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MOI'YRHOCTHU U OI'PAHUYEIBA PEBUTAJIM3ALMUJE PYPAJTHUX IIOAPYYJA —
ITPUMJEP ITPOCTOPA 3MHUJAIBA

Mupa Mauauh®’, Iparuua Jesuh' u Bojan Fapuh'

"Vuusepsuret y bawoj Jlyuu, [Ipupoagno-maremaruuku dakynret, bawa Jlyka, Penyonuka Cpricka

Caxerak: Y pypaiHom rnpoctopy bocue n Xepuerosune (buX) / Perryonuke Cpricke (PC) mmpe ce moapydja npodiemckor
KapakTepa. lbuxoBa renesa je qyra u ycioBibeHa IPBEHCTBEHO (haKTOpHMa JIpyIITBEHO-reorpad)cKkor kapakrepa. Bumiesne-
LICHHjCKa MepIEeIIHja PypaTHAX MOAPYYja Ka0 HCKIbYYHBO MPOCTOPA IOJHOIIPUBPEIE, TE MaIbE 3HAUajHUX 32 CABPEMEHU
pa3Boj, Hy’)KHO CE MOpa MHUjeHaTh y MPaBIly HHTETPAIHOT IPUCTya BbUXOBO] BAJIOPU3ALUjH, THME U TUBEP3UPUKALI]H
wuxoBe npusperne. [lorpede caBpeMeHOT IpymITBa MHUjeH:ajy MOMIE] Ha PYPajHU MPOCTOP, HETOBY BAJIIOPH3ALUjy U
YKYIHY IPOCTOPHO-(DYHKIIMOHAIHY OpraHu3alyjy y 4eMy je M IIaHca NOTCeHIMjajHe peBuTanu3aunuje. Jla ou pypanan
IIPOCTOp pa3BHO HOBE (PYHKIHje NOTpeOHa cy HH]paACTPyKTypHA yilarama U O4yBaH JIeMOTrpa)CKH MOTCHIHjal. Y aKTy-
SJIHMM TIpHJIMKaMa oBa JiBa (hakTopa IpecTaBibajy HajBehe pa3BojHO orpaHuueme. Y pany Cy aHalIU3UpaHu reorpadcku
(axropu npocropa aujena 3anaane buX / PC, renesa mpobiiema n 3aocrajama 3a IMPOCjeUHHM HAllMOHATHUM Pa3BOjeM.
VY doxycy paza je ucropujcko-reorpadcka odnact 3Mujama IocMaTpana Kao 110 npodiaeMckor noxpyydja. Ipemnaxy ce
TIOTEHIM]aJIHA TIPUCTYIH BAJIOPU3ALUjH U TPOCTOPHO-PYHKIMOHAIHO] OpraHU3aliji MOCMaTpaHor MpoCcTopa y LUJbY
ErOBe peBUTANIM3aIM]je. Pajl MMa TeOpHjCKH, aHAIUTHUYKU M alUIMKaTUBHU KapakTep.

Kibyune pujeun: pypannu npoctop, npodiaeMcKa 1mojpydja, pypaiHu pa3Boj, PeBUTAIM3ALM]a, 3MUjambe.
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Abstract: Problem areas have become a growing issue in the rural regions of Bosnia and Herzegovina (B&H) / the
Republic of Srpska (RS). The long-lasting genesis of these areas has been determined by different social-geographical
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approach to valorization and diversification of the rural economy. Revitalization has become attainable as the needs of
modern society have caused a shift in the perception of rural areas, their valorization and spatial-functional organization.
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YBOA

[Toumame pypaitHOCTH, TONIOKa] U (DYHKIIH]E
PYpaTHUX TOZpyYja y IeplerrjaMa Hal[uOHATHOT
Pa3Boja XOPOJIOIIKH U XPOHOJIOIIKH CY TIPOM]CH-UBH.
W3 Tor paziora npownsamnuie Cy ¥ pa3InauTe TOJH-
THKE pypaJTHOT pa3Boja. Jo 70-ux romuHa mpomnuior
BUjeKa, OCHOBHA (D)YHKIMja PYpaJHOT MPOCTOPa
Owna je mosporpuBpena. [Ipyru acrekTy BaopH-
3allyje YCIOBJbEHU Cy TE€ONPOCTOPHUM pecypcuma
3a KOjuUMa CaBpEMEHH Pa3BOj HCKazyje MOTpeoy.
[Ipouiecu MonepHu3anmje (MHIyCTpHjaIH3aImja,
ypOaHu3alyja, TEXHOIOMIKA U KyITYpHH Pa3Boj)
nudepeHnrpajy pypaiHa mojapydja Ha Mame U
BUIIIC MHTETPUCAHA y CaBPEMEHE pa3BOjHE TOKOBE,
O/IHOCHO y Mam0j WK Behoj HHTEpakKIMju ca yp-
0aHUM TIOCTOPOM. YpOAHOLIEHTPUYHH TOINIEN Ha
CBH]jET TOCTaB/ba ypOaHO Kao peepeHTHY TauKy
(Luki¢, 2010) y omHOCY Ha KOjy C€ MPOCTOPHO,
€KOHOMCKH, (DyHKLIMOHAITHO, KYJATYpHO U HH(]pa-
CTPYKTYPHO TO3UIMOHHPA]y pypajiHa TOAPYYja
XeTeporeHa 1Mo pa3HUM eJIeMEHTHMa IreocucTeMa
U BUXOBUX CTpYyKTypa. Pypanna moapydja mame
MHTErpHCaHa y CaBpeMEHE Pa3BOjHE IMpOIece H
ypOaHe cucTemMe KacHe 3a IPOCjeKOM HallMOHATHOT
pa3Boja U JAepUHUIITY ce Kao Moapydja M3pakeHe
pypanHOocTH. TakBHX Mojpydja UMa Uy pasBuje-
HUM 3eMJbama. [Ipupoana GorarctBa morpeGHa
CaBPEMEHOM TEXHOJIOIIKOM Pa3BOjy U MH(PpacTpyK-
TYpHU CHUCTEMH OUTydyjyhu cy (akTopu pa3BojHe
udepeHimjamnumje pypaitHor npocropa. Hapacrajyhe
noTpeode 3a pecypcruma pypaiTHUX Toapy4ja (XpaHa,
BOJIA, py/e, APyre CUPOBUHE, €HEPIeHTH, TIPOCTOP
3a OIMOD, UT/L.), IFI00aJTHA JOCTYITHOCT U YMpEKe-
HOCT MHjEHha]y MEPIETIIN]Y PYPATHUX MOAPYYja Kao
MPOCTOpa MCKJbYYUBO MOJHOIIPUBPEIHE HaMjeHe
MOTEeHIMpPajyhu MHTErpaIHi TPUCTYN BaJlOpH3a-
LIUjH ¥ pypaiHOM pa3Bojy. EBporicka yauja (EVY) je
OpOJHHUM CTpATEILIKKM IOKYMEHTHMA U IIPOrpamMuMa
pa3Boja ieuHucana JyropouHe HUJbEBE KOjuMa Ce
TPETIIOCTABIbA OCTU3AEHE ONIPYKUBOT PYPATTHOT pas3-
BOja ¥ Behu CTerneH UHTerparuje ypoaHo-pypaaHor
npoctopa. LlnsseBn, mpuopuTeTy U Mjepe pypaTHOT
pa3Boja nedunucanu cy Ha MehyHapoaHoj koHpe-
perimju y [orcmamy 2000. rommae RURAL 21 y
TIpaBITy OIPKUBOT pa3Boja. [loreHImpa ce mommiieH-
TPUYHU Pa3BOj U CMAHBAE PA3IKA Y CTCIICHY
pazBujerHocTH. OBaj KOHIIETIT MPEICTABIba OCHOBY
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INTRODUCTION

The idea of rurality and the position and
functions of rural areas tend to be horolog-
ically and chronologically variable in terms
of national development. Therefore, different
policies of rural development have emerged.
Agriculture had been the primary function of
rural areas up until the 1970s. Other aspects
of valorization have been conditioned by
geospatial resources necessary for modern
development. Processes of modernization
(industrialization, urbanization, technolog-
ical and cultural development) differentiate
rural areas into those more or less integrated
in modern development, i.e. more or less
interactive ones in terms of urban areas. Ur-
ban-centric perception of the world regards
urban areas as referential points (Luki¢, 2010)
for spatial, economic, functional, cultural
and infrastructural positioning of rural areas
which are heterogeneous in terms of geosys-
tems and their structure. Rural areas which
are less integrated in modern development
processes and urban systems fall behind the
average national growth and are defined as
extremely rural areas. Such areas exist even
in developed countries. It is the natural re-
sources essential for modern technological
development and infrastructure systems that
determine differentiation of rural areas. The
growing needs for rural area resources (food,
water, ores, raw materials, energy sources,
leisure-time areas, etc.), global availability
and networking change the perception of
rural areas as primarily agricultural soil and
impose an integral approach to valorization
and rural development. The European Union
(EU) has designed many strategic documents
and programs which define long term goals
targeting sustainable rural development and
better integration of urban-rural areas. Goals,
priorities and measures of rural development
were defined at the RURALZ21 international
conference held in Potsdam in 2000. The
focus was on the polycentric development
and mitigation of development disparity. This
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3a TepuTopujaiHy areHmy, KpOBHU JOKYMEHT CTpa-
Tekor pazsoja EY koju nmoreHmpa opuBu KOH-
LENT KPO3 MPOCTOPHY KOXE3H]y, HHPPACTPYKTYPHH
Pa3Boj, jadarse JTOKATHUX KaraluTeTa, TOBE3UBAILE
U JIjeNIOBabe JIOKAJTHUX aKIMOHHUX TpyTia, OpeH -
pame MPUPOTHHUX U JIOKATHHUX CICIU(PUIHOCTH,
OJITOBOPHUjU OJTHOC TIPEMa PECYpPCHMa, KyJITYPHOM
Hacsbeh)y u xuBoTHO] cpenund (Teritorijalna agenda,
2011). Pypannu mpoctop mocMarpa ce Kao mpocTop
TMBEP3U(HKOBaHE MPUBPEE KOja jEIUHO MOXKe
OMOTYhHTH COIMO-EKOHOMCKY OZIPYKHBOCT, THME H
CTaOMITHOCT MUTPALIMOHKX KPeTamba 1 AeMOrpadcKy
o1pHUBOCT. HaBenieHn MibeBH MOIpKaH| Cy pas-
HUM nporpamuma 1 horoBumMa paszsoja: Council of
Rural Area 2000, INTERREG, ESPON, ECOVAST,
LEADER, PHARE, SAPARD, CARDS, Smart
village. Pypaine nmonutuke y EY 3acHuBajy ce Ha
1000JbIIAY MOJBOIPUBPEIHE KOHKYPEHTHOCTH
KpO3 PECTPYKTYHpamE MOPOANIHUX (DapMu 1 Mjepe
HAIMOHAJTHUX TIOJIUTHKA, KPESUTHPake, CyOBCH-
1Hje, IpaBHE, EKOHOMCKE, EKOJIOIIKE U Jpyre Mjepe
,»33JCTHIYKE arpapHe MOJIMTHKE , T€ yHanpujehema
KBaJIMTETA KUBOTA U TUBEp3U(UKaIIMje EKOHOMU]E
y pypaiHuM nonpydjuma. HajHoBuju npuctynu
YKIBY4Y]y HHPOPMATHYKE TEXHOIOTH]E M CaBPEMEHE
AIUTMKAIHje Y TIPYXKamy YCIyra CTAaHOBHHIITBY W
MPOMOIIMjH TIOTEHIIHjaJIa PypaJIHUX TOAPYYja Kpo3
npojekar “Smart village” (IlamerHa cena).

Kommko ce pypaiHe cpenuHe MOry npuiiaro-
JITH CaBPEMEHO] €KOHOMUJH M JUBEP3UpHKAIIN]H
AKTMBHOCTH y PYPATHUM TOPYYjUMa NIUTAE j€ Ha
KOj€ OZITOBOP MOTY JIaTH CaMO KOMILJIEKCHE aHAJIH-
3¢ YKyIHHX NOTeHIMjalia pypaIHux noxpydvja. M3
TIpaKce je BUIJBHBO J1a HEKH MPOCTOPH MOTY U3Bp-
LIWTH peNTaTUBHO Op3y TpaHC(OpMAaIHjy CTPYKType
€KOHOMH]€, a IPyTH TO HE MOTY. YHYTpalmi (ax-
TOpH (MaTrepujaiHy, IPOCTOPHU U HEMATEpHjaTHH
— MHCTUTYLIMOHAJIHH, KYJITYypPHH), T€ €KCTEPHH (IT10-
Oanmuzaryja, WHAYCTpUjaTu3aImja, ypoaHusaiuja,
KJIMMATCKe MPOMjeHe, MPUPOTHU Xa3apiu, UTIL.),
yTHYY Ha IIPOCTOPHO PECTPYKTyHpare, 1eMorpadc-
Ky MOOWJTHOCT, IPOM]jEHY CTHJIA )KUBOTA, TpaHChop-
Malyjy HaulHa MPOU3BO/EHE U MOTY C€ OJIBHjaTH Yy
JIBa pa3fIM4YMTa MpaBLa: pacrta u craruupama (Lu
et al.,, 2019). ¥ caBpemeHuM yciaoBuMa pa3Boja
eKcTepHH (HPaKTOpH Cy IOMUHAHTHH T€ Pa3BOJHO JIU-
(hepeHIwpajy MpoCTOPHO-Teorpad)CKu BPIIO CIIMIHA
nozipydja. KymynaTtueHO ca yHyTpallmbiM Hema-

concept represents the basis for the Territorial
Agenda, a crucial document for the strate-
gic development of EU, which underlines
the concept of sustainability through spa-
tial cohesion, development of infrastructure,
improvement of local capacities, network-
ing of local action groups, branding natural
and local specificities, a more responsible
treatment of resources, national heritage and
environment (Teritorijalna agenda, 2011).
Rural areas are regarded as areas of diverse
economy, which might provide socio-econom-
ic sustainability and stabilize migration and
demographic sustainability. All these goals
have been supported by different programs
and funds as follows: Council of Rural Ar-
ea 2000, INTERREG, ESPON, ECOVAST,
LEADER, PHARE, SAPARD, CARDS, Smart
village. EU rural policies are based on the
enhancement of agricultural competition via
reconstruction of family farms, measures of
national policies, loans, subventions, and le-
gal, economic and ecological measures of the
“Joint agrarian policy”, improvement of life
quality and diversification of rural economy.
More recent approaches include information
technologies and modern applications for
providing services and promotion of rural
potential via the “Smart village” project.

To what extent can rural areas adjust to
the modern economy and diversification of
activities is a question which might be an-
swered only through complex analyses of ru-
ral potentials. There has been practical knowl-
edge that some areas may easily transform the
structure of their economy and some cannot.
Internal factors (material, spatial and intangi-
ble — institutions, culture) as well as external
ones (globalization, industrialization, urban-
ization, climate changes, natural hazards, etc.)
have a great impact on spatial restructuring,
demographic mobility, lifestyle change and
production transformation, and there are only
two final results: growth and stagnation (Lu
et al., 2019). In terms of modern develop-
ment, external factors are crucial and they
differentiate areas which share spatial and
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TepujaTHuUM (pakTopuma JeuHHITy MOryhHOCTH
ajlanTaiyje Ha CaBpeMEHE APYIITBEHE MPOMjEHE.
CrernieH pa3BHjEHOCTH U YKJBYYECHOCTH Y CaBpe-
MEHE pa3BOjHE MPOLECe HAjBUILE CE HUCIOJbaBa
Kpo3 jemMorpadcke ¥ (yHKIIMOHATHE KararTeTe
Hacesba Kao CPEIMINTAa HACCIHEHOCTH, JBbYIICKE aK-
THBHOCTH W JIPYLUTBEHE OpraHHU3aldje Kpo3 YHjy
ce e(pUKaCHOCT M CTPYKTYpYy HMCIOJbaBajy U Ha-
BefieHn (akTtopu. Jlakie, y 1uiby Hperno3HaBamba
pa3BOjHHUX TOTEHIMjalla U Ofadupa aJeKBaTHUX
MOZICTUIIAJHUX Mjepa HyXHa je (pusndxo-reorpad-
CKa M HaceoOMHCKa audepeHnujaimja pypaaTHux
nonpyyja. JlepuHncame KpuTepujyma 3a U3Bajame
Hacesba ofipel)eHIX THITOJIIONIKUX KapaKTePUCTHKA,
MPEe/ICTaB/ba OCHOBY 3a aHAJM3Yy JAEMOIPadCKUX,
(YHKIMOHATTHAX W MPOCTOPHUX KapaKTEPUCTHKA
HAceOOMHCKE CTBAPHOCTH M3 KOje TIPOM3JIa3e Ccado-
CTU ¥ MOTYhHOCTH Y MPOCTOPHO-(DYHKLIOHATHOM
PEOpraHn30Bamy pypaTHUX Noapydja. Tumonoruja
HaceJba, Ka0 MjecTa KOHIICHTPAIINje CTAHOBHHIIITBA
Y aKTMBHOCTH, y CaBPEMEHHM YCIIOBUMA j€/IaH je
OJ1 KOPHCHHX MHCTPYMEHara 3a CHpoBoleme Co-
[IM0-€KOHOMCKMX Pa3BOJHUX IMPOrpama, OJHOCHO
pedepeHTHI OKBUD 32 KpeHpame HAIMOHATHUX U
perroHanHux pa3ojHux noiutuka (Fertner, 2012).
W13 tor pasiora cBaka THIIOJIOTHja Hacesba MO-
pa MMaTh CBOjy CBPXY, T€ CE CXOIHO TOME BPIIU
onabup mapamerapa U KpUTepHjyMa aJIeKBaTHUX
3a onpeheny Tumnornorujy. /luHamuka pazBojHUX
npoleca UMIDTUIMPA HOBE TPHUCTYTIE TUTIONOTH]a-
Ma. Pa3mmumnto mcmosbaBame pa3BOjHUX IpoIeca
y mpocTopy audepeHipa pypaiiHa moapydja Ha
Behe 1 Mame MPOCTOPHE IjeIMHE CIIMYHUX Pa3BOj-
HUX KapakTepucTHKa. Y pernoHamuzauuju EY u
EUROSTAT-a pypanna nozapyyja cy oOyxBaheHa
HAJHIKUM HUBOMMA TEPUTOPH]JAITHOT OPTaHU30BAHa
LAU 1 u LAU 2, omnocuo NUTS 4 u NUTS 5.
To cy mompydja Koja Majy T'yCTHHY HaCEJLeHOCTH
Mamy ox 150 cr./km? u 50000 cranoBHHKA. 300T
HACEOOMHCKHX MpuITHKa y brX oBu mapamerpu cy
MHOTO HWJKHX BPH]JeJHOCTH (TYCTHHA HACEJbEHOCTH
buX 2013. roqune 47 cr./km?). Ioapyudja ucron
MpocjevHe IyCTHHE HaceJheHOCTH, Behe mpocjeune
CTapOCTH, M3JIOKEHA EMHTPAIMOHNM KpETambMa,
ciabe nHPPACTPYKTYpPHE ONPEMIBECHOCTH U JIPYTUX
HETIOBOJBHUX JIEMOTPA)CKUX U COIMO-EKOHOMCKHX
TNoKazaresba 00yxBarajy nonoBUHy Teputopuje buX
T€ Y CMHUCIY COIIMO-€KOHOMCKE IudepeHIujammje
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geographical properties. Along with internal
intangible factors, external factors define the
possibility to adapt to modern social changes.
The degree of development and integration in
modern development processes is most evi-
dent in demographic and functional capacities
of settlements, which are centers of human ac-
tivity and social organization where all these
factors emerge. Hence, it is crucial to design
the physical-geographical differentiation of
rural areas in order to recognize the devel-
opment potentials and select adequate incen-
tives. Clearly defined criteria for typological
differentiation of settlements are the basis for
the analyses of demographic, functional, and
spatial properties of settlements crucial for
the assessment of options and limitations to
the spatial-functional reorganization of rural
areas. The typology of settlements, which
represent points where the population and
activities concentrate, is a functional tool
for socio-economic development programs
and a referential framework for the design of
national and regional development policies
(Fertner, 2012). Therefore, each settlement
typology must have its purpose and adequate
parameters and criteria. Dynamics of devel-
opment implies new approaches to typology.
It is the variation of development processes
in a space that differentiates rural areas into
smaller and larger spatial units with similar
development properties. The regionalization
of the EU and EUROSTAT classifies rural
areas as LAU 1 and LAU 2, i.e. NUTS 4
and NUTS 5. In other words, those are areas
with the population density less than 150
people/km? and the total population fewer
than 50000. Due to the current state of affairs,
these parameters in B&H are much lower
(In 2013, population density was 47 people/
km?). Half of B&H territory includes areas
affected with poor population density, aging
population, emigrations, inadequate infra-
structure, and other unfavorable demographic
and socio-economic indicators, which is why
these areas may be regarded as problem areas
in terms of socio-economic differentiation of
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MPOCTOpa U Pa3BOJHUX MPOIECa MOTY C€ CMaTpaTH
npooneMckuM mioapy4juma. Ilompydja HaBeneHNX
KapakTepucTUKa y XpBaTckoj (MOOPIACKU Mpoc-
Top 3amanne Cnasonuje, KopayH, banuja, Jluka u
Cjesepna [lammarumja) CIMYHUX Cy (DPUBHIKO-TEO-
rpadCKUX KapaKTepUCTHKA U aHTPOIOTreorpa)cKux
Tporieca mpodIeMCKUM TofipydjuMa 3anaaHe buX
ca kojuma ce rpannde. OBa mojpydja y XpBarckoj
Cy y CTaTycy T3B. MOApYyYja MO MOCEOHOM CKpOU
JprkaBe ca Je(huHNCaHNM MTOCeOHUM TMONUTHKaMa
dbynkiponamae opraauzarmje (Lukic¢, 2010). Cnabo
HaceJbeHa JIETIONYaloHa MOApyYja KOja KacHe
3a TMPOCjeKOM HAIMOHAIHOT COIIMO-EKOHOMCKOT
pa3Boja KapakTepuiry uctok u jyr Cpouje Te amo
[oppuma. INocwenmux roquna CpOuja pasBuja
MporpaM IMoBpaTka MIIAJMX Ha Cello. Y3 momoh
JprKaBe MPOBOAM ce 0OHOBAa MH(MPACTPYKTYpe U
HAIyIITEHUX CEOCKHUX AoMahMHCTaBa y LUJbY Je-
Morpadcke U npuBpeHe peBuTanuzanuje. Mucru-
TYIIMOHAITHU CHCTEM MOJprKaBa OAPYKUBOCT MAJIX
pypaiHuX oMahiHCTaBa Koja ce 0aBe HeMOJbOIPHB-
pensom exonomujoM (Bogdanov, 2007). Tennen-
1[1ja KOHCTAHTHOT IIMPerba MOoIpyYja MpoOIeMCKOr
KapakTepa y pypajHOM IIPOCTOpY 3eMajba OWBILE
COP JyrocnaBwuje, 030MsbaH je pa3BOjHU MPOOIEM
KOjeM HOBOHACTAJIC 3¢MJBC Pa3IMIUTO MIPUCTYTIA]Y.
INojenuna nonpydja ce rpanuye opmupajyhu mpo-
OJIeMCKe pervoHe, YMja je peBUTAIM3alNja [TjeITi-
MHYHO YCJIOB/b€HAa MH(PACTPYKTYPHUM Pa3BOjeM
U aKTUBHOCTHMA y MPEKOIPAaHUYHOM TPOCTOPY,
YUMe je Hy)XKHO MOTCHIMpPAamke TPAHCTPAaHUYHE Ca-
pamme (Manauh et al., 2018). buX nma npobnemcka
nojipydja Ha ucrouHoj rparuim (CpOuja), 3amaaHoj
(Xpmarcka) u jyxnoj (XpBarcka u LlpHa ['opa).

3a nokperame pa3Boja MPOOIEMCKHX MOpyYja
NOTpeOaH je THCTUTYLIMOHAITHHU TIPUCTYTI X TIOCEOHE
Mjepe pa3BOjHUX MOJIMTHKA YCIIOCTABJHEHUX Ha Ha-
LIMOHATHOM HHUBOY. Criel(pUIHOCT MOTUTUYKO-a/1-
MHUHHUCTpaTuBHOT ypehewa buX ,.crymira“ Mjepe Ha
SHTUTETCKE MHCTYTYIHje, HaKo Ce TIOjeJMHH acre-
KTH (TIPUCTYTI €BPOIICKUM Pa3BOjHIM (DOHIOBHMA,
YBO3HO-M3BO3HE MOJIUTUKE, UT/. ) 300T HAJUIEKHOCTH
MOpajy MOCMarpaTy Ha HAIIMOHATHOM HUBOY. Trme
Ce He UCKJbyuyje HUTU MapruHalm3yje 3Hauaj Jio-
KaJIHMX MHHI]aTUBA, TIOKPEHYTUX Ha HI)KEM HHBOY
aIMUHHCTPAaTHBHO-TEPUTOPHjAITHE OpraHHU3allje
KOje Ce 3aCHMBAjy Ha JIOKAIHUM IOTSHIMjaIuMa U
aKLOHMM JIPYIITBEHUM IpyIiaMa Koje HEIOCPETHO

space and development processes. In Croatia,
such areas (hilly terrain of West Slavonia,
Kordun, Banija, Lika, and North Dalmatia)
share similar physical-geographical proper-
ties and anthropogenic processes with the
bordering problem areas in west B&H. Still,
the Croatian government gave them the status
of areas of special state concern with clearly
defined policies of functional organization
(Luki¢, 2010). In Serbia, poorly populated
areas which are behind the average national
socio-economic growth are located in east
and south Serbia and parts of Podrinje. Re-
cently, a program has been initiated to bring
the young population back to the country.
There are government funds to refurbish the
infrastructure and abandoned farms with an
aim to revitalize population and economy.
Institutions support sustainability of small
rural households involved in the non-agri-
cultural economy (Bogdanov, 2007). The
tendency of constant spreading of problem
rural areas in former SFR Yugoslavia is a se-
rious development issue treated from different
perspectives, depending on the newly-formed
country. Some areas are located along the
borderline and they form problem regions, the
revitalization of which is partly conditioned
by infrastructure and cross-boundary activi-
ties, which is why it is pertinent to focus on
cross-boundary cooperation (Manauh et al.,
2018). In B&H, problem areas are located in
the east (bordering with Serbia), west (border-
ing with Croatia) and south (bordering with
Croatia and Montenegro).

In order to initiate the development of
problem areas, it takes the institutional ap-
proach and specific development policies at
national level. A very specific political and
administrative organization of B&H “relo-
cates” the measures to the entity levels de-
spite the fact that some aspects (access to EU
funds, export-import, etc.) must be addressed
at national level. It would not minimize the
relevance of local initiatives started at lower
levels of administrative-territorial organiza-
tion, which are based on local potentials and
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Tjenyjy Ha yHarpujehermy MpoCcTOpHE OpraHu3aIyje
Y KBAJIUTETA KMBOTA, TUME U OZIP>)KUBOCTHU PYPATHHX
3ajeTHUIIA.

MATEPUJAJIN 1 METOIE

VY pany cy xopuiiheHe pelieBaHTHE METOIE
reorpadcke Hayke. JleCKpHIITUBHO-aHATUTHYKOM
U KOMIIApaTUBHOM METOJIOM IpEJCTaBJbEHA je
nepueniyja pypanaux noapydja (Harrington &
O’Donoghue, 1998; Cloke, 2006; Luki¢, 2010).
Kapakrep pypaiiHUX MOJIMTHKA IOCMATpPaH je Kpo3
CTpaTelIKe JOKyMEHTE, TOJIUTHKE U IPOrpaMe py-
panHor pasBoja 3emMasba EY: INERREG; ESPON
2002; TeputopujanHa areHza, 3ajelHI4Ke arpapHe
nonutuke, [lameTHa cena u apyre, Te MoryhHocTH
wuxose npumjeHe y PC (Gnjato et al., 2012). Kom-
MapaTMBHOM aHAJIM30M CTyAMja Cily4yaja TpeTHpa-
HHX Y Teorpad)ckoj HayI TOOWjeH je YBH Y CTabe
pypanHux nozapydja buX u okpyxkema — npoodieme
pa3BojHe audepeHnrjanmje pypaiHux Moapydja
u opranmoBama (Bogdanov, 2007; Luki¢, 2010;
Manuwh et al., 2018; Mandi¢ & Zivkovi¢, 2014;
Mandi¢ & Deli¢, 2021). Teopujcku norean Ha
pedepeHTHE MONMUTUKE U MOTYhHOCTH HHXOBE
NpUMjeHe aHAIM3UPAHU Cy U3 Hay4yHe JUTepaype
(Fertner, 2012; Lu et al., 2019). I'eHeTnuka wim
pa3BojHa MeTona KopuitheHa je npu yTBphuBamy
KapakTepa ¥ IpaBala pa3BOjHHUX Ipoleca U -
XOBHX TPOCTOPHHUX MOCJBEIUIA HA KOje YKazyjy
pe3ynTaTti KOMIapaTUBHO-CTAaTUCTUUKUX aHAIIN3a
neMorpa)CKux M JpyTrux ToKas3arejba U3 Tomuca
CTaHOBHMIITBA U cTyauja pas3Boja: [lomumcu cra-
HoBHMIITBA U3 1961, 1991. u 2013. ronune, Crpa-
TErHja pa3Boja jeIMHHULIA JIOKATHUX camoynpasa PC
u3 2017. romune, Crynuja ,,Pypannu uHTerpainu
pa3Boj moapydvja kamoHa Bpbaca u miaroa Mama-
ye* u3 2009. ronune, [Ipocropuu mian ['pana bama
Jlyka ox 2011. ronune u M3Bjemiraj 0 XyMaHOM
pa3Bojy 3a bocuy u Xeprierosuny 3a 2013. roquny.
[IpomjeHe y mpoCTOPHO] AUCTIEP3UjH CTAHOBHHIIIT-
Ba M BEJIMYMHH Hacesba Te (popMupame mpodiem-
cxux noapydja y PC (Mandié¢ & Zivkovié, 2014;
Mandi¢ & Deli¢, 2021), HaceoOuHCKIM Tporiecuma
y TpocTopy 3MHjama 1 MOTSHIMjaIMMa IPOCTopa
(Gatari¢, 2012; I'arapuh & MBanumieBuh, 2016;
Iarapuh, 2018; I'apuh, 2018) npahene cy Ha OCHOBY
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action groups which directly improve spatial
organization, life quality and sustainability
of rural communities.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Relevant geographical methods were used
in the paper. The descriptive-analytical and
comparative methods were used to represent
the perception of rural areas (Harrington
& O’Donoghue, 1998; Cloke, 2006; Luki¢,
2010). Properties of rural policies were an-
alyzed via strategic documents, and policies
and programs of rural development of EU:
INTERREG, ESPON 2002, Territorial agenda,
Joint agrarian policy, Smart village, etc. and
their potential application in RS was consid-
ered (Gnjato et al., 2012). The comparative
analysis of geographical case studies provided
an insight into the current condition of B&H
rural areas — problems of differentiation and
organization of rural areas (Bogdanov, 2007;
Luki¢, 2010; Mauguh et al., 2018; Mandi¢
& Zivkovi¢, 2014; Mandi¢ & Deli¢, 2021).
Theoretical perspective on referential policies
and their potential application were analyzed
from the relevant body of work (Fertner,
2012; Lu et al., 2019). Genetic or develop-
ment method was used to estimate the nature
and directions of development processes and
their spatial consequences as suggested by
comparative-statistical analysis of demo-
graphic and other indicators from population
census and development studies: 1961, 1991
and 2013 population census, 2017 Strategy of
development of local self-government units in
RS, 2009 study “Rural integral development
of the Vrbas canyon and Manjaca plateau”,
2011 Banja Luka City spatial plan and 2013
Report on human growth for Bosnia and Her-
zegovina. Changes in the spatial dispersion
of population and the size of settlements and
formation of problem areas in RS (Mandi¢
& Zivkovi¢, 2014; Mandi¢ & Deli¢, 2021),
settlement processes in Zmijanje and potential
of the target area (Gatari¢, 2012; I'atapuh &
NBanumesuh, 2016; I'atapuh, 2018; apuh,
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3BaHMYHE CTATUCTHKE U HAaBEJICHE Hay4He JINTepary-
pe. Pe3ynraru ananmse cy CHHTEHTU30BaHH, CTaTHC-
THYKU oOpal)eHn 1 TabenapHo U KapTorpad)cKu pu-
ka3anu. [Ipeamer aHanu3e pypaiHor MOTEHIHjaa,
Pa3BOJHUX TpoIleca W MEpPCIEKTUBE MPE/ICTaBIba
poCTOp reorpadcKo-UCcToOpHjcKe 00IacTi 3MHjame
rocMarpaH Kpo3 HACEOOMHCKH cHCTeM. Pa3BojHH
MPOLIECH, aKTYEITHO CTah¢ HACCOOMHCKUX TMPUITUKA,
COIIMO-€KOHOMCKOT Pa3B0ja U MMPOCTOPHO-(PYHKIINO-
HaJlHe OpraHu3allyje aHAJIU3UPHU Cy Ha OCHOBY
CTATUCTUYKUX [OKA3aTesba U Pe3ylTara TePeHCKOT
paja, a MOTEHIIMjajlHa BaJOpU3allija KoMIIapaTyB-
HOM aHaJIM30M MPOCTOPHO-TUIAHCKE U CTpaTeIlKe
JOKyMEHTAIMje, Te HayuHHX uctpaxupama (I'a-
tapuh, 2018). KomnaparuBHOM aHaiIn30M Homnuca
CTAaHOBHUINTBA, 3a nepuoxn 1961-2013. roaune,
yTBpheHa je KOHCTaHTHA JeTIONyJIalja ca mocsbe-
auiaMa y (pyHKIIMOHAIHOM KarlalluTeTy Hacelba,
MPUBPEIHUM aKTUBHOCTUMA M CIa0JbEry Mpoc-
TOPHO-(YHKIIMOHATHUX Be3a i onHoca. C 063upom
na 3Mujamke HUje caMoCTalHa aJMUHHUCTPATHBHA
JjenuHuIia, aemorpagcke mpoMjeHe mocMarpaHe cy
Ha HMBOY Hacesba, a JPYTH IMOKa3aTesbUu pa3Boja
W3IBajaHy U3 jeJMHMIIA JJoKanHe camoynpase (JJIC)
KOjHMa TPUIaaajy. AHAIN30M I'eOMpPOCTOPHHX MO~
TEHIIMjas1a IpeIIoKeHa je KOMIUICKCHH]a BaJIopH3a-
11ja TIOCMAaTpaHOT MPOCTOpa, OOIMIH JPYIITBEHOT
OpraHu30Bama, ACPUHUCAHE Mjepe U aKTEepH Y
LIJbY roBehama akKTUBHOCTH Y IPOCTOPY 3MUjarba
U Berose feMorpadcke u QpyHKIHMOHAIHE PEBUTA-
nu3aiyje. 3MHjamke je OCMaTPaHo Kao er3eMIuiap
y mmpeM npocropy PC cnuunux reorpadckux
KapaKTEepUCTHKA M JPYIITBEHUX MPOIIEca.

PE3VIITATU U ANCKYCUJA

[Tpocrop buX mo Buie kputepujyma je ao-
MHUHaHTHO pypayiHu (oko 85 % Tteputopuje). Ca-
BpPEMEHH pa3BOjHH MPOLIECH HHIYCTPH]jaIH3aliuje
u ypOanuzauje y apyroj nonosunu 20. BHjeka,
np:kaBHE pedopMe M MHUIIMjaTUBe (arpapHa pe-
(dopma, KOJIIOHU3AIH]ja, TEXHUYKE HHTEPBEHLIU]E Y
MIPOCTOPY, HH(PPACTPYKTYPHA U3TPaIEha), Opa3U-
JIM Cy Ce Ha COLIMO-€KOHOMCKH Pa3Boj, KapakTep U
JMHAMHKY Murpauuja. Passojnom mudepenimja-
LI1jOM TIOCTETIEHO Cy (hOpMHpaHa MPOCIIEPUTET-
HHUja U Mambe MPOCHEPUTETHA pypaliHa TOIpyYja.

2018) were monitored based on official sta-
tistics and cited scientific literature. Results
of the analysis were synthesized, statistically
processed and displayed in tables and graphs.
The subject of the analysis of rural potential is
the geographical-historic area of Zmijanje and
its settlement system. Development processes,
current state of settlement system, socio-eco-
nomic development and spatial-functional
organization were analyzed on the basis of
statistical indicators and results of field work,
whereas potential valorization was consid-
ered through comparative analysis of spatial
plans and strategic documents and scientific
research (I'atapuh, 2018). The comparative
analysis of population census (1961-2013)
found a constant depopulation affecting the
functional capacities of settlements, economic
activities, and spatial-functional relations.
Given that Zmijanje is not an independent
administrative unit, demographic changes
were observed at the level of settlements.
Other indicators of development were singled
out from their units of local self-government
(LGU). The analysis of geospatial potentials
suggested a more complex valorization of the
target area, new forms of social organization,
measures and participants, all in order to
increase activities in the Zmijanje area and
achieve demographic and functional revital-
ization. Zmijanje was observed as an example
of phenomena of similar geographical proper-
ties and social processes in a wider RS space.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Several criteria suggest that B&H is a
predominantly rural area (around 85 % of
territory). Socio-economic development and
migration dynamics were affected by the
modern development processes of industrial-
ization and urbanization in the second half of
20th century, and state reforms and initiatives
(agrarian reform, colonization, technical in-
terventions, infrastructure construction). Dif-
ferentiation eventually resulted in more and
less prosperous rural areas. The 1992—1995
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Parna necrpykuuja y nepuony 1992—-1995. ronune
uHTeH3uBHpaa je Beh 3amouery arpodujy nujena
PYpaHUX NOZIpYYja ¥ KIbYUHH je (pakTop pypaiiHe
Jerornynaiyje. TpaH3uIujoM APYIITBEHOT CUCTe-
Ma y COLMjaTMCTHYKUM 3eMJbama, Tako u'y buX,
MIPOMUjeHEHA j€ BIACHUYKA CTPYKTYpa, OpraHu-
3alfja MPOU3BOAIGE U JIaHYaHE Be3€ y CHUCTEMY
npuBpehuBama nonpuHocehn KpHu3H COLjaHe
u nemorpagceke oapxxkuBoctu (Mandi¢ & Deli¢,
2021).

Pypanna noapyuja buX 2013. rogune Ha-
cramyje npeko 50 % craHoBHuKa y oko 640000
nomahuacTaBa. JIOMMHAHTHOCT MallUX MOCje-
Jla, HU3aK CTENEeH MOJAEpPHH3AIMje U TPIKHIIHE
OpHjeHTAaIlH]e, BUCOKA CTApOCT paJlHE CHAre, cla-
06a pa3BHjEHOCT NpexpaMOCHUX HUHAYCTpHja U
nubepann3anmja yBo3a, HEMOBOJHHO YTHUUY Ha
COIMO-EKOHOMCKY OJIP’KUBOCT PypaSTHUX MOZPYYja
n Hu3aK yauo noseonpuspene y bBAII-y buX (oxo
8 %). [Ipema noganmma HanmonanHor n3Bjenraja
0 xymMaHoM pa3Bojy y buX u3 2013. ronune, buX
yBO3H 0K0 50 % moTpeOHe XpaHe, HaKO j& EKOKIIU-
MAaTCKH MOTO/IHA 32 CTPYKTYHPaHy TOJbOIPUBPEI-
HY IIpou3BobY. OBO MOTBphyje HU3aK HUBO UCKO-
PHIITEHOCTH 3eMJBUIIIHOT MOTeHIMjana. HaBenenu
TMOKa3aTeJbH jJaCHO MOTBPhY]y J1a pypaHH IPOCTOP
HE HUCITyHaBa OCHOBHY (DYHKIIH]y — TOTPEOHHU HIBO
MIOJHOTIPUBPETHE MTPOU3BOJIELE.

Ananuza nemMorpaCKux M COIHO-EKOHOM-
CKHX IOKazaresba pazBoja Ha HuBoy JJIC PC, a
npeMa kpurepujymuma Crpareruje paspoja Jo-
KajHe camoynpase y Pemy6mumm Cprickoj, mo-
TBplyje pa3BojHE pa3iuKe y OpOjHUM MHIUKATO-
puma Ha ocHOBY kojux ce JJIC mudepenumpajy
Ha pa3BHUjeHE, CPEAE Pa3BHjeHE, HEpPa3BUjCHE
u u3pasuto HepassujeHe. Ox ykynHo 64 JJIC
KapaKTepUCTUKE HEpa3BUjeHOCTH umajy 33, ox
yera 19 Hema Hacespa ypOaHor kapaxrepa. Hbu-
XOBa aMHHHUCTPATUBHA CPEIUILTA U3Y3E€THO CY
MaJior (PyHKIIMOHAJIHOT KaralyTeTa 3a IOKPEeTamke
pas3Boja U He MOT'Y 33JI0BOJbUTH OCHOBHE MOTpede
CTAHOBHMILTBA (paj, 00pa3oBame, 3APaBCTBO,
cHabzjeBame). Ha mpocropy Hepa3BHjeHHUX U U3pa-
3uTo HepasBujeHux JJIC Huje ce pa3BUIIO HU jeTHO
HaceJbe Aemorpadcekor kanmamurera a0 10000
CTaHOBHUKA, PETHOHAIHOT WJIH CyOperuoHalIaHoT
3Hayaja. YKymnHo 3ay3uMajy 34 % nospimne PC,
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war destruction only intensified the earlier
atrophy of some rural areas and it was the
key factor of rural depopulation. Transition of
social systems in Socialist countries, includ-
ing B&H, changed the ownership structure,
organization of production and commercial
chains, leading to the crisis of social and
demographic sustainability (Mandi¢ & Deli¢,
2021).

More than 50 % of the population lived
in 640000 households in B&H in 2013. Small
farms, poor modernization, lack of market ori-
entation, aging labor force, insufficient food
industry, and liberal import have a negative
effect on the socio-economic sustainability
of rural areas and low ration of agriculture
in B&H GDP (around 8 %). According to the
data of the National Report on Human De-
velopment in B&H from 2013, B&H imports
about 50 % of the necessary food, although
it is eco-climatically suitable for structured
agricultural production. This confirms the low
level of utilization of land potential. All those
indicators clearly suggest that rural areas do
not perform their primary role — agricultural
production.

The analysis of demographic and so-
cio-economic indicators of development at
the RS LGU level conducted in line with
criteria from the Strategy of development
of local self-government in the Republic of
Srpska corroborated growth disparities in ma-
ny indicators resulting in differentiation into
developed, medium developed, undeveloped
and extremely undeveloped of LGU. Out of 64
LGU, 33 are undeveloped and 19 completely
lack urban settlements. Their administrative
centers share small functional capacities for
growth initiatives and cannot meet the basic
needs of the population (work, education,
health care, supplies). In the territory of un-
developed and extremely undeveloped LGU,
there are no settlements with the population
up to 10000 that might be regionally or sub
regionally relevant. These LGUs cover 34
% of RS territory, with 16 % of the total
population, around 22 people/km? population
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ca 16 % cTaHOBHHUINTBA, HACCJLEHOCTH OKO 22
cr./km? ca ymjenom ox 25 % Hacesba y ramemy
(mame on 10 craHOBHUKA), BUCOKOM CTOIIOM He-
TaTUBHOT MPUPOJHOT mpupamraja, 50 % ymjena
caMaykux W JBOowIaHMX JoMahuHcTaBa (Mandié¢
& Deli¢, 2021) u apyrum COIMO-eKOHOMCKUM
MoKa3aTesbiMa KOju Cy HEMOBOJBHU]U OJ] IPOCjeKa
PC. HepasBujena (rmpoOnemcka) moapydja koja 3a-
0CTajy 3a IPOCjEeKOM HAIIHOHATHOT Pa3B0ja, UMajy
u Heke pazujene JJIC. To cy nmoapyyja ynasbeHa
OJl OMIITHHCKOT ypOAaHOT CpenuIlTa U HEHHTeE-
rpUcaHa y pa3BHjeHH]je OKpykemwe. Kapakrepuiie
UX jeIHOCTaBHA MPUBPEIHA CTPYKTYpa, BHCOKA
HE3aIroCJIeHOCT, JIoMa HHPPACTPyKTypa, Majia
I'yCTUHA HAaCEJHEHOCTHU, KOHCTAHTHA EMHTpalrja 1
JeTIONyauja. 3MHUjake je mpuMjep mpoOieMcKor
MoZIpy4ja Mako je HajBehuM I1jesioM CMjEeITeHO
Ha aJIMUHHCTpaTUBHO] Teputopuju I'pamga bama
Jlyka, Haj3HauajHMjer pazBojHOr cpexuira PC.
[Monpyyja mpobIEeMCKOT KapakTepa YWHE BHIIE
o 60 % tepuropuje PC u HacerpaBa ux Tpehuna
CTaHOBHUINTBA. TpeH YKyNMHHUX JeMorpadckux
KpeTama JyropovyHO IOCMaTapHO YrpoKaBa HU-
XOBY OJIP’)KUBOCT. XOpOJIOIIIKA aHAINM3a CUCTEMa
Hacesba PC nmocmarpanor kpo3 6 HUBOA LIEHTpa-
JIUTETa, 3aCHOBAHOT Ha (PyHKIIMOHAIHOM Kamalu-
TETy, yKa3yje Ha BEJMKE HAaCEOOMHCKE pas3uKe.
VY npobneMckuM NozpyyjuMa HemMa Hacesba TpBa
JIBa paHra IeHTpanuTera Beh camo jeaHo ypbaHo
cpenuiute Tpeher panra. ¥ xujepapxuju Hacesba
npobnemckux noxapydyja 30 cpequra JJIC je mec-
TOT paHra LEHTpaJUTeTa, O/l KOjuxX je BehnHa Ha
rpaHyIy ypOaHOCTH WM HEMa ypOaHU KapakTep
(Mandi¢ & Zivkovié, 2014). TIpocrop oux JJIC
npezcTaBiba pa3BojHy nepudepujy. [Ipocropna
aucnepsrja ypOaHuX cpenuinTa nepudepuje nma
Maiy ryctuny, 1 ypbano Hacesbe Ha 1157 km?,
JIOK j€ Y IPOCTOpPY MpHjeTa3HuX KapaKTepUCTUKA
1 pazBojHe ocoBuHe PC (mepunanoHCKH POCTOP)
1 ypbano cpenumre Ha 827.6 km? npocropa. Kom-
aparyjoM COLMO0-EKOHOMCKE Pa3BHj€HOCTH IPOC-
TOpa U pa3Boja HACEOOWHCKOT CHCTEMa yOUJbHBA
je muxoBa MehycoOHa ycnoBibeHOCT. He Mapruna-
mu3yjyhu yTunaj npupoaHo-reorpadckux gakropa
U unmeHuIlly aa ce Behuna nepazsujenux JJIC
HaJla3u y IUIAHMHCKO-KOTJIMHCKOM U CyOMenuTe-
PAHCKOM IIPOCTOPY, MOXKE CE 3aKJbYUUTH J1a pa3Boj

density, 25 % of settlements almost empty
(fewer than 10 people), extremely negative
birth rates, and 50 % of single or two-mem-
ber households (Mandi¢ & Deli¢, 2021) and
other socio-economic indicators which are
worse than RS average. Undeveloped (prob-
lem) areas left behind the national average
still have some developed LGUs. These are
areas distant from the urban municipal cen-
ter and not integrated into a more developed
environment. Their basic properties are sim-
ple economic structure, unemployment, poor
infrastructure, small population density, con-
stant emigration and depopulation. Zmijanje
is an example of a problem area despite the
fact that most of its territory is located in
the city of Banja Luka territory, which is the
most significant development center of RS.
Problem areas make more than 60 % of RS
territory and are populated by one third of the
total population. Long-term demographic mi-
grations are threatening the sustainability of
problem areas. Horological analysis of the RS
settlement system, observed through 6 levels
of centrality based on functional capacities,
indicated large settlement differences. There
are no first or second ranked settlements and
only one urban center is ranked third among
all the problem areas. The hierarchy of set-
tlements in problem areas suggests that 30
centers of LGUs are ranked 6 and most of
them are on the verge of urbanity or are not
urban at all (Mandi¢ & Zivkovi¢, 2014). The
area of these LGUs represents development
periphery. The spatial dispersion of peripheral
urban centers is poor (1 urban settlement per
1157 km?). On the other hand, in the area of
transitional properties and development ax-
is of RS (peri-Pannonian area) there is one
urban center per 827.6 km?. Comparison of
socio-economic development of some space
and the development of the system of set-
tlements implies that these two are mutually
conditional. Without an intent to minimize
the relevance of natural-geographical factors
and the fact that most undeveloped LGUs are
located in highland and sub-Mediterranean
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PYPATHUX TOApYYja BHUILE 3aBUCH Of] OIU3MHE U
(DYHKIIOHAJTHUX KaranuTeTa ypOaHOT CpeauInTa
1 MOTYhHOCTH FBHUXOBE HHTEPAKIIM]E HETO OJf Te0-
MPOCTOPHUX TOTEHIHjajla CEOCKUX Hacesba U FbFMa
npunanajyhux repuropuja. C tora je y uzabpanom
npuMjepy mpocTopa 3MHjamka, aKIeHaT CTaBJbEH
Ha aHaJIM3y MPoIeca y HACEOOMHCKOM CHCTEMY.

ITpoctopau o0OyxBart
U KapaKTepUCTUKE
HCTPaKUBAHOT TIPOCTOPA

[Tpocropuu 00yxBar 3MHUjamkba IME BUIIIE TY-
Mauema o] CTpaHe pa3anuuTux aytopa: [1laba-
HoBuh, X., Cxapuh, B., Kouuh, I1., Kapanosuh,
M., Humikanosuh, M., Bacuh, M., Muxkuh, b.,
Bynun, M., mITO je mocJbenIIa CI0KEHOT UCTO-
pujcko-reorpadCKor pa3Boja, KyaType, aqMHuHH-
CTPaTHBHHX I'PAHUIIA U CTATycCa KOjH je 3MHjame
UMaJIo y paHHjUM UCTOPHUjCKUM Neproanma. Y
CpeIbEeM BHjEKY je Kyra 3eMIbaHUK (3eMyHHK),
y TypCKOM TIEpHOAY oA cpenuue 16. Bujeka Omna
Haxuja 3Mujame, Ha pena3y 19.y 20. Bujex je
0] ayCTPO-yrapckoM ympaBoM U OOpH ce na
cadyBa paHHje cTeueHy ayToHOMHjy. Mako cy
TPaHMIIE CPEAHOBjEKOBHE XyMe 3eMJbaHHUK H
Haxuje 3MHjamke CIUYHE, HUCY TOaylapHe, Te
ce y UCTOPH]jCKHM HU3BOpUMA PA3IUIUTO HABOJIE.

KomnnekcHocT reorpadckor moioxkaja:
CMjelITaj y mpurpaHudHoM npoctopy Typckor
HapcTBa, ¢usnyko-reorpadcka CIOKEHOCT H
3aTBOPEHOCT MPOCTOPA KOjUM BOJIU Tpaca pUM-
ckor myTta o Jaapana xa IlaHoHCKO] HU3UjH,
JTOMUHAHTHOCT XpHUIThaHCKOT MpaBOCIaBHOT
CTAaHOBHUINTBA, yTHUIAJa je Ha Jo0OHjame
onpehenor obnrka ayTOHOMHUjE YKIJbYyUHUBaHEM
CTaHOBHUIITBA Yy pej MapTojora (XxpumhaHu
y BOJHO] CIIY)KOHW OJIp)KaBama peja y morpa-
HUYHOM TpocTopy) (Vasi¢, 1962) u ykymnHy
npocTopHy opranuzanujy. CATHO CTOYapCcTBO
U OTPaHUYEHHU YCJIOBH 3eMJbOPAIHE YTHIAIH
Cy Ha PETHOHAITHY MOOMIIHOCT CTAHOBHUINITBA
pUMapHO 0OIMKOBAIN HACEOOMHCKE IPUITHKE Y
dbopmu pa3OujeHNX, YIIIaBHOM MTaTPOHUMUYHHIX
HaceJba MPOUCTEKINX U3 TOPOJUYHHX 3aApyTa
(Iarapuh, 2018). CnenupuaHOCT APYIITBEHOT
MoJIOXKaja yTUIlalia je Ha (OpMHUpakEe U 09yBa-
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areas, we may infer that development of rural
areas is more dependent on the vicinity and
functional capacities of urban centers than on
the geospatial potentials of rural settlements
and their territories. Hence, in our case study
of Zmijanje, the focus is on the analysis of
processes within the system of settlements.

Spatial coverage
and properties
of the target area

The spatial coverage of Zmijanje have been
accounted for by many authors: Sabanovi¢,
H., Skarié¢, V., Koéié, P., Karanovi¢, M.,
Niskanovi¢, M., Vasi¢, M., Miki¢, ., and
Vulin, M., and the reason for different percep-
tions has been a complex historical-geograph-
ical situation, culture, administrative bound-
aries and the status of Zmijanje throughout
the course of history. Back in the Middle
Ages, the area was known as Zemljanik parish
(Zemunik), during the Ottoman period from
middle 16th century it was Zmijanje nahija,
in the turn of 19th century it was under the
Austro-Hungarian rule fighting for its pre-
viously won autonomy. Despite the fact that
boundaries of Zemljanik parish and Zmijanje
nahija were similar, they did not match com-
pletely which caused different interpretations
in different historical sources.

Complexity of geographical position: lo-
cation in the sub-bordering areas of the Otto-
man Empire, complex physical-geographical
properties and enclosed space, the Roman
road connecting the Adriatic Sea and Panno-
nia, and the dominance of Orthodox Chris-
tian population enabled a specific form of
autonomy and the population were included
among martolozi (military Christians main-
taining order in the bordering areas) (Vasi¢,
1962) and affected the spatial organization.
Extensive cattle breeding and limited agrar-
ian conditions affected the regional mobility
of the population and primarily shaped the
dispersed patronymic settlements originating
from family farms (I'arapuh, 2018). Specific



[TTACHUK — HERALD 26

HOCT KYJITYpHOT HJICHTHTETa, all U MPOMje-
He rpaHuna 3mujama. CaBpeMEHO MOUMambe
3Mujama y mupeM CMHUCIY, Kako ra fAe(uHuIIe
[Terap Kouuh, oGyxBara mpoctop uzmel)y pujexe
Cane u nnanu"e JImutop Ha 3amany, Bpbaca
Ha HUCTOKY, bame Jlyke n jy')xHHX oOpoHaka
nnanuHe Ko3ape Ha cjeBepy u Mpromuh ['pama
¢ muiannHoM JlucuHoM u LlpHOM pHjexkoM Ha
Jjyry. AIMUHUCTpaTHBHA TpaHULa 3MHjama y
TYpPCKOM IEPHOJy TOBPEMEHO C€ MUjemana, ma
ce kpahu mepuojn y 3mujame yOpaja: Hacelbe
[oppamnuna, npocrop 10 MaunumTa u yurha
[Tnuse y Bpbac Ha jyry; Hacespa ca gecHe odaie
Bpb6aca: Kpmune, bouar u Aruno ceno, Ha cje-
Bepy 2o Jakynosana u obona manuHe Kozape,
IITO TIPE/ICTaBJba HAjIINPE MONMakhe 3MUjamba.
Ve mouMame 3MHjamba Kako ra jaeduHHIIe
MupocnaB Humkanosuh unne cena: CuTHHIIA,
lopwe ParkoBo, lowme ParkoBo, Crpaxuie,
CoxonoBo, Myjakosuu, Jlycuhu, JlokBapu u
Crpuunhu (Humkanosuh, 1978), ykynHe mosp-
mHe 219.87 km?.

Uctopujcko-reorpadcka obract 3mujama
MocTaja je MpeAMeT WHTepecoBama M H3yda-
Bama BHIIE UCTpakuBada moyeTkom 20. Bujeka
nociuje KounheBor rosopa y Bocanckom ca-
00py O arpapHOM MHTaky U MpaBy CeJbAIITBA.
Criermu(puIHOCT IpyIITBEHE OpraHu3allije 1 ay-
TEHTHYHE KYJIType 3aUHTEepECcoBaa je Mo3HaTor
reorpada Joana [[Bujuha xoju moacTude apyre
UCTpaXKMBaye y aHTPOIIOJONIKAM M €THOJOII-
KUM HCTpaXUBambUMa 3MHjama. Jenan BUjEK
KacHUje 3MUjame Ce MPETNo3Haje U Pa3BOjHO
pedepuiie Ha OCHOBY €THOJOMIKUX CIIeHPUY-
HOCTH, HAKO HE MPecTajy caBpeMeHa CTyAHO03Ha
ucropujcka (Mukuh, 2005) u antponoreorpad-
cka uctpaxusamwa (I'atapuh, 2018).

3a motpebe paga, 3MUjame je ToCMaTPaHO
y TpaHUIlaMa CpEeIHOBjeKOBHE Xyme 3emJba-
HUK, HajTUIIHYHUJUX ETHOKYJITYPHHX OJJIUKA
3mujama, He YKIbydyjyhu necHy obany BpoOa-
ca M MEepUIIaHOHCKU MPOCTOpP Ha CjeBepy, Te Yy
¢u3nuKo-reorpa)cCkOM CMHCITY TMpeaCcTaBIba
KOMITaKTaH MPOCTOp. Y aJIMUHUCTPATUBHOM
cMucity 1o rpalanckor para npunanaaino je JJIC
bama Jlyka, Mpkowuh I'pax, Cancku Mocrt
u Kmpyu. JlejroHckum criopazymom 1995. ro-

social rank had an impact on formation and
preservation of cultural identity but also on
the changes in Zmijanje boundaries. The
modern idea of Zmijanje, as defined by Pe-
tar KocCi¢, covers the area between the Sana
River and the Dmitor Mountain in the west,
the Vrbas River in the east, Banja Luka and
southern Kozara slopes in the north, and
Mrkonji¢ Grad, the Lisina Mountain and Crna
Rijeka in the south. During the Ottoman rule,
the borderline changed and Zmijanje includ-
ed the following: Podrasnica, MlinisSte, the
mouth of the Pliva into the Vrbas in the south;
settlements on the right Vrbas bank: Krmine,
Bocac and Agino selo, in the north all the way
to Jakupoveci and the Kozara Mountain, which
still is the extended perception of Zmijanje.
A more narrow perception of Zmijanje was
given by Miroslav NiSkanovi¢ and it cover the
following villages: Sitnica, Gornje Ratkovo,
Donje Ratkovo, Strazice, Sokolovo, Dujakov-
ci, Lusi¢i, Lokvari and Stri¢i¢i (HumkanoBuh,
1978), covering the surface of 219.87 km?.
The historic-geographical region of Zmi-
janje became of great interest for scientists in
the early 20th century after Koci¢ gave speech
on agrarian issues and rights of peasants at
Bosanski sabor. Specific social organization
and authentic culture caught the attention
of Jovan Cviji¢, a famous geographer, who
initiated other researchers to investigate Zmi-
janje. A century later, Zmijanje was recog-
nized based on ethnological specificities,
even though there are pending modern studies
from historic (Mukuh, 2005) and anthropo-
geographic points of view (I'atapuh, 2018).
For the purpose of the paper, Zmijanje
is regarded within the boundaries of me-
dieval Zemljanik parish, and most typical
ethnic and cultural properties, as a compact
physical-geographical unit, without the right
Vrbas bank and peri-Pannonian space in the
north. From the administrative point of view,
up until the civil war Zmijanje was a part of
LGUs of Banja Luka, Mrkonji¢ Grad, Sanski
Most and Klju¢. The 1995 Dayton Agreement
divided Zmijanje by the entity borderline.
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JUHE je TOANjeJbEHO SHTHUTETCKOM JIMHU]OM.
o npujeparne ommruHe Kibyd, ca rpagom
Kibydewm, ymao je y cacraB ®enepanuje buX un
npuIana cy My Hacesba 3mujama: Jlome PatkoBo
u Jlowe CoxonoBo. Octasia Hacesba MPUIIOjeHA
cy HOBOoGopMHUpaHOj ommITHHU PubHuk (8 Ha-
cespa). HoBodopmupanoj onmtiuau Omrrpa Jlyka
npumnana cy Hacesba Jloma Kosumna m Xasuhu,
u3nBojena u3 onmruae Cancku Moct. Behuna
Hacespa octana je y okBupy JJIC Bama Jlyka
u Mpkomuh I'pan. ¥V mupem cmucny 3mujame
oOyxBata 47 Hacesba ykynHe nospiuHe 1092.72
km? (mpoctop y PC) Te je y paxy mocmarpano
Kao jeIMHCTBEHA IUIAHCKAa peruja, pypaaHor
npobnemckor kapakrepa (Cin. 1 u Tab. 1).

VY nojenqunum cermentuma JJIC kojuma
3MHjame Mpumaza nocMarpaHe cy y IjeMHH
Jjep pa3Boj MPOCTOpa OBUCH O]l YKYIHHUX IIO-
TEHLMjaJla U Pa3BOjHUX MHUIMjaTUBa MpHIIa-
najyhux JJIC. Uctopujcko-reorpagcka obnact
3Mmujama 3ay3uma cjeBeposanaanHu auo PC.
Juo je mmper npoctopa 3ananHe bocue (bo-
CaHCKa KpajuHa) Koju y GU3HUKO-reorpackoM
CMUCIIY KapaKTepulle ciioxkeHa Mopdodusuo-
HOMHMja Kpamkux oOnuka pespeda, cnernupuy-
HO KpeTame BOJE U XUIPOJOUWIKU (HEHOMEHH,
CTPYKTypa OMOCHCTEMa U PeNlaTUBHA OCKYIHOCT
00panMBOT 3eMJBUIITA MPOU3ANLIIUX U3 T€O-
nomke rpahe ¥ HaAMOPCKE BUCHUHE MPOCTOPA.
[Ipuponnu ycnoBu aeduHucaln Cy CTPYKTYpY
MOJFONIPUBPENIHE MPOU3BOAE Ca TEKUIITEM
Ha CTOYApCTBY, YIJIIABHOM CUTHOM, T€ MambeM
O0pojy moJpornpuBpeaHuX Kynarypa. IIpupon-
HO-reorpadcka yClIOBBEHOCT M CI0XEHOCT
HUCTOPHUjCKO-TeoTrpadcKor pa3Boja, Koju je y
POCTOPY MOTBphEeH OpojHUM ocTalma Mate-
pHjaliHe KyAType U3 CBUX UCTOPH]CKUX MEPHO/IA,
nepuHury 3MHjambe TPOCTOPOM CTICHU(PHUUHOT
reorpadckor uaeHTUTeTa. Y (U3nIKo-reorpad-
CKOM CMHCITY, 3MHjame je 00JacT Koja ce mpoc-
TUpE Ha INIAaHWHU U 1u1aToy Mamaua u Ilepu-
naHoHcKoM o0ony. Ca jyra U HCTOKa OKpyXKeHa
j€ TUIaHWHaMa JIMHAPCKOT CHCTEMa BHILIUM OJ
Mamaue Koja MnpeacTaBba CPEeIUIIBH TPOCTOP
3mujama. [Inannna Mamaya npyska ce y npasity
cjeBep — jyr ayxkuHoM 18 km u HajumMmo3aHT-
HUja je MPOCTOPHA IjjeIHa 3MHjamba.
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Parts of the earlier pre-war Klju¢ munici-
pality, including Klju¢ town now belonged
to the B&H Federation with the following
settlements of Zmijanje: Donje Ratkovo and
Donje Sokolovo. Other settlements belonged
to the newly-formed municipality of Ribnik
(8 settlements). The newly-formed munici-
pality of Ostra Luka covered the settlements
of Donja Kozica and Hazi¢i, former parts of
Sanski Most municipality. Most settlements
remained parts of Banja Luka and Mrkonji¢
Grad LGUs. In a broader sense, Zmijanje
covers 47 settlements and 1092.72 km? (ter-
ritory in RS) and the paper observed it as a
unique planning region and a rural problem
area. (Fig. 1 and Tab. 1).

Some segments of LGUs of which Zmi-
janje is a part, were observed as a whole
because the development of the area depends
on the total potentials and development initia-
tives of their LGUs. The historic-geographi-
cal area of Zmijanje covers north-west parts
of RS. It is a part of a wider region of west
Bosnia (Bosanska krajina), which is physical-
ly-geographically characterized by complex
morpho physiognomy of karst relief, specific
water flows, hydrological phenomena, biosys-
tem structure and relatively poor arable soil
resulting from the geological background and
altitude. It was the natural conditions that de-
fined the structure of agricultural production
focusing on cattle breeding and few types of
crops. Zmijanje is defined as an area of spe-
cific geographical identity due to natural and
geographical conditions and complex historic
and geographical development, the traces of
which might be found in different remains
of intangible heritage from all historic peri-
ods. In physical and geographical points of
view, Zmijanje is an area covering Manjaca
mountain and plateau and peri-Pannonian
rim. In the south and east, it is surrounded
by Dinaric Mountains higher than Manjaca,
which represents the central Zmijanje space.
The Manjaca Mountain stretches in north-
south direction 18 km long and is the largest
spatial unit of Zmijanje.
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Cn 1. ATMUHHCTPAaTUBHO-TEPUTOPH]ATHA U MPOCTOPHO-PYHKITMOHAIHA OpTaHu3aIija 3Mujama
Fig. 1. Administrative-territorial and spatial-functional organization of Zmijanje
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Pemed 3mwujama je Opacku u OpAcKo-TuIa-
HUHCKU M W3rpal)eH je o1 T0JIOMHUTCKO-KpeUhad-
KHX cTHjeHa. 300r reojoke rpahe u epo3uBHUX
niporieca GopMUPAHU Cy Kpariku oonuim pesbeda
(mkpane, Bprade, jame, nehuHe, Kpaika 1osba).
Tna cy nnuTka, 1yOMHE HEKOJIMKO HEHTHUMETa-
pa. HajHika Tauka y mpoy4yaBaHOM IIPOCTOpY je
y3 pujexy bamuna (335 m), a Hajpuma je BpX
Benuka Mamaua (1239 m). Kiiuma uma npenas-
HE KapaKTEepPHCTUKE yM]jEpPEHO-KOHTUHEHTAIHE U
IUIAHUHCKE KIIMME, Cca JIOBOJBHO aTMOC(EpPCKUX
TNaJiaBUHA PEJIATUBHO PAaBHOM]EPHO pacriopel)eHux
y TOKY TOJIMHE U JIOCTa CHUjera 3MMH YHja BUCHHA
MMOBPEMEHO Y3pOKyje MpeKkun y caodbpahajaom
KoMyHHLMpamy. [ eonorika rpala ycnosspasa cia-
00 pa3BUjEHY TOBPIIUHCKY MPEXKY BOIOTOKOBA
U 4yecTy Hecrammiy Boae. HaBenenu ¢akxtopu
(buznuko-reorpad)cke CpeIUHE YTHUIATH CYy Ha
HaceOOMHCKY OpraHHM3alujy, CTPYKTYpy U OOMM
MOJHONPUBPETHE TPOU3BO/IHE.

Cwmjemrtaj m3mely Janpanckor mopa u Ila-
HOHCKE HU3M]j€ YTHUIIA0 j€ Ha KOHTUHYHUTET TpPaH-
3UTHOCTH 3MHjama jOII O PUMCKOT TEepHoa.
[Nocmarpanu mpocTop je KaCHO YKJbYUEH Y MPEXY
caBpeMeHHx caoOpahajuuia, Tek kpajem 20. Buje-
Ka, a HeKa ceocka Hacesba cy MelycoOHO cao-
OpahajHo mose3aHa Tek y 21. BHjeKy IITO je jenaH
o1 (hakTopa mMpoCTOpHE JUCTIEP3H]jE U NCEJbaBambha
CTaHOBHHUIIITBA.

Jemorpadcke u HaceoOMHCKE
KapaKTePUCKUKE UCTPAKHBAHOT
pocTopa

O03upoM Ha MPUPOTHE YCIOBE U KOHCTAHTAH
nemorpadcku pact, mpocTop 3MHujamka U BErOBOT
OKpYXema OHO je arpapHO MPEHACEIHEH MOYETKOM
20. Bujexa. Kontnnynpanu ryouTak CTaHOBHHIIIT-
Ba MOYUme y J[pyrom CBjeTCKOM pary U HaCTaBJbha
ce TociIMje para KoJIoHu3anujoM y BojBomuny,
KaCHUjHUM IJTAHCKUM HCEJhaBambEeM, PATHIM MUT-
parjama peMa Behum ypOaHUM CpeuITHMa 1
UHOCTpaHCTBY. Y nepuony 1945-1948. ronune, y
OKBUPY arpapse pedopme u kooHu3zaiuje Bojso-
IMHE, ca mpocropa 3mujama 1 bocancke Kpaju-
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The hilly and mountain relief of Zmijanje
is composed of dolomite and limestone rocks.
The geological forms and erosion resulted in
the karst relief (funnel-shaped holes, cracks,
cavities, caves, karst fields). The soil is shal-
low, only a few centimeters deep. The lowest
point within the target area is next to the Ban-
jica River (335 m), and the highest point is
the Velika Manjaca peak (1239 m). Climate is
transitional and it varies from moderate-con-
tinental to mountain climate. Precipitation
is sufficient and relatively well-distributed
all year long, and large amounts of snow
may cause traffic interruptions in the winter.
Geological forms caused poorly elaborate
surface water stream networks and frequent
disturbance of water supplies. All these phys-
ical-geographical factors affected the organi-
zation of settlements, and the structure and
quantity of agricultural production.

The location between the Adriatic Sea
and Pannonia has had a large impact on the
transit communication at Zmijanje ever since
the Roman period. It was only in the late 20th
century that the observed area was included
in the traffic network, with some villages
waiting until the 21st century, which is one
of the factors of spatial dispersion and pop-
ulation emigration.

Demographic
and settlement properties
of the target area

Given the natural conditions and constant
demographic growth, Zmijanje and its neigh-
boring areas were overcrowded in the early
20 century from the agrarian point of view. A
continuous population decline started in WWII
and continued after the war when most of the
population left to Vojvodina as a part of a
planned labor emigration to larger urban centers
and foreign countries. During the 1945-1948
periods, 8259 households from Zmijanje and
Bosanska Krajina were displaced due to the



[TTACHUK — HERALD 26

He ucesbeHo je 8259 momahmucraBa. [Imanckum
rcesbaBambeM 300T (opMupama BOjHOT TTOJTUTOHA
Mamava (1957-1975) ucemeno je roroso 5000
CTAaHOBHHMKA M yraIlleHa cy Hacesba Pagmannhu u
HIpuBHO, 1 11jenoBu Hacesba JloOpma u Bumycu
(I"arapuh, 2018). Y nporecy nuHaMUYHE HHITYC-
Tpujanm3anmje 1 ypoanuzamuje buX 60-ux u 70-
MX TOAMHA MIPOIILIOT BHjeKa, Ha IPOCTOpY 3MUjamba
HUje ce pa3BWIIO HUjeqHO ypOaHO Hacesbe. 300r
MIPOCTOPHE YIaJbeHOCTH | ci1abe caoOpahajue rmo-
BE3aHOCTH Ca HajOMMKUM ypOaHUM CpeaUIITHMA
(bama Jlyka, Mprowuh I'pan, Kibya u Cancku
MocT) H30CTaN! Cy BbUXOBU IMO3UTUBHU Pa3BOjHU
yrunaju (Ci. 1). AIMUHICTpaTUBHO-TEPUTOPH]al-
Ha peopranuzainuja buX kpajem 60-ux roguna 20.
BHjEKa JToBeNa je 10 ykpynmasama JJIC. Hacespa
3mujama (Kpyna Ha Bpbacy) u HenocpenHor ox-
pyxema (bponzann Majnan, bapahu) nsryouna
Cy aJIMUHHUCTPATUBHY (QYHKIIH]Y T€ Cy CMAbEHA U
yJarama y BHX0B pa3Boj. buxoBo (hyHKIMOHATHO
crabJberhe MOCPEIHO je YTULIAJIO Ha T10je/IMHA Ha-
cesba 3MHjama. Y HeIOCTAaTKy pa3BOJHOT CPEIUIITa
COIIMO-€KOHOMCKO NPECTYKTYHPAHHE CTAHOBHUIIIT-
Ba OJIBHjaJIO ce HMcesbaBameM. /lnHaMuyHa gear-
papu3anyja u aepypanusanuja Mmaaudecryjy ce y
CEHWJTU3AIIN]jU, CMaFkheHO] PUBPEIHO] AKTUBHOCTH
U TI0jaBU COIMJATHOT yrapa, T€ 3a0CTajalbeM Y
YKyIHOM pa3Bojy. [locmarpanu mpoctop, y oxn-
Hocy Ha mpocjek buX, penarnBHO KacHO je WH-
TETPUCAaH y CaBPEMEHE pa3BOjHE IpOLECe, IITO
MOTBphyje ycrnopeHa quHaMUKa eNeKTpuduKanuje
KOja je y TIOjeIMHIM HaceJbuMa 3aBpIlieHa KpajeM
80-ux roguna. Caobpahajuy mHppacTpykTypy
YIIaBHOM Cy YMHWINM MakaJaMcku 1myTeBH. Ca-
oOpahajHa octymHoCT O6mna je 3HayajaH (hakTop
COIIMO-€KOHOMCKOT Pa3BOja 1 IpaBalia 1 Kapakrepa
MUTpalfja CTAHOBHUILTBA KOje Cy JOMHHAHTHO
nuBeprentHe ([latapuh & MBanumesuh, 2016).
TeputopujanHo paspjehuBame y MpeXH Hacesba
HMMAJIO j€ HETaTUBHE MTOCJHETUIIE TI0 IeMOTpadCKH,
COIIO-EKOHOMCKH M IPOCTOpHHU pa3Boj (Gataric,
2012).

agrarian reform and Vojvodina colonization.
During the construction of the Manjaca military
training grounds (1957-1975), almost 5000
people were displaced, ending in complete
shutdown of Radmani¢i and Sljivno and partial
shutdown of Dobrnja and Vilusi settlements
(I"'arapuh, 2018). Not a single urban settlement
was founded in Zmijanje during the dynamic
processes of industrialization and urbanization
of B&H in the 1960s and 1970s. The spatial
distance and poor traffic connections with the
nearest urban centers (Banja Luka, Mrkonji¢
Grad, Klju¢, Sanski Most) stopped the positive
development effects of those processes (Fig. 1).
The administrative-territorial reorganization of
B&H in the late 1960s resulted in the merging
of LGUs. Settlements of Zmijanje (Krupa na
Vrbasu) and the direct vicinity (Bronzani Maj-
dan, Barac¢i) lost their administrative functions
and the investments declined. The deterioration
of functions indirectly affected some settle-
ments. Given that there was no development
center, the socio-economic restructuralization
inferred the population displacement. The dy-
namic deagrarization and deruralization were
manifested through population aging, decreased
commercial activities, and occurrence of social
fallow and stagnation of development. When
compared to the B&H average, the target area
was relatively late in terms of integration in
modern development processes, which was
evident from the slow dynamics of electrical
installation that did not end until late 1980s in
some villages. The road infrastructure mostly
consisted of macadam roads. Traffic commu-
nications were a pertinent factor of socio-eco-
nomic development and population migrations
which were predominantly divergent (I"'atapuh
& WBanmmesuh, 2016). Territorial dilution
of the network of settlements has a negative
impact on demographic, socio-economic and
spatial development (Gatari¢, 2012).
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Tal. 1. AAMHHHCTPATUBHO-TEPUTOPHjaTTHA OpPraHU3alMja U HACEJHEHOCT MpocTopa 3mujama 2013. romume
Tab. 1. Administrative-territorial organization and population of Zmijanje area in 2013

. Bpoj cranoBHu-
Bpoj nacesba u
Kka u ynno (%) y )
Jennnuna yano (%) y yky- ] IIpocjeuna
. YKYIHOM 0pojy
JIOKaJIHEe MHOM Opojy Ha- BEJIMYMHA
CTAHOBHHMKA
caMoynpaBe cesba / Number Hace/ba /
Hacespe / Settlement / Number of
/ Local self- of settlements . . Average
. inhabitants and .
government and share (%) in . size of the
. share (%) in the
unit the total number settlement
total number of
of settlements . .
inhabitants
Buctpuma, bopkosuhu, Burycn, Tonerm,
Hobpma, Jlyjakosim, 3enenim, Kmehanu,
Kona, Kona Jloma, Kpymna Ha Bp0acy,
JloxBapwm, JIycuhn, Menmmaa, O6posari,
[TaBuhwu, ITepsan [opwu, [lepsan Homu,
Pekasurie, Ctpuuntin, Cyooruia, Yo-
bama Jlyxa / xopw, [1ibuBHO, Pammannhu / Bistrica 24 10434 434.7
Banja Luka P, LLUBHBHO, FamManHt ried, 51% 66.2 % :
Borkovi¢i, Vilusi, Golesi, Dobrnja,
Dujakovci, Zelenci, Kmecani, Kola, Kola
Donja, Krupa na Vrbasu, Lokvari, Lusi¢i,
Melina, Obrovac, Paviéi, Pervan Gornji,
Pervan Donji, Rekavice, Stri¢i¢i, Subotica,
Cokori, gljivno, Radmani¢i
Topwu I'pann, I'yctoBapa, Jlabparn, Jomu
I'parm, y6wma, Korop, OpaxoBiranu
Mprorih [onopno, [oapammnnma, Crynapu, Cypjas,
Ipan/ Tpujedoro, Illexosuu / Gornji Graci 13 3954 304.1
Mrkonji¢ PHJE0OBo, t ot bract, 27.6 % 25.1 % '
Grad Gustovara, Dabrac, Donji Graci, Dubica,
Kotor, Orahovljani Podbrdo, Podrasnica,
Stupari, Surjan, Trijebovo, Sehovci
T'opwe ParkoBo, ['opwe Cokonoso,
Home PatkoBo, Jbyoune, CutHuIa,
PubHuK / Crpaxune, Yahasuna, Jlome Cokorno- 8 1102 137.5
Ribnik Bo / Gornje Ratkovo, Gornje Sokolovo, 17.2 % 7.0 % '
Donje Ratkovo, Ljubine, Sitnica, StraZice,
Cadavica, Donje Sokolovo
Omrpa Jlyka Jomwa Kozuma, Xazuhiu / 2 265 132.5
/ Ostra Luka Donja Kozica, Hazi¢i 42 % 1.7 % ’
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I'pabhancku par 1992—1995. ronune octaBuo
j€ BEJIMKE MOCJhbeAIe Y PUBHYKO] TeCTPYKITU]H
u geMorpadckoM er3onycy nmpocropa 3Mujama.
Hacema Jlome PatkoBo u ['opmwe u Jomwe Co-
KOJIOBO MMaja cy HajBehu oOuM HcesbaBama
CTaHOBHUUITBA, MOJAMjEJbeHA CYy €HTHUTETCKOM
JTUHUjoM Tipu uemy je Jlome COKOIOBO OCTao
6e3 craHoBHUILITBA. CIIMYHU MPOIIECU KapaKTe-
pUILY M MO HAaceJba HEMOCPETHOT OKpPYKEeHba,
Kao ¥ MHOTO LIHUPU MPOCTOp 3anaane buX, ma
3ajeIHO ca 3MHUjambeM YnHe MPOOIEeMCKY perujy
Koja ce 003upoM Ha reorpadcky CTPYKTYpy U
reHe3y pa3BOJHHMX MpoOieMa MOXe TpeTHpaTH
CIIMYHUM Mjepama u uarerpaiso. Crymauja ,,Py-
paJHU MHTETPAIHU MPHUCTYN pa3Boja Moapydja
kamoHa Bpbaca u minatoa Mamaue™ o0jenumyje
JJIC Bawy Jlyky, Mpkowuh I'pag u Pubnuk y
KOMIUICKCHHU]EM PHUCTYITy PEBUTAIU3AIN]U, AJTH
ce CIopO UMILIEMEHTHUpA.

KomnaparuBHa aHanu3a Mpexe Hacesba
yKasyje 1a Hajuie Hacesba punana JJIC bama
Jlyka. OBa Hacesba cy Behe ImpocjedHe BEITMUIUHE
ol Apyrux Hacesba (oko mpocjeka PC). Ox yky-
nHo 40 TunuyHo pypanuux Hacespa JJIC bamwa
Jlyka 24 Hacesba mpunazajy npoctopy 3Mujama.
VYkynHo oOyxBarajy 571.74 km? unu 52.3 %
noBpirHe 3Mujama U 66.2 % CTaHOBHUINTBA.
Ocrane tpu JJIC ca 47.7 % nospiuiuHe, uMajy
Behu ynno y 6pojy Hacesba 3MHjarba Hero y cTa-
HOBHUIITBY (Tab. 1). UMajy ycUTHEHY MpPExy
Hacesba M3 KOje MPOU3JIa3H OTpaHUYeH (yHK-
uroHai Hu Kamauurtet. [lo nedunucanum kpu-
tepujymuma pazsujenoctu JJIC PC, bama Jlyka
u Mprowmuh I'pan cnanajy y pazsujene. Puonuk
je Hepas3BujeHa, a Omrtpa Jlyka u3pasuTto He-
pa3BHjeHa JIOKaJIHA 3ajeqHuna. Hemajy Hacespa
ypOaHor KapakTepa IITOo MpeAcTaB/ba OrpaHNya-
Bajyhu dakrop muxosor passoja. [IpunagHoct
ucrtopujcko-reorpadcke obnactu 3mujama JJIC
Pa3IMUUTOT CTEMEHA Pa3BH]EHOCTH TU(PEPECHITH-
pa moryhHoctu peBuranusanmje. [pymrBeHu
MPOLIECU MOKPEHYTH YHYTPAIIBLUM U BakbCKUM
(akTopuMa KyMYJIaTUBHO CYy HCIIOJbEHU KOH-
CTAHTHOM JICTIONYJIAII]OM U CITabJhEHEM MPEKE
Hacespa (Tab. 2).

The 1992-1995 Civil war left huge con-
sequences through physical devastation and
demographic exodus from the Zmijanje area.
Settlements of Donje Ratkovo and Gornje and
Donje Sokolovo suffered the largest decrease in
population as the entity borderline completely
left Donje Sokolovo without its inhabitants.
Similar processes occurred in other settlements,
as well as in a wider area of west B&H, which
makes the region, along with Zmijanje, a prob-
lem area in terms of geographical issues and
development problems that must be treated by
joint measures. The “Rural integral approach to
development of the Vrbas canyon and Manjaca
plateau” study covers LGUs of Banja Luka,
Mrkonji¢ Grad and Ribnik and represents a
complex integral approach to revitalization. Yet,
the implementation of the study is very slow.

A comparative analysis of the network of
settlements suggests that most settlements be-
long to the Banja Luka LGU. These settlements
are on average larger than other settlements
(around the RS average). Out of 40 typically
rural settlements in the Banja Luka LGU, 24
belong to the Zmijanje area. These settlements
cover the surface of 571.74 km? or 52.3 % of
Zmijanje surface and include 66.2 % of total
Zmijanje population. Other three LGUs cover
47.7 % of the territory and share a larger ratio
in the number of settlements in comparison with
the population (Tab. 1). The network of settle-
ments is dispersed, which further narrows the
functional capacities. In line with the defined
criteria of development of LGUs in RS, Banja
Luka and Mrkonji¢ Grad are considered well-de-
veloped. Ribnik is undeveloped, and Ostra Luka
is an extremely undeveloped LGU. There are no
urban settlements, which complicates the devel-
opment. The fact that the historic-geographical
area of Zmijanje shares different levels of de-
velopment complicates any options for revital-
ization. Social processes triggered by internal
and external factors are cumulatively evident in
constant depopulation and deterioration of the
network of settlements (Tab. 2).
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Ta0. 2. [IpomMjene y pocjedHoj BEIMYMHN Haceba U Opojy cTaHOBHHKA 3MHUjama y nepuoay 1961-2013.
Tab. 2. Changes in the average size of the settlement and the number of inhabitants in the Zmijanje
area in the period 19612013
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1961. 0 0 0 1 8 16 22 52233 1111
1991. 2 0 10 13 13 8 29167 620
2013. 3 4 5 16 10 5 4 15755 335

Jlemorpadcky MaKCUMyM HpOCTOp 3MHjamba
je umao 1961. ronune (45 Hacespa), a camo JBa
Hacesba 1991. ronune (Hacesba Korop m Yaha-
Buna). Ha mommcy 2013. ronuHe cBa Hacesba Cy
y JAemnomynanuju koja je usHocuna 54 % nemo-
rpadcekor kamamuteta 1991. romguHe, 0ogHOCHO
69.9 % mame CTaHOBHMIUTBA y OfHOCY Ha 1961.
roauHy. Jlenomynamuja ce ofpasuiia Ha IpoMjeHe
y BenuuuHH Hacesba. [Ipeko 1000 crtaHOBHUKaA
umana cy 1961. ronune 22 Hacespa (46.8 %), a
2013. rogune camo 4 Hacespa (8.5 %). Y ogHOCy
Ha mnpocjek PC 3mujame MMa Mame yrameHux
U MaTyJbacTUX HAcesba, ajlh Cy Hacesba Mambe
npocjeure BenuuuHe (Ci. 2). Mpexa TOMUHaHTHO
IIPUMapHUX Cella HUje Ce pa3BWila y CHCTEM ca
JIOBOJBHO CEOCKHUX IIEHTapa U LIEHTapa 3ajeHULE
cena. JlomuHupa pa3dujeHH THIT HUCKO-TIAaHWUH-
CKHX U Cpe[he-IUNITaHMHCKHUX Cella IITO OTeXaBa
yCIOCTaBJbamkbe WHPPACTPYKTYpEe U ePHUKACHU]E
IPOCTOpHO-(DYHKIIMOHATHE opranusanuje. Jlo-
MUHAHTHOCT MaJMX Hacejba BeauuuHe 10 250
CTaHOBHHKa, Majia 'yCTUHA HaceJbeHOoCTH (14.4 cT./
km?), Te BeNMKH yIMO cTape MOIyalHje, OrpaHu-
yaBajyhu cy aktopu nemorpadcke oapKUBOCTH
U peBuTanM3anyje npocropa. Ha npocropy yxer
3Mujama ynuo miaje nomnyiauuje y 2013. ronuau
je 11.3 %, a crape 34 %. Beanunnom npexo 1000
CTaHOBHUKa M3/IBajajy ce Hacesba buctpura, Kona,
Kpyna, na Bp6acy u PekaButie y ueMy BeJuKy yio-
Ty UMa BHX0B cao0pahajHo-reorpad)CKu MOI0XKaj.
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Zmijanje reached its demographic maximum
in 1961 (45 settlements), and had only two settle-
ments in 1991 (Kotor and Cadavica). The 2013
population census showed that all the settlements
were suffering from depopulation (54 % of de-
mographic capacities in 1991 or 69.9 % fewer
inhabitants when compared to 1961). Depopula-
tion also affected the settlement size. In 1961, 22
settlements covered more than 1000 people (46.8
%) and in 2013 it was only 4 settlements (8.5
%). In comparison with the RS average values,
Zmijanje has less tiny and deserted settlements,
but these settlements are under the average size
(Fig. 2). The network of dominantly primary vil-
lages did not grow into a system that might have
enough central villages and country communities.
The dispersed low-highland and mean-highland
village types are predominant, which disables the
construction of infrastructure and the design of
a more efficient spatial-functional organization.
Other limiting factors to demographic sustain-
ability and revitalization are small settlements
up to 250 inhabitants, poor population density
(14.4 people/km?), and a large ratio of the aging
people. The narrow Zmijanje area had the young
population ratio of 11.3 % in 2013, and the ratio
of the old population was 34 %. Settlements of
Bistrica, Kola, Krupa na Vrbasu and Rekavice
had a population larger than 1000 due to their
favorable transitional position.
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Ca. 2. IIpocTopuu o0yxBat 3MHjama U BETMYMHA HACEIba
Fig. 2. Spatial coverage of Zmijanje and the size of the settlement

3Mujame nocmarpato y yxxkem cmuciy (10 Ha- The core area of Zmijanje (10 settlements)
ceJba) WM HBEroBO MPOCTOPHO je3rpo nMa Hajeehy  suffered the largest depopulation: 9825 peo-
nenomynauyjy: 9825 cranoBHuka 1961. romune, a  ple in 1961 and 1177 people in 2013, caused
1177 cranosumka 2013. romune, y 4mjoj OCHOBM  primarily by socio-economic circumstances.
Cy NPUMapHU COLMO-€KOHOMCKHU pasniosu. ['yctu-  Population density is only 5.3 people/km?.
Ha HACEJLEHOCTH M3HOCH camo 5.3 ct./km’. Husak  Poor infrastructure and inadequate invest-
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cTerneH MHPPACTPYKTYPHHUX M JPYTUX ylarama y
MOCMAaTpaHy MPOCTOP J0BEO je 10 (Gopmupama
npoOIeMcKe peruje y aujeny 3amagHe Kpajune
KOja je MHOTO IIHMpa OJf TOCMaTPaHOT TPOCTOpa
JJIC xojuma mpunaga. C 003upoM Ha TO J1a 3Ha-
YajHUjUX UH(PPACTPYKTYpHUX ylarama HHje OHUIo
y TIOCTIIONMCHOM TIEPHOAY, MPOIEC eMHIpanyje
CTQHOBHHINITBA j€ HACTABJbEH, ITO JeMorpadcke
MPUINKE ¥ OP>KUBOCT YMHE JOII HEMIOBOJHHU]UM.

CrouapcTBO (3Ha4ajaH YIMO TPAHCXyMaHCE)
j€ IOMHUHATHA TpaHa MPUBpPE/E Koja je Y KOHTHHY-
npaHoM onazaamy. COIMo-eKOHOMCKO] OJP>KUBOCTH
3Mujama HY>)KHO Cy TIOTpeOHM HOBU W3BOPU IPHU-
xomna. /luBep3udukarja ceocke (pypaiHe) IpUB-
perne y mpakcu ce HajeduKacHU]e OIBHja Pa3BOjeM
typuctuuke nonyze (Teritorijalna agenda, 2011) xax
MI0CTOj€ MPUPOAHO-Teorpadcke U KyITypHO-UCTO-
PHjCKE MPETIIOCTABKE KOje 3MUjarbe MocjeTyje, allu
TEK y TIOYETHUM OOJHMIIMMa Bajopuzaije. Mana
HACEJHEHOCT, HaIIallIeHa CTApOCT CTAHOBHMINITBA
Y HETIOBOJbHA 00pa30BHA CTPYKTYpa YMHE OCHOBHE
TIpeTIpeKe OCaBpeMEmaBatby CTPYKTYpE TIPUBPEIE.
[TorennmjanHa peBuTanu3amnuja Moryha je Kpo3s
Behu cTeneH caMoopraHi30Baba JTIOKATHE 3a)j€THHU-
1€ Ko IITO Cy 3a/ipyre pa3IMuuTor THIa (CTodap-
cke ¥ BohapcKe MPOM3BOAILE, ITYEIAPCTBA, TIPOH3-
Bohaua mihjeka, UT/.). YKIbyUHBamke HHTEPECHUX
rpymia JOKaJHE CPeIWHE: 3aBHYajHA YApYXKema,
TUIAHWHAPH, CIEJEO0JI03H, YAPYKeHha 3a 3allTUTY
’KUBOTHE CPEIMHE, CIIOPTCKHU KITyOOBH, (OIKIIOP-
Ha, JIOBaYKa | JIpyra JPYIITBA, MOTY JIONPHHH]ETH
TYPUCTHYKO] TIPOMOIMJU U Pa3BOjy Typu3mMa. 300r
BUILIECIIEHN]CKOT O/IJTacKa Ha paJl y THOCTPAHCTBO,
MHOT0 j€ TIOBpaTHUKA CTapHje 00U ca pa3IMIUTHM
’KMBOTHUM HaBHKaMa, HCKYCTBHUMA, 3HAYajHUM
CpeACTBUMAa W KOHTAKTUMa KOJH TIPE/ICTaBIbAjy
3Ha4ajHy OCHOBY 32 TIOKPETAhE TYpU3Ma U Pa3iu-
YUTHX OOJNMKA TIPUBATHOT Npe/y3eTHUIITBA. Mako
j€ eTHOKyNTypa (0014aju, 3MUjar-CKH BE3, HAPOITHU
cabopy) OCHOBHA KYATypHA OJIpEIHHIIA 3MHjamba,
YIIaBHOM C€ MPAKTHKYje KPO3 KyITypHY MaHHU]e-
craijy ,,KounheBu 1aHu‘ v He JOMPUHOCH 3HAYA]-
HHj€ TIOKPETabY KYJITYPHOT, €yKaTUBHOT, CEOCKOT
U ipyrux oomnuka TypusMa. [lojenuaaanu npumjepu
OZIp’KaBama U IMPE3eHTOBama eTHOKYNType (,,Ko-
yuheBo ormumre” y Crpuunhuma, ,,3MHujamcKa
kyha* y CUTHHIIN) UMajy €THOMY3€jCKH KapakTep.
KomriekcHIjoM BaIopU3aIijoM U TPOMOIIH]OM
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ments made the area a problem region locat-
ed in west Krajina, which is a wider space
than our target area and LGUs mentioned.
Given the lack of large investments in the
post-census period, the process of population
emigration continued and demography and
sustainability became even more threatened.

Stock breeding (a large ratio of transhu-
mance) is a dominant branch of the economy
which keeps declining. New income sources
are vital for the socio-economic sustainability
of Zmijanje. Diversification of rural economy
is practically most efficient when the tourist
offers increases (Teritorijalna agenda, 2011)
and when there are natural-geographical and
cultural-historic foundations. These actually
exist in the Zmijanje area but valorization is
still at the starting point. Small population
density, aging and poor education are primary
backsets to modernization of the economy.
Potential revitalization is attainable through a
larger degree of self-organization of the local
community (different types of cooperatives:
stock-breeders, bee-keepers, fruit-growing,
milk farms, etc.). Tourist promotion devel-
opment might be encouraged through the
engagement of local interest groups: hikers,
cavers, environmentalists, sport clubs, folk-
lore clubs, hunters, etc. Decades of diaspora
emigration resulted in many old inhabitants
returning to Zmijanje, who share different
habits, experiences, funds and contacts and
who may be initiators for different types
of small businesses and tourist activities.
Even though ethnocultural (customs, Zmijanje
embroidery, folk gatherings) is the primary
cultural determinant of Zmijanje it is mostly
capitalized on through the “Kocic¢evi dani”
local even and does not trigger cultural, ed-
ucational, country, or any other type of tour-
ism. Individual examples of presentation of
“Zmijanjska kuc¢a” in Sitnica) are more of
museum exhibitions. A more complex valori-
zation and promotion of cultural and historic
heritage: Zmijanje embroidery (intangible
UNESCO heritage), traditional crafts, monu-
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KYJITYpHO-UCTOPH)CKOT Hacsbeha, 3MUjarCKOT Be3a
(nemarepujanna OamruHa Ha et UNESCO-a),
TPaJULIMOHAIHUX 3aHaTa, CIOMEHMKA, je3UKa U
JUYHOCTH Moryhe je opraHn3oBaTH pazIniuTe Te-
Marcke paJMoHHIIe, MaHU(ECTAIM]e, TAKMUYCHA,
mkone y npupoau (I'apuh, 2019). PazHomukoct
TIPUPOTHE OCHOBE MOTOJTYj€ M3JIETHUUKOM TypPH3MY,
OCHHUBamy KaMIIOBa, BOXIbM OHWIMKIIA, jaXamy,
3UMCKOM TYpU3MY M Pa3IMYUTUM CHOPTCKO-pe-
KpeaTUBHUM aKTUBHOCTHMA. KoMIiiekcHuja TypHc-
TUYKa TTOHY/A YKJbyUHJia OM ceocka ToMahnHCTBa
o0jenumaajyhu ospONpUBpELY, TPAAULMOHATHE
3aHaTe M KyhHy paJlHOCT ca YTOCTHTEIHCTBOM H
CMjeIITajeM TYPUCTa M TUME TIOIPrKaJia COIMO-CKO-
HOMCKY H AeMOrpad)cKy OJp>KUBOCT IpocTopa. Je-
JIMHY aKTUBHU OOJTHIIN TYPUCTHYKE BaJIOpH3aIHje,
OCHM aKTHBHOCTHU NMOCBEhEHUX KIIKEBHHUKY U
HapoaHoM TpuOyHny Ilerpy Kounhy, je n3netnnuku
Typu3am (kamrt Benuka ['pena y Jlycuhuma, jesepo
Mamaua, Maukuha kameH u nehuna y Jlomem Par-
KOBY, PexaBuiie 1 pekpearuBHU LieHTap Ha Yokop-
ckuM nosprMa). Kpyna na Bpbacy Typuctuuku je
HAjTIEPCTIIEKTUBHU]E HAaceJhe 3MHjamba (CPEIHOB)e-
KOBHHM MaHACTHp, BOJICHUIIE, EKCKITy3UBHO BUKEH/]T
Hacesbe). [lodyeTHa TypucTHYKa Bayiopu3almja je
NaplyjaaHa ¥ yIJIaBHOM pe3yiTaT HHANBUTyaTHUX
VMHUIIM]aTHBA.

Typuctnuka opranuzaija ['paga bama Jlyka
HE YKJbyuyje 3MHjambe y TYPUCTUUKY MOoHyy. W3-
y3erak je manudecranmja ,,Kounher 300p* kojy
nocjerun 40000-50000 mocjerunana, yriaBHOM
MopHjeKyIioM ca 3Mujama. TypucTudka Bajopu-
3alMja PUMCKUX CIIOMEHHUKA, CPEHOB]jEKOBHUX
rpaJyHa U HEeKpornoia, jpkasa, nehuHa u odysa-
HUX TI€jcaka y TOTIYHOCTH je u3ocTaia. Mako
PETHCTPOBAHO, KYATYpHO Hacibehe 3mujama Huje
JIOBOJBHO 3amTuheHo M mpomoBucaHo. Pa3zBojHa
arernyja ['paga bama Jlyka BpemHyje camo 1uo
Mamaukor 1jIaToa ¢ BjEIITAYKUM J€3€POM Kao
TYPUCTUYKO-PEKPEATUBHUM KOMIUIEKCOM, alli Ia
HE MHTETPHIIE Ca JIOKATHOM 3aj€HHUILIOM y IHJbY
OIP>KMBOCTH PypATHOT nofpy4dja. Orpannvasajyhu
(akTop TypHCTHUKE BaJOpH3auje M OUyBarha JKHU-
BOTHE CPE/IMHE MPE/ICTaBIbajy aKTUBHOCTH Ha BOj-
HOM TIOJIMIOHY ,,Mamaya““.

Cnaba caoOpahajHa MOBE3aHOCT M OTEKAHO
BOJIOCHA0/IjeBambe HAacesha U MOTEHINjATHUX TY-
PUCTUYKHUX JIOKATUTETa OTEeXaBajy MOTYhHOCT

ments, language and important people, might
be organized in thematic workshops, manifes-
tations, competitions and schools in nature
('apuh, 2019). The diversity of natural back-
ground is favorable for excursion tourism,
different camps, cycling, back-riding, winter
tourism, and other recreational activities. An
elaborate tourist offer might include country
households, which could join agriculture,
traditional crafts, board and lodging in order
to improve socio-economic and demographic
sustainability of the area. Apart from activi-
ties dedicated to a famous author Petar Koci¢,
there is only excursion tourism (Velika Greda
camp in Lusiéi, the Manjaca Lake, Mackica
kamen, Donje Ratkovo cave, Rekavice and
Cokorska polja recreation center). Krupa
na Vrbasu is the most promising settlement
of Zmijanje from the tourism point of view
(medieval monastery, mills, a deluxe weekend
settlement). The initial tourist valorization
has been partial and was initiated mostly by
enthusiastic individuals.

The tourist organization of the Banja Luka
city does not include Zmijanje in its tourist
offer. An exception is “Koci¢ev zbor”, an
event visited by 40000-50000 people, mostly
from Zmijanje. The tourist valorization of
Roman monuments, medieval buildings and
necropolis, churches, caves and preserved
scenery is completely neglected. Despite the
fact that it is registered, the cultural heritage
of Zmijanje is not adequately protected and
promoted. The Development Agency of the
city of Banja Luka only registered a part of
Manjaca plateau and an artificial lake as a
tourist and recreational complex but they did
not integrate it with the local community in
order to achieve sustainability of the rural
area. Activities at the “Manjaca” military
training ground are yet another limiting fac-
tor to tourist valorization and environment
protection.

Poor roads and difficult water supply in-
frastructure further complicate any tourist val-
orization and functional integration with the
surrounding areas. The 411 Cadavica — Banja
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TYPUCTHYKE BaJIOpHU3aIMje, MOKPETAHE IPUBPEI-
HUX aKTUBHOCTH M (DYHKIIMOHAITHO MHTETPHCAIHE
¢ okpyxemeM. Pernonannu myt 411 Yahasuma
— bama Jlyka ca onBajamuma 3a Mpxomwuh [pajg
u Kiby4 071 BUTAITHOT je 3Ha4yaja 3a MHTErPHCAbE
npocropa 3MHjamba U HEroBy TPaH3UTHOCT. OBa
Tpaca craja [laHOHCKY HU3HWjJy M IpUMOpje, Te
3Mujambe UMa MOTYhHOCT yKJby4MBama y TpaH-
3uTHU TypuzaM. Camo Hacesba y3 pEerHOHAJHE
caobpahajuurie xoje nosesyjy bamwy Jlyky, [u-
noBo, Pubnuk, bocancku Ilerposan u JlpBap
MMajy PeloBaH jaBHU NPeB03. Mpeka IpylITBeHe
uH(pacTpyKType (OCHOBHE IIKOJIE U aMOyJIaHTe)
je y arpoduju 300r nemomynanuje ¥ yKyImHUX
COLIMO-EKOHOMCKHX MPUJIMKA IITO C€ J0IaTHO
HETaTUBHO OfIpa)kaBa Ha IeMOTPaCKy OPKHUBOCT.
VY Mpexxu Hacesba JOMUHHPAjy cela MpUMapHOT
Kapakrepa. Manu Opoj je Hacesba Koja Ou Mo-
1a outu MHUKpopasBojHu Hykieycu (I'atapuh,
2018). 360r caobpahajHor monoxaja u mocrojehe
apymTBeHe uHdpacTpykrype buctpuna, Kona,
Kpyna na Bp0Gacy, Cutauna, Crpuunhu, [opme
ParkoBo u Iloppamnunna y GpyHKIHjH Cy CEOCKUX
IIEHTapa W IeHTapa 3ajeqauie cena. Jla Ou yc-
IjeIIHO OCTBAPUBAIH (DYHKIIM]Y MUKPOPA3BOJHUX
HYKJIEyca HEOITXO/Ha j€ TOPIIKA pa3HUM Mjepama
Ha JIOKAJIHOM, PETHOHAJIHOM M €HTHTETCKOM HU-
BOY (EKOHOMCKE, COLIMjaJIHe, MIPaBHE, KaJpPOBCKE,
uHppacTpykTypHE), Te caoOpahajHO MHTErpUCabE
ca rpaBuTHpajyhum HacesbuMa.

C acnekra mianupama, I'pan bamwa Jlyka, 3a
paznuky ox apyrux JJIC kojuma 3mujame npura-
71a, ©UMa HajKOMILJICKCHHU]Y TIPOCTOPHO-TIJIAHCKY
JOKYMEHTAIMjy U CTpaTeruje pas3Boja, Mpero-
3Haje IMojeIMHE MOoTeHIujaje 3Mujama, ajlu He
KOHKPETH3Yje HHXOBO CTaBJbamke Y (QYHKIH]Y
pasBoja u moTpedHe mpeTrnocraske, Beh cy uH-
TepBeHIMje napuujanHe. [lpumapna ¢ynkuuja
IpOCTOpa, NOJHOIPUBPEIA, HUjE MOApKAHA KOM-
MJIEKCHUM MjepaMa Koje OW IMOAMINIE MPOu3-
BO/IIbY Ha BUIIIM HUBO U oMoryhuiie cHa01jeBambe
yp6anor tpxkumra bame Jlyke Ha obocTpaHy
kopucrt. [lojeqnna Hacesba MMajy 3Ha4ajaH arpo-
MOTEHLIMjaJl, MeXaHU3alKjy U OOJIMKE APYIITBE-
HOT opranuzoBama (Jomu u I'opwu I'pany, [ox-
pamHuna). Y HajTexeM IOJIOKajy Cy Hacesba
JHomwa Kosuna u Xaguhu, jep aiMUHUCTPATHBHO
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Luka regional road with an exit to Mrkonji¢
Grad and Kljuc is vital for the integration and
transit role of Zmijanje. This road connects
the Pannonia and the Adriatic coast, which
makes it an opportunity for Zmijanje to be
a part of transit tourism. Only settlements
located along regional roads to Banja Lu-
ka, gipovo, Ribnik, Bosanski Petrovac and
Drvar have regular public transportation.
The social infrastructure network (primary
schools, dispensary) is atrophic due to depop-
ulation and socio-economic circumstances,
all of which negatively affects demographic
sustainability. Primary type of villages domi-
nates the settlements network. There are only
few settlements which might be classified as
development micro-nuclei (I'atapuh, 2018).
Due to their road position and the existing
social infrastructure, Bistrica, Kola, Krupa
and Podrasnica function as central villages
and central communities. In order to success-
fully perform the function of development
micro-nuclei, it is vital for these settlements
to get support via different local, regional
and entity measures (economic, social, legal,
human resources, infrastructure) and to be
integrated with their central settlements via
roads.

From the spatial planning point of view,
the city of Banja Luka, unlike other LGUs
to which Zmijanje belongs, has the most
complex spatial-planning documentation and
development strategies. The city does recog-
nize the potential of Zmijanje but it does not
do anything to capitalize on the resources
and use them for the area’s growth. There
are only partial activities. Agriculture, a pri-
mary function of the area, is not supported
by adequate measures that might boost the
production and enable supplies for the urban
Banja Luka market to mutual satisfaction.
There are settlements with large agro po-
tentials, machines and tools and forms of
social organization (Donji and Gornji Graci,
Podrasnica). Donja Kozica and Hadzi¢i are at
the most difficult position because they are
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npurnanajy uspasuto Hepassujenoj JJIC Omrpa
Jlyka, (hyHKIIMOHAITHO ¥ MHPPACTPYKTYPHO He-
MHTETpUCaHa ca MPOCTOPOM MOCMATPAHUM Y
pany. OKpyXyjy UX HaceJba CIMYHUX PA3BOJHUX
KapaKTepUCTHUKA.

3AKJbYYHAK

[pucTynu cormo-eKOHOMCKOM, ITOJTUTHIKOM H
KYJITYpHOM TIOMMatby 3Hayaja pypaHUX MoApyYja
y npoctopy 6uBiie COPJ nocibenmux ceaam jae-
LIeHH]a MaHU(ECTOBAIIH Cy CE y pa3BOjy U OpraHu-
3alUju PypaHOT MPOCTOPA U APYILTBA U3 Yera je
MPOU3aIIa0 M KapakTep YKyIHE TpaHCopMaryje.
[IpumjemyBaHu Cy pa3IU4YUTA MOJAEIU OPTraHU30-
Barba PYPAIHOT JPYILTBA O PYCKOT COLMjaIUCTHY-
kor cpenuHoM 20. BHjeKa J0 3araJHOEBPOIICKUX
Moiena 6e3 aHATUTUYKOT PUCTyTa MoryhHocTMa
ajlanTalyje U OYeKMBAHUX Pa3BOJHHX edekara
NpUMjeEHhEeHIX Mjepa (PopMHUpare CEOCKUX 3apy-
ra, HaIMOHAJIM3allMja, KOJIEKTHUBU3aIMja, arpapHa
pedopma, KomoHHM3aIM]a, 3EMIBHITHA MaKCUMYM,
TP KUIIIHA OpjeHTaluja, TUBep3uduKaIja pypa-
He npuBpene). Kpo3 HaBenene ¢aze tpancdop-
Mallgje, yIIaBHOM C HEraTUBHHUM MOCIhEeHIaMa,
NpOIIA0 je ¥ MPOCTop 3MHujama. Y KOJEKTUBHO]
CBMJECTH pypajiHa MojpyYja Cy yIIaBHOM IOCMa-
TpaHa Kao MPOCTOP apXauyHOI HAYMHA >KUBOTA U
npuBpehuBama, aHTPOIOIOIIKNA U €THOKYATYPO-
JIOIIKY COIUjaJTHUA TIPOCTOP HY’KHE MOACPHU3ALIH]E,
OpjeHTHcaHe Ka ypOaHOM Kao pedepeHTHO] TauKH,
Ha OCHOBY Koje ce onpel)yje CTereH MO3UTHBHE
TpaHchopMmarje 1 pa3Boja. Y ToM CMHCITY 3MUjabe
ce TpeTupa Kao TPAAMLIMOHAIHHU M HEPa3BHjCH
npocTop. ,, [ lurame KaKko ce pypalHO KOHCTPYHILE
MOCTAJIO je BOKHH]jE Off MUTaa IITa j& PypaTHo™
(Harrington & O, Donoghue, 1998, ctp. 180), ma
y TIPAaKCH UMa Pa3IMYUTE COLMO-EKOHOMCKE, HH-
(bpacTpyKTypHE, (PyHKIIOHAITHE, OpPraHU3aI[MOHE U
JpyTe KapaKTePUCTHUKE OfT 3eMJBE JI0 3¢MJbE OBUCHO
0 cTereHy pasBoja. Jlakiie, pypaiHOCT je COLUjaTHH
koHCTpYKT (Cloke, 2006). Y caBpeMeHHM yCI0BUMA
TepIIeNIFja pypaHor, Kao pocTopa cinodoze, of-
MOpa U 3paBor HAYMHA )KHUBOTA, ToBehaBa HEroBy
MPUBIAYHOCT U TYPUCTUUKY BaJIOPHU3ALIH]y OMO-
ryhasajyhu nusep3udukanyjy npusperne. [ IpomjeHa
COIMJATHOT KOHCTPYKTA Y TIEPIIEMIINj€ IIOTOTHOCTH

administrative parts of an extremely unde-
veloped Ostra Luka LGU, which is spatially
and functionally disintegrated from our target
area. These two settlements are surrounded by
villages of similar development issues.

CONCLUSION

Studies of socio-economic, political and
cultural perception of rural areas in former
SFR Yugoslavia over the last seven decades
resulted in development and organization
of rural space and society and ended in the
complete transformation. Different models
of organization of rural society have been
applied, ranging from the Russian Socialist
model in mid—-20th century to west Europe-
an models with no analytical approach to
adaptation and no expected growth effects
resulting from the applied measures (village
cooperatives, nationalization, collectivization,
agrarian reforms, colonization, soil maximum
ownership, market orientation, and diversi-
fication of rural economy). Zmijanje went
through all these phases of transformation,
suffering from mostly negative consequences.
The collective idea of rural areas is an archaic
space, anthropologically and ethno-cultur-
ally social space urgent to be modernized
and urban-oriented, upon which the level
of positive transformation and development
is determined. In this regard, Zmijanje is
treated as a traditional and undeveloped area.
»The question of how to construct rural has
become more important than the question
of what is rural at first place” (Harrington
& O, Donoghue, 1998, pp. 180), so there
are practically different socio-economic, in-
frastructural, functional, organizational and
other properties depending on the country and
the level of development. Rurality is a social
construct (Cloke, 2006). In the modern age,
the perception of rural space as a space of
freedom, leisure, and healthy lifestyle makes
it more appealing and results in tourist valo-
rization, which enables the diversification of
the economy. Shifts in social construct and
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KHUBOTA y PYPaIHUM MOAPYYjUMa MOCITbEHLA CY
MPOKMUBJHEHUX BambCKUX (pakTopa (MHIyCTpH]jaIn-
3ampje, ypoaHusauuje, modanu3aiuje, KOHTpose
ypOaHor apy1Tsa, ekoiomkux puzuka, COVID-a,
norpede 3a MUPOM, WTII.) U HA/IBJIAaBajy HEroBe
Henocrarke. CaBpeMeHe TEXHOJIOTH]e CBE BHIIE
OpjEHTHIITY MojeIuHe Mpodecje Ha pajl Ha TaJbHHY
IITO PypajHUM MOApYyYjuMa OTBapa HOBE Moryh-
HOCTH. MoOJKe ce 3aKJbY4uTH Ja je Teplerniuja
PYPaTTHUX MOZPYYja TOCIbEIUIIA APYIITBEHUX IPO-
1ieca ¥ OHOCa MpeMa >KUBOTHUM BPHUjeJHOCTHMA.
C rtora ce Ha onpeheHOM CTerneHy eKOHOMCKOT,
COLMJAJTHOT U KYJITYPHOT pa3Boja MHjeHa OIHOC
npeMa 3Hauajy pypajiHOT IIPOCTOpa U Berosa rmpoc-
TOpHA U JIPYIITBEHA OpraHU3alHja.

VY npomujemeHoj Nepueniyji pypasHor U
O/ITOBOPHUjEM OJJHOCY TpeMa I'eONOTeHIHjaInMa
PYpaJIHOT MPOCTOPA U CTAHOBHUILTBY KOj€ r'a Ha-
CTamYyje je U NepCHeKTHBA NOTEHIIM]aJHe PEeBHUTA-
nu3anyje npoonemckux noapydja PC ykspyayjyhu
u 3mujame. EQexktu pazBoja oBuce O MPUCTYITY
BaJIOpH3AlMjH, BPEAHOBaY I'E€ONOTEHIUjana
MOKpETamy aKTUBHOCTH, T€ OJIPpakaBajy MpoCTop-
HO-(DyHKIIMOHAJIHY ¥ COLMjaJIHY OpTaHu3alujy, y
KOHauHOM MoryhHOCT oapkuBocTH. Mjepe peBu-
TaJM3aLHje MOpajy OMTH KOMIUIEKCHE, CHCTEMCKE,
WHCTUTYIMOHATHO TMOAp)KaHe u Op3e 300r auHa-
MHKE JCTIONyJIalije U MOTCHIMjATHUX PU3HKA T10
BpPHjEIHOCT nocTojehnx reocucremMa Ha Kojuma
ce 3acHuBa MoryhHoct pas3Boja. Onm m3y3eTHE je
BO)XHOCTH J1a MOKPEHYTE aKTMBHOCTH JOPUHOCE
CBUM aCIEKTUMa OJPKHBOCTH PYpPAJIHOI IPOC-
TOpa U JpywmTBa. Y CYHPOTHOM pypajiHH Mpoc-
Top Ou camo n06uo QyHKIHM)y omMopa o1 ypOaHe
npe3acuheHocty. JleMorpadcke KapakTepUCTHKE
U TporecH, HeusrpaheHocT HHGPaCTPyKType H
MapruHajn3alyja 3Hayaja u3ydyaBaHOI MPOCTO-
pa mpencraBibajy HajBeha pa3BojHAa OrpaHUYCH:A.
OO0jeKkTUBHO carviefjaBame MPeTHOCTH (OdUyBaHa
’KMBOTHA CPEIMHA U EKOCHCTEMH, KYJITypa U Tpa-
JMIHja, Maju Opoj Hacesba 6e3 CTaHOBHUKA, pea-
THBHa OM3MHa HajBeher pa3BojHor cpexumTa PC,
KOMILJICKCHOCT MOTEHITU]aTHE BaJIOpU3aIlHje MpoC-
TOpa, Pa3IMYnTa YIpYyKeHha, OpojHa Anjacropa Koja
j€ Y CTaJHOM KOHTAakTy ca IPOCTOPOM 3MHjarba)
YHUHE COJNMJIHY OCHOBY 32 TOKpPETamhe Pa3HHUX aK-
THUBHOCTH M TUBEP3U(DUKALM]Y TIPUBPEAC Y LIHIbY
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perception of commodities in rural areas are
consequences of external factors (industri-
alization, urbanization, globalization, urban
society control, ecological risks, COVID,
time for leisure, etc.) and they overcome the
shortcomings of space. Modern technologies
are more and more oriented towards distant
working, which open new possibilities for
rural areas. We may infer that the perception
of rural areas is a consequence of social
processes and treatment of some life values.
Therefore, the perception of rural space, its
relevance and spatial and social organization
change as humanity achieves a specific level
of economic, social and cultural development.

The options for potential revitalization
of problem areas in RS, including Zmijanje,
lies in the altered perception of the rural and
a more responsible treatment of geopotentials
and population of rural areas. Development
effects depend on the approach to valorization
of geopotential and the initiative of different
activities, and they reflect the spatial-func-
tional and social organization, and, finally,
the sustainability. Measures of revitalization
must be complex, systemic, supported by
institutions, and fast due to dynamics of
depopulation and potential risks in terms
of the existing geosystems upon which the
future development is based. It is extremely
important that activities make a contribution
to all aspects of sustainability of rural space
and society. Otherwise, rural space would
only become leisure time and a break from
urban overcrowding. Demographic charac-
teristics and processes, poor infrastructure
and marginalization of the target area are
the greatest limitations to development. A
solid foundation for different activities and
diversification of economy with an aim to
achieve socio-economic and demographic
sustainability lies in the objective perception
of advantages (preserved environment and
ecosystems, culture and tradition, few com-
pletely deserted settlements, relative vicinity
of the largest center of RS, complex potential
valorization of the area, different associations
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COIIO-EKOHOMCKE U JIeMOTpad)cKke OAP>KUBOCTH.
WuctuTynmonanHa nojpiika ynyheHa miaanma
Ha cely, MaJIOM TOAY3eTHHUIITBY y MOJHONPUB-
peu, 3aHaTCKO] MPOU3BOIBH U TypH3MY, 3a KOje
MOCTOje peasTHe MPETIIOCTaBKe, MOCTaBba Ce Kao
HYKHOCT. YJ1arama y caoopahajay uHQpacTpykTypy
JIOTIPUHOCE THEBHO] MOOMITHOCTH CTAHOBHUIIITBA U
3aJI0BOJhaBaFby OCHOBHUX YKUBOTHHX MOTPeda Te Cy
MIPUOPUTETHOT 3Havaja. M31Bajame u ctumynmcame
JIOKaJIHUX IIEHTapa, Kao Hocuiiana (pyHKIMOHAIHE
OpraHu3alyje U yciayra y IocMarpaHoM IPOCTOpY,
HyXaH je Kopak y pa3Bojy JJIC u 3aycraBibamy
npolieca JAernolIynanyje noapydja 3mujama. Y pauy
W3/IBOJEHU JIOKAJTHU LIEHTPH HEMajy MOTpeOHH Mo-
TEHIIMjaJI 32 BIIACTUTY JyTOPOYHY OZIPYKUBOCT T€ HU
MOKpeTama pa3Boja HaceJba KOja UM TPaBUTHUPA]Y.
C Tora je moTpeObHO Op30 JjeNoBamke ,,lIPeIa3sHIM
MjepaMa‘“ 10 yCIOCTaBJbakha HUXOBE CHAXKHU]E
(yHKIMOHANTHE U MH(pACTPYKTypHE OCHOBE. Y
ycioBUMa citabe HaCeJbeHOCTH, HEIOCTATKA PATHHIX
MjecTa M Hepa3BUjeHe MH(PACTPYKType HYKHH
Cy HOBH OONHILM (PyHKIIMOHATHOT OPraHW30Bamba
(MoOMIIHE cimy>x0e ycliyra y 3IpaBCTBY, KyJITYpH,
cHa0jeBamy, paJ Ha JaJbHHY, MIOKPETamhe MaJor
Npe/y3eTHUILITBA, HHTETPUCAHE 3aMHTEPECOBAHIX
JPYIITBEHHUX IPYTIa, jABHOT U IIPUBATHOT CEKTOPA)
IITO Cc€ MOCTaBJba Kao 3a7aTak MHCTHTYIMjaMa
JJIC. HaBenene acriekte Tpebano O6u y3etu y o0-
3Up TPUIMKOM JIOHOIIEHa Pa3BOJHUX CTpareruja
peBuTaNIM3aImje 3MUjama U IPyrux MpoOJIeMCKIX

nozapyyja.

and diaspora who keep constant contact with
Zmijanje). Institutional support for the young
people in the country, as well as for the small
entrepreneurs, crafts and tourism is a necessi-
ty. Investments in road infrastructure contrib-
ute to daily population mobility and meet the
basic needs, which is why they are a priority.
Loans and incentives for local centers, which
are carriers of functional organization and
services in the target area, are crucial for the
development of LGUs and the blockage of
the process of depopulation in Zmijanje. The
paper singles out local centers which have no
potential for long term self-sustainability and
development of settlements to which they are
central points. Therefore, it is pertinent to act
quickly with some “transitional measures”
until a stronger functional and infrastructural
foundations are set. Under the conditions of
poor population density, lack of job vacancies
and inadequate infrastructure, new forms of
functional organization are necessary (mobile
services in the fields of health care, culture,
supplies, distance working, small entrepre-
neurship, integration of social groups, public
and private sectors), which is a task set before
the institutions of LGUs. All these aspects
should be taken into account while adopting
development strategies for the revitalization
of Zmijanje and other problem areas.
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