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Tourism is generally regarded as a phenomenon that needs peace in order to flourish. Tourism is also increasingly proposed as playing an important part in the promotion of understanding among different nations and cultures and as a force for world peace (D’Amore, 1988; Jafari, 1989, Salazar, 2006; Moufakkir and Kelly, 2010). However, tourism has continued to exist in times of war as well as peace, and it is possible to find examples of locations where tourism has benefitted in times of war when other areas have suffered. Tourism during wartime reflects its own complex set of dynamics involving political, psychological, economic, ideological and spatial factors that merit more examination than has taken place to date. The examination of specific aspects of war related tourism at different levels in different political and geographical locations has not been given due importance in the literature to date.

The paper reveals how not only location, but also political strategies, accidents of history, transportation linkages, and economic expediency all have played their role in the development and continuation of tourism in affected locations during and after wartime. Some locations are shown to have been developed as tourist attractions primarily because of war and conflict, e.g. as resting and training places for troops, while other locations flourished because of the threat of danger from conflicts to more traditional tourist locations. The examples discussed in the paper range from medieval times to the recent past and reveal the multi-faceted development of tourism amidst and because of conflict in a wide variety of locations, including the Pacific, Europe, the Middle East, North America, Africa and South East Asia. 

War can be seen as both a hindrance or constraint and as a boon for tourism, depending on the location of a destination, while peace allows the expansion of tourism into areas previously restricted or too dangerous during periods of conflict. The heritage of war is a powerful attraction in its own right, not just for its curiosity or vicarious excitement, but also for pilgrimage and heritage reasons. Ancient battlefields and burial grounds evoke strong personal emotions among descendents of those who fought and died at such places and also amongst those who survived and wish to revisit such locations. On the other hand, places which developed because previous alternative destinations were no longer accessible because of war may quickly become unattractive when those restrictions cease to exist and thus struggle to survive as destinations in the present day.

Studies on ‘dark tourism’ for example generally do not focus on the relationships between war and tourism but primarily on the aftermath of war and conflict, along with the appeal of death sites and other examples of tragedies and brutality. Those works that deal with conflict, terrorism, crime and tourism, for example Pizam and Mansfeld (1996), and Mansfeld and Pizam (2006) for example tend to take a view more focused on conflict and its effects on tourism than on war and its results, including the rarely discussed positive effects of war in certain locations. Ryan’s book (2007) on Battlefield Tourism has some elements of similarity, but is limited in that its focus, as the title states, is on tourism to battlefields and the meanings and characteristics of the sites involved. Lennon and Foley’s volume (2000) focuses on the attraction of death and disaster as their title suggests, rather than war and its relationship with tourism. The same comment can be made in general about the new book by Sharpley and Stone (2010), although this volume does with deal theories and concepts about this subject  and also with topics such as battlefield tourism, but does not have the relationship between war and tourism as one of its major themes. 
The paper builds on this earlier literature to propose a typology of the relationships between war and tourism and focuses its discussion on the identification of specific themes reflecting the nature of the situations that arise before, during and after war. These include anticipation or “phoney war”, conflict, occupation, neutrality, staging and aftermath, including remembrance. The nature of tourism in each of these situations is briefly reviewed. The paper concludes with a justification of the need for a closer examination of the complex relationship between war, peace and tourism, a relationship which is constantly changing in the unstable areas of the globe.
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