory has been revealed in most of the cross
border area. For example, sandy soils fit for vegetables if they are in the vicinity of water sources that can be used
for irrigation as it is the case in the Dabuleni, Izbiceni, and Slivopol areas.
These analysis permitted to define some theoretical units with different kind of boundaries.
3 types of boundaries were defined:
1. Clear boundaries based on landscape geomorphic elements such as steep escarpments or forest edges
2. Visual continuity as the different types of landscape characters and areas rarely conform to administrative
boundaries.
3. Transition landscapes, wide or small areas, where the passage from a landscape unit to another is made. Landscape
is a continuum and its character does not, in general, change abruptly.

P. 14 / lANDSCAPE ATLAS / Valuing landscape of the border Romania-Bulgaria

Example of a multilayer analysis which illustrates Dabuleni area specificities :

Historical map with roads and villages (Austrian map, near 1910)

Soil map where we can observe the sandy area.

Aerial views from Google earth where we can identify the «uniqueness» of the agricultural stucture

Valuing landscape of the border Romania-Bulgaria
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All these theoretical landscape units that
were designed during the desk study had
then to be checked and proofed through an
exhaustive field survey.

Field survey provides the important ground
level view that shows how the landscape
is seen by people. It can also identify key
elements or features that are not apparent
from the desk study and therefore help to
record aesthetic and perceptual qualities of
the area. The field survey has been prepared
according to a precise methodology.

Exploring the territory during the field study

First, it will focus on the most busy
communication routes (roads, rural paths,
navigable waterways...) in order to analyse
the landscapes with the same point of view
as local inhabitants, travellers, tourists,
and commuters or simply users.
Then, the less visible landscapes, the less
connected to the communication network:
floodplains, forests, agricultural lands will
be analysed.
Reporting informations on the field study sheets
The comparative study of the most and the
least visible landscapes revealed subtle
links between the notion of landscape and
territory and allowed an objective overlook
of the current use and dynamics of the
territory.

During the field survey, the main tools are
visual as the drawing of sketches or the
taking of pictures that are here to feed ,
illustrate and confirm our field perception
and the result of our interviews and
conversations with local inhabitants.

Mapping the itinerary with Google earth

Searching and mapping interesting places with a GPS

Field trips road book for the 4 teams
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Sketches realized during the field study
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Sketches realized during the field study
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1.3 CHOICE OF LANDSCAPES UNITS : OBJECTIVES AND PRINCIPLES
Key elements:
1-Valleys are very important communication
axis due to the historical connections with the area
main element: the Danube. A special focus has
been made on the waterscape (lakes, rivers, sea)
and on important points of connectivity along the
Danube (twins cities)

2-The limits of the landscape units are sometimes
very clear lines linked with geographical elements,
but they can also be a blurred and imprecise.
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3-Different scales of landscapes has
been illustrated such as «macro/mezzo
landscapes» and «micro landscape. All
the landscapes cannot have the same scale.
The aim was to give the tools to analyze
different scales of landscapes.

4-Specific landscape , with a strong cultural or
historical importance or with a strong tourism
potential, has been underlined.

Valuing landscape of the border Romania-Bulgaria
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3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

Iron Gates National Park - Orșova Depression
Svinecei Mountains
Drobeta Corridor
Bălăcitei Piedmont
Salciei Meadow
Vrata flooding area / Blahniței Plain
Baileștilor Plain
Jiu floodplain

12
13
14
15

Bistrețului Meadow
Oltețului Piedmont
Romanaților Plain
Dăbuleni Plain

17
18
19
20
21
22

Potelu floodplain
Olt floodplain
Cotmeana Piedmont
Rosiori de vede Plain
Vedea Valley
Burnas Plain

24 Bucharest peri-urban area
25 Argeș Valley
26 Danube floodplain near Oltenița and Călărași
28 Bărăgan Plain
29 Mostiștea Valley
30 Borcea area
33 Lakes of Oltinei Plateau
34 Oltinei Hills
36
37
38
39
40

Carasu Valley (Medgidia)
Hârșova waterfront
Casimcea Plateau
Casimcea Valley
Razim-Sinoe lakes

42 Romanian seaside
43 Cobadin Plateau
45 Dobrudja Plateau
46 Bulgarian Seaside north from cape Shabla
47 Bulgarian Seaside south of cape Shabla
50 Suha Reka & Harsovska Reka region
53 Hills and lowlands between Silistra and Tutrakan (with lakes and marshs)
55 Wooded areas north of Glavinitsa
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56
57
58
59

Razgrad hills (hilly area south from Razgrad)
Rural landscapes west from Razgrad eastern part of Ludogorie
Ludogorie (Dulovo, Isperih and Razgrad wooded areas)
Slivo Pole floodplain area

62 Rural landscapes between Yantra and Lomovete Rivers
63 Yantra and Rositsa
65 Northern slopes of Central Balkan Mountains (in Elena Region)
66 Central part of Bulgarian Danube Vally
68 Belene - Suhaei floodplain area
70 Lower river floats in Bulgarian Danube Valley - Vit, Osam, Ogosta, Lom
71 Gulyantsi floodplain area (Cherno pole)
73 Iskar Valley
74 Gorni Vadin Waterfront
75 Western part of Bulgarian Danube Valley
77 Kozloduy - Lom Waterfront
78 Montana - Dimovo Uplands
81 Western Stara Planina
83 Archar Waterfront
85 Vidin floodplain

TS
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97

Bucharest - Constanța A1
Seaside Romania
Seaside Bulgaria
Bucharest - Veliko Tarnovo
Danube roads BG
Danube roads RO
Iron Gates - Bucharest
Ruse - Plevna - Vratsa
Cernavoda - Harsova
Olt Valley
Bucuresti Pleven Sofia
Silistrea- Balchik

98 Arhitectural monuments
99 Vineyard areas
100 Arheologic heritage (tumulus, cetatii, …) mounds
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> The indicators constellation/ A radar chart to illustrate the landscape
characterization
The diagram is a visual element created for a better comparison between the landscape units. The aim is to
create a graphical representation of the main characteristics of the landscape in order to understand easily
which are the most important elements in each units .This result is not an evaluation but rather a standardized
description of the landscape.

1> Hydrogeomorphological indicators

1.1. Presence of water
0-No visible presence of water
1-Pits, pond
2-Rivers, streams, spring
3-Lakes, rivers with strong flows, landscape marked by water erosion,
4-Sea landscape, wetland
1.2. Presence of visible rocks, mineral landscape
0-No visible presence of minerals
1-Presence of stones
2: Presence of rocks
3-Strong and visible presence of rocks
4-Mineral landscape
1.3. Relief characteristics
0-Flat
1-With valleys
2-Clear, sharp valleys but large
3-Narrow valleys
4-Steep cliffs

2> Natural potential indicators

2.1. Superposition of types of protected areas
0-No protected natural areas
1- Presence of one Natura 2000 protected area
2- Presence of more than one Natura 2000 protected areas
3-Superposition of Natura 2000 and national protected areas
4-Noteworthy and exceptional natural site (international recognised areas)
2.2. Vulnerabilty to the following threats: erosion, desertification, landslides and floods
0-Vulnerability to all these threats
1-Vulnerability to three of these threats
2-Vulnerability to two of these threats
3-Vulnerability to one these threats
4-No vulnerability to any of these threats
2.3. The complexity and diversity of ecosystems, especially fauna and flora
0-One single ecosystem of small value, monoculture to 4 and more per landscape
unit: forests and wetlands and etc...
2.4. Green infrastructure for climate change adaptation
0> No presence
1> Isolated and degradated elements
2> Presence of preserved natural elements
3> Presence of preserved natural elements and of degradated green infrastructure
4> Well preserved natural elements and development of new green infrastructure
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3> Agricultural potential indicators

3.1. Perception of type of agriculture
0–No agricultural activity
1–Traditional landscapes with small autarkic farms (< 5 ha)
2–Traditional landscape with little farms (< 10 ha)
3–Agricultural landscape with medium farms (10>500ha)
4–Industrial agriculture landscape with big farms (>500ha)
3.2. Presence of «added value» specific local products
0–No «local products»
1–Historical presence of local products which are not distributed anymore
2–Presence of local products in small local markets
3–«Added value» local products well perceived while not promoted and sold in outside markets
4–«Added value» local products with noteworthy image, promoted and accessible in outside markets
3.3. Visible presence of farms animals(0= not visible / inexistent > 4 = very important)
0 – No « visible animals»
1 – Few animals visible, rare, linked with family autarcic farm (< 5 units once)
2 – Few animals, little herds for local production
3- Little and medium herds
4 – Livestock farm landscape with a high concentration of animal
3.4. Importance of wooded areas in the landscape units
0 – No wooded areas
1 – Small wooded areas (<20%)
2 – Some wooded areas (20<60%)
3 – A lot of wooded areas (60>90%)
4 – Integral wooded areas (>90%)
Np

HG

NATURAL POTENTIAL

HYDROGEOMORPHIC
CHARACTERISTICS
Presence of water
1
Mineral landscape 2
Relief characteristics

Ig

IMMATERIAL
HERITAGE

3

2 Vulnerability

craftsmanship tradition 1
community based
festive events

Landscape reputation in
amateur’s community

Hc

Green infrastructure
4
3 Biodiversity

1 Protected areas

2

5 Cultivated lands

3

4 Wooded areas

Ethnic groups 1

HUMAN
CHARACTERISTICS

3 Farms animals

Birth rate 2

2 Local products

Accessibility 1

AGRICULTURAL
POTENTIAL

1 type of agriculture
4 Industrial architecture

Built - Unbuilt Ratio 2

3 recently built constructions

Built valuable areas 3
Urban Dynamics 4

UTd

Ap

URBAN AND TERRITORIAL
DEVELOPMENT

5
Typologies

2

listed buildings

1
traditional architecture

AB

ARCHITECTURE AND BUILDINGS
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3.5. Importance of cultivated lands (grasslands, arabil lands...) in the landscape units
0–No cultivated lands
1–Very few cultivated lands (<20%)
2–Some cultivated lands (20<60%)
3–Important number of cultivated lands (60>90%)
4–Integral cultivated lands (>90%)

4> Architecture and to buildings indicators

4.1 Presence of traditional architecture
0–No evidence of traditional architecture
1–Very few traditional houses or constructions
2–Some traditional architecture
3–Important presence of traditional architecture, emergence of clusters of vernacular construction
4–Typical traditional neighborhoods with traditional architecture in majority
4.2 Presence of listed buildings (heritage)
0-No historical monuments
1–Very few historical monuments (category B in Romania or of local importance in Bulgaria)
2–A few historical monuments (category B or of local importance) or one A category monument or of national
importance in Bulgaria
3–Important number of historical monuments (ensemble of B category or of local importance) or a few A category
or of national importance monuments
4–Concentration of A category or of national importance monuments or presence of international protected
cultural heritage sites such as Unesco ones
4.3 Presence of new buildings
0–No recent constructions
1–Very few scattered new constructions
2–Some new constructions, recent start of an urbanism scheme
3–Important number of noticeable new constructions ( large or high dimensions)
4–Brand new complete neighbourhoods / villages that are an integral part of the landscape
4.4 Presence of industrial architecture
0–No industrial architecture
1–Very little industrial architecture
2–Some abandoned or not noticeable industrial architecture (no visible traffic, smoke or noise...)
3–Some operating or noticeable industrial architecture ( visible traffic, smoke or noise)
4–Very important and noticeable industrial architecture, conglomerates or big factories either in use or
abandoned

5> Urban development and territorial development indicators

5.1. Accessibility / transport infrastructure axis (0>4)
0 –No accesibility
1 –Difficult access in the area, infrastructure in poor shape, one or few alternatives, bottleneck or cul-de-sac,
sinuous or difficult topography
2 –Moderate access condition with at least one national or county route and railway line in marginal areas
constrained by natural elements with poor connectedness between them
3 –Good access – one or more national routes or railway in moderate to good condition with several alternatives
4 –Very good access with several modes of transportation (railway, route, port or airport) as well as good
connectedness between them
5.2. Ratio between built and non built environment (0>100% =0>4))
0 –Largely natural elements with very discrete or punctual built areas
1 –Built areas with very diffuse typology that immerse in the landscape
2 –Built and unbuilt areas are intermixed or the perception upon them is of equal importance
3 –Built areas are dominant, forming ribbons or corridors of urbanization, fragmenting natural areas
4 –Landscape units are formed of dense fabric cities in which unbuilt areas are only a result of plot occupancy
or urban parks, public spaces
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5.3. The presence of valuable (or protected) built areas (from 0 to 4 for each landscape unit) (0>4)
(valuable may also refer to unique features that are present in some settlements but that are not protected)
0–None
1–Small rural or urban ensemble of local considered as valuable
2–One or more areas or ensembles with a local scale protection status or recognized value
3–One or more areas or ensembles with a regional scale protection status or recognized value
3–One or more areas or ensembles with a national scale protection status or recognized value
4–One or more areas or ensembles with a supranational scale protection status or recognized value
5.4. Urban Dynamics: decline, stability or growth (0>4)
0–Decline, showing visible presence of worn out, deserted buildings or declined industrial facilities
1–Slight signs of decline with deserted buildings and households in poor condition
2–Relatively stable with very few changes in the recent years
3–Discrete expansion and densification
4–Recent and aggressive expansion and densification
5.5. Typologies: without permanent dwellings, scattered dwellings, clustered villages, small and medium sized
cities, cities and metropolis (0>4)
0–Settlement structure is very common with inefficient patterns of land occupancy
1–Settlement with non-cohesive intermixed patterns but with some recognizable structure
2–Pre-planned or organically developed settlement with clear structure
3–Pre-planned or organically developed settlement with distinctive features
4–Very-well developed settlement, highly individualized and displaying distinctive features

6> Human settlement indicators

6.1 Variety and distribution of ethnic groups
0-The whole population is part of a single ethnic group
1-<5% of the population belongs to another ethnic group than the majority
2-<10% of the population belongs to another ethnic group than the majority
3-<20% of the population belongs to another ethnic group than the majority
4-<25% of the population belongs to at least two different ethnic groups
6.2 Birth rate
0--Irrelevant /deserted area
1-Decline (relatively to past and national figures)
2-Stable (relatively to past and national figures)
3-Growth (relatively to past and national figures)
4-Strong growth (relatively to past and national figures)

7> Immaterial heritage indicators

7.1 Presence of craftsmanship tradition
0-None
1-Utilitarian presence oriented toward local markets and needs
2-Presence of singular transmitted skills in distinctive craftsmanship
3-Reputation at a national level for at least one domain of excellence in craftsmanship
4-Worldwide excellence in one distinct field of craftsmanship, important enough to consider applying for
integration in the UNESCO’s list of Intangible Cultural Heritage
7.2 Traditional and folkloric community based festive events
0- none
1-One or more event unknown to outsiders or similar to the national ones
2-One or more event known outside the area for some distinctive folkloric features
3-One or more event known all over the country for its important and peculiar traditional/ folkloric features
4-One or more event whose ancestral origins and preservation of unique folkloric traditions is important enough
to consider applying for integration in the UNESCO’s list of Intangible Cultural Heritage
7.3 Landscape reputation in amateur’s community or in the tourism sector
0-None
1-Few pictures, paintings or postcards of the landscape available on the internet or on sale in local shops
2-Some pictures, painting or postcards of the landscapes available on the internet or in local and regional shops
3-Important number of pictures, painting or postcards of the landscapes available on the internet or in local
and national souvenir shop
4-Wide availability of pictures, painting or postcards of the landscape on the internet or in local, national or
international shops, iconic or symbolic representation of the region or the country
Valuing landscape of the border Romania-Bulgaria
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1.4 CHOICE OF PANORAMIC VIEWPOINTS : OBJECTIVES & PRINCIPLES

Following the desk and fields studies, the choice of scenic viewpoints was made in order to
illustrate some of the key assets of the cross-border area. 14 sites were chosen in Romania, 14
in Bulgaria and 2 mobile panoramic/scenic viewpoints (one on a boat and one on a caravan)
according to the following criteria :
-They ensure the observation and the valorization of different kinds of landscapes (rural,
urban, historical site, natural site...)
-They are able to provide a diversity of perceptions (a specific perception for a panoramic
viewpoint, or a wide perception linked to a road or a path)
There should be a scenic viewpoint in each county/district.
-The scenic viewpoints ensure a adequate valorization of the cross-border area as a coherent
whole (the vantage points near the Danube or the panoramas that span across the border
were prioritized)
The scenic/panoramic viewpoints selection that resulted, can be organized into 4 categories :
1-Panoramic viewpoint in a rural area (near a road, or at the top of a hill)
2-Panoramic viewpoint in an urban area (monument, park...)
3-Mobile panoramic point on water (boat)
4-Mobile panoramic point on earth, like «bee-caravans»
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BELVEDERE / PANORAMIC VIEWPOINTS
1-CAZANELE, Scenic drive / Mehedinti
2-ADA KALEH, Rest area / Mehedinti
3-ISLAZ, promenade area / teleorman
4-JIU TERRACE, rural promenade area near Valea Jiului / Dolj
5-GRADISTEA HILL, Panoramic viewpoint / Olt
6-CORABIA FALEZEI PARK, Panoramic viewpoint / Olt
7-ZIMNICEA BEACH, Panoramic viewpoint / Teleorman
8-GOSTINU BEACH, Promenade / Giurgiu
9-SULTANA-MALU ROSU, V. Mostistea, Panoramic viewpoint / Calarasi
10-CALARASI, Central parc promenade / Calarasi
11-SEIMENI, Rest area / Constanta
12-CONSTANTA, SalignY port, Urban panoramic viewpoint / Constanta
13-HARSOVA FORTRESS, Promenade & Panoramic viewpoint / Constanta
14-OSTROV-DANUBE, Scenic drive / Constanta
15-BALCHIK - SHABLA, Scenic drive/ DOBRICH
16-SREBANA NATURAL RESERVE, Rest area / SILISTRA
17-TUTRAKAN PORT, Panoramic viewpoint/ SILISTRA
18-SVESHTARI TUMULUS, Panoramic viewpoint / RAZGRAD
19-LEVENTA RUSE, Panoramic viewpoint/ RUSE
20-CHERVEN FORTRESS - RUSENSKI LOM, Panoramic viewpoint / RUSE
21-VELIKO TARNOVO TSAREVETS , Panoramic viewpoint / VELIKO TARNOVO
22-NIKOPOL FORTRESS, Promenade & Panoramic viewpoint / PLEVEN
23-ORYAHOVO PARK, Central parK promenade / VRATSA
24-KOZLODUY-LOM, Scenic drive / MONTANA
25-ARCHAR, Panoramic viewpoint / VIDIN
26-BELOGRADCHIK FORTRESS, Promenade & Panoramic viewpoint / VIDIN
27-ZGORIGRAD CHAIRLIFT , Promenade & Panoramic viewpoint / VRATSA
28-The «Balova Schuma» memorial complex, MONTANA,
Promenade & Panoramic viewpoint
29-PANORAMIC BOAT ON DANUBE
30-PANORAMIC CARAVANE
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