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Caxetak: [Ipso wro Typucru npumehyjy y nejsaxy
Hcroune XepuerosuHe cy 3aTasacad pesed u crapu $op-
TudHKAMjcKH 00jeKTH HAHU3AHU 10 BPXOBUMA XYMOBA H
6paa u rpynucanu y oabpambene annuje. [lpeamer oBora
paaa cy ynpaso Te popruduxanmje us A06a aycrpoyrapcke
oxymnanuje u anekcyje ¢ kpaja XIX u mouerka XX Bexa nau
npeuusuuje nsmely Bepannckor xonrpeca u Ilpsor cser-
ckor pata. OHe IpUBAAYE ITOTACAEC CTAHOBHHUIITBA U [Ty THUKA
Y TPAaH3UTY, AAH HEMAjy KalallUTETe Ad X [IPUME U 3aAPIKE
Kao rocte. OBy Hekapaa MohHH BOjHH 00jeKTH AaHAC YUHE 3a-
HUMAMB aAd HerckopuinheH n HesamrruheH notenimjaa 3a
Pa3BOj KyATYPHO-Ca3HajHOT BOJHOT TYpU3Ma y K0M61/1Haunjn
ca HexuM npatehum Bpcrama rypusma. Llns oBora pasaje aa
YKa>Ke Ha PasHOBPCHE aAH HenckopuuheHe oTeHIujae 3a
PasBoj KyATYPHOT BOJHOT (MHAHTapHOT) TypH3Ma K20 BPCTe
KYATYPHOT TypH3Ma, Y KOMOMHAI[HjH Ca KOMITACMCHTAPHUM
BpPCTaMa TYPH3Ma Ka0 IITO CY eKOTYPU3aM, CIIOPTCKU TyPH-
3aM 1 candHo. Ypeheme Trx objexara 3a TypUCTHYKY IOHY-
Ay OH 3aXTeBAaAO 3HAYajHA yAArama, aAU ako 6u oHu 6uAn
TYPHCTHYKY BAAOPHU3OBAHH, K40 IITO j& TO CAyYaj y HEKUM
€BPOIICKUM 3eMA»aMa, TO OU 3HAYUAO jeAQH HOBH KBAAUTET

y aenesu Typuctuyke nonyae y Merounoj Xepierosunu.

* Ayrop 3a xopecroaeHIujy: Mupko rpqnh, Cryaenrcxu tpr 3, 11000,
Beorpaa, Cp6uja. E-mail: mirko@gef.bg.ac.rs

UDK 930.85:338.486.1.02(497.6)
COBISS.RS-ID 143738625
DOI: 10.7251/HER2529079G

AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN
FORTIFICATIONS IN
EASTERN HERZEGOVINA AS
A POTENTIAL RESOURCE
FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF
CULTURAL TOURISM

Mirko Gr¢ié™
"University of Belgrade, Faculty of Geography, Belgrade, Serbia

Abstract: The first elements that tourists notice in the
landscape of Eastern Herzegovina are the undulating relief
and the old fortification structures positioned along the
summits of hills and ridges and organized into defensive
lines. The subject of this paper is precisely these fortifications
from the period of Austro-Hungarian occupation and an-
nexation at the end of the nineteenth and the beginning of
the twentieth century, more specifically the period between
the Congress of Berlin and the First World War. While they
attract the attention of local inhabitants and transit travelers,
these structures currently lack the capacity to accommodate
and retain visitors. Once powerful military facilities, they
today represent an interesting yet underutilized and unpro-
tected potential for the development of cultural-educational
military tourism, in combination with complementary forms
of tourism. The aim of this paper is to highlight the diverse
but insufficiently exploited potentials for the development
of cultural military (military heritage) tourism as a specific
form of cultural tourism, integrated with complementary
tourism forms such as ecotourism, sports tourism, and relat-
ed activities. The adaptation of these structures for tourism

purposes would require significant investment; however,
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YBOJ

IMocae Bepannckor koHrpeca ayctpoyrapcke BojHE TPY-
e nperae cy kpajeM jyaa 1878. roaune Cay u oxymupase
Bocuy u Xepuerosuny. Aycrpoyrapcka koja je 3armoceaa oBe
IPOCTOPE, ITOKA3UBAAA j€ YTAABHOM HHTEPEC 3a IIPOCTOP
XepLeroBrHe U3 reOCTPATEIIKUX PAa3AOTa — KA0 ,OACKOYHY
AACKy" 3a IPOAOP Ha JYTOHCTOK U Kao 0AbpaMbeHy AHHHjy 32
meHe nosunuje y Aybposadkom npumopjy n'y boku Korop-
CKOj TA€ je 6uAa mweHa parHa Ayka. XymoBu y XepLieroBUHH
Cy UX HHTEPECOBAAH 32 IIOAM3AH-E BOJHUX GOpPTHPUKALIH]jA.
Osu O6j€KTI/I I/IBI‘y6I/IAI/I CY OAQBHO BOjHY (l)YHKL[I/ij U CTOje
Ha TeMeHHMa OpAa KAO ACAOBU KYATYPHOT IIPEACAA KOJU
4eKajy A2 A06Hjy Heky HOBY gynkuujy (Beaenun, 2018).
Hexku op mux Mory 6urn ypel)enu 3a MUANTapHN KyATYpHH
Typusam. Ta Bpcra Typu3sMa AeUHHILE Ce KAO ,TYPHCTHIKO
Iy TOBAkbE KOje UMa 32 [IHAd AOOHjarbe MOceOHOr HCKyCTBa
HAM €AyKalje, Y KOjUMa CYIUTHHCKH A€O IIPOrpama, Koju
OAAYHYje O IPEAy3HMatby Iy TOBatba UAM yyemha y memy, je
IIOCETA UCTOPHUjCKUX MECTA, A TaKohe BOjCKE U HAOPYXKakha,
xoMaHaaHara 1 Bojuuka“ (Mikos von Rohrscheidt, 2020).

Llun oBora paaa je Aa CKpeHe HMaXKky CTPYYHE jaBHOCTH
Ha noTpely samTnTe BojHOUCTOpHjcKOr Hacaeha Mcroune
XepuerosuHe U3 A06a ayCTpOyrapcke BAAAABUHE U AQ I10-
CTaBU IMTAMbE CKCIEPTUMA 33 KYATYPHH TYPH3aM: y KOjeM
npasily 61 Tpe6aro pasBUjaTH UCTPAXKUBAA BAAOPU3A-
Luje NoTeHLHjaAa KyarypHor Typusma y Mcrounoj Xep-
nerosunu? Mma npumepa y EBponn aa cy taksu objexru
YCIICLIHO YKAYYCHH Y TYPUCTHYKY IIOHYAY Y KOMOMHAIIMjH
ca KYATypHHM HacAeheM M3 ApYIUX HCTOPHjCKHX eroxa u
KOMITAEMEHTAPHO Ca EKOTYPU3MOM, AOBHHUM, KYATYPHHUM
TypPHU3MOM, eKCTPEMHHUM CIOpTOBHMA (6pACKH OULIMKAN3aM,
IaparAajAMHI) ¥ APYTHM BPCTaMa TYpPU3Ma KOje 3aXTeBajy
usaasak y npupoay (Cosgrove, 1998; Kowalczyk & Derek,
2010). Mctpaxusarbe je 06yXBaTHAO HCTOPHjCKO-TEOrpad-
CKe M IIPOCTOPHO-TIAAHEPCKe acriekTe 3a Oyayhe maanupame

TYPUCTHYKE BAAOPU3ALIUjE OBUX o6j eKara.

if they were successfully valorized, as is the case in several

European countries, this would introduce a new qualitative

dimension to the tourism offer of Eastern Herzegovina.
Keywords: Herzegovina, Austro-Hungarian fortifica-

tions, military cultural tourism, Trebinje, Bile¢a.

INTRODUCTION

Following the Congress of Berlin, Austro-Hungarian mil-
itary troops crossed the Sava River at the end of July 1878
and occupied Bosnia and Herzegovina. After taking control
of these territories, the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy demon-
strated a particular interest in the region of Herzegovina
for geostrategic reasons, both as a strategic “springboard”
for expansion toward the southeast and as a defensive line
protecting its positions along the Dubrovnik littoral and in
the Bay of Kotor, where its principal naval base was located.
The hills and ridges of Herzegovina were of special interest
for the construction of military fortifications. These struc-
tures long ago lost their military function and today stand
on hilltops as elements of a cultural landscape awaiting a new
purpose (Vedenin, 2018). Some of them may be adapted for
military cultural tourism. This form of tourism is defined
as tourist travel aimed at acquiring a specific experience or
education, in which the essential component of the program,
decisive for undertaking or participating in the journey, is the
visitation of historical sites, as well as armies and weaponry,
commanders, and soldiers (Mikos von Rohrscheidt, 2020).

The aim of this paper is to draw the attention of the aca-
demic and professional community to the need for protect-
ing the military-historical heritage of Eastern Herzegovina
dating from the period of Austro-Hungarian rule, and to
pose akey question to cultural tourism experts regarding the
direction in which research on the valorization of cultural
tourism potential in Eastern Herzegovina should be devel-
oped. There are numerous examples across Europe where
such sites have been successfully integrated into tourism
offerings in combination with cultural heritage from other
historical periods and in synergy with ecotourism, hunting
tourism, cultural tourism, extreme sports such as mountain
biking and paragliding, and other forms of tourism that in-
volve activities in natural environments (Cosgrove, 1998;
Kowalczyk & Derek, 2010). The research encompasses his-
torical-geographical and spatial-planning aspects relevant

to the future planning of tourism valorization of these sites.
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NMPEAMET H METOJ PAJA

Aycrpoyrapcka je nsmehy Bepannckor xorrpeca u Bep-
cajcke MHpOBHE KOH(EPEHIIUje H3TPAAHAA ABE BOJHE yTpre-
He AUHHje Y XepLIEroBUHHU [IPEMa XCPLIErOBaYKO-L[PHOIOp-
CKOj TPaHHLH — IIPBA je AUHH]a Y jy’KHOM AcAy (BUAU IIPHAOTE
lu2),a Apyray ceBepHoM AcAy Mcroune Xeprierosune. OBa
yrBphema cayxuaa cy y npsoj $pasu, oo Anexcuje boche
u XepleroBuHe U baskaHCKUX paToOBa, yTAABHOM Kao0 ,0A-
OpamMbeHH KOPAOH™ OA Ay TOXTOHOT CPIICKOT CTAHOBHUIITBA
U IIPOTHB IIPHOTOPCKHX IIPOAOPA, a ¥ Apyroj ¢pasu, y IIpsom
CBETCKOM Pary, AOOHAA Cy YAOTY ,,OACKOYHE AACKe" 32 OdaH-
3uBY Ha UCTOK, Ka LpHoj Topu n Cpbuju. Yrephema cy 6uaa
jaka KaKo 36or koH$urypanuje peseda 1 HEIPUCTYIIAYHOT
I0AOXKaja, TaKo u 36or poprudukanuja. Ha mouerky IIpsor
CBETCKOT paTa OPOjHOCT ayCTPOYrapCKHX BOJHUKA y KacapHa-
Ma pocTuraa je y rapuusonnma Kaannosuk 8.800, Mocrap
4.000, Croaar 120, Arosan 3.000, buacha 1.670, Tpebume
1.800, Kotop 17.800 (Steinitz, 1937).

Y Ilpocroprom naany Tpebuma eBUACHTHpPAH je Ha
IlpuBpemMeHoj AMCTH HAIMOHAAHUX CIIOMeHUKa bocue u
Xepuerosune: Komnaeke aycrpoyrapckux yrspherma oxo
Tpebuma (ctp. 51), a na Auctu Komucuje ucraxnyra je
U3 noMeHyTor Komnaekca Bojua tephasa Crpau (crp. 52)
(HPOCTopHH IIAQH Irpasa TpCGI/IH)a, 2022). Llus osora pasa
je Aa IpeACTaBH TeorpadpCKuM M TpadUIKHM METOAAMA Ka-
pakTepucTUKe U MOryhHOCTH PEKOHCTPYKIIHjE U TyPHCTHY-
Ke BAAOPH3AIIHje HEKHX OA IIOMEHYTHX BOJHUX o0jeKara us
Ao00a aycTpoyrapcke BAapaBuHe. To He 3HAYH IOAUBAHE CIIO-
MeHuMKa obehenom, Hero mobeanuxy. Ypeheme tux o6jexa-
Ta Oarao 6u HOBO cBeTAO Ha Mcrouny Xepuerosuy xao
3eMby KOja BOAU padyHa O CBOM HCTOPHjCKOM Hacaehy 1 3Ha
A Ta IIAMETHO HCKOPUCTH 32 IIAEMEHUTH]E CBPXE OA OHHUX 32
KOje je HeKaA AABHO OMAO HAMEHEHO. Y HCTPAKUBAYKE CBPXE
NOTPEOHO je HaJIIpe U3BPIIUTU KAPTUPAIHE U CBUACHTHPAEbE
cTama o6jeKaTa BOjHO-UCTOPHU)CKOT HaCAeba, ITOTOM YTBPAU-
TH MOryhHOCTH TypHCTHYKe BAAOPH3ALHje U [IOTCHIH]aAC

3a PaSBOj MHUAHUTAPHOI U HpaTehI/IX BpCTa Typu3Ma.

CULTURAL TOURISM
SUBJECT AND METHODS

Between the Congress of Berlin and the Versailles Peace
Conference, the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy constructed
two fortified military lines in Herzegovina along the Her-
zegovinian—Montenegrin border. The first line was located
in the southern part of the region (see Appendices 1 and
2), while the second was situated in the northern part of
Eastern Herzegovina. In the initial phase, up to the An-
nexation of Bosnia and Herzegovina and the Balkan Wars,
these fortifications primarily served as a defensive cordon
against the autochthonous Serbian population and potential
Montenegrin incursions. In the second phase, during the
First World War, they assumed the role of a springboard for
offensive operations toward the east, targeting Montenegro
and Serbia. The fortifications were robust due to both the
configuration of the relief and their inaccessible locations,
as well as the strength of their structural defenses. At the
outbreak of the First World War, the number of Austro-Hun-
garian soldiers stationed in barracks reached 8,800 in the
Kalinovik garrison, 4,000 in Mostar, 120 in Stolac, 3,000
in Avtovac, 1,670 in Bile¢a, 1,800 in Trebinje, and 17,800
in Kotor (Steinitz, 1937).

Within the Spatial Plan of the City of Trebinje, the Com-
plex of Austro-Hungarian Fortifications around Trebinje is
listed on the Provisional List of National Monuments of
Bosnia and Herzegovina (p. 51), while the Military For-
tress of Stra¢ is highlighted on the official Commission List
as part of this complex (p. 52) (Spatial Plan of the City of
Trebinje, 2022). The objective of this study is to present,
using geographical and cartographic methods, the charac-
teristics and possibilities for reconstruction and tourism
valorization of selected military structures from the period
of Austro-Hungarian rule. This does not imply commem-
orating the defeated, but rather acknowledging the victor.
The rehabilitation of these sites would shed new light on
Eastern Herzegovina as a region that values its historical
heritage and is capable of utilizing it wisely for purposes far
more constructive than those for which it was originally in-
tended. For research purposes, it is first necessary to conduct
systematic mapping and assessment of the current condition
of military-historical heritage sites, followed by an evaluation
of their tourism valorization potential and their capacity to
support the development of military tourism and related

complementary forms of tourism.
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AYCTPOYTAPCKA YTBPHEHA
HA IPUHHU U Y BOKH KOTOPCKO)

Ao Haurer BpeMeHa cadyBaAe Cy ce OHBLIE ayCTpOyrap-
CKe BOjHE KacapHe y IPAAOBUMA U 3AKAOHH, CTPKAPHHUIIE,
yTBphera pasAMduTOr THIIA HA OKOAHUM BHCOBHMA U Op-
anma (Aojosuh M., Iwaro O., 2016). Osu o6jextu rpabe-
Hu cy kpajem XIX u moyerkom XX Beka M UIMaAHU CY BOjHY
¢ynxuujy a0 xpaja I'lpBor cBerckor para, mocae Tora cy
npenyirenu 3yby Bpemena. Hexu op wux 0u, y3 oprosa-
pajyhy samruTy u pexoHCTpyKUH)Y, MOrAM GUTH TYPHCTHIKH
Basopusosanu. To cy objexru rpahenn op xamena, y cruay
»KPALIKUX yTBphema“ OTIOpHUX Ha apTUASEPH)Y, KOJH CY Y
OKYIIMPaHOM IPOCTOPY IPEACTABAAAH T10jacHA yTBphera,
¢ uusmeM Aa OpaHe BOjHE KacapHe, CKAAAMINTA 32 XPaHY U
MYHHULHjy, pesepBoape Boae (¢ 063upom Ha Ge3BoAaH Kpaul-
KH TEPCH), )KEAC3HHYKY IIPYTY YCKOT KOAOCEKA U ITyTEBE 32
TPaHCIIOPT U cHAbAEBabE BOjCKE, Ha IPBOj 6OpOEHOj AMHMjHU
npema Lpuoj Topu. Heku o6jextu cy pemek-peaa muoHup-
cke u poprudHuKaLHjcKe BojHE HHKemepHje ¢ kpaja XIX u
novyerka XX Beka.

Y Bocuu u Xeprieropunu AycTpoyrapcka je mocae oxy-
nanuje 1878. roaune npucrynuaa npeypehemy sacrapeanx
ocmanaujckux yrephema y Capajesy n Ha Apunu (3sop-
HUK ¥ Buuterpaa), Te nsrpaamu oAGpaMGeHNX KacapHH U
blockhausa (Bpcra poprudukanmje Mambux AUMEH3H]a, OA-
Gpambenn myHkT, 6yHKep) 3a ryueme Moryhnx ycranaka.
3a 3aITUTY XepPILIEroBaYKO-3€TCKOT ONIEPATUBHOT IIPABLIA
kpajem XIX Beka moueao je yrephusame rpanunie npema
Lpuoj Topu. Ocaamajyhu ce va yrpheny Boxy Koropcexky,
OCHM HEKOAHKO KaPayAd, IOAMTHYTE CY IIAAHHHCKE IT0jacHEe
TpraBe y Mlcrounoj Xepuerosunu, xoje cy buae OpraHH30-
BaHe y ABe anHHje. OKOCHHUILY IPBE AUHUjE YHHUAH CY AO-
anHa Tpebuumue kao caobpahajHa ocoBrHa ca eHTpHMa
Tpebume, buacha u Asrosan, n okoaHa 6paa Ha KojuMa je
MOAMTHYT CHCTEM PasHOBpcHUX yTBphema. Crnennduann
o0jexTn buae cy oabpambene KacapHe, 0OUYHO jeAHOCIIpaTHE
HAU ABOCIIpaTHE Y 00AMKY MarbHX yTBpherba, Koje cy criosa
HMaA€ CaMo IyIIKAPHHUIIE, 4 CA ABOPHILHE CTPaHe IPO30pE.
ITocae Baakanckux parosa, kapa cy Cp6uja u Lpua Topa
1oueAe AOOHjaTH apTHACPHUjy BEAUKUX KaAnbapa, pHCTyIIa
CE MOAEPHU3ALIU]H jy>KHOAAAMATHHCKUX U 6occh1<oxepue—
roBadkux yrephema u popmupamy oAOpaMOCHHX AUHHja.

Take opbpambeHe AHHUje TOKa3aA€ Cy ce HA €BPOIICKUM

AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN FORTIFICATIONS ON
THE DRINA RIVER AND IN THE BAY OF KOTOR

Former Austro-Hungarian military barracks in urban
areas, as well as shelters, guardhouses, and various types of
fortifications on surrounding hills and elevations, have been
preserved to the present day (Lojovi¢ & Gnjato, 2016). These
structures were built in the late nineteenth and early twen-
tieth centuries and served military functions until the end
of the First World War, after which they were left to gradual
deterioration. Some of them could be touristically valorized
through appropriate protection and reconstruction meas-
ures. These are stone-built structures designed in the style of
“karst fortifications,” resistant to artillery fire, which in the
occupied territory functioned as belt fortifications. Their
primary purpose was to defend military barracks, storage fa-
cilities for food and ammunition, water reservoirs, given the
scarcity of water in the karst terrain, as well as narrow-gauge
railway lines and transport routes used for military supply,
forming the first line of defense toward Montenegro. Some
of these structures represent outstanding examples of pio-
neering and fortification military engineering from the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.

In Bosnia and Herzegovina, following the occupation
in 1878, the Austro-Hungarian authorities undertook the
reconstruction of obsolete Ottoman fortifications in Sara-
jevo and along the Drina River, particularly in Zvornik and
Visegrad, and initiated the construction of defensive barracks
and blockhouses, a type of small-scale fortification serving
as defensive strongpoints or bunkers, intended to suppress
potential uprisings. Toward the end of the nineteenth cen-
tury, the fortification of the border with Montenegro began
as part of efforts to secure the Herzegovinian—Zetan opera-
tional direction. Relying on the fortified Bay of Kotor, and
in addition to several guard posts, mountain belt fortresses
were constructed in Eastern Herzegovina and organized into
two defensive lines. The backbone of the first line consisted
of the Trebisnjica River valley as a major transport axis, with
the centers of Trebinje, Bile¢a, and Avtovac, as well as the sur-
rounding hills on which a system of diverse fortifications was
established. A specific type of structure comprised defensive
barracks, usually one- or two-storey buildings in the form of
small fortresses, featuring only embrasures on the exterior,
while windows were positioned on the courtyard side.
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PATUINTHMA yCIICUIHUM Y CTATHIKUM AcPaH3UBHUM Gopbama
y ITpBom cBeTckoMm pary, mTo je MoTuBHCcaro Ppanirycky Aa
u3rpapu MHoro Mohuujy opbpambeny ,Maxxuno aunujy”
(Maginot Line) youu Apyror cBeTcKor para, Koja UITaK HHje
HCITyHUAQ CBOJY CBPXY.

boka Koropcka n Tpebume Ao06uan cy aptunepujcka
THE3AA C YCAHYHHUM KyIToAaMa. MamuM 3alITUTHUM yT-
BpherMa 3aTBOPEHU Cy CBU IPABLIM KOjU BOAE C [OAPYYja
I'paxoBa u Hukumha npema Boxu Koropckoj, Tpebumy,
Buachu u Capajesy. Yrephema cy 6usa Beoma jaxa. Y boku
Kotopckoj nsapxanacy op 17. 40 27. oxkro6pa 1914. ropuse
apTumepujcKy mandy ¢ Aoshena ronosuma 120 u 155 mm
6e3 sHauajuujux omrehewa (Martinovié, 2015). Aycrpo-
yrapcka je ojasasa boky Koropcky HoBum yrBphemuma y
IIOAYCTajHOM THILY, a 32 FbeHy 3alITUTY IToAHUTAa je Aoshen-
cKy anHHjy oA Byase Ha ToAannn u Ha HCTOYHMM U CEBEPHUM

naannama Aoshena.

AYCTPOYTAPCKA BOJHA YTBPRHEBA'Y
C/IUBY TPEBULUHBHULE

Xa636ypm1<a MOHApXHja j€ U3PAAMAA U PEAAM30BaAA
BCAMKH 6poj IpojeKaTa U MAAHOBA KOjU CE OAHOCE Ha OA-
6pambene AuHHje, nojacHa yTBplemba, H3rpasby HOBUX
Aorpaamsy nocrojehux Bojuux yrphera, kacapu, crpaxa-
Pa, OCMaTpaYHHIIA, APTUAEPHCKHX THEZAQ, TAKO AQ j€ YMTABA
Hcrouna XeprerosuHa npeTBopeHa y 6acTHOH Ha jyroucTo-
Ky AycTpoyrapcke, IIOTOAAH 32 HAllaA U OAOpaHy ca KOIHa U
camopa. [ Ipunpeme 3a Harmap Ha Cp61/1jy u Lpny I'opy, xoju
je 6uo nmosop 3a IIpBu cBeTCKHU paT, AOAATHO CY IOACTAKAC
3HaYajaH 6poj IIpOjeKaTa KOjU C€ OAHOCE Ha U3TPAAIY HOBUX
HAM AOTpaasy nocrojehux aycrpoyrapckux yrsphema u xa-
capuu y XepLEroBUHH, KOje CBEAOUE O HOBUM HHKEHEPCKUM
pelemuMa y uarpasibu GopTHPUKALM]a, KA0 K O APYTAUUjUM
reOCTPATENIKMM [TAAHOBHMA ayCTPOYTAPCKHUX BOJHUX IMAA-
Hepa npeMa XepLeroBHHH, Koja 0A oA0pambeHor bacTroHa
IIOCTaje OACKOYHA AACKA 32 IIPOAOP Ha MCTOK H jyTOUCTOK.
Craryc nojacunx yrephema aA06uan cy Tpebume, buacha,
Mocrap u CapajeBo u y ckaapy ¢ TUM €y noce6HO yTBphu-
BaHH. BojHOCTparenike maaHoBe AycTpoyrapcke IpaTuaa je
¥l U3TPaAba IIPYTE YCKOT KOAOCEKa 04 760 mm, Ha peaanuju
Tabeaa — Xym — Tpebume, 1901. roause. [pyra je npsen-
crBeHo rpaljeHa us crparemkux pasaora, papu cHabAeBamba

TpyIia 1 Y‘{BlehI/IBaH)a BAACTH Ha Tapd OKYIIMPAHHM, a KacC-

CULTURAL TOURISM

After the Balkan Wars, when Serbia and Montenegro began
acquiring large-caliber artillery, the modernization of southern
Dalmatian and Bosnian-Herzegovinian fortifications was un-
dertaken, along with the formation of more advanced defensive
lines. Such defensive systems proved effective in static defensive
warfare on European battlefields during the First World War,
which later motivated France to construct the far more pow-
erful Maginot Line prior to the Second World War, although
it ultimately failed to fulfill its intended purpose.

The Bay of Kotor and Trebinje were equipped with ar-
tillery positions fitted with steel cupolas. Smaller protective
fortifications were used to block all routes leading from the
areas of Grahovo and Niksi¢ toward the Bay of Kotor, Tre-
binje, Bile¢a, and Sarajevo. These fortifications were excep-
tionally strong. In the Bay of Kotor, they withstood sustained
artillery bombardment from Mount Lovéen between 17
and 27 October 1914, involving guns of 120 and 155 mm
caliber, without significant damage (Martinovi¢, 2015). The
Austro-Hungarian authorities further reinforced the Bay of
Kotor with new semi-permanent fortifications and, for its
protection, constructed the Lovéen defensive line extending
from Budva toward Goli§ and along the eastern and northern

slopes of Mount Lovéen.

AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN MILITARY
FORTIFICATIONS IN THE TREBISN)ICA
RIVER BASIN

The Habsburg Monarchy designed and implemented a
large number of projects and plans related to defensive lines,
belt fortifications, and the construction of new and the up-
grading of existing military fortresses, barracks, guard posts,
observation towers, and artillery positions. As a result, the
entire area of Eastern Herzegovina was transformed into a
bastion on the southeastern frontier of the Austro-Hun-
garian Monarchy, suitable for both offensive and defensive
operations from land and sea. Preparations for an attack on
Serbia and Montenegro, which ultimately served as the trig-
ger for the First World War, further stimulated numerous
projects involving the construction of new or the expansion
of existing Austro-Hungarian fortifications and barracks in
Herzegovina. These works testify to new engineering solu-
tions in fortification construction, as well as to changing ge-
ostrategic concepts among Austro-Hungarian military plan—
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HHje ¥ aHEKTHPAHUM IT0ApYydjuMa. M3 Tor meproaa paTupa
u pehe xopuimhen Hasus ,, Aaamatuncka npyra’, mowro je
npBoOuTHa Bepsuja npeasubaa tpacy ys Jaaparcko mope,
OA {€ra ce OAYCTAAO M3 YHCTO BOJHHX Pa3aora — 00jasHu Aa
61 y HekoM 6yayhem parHom kor$ANKTY MorAa 6uTH O6jeKar
HHBAa3Hj€, AAKa MeTa 6poAc1<oj aptusepuju u camdso. [Ipyra
Ha peaanuju Tpebume — buacha npopasnaa je aenem6pa
1931. roaune, y Bpeme Kpanesusne Jyrocaasuje. I Ipyra bu-
Acha — Huximmh niymrena je y cao6pahaj y jyay 1938. ropuse.
Yeaea u3rpapbe cCTEMA XUAPOCACKTPpaHa Ha Tpebnmmuy,
1959. roanHe 0Ba IpyTa je M3MEIITEHA, A PAAOBU HA BOj CY
saBputeHu 1964/65. roaune, y Bpeme @HP Jyrocaasuje.
Aycrpoyrapcka je nocae bepaunckor xonrpeca 1878.
ropuHe okynupaaa bocny, yrepauaa rpaa Tpebume (Ay6po-
Bauka 1 buachka xanyja), a mocae ycranka y Kpusommnjama
u Xepuerosunu 1881. roAuHe IPUCTYIIHAAQ je H3TPAABU
oAbpaMbeHor cucTeMa U uspasu Kaprorpadckor npemepa
XeplerosuHe, KOjH je 3aBpIICH 1884. ropune. Ha Xepuero-
BA4IKO-3€TCKOM ONICPaTHBHOM IpaBLy usrpabeHe cy tpu oa-
Opambene anHuje. [ IpBy AnHUjy YMHMAQ CY [IAQHCKO-TIOjacHA
yrphema Tpebume u buacha u yrsphena sona Asrosa.
Apyry AMHH)Y YMHHAQ CY yTpreH)a Croaan, Hesecume,
Yaor u Kaaunosux, a tpehy aunujy soauna Heperse ca
xommaekcHoM TBphaBom Mocrap. CapajeBo je 6uaa koM-
IACKCHa TBphaBa Kao ynpaBHO U BOjHO cpeaumrte boche
u XepuerosuHe. Y BOJHUM apXUBUMA OKYNAIIMOHMX CHAara
Aycrpoyrapcke cayyBaHu ¢y GopTHPUKALMJCKA IAAHOBU
u rornorpadcke KapTe Koje Aajy BUILE IIOAATAKA O TOM IPaH-
AHO3HOM 0AbpambenoM cuctemy yrBphema, Koju y skapro-
Hy HA3HBajy ,XCPLIECTOBAYKH KAMCHH KOPAOH ™ H ,,0aAKaHCKa
Masxuno aunuja“ (Ligne Maginot). Haxon Bume op 130
TOAMHA, OBJj OA6paM6CHI/I CHCTEM jOII YBEK 3aAUB/AYj€ HH-
BeHTHBHOIITY BOJHUX HHKEHEPa U [IAAHEPA, OPTaHU3ALIH]OM
M TEXHUKOM U3IPAAIbE HAUBTACA HEOCBOJUBUX PpopTHPHKA-
1MjcKHX 06jeKara Ha TeIKO NpUCTynadHuM BucoBuma. OHu
CY MIMaAH HE CAMO BOjHY $YHKIIH]Y, HETO 1 IICUXOAOIIKHY LU/
— Aa AeMoHcTpupajy Moh 1 pAomuHanujy Xa636ypuike Mo-
HapXHje ¥ Ad M3a30BY CTPAXOIOLITOBAE KOA TOPOOAEHOT
Hapoaa. Max, untas oBaj opbpambenu cucrem mao je 6e3

HCIIa/SCHOT MCTKaA.

ners, whereby Herzegovina evolved from a defensive bastion
into a strategic springboard for expansion toward the east
and southeast. Trebinje, Bile¢a, Mostar, and Sarajevo were
granted the status of belt fortresses and were accordingly
subject to particularly intensive fortification measures. Aus-
tro-Hungarian military-strategic planning was accompanied
by the construction of a narrow-gauge railway with a track
width of 760 mm along the Gabela—Hum-Trebinje route in
1901. This railway was built primarily for strategic purposes,
namely to supply military units and to consolidate control
over territories that were initially occupied and later annexed.
From this period dates the less frequently used designation
“Dalmatian Railway,” as the original plan envisaged a route
along the Adriatic coast, which was abandoned for pure-
ly military reasons due to concerns that, in a future armed
conflict, it could become an object of invasion and an easy
target for naval artillery. The Trebinje—Bile¢a section of the
railway became operational in December 1931, during the
Kingdom of Yugoslavia, while the Bile¢a-Niksi¢ section was
opened to traffic in July 1938. Owing to the construction of
the Trebisnjica hydropower system, the railway was relocated
in 1959, and works were completed in 1964-1965, during
the period of the Federal People’s Republic of Yugoslavia.
Following the Congress of Berlin in 1878, the Aus-
tro-Hungarian Monarchy occupied Bosnia and fortified
the town of Trebinje, including the Dubrovnik and Bile¢a
Gates. After the uprising in Krivosije and Herzegovina in
1881, it proceeded with the construction of a comprehensive
defensive system and the cartographic survey of Herzego-
vina, completed in 1884. Along the Herzegovinian—Zetan
operational axis, three defensive lines were established.
The first line consisted of the planned belt fortifications of
Trebinje and Bile¢a and the fortified zone of Avtovac. The
second line included the fortifications of Stolac, Nevesinje,
Ulog, and Kalinovik, while the third line encompassed the
Neretva River valley with the complex fortress of Mostar.
Sarajevo functioned as a complex fortress and served as the
administrative and military center of Bosnia and Herzego-
vina. Military archives of the Austro-Hungarian occupying
forces preserve fortification plans and topographic maps
that provide extensive information on this grand defensive
system, commonly referred to as the “Herzegovinian Stone
Cordon” and the “Balkan Maginot Line” (Ligne Maginot).

More than 130 years later, this defensive system continues
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AYCTPOYTAPCKA BOJHA YTBPHEHA'Y
OKOJIHHH TPEBH A

VYrepheme Tpebume (Festung Trebinje) uunu cucrem
0A 36 poprudukalmja pasAMYUTOr THIIA, He padyHajyhu
nparchy uagpactpykrypy Bojue HameHe, pacnopehernx y
ABa Kpyra opAbGpaHe — yHyTpauimbeM, ca 06jeKTHMa y Ipaay,
Y CIIOAAILIbEM, Ha OKOAHHM Opanma. Qopruduxanmje cy
rpabene y yetnpu dase: npsa (1878-1884), apyra (1885—
1888), Tpeha (1899-1909) u uerspra (1910-1916). Ha
TpeOUILCKOM CeKTOpY, 110oueB 0A 1884. roanne, usrpabheno
j€ YKYIIHO A€BET yTBphema ,KapcTHOT THIIA®, KPYXKHO OKO
IpaAa, ¢ HyMEpALUjOM y CMEPy KasasKe Ha CaTy, IOYEB OA
I (,Kangaw“ uan ,,Kanvame®), II (Wachaus ,,Acorap®), III
(Werk ,Imusa“), V (, KpaBuua“) na cesepy, oo VI (,Lipksn-
Ha"), VII (,Toao 6pao”), VIII (, I Terpuma“) u IX (,Crpas”)
(Buam ca. 1 mca. 3).

Festung Trebinje

1:75.000
3 [ 3
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CULTURAL TOURISM

to impress through the ingenuity of military engineers and
planners, as well as through the organization and construc-
tion techniques employed to erect seemingly impregnable
fortifications on difficult-to-access elevations. These struc-
tures served not only a military function but also a psycho-
logical one, intended to demonstrate the power and domi-
nance of the Habsburg Monarchy and to inspire awe among
the subjugated population. Nevertheless, the entire defensive
system ultimately collapsed without a single shot being fired.

AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN MILITARY
FORTIFICATIONS IN THE VICINITY OF
TREBINJE

The Trebinje fortress system (Festung Trebinje) consists
of 36 fortifications of various types, excluding associated

military infrastructure, arranged within two defensive rings:
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Cn. 1. Kaprorpadcku npuxas aycrpoyrapckux yrsphema oko Tpebuma 1915. roanne

Fig. 1. Cartographic representation of Austro-Hungarian fortifications around Trebinje in 1915
(Steinitz, 1937).

Y oxoannu Tpebuma HajcHaxHuje TBphase 6uae cy Kpa-
suna u Crpau. Tephasa Crpad (ca. 2), rpabenaje 0a 1910. a0
1916.roaune. buaa je jeana op Hajuspuhux Bojuux tBphasa
y EBpomnu Tora o06a. Ipahena je oa 6erona, ykonana y creny
Ha BpXy 6paa, onpeMmena ca ABe xayOuie kaaubpa 100 mm
Ca YeAMYHHM KyIIOAAMa, ABA TOITA 32 0ADpaHy, 24 MUTpase3a,

an inner ring with structures located within the urban area,
and an outer ring positioned on the surrounding hills. The
fortifications were constructed in four phases: the first phase
(1878-1884), the second phase (1885-1888), the third phase
(1899-1909), and the fourth phase (1910-1916). In the Tre-
binje sector, beginning in 1884, a total of nine “karst-type”
fortifications were built in a circular layout around the town,
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12 pedaexropa, ocMaTpayHHI[AMA, PE3EPBOAPHMA 32 BOAY,
Ka0 U IOCAAOM OA yeTupu opuiupa u 175 ojuuxa. Cpricka
BOjcKa jy je ocBojuaa 6e3 Gopbe.

numbered clockwise, starting with I (“Kli¢anj” or “Kli¢anje”),
IT (Wachaus “Leotar”), ITI (Werk “Gljiva”), V (“Kravica”) to
the north, followed by VI (“Crkvina”), VII (“Golo Brdo”),
VIII (“Petrinja”), and IX (“Stra¢”) (sce Figs. 1 and 3).

P

Cn. 2. Aycrpoyrapcka tphasa Crpay, koa Tpebuma

W
7

Fig. 2. Austro-Hungarian fortress Stra¢, near Trebinje

(https://www:youtube.com/)

Ihasuu tunosu yrepherma 6uan cy Werk (Behe yrepheme
Ca apTUACPH]CKUM H NICMIAANjCKUM HAOPY)KAIbeM, KallaliH-
Teta oko 90 Bojuuka) u Wachaus (crpaxapcko yrepheme
Ca IELIAANjCKUM HAOpy)KarbeM, Karanurera oko 30 BojHu-
ka). Y nepuopy 1910-1916. roaune rpahenu cy mopepra
Geroncka tBphasa Werk Crpad (y aycrpujckum nssopuma
Sral) u samencka yrphema na Toaom 6pay u Kpasuny, ys
cepujy 6yHKepa y rpapckoM jearpy. Youu IIpsor ceerckor
para cTpakapcka yTBphema cy A061Aa apTHACPH)y U TOAUT -
HyTa Cy Ha cTaHAapA Werk, a y mehynpocropy cy nsrpahene
Zwischenbatterie (Mehyynopumra c orBopernM aptume-
pujckum naardpopmama) u Stiitzpunkee (cuctem GeToHcKHX
OyHKepa moBesaHux GeToHCKUM poBoBuMa). Crenuduanu
00jeKTH O1AE CYy BOjHE KaCAPHE Ca EACMECHTHMA OAOpaMOeHHX
kyaa (Fort), koje cy criosa nMase camo IyLIKapHHIIE, a 2 ABO-
pHILIHE cTpaHe posope, a Kacuuje u 6ynkepe (Blockhaus).
Kaaa cy Cpbuja u Lpna Topa noyeae HabaBmaru aprume-
pujy Beaukux kaanbapa, AycTpoyrapcka HpHUCTYIIa MOACP-
HU3ALIUjH jY>)KHOAAAMAaTUHCKUX U 6ocaHCKOxepuer0Baql<nx
yrephema. boka Koropeka u Tpebume aoo6uau cy tephase
ca YeANYHHUM Kynoaama. Mawum yrephemnma sarBopenu cy
CBH IIPaBLH KOjH BOAC ¢ ToApydja [paxosa n Huxmha npema
Boxu Koropckoj, Tpebumy, buachu n Capajesy (Rolf, 2015).

Among the fortresses surrounding Trebinje, Kravica and
Stra¢ were the most powerful. Fortress Stra¢ (Fig. 2), con-
structed between 1910 and 1916, was among the strongest
military fortresses in Europe at the time. It was built of rein-
forced concrete, embedded into the bedrock at the summit
of ahill, and equipped with two 100 mm howitzers housed
in steel cupolas, two defensive guns, 24 machine guns, 12
searchlights, observation posts, water reservoirs, and a garri-
son consisting of four officers and 175 soldiers. The fortress
was captured by the Serbian army without combat.

The principal types of fortifications included the Werk,
a larger fortification equipped with artillery and infantry
weapons with a capacity of approximately 90 soldiers, and
the Wachaus, a guardhouse-type fortification armed with
infantry weapons and accommodating around 30 soldiers.
During the period from 1910 to 1916, the modern rein-
forced-concrete fortress Werk Stra¢, referred to as Sra¢ in
Austrian sources, was constructed, along with replacement
fortifications on Golo Brdo and Kravica, and a series of bun-
kers within the urban core. On the eve of the First World
War, guardhouse fortifications were upgraded with artillery
and elevated to the Werk standard. In the interspaces, Zwis-

chenbatterien were constructed as intermediate strongpoints
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SI. 3.1. — Tvrdava Klical;j (V%/erk ) SL. 3.2. — Tvrdava na Golom brdu (Werk VII).
Fig. 3.1 - Kli¢anj Fortress (Werk I) Fig. 3.2 - Fortress on Golo Brdo (Werk VII)

1 . . il

SL. 3.3. - Stara kula (Wachaus VIII) - SL. 3.4. - Tvrdava Gljiva (Wachaus II)
Fig. 3.3 — Old Tower (Wachaus VIII) Fig. 3.4 - Gljiva Fortress (Wachaus II)

SL. 3.5. = Kravica (Werk V) SL. 3.6. — Tvrdava Leutar (Werk I1I)
Fig. 3.5 - Kravica (Werk V) Fig. 3.6 — Leutar Fortress (Werk IIT)

Cn. 3 (3.1-3.6). ®ororpaduje aycrpoyrapckux yrepherma y okoaunu Tpebuma nouerkom XX Bexa
Fig. 3 (3.1-3.6) Photographs of Austro-Hungarian fortifications in the vicinity of Trebinje at the beginning of the 20th century
(heeps://www.flickr.com)
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Ao Tpebuma je 1901. roanne nsrpabena n xesesnnuxa
IIPyTa yCKOT KOAOCEKA, BAXKHA 32 CHAOAEBAIbE TPYIIA U [10jac-
uux tBphasa y Tpebumy u buachnu (Rolf, 2015). I'lpyra je
KacHuje mpoayxena Ao buache (1931) n Huxmuha (1938).
Ipyraje ykunyra 1976. roanHe, a ieHa Tpaca je AAHAC aTpak-
THBHA OULIMKAMCTHYKA cTasa. Paau Gone opranusanmje oa-
Opane, TBphase cy moaemcHe Ha et oAbpaMbeHuX ceKTOpa:
1. cextop — uenrap, 38. Noyau (jesrpo), 2. cexrop — cesep,
oxo tBphase Kanvame (Kanuam), 3. cekrop — ceBepoHcTOK,
0a Acorapa a0 Kpasuiie, 4. CEKTOp — jyroHCTOK, Joro 6pAo,
[Terpuma u Kyunno 6pao, 5. cektop — jyrosanap, oko Xyma.
Muoru 0a THX 06jeKaTa ,MOTy ce CMAaTPaTH TEXHUIKHM H ap-
XUTEKTOHCKUM CIIOMEHHILIMMA, & HEKM U HCTOPHjCKHM 3HaMe-
autoctuma” (Pachauer, 2014). Aok ce He Habe apexBaTHa Ha-
MeHa, [IOTPEOHO HX je AACKBATHO 3ALUTUTHUTH OA [POIIAAAHA.

Y Tpebumy cy usrpal)ene yeTupu BeAuke KacapHe, OKpy-
JKeHe OAOpaMOEHHMM 3MAOBHMA ca 6ACTHOHNMA Ha yTAOBHMA,
IyUIKAPHULIAMA U Ha BUIUKM CIIPATOBHMA Ca T3B. ,MAallH-
kyaama“ (Maschikule), meraanum naouama ca noxperHum
OTBOpHMA 32 NEMAAMjCKO Haopyxame. Kacapre cy, ocum
oAbpamOeHux objexara, UMaAe U 00jeKTe 32 KOMAHAY, aA-
MUHHUCTPALH]Y, 60AHHuy, KyXUIY, IPOCTOPH]j€E 32 BOJHUKE U
oduIMpe, IITAACE 32 KOBbE, KAO U CKAAAMIITA MyHHULIHjE, Xpa-
He, BOAC M ADBa 32 OTPEB 3a 45 AaHa y cAy4ajy orcaae. Tokom
IpBor cBerckor para oko Tpebuma cy usrpahene npuspeme-
He GOpTHPHKALII]E ITOAHCKOT TUIIA, €2 OOASUKABOM XKHILIOM H
MHHCKHM I105HMa ca KaMeHHM $yracama (pyrace cy MAUTKO
yKomaHe HarasHe MuHe). TpeGumbcku rapHu3oH 6pojao jey
MHPHOAOIICKHM ycaoBuMa oko 5.000 Bojuuka 1 odpuiupa,
ay parauM ycaosuma npexo 10.000 (Pachauer, 2014; Rolf,
2015; Onasuh, 2003).

AYCTPOYTAPCKA BOJHA YTBPREHBA'Y
OKOJIHHH BHJIERE

Buacha, xao ,,cectpuncko” nojacuo yrepheme ceepo-
UCTOYHO 0A Tpebuma npema LPHOrOPCKOj rPaHULIM, UMa-
Aa je ykynHo ocam yTBphema, Hymepucanux op I oo VIII 'y
cMepy Kasamke Ha cary. To cy: Baaxuma, Kamenuna, Xayn-
6eroso 6pao, Moapobau, Ay6osau, Tyxop, Hukoma raasa
(Boaena rpapnna) n Apaxysuna (Buam ca. 1). Ty cy Guaa asa
raaBHa tuna yrephema — Werk (aprunepujcxe 6arepuje ca 2
A0 4 Tona) u Wachaus (cTpaskapcke yTBpAg), € THM IITO CY Y

paTHUM ycAoBUMa MHOTa yTBphema tuna Wachaus a06uaa

with open artillery platforms, together with Stiitzpunkte, a
system of reinforced-concrete bunkers interconnected by
concrete trenches. A specific category of structures consist-
ed of military barracks incorporating elements of defensive
towers (Fort), which featured only embrasures on their ex-
terior facades and windows facing the courtyard, and were
later supplemented with bunkers (Blockhaus). When Serbia
and Montenegro began acquiring large-caliber artillery, the
Austro-Hungarian authorities initiated the modernization
of southern Dalmatian and Bosnian-Herzegovinian fortifica-
tions. As part of this process, the Bay of Kotor and Trebinje
were equipped with fortresses fitted with steel cupolas, while
smaller fortifications were used to block all routes leading
from the areas of Grahovo and Niksi¢ toward the Bay of
Kotor, Trebinje, Bileca, and Sarajevo (Rolf, 2015).

A narrow-gauge railway line reaching Trebinje was con-
structed in 1901, playing an important role in supplying
military units and the belt fortresses of Trebinje and Bileca
(Rolf, 2015). The railway was later extended to Bile¢a in 1931
and to Niksi¢ in 1938. It was discontinued in 1976, and its
former route today functions as an attractive cycling trail.
For the purpose of improving the organization of defense,
the fortresses were divided into five defensive sectors: Sector
1, the central area, known as the Noyau (core); Sector 2, the
northern sector around the Kli¢anje (Kli¢anj) fortress; Sector
3, the northeastern sector extending from Mount Leotar to
Kravica; Sector 4, the southeastern sector encompassing Golo
Brdo, Petrinja, and Ku¢ino Brdo; and Sector 5, the south-
western sector around Hum. Many of these structures “can
be regarded as technical and architectural monuments, and
some even as historical landmarks” (Pachauer, 2014). Until
an appropriate function is identified, it is necessary to ensure
their adequate protection against further deterioration.

In Trebinje, four large barracks complexes were con-
structed, surrounded by defensive walls with corner bastions,
embrasures, and, on the upper floors, so-called machicola-
tions (Maschikule), consisting of metal plates with movable
openings for infantry weapons. In addition to their defen-
sive role, the barracks included facilities for command and
administration, a hospital, kitchens, accommodation for
soldiers and officers, stables for horses, and storage facili-
ties for ammunition, food, water, and firewood sufficient
for 45 days in the event of a siege. During the First World

War, temporary field-type fortifications were built around
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1 apTusepujy. Y camom rpaay buachu 6uaa je mama BojHa
KacapHa, a BaH rpaaa je usrpahena Beanxa kacapua ,,Neu
Bilek” nan Hosa Buacha, xoja je umaaa craryc aarepa (Boj-
Hor aoropa). Ha ussopy Tpe6uumuue nsrpahena je mymmnna
CTaHUIa U BOAOBOA 32 BOAOCHAOACBAEbe KaCAPHE U YUTABOT
rpapa. Ocum Tora, y 6AnsuHM cBakor yTBphema usrpabene
Cy BeAHKe LiCTepHE (JaTpere) ca KoaeKTopoM 3a Boay. Oxo
rpaaa, usmely yrephema, rpahern cy oabpambern 6ynkepu
II0BE3aHH POBOBUMA M 1ojacoM 60asukase xuue (Pachauer,
2014; Rolf, 2015; Martinovi¢, 2015).

Hexu op momenytnx popruduxanujckux objexara nHTe-
pEecaHTHHU Cy 300 CBOT [IOAOXKAja, & HEKH 300T apXUTEKTOH-
CKHX pelerba. [0TOBO CBU AaHAC CTOje ycaMideHHU Y pyLICB-
HOM CTalby Ha AOMHHAHTHUM BHCOBHMA OKO IPaAQ, Kao Ad
II0CMaTpajy KaKo Ce CBE OKO IbHX MCHa U YCKAjy BpEMe KaAa
he u onn A06uTH Heky TypUCTHUKY QYHKIM)Y, HA IpUMEp
MBACTHUIITE MAM BHAMKOBALL, TCPCH 32 ABAHTYPUCTHIKH TY-
pusaM (IaparaajAMHI, TAQHUHCKH OUIIMKAM3aM) U CAUYHO,
ca nparchnm pAeaarHOCTHMA.

Y Crparernju passoja typusma y Peny6anuu Cprickoj
2021-2027. roaAnHE KOHCTATOBAHO jeE AQ Tpe6mbc1<a TypH-
CTHYKa 30Ha, Koja obyxsara Tpebume, buachy, Hesecume,
/oybume u laixo, jecte ,60rara kyarypanm Hacaehem, a
noceOHO MaHACTHPUMA ¥ BUHCKOM KyATypoM. Opmuiue u je-
AMHCTBECHUM apXUTEKTOHCKHM Hacaehem®, aam aa je ,ykay-
YMBatbe KYATYPHO-HCTOPHUjCKOT Hacacha y pasBojue mpoue-
ce 'y 06AaCTH TypU3Ma OTPAHHYCHO, @ Y HEKHM CAyYajeBUMa
U y notnyHoctu 0aokupano. Herarusne ¢pakrope y Tom
IpoLeCy NpeACTaBaajy: Heusrpahenoct undpactpykrype,
HenocTojame nparchux Typuctuakux caapxaja’ (Crpare-
ruja, 2021). Y oBOM cAy4ajy mporiec cTBapama TyPUCTHIKHUX
IPOU3BOAA YHHH C€ TOCEOHO KOMIIAHUKOBAHUM, € 0631pOM
Ha CTalbC y KOjeM CE HAAA3H 3HAYajaH ACO THX ODjeKaTa U Ha
norpely capapre MHOTHX Cy0jeKara y CTBaparsy CBCHTYaA-

HHX TYPHUCTHYKHX IIPOU3BOAQ.

CULTURAL TOURISM

Trebinje, incorporating barbed wire and minefields with
stone fougasses, which were shallowly buried pressure-acti-
vated mines. In peacetime, the Trebinje garrison numbered
approximately 5,000 soldiers and officers, while in wartime
conditions it exceeded 10,000 personnel (Pachauer, 2014;
Rolf, 2015; Odavi¢, 2003).

AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN MILITARY
FORTIFICATIONS IN THE VICINITY OF
BILECA

Bileéa, asa “sister” belt fortress located northeast of Tre-
binje toward the Montenegrin border, comprised a total of
eight fortifications, numbered clockwise from I to VIIL. These
included Vlahinja, Kamenica, HadZibegovo Brdo, Modro-
bac, Dubovac, Tuhor, Nikolja Glava (Vodena Gradina), and
Drakuljica (see Fig. 1). Two principal types of fortifications
were present: Werk structures, consisting of artillery batteries
equipped with two to four guns, and Wachaus structures,
serving as guardhouse-type fortifications. Under wartime
conditions, many Wachaus fortifications were additionally
equipped with artillery. Within the town of Bile¢a itself, a
smaller military barracks was located, while outside the ur-
ban area a large barracks complex known as Nex Bilek (New
Bile¢a) was constructed, functioning as a military camp. At
the source of the Trebi$njica River, a pumping station and
water supply system were built to provide water for both
the barracks and the entire town. In addition, large cisterns
(¢atrnje) with water-collecting systems were constructed near
each fortification. Around the town, between individual
fortresses, defensive bunkers were built and interconnected
by trench systems and belts of barbed wire (Pachauer, 2014;
Rolf, 2015; Martinovié, 2015).

Some of the aforementioned fortification structures are
noteworthy primarily due to their strategic locations, while
others stand out for their architectural solutions. Almost all
of them today remain isolated and in a state of ruin on dom-
inant elevations surrounding the town, as if observing the
transformations of the landscape around them while await-
ing a time when they might acquire a new tourism-related
function. Such functions could include excursion sites or
viewpoints, as well as venues for adventure tourism activities
such as paragliding and mountain biking, accompanied by
related services.
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Cn. 4. Kaprorpadcku npuxas aycrpoyrapckux yrsplema oxo buache 1915. ropaune

Fig. 3. Cartographic representation of Austro-Hungarian fortifications around Bile¢a in 1915

(Steinitz, 1937).

3AKJ/bYYAK

Hcrouna Xepuerosuna Gurypupa Ha cTapum reorpag-
CKHMM KapTama Kao caobpahajHo u BojHOCTpaTeIky BakHa
3eMa, KOjy CY TIOXOAHAH, 3aIIOCCAAAH ¥ OMBAAY IIOPAKEHH
MHOru MohHu OCBajayH OA AHTHYKUX BPEMEHA AO HajHOBHjET
ao6a (Greié, M., & Gréid, 2018; Greié, M., & Gréié, 2022).
Msza mux Cy ocTajasa yTprel-ba, HajBUIIE U3 AoDa aycrpo-
yrapcke OKymaiuje, Koja 4€Kajy CBOjy TYPUCTHYKY BAAOPH-
sauujy. ['la umak, Ha pAaHammoj Typucriukoj manu Espore
jOLII YBEK je Taj IIPOCTOP, A mapadpasupam AHAtha, »3EMMda
KOje HeMa', Koja yeKka Aa Oyae ,oTkpuseHa“. Crape kapre u
APYTa AOKYMEHTAI[Hja AQjy AOCTA MTOAATAKA KOjH YKA3Yjy Ad
Ce MO)KE OPraHU30BaTH KPY>KHA XEPIIErOBayKa CTa3a KyATyp-
HOT MHAUTAapHOT TypusMa. AAH IIpe cBera Tpeba pemunTu

HCKOAHMKO CTPATCIIKH BAKHHUX ITUTAkA: 3AIUTHTHUTH HUCTO-

The Tourism Development Strategy of the Republic of
Srpska for the period 2021-2027 notes that the Trebinje
tourism zone, encompassing Trebinje, Bile¢a, Nevesinje,
Ljubinje, and Gacko, is “rich in cultural heritage, particu-
larly monasteries and wine culture, and characterized by dis-
tinctive architectural heritage.” However, it also emphasizes
that “the integration of cultural and historical heritage into
tourism development processes is limited and, in some cases,
completely blocked. Negative factors in this process include
underdeveloped infrastructure and the lack of accompany-
ing tourism facilities” (Strategy, 2021). In this context, the
process of creating tourism products appears particularly
complex, given the current condition of a significant pro-
portion of these sites and the need for coordinated cooper-
ation among numerous stakeholders in the development of

potential tourism offerings.
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PHjCKO-KYATYpHE 00jeKTe OA AdmEr IPOMAAAA U YPEAUTH
My3ejCKe IIOCTAaBKE 32 TYPUCTHYKE CBPXE; YTBPAUTH PpopMe
U METOAE OPraHHU3AIMje MCHAIIMEHTA U TYPUCTHYKOT Map-
KETHHI'a MCTOPHUjCKO-KYATYPHUX objexara; ypeantn nparche
o6jeKTe 3a TypU3aM U peKpealujy; NpUIpeMaT KBaAuq)I/I—
KOBaHe NPO(eCHOHAAHE KAAPOBE Y 00AACTH TYpU3MA 32 PaA
Y HCTOPHjCKO-KYATYPHUM 06jeKTHMa; moapskasatu Moryh-
HOCTH U IIEPCIIEKTUBE MehypernoHasHe u TpaHCrpaHUYHe
capapme y obaactu kopuuthema HCTOPHjCKO-KYATYPHUX
objekara y casHajHe u TypucTnike cpxe. Ce T0 3axTeBa
HapTHEPCTBO HAYKE U IIPAKCE, Y3ajaMHE KOHCYATALUj€ H KO-
OpAUHALIM]y ACAOBaba CBUX Cy0jeKaTa 3aHHTEPECOBAHUX 32
TYPUCTHYKY BAAOPU3ALIH]Y KYATYPHO-UCTOPHjCKHX 00jeKara,
KAKO CTPY4HaKa TAaKO H BAACHHKA Objekara (Hajqemhe AO-
KaAHUX camoynpasa). [IpBu Kopak je A2 AOKaAHE BAACTH,
Ka0 U TYPUCTHYKE OPTaHMU3alIHje, YOUaBajy Y HCTOPH)jCKUM
MHUAUTAPHUM PECYPCHMA HA CBOjUM TEPEHUMA MOTEHIIMjAA-
He MoryhHocTn TypucTHuke Basopusanuje, yBaxasajy Ux
Y CBOJUM CTPATELIKHM H IPOTrPAMCKHM AOKYMECHTHMA Kao
HOTEHLIMjAAHO aTPAKTHBAH TYPUCTHYKH IIPOU3BOA, IIPEAY-
3UMajy BUXOBY KOH3EPBALH]jY HAH ACAUMHYHY PEKOHCTPYK-
111}y, OPraHU3Yjy HUXOBO HpHBObCI—bC TYPUCTUYKO] HAMEHH,
03HAYaBajy UX HAa TYPUCTHYKUM MaIlaMa U Iy TOKa3UMa U I10-
IyAQpH3yjy UX y OKBHPUMA IPOMOTHBHHUX aKLuja. Ypehemem
u paurauurhaBambeM IPocTopa 0ko GOPTHPHKALIN]CKOT KOM-
IAEKCA, KPO3 CIIOj MPUPOAHHUX U KYATYPHO-UCTOPHjCKUX
BPEAHOCTH, 110ja4ao 61 ce aMOUjeHTaAHH YTHCAK YUTABOT
IPOCTOpa, a U3rPAAHA [ELAYKHUX U OULIMKAMCTHIKHX CTa3a
AOIpHHEAA OH Pa3Bojy PEKPEATUBHOT TYPHU3MA.

Y HoBuje Bpeme xepuierobauke GopTHPUKALMjE U3 PA3AH-
YUTHX HCTOPUjCKHX €II0Xa ITI0BE3Y]jy CTa3€ MEIIAYKOT TyPU3Ma
3a pybuTENE HCTOPU)E, IPHPOAE U PEKPeaLitje y IPUPOAH.
3anHTEpECcOBAHM 3a TY TEMATHKY MOTY IPONhH HCTOpHjCKIM
TpacaMa BOJHHMX OKPETA, TOTAEAATH MECTA BOJHUX Aoraf)aja,
BUACTH MHOTO jEAUHCTBEHUX IMHOHUPCKUX popTHPHKa-
LIMjCKUX AC€AQ BOJHE MHXKEHEPHUJE U PATACAATU MY3€jCKeE
IMOCTaBKe. Pcny6A1/11<a Cprncka u bocna u Xeprjerosuna
jOILI HUCY IPUCTYIHAE CKAHCEHCKOj 0OHOBH 0AOpaMbeHuX
objexara (M3yseB HEKHX CPEABOBEKOBHUX TBphasa y rpa-
AOBHMA), HAKO PACIIOAAXKY PECYPCHMA BOJHO-UCTOPHjCKOT
U I1¢j3a)KHO-TIPOCTOPHOT HacAeha HappernoHaaHor pamra.
Baxna kapakrepucTika oaAbpamMbeHe apxuTekType Xeplie-
FOBHHE jeCy mbeHe Beae ca IpupoasoM. CKOpo cBe rpasuHe U

yTBplerba MOAUTHYTH Cy y Besu ca KOHPUIYPaLMjoM Tepe-

CULTURAL TOURISM
CONCLUSION

Eastern Herzegovina appears on historical geographical
maps as a region of major transport and military-strategic
importance, traversed, occupied, and contested by numer-
ous powerful conquerors from antiquity to the modern era
(Gréi¢ & Grei¢, 2018; Greid & Greié, 2022). These successive
historical phases left behind a dense network of fortifications,
predominantly dating from the period of Austro-Hungarian
occupation, which today await systematic tourism valoriza-
tion. Nevertheless, on the contemporary tourism map of Eu-
rope this area remains, to paraphrase Andri¢, a “land that does
notexist,” still waiting to be “discovered.” Historical maps and
related documentation provide substantial evidence indicat-
ing the feasibility of establishing a circular Herzegovinian
route of cultural military tourism. However, several strate-
gically important issues must be addressed as a priority: the
protection of historical and cultural monuments from further
deterioration and the organization of museum displays for
tourism purposes; the definition of appropriate forms and
methods of management and tourism marketing for histor-
ical-cultural assets; the development of supporting facilities
for tourism and recreation; the education and training of
qualified professional staff in the field of tourism for work
within historical-cultural sites; and the encouragement of
interregional and cross-border cooperation in the use of his-
torical-cultural assets for educational and tourism purposes.

Achieving these objectives requires a strong partnership
between science and practice, based on mutual consultation
and coordinated action among all stakeholders interested
in the tourism valorization of cultural-historical heritage,
including both experts and property owners, most often
local self-government authorities. The initial step involves
local authorities and tourism organizations recognizing
the tourism potential of historical military resources with-
in their territories, incorporating them into strategic and
programmatic documents as potentially attractive tourism
products, undertaking conservation or partial reconstruc-
tion measures, organizing their adaptation for tourism use,
marking them on tourism maps and signposting systems, and
promoting them through targeted promotional activities. By
arranging and clearing the areas surrounding fortification
complexes, and by integrating natural and cultural-historical
values, the overall ambient quality of the landscape would
be enhanced, while the development of pedestrian and cy-
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Ha, npuaarohasajyhu ce npupoanoj cpeannn (Habopanoct
pemeda, BHjyraBocT pexa, reoMOpPOAOIIKH 0GAHLH TepeHa).
Y nopebemy ca paBHHYIApPCKHUM TepeHUMA, OBU IPUPOAHU
KOMIIACKCH MCTUYY C€ BUCOKMM KOCPHIIMjCHTOM PasHOBPC-
HOCTH 1 Koaoputa okoanHe. C 063upoM Ha Taj yHUKAAHH
KapakTep BPEAHOCTH IPHUPOAHE CpeArHE XepLeroBHHE, Ta
MeCTa AOAATHO IpHBAAYE sybutese mpupoae. [Tocebno mu-
Tame je IIOCTYNakbe Ca THM PECYPCHMA TYPUCTHIKHX aTPaK-
111ja Kpo3 0AToBapajyhy BUXOBY IpUIIpeMy 3a pasracaarbe 1
AOXXUB &), TPOMOLH]Y, YKAYYUBAbE HA AUCTY IPHOPUTETA U
yBpIITaBame y Iporpame opraHusosanux nocera. Hajseha
LIAHCA TAKBOT Pa3Boja MOXKE OUTH CTBAPAEbE TEMATCKE IIOHYAC
ycMepeHe Ha MUAUTAPHH KYATYpHH Typusam. bes ncropujcke
reorpaduje U HCTOPHjCKe KApTOrpaduje He MOXKEMO pasy-
METH KaKO je 0Baj IPOCTOP GHO Y IPOLIAOCTH OPraHU30BaH
U IIAQHUPATH KaKo ra Tpeba OpraHus3oBaTu.

Mosxemo 3anasutu moryhHOCT npoayGsuBama ,,crieruja-
Ausanuje” II0jeAUHUX 00jeKaTa y KOHKPETHUM OOAUIIMa
TypH3Ma, TC CE IIOCTABAA AMACMA LITA IOHYAUTH Y HHMa:
»I10 HEIUTO 32 CBAKOTA" HAH ,,LITO BUIIE CAMO 32 AyOuTeme? .
Hajuewhe usabpanu ,,npoduan’ rypucTHdKux NpousBoaa y
T0j rpymu objexara cy ,TBphaBa—Mysej“ ca CleKTpOM H3A0K-
6u, ,TBphaBa—x0oTeA” ca pasHOBPCHOM NMOHYAOM GOpaBKa,
yKaydyjyhn makere yeayra u pexpeanyje, ,,rBphasa — me-
CTO JKHMBE HCTOpHje“ ca aKLICHTOM Ha TeMarcke Aorabaje u
muxpoaorabaje, ykaydyjyhu u Musurapue, kao u o6jexru
MEILIOBUTOT TUIIA — Ca BUILE BPCTA IIOHYAE HAH 03 crienuja-
AusoBaHOT npoduaa npoussoaa. Moryha je kooneparnuja
n3a6paHnx IpodHAa y IOTACAY KBAAUTETA U aTPAKTUBHOCTH

TYPHUCTHYKE IIOHYAC.

cling trails would contribute significantly to the growth of
recreational tourism.

In recent years, Herzegovinian fortifications from dif-
ferent historical periods have been interconnected through
hiking trails designed for visitors interested in history, nature,
and outdoor recreation. Those drawn to this thematic focus
can follow historical routes of military movements, visit sites
of former military events, observe numerous unique examples
of pioneering fortification works of military engineering, and
explore museum exhibitions. To date, the Republic of Srpska
and Bosnia and Herzegovina have not undertaken the sys-
tematic open-air museum (skansen) restoration of defensive
structures, with the exception of certain medieval fortresses
in urban areas, despite possessing military-historical and land-
scape-spatial heritage resources of supra-regional significance.
A key characteristic of Herzegovina’s defensive architecture
lies in its strong connection with the natural environment.
Almost all hillforts and fortifications were constructed in
close relation to terrain configuration, adapting to natural
conditions such as the rugged relief, meandering river courses,
and diverse geomorphological forms. In comparison with
lowland areas, these natural complexes are distinguished by
a high degree of spatial diversity and visual richness. Owing
to this unique environmental character, these locations exert
additional appeal for nature-oriented visitors. A particularly
important issue concerns the management of these tourism
resources through their adequate preparation for visitation
and experiential interpretation, promotion, prioritization,
and inclusion in organized visitation programs. The greatest
potential for such development lies in the creation of a the-
matic offer oriented toward military cultural tourism. With-
out historical geography and historical cartography, it is not
possible to fully understand how this space was organized in
the past, nor to plan its future organization effectively.

It is also possible to identify opportunities for deepen-
ing the “specialization” of individual sites within specific
forms of tourism, raising the dilemma of what type of offer
should be developed: a diversified offer “for everyone” or
a more focused offer primarily targeting enthusiasts. The
most frequently selected tourism product profiles within
this group of sites include the “fortress—museum,” featuring
a range of exhibitions; the “fortress—hotel,” offering diverse
accommodation experiences combined with service and

recreation packages; the “fortress as a site of living history,”
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emphasizing thematic events and micro-events, including
military-themed activities; and mixed-type sites that provide
multiple forms of offer or lack a clearly defined specialized
product profile. Cooperation among selected profiles is pos-
sible and desirable in terms of enhancing the quality and

overall attractiveness of the tourism offer.
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