ABSTRACT

Heritage tourism is able to have both positive and negative impacts. The positive
impacts are based on economic functions, such as the creation of jobs and reinvestment of
revenue generated for the conservation of heritage sites. However, the management of heritage
tourism can be very detrimental, both to the heritage sites and to the traditional way of life in
the locality which results from unabated visitation. The interrelationship established between
cultural and natural elements leads to the need for sustainability as a more holistic and
comprehensive approach.

Janssen et al. (2017) successfully integrated spatial landscape planning into heritage
tourism through the application of a unified framework. The basis was the three elements of
the framework which include heritage as a sector, a factor, and a vector. The case study used
was Dutch heritage management and spatial planning development. Protection was identified
as the focus point of identification of heritage as a sector, while revitalization was the factor,
and continuity was the vector. Therefore, this study applied the framework to determine the
relationship between heritage tourism management and spatial planning in Indonesia. The
method used was the combination of cartographic and non-cartographic perspectives on space.
The cartographic aspect was based on the use of maps while non-cartographic representation
focused on oral and written narratives, interviews, as well as historical documentation.

The data used were retrieved from three case studies in Central Java, Indonesia,
including the Borobudur Temple Compound, the Old Urban Semarang, and the Menara Kudus
Mosque. Moreover, map data were collected from satellite images captured by the Landsat,
Quickbird, and Worldview satellites from 1972 to 2023. Interviews were also conducted with
23 heritage management stakeholders used as informants. The results showed the support for
heritage as a sector and factor through the government institutionalization and marketization
management identified in Borobudur Temple and Old Urban Semarang. However, the idea of
heritage as a vector by Jansen was not supported considering the socialization management
that focused on developing new heritage values. The management method applied to heritage
as a vector in Indonesia was neo-institutionalism. This showed that the heritage sites were
planned and managed by traditional community associations over time. The associations
consisted of ancestral guardians and organizations that preserved and transmitted traditional
values through social education in the community. In this context, Menara Kudus Mosque was
referred to as a center for community education, especially in Javanese and Islamic culture.

The theoretical contribution of this study emphasizes that heritage as a sector, factor,
and vector is moving from institutionalization, marketization, to socialization, while heritage
management in Indonesia is moving from institutionalization, marketization, to neo-
institutionalism. The implication for the Indonesian government is the importance of
coordinating heritage characteristics and community diversity as a basis for determining the
appropriate use of heritage management and spatial planning development strategies
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