[/TACHUK Cpnckor reorpadckor gpywtea  103(2) 255-278
BULLETIN oF THE SERBIAN GEOGRAPHICAL SOCIETY 2023

Original scientific paper UDC 314:338.48(497.16)
https://doi.org/10.2298/GSGD2302255B

Received: June 13, 2023

Corrected: June 23, 2023

Accepted: June 27, 2023

Vojkan Bojovié”

* Elementary School “Cele Kula”, Ni$, Serbia

GEOGRAPHICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE DISTRIBU-
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CORRELATION WITH THE DEVELOPMENT OF TOURISM

Abstract: The goal of this research is the analysis of the geographical features of the popu-
lation distribution of the Kosanica settlement. The centre of the analysis is the geographical
area of the Kosanica region and the changes in the demographic structure of the settlement
caused by two socio-economic processes: economic emigration to the city centre of
Kursumlija, or to the larger city centres of Serbia on the one hand, and on the other hand a
diametrically opposite process - the development of tourism in spa settlements.
Population projections are related to the implementation of population policy, that is ac-
cepting the inevitable situation, changing what can be changed, which means changing the
demographic dynamics and trends in order to harmonize with the expected socio-
economic processes. In the conclusion of this work the author predicts a moderate growth
in spa settlements and stable fertility to a level that, as a minimum, ensures population re-
newal through the development of tourism, while in other rural settlements and in the city
centre of KurSumlija, the demographic structure of the population is getting worse.
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Introduction

Kosanica is a natural and historical area, located in the central part of Southern Serbia, in
the Toplica district, between Kosovo, Jablanica, Rasina and the lower part of Toplica. The
natural physiognomy consists of the mountain massifs of Kopaonik in the western and
northwestern parts of the municipality of KurSumlija, the mountains of Radan in the
southeast and the Toplica basin in the north of the municipality. The interior part of the
territory is crossed by rivers: Kosanica, Gornja Toplica and Banjska with tributaries and
numerous well-preserved volcanic craters. The largest settlements are located in the
smaller basins: KurSumlija, Raca, Lukovo, Prolom and Kursumlijska Banja. The Kosanica
region is exposed to the northwest and southeast, where it has a natural exit to interna-
tional roads through the Kursumlija and Raca basins. The Nis-Pristina highway passes
through the valley of the Kosanica river and all Kosanica settlements lead to it through
regional and local roads. This area covers an area of 952 km2, which is 42.7% of the Topli-
ca district, or 1% of the area of Serbia. There are 9o settlements in the region, two of
which are completely depopulated. There are a total of 19,213 inhabitants (2011 census),
with an average population density of 22 inhabitants per km2, which makes it a sparsely
populated area. The main administrative centre is KurSumlija with 13,306 inhabitants.
Two settlements have the status of a city: Kursumlija and KurSumlijska banja, while other
settlements are rural. The urban settlement of KurSumlija fulfils several criteria for city
status (functional, administrative, urbanistic, sociological and economic), while
Kursumlijska Banja does not meet any of the mentioned criteria. Kosanica is character-
ized by negative demographic development, conditioned by long-term processes of de-
population and deagrarianization of rural settlements, as well as negative socioeconomic
processes. Contemporary demographic processes conditioned the positive socio-economic
development of the municipal centre of Kur§umlija, which caused many changes and
initiated the emergence of many development tendencies in the rural settlements of Ko-
sanica, both positive and negative. They are visible in all important segments of the set-
tlement (demographic, morpho-physionomic and functional). In this paper, we analyse
only some demographic changes and tendencies, which are of importance for tourism or
are caused by tourism.

Research methodology

The explanatory framework of the research is interdisciplinary (population geography,
tourism geography, demography). Starting from the basic hypothesis that there is a
close connection between the population and the economy, our analysis of the geo-
graphical characteristics of the distribution and development of the population in all
the settlements of the Kosanica region was done in correlation with the development of
tourism. The expected results in this work should lead to an accurate prediction of the
further movement of the population on the example of the Kosanica region. They can be
used for the needs of spatial planning of tourism and the development of the tourism
industry in Kosanica.

The theoretical framework of this work consists of our previous results (Bojovi¢,
2018), as well as the results of similar research by other authors available to us. All of
them are listed in the list of references and adequately cited in the appropriate places in
the paper itself. In addition, data from successive population censuses and vital statistics
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of the Republic Institute of Statistics for the period from 1948 to 2011 were used. The case
study refers to all 9o settlements and the total area of the Kosanica region.

The methods used in this work are suitable for the scientific disciplines of population
geography, tourist geography and demography. In addition to analysis and synthesis,
mathematical-statistical and cartographic methods were also used in this work to present
the research results.

Results and discussion

We consider it necessary to present a detailed analysis of the distribution of the popula-
tion by separate groups of settlements, then separate the types of general movement of
the population of individual settlements.

The geographical distribution of the population is a very important factor in the
overall economic development of the Kosanica region. Thus, the development of the
tourism industry cannot be imagined without the presence of the resident population
in certain parts of the Kosanica region. We consider the criterion of the breakdown of
the relief and the altitude of permanent settlements to be fundamental for distin-
guishing groups of settlements.

Geographical distribution of the population

In the hypsometric division of settlements (Stamenkovié, Bacevi¢, 1992), there are no
lowland settlements in the Kosanica region, so we will classify them into two groups: hill
settlements (up to 500 m altitude) and mountain settlements (over 500 m altitude). The
relief, proximity to water and natural food, suitable soil for cultivation, forests and other
factors played a decisive role in the location of the settlement in this area. As the relief of
the Kosanica region is very colourful, the settlements are also developed at different alti-
tudes. Those vertical distances range from 305 to 1006 meters of altitude. All settlements
are rural, with the exception of the city centre of KurSumlija and KurSumlijska Banja,
which have the status of a city. This division of settlements must not be taken as ideal, for
the simple reason that it is impossible to demarcate them linearly. Some settlements are
partly on the high slopes of mountains and partly down the slopes of those mountains, or
partly on the edges of valleys and partly on alluvial plains near rivers and larger streams.
That is why we believe that altitude is the basic criterion for dividing settlements accord-
ing to their location. The mountain settlements of Kosanica are located at an altitude of
up to 500 meters. The average altitude of these settlements is 420 meters, and there are
32 of them in total. According to the 2011 census 16,480 inhabitants lived in 5,681 house-
holds. These settlements are of a more compact type due to the fact that they are located
mainly on surfaces and plains created by erosion between numerous rivers and streams.
They have significantly more favourable climatic conditions, greater insolation, more
fertile land, water and food and a more favourable traffic position and proximity to the
busiest roads, which enabled the population to have a more frequent connection with the
centre of gravity and reduced emigration.
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Tab. 1. Settlements in Kosanica region grouped by surface (in kmz2) and their part in total geo-
graphical space and population 1948, 1953, 1961, 1971, 1981, 1991, 2002 and 2011

Settlements Hill Mountain Total

Number 32 58 90

% 36 64 100

Surface (km2) 257 695 952

% 27 73 100
Population | Number 17.413 19.871 37.284

1948 % 47 53 100
Population | Number 18.325 21.447 39.772

1953 % 46 54 100
Population | Number 17.248 19.648 36.896

1961 % 47 53 100
Population | Number 17.604 14.068 31.672

1971 % 56 44 100
Population | Number 18.635 8.993 27.628

1981 % 67 33 100
Population | Number 18.249 5.341 23.590

1991 % 77 23 100
Population | Number 17.764 3.844 21.608

2002 % 82 18 100
Population | Number 16.480 2.693 19.173

2011 % 86 14 100

In the hill settlements there is a drop in population, but to a lesser extent than in the
mountain settlements. In 1948, 47% of Kosanica's population lived in this type of settle-
ments (36% of Kosanica settlements), with an average population density of 68 inhabit-
ants per km2. A total of 17,413 inhabitants lived that year in the region. Most of the hill
settlements increased their population in 1953, but by 1961 the number decreased to
17,248 inhabitants. Up to 1981, the number of inhabitants decreased in most settlements,
except in the suburban settlements of Becoglava and Markovice, where the population
increased slightly and in KurS$umlija, where the population tripled, so that there were
slightly more inhabitants at the entire level of the municipality, i.e., there were 18,635
inhabitants or 67% of the total population of Kosanica, and the average population densi-
ty was 72.5 inhabitants per km2. This increase is not the result of a high rate of natural
increase, but of immigration characteristics, because the population mostly moved to
Kur$umlija, suburban settlements and to the larger urban centres of Serbia. In the follow-
ing period, until 2011, the population is decreasing, even in KurS§umlija, which indicates
that most of the movements have taken on the character of emigration. Index of popula-
tion movement of mountain settlements 1991/1981, 2002/1991 and 2011/2002 shows a
tendency of reducing the population, so that in 2011 there were 16,480 inhabitants and
the average population density was 64.2 inhabitants per km2. Negative demographic pro-
cesses continued as the negative migratory wave continued.

Mountain settlements are located at heights higher than 500 meters above sea level.
The average altitude of these settlements is 745 meters. They are the most numerous, but
they are the least populated. There are 58 of them in total. They are home to 2,693 inhab-
itants in 1,247 households. According to the type, that is, the physiognomic characteris-
tics, almost all the settlements in this region are of the broken type. The Old Wallachian
and Iberian-Jemat varieties of the broken type of settlement dominate. They are charac-
terized by large spatial distances, not only between villages but also between houses. The
houses are often isolated and several kilometres apart. Due to the altitudes at which they
are located, they have a rather unfavourable traffic position. This led to their stagnation in

258



the first post-war years and from the middle of the seventies, they began to die out.
Among other things, they are characterized by large deagrarianization, but not as a conse-
quence of the expansion of urbanization, but as a consequence of excessive emigration of
the working-age population and the population of fertile age. The mountain settlements of
Kosanica experienced a demographic disaster in the observed period. In 1948, 53% of the
population lived on 73% of the territory of Kosanica, and the average population density
was 28.6 inhabitants per km2. Most mountain settlements increased their population in
1953, so that year there were 21,447 inhabitants with an average population density of
30.8 inhabitants per km2. The growth index in 1961/53 shows a slight decrease in the
population, except in 16 mountain settlements (36.25%) where the population increased
slightly, so that in 1961 there were 19,648 inhabitants in all mountain settlements with an
average population density of 28.3 inhabitants per km2, which indicates that even then
most of the mountain settlements took on an emigration character. The population
movement index of mountain settlements in 1971/1961, 1981/1971, 1991/1981, 2002/1991
and 2011/2002 shows a constant large decrease in the population of this group of settle-
ments. So, in 2011 only 14% of inhabitants live in 73% of Kosanica settlements with an
average population density of only 3.9 inhabitants per km2. Mountain villages continued
to die out so that two settlements (Tacevac and Vukojevac) were left without inhabitants
and in the coming period, if this trend continues, some more will remain empty, which is
not good for the development of tourism. Especially for the reason that this type of set-
tlement has the best natural conditions for the development of ecologically sustainable
tourism, which is the basic determination for the development of tourism in the 215t cen-

tury.
General population movement typology

Types of general population movement show the relationship and influence of natural
growth and spatial mobility in a certain period. Depending on whether the balance of
migration is positive or negative, we determine whether a space is characterized by exo-
dus (E) or immigration (I). Whereas, "the intensity of exodus or immigration characteris-
tics and the positivity or negativity of natural growth determine the type of exodus or
immigration group of space" (Friganovié, 1969).

Based on data from successive censuses and vital statistics for the period 1961-
2011, we determined the types of general movement of the population of the Kosanica
settlement. To determine the types, we applied the model based on the method of
Clark and Friganovi¢.

Between 1961 and 1970 the municipality of Kur§umlija belonged to the type of emi-
gration municipalities (map 1). The situation in the settlements is as follows (table 3):
24.5% of the settlements had the feature of type E2 - depopulation; 32.3% of the settle-
ments had the feature of type E3 - pronounced depopulation and even 40% of the settle-
ments had the feature of type E4 - extinction, while only 3 settlements: the municipal
centre of KurSumlija, the suburban settlement of Markovice and the mountain settlement
of Stava had the feature of I1 - expansion by immigration. Map 1 shows that 96.7% of
Kosanica settlements show signs of exodus types. Even then, negative trends were estab-
lished in the overall demographic development of Kosanica, which, as we will prove with
further analysis, will become the basic feature of this predominantly mountainous area
with good natural potential for tourism development.
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Tab. 2. Model for determining general population movement types

Type Characteristics Trend

E: Natural movement positive; positive movement established by the | Emigration
census; the rate of natural movement higher than the rate of increase
established by the census.

Ez2 Natural movement positive; negative movement established by the | Depopulation
census; the rate of natural movement higher than the rate of reduction
established by the census.

Es Natural movement positive movement established by the census | Pronounced
negative; the rate of natural movement is lower than the rate of | depopulation
reduction established by the census.

Es4 Natural movement negative; negative movement established by the | Extinction
census; the rate of natural movement (reduction) lower than the rate of
reduction established by the census.

All exodus types from E!to E4 have a negative migration balance of varying intensity

It Natural movement positive; positive movement established by the | Expansion by
census; the rate of movement (increase) established by the census is | immigration
greater than the rate of natural movement (increase).

I2 Natural movement negative; positive movement established by the | Regeneration
census; the rate of movement (increase) established by the census is | by
greater than the rate of natural movement (decrease). immigration

I3 Natural movement negative; movement established by the census is | Weak
positive, the rate of movement established by the census (increase) is | regeneration
lower than the rate of natural movement (decrease). by

immigration

Ia Natural movement negative; the movement established by the census is | Very weak
negative, the rate of the movement established by the census (decrease) | regeneration
is lower than the rate of natural movement (decrease) by the census. by

immigration

All immigration types from I' to I4 have a positive migration balance of varying intensity

Source: Jovi¢, 2005.

E1 Emigration

E2 Depopulation
I 3 Pronounced depopulation
I : Exinction

11 Expansion by immigration

12 Regeneration by immigration

13 Weak regeneration by immigration
[ ¢ Very weak regeneration with immigration

- 50 Stagnation N
1961-1970

Fig. 1. Type of general movement of the population of the Kosanica settlement 1961 — 1970 (accord-

ing to Clark and Friganovic criterion)
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Tab. 3. Types of general movement of the population of Kosanica (by settlements)

Type Number of % Type Number of %
settlements settlements
1961-70
Et - - b 3 34
Ez2 22 24,5 12 - -
E3 29 32,3 I3 - -
E4 36 40,0 I4 - -
1971-80
E: 1 1,11 It 3 3,33
E2 1 1,11 I2 1 1,11
E3 10 11,11 I3 - -
E4 74 82,2 I4 - -
1981-90
Ex - - It 1 1,11
E2 - - 12 - -
E3 8 8,9 I3 - -
E4 81 90,0 I4 - -
1991-2001
E 4 4,5 5 - -
E2 - - I2 2 2,3
E3 19 21,1 I3 - -
E4 65 72,2 I4 - -
2002-2011
E: - - It - -
E2 - - I2 1 1,2
E3 22 24,5 I3 5 5,5
E4 60 66,7 I4 2 2,3

In the period 1971-1980 the municipality of KurS§umlija belonged to the type of emi-
gration characteristics, but with a lot of characteristics of extinction (map 2). The charac-
teristics of these settlements are as follows (table 3): 1.12% of the settlements (spa and
health tourist resort Prolom banja) had the characteristic of type E1 - emigration; 1.12% of
the settlements (mountain settlement Mercez) had the characteristic of type E2 - depopu-
lation settlements and 11.12% of the settlements had the characteristic of type E3 — pro-
nounced depopulation while 74% of the settlements had the characteristic of type E4 -
extinction. Only 3 settlements had the characteristic I1 - expansion by immigration, one of
which is the municipal centre of KurSumlija and two are the suburban settlements of
Becoglava and Markoviée, while the third suburban settlement Kastrat shows the charac-
teristic of type 12 - regeneration by immigration.

Map 2 shows that 95.6% of the settlements of Kosanica show characteristics of the
exodus type, but that the population mostly immigrates from rural settlements to the city
and to suburban settlements. The established negative trend of demographic develop-
ment, caused by reduced natural growth and the overwhelming process of intraregional
and extraregional emigration, in this period is already becoming a limiting factor for bet-
ter and faster economic development of the Kosanic area. In that period, tourism proves
to be a development opportunity, because Prolom Banja (where tourism is already estab-
lished as an economic activity) stabilizes demographically and improves the disastrous
demographic development established in the previous period. Prolom is the only settle-
ment in this part of the Kosanica area that improves the emigration trend from extinction
to type E1 - emigration.
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E1 Emigration

E2 Depopulation
I &3 Pronounced depopulation
I & Extinction

11 Expansion by immigration

12 Regeneration by immigration

13 Weak regeneration by immigration
- 14 Very weak regeneration with immigration N

I 5o Stagnation A
1971-1980 o

o

10 15km

Fig. 2. Type of general movement of the population of the Kosanica settlement 1971 — 1980
(according to Clark and Friganovic criterion)

E1 Emigration

E2 Depopulation
- E3 Pronounced depopulation
I ¢ Extinction

11 Expansion by immigration

12 Regeneration by immigration

13 Weak regeneration by immigration
I ¢ Very weak regeneration with immigration

- S0 Stagnation N

1981-1990

Fig. 3. Type of general movement of the population of the Kosanica settlement 1981 — 1990 (accord-
ing to Clark and Friganovic criterion)

If the political elite had recognized tourism as a development opportunity, if they had
increased investment in this activity and if the entire area of Kosanica was focused on the
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development of tourism, we can claim with a lot of certainty that further negative trends
in demographic development would have been stopped. However, that did not happen. It
was in the direction of further development of the industrialization process, which accel-
erated the established trend of intra and extraregional emigration of the Kosanica popula-
tion and as a result of such a situation in the period from 1981-1990 negative demograph-
ic processes in Kosanica intensified and the extinction trend continued (map 3). The set-
tlements show the following characteristics: 8 settlements or 8.9% had the feature of type
E3 - pronounced depopulation, while the majority of settlements (90%) showed the fea-
ture of type E4 - extinction. Only the municipal centre of Kur§umlija shows the feature of
type I1 — expansion by immigration. Map 3 confirms the assessment that in this decade
there was quite a decrease in the population in hilly, especially mountainous regions. The
period from 1991-2001 the tendency of further emptying of hill and mountain settlements
continued, but there also was a slowdown in demographic trends (stagnation), (map 4).
The result is that 4.5% of settlements had type E1 feature, 21.1% of settlements had type
E3 feature, while 72.2% of settlements had type E4 feature. Only two settlements,
Kur$umlija and Selovo, had type 12 features. Map 4 shows us that a large number of resi-
dents from rural settlements immigrated to the city centre of Kur§umlija, as well as refu-
gees from Kosovo and Metohija who immigrated to Kur$umlija after the war in 1999 and
some rural settlements (primary and secondary schools in Kur$umlija were transferred
from the municipality of Podujevo), as well as to the mountain settlement of Selova,
where a refugee settlement was opened, but it was closed in 2010. These settlements show
an increase in population despite the negative natural increase. The tourist spa resorts
Lukovska banja (E1 - emigration), Prolom spa (E1 - emigration) and Kur§umlijska spa (E4
- extinction) show types of emigration in addition to the development of tourism. But it
should be emphasized that the development of tourism is once again defeating the nega-
tive demographic processes of the previous decade. In this period, Lukovska, and espe-
cially Prolom, were already established spas in this part of Serbia with an established
tourist and remedial function. We can safely conclude that the development of tourism
not only stopped the negative demographic process in these spa towns, but improved their
demographic picture, especially of Prolom spa. This statement will be confirmed by our
analysis of the geographical mobility and distribution of the Kosanica population in the
decade 2002-2011 (map 5). Settlements are emptying, not only in the hills and moun-
tains, but also in the suburbs and the city centre of Kur§umlija. Kosanica settlements now
show the following characteristics: 24.5% show E3-type characteristics, while 66.7% show
E4-type emigration characteristics. Immigration characteristics I2 is shown by one sub-
urban settlement of Donja Mikuljana, while 5.6% of the settlements (Grabovnica,
Degrmen, Merdare, Prolom and Markovic¢e) show type I3 features - weak regeneration by
immigration, while the municipal center of KurSumlija and the spa resort Lukovska banja
show features of type I4 - very weak regeneration by immigration. Table 3 shows the im-
pact of tourism on the slight increase in population in the tourist centers of the Kosanica
region (Prolom and Lukovska banja). Such a situation has the hill settlement of Grabovni-
ca, where the number of inhabitants increased slightly and the mountain and border set-
tlements towards Kosovo, Merdare and Degrmen, where the majority of the population
from neighbouring Podujevo settled after the war in 1999, so this probably influenced the
weak regeneration through immigration. The suburban settlement of Markovi¢e and the
spa and tourist resort Prolom banja also show weak regeneration due to immigration,
where tourism had a decisive influence on the increase in the population of Prolom banja.
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E1 Emigration

E2 Depopulation
I & Pronounced depopulation
I & Extinction

11 Expansion by immigration

12 Regeneration by immigration

13 Weak regeneration by immigration
- |4 Very weak regeneration with immigration

- S0 Stagnation N

1991-2001 , , , ..

L 1 N

Fig. 4. Type of general movement of the population of the Kosanica settlement 1991 —2001 (accord-
ing to Clark and Friganovic criterion)

E1 Emigration

E2 Depopulation
I & Pronounced depopulation
I ¢ Extinction

11 Expansion by immigration

12 Regeneration by immigration

13 Weak regeneration by immigration
- 14 Very weak regeneration with immigration

- 50 Stagnation
2002-2011

Fig. 5. Type of general movement of the population of the Kosanica settlement 2002 — 2011
(according to Clark and Friganovic criterion)
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Conclusion

Weber's observation that there is a close connection between the population and the
economy, bearing in mind the laws of distribution, development, structure and territo-
rial organization of the population with an emphasis on monitoring issues of reproduc-
tion and the market workforce, housing, recreation, (Spasovski, 2013), was just demon-
strated in the studied area of Kosanica. The connections between the population and
the economy permeate deeply and unambiguously in all spheres of life and affect each
other in two ways, positively or negatively. On the one hand, it was shown here through
the most frequent economic emigration of the population from rural settlements as a
negative factor of influence, which left behind almost empty rural settlements, especial-
ly mountain ones, and on the other hand, as a positive impact of the economy on the
population through the development of tourism, the stagnation of negative demograph-
ic trends and the increase of residents in the spa settlements of Prolom and Lukovo. A
typical example of this study is the Kur§umlijska spa, which did not work from 2006
until 2023, when it was reopened and negative economic trends came to the fore pre-
cisely because of the negative effect of the economy, which was shut down during that
period. Bearing in mind the natural diversity of this hilly-mountainous region in which
river valleys, basins, erosion expansions, volcanic mounds, warm mineral waters and
the global geomorphological phenomenon Pavolja Varo§ (Devil’s town) alternate, and
on the other hand that only 14% of the inhabitants of this region lived in mountain
settlements over 500 meters above sea level according to the 2011 census, this gives
even more space for tourists who love untouched nature in the vicinity of the aforemen-
tioned air spas. If we add to that the rich cultural and historical heritage, sights and
ambient values, we can freely say that Kosanica has full tourist potential in this segment
of tourism. Tourism in spa settlements has achieved positive effects in a relatively short
time, or its effects are mostly long-term and have a delayed effect, so in the coming
period, depending on local and regional social factors, world trends and processes, a
good direction of development can be expected, but based on all the facts, studies and
limitations that exist in all segments, nothing spectacular should be expected.

We can conclude that the population factor is one of the most important for the de-
velopment of tourism in the Kosanica region, but also that the development of tourism as
an economic activity has a positive effect on the demographic development of this area.
Therefore, development goals and tasks in that direction must be set in the coming peri-
od. Without demographic growth, there is no development of the tourist function on the
one hand, and on the other hand, tourism has proven to be a revitalizing factor in the
negative demographic development of the Kosanica population. Therefore, this dialectical
relationship must determine the direction of the future socio-economic development of
Kosanica. Tourism must be positioned as the backbone, that is, the pole, of the future
economic development of the Kosanica region.
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YBOj

KocaHuma je mpuposHa M HUCTOPHjCKa 00JIacT, KOja Ce Hajla3u y CPEIUIIIbEM ey
Jyxxue Cpbuje, y Tommuukom okpyry, uamely Kocoa, Jabsanune, Pacute u Jomer
nena Tomwnune. [IpupogHy GU3NMOHOMUjYy YHMHE IUIAHWHCKH MacuBH KomaoHuka Ha
3amaZIHOM U CE€BepO3allaIHOM Jiesly onmtuHe Kypmyminuja, ninanuHe Pajan Ha jyrou-
cToKy 1 TOIUTMYKe KOTJIMHE HA CeBepY OIIITHHE. YHYTPAIIHOCT TEPUTOPH]E je UcIpe-
cerana pekama: Kocanumna, T'opmwa Tomnna, u Bamcka ca mputokamMa u O6pojHUM
JI06pO OUYBAaHUM BYJIKAHCKUM Kymama. Y MamHM KOTJIMHAMa Cy CMellTeHa HajBeha
Hacespa: Kypmymiuja, Paua, JIykoso, IIposmom u Kypmymiujcka Bama. KocaHuuku
Kpaj je eKCIIOHUPAH IpeMa CeBepo3alajay U jyrouCTOKy, rae nmpeko Kypmymiaujcke u
PauyaHCKe KOTJIMHE WMa MPUPOAHU HM3JIa3 Ka MejyHapoaHuMm caobpahajuuriama. Ma-
ructpanuu nyT Hum-IlpumruHa nposia3u noauHoMm peke Kocanuie, a mocpencTBoM
pErvMoHAJHUX U JIOKAJIHUX IIyTeBa Ha mbera usbujajy cBa KocaHuuka Hacesba. OBaj
MPOCTOP 3ay3uMa MOBPUINHY 07 952 km?2, mTo YUHU 42,7% TOMIUYKOT OKPYyTa, OJHO-
cHO 1% moBpuinHe Cpbuje. Ha meMy ersuctupa 90 Hacesba, 07 KOjUX CYy /1Ba MOTIIYHO
ocrasa 6e3 CTAHOBHHUINTBA. YKYIIHO )KUBHU 19.213 CTAHOBHUKA (MIOMHUC U3 2011. TOU-
He), ca IPOCEYHOM TYyCTHHOM HaceJbeHOCTH O] 22 CTAHOBHUKA Ha km?2, mTo je cBpcTa-
Ba Y PeTKO HaceJbeHO moApydje. IJIaBHU a[IMUHUCTPATUBHU IeHTap je Kyprrymiuja
ca 13.306 craHOBHUKA. /IBa Hacesba UMajy craTyc rpajaa: Kypmyminja u Kyprrymiiuj-
cka G6ama, a ocTasa Hacesba cy ceocka. I'pajicko Hacesbe Kypinymiinja ucymasa BUIIE
KpUTepHujyMa 3a rpazcku cratyc (pyHKIMOHATHU, aAMUHUCTPATUBHU, YPOAHUCTUY-
KU, COI[MOJIOIIKKA ¥ eKOHOMCKH), MoK Kypiyminjcka Bama He 3a/10Bo/baBa HU jelaH
O/l HaBeJIeHUX Kputepujyma. KocaHUIly KapaKTepHIlle HETATUBHU JieMorpadcku pas-
BUTAK, YCJIOBJbEH AYTOTPAjHUM MPOIECUMA JIeTIONyIallije U learpapu3alije CeOCKUX
Haces/ba, KA0 U HETATUBHUM COI[MOEKOHOMCKHM mpoiiecuma. CaBpeMeHu aemorpad-
CKHU TPOIECH YCIOBWIM Cy NMO3UTHBAH APYIITBEHO-eKOHOMCKH Pa3BOj OMIITHHCKOT
nenTpa Kypirymiunja, Koju je mpoy3poOKOBao MHOIITBO MIPOMEHA U MHUI[UPAO HACTa-
jame o0MJ/ba Pa3BOjHUX TEHAEHIIMja Y pypaJiHUM HacespbuMa KocaHwuile, Kako TO3HU-
THUBHUX, TAaKO U HeratuBHUX. OHe Cy BU/JbUBE Y CBUM OUTHHUM CerMEHTHMa Hacesba
(memorpadckum, Mopdho-OU3NOHOMCKUM U GYHKIIMOHAIHUM). Y OBOM pajly aHAJIHU-
3UpaMo caMo HeKe JeMorpadcke mpoMeHe U TEH/IEHIIUje, KOje Cy Of 3Havaja 3a TYypH-
3aM, WIHN Cy Y3DOKOBaHE TYPU3MOM.

MeTOJIOJIOI‘I/Ija HCTpaKuBama

EXCIIMKATUBHY OKBUD HCTPa)KMBAaMKa je WHTEPAUCHUIUINHApaH (reorpaduja cTaHOB-
HUINTBA, TYPUCTHYKA reorpaduja, nemorpaduja). [Tonazehu ox ocHOBHe XumoTese aa je
yCKa IOBE3aHOCT n3Mel)y CTAaHOBHUINTBA U NIPUBPEJE HAIIA aHANN3a reorpadcKux cie-
nudUYHOCTH pas3MellTaja ¥ pa3Boja CTAHOBHUINTBA y CBUM HacesbuMa KocaHHYKOT
Kpaja je ypaheHa y xopenanuju ca pa3BojeM Typusma. OUeKHBaHU pe3YyJITAaTH Y OBOM
paxy Tpeba na moly o TauyHe MPOTHO3€e Ja/bel KPeTama CTAaHOBHUIITBA HA IIPUMEPY
Kocanmukor kpaja. OHH ce MOTY KOPHCTHUTH 32 IOTpebe IPOCTOPHOT IUIAHUPAaka TYyPHU-
3Ma U pa3Boja TypUCTHYKe npuBpene y Kocanunu.

Teopujcku OKBUDP OBOT pajia YMHE HAIIM NpeTxofgHu pesynratu (bojoBuh, 2018),
Kao M pe3yJITaTH HaMa JOCTYHIHUX, CINYHUX HCTPAKUBAKA JIPYrux ayropa. CBU OHU
Cy HaBeJleHH Y CIUCKY JIUTEPAType U aJieKBAaTHO IIUTHPAHU Ha OATOBapajyhuM mMecTu-
Ma y camoM pazy. ITopen Tora kopuirheHHU Cy MOAANM CYKIECUBHUX IIONKCA CTAHOB-
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HUIITBA U BUTAJIHE CTATUCTHKe PemyOIMYKOr 3aBOJa 3a CTATHUCTHKY 3a IEPUOA O]
1948-2011. rogune. CTyauja ciydaja OJZHOCU Ce Ha CBUX QO Hacejha M Ha YKYIIHY
noBpiinHy KocaHuukor kpaja.

Mertoze kopuurheHe y OBOM Pajfy Cy NpUMepeHe HayYHUM JUCHUIUIMHAMA Teo-
rpaduje CTAaHOBHUIITBA, TypUCTHUKe reorpaduje u aemorpacduje. Ilopen aHantuse u
CHUHTe3€ 3a NPEJCTaB/bathe Pe3yJsiTaTa HCTPAKUBAMkbha y OBOM pajly KopuurheHe cy U
MaTeMaTHYKO-CTATUCTHYKE U KapTorpadcke MeTo/e.

Pe3ysraTv M JUCKycCHja

CMmaTtpamMo HOTpeOHHMM MPHUKAa3aTH JAeTa/bHY aHAIMU3y pa3MellTaja IoImyJaluje Io
W3/IBOjeHUM TrpyliaMa Hacejba, 3aTUM U3JABOJUTH THIIOBE OIIITEl KPEeTama CTaHOB-
HUIITBA [TOjeINHAYHUX Hacesha.

Teorpadcku pasmelnTaj momyJaluje MpeCcTaB/ba BPJIO BaXKaH (PaKTOp yKYIHOT
npuBpeAHOT pa3Boja Kocanuukor kpaja. Tako ce HU pa3Boj TYPUCTHUKE IIPUBPE/E He
MO’Ke 3aMHCJIUTH 0e3 IMPHUCYCTaBa AOMHUIMIHOT CTAHOBHUIITBA y MOjeJUHUM JI€JIO-
BuMa KocaHuukor kpaja. Kputepujym pamraiambeHOCTH pesbeda U HAIMOPCKE BUCHHE
CTaJIHUX Hacesba CMaTPaMO OCHOBHUM 3a M3/IBajarbe rpyma Hacesba.

T'eorpadcku pasMeniTaj CTAHOBHHIIITBA

VY xuncomerpujckoj moaenu Hecesba (Cramenkouh, BaueBwh, 1992), KocaHwmukor
Kpaja He [IOCTOje PaBHUYAPCKA HAcesba, TAKO Zla heMOo UX Pa3BPCTATHU y J{Be rpyIe: Ha
6packa 0 (500 m HaJMOpPCKe BUCHHE) U HA IUIAaHWHCKA (IpeKo 500 M HaJAMOpPCKe
BucuHe). Ha mosioxaj Hacesba y OBOM Kpajy omuryuyjyhy ymory umao je pemed, 6u-
31HA BOJI€ U MPUPOJIHE XPaHe, IOTOAHO TJI0 32 obpaljuBame, myme u ocrano. Kako je
peped Kocanwukor kpaja BpJio IIAPOJIMK, TAKO Ce M Hacesba Pa3BUjajy HA pa3IudH-
TUM HaJMOPCKHM BrcrhHaMma. Ta BepTHKalIHa pacrojama ce kpehy ox 305 A0 1006
MeTapa HaZMoOpcKe BucuHe. CBa Haces/ba Cy CEOCKOT THIA, M3y3€B IPAZICKOT LIEHTpa
Kypmymnuje u Kypmyminnjcke Bame koja uma cratyc rpaga. OBakBa mojiesia Hacesba
He CMe Ce CXBATUTH Kao H/eaIHa, 13 IIPOCTOT Pa3Jjora ITo je Hemoryhe JnHeapHO UX
pasrpannunTi. Heka Hacespa Cy Z1eJI0M Ha BHCOKUM CTpAaHaMa ILUIAHHHA, a ZEeJIOM Ce
CIIyIITajy HU3 CTPaHe TUX IUIAHWHA, WIU Cy JIeJIOM Ha 000AuMa AOJMHCKUX CTPaHA, a
JleJIOM Ha JIyBHjaJITHUM paBHUMa Kpaj peka u Behux moroka. 360r Tora cMatpaMmo Jia
HA/ZIMOPCKAa BHCHHA IPEACTAaB/ba OCHOBHH KDUTEPHjYM IIPH IOJEJH Haceba IIpeMa
BUXOBOM I0JI0Kajy. Bpacka Hacespa Kocanune ce Hasaze Ha HaIMOPCKO] BUCHHU JIO
500 meTapa. IIpoceuyHa HaIMOPCKA BUCHHA OBUX Hacesba je 420 MeTapa, a YKYIHO UX
je 32. Y muMa je KHUBeJIO IO IONHUCY U3 2011. roAuHe 16.480 CTaHOBHUKA Y 5.681
nomahuHceTBy. OBa Hacesba Cy HeIITO 30ujeHUjer TUma 300T TOra IITO Ce JIOLUPAjy
VIJIaBHOM HAa IOBPINNMA, 3apaBHUMa HACTAINM €pO3HjOM H3Mel)y MHOTroOpOjHUX
peka u motoka. lIMajy 3HaTHO ITOBOJbHU]j€E KJINMATCKe YCI0BE, Behy OCyHIaHOCT, BUIIIE
IUIOZHOT 3€MJBUINTA, BOZE U XpaHe, a MOBOJpHUjU caobpahajuu mosoxkaj v 6au3uHa
HAjIIPOMETHHjUX IIyTeBA, OMOryhWJIa je OBOM CTAHOBHUIITBY Yelnlhy Be3y ca rpaBUTA-
IVOHUM [IEHTPOM U Malbe HCeJbaBabe.
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Tab. 1. I'pyne nacema Kocanuye no nospwunu (y km2) u yuewhy y ykynHom 2eonpocmopy u cma-
HOBHUWMBY 1948, 1953, 1961, 1971, 1981, 1991, 2002 U 2011. 200uHe

Hacespa Bpacka [TynanuHCKa YxynHO
Bpoj 32 58 90
% 36 64 100
Iospmuna (km2) 257 695 952
% 27 73 100
CraHoB. Bpoj 17.413 19.871 37.284
1948 % 47 53 100
CraHoB. Bpoj 18.325 21.447 39.772
1953 % 46 54 100
CTaHoB. Bpoj 17.248 19.648 36.896
1961 % 47 53 100
CraHoB. Bpoj 17.604 14.068 31.672
1971 % 56 44 100
CTaHOB. Bpoj 18.635 8.993 27.628
1981 % 67 33 100
CraHoB. Bpoj 18.249 5.341 23.590
1991 % 77 23 100
CraHOB. Bpoj 17.764 3.844 21.608
2002 % 82 18 100
CraHoB. Bpoj 16.480 2.693 19.173
2011 % 86 14 100

HWzBop: [omuc craHOBHUINTBA, lIoMahHHCTaBa U CTAHOBA, 2011. TOIMHA, Kib. 20, P3C

¥ 6pAckuM Hace/bMMa MPUCYTHO j€ OCUIIAEhe€ CTAHOBHHUIITBA, AU Y MalkbeM 00uMy
HEro KOJI IJIAHMHCKUX Hacesba. Y OBUM HacespbuMa (36% on Hacesba KocaHwuie) y 1948.
TOAVHU KUBEJIO je 47% KOCAaHMYKe IOIyJIalyje ca IPOCETHOM I'yCTHUHOM Hace/beHOCTH
on 68 cranoBHuKa Mo km2. Te rojiHe je KHUBEJIO YKYIIHO 17.413 CTaHOBHUKA. BehuHa
6packux Hacesba je moBehasa cBOje CTAHOBHMINTBO y 1953. TOAWHU, fa Ou ce 1961. TO-
JMHE CMambuo Opoj Ha 17.248 cTaHOBHUKA. Y mepuoAy 70 1981. ronune y Behunu Hace-
Jba ce cMarmbyje 6poj CTAHOBHMKA, OCHM y IIPUTPaICKUM HacesbuMa behoriaBa u Mapxko-
Bulie, r7ie ce CTAaHOBHUIITBO He3HATHO yBehaBa, u y Kypiiymiiuju, rae ce CTaHOBHUIIITBO
yeehaBa Tpu myTta Bullle, TAKO [ja HA I[€JIOM HUBOY OIIITHHE WMa HE3HATHO BHUIIE CTa-
HOBHUKA, OTHOCHO OMJIO je 18.635 cCTaHOBHUKA WK 67% YKyIHOT cTaHOBHHUINITBA Koca-
HHUIIE, & IPOCEYHA TYCTHHA HACEJFEHOCTH M3HOCWUJIA je 72,5 CTaHOBHUKA 1o km2. OBO
moBehame HHUje pe3yaTaT BUCOKOT IPUPOJHOT MPUPAIITAja, HETO WUMUTPALMOHUX Ka-
PaKTEPUCTHKA, jep ce CTAHOBHUIITBO YIVIABHOM OficesbaBasio y Kypurymnjy, mpurpasn-
cka Hacesba U y Behe rpascke neaTpe Cpbuje. Y HapeTHOM IEPUOLY, CBE 10 2011. TOAU-
He CTAHOBHUIITBO Ce CMamwyje, na 1 y Kyprymiuju, o ropopu Aa je BehuHa Kperama
MIOIPUMIJIA eMHUTPALFIOHH KapakTep. VIHJEKC KpeTama CTAHOBHUIITBA OpPJICKUX HAace-
Jba 1991/1981, 2002/1991. U 2011/2002. NOKa3yje TEHIEHIN]Y CMamhemha CTAHOBHUKA,
TaKo /ia je 2011. roguHe 6MI0 16.480 CTAHOBHHUKA, a POCEYHA I'YCTUHA HACEJHEHOCTH je
HU3HOCWIA 64,2 cTaHOBHUKA 110 km2. HeratnBHU eMorpadCcku MpOIecH Cy HacTaBJbeHU
TIOIIITO je HeTaTUBHU MUTPATOPHHU TaJIaC HACTABJbEH.

IIaHKHCKA Hacesba Cy CMEIITEHA Ha BUCHHAMa BehuM oz 500 MeTapa HaJMOPCKe
BucuHe. [IpocedyHa HaIMOPCKa BUCHHA OBUX Hacesba je 745 MeTapa, OHa cy HajOopojHHja,
anu cy Hajpehe HacespeHa. YKYIIHO UX je 58. V muMa KUBU 2.693 CTAHOBHUKA Y 1.247
nomahuncraBa. Ilpema Tuily, oJHOCHO GU3MOHOMCKUM OJJIMKaMa, CKOPO CBa HAacCesba
OBOT Kpaja cy pasbujeHor tuma. JJomuHupajy Crapo-Biaamku u HOapcKo-IleMaTCKu
BapujeTeT pa3bujeHor THIA Hacesba. OIJINKY]y ce BEJINKUM IIPOCTOPHUM DPAaCTOjarbeM,
He camo uamelyy cena Beh u meljy kyhama. Kyhe cy uecro ycamsbeHe, u jemHa o7 [pyre
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yZlajbeHe 10 HEKOJIHMKO KujaoMeTapa. 300T HaJIMOPDCKUX BHCHHA Ha KOjuMa ce Hajase,
UMajy ocTa HemoBoskaH caobpahajuu mosiosxkaj. To je 0Beso 710 IbUXOBE CTarHaIldje y
NIPBUM IIOPaTHUM TOAMHAMa, a O] IOJIOBHHE ceflaMeceTUX TOANHA MOUYHIbe HHUXOBO
oxymupame. OInKyje ux u3Mel)y OCTayor BeJIMKa Jiearpapusaliija, T He Kao moce-
Jula mupema ypbanusanuje, Beh kao mocjaenuna mpeBesiMKe eMUTPAIije pagHo CIIo-
COOHOT CTAaHOBHHUIITBA U CTAHOBHUINTBA depTuiHe fobu. [InanuHcka Hacespa KocaHu-
Ile y IocCMaTpaHOM IIepHOAy AOoXKUBeJa cy AeMorpadcky karacrpody. ['onune 1948. Ha
73% Teputopuje Kocanurie xuBeso je 53% CTaHOBHHUIITBA, a IPOCEYHA I'yCTHHA Hace-
JbEHOCTH U3HOCWIIA je 28,6 cTaHOBHUKA 10 km2. BehuHa miaHnHCKUX Hacesba je IOBe-
hana 6poj cranoBHUKA 1953. TOANHE, TAKO /1A je Te TOUHEe OII0 21.447 CTAHOBHHUKA ca
MPOCEYHOM TYCTHHOM HAace/heHOCTH of 30,8 craHoBHHMKA 1o km2. WHaekc pacra
1961/53 roguHe MoKasyje 6J1aro CMamerhe MOMyJIallkje, OCUM Y 16 IIJIAHUHCKUX Haceba
(36,25%) re ce CTAaHOBHHIITBO HE3HATHO MOBehaso, TaKo 7ia je Y CBUM ILUIAHHHCKUM
HacesbUMa 1961. TOZIUHE KUBEJIO 19.648 CTAaHOBHUKA ca IPOCEUHOM TI'yCTUHOM HaceJbe-
HOCTH 07 28,3 cTaHOBHHKA 0 km?2, mTo roBOopM fa je Beh Tama BehwHa MmIaHUHCKUX
Hace/ba MOIPUMMJIA €eMUTPALIOHU KapakTep. MHAEKC KpeTama CTAaHOBHHUIITBA IIa-
HUHCKHUX Hacesba 1971/1961, 1981/1971, 1991/1981, 2002/1991 1 2011/2002, OKa3yje
KOHCTAHTHO BEJIMKO CMamee IIOIyJIalje OBe Ipyle Hace/ba. Tako y 2011. TOAUHU
uMamo Jia y 73% Hacespa KocaHutie :xuBu cBera 14% CTaHOBHHUKA €a IIPOCEUHOM I'yCTH-
HOM HaCeJ/heHOCTH Off caMo 3,9 CTaHOBHUKA 1o km2. Opymupame IVIAHHHCKUX cejla je
HaCTaBJbEHO TaKO J1a cy ABa Hacespa (TaueBan u BykojeBarr) ocrana 6e3 CTAHOBHUKA, 4 Y
HapeIHOM IIEPHOY, aKO Ce HacTaBM OBaKaB TPEH/I, ocTahe joIl HeKa, IITO HUje T00po
3a pa3Boj TypuaMma. [locebHO M3 passiora IITO OBaj THII Hace/ha UMa HajOOJ/be TPUPOIHE
yCJIOBE 32 Pa3BOj €KOJIOIIKU OAPKUBOT TYPU3Ma, LITO je OCHOBHO OIIpEeZie/berhe 3 Pas-
BOj TypU3Ma y 21. BEKY.

TunoJoruja onmmrTer Kperamkba CTAHOBHUIIITBA

THIIOBU OMINTEr KPeTarba CTAHOBHHIITBA IMMOKa3yjy OJAHOC U YTHUIQj MPUPOIHOT IMPHU-
paitaja 1 MpoCTOpHE MOKPET/FUBOCTH Y ofipeljeHoM pa3mo6sby. 3aBUCHO O TOTA Jja iU
je GutaHc MUTpalnyje MO3UTHBAH MM HeraTUBaH, ofpelyjeMo /ia Jik je HEKH IIPOCTOP
erzoaycHor (E) wau umurpanujckor (I) obenexja. [0k, ,AHTEH3UTET €r30/[yCHOT HJIU
WMUTPAIHjCKOT O0U/beKja Te MO3UTHUBHOCT MM HETaTUBHOCT IPUPOJHOT MpUpAIITaja
onpelyjy THI er3o7ycHe WM HMUTpaNMjcKe cKynuHe npocropa” (Ppuranosuh, 1969).

Ha ocHoBy nozataka CyklieCUBHUX MONNCA U BUTAIHE CTaTHCTUKeE 3a NepHoy 1961-
2011. TOAMHE OIPEWJIN CMO TUIIOBE OIIITEr KpeTama CTAaHOBHUINTBA Hacesba Kocanu-
ne. 3a ogpehuBame TUIOBA TPHUMeEHEH je Mofen o MeToau Kitapka u @puranosuha.

V¥ mepuoay 1961-1970. TOAWHe, onminTHHA Kypliyminja npunaaaia je TUIY eMH-
rpanuoHux onmTHHa (kapta 6p. 1). Kox Hacespa cutyanuja je ciaegeha (tabena 6p. 3):
24,5 % Haces/ba UMajo je obenexje Tuna E2 — gemomynanuja; 32,3% Hacesba ©MAJIO je
ob6enexje Tuna E3 — uspasura genomnysnamuja, a 4ak 40% Hacespa UMajo je obesexje
tnna E4 — usymuparbe, OK Cy caMO 3 Hacesba: OMIITUHCKU LieHTap Kypiiymiuja,
MpUTpasicko Hacesbe MapkoBuhe u wiaHuHCKO Hacesbe IllTaBa numanu obenexje 11 —
ekcrnaH3uja umurpanujom. Kapra 6p. 1 mokasyje f1a obesierkja ersolyCHUX THUIIOBA
mokasyjy 96,7% Hacepa Kocanuiie. Beh Tana cy ycnocraB/beHN HETaTHUBHH TPEH/I0 BU
y YKynHOM ZiemorpacdckoMm pasBojy Kocanune koju he, mro hemo gasom ananuzom u
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JI0OKa3aTd, [OCTaTH OCHOBHO oOejieXje OBOT IPETEXHO IUIAHWHCKOT IIPOCTOpa ca
J0OpUM IPUPOJHUM MTOTEHIIMjaJIOM 32 Pa3BOj TypU3Ma.

Tab.2. Moden 3a odpeljusarbe munosa onwimez kpemarsa CIaHo8HUWMeda

Tun Ob6enexje Tpenp

Et [IpupoHO KpeTame MO3UTUBHO; momucoM | Emurparuja
YCTAaHOBJHEHO KpETamhe MO3UTUBHO; CTOMA
MPUPOHOT KpeTara Beha 0/ CTOIEe IMOMUCOM
YCTaHOBJHEHOT MOBeharba.

E2 ITpupogHO KpeTame MO3UTHBHO; momnucoM | Jlemomyranuja
YCTAaHOBJBEHO KpeTame HeraTHBHO; CTOIa
MIPUPOJIHOT KpeTama Beha o071 crolle HOmHUcoM
YCTAHOBJbEHOT CMaHEeHha.

Es IIpupogHO KpeTame MO3UTHUBHO mHomucoM | V3paswura femomysanuja
YCTAaHOBJ/EHO KpeTame HeraTMBHO; CTOIA
TIPUPOJIHOT KPeTama Mama Off CTOIlE IOIHCOM
YCTaHOBJbEHOT CMaHeHha.

E4 IIpupogHO Kperame HETraTUBHO; monucoM | Msymumpame
YCTaHOB/bEHO KpeTame HEeraTUBHO; CToIa
IIPUPO/IHOT KpeTama (CMamerma) Mama Off
CTOII€ IIOIIMCOM yCTaHOBJ/bEHOI CMAILErha.

Cau ersoaycuu TunoBu oz E! 1o E4 nmajy HeratuBaH cayijo MUrpalyje pasjanduTor HHTEH3UTETa

It [IpuposHO KpeTame NO3UTHBHO; momnucoM | Excmanauja umwurparujom
YCTAHOB/HEHO KpETame IO3UTHUBHO; CTOMNA
MOTIMCOM YCTaHOBJHEHOT KpeTama (rmoBeharma)
Beha ox crome IpUPOJHOT  KpeTama
(mpuparrraja).

12 IIpupogHO KpeTame HEraTHBHO; IIOMHCOM | PereHeparija MMUTPAIUjoM
YCTAaHOBJHEHO KpEeTame MO3UTUBHO; CTOMHA
MOTIMCOM YCTaHOBJHEHOT KpeTarba (rmoBehama)
eha ox crome OpPUPOJHOT  KpeTama
(cmamema).

I3 IIpupogHO Kperarme HeraTuBHO; mnomucoM | Ciaba pereHepaliija UMHUTPAIIjoOM
YCTAHOB/HEHO KpeTame I[O3UTUBHO, CTOMNa
MOTIMCOM YCTaHOBJHEHOT KpeTama (moBehama)
Mama Off CTOIEe TPHUPOJHOT  KpeTama
(cmamema).

I4 IIpupogHO KpeTame HEraTHBHO; IIOMHCOM | Bpuio ciiaba pereHepariyja MMUTPALAjOM
YCTAaHOBJ/BEHO KpeTame HeraTuBHO, CTOIa
TIOIIMCOM YCTAHOBJHEHOT KpeTama (CMarmerha)
Mamba O] CTOIle IIONMCOM IIPUPOAHOT KpeTamba
(cmamema).

CBU MMUTpaANUjCcKU TUIIOBH Of I' 10 14 MMajy MO3UTHBAH CAJIZI0 MUTPAIUje PA3THUUTOT
MHTEH3UTETA

HU3Bop: Jouh, 2005.

¥V nepuony 1971-1980.rofuHe onmruHa Kyprymigja npunasaia je THILy eMUTPaIiy-
OHHUX KapaKTepUCTHKA, ajii ca BehnHCKUM obesexkjeM Ka usymupamy (kapta 6p. 2). Ka-
paKkTepucTHKa OBUX Hacesba je ciemeha (taberma 6p. 3): 1,12% Haceba (6GarbCKO-
TYpUCTHUUKO JleumuinTe IIposom 6amwa) umasio je obesnexje Tuna E1 — emurpanuja; 1,12%
Hacesba (IUTAaHWHCKO Hacesbe Mephes) umaiio je obenexje tuna E2 — nmemomysampona
HaceJsba, a 11,12% Hacesjba UMaJIO je obenexje Tuna E3 — n3pasuto eMurpanyuona Hacespa,
a Jak 74% Hacespa UMaIo je obenexje tTuna E4 — nuzymupame. Camo 3 Hacesba UMAJo je
obesexxje I1 — excnaHauja UMHUTPaLMjoM, Of] KOJUX je jelHO ONMIITHHCKH IeHTap Kypury-
MJIHja, a ZiBa Cy Ipurpazcka Hacesba behornaBa u Mapkosuhe, mok Tpehe mpurpazgcko
Hacesbe Kactpar nokagyje obesnexxje Tuna 12 — pereHepanuja UMUTPaIjoMm.
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Ca. 1. Tun onwumee kpemarea cmaHosHuwMaa Hacesba Kocanuye 1961 - 1970. (npema kpumepujy-
my Kaapxa u ®puearnosuha) (cmp. 260)

Tab. 3. Tunosu onwmez kpemara cmaxogHowmasa Kocanuye (no Hacesuma)

Tun | Bp.Hacepa | % | Tun [ Bp.macema | % |
1961-70
E! - - b 3 34
Ez2 22 24,5 12 - -
E3 29 32,3 I3 - -
E4 36 40,0 I4 - -
1971-80
Et 1 1,11 I 3 3,33
Ez2 1 1,11 12 1 1,11
E3 10 11,11 I3 - -
E4 74 82,2 I4 - -
1981-90
Ex - - It 1 1,11
E2 - - Iz - -
E3 8 8,9 I3 - -
E4 81 90,0 I4 - -
1991-2001
Et 4 4,5 5 - -
E2 - - I2 2 2,3
E3 19 21,1 I3 - -
E4 65 72,2 I4 - -
2002-2011
E: - - It - -
E2 - - I2 1 1,2
E3 22 24,5 I3 5 55
E4 60 66,7 I4 2 2.3

Ca. 2. Tun onwmee kpemarsa cmaHosHulumaa Hacesba Kocanuye 1971 -1980. (npema kpumepujy-
my Kaapxa u ®puzarnosuha) (cmp. 262)

Ca. 3. Tun omwmee kpemarsa cmaHosHuwmaa Haceba Kocanuye 1981 -1990. (npema xpumepujy-
my Kaapxa u @pueanosuha) (cmp. 262)

Kapra 6p. 2 mokasyje ma obeseskja eraofyCcHOT THIIA [TOKa3dyje 95,6% Hacespa Ko-
CaHHIle, aJIX Jla CTAHOBHUINITBO YIJIAaBHOM MMHTIPHpA M3 CEOCKUX Hacespa y TPag U y
MpUTPa/icka Hacesba. YCIIOCTaB/beH HETATHUBHU TPEH AeMorpadCckor paspoja, y3po-
KOBAaH CMameHHM IPHUPOAHUM IPUPAIITajeM U HaAjadaluM IIPOIECOM HHTpa HU
eKCTepperuoHagHe eMUrpaiyje, y oBoM nepuonay Beh mocraje orpanuuasajyhu ¢dax-
TOp Gosber U OpKer MPUBPEZHOT pa3Boja KOCAHUYKOT Ipocropa. Typuszam ce y TOM
IeproAy IOKasyje Kao pa3BOjHA IaHca, jep IIposom 6amy (rme ce Typusam Beh a-
dupmuIie ka0 TpUBpeAHA JEJATHOCT) AeMorpadCcku cTabuwinsyje U MOmpaBjba y
MIPETXOZHOM IIEPHOJIy YCIOCTaBJbEH KaTacTpodanaH aemorpadcku passoj. [Iposom je
jeZIMHO HaceJbe OBOT Jiejla KOCAHUYKOT IIPOCTOPA KOje IONpaB/ba eMUTPAIIMOHN TPEH/
on u3ymupama ka tuny E1 — emurpanuja.

Ja je Taja MOJIUTHYKA eJUTA Ipelo3Hajia Typu3aM Kao pa3BOjHY LIAHCY, /1a je
nosehasa yjarame y OBy ZeJaTHOCT U Jia je meso nozapydje Kocanune ycMepeHo Ha
pasBoj Typusma, c10060AHH CMO KOHCTAHTOBATH Jia OW /Ja/b HETAaTUBHU TPEHAOBH
Jemorpadckor pasBoja 6unu 3aycraBbeHu. MehyTum, To ce HUje foroamio. Mnuio ce
y IpaBIy Aaber pa3Boja Ipolleca UH/IYyCTPHjInu3aIuje, KOju je ybp3ao ycrocTaB/beH
TPEHJ] UHTPA U E€KCTePPETHOHAIHUX E€MUTPAIMOHUX KpeTama KOCAHUYKOI CTAHOB-
HUIITBA, IIa Ce Ka0 Pe3yJITAT TAKBOT CTamka y NEPHOAY oA 1981-1990. rofjuHe mojava-
Bajy HeraTuBHU Aemorpadcku mnporecu y Kocanuiu u fabe ce HacTaBba TPEH/| U3Y-
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Mupama (kapra 6p. 3). Hacesma mokasyjy cienehe kapakrepucTtke: 8 Haceba WIH
8,9% umao je obenexje Tuna E3 — uspasuTa fenomysiamuja, 10k Behu 6poj Hacesba
(90%) nokaasyje obenexje Tuna E4 — usymupame. CaMmo ONIITHHCKH 1eHTap Kypiry-
MJIHja mokasyje obesnesxje Tuna I1 — ekcran3uja umurpanujom. Kapra 6p. 3 moTephyje
OIIEHY /1a je y 0BOj IeKaZAu MPUINYIHO JIOLILIO /10 CMakhekha CTAHOBHUIITBA Y OPJICKUM,
moceGHO y IVTAaHUHCKUM IIpeieInMa.

U y nepuoay 1991-2001. TOAAHE HACTaB/beHEe Cy TEeHJEHIHje NaJbUX NMPAKIbEma
OpACKUX U IUIAHWHCKUX Hacesba, ajIu je cajia IPUCYTHO ycIopaBame AeMorpadCcKux
TpeH/i0Ba (cTarHupame), (kapta 6p. 4). Pesynrat Tora je nma je 4,5% Hace/pa HMao
ob6enexje tTuna E1, mox 21,1% Hacespa uma obenexje Tuna E3, mok 72,2% Hacespa mma
ob6enexje Tuna E4. Camo /iBa Hacespa Kypiyminja u CesioBa uMajy obenexje tuma 12.
Kapra 6p. 4 HaM TmOKa3yje /a je BeJIMKU OpPOj CTAHOBHHKA U3 CEOCKHX Hacesba eMHU-
rpupao y rpazcku nentap Kypmyminjy, kao u usberauiie ca KocoBa u Meroxuje Koje
Cy HAKOH paTHUX JielllaBama 1999. TrofiuHe emurpupaie y Kypmymiaujy u nojesuna
ceocka Hacespa (u3 ommrtuHe [lomyjeBo mpebadyeHe cy OCHOBHA UM Cpe/iEha IIKOJIA Y
Kypurymiinjy), kao u y IJIaHUHCKO Hacesbe CeJioBa TJie je OTBOpeHO M36erjIudKko Ha-
ceJbe, Koje je 3aTBOPEHO 2010. TOAMHE, TAKO Jla OBa Hace/ba MMOKa3yjy moBehame cTa-
HOBHUIITBA U IIOp€J] HETATUBHOT IPHUPOJHOr IpupamTaja. Typuctuuko-bamcka je-
gyunuiTa JIykoBcka 6ama(E1 — emurpanuja), IIposom 6ama(E1l - emurpamnuja) u
Kypmymimjcka 6ama (E4 - usymupame) okasyjy TUIIOBE EMHUTPaIlHje U IIOPeJ pa3BO-
ja Typusma. Anu je moTpeGHO HATJIACHTHU Jia pa3BOj TypH3Ma MOHOBO mobeljyje Hera-
THBHe eMorpadcke IIpoIece U3 IPETXOAHE JeKae. Y 0BOM Iepuozy cy JIykoBcka, a
morotoBy IIposmom Beh adupmucane 6ame oBor gena Cpbuje ca ycra/beHOM TYypH-
CTHUYKO-JIEUMIUITHOM (QyHKIHjoM. M0kKeMO ca CUTypHOIIhy 3aK/bYyYUTH Zia je pPa3Boj
Typu3Ma He caMO 3ayCTaBHO HeraTWBaH JieMorpadcku mporec y OBHM OamCKUM
MecTHMa, Beh je mompaBmo mUXOBY Aemorpadcky ciauky, moce6Ho IIpormoma. OBy
KOHCTATAI[{jy MOTBpAKiie U Hallla aHaIN3a reorpadcke IOKPET/HUBOCTH U Pa3MeITa-
ja KOocaHWYKe TIOIyJaluje y JIeKaau 2002-2011. roauHe.(kapra 6p. 5). [IpasHe ce
HaceJspa, He caMo Op/CcKa U IJIAHMHCKA, Beh u npurpazicka u rpajacku mnearap Kypury-
minja Hacesba Kocanune cama mokasyjy ciaefehe KapakTepUCTUKE: 24,5% IOKa3yjy
ob6enexje Tuna E3, 1ok y 66,7% mnokasyjy emurpaiuono obenexje Tumna E4. Umurpa-
IIMOHE KapaKTEPUCTHKe [2 — pereHepanyja UMUTPAIAjOM [TOKa3yje jeTHO MIPUTPAJICKO
Hacesbe [loma MukyspaHa, nok obesnexje tuna I3 — ciaba pereHepanyja UMUTpaLU-
joM uMmajy 5,6% Hacespa (I'paboBHuna, Jerpmen, Mepaape, [Iposom u Mapkosuhe ),
JIOK ONIITHHCKY IeHTap Kypmymianja u 6amcko Jeunnnire JIykoBcka 6arma IoKasyjy
obesexxje Tumna 14 — Bpio ciaba pereHepanuja umurpanujom. Tabesa 6poj 3 mokasyje
yTHIA] Typu3Ma Ha Osiaro nmoBehame CTAHOBHUIITBA ¥ TYPUCTHYKHUM LIEHTPHUMA KOCa-
Huukor kpaja (IIposom u JlykoBcka Oama). TakBy cuTyanujy uMajy OpACKO Hacesbe
I'paboBHUIa, rae ce He3HATHO MoBehao 6pOj CTAaHOBHUKA, U IVIAHUHCKA U ITOTPAHUY-
Ha Hacespa npema KocoBy, Mepaape u JlerpMeH, I7ie ce U HajBUIIEe HAce/baBajo CTa-
HOBHUIITBO U3 cycenHor IloxyjeBa mocie pata 1999. rouHe, IIa je TO U BEPOBATHO
yTHUIAIO Ha c1aby pereHepanujy umurpanujom. Ilpurpaacko Hacesbe MapkoBuhe u
6amCKO-TypUCTHYKO JeumtninTe IIposiom 6ama, mokasyjy Takolje ciaby pereHeparu-
jy uMurpanujom, rze je mpecysaH yTULAj UMao Typu3aM Ha noBehame CTAHOBHUIITBA
ITposiom Game.
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Ca. 4. Tun onwumee kpemarsa cmaHosHuwWMaea Haceba Kocanuye 1991 - 2001. (npema kpumepujy-
my Kaapxa u @pueanosuha) (cmp. 264)

Ca. 5. Tun onwmee kpemarsa cmaHosHulumaa Hacesba Kocanuye 2002 - 2011. (npema kpumepu-
Jjymy Knapxa u @pueanosuhia) (cmp. 264)

3axspyuak

BeGepoBa KoHCTaTanuja /a je ycka IOBe3aHOCT n3Mel)y CTAHOBHHINTBA U NPUBPEE,
carie/iaBajyhu 3aKOHUTOCTH pa3MellTaja, pa3Boja, CTPYKType U TEPUTOPHUjaIHE OpTra-
HU3allije CTAHOBHHUIITBA Ca TEXKUINTEM Ha Impahemy NUTama pENpoAyKuuje u
TPpKUIIHE paJiHe cHAare, CTAaHOBama, pekpeanuje, (CrnacoBcky, 2013), yIpaBo Iokasa-
Jla 1 y mpoydaBaHoM mpoctopy Kocanune. Bese usmel)y craHoBHUIITBA U IpUBDE/E
ce AyOOKO NPOKUMAjy HEJIBOCMHUCIIEHO Yy CBUM cdepama KHBOTAa M YTUUY jeHA Ha
JPYTY ABOjaKo, IO3UTHUBHO WM HeraTHUBHO. Ca jeJlHe cTpaHe OBJE ce IIOKA3aJI0 KPO3
Hajuenrhe eKOHOMCKE eMUTpallije CTAHOBHUIITBA U3 PypPAJHUX Hace/hba KA0 HEraTu-
BaH GaKTOp yTHUIAja, KOjH je 32 cOOOM OCTaBHO IOTOBO Ipa3Ha CeOCKa Hacesha IMoce-
OHO IIJIAHWHCKA, a ca Jpyre CTpaHe Kao IMO3UTUBAH yTUIIAj IPUBpe/ie HA CTAHOBHUII-
TBO KpO3 Pa3BOj TypU3Ma, CTarHUpame HeTaTUBHUX JeMorpadcku TpeHJI0Ba U IIOBe-
hame cTaHoBHHKA y OambcKUM HacesbuMa I[Iposiom u JIykoBo. TUIIHYaH MPUMEP OBOT
nmpoyJaBama je Kyprrymsiujcka 6ama Koja HHje pasuia of 2006. TOAUHE, A CBE 70
2023. TOAVHE KaJla je OTBOPEHA, Te Cy y H0j HeraTUBHU €KOHOMCKH TPEHJOBU JOIIIN
JIo U3pakaja ynpapo 300T HEraTUBHOT e(eKTa IpHUBpeZiEe, KOja je Y TOM MePUOAy yra-
mena. Umajyhu y BUAYy IpHUPOAHY Pa3HOJIUKOCT OBOT GPACKO-IUIAHWHCKOT Kpaja y
KOME Ce CMEY]jy pPedHe JOJINHE, KOTJIWHE, €PO3UOHA IPOIINpPEHa, ByJIKAHCKE KYyIIe,
TOIlJIE MHHEpaJIHEe BOJE U CBeTCKU reomopdosnomku ¢eHomen haBospa Bapomr, a ca
JpyTre CTpaHe Jia je y IJIAHWHCKUM Hace/hblMa IIPeKo 500 MeTapa HaJMOpCKe BUCHHE
110 TIOMHCY U3 2011.TOJUHE KUBEJIO CaMO 14 % CTAaHOBHHMKA OBOT Kpaja, TO jOII BUIIE
Jlaje IpocTopa 3a TYPHUCTE KOjU BOJIE HETAKHYTY IIPUPOAY ¥ OKOJIMHU IIOMEHYTHX Bas-
OyImrHuX 6arba. AKO Ha TO J0JaMoO joIl u 60raTo KyJITYypHO MCTOPHjCKO Haciele, 3Ha-
MEHUTOCTH U aMOujeHTaIHe BPeAHOCTH, MOKeMo ciaoboano pehu ma Kocanuwna nma
MOTIIYHE TYPUCTHYKE MOTEHI[Hjajie Y OBOM CErMeHTy Typudma. Typusam je y 6ambCKuUM
Hace/hHIMa 32 PEJIATHBHO KPAaTKO BPEMe IIOCTUTA0 MO3UTHBHE edeKTe, UIU Cy HEeroBa
JlejcTBa MaxoM AYrOpOYHA U MUMajy OJJIOKEHO JIEjCTBO, T€ C€ Y HAPEAHOM IEPUOLY Y
3aBHUCHOCTH OJI JIOKAJIHUX M PETHOHAIHUX JPYIITBEHUX (HAKTOPA, CBETCKUX TPEHZ0BA
U IIpoIeca MOKe OYeKHBaTH A0b6ap mpaBal] pa3Boja, aJId Ha OCHOBY CBUX YHILEHHIA,
IpoyJyaBama M OTpaHUYEkA KOja IOCTOje Y CBUM CEerMEHTHMa, He Tpeba OYeKUBATH
HUIIITA CIIEKTAKYJIAPHO.

Mo:keMO 3aKJbYIUTH J1a je HOIyJIanuoHU (AaKTop jeZaH Of] HajBAXKHUJUX 32 Pa3BOj
Typusma Kocanuukor kpaja, ayiu 1 fja pa3Boj Typu3Ma Kao IPUBPEAHE JeJTaTHOCTU O3HU-
THBHO yTHUYe Ha JieMorpadcKku pa3Boj OBOT IIPOCTOPA. 3aTO ce y HapeHOM IIEPHOAY MOpa-
jy mOCTaBUTH pa3BOjHU IMJbEBU U 33Jlaniu y TOM cMepy. be3 nemorpadckor pacra Hema
pasBoja Typuctruke GyHKIje ¢ jeZiHe CTPaHe, a ¢ [pyre CTpaHe, TypU3aM ce II0Ka3a0 Kao
peBuTanusupajyhu Gakrop y HeraTUBHOM ZeMOrpad)CcKOM pa3Bojy KOCAHUYIKOT CTAHOB-
HUIITBA. 300T TOra OBa AMjaIeKTUYKA Be3a Mopa Jia ofgpey npasar 6yayher apymTBeHo-
eKOHOMCKOT pa3Boja Kocanune. TypusaMm ce MOpa ITOCTaBUTH 32 OKOCHHILY, TO jECT IIOJI,
6ynyher npuspenHor pa3sBoja Kocanmukor kpaja.
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