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Abstract: In the major theories of economic development, the spatial aspect has often
been neglected. Within the evolution of regional development theories, not only is there a
shift in focus from exogenous to endogenous factors, but also an increasing importance of
human capital in the development process. Agglomeration economies are ultimately driven
by savings in transport costs, related not only to the exchange of goods and services, but
also to people and ideas. Large cities play crucial role in knowledge spillover because the
interaction of educated and creative people stimulates innovation. Also, it is obvious that
there is a very pronounced feedback principle between urban growth and the knowledge
spillover. Contemporary urbanization trends are perfectly matched with the technological
advances of the new age which led to sharp decrease of costs of communication and
transfer of information. These processes (that trigger pronounced agglomeration
diseconomies, such as pollution, rising cost of living and congestion), accompanied by the
demographic explosion that is especially evident in developing countries, bring into focus
the problems of urban development.
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Introduction

Cities represent complex systems between whose elements there is a pronounced dynamic
interdependence. As hubs of activity, they occupy a key place in world production,
consumption, as well as pollution and waste generation. In the most obvious way, they
exemplify the dichotomy between economic development, sustainable development and
spatial planning. Due to their growing importance for national economies and the role
they play in confronting the global challenges of today, the problems of cities are gaining
in importance.

In the major theories of economic development, the spatial aspect has often been
neglected. Traditionally, economics, as a science, has paid much more attention to the
temporal dimension than to the spatial dimension. The introduction of space into
economic analysis has presented certain difficulties and has also implied the rejection of
the popular assumption of constant yields and perfect competition. Nonetheless,
economic activity takes place in space. Resource allocation, which is one of the central
issues in economics, is much more complex than the ordinary efficient use of production
factors, precisely because of the enormous importance of the spatial dimension (Capello,
2009).

In response to the disregard toward the question of space in traditional economic
analysis, location theory developed — the works of Weber (1909), Hoover (1948) and Isard
(1956) addressed the problem of the optimal location of industry relative to
transportation costs of raw materials and final products. A better understanding of the
choice of location of activity is provided by the works of Christaller (1933) and Losch
(1954) who define the central place theory. Their idea is based on the claim that the
market area of a firm is primarily conditioned by the existence of economies of scale and
the magnitude of transport costs — the more economies of scale are pronounced in
relation to transport costs, the more centralized are the production activities (Dawkins,
2003; McCann & van Oort, 2009).

However, after the 1960s, there was a noticeable decline in interest in spatial
economics and economic geography that lasted until the 1990s, when influential works by
Krugman (1991b, 1991a) and Porter (1990) appeared (McCann & van Oort, 2009). The
attention that policymakers are beginning to give to regional issues further contributes to
the resurgence of the spatial aspect in the economy (Capello & Nijkamp, 2009).

Early regional development theories were based on the neoclassical theory of
economic development. According to them, regions are subject to convergence in the long
run, i.e. differences in production factor prices and regional GDP will disappear
completely over time. This process occurs because developed regions initially attract
capital faster, but only to the point when declining returns emerge and investment in less
developed regions becomes more profitable (Dawkins, 2003; Stimson et al., 2009; van
Dijk et al., 2009). The basis of convergence is, among other things, the mobility of
production factors, which leads to the equalization of their productivity in different
regions (Capello & Nijkamp, 2009). Since the convergence process will always lead to
equilibrium prices of production factors, the long-term outcome is absolutely predictable.
The important implication, therefore, is that public policy has almost no role or
significance in this context (Maier & Trippl, 2009).
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The rigidity of the assumptions underlying the neoclassical theory itself, as well as the
contention between the hypothesis of convergence and actual reality (both within the
countries themselves and globally), have been met with numerous criticisms from which
endogenous (new) growth theory and new economic geography have emerged.
Endogenous growth theory explicitly introduces a spatial aspect into the theory of
economic development. It is based not only on the human capital and resources available
to the region, but also on the importance of technology, entrepreneurship and
institutional factors. Unlike neoclassical growth theory, public policy measures play a
significant role here because they are thought to influence long-term growth rates
(Stimson et al., 2009).

Krugman’s famous "core-periphery" model (Krugman, 1991a) provides the starting
point for a new economic geography that analyzes agglomeration forces and their effects
on the spatial distribution of activities and the creation of industrial clusters. The
literature in this field explains that disparities in spatial development at different levels
are in fact the expected and normal economic outcome (Maier & Trippl, 2009). However,
in the event of a significant drop in transport costs, long-term convergence is also possible
(van Dijk et al., 2009).

The main innovation and contribution of new growth theories compared to
neoclassical theory is the introduction of externalities, without which, according to
endogenous theory, long-term growth cannot even be explained (Dawkins, 2003; Maier &
Trippl, 2009).

Within the evolution of regional development theories, not only is there a shift in
focus from exogenous to endogenous factors, but also an increasing importance of
knowledge, i.e. human capital in the development process that leads to increasing returns
and the higher productivity of production factors (Capello & Nijkamp, 2009).

The main hypothesis in this paper is that there is a pronounced interdependence of
space, agglomeration economies and urban development. In addition, the research aims
to look at the importance of human capital as a factor of urban growth.

The role and importance of agglomeration economies

It is clear that today almost all countries in the world are characterized by significant
disparities in the spatial concentration of people and activities — while some regions are
densely populated with large numbers of jobs, other regions exhibit entirely opposite
characteristics. On the other hand, the existence of industrial clusters, according to
economic logic, brings with it an increase in demand and a consequent increase in the
prices of production factors, which ultimately reduces the attractiveness of a particular
space. However, since the spatial concentration of activities persists in the long run, it is
evident that there are major reasons for this, primarily of an economic nature. It is a fact
that economies of scale can occur as a consequence of the location of the firm, i.e. that
there are certain benefits when people and firms are concentrated in a small space —
higher prices for production factors will be more than compensated by increased
efficiency (McCann, 2013; O’Sullivan, 2018). These agglomeration economies are
ultimately driven by savings in transport costs, related not only to the exchange of goods
and services, but also to people and ideas (Glaeser, 2010; McCann, 2013).
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The concept of agglomeration economies was first discussed in the works of Marshall
(1890) and Weber (1909). Marshall identified their three main sources: the knowledge
spillover (information), common labour pool, and the existence of local intermediate
inputs. The last source occurs when nearby firms buy inputs (rather than produce them
themselves) from a supplier that achieves economies of scale. A common labour pool in
the case of clusters enables workers to specialize and develop specific knowledge, as well
as a better alignment workers’ skill and the needs of firms. Workers themselves are in a
position to change jobs faster and more easily, while firms have more flexibility in coping
with periods of low and high labor demand and changes in the product range (especially
in innovative industries). Knowledge spillover, as perhaps the most significant source of
agglomeration economies, relates to the fact that, because of the spatial concentration of
firms, workers themselves learn from one another, which naturally has a huge positive
impact on innovation and development. This mechanism is of particular interest from the
perspective of contemporary theories of economic development and the actuality of
human capital (Vracarevié, 2016). However, the knowledge spillover is difficult to capture
and measure empirically, and therefore different direct and indirect measures are used in
practice, such as the number of patents, the share of R&D costs, etc. (Cohen & Morrison,
20009).

In addition to these three mechanisms, the effects of consumption volumes in large
cities have often been emphasized, especially in recent times (Rosenthal & Strange,
2004). There are goods and services that are not available elsewhere, the supply of public
goods is higher, the speed of interaction is more pronounced than in smaller cities and,
finally, they offer a certain exclusive aesthetic charm (Glaeser et al., 2001). Generally
speaking, larger markets allow goods and services to be maximally tailored to the needs of
consumers (Waldfogel, 2003).

In addition to the above sources of agglomeration economies, many others have been
identified in the literature from this field (Rosenthal & Strange, 2004). In general, any
factor related to production and population density and affecting productivity and growth
is a possible source of agglomeration economies (Cohen & Morrison, 2009).

The most commonly used classification of agglomeration economies originates from
Ohlin (1933) and Hoover (1937) and emphasizes the division into so-called internal
economies of scale and external economies of scale. Unlike internal economies of scale,
which are not essentially spatially specific, external economies of scale are qualitatively
different and are beyond the control of the firm, i.e. they depend on the activities of other
actors (McCann & van Oort, 2009; Parr, 2002a, 2002b). Agglomeration economies,
whose source is the external economies of scale, arise from the concentration of activities
within a single industry (localization economies) and those that result from the
concentration of different activities and which affect the development of cities
(urbanization economies). In the case of urbanization economies, firms engaged in
various activities have the ability to share utilities, infrastructure and also certain
specialized business services (Parr, 2002a). Thus, it can be said that agglomeration
economies based on internal economies of scale are characteristic of an individual firm,
i.e. that localization economies are characteristic of industry, while urbanization
economies belong to agglomeration economies that are characteristic of a whole city
(McCann, 2013).
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Rosenthal and Strange (2004) differentiated three distinct dimensions within
agglomeration economies — industrial, geographical and temporal. The industrial
dimension refers to the degree of expansion of agglomeration economies across different
industries (localization and urbanization economies). The geographical dimension
emphasizes the importance of space itself — agglomeration economies will be less
pronounced with increasing physical distance. This aspect is, among other things, crucial
in understanding the existence of cities. The time dimension, on the other hand, concerns
the hypothesis that the relationship of two actors in the past may have an impact on
productivity in the present. This encompasses the effect of learning and the accumulation
of knowledge that takes place gradually. In this way, dynamic agglomeration economies
are introduced into the analysis in addition to static ones (Scott & Storper, 2003).

There is a very lively debate in the literature about the relative importance of
localization and urbanization economies. In this context, we can distinguish the so-called
MAR externalities (Marshall-Arrow—Romer) (Marshall, 1890) based on the
concentration and specialization of industry, followed by Porter externalities (Porter,
1990) which emphasize the importance of competition, and finally, Jacobs externalities
(Jacobs, 1969) arising from the diversification of sectors concentrated in space. Thus,
unlike Marshall, Jacobs believes that the knowledge spillover and diffusion of innovation
are crucially influenced by the diversification of various urban activities, i.e. that the most
important transfers of knowledge come from the actual environment of a given industry
(McCann & van Oort, 2009).

These three types of externalities differ in their importance in explaining the process
of urban and regional development. Glaeser et al. (1992) point to the greater importance
of knowledge spillovers among different industries than within the same industry,
especially in "mature" cities, thereby supporting the Jacobs hypothesis. Also, the
conclusions of an extensive meta-analysis underline the unambiguous and strong positive
effects of diversification of activities on urban development as compared to the effects of
competition and, especially, specialization (de Groot et al., 2009).

It is clear that cities play a big role in knowledge spillover because the interaction of
educated and creative people stimulates innovation. Higher population density and
activity intensify human contact and facilitate faster information sharing (Glaeser, 1999).
The presence of universities, research centers, science and technology parks, and related
institutions also influences faster human capital accumulation and long-term growth
(McCann & van Oort, 2009; Scott & Storper, 2003). The possibility of learning from
others and developing diverse skills can largely explain why cities survive,
notwithstanding the high cost of living (Glaeser et al., 1992).

Technological innovation, knowledge spillover and human capital in general, are
considered to be key in contemporary concepts of regional and urban development
(Faggian & McCann, 2009; Glaeser et al., 1992; McCann & van Oort, 2009). It is obvious
that within agglomeration economies, between urban growth and the spillover of
knowledge there is a very pronounced feedback principle — cities grow because people in
close contact learn from each other faster, while, in turn, knowledge spillover (as
externalities) is more intense with the growth in size of a city and increase in the
concentration of people and activities in it.
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Transport costs and agglomeration economies

As has already been pointed out, agglomeration economies are also caused by savings in
transport costs. In this context, the trend of steady decline in transport costs that has
characterized almost the whole of the 20t century, is very significant. However, in this
respect, this group of costs is not homogeneous. The dramatic reduction is primarily
related to the costs associated with the exchange of goods. Consequently, this aspect of
agglomeration economies, i.e. the benefits of spatial concentration, is increasingly
diminishing over time. It can be said that cities would not even survive in modern
conditions if they depended solely on this type of agglomeration economy (Glaeser, 1998).

At the same time, the costs of communication and the transfer of ideas are almost
negligible today. Despite the tremendous expansion in types of communication based on
the advances in information technology in recent decades and the unrealistic predictions
that they will play a crucial role in the transformation of cities, direct contact (face-to-
face) still remains extremely important and is even gaining in importance (Molnar, 2016).
The advantage of this type of contact is that it does not have to be planned, it is often
spontaneous and, in fact, a direct result of high densities of activity in space. This kind of
contact is irreplaceable in conveying complex messages of strategic importance and
establishing mutual trust in an extremely dynamic environment (Scott & Storper, 2003).
A good example is the transfer of financial information. This is why banks and brokerage
companies are spatially concentrated (Poleése, 2009). It is clear that electronic
communication is not, in fact, a substitute for direct contact, but rather complements it.

Although paradoxical, the revolution of the internet and telecommunications has,
instead of undermining the importance of cities and of space in general, led to the
complete opposite (Florida, 2002; E. L Glaeser, 2010; Polése, 2009). In short,
agglomeration economies are more important today than ever. Declining transportation
costs of goods and the transfer of information in fact significantly change the logic behind
the location of cities. It is no longer crucially determined by the availability of natural
resources and/or transport, as was the case decades ago. The ease of acquiring knowledge
arising from proximity in space now plays a key role (Audretsch & Aldridge, 2009). The
function of modern cities is precisely to open up opportunities for intense human
interaction (Glaeser & Kohlhase, 2004).

In contrast, there is no reduction in the transportation costs of people at all. These
costs are the so-called opportunity cost of time that, in fact, grows together with an
increase in education level, productivity and income. Thus, the spatial concentration that
arises from the desire to minimize the transportation costs of people has an increasing
role and importance (Glaeser, 1998; Polese, 2009).

Even from a historical point of view, every revolution and increase in the
technological efficiency of transportation and communications (such as the advent of rail,
internal combustion engines, or the invention of the telephone) that have made it possible
to expand markets and achieve economies of scale have followed the stages of intense
concentration of economic activity and urban growth. Simply put, anything that facilitates
trade will support agglomeration processes (Polese, 2009; Scott & Storper, 2003). Viewed
from this perspective, contemporary urbanization trends are perfectly matched with the
technological advances of the new age.
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Contemporary urbanization trends and urban development

Today, over 4 billion people live in urban areas, and it is estimated that by the middle of
this century, nearly two-thirds of the world’s population will live in cities (United Nations
Department of Economic and Social Affairs Population Division, 2015). Between 1950 and
2005 alone the level of urbanization increased from 29% to 49% (UN-Habitat, 2016).
These trends are most pronounced in low-income countries (Tab. 1). By far the largest
urban populations are in Asia, followed by Europe and Africa. The number of cities with
more than one million inhabitants is growing steadily (especially in developing countries);
in 1950 there were only 75 such cities, now there are 548. One in five people in the world
is a citizen of a city with population over one million. The number of cities with more than
10 million inhabitants has doubled since 1995 and today there are as many as 33; by 2030
there will be 43 and these will be located mainly in developing countries (United Nations
Department of Economic and Social Affairs Population Division, 2018). In just two
countries, China and India, there are as many as 11 such megacities. The increase in urban
populations is largely due to internal migration resulting from the high appeal of cities
that offer better job opportunities and prosperity in general.

Tab. 1. Percentage change of urban populations 1995-2015

World Region Average annual rate of change (%)
Africa 3.44
Asia 2.78
South America and Caribbean 1.74
Europe 0.31
North America 1.24
Oceania 1.53
High-income countries 0.88
Middle-income countries 2.63
Low-income countries 3.68
Worldwide 2.16

Source: United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs Population Division, 2015

Parallel to the increase in population, there is a spatial expansion in the areas
occupied by cities (Jovanovi¢ & Vracarevi¢, 2014). While the average demographic growth
rate was 17%, urban areas grew by 28% in the 1990s. And while populations in the cities
of developing countries will double by 2030, the size of the areas they cover will triple
(UN-Habitat, 2016).

Also, traditional monocentric cities are increasingly being replaced by polycentric
urban agglomerations. In the process, many smaller cities are virtually "swallowed up"
(Banister, 2011). Although central business districts (CBDs) grow with the growth of
cities, due to the size of the urban area, city centers inevitably lose their attractiveness and
importance. In the process, more serious subcenters begin to form and the city acquires a
polycentric spatial structure. However, the intensity of these processes varies from city to
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city — the change in predominantly monocentric structure is faster in metropolitan areas
whose historic core is characterized by cheap land, lack of amenities and wealth of content
and a grid-like street structure appropriate for private transport (Bertaud, 2001, 2004). In
this way, the polycentric development of cities is becoming more pronounced. Bertraud
(2004) enthusiastically states: "Monocentric and polycentric cities are animals from the
same species observed at a different time during their evolutionary process".

Another long-term tendency resulting from urban growth is a decrease in population
density. Two centuries ago, the average population density was about 4 times higher than
it is today (declining from 43,000 inhabitants/km2 to 10,000 inhabitants/km2). The
results of a comprehensive study (covering 120 cities worldwide) show that all
metropolitan areas of the developed world and 85% of developing countries have
experienced a significant decrease in population density, especially in the last decade of
the 20t century (Angel, 2011).

These processes of accelerated urbanization carry considerable problems: concen-
tration in space "has its price" (Glaeser, 2010). Counterbalancing the agglomeration
economies analyzed are agglomeration diseconomies, such as pollution, rising cost of
living, congestion and crime. The influx of new urban dwellers tests the endurance and
resilience of cities, posing major challenges to social, economic and environmental
sustainability. More and more cities are characterized by poverty, the problems of
segregation and growing inequality — three-quarters of cities are experiencing higher
levels of inequality compared to twenty years ago (UN-Habitat, 2016). Today, nearly 9oo
million city dwellers live in slums, in very poor hygiene conditions (United Nations
Department of Economic and Social Affairs Population Division, 2015). Urbanization is
also causing a dramatic increase in the consumption of resources, energy, as well as
emissions of local, regional pollutants and CO-. Cities account for 70% of the world’s total
resource consumption, with some estimates suggesting that cities account for as much as
80% of worldwide energy consumption (OECD, 2010; UN-Habitat, 2018). This
corresponds to the enormous CO- emission (approximately 70%) arising mainly from the
transport and residential sectors (Jovanovié, 2010; OECD, 2010). It is clear that cities are
a battlefield on which a decisive battle for sustainable development is being waged.

Conclusion

In the governing theories of economic development, the spatial aspect (including regional
and urban development) has often been neglected. Despite certain pessimistic forecasts
that technological progress and globalization will cripple the development of cities, an
opposite, somewhat paradoxical, process is taking place — the spatial aspect is more
important than ever. Instead of agglomeration economies weakening, they increasingly
emphasize the benefits of concentration in space. At the same time, many modern models
of urban growth and development accentuate the importance of knowledge spillover as a
contemporary raison d’étre for accelerated urban development. The role and strength of
agglomeration economies are best reflected in the booming urbanization process — by the
middle of this century, more than two-thirds of the world’s population will inhabit cities.
These processes, accompanied by the demographic explosion that is especially evident in
developing countries, bring into focus the problems of urban development.
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ITPOCTOP, ATJIOMEPAIINMJCKE EKOHOMUWJE 1
YPBAHU PA3BOJ

Amncrpakr: Y Biagajyhum TeoprjaMa eKOHOMCKOT pa3Boja IPOCTOPHHU ACIIEKT je 610 BPJIO
YecTo 3aHeMapuBaH. Y €BOJIYIMjH TeOpHja PErHOHAIHOT pa3Boja yodaBa ce He caMo
momepame (hokyca ca ersoreHux Ha eHzorene ¢dakrope Beh u pactyhu 3Hauaj JpyzCKOrT
KamnuTajga y Mmpolecy pas3Boja. ArioMepalyjcke €KOHOMUje, y Kpajib0j JIMHUjH, HACTajy
ycsIes yIiTesia y TPAHCIIOPTHUM TPOLIKOBMMA, Be3aHHMM He caMo 3a pa3MeHy aobapa u
yeiyra, Beh u Jbynu u uzneja. Benuku rpajoBu UMajy MpecyAHy YJIOTY y IIPeIUBay 3HAKA
Oynyhu na, uHTepakiuja 0Opa30BaHMX M KPEATHBHHUX JbYU CTUMYJIMIIE HHOBAIHUje.
OuursieiHo je u faa usmel)y ypOaHoT pacra U MpejiBamba 3Harba MOCTOjH BeOMa U3PasKeH
TpUHINI ToBpaTHe ciipere. CaBpeMeHU TPEeH/I0BU ypOaHU3al[Hje ce CaBPIIeHO MOKIaajy
ca TEXHOJIOUIKMM HaIIPpeTKOM HOBOT /100a KOjH je J0BeO 10 3HAYajHOT OIajjarka TPOIIKOBA
KOMyHUKaIyje u nperoca uadopmanuja. OBu mporecu (KOju M3a3UBajy CBe U3paXKeHUje
arJioMepanujcke JUCEKOHOMUje MOoIMyT 3araljera, HapacTajyhux TpOIIKOBA KUBOTA W
3aryiiema) npaheHu memMorpadCKoM eKCILUIO3HjoOM, MOceOHO HCTAKHYTH y 3eMJbaMa Y
pasBojy, craBspajy y Gpokyc mpobaeMaTHKy ypbaHOT pa3Boja.

KibyyHe peum: ypOaHHM pas3BOj, PEerMOHAJIHHU pa3Boj, arjioMepanyjcke eKOHOMHUje,
IpesIuBabe 3Haba, TPAHCIIOPTHU TPOIIKOBY, IPaJioBH, ypbaHuzaruja
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I'pazioBu IpezcTaB/bajy KOMILJIEKCHE CUCTEME M3Mel)y YMjHX eJleMeHaTa IIOCTOjU U3parKe-
Ha AuHAMHU4YKa MelhysaBucHocT. Kao YBOpHINTA aKTHBHOCTH OHH 3ay3MMajy KJBYYHO
MECTO Y CBETCKOj IIPOU3BOJIbH, IOTPOIIHN KA0 U CTBapamy 3araliema u otnazsa. Y mwuma
cy, MOXKZJa Ha HAjOYUTJIEIHUjU HAYHMH, BUJJbUBE HECYIJIACUIlE €KOHOMCKOT pasBoja,
OJIP’KMBOT pa3BoOja M IPOCTOPHOT IUIAHWpAama. YcjleZ, BUXOBOr pactyher 3Hauaja 3a
HaI[MOHAJIHE MPHUBPEZE Kao U yJIOre KOjy UMajy y cyouaBamby ca IVIO0JIHUM HM3a30BHMa
JlaHAIIBUIlEe TPobIeMaTHKa TPaJI0Ba CBe BHUIIIE 100Mja Ha TEKUHU.

¥ Biagajyhum TeoprjamMa eKOHOMCKOT pa3Boja IIPOCTOPHU aCIEKT je 61O BPJIO YECTO
3aHeMapuBaH. TpafUIMOHATTHO, EKOHOMM]A je Ka0 HayKa MHOTO BHUIIe IaXKie mocBehu-
BaJIa BPEMEHCKO] JUMEH3UJH Yy OHOCY Ha IPOCTOPHY. YBOljerbe mpocTopa y eKOHOMCKY
aHaIM3y M3a3UBAJIO je oapeleHe moTemkohe u, Takohe, MPETIOCTaB/hAIO OZOAIUBAIHE
[omyJlapHe MPeTIOCTaBKe O KOHCTAHTHUM IIPUHOCHMA U CABPLIEHO] KOHKYPEHIIVjH.
WNnak, eKOHOMCKa aKTHUBHOCT Ce O/IBHja y IpoOCTOpy. AJIOKamuja pecypca, jeTHO Off
IIEHTPAJIHUX IIUTakha y E€KOHOMUjH, MHOTO je KOMIUIEKCHUja o7 oOuuHe eduUKacHe
yrnorpebe (pakropa IpOU3BOHE, YIIPABO 300T OIPOMHOT 3HAuYaja IMPOCTOPHE JAUMEH3Uje
(Capello, 20009).

Kao ozroBop Ha 3aHeMapuBame MHUTAKa IPOCTOPA Y TPAZUIHMOHATIHOj €KOHOMCKOj
aHAJIM3U pa3BUJIa ce TeOpHja JIoKanuje — pasoBu Bebepa (1909), XyBepa (1948) u zapaa
(1956) GaBuinu cy ce mpobGseMOM ONTHMAJIHE JIOKAIHje HHJYCTPHje TOj YTHIajeM
TPAHCIIOPTHHUX TPOIIKOBA CHPOBHHA U GUHAIHHX Npou3BoZa. BosbeM pasymeBarby
u3bopa JIoKalyje aKTHBHOCTH JIOTpHHOce pazoBu Kpucranepa (1933) u Jlema (1954)
Koju JeduHUIy TeOpHjy IeHTpaIHOT MecTa. FbuxoBa uzeja ce 6a3upa Ha TBPAHH 1A je
TPXKUIITHO ToApy4je ompeleHe ¢hupme MPBEHCTBEHO YCIOB/HEHO MTOCTOJAEEM E€KOHOMUjE
00MMa U BEJIMYMHOM TPAHCIOPTHUX TPOIIIKOBA — IITO je eKOHOMUja 00MMa U3paKeHuja y
OJHOCY HAa TPAHCIOPTHE TPOLIKOBe, TO he MPOU3BOJHE AKTUBHOCTH OUTH
nentpanusoBanuje (Dawkins, 2003; McCann & van Oort, 2009).

MehyTtum, HAKOH 1960-HX TOAMHA [OJA3U [0 YOWHHBOI [a/la HHTEPECOBAmka 3a
pobJIeMaTHKy POCTOPHE EKOHOMU]je U eKOHOMCKe reorpaduje, KOju Tpaje cBe JI0 90-uX
roAiiHA TIPOLIJIOT BeKa, Kaja ce japipajy yTunajHu panoBu Kpyrmana (1991b, 1991a) u
IMoprepa (1990) (McCann & van Oort, 2009). ITaxkipa K0jy KpeaTopu IOJUTUKE ITOUHIbY
Jla TOKJIakajy PErHOHAHUM IIPo6JIeMuMa JOAATHO JOIPUHOCH IOHOBHOM OXKHBJbABAGY
npocTopHOT acnekTa y ekoHomuju (Capello & Nijkamp, 2009).

PaHe Teopuje pernoHATHOT pa3Boja Cy ce HAZOBe3WBAJe HA HEOKJIACHYHY TEOPH]y
€KOHOMCKOT' pas3Boja. ITo mHMa, PETrMOHH Ha JAYTH POK IIOAJIEXKY KOHBEPTeHIUjH, Tj.
pasiuke y neHama ¢akTopa IpOU3BOAIe U perunoHanHoMm BJIII-y he BpemeHoM Yy
notnyHoct Hectatu. OBaj mporec ce femraBa 300T TOra INTO pa3BUjeHU PETUOHH Y
ToveTKy Opoke IPHBJIAve KalMTaJI, ajld caMo J0 IojaBe omazajyhux mpuHoca kaza he
yJIarame y Mamwe pa3BujeHe peruoHe nocratu uciwatusuje (Dawkins, 2003; Stimson et
al., 2009; van Dijk et al., 2009). OcHoBa KoHBepreHnyje je, u3mehy ocrasor, MOGUIHOCT
dakropa Hpou3BOAIE KOja JOBOAU A0 H3je/[HAYABAKka IHUXOBE ITPOAYKTUBHOCTH Y
pazimuuntuM peruonuma (Capello & Nijkamp, 2009). Byayhu na he mpouec xonBep-
TeHIMje YBEK JIOBECTU /10 PABHOTEKHUX IIeHa ITPOU3BOAHUX (PaKTOpa, AYTOPOYHU UCXOZ,
je amcosyTHO mpeaBUAMB. BUTHA MMIUTMKanuja je Jia, CTOra, y OBOM KOHTEKCTY jaBHA
TIOJINTHKA HEMAa TOTOBO HUKAKBY YJIOTY U 3Ha4aj (Maier & Trippl, 2009).
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PUTHIHOCT MIPETIIOCTAaBKY Ha KOjUMA je IMOYMBaJIa caMa HEOKJIACHYHA TeopHuja Kao U
JINCXapMOHHU]ja XUIIOTe3e KOHBEPTeHIMje U Ta/Ialllbe PEATHOCTH (KAKO Y OKBHUPY CaMHX
3eMasba TAaKO U Ha IJIOOITHOM HHUBOY) HAWIIUTH Cy HA MHOTOOPOjHE KPUTHKE U3 KOjUX CY
ce U3pozUIIe eHzioreHa (HOBa) TeopHja pacTa U HOBa eKOHOMcCKa reorpaduja. Enmorena
TeopHja pacra, eKCIUTUIUTHO, YBOJU IPOCTOPHU ACHEKT y TEOPHj)Y eKOHOMCKOT pa3Boja.
Ona ce 6a3upa He caMO Ha JbY/ICKOM KAaIlUTAIy ¥ PECypCHMa KOjIMa PAacIoJia’ke PErHoH
Beh u Ha 3HaYajy TeXHOJIOTHje, IPEIY3€THUINTBA U HMHCTUTYIIMOHAIHHUX (akTopa. 3a
Pa3IMKy OJl HEOKJIACHYHE TeOpHje pacTa OBZe Mepe jaBHe IOJIUTHKE HUMajy 3HadajHy
VJIOTY jep ce cMaTpa /ia MOTy Jia yTU4y Ha AyropovHy cToiry pacta (Stimson et al., 2009).

Uysenu KpyrmanoB mozen "jesrpo-nepudepuja” (Krugman, 1991a) YUHU HOJIa3HUII-
Te HOBE eKOHOMCKe Teorpaduje Koja aHATH3HUpa aryIoMepaIijcKe CIIe U HBUX0Be edeKTe
Ha TPOCTOPHY JUCTPUOYIM]y AKTUBHOCTH U KpeHparme HHAYCTPUjCKUX KJIacTepa.
JluTepaTypa U3 oBe 00JsacTH o0jalImaBa fja Cy AUCIAPUTETH Y IIPOCTOPHOM PasBojy Ha
Pa3JIMYUTHM HHUBOMMA 3aIpaBO OYEKWBAH M HOpPMasaH eKOHOMCKH wucxon (Maier &
Trippl, 2009). Nnak, y ciydajy 3Ha4ajHOT Majja TPAHCIOPTHUX TPOILIKOBA KOHBEPreHIHja
Ha JIyTH POK je Takohe moryha (van Dijk et al., 2009).

['1aBHA MHOBaNMja U JOIPUHOC HOBUX TEOPHUja pacra y nopelemy ca HEOKJIaCHYHOM
TEeOpHjOM jecTe yBohjeme eKcTepHanuja, 6e3 KOjux, IO €HIOT€HO] TEOPHjU, TYTOPOUHU
pact He MOke Hi 6uTH objambed (Dawkins, 2003; Maier & Trippl, 2009).

Y OKBUpY €BOJIyIIHje TeOpHja PErHOHATHOr pa3Boja youaBa C€ He camMO IIOMEpPAIbe
dokyca ca ersoreHux Ha eHgoreHe dakrope Beh u pactyhu 3Hauaj 3HamWba Tj. JbYACKOT
KaIlhTasIa y MpoIiecy pa3Boja Koju J0BOAM /10 pacTyhux nmpuHoca U Behe IPOayKTUBHOCTH
npousBoauux dakropa (Capello & Nijkamp, 2009).

VY pazmy ce mosazu Of XHIOTe3€e Ja TOCTOjU HM3pakeHa Meljy3aBHCHOCT IPOCTOpa,
aryIoMepanyjcKiux eKOHOMHja 1 ypOaHor pasBoja. Ilopes; Tora, HCTpaOKUBaIbe UMa 32 b
carJielaBarbe 3Havaja JbY/ICKOT KamuTasia Kao ¢pakropa ypbaHor pacra.

Yiiora u 3Ha4aj arJIoMepanHjCcKuX EKOHOMUja

JacHO je Za [JaHAcC CKOPO CBe 3eMJb€ CBETA KAPAKTEPHUINy 3HAYAjHU JUCIAPUTETH Yy
IIPOCTOPHOj KOHIIEHTPAIUj! JbYIU U AKTUBHOCTH — JIOK CYy HEKH PETHOHHU T'yCTO HACEJbEHH
ca BeJIUKHM OpojeM pajHUX MeCTa, APYTH PErMOHH MMajy HOTIYHO CYIPOTHE KapaKTe-
pucruke. C Apyre cTpaHe, IOCTOjalbe MHAYCTPH]CKUX KJIACTEPA, IO eKOHOMCKO] JIOTHIY,
JIOHOCH ca cOOOM pacT TpaKibe U KOHCEKBEHTHO moBeharme 1eHa GakTopa IPOU3BOIE
IITO, KOHAYHO, CMamyje MPUBJIAYHOCT ofxpeheHor mpocropa. Kako, umak, mpocTopHa
KOHIIEHTpAIlja aKTUBHOCTH OIICTaje Ha AYTU POK, EBHJIEHTHO je /1a 32 TO IOCTOje KPYIIHU
pasyio3u, IPBEHCTBEHO eKOHOMCKE IPHUPOZe. Y MUTAKY je YHIbEHHUIA Jja ce eKOHOMUje
obrMa MOTY jaBUTH Kao IOC/IeAuIa Jokanuje Gupme Tj. a mocroje oapeleHe KopucTu
Ka/a cy Jbyau U (pupMe KOHIIEHTPHCAHH HAa MajoOM IIPOCTOPY - BHIIE IeHe (daxTopa
IpOU3BOAbe he OUTH BHIE Hero KOMIeH30BaHe moBehaHoMm edukacHouthy (McCann,
2013; O’Sullivan, 2018). OBe arsiomepanujcke eKOHOMUje, Y Kpajib0j JIMHUJH, HACTAjy
ycJen yumTea y TPAaHCIOPTHUM TPOIIKOBHMMA, Be3aHHM He caMoO 3a pa3MeHy jaobapa u
yeayra, Beh u sbyiu u uzieja (E. L Glaeser, 2010; McCann, 2013).

KoHmenT arsioMepanujcKuX eKOHOMHja je IpBH IyT pa3MaTpaH y paZoBUMa
Mapiana (1890) u BebGepa (1909). Mapian je uaeHTA(PHUKOBAO EUXOBA TPU TJIaBHA
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HU3BOpA: MpesnBamke 3Hama (MHopManuja), 3ajeJHHYKA KOHTUHTEHT DaJiHe CHare u
IIOCTOjakbe JIOKATHUX HHTepMeAjapHuX HHIyTa. Ilocieiibu U3BOP ce jaBsba Kaza dupme
KOje ce Hajiaze y OJIM3UHU KyILyjy HHIIyTe (YMeCTO Zla UX caMU MPOU3Bo/ie) o1 JobaBbada
KOjU OCTBapyje eKOHOMHjy obmMa. 3ajeJHUYKHA KOHTHUHTEHT pajiHe CHare y CJIy4ajy
Ki1acrepa omoryhapa Jia ce paJJHULY CIENHjayIN3yjy U pa3BUjy crienuduvHa 3Hama, Kao U
6ospe yckahuBarbe usmely BemrTuHa pagHuka u norpeba Gupmu. Camu pagHUIM Cy Y
CUTyallHju a OpsKe U JIaKIlle Memajy mocao 0K pupme umajy Behy dekcubuaHoct ga ce
HOCe Ca IepuoANMa HUCKE U BHCOKe NOTpebe 3a pajHOM CHaroM M IpoOMeHaMa
MIPOU3BOIHOT IporpaMa (moceOHO y MHOBATUBHUM WHAycTpHjaMma). IIpesuBame 3HamWA,
Kao MO’K/1a Haj3HAUYajHUjU U3BOP arjIOMePAIHjCKUX eKOHOMUja, O/THOCH Ce Ha YHEbEHUITY
Jla 300r IPOCTOPHE KOHIEHTpaluje GUpMu caMy PAJHUIK yde JeJHU Of] APYTHX, IITO
¥Ma, HapaBHO, OTPOMaH MMO3UTHUBAH YTHIAj Ha WHOBaIHje U pa3eoj. OBaj MexaHH3aM je
moceOHO WHTEPECAHTAH W3 yIJIa CaBPEMEHUX TeopHja €KOHOMCKOT pa3Boja U came
aKTyeJTHOCTH Jby/icKOT KamuTtasia (Vracarevié, 2016). Nnak, npenuBame 3Haba je TEIIKO
00yXBaTUTU U MEPUTH EMIITUPUJCKH, I1a CE CTOTA y MPAKCH KOPUCTE PA3JIUUNTE JTUPEKTHE
U UHAUPEKTHE Mepe, ONyT Opoja maTeHara, yziesia TPOIIKOBA 32 UCTPAXKUBAhE U PAa3BOj U
ci1. (Cohen & Morrison, 2009).

OcuM 0Ba TpH MeXaHHW3Ma, YECTO Ce, MOCEOHO y MOC/IE/ihe BPEME, IOTEHINPAJY U
edexTn 061MMa MOTpOIIbe Y BeTUKUM rpazoBuma (Rosenthal & Strange, 2004). Y wuma
mocroje m06pa W yciayre Koje HUCY JOCTyIIHe ApYT/e, MOHy/a jaBHUX 0b6apa je Beha,
Op3uHa MHTEPAKIIH]je je N3paskeHuja HEro y MambUM I'PA/IOBIMa ¥, HATIOCJIETKY, OHU HYJIe
onpehenn ekckiysuBaH ecrercku mapm (Glaeser et al., 2001). 'eHepasiHO TOCMAaTpPaHO,
Beha Ttpxkumra omoryhaBajy ma mobpa u yciayre OyAay MaKCUMAJaHO NpUIaro)eHu
norpebama morpornaua (Waldfogel, 2003).

OcuM HaBeeHHX HU3BOpPA aryIOMEPAIlUjCKUX €KOHOMHUja, Y CTPYUHO] JIUTEpATypyu W3
oBe 06J1acTH ¢y HepeTKo uaentudukopanu u muoru aApyru (Rosenthal & Strange, 2004).
Yommrreno roBopehu, 6m10 Koju GakTOp KOjU je MOBe3aH ca IYCTUHOM IPOU3BOJE U
HAaCe/beHOCTH M YTHYE Ha MPOAYKTUBHOCT W pacT, IMpeJCTaB/ba MOTyhu U3BOP
arsiomepanujckux ekonomuja (Cohen & Morrison, 2009).

Hajuemrthe xopumrhena kiacubukaigja arioMepanujcKUX €KOHOMHja MOTHYE Off
OsuHa (1933) u XyBepa (1937) u amoctpodupa Iojesly Ha T3B. UHTEPHE EKOHOMUjE
obrUMa U eKcTepHe eKOHOMHUje o6uMa. 3a pasjIuKy Off MHTEpHE eKOHOMMUje obuMa Koja y
CYIITUHHA HUje MPOCTOPHO crenuduvHa, eKCTepHEe eKOHOMHje 00MMa Cy KBaJUTATUBHO
JIpyraudje U BaH Cy KOHTpoJie ¢bUpMe Tj. 3aBUCE Off aKTUBHOCTH Apyrux akrepa (McCann
& van Oort, 2009; Parr, 2002a, 2002b). Ariomeparnijcke €KOHOMIj€e, YHUjU CYy H3BOP
eKCTepHe eKOHOMHje 00MMa, TPOU3IIIa3e U3 KOHIIEHTPaIlje aKTUBHOCTH y OKBUDY jeiHE
UHAyCTpUje (JIOKaMM3anujcke eKOHOMUje) M OHe Koje Cy IOCeAnIla KOHIIEHTpaIdje
Pa3IMYUTHX EJIATHOCTH U KOje YTUYY Ha Pa3Boj rpazioBa (ypbaHU3AIHjcKe eKOHOMU]jE).
¥V ciyyajy ypbaHU3aNMjCKUX eKOHOMHja, prpMe Koje ce 6aBe pa3IuUUTHM JIeJIaTHOCTHMA
rMajy MoryhHOCT /ja 3ajeJHIYKY KOpHCTe (Jiesie) ¥ KOMyHaJIHE YeIIyTe, HHPPACTPYKTYPY
Kao u ozipeheHe cnenujanuzoBaHe nocaosHe yoiyre (Parr, 2002a). lakie, Moxe ce pehu
Jla Cy arjoMepanujcke eKOHOMHje Oa3zupaHe HAa WHTEPHO] EKOHOMHUjU OOMMa Kapakre-
pUCTHYHE 3a INojefuHAaYHy UDPMY, Tj. Ja Cy JIOKAJIU3AIUjCcKe eKOHOMUje KapaKTepHC-
THYHE 3a WHAYCTPHU]y JOK ypOaHU3AIMjCKE EKOHOMHje CHazajy y arJoMeparujcke
€KOHOMHje KapaKkTepucTH4He 32 1eo rpaj (McCann, 2013).
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Rosenthal & Strange (2004) y OKBUpPY arJioMepaIyjcKux eKOHOMHja Pas3JIUKyjy TPH
pas3IuvuTe JUMEH3Hje - HHAYCTPU]jCKy, reorpadcky U BpeMeHCKy. VHIyCTpHjcKa JUMeH-
3dja Ce OMHOCH HAa CTENEH INHMpema arIoOMEepPalHjCKUX E€KOHOMHUja KpPO3 Ppas3/InduTe
uHaycrpuje (JoKanu3anujcke u ypbanmsanujcke exoHomuje). I'eorpadceka aumensuja
HCTHYEe 3HA4aj CaMoT IPOCTOpa - arjioMepanujcke ekoHomuje he 6uru Mame uspaxeHe ca
noBehameM pusnuke aucranie. OBaj acrekT je, U3Mel)y OCTayIor, KJbydaH 3a pa3yMeBarbe
mocTojama rpajosa. C ipyre cTpaHe, BpEMEHCKA JAMMEH3Hja Ce TUUe XUIIOTE3€e /1a OHOC
JIBa aKTepa y MPOILLJIOCTH MOXKE UMATH YTUIAj HA MIPOAYKTUBHOCT Y CaJIAlIIEbeM BPEMEHY.
VY nutamy je edekaT yuema U aKyMyJIuparma 3Hama Koje ce oiBHja mocreneHo. Ha oBaj
Ha4MH Cce, IOpeJ] CTATUYKUX, YBOZIE U JUHAMUYKE aryioMepaliijcke eKOHOMHUje Y aHATTU3Y
(Scott & Storper, 2003).

V suTepaTypu BeoMma je jkuBa /ebara O PeIaTMBHOM 3HAUajy JIOKAIM3AIUjCKUX U
ypOaHU3AIHjCKMX E€KOHOMMja. Y OBOM KOHTEKCTY MOXKEMO pa3jMKOBaTH T3B. MAP-
ekcrepHanvje (Marshall-Arrow—Romer, eng.) (Marshall, 1890) koje ce oaHoce Ha
KOHIIEHTpAIMjy U ClleNHjau3anujy uHAycTpuje, 3atum Iloprep-ekcrepHanuje, (Porter,
1990) KoOje HarJIalllaBajy 3HA4yaj KOHKypeHIWje, U Ha Kpajy Llejkobc-excrepHaniuje
(Jacobs, 1969) koje mpousuiaze U3 AUBEPCUGUKOBAHOCTH CEKTOPA, KOHIEHTPUCAHUX Y
mpocropy. Jlakie, 3a pa3iauky ox Mapimana, [lejkobc cmarpa /1a Ha peJINBalbe 3HAbA U
nubdy3ujy HHOBaNMja IPECYHO yTHYe AUBep3ubUKaIija Pa3HUX IPAJCKIX aKTUBHOCTH
Tj. a HajOMTHUjU TpaHchEpH 3HAMA J0JIa3e M3 CAMOT OKPY:KEHha JaTe HHAYCTPHje
(McCann & van Oort, 2009).

OBa Tpu THIIAa €KCTEPHAIMja Ce PA3JIMKYjy IO 3HA4ajy KOju UMajy y objallmaBarby
mpoiieca ypbaHOT U peruoHasHor pasBoja. Glaeser u ap. (1992) ykasyjy Ha Behu 3Hauaj
NpeuBalba 3Harba U3Mel)y pasJMYuTUX HUHAYCTPHja HEr0 y OKBUDPY WCTE WHIYCTPH]jE,
moce6HO Kof "3penux" rpazioBa, moap:kaBajyhu tako xumoresy Ileju Ilejko6e. Takohe,
3aKJbYUIM jeZlHE OICEXKHE MeTa-aHa/IM3€e IOBJIaue HEABOCMUCJIEHE U jaKe MO3UTHBHE
edekre came AuBepcudUKaIUje aKTUBHOCTH Ha ypOaHu pas3Boj, y mopehemwy ca epekruma
KOHKypeHIHje u mocebHo crernujanusanuje (de Groot et al., 2009).

JacHO je Ja rpaZioBM WMajy BeJHKY YJIOTY y IpejuBamy 3Hama Oyayhu a,
WHTepaKlija 00pa30BaHUX U KPeaTHBHUX JbYAHM CTUMYJIMIle WHOBaIluje. Beha rycruHa
HaCce/heHOCTH ¥ aKTHMBHOCTH WHTEH3UBHPA KOHTAKT M3Mel)y JbyAW U TocHelryje Gpxy
pasmeny undopmanuja (Glaeser, 1999). 3aTuM, IPUCYCTBO YHUBEP3UTETA, UCTPAYKUBAY-
KHUX I[eHTapa, HayYHO-TEXHOJIONIKIX apKOBa M CPOTHUX MHCTUTYIIHja, TaKOhe, yTHUy Ha
OpIKy aKyMyJsalujy Jey[CKOT Kanutasa u ayropouru pact (McCann & van Oort, 2009;
Scott & Storper, 2003). MoryhHoCT fja ce yun O APYTHX, U /1a Ce Pa3BHUjajy pa3HOJIUKE
BEIIITHHE, 3aIIPaBO, V BEJIUKOj MepU MOKe O00jaCHUTH 3allITO T'PAIOBH OICTAjy YIPKOC
BHCOKHUM TpoIkoBuMa kuBota (Glaeser et al., 1992).

TexHOJIOIIKEe NHOBAIIMje U TPeJINBatbe 3Harha U JbYACKH KAaIlMTAJI YOIIIITE, CMATPajy
ce KJbYYHUM y CaBPeMEeHHM KOHI[ENTHMa perrnoHajHor U ypbaHor pasBoja (Faggian &
McCann, 2009; Glaeser et al., 1992; McCann & van Oort, 2009). OuuriaeaHo je ma y
OKBUDY arJIOMepaIfjCKuX eKOHoMUja, u3Mely ypbaHOr pacta U IpesnBama 3Hama
IIOCTOjU BeOMa U3PaKeH NMPHUHITUII IOBPATHE CIpPere — IrpajioBU PACTY 3aTO ILITO JbYAH Y
6JIMCKOM KOHTAaKTy Op2Ke yue jeZlHU O IPYTHX, JIOK je, 3ay3Bpar, MpeJIuBake 3Hama (Kao
eKCTepHAINja) WHTEH3WBHUjEe H3PAXKEHO Ca PACTOM BeJIMUYHHE Ipafia U IoBehameM
KOHIIEHTpalKje JbYIU U aKTUBHOCTHU y FheMY.
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TpaHCHOPTHU TPOIIKOBH U arjioMepainijcke eKOHOMUje

Kao 1170 je Beh ucrakHyTOo arsoMmepariyjcke eKOHOMUje, HapaBHO, HAcTajy U 360T yIiireaa
y TPAHCIIOPTHUM TPOLIKOBHMA. Y OBOM KOHTEKCTY BeoMa je 3HauajaH TPeH]| HEIPEKUHOT
omajiarba TPAHCIIOPTHUX TPOIIKOBA, KOjU KapaKTepHIlle OTOBO UUTAB IIPOTEKIU BeEK.
Melhytum, y TOM IOIJIeZly OBa IpyIa TPOIIKOBA HUje XOMOreHa. [[paMaTHYHO CMAEe Ce
MPBEHCTBEHO OJJHOCH Ha TPOIIKOBE Be3aHe 3a pa3MeHy poba. CXOJHO TOMe, OBaj BHJ
arJIOMepanMjCKUX eKOHOMUja Tj. KOPUCTU Off IPOCTOPHE KOHIIEHTpAIMje BPEMEHOM CBE
Bulle TyOu Ha 3Hauajy. Moxe ce pehu fja rpaZioBu He GH HHU OICTaJIN y CaBPEMEHUM
yCJI0BMMa Jia 3aBUCE jeIMHO Off OBE BPCTe arjioMepariujckux ekonomuja (Glaeser, 1998).

VicToBpeMeHO, TPOIIKOBY KOMYHHUKAIIMje U IPeHoca H/eja Cy AaHac TOTOBO 3aHeMap-
JbUBU. YIIPKOC CTPAXOBUTO] EKCIIAH3UjU BUJI0OBA KOMYHHKAaLMja 6a3MpaHUX HA HAIIPETKY
nH)OPMAMOHNUX TEXHOJIOTH]A ¥ MOCIEeABUM JielleHrjaMa U HepeaHuX mnpeaBularba /a
he ympaBo omu oxpurpatu mpecynHy ysory y TpaHchOpMAIMju TPafioBa, AUPEKTaH
KOHTAKT (JIMIIEM Y JIUIIE) U JaJbe OCTaje N3y3eTHO 3HAUajaH Ia YaK U I00Mja Ha BaXKHOCTHU
(Molnar, 2016). IIpeaHOCT OBaKBOT THIIAa KOHTAKTA je /la He MOpa Jja ce IUIAHKPA, YECTO je
CIIOHTAH U, 3aIPaBo, [IPE/CTaB/ha HEIOCPEAHN PE3YJITAT BUCOKHUX T'YCTHHA aKTHBHOCTH Y
mpocropy. OBaKBa BpcTa KOHTAKTa je He3aMeHJ/bUBA Y IIPEHOIIEhY KOMIJIEKCHUX ITOPYKa
O/ CTPATEIIKOT 3HaYaja U yCIIOCTaB/hbalhy OOOCTPAHOT IMOBEPEHA Y KPAjibe TUHAMUYIHOM
okpyxkewy (Scott & Storper, 2003). [lobap mnpumep je mnpeHOC (PUHAHCHJCKUX
nHpopmanuja. 3ato cy 6anke u Gporepcke GbUPMe IPOCTOPHO U3PAZUTO KOHIEHTPUCAHE
(Polése, 2009). OUurIeaHoO je Aa eJIEeKTPOHCKA KOMYHHMKAIIHUja, 3alIPaBo, HUje CYICTUTYT
HEIOCPEeTHOT KOHTAKTA, Beh [IpeiCTaB/ba IhelrOB KOMILIEMEHT.

Naxo fiestyje mapajjoKkcaaHo, PEBOIyIHja MHTEPHETA U TEJIEKOMYHHUKAIH]ja je, YMECTO
Jla TIOHHIIITH 3HA4aj IPaioBa, ¥ [IPOCTOPA YOIIIITE, Z0BEJIA A0 MMOTIYHO CYIPOTHOT UCX0/a
(Florida, 2002; Glaeser, 2010; Polése, 2009). YkparTko, maHac Cy arjoMepauajcke
€KOHOMMje BaKHHUje Hero ukaj. Omajame TPAHCIOPTHUX TPOIIKOBa poba W IpeHoca
uHdoOpManyja, y CYIITHHU, 3HAYaJHO MeHa JIOTHKY JIoKanuje rpagoBa. OHa BUIllE HUje
MIPECYIHO OIpeie/beHa JOCTYITHOIINY IPUPOIHUX pecypca U/ wiu caoopahajHuM 1mostosKa-
jem, Kao mpe Buile JAeneHuja. KybydHy yyiory cazia Wrpa Jlakoha cTHIlamba 3Hama Koja
npouctude u3 6usune y mpocropy (Audretsch & Aldridge, 2009). ®yHKIMja MOAEPHIX
rpazioBa ce, yIpaBo, OIJIeZia y OTBapamy MOryhHOCTH 32 MHTEH3UBHY HHTEPAKIH]Y JbY/IU
(Glaeser & Kohlhase, 2004).

Hacynpor ToMme, yommre HeMa CMamelma TPAHCIOPTHUX TPOLIKOBa JbyAu. OBe
TPOIIKOBE YMHE T3B. OIIOPTYHUTETHHU TPOIITKOBU BpeMeHa KOjH, 3aIIPaBo, PACTy 3ajeIHO ca
noBehameM 06pa30BHOT HUBOA, IPOIYKTUBHOCTU U JIOXOTKA. /lakiie, MpOCTOPHA KOHIIEH-
Tpanyja Koja HacTaje U3 JKeJbe 32 MUHIMU3UPAhEeM TPAHCIOPTHUX TPOIIKOBA JbYAH UMa
cBe Behy ysory u BaxkHocT (Glaeser, 1998; Polése, 2009).

Yak ¥ HCTOPHjCKH IIOCMATPAHO CBAKy DPEBOJIYIW)y U moBehame edUKACHOCTH Y
TEeXHOJIOTUJU TPAHCIOPTAa ¥ KOMyHHKanuja (IIOIyT IIOjaBe >KeJEe3HHIlE, MOTOpa ca
VHYTpaIllbIM CcaropeBameM WKW u3yma TejedoHA) Koje €y omoryhaBajne IIHpere
TPIKUIITA U IOCTU3akhe eKOHOMIje obuMa mpartuie cy dbase NHTEH3UBHE KOHIIEHTpAIIHje
€KOHOMCKUX aKTUBHOCTU U ypbaHOT pacra. JeIHOCTABHO, CBE IITO OJIAKIIABA TPTOBHHY
nornomarahe arsiomepanujcke mpoiiece (Polése, 2009; Scott & Storper, 2003). I'sieano
U3 OBOT pAaKypca, caBpeMeHU TpeHZIOBH ypOaHH3aluje ce CaBpIIEHO IOKIANajy ca
TEXHOJIOIIKUM HAIIPEeTKOM HOBOT 700a.
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CaBpeMeHHU TPEHAOBH ypOaHU3anuje U ypoaHu pa3Boj

Janac, mpeko 4 Muidjap/e JbyQu KUBU y ypOaHUM CpefiHAaMa, a IIPOrHo3upa ce Aa he
Beh 710 cpeZiuHe OBOT BEKa TOTOBO JiBe TpehiHe YKYIIHOT CBETCKOT CTAHOBHUIIITBA JKUBETU
y rpagoBuma (United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs Population
Division, 2015). Camo usmeljy 1950. 1 2005. TofuHe, HUBO ypbaHu3amuje ce moehao ca
20% Ha 49% (UN-Habitat, 2016). OBu TpeHZI0BH Cy HajU3paKeHUjU y 3eMJbaMa HUCKOT
moxoTka (Tab. 1). Y6empuBo HajBehu 6Gpoj rpafcKUX CTAaHOBHHUKA WMa A3Hja, 3aTUM
EBporma ma Acdpuka. Bpoj MHJIMOHCKHMX TIpajioBa He3aycTaB/bUBO pacre (mOceOHO y
3eM/baMa y Pa3Bojy), 0K je 1950. ToAMHEe GUII0 caMo 75 MUJIMOHCKUX I'PazioBa casi UX UMa
548. CBaka mera ocob6a Ha CBETY je CTAaHOBHUK MUJIMOHCKOT I'pajia. Bpoj rpasosa ca mpeko
10 MIJIMOHA CTAHOBHHKA Ce YBOCTPYUHO OF 1995. TOAMHE U JaHAC UX UMa Yak 33, a 70
2030. roauHe he ux 6utH 43, 1 Maxom he 6uTH JIONMpPaHH ¥ 3eM/bama y pa3Bojy (United
Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs Population Division, 2018). ¥ camo
nBe 3eMibe, Kunu u VHAuWju, Hajla3u ce yak 11 OBaKBHX Merarpazaosa. ITopacrt ypbane
TOMyJIallfje je BEJIMKUM JEeJIOM IOCJIeAUIla YHYTPAIIlhUX MUTpaIHja HACTaIUX YCIIe
BeJIMKe IpUBJIayHe MOhu TpajioBa KOju HyzAe Gosbe MoryhHocTH 3amociema Kao U
MIPOCIIEPUTETA YOIIIIITE.

Tab. 1. [Ipoyenmyanxa npomexa ypbare nonyaayuje, nepuoo 1995-2015.

Peruon IIpoceuna roguiima cromna npomene (y %)
Adpuka 3,44
Aswuja 2,78
JykHa Amepuka u Kapubu 1,74
Espomna 0,31
CeBepHa AMepuxka 1,24
Oxeanwuja 1,53
3eMJbe BUCOKOT JIOXOTKa 0,88
3eMibe CpeIber 0X0TKA 2,63
3eMJbe HUCKOT JJOXOTKa 3,68
Caet 2,16

N3Bop: United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs Population Division, 2015

IMTapanenHo ca mosehameM 6poja CTAaHOBHHKA JI0JIa3U U JI0 NPOCTOPHE eKCIaH3Uje
oZipyyja Koje rpajioBu 3ay3uMajy (Jovanovi¢ & Vracarevi¢, 2014). JIok je mpocevyHa croma
JemorpadCcKor pacta H3HOCKIIA 17%, HOBPIIIHA IPazioBa je rmopacia 3a 28% y IocIenoj
JeneHuju npomor Beka. 1 nok he ce 6poj cTaHOBHUKA y rpaloBUMa 3eMasba y PasBojy
JYIUIUPaTH 0 2030. TOJUHe, MOBPUIMHA HUXOBUX IOApy4Yja he ce "yak yTpocTpyduTH
(UN-Habitat, 2016).

Takolje, TpajuIrOHATIHE MOHOIIEHTPHUYHE I'PA/IOBE CBE BHUIIE 3aMeyjy IOJIUIEH-
TpuuHe ypbaHe arjomepanuje. Y TOM MPOILECy MHOTY Marby IPaIoBU OMBajy MPAKTHYHO
"mporyranu” (Banister, 2011). Mako ca pacToMm rpajijoBa pacTe U HHUXOBA IEHTpaIHa
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nocyioBHa 30Ha (CBD - central business district, eng.) ncTtoBpemMeHo, 300T BeJUUYMHE
IPaziCKOT MOApPyYja, TPA/ICKO je3rPO HEYMHUTHO I'y0U Ha MPHUBJIAYHOCTU W 3HAYAJy. Y TOM
Tpolecy NOYHUY fia ce hopMupajy U 036WBHHUjU CYOLEHTPU M Tpaj A00Uja MOJIUIEH-
TPUYHY HPOCTOPHY CTPYKTYpy. MeljyTum, MHTEH3UTET OBUX IIPOLECAa Ce Pa3JIUKyje Of
rpaza o0 rpajia — HU3MeHa [OMWHAHTHO MOHOLIEHTPUYHE CTPYKType je 6pika Kof
MeTpOIIoJIa YHje KCTOPHjCKO je3rpo KapakTepulle jedTHHO B3eMJBHINTE, OACYCTBO
TIOTOJTHOCTH 1 OOTaTCTBA Ca/IpKaja Kao U PelIeTKACTa YIMYHA CTPYKTypa Koja ofroBapa
npuBatHOM caobpahajy (Bertaud, 2001, 2004). Tako MOJHIEHTPUYHU PA3BOj IrpasioBa
mocraje cBe m3pasuTHju. Bertaud (2004) HagaxHyTO KOHCTartyje: "MOHOLEHTPUYHH U
MTOJINIEHTPUYHHU TPA/IOBH CY KUBOTHUEHE UCTE BPCTE, IIOCMATPAHE Y PA3IMUYUTOM TPEHYTKY
CBOT €BOJIyTUBHOT TIpoifeca’.

Jpyra ayropoyHa TeHJEHIMja KOja NPOUW3WIA3M M3 ypOAHOT pacra je omajiame
IyCTHHA HacesbeHOCTH. IIpe /1Ba BeKa MpocevyHa I'yCTHHA HACE/hEHOCTH je Oriia 4ak OKo 4
myta Beha Hero manac (omasa je ca 43.000 cr/km? Ha 10.000 ct/km?2). PesyiaraTtu jeqHe
cBeoOyxBaTHe cTyauje (koja je obyxBaTmia 120 CBETCKUX TPaioBa) MOKa3yjy Ja Cy CBe
METPOIIOJIE Pa3BUjEHOT cBeTa U 85% MeTpoIosia 3eMaba y Pa3Bojy MOKUBEJIE 3HAUAJHO
CMarberbe IYCTUHE HAaCeJheHOCTH, TIOCEOHO ¥ IOCIE/H0] IENeHjH 20. Beka (Angel, 2011).

Osu mporiecu ybp3aHe ypbaHusanuje Hoce ca cobom 3HauajHe mpobsieme. KoHieH-
Tpanuja y TMPOCTOPY, cBakako, "uma cBojy ueHy" (Glaeser, 2010). Kao mporusTexa
AHAIM3UPAHUM arIOMEPAIOHNM €KOHOMHjaMa CTOje arJIOMEpPaIiOHE JUCEKOHOMHUje
momyT 3araljema, Hapacrajyhux TpOIIKOBa >KMBOTa, 3aryliema W KpumuHaia. Tajgacu
HOBMX TPAaJICKMX JKUTe/ba TECTHUPAjy M3APXIJBUBOCT M OTIOPHOCT TpajsoBa Hamehyhu
KpyIHe HM3a30Be JAPYIITBEHOj, eKOHOMCKOj U €KOJIONIKOj ofp:kuBocTH. CBe Behu 6poj
rpazioBa KapaKTEPHUIIE CHPOMAIIITBO CTAHOBHUIIITBA, TPOOJIEM cerperaiuje u Hapacrajyha
HEjeTHAKOCT - TPU YETBPTUHE IpazioBa Oesesku Behu HUBO HejeHAKOCTH y mopehemy ca
onuMm o mpe aBagecer roamHa (UN-Habitat, 2016). /laHac, CKOpo 900 MHJIHOHA
IPajICKUX CTAHOBHUKA JKMBH Y CUPOTHUELCKMM YETBPTUMA, Y BEOMA JIOIIUM XUTHjEHCKUM
yeaoeuMma (United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs Population
Division, 2015). Takolje, ypbanuzanuja wm3aszuBa ApaMaTH4YaH IIOPACT Y IOTPOIIELU
pecypca, eHepruje Kao U eMUCHje JIOKATHUX, peruoHanHux 3araljusaua u CO.. I'pasoBu
VUEeCTBYjy ca 70% y YKYIIHOj CBETCKO]j ITOTPOIIIHLU PECYpPCa, a HEKe MPOIleHe TOBOPE a Y0
rpazioBa y IOTPOIIBY YKyITHE CBETCKE IIPOU3BEJIEHe eHepruje uze yak u 70 80% (OECD,
2010; UN-Habitat, 2018). Tome kopecnonaupa orpomua emucuja CO- (mpubamxHo 70%)
Koja motuue HajBehum fesiom u3 caobpahaja u pesumeHnjasHOT cekTopa (Jovanovié,
2010; OECD, 2010). EBu/IeHTHO, TpajiloBU MPEZCTaB/bajy O0jHO MOJbe HA KOME ce BOIU
omyuyjyha 6utka 3a OIp>KUBU pa3Boj.

3axk/pydyak

¥ Biagajyhum Teopujama eKOHOMCKOT pa3Boja IIPOCTOPHU ACIEKT (IIa Tako U ImpobeMa-
THKa PETHOHATHOT ¥ ypOAHOT pa3Boja) je OMO BPJIO YeCTO 3aHeMapHBaH. YIPKOC HEKUM
MeCHMUCTHYHHUM IIPOTHO3aMa Ja he TEXHOJIOMIKHM IpOrpec W Iiobantusanyja obecMu-
CJIUTH pa3Boj IPajioBa, JellaBa ce YIPaBO CYIPOTAH M IIOMAJIO NapaJoKCaIaH IPOIEC -
MPOCTOPHU acCIeKT je OWUTHHUjU Hero WKaj. ArjioMepainujcke eKOHOMHje He caMo Jja He
cnabe, Beh cBe BuIlle HCTUYY NMPEAHOCTH KOHIEHTpAIlMje y HpocTopy. IIpuroM MHOTH
MOZIEpHU Moziesiu ypOaHOr pacTa M pa3Boja HAIVIAINABAjy YIPAaBO 3HA4aj MpEINBAba
3HaKka, Kao caBpeMeHor raison d'étre yOp3aHor pasBoja IpazioBa. YJyiora W cHara
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arJIOMepaIfjcKuX eKOHOMHja ce HajOosbe orvie/ia y 3aXyKTaJIoM Ipoliecy ypoaHusamuje —
JI0 Cpe/liHe OBOT BeKa BHWINE Of ABe TpehuHe CBeTCKe IMomysanuje he HacesbaBaTU
rpazoBe. OBu mpouecu mpaheHH AeMorpadcKoM eKCILIO3WjoM, MOCEOHO HCTAKHYTH Y
3eMsbaMa y pa3Bojy, CTaBsbajy y GOKyc mpobieMaTuKy ypoaHOT pa3Boja.

3axearnuuya

OBaj paj mpezcTaB/ba /€0 pe3yJsiTaTa KWCTpPaKWBama Ha IMPOjeKTy 6poj 176017, Koje
¢uHaHcupa MUHHUCTAPCTBO HAayKe U TEXHOJIONIKOT pa3Boja Pemybiinke Cpbuje.
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