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Caxerak: lleHTpanmHO NIHTaTEHE OBOI paga TH4e ce reorpadckor mpocropa cxBalieHOr y CMHCIY IOBE3aHHX H
Meljy3aBUCHHX eJleMeHaTa MPHUPOAHE M aHTpomoreHe cpenuHe. [eorpadceku mpoctop u hopme reorpadckor mpocTopa
(reornpoCTOPHOCTH) JIOBOZIE CE Y BE3y C JIOTHKOM IIPOCTOpa M MPOCTOPHIM MHIBEEHEM Ka0 PecypcoM M MHHILIM]aTHIM
(akTOpOoM pa3BOjHUX MpoIleca HA CBHM HHBOMMAa T€OIPOCTOPHE OpraHM3allfje, Of JIOKaTHOr 1o TiobamHor. OBO
CTaHOBUIIITE MMO3UIIMOHIpPA reorpadujy Kao HayKy o reorpad)ckoM mpocTopy U (popMama reonpoCTOPHOCTH.
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TEOPUJCKA U [TPAKTUYHA [TUTABA Y THEORETICAL AND PRACTICAL

BE3U C [TIPOCTOPOM U TI'EOI'PAOCKUM
I[TPOCTOPOM

[Ipoctop 1 Bpujeme cy iBa OCHOBHA NTUTaba
Koja, Beh BHjeKoBHMa, IpUBIIaYe MaXKby HayYHUKA
pasnuuute opujentanuje. Illta je mpocrop? Ha
OBO MHUTamE HayKa oIl HUje Jaja KOHAYaH U
OMILTENPUXBATIHLUB OJroBop. Mnak, Hajuenthe,
T0/] OIIITUM [IOJMOM MPOCTOP MOAPa3yMHjeBaMO
yHuBep3yM. Kako je HacTao u 1mTa ra cBe YMHU
TO jOII YBHJE€K HE3HAMO. 3HaMO Jia 1ocToje Opoje

QUESTIONS IN LINE WITH SPACE AND
GEOGRAPHICAL SPACE

Space and time are two fundamental
issues which have been attracting the attention
of different scientists for centuries. What
is space? Science still has not provided a
final and generally accepted answer to this
question. Nevertheless, it is the universe
what we generally perceive as space. One
thing we do not know for certain is how it
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XHUIIOTEe3€ O]l KOjUX OHa 0 Bemmkom mpacky, 3a
caa, uma Hajehy moapmiky. Ilo Toj xumnoresu
MarepHja, IpoCTop U BpHUjeMe HACTANIU CY Y HCTOM
MOMEHTY, IIITO 3HAa4H J]a YMHE jeAUHCTBO. [Ipema
MCTOj XUIOTE3H MPOCTOP Ce MIHUPH, Yy oxpehenom
MOMEHTY TOYHIbE JIa C€ CaKMMa I1a OTEeT Jia ce
mupu ¥ Tako nuxinyHo?!!!. biwka ogpenHuna
MIPOCTOPa MMa reorpagcky JMMEH3HU]Y, 1a C THM
Y BE3H, TOBOPUMO O reorpap)ckom mpocropy 1 o
reorpagju mpocropa, Te o reorpadckoj HayIu
KOja 3a MpeaMeT MpoyyaBamka MUMa MPETXOIHO
CIIOMEHYTE MOJMOBHE KaTeropuje — reorpadcku
pocTOop U reorpadujy npocropa.

,»3a reorpadujy (Hayky o reorpadckom
npocropy, npum, P. I') cy BaskHe Tpu JOMUHAHTHE
uzeje o MpupoIu NpocTopa u BpemeHa. Teopuja
aTriCOJIyTHOT TIPOCTOpa C€ YIJaBHOM Be3yje
3a KJIACUYHY MEXaHUKY U HbyTHOBY (u3HKYy.
PenaruBHa TeopHja je YBpCTO Be3aHa 3a Asbepra
Anmrajua. Tpeha je penaruBucTHYKA KOHIIETILH] A
Koja moruue ox JlajOHMIA, anu Koja joul uMa
crnendennke y puno3opckumM pagosuma Angppena
H. Bajrxajna u Xenpuja Jledpespa. Ox HbyTtHa
MOTUYE PA3TUKOBAHE AlICOIYTHOT U PEIaTHBHOT
pOCTOpa, IITO je CTBap O MPBOPa3PEIHOT
3Ha4aja 3a METOMIOJIOTH]y CaBpeMeHe reorpaduje.
[To JlajOHuIy, mMpOCTOp j€ CKYIN Yy3ajaMHHUX
MHTEpaKIMja objexara, OrpaHMYEHUX HAYMHOM
BUXOBOT pa3MeniTaja. CBaku MpoLec MPOU3BOAH
CBOj BiacTuTH npoctop u Bpeme (I'punh, 2010,
cTp. 2-3).

[Toceban yTtunaj y Haynu, ykbydyjyhu u
reorpadujy noceOHO XyMaHUCTHUKY, UMAJIH CY
¢dunozodeku nmornenu M. Kanra o mpocropy kao
MHTYUTUBHOM ITpou3Boay. OH ofiBaja MpocTop ox
BpEMeHa, cMaTpa Ja MpoCTOp HUje CyICTaHIIa,
Kao HU BpHjeMe, Beh je ,, alpuOpHH 3HAK
YHYTpAIIBbUX pealuja, Koju He MPOUCTUYE U3
HCKYCTBa, HETO je yHuBep3anan' (ibidem, ctp. 4).

[Tocmatpano u3 yria caBpeMene reorpadje,
reorpa)cKu MpPOCTOp je apeHa CBEYKYIHHX
IPYUWTBEHUX TIpoleca ojapeheHux yTuiajem
eseMeHata u (pakropa rimobanHor reorpadcekor
npoctopa u (QopmMamMa TEONPOCTOpPHE
opraHu3zaiyje (TepuTopHjaan3aluje MOJTUTHIKNX,
€KOHOMCKHX, KYJITYpHHUX U OCTaJIMX CHCTEMa
y hopMu mojeaMHaYHUX Ap’KaBa WM CaBe3a
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was created and what it comprises. However,
there is knowledge of many hypotheses
among which the Big Bang theory has so
far been most advocated for. According to
this hypothesis, matter, time and space were
created simultaneously, which means they
jointly make a unity. Furthermore, this same
hypothesis claims that space expands until
it reaches a point of contraction and then
expands again, which tends to be a recurring
process?!!!. A narrower definition of space
is the geographical one, which brings us to
the geographical space, the geography of
space, and finally, the geographical science
which studies the aforementioned notions
— geographical space and the geography of
space.

,In geography (science about geographical
space, note by R. G.), there are three dominant
ideas of the nature of space and time. The
Theory of Absolute Space is usually connected
with Classical Mechanics and Newton’s
physics. The Theory of Relativity is tightly
connected with Albert Einstein. The third one
is the relativistic concept originally posed by
Leibniz and honoured in Alfred N. Whitehead’s
and Henri Lefebvre’s philosophical papers.
It was Newton who made first distinctions
between the absolute and relative space,
which was of an utmost pertinence for modern
geographical methodology. According to
Leibniz, space is a set of interactions among
objects, which is limited by their distribution.
Each process generates its own space and
time* (I'punh, 2010, p. 2-3).

Immanuel Kant’s philosophical
observations on space presented as an intuitive
product has an immense scientific impact,
particularly in the field of human geography.
He made distinctions between space and time
and believed that neither space not time were
substances but rather ,, an apriori sign of
internal relations which did not emerge from
experience and was universal® (ibidem, p. 4).

From the aspect of modern geography,
geographical space is an arena comprising all
social processes determined by the imapct of
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npxkasa). [IpakTH4HO, MM JJaHAC HEMAMO HUTH
jenaH BaJbaH PA3yor Ja OW MOCTABWIH MMHUTAHE
mTa je mpocTop (MHUCIH ce Ha Teorpadcku
npocrop). LljenucxonHa nurama THUY Ce
uACHTU(UKAIM]e KOPUCHUKA MPOCTOpa, HAYMHA
KOpHUIITEeHha, MOJIeNIa OpraHu3aluje U Mojerna
pasBoja reorpadckor mpoctopa. Takohe, BaxxHa
NUTamba TUUYY ce M NIpoOieMaTHKe 3allTHTe
poCTOpa, pEeBHTANM3AIMje HAPYHIEHUX H
YIPO’KEHUX TEONPOCTOPHUX CUCTEMA U CIIMYHO.

VY Be3u ¢ mpocTopoMm, OpUTaHCKU reorpad
JI. XapBej Kaxe Ja LEHTPATHO MUTAHmE HHjE
»lra je mpoctop?, Beh: ,, Kako pasnuuute
JbYACKE MPaKCe CTBApajy M KOPUCTE Pa3IUyUTe
KoHLenTyanu3amnuje npocropa“? (Harvej, 1994,
cTp, 4-6). YHUBep3alHO NHUTamE MPOCTOpa,
yKJbY4yjyhu u reorpad)cku mpocTop, HEOIBOJUBO
je on BpemeHa. [IpakTu4Ho, BpHUjeMe U MpocTop
YHHE jeIMHCTBO, 1A j€ I[jeINCXOIHO TOBOPUTH
U 0 yTUIajy BpemeHa Ha (opme reorpadckor
poCTOpA.

Bpujeme koje je u3a Hac CTBApIIO je, pa3apaio
Y TTIOHOBO CTBApasio HOBE MaTepHjajIHe, KyJITypHE,
MOJINTUYKE, TEPUTOPHjaTHE U ciuuHe (opme
reorpakor mpocropa, 3a Koje ce Moxe pehwu
Jla TIPEACTaBJbajy PENaTUBHO NudepeHIupane
reonpoctopHe cucreme. Ho, peanan reorpadcku
MIPOCTOP U POpPME reONPOCTOPHOCTH HUCY CAMO
MIPOU3BO/] MPOLLIOT BpeMeHa. HampoTtus, oHe cy
MOJIj€/IHAKO, WJIM jJOUI BHIIE, pe3yaTar Oyayher
BpeMeHa u norpeda Oynyhux renepanuja. Jlakie,
nocrojehe gopme reorpadckor mpocropa, ceM
CaJIallliberT, pe3yaTar cy Hernoctojehux BpemeHa
(mpouutor u Oyayher) W TpPOjeKTOBAHUX
notpeba Oynyhux renepamnuja. 3aBHUCHO O
MOjeIMHAYHUX a Yemhe yKyNMHHUX Iapamerapa
re0NpPOCTOPHOCTH, reorpadcke popme umajy
reHepuuky yiory. Ta ymora je, mo HpBUIY,
IIPOM]je1Ba U MOJIOKHA ,,caMOPa3BOjy*, NaKie
YTHUIIA]y CONCTBEHUX CTPYKTYpa KOje UMajy yJIory
caMoOpasBoja alld U yTHIA]y CIOJBHUX (POpMH.
YenyT pedeHo, camo jake (opme reorpadcekor
MIPOCTOPA, Y CMUCITY BEIMKUX HAPOAA, BETUKUX
KyATypa, pa3BUjeHUX LMBHIN3ALN]ja, CHAKHUX
MOJIMTUYKUX CUCTEMA, CHAKHUX JIP’KaBa, caBe3a
JpKaBa U CJI, OCTBApUJIE Cy F€HEPUUKY YJIOTY,
ca cBuM obnuuuma manudecranuje. CacBum

elements and factors of global space and formm
of geospatial organization (territorialization
of political, economic, cultural, and other
systems organized as individual states or
state federations). Nowadays, we virtually
have no reason to ask what space is (by this
we refer to geographical space). Appropriate
questions are those that attempt to identify
the users of space, usage modes, models of
organization, and models of development
within geographical space. In addition,
pertinent questions are concerned with issues
of space protection, revitalization of debased
and endangered geospatial systems, etc.

Speaking of space, D. Harvey, a British
geographer, believes that the central question
is not ,,What is space? but rather ,,How do
different human practices create and use
different space conceptualizations“? (Harvey,
1994, p. 4-6). The universal issue of space,
including geographial space, cannot be
observed separately from time. Time and space
virtually make a unity so it is appropriate
to speak of the impact of time on the forms
within geographical space.

Time has created, destroyed and recreated
material, cultural, political, territorial and
other forms within geographical space, which
represent relatively differentiated forms of
geospatiality. In addition, these forms are also
a result of future times and needs of future
generations. Hence, the existing forms of
geographical space, not only the current ones,
are a result of non-existing times (past and
future) and projected needs of generations to
come. Depending on both individual and total
parameters of geospatiality, geographical
forms have a generic role. As a rule, this
role is variable and susceptible to “self-
development”, i.e. it is prone to fall under
the impact of its own structures that have
their role in self- development as well as
the impact of external forms. Besides, it is
only the strong forms within a geographical
space, such as grand peoples, large cultures,
highly-advanced civilization, strong political
systems, powerful states, or state federations,
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peajHa MUTama y CMHUCIY: KOJUM HapoauMa M
3amTo Oaml BUMa je Mpumajaaia, uid 1 3amiTo
HEKMM M JlaHac Mpunajga TakBa (reHepuyKa)
yJora, oiesia Ou Hac y MojujebeHa MUILJbEHhA.
Ho, nmpuxBatsbuBUM c€ MOTY cMarpaTu OHa Koja
MOYMBAjy Ha JIOTHIH reorpag)ckor mpocropa,
y OKBHPY KOjer cy HacTaje pazIuuuTe KylType,
JIOKTpUHE, cTpareruje... Jlakine, reorpagcke
dopme Ccy CTpaTeUIKM pa30jHU PECypCHU H
¢dakTop mpoMmjeHa reorpadckor mpocropa Ha
CBUM HHMBOHMMAa T€ONpPOCTOpPHE OpTraHU3aluje
(Tepuropujanuzanyje).

KpymHa reononutryka, KyaTypHa, eKOHOMCKA
U COIMjalTHa MUTamka y TN00aTHOM reorpadckoM
MPOCTOPY HMajy HCTOPHJCKY M CaBpEMEHY
JUMEH3M]y U TOYMBAjy Ha JIOTHIM IPOCTOpa
U TPOCTOPHOr Mulbewma. Ho, 3ajeqHUYKH
MMEHHTEJb OBUX MTUTaMka YBHUjEK j€ OO MOKYIIa]
npeypehema cBujeTa ¢ MUbeM CTBapama HOBUX
¢dopmu (Mozena) MpoCTOpHE OpraHu3anuje, mo
BOJBH YTULAJHUX (paKTOpa CBjeTCKe MOhH.

[TojMOBHO ¥ CYIITHHCKH, TiI00anan
reorpa)cku mMpocTop MPeTCTaBsba jeAMHCTBEH
MYJITHIUMEH3UOHAJIAH CHCTEM Y KOjeM
pasnukyjeMo OpojHe mojcucteme (IMpUpOIHE,
nemorpadcke, KylITypHe, EKOHOMCKE, COLIUjalIHE,
MOJIUTHYKE... Y OKBUPY TOT IPOCTOPA OJBHjajy
ce OpojHM U BeoMa CIIOKEHHU MPOIECH.
[TocmarpaHo ¢ acmekTa opraHu3anuje OJHOCHO
TepUTOpHUjaIn3anyje, mpouece y IiIo0aHOM
reorpa)ckoM MpOCTOPY MOKEMO MOCMAaTpaTH
y CMHCIy JIejCTBa €JIeMeHaTa reornpocTopa Ha
cucreM (reorpadcky Gopmy) U J1ejcTBa cUCTeMa
(reorpadcke popme) Ha eneMeHTe TeoNpoCTopa.
C npyre crtpaHe, mpolecu y TI00aTHOM
reorpag)cKoM IpoCTOpy, MUCIIH C€ Ha CBEYKYITHE
JpYIITBEHE MpoIlece, TUPEKTHA CYy MOCJbeaula
MehynejcTBa TEepUTOpHjaTHUX CHUCTEMA Tj.
MehyznejcTBa reorpagckux GopMu. Y KOHTEKCTY
NpeTXoAHUX (opMynanuja HEU30CTABHO je
y3eTH (PU3UYKH IPOCTOP U CBE HETOBE PECypCHE
OJTMKE Kao (hakTop pa3BOjHHX Mpoleca U
reoNnpoCTOPHE OpTaHHU3alMje Yy PazIUYUTUM
(opmama reornpoCcTOpHOCTH.

C HayyHOT M MPAKTHYHOI CTAHOBHUIITBA
TEPUTOPUjAIIHU CUCTEMH 4YHWHE CYIITUHY
rmobanHor reorpadckor MpocTopa, OHU CY
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that achieve their generic role in all forms of
manifestation. Hence, logical questions rise
such as: which peoples and why they had or
have one such generic role, but this discussion
may certainly cause opposed opinions. Still,
acceptable are the questions that concern the
logics of geographical space within which
different cultures, doctrines and strategies
appeared. Therefore, geographical forms are
strategic development resources and factors
of changes of geographical space at all levels
of geospatial organization (territorialization).

Big geopolitical, cultural, economic and
social issues within the global geographical
space have their own hystorical and modern
dimensions and rest upon the logics of space
and spatial thinking. Still, an attempt to
rearrange the world in order to generate new
forms (models) of spatial organization in line
with the will of powerful global factors has
always been a common denominator for all
these issues.

Conceptually and fundamentally, the
global geographical space is a unique
multidimensional system in which there are
many subsystems (natural, demographic,
cultural, economic, social, political). Within
this space, there are multiple complex
processes taking place. From the aspect of
organization, i.e. territorialization, processes
within the global geographical space may
be observed in line with the impact that
elements of geospace have on a system
(geographical form) and the impact that
a system (geographical form) has on the
elements of geospace. On the other hand,
processes within the global geographical space
(by this we refer to the total social processes)
are a direct consequence of interactions of
territorial systems, i.e. geographical forms.
Considering the aforementioned formulations,
it is inevitable to reflect on the physical space
and all its resource properties that are factors
of development processes and geospatial
organization manifested through different
forms of geospatiality.

From scientific and practical aspects,
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»j€laH OJ HajANHAMUYHUJUX TPOCTOPHO-
(YHKIMOHATHUX M MPOCTOPHOOPTaHU3AIMOHUX
o0JIMKa Jhy/ICKe )KMBOTHE MaHHU(ecTaluje, Koja
ce KOHKPETHO HCII0JbaBa KPO3 MPOCTOPHE BE3e U
OIHOCE, IPOCTOPHY OpPTraHU3alM]jy U Pacrofjely,
IUCIIEPCU]y W KOHILEHTpAlHjy eJeMeHaTa,
NPOCTOPHO-(DYHKIIMOHAIHY TOJapHU3alujy
YBOPHUX Tadaka W pejoHa, KoHpHUTypauujy
pa3MerniTaja eJleMeHara, TUIOJOUIKE OJUTHKE U
3aKOHUTOCTH HUXO0Be Mopdomoruje utH... Y
Ipolecy Hay4yHOT I03HaBama IeonpocTopa
(reorpadckor mpoctopa, mpum. P. T.) u
reorpadckux cucrema (ToJacucTemMa riodamTHoT
reorpadckor npoctopa, npum. P. I'.) mocebHo ce
UCTHYE MPOOIeM mapaMeTpu3aliije eleMeHara 1
nojasa. OBaj mpo6ieM je TeHepaTHO U TEOPH])CKH
peIIuB, a IPAaKTUYHO U KOHKPEHTHO U3BOJJBHB Y
OrpaHUYeHHM pa3Mepama, 300r OrpoMHOT Opoja
eJIeMeHara M CKOpo HecaMepJbUBOT Opoja Be3a y
CJIOKEHUM CHCTEMHMa Teorpad)CcKor mpocTopa.
Crora je HyaH MOCTyNakK reHepaiu3alyje,
arperoBama © u30opa mnporpama, Koju
nponyosbyje NMHUTamke IMOY3JaHOCTH HAy4yHOT
npeaBuhama W yHOpaBJbauKOT JI€IOBamA,
YCMEPEHOT Ka OCTBApeHmy MOXKEJbHUX CTamba
NPOCTOPHO-PYHKIIMOHAIIHE OpraHu3aluje
U TIOHAllalka MPUPOAHUX M AHTPOIOTECHHUX
reorpadckux cucrema (mojacucrema, npum. P.
I)* (PamoBanoBuh, 1989, cTp. 10-11).

VY caBpeMEHUM T'EOMOTUTUYKUM U OCTaJIHM
IPYIITBEHUM YCIOBUMA KJbY4YHU (akTop
OopraHu3aluje OJHOCHO TEpPUTOpPHjaTu3allje
rmobanHor reorpackor mpocTopa IMOYUBaA
Ha ToceOHOCTUMA TiHoOamHOT reorpadcKor
MIPOCTOpa, Y OKBUPY KOj€T; U Y JaTUM MPUIIUKaMa,
KJbYYHY yJIOT'Y MOTY MMAaTH, MOjeIUHAYHO WIIH
y canejcTBy, (U3UYKH MPOCTOP, MPUPOIHH
pecypcu, JbYACKH pPECypCH, TEXHOJOUIKH
pecypcu, HHPpacTPyKTYpHHU PECYpPCH, €KOJIOIIKH
pecypcu.. YmpaBo, CIOMEHyTe€ NOCEOHOCTH
Cy CTpaTelIKu pecypc reorpadckor mpocropa
U TOKpeTauku (axTop T1I00aNHUX TMporeca
KOjU BOJIe K& HOBHM OOJHIIMIMa T'€OMPOCTOPHE
opraHu3aiyje OJHOCHO TEpUTOpHUjaIH3aLH]e.
VY cMuciIy NpeTXOJHOT, Ha CICHH je MOKYLIAj
0TeJI0TBOPEeHa MPOjEKTOBAHOT MOJENIa HOBOT
CBjETCKOT TIOPETKa, ajli ¥ OJUTy4YaH OTIIOp Y YHj0]

territorial systems represent the core of global
geographical space and they are ,,one of
most dynamic spatial-functional and spatial-
organizational forms of human manifestation,
which are directly visible through spatial
connections and relations, spatial organization
and distribution, dispersion and concentration
of elements, spatial-functional polarization
of nodal points and regions, configuration of
element distribution, typological properties
and laws of their morphology, etc. The
issue of estimating parameters of elements
and phenomena is crucial for the process of
scientific study of geospace (geographical
space, note by R. G.) and geographical systems
(subsystems of the global geographical space,
note by R. G.). This issue is generally and
theoretically explicable but from a practical
point of view it is restrainedly addressable
due to a vast number of elements and almost
limitless amount of connections within the
complex systems of geographical space.
Therefore, it is essential to generalize,
aggregate and select a program that might
thoroughly address the matter of reliability of
scientific forecast and management targeting
complimentary states of spatial-functional
organization and behavior of both natural
and anthropogenic geographical systems
(subsystems, note by R. G.)*“ (PagoBanosuh,
1989, p. 10—-11).

Under modern geopolitical and
other social conditions, the key factor of
organization, i.e. territorialization of the
global geographical space rests upon the
idiosyncrasies of the global geographical
space within which the physical space,
natural resources, technological resources,
infrastructural resources and ecological
resources play the key role, either individually
or jointly. It is the idiosyncrasy that is the
strategic resource of a geographical space and
actuating factor of global processes that lead
towards new forms of geospatial organization,
i.e. territorialization. In this regard, there is
a current attempt of embodyment of the
projected model of new world order as well
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j€ MO3aJAMHUA MOJEN MYJTHIIONAPHOT CBHUjETa U
opraHusalyje rodarHor reorpadckor mpocTopa
(I'marto et all, 2016, cTp. 202-204).

I'EOI'PAOUJA TTPOCTOPA, ®YHKIIUJE
[TPOCTOPA, ITPOCTOPHO MUIIJBELE U
JIOI'KA ITPOCTOPA

Beh cmo nperxoaHo neduHMCAIN CYyIITUHY
1o0aHor reorpad)CKor MpocTopa M Ha3HAYMIIH
OCHOBHE (haKTOpE reonpocTpHe AU epeHIrjaluje
OIHOCHO TepuTopHjanu3anyje. Ipyrum pujeunma,
KaJ TOBOPUMO O TEpPUTOPHUjAIM3ALNjU MHU
yCcTBapH roBopuMo o reorpaduju npocropa. Cem
OonmTUX (U3HUKO-TeorpadCKUX 3aKOHHUTOCTU
U 3aKOHOMJEPHOCTH pacHpocTpamema
MPUPOAHO-TEOrpaCKUX CUCTEMA Y IIOOATHOM
reorpa)ckoM MpPOCTOpy, reorpaduja mpocropa
ofipeheHa je MMPEeKTHUM U MOCPETHUM ePEeKTHMA
reonpoCTOpHE AHUCIEpP3Uje TEeONMOJUTUUKHX,
€KOHOMCKHUX, TEXHOJIOIIKNX, (PUHAHCHU]JCKHUX,
TPXKUIIHUX, HHPPACTYKTYPHUX U OCTAIHX
reocucerMa. IbuxoB edekar ce maHudecryje
HHU30M HOBUX (PYHKIMOHAITHUX, MOP(HOIOIIKUX U
(bU3HOHOMCKHUX 00JIHKa Y reorpad)ckoM MpoCTopy,
KOJU y ILJETMHH Y3€TO YMHE HOBY BPHjEIHOCT
u J00MBajy ynory TreHepuukor (axkropa y
reorpa)ckoM mpocTopy. Y Be3W C MPETXOTHHM,
Ipeur3Ha MapaMeTpH3anuja CIOMEHYTHX
reorpadckux ¢GopmH, MOjeAUHAYHO HUIU Y
TEPUTOPHUjaTHOM CUCTEMY KOjer OHE JIe(hUHMIILLY,
071 MOCEOHOT je HAayYHOT M MPAaKTUYHOT 3Havaja
3a carjieflaBambe YIIOTre JaTor TEPUTOPHjaITHOT
cHCTeMa y TOIJIely HeroBor ,,caMopa3Boja‘, ajau
Y HETOBE TEHEPUUKE YIIOTe U3BaH CUCTEMA KOjH je
npezaemMer napamerpusauuje. Tako, y onpehenum
NpUIMKaMa, TojeuHe popMe raror reorpadckor
CHCTEeMa, 3aBUCHO O]l BPHjEIHOCHUX MOKA3aTesba,
no0uBajy IUPH PETHOHAIHM Na M II00aTHU
3HA4yaj ¥ TOCTajy MPEeaMET Pa3IMIUTHX CIIOJBHUX
MHTEpeca U yTHUIaja.

I'mo6anan reorpadcku MpocTop ¢ 003UpoM Ha
MIPUPOJIHE U AHTPOIIOTEHE CTPYKTYypEe U HUXOBY
TEPUTOPUJATTHOCT MPEJCTaBJba BEOMa CIIOKEH
cucreM. Kpo3 ucCTOpHjcKH TpoIec MOjeIuHU
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as a strong resistance supported by the model
of multipolar world and organization of the
global geographical space (I'maro et all, 2016,
p. 202-204).

GEOGRAPHY OF SPACE, FUNCTIONS
OF SPACE, SPATIAL THINKING AND
LOGICS OF SPACE

We have already defined the essence of
global geographical space and singled out
the basic factors of geospatial differentiation,
i.e. territorialization. In other words, by
territorialization we mean the geography
of space. Apart from general physical-
geographical laws of distribution of natural-
geographical systems within the global
geographical space, geography of space is
determined by direct and indirect effects
of geospatial dispersion of geopolitical,
economic, technological, financial, market,
infrastructural and other geosystems. Their
effects are manifested through a whole
range of new functional, morphological
and physiognomical forms in geographical
space, which sum up to structure a new
value and and gain a role of a generic factor
within geographical space. Hence, a precise
parametrization of the aforementioned
geographical forms, either individually or
within their territorial system, is crucial
from both scientific and practical aspects in
order for us to perceive the role of a given
territorial system, its ‘self-development’, and
its generic role outside the target system that
is being subject to parametrization. Under
specific circumstances, some forms of a
given geographical system (depending on
the indicator values) obtain a wider regional
and global pertinence and become subject to
different external interests and impacts.

The global geographical space represents
a complex system taking into account the
natural and anthropogenic structures and
their territoriality. Throughout history,
some parts of the global geographical space
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JIMjeNIOBH II00aJIHOT Treorpadckor mpocTopa y
pa3nMuuTEM (opMaMa reonpoCTOPHOCTH, 300T
MOJIOKaja KOjer UMajy, aTpaKTHBHOCTH pecypca
KOJUM DAcHoJOXy M CJlI, YeCTO Cy OWiIM Ha
yAapy pa3iHuuTHX MOTUTHYKHX, €KOHOMCKHX,
KyATYpHUX, U CIWYHHX yTumaja. Ilpaktuuno,
pecypcu u QyHKIUje TIOjeIMHUX TeOMPOCTOPHUX
cucTeMa, y JaTUM UCTOPHUjCKUM TpUIIMKaMa, Cy
TeHepUYKH (AKTOp PA3TMUUTUM PA3BOJHHUHM
MpoLIeCMa U HOBUM (popMamMa IreorpoCTOPHOCTH.
Bpojuu cy npuMjepu reHepruke yiaore oapehennx
TeONPOCTOPHUX cucTeMa (reorpadckux GopMu) Ha
TIOJIMTUYKH, EKOHOMCKH, COLIUjAJTHH 1A ¥ KYJATYPHH
pa3Boj y m1obamHOM reorpa)ckoM IpoCcTopy WU
y oapeheHum aujenoBuMa rirodaHor reorpadcekor
npocropa. 3emibe Oorare HadTom (brucku
Uctok, Cpenmwu Hctok, CjeBepHa Adpuka..),
TOKOM JIBaJIECETOT BHjE€Ka JOCTHIVIE Cy 3aBHUJaH
HUBO JIPYLITBEHO-EKOHOMCKOT pa3Boja. Y HCTO
BpHUjeMe, 3axBasbyjyhu n3Bo3y HadTe, OHE Cy
ouse y QyHKIHMjU OIIITET — II00ATHOT pa3Boja.
VY npoMHjeHEeHUM T€ONOIUTHYKUM YCIIOBUMA,
3axBaJjbyjyhu ympaBo HaTH Kao pa3BOjoM
pecypcy OHe CY, y TeONOJIUTHLH ,,HOBOT CBjETCKOT
MopeTKa‘“, JJOXKHBjeJie CTPAXOBUTA pa3apama U
JECTPYKIM]y CUCTEMA BPUjETHOCTH.

3aHUMIBMBE TIOIVIENIE HA MPOCTOP, U HETOBO
MJECTO y TCONOJHUTHIIM, U3HHO j€ XPBATCKH
reorpad (momutuuku reorpad) P. [TaBuh. ¥V Besu
C MPOCTOPOM HAaIJIaIlaBa MUTAE ,,JOBOJbHOCTH
U HEJOBOJLHOCTH IKUBOTHOT TIPOCTOpA
(Lebensraum), 1 mocrasJba nuTame: ,,Mima nm 3a
CBaKora JOBOJbHO KHBOTHOT POCTOTpA, KOjU je
OCHOBA JIP’)KaBHOCTH U JAHAIHE ONCTOJHOCTU
u OyayhHocTHM HEKOT €THUKyMa (pe3epBHH
Lebensraum)?“ V Be3u ¢ oBuM nutameM, [1aBuh
aHaJU3upa CMHUCA0 HEMauke HAlMOHAJIMCTUYKE
TeOIOJINTUKE, KOja pjelliermhe CBUX IMpoliema
Hemauke BUM y 0CBajamy )KUBOTHOT IIPOCTOPA,
OZTHOCO y TEOIOJUTHYKO] TEPUTOPHjATH3AIH]H
npoctopa. HacynpoT oBoM KOHLIENTY ,,caBpeMEHH "
NPUCTYN OCBajamby IMOOAIHOr Teorpadckor
npocropa, kako ucruue P. [laBuh, moumBa Ha
KalmuTanxy Kao CPEICTBY TEPUTOPHjalu3aluje
OHOCHO ocBajama mpocrtopa (ITaBuh, 2012,
crp. 63). Unak, npuje Ou ce Moo pehu aa cy y
CaBpEMEHUM YCIIOBMMA Ha CLIEHH 00a KOHLENTa

and different forms of geospatiality have
often been influenced by different political,
economic, cultural and other impacts due
to their location, available resources etc.
Practically, resources and functions of
specific geospatial systems are a generic
factor of different development processes
and new forms of geospatiality under given
historical circumstances. There are many
instances of this generic role that certain
geographical systems (geographical forms)
have in the political, economic, social, and
even cultural development within the global
geographical space or within some of its
parts. In 20™ century, oil-rich countries
(Middle East, North, Africa, etc.) reached a
high level of social-economic development.
At the same time, these countries were in
a function of a general-global development
due to oil export. Under altered geopolitical
conditions, because of the oil resource, they
suffered vast destruction and devastation of
the system of values within the “new world
order” geopolitics.

R. Pavi¢, a Croatian geographer (political
geographer) presented some interesting
observations on space and its role in
geopolitics. He emphasized the matter of
»sufficiency and insufficiency of life space
(Lebensraum) and posed the following
question: ,,Is there enough life space for
everybody, which would make the foundation
of statehood, present consistency, and some
future ethnicum (backup Lebensraum)?* In
this regard, Pavi¢ analyzed the substance of
German nationalist geopolitics that perceives
the conquest of life space, i.e. geopolitical
territorialization of space, as a solution to all
German problems. Opposite to this concept
lies the “modern” approach to winning the
global geographical space which, according
to Pavi¢, rests upon the capital as a means of
territorialization, i.e. space conquest (ITaBuh,
2012, p. 63). Nevertheless, we should point
out that both these concepts of the global
geographical space territorialization are
present under the modern conditions. In
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TEpUTOpHUjaTU3alMje TI00aNHOT reorpadcekor
npocTtpopa. OBy KOHcTarauujy Ha HajOOJbH
HauuH TOTBplhyje moiuTHKa ,,HOBOT CBjETCKOT
nopetka“, npenBohena nuarepecrnma CA /| u ieHnx
CaBE3HHUKA.

VY Be3u ¢ mpocropom IlaBuh ananusupa
HEKOJIMKO BeoMa OUTHHX OJIJIKA OBOT, TIOjMOBHO,
CPYKTYpPHO, (QYHKIIMOHATHO M TMPOOJIIEMCKH,
HajCIIoKeHH]jer 00jeKTHBHO nocrtojeher peHomena
KOJH je TPEeAMET JbYy/ACKE CIIO3Haje, IPU YeMy,
CaCBHM Pa3JI0KHO, KOHCTATYje J1a C€ Y CAaBPEMEHIM
TEXHOJIOIIKUM YCJIOBHMA IPOCTOP ,,CAKMUMA, ILITO
3HAYM Jia yAaJbeHOCTH u3Mely onpeheHnx Tauaka
MONPHUMajy pPEJIaTUBHO 3HaueHe, MPAKTUYHO
,TI0CTajy* cBe Mame. YCTBAapH, YIa/beHOCTH Ce
BUIIIE HE Mjepe AY)KMHCKMM Beh BpeMEeHCKHM
jenununama. TexHomoka gocturayha, HapoOUIUTO
y 00J1aCTH BOjHE MH/IyCTpPHje aJld ¥ MUPHOJI00CKE,
O]l TIPECYAHOI Cy 3Hayaja 3a CBAKU IOKYIIAj
0CBajama MpoCcTopa.

Bakna nurama y Be3H ¢ IPOCTOPOM TUUY C€
U TepUTOpHjau3aluje oape)eHuX reonoaIuTHKa
U JOKTPHHA, IPU YeMY, MPETXOAHO CIIOMEHYTH
ayTop, aHaiu3upa cmucao aokrpune Heartland
— Rimland, y okBupy koje KoHCTaTyje na ,,
MIOJIUTHKA OKPY’KEHha IPBEHCTBEHO JECT IMOTUTHKA
Y Te0CTpaTelIKa JOKTPUHA, ajli, OHA CE OCTBapyje
caMoO M jeJMHO TEK y YBjeTHMMa onrosapajyhe
TepUTOpUjaIH3anrje, Tj. MOpa OUTH y CKIIAIy C
ofpeheHnM mpocTtopHuUM mnonoxkajem* (ibidem,
cTp. 62).

O 3Hauajy >KMBOTHOT IpOCTOpa 3a oapehene
HapoJe W YIJIO03W XKUBOTHOT IpPOCTOpa Yy
TeoNOoNUTUIM jeaHe apxase, P. [laBuh HaBoam
npumjep W3paena. Koncraryje na he 3060r
pacta Opoja CTaHOBHMKA JIp>KaBe, 300T BUCOKE
rycrohe HaceJbeHOCTH, 300T BeOMa OrpaHHYCHUX
MoryhHOCTH BpenHOBama CKOPO IOJOBHUHE
JP’KaBHOT TPOCTOPA KOjU UMa OOUIBEXK]E IyCTHIbE,
OTPaHUYECHUX PE3EPBH BOJE U CI., MOTpede 3a
KHUBOTHUM IPOCTOPOM CTaHOBHHUINITBA M3paena
6utn cBe Behe. 3aro, CBy 10caallby, JaHAIIBY U
Oynyhy reononutuxy M3paena tpeba carienaBatu
y HacTojamy Jia ce cadyBa 3ay3eTd HpOCTop, a
TO ce HajO0oJbe MOXKE OCTBAPUTH HACEJbABAHEM
OJTHOCHO TepHUTOpHjanu3anujom JeBpeja Ha
3ay3eTuM Teputoprjama (ibidem, ctp. 64).
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addition, it is best supported by the “new
world order” politics advocated by the
interests of USA and its allies.

Speaking of space, Pavi¢ further analyzes
some pertinent properties of this conceptually,
structurally, functionally and essentially
most complex existing phenomenon subject
to human cognition, in which process he
rationally infers that space “amasses” under
modern technological conditions, which
means that distance among specific points
obtains relative meaning, i.e. it practically
“becomes” smaller. Actually, distance is
no longer measured by length but rather by
time units. Technological advancements are
crucial for each attempt of space conquest,
particularly those innovations within the field
of military industry.

Some pertinent questions on space also
address the territorialization of certain
geopolitics and doctrines, in which process
the aforementioned author analyzes the
essence of the Heartland — Rimland doctrine
and deduces that ,politics of ambience is,
above all, politics and geostrategic doctrine
that is attainable only under the conditions
of the appropriate territorialization, i.e. it
must be in compliance with a specific spatial
position” (ibidem, p. 62).

R. Pavi¢ sets the example of Israel in order
to demonstrate the relevance that life space
has for specific peoples and the role of life
space in a state’s geopolitics. He concludes
that needs for life space of Israel population
will grow due to population growth, high
population density, limited opportunities for
evaluation of almost half the state area that is
registered as deserts, limited water reserves,
etc. Hence, the overall previous, present and
future geopolitics of Israel should focus on
an attempt to preserve the occupied space
which might be best achieved by inhabitation,
i.e. territorialization of the Jews within the
occupied territories (ibidem, p. 64).

The same author acknowledges that ,,some
phenomena and processes must be exactly
as they are because the content of the space
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[TpeTxomHo CIIOMEHYTH ayTop UCTHYE 1A ,,HeKe
10jaBe M MPOILIECH MOpajy OUTH YIpPaBO TAaKBH
KaKBH jeCy 3aTo IITO CaJpKaj IPOCTOpa U HEroB
nonoxxaj Hamehy ozpehene GpyHkIMje Kao )KUBOTHA
pjemema“ (Pavi¢, 2012, ctp. 62). C TuMm y Beswu,
MOXKEMO 3aKJbYUHTH J1a TOCTOjHU JIOTHKA IIPOCTOPA,
KOJOM Cy T€HEpUCaHE pa3IMYUTe TeONPOCTOPHE
¢opme. 3aro cy, 3a Behuny reorpada, npuxBarbusa
MHIIBEHHA J1a reorpadcka HayKa IoYMBa Ha JIOTHILIH
nmpoctopa, Te 1a ¢y reorpadcke gopme (popme
reONpPOCTOPHOCTH), MHCIHM Ha AaHTPOIOTEHE
¢dopme, POAYKT Mely3aBUCHOCTH TeorpadCKux
ycioBa ((pusumuko-reorpadCckux, ApPYyLITBEHO-
reorpaCKux, UCTOPHUjCKHX...). [lakie, jmoruka
reorpa)ckor mpocropa MPOAYyKyje pa3IuyuTe
¢dbopMe opraHuzanmje, ma je, ¢ TUM y BE3H,
JIOTHKA TIPOCTOPA KJbYYHH PECYPC T€ONPOCTOPHE
opranmzaiyje. [ IpakTiaHo, reonpocTOpHH OIHOCH,
Kao MPOAYKT JIOTHKe reorpag)ckor mpocropa
U NPOCTOPHOT MHILbEHA, OTjeIOTBOPY]Y
reorpagcke popme, OTHOCHO Mofiese crelduaHe
MOJIUTUYKE, EKOHOMCKE, KYJITypHE U OCTaJuX
obnuka TepuTOopHujaIuszanuje reorpagdckor
pocTopa.

VY reorpadckoj Hayuu HHUje A0 Kpaja
pazjalmbeH TePMHUHOJIOUIKO-IOJMOBHU OKBUP
MPOCTOPHOT MUIUbeHa. HO cacBUM cHUTypHO,
OH je TPOIYKT JIOTUKE reorpadckor mpocropa.
LlIperneaomM nureparype koja ce 0aBU OBHM
dbenomenom (Nustuen, 1963; Beck, 1967;
Papageorgiou, 1969; McGee, 1979; Lohman, 1979;
Gardner, 1983; Uttal, 2000; Golledge, 2002 i 2004;
Ishikawa and Kastens, 2005; Gersmehhl, 2008; Jo
and Bednarz, 2009; Unwin, 2010, utx) yodeHo je
Jla ayTOPU BeOMa pa3InauTo ofpel)yjy mpocTopHO
MUIIBEHE KaKo (POpMATTHO-TEPMHHOIIOIIKH, TAKO
u cazprkajHo. TepMHHOIOMIKH, 00JIaCT MPOCTOPHOT
MUIILJbEHA CBPCTABA CE€ MO pa3IHuuTe Ha3HBE
Kao IMTO Cy npocmopua nucmernocm (spatial
literacy), npocmopmna cnocoonocm (spatial ability),
npocmopra unmenueenyuja (spatial intelligence)
U eeoepagcko pesonosamwe (geographical
resoning) (Tpudynosuh, 2015, ctp. 10). Moxe ce
M3BECTH 3aKJby4aK Jla TPU KaTeropje mpocTopHOr
MUIbEHA YUHE HHETOBY CYLITHHY: KOHYenm
npocmopa, npeocmasmsaree (penpesenmayuja)
npocmopa U OnepamueéHo KOMOUHOBAIE

and its position impose certain functions as
life solutions” (Pavié¢, 2012, p. 62). In this
regard, we may infer that there is the logics
of space that generates different geospatial
forms. Therefore, most geographers find
the view that geographical science rests
upon the space logics acceptable and that
geographical forms (forms of geospatiality)
and anthropogenic forms are products of
interdependancy of geographical conditions
(physical-geographical, social-geographical,
historical, etc.). Consequently, logics of
geographical space produces different
forms of organization and space logics is
the key resource of geospatial organization.
Practically, geospatial relations as products
of logics of geographical space and spatial
thinking embody geographical forms, i.e.
the models of specific political, economic,
cultural and other forms of territorialization
of geographical space.

Geographical science still has not clearly
defined the terminological-conceptual
framework of spatial thinking. But we
do know for certain that it is a product
of the logics of geographical space. ,,As
we examined the bibliography on this
phenomenon (Nustuen, 1963; Beck, 1967,
Papageorgiou, 1969; McGee, 1979; Lohman,
1979; Gardner, 1983; Uttal, 2000; Golledge,
2002 and 2004; Ishikawa and Kastens, 2005;
Gersmehhl, 2008; Jo and Bednarz, 2009;
Unwin, 2010, etc.), we noticed that authors
differently determine spatial thinking from
both formal-terminological and conceptual
points of view. Terminologically, the field of
spatial thinking has been addressed differently
such as follows: spatial literacy, spatial
ability, spatial intelligence or geographical
resoning (Tpudynosuh, 2015, p. 10). We
may conclude that there are three categories
of spatial thinking that make up its essence:
concept of space, representation of space, and
operative combination of these two categories
during the process of resoning.

Having used different approaches,
M. Trifunovi¢ attempted to define spatial
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npemxo0Ho HaseoeHe O8uje kamezopuje y npoyecy
pe3onosarva.

Ha ©6a3u pasznmumuutux mnpucrtyna M.
TpucdynoBuh nokymasa neguHUCATH IPOCTOPHO
MUIUBEHE Kao ,,KOTHUTHBHY (CIO3HajHY,
npuM. P. I') akTUBHOCT cacTaBibeHy O] IET
Mel)ycOOHO TOBE3aHMX eJIeMeHaTa: KOHYenyuja
npocmopHocmu, KOHyenama npocmopHOCHU,
Hayuha  npeocmasemara  npocmopa,
unmepnpemayuje npoyeca u ynompeobe
npocmoprux Memaghopa y obracmu HenpoCMOpHo2
muurwverpa* (ibidem, ctp. 11). Ouuto, pagu ce o
MPOCTOPHOM MUIILJBCHY Ka0 Ca3HajHOM MPOIYKTY
0a3upaHOM Ha MPETIOCTaBBEHOM (HOPMATHOM
U CYIITUHCKOM YyTHIa]y KoHuemnuuja (hopmn)
MIPOCTOPHOCTH, T€ YTHUIIA]y peasHo noctojehux
KOHIleNaTa MpOoCTOpHOCTH. Ha Kpajmu ucxon
MPOCTOPHOT MUIILJbEHAa YTHYE HAYMH Ha KOjH
ce MpeTcTaBlba MPOCTOP, TymMaye MPOIECH Y
MPOCTOpPY U CII.

[TpocTOpHO MUNIJBEHE, YCKO IVIEAaHO, CBOIU
Ce Ha CHo3Hajy mpoctopa. MelhyTum, mpocTopHO
MUIBEHE j€ pecypc Koju mokpehe mporuece
y Treorpad)cKkoM HpOCTOPY, C LUIJBEM H3MjCHE
nocrojehux u crTBapama HOBHMX KOHIIETaTa
(dbopMu) TEONPOCTOPHOCTH HA CBUM HHUBOMMA
reONpPOCTOPHE OpPraHU3alyje, O JIOKAIHOT JI0
rnobannor. Hoee ¢dopme reompocTopHOCTH
Kao TMPOIYKT MPOCTOPHOT MHIIbCHA U JIOTHUKE
MpOCTOpa MOoAPa3yMUjeBajy TEpUTOPHUjaTU3aAIIN]y
MOJIMTUYKUX, CKOHOMCKHUX, KYJITYPHUX, ypOaHuX,
COLIMjaJTHUX M OCTAJIUX CHUCTeMa y II00aJHOM
reorpagckom npocropy (I'marto et all, 2016, ctp.
205-208).

Kpo3 wucropujcku mporec, 3aBUCHO Of
TEOPUJCKUX U METOJOJOMIKHX JocTUTHYha,
reorpaguja je wuMana pasIUYUT MPUCTYII
reorpadckoM TpocTopy. Y modeTHO] ¢a3u
pa3Boja, joul y aHTHYKOM TEepHOay, reorpaduja
je uMana JIeCKPUNTHBAH MPUCTYH TMPEAMETY
HUCTpaXkWBama. Y W3BJECHO] MjepH, CBE JO
naHac, 300r crenupUIHOCTH reorpadcke Hayke
U CKOPO HEM30CTaBHOT JCCKPUIITUBHOI METOJA
y Teorpa)CKuM HCTpaXKUBambHUMA, Taj MPHUCTYI
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thinking as a “cognitive activity comprising
five mutually connected elements: conception
of spatiality, concept of spatiality, manner of
space representation, interpretation of the
process and usage of spatial metaphors within
the field of non-spatial thinking” (ibidem, p.
11). It is obviously the spatial thinking as
a cognitive product based upon an outlined
formal and essential impact of concepts
(forms) of spatiality, and an impact of existing
concepts of spatiality. The final outcome of
spatial thinking is affected by the manner in
which space is represented, the interpretation
of processes within the space, etc.

Specifically, spatial thinking is narrowed
down to space cognition. Nevertheless, spatial
thinking is a resource that sets off processes
within geographical space in order to alter
the existing and create new concepts (forms)
of geospatiality at all levels of geospatial
organization, from local to global. New forms
of geospatiality as products of spatial thinking
and logics of space refer to territorialization
of political, economic, cultural, urban,
social and other systems within the global
geographical space (I'mato et all, 2016, p.
205-208).

Throughout history, depending on
theoretical and methodological achievements,
geography has had different approaches to
geographical space. In its initial ancient
phase, geography had a descriptive approach
to its subject matter. To a certain extent this
approach survived until modern days due
to specificities of geographical science and
almost inevitable descriptive approach in all
geographical studies, but we also find it in
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TjeTUMHUYHO je 3a[piKaH, a HaJa3uMo Tra joul y
njenrMa XepooTa, 3a KOjer ce Kaxe Ja je oTail
ucropuje anu 6u ce Mmoo pehu u reorpaduje.
Ho, Temesbe reorpaduju, y aHTUYKOM HEPUOY,
nocraBuo je Eparocten nokasyjyhu o0muk 3emibe
U ieHe numensuje. O Tor meprosa cBe 10 JaHac
reorpaguja, y oqHOCy Ha reorpacku nmpocrop
Kao MpeIMET HEHOT MCT3pakuBamba, MpoIIa je
Kpo3 pazinuuure dase.

dyHpamMeHT MojAepHOj reorpadwuju,
MIOJIOBUHOM JIEBETHAECTOT BHjKEKa, IOCTBUIH
cy meMauku reorpadu Xymo6ont u Putep, npsu
¢u3NUKoj a Opyru APYIITBEHO] reorpaduju.
W jeman u npyru reorpadujy aujene Ha
ONIITY ¥ PeruoHajJHy C jEIUHCTBEHUM
npeaMeToM mpoydaBama. Of TOr BpeMeHa CBe
70 jaHac reorpaduja je mpoluia Kpo3 BHIIE
pa3BojHuX (aza: meTepMUHU3MA, TOCUOUITU3MA,
UHTEPAETEPMUHU3MA, T€ KPO3 MOP(OIOLIKY,
(GyHKIIMOHAJIHY, TPOLECHY M MpoOIeMCKY
¢dazy. CBe oHe OOMIBEKEHE Cy jeAMHCTBEHUM
NPUCTYIIOM TIpEeAMETy HCTpaXuBamba —
106a;THOM reorpadcKoM mpoctopy U popmama
reorpoctoproctu. lllta ce MHjemano TOKOM
nojenuHux ¢asza pazpoja reorpaduje? Mujemanu
Cy ce 3a/1alli ¥ IWJbEBU TpOyyaBama OBe Hayke!

HajuoBujy ¢asy pazBoja reorpaduje ycioBHO
MoOkeMO Has3Batu ¢azom Gopmaansanmje.
[Tocsehena je mnpobOieMaTHIM NpOydaBamba
nocrojehux 1 MozIeTI0Barby HOBUX (DOPMHU Y OKBUPY
106aHOT TeorpadcKor MpocTopa. Y TeopHjcKOM
CMHUCIlY, KpO3 TMepHoJ MOIEPHOT pa3Boja,
reorpaduja je 3aapkaiga CBOjCTBO jEIHMHCTBEHE
Hayke o reorpadckom mpocTtopy U Qopmama
r€ONPOCTOPHOCTH, Ca pPETalUOHHUCTUYKUM
MPUCTYITYOM, T€, UCTO TaKO, U CUCTEMA PEJIATUBHO
mudepeHInpaHuX HayKa ca CTPYKTYpPaTUCTHUKUM
MIPUCTYTIOM.

Kao mro je mosnaro, Beh myxe Bpujeme
rmobanan reorpadcku mpoctop 3axBaheH je
nporecruMa rodanno3anmje U peruoHaan3ama.
Ho, Ha m1o0anHoj CIieHu Ccy U JiBa CaCBUM HOBA
pa3BojHa mpolieca Koja yOp3aBajy TpaH3ULU]y
100aHOT TeorpadcKor mpocTopa mpoxykyjyhu
HOBe (hopme reonpocTopHOCTH. Pujeu je makie,
0 IpollecuMa PpeuHAYCTpHjaausanmje u
HEOUHAYCTPHjaIu3almje v ’bUXOBOj TCHEPUYHO)]

works of Herodotus, whom we call the father
of history but we may also address to him
as a father of geography. Still, foundations
of geography were set by Erastothenes in
ancient era as he proved the Earth shape and
dimensions. Ever since, geography has passed
many phases with reference to geographical
space as its subject matter.

Humboldt and Ritter set foundations
of modern geography in mid 19" century,
physical and social geography respectively.
Both these divided geography into general
and regional each of which had its subject
matter. Up to now, geography has faced several
development phases as follows: determinism,
possibilism, interdeterminism, morphological,
functional, process and problem phases. All
these phases were determined by a unique
approach to the subject of research — global
geographical space and forms of geospatiality.
What has changed over these different phases
of development of geography? Tasks and
goals of research have altered!

We may conditionally refer to the
recent phase of development as the phase
of formalization. It is devoted to problem
of studying the existing and modelling
new forms within the framework of global
geographical space. Theoretically, during its
modern development, geography maintained
the title as a unique science on geographical
space and forms of geospatiality, with its
relationist approach and system of relatively
differentiated sciences with the structuralist

approach.
As it is well known, the global
geographical space has long been

affected by processes of globalization and
regionalism. Still, globally, there are two
novel development processes that speed up
the transition of global geographical space
producing new forms of geospatiality. These
are processes of reindustrialization and
neoindustrialization, which have a generic
role. As a rule, large corporations are the
entities behind these two processes. Hence,
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PAJKO I'thATO, CPBA ITIOITOBU'R U OGPEH I'thbATO
RAJKO GNJATO, SRDA POPOVIC AND OBREN GNJATO

yno3u. Mza oBuX mporueca, o mpaBuily, CTOje
BEJIMKE KOpIiopaiyje. 3aTo ce y HOBHje BpHjeMe Y
OKBHpY reorpaduje pasBrja Beoma creruduyna
Hay4YHa JHUCIUIUIMHA T3B. KOPMOPATHBHA
reorpaguja ca 3aJaTKoM Jia IIpaTH Ipolece y
100aTHOM reorpadcKoM MPOCTOPY y3POKOBaHE
aKTUBHOIIhY BETWKUX KOpIHopaimuja ¢ jeaHe,
Te reorpadckum ¢akTopuma JIOKalHje
WHJTyCTpH]j€ MO OKPHIJbEM ITOMEHYTHX TpoLieca —
PEMHIyCTpHjaIn3aliije U HEOMHyCTpHjan3aliuje,
¢ apyre ctpane. OuuTo, OB/Ije Ce pajiy, pHje CBera,
0 HOBOM IMpPHUCTYNy Yy OOJACTH HCTPaKMBamba
reorpaduje cBjercke npuBpene. Y Be3u ¢ OBUM
BEOMa KOMIUIEKCHHM IHUTAkEM IyHY MaXby
3aciyxyje mpuctyn y cibenehoj dpopmynarmju:
»Jakie, ycinoxmaBame, TypOyJIE€HTHOCT
COIIMjaJTHO-€KOHOMCKOT pa3B0ja CaBpPEMEHOT
CBETa, OUMIVIE/THE TEH/ICHIIM]E Ka AeII00aIn3alju
Kao CIOJhaIllibU YCIOBU Pa3BOja MHIYCTPH]CKE
MIPOM3BOJIELE, Ca JeIHE CTPaHe, U OTPOMHA Op3nuHa
pa3Boja mpolieca HEOMHIyCTpUjalu3anuje, ca
apyre, mpenoapellyjy ycmocTaBibamke HOBE
rapajanurMe UHIyCTPH]CKOT U Y LIETMHN €KOHOMCKOT
pa3Boja CBeTa... YCIOCTaBJbamhE MPOCTOPHUX
3aKOHOMEPHOCTH Y OKBHPY HOBE T'€OCKOHOMCKE
napaurMe npecTaBiba HajaKTyeTHUj ! 33/1aTaK 32
reorpadujy csercke npuspene (Komocos, I'peuxo,
Muponenko, CamOypoBa, Cnyka, TukyHOBa,
Tkauenko, denopuenko, ®omuues, 2016, cTp.
15-16).

Ha ocHoBy u3HeceHor moryhe je 3akbydnTH
1a je reorpaduja, ¥ Kao jeJMHCTBEHA HayKa U Kao
CHCTEM HayKa, Kpo3 yKylaH Hepuoj pas3Boja, a
HapOYMUTO MOJEPHOT, CBE 10 JaHac, 3aJprKaia
NPUCTYIl TpPEIMETy IMpOoydaBama, KOjer, KakKo
BUJIMO, YMHU TJIoOaaH reorpad)CKku MpoCTOp
u ¢opme reompocropHoctu. Ho, y ckmany
ca yHamnpehemeM Teopuje U METOOJIOTH]E
reorpaduje, Te cariacHo morpedama JpynITBEeHe
Ipakce, MHUjEHaIu Cy C€ 3aJalld U LUIJbEBH
MpoyyaBama OBe HayKe.

there has been a recent scientific discipline
within the field of geography which we refer
to as so-called corporative geography and
its task is to monitor the processes within
global geographical space that are caused
by activities of large corporations as well
as by geographical factors of industry
location induced by reindustrialization and
neoindustrialization. This is obviously a
novel approach within the field of study of
the geography of global economy. In line
with this complex issue, attention should be
paid to the approach formulated as follows:
»Thus, the complex and turbulent social-
economic development of the modern world,
an evident tendency to deglobalization as
an external factor of industrial production
improvement and a vast speed at which the
process of neoindustrialization develops are
all the causes for setting a new paradigm of
industrial and total economic development at
global scale...Setting spatial laws within the
new geoeconomic paradigm is the key current
task for the geography of global economy”.

Based upon the aforementioned facts,
we may infer that geography both as an
individual science and a system of sciences
has up to now preserved its approach to its
subject matter, i.e. the global geographical
space and forms of geospatiality. Still, in
order to improve the geographical theory and
methodology and comply with the needs of
social practice, tasks and goals of this science
have evolved throughout history.
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