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CHANGES IN DEVELOPMENT AND SPATIAL DISTRIBUTION OF
POPULATION IN ALEKSANDROVAC MUNICIPALITY IN THE
SECOND HALF OF THE 20™ CENTURY

Abstract: There are numerous different and spatially dispersive marks of a human
living (material and spiritual) and especially of a settlement development at the
present territory of Aleksandrovac municipality (387 km?, 55 settlements and 29,387
inhabitants). They are characterized by historical continuity, from late prehistory un-
til present time, as well as by chorological and chronological fluctuation in concen-
tration. The most important localities for the research of the oldest settlement and
cultural history of this geographic area are situated in following settlements: Vitkovo,
Vencac, Garevina, TuleS, Rudenice, Trnavci, Aleksandrovac, Puhovac, Ljubinci etc.
The basis of modern settlement-demographic structure dates from the middle 18" and
the beginning of 19" century. In this article are stressed particular, especially impor-
tant for recent condition, population changes that occurred during the second half of
20" century.
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H3Boa: TparoBu JbyICKOT XUBJbCHA (MaTepHjalHU U IyXOBHH), a TPe CBEra Haceo-
GUMHCKOT pa3Boja, HA NAHALIE0] TEPUTOPHjH ommTuHe Anexcanaposar (387 km?, 55
Hacespa 1 29.389 cTaHOBHMKA) Cy MHOTOOPOjHHU, Pa3HOBPCHHU U MPOCTOPHO JAMCIIEP3-
Hu. KapakTepuie ux ucTopujcka KOHTHHYHPAHOCT NMPHUCYCTBA, 0 Milale npauncropu-
j€ 10 jmaHac, ajJM W XOPOJIOIIKA M XPOHOJIOIIKAa MPOMEHUBOCT KOHIEHTpaluje. 3a
TyMa4yeme HajcTapHje HAacCOOMHCKE M KYNTypHE MPOIIIOCTH OBOT TEONpOCTOPa
1moceOHO Cy 3HAYajHU JIOKAJIUTETH y aTapuMa Hacesba: ButkoBo, Benuan, ['apeBuna,
Tynem, Pynennne, TpraaBuu, Anekcarnmposan, [Tyxosarm, JbyOunuu u ap. OcHoBa
caBpeMeHe HaceoOMHCKO-aeMorpadcke cTpykrype yremesbeHa je ox cpeamae XVIII
u tokoM npBe nojoBuHe XIX Beka. Y oBoM pany cy noceOHO arnoctpodupane moje-
JIMHE, 33 PELEHTHO CTame NPECyJHO 3HayajHe, MOIYJIalMOHE NPOMEHE IPUCYTHE
TOKOM JIpyTe MoJoBHHE XX Beka.

Kibyune peun: cTaHOBHUINTBO, 10MahMHCTBA, OMINTHHA AJIeKCaHIpOBaI]
Introduction

Current population situation and its trends in the territory of Aleksan-
drovac municipality are characterized by numerous interconnected and syn-
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chronized changes and trends. During the second half of the 20™ century, the
following stood out as significant and typical:

— Slight increase and further stagnation and fall of the total population;

— Permanently lower population density rate in Aleksandrovac
municipality compared with the population density rate of the Rasinski Region
according to the 1971 census and compared with Serbia as a whole;

— Fall in the proportion of Aleksandrovac municipality population in the
total population of the Rasinski Region and Central Serbia;

— Dynamic demographic growth of the town and the share of urban
population in the total population of the municipality;

— Permanent absolute decrease of rural population and its share in the
total population of the municipality;

— Evident demographic aging and feminization, above all of rural
population, etc.

Changes in population change and distribution

The population of Aleksandrovac municipality, as a complex bio-social
and territorial system, is exposed to numerous external and internal factors and
interactions of development resulting from the impact of natural environment,
historical, socio-economic and psycho-social processes. For such a broad and
complex interdependence, population development, as a real demographic
process, represents a continuous and complex course of quantitative and qualit-
ative changes at different levels of organization of life, from family and settle-
ment locally, to regional, national and global levels. Also, population as a com-
plex and multidimensional structure is prone to changes resulting from its own
developmental tendencies.

Aleksandrovac municipality has dispersed population with population
density (80.98 pop/km?) which is smaller than the population density of the
Rasinski Region (103 pop/km?) and Central Serbia (103.79 pop/km?). Actual-
ly, population density of the municipality was in decline since 1953 when it
reached its peak (89.79 pop/km?) — in 2002, it accounted for 78.02% of the
population density of Central Serbia, i.e. 78.62% of the Rasinski Region. At
the same time, the proportion of Aleksandrovac municipality population in
the total population of the Rasinski Region was registering permanent fall —
from 14.48% in 1948 to 11.33% in 2002 (according to the 2002 census me-
thodology).

In spite of intercensal oscillations, the total population of the munici-
pality decreased from 32,612 to 31,338 between 1948 and 2002, which is 23.6
inhabitants a year. Observed according to intercensal periods, the largest
growth of the total population of the municipality was registered in 1948-1953
(2,136) and the sharpest fall in 1991-2002 (1,877). Statistical value of the regis-
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tered fall is actually even larger if we apply new census methodology, i.e. from
33,125 to 29,389 or by 3,826 inhabitants’.
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Layout 1. — Identification basis for settlement areas in Aleksandrovac municipality

Trends in the total population of Aleksandrovac municipality during
the period under consideration vary between slight increase, stagnation and fall
within the categories of urban and rural population; especially since 1961, the
situation has diametrically changed. The population of the municipal centre
was on the rise — from 1,027 in 1948 to 6,476 in 2002, i.e. by 530.57%.

! Fall in the number of the population in the said intercensal period results from the
combined impact of actual fall and change in census methodology. Because of differ-
ences in defining the category “total population” in the census methodology between
1965 and 2002, their full comparability is not completely acceptable and justified. In
some censal years, the defined category “total population” was equalized with “de facto
population” or “resident population”. The results of the 1961 census were processed
based on the “resident population” concept, i.e. based on the permanent residence of
every inhabitant, regardless of the fact where such person was located at the moment of
the census. According to the 1971, 1981 and 1991 census, the concept “total” or “resi-
dent population” included both population who lived in the country and population
“temporarily” working abroad and members of their family who accompanied them
aboard. However, after the 1991 census, special processing was done (C3C, 9, 1996),
which enabled data comparison. In accordance with international recommendations, the
2002 census, in the category “resident” or “total population”, included: population in
the country, our citizens residing in a foreign country for a period shorter than one year,
refugees with residence in Serbia regardless of their citizenship and foreign citizens re-
siding in the territory of Serbia for the period longer than one year.
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Table 1. — Population and households in 1953-2002.

Population Number of households Average size of the household

53.0 61,0 71,0 81,0 91,7 02. |53.161.1 1.0 Bl. 1 91,1 02, |53.161.171.181.191.102.

Aleksandrovad 115311320:3067:5177:6354:7014|362:411:1027:1605:1857:2208|3.2:3.2:3.0:13.2:3.4:3.2
Bzenice 101911005 723 | 588 | 432 434 [146!166; 158 | 146 : 123 1 132 |7.016.1,4.6,4.0:3.5!3.3
Bobote 5491556 151614731424 1366 (8919611041 11611211 111 [6.215815.014.113.5133
Boturici 4131399 1354 1336308279 [63:60 64 : 71 | 80 : 78 [6.6!6.7:55:4.7:3.9:3.6
Brati¢i 284125212161 2041 168 1 144 (38146 48 1 46 | 42 1 39 [7.515514.514.414.0137
V. Vrbnica 794 0774 0705 1 619 ; 484 471 |113:115: 120 0 128 ;121 : 116 |7.0:6.7:5.9:4.8:4.0: 4.1
Velja Glava | 367 1376324302263 198 | 5358} 62 | 62 | 57 | 52 |6.916.5/52:4.9:4.6/3.8
Ventac 448 1390 1 396 : 401 : 478 : 456 | 66 1 64 1 81 : 95 1120119 |6.816.1:4.9142:4.0:38
Vitkovo 53515651514 149315651508 | 871961 108! 1151391 151 |6.215914.814314.1134
Vrazogmei | 480 1 4851 450 ) 378 1 381 1309 | 721801 98 | 101 110100 |6.716.114.613.713.513.1
Vranitica 315131812661 2061 1251 75 (371391 34 1 39 1 28 | 24 3.553.25?.855.354.553.|
Vrbnica 82318341 715} 671 | 609 ; 564 [166!176! 167 | 1751 163 | 156 |5.0,4.7,4.313.8:3.7/3.6
Garevina 3151304 151315031451 1431 (4615511181141 1131125(6.915514414.414.0:35
G. Zleginje | 773 | 728 | 648 1 621 | 580 | 458 |126:136; 143 1 160 151 ! 137 [6.1154:4.5,3.913.8:33
G. Rataje 1155/ 111311055: 1004 964 © 890 |19312171 228 | 230 1 226 1 219 |6.015.114.614.414.3 4.1
G. Vratari 380 13381284 124612131200 571581 59 1 58 1 52 1 57 |6.7:5814.8:14.214.113.5
G. Stupanj  [1166;110111022; 925 | 859 | 691 |2101223} 234 1 231 ;224 } 212 [5.614.9.4.4:4.0]38,33
Grétak 3501340 126912291821 151 | 421511 53 1 54 1 46 1 45 [8316.7:5.1:4.2:4.0:3.4
Dasnica 845 182517951 7521 754 ; 713 [148:161: 185 191 ; 191 ; 188 |5.7;5.1:14.3:3.9:4.0:3.8
Dobroljupei | 653 1 587 | 548 | 481 1 4251374 [107:112} 128 1 1361 1241 119 |6.115.214.313.5:3.413.1
D. Zleginje | 588 1 569 i 503 : 430} 3921302 (11311201 128 1 120+ 116+ 97 |5.214.7:3.9:13.6:3.4:3.]
D. Rataje 1203! 115811098: 1045:1010° 960 [2061231! 242 | 245 2451240 |5.815.014.5:4314.1:4.0
D. Vratari 4761448 1395 134013161299 | 721781 82 1 79 1 75 | 76 |6.615.7:14.8143142:3.9
D. Stupanj  |162211589:1414:1344:1243: 1138{281:316! 3121 311 ; 298 1 293 |5.815.014.5:4.3:4.213.9
Drenta 57315591296 127512991278 [ 95 1111: 57 1 63 1 69 | 75 |6.0:5.0152:44:4313.7
Jelakei 980 11109:1082; 844 : 627 1 505 | 11711321 1521 158} 164 | 137 [8.418.417.1:153:3.8:3.7
Kozetin 3551350 1 504 | 885 1 8881 936 [ 78 1 91 | 156 | 276 ; 246 1 297 |4.613.913.213.2:3.6/3.2
Koznica 323131313211267:2111150 (451461 52 1 54 1 52 1 48 [7.216816214.914.1:3.1
Latkovae 780 1 7751 756 1 674 1 574 1 502 (11311251 1351 144 1 146 1 139 |6.9:6.2:5.6:4.7:3.9!3.6
La¢isled 104211055 961 : 964 1 954 1 864 [18112031229 1228 1 2241221 |5.815.214.214.214.313.9
Lesenovci 3151331 12881256209 195[43:48: 59 1 60 : 57 | 54 |7.3:16.914.9:143:3.7:3.6
Leskovica | 4891503 | 5154401 381132262181} 88 | 88 | 78 | 76 |7.916.215.915.0:4.914.2
Ljubinci 5054921430361 13711328 78187192190 : 97 i 95 [6.5:15714.7:14.0:3.8:35
Mrmo3 110611331017} 971 ; 954 : 864 20612321 246 1 244 1248 1 230 [5.414.9:4.1:14.0:13.913.8
Novaci 52115101502} 463 1450422 (91196 104 1151211121 |5.7:53:14.8:4.0:3.713.5
Panjevac 62215471507 1 42513391293 | 921971 108! 1071 101 : 100 |6.815.6:14.7:14.013.412.9
Partin 40813731373 13482831274 561621 721 721 70 1 70 [7316.015.214.8:4.013.9
Ples 77?‘?95'695.585}90.403 11111301127 113211221 115 [7.016.115.514.414.0:3.5
Ploca 640 1 726 1 701 ¢ 606 1 574 ¢ 476 87! 94'10[): 111 118120 ?4 7.7 ';'0 55! 1491 40
Popovei 73077061 073077 1103120141 19 1 21 1 23 1 31 |6.115.513.213.513.4133
Puhovac 499 1 543 149513881531 :510|71:88: 96 : 87 1 130:135|7.0162:52:14.5:4.1:138
Raklja 26212731359 144215831727 (39 145! 94 1 108156214 |6.7:6.1:3.8!4.1:3.7!3.4
Rzanica 57015381489 145813881350 (851931 96 112! 98 ! 89 [6.7:58!5.1:14.1:14.0:3.9
Rogavéina | 831 11091} 829 | 687 5 4101221 (184115311591 15211221 78 |4.517.1152145:3.4:28
Rokci 664 1 7126721551 ;508 ;282 |77:85: 93 [ 104} 99 ; 81 |8.6:84:7.2/53:5.1:3.5
Rudenice 20813021281 129912641258 (471561 57 1 60 | 60 ! 58 [6.315414.915.014.4145
Stanjevo 36313521 6761991 1119711337| 66 | 67} 182 | 265 1 2951 372 |5.515.313.713.7:4.1:3.6
Starci 90 1921 74 174169 1S3 (141121161 141 16 1 14 |6417.7146153143138
Strmenica 799 1 584 1 473 1360 1 270 1 194 [108: 77 86 1 84 1 79 1 72 |7.4:7.6:55:43:3.4:2.7
Stubal 52715351503} 5241591 654 [ 71198107, 1191381173 |7.415.5:4.7,44:43/3.8
Subotica 10671 995 1 916 1 851 } 838 1 724 [15611741 22012221 2141 206 [6.815.714.213.813.913.5
Trzac 361 131013051287 1270253 (5960 69 ; 69 ; 66 | 69 |6.1752:4.4:42:4.1:3.7
Trnavei 866 | 8721763 | 635 | 581 1494 [1551177: 1771 171 11531159 [5.6:4.914313.713.813.1
Tules 6961 729 1 674 1 687 1 629 1 561 |11911291 1361 1441 1401 134 [5.915.715.0:4.8:4.5:4.2
Sljivovo 640 1 590 : 490 1 448 © 4251380 | 9911031 117 1171115114 6.5!5.7:4.213.813.7:3.3
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The population of rural settlements was in permanent decline — from
33,595 in 1953 to 24,243 in 2002. Fall in the population of rural settlements
has been particularly intensive since 1961, resulting from the migration of a
portion of economically active and fertile contingent, mostly to Aleksandrovac
urban settlement and to a significant extent to foreign countries. Rural popula-
tion index for 2002/1953 is 72.40. The time and volume of intensive absolute
and real decrease in rural population show high level of positive correlation
with growth in urban population. Thus, in 1961-2002, the share of urban popu-
lation in total population rose from 3.82% to 22.38%.

> 100,1 — 60,1 - 80

80,1 - 100 40,1 - 60 < 40

Layout 2. — Index of changes in population number, 2002-1953.

Although total rural population of the municipality started decreasing
since the 1953-1961 intercensal period (-375), its analysis for individual rural
settlements shows significant differences in trends, dynamics and chronology.
In the 1953-2002 intercensal period, in eight (Vencéac, Puhovac, Garevina,
Stubal, Kozetin, Raklja and Stanjevo) out of 54 rural settlements, population
rise by a total of 2312 inhabitants was registered. The absolute value of popu-
lation growth for specific settlements is as follows: Stanjevo (974), KoZetin
(581), Raklja (465), Stubal (127), Garevina (116), Popovci (30), Puhovac (11)
and Vencac (8). The largest growth index was registered in Stanjevo — 368.32,
Raklje — 277.48 and Kozetin — 263.66.

Of the total number of rural settlements in the period 1953-2002, fall
in population was registered in 46, i.e. 85.2%. In nine rural settlements
(16.6%), the registered fall exceeds 50%. The highest absolute value of depo-
pulation in this period was registered in Rogavcina -610, Strmenica -605,
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Bzenice -585, D. Stupanj -484 and others. As opposed to the absolute values of
population change, where rural settlements with the largest population mostly
dominate, relative indicators reveal the level of intensity of depopulation in
smaller settlements, too. The largest percent of decrease in 1953-2002 was reg-
istered in VranStica — 76.19%, Strmenica — 75.72%, Rogav¢ina — 73.41% etc.

Changes in movement and distribution of households

In the period 1948-2002, the number of households in the territory of
the municipality was on permanent rise — from 5,229 to 8,789 or by 68%. The
average population size was reduced from 6.24 to 3.39 pop/household. With
regard to interdependence between total population trends and the number of
households, what could be observed are clear differences between municipal
center and other settlements, cumulatively and individually.

With regard to the urban settlement, the number of households was
permanently growing — more or less intensively: between 1948 (331) and 2002
(2,208), it increased 6.67 times. The relative ratio of urban households to other
households ranged from 6.24%:93.76% (1948) to 24.56%:75.44% (2002). At
the same time, in the settlements categorized as other, the number of house-
holds increased from 4898 to 6783, or by 38.49%. The municipal center ac-
counts for approximately 50% of the total growth in the number of households
in the municipality in 1948-2002.
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Layout 3. — Index of changes in number of households, 2002-1953.

At the level of municipality, the most intensive absolute and relative
growth in the number of households was registered in the 1961-1971 intercen-
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sal period by 1,230 or 19.74%. The largest decrease of the average size — from
5.54 to 4.52 pop/household was registered during the same period. This trend,
with somehow lower intensity, continued into the next intercensal period, when
the number of households rose by 935 or 12.49%. The pace of growth in the
next intercensal periods evidently stagnated; thus, in 1981-2002, its number in-
creased by 572 or 28.6 households a year on average

In Aleksandrovac urban settlement, the dynamic of growth in some in-
tercensal periods displayed variable absolute and relative indicators. The most
significant absolute growth by 616 households or 150% was registered in 1961-
1971. Developments in the number of households in the group of settlements
categorized as other registered growth in 1948-1981 and then fall until 2002.
As far as individual rural settlements are concerned, in 1948-2002, absolute
growth in the number of households was present in 44 or 81.48% of all house-
holds, while eight registered fall. In two settlements (Starci and G. Vratari), the
number of households remained unchanged. The most significant absolute
growth in the number of households is registered in Stanjevo (306), Kozetin
(219), Raklja (175), while the most pronounced fall is present in Rogav¢ina (-
106), Strmenica (-36), D. Zleginje (-16) etc.

And while the average household size in the settlements classified as
other was in permanent decline (the reduction of broader family structures to
family nucleus), in the municipal center it had dominant upward trend, result-
ing in the following ratios in specific intercensal processes: 4.3:2.8 (1961);
3.8:2.9 (1971); 3.5:3.0 (1981); 3.2:3.2 (1991) u 3.0:3.1 (2002).

Spatial distribution of the population

Population density of the territory is analyzed at the level of settlement dis-
trict in censal processes in 1961 and 2002. During 1961, 26, i.e. 47.27% of settle-
ment districts, with the total area of 239.96 km? that is 62% of the total territory,
had the density smaller than 100 pop/km?. Also, 26 settlement districts with the to-
tal area of 135.43 km”had population density between 100 and 200 pop/km2. The
largest population density exists in the settlement districts of Aleksandrovac
(368.72), Vitkovo (243.44) and D. Rataje (230.67). The smallest population densi-
ty is present in Koznica (32.17), Rogav¢ina (33.52) and Vranstica (38.36).

During 2002 (calculated according to the previous census methodolo-
gies), 39, i.e. 70.9% of the total number of settlement districts, covering the
area of 329.16 km? or 49.43% of the total municipal territory, had population
density smaller than 100 pop/km®. In 16 settlement districts, area 191.23 km?
or 49.43% of the total municipal territory, population density is smaller than
50 pop/ km?.2 Population density of 100-200 pop/km?is present in 11 settlement

2 Based on the analysis of specific foreign experiences, Mendras, (1986) draws a con-
clusion that a sustainable developmental minimum should tend to the density of at least
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Layout 4. — Population density (population/km?) per settlement area in 1961.
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Layout 5. — Population density (population/km?) per settlement area in 2002.

50 pop/km?. Research done under the auspices of the UN indicates that low densi-
ty/concentration and dispersion of rural population aggravate and increase the costs of
equipping them with social and technical infrastructure and complicated and expensive
services (Lacko, 1986). It is small concentration of the population both in rural territo-
ries and in settlements as basic inhabiting units, together with population aging and ir-
rational network of settlements, that does not enable the sustainability of the existing or
the development of new supra- and infrastructure facilities or the attainment of neces-
sary forms of social standard.
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Table 2. — Area, population density (1961 and 2002) and demographic age index (is) by settle-

ments (1961, 1991 and 2002).

Area Demographic age index (i) Area population density (pop/km’)

in ha 1961 1 1991 | 2002 1961 : 2002
Aleksandrovac 358 03 | 03 06 36872 1959.22
Bzenice 2122 02 1 1 1 14 47.36 : 2045
Bobote 310 04 1 16 1 25 179.35 i 118.1
Boturi¢i 518 03 | Ll 19 77.03 - 53.81
Brati¢i 390 02 1 09 1 3l 64.62 | 36.92
V. Vrbnica 738 02 ¢ 1 14 104.87 63.82
Velja Glava 588 02 1 09 | 18 63.95 : 33.67
Vencac 256 04 109 12 15234 | 178.13
Vitkovo 241 03 | 08 ! 14 23444 210.79
Vrazogrnci 320 02 © 18 1 16 151.56 ; 96.56
Vranitica 829 01 12 16 38.36 ! 9.05
Vrbnica 1530 03 1 16 1 21 54.51 : 36.86
Garevina 364 02 ¢ L1 1 16 83.52 ; 118.41
G. Zleginje 423 03 ¢ 15 1 22 172.1 : 108.27
G. Rataje 910 03 1 15 117 122.3 : 97.8
G. Vratari 442 02 ¢+ 09 + 1.0 76.47 ' 45.25
G. Stupanj 827 04 1 17 1 23 133.13 | 83.56
Gréak 428 02 1 12 ¢ 15 79.44 ; 35.28
Dagnica 540 04 | 12 1 13 15278 ! 132.04
Dobroljupci 425 03 © 12 1 18 138.12 | 88
D. Zleginje 338 03 1 22 28 168.34 | 89.35
D. Rataje 502 03 1 15 1 14 230.67 | 191.24
D. Vratari 498 02 ¢ 09 ¢ 10 89.96 ; 60.04
D. Stupanj 1178 03 ¢ 12 ! 17 134.89 ! 96.60
Drenéa 442 04 1 12 ¢ 13 12647 | 62.9
Jelakei 2372 01 ¢ 12 1 26 46.75 : 21.29
Kozetin 196 03 1 03 . 05 178.57 | 477.55
Koznica 973 02 i+ 06 19 32.17 ; 15.42
Latkovac 816 02 1 09 ! 14 94.98 ! 61.52
Laéisled 911 03 1 1 115 115.81 : 94.84
Lesenovei 386 062+ 14 ¢+ 18 85.71 ' 50.52
Leskovica 1235 01 1 07 12 40.73 : 26.07
Ljubinci 253 03 ¢+ 12 14 194.47 ; 129.64
Mrmo3 850 03 1 12 1 16 13329 101.65
Novaci 330 04 1 12 1 17 15455 127.88
Panjevac 470 03 1 19 1 19 11638 62.34
Par&in 289 02 | 18 1 19 120.07 | 94.81
Ples 900 02 ¢ 1 1 15 88.33 ; 44.78
Ploca 1745 01 @ 06 14 41.60 ] 27.28
Popovci 115 03 © L1 i 09 66.96 : 89.57
Puhovac 639 02 : 06 08 84.97 ; 79.81
Raklje 326 02 06 | 07 83.74 : 223
Rizanica 508 03 ¢+ 11 L7 105.91 ; 68.9
Rogavéina 3255 02 : 16 : 34 33.52 ] 6.79
Rokei 1398 02 . 08 I 76 50.93 : 20.17
Rudenice 389 03 ¢ 13 1 22 77.63 ; 66.32
Stanjevo 352 03 | 04 07 100 : 379.83
Starci 165 02 ¢+ 04 1 17 55.76 ; 32.12
Strmenica 751 02+ 16 27 77.76 ' 25.83
Stubal 530 03 1 09 1 1l 100.94 | 123.39
Subotica 613 03 ¢ 12 1 19 162.32 i 118.11
Trzac 263 03 ;13 1 13 117.87 | 96.2
Travei 855 04 1 13 118 101.99 57.78
Tules 822 02 ¢ 1 ! 16 88.68 : 68.25
Sljivovo 416 03 | 15 1 20 141.83 : 91.35
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districts that cover the total area of 49.71 km?. The smallest population density
exists in Rogavéina — 6.79, Vrantica — 9.05 and Koznica — 15.42 pop/km?. On
the other hand, the largest population density is registered in Aleksandrovac —
1959.22, KoZetin — 477.55 and Stanjevo 379.83 pop/km?.

Population age structure

The age structure of the population is the most important qualitative
indicator of the demographic framework of population and economic prospects
of settlements and their administrative territories. Moreover, it is also a key de-
terminant of demographic, settlement-related, functional, economic and overall
economic-geographic and physical-geographic processes. The age structure of
the population could thus be the basis for the projection of overall evolution
and existence of economic activities and geographic space in general.

Although this process is cumulatively and individually differentiated
between the municipal center and other settlements, generally speaking aging is
a general characteristic of continuous change in the age structure of the popula-
tion in almost all settlements.

Under current circumstances it is so unfavorable that it appears as the
primary limiting factor of its spatial and socio-economic survival and develop-
ment. Age differentiation of the population is established by the comparison of
age index® for each individual settlement in the 1961, 1991 and 2002 censal
processes.

Based on a selected indicator of demographic age, it may be con-
cluded that the settlements of Aleksandrovac municipality, although signifi-
cantly and broadly diversified, had conditionally the most homogeneous age
structure at the beginning of the observed period in 1961, while in analyzed
periods of 1991 and 2002 they become heterogeneous and polarized. The dif-
ferentiation of changes of demographic age is typical both for individual set-
tlements and for the groups of settlements according to the type (urban and
other), the categories of settlements of different population size, functional
capacity (municipal center, centers of rural communities, primary rural set-
tlements) etc.

The existing scales of the stage of demographic age (®puranosuh M.,
IMenes I'., CracoBcku M. et al), with regard to this group of settlements, espe-
cially in the 1991 and 2002 census, were not convenient for application, be-
cause the values of demographic age index in the significant number of indi-
vidual settlements were such that they were concentrated on the borders of the
said models. The obtained results and the dynamics of their changes have such

® Aging index speaks of the ratio of elderly (60 years of age and older) and young (up
to 20 years of age) segment of the population (is=Veo/Vo.19).
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variations that their further classification would be difficult. Classification
would make sense only if every category of population age could be attributed
specific name.

No settlement was identified in the stage of the deepest demographic
old age in 1961, while the demographic age index for individual settlements
ranged between 0.1 (Vranstica, Jelakci, Leskovica and Ploc¢a) to 0.4 (Vencac,
G. Stupanj, Dobroljupci, Drenc¢a and Trnavci). In 1991, settlements with the
youngest population (is — 0.3) were Aleksandrovac and Kozetin, while Zleginje
(is — 2,2) was the oldest.

There were 17 settlements in the group of settlements with the deepest
demographic old age in 1991 and 43 in 2002. According to the share of settle-
ments in the stage of the deepest demographic old age in 2002, Aleksandrovac
municipality had 78.19% of the total number of settlements, which is consider-
ably above the average for Central Serbia — 68.9%.

Relative homogeneity of the age structure in 1961 was certainly to a
significant extent due to the impact of post-war compensation period (birth rate
growth in 1946-1954) and still incomplete processes of demographic transition,
for which reason relative shares of young population were of approximate size.
While in the following intercensal periods changes in population age structure
of the municipal center were minor, until the last intercensal period, in the
group of settlements categorized as other, since 1971, they trended towards
pronounced aging.

Such change in the population age structure in the settlements catego-
rized as other resulted from combined impact of the establishment of standard
secular flows of natural movement which normally occur after the compensa-
tion period, above all as a result of selective migration of the population in the
reproductive period and consequent effect of reduction in birth*.
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Mmuposbyd A. Muaununh
Baacra KokoroBuh

ITPOMEHE Y PA3BOJY U ITPOCTOPHOM PASMEIITAJY
CTAHOBHUMIITBA OIIIITUHE AJIEKCAHJIPOBAI]
TOKOM APYTE TIOJIOBUHE XX BEKA

Pe3nme

Ca nospumaOoM o1 386,55 km? u 29.389 cranosuuka (momuc 2002.) Anekcanmpo-
Ban je ommtuHa llentpamne CpOuje ca MPOCEYHMM BEIMYMHCKHM IapamMeTpuMa
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(0,69% repuropuje i 0,54% cranosruKa). Y ckiomny PacuHckor okpyra (2.668 km?)
yuectByje ca 14,5% Tepuropuje n 11,33% cranoBauka. O mect ommTiuHa Pacus-
CKOT' OKpyTa, 110 TOBPIIMHK O e cy Mame Ruhesar (124 km?) n Bappapun (248
km?), a mo 6pojy cramoBumka huhesan (10.755), Bpyc (18.764) u Bapsapuu
(20.122).
CaBpemeHy HaceOOWHCKY MPEXY ONIITHHE AJIEKCaHIPOBAIl YHHHU 55 CTATUCTHUYKU
esuenTupana Hacesba (51 K.O.) opranuszoBanux y 53 mecue 3ajegauie u 11 MecHuX
Kanienapuja. Ilo mpaBHOM KpUTEPHjyMy jeIHO Hace/be je rpaacko (ympaBHO-
aJMUHUCTPATUBHU IeHTap) ¥ 54 Hacesba y KaTeropuju octanux. PeanHa cTpykrypa
Mpexe Hacesba HajorpaleHa je mocrojambeM HeCaMOCTATHUX HACCOOMHCKUX jeIMHMU-
na (,mojpaHe” Kao CE30HCKa BUHOIPaJapcKa Hacesba KOTIMHCKOT Jefia OMIITHHE,
3axBalleHUX Pa3IMYUTUM IpoliecuMa (QYHKIMOHANHUX TpaHcopMmanuja ¥ BHKEH]
Hacesba INIAHUHCKOT [eJIa MPOCTOpa), Koja HUCY IPEIMET PEricTpa akTyallHe CTaTH-
CTHYKE CBUIICHLH]C.
OMITHHA MMa JUCTIep3Hy HACE/HEHOCT ca I'yCTHHOM cranoBHmTBa (80,98 cr/km?)
Ko0ja je Mamba o1 oHe 3a Pacuuckn okpyr (103 cr/km?) u Llenrpamny Cp6ujy (103,79
CT/kmz). 3ampaBo, rycTHHA HacesbeHOocTH ommrtuhe onx 1953. - 89,79 cr/km? omana
tako aa 2002. roaune goctwke 78,02% Bpeanoctu 3a tepuropujy Lentpanune Cpouje,
ostHOCHO 78,62% 3a PacuHCKM OKpYT.
HcroBpemeno, yvemhie momyianyje OMIUTHHE AJIEKCAaHAPOBAll Y YKYIMHOM CTaHOB-
HUIITBY PacuHckor oxpyra, Oenexu KoHTHHyWpaH nan ca 14,48% - 1948. na
11,33% - 2002. rogune. [Tocmarpano nmo mehynonucHum nepuonuma Hajsehu man
YKYIHOT CTaHOBHUIITBA OMIITHHE OCTBapeH je y mepuony 1991-2002. (1.877). Cra-
TUCTHYKH HM3HOC OCTBApeHOI ITajja y OBOM MeljyIONHCHOM IEepUoIy je 3ampaso,
MPUMEHOM HOBE TOMHCHE MeTofoioruje, jom u Behu ca 33.215 ma 29.389 wnm 3a
3.826 craHoBHUKA.
On 1953. rojuHe CTaHOBHHINTBO CEOCKHX Hace/hba Ce KOHTHHYMPAHO CMambyje ca
33.595 nHa 24.243 - 2002. rogune. OBO cMameme je HTeH3uBupaHo ox 1961. rogune
yCIIe uceJbaBamba Jielia PagHo CIIOCOOHOT U (epPTUITHOT (PEPOIYKTHBHO CIIOCOGHOT)
KOHTHHI'€HTA, MPETEKHO Y rpajicka Hacesba AJiekcannpoBan u Kpymiesan, anu y 3Ha-
YajHOj MEPH ¥ Ha paj Y HHOCTPAHCTBO. MHICKC CTAHOBHUKA CEOCKUX HAcCesbha 3a MEPH-
on 2002/1953. roxune je 72,40. McToBpeMeHO, MOMyalyja OMIITHHCKOT LIEHTpa ce
koHTHHYHpaHo yBehasa ca 1.027 cranoBuuka 1948. Ha 6.476 — 2002 roauHe, OHOCHO
3a 530,57%. Y nepuoxy 1961-2002. rogune yuemhe ypbane y yKyIHO] IOITyJIalnju
pacre ca 3,82% Ha 22,38%.
VY kareropuju Haj3Ha4ajHHjUX TEHICHIMja y Pa3BOjy M IIPOCTOPHOM PA3MEINTajy CTa-
HOBHHMIITBA ONIITHHE AJIEKCaHAPOBAI] TOKOM JIPYyTe IIOJIOBHHE XX BEKa UCTHUY Ce:
— [aJ{ yKyIHe [oMmyanyje,
— KOHTHHYHPAHO allCOJIyTHO CMarbemhe CTAHOBHHUILITBA CEOCKMX Hacesba M Hero-
BOT yuemha y yKyITHO]j IOy JIaIijH OTIITHHE,
— U3pasuTo JeMorpadcko crapeme U (eMHUHH3alM]ja, TIpe CBera, CE0CKOTr CTaHo-
BHHIIITBA,
— ToNyJalMoHa arpoduja U epo3uja BUTATHUX (YHKIMja TUIIAHWHCKUX Hacelba H
arapa,
— (hakTHYKH TPOLECH TOMYJAHMOHOT U HACCOOUHCKOT TMpopelrBarmba MIaHHHCKUX
(momynaunoHO ramiemhe W/UIM Tpymucame MojeAMHUX MOP(o-(hH3HMOHOMCKUX
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JIeJI0Ba CEOCKUX HAacesba) U IPYIUCABa Ha HIDKMM KOTJIMHCKUAM JEJIOBHMA MPOC-
Topa (HOBHja U3rpajma Iy caBpeMeHHjUX caobpahajHUX KOMyHHKaIHja, QpyH-
KIIMOHAJHA TpaHchopMalyja IojeInHUX ,,[T0JhbaHa" U3 MPUBPEMECHHUX y CTaHA
HaceJba) ¥ JIp.
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