Branimir VUKOSAV

bvukosav@unizd.hr

toponym.

1 Introduction

Dalmatinska zagora or Zagora' is a geographic name
often used to denote a relatively undefined area of the
central Dalmatian hinterland. It is a toponym usually
related to an area extending from the North Dalmatian
plateau and the River Krka basin in the northwest, to
Vrgorsko polje and the transition to the area of the
lower reach of the River Neretva in the southeast. The
area is separated from the coastal area by a prominent
range of hills and mountains extending along the coast-
line, from Trtar (494 m) in the Sibenik hinterland, to

! In Croatian, the words zagora and zagorje are both defined as
“an area on the far side of a mountain or hill“ and more spe-
cifically, “a belt of land extending behind a littoral mountain
range* (URL 2). Therefore, it can be said that the toponym Za-
gora was derived from naming the dynamism of the relief, and
consequential differences in development and identity.
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Abstract. The dynamism of sociogeographic and historical processes and trends represents a key factor in the creation
and uniformity of regions, and in their image and perception in the eyes of the public and scholars. As a basic
geographic concept, a region is the result of all preceding and actual spatial relations arising from natural conditions,
and those arising from political, administrative and economic changes. Non-formal regions such as Dalmatinska
zagora, which exists solely in the consciousness of its inhabitants, owe their traditional presence in spatial perceptions
and identities to a combination of all these factors. The uniformity and identity of such a region are articulated through
explicit and implicit symbols, definitions and terms, and the most important among these is a geographic name or

As an indicator of basic spatial relations at the time of its making, a map can be used as a source of information on
spatial identities, their extent and distribution. In that sense, the presence and positioning of a toponym are the keys to
discovering facts about the territoriality and contemporary perceptions of a region that it denotes. The aim of this
paper is to monitor changes in the dynamics of perception of Zagora, a region in the Dalmatian hinterland, by detecting
the positioning of the toponym Zagora and its variants on several maps created at different periods in history.
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Biokovo (1,762 m) and Rili¢ (920 m), and is also referred
to as Zagora in a broader sense. At the same time, both
varieties of the toponym are used when referring to a
more precisely defined historical region in the immedi-
ate Sibenik and Split hinterland, sometimes referred to
as Zagora in the narrower sense (Matas and FariCi¢,
2011). In the modern media, this duality is mostly
avoided and the toponym is often used to denote an un-
defined, wide area of the Dalmatian hinterland.

On the other hand, some experts tend to think of this
wider reference as “incorrect”, claiming that the names
Dalmatinska zagora and Zagora should only be used when
referring to the actual historical region, backing their
claims with historical facts and criteria. Among such
claims is one describing the spatial extent of Zagora as
“a part of southern Croatia, bounded by the ridges of Tr-
tar, Veliki Jelinek, Kozjak and Mosor, with the area of
Poljica, the River Cetina and the Cetina borderland, the
—1
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SazZetak. DinamiCnost sociogeografskih i historijskogeografskih procesa i trendova kljuc¢an je ¢imbenik koji oblikuje
uniformnost pojedinih prostornih cjelina, te njihovo poimanje i percepciju u oima stanovnistva i struénjaka. Pritom
je regija kao temeljna geografska koncepcija u svakom trenutku ishod svih prethodnih i aktualnih prostornih odnosa,
kako onih koji proizlaze iz prirodne datosti, tako i onih vezanih uz politicke, upravne i gospodarske promjene.
Neformalne regije poput Dalmatinske zagore, koje unato¢ postojanju u svijesti stanovnistva nisu dio aktualnih
upravno-teritorijalnih ustroja, svoju tradicijsku prisutnost u prostornom poimanju i identifikaciji najéeS¢e duguju
upravo zbroju svih navedenih éimbenika. Uniformnost i identitet regije pritom su zastupljeni eksplicitnim i implicitnim
simbolima, znacenjima i pojmovima od kojih je najvazniji geografsko ime ili toponim.

Karta kao pokazatelj temeljnih prostornih odnosa u trenutku izrade moZe posluZiti kao izvor informacije o prostornim
identitetima, njihovom obuhvatu i distribuciji. Pritom su prisutnost toponima i njegovo pozicioniranje kljucevi za
spoznavanje Cinjenica o teritorijalnosti i percepcije pojedine regije. U tom smislu, cilj je ovoga rada pratiti i prepoznati
razvoj i dinamiku prostornog obuhvata Zagore, regije u unutradnjosti Dalmacije, detekcijom pozicioniranja toponima

Zagora i njegovih inagica u nizu kartografskih prikaza iz pojedinih razdoblja.

Kljuéne rije€i: Zagora, regija, prostorni obuhvat, toponim, karta

1. Uvod

Dalmatinska zagora ili Zagora® geografsko je ime koje
se Cesto koristi za oznaCavanje razmjerno nedefiniranog
prostora srednjodalmatinskoga zaobalja. Ovaj toponim
u suvremeno se doba najcesée dovodi u vezu sa sredis-
njim dijelom prostora koji se odnosi na zaobalno pod-
rudje od sjevernodalmatinske zaravni i porjecja Krke na
sjeverozapadu do Vrgorskog polja i prijelaza prema
neretvanskoj delti na jugoistoku. Taj je prostor odijeljen
je priobalnog i oto¢nog podrudja istaknutim nizom brd-
skih i planinskih uzviSenja koja se pruzaju duz obale od
Trtara (494 m) u Sibenskom zaobalju do Biokova (1762 m)

1 U hrvatskom jeziku rijedi zagora i zagorje definirane su kao
»podrudje iza planine ili gorja“, odnosno ,,pojas koji se proteze
za primorskim gorama“ (URL 2). Stoga se moZe re¢i da to-
ponim Zagora proizlazi iz imenovanja reljefne dinamicnosti
prostora, te posljedi¢nih razvojnih i identitetskih razlika.

L

i Riliéa (920 m), te se u tom smislu o podrudjima iza
priobalnih uzvisina opéenito naj¢e$ée govoriio Zagori u
Sirem smislu. Istodobno, obje inaice toponima primje-
njuju se i kada se govori o razmjerno to¢no odredenoj
historijskogeografskoj regiji, povijesnoj Zagori ili Zagori
u uZem smislu, u Sibenskom i dijelu splitskoga zaobalja
(Matas i Farici¢ 2011). Ovakva dvojnost u koristenju to-
ponima u suvremenim se sredstvima javnog priopéa-
vanja uglavnom izbjegava uopéenim koristenjem tog
imena za $iri i nedefinirani prostor najveceg dijela dal-
matinskoga zaobalja.

S druge strane, pojedini znanstvenici skloni su takvo
Sire tumacenje smatrati ,neispravnim® pozivajuéi se
isklju¢ivo na povijesne kriterije i tvrdeéi da bi ime tre-
balo koristiti iskljucivo za Zagoru u uZem smislu kao
jedinu ,,pravu* Dalmatinsku zagoru. U tom smislu, valja
se osvrnuti na povijesno glediste prema kojemu je ,,Za-
gora dio juZne Hrvatske omeden bilima Trtra, Velikog
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ridges of Svilaja and Mose(, the area of Petrovo polje and
the canyon of the River Cikola” (KuZi¢, 1997, 7-8). In that
sense, the name Zagora would refer solely to one of the
smaller historical regions in the hinterland, which were
mostly based on local identity originating from their
borderland function (krajine) (Figure 1)

However, considering the fact that regions are usu-
ally dynamic categories, dependent on the influence of
various socioeconomic and administrative-territorial
trends, and the fact that altered social, political and eco-
nomic processes create new perceptions, it is clear that
it is impossible to restrict the criteria solely to within the
historical discourse, especially from the perspective of
regional geography. While historical criteria should de-
finitely be acknowledged when delineating a historical
region, modern trends in regional geography emphasi-
ze the importance of taking a wider set of criteria into
consideration. In that sense, the concept of regional
identity can be a very important indicator, since its pre-
sence and extent are usually closely related to all of the
contemporary changes in an area, and are reflected in
the perception of a region. In other words, alongside the
various models of a region, as well as the criteria for de-
fining its uniformity, the key element in defining the
extent of an informal region is regional consciousness,
and the related perceptions of a region which may be
detected in informal and formal communication alike.

The perception of a region is influenced by several
factors - primarily, the administrative organization of
an area, the tradition of territoriality, socioeconomic
homogeneity, and other factors that influence the for-
ming of regional uniformity and identity that are speci-
fic to an area. Cartographic presentations of a region,
through the use of elements that reflect actual spatial
relations (boundary lines, toponyms, etc.) may be, di-
rectly or indirectly, important indicators of dominant
perceptions and identities. In that sense, a cartographic
expression of regional extent usually shows the con-
temporary administrative division, and in the case of
traditional regions, may serve as evidence of internal
and external perceptions (vernacularity). Essentially,
when viewed as a social construction of geographic re-
alities, a map articulates multiple layers of meanings,
messages and spatial perceptions originating from the
general social and cultural values and views of the time-
frame in which it is made (Fuerst-Bjeli§, 2014).

As the main bearers of identification on maps, to-
ponyms are crucial in discerning the elements of cultural
landscapes. By using a word or a combination of words,
various features of geographic realities are identified -
whether anthropogenic (states, regions, towns, streets)
or natural (mountains, lakes, rivers, etc.). Therefore, they

are the key elements of almost all maps. However, the
role of toponyms is much greater than the mere expre-
ssion of location and identity - they are also the bearers
of symbolism. They are a part of wider systems of me-
aning and identity that the social participants read, in-
terpret and use to make decisions (Alderman, 2010).
Therefore, the occurrence, positioning and meanings of
toponyms on maps are at the same time indicators of
relations between spatial identities. Thus, by monito-
ring the varieties of a certain toponym on maps created
in different time periods and under different political
and administrative circumstances, it is possible to re-
construct the evolution and dynamism of its spatial me-
aning, symbolism and spatial reference.

Maps that include the toponym Zagora in the context
of regions in the Dalmatian hinterland are relatively ra-
re. The main reason for this is the fact that for the last
few centuries, the region did not enjoy continuity of
existence within the administrative divisions of the sta-
tes that ruled the hinterland area after the end of Otto-
man rule, when there was a district (nahiye) named
Zagorje (Matas and Farici¢, 2011). However, the aware-
ness of Zagora as a separate region, characterized by a
set of specific natural elements, as well as social, cultural
and economic traits, was nevertheless present in the
wider central hinterland area of southern Croatia (Vu-
kosav, 2011). Moreover, the similarity of natural and so-
ciogeographic features extending beyond the traditi-
onal, immediate Sibenik and Split hinterland suggests
that the perception and the identity of the region might
be wider than those based on the accepted historical
assumption of the region’s extent.

Keeping in mind the contradictory views of experts,
the main goal of this paper is to analyze selected maps
that contain variants of the toponym Zagora in the con-
text of denoting the Dalmatian hinterland, and to deter-
mine the perceived extent of their spatial reference. The
basic hypothesis is that the spatial reference of the to-
ponym as the bearer of regional identity has been
extended in comparison to the initial extent of the his-
torical Zagora, and that this is justified from the ge-
ographic point of view. In conclusion, changes detected
in the cartographic perception of the region’s extent are
elaborated, adding to current knowledge about changes
in regional identities in the hinterland, caused by histo-
rical and modern sociogeographic dynamics.

2 Previous research

The topic of researching the central Dalmatian hin-
terland has been addressed theoretically and empirical-
ly in a number of scientific and professional papers and
—1
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Figure 1 Traditional regions of the central Dalmatian hinterland with historical Zagora (Matas and Faricic, 2011)
Slika 1. Tradicijske regije srednjodalmatinskoga zaobalja s povijesnom Zagorom (prema Matas i Farici¢, 2011)

Jelinka, Kozjaka, Mosora, podrucjem Poljica, rijekom
Cetinom i Cetinskom krajinom, bilom Svilaje i Moseca,
podru&jem Petrova polja te kanjonom rijeke Cikole*
(KuZi¢ 1997, 7-8). U okvirima takvoga shvadanja, ime Za-
gora odnosilo bi se isklju¢ivo na jednu od manjih povije-
snih regija u zaledu, uglavnom utemeljenih na identite-
tima proizi§lima iz njihove pograni¢ne funkcije (krajine)
(slika1).

No, imajudi u vidu ¢injenicu da su regije najcesce di-
namicke kategorije ovisne o utjecaju razlicitih socio-
ekonomskih i upravno-teritorijalnih trendova, te da
novi drustveni, politicki i gospodarski odnosi stvaraju i
nove odnose u prostoru, jasno je da s gledista regionalne
geografije nije moguce ograniciti kriterije samo na
povijesnu definiciju. Priznajuéi povijesne kriterije kao
pravovaljane za odredenje historijske regije, suvremeno
doba i novi prostorni odnosi zahtijevaju Siri i sveobu-
hvatniji pristup. Stovie, suvremeni trendovi u regional-
noj geografiji naglasavaju vaznost uzimanja u obzir Sireg
skupa kriterija koji odraZavaju posljedice aktualnijih
prostornih odnosa. U tom smislu, posebno je vazan po-
kazatelj koncept regionalnih identiteta koji su ispreple-
teni s politickim, upravnim, drustvenim i gospodarskim
L

promjenama i trendovima, te odraZeni u percepciji re-
gije. Drugim rije¢ima, uz razli¢ite modele regije, kao i
kriterije uniformnosti, kljuna sastavnica u odredenju
obuhvata neformalne regije jest i regionalna svijest, te
percepcija regije koja iz nje proizlazi, a koja se utvrduje
ne samo u neformalnoj komunikaciji ve¢ posredno i u
o¢ima stru¢njaka.

Na percepciju utjee niz ¢imbenika, u prvom redu
upravni ustroj nekog podrudja, zatim tradicija regional-
nosti, drustveno-ekonomska homogenost, kao i drugi
¢imbenici koji utjeu na oblikovanje regionalne unifor-
mnosti i identiteta, specifi¢ni za pojedina podrucja. Kar-
tografsko prikazivanje neke regije kroz sastavnice koje
su odraz aktualnih prostornih odnosa (grani¢nih crta,
toponima, itd.) posredno i neposredno moze biti znaca-
jan pokazatelj prevladavajucih percepcija. U tom smislu,
kartografski izraz percepcije nekog prostora najcesce ée
izraZavati stanja koja su u danom vremenu rezultat up-
ravno-teritorijalnog ustroja, a u slu¢aju artikulacije tra-
dicijskih regija sluZit ¢e kao dokaz unutarnjeg i vanjskog
ocitovanja percepcije (vernakularnosti). U sustini, karta
shvadena kao drustvena konstrukcija geografske stvar-
nosti artikulira viSestruke slojeve znalenja, poruka i
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studies published in various journals and books. Among
many general reviews and in-depth research projects,
the work of Matas (1993, 2001) and Derado (1976) stand
out in providing valuable sources of information for
monitoring and defining regional homogeneity and the
prevailing historical and contemporary trends in the
area under research. Among newer publications, the
most valuable for an understanding of the socioge-
ographic changes in the area is a paper by Farii¢ (2011),
who deals with implications of the littoralisation pro-
cess in an anthology called Zagora between cattle-raising
and agricultural traditions and littoralisation and globalizati-
on processes. In the same publication, the papers by Si-
munovié¢ (2011) about the settlements in the hinterland
within different economic circumstances, and by Magas
and Blace (2011) about the basic geographic trends in
the municipality of Unesi¢, as an integral part of the Za-
gora area, are also relevant. Another valuable contribu-
tion in terms of geographic, historical, ethnological,
cartographic, anthropological and other approaches to
researching the area of Zagora is the extensive publica-
tion Dalmatinska zagora - terra incognita, in which authors
such as Belamari¢ (2007), Cosié¢ (2007) and Mlinarié
(2007) provide especially important contributions.

In the context of using toponymy as the bearer of
identity, and monitoring spatial changes through vari-
ous approaches in geography and cartography, the wor-
ks of Farici¢ (2011), Fuerst-Bjeli§ (2000, 2011, 2014) and
MiroSevi¢ (2011) are prominent. In foreign literature,
the American scientists Alderman (2010), Zelinsky

Figure 2. Excerpt from Croatia during the reign of King Tomislav
(map no. 7 in the collection Croatian History in 19 Maps, 1937)
by Stjepan Srkulj; original scale 1:2,700,000 (URL 1)

Slika 2. IsjeCak karte Hrvatska za kralja Tomislava (karta br. 7 iz
zbirke Hrvatska povijest u 19 karataiz 1937.), autora

Stjepana Srkulja; izvorno mjerilo 1:2 700 000 (URL 1)

(1980) and Barker (2005) are worth mentioning in the
context of empirical research, while a theoretical foun-
dation for exploring regional identities and spatial per-
ceptions may be found in the works of Claval (1998),
Entrikin (1991) and Paasi (2003). The idea of a map as a
socially constructed image, a document of social orga-
nization and a means of detecting various social, politi-
cal and other connotations has been elaborated by
Harley (2001), Panofsky (1983) and others.

3 Methodological approach

The main approach in this paper is to analyse excer-
pts from selected historical and contemporary maps
that contain the toponym Zagora, or any of its variants
denoting areas in the central Dalmatian hinterland,
with the aim of eliciting conclusions about changes in
perceptions of the region’s extent. Conclusions about
perceptions of the region and changes in its spatial
extent were made by monitoring the position of the to-
ponym on maps originating in different time periods, as
reflections of awareness of spatial relations. By compa-
ring the toponym’s position on historical maps and on
others which reconstructed the spatial relations of the
past, and its appearance on a modern map, created most
recently, since the independence of the Republic of Cro-
atia was declared, insights were gained into the dyna-
mics and development of the perception of Zagora, and
the evolution of the spatial reference of its geographic
name in the hinterland.

The analysis includes excerpts from several maps -
two maps reconstructing spatial relations in the Middle
Ages, three 18th century Venetian maps, a map created
during the Kingdom of Yugoslavia (Map of the Banovina
of Croatia), a 1949 map of the People’s Republic of Cro-
atia, and maps from the Geographic Atlas of the Republic of
Croatia dated 1993.

4 Zagora in 10th century cartographic reconstruc-
tions of spatial relations

Given the fact that historical mentions of Zagora as a
formal or traditional region are rather rare in carto-
graphic sources, it is a relatively difficult task to recons-
truct its precise extent from early time periods,
especially the early Middle Ages. References are scarce,
since the region often lacked administrative continuity.
In recent decades, scientists and scholars who have ma-
de cartographic reconstructions of the medieval regions
of Croatia have usually placed a variant of the toponym
(Zagorje) within the framework of the historical region.
This is obvious from two cartographic presentations
—1
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percepcija prostora koji proizlaze iz gledista opcih
drustvenih i kulturnih vrijednosti i odnosa vremena u
kojemu je izradena (Fuerst-Bjeli§ 2014).

Opéenito, kao glavni nositelji prostornih identiteta
na kartama, toponimi su klju¢ni u diferenciranju sastav-
nica kulturnog krajolika. KoriStenjem jedne rijeci ili
kombinacije rijei identificiraju se razli¢ite odlike geo-
grafske stvarnosti, kako antropogene (drzave, regije,
gradovi, ulice), tako i prirodne (planine, jezera, rijeke i
sL). Stoga su klju¢an sastavni dio gotovo svake geograf-
ske karte. No, uloga toponima mnogo je Sira od pukog
izrazavanja lokacije - oni su takoder i nositelji simbol-
izma. Oni su dio $irih sustava znacenja i identiteta koje
drustveni akteri Citaju, interpretiraju, te na temelju istih
donose odluke o djelovanju (Alderman 2010). Stoga su
pojavnost, karakter i pozicioniranje toponima na kar-
tama istodobno i karta odnosa medu prostornim iden-
titetima. Iz toga proizlazi da je pradenjem pojedinog
toponima ili njegove srodne inacice na kartama nastali-
ma u razli¢itim razdobljima, te u posljedi¢nim politickim
i upravnim okolnostima, moguce rekonstruirati i evolu-
ciju, odnosno dinamiku njegovoga prostornog znacenja,
simbolizma i prostorne referentnosti.

Kartografski prikazi koji uklju¢uju toponim Zagora u
kontekstu prostornih cjelina dalmatinskoga zaobalja u
bilo kojoj varijanti razmjerno su malobrojni. Razlog
tomu leZi ponajprije u ¢injenici da regija takvog imena u
posljednjim stolje¢ima prakticki nije kontinuirano po-
stojala u okvirima upravnih ustroja drzavnih organiza-
cija koje su upravljale zaobalnim prostorom sve od
prestanka osmanske vlasti i nahije Zagorje (Matas i
Fari¢i¢ 2011). No, unato¢ tome, svijest o Zagori kao za-
sebnoj prostornoj cjelini, obiljeZenoj proZimanjem spe-
cificne prirodne osnove, te socioekonomskih i socio-
kulturnih sastavnica, itekako je prisutna na Sirem
prostoru sredi$njega zaobalnog pojasa juZne Hrvatske
(Vukosav 2011). Stovise, sli¢ne prirodno-geografske i so-
ciogeografske odlike koje premasuju nacelne tradicijske
granice uZega Sibenskog i splitskog zaobalja daju naslu-
titi da su percepcija i identitet tradicijske regije takvog
imena ocigledno $iri od uvrijezenih historijskogeografs-
kih predodzbi.

Imajuéi u vidu razlidita stajalista stru¢njaka, osnovni
je cilj ovoga rada nastojanje da se analizom odabranih
kartografskih prikaza utvrdi opseg prostorne referent-
nosti toponima Zagora i njegovih inacica u dalmatin-
skom zaobalju. Pritom je temeljna hipoteza da je refe-
rentnost spomenutog toponima kao nositelja prostorne
identifikacije istoimene tradicijske regije tijekom 20.
stolje¢a prosirena u odnosu na granice povijesne Zagore,
te da je takvo definiranje obuhvata opravdano s geo-

grafskog stajalita. U zaklju¢cima se utvrdene promjene
L

u kartografskoj percepciji obuhvata dodatno obrazlazu,
¢ime se doprinosi spoznaji o promjenama u regionalnim
identitetima zaobalja uzrokovanima dinamikom socio-
geografskih i historijskogeografskih trendova.

2. Prethodna istraZivanja

Problematici istraZivanja prostora srednjedalmatin-
skog zaobalja dosad se pristupalo i u teorijskom i u em-
pirijskom smislu, putem brojnih znanstvenih i stru¢nih
Clanaka i studija objavljenih u razli¢itim publikacijama.
U nizu op¢ih i specificnih osvrta i istraZivanja koji
pruZaju vrijedan izvor informacija upotrebljivih u
pracenju i definiranju regionalne homogenosti i prevla-
davaju¢ih povijesnih i suvremenih trendova u istrazi-
vanom prostoru istiu se radovi Matasa (1993, 2001) i
Derada (1976). Od novijih radova, medu klju¢nima za ra-
zumijevanje sociogeografskih promjena u istrazivanom
prostoru istiCe se Fari¢i¢ (2011) s radom o litoralizaciji,
odnosno njenim implikacijama za prostor zaobalja, u
okvirima zbornika ,,Zagora izmedu stolarsko-ratarske
tradicije te procesa litoralizacije i globalizacije”. U istom
zborniku, relevantan je i rad Simunoviéa (2011) o razvo-
ju naseljenosti u zagorskom pojasu u okvirima razli¢itih
tipova ekonomija, te rad Maga$a i Blace (2011) koji
obraduje geografske osnove opéine Unesi¢ kao sastav-
nog dijela zagorskog prostora. Vrijedan doprinos geo-
grafskom, povijesnom, etnoloskom, kartografskom,
antropoloskom i drugim pristupima istraZivanju Dal-
matinske zagore predstavlja opsezni zbornik ,Dalmat-
inska zagora - nepoznata zemlja“, posebice radovi
Belamari¢a (2007), Cosi¢a (2007) i Mlinari¢ (2007).

U kontekstu upotrebe toponimije kao nositelja iden-
titeta, te praenja promjena kroz razliite pristupe u
geografiji i kartografiji, isti¢u se radovi Fari¢i¢a (2011),
Fuerst-Bjeli$ (2000, 2011) te Miro$evi¢ (2011). U inozem-
noj literaturi u empirijskom smislu valja istaknuti amer-
itke znanstvenike Aldermana (2010), Zelinskog (1980) i
Barkera (2005), dok u teorijskom smislu relevantnu os-
novu pruzaju Claval (1998), Entrikin (1991) i Paasi (2003).
Ideju o karti kao drustveno konstruiranoj slici, odnosno
dokumentu drustvenog poretka i sredstvu detekcije
razli¢itih drustvenih, politickih i drugih konotacija
razraduju Harley (2001), Panofsky (1983) i drugi.

3. Metodoloski pristup

Osnovni je pristup u ovome radu analiza odabranih
povijesnih i novih kartografskih prikaza, odnosno nji-
hovih isje¢aka na kojima je prisutan toponim Zagora ili
njegove inacice u kontekstu imena za uZe ili Sire podru-
{je srednjodalmatinskoga zaobalja, s ciljem induktivnog
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Figure 3. Excerpt from Croatia during the time of King Tomislav, 1942, in History of the Croatian Lands
of Bosnia and Herzegovina (PandZi¢ 1992)
Slika 3. IsjeCak karte naziva Hrvatska za vrieme kralja Tomislava iz 1942. iz: Poviest hrvatskih zemalja
Bosne i Hercegovine (PandZi¢ 1992)

from the mid-20th century which attempted to recons-
truct spatial relations in the Croatian Kingdom of the
10th century.

The first example is a map by Stjepan Srkulj dated
1937, entitled Croatia during the reign of King Tomislav (Hr-
vatska za kralja Tomislava), part of Croatian History in 19
Maps (URL 1). Among the names of historical Croatian
districts which are known to have existed as adminis-
trative units of the Croatian kingdom, the choronym Za-
gorje also appears on the map. Its position suggests an
overlap with the Sibenik and Split hinterlands, commo-
nly perceived as historical Zagora, or Zagora in the nar-
rower sense (Figure 2). Since there is no mention in the
known historical sources of an official district by that
name, it may be assumed that the inclusion of the
choronym on the map is related to the traditional pre-
sence of the geographic name in the early Middle Ages,
bearing in mind that some authors mention a parish na-
med Zagorje in the Trogir diocese in 1185 (KuZi¢, 1997).
The choronym Zagorje also appears in the second exam-
ple — a map called Croatia during the time of King Tomislav,
published in Sarajevo in 1942 in the book History of the
Croatian Lands of Bosnia and Herzegovina (Figure 3). In this
cartographic representation, the toponym is also placed
within the known framework of the historical Zagora

accepted by scholars. Evidently, the lack of more precise
data on administrative and territorial changes during
the time of Croatia’s national rulers, and clear indicati-
ons of the presence of the geographic name in terms of a
traditional region, combined with contemporary per-
ceptions of spatial identities, inspired the authors of
both examples to include the toponym on 10th century
maps of the medieval Croatian kingdom.

5 Zagora in 18 century Venetian cartographic
representations

Among authentic historical maps, the occurrence of
the toponym Zagora or its variants is most common on
Venetian ones. Three examples from the 18th century
stand out, the oldest dated 1718 and entitled Dissegno co-
rografico della provinzia di Dalmazia by an unknown author
(Figure 4). The toponym appears in an excerpt from this
cartographic representation, in the Venetian form of an
older variant (Xagorgie). The positioning of the toponym
implies the inclusion of Sibenik’s hinterland to the nor-
th-east of Trtar (Monti Tartari), bordered to the north
and east by the River Cikola (Cicola) and Mt. Mose¢ (Mo-
soch), and to the southwest and south by the area of Bo-

raja (Boraia) and Mts. Opor and Kozjak. Also, the
—1
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zaklju¢ivanja o promjenama u percepciji obuhvata re- 4. Zagora u rekonstrukcijama prostornih odnosa
gije. Zakljudci o percepciji regije takvog imena, kao i iz 10. st.
prostornom obuhvatu na koji se odnosi donose se na
temelju pracenja pozicioniranja toponima kao odraza S obzirom na oskudnost povijesnog spomena Zagore
svijesti 0 prostornim odnosima. Usporedbom pozici- kao formalne ili tradicijske regije u kartografskim izvor-
oniranja istraZivanog toponima na izvornim kartama ili ~ ima, rekonstruirati njezin obuhvat u ranijim razdob-
onima koje rekonstruiraju prostorne odnose iz prolosti  ljima, narocito u ranom Srednjem vijeku, razmjerno je
sa novijim prikazom nastalim nakon osamostaljenja Re-  tesko. Razlog takvoj oskudnosti upravo je u Cinjenici da
publike Hrvatske stje¢u se uvidi o dinamici i razvoju  je regiji takvog naziva naj¢es$¢e nedostajao upravni
percepcije Zagore, odnosno o evoluciji prostornog zn-  kontinuitet. U novije vrijeme, znanstvenici i stru¢njaci u
aCenja geografskog imena u dalmatinskomu zaobalju. svojim su kartografskim rekonstrukcijama srednjovje-
Analiza ukljuCuje dvije karte koje rekonstruiraju  kovnih regija u Hrvatskoj inadicu toponima (Zagorje)
prostorne odnose iz srednjega vijeka, tri mletacka kar- uglavnom smjestali u okvire povijesne regije. Dva
tografska prikaza istrazivanog prostora iz 18. stolje¢a, prikaza iz 20. st. ¢iji su autori nastojali rekonstruirati
zatim jedan prikaz iz razdoblja Kraljevine Jugoslavije, prostorne odnose u Hrvatskom Kraljevstvu u 10. st.
odnosno Banovine Hrvatske, isjeCak karte NR Hrvatske  svjedoce o toj ¢injenici.
iz 1949. godine, te isjecke iz ,,Zemljopisnog Atlasa Re- Prvi primjer je karta autora Stjepana Srkulja iz 1937.
publike Hrvatske* iz 1993. godine. godine, naziva ,Hrvatska za kralja Tomislava“ koja je dio
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Figure 4. Excerpt from Dissegno corografico della provinzia di Dalmazia by an unknown author, dated 1718, with the
toponym Xagorgie (source: National Archive in Zadar, Geographic and topographic maps of Dalmatia, call no. 6)
Slika 4. IsjeCak karte Dissegno cocografico della provinzia di Dalmazia nepoznatog autora iz 1718. Godine, s toponimom
Xagorgie (izvor: DrZzavni arhiv u Zadru, Geografske i topografske karte Dalmacije, sign. 6)
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the area, and the settlements, the map includes ge-
ographic names among which Kotar, Bukovizza (Bukovi-
ca), Petrovopoglie (Petrovo polje) and Zagorie (Zagorje)
stand out. These names denote the traditional regions of
the area. The toponym Zagorie appears on the part of the
map showing the bordering area of the county of Sibe-
nik, as is evident from the dotted line denoting an admi-
nistrative border. Here the perception of Zagorie refers
as in the previous example to a belt of the hinterland
between Sibenik and Trogir, with the River Cikola (Cicol-
la) forming its northern boundary.

The third cartographic example from the 18th cen-
tury is a map by Pietro Santini entitled Nouvelle carte de la
Partie Occidentale de Dalmatie made in Venice in 1780. The
map shows the Croatian lands around the Triplex Confi-
nium, with the boundaries between the Venetian Repu-
blic, the Ottoman Empire and the Habsburg Monarchy
marked according to the PoZarevac peace treaty of 1718.
The excerpt from the map (figure 6) shows the variant of
the toponym (Xagorgie) placed similarly to the two previ-
ous examples, with the exception of several settlements
in the immediate Trogir hinterland. It is interesting that
even on this map, the lands in the East towards Zmina are
not included in the area indicated by the toponym. Also,
in comparison to the 1718 map, some settlements in the
Trogir hinterland, such as Bristivica (Bristuizza), Ljubito-
vica (Gliubutuizza) and Prapatnice (Prapatnizza) are not

Figure 5. Excerpt from a reproduction of an engraving entitled Tabula
Comitatus Zarensis et Sibenicensis ad illustrationem (by Joseph
Marianus), Appendix. 8 in Viaggio in Dalmazia by Alberto Fortis, 1774
(source: Fortis, A., Put po Dalmaciji, Croatian edition, 1984)

Slika 5. Isjecak reprodukcije bakroreza Tabula Comitatus Zarensis et
Sibenicensis ad illustrationem (autor Joseph Marianus); prilog br. 8 u
knjizi Viaggio in Dalmazia Alberta Fortisa iz 1774. (izvor: Fortis, A., Put

included in the range of the toponym.

6 Position of the toponym Zagora on selected
maps before and after World War I

Although there was considerable discontinuity re-
garding its presence in the administrative organizations

po Dalmaciji, hrvatsko izdanje, 1984)

toponym Zmina (Smina) is visible in the east, indicating
the contemporary separate perception of this area, alt-
hough in later centuries came to be perceived as part of
historical Zagora.

Another Venetian cartographic source containing
the toponym is a map entitled Tabula Comitatus Zarensis
et Sibenicensis ad Illustrationem by Joseph Marianus, that
appears as Appendix 8 in the famous travel book by Al-
berto Fortis, Viaggio in Dalmazia, first published in Venice
in 1774 (Figure 5). The map shows the administrative
units or counties (contadi) of Zadar and Sibenik, which at
that time included the area from southern Velebit in the
west to Drni§ and Rogoznica in the east, along with the
northern Dalmatian islands. Besides the natural ele-
ments such as the relief and hydrographic network of

of the states that governed the area of the Dalmatian
hinterland, the inclusion of the toponym in more mo-
dern maps is also relatively rare. However, the name Za-
gora has featured in the context of the identity of the
area, primarily due to tradition, and later due to an in-
creasing contrast in development between the hinter-
land and the littoral, especially during the late 20th
century. Though it is today mostly used to denote a wi-
der area, extending from the River Krka and Knin to Vr-
gorsko polje, the name Zagora has obviously survived
and prevailed in public discourse, due to the natural and
sociogeographic homogeneity of the area. On the other
hand, it seems to be losing its initial relevance in diffe-
rentiating the hinterland’s historical regions and deno-
ting the narrower region of historical Zagora.
Contemporary 20th century sources indicate the
gradual disappearance of what was once a clear distinc-

tion between the two spatial references, and the more
—
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publikacije Hrvatska povijest u 19 karata (URL 1). Uz
imena hrvatskih Zupa za koje se razmjerno pouzdano
zna da su postojale u to vrijeme kao ustrojbene jedinice
Hrvatskoga Kraljevstva, naveden je i horonim Zagorje.
Njegovo pozicioniranje sugerira preklapanje s dana-
$njim dijelovima Sibenskoga i splitskoga zaobalja koji se
percipiraju kao povijesna Zagora, odnosno Zagora u
uZem smislu (slika 2). S obzirom na to da u povijesnim
izvorima nema spomena o Zupaniji koja bi nosila takav
naziv u to vrijeme, moze se pretpostaviti da je ukljucenje
toponima vezano uz tradicijsku prisutnost ovoga pojma
u ranom srednjovjekovlju, tim viSe $to pojedini autori
govore o Zupi Zagorje i njenom priklju¢enju Trogirskoj
biskupiji 1185. godine (KuZi¢ 1997). Sli¢no pozicioniran-
je toponima Zagorje prisutno je i na drugom primjeru -
karti naziva Hrvatska za vrijeme kralja Tomislava, izdanoj u
Sarajevu 1942. u sklopu knjige ,,Poviest hrvatskih ze-
malja Bosne i Hercegovine* (slika 3). I na ovome karto-
grafskom prikazu, toponim Zagorje takoder je prikazan u
okvirima povijesne Zagore o kojoj govore suvremeni
autori. Po svoj prilici, nedostatak preciznijih podataka o

upravno-teritorijalnim promjenama u vremenu narod-
nih vladara uz istodobne indikacije dugogodisnje tradi-
cionalne prisutnosti geografskog imena u prostornim
odnosima, kao i tradicijsko poimanje prostornih iden-
titeta u vrijeme izrade karata, potaknuli su autore obaju
navedenih primjera da ukljuce toponim u karte sredn-
jovjekovnoga hrvatskog kraljevstva iz 10. st.

5. Zagora na mletackim kartografskim prikazima
iz18. st.

Medu autenti¢nim starim kartografskim prikazima
pojavnost toponima Zagora ili njegovih inacica naj-
prisutnija je na onima mletacke izrade. Isticu se tri
primjera iz 18. stoljeca, od kojih je najstariji onaj iz 1718.
godine, karta naziva ,Dissegno corografico della prov-
inzia di Dalmazia“ nepoznatog autora (slika 4). Na is-
jecku ovoga kartografskog prikaza vidljiv je istraZivani
toponim, i to u mletackoj inacici starijeg naziva za ovo
podruéje (Xagorgie). Prostor koji je toponimom
obuhvacéen ukljucuje Sibensko zaobalje sa sjeveroisto¢ne
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Figure 6. Excerpt from Nouvelle Carte de la Partie Occidentale de Dalmatie,1780, by Pietro Santini (source: National Archive
in Zadar, Geographic and topographic maps of Dalmatia, call no. 26)
Slika 6. IsjeCak karte Nuovelle Carte de la Partie Occidentale de Dalmatie iz 1780. autora Pietra Santinija (izvor: Drzavni arhiv
u Zadru, Geografske i topografske karte Dalmacije, sign. 26)
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Figure 7. Excerpt from Karta Banovine Hrvatske (1939), by Zlatko Spoljar (Pandzi¢, 1992, PMH31917)
Slika 7. Isjecak Karte Banovine Hrvatske (1939) autora Zlatka Spoljara (Pandzi¢, 1992; HPM/PMH31917)

common use of the name as a designation for the wider
area, especially in informal public discourse (Vukosav,
2011). Besides the natural-geographic and developmen-
tal homogeneity of the wider area, the reasons for this
trend obviously lie in the use of the same toponym for
both spatial contexts, and the lack of the historical regi-
on’s presence in modern administrative divisions,
which would have emphasized its distinctness and kept
it in the collective perception. This trend is evident from
three selected examples of 20th century maps.

An indication of a wider perception of Zagora in
comparison to its more limited historical territory can
be seen on Karta Banovine Hrvatske (Map of Banovina Cro-
atia) by Zlatko Spoljar, dated 1939 (Pand¥i¢ 1992). On this
map, the toponym Zagora is placed over a wider area
that, besides the historical zone, also includes the nar-
row belt of the Split hinterland, and the area behind Mt.
Mosor. Overall, the map indicates Zagora’s territorial
range in the hinterland belt between the Rivers Krka
and Cetina, excluding the more distant areas of Sinj, Vr-
lika, and Boraja (Figure 7). Compared to the traditional
position of the toponym on 18th century Venetian
maps, these changes show the relevance of the percep-
tion and application of the toponym in the Split and
Omi$ hinterlands.

Similar placing of the toponym can be seen on Karta
Narodne Republike Hrvatske (Map of the People’s Republic of
Croatia) by 1. Milohnoja, dated 1949 (PandZi¢, 1992). The
map includes the choronyms of several traditional regi-
ons, such as Bukovica, Ravni kotari and Zagora. On this
map, the toponym is also positioned over a wider area
than that implied by its earlier historical context.
However, in comparison to Spoljar’s map of 1939, it does
not refer to the hinterland of Omis, but extends behind
Mosor and to the town Trilj (Figure 8). In other words,
on both maps, Zagora’s range is seen to be greater, but
still limited to a narrower perception, closer to the his-
torical one.

The more prominent application of the geographic
name Zagora to the wider central Dalmatian hinterland
was obviously asserted later on, due to deruralization and
depopulation processes in the hinterland, in favour of the
industrialized and economically more active littoral area,
to which most of the population migrated. Important
factors in the process were urbanization and suburbani-
zation in the area of the ‘Split basin’, where industrializa-
tion was most intense and the influx of the hinterland
population most prominent (Simunovié, 2011). Develop-
mental processes in the littoral area were not accompa-
nied by parallel developments in the hinterland belt,
—1
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strane Trtara (Monti Tartari), sa sjevera i istoka omeden
rijekom Cikolom (Cicola) i Moseéem (Mosoch), dok je na
jugozapadu i jugu oCigledno omeden prostorom Boraje
(Boraia) te Opora i Kozjaka. Takoder, na istoku je vidljiv
toponim Zmina (Smina), $to upucuje na tada$nje jos
uvijek zasebno poimanje ovoga prostora, iako je on u
meduvremenu shvacen kao dio povijesne Zagore.

Drugi mletacki kartografski izvor koji sadrzi is-
traZivani toponim je karta naziva ,,Tabula Comitatus Za-
rensis et Sibenicensis ad Illustrationem* autora Josepha
Marianusa, koja se pojavljuje kao prilog br. 8 (Tab. VIII) u
¢uvenome putopisnom djelu Alberta Fortisa ,,Viaggio in
Dalmazia“ (Put po Dalmaciji) izvorno izdanom u Vene-
ciji godine 1774. (slika 5). Karta prikazuje teritorijalne
jedinice, tzv. ,,okruja“ (contadi) Zadra i Sibenika koje su
u to vrijeme obuhvadale podrudje od juznog Velebita na
zapadu do DrniSa i Rogoznice na istoku, kao i pri-
padajuce sjevernodalmatinske otoke. Osim prikaza pri-
rodno-geografskih sastavnica, u prvom redu reljefa i
hidrografske mreZe, te naselja, isticu se geografska
imena Kotar, Bukovizza (Bukovica), Petrovopoglie (Petrovo
polje) i Zagorie (Zagorje). Ova imena oznacavaju pojedine
regije prikazanog podrudja uz koje se vezuje izvorno i
tradicionalno nazivlje. Pozicioniranje toponima Zagorie
izvedeno je na dijelu karte koji predstavlja grani¢ni
prostor Sibenskog okruzja, $to je vidljivo po isprekidanoj
crti koja dijeli prostor oznacen geografskim imenom, a
koja ocigledno oznacava upravno-teritorijalnu medu.
Percepcija prostora nazvanog Zagorie ovdje se takoder i
u slicnom obimu odnosi na prostor dijela zaobalja
izmedu Sibenika i Trogira, s rijekom Cikolom (Cicolla)
kao sjevernom medom.

e )

Figure 8. Excerpt from Narodna Republika Hrvatska by A. Milohnoja,

original scale 1:1,000,000 (Pandzi¢, 1992; NSB, X-H-A-9)

Slika 8. IsjeCak karte Narodna Republika Hrvatska autora A. Milohnoje
(1949), izvornog mijerila 1:1 000 000 (Pandzi¢, 1992; NSB, X-H-A-9)

L

Treéi kartografski primjer iz 18. stoljeca karta je
autora Pietra Santinija ,,Nouvelle carte de la Partie Occi-
dentale de Dalmatie” izradena u Veneciji 1780. godine.
Karta prikazuje hrvatske zemlje u Sirem okruZenju
,Triplex Confiniuma®, s oznaCenim granicama izmedu
Mletacke Republike, Osmanskog Carstva i Habsburske
Monarhije, kako su dogovorene PoZarevatkim mirom
1718. U isjecku (slika 6) je vidljiv istraZivani toponim
(Xagorgie) pri Cemu je pozicioniran na sli¢an nacin kao i
u prethodna dva prikaza, uz iznimku pojedinih naselja u
uzem trogirskom zaobalju. Znakovito je da prostor ozn-
afen ovim toponimom ni na ovom prikazu ne ukljucuje
isto¢na podrudja prema Zmini, a toponim za razliku od
karte iz 1718. ne obuhvada ni dio naselja trogirskoga
zaobalja poput Bristivice (Bristuizza), Ljubitovica (Gli-
ubutuizza) i Prapatnice (Prapatnizza).

6. Pozicioniranje toponima Zagora u odabranim
kartografskim prikazima prije i nakon Drugoga
svjetskog rata

S obzirom na ve¢ spomenuti diskontinuitet prisut-
nosti u upravnim ustrojima drzavnih zajednica koje su
vladale nad podrudjem dalmatinskoga zaobalja, is-
trazivani toponim prili¢no se rijetko prikazivao i u
novijim zemljovidima. No, o¢igledan identitet tog pro-
stora vezan uz ime Zagora opstajao je u prvom redu za-
hvaljujuéi tradiciji, a potom i sve veCem razvojnom
kontrastu izmedu zaobalja i priobalja, narocito tijekom
druge polovice 20. st. Naziv Zagora, danas uglavnom
koriSten za prostorno $ire podrudje od Krke i Kninskog
prostora do Vrgorskog polja, koji se oCigledno ustalio
uslijed razmjerne prirodne i sociogeografske sli¢nosti,
postupno prevladava u javnom diskursu. S druge strane,
toponim sve viSe gubi prvotnu relevantnost u ras¢lambi
pojedinih historijskih regija u zaobalju i oznacavanju
uzeg podrudja povijesne Zagore.

Suvremeniji izvori iz 20. st. ukazuju na postupno
gubljenje jasne razlike izmedu poimanja dvaju prost-
ornih pojmova razli¢itog obima i sve Ce$ce koristenje
geografskog imena u $irem smislu, narocito u neformal-
nom javnom diskursu (Vukosav 2011). Osim prirodno-
geografske, ali i razvojne homogenosti Sireg prostora,
uzroci tome su i identi¢nost u imenovanju, te neposto-
janje suvremenije upravne jedinice koja bi Zagoru u
uzem smislu jasno izdvojila i naglasila njezinu povijesnu
teritorijalnost intenzivnije ju prenoseéi u kolektivnu
percepciju Sire javnosti. Takav trend vidljiv je u tri
odabrana primjera kartografskih prikaza iz 20. stoljeca.

Naznake Sire percepcije Zagore u odnosu na njezinu
historijskogeografsku teritorijalnost vidljive su ve¢ na
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Figure 9. The toponym Zagora in Zemljopisni atlas Republike Hrvatske (1993), excerpt from the sheet
‘Split — Sibenik — Sinj’, original scale 1:500,000
Slika 9. Toponim Zagora u Zemljopisnom atlasu Republike Hrvatske (1993), isje¢ak lista ,Split — Sibenik — Sinj*,
izvornog mijerila 1:500 000

where they were substantially slower and weaker, mos-
tly located in traditional urban centres, whose populati-
ons grew as a result, yet not nearly enough to
compensate for population losses in the region as a
whole. The villages lost their young, productive inhabi-
tants, the mountain-type economy practically vanished
and it was obvious that these processes affected the per-
ception of the hinterland, which assumed the negative
features of socioeconomic homogeneity (Fari¢i¢, 2011).
Its vicinity to the Split basin and its lack of urban and in-
dustrial centres weakened the perception of the histori-
cal Zagora further, and the name that originated in a
geographic term (“behind the mountain”) came to be
identified with an increasingly socioeconomically uni-
form, wider hinterland area.

7 The modern cartographic perception of Zagora

The results of these processes have obviously had a
significant effect on changes in the modern perception
of Zagora since the Republic of Croatia gained indepen-
dence. This is evident in public discourse today, and the

media tend to use the name of the region in a wider con-
text (Vukosav, 2011). Moreover, the transformation of
the toponym’s spatial reference is evident in excerpts
from maps in Zemljopisni atlas Republike Hrvatske (Ge-
ographic Atlas of the Republic of Croatia) published in 1993
for use in secondary schools. This clearly indicates there
has been a change and incursion of the wider perception
of Zagora, even in formal, scientific, geographic disco-
urse. On sheets showing the area of the Dalmatian hin-
terland, there are multiple examples of the toponym
Zagora, and excerpts from two different sheets show the
toponym in different locations. On the sheet ‘Split - Si-
benik - Sinj’, depicting the area of central Dalmatia, it
appears in the area of the historical Zagora, and also in
the area of the Omi$ hinterland with the western part of
the Imotski area (Figure 9), while on the sheet ‘Makarska
- Vis - Korcula’ it is placed in areas on the continental
side of Mt. Biokovo (Figure 10).

The northwestern position of the toponym Zagora
on the sheet ‘Split - Sibenik - Sinj’ in the atlas is almost
identical to its historical extent. The toponym is positi-

oned parallel to Mose¢ hill, along its southwestern side,
—1
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JKarti Banovine Hrvatske® autora Zlatka §poljara iz
1939. godine (PandZi¢ 1992). Na ovom prikazu toponim
Zagora ucrtan je preko Sireg podrudja koje, uz povijesno
podrudje, zauzima i prostor uZega splitskog zaobalja, te
Zamosorja. Karta implicira teritorijalni obuhvat Zagore
u uZem pojasu zaobalja izmedu Krke i Cetine, koji ne
ukljucuje udaljenija podrudja Sinja i Vrlike, niti prostor
Boraje (slika 7). Ove promjene u odnosu na tradicion-
alno prikazivanje na prethodno navedenim mletackim
kartama iz 18. stolje¢a vidljive su u smislu Sirenja per-
cepcije i primjene toponima i na podrudje zaobalja Spl-
ita i Omisa.

Sli¢no se pozicioniranje toponima moZe vidjeti i na
,Karti Narodne Republike* Hrvatske iz 1949., autora 1.
Milohnoje (PandZi¢ 1992). Karta ukljucuje horonime
nekoliko tradicijskih regija poput Bukovice i Ravnih
kotara, te Zagore. Na ovom je kartografskom prikazu is-
traZivani toponim takoder pozicioniran Sire u odnosu na
prvotni povijesni kontekst, ali u odnosu na Spoljarovu
kartu iz 1939. ne ukljuuje prostor omiskoga zaobalja,
ve¢ na jugoistoku obuhvacéa podrudje do Trilja i Zamo-
sorja (slika 8). Drugim rije¢ima, jo§ je uvijek ustaljena
tradicionalna predodZba Zagore vezana uz uZe, odnosno
povijesno poimanje regije.

IzraZenije vezivanje primjene geografskog imena
Zagora za Sire srednjodalmatinsko zaobalje po svoj je
prilici nastupilo kasnije, uslijed deruralizacije i depopu-
lacije zaobalnog podrudja u korist industrijaliziranog i
ekonomski aktivnijeg priobalja u narednim desetlje-
¢ima. Pritom su vrlo izraZen ¢imbenik bile urbanizacija i
suburbanizacija u podrudju tzv. ,,splitskog bazena* gdje
je industrijalizacija bila najintenzivnija, a priljev stan-
ovnistva iz zaobalja najizrazitiji (Simunovi¢ 2011). Raz-
vojne procese u priobalju nije pratio adekvatan razvoj u
zagorskom pojasu, odnosno bio je znatno slabiji, te
uglavnom vezan za pojedina tradicionalno urbana
srediSta koja su uslijed industrijalizacije povecala broj
stanovnika, no taj porast ni priblizno nije kompenzirao
gubitak stanovnistva u zaobalju kao cjelini. Sela su izgu-
bila mlado i fertilno stanovnistvo, planinski je tip eko-
nomije gotovo i$¢eznuo, a ocito je da su takvi procesi
znatno utjecali i na percepciju zaobalja koje je u novo-
nastalim okolnostima poprimilo odlike socioekonomske
homogenosti u negativnom smislu (Farici¢ 2011). Per-
cepcija povijesne Zagore u okolnostima blizine split-
skom bazenu i nepostojanja vlastitih urbanih sredista s
industrijom po svoj je prilici dodatno oslabljena, a
njezino ime koje proizlazi iz geografske odrednice (,,iza
gore") sve se viSe pocelo poistovjedivati sa Sirim pod-
rudjem zaobalja koje postaje sve uniformnije u so-
cioekonomskom smislu.

L

7. Suvremena kartografska percepcija Zagore

Okolnosti proizisle iz spomenutih procesa ocito su
znacajno utjecale na promjenu u percepciji Zagore u su-
vremeno doba, nakon osamostaljenja Republike Hrvat-
ske. To je vidljivo u danas$njemu javnom diskursu i
sredstvima javnog priopcavanja gdje se taj pojam u na-
jveéoj mjeri koristi u kontekstu njegova Sireg znacenja
(Vukosav 2011). Stovise, transformacija prostorne refer-
entnosti toponima vidljiva je i na isjeCcima karata iz
,Zemljopisnog atlasa Republike Hrvatske* izdanog 1993.
za potrebe srednjoskolskog obrazovanja koji zorno
ukazuju na navedenu promjenu i svojevrsni prodor Sireg
poimanja obuhvata ¢ak i u diskurs geografske struke i zn-
anosti. Naime, na kartama se ovaj toponim pojavljuje
multiplicirano, a kartografski prikazi dvaju razlicitih
listova ukljucuju pozicioniranje toponima Zagora na raz-
li¢itim lokacijama - na listu ,,Split - Sibenik - Sinj* koji
prikazuje srednjodalmatinski prostor vidljiv je na dijelu
lista s podru¢jem povijesne Zagore s jedne, te omiSkoga
zaobalja sa zapadnim dijelom Imotske krajine s druge
strane (slika 9), dok je na listu ,,Makarska - Vis - Kor¢ula“
prikazan na prostoru Zabiokovlja (slika 10).

Sjeverozapadno pozicioniranje toponima na listu
,Split - Sibenik — Sinj* u atlasu u sustini je gotovo identi-
¢no povijesnom prikazivanju Zagore. Toponim je postav-
lien paralelno s brdom Mose¢, s njegove jugozapadne
strane, te se referira na prostor od naselja Unei¢, Cvrljevo
i Visoka na sjeverozapadu do LeCevice, Gizdavca i Dugo-
baba na jugoistoku. Na istom listu, druga lokacija pozi-
cioniranja toponima pokriva prostor od Ugljana i Novih
sela u podru&ju donjeg toka Cetine, preko Sestanovcai os-
talih sela brdsko-planinskog dijela Imotske krajine do Kr-
statica i Runovica na jugoistoku. Na drugom je, pak, rele-
vantnom listu toponim pozicioniran u smislu referen-
tnosti na kompletnu Imotsku krajinu i Zabiokovlje, sve do
brdsko-planinskog podruéja Vrgorske krajine s planinom
V. Sibenik (1314 m), Zupsko-raséanskom udolinom i
naseljima Ras¢ane, Poljica Kozitka, Zavojane i Stilja.

Ovakvo pozicioniranje toponima u atlasu iz 1993.
upudéuje na izraZavanje novije percepcije Zagore, odno-
sno na razmjerno gubljenje jasne razlike izmedu uZeg i
Sireg poimanja ove regije u suvremenom diskursu.
Tradicionalno poimanje povijesne Zagore u odredenom
je smislu uvaZeno tek kroz spomenuto pozicioniranje
toponima u gornjem lijevom uglu lista ,,Split - Sibenik -
Sinj*“. No, kako je u svim slu¢ajevima koristen identi¢an
font i nacin prikazivanja toponima, izvjesno je da autor
multipliciranjem toponima nije imao namjeru ukazati
na razlike u regionalnom poimanju, ve¢ izraziti jedin-
stveno shvacanje Zagore u Sirem smislu.
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and refers to the area from the settlements of Unesi¢,
Cvrljevo and Visoka in the northwest to Leéevica, Giz-
davac and Dugobabe in the southeast. On the same she-
et, there is another occurrence of the toponym,
referring to the area from Ugljane and Nova sela in the
lower reach of the River Cetina, across Sestanovac and
the mountainous parts of the Imotski area, to the settle-
ments of Krstatice and Runovi¢i in the southeast. On the
other sheet, the toponym covers the whole traditional
area of Imotski and the continental side of Mt. Biokovo,
including the mountainous parts of the Vrgorac area
with Veliki Sibenik (1,314 m), the Zupa-Ra3éane valley
and the settlements of Ra$¢ane, Poljica Kozicka, Zavoja-
ne and Stilja.

This placing of the toponym in the 1993 atlas indica-
tes an expression of the contemporary perception of
Zagora, with the loss of any clear distinction between
the narrower and broader perceptions of the region.
The traditional perception of historical Zagora can be
traced partially in the positioning of the toponym in the
upper left corner of the sheet Split - Sibenik - Siny’.
However, since the toponym occurs several times and an
identical font and size are used in all cases, the author’s
intention was not to make a distinction in regional per-
ceptions, but rather to express the unique view of Zago-
rain the broader sense.

8 Conclusion

This analysis of the placing of the toponym Zagora in
selected cartographic sources has revealed two facts -
the first referring to the perception of the immediate
extent of Zagora on maps from the time of the Venetian
administration, and later historical maps which recons-
tructed historical spatial relations in the Middle Ages,
and the second implying a gradual change in the spatial
reference of the toponym during the 20th century.
Chronologically, it can be said that the perception of the

historical, narrower Zagora has weakened while that of
the broader Zagora (Dalmatinska zagora) has grown more
dominant. Despite the scarcity of cartographic sources
that include the toponym Zagora, probably due to the
discontinuity of territorial administration (the lack of a
long-term, institutionalized region by that name in
most administrations over the last few centuries), the
selected examples indicate relatively clearly a transfor-
mation in terms of how its extent has been perceived.
Bearing the historical criteria in mind, the narrower Za-
gora can be seen solely as a traditional sub-region. On
the other hand, considering the expansion of the name’s
spatial relevance in the context of contemporary soci-
ogeographic and political changes, a broader perception
of its spatial reference is undoubtedly present in regi-
onal identity discourse. So, it should be clarified that in
the case of the broader Zagora (Dalmatinska zagora), the
homogeneity and uniformity of the area are obviously
the consequences of mostly negative socioeconomic
trends during the latter half of the 20th century, as well
as the relational factor (the contrast between hinterland
and littoral areas), while the perception of the historical
Zagora has mostly been reduced to a local identity foun-
ded on traditional criteria.

Modern circumstances reflected in the process of
economic globalization, significantly improved trans-
port connections with the littoral area and the rest of
Croatia, and stronger initiatives to include the hinter-
land in tourism in southern Croatia, are undoubtedly
new factors that will create new perceptual relations re-
garding the perception of spatial identity in the area.
Since spatial identity is dynamic, and geographic names
are the key bearers of regional perceptions, it remains to
be seen if and how the further perceptual homogeniza-
tion of the hinterland regions will progress, and to what
extent new socioeconomic trends will influence chan-
ges in the contemporary perception of Zagora as the wi-
der, central Dalmatian, hinterland belt.

|
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Figure 10. The toponym Zagora in Zemljopisni atlas Republike Hrvatske (1993), excerpt from the sheet ‘Makarska — Vis —
Korcula’, original scale 1:500,000
Slika 10. Toponim Zagora u Zemljopisnom atlasu Republike Hrvatske (1993), isjeCak lista ,Makarska — Vis — Korcula®;
izvornog mjerila 1:500 000

8. Zakljutak

Analiza pozicioniranja toponima Zagora u odabranim
kartografskim izvorima ukazala je na dvije Cinjenice -
prvu, koja se odnosi na povijesno, uze poimanje obuhvata
Zagore u kartama iz razdoblja mletacke uprave i novijim
kartama koje rekonstruiraju prvotne prostorne odnose u
Srednjemu vijeku, te drugu, proiziSlu iz postupnih pro-
mjena u referentnosti toponima kroz 20. stoljee. Krono-
loski se moZe govoriti o slabljenju percepcije povijesne
Zagore, te jatanju one vezane uz Dalmatinsku zagoru ili
Zagoru u Sirem smislu. Unato¢ oskudnosti kartografskih
izvora koji uklju¢uju toponim Zagora, vjerojatno zbog ¢in-
jenice diskontinuiteta upravne teritorijalnosti (nedostat-
ka dugotrajnije institucionalizacije regije s tim imenom u
vedini upravno-teritorijalnih ustrojstava u  novijoj
povijesti), odabrani primjeri relativno jasno ukazuju na
transformaciju u percepciji njezinoga prostornog
obuhvata. Uzevsi u obzir historijskogeografske kriterije,
Zagora se u uzem smislu, dakle, namede tek kao histor-
ijska i/ili tradicijska regija, dok se u svjetlu suvremenijih
sociogeografskih i geopolitickih promjena moZe govoriti
0 nedvojbenom Sirenju poimanja tog naziva i snaznijoj
L

percepciji takvoga identitetskog diskursa. Pritom treba
jasno razlu¢iti da je u kontekstu Dalmatinske zagore (Za-
gore u Sirem smislu) homogenost i uniformnost prostora
ocigledno odredena veéinom negativnim socioekonom-
skim trendovima tijekom druge polovine 20. stoljeca, te
relacijskim imbenikom (kontrast priobalja i zaobalja),
dok je percepcija povijesne Zagore uglavnom svedena na
lokalni identitet koji proizlazi iz tradicijskih kriterija.

Suvremene okolnosti oéitovane u procesu ekonom-
ske globalizacije, znacajno bolje i kvalitetnije prometne
povezanosti zaobalja s priobaljem i drugim krajevima
Hrvatske, te sve snaznijih inicijativa da se prostor
zaobalja uklju¢i u turisticku ponudu juzne Hrvatske za-
sigurno predstavljaju nove ¢imbenike koji ¢e u odrede-
nom smislu stvoriti i nove odnose u percepciji prostor-
nih identiteta zaobalja. S obzirom da su prostorni
identiteti dinamicne kategorije, s geografskim imenima
kao temeljnim nositeljima regionalne percepcije, ostaje
otvoreno pitanje u kojemu ¢ée se smjeru (i hoce li) odvi-
jati daljnja homogenizacija zaobalnih regija, te koliko ¢e
novi socioekonomski trendovi utjecati na daljnje
promjene u aktualnoj percepciji Zagore kao Sirem
zaobalnom prostoru srednje Dalmacije.
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