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PA3BOJ EBPOIICKUX YPBAHUX TYPUCTHYKUX CUCTEMA

H3Box: MelhyonHoc ypbaHor pa3Boja M Typu3Ma 3HauajaH je mpolec Koju ce aaHac oxsuja y Eyporu. Pa3Bojem
Typu3Ma JOIUIO je JI0 3Ha4yajHUX MpOMjeHa y opraHuzauuju rpaga. ok je cpemunoMm 20. crosbeha KyaTypHO-
MOBHjeCHO HacJbel)e rpasoBa MOTHLANO Pa3BOj Typu3Ma, JaHAC je Typu3aM y OpojHUM rpagoBuma Eypore
noKpeTay Jajbiber pa3soja. Takohep, nonuueHTpuunu pa3soj Eypomne moroayje oBom mporecy. Jlanac ce passujajy
METpOIOIUTAHCKAa TypHCTHUKa nozapydja. Oxo 80% wjenoxynHor TypucTHukor npomera Eypome ocTtBapyje ce y
rpagoBuma. O 1996. no 2007. roauHe cToma pacta 6poja TyprcTa y €ypoICKUM IpaJJOBHMa H3HOCHIIA je 0KO 25%,
a IpocjeyHa CToma pacta MeljyHapoAHOT Typu3Ma y HCTOM BPEMEHCKOM Pa3ao0Jby U3HOCHIA je 0KO 7%.

KibyuHe peun: HUKITyC pa3Boja TYPUCTHYKE JICCTHHALIM]E, KYATYpHO Hacsbelhe, ypOaHu pa3Boj U ypOaHU TypH3aM.

YBoa

Pa3Boj ypOaHMX TypHUCTHYKHX CHCTeMa je OUHaMu4aH mporec. OBaj ce mporec IaHac
onByja Ha riodanHoj pasuHu. Y Eyponu ce 3HaTHO Oprke 0O[[BHja HETO y OCTAJHM CBjETCKUM
perujama. Ilponec je moTakHyT pa3BojeM MHAYCTPUJCKOT APYIUTBA, IITO 3HAYU Ja je
ornoyveo npuje ornpuinke 100 roguHa. Y 0BoM ce pajiy roBopH o:
1. mwmkIycy pa3Boja ypbaHOT Typu3Ma,
2. rpamoBuMa Kao "puU3HHIIAMa KyJITYpHHX pecypca',
3. wmehyomHocy ypOaHOT U TYPUCTHUYKOT pa3Boja.
PasBoja yp6asor Typusma y Eypomu 3amoueo je mouerxom 20. cTosbeha’.
3HayvajaH NMOTHILA] pa3Boja M TpaHchopmanuje ypOaHUX TypHUCTHUKUX CHCTEMaA CY
KyITYpHH pecypcu. AHTponoreHo Hacibehe jemaH cy o]l pa3BOjHHX IOTEHLHMjala Y
OynyhHOoCTH MHOTHX MOBHjecHUX rpasoBa.OBaj Mmpolec IpaTu U CyBpeMeHa aHTPOIIOJIOTHja
KOja ,,0TBapa‘ HOBe HAUWHE W MOJIelie KOMyHHUKaIije n3Mel)y ojeIMHIX eTHHIKIX CKYITHHA
u nomahwHa, yKJpydyjyhu u npyre oOiiMke KOMyHHIIMpama MOBe3aHe C Typu3MoM. To je
TpoIiec KOjH ce pa3BHja y CKIIaNy ¢ ypOaHHM TYpPHCTHYKHM pa3BojeM Eyporre.
W3zpahenu cy mozenu Koju ycMmjepaBajy eyporcku ypoanu cucrem. C o03upom ja
Ce y EypOIICKHM TIpaJgoBuMa ocTBapyje oko 80% TypHCTHYKOT IpOMETa, MOCTaBJba CE
NHTamke y KOjeM ce IpaBlly pa3BHjajy ypOaHu U TypucTHUKH cuctemu Eyporne.

Huxayc pa3Boja Typusma
Christaller je Beh cBojenoOHO y reorpad)cKOM KOHTEKCTY OIHCA0 ‘“)KMBOTHH LUKITYC

JleCTHHAIMje”, a KOHIIENT TYpPUCTHYKOT pa3Boja roiryaapusupao je byrnep (Caserta, Russo,
2001). To je MomeN XUIOTETHIKE KPUBYJBE KOja IPUKa3yje BpeMeHCKa pa3o0iba Kpo3 Koja

Mmp Cenra JepkoBuh, Ceyunnuiire y /lyOpoBHUKY.

2 . . . P

Hako ce y moBujectn Typusma Petite Tour u Grand Tour jaBsbajy jour ox 17. crosbeha, TO ce BpEeMEHCKO
paznobsbe He MOXKE y3eTH y 003Hp Y LUKIYCY pa3Boja ypbaHor Typusma. To cy OHIM MyTOBamba Mabe rpyme JbyIH,
TO jecT apuctokpara. C MOBHjECHOT IIIeIUIITa 3a0MIbEKEHA Cy U 3HATHO PaHMja TyTOBaba O] OBUX.
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TypH3aM IpoJasH THjekoM cBor passoja (Edwards, Cleverdon, 1982)°. IlIto je mpocTopHu
obOyxsar Behu, wucTtpaxuBame je, Kopuctehu ce HIEjOM XHUIIOTETHYKE KPHUBYJIBE,
Bjeponoctojuuje (Cnuka 1). Iloyerak pa3Boja mpukazat je y ¢asu A. To je penaTuBHO
JyJbe BpeMeHCKO pa3noOsbe. HakoH Tora cnujenu pa3nobibe OpiKer pacta KOju je O3HaueH
¢da3zom B. V dasu 1] 6p3u ce pact HacTaBba, Te Tako u y ¢as3u J[. Hakon tora y dasu E
cnujenu pa3nobJbe maja Wid nak KoHconuaanyje paspoja. OBaj THjeK MOXKE OUTH MPEKUHYT
pas3nuuyuTuM yTjenajuma. 3a BehuHy necTuHanuja oBaj je mpoiec Ay/bu ox 50 roauHa, a
Hajayseu 10 100 roguna. MHore cy cnenu(UYHOCTH Y IPHMjEeHH MOJielia LUKIyca pa3Boja
ypOaHNX TYpUCTHYKHX JNECTHHAIM]ja, IIOCEOHO Kaja je pujed O MOBHjECHUM IpajJioBUMa H
KYJTYpHOM Typu3My. IbHXOBO KyNTYpHO MOBHjECHO HacJbel)e M MICHTHTET CY jeIUHCTBEHU
(Caserta, Russo, 2001)

HajroBuja ucTtpaknBama ypOaHMX TYpPHCTHYKHX cucTeMa Eypome ykasyjy Ha
HOBE TPEH/IOBE YpOAaHOT M PErHOHAIHOT pa3Boja. AKTyallHO MUTamke KOje Ce MOCTaBba Y
Be3u oBOr Mel)yosiHoCa je Kako 1 Ha TeMeJsby 4era ce pas3Buja.
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VRIJEME
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Ciamka 1. Hukayc pa3soja typusma (Edwards, Cleverdon, 1982)

Eyporicku yp6anu Typusam je npomao cieenehe daze (Bianchini, 2001, Gospodini,
2001, 2009; Stock, 2007):
1. da3za HeopranuzupaHor ypdaHor Typusma y npsoj nonounu 20. crosseha,
2. opraHusMpaHd oo6auuM MacoBHOr Typusma S50-tux, 60-tux u 70-THX
rojinHa,
3. anrepHaTuBHM 00nMLM ypOaHor Typusma 80-tux u 90-TuX roauHa,
4. TrpajoBW TOKpeTay OJp)KWBE AWHAMHUKE pa3Boja TypusMma kpajem 2000.
TOJIMHE,

> OH je yka3ao Ja TypHCTHYKA JECTHHAIMja Ha GHJIO KOjOj MPOCTOPHOj pasMHM (JOKATHA, PErMOHANHA M Jp.)
nponasu mukiIyc passoja (Butler, 1991, Haywood, 1986). ITyrem oBor mMozena u3paljene cy OpojHe aHanu3e Kako
Cy ce pa3BHjaye TypUCTHYKE JAECTHHALH]E.
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5. TypmsaMm (W pekpearyja) MOKpeTrad ypOaHe pereHepammje modeTkom 21.
ctospeha™

IIpBa ce ¢a3a moxe cMaTpaTH pa3go0/peM HHIAMBHIYaJHOr Typu3Ma. To je BpEeMEHCKO
paznobsbe Tpajano oko 30 romunHa. OBa je dasza npexkunyra JIpyruM CBjETCKHM pPaTOM.
Jlpyra ¢a3za mo cBOM BPEMEHCKO pa3fno0iby Hajayxe je Tpajana, oko 40 roguHa. Y TOM
BPEMEHCKOM pPa3i100Jby IONUIO je 10 Jubepanu3aiyje npomera. To je ojadano Typusam.
Tpeha dasa ce onHOCH Ha HOBE MPOMjEHE Y MacCOBHOM Typu3My. Tpajana je oko 20 rojuHa.
Typuzam je uckopucTHO Kamanurere rpaja (MHppacTpykTypa u ap.). To je omoryhuno na
TypH3aM 3aJp>Ku AMHaMUKy pacra. UerBpra ¢asa je kpaha ox one tpehe. bpxu pa3Boj y
0B0Oj (a3 MOXKe ce MOBe3aTH C MPOLEeCHMa KOjU Cy MOTaKHYTH Iue3geceTux roauHa 20.
ctoseeha. Tpu cy pasiora 3a To:

1. jadame W OKpyIH-aBamke EKOHOMCKUX KOPIIOpaIyja,
noBehaHa XOpH30HTAIHA U BEPTHKAIHA HHTErpaLyja,
3. IOTOK KalMTaja y Typu3My, IOPHjeKJIOM U3 APYTUX eKOHOMCKHX CEKTopa
Y aKTHBHOCTH.
Kipy4yHa MHTErpaTHBHA CHara yHyTap TypH3Ma IIOCTalle Cy BEJIMKEe KOopIopauuje Koje cy y
CTamy J1a OpraHu3upajy, KOOPIUHUPA]Y, KPEUPajy U OBJIaJajy TYPUCTHYKHM TPIKUILTEM.

Konauno je wactymmia mera ¢asa’. Y o0BOj je (asu NpeacTaBbeH HOBH
ycIiocTaBJbeHH MeljyorHoC Typu3Ma 1 ypOaHor pas3Boja. JloK je y IpeTXOaHOM BPEMEHCKOM
pa3no0spy rpan 6o mokpeTad pa3Boja ypbaHor TypusMma, mouetkom 21. crospeha je ymnpaso
00OpHYTO, TypH3aM je IOCTao IMOKpeTady Jajbler pa3Boja rpana. Y oBoj (a3u UCTHYe ce
yIIora pekpeanyje y pa3Bojy rpaja.

Hanac ce ucnurtyjy MoryhHOCTH mianuparea u ypehersa ypbanoe npocmopa (y
aJBEEM TEKCTY 'ypbaHnu Ouzajn’) y pa3Bojy rpagoBa. Tako ce ykasyje na je ypOaHu Iu3ajH
HOBM Ha4yMH KOjH yTjeue Ha Pa3B0j CBHX paspeza U rpyma eypoIcKHX I'paloBa, a IoceOHO
MOCTaje BakaH 3a METPOIOJIMTAHCKE TPaJOBe M Mame NepudepHe rpanoBe KOjH Hemajy
pa3BojHuX mpeucnosunuja. [Iporec exoHoMmcke riobanuzauuje y Eypomu, 3ajenHo ca
OpOIIECOM  €ypOICKE HHTErpaluje y TMOC/heAmUX JECeT TOAWHA H3MHjeHHO je
(byHKIHOHHpake eyporickor ypbaHor cucrtema. Ilojam apkaBe CBe BHIlle TryOou Ha
3HAYAjHOCTH, a TPaJ0Ba MOCTajy CBE BAXKHHUjH W HOCHUTE/bH Cy pa3Boja HOBOI' €YPOIICKOT
apywtea. Heku ayropu uctuuy kako "Eypona mocraje 3ajemHuIa TpaloBa, a HE Hauuja
w/wn 3eMaspa" (Gospodini, 2002).

AHTpOIIOTeHe 0CHOBE pa3Boja ypoaHor TypuzMa

AHTpONIOTeHH pecypcd Cy Haj3HAuYajHUjHU TOKpeTay eypoIlcKor ypOaHor TypH3Ma.
AHTpONIOTeHHM pecypcMMa Ha3uBaMO CBe I0jaBe, oOjekTe, mporece u jorahaje wu3
HPOIUIOCTH U cafambocTH. OHKM ¢y (OPMHUpaHU Kpo3 pa3InduTe MoBujecHe enoxe. To cy
OHH CaJIPXKaju 3a KOje Ce Be3yjy aTpUOYyTH €CTETCKOI M 3HAMCHHUTOT, a CTBOPHJIHM Cy HX
HapoJM WIM €THHYKE CKyNWHE y JaBHOj wiu Onuckoj mpouuioctu. OHu ce nujene y 4
KaTeropuje: KyJITYpPHO-TIOBHjeCHa, €THOCOLMjaJiHa, YMjeTHHYKE W  aMOHWjeHTaJIHe.
JenHoctaBHO pedeHO, TO je OHO KYyJTypHa OCTaBIITHHA KOje€ CE€ IPEHOCH M3 jeIHe
reHepanuje y Apyry. 3axBasbyjyhn Tomy, mnoBujecHe (KyJITypHE, yMjETHHYKE H CIL.)
BPHUjEJHOTE U3 MPOLUIOCTH M CANAIIBOCTH MOCTajy OHO KYITYpHE Tpaaulije IPYIITBa

* Kaxo UCTUYY TI0jeJMHHU ayTOpH J0CTa CE Jyro 3aHEMapuBao yTjelaj peKkpeanuje y pa3Bojy eyporcKuX IpaaoBa.
Typuzam u pekpealja cy HEONXOAHH 3a pa3Boj cyBpeMeHHX eyporckux rpagosa (Urry, 1990; Stock, 2007).

OsBa ce ¢a3a oaBHjana HeyjeAHAYeHO. Y MOjeUHUM €ypOIICKHM IPajoBUMa CHAXKHO CE Pa3BHja, Y HEKUMa TEK
MOYMIbE, a y HEKMMa Ce JOUI HUje MoYesa pa3BHjaTH.
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(Nuryanti, 1996). ¥ oBy kaTeropujy ykJbydeHa Cy JUTEpapHa MjecTa, YMjETHHYKE U IIHPE
KyntypHe nuaHoctd u3 moBujectu (Herbert, 2001). KynrypHa Tpamummja npymrTBa ce
Takoljep mpeHOoCH MmyTeM TypusMma ca jemHe rpyme Ha apyry (Jerkovié, 2002 str. 8). OBu
TpaHchepr HHUCY YjeIHAYCHU: HEKH Cy (DOpMaiHH, HEKH HEMOTIIYHH, a HEKH IaK BPIIO
CHaXHU. JemaH oOJi jeOHOCTABHHMjUX MyTeBa YKJbydyje HHTENEKTyallHe, COLMjaJIHE H
YMjETHHYKE KOMIIOHEHTe. MHTeleKTyalnHe KOMIIOHEHTE BENMHOM Cy CpeIMIIbU U TPajHH
eJIEMEHT KyJIType. Y BbUMa Cy YKJbYUCHH PEIIUTH]a, Je3UK, (POJIKIOP, YMjETHHYKE TPAJUIU]e
U cn. OHM MNpeAcTaB/bajy HMHTENEKTYaJHH CETMEHT KOjU JIOBOAM Yy Be3y JbyJICKe
CIOCOOHOCTH 32 Pa3MHLLBAKE C KYJITYPHHM CTBapaAITBOM KOje C& MOKE MjepPHUTH.
3HavajHMUje BAIOpPH3MpPAE aHTPONOreHor Hacibeha y pasBojy ypOaHor Typusma

otmoueno je mouetkoM 20. croseeha. Typuctuuka Bamopu3ammja aHTpOIIOTeHOT Hacsbeha y
rpaJoBAMa MPOMUjEHHIIA j€é EKOHOMCKH OJTHOC TIpeMa rpaiy.
I'pamoBu ce ¢ TypHUCTHUKOT TJEAWINTA Pa3BHjajy M aJalTHPajy OBHCHO O KamaluTeTy U
crocoOHOCTHIMAa BUXOBHUX CyOrpyIa Jia ce yKJbyde Y pa3BojHe mporece.Ha CIALN 2
MPUKa3aHO je Kako ce KyJTypa pa3Buja, y KOHTEKCTy coupjanne reorpaduje (Hagget, 1984
str.  250). Pa3BojHu Mojen KyiType MpHKasaH je TpOAMMEH3HMOHanHO. JlumeH3uje
npezacTaBibajy MoryhHoct ynorpebe aHanuse:

(a) y BpeMeHy U IpOCTOpY, KOje 03HaYaBajy CyIITUHCKU CACTaBHU JHO,

(6) 3a mnpuka3z KyIATYpHHX KOMIIOHEHTH peruje WIH KyJITypHHX

KapakTeprCTHKa Koje (hopMupajy rpyne wim cyorpyne.
MHoOro6pojHe Maje KOLKE Ce OJHOCe Ha KapaKTEePUCTHKE IMOjeNMHUX ICCTHHALMjA WIIH
peruja. MehycoOHUM mpHONMMKaBameM KYITYPHHX KapaKTEPHCTHKa KOLKE Ce CMamyjy.
OBo je mporiec ¢ KOjuM ce 6aBU KynTypHa reorpaduja U HUje IpeIMeT OBOT paja.

Kan je mutame TyprCcTHYKE NECTHHAIM]E Tj. TPaja, TaJ ce paclpaniba O 3ajeJHHIN

KOjy Typuctu mocjehyjy. buio koja ckynuHa WiM 3ajelHHMIA JaHAC CrocoOHa je jaa ce
npeMa ceOHM OIZHOCH CaMOKPHTHYKM M Ja ce Mujema. [IpmiarohaBame 3axTjeBuMa na
rpajioBH MOCTaHY JKMBa aTpakifja, cTBapa MpodiieM Koju 3axBaha CBakH KMBOTHHU [1€Talb.
Typuzam ce cycpehe u ca ,,3aTBOPEHUM™ M ,,MaTEPUjaATUCTHUKUM" WIH ,, THOCPATHUM"
[UBUIIN3AI[H]aMa.

. a-1 2
:::g subkxllura §
ra-4 g_
subkultura| E
B 2
: g
' 3
1 —
1 a3
1 -
i -]
kulturno podrucje \\"x __—”’____._.-—-' subkultura| 2
kulturni region 2-—-'>\ L L—<_ymijetnicka
prostorna .,.Ll:-”"ﬂ\ st :-!na
dimenzija

subregion B""“- I—"' religija
kug“gl;:r)w Nmmgmn A % jezik 1 socijalna strana
umjetnost
tradicija  Jmentalna
folklor strana
itd. izabrane
komponente

Caunka 2. Pa3pojun mopea kyiarype (M3pop: Hagget, 1983, str. 250)

OBa Kkperama y Typu3My MOTY c€ KapaKTepH3HpaTH Yy [IBHje IHMEH3Hje,
CTPYKTYPHY CYIEPHOPHOCT IMOjeJMHE KyIAType (M CKyIHHE), ¥ IHXOBO PETOPHUYKO
yapyxuBame. Tako ce ykasyje Ha 4yeTupu OCHOBHE (hopMe M3Mel)y eTHHYKHX CKyNuHa H
BUXOBUX CYOKYJITYpa Y KYJITypHO] IPOAYKIM)U Ipaja:
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nH(pepropHa CKYIIHA HACTOjH CE MOBE3UBATH Ca CYIIEPUOPHOM,
nHpepruopHa CKyIMHA MOKyIIaBa AehUHUpATH caMy ceOe Kao aHTHUTE3y
CYINEpHOpPHE CKYyNHHE,

3. cymepuopHa CKylHMHA HACTOjU C€ TIOBE3UBATH Ca KOMHUjoM HH(pEpUOpHE,

4, cymnepuopHa CKynuHa aeUHUpa ce Ka0 aHTUTE3a HHPEPUOPHE CKYIMHUHE.
OBH 0JIHOCH jaBJbajy CE€ y PEANHO] CUTYAIlUjU, U CBAKU OJ IHHX Jaje KyJATypHE (A eTHHUKE)
pesynrare. Bpiio je palmupeH THIIMYaH Cilydaj Kaja ce eKCIUIoaTHpaHa MambHHA HACTOjH
ajlanTupatd mnorpedaMa M 3axTjeBHMa TYPUCTHYKOT Tpxuinta. Ha Taj HayMH jgonasu 10
NojaBe PEKOHCTPYKIHMje eTHULMTeTa. HoBe PEeKOHCTPYKIMje STHUYKUX (OPMH HACTjY Y
CKOPO CBUM TypUCTHYKHM TpagoBuma Eypore. CyBpeMeHH TYpUCTHYKH MOKPET 3aCHHUBA CE
Ha JBHje CYIPOTHE TEHICHIIMje, MHTEPHAIIMOHAIIHO] XOMOTCHOCTH KYJIType W YMjETHOM
OuyBamYy JIOKATHUX KYITypa.

[N

CMmepHuIe pa3Boja ypéaHOr Typu3Ma

Pa3Boj yp6aHor Typu3ma uma cBoje crneuuduynoctd. HeoBucHo o auHaMuiy (M QyHKIM)H)
pa3Boja eypoIICKUX IPajioBa, pa3BUia Cy ce Ba THIA ypOaHOr TypU3Ma:

y [IOBHjECHUM I'paJIOBUMa,

Y METPOIOJIUTAHCKUM MOJPYYjHMa.
VY npBy KaTeropujy npHIaiajy CpeiboBjeKOBHHU IPa0BH KOjH C€ HUCY OMTHO MHJCTPH]CKH
n nemorpadeku passujanu. Jlpyra xareropuja ypOoaHOTr TypH3Ma Y METPOIIOJIUTAHCKHM
MOJIpyvjuMa IIOBE3aHa je ca €ypOoICKHM ypOaHUM cHCTeMOM. Typw3aM je Yy HOTIYHOCTH
MIPOMHjeHHO ToTJie Ha rpaf. IloBujecHH pa3Boj, OONWK U PYHKIHja Tpaja ¥ MPOUIIOCTH 1
KaKo ce o/1BHja y OyayhHOCTH Cy pa3iHyuTy.

THIT Hacesba BEOMa MaJi MambHu Behy BaXXHUjU
J METPOTOIIHCH
. rpajoBH rpajoBH rpajoBH
KaTeropuja npou3Boza
KyJITYpHO MOBHjECHO Hacsbehe I rpyna Hrpyna
KyJTYPHO MOBHjECHO Hacsbehe +
yMjeTHOCT III rpyna IV rpyna
KYJITYPHO [OBHjeCHO HacJbehje +
YMjETHOCT + KpeaTHBHA HHIyCTpHja V rpyna VIrpyna

Caunka 3. Knacudpukanuja Hacesba M BbUXOBOT Ky aTypHOr npou3soaa (M3sop: ETC 2005, str.5)

Taxobhep 3a pa3Boj ypbanor Typusma Csjercka Typuctuuka opranuzanuja (WTO)
je mama cmjepaune (ETC, 2005, 5), HamjemeHE OpkaBama, TPaJOBUMa M TYPUCTHUKUAM
opraHM3alijaMma Kako 01 mro 0oJbe peasu3upaiy MoTeHnuja ypoasor typusma. Cymruna
KOHIIENTa CacToju ce y Kiacudukanuju rpajgosa y mect rpyna (ciuka 3). Paznuuure rpyne
rpajioBa HacTaje Cy Ha CjelUIITHMa XOPU3OHTAJIHE OCH M BepTHKaJIHe ocH. [IpBa
IpelCcTaB/ba THIIOBE HACEIha; BAPOLL, IPal, BeJerpal I METPOIIOJINC, a APYTa MPEICTaBIba
BHUXOB JJOMUHAHTHH KYJITYpHH pou3Box, U to:

1. kyarypHo moBujecHo Hac/bele: apredaxTn i opylhe, anatu u ci. Koje
TOBOPH O NPOLUIOCTH MjecTa,

2. YMjeTHOCT: CyBpEMEHa pemNpoNyKTHBHa (IUleC, My3HWKa, JApaMa) u
BU3yaJlHA YMjE€THOCT (CIIMKapCTBO, KMIIAPCTBO U CIL.),

3. KpeaTMBHAa WHAYCTPHja: Ju3ajH, MOJIHA WHAYCTpHja, CYBpEMEHa
ApXHUTEKTypa UTI.
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Ha ocHoBu oBora yTBphjeHEe Cy TpH KaTeropuje KyJITypHOT IMPOM3BOIA Koje ce
cacroje oJ] jelHOT WM BHUIIIEC HABEJCHUX EIEMEHATa KOjH MOCTOje y €ypOIICKUM IpajioBUMa,
aTo cy:

1. KyJATypHO Hacibehe Kao mpou3BO.

2. KyJNTYpHO HacJbelje M yMjeTHOCT Kao pOU3BO.

3. KyJITypHO Hacibele, yMjeTHOCT U KpeaTuBHA MHIYCTPHja Kao MPOU3BO/I.
Ha ciaumu 4 je npukazaHo Kako cy KaTeropuje Mmpou3Bojia IOBE3aHe C TUIOBUMA Hacesba.
OBzje HHMje OWb CTPUKTHO AeHUHHMpATH KaTeropujy Hacejba, Beh pa3MOTPUTH HHXOB
KyITYpPHHU MIPOHU3BO/I.

TurnoBn Hacespa cy nopenaHu oj Mmamux ka Behem. Pasmarpajyhu mx Ha oBaj
Ha4yMH, BapolId Cy OJ JIOKAIHE BaKHOCTH, MambH TPaJOBH O PErHOHAIHE BaXKHOCTH,
BellerpaJ Of HAUWMOHAIHE M METPOIOIUC OJ HALMOHAIHOr 3Hayaja M mmpe. Tako cy u
KaTeropuje IMpou3BoJia MopeaaHe Mo TUILY U CIOKEHOCTH KyJITYPHOT (M APYTUX) IIPOU3BOAA
U yciyra.

'maBHM THHOBM MjecTa KOjU Cy H3y4YaBaHH Cy &paodosu, eenezpadosu U
memponoaucu. Mama HaceJba (Bapoii) cy odyxBalieHa a Ou pasrpaHuucme Mel)y ocTamum
HaABEJICHUM THUIIOBA Haceshba OWIIO jacHH]e.

KoHnienT ce name 3acHMBa Ha OpOjHMM MpPETIOCTaBKama Koje cy 3a Hajpehu amo
CYPOIICKHX BapoLIM, I'PajoBa, BeJErpajoBa M METPONMOJMCA TOYHE Kaga ce TOBOPH O
nocjeramMa HHO3eMHHX TYPHCTa, TEK 32 MamH IO T MOCTaBKe He Bpujene. Jakie, cibenehe
Cy TpyIie TpajoBa:

® Bapowu (I rpyna) HyIge caMo KyJITypHO MOBHjeCHO Hacibele, a He HyIe
WIH je MaK Majo IPHCYTHA BU3YyaJHA M PENPONYKTHBHA YMjETHOCT HIJIM
KpeaTUBHA HHIYCTpHja

® Maru epadosu uyne xyiarypuo Hacibehe (II rpyma) u BucyanHy w/win
penpoaykruBHy ymjerHocT (III rpymna), kpeTuBHE MHIYCTpHje HEMa WA
je ¥Ma BpJIO MaJio

® Benecpadosu Hyze KyATYPHO Hacibel)e ¥ penpoayKTHBHE W/WIIN BUCYalIHE
ymjerHoctu (IV rpyma) u moryhe kpeatuBHy unayctpujy (Vrpyna)

® Memponoaucu Hyne KyITypHO Hacjbehe M penpoayKTHBHE W/WIH
BUCYyaJIHE YMjETHOCTH U KpeaTtuBHy nuHayctpujy (VI rpyma).

OBe mocTaBke He BpHjele yBHjek 3a noMahu Typusam. [Ipumjepuiie, ako Bapouy,
rpajoBH, BENErpaJOBH M METPOIONMCH HE HyJAe KOMOHMHAIHWjy NPOM3BOJA H yCIyra
WHO3EMHHMM TYPUCTHMA, OHJIa HHUCY Pa3BWIIM aTPaKTHBaH NPOHM3BOJ 32 Pa3BOj KyJITYPHOT
TypusMa. Tako Ha TpuMjep, BEIerpaJoBH Koju cnanajy v IV u V rpymy yBenmke oBuce o
IPHUCYCTBY KpeaTUBHE HHIYCTPHjE y BHUMA.

Mehyonnoc yp0aHor u TypUCTHYKOI pa3Boja

C ayropo4HOr TJICAMIITa Pa3BOj TypU3Ma OBHCH O Pa3BOjy €YypOIICKOr ypOaHOr
cucreMa. To je ocHOBa 3a pa3Boja €ypoOICKOI ypOaHOr TypusMma. 300r Tora ce OBIje
OTBapajy IHTaka y BE3U €ypOICKOr ypOaHOT cHCTeMa Koja Cy MUPEKTHO W MHIUPEKTHO
MOBE3aHa C pa3BojeM ypOaHOT TypucCTHUYKOr pa3Boja Eypome. OBoM mporecy moroayje
cTparervja nojuMueHTpu4Hor ypbaHor passoja Eypome (Petrov, Lavalle, Kasanko, 2009).
Crparerrja MOJUIIEHTPUYHOT pa3BOja TEMEJbH c€ Ha (PYHKIHOHAIHO] CIICLHjaIn3aIiiji
(Tpunh, Ciyka, 2006 ctp. 180)°. Kaxo ce oaBuja oBaj MelyoHOC Ha TO yKa3yjy:

OHa yKJbyuyje cejaM MHIUKATOpa: NOMyJaljy, TPAaHCIIOPT, TypU3aM, HHIYCTPH]y, 3HaHE, LIEHTap OJUTy4YHBakba
y NIPUBATHOM CEKTOPY U LICHTPE OJUIy4HBama Y jABHOM CEKTOpPY. 3a U3pajy MOJULEHTpU4He KapTe Eypore, ocum
TypHU3Ma U aIMHUHHUCTpAIHje, KOPUCTHIIH Cy CE OCTAIM IIeT HHANKATOpA.
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1. MOLAND mopen
2. Mogen MeTpOIIONINTaHCKUX €ypPOIICKUX peTHja,
3. ATLAS npojexr.

MOLAND (Monitoring Land Use/Cover Dynamics) mMozen je Kjby4HH ajiaT 3a
MporHo3upame ypOaHor u pernonaiaHor passoja Eypome (Lavalle u ap., 2004). bynyhu
Typu3aM MOTHYEe MHOTe MPOCTOPHE MPOMjeHe, TMpHUMjemyje ce y IUIaHupamy ypOaHor
pasBoja y eyporckumM TypuctuukumM perujama (Petrov, Lavalle, Kasanko, 2009). Mogen je
IO cBeoOyXBaTHE METOJONIOTHjE KOja Ce 3aCHHBA Ha HU3Y allaTa 3a IPOCTOPHO MUIAHUPAE,
a Koje ce IpuMjemyje y IpoljemuBamy, npahemy U MoAenupamy pa3Boja M Pa3BOjHUX
cTpaTeruja Ha ypOaHOj M PErHOHAIHO] pasuHH . [loMaxe IPU MHTErPATHOM [UIAHUPAHY U
W3paJu MOJUTHKE 33 OAPIKHUBO YIpaBibambe EyporckiuM TepuroprjeM.

Legenda
? & urbani i turisticki centri
Il #lpski centar
e & kenurbacia
[ metrepcis
s Megapentagon
f o ostall centri Megapentagona
Sjevema Irska | L " 9 Mok
granitne regie -

Skvema regija
Sunﬂﬁ?d

Sire podnutie D3l

Algrave 3 Nmuéa:f
W Iraklion @

Caunka 4 MelhyoaHoc MeTPONOJIMTAHCKOT pa3Boja u ypéanor typusma y Eyponu
(M3Bop: Schwanen, Djast, 2006: Petrov, Lavalle, Kasanko, 2009)

Jpyru monen ce oqHocH Ha yTBphrBame MeTpornoiuraHckor pa3soja Eypore. [Tpu
TOM Ce¢ YyTBphuBa ImOJIOKAj TIpajoBa Te ce pasMaTpa uHTepakiuje Mehy muMa,
KOHLIEHTpalMja akTHBHOCTH M ¢yHkuuje. Tume ce sxenu mnojacHuTH MehyonmHoc wu
ycropenoy 39 MeTponoiuTCKUX nojpydja 3anagHe Eyporie 1 KOHaYHO M3BPLIMTH HHXOBO
(YHKIIMOHATIHO paHTupame. Y 0BOM Ipolecy oJf HOoceOHOT 3Ha4aja Cy TYpUCTHYKU TOKOBH
KOjH [IOCTajy CBE 3HAYajHHUjU U CTOTA KIbYYHH y OJJpehUBary METPOIOIMTAHCKHX MOJpYyYja.

7 . .
MOLAND mopzen ykjbydyje 5 THIIOBA JUTMTAJIHUX KapaTa NpOCTOpa: TPEHyTHA HaMje€Ha 3€MJbUILTA, IPOMETHA

MOBE3aHOCT MOJAPYYja, MOrOAHOCT MPOCTOpa 32 PasIMYMTE HaMjeHe, 30HMHT MPOCTOPA 3a Pa3NH4UTe HaMjeHe U

COLIHO-EKOHOMCKE KapaKTepUCTUKE MOAPYYja (CTAHOBHUIITBO, J0XO/AK, IPOU3BO/(EbA H 3aIOCICHOCT).
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Ha 1o Ham ykasyje dopmupame MeauTepaHCKOT “TypHUCTHYKOT MErajomnoiuca’.
To je nporuec koju he ce cBe Buie y Oyayhe nmpoxxumari.
Mehynapoana acouujaumja ATLAS, mopen IIUPOKOr pacloHa aKTHBHOCTH, YycMjepaBa
pa3Boj KyJTYpHOT Typu3Ma. Y CBOj mporpam ykjpyumia je oko 200 MmoBHjeCHHUX rpasoBa
Eyporme. OBa acornyjaiyja JaHac CHaXHO Jjelyje y eyporckuM ypoanum mentpuma (ETC,
2005).

[Tose3uBajyhu nBa cuenapuja MOLAND u METPOTIOJIIMTAHCKH Y jeIHY reorpad)cky
Kapty (cnuka 4), nobuja ce yBUA Yy KOjeM ce NpaBlly pa3BHjajy ypOaHW (M TYypHCTHUKH)
uentpu Eypone. MeranenTaronana npukasyje mupy o0yxBaT METPOIIOIUTAHCKUX TOAPYYja
u u3BaH 3emasba Eyporicke ynuje Ha nctoky Eypone (cnmka 3). KomOunanujom oBa jBa
CIieHapHja qoOmBa ce “TypucTuika ypbana ocHoa Eypome”.

CHaxaH nporiec ypbaHe MHTETpanyje CBe BHIIE MPOAHUPE Y MOjeANHIM 3eMIbaMa.
To omoryhaBa ypOaHuM LieHTpUMa Jia Opke pa3Bujajy M TYpUCTHUKY CIIELHjaln3alujy.
HcrpaxuBama ypOaHHX cHCTeMa CBE BHIIE CE€ yCMjepaBajy Ha Ipolece Ha €KOHOMCKUM
penaunujama, TO jecT Ha Be3e maMel)y M yHyTap KOMIaHHUja CMJEIITEHUX y Pa3IMIUTHM
ypOaHUM YBOpHINTHMA, T€ ce ynyhyje Ia ce UCTpake W JPYrH THUIIOBH MOOMIHOCTH WA
TOKOBa, NOCEOHO TYPUCTUYKA KpeTama. Y CIIPKOC TOME Y BEJIMKHM I'PaJJOBUMa TypU3aM HUje
YBHjeK JOMHHAaHTHA HMHAYCTpHja, JIOK Yy MamUMa 4ecTo Moxke Outh npykuuje. PasBoj
Typu3Ma y HBHMa 4eCTO MpeMalllyje BaKHOCT APYTHX TOCHONAPCKUX TIpaHa M IPYrHX
rpajckux (QyHKIH]ja.

Ta6amua 1. Panrupame 19 Boaehux eyponckux rpajaosa ¢ 063MpoM Ha
nocjehHBaHOCT U ATPAKTHBHOCT

YuecranocT nocjere ATpaKkTUBHOCT
Panr I'pag % %
1 Amcrepaam 94,1 1-3 Jabmaun 100,0
2 ITapus 73,9 1-3 Enunbypr 100,0
3-4 Bpucen 54,4 1-7 Atena 97,0
3-4 Jlonmon 53,1 3-7 Pum 95,0
5 Bapuenona 39,7 4-10 ITapuz 91,0
6-8 Beneuuja 27,3 4-11 Ipar 90,9
6-8 Pum 26,9 4-11 Jlongon 90,5
6-8 IIpar 26,4 4-12 DupeHua 89,7
9-10 Bepaun 18,4 5-12 Beneuuja 89,3
9-10 Dupenna 18,1 5-12 Bapnenona 87,9
11-14 Munxen 13,1 4-14 Jlncabou 85,2
11-14 Byaumnemra 11,7 6-14 Byaumnemra 81,8
11-15 Koneunxaren 10,4 4-16 Manpun 81,8
12-16 Beneuuja 9.9 13-17 AmMcTepaam 69,1
13-17 ArteHa 8,8 13-18 Komnenxaren 66,7
14-17 JIucabou 7,2 13-17 Bepaun 65,2
16-18 Manpun 5,9 13-18 beu 64,9
17-19 EnumOypr 3,5 17-19 Bpucen 53,4
18-19 Jabauu 2,1 18-19 MunxeH 42,9

W3Bop: Ark, Richards, 2006

Taxko cy manac oko 40 rpagoBa y Eypomu 3Hauajuu typuctuuku nentpu (Hendija,
2002). ¥ 2008. roquan Eypomy je mocjetmno 487 munmnjyna nHo3emHuX Typucta (WTO,
2009). Ox tora je oko 300 MuIHjyHA TypHCTa IIOCjETWIO TPafoBe. 3a €ypoICKe TPaoBe je
KapakTepUCTUYaH MPOCjeYHO KpaTak OopaBak Typucta y iuma. OHHU ce 3aJpxaBajy oko 2,3
nana (Koncul, 2005).

8 Ha npeom kourpecy Typmsam XXJI Eyponckux MeraHononuca oapxkasor usmely 19 u 21 mapra 2007. roause
y Baprienonu, ykasano ce Ha mpolecc KOHIEHTpauuje ypoaHor pacrta u Typusma. CyodeHH ¢ Op3uM pa3BojeM U
pasuHe KOHIIEHTpaluje TypucTa ¢popmupao ce npsu Eyporcku Meranonosmc.
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Ox 1996. mo 2007. roguHe cToma pacTta Opoja TypHCTa y €ypOIICKHM TpaoBHMa
uszHocuna oko 25% (Girard, Nijkamp, 2009 STR. 95; ECM-Realise, 2009). V wucro
BPEMEHCKOM pa300Jpy MpocjedHa CTomna pacta MelyHapoaHOT Typu3Ma HU3HOCHJIA j& OKO
7%. [anac najsehe croma pacta ypOaHOT TypusMa y eypomnu Ouibexe Banenuwja, Tanuw,
IMpar, Benenuja u Jlyoposuuk (ECM-Realise, 2009).

[Topen Tora mro nojenuuu Eyponcku rpagoBu ocTBapyjy BENHKH TYPUCTHYKU
NPOMET, TO HE 3HA4M Ja aKko jellaH rpaj uMa Behu TypucTHYKM ITPOMET 2 je aTpaKTHBHH]H
O]l IPYTrOT rpaja y KojeMy je nmpomeT mMambH. Tako je U3BPILCHO paHTUpame IpajoBa mpema
IBa Kpurepuja (Tadbmuna 1):

1. TpBH CTyman NpeAcTaBba IOJOXKA] rpaja MpeMa ydecTaJoCTH IOcjeTe
rpaga ¥ KyIATypHHUX 3HaMEHHTOCTW/atpakuuja. [IpeacrtaBiba mMOCTOTAK
UCIINTaHUKA KOJU j€ OATOBOPHO IO3UTHBHO Ha MHTalme Ja JIU Cy
MOCjeTUIIN HaBe/IeHe IPaJioBe U IbUXOBE aTpakKiivje,
2. [pyru cTymal IpeacTaBba PaHT aTPakTUBHOCTH rpama. OxpeheH je y
OJJHOCY Ha IPBHU CTyHal ¢ 003UPOM Ha 3a0BOJBCTBO €A TYPUCTUYKOM
MOCjETOM.
IMpema ATLAS npojekty y mouapydjy KyJITYpHOI Typu3Ma Mjepuiia c€ aTpakTUBHOCT
3Ha4ajHUX €ypOICKHUX IpajioBa boraTuM KynTypHuUM Hacsbehem (Ark, Richards, 2006).
Opn yKyITHO CBHMX HCIIMTaHUKA KOjH Cy MOCjeTHIH 19 HaBeJeHUX TpajioBa, yKazyjy
Ha cipenehe:
1. paHT aTpaKTUBHOCT HE OBHCH O BETMYWHU T'pajia HUTH O Opojy HocjeTa,
2. paHr aTpaKTUBHOCTH OBHCH O Pa3HHH 3310BOJHCTBA.
Tako mpBux mer HajmocjehejHujux TpamoBa Eypome HuCy y mpBUX MNET Ha paHTy
arpaktuBHOCTH. JloK je Ha mpumjep [laGiuH TOCjeTHIIO HajMame HMCIHMTAHWKA, HHHXOBO
3aJI0BOJECTBO KYJITYPHOM MOHYAOM je Hajehe.

3akipyuak

Ha nouerky 21. croseeha eyporcku ypOaHu Typu3aM OTBOPHO je HOBA IHTama Jajber
pa3Boja MeljyomaHoca ypbaHux cucrema u ypoaHnor Typusma. Ilopen HacTojama 1a ce ypoaHu
Typu3aM y OyayhHOCTH AMHAMHUYKH pa3BHja, HETOB je KamaluTeT orpaHuyeH. 300r tora
JYTOpOYHO TJIeaHO pa3BOj ypOaHOT TypH3Ma OBHCT hie 0 eyporcKoM ypOaHOM CHCTEMY.
Janac ce eyporcku ypOaHHd CUCTEMH Y OKBUPY TOJUIICHTPHYHE CTPATETH]je pa3Boja CHAXHO
¢yakmnonanHo audepennupajy. Ilopen Opojaux ¢QyHKIHja Koje ce pa3BHjajy y THUM
rpajJoBUMa OHH C€ TapajielIH0 TYPHUCTHUYKHA pa3BHjajy. Tako ce oTBapa NHTame pas3Boja
cucrema ypOaHuXx HeHTapa y QYHKIHjH TypUu3Ma.

CHaxHO ycmocTaBjbeHHM MelyonHocoMm ypOaHOT Typu3ma um ypOaHOT pasBoja
Eypomie, orBopeH je myT 3a joul AMHaMU4YHHjH pa3Boj Typusma. OBaj ce melhyoaHoc
KOHTUHYHpaHO ucnperuinhe u ,,MelycoOHO mpoxkuma“. 300r Tora je IMocTajo CBE Texe
OJIPEINTH YBPCTY I'PAHUIy OBOI' Meljyo/HOCa, Te ce TIOCTaBJba MUTame, 1a JIM Ipaj pa3BHja
Typu3aM Wik Typu3am rpaj. Jlanac ce rpamoBu Hatjeuy MelycoOHO ma Ou O 1ITO
aTPAaKTHBHUjU U TAKO MIOTUYY CBE Belly KOHKYPEHTHOCT Ha TYPUCTHYKOM TPIKHUILTY.
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DEVELOPMENT OF EUROPEAN URBAN TOURIST SISTEMS

Abstract: Relatioship between urban development and tourism is a significant process in Europe today.
Development of tourism has caused many organizational changes in urban environment. In the middle of the 20"
century cultural and historical heritage in the cities was impetus of development of tourism in European cities.
Nowadays, in many European cities tourism is recognized as a mean of further economic development. Strategy of
polycentricity, outlined in European spatial development perspective is supporting that process, too. Many tourist
centres and metropolitan tourist areas have been developed. In the period from 1996. to 2007. number of visitors in
European cultural capitals was growing continuously by rate of 25,6%. In the same period, the number of
international tourist arrivals increased by rate of only 7%.

Key words: destination life cycle, cultural heritage, urban development and urban tourism.

Introduction

The development of the tourist system is a dynamic process. This process has been adopted
today on a global level. In Europe the system has significantly faster developed than in other
world regions. The process was initiated by the industrial revolution, which means that it
started approximately 100 years ago. This work is concerned with:

1. the development circle of urban tourism

2. cities as a “goldmine of cultural resources”

3. the relationship between urban and tourist development

The development of urban tourism in Europe started at the beginning of the 20™ centuryz.

A significant influence of the development and transformation of urban tourism
systems are cultural resources. Anthropogenic inheritance is one of the development
potentials in the future of many historical cities. This is also followed by modern anthology
which “opens” new ways and models of communication between individual ethic groups
and locals, including other forms of communication connected to tourism. This is a process
that has developed in line with urban tourist development in Europe.

Models have been created which are directed towards the European urban
system. Bearing in mind that European cities achieve around 80% of the tourist turnover,
questions were posed as to which direction the urban development should take.

Development cycle of tourism

Christaller had already in his time described in geographical context the “life cyle of a
destination” and the concept of tourism development had been popularised by Butler
(Caserta, Russo, 2001). This is a model of a hypothetical curve that shows the time period
through which tourism passes in its development (Edwards, Cleverdon, 1982)3. As the
volume space is bigger, more researched, the idea of the hypothetical curve is more

M Sc Senta Jerkovi¢, University of Dubrovnik.

2 . . . . I
Even though the history of tourism Petite Tour and Grand Tour was announced in the 17" century this time

period can’t be taken into account in the cycle of the development of urban tourism. These tours were made up of

smaller aristocratic groups. From a historical point of view there were significantly earlier travels than these.

® This showed that a tourist destination on any spatial level (local, regional, etc) goes through a cycle of
development (Butler, 1991, Haywood, 1986). From this model a number of analyses have been carried out.
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believable (picture 1). The beginning of the development is shown in phase A. that is a
relatively longer time period. After that follows a period of fats growth which is shown in
phase B. In phase C the fast growth continues as well as in phase D. After that in phase E
follows a period of slump or even a consolidation of the development. This progress can be
broken by different influences. For the majority of destinations this process is longer than 50
years and at the most longest up to 100 years. There are many specific details in the
exampled model of the circus of urban tourist development in a destination, especially when
applied to historic and cultural tourism. Their cultural historical inheritance and identity are
unique. (Caserta, Russo, 2001).

The latest research into urban tourism systems in Europe show the new trends for
urban and regional development. An actual question which is placed in connection to this is
how and on what basis is this developed.

DEMAND

TIME >

Picture 1. Cycle of tourism development (Edwards, Cleverdon, 1982)

European urban tourism has passed the following phases (Bianchini, 2001,

Gospodini, 2001, 2009; Stock, 2007):
1. phase of unorganised urban tourism in the first half of the 20" century,

organisation of the shape of mass tourism in the 50’s, 60’s and 70’s,
alternative forming of urban tourism in the 80’s and 90’s,
cities start to start the dynamic development of tourism at the end of 2000,
tourism and recreation of urban regeneration at the start of the 21%
century4.
The first phase can be considered the development of individual tourism. The time period
for this phase lasted for around 30 years. This phase was stopped when World War II
started. The second phase lasted over a period of 40 years. Inside this time period liberation

Nk wn

* As some individual authors have pointed out for a long time the influence of recreational tourism in the
development of European cities has been ignored. Tourism and recreation are essential for the development of
modern European cities (Urry, 1990; Stock, 2007).
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of turnover developed. This strengthened tourism. The third phase concerned a new change
in mass tourism and lasted around 20 years. Tourism used the capacity of the city, including
the infrastructure, etc. this allowed tourism to maintain its dramatic growth. The fourth
phase was shorter than the third. The fast growth in this phase can be connected to the
process which initiated the 1960’s. The three reasons are:

1. strengthening and enlarging of economic corporations,

2. increase of horizontal and vertical integration,

3. flow of capital into tourism, coming from other economic sectors and

activities.

The key integrative strength inside tourism became large corporations which where in the
position to organise, coordinate, create and govern the tourist market.

Finally came the fourth phases. This phase presents established new
interconnections between tourism and urban development. While in the following time
period cities were initiators of urban tourism development, the beginning of the 21* century
was completely opposite. Tourism itself became the initiator of city development. In this
phase is added the role of recreation in the development of cities.

Today the question is asked of the possibility of planning and designing of an
urban space (furthermore in the text known as “urban design”) in the development of cities.
It has been shown that urban design is a new way which influences the development of all
levels and groups of European cities, and has become especially important for metropolitan
cities and smaller suburban cities which don’t have a development predisposition. The
process of economic globalisation in Europe, together with the process of European
integration in the last ten years changed the functioning of European urban systems. The
meaning of a nation has significantly lost its importance and cities have become more
important and the leaders in the development of a new European society. Some authors add
that “Europe has become a society of cities and not nations and/or countries” (Gospodini,
2002).

Anthropogenic foundations of the development of urban tourism

Anthropogenic resources are the most significant initiators of European urban
tourism. Anthropogenic resources are classified as all appearances, objects, processes and
events from the past and present. They are formed through different historical epochs. They
are the facilities that are connected to the attributes of esthetical and famous and are
achieved by the people or ethical group in the distant or near past. They are split into four
categories, cultural-historical, ethno social, artistic and ambient. Quite simply it is the
cultural legacy that is passed on from one generation to another. Historical values (cultural,
artistic, etc) from the past and present become a part of the traditional culture of the society
(Nuryanti, 1996). In this category are included all literal places, artistic and wider cultural
figures from history (Herbert, 2001). The cultural tradition of a society is also passed on
through tourism from one group to another (Jerkovi¢, 2002 str. 8). These transfers are not
equal: some are formal, some incomplete and some are very strong. One of the simplest
ways is to include the intellectual, social and artistic components. The intellectual
components are mainly the middle and lasting elements of culture. They include religion,
languages, folklore, artistic traditions, etc. They present the intellectual segment which
brings in the human characteristic for thinking with cultural creation which can’t be
measured.

> This phase took place unevenly. In some European cities it is growing, some just beginning, and some had not
yet begun to develop.
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The significant vaporization of anthropogenic inheritance in the development of
urban tourism started at the beginning of the 20™ century. Anthropogenic inheritance in
tourism in cities changed the economic relations towards cities. Cities from a tourism point
of view developed and adapted dependent on their capacities and the reliability of their
subgroups to get involved in the development process. On the picture 2 is shown how
cultural development in context to social geographic (Hagget, 1984 str. 250). The
development model shown is three dimensional. The dimensions present the possibility of
using the analysis:

(a) in time and space, which show the vital content part,
(b) to show the cultural component of regions or cultural characteristics
which form groups or subgroups.
Many small blocks affect the characteristics of individual destinations or regions.
Mutual approximate cultural characteristics blocks are reduced. This is a process for those
who work in cultural geography and not the subject of this piece.

When it is a question of a tourist destination i:e a city, then we can discuss about
the society which tourist visit. Whichever group of people or society today is capable of
being self critical and of being able to change. Adapting to demands that cities become
living attractions creates a problem which affects every little detail in life. Tourism meets
with “closed” and “materialistic” or “liberal” civilisations.
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Picture 2. A model of the development of culture (Source: Hagget, 1983, pp 250)

These movements in tourism can be characterised in two dimensions, structural

superiority of individual cultures (and groups) and their rhetorical alliance. This is shown on
four founding forms between ethnic groups and their subcultures in cultural production of
cities:
inferior groups tries to connect with superior,
inferior groups try to define themselves as antithesis of the superior group,
superior groups try to connect with a copy of the inferior,
superior groups define as antithesis of the inferior groups.
These relations happen in real situations and every one of them gives a cultural (and ethical)
result. A new reconstruction of ethnics forms in almost every tourist city in Europe. Modern
tourist movement is based on two opposite tendencies, international homogeny culture and
artificially protected local cultures.

L=
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Guidelines for the development of urban tourism

The development of urban tourism has its own specifics. Independent of the

dynamic development of European cities, two types of urban tourism developed:
1. In historical cities,
2. In metropolitan cities.

To the first category belong middle age cities which haven’t significantly
developed industrially or demographically. The second category of urban tourism in
metropolitan regions is connected to European urban systems. Tourism has totally changed
the appearance of cities. Historical development, forming and function of a city in the past
and how it adapted in the future are different.

Type of place
Product category Village Town City Metropolis
. Cluster 1 Custer 2
Heritage
Heritage + The Arts Cluster 3 Cluster 4
Heritage + . The A rts Cluster 5 Cluster 6
+ Creative inustries

Picture 3. Classification of dwellings and their cultural manufacture (Source: ETC 2005, pp5)

Also for the development of urban tourism the World Tourist Organisation (WTO)
has given directions (ETC, 2005, 5), aimed at countries, cities and tourist organisations so
that they can better realise their potential in urban tourism. Guidelines for this concept are
made up of classifications of cities into six groups (picture 3). Different groups of cities
form on different horizontal and vertical axis. The first shown groups of dwellings; town,
city, metropolis and the second shows their dominant cultural product, and those are:

1. cultural historical inheritance: artefacts or equipment, tools, etc which
show the history of the place,

2. art: modern reproductions (dance, music, drama) and visual art (painting,
sculpture),

3. creative industry: design, fashion industry, modern architecture, etc.

On the basis of these mentioned are three categories of cultural products which

contains one or more of the mentioned elements which exist in European cities and they are:
1. cultural inheritance as a product,
2. cultural inheritance and art as a product,
3. cultural inheritance, art and creative industry as a product.

On the picture 4 is shown how the categories are connected with the type of
dwelling. It is not the aim to strictly define the category of the dwelling but to observe their
cultural products.

The types of dwellings are aligned from smaller to larger. Examining them in
this way, towns are of local importance, smaller cities of regional importance, metropolis of
national importance and even wider. The types of products are aligned by type and cultural
product or service.

The main types of places are cities, large cities and metropolis. Smaller
dwellings (towns) are included so that the difference between other mentioned types of
dwellings is clearer.

The concept is further based on a number of assumptions which for the majority
of towns, cities and metropolis in Europe exact and describe the number of visits from
foreign tourists. Therefore the following groups of cities are:
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e Towns (I group) offer only cultural historical inheritance and don’t offer
visual or reproductive art or creative industry.

e Small cities offer cultural inheritance (Il group) and visual and/or
reproductive art (III group), creative industry is non-existent or very
small.

e Large cities offer cultural inheritance and reproductive and/or visual art
(IV group) and possibly creative industry (V group).

e  Metropolis offers cultural inheritance and reproductive and/or visual art
and creative industry (VI group).

These points don’t always apply to domestic tourism. For example, if towns, cities,
large cities and metropolis don’t offer a combination of products and services to foreign
tourism then they haven’t developed an attractive product for the development of cultural
tourism. So that for example, cities which fall into IV and V groups largely rely on the
creativeness of the industry inside them.

Interrelation of urban and tourist development

From a long term view the development of tourism depends on the development of
the European urban system. That is fundamental for the development of European urban
tourism. Due to this a question is opened in connection with the European urban system
which is directly and indirectly connected to the development of urban tourist development
in Europe. This process is suitable to the strategy of the polycentric development based on

functional specialisation (Gr¢i¢, Sluka, 2006 str. 180) . How this interrelation goes further is
shown in:

1. MOLAND model,

2. Model of metropolitan European regions,

3. ATLAS project.

MOLAND (Monitoring Land Use/Cover Dynamics) model is a key tool to make a
prognosis for urban and regional development in Europe (Lavalle i dr., 2004).

Since tourism effects many spatial changes, it is applied to the planning of urban
development in European tourist regions (Petrov, Lavalle, Kasanko, 2009). The model is
part of the universal methodology which is used as a base for a number of tools for spatial
planning, which include the application of valuation, following and modelling development
and development strategy on an urban and regional level’. Tt also helps before integrating
planning and creating politics for controlling the European territories.

The second model concerns the confirmation of the metropolitan development of
Europe. Firstly by confirming the position of cities and then by examining the interaction
between them and the concentration of activities and their function. Thereby to explain the
interrelation and comparison between 39 metropolitan regions of Western Europe and
finally to implement their functional rank. In this process of special significance are the
tourist flow which have become more significant and therefore key in determining

% _ It includes seven indicators: population, transport, tourism, industry knowledge, the centre of decision making
in the private sector and decision-making in the public sector. To create polycentric maps of Europe, except for
tourism and administration, using the other five indicators.
7" MOLAND model includes 5 types of digital maps of space: the current land-use, transport connections the area,
convenience of room for different purposes, zoning space for different purposes and socio-economic characteristics
of areas (population, income, production and employment).
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metropolitan areas. This shows us the forming of a Mediterranean “tourist mega polis”. This
is a process that in the future will be more and more relevant’.

The international association ATLAS, apart from a range of activities, is involved
in the development of cultural tourism. Their program includes around 200 historical cities
in Europe. This association is today powerfully operates in European urban centres (ETC,
2005).

Picture 4 interrelations of metropolis development and urban tourism in Europe

Connecting two scenarios of MOLAND and metropolitan in one geographical map
(picture 4) you get a view in which direction the development of urban (and tourist) centres
of Europe. Mega pentagonal it shows the width of coverage of metropolitan areas and
outside of the European Union to the east of Europe “picture 3). A combination of these two
scenarios will give you the “tourist urban foundation of Europe”.

The powerful process of urban integration has more and more penetrated individual
countries. That makes it possible for urban centres to develop quickly and specialise in
tourism. Research of urban systems are more directed to the process of economic relations,
that is the connection between and inside companies located in different urban centres, and
they instruct further and other types of mobility especially concerning tourist movements. In
spite of this in large cities tourism isn’t always the dominant industry, while in smaller ones
it is often different. The development of tourism in cities often causes the importance of
other industries to be missed as well as other city functions.

Today around 40 cities in Europe are significant tourist centres (Hendija, 2002): In
2008 Europe was visited by 487 million foreign tourists (WTO, 2009). From this number
approximately 300 million tourists visited cities. It is characteristic that tourists stay for a
relatively short period of time in cities, around 2.3 days on average (Koncul, 2005).

Table 1 Ranking of the 19 leading European cities with regard to the
number of visitors and attractiveness.

Frequency of participation Attractiveness
Range City % Range City %
1 Amsterdam 94,1 1-3 Dublin 100,0
2 Paris 73,9 1-3 Edinburg 100,0
3-4 Brussels 54,4 1-7 Athens 97,0
3-4 London 53,1 3-7 Rome 95,0
5 Barcelona 39,7 4-10 Paris 91,0
6-8 Vence 27,3 4-11 Prague 90,9
6-8 Rome 26,9 4-11 London 90,5
6-8 Prague 26,4 4-12 Florance 89,7
9-10 Berlin 18,4 5-12 Venice 89,3
9-10 Florence 18,1 5-12 Barcelona 87,9
11-14 Munich 13,1 4-14 Lisbon 85,2
11-14 Budapest 11,7 6-14 Budapest 81,8
11-15 Copenhagen 10,4 4-16 Madrid 81,8
12-16 Vienna 9,9 13-17 Amsterdam 69,1
13-17 Athens 8,8 13-18 Copenhagen 66,7
14-17 Lisbon 7,2 13-17 Berlin 65,2
16-18 Madrid 5,9 13-18 Vienna 64,9
17-19 Edimburg 3,5 17-19 Brussels 53,4
18-19 Dublin 2,1 18-19 Munich 42,9

Sorce: Ark, Richards, 2006

8 At the first congress of the European Tourism XXL meganopolisa held between the 19" and 21* of March 2007
in Barcelona, pointed to the process of concentration of urban growth and tourism. Faced with the rapid
development and the level of concentration of tourists formed the first European megalopolis.
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From 1996 to 2007 the rate of growth for tourists to European cities was around
25% (Girard, Nijkamp, 2009 STR. 95; ECM-Realise, 2009). Over the same period of time
the rate of growth of international tourism was around 7%. Today the cities with highest rate
of growth in urban tourism in Europe are Valencia, Tallinn, Prague, Venice and Dubrovnik
(ECM — Realise 2009).

Apart from the fact that individual European cities achieve large tourist turnover it
doesn’t mean that if a city has a larger turnover that it is more attractive than another city in
which the turnover is lower. That is how a ranking of cities was carried out according to two
criteria (table 1):

1. the first column represents the position of a city in terms of frequency of
visitors to the city and the cultural attractions. The representation of the
percentage of visitors who answered positively to the question that they
visited the mentioned city and its attractions.

2. the second column represents the rank of the attractiveness of the city. In
relation to the first column with regard to how many were satisfied with
their visit.

According to the ATLAS project the area of cultural tourism is measured according
to the attractiveness of significant European cities with rich cultural inheritance (Ark,
Richards, 2006).

From the total of all people questioned who had visited the 19 mentioned cities the
following was shown:

1. the rank of attractiveness doesn’t depend on the size of the city nor on the
number of visitors,

2. the rank of attractiveness depends on the level of satisfaction.

So the first five most visited cities in Europe are not in the first five in terms of
attractiveness. While for example Dublin was visited by the least number of questioned
people its cultural offer was rated the highest.

Conclusion

At the beginning of the 21% century European urban tourism opened a new question
as to the further development of interrelations between urban systems and urban tourism.
Apart from the efforts that urban tourism in the future develops dynamically its capacity is
limited. Because of this the long term view of the development of urban tourism will depend
on the European urban system. Today the European urban system in the frame of a
polycentric strategy has developed a powerful functional difference. Apart from the number
of functions which have developed in these cities they are parallel with the tourist
development. So the question is open as to the development of system urban centres in the
function of tourism.

The strong establishment of interrelations of urban tourism and the urban
development of Europe opens the way for a more dynamic development of tourism. This
interrelation continues to interweave and “interrelate directions”. Due to this it has become
much harder to determine the border between this relationship and that offers the question
are cities developing tourism or is tourism developing cities. Today cities compete against
each other to become more attractive and therefore create more competition on the tourist
market.
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