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Abstract: In order to be competitive, the tourism industry must offer unique and innovated tourism
products and attractions world demanded. Following the world tourism trends development, the
recommendation is return to the traditional and nurture authentic landscapes that are represent the
starting point for the development of tourist underdeveloped and developing countries. Under the
influence of tourism, the transformation of space can be affirmative or negative. The main goal of the
paper is pointing out the advantages and disadvantages, i.e. similarities and differences in the current
and future development of ecological tourism in two protected natural assets: the river Gradac gorge
and the river Tresnjica gorge. By applying adequate methods, general and special, correlation
between protected objects of nature (rivers Gradac and Tresnjica) will be established. With assumed
based on other examples (from the world, Europe and region), experience and knowledge will enable
better integration of protected areas and their roles in the tourist offer of Serbia. If the environment is
more preserved, untouched and more attractive, then there are more favorable opportunities for the
ecological tourism development in a particular area.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Ecotourism is a leading tourism industry that is in great demand in many countries. It must have authenticity and
originality. Due to the transformation caused by ecotourism, the space can have: short - term and long - term effects.
The short - term effects that leave great consequences are air, water and soil pollution due to the construction of tourist
infrastructure, in a word, landscape degradation. The long - term effects of ecoturism in one area relate to the:
protection of space, the adoption of legal meausures and the adoption of planning documents. Development of plans for
special purpose areas can be short - term, medium - term and long - term [1, 2, 3, 4].

Tourism in protected areas of the rivers Gradac and Tresnjica is reflected in the insufficient application of the concept
of sustainable tourism development. Tourist movements must be based on a limited number of vistors up to twenty. The
local population should participate in the promotion, marketing and creation of tourist contents of the rivers Gradac and
Tresnjica. In the future, accommodation for visitors, food, touris guide services and transportation should be provided.
The most necessary thing is to create your own tourist brand that contributes to the succesfful development of
ecotourism. The diversity of natural and anthropogenic touris values (rivers Gradac and Tresnjica) enables the creation
of complex tourism with the application of the concept of sustainable tourism [5].

2. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

The research in this paper refers to the explanation of relevant indicators that affects the development of ecotourism in
the protected areas of the rivers Gradac and Tresnjica. It is necessary to point out the importance of their planning on
the tourst market. The paper will present a comparative overwiev of the gorges of the rivers Gradac and Tresnjica:
similarities and disadvantages, advantages and differences. PEST and SWOT analysis were used in the paper.



Based on the obtained results, additions, changes, improvements can be made by applying various measures or
following the positive examples of protected areas in the country and the region. The main purpose is to better place
sustainable tourism on the tourism market.

3. SIMILARITES AND DIFFERENCES OF THE GORGES OF THE RIVERS GRADAC AND
TRESNJICA

There are many similiraties and differences between the two protected natural assets. The basic similiraties between the
rivers Gradac and Tresnjica are: there are solid conditions for the development of ecotourism, hunting, and fishing
(California trout/Special Nature Reserve gorge of the river Tresnjica); rich biodiversity of (flora and fauna); second and
third degree of protection (for sensitive species a strict protection regime); solid application of the concept of
sustainable development; for both protected natural assets there is the protected are manager (Ecologikal society Gradac
and the Tourist Organization of the Municipality of Ljubovija); at the very entrance of the rivers Gradac and Tresnjica
there is an information center that serves to provide basic information and data, ie natural and anthropogenic values of
protected natural assets; in the immediate vicinity of the rivers Gradac and Tresnjica there is a shop selling souvenires,
handicrfts and homemadefood; the highest attendace of protected natural assets during the spring and autumn (school
excursions, hunters and fishermen); during the summer, tourists, enthusiasts and nature lovers mostly stay on the rivers
Gradac and Trsnjica (active and passive holidays) [6, 7, 8, 9, 10].
Between the two protected natural assets, there are a number of different factors that affect the tourist content offered to
visitors. They are the most important:
» A large number of information boards in the gorge of the river Gradac (about five), and in the gorge of the
river Tresnjica two; [11, 12].
» The gorge of the river Gradac has a large number of speleological objects (about 60). The most important
caves are: Deguricka, Kaljava, Vrataoca, TmuSa and Visoka. The gorge of the river TreSnjica has a large
number of hydrological facilities: Tribu¢a, Crni Potok and SuSica [13, 14].
» Accommodation and catering facilities in the protected natural asset Gradac are located in the immediate
vicinity, while in the protected natural asset Tresnjice in the immediate vicinity.
» The authentcity of the gorge of the river Gradac refers to the archeological sites Valva and Jerinin town,
watermills Lelicka, Savatijevi¢eva and Filipovi¢a. From the anthropogenic tourist potentilas, the monastery of
Celije, which was plased under the protection of the state, as a cultural asset of great importnace [15, 16, 17,
18, 19, 20, 21].
» The authentcity of the natural resource of the river Tresnjica is reflected of a colony of griffon vultures. The
most important cultural and historical values are Veliki and Mali town and the village of Gornja Tresnjica,
which has been placed under state protection [22, 23, 24, 25, 26].
» In the gorge of the river Gradac, there are well-arranged hiking trails, unlike the protected natural asset of
Tresnjica, where only 10 km are arranged and for further tours, appropriate hiking equipment is necessary.

Figure 1 Gradac river



3.1. Advantages and disadvantages in protected natural resources

The main advantages in the protected natural assets of the gorges of the rivers Gradac and Tresnjica are that they favor
and enable the development of specific types of tourism. These are ecological, cultural, speleological, hunting and
fishing, manifestation, transit, weekend tourism, rural and youth tourism. Thanks to the rich tourist content (which is
listed and described in detail in the previous chapter), there are visitors throughout the year, and mostly in the season.
During the spring and autumn months, school excursions are mostly held. When visiting protected natural assets, they
observe the landscape, acquire new knowledge and at the same time practice active/passive rest. At the same time, they
combine beautifully and usefully.

Protected natural assets are located near the town centres of Valjevo and Ljubovija, and are therefore included in the
tourist content and promotion of local govorments, regions and districts (Kolubarski). The local population is quite
involved in the realization of tourist programs and facilities. They provide visitors to the gorges of the rivers Gradac and
Tresnjica accommodation, food, services of a local tourist guide, means of transport and the sale of folk handicrafts.

The main shortcomings of protected natural assets relate to insufficient promotion, marketing and insufficient
affirmation in the tourism market.

In the future, pay more attention to the presentation of tourist contenst of protected natural assets of the rivers Gradac
and Tresnjica at fairs, seminars, congresses. It is necessary to employ people who are adequately educated for certain
functions, to pay more attention to the personal employment policy.

Figure 2. Tresnjica river

4. CONCLUSION

Ecological tourism in order to play a leading role in the tourism economy should possess the following characteristics
of authenticity, curiosity, representativeness and originality. These are the feautures that distinguish them from other
selectives types of tourism.



Sustainable tourism in the protected natural assets of the gorge of the rivers Gradac and Tresnjica represents a very
important tourist offer of the Kolubara district, thanks to the natural and anthropogenic tourist values. In order for
tourism to be successfully manifested on the tourist market, it is necessary to develop strategies for sustainable tourism
development, spatial plans for special purpose areas, projects and studies. Based on these documents, which can be
short-term, medium-term and long-term, the guidelines, potentilas and perspectives of ecological tourism in this part of
Serbia are determined. Based of these assumptions and possitive examples from nearby countries, which would be
desirable to apply in practice, sustainable tourism would gain greater importance and affirmation in the torism market.
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