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With an ever growing tourism industry rises the demand for various attractions available to tourists. Adriatic coast has been the interest of tourism for decades, consequently, heritage
sites, among others, have been in high demand. How has the tourism in the Adriatic, specifically in Zadar, impacted heritage studies and sites? Also, where does public archaeology
fit in the grand scheme of things? Zadar is situated in the middle part of the Adriatic coast. Its long history and many archaeological sites in the city center make it one of the top tourist
stops along the Croatian coast. With the expansion of tourism there has been an increasing interest in preserving and presenting a larger number of archaeological and heritage sites.
What are the consequences?

Tourists have different interests than local residents, their focus is entirely dissimilar. They tend to gravitate towards landmarks, museums etc. Their ‘way of seeing’ or gaze is filled
with ideas and expectations and influenced by various factors. Since the preservation of cultural heritage is under the influence of ‘conserve as found’ ethos, sites become impassive
and life that occurred around said sites is limited just to visiting them as tourist attraction. One question arises, whose interests do archaeological sites reflect and why are local
residents often on the sidelines in heritage protection? The most visible consequence is surely the loss of functionality of the Zadar peninsula (historic city center).

During the World War II, Zadar peninsula was almost entirely destroyed by Allied bombing – around 80% of buildings on the peninsula suffered damage. However, said circumstances
opened up an opportunity for excavating parts of the Forum now that the buildings were mostly destroyed. Archaeological excavations on Forum were conducted by Mate Suić in 1948
and 1949 and gave a much needed push to make a new urbanistic plan. After a few years in 1953 the Yugoslav Academy of Sciences and Arts initiated the Invitation to Tender Bids
for the Regulatory Basis of Urban Planning in Zadar Peninsula and Architectural Proposals for the Historic Centre. Even though none of the proposals were selected, some of them
highly influenced the restoration of the peninsula. The new government decided to invest effort in rebuilding Zadar’s historic center honoring the tradition and historicity but also
making it functional by prioritizing the residents needs and revitalizing historic center by standards of modern urbanity.

1. Part of Zadar’s Forum with presented remains of Roman tabernae. 2. Buildings along the main street have deep porticos resembling those of Roman times, the Roman planimetry
with wide streets remained – Roman Decumanus Maximus. 3. Yugoslavian relief in a building in the main street depicting three men reconstructing the town after the bombing, there
are arches reminiscent of Roman times visible in the background of the scene.

Some of the ramifications of tourist oriented cities are
clearly visible in the presentation and conservation of
cultural heritage sites. Since tourism is profitable, there is
a constant need for hyperproduction of sites that will
increase revenue and culture becomes a means of
consumption. With the commodification of heritage,
cultural sites are seen as a mere profit in the tourism
industry. It often leads to poorly presented sites or to
sites that don’t hold value for inhabitants which
consequently leads to alienation. Locals start feeling as if
their space is not theirs anymore and they stop
gravitating to certain areas in their surroundings. That
being said, with every change that adds or removes
certain attributes of urbanity, cities stop being what they
were. In Zadar, where gentrification is in full swing, the
constant depopulation of the peninsula in order to make
room for accommodation for visitors is evident. Also,
Zadar’s public spaces keep getting encroached with
restaurants and such.

Visible signs of gentrification. 1. Table reads Reconstruction and tourist valorisation of cultural and historical complex of
the Rector's Palace. The project of restoring the Rector’s Palace is seen as a means to bring more tourists and revenue
and almost entirely as a tourist product. Other three pictures taken along the same main street show an abundance of
accommodation and shops targeted to visitors.
1. New block of residential

buildings built parallel to the
church
of
St.
Krševan
respecting the planimetry. 2.
Another view of the Forum
with visible tabernae and the
church of St. Donatus. 3.
Another view of Forum with a
café in the forefront 4.
Reconstructed lower part of
one of the towers flanking the
Roman gates with Captain’s
Tower in the background.
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