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AlcTpakT: ArpapHu mnpoctop omnintaHe [IpmaBop KapaKTepuIlly HETaTUBHU pa3BOjHH MPOICCH U MPOOIeMHU
opranmzanuje. O03UpoM Ha 3HA4aj MOJHONPHUBPEIHE MPOU3BOAE Y YKYITHOM MPOIECY COIMOCKOHOMCKOT OIOpaBKa
OMIITHHE, PEBUTAJIHM3AIIMja arpapHOr mpoctopa Hamehe ce kao ummneparus. [loceOHY Makiky HEOMXOIHO j€ TOCBETHTH
ONTHUMAJIM3AIU]U arpapHe CTPYKType Koja ce CyodaBa ca MpoOJIeMUMa YCUTHCHUX M HEKOMITAKTHUX MOJbOIIPUBPEIHIX
mocjea U mapiielia, T¢ CJIOKCHUM BIIACHHMYKUM CTPYKTypama. AHaju3e CTPYKTypa U Impapaia Kopuiihema 3eMIbUIITa
MIPE/ICTaBIbajy MOJIAa3HU OCHOB 3a IIpHjesiore Mjepa pepurtanusanyje. [lopen HaBeeHNX, aHAIN3E NIABHUX CTPYKTYPHUX U
MPOCTOPHUX KapaKTEPUCTHKA [TOJbOTPUBPEIHUXK Ta3MHCTaBa Y IpUIiaajyhiemM arpapHOM POCTOpY, IPEACTaBIbajy OCHOB
MPUjEJIOTY JaJbUX KOpaKa y BeroBOj OpraHH3allujH, IPHUje CBera pa3inuuTHM TCXHHUYKUM, TPABHUM U OPraHU3alnOHUM
Mjepama.

KibyyHe pujeum: arpapHu IMpOCTOp, arpapHa CTPYKTypa, MOJbOMPUBPEIHA Ta3MWHCTBA, PEBUTAIU3AIlMja, POCTOP
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Abstract: Agrarian zone of Prnjavor municipality is characterized by negative development and organizational problems.
It seems pertinent to revitalize the agrarian zone as the agricultural production remains an integral part of the total social-
economic recovery of the municipality. Special attention should be paid to optimum agrarian structure that keeps facing
issues of scattered and partial farmholds and plots along with the complex ownership procedures. Analysis of structures
and patterns of land usage is the starting point for revitalization measures. In addition, analyses of major structural and
spatial characteristics of farmholds within the adequate space are the foundations of future measures of reorganization,
i.e. different technical, legal, and organization measures.
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YBOJIHE HAITOMEHE

Arpapuu npoctop Pemy6nuke Cprcke, a
camuM TUM U omnmutuHe [IpmaBop onrtepeheH je
HEraTHBHUM PAa3BOjHUM MpoIlecMMa, T€ je Kao
TaKkaB apTHKYJIHCAaH Kao MPOOJIEMCKO MOIpyYje.
O’KMBJbaBakEe OBUX MPOCTOPA y TOIMYJIAIMOHOM,
COIIMjaJTHOM, EKOHOMCKOM U MH(PACTPYKTYPHOM
CMUCITy 3Ha4ajHO OM YTHIIAJO Ha Pa3BOj CBakKe
MIPOCTOPHE jSMHUIIE.

Onmruna IlpwmaBop mnpemo3HaT/bUBa je
Kao MOJpYy4je MOJbONPUBPEIHE MPOU3BOaHE. C
THUM Yy BE€3H, CTYJMO3HA aHAJIN3a Haj3HAYajHUjUX
0COOCHOCTH arpapHOT MPOCTOPa, U3 KOje CIIUjeau
HU3 MpHjeIora Mjepa yHarpehema, o1l KpylyjaHe
jé BaXHOCTH 3a JlaBame cMmjepHuua Oymyhem
pa3Bojy onmTHHE. Huje HEeBa)KHO HATIOMEHYTH
Ja je 3a jeIUHUIly JIOKAJIHEe camMoyTmpaBe Koja
Kao je/IHy O]l KJbyYHUX IpaHa HOCHIIAIA pa3Boja
NPUBPE/IC BUIU TOJBOIPUBPELY, IPEIIO3HABAE
MOTEHIMjajla U CIeUU()UIHUX KapaKTePUCTHKA
arpapHoOr IMPOCTOPa U3y3E€THO BaXKHO Y CJIOKECHOM
MIPOIIECY PeBUTAIH3AIIN]E.

Ja Oucmo auBep3u(HUKOBAINA arpapHd U
yp6anu npoctop ommuruHe [IpwaBop, moTpedHo
je mocMaTpaTH BHIIE [apamerapa, KakBH Cy
I'yCTHHA HACEJbCHOCTH, CTPYKTYpa CTAHOBHHIIITBA
npemMa 3arnoCIeHOCTH, arpapHa CTPYKTypa
CTaHOBHUIITBA, arpapHa r'yCTHHA HACEJbEHOCTH
TUIOJIOTHja Hacesba, CTENEH pPa3BHjCHOCTH
HaceJba, CTETICH ypOaHu3allyje, THEBHE MUTpaIIje,
CTaHOBambe, MHYPACTPYKTYpa, MpekKa U CHCTEM
HaceJba, ICHTPAIUTET Hacesba, (PyHKIIMOHAIHU
Kanaiurer... L{jeslokynmHu mpocTop ONIITHHE
MOXE C€ YCJOBHO Ju(epeHIMpaTH Ha ypOaHo
je3rpo (rpaacko Hacesbe), cyOypOaHu MpocTop
(mpurpajacka Hacesba) M pypanHu npoctop. U
Mope/l MPETXOIHO HaBeleHE MU(epeHIrjalyje
npoctopa omnmruHe [IpmaBop, OH y IjeaocTu
MOTII4/1a [IOJT TIPOCTOPHHU 00y XBArT 3a/1aT IPEIMETOM
npoyvaBarba OBOT pajia. Pasior ToMe je ykibydeHOCT
arpapHOr MPOCTOpa y CBE MPOCTOPHE jSAMHMUIIC,
HaceJbeHa MjecTa M KaTacTapCKe OIIITHHE.
CBa HacesbeHa MjecTa y BEJIMKOM OOMMY MMajy
yajesne MOJbOIPUBPEIHOT 3€MIBHIITA, O0PaIHBOT
3EMJBHIIITA, [MOJHOTIPUBPEIHOT CTAHOBHHINTBA M
PETHCTPOBaHKX MOJHOIIPUBPEIHUX Ta3IUHCTABA,
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INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS

Agrarian region of the Republic of
Srpska, including the Prnjavor municipality,
is burdened with negative development
processes and is referred to as a problem
region. Population, social, economic, and
infrastructural revival would largely affect
the development of each spatial entity.

Prnjavor municipality is recognized as an
area of agricultural production. Therefore, an
elaborated analysis of typical agrarian features,
including measures of improvement, would
be crucial for future development guidelines.
Speaking of a municipality that regards
agriculture as one of its key development
factors, it is pertinent to recognize potentials
and specific features of agrarian space during
the process of revitalization.

In order to diversify agrarian and urban
areas of Prnjavor municipality, it is necessary
to discuss several parameters such as
population density, population employment
structure, agrarian population structure,
agrarian population density, settlement
typology, settlement development ranking,
level of urbanization, daily migrations,
housing, infrastructure, settlement network
and system, settlement centers, functional
capacities, etc. The municipality region
may be divided into the urban core (city
settlement), suburban space (suburbs), and
rural areas. Despite the Prnjavor municipality
division, it still completely belongs to the
area that is being the paper subject matter.
The reason is that agrarian areas are still
integrated into all spatial entities, populated
settlements, and cadaster municipalities.
All the populated settlements share a great
ratio of agricultural soil, cultivated soil,
agrarian population, and registered farmholds,
including the municipality center. Based upon
these parameters and practical opportunities
and limitations, spatial range of agrarian
area is registered in the whole of Prnjavor
municipality.

Revitalization of agrarian areas is
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ykibyuyjyhu u ommruHcko cpeuinre. Ha ocHOBY
HABE/ICHUX MapaMeTapa, a M Ha OCHOBY IPAKTUYHUX
MOTYHHOCTH M OTpaHUuYCHA y HCTPAKUBAKBUMA
OBaKBOI' THIIa, MPOCTOPHU OOYXBaT arpapHor
pocTopa Ae(PUHUILIEMO Y I1jeIOKYITHOM IPOCTOPY
onwrune [Ipmasop.

PeBuranusamnuja arpapHor mpocTopa
HEOoMXoAHa je 300r OpojHHUX TMpobiieMa KOjU Cy
JETEpMHUHCAHU y TIOMeHyTOoM niozipyyjy. [Tocrojehn
npo0ieMu Be3aHU Cy 3a ojpeleHa orpaHHuCHa
OpUPOAHE CpelnuHe (HEMOBOJbHE pebedHe
KapaKTEPHCTHKE jY>KHOT JIfjelia MPOCTOpa OMIITHHE,
3aCyTOCT W 3ara)eHOCT Aujesia MOBPIIMHCKUX
TOKOBA, MMOJI3EMHUX BOJA U aKyMyJiallyja, 1mojaBa
CYLIHHX ¥ TIOTUIABHHX TIEPHOIA, yuenihe 3eMIbHIITa
HAaJl KOJUM je OTpeOHO M3BPILUTH MEIUOPALH]Y,
MOCTOjarhe HEMOBOJFHUX M YCIIOBHO TOBOJBHHX
MOBpIIMHA 32 O0aBJbEHE IMOJHOIPUBPEIOM),
u3paxkene aemorpadceke mpooiaeme (maj] yKymHor
Opoja craHOBHHKA, ToBehame Opoja cTapadykux u
camadkux JomMahnHCTaBa, MM0jaBa JCTOMyalmje,
HEeraTHBaH NPUPOIHU MPUPAIITAj, HETIOBOJbHE
CTapOCHE M EKOHOMCKE CTPYKTYPE CTAHOBHUILITBA),
UHPPACTPYKTYpHE U (QYHIIIUOHAIHE Mpodieme
(;lomre crame MyTHE, CHEPreTCKe W BOIOBOJHE
Mpeke, Jolle CTame obOjekaTa IpYIITBEHE
HHPpACTPYKType, ciaabu (yHKIMOHATIHU
KalauTeTH BEIUKOT Opoja Hacesba), mpodieme
U OrpaHUYCHa IMOJHONPHUBPEIHE MPOU3BOIHE
(TpaIMIIMOHAIHOCT Y MPOM3BO/bH, JOMUHALIU]A
MOJIUKYITYPHE TPOU3BOAKE, EKCTCH3MBHOCT
y TpPOU3BOIU, cllad MPWIMB WHBECTHUIHU]A
U TOJCTULAja Tpou3Bohadymma, HeIOCTaTak
Koomeparuje, cinaba OpPHJEHTHCAHOCT Ka
TPXKUIITY) U PA3TTYUTE COLIMOSKOHOMCKE IPOIIece
(mearpapu3zamnuja, nepypanusaiuja, pypaiHu
€r30/1yC, T0jaBe COIMjATHOT yTPa) KOju HETATUBHO
yTU4y Ha YKyIHHU pa3Boj npocrtopa (IIpojexr ax,
2010; Ctpyuna ciry»0a 3a IOJHOPHBPEILY OMIITHHE
[pmwasop, 2013; PerryOnuaky 3aBoj1 32 CTATHCTUKY
Pemy6mike Cpricke, 2013). Mnak, ocHOBHU Ipo0iieM
KOjH C€ BeXKeE 32 TMPETPEKe MPOLIECY PEBUTAITM3ALIN]C
THYE CE OPraHMU3aLMje CaMOT arpapHoOT MPOCTOpa,
OJIHOCHO HE()YHKIIHOHAITHUX arpapHHUX CTPYKTypa
u onrepehemrMa Koja MoJbONPUBPE/IHA Ta3JMHCTBA
MMajy Y IPOCTOPHO] M CTPYKTYPHO] OpraHU3aLuj
MOJHOTPUBPEIHE TIPOU3BOIEHE.

central for solving numerous problems that
are recorded within our target region. The
existing problems refer to specific limitations
of natural environment (unfavorable relief
in south parts of municipality, pollution in
parts of surface waterstreams, groundwater,
and accumulations, periods of droughts and
floods, amount of soil that is in need of
melioration, unfavorable and partly favorable
agricultural terrain), obvious demographic
issues (decrease in number of population,
increase of households populated with single
and old people, depopulation, negative birth
rates, unfavorable population structure in
terms of age and finances), infrastructure and
functional problems (poor road, energetic,
and water supply networks, poor condition
of community buildings, poor functional
capacities of a large number of settlements),
issues and limitations of agricultural
production (traditional production, domination
of poly-cultural production, extensive
production, poor investments and incentives
for the manufacturers, lack of cooperation,
poor market orientation), and different
social-economic processes (deagrarization,
rural exodus, social fallow land) all of which
negatively affect the total region development
(Project Ltd, 2010; Expertize agriculture
department of Prnjavor municipality, 2013;
Republic Statistics Institute of the Republic
of Srpska, 2013). Still, the basic obstacle to
revitalization refers to the organization of
agrarian area itself, i.e. of non-functional
agrarian structures and problems of farmholds
within the spatial and structural organization
of agricultural production.
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ITAPLEJTALIMJA 3EMJBUIITA, BEJIMUMHA
I[NHOCJEJA U BJIACHUYKHN OAHOCHU

[Naprenanuja npeacTaBsba MOIU]eJbEHOCT
3eMJBHILTA HA Mame I[jeJMHe. 3Hayaj BEeIUYHHE,
o0NuKa M MOJI0Kaja MOJFONIPUBPEAHUX MapLea
Ol OIPOMHOT je 3Hadaja 3a IMOJbOIPHUBPEIHY
npousBoAmy. Ilapuene Behe mnoBpIMHE
oMoryhaBajy mupoKy mpuUMjeHy MeXaHH3allHje
U XeMH3allMje, CMambyjy TPOILKOBE MPOU3BOIILE,
nosehagajy npuHoc u ci1. Ha oBakBuM napiienama,
U3 TMPETXOAHO HABEACHHX pas3jiora, Moxe Ja
ce 3HATHO JIaKIIe OpraHu3yje MOHOKYJITypHa
MPOU3BO/IHA, KOja je MHOTO mpoduTabuiIHHja.
[Ipoctop ommtune IlpmaBop, kao u Behu nuo
npoctopa Penyonuke Cpricke, KapakTepuUCTUIAH
jé MO TOJbONPHUBPEAHUM IMapleiaMa Majux
noBpirHa. OBO je mocsbeuIa paBa HacJbehuBama
Y HEpHjeUICHUX UMOBHUHCKO-IIPAaBHUX OJIHOCA, TE
HEKHMX (PU3MYKHX OTpaHUuCHa IPOCTOPA.

LAND SIZE DEGRADATION, ESTATE
SIZE, AND OWNERSHIP

Land size degradation refers to land
split into smaller plots. The size, shape, and
location of agricultural plots are of a great
importance for the agricultural production.
Larger plots enable wide usage of machinery
and fertilizers, decrease production costs,
increase the yield, etc. Therefore, such plots
may help organize mono-cultural production,
which is more profitable. Small size plots
are typical of Prnjavor municipality. This
is a result of the right to inheritance and
unaddressed legal ownership, along with some
other physical spatial limitations.

Tab. 1. Ilpocjeuna senuyuna nowonpuspeoHux napyena y npocmopy onwmure Iprasop
Tab. 1. Average size of agricultural plots in municipality of Prnjavor

P.o. [Ipocjeuna BenuurHa MoJONpUBpeaHuX mapiena (ha) Yo y %
No. Average size of agricultural plots (ha) Total in %
1. <0,5 3,08
2. 0,5-1,0 24,17
3. 1,0-2,0 22,95
4, >2,0 4,25
Bjerrauke BojiHE MOBPILIHE
5. . . 0,11
Artificial water entities
Pubmanu
6 Fishing ponds 1,16
7 HenomoppMBpeuHo 3EMJbHLLITE 4427
Non-agricultural terrain
YkynHo
Total 100

W3Bop: MHBeHTap cTama 3eMJbUIIHUX pecypcea y nocijeparHoM nepuoay y buX — [pmwasop. FAO. 2006/07.
Source: Inventory of land resources in post-war BiH — Prnjavor. FAO. 2006/07

Amnanmsom nipetxone Tabdere mpumjehyjemo
JOMHUHAIIM]y TOJHOIPUBPEIHUX Mapiiesia Koje
cy Mame ox 1 ha. OBo cy u3y3eTHO Maie u
HepeHTaOuIIHE TMapleie Kajga ce IMmocMmarpa
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The Table 1. analysis shows the plots
smaller than 1 ha to be dominant. These plots
are rather minor in size and uneconomic if
we take into account the context of mass
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KOHTEKCT 030MJbHE U MAcOBHE MOJHOIPUBPETHE
npousBonme. Takohe, mapuene seanunne -2 ha
MMajy OrpOMaH YJIHO Y YKYIHO] MOBPIINHH, TAKO
Ja MOXKEMO HM3BECTH 3aKJbydaK Jia je MPOCTOp
omutrHe [IpmaBop U3y3eTHO CUTHE Maplesnanyje,
IITO je jelaH O] HeraTUBHUX (PaKTopa KOjU yTHUIY
Ha TOJHONIPUBPEIAHY MPOU3BOIY, MOCEOHO HA
opraHuzanujy ¥ (yHKIHOHATHOCT arpapHoT
npoctopa. [Tapuene mame ox 2 ha ynHe mpeko
95 % yKyNnHHUX NOJPONPUBPEIHUX NOBPILIMHA.
[Ipocropua muctpuOynuja MOjeAMHUX TUIIOBA
MOJbONIPUBPEIHUX TMapiesia TmoKasyje na
ce y 3amajHuM, UEHTPAIHUM M HCTOYHUM
JIMjeJIOBUMa TPOCTOPA OMIITUHE MOXKE YOUUTH
KpynHuja mnapuenanuja. OBo cy HOBpIIMHE
MHTEH3UBHU]ET MOJHOTIPUBPETHOT MTpUBpelBama
ca 3HayajHUjuUM MoryhHocTtuma yHampehema
npousBome. CjeBepHe U jy)KHE JAMjeJI0BE YMHE
CHTHE TOJLONPUBPEIHE TapIiese KOje Cy CMeTHha
ONTHMAJIHUAjeM Kopuinhewy W OpraHu3anuju
arpapHor MpocTopa.

[Topen maprenamnuje, BeomMa OutaH QGaxTop
€(pUKaCHOCTH TOJHOIIPUBPEIHE MPOU3BOIHE U
OpraHu3alyje arpapHor mpocropa je BEJIWYHHA
nocjena. Benmka yCUTHEHOCT MOJOIIPUBPEIHUX
nocjea ¥ BEIUKH Opoj mapiienia YHyTap TOT
nocjena oHeMoryhasajy nmpuMjeHy MexaHu3aIuje
U arpoTeXHMYKHUX Mjepa, Te JOBOAE 0
HEPEHTAOMITHOCTH MOJLOIPUBPEIHE IIPOU3BOJIIHE.
[Ipocjeuna BenuuuHa 1ocjena Mo AoMahMHCTBY
y ommrunau [IpwmaBop usnocu 3,5 ha. Ilpema
pacnonoxuBuM mnonanuma (Ctpydyna cmyxoba
3a noJbornpuBpeny ommrtune [Ipwasop, 2013),
yTBpheno je ma camo 4,7 % razguHCTaBa MMa
nocjen Behu o 8 ha, ok je HajBuie mocjena 10
3 ha (wax 54 %). Camo Benuka (>5 ha) u kpymnHa
raznuHcTBa (>10 ha ) Mory ma octBape 0301IbHY,
TP)KUIIHY TOJHOTNPUBPEIHY MPOU3BOARKY, 300T
yera ce Hamehe muTame (U3NYKOT M JAPYTHUX
BUJIOBA OKPYIIEhaBarbha MOCjera.

agricultural production. In addition, plots
sized 1-2 ha share a great part in total
agricultural area and we may conclude that the
municipality plots are typically small in size,
which further negatively affects agricultural
production, and organization and functionality
of agrarian space. Plots smaller than 2 ha
comprise more than 95 % of total agricultural
area. According to the spatial distribution of
some types of agricultural plots, it is possible
to see that in west, central, and east parts of
the municipality the plot size is larger. It
is these plots that enable a more intensive
agricultural production with the prospective
production improvement. North and south
parts comprise minor agricultural plots, which
impair an optimal usage and organization of
agrarian space.

The estate size is yet another pertinent
factor of the agricultural production efficiency.
Degradation of agricultural estate size and a
large number of plots within a single estate
disable the application of machinery and agro-
technical measures and cause uneconomic
agricultural production. The average estate
size per a farmhold in the municipality of
Prnjavor is 3,5 ha. According to available
data, (Expertize agriculture department of
Prnjavor municipality, 2013), only 4,7 % of
farmholds have estates larger than 8 ha, and
there are most farmholds with estates up to
3 ha (even 54 %). Still, only major (>5 ha)
and large farmholds (>10 ha) are candidates
for professional, market-oriented agricultural
production, which raises the question of
physical and any other plot amalgamation.
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® between O and 3
= between 3and 5

= more than 5

Ipag. 1. Cmpyxmypa nocjeoa npema eenuuunu (ha) onwmune lproasop (cmarve 2013. 200.)
Graph. 1. Plot structure according to size (ha) of Prnjavor municipality
W3Bop: IIpema nomarmma Karactpa ornmrrune IIpmasop, 2013.
Source: Prnjavor municipality cadastre, 2013

Hepujemenn IMOBUHCKO-TIPABHU, ITPHUje CBETa
BJIACHUYKH OTHOCH CTBapajy OpojHe moremikohe y
arpapHoj CTPyKTypH M OpraHU3alMjU MpOCTOpa.
TakaB ciayuaj je M ca IPOCTOPOM OMIUTHHE
[IpmaBop, raje pe3ueHTH YeCTO HE MOCjeny]y
napiese M Iocjefe WM MaK jeAHa mapliena
uMa u 1o 30 BracHuka. MelhyTtum, 3a HUBO
OpraHu3alMje arpapHoOT MPOCTOPA OIMIITHHE MHOTO
Jj€ BaXXHUjH Y10 IPUBATHOT U IP’KAaBHOT CEKTOPA
y BJIACHMILUTBY Haja 3eMJbumTeM. IIpuBatHOM
cekropy npunazna 46 132 ha (oxo 73 %) ykynHor
BJIACHUILITBA HaJl 3eMJBHILTE, JIOK JP>KaBHU CEKTOP
nokprBa 16 864 ha (oxo 27 %) (Karactap ommruHe
[Tpmasop, 2013).

Y moriaeny CTpPYKType BJIACHUILITBA
TeHepaJlHO Ce MOXKE JIaTH OljeHa Ja AP KaBHU
CEeKTOp MOKpUBa BehH MO IIYMCKUX 3€MJBUIITA
Y HEIUIOAHOT TJIa, 0K j€ MPUBATHO BIACHUIITBO
CTpYKTypaidHo pa3HoBpcHHuje. IIpocTopHa
aucTpuOyIuja BIACHUYKUX OJIHOCA MpeMa
KaTacTapCKUM OIIITHHaMa IoKa3yje HaMm Ja
JpKaBHO BJIACHUILITBO JOMMHHUPA y CaMO JBHje
karactapcke onmtuHe (I'opwu Bujauanu wu
Kynamm), mro ce Moxe 00jaCHUTH BEIMKUM
yIjeJaoM HIYMCKOT W HEIUIOAHOT 3€MJbMILTA
y TOM, IUIAHMHCKOM IpocTopy. Y joul camo 8
KaTaCTapCKUX OMNIITHHA JIP>)KaBHU CEKTOp MMa
3Ha4yajHy BIaCHUYKY CTPYKTYpy. [losbonpuBpenHo
Hajpa3BUjCHH]H, [IEHTPAIHA U C]€BEPOUCTOUHU
JIMjeJIOBU MPOCTOpa OMIITHHE, AETEPMUHUCAHU
Cy NMPUBAaTHUM BIIACHUYKUM CTPYKTypama.
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Unaddressed property issues, especially the
ownership, cause problems within agricultural
production and spatial organization. This
matter is typical of Prnjavor municipality
in which users often do not own plots or
estates, and there are even instances of up to
30 owners of a single plot. Nevertheless, the
participation of private and community sector
in the land ownership is far more important
for the organization level of the municipality
agrarian space. The private sector covers 46
132 ha (around 73 %) of total land ownership,
and the community sector comprises 16 864
ha (around 27 %) (Prnjavor municipality
cadaster, 2013).

Speaking of land ownership structure,
the community sector covers most forests
and uncultivated soil, whereas private
ownership is more diverse. The spatial
distribution of ownership according to
cadasters municipalities indicates the
dominancy of community ownership in two
cadaster municipalities (Gornji Vijacani
and Kulasi), which may accounted for with
a large portion of forests and uncultivated
soil within this highland region. Community
ownership dominates in only 8 more cadaster
municipalities. Central and north-east parts
of the municipality have most developed
agricultural production and are owned by
private sector.
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CTPYKTYPA U ITPABLI KOPUIII'REBHA
3EMJBUILTA

CTpykTypa TNOBpUIMHA OMNUITHHE
[IpmaBop mokazyje HaM cTame U MOryhHOCTH
OpraHM3alyje arpapHor MpoCcTopa, a CAMUM THM
U TIOJONPUBpPEHE TIpou3Boak-e. Hemoy3nanoct
KaTaCTapCKUX IoJaTaka 3a JYXKH BPEMEHCKH
nepuon onemoryhasa Ham npaheme pomjeHa y
CTPYKTYpU HaMjeHE U Kopulihema 3eMJbUIITA.
VY cTpykTypH Kopuiihema 3eMJbUIITA U3PA3UTO
JOMHUHUPA]Y TOJHOIPUBPEIHE TOBPILIUHE, IITO CE
MO3UTHBHO OJpa)kaBa HAa OPraHM3aljy arpapHor
npocTopa. 3HauajaH je o IIyMCKOT 36MJbUIIITA,
JIOK j€ TIOBPIIMHA HEIUIOAHOT TJIa IPUXBATIHHBA.

STRUCTURE AND PATTERNS
OF LAND USE

The land structure of Prnjavor municipality
indicates the current state and options
of agrarian space usage and production.
Unreliable cadaster data over a long period
of time disables the monitoring of changes in
land use and structure. The land use structure
is dominated by agrarian soil, which positively
affects the agrarian space organization. There
is a large participation of forests and the
uncultivated soil coverage is acceptable.

Tab. 2. Cmpyxkmypa kopuwhierva nospuiuna u éracHuuxu ooHocu (Ilprasop, cmarve 2013. 200.)
Tab. 2. Structure of plot usage and ownership (Prnjavor, 2013)

VYkymHe Brnachumso
MOBpPILIHE Ownership VkymnHO
Po. Kareropwuja 3emsbuiiira y ha IpuBarHO JIp>KaBHO y %
No. Land category Total Private Community Total in
surface ha %
ha % ha %
1. Opanmme 35482 32342 91,15 3 140 8,85 100
Ploughland
2. Bohmaum 2185 2121 97,07 64 2,93 100
Orchards
3. Bunorpazu 23 22 95,65 1 435 100
Vineyards
4. Jupane 1799 1656 92,05 143 7,95 100
Meadow
5. O6pauea nospimHa 39 489 36 141 91,52 3348 8.48 100
Cultivated soil
6. Eam’auﬂ 2 866 1798 62,73 1068 37,27 100
astures
7. Pubmarm 605 2 033 603 99,67 100
Fishing ponds
Tperuum
8. Marshland 3 3 100,00 0,00 0,00 100
9. 20“." TOBpLIMHA 42 963 37944 88,32 5019 11,68 100
gricultural terrain
10. EIYMCKO SCMJBHIITE 17 387 7 489 43,07 9 898 56,93 100
orests
11. Hemoano semssumrre 2 646 699 26,42 1947 73,58 100
Barren land
YkynHo
. 62 996 46 132 73,23 16 864 26,77 100

N3zBop: [Ipema nogarnuma Karactpa onmrune [pmasop, 2013.
Source: Prnjavor municipality cadastre, 2013
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VY CTPYKTYpH TMOJHONPHUBPETHOT 3eMJBUINTA
omurure [IpmaBop Bonche je ydemhe opanuia,
IITO TOTOBO y TIOTIYHOCTH YTHYE Ha JIOMHHAHTHE
MpaBIe TMOJHONPUBPEIHE TPOU3BOIBE. YIHO
Bohmaka cpasMmjepaH je MOJbONPUBPEIHUM
TpajauIKjaMa OBOT Kpaja, 0K je YIHO BUHOTpaja
3aHeMapJbUBO Maiy. [lamrmaiy U aMBaje, ca OKo
10 % ymjena y TOJHONPUBPETHOM 3EMIBHIIITY,
YUHE CPa3MjepHO BEITUKY TIOBPIIMHY YCIOBJBEHY
npypoaHOreorpaCKUM 1 IPyIITBEHUM (haKTopruma
pa3Boja. Y BIACHUYKUM CTPYKTypama JIp>KaBHU
CeKTOp MMa Behe MoBpIIMHE Y IITyMCKOM 1 HETLIOTHOM
3emsbuInTy. OBaKBa CTPYKTYpa MOJHOIPUBPETHNX
MOBpIIMHA arpapHu npocTtop onmruHe [IpmaBop
KapakTepHIle Kao KJIACHYaH PaTapcKu (KHUTHO-
MOBPTIAPCKU), Ca MAaFbUM OOMJBEKJEM CTOYAPCKE U
Bohapcke MPOU3BOIELE.

Amnamusupajyhu npoctopHy audepeHipjanujy
yZijena MoJbOIPUBPETHOT 3¢MJBUILTA Y ONIITHHH
IpmaBop mpumjehyjemo ia 23 xkaracrapcke ONITHHE
MMajy HU3Pa3sUTO BUCOK YIHO IOJHOTIPHBPETHOT
3emspuiTa (mpexo 80 %). Cem wux, jomr y 19
KaTacTapCKUX OIMIIITHHA MOJHOIPUBPEITHO 3eMIBHIIITE
ydecTByje ca mpeko 60 %. Karacrapcke onmtue y
JY’KHOM M cjeBepHOM aujerty ormutune [ IpmaBop, mx
10, mMajy HI3aK YO TTOJHONPUBPEIHOT 3eMIBHINITA
(mame 0140 % ). CIIMIHO CTamke yOUEHO j& aHATT30M
yajena oOpaarBOr 3€MJBHUINTA M0 KAaTacTapCKUM
onmTrHama. He3natHo je Mamu Opoj KaracTapcKux
OTIIITHHA KOje Y4eCTBYjy ca uitre of 80, omHocHO 60
% y omHOCY Ha y4enthe TIOJbOIPUBPETHOT 3eMIBUIIITA
(ibidem).

VY CTpyKTypW KaracTapcKuX OIIITHHA TpeMa
HAYMHY KOPUINTEHAa 3EMJBUIITA Yy IPKABHOM
BIACHUIITBY npumjehyjemo BehWMHCKH yAHO
IIIyMCKOT ¥ HEIIOIHOT 3eMJbHiTa. M3y3eTke unHe
Howu Hltpnmm u Howmu IlanauxoBuu, raje je
pHUOaK TOMUHAHTHA CTPYKTYpa, Ka0 ¥ HEKOJIMKO
KaTacTapCKUX OMNIITHHA Ca BENMHCKUM YJIjesioM
opanuta. [1ITo ce Thue nmpocTopHe TUCTPHOYIH]je
KaTaCTapCKUX OIMIITHHA MPeMa HAaYMHY KOPHIIITCHA
3eMJBMIITA y MPUBATHOM BJIACHHIITBY, MOXKEMO
3amasuTy arcojyTHY JOMUHALM]y OpaHMLA ca
paBHOMjepHUM YyyelrheM NIYMCKHUX 3E€MJBHILTA.
Ocrasie cTpykType He onpel)yjy mpasiie kopuihema
3emsbrTa (ibidem).

[paBuym kopumihema 3eMIBHINTA YECTO ajy
3Ha4ajHUJy CIMKY OPHUjeHTAaLHje TOJbOIPUBPEIHE
MIPOW3BOIIELE M CMjEPHUIIA Pa3BOja M OpraHU3aII]e
arpapHor mpocrtopa. Y Hamoj reorpadckoj
JIATEPaTyPH YECTO Cy BpIIICHE OBAKBE aHAIIN3E KOje
Cy 30pHO TIPHKa3UBAJIC CTPYKTYPY MCKOpHUIThaBama
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Ploughland prevails within the structure
of agricultural soil of Prnjavor municipality,
which shapes the predominant patterns of
agricultural production. The orchard coverage
is in compliance with the local agricultural
tradition, and the vineyards are almost none.
Pastures and meadows cover almost 10 % of
total agricultural soil and are widely spread,
which is conditioned by natural-geographic
and social factors of development. Speaking
of the ownership structure, the community
sector holds most of forests and uncultivated
soil. This structure pattern defines the agrarian
area of Prnjavor municipality as typically
arable (grain-vegetable breeding), with minor
traces of cattle and fruit breeding.

The spatial differentiation of agrarian
soil participation shows that 23 cadaster
municipalities have a high ratio of agricultural
land (over 80 %). In addition, another
19 cadaster municipalities have over 60
% of agricultural land. The ten cadaster
municipalities in south and north parts of
Prnjavor have a low ratio of agricultural soil
(less than 40 %). The same conclusion was
reached through the analysis of cultivated
soil ratio per cadaster municipalities. There
are slightly fewer cadaster municipalities that
share over 80%, i.e. 60 % in comparison with
the agricultural soil participation (ibidem).

The structure of cadaster municipalities
according to community-owned land use
indicates large ownership over forests and
uncultivated soil. The exceptions are Donji
Strpci and Donji Palagkovci, where the
fish ponds dominate and there are several
municipalities dominated by ploughland.
Speaking of spatial distribution of private-
owned land use, we observe the absolute
dominancy of ploughland with equal portions
of forests. Other structures do not determinate
the patterns of land use (ibidem).

Patterns of land use often provide a
clear insight into agricultural production
orientation and agrarian space organization.
Our geographical references often supply such
analyses that carefully display the structure of
land use within a specific area.

The Polish method of alternate dividers
(Kostrowicki, Kulikowski, 1971; Jahumosuh,
1985; Gatari¢, IvaniSevi¢, 2014) was used.
According to this method, the total surface
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3eMJBHIIITA Ha ofipel)eHoM mpocTopy.

3a u3nBajamke mparara Kopuihema 3eMIBHIITa
ynoTpedJbeHa je TI0JhCKa METOa Hau3MjeHUIHUX
njenuresba (Kostrowicki, Kulikowski, 1971;
Jahumogwuh, 1985; Gatari¢, Ivanisevi¢, 2014). OBom
METOJIOM, YKYITHA MOBPIIIMHA ofpel)eHe KaTtacTapcke
ONIITHHE JIMjeJbeHa je Ha 6 aujenosa (Tadnuje 6/6)
U rocMarpana je Boaeha crpykrypa. Ha oBaj HaumH
JOLUTA CMO JI0 5 TIaBHMX W 15 mojenuHavyHuX
TpaBalia KopHuihema 3eMJBHIITA KOJH Cy Y HAPEIHO]
Talesy MpUKa3aH!y ca MpurnaajyhuM KaracTapckum
OTIIITHHAMA.

of a cadaster municipality is divided into six
sections (6/6) and is monitored as a superior
structure. This led us towards 5 major and 15
minor patterns of land use, which are presented
in Table 3. according to the compatible
cadaster municipality.

Tab. 3. I[Ipasyu kopuwhersa sempuwima npocmopa onwimune Ipragop ca npunadajyhum kamacmapckum
onwimuHama
Tab. 3. Patterns of land usage within Prnjavor municipality and adjoining cadastre municipaities

N [lojenHayny mpaBIM
paBiy kopunihema h K
SoMUBMIITA Kopuuhiera 3eMIbULITa aracrapcka OIIITHHA
Individual patterns of land Cadastre municipality
Patterns of land usage using
I1,(0,) Brezik, Naseobina Hrvacani, Konjuhovci, LiSnja, Naseobina LiSnja,
EI? PPGEO() Mravica, Mujinci, Novo Selo, Puraci, Sibovska
I (O JT .. .
PPGE(OSiI ) Galjipovei
Crkvena, Civéijp, Corke, Gornji Galjipovei, Hrvacani, Donja Ilova, Jadovica,
MI1,(0,) + 111, Velika Ilova, Sereg Ilova, Mracaj, Gornja Mravica, Donji Palackovci,
TII1 PP (O ) + S Potocani, Gornji Palackovci, Donji Smrti¢i, Skakavci, Ratkovac, Sarinci,
pP: Gornji Strpei, Vr$ani
EI? (E)Oiﬂ) )++Sm Babanovci, Donja Mravica, Okolica
II1,(O,) + 111, Gajevi, Gusak, Srpovci, Gornja Ilova, Grabik Ilova, Kara¢, Kokori, Orasje,
PP EO )+ S Prosjek, Gornji Smirti¢i, Stivor, Donji Vijac¢ani
HH (O +H, .
P, O() N, Prnjavor
HIL(0,) + I, + H, G
- 430() + S +N Donyji Strpci
4
PP
s PLOJL) # L, Otpocivalika
43 ) + S
HHz(O H) ) ++SH'[ Peceneg Ilova
4
HHQ(O H) )++Sm Drenova
4
ng))) :SLH Donji Galjipovci, Paramije
11 HIT(O ) + 11, + H "
PP: PP (O ) f S +N 1 Kremna, Vucijak
I1,(0,BJI)) + 111, -
PP 304{,1L]) v S Popovic¢i
MI1,(0.B,) + 1, «
1 PP ZO A 3+ S Kulasi
2
PP TI1,(0 I1,) + 111, I
: PP %E) b ))4_ 3 Gornji Vijacani

*Hanomena: [111 — nosponpuBpenne nospiimae; 111 —1rymcko 3emsbuiire; O — opanwiia; B — Bohmak; JI — nuBaja;
11— nammsak; H — HemIoaHo 3eMIbUIITE
* Note: PP — agricultural terrain; S — forests; O — ploughland; V — orchards; I.— meadow; P — pasture; N — barren land
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YumbeHu11a 1a je U3/1B0jeHo 15 raBHUX MpaBara
Kopunrhema 3eMJbUIITA TOBOPU HaM JIa C€ Pajii O
CpEIibe CII0KEHO] CTPYKTYPH arpapHUX MOBPILIHHA.
OBakBe CTPYKTYpe U MPABLH YCIOB/HEHH Cy HU30M
¢dusnuKoreorpa)cKux 1 ApyImTBEHOreorpadckux
dakTopa pasBoja. Yak 88 % karacTtapckux
ONIITHHA Y CBOjOj CTPYKTYpU HMajy MpeBary
MOJHOTIPUBPEHOT UCKOpHUINTNaBama, MITO yKasyje
Ha 3Hauaj MOJHOIPHUBPEIHOT 3eMJBUIITA Y OBOj
ommruHu. CaMo 2 jenuHHIE UMajy TOMUHALU]Y
HETOJHOIIPUBPEIHOT MPABIA Yy KOPHUCT IIYMCKOT
3eMJBHIITA, JIOK 5 OMIITHHA UMa YjeTHaYeH OHOC
MOJbOIIPUBPETHOT ca OCTanuM mpasuuMma. OBaj
MoKa3aresb CBpcTaBa npoctop omuruHe [Ipmasop
y KIIACHYHO TOJBOIIPUBPEIHO NOZIPYYje, ca BeoMa
MaJlUM yTHIajeM JApyTux jgjenarnoctd. Hajuemnthe
npucyTaH mpasal (20 karacTapcKux OIIUTHHA,
oko 40 %) xopumihema 3eMJBUIITA j& BE3aH 3a
5/6 ynjena moJbONpUBPEIHOT U 1/6 TIyMCKOT.
Ogaj mpasail BjepHO OCIIMKaBa CTamkhE HA TEPCHY U
TEHJICHIIN]e KOjUMa CE pa3BHja arpapHU MPOCTOP
onwruse [Ipwasop.

The fact that 15 major patterns of land
use were detected indicates a semi-complex
structure of agrarian land. These structures
and patterns are determined by a whole
range of physical-geographical and social-
geographical factors of development. It is 88
% of cadaster municipalities with the structure
dominated by agrarian usage, which points out
the importance of agricultural land generally.
Only 2 municipalities are unfavorable due to
forests, and 5 municipalities have a harmonized
ratio of agricultural and any other pattern
of development. This indicator designates
Prnjavor municipality as typical agrarian
region with light effect of other activities.
The prevailing pattern of land use (in 20
cadaster municipalities, around 40 %) is 5/6 of
agricultural and 1/6 of forestry activities. This
pattern is an authentic image of actual state of
affairs and tendency of agrarian development
in Prnjavor municipality.
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Kapma 1. Kamacmapcxe onwumune Iproasopa npema npagyuma xopuwhersa 3emmumuma
Map 1. Cadastre municipalities of Prnjavor according to land usage patterns
W3Bop: [Ipema ananu3ama aytopa Ha 0CHOBY nofaraka Karacrpa omuruse [IpmaBop
Source: Author's analysis based on Prnjavor cadastre
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Kako cy karacrapcke ONIITHHE Yy KOjuMa je
JOMHMHAHTAH IpaBall Kopuiihema ca MmpeBarom
HETIOJBOIIPUBPEHOT 3EMJBHUILITA JIOIIUPAHE Ha jyTy
U JHjeJIOM CcjeBepo3arnaay MpocTopa OMIITHHE,
MOXXEMO 3aKJbYYUTHU Ja je KOH(UTypaluja
TepeHa W IIYMCKH IMOKPUBA4 BakaH (PaKkTop y
JNEeTEPMUHHUCalky OBOI IapamMerpa. [eHepainHo,
MPOCTOPHHU Pacropesi OBUX OMIITHHA yKa3yje HaM Jia
Cy IPaBLM KOpUINEeHha 3eMIBUIIITA JUCTPUOYHPAHH
y CKJIaJy ca MPHUPOJHUM YTHIjUMa, JIUjeIOM
UHPPACTPYKTYPHUM U COLMOCKOHOMCKHUM.

[Topen mpaBama kopumihema 3€MIBHIITA, Y
NPETXOHOj TabeNU U KapTH, yOUaBaMO CTPYKTYpPY
KopuIherma MoJLoNpUBpeHUX noBpirHa. Camo 10
071 KYTIHO 58 KaracTapCKHX OMIITHHA M Y CBOjO]
CTPYKTYpH BUIIIC HaUYMHA KOpUIITheha 3eMIBHIITA.
AriconyTHa je JOMHHAIMja OpaHUIlA, Koja je y
CTOIPOLIEHTHOM 00MMY IIPUCYTHA y 48 KaracTapCKuX
OIIITHHA, JIOK j& Y CBUM KaTaCTAPCKKUM OIILITHHIMA
3a0MJbEKEH YIIMO OBE CTPYKType ca HajMame 2/3.
OBaj mojarak HaM TOBOPH /1 j€ MOJbOIPUBPETHA
NPOU3BO/Ilba M arpapHd MPOCTOP OIILITHHE
[IpmaBop U3pa3uT parapcku Kpaj, ca BPJIO MAIUM
ylljenMMa MOBPILMHA IO/ JIMBa[aMa, MallbhaliMa
1 Bohmwalmma.

['enepanna oijeHa mpaBana Kopuirhema
3eMJBHIIITA, TTOY3/IAHOM METOJIOM HAM3MjCHHYHUX
JjennTesba, yKa3dyje Ha peIaTUBHO Cialy
Pa3sHOBPCHOCT y CTPYKTYpPH arpapHOr mpocTopa
ommruHe [Ipmasop. JlokazaHo je ma ce pagu o
U3Pa3UTOj MOJHONPUBPETHO], TOCEOHO PATAPCKO]
CTPYKTypH. MOXKe Ce 3aKJbYUUTH Ja PA3THIUTH
mpaBany Kopulihema 3eMJBHINTA MOTY IMOMOhH
OpraHu3aluju MOJHONPUBPEIHE MPOU3BOIIHE
U arpapHor MpocTopa, CaMUM THM HHXOBO]
PEBUTATM3ALIN] L.

ITTABHE KAPAKTEPUCTUKE, CTPYKTYPA
N TIPOCTOPHU PASMIJEILITAJ
[TOJBOITPUBPE/IHNX I'A3JINUHCTABA

[NosponpuBpeIHA Ta3IMHCTBA HOCUIIAIL CY
pa3Boja CBAKOT arpapHor MpocTopa. MUHUCTApCTBO
MOJHONIPUBPEE, IIYMapcTBa M BOAOIPHUBPEIC
y Bnagum PenyOmuke Cprcke, y capaamu ca
ATEHIIMjOM 3a MOCpeIHUYKEe, HH()OPMATHUKE U

Because cadaster municipalities
dominated by non-agricultural land use
are located in south and north of our target
municipality, we may conclude that the
terrain structure and forests are crucial
factors of determination of this parameter.
Generally, the spatial distribution of these
municipalities shows that the patterns of land
use are distributed in accordance with natural
conditions as well as the infrastructure and
social-economic conditions.

Apart from the land use pattern, the
previous Table and Map display the structure
of agricultural soil usage. Only 10 of 58
cadaster municipalities have different
patterns of land use. Ploughland absolutely
dominates and it is 100 % present in 48
cadaster municipalities, whereas the total
number of cadaster municipalities have at
least 2/3 of this structure. This information
helps us infer that agricultural production and
agrarian soil of Prnjavor municipality make
this region arable, with small participation of
meadows, pastures, and orchards.

General determination of land use
patterns by using the reliable method of
alternate dividers indicates poor diversity
of Prnjavor agrarian soil. It is proved to be
a typical agricultural and arable structure.
We may say that different land use patterns
can help organize and revive the agricultural
production and agrarian soil.

MAJOR CHARACTERISTICS,
STRUCTURE, AND SPATIAL
DISTRIBUTION OF FARMHOLDS

Farmholds are the carriers of
development of any agrarian region. The
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry, and Water
Management of the Republic of Srpska,
Intermediary Agency for IT and financial
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¢unancujcke ycnyre (AIIN®) u jenunuimama
JIOKaJIHE CaMOoyIIpaBe, MOKPEHYJIO j€ OICEXKHY
aKIMjy UICHTU(PUKOBAWkA M pErucTpaiuje
MOJBONIPUBPEAHUX Ta3auHcTaBa. OBaj mocao
NpeJICTaBba OCHOB (POPMHPAILY jeIMHCTBEHE Oaze
rojiaraka, mpeko koje he 6utu nmpoBoleHe cee Mjepe
y TIOJBOTIPUBPEAHO) TOUTUIM. CaMo perucTpoBaHa
MOJONPUBPEIHA Ta3AnHCTBa Ouhe y MoryhHocTH
KOPUCTUTH TOTOJHOCTH M TIOJICTHIIAje HAMjEHh-CHE
MOJHOTIPUBPEIHO] MPOU3BONKH, Te he camo ca
HBUMa OUTH BpIIIEHA KOOpIWHAILM]jA HA Pellaliju
MunucrapctBo — OmutuHa — ra3auHcTBo. OBa
aKllja HaWIIa je Ha HEMOBjepPeHE Ol CTpaHe
MOJHONIPUBPEHUX Mpou3Bohaua Ha LHUjeTTIOM
POCTOPY EHTUTETA, C OO3MPOM Ha HUXOBY
nepuenuujy mjepa apxaBHe mnonutuke. OHH,
y BEJIHKOM Opojy ciy4ajeBa, cMaTrpajy Jna je
OBaKaB HAUYMH PErMCTPOBAIbA T'A3MHCTaBA OCHOB
MOPECKE TOJMTHKE BJIACTH Ka MOJHOIPUBPEIHUM
npousBohaunma. IIpema nmomarmmma AITNU®-a, a
y KOMIIapalluju ca CBHM jEJMHULIAMA JIOKAJHE
camoympaBse y PemyOmunu Cprckoj, ommTHHA
[pmaBop Ousbexxu HajBehy 0131B MOJHOTPUPETHNUX
npou3Bohaua MPUIMKOM IpOIeca PEerucTparyje
TMOJBOTIPUBPETHUX ra3aMHCcTaBa. OBaKaB, TO3UTUBAH
MCXOI MOXKE C€ MPUITUCATH J00POj OpraHu3aIrju
Vipyxema MoJbONPUBPEIHUX MPOH3Bolaya.

YV npocropy omrruse [IpmbaBop peructposaso
je 3 394 nospompuBpenHux razauHcTaBa. C
003upom Ha Opoj ox 12 200 yKymHO MOMHUCAHUX
noMahWHCTaBa, MOXKEMO 3aKJby4uTH aa je 1/4
YKYITHO TIONKMCAHOI CTaHOBHUIITBA y 0OyXBaTy
PETHCTPOBAHUX TOJHOTIPUBPEIHUX T'a3MHCTABA.
Oo6pahena cy 63 HacesbeHA MjecTa U Y HHMa CY
PETHCTPOBAaHU TMOJHONIPUBPEIHH Mpor3Bohaun n
HEKE KapaKTEePHCTHKE FHXOBUX Ta3qHHCTaBa — Opoj
YJIaHOBA TA3IMHCTBA, YKYITHA MOBPIIMHA TI0Cje/a,
00pa/TMBa MOBPIIHHA ITOCje/1a U CTPYKTYpa HaMjeHe
KopuIhema 3eMJBHIITA.

Mumssema C€MO Ja perucTpoBaHa
MOJHOTIPUBpPEIHA ra3quHCTBa onmtuHe [IpmaBop
NPEJICTaBIbajy pealHy CHAry Koja YjeIHO M MOXe
Y KEJIM J1a aKTUBHO YYECTBYj€ Y OpPraHH30BaHOj,
CaBpEMEHO] M TPKHUIIHO OPHjeHTUCAHO]
MOJLONPUBPEIHO] TIPOU3BOIEGU. 300T TOTa Ce Y pajty
noceehyje 3HayajHa Makkba KapaKTepPUCTHKaMa,
CTPYKTYpU U TPOCTOPHOM pa3MjelITajy OBe
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services (APIF), and local self-governance
authorities started an elaborate activity of
identifying and registering farmholds. This
task is the foundation of designing a unique
database that will serve as a starting point for
all the measures in agrarian policies. Only the
registered farmholds will be given agricultural
incentives and will be provided assistance on
the Ministry-municipality-farmhold basis.
Agricultural producers opposed this activity
as they had earlier had negative perception
of the state policies and measures. Most of
them believe that the farmhold registrations
will be used against them and introduce new
taxes. According to APIF data on all units of
local self-government in the country, Prnjavor
municipality farmholders were most friendly
and active during the process of farmhold
registration. One such result may be due to
the well-organized Association of agricultural
producers.

There are 3, 394 registered farmholds
in the municipality of Prnjavor. The total
number of enlisted farmholds is 12, 200
sowe conclude that 1/4 of toal population is
covered by the farmhold registration. So far
63 settlements have been processed along
with their registered farmholds and some
features of the states have been observed — the
number of farmhold members, total surface
of the states, arable land within the farmhold,
and the structure of land allocation.

We believe that the registered farmhold
within the municipality of Prnjavor present
the actual potency that can and want to
actively participate in the organized, modern,
and market-oriented agricultural production.
Therefore, the paper focuses on characteristics,
structure, and spatial distribution of
this category. This is one way of a clear
identification of structural characteristics
and development-organizational issues of
Prnjavor municipality agrarian land. In
addition, such measures may effectively
assist the complex process of revitalization.

There are 3, 394 registered farmhold with
7,498 members, i.e. 2, 2 per a farmhold. This
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kareropuje. Ha oBaj HauMH 11071334 ce 0 jacHe
uAeHTH(UKAIM]e CTPYKTYPHUX KapaKTEPHCTHKA
U Pa3BOjHO-OPTraHU3ALMOHUX TPOOIIeMa arpapHOr
npoctopa ommTrHe [IpmaBop, Te Mjepa koje ou
MoIIe OUTH YCITjEIIHO KOpUIINEHE Yy CI0KEHOM
MIPOIIECY PEBUTATH3AIIH]E.

PerucrpoBaHna moJONpPUBpPE/IHA Ta3MHCTBA
opoje 3 394 nomahmuctaBa, ca 7 498 unaHoBa,
O/IHOCHO 2,2 unaHa 1o ra3nuacTBy. OBaj mojarak
HaM TOBOPU O W3PA3MTO JIOWIOj MOMYJIAIMOHO]
CHUTYallMjU Yy arpapHOM H PYpPaJHOM IPOCTOPY
omurune [IpmaBop. Takohe, manu Opoj wiaHosa y
noMahHHCTBY MOYKE YTPO3UTH OOUM M €(hPUKacCHOCT
MOJbOTIPUBPEIIHE TPOU3BOAKE Yy Ta3JAUHCTBY.
[oBpumHe Koje TOCjeyjy BIaCHHUIM Ta3InHCTBA
30upHO Opoje 19 286 ha, mto mpencraspa 1/3
YKyITHE TOBpPIIXHE TIpocTopa ommrriHe [Tpmasop.
OBakBa yKyITHa BEJIMYHMHA TI0Cj€/1a Jaje peaTHBHO
no0py MpeTrnocTaBKy 3a pa3Boj Beher Opoja
perucTpoBaHux raamHcrasa. [Ipocjeyna Benmynna
PETHCTPOBAHUX TOJHONPUBPEIHUX T'a3MHCTABA
onmrrune [TpmaBop nzHocu 5,68 ha, mrro je 3ra4ajHO
BHILIE O] ITpocjeka cBux nocjena (3,5 ha). Oxo 70 %
MOBPILIMHA TOJHOIPUBPEIHNX I'A3IMHCTABA OTIIA/IA
Ha 00paauBe noBpmmHe (0ko 4,7 ha y mpocjexy).
[MosponpuBpeIHA Ta3AMHCTBA, OYUINICIHO, CBOjY
MIPOU3BO/IELY M KOPUIIINEHHE 3EMIBHUIIITA yCMjepaBajy
Ka OMJBHO] TIPOM3BOGU U BPETHOBAKY OpPAHHUIIA.
Oko 95 % o00panuMBUX MOBPIIMHA KOPUCTH C€
kao opanwura (4,25 ha y npocjexy). Ox ocranux
CTPYKTYpa, MOTY C€ H3IBOJUTH BOhmaIu,
JMBajie, Nallkbany U Imyme. Jpyre crpykrype
uMajy 3aHeMapJbuBO Matie yajerne. OpujeHranmja
PETHCTPOBAHUX TOJHONPUBPEIHUX T'a3MHCTABA
Ka OpPaHMYHOj MPOU3BOAGM KOMITATUOMIIHA je ca
aHaJM3aMa CTPYKTypa W TpaBala KopHuiihema
3eMJBHIITA.

[Ipocropra auctpubynmja ykymHOr Opoja
PETHCTPOBAHUX TOJHONPUBPEIHUX T'a3MHCTABA
omuruHe [ Ipwasop (Kapra 2) moxe ce mocMarparu
y KOHTEKCTYy HM3PaKCHHX pa3jiuKa. AICOIYTHY
JIOMHHALM]y UMa HaceJbe [IpmaBop, Koje mpumnaia
yp6aHoj 30Hu onmtiHe. OBO TOBOPU O HEjaCHO]
nudepeHIHjauju arpapHoT, OHOCHO PYPATHOT U
ypOaHOT IPOCTOpa OMIITHHE. Y OBOM CITy4ajy, 10JIa3H
70 TpeKIanama ypOaHOT U arpapHor MmpocTopa,
npemaa ce 0poj ox rotoBo 300 permcTpoBaHUX

information clearly indicates an unfavorable
population situation within the agrarian and
rural space of Prnjavor municipality. Besides,
the small number of farmhold members may
jeopardize the range and efficiency of the
production within the farmhold itself. The
total estate surface owned by farmholders is
19, 286 ha, which is 1/3 of total municipality
area. This range of farmhold area is an
encouraging for the future development of
most registered farmholds. The average size
of a registered farmhold is 5, 68 ha, which is
much more than the total average (3, 5 ha).
Around 70 % of farmhold area is the cultivated
soil (approximately 4, 7 ha). It is obvious that
farmholds focus their production and land use
on plant breeding and ploughland valorization.
Around 95 % of cultivated land is used as
ploughland (4, 25 ha in average). Other
relevant structures are orchards, meadows,
pastures, and forests. Other structures are
minor. The registered farmhold orientation
towards limited production matches our
analysis of land structure and patterns of land
use.

Spatial distribution of all registered
farmholds in Prnjavor municipality (Map 2)
detects diversity. The Prnjavor settlement that
is located within the urban zone is absolutely
dominant. This leads us towards an unclear
differentiation of the agrarian, i.e. rural and
urban areas within the municipality. In our
case, the urban and agrarian areas overlap
although the number of almost 300 registered
farmholds in the Prnjavor settlement may be
accounted for by the number of population
(around 8, 500 people). Another 12 settlements
have more than 100 registered farmholds,
the largest of which are Donji Vijacani
165 ones. These settlements have a large
development potential if we take into account
the agricultural production organization and
cooperative model of agrarian organization.
From this point of view, settlements with 80 to
100 farmholds may be regarded as perspective
(2 settlements). It is 17 settlements that have
less than 20 registered farmholds, which
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MIOJBOTIPUBPEIHMX I'a3IMHCTaBa y Hacesby [IpmaBop
MO>Ke 00jJaCHUTH TIOMYJIAIIOHOM BEJITYHHOM (OKO 8
500 cranoBHuKa). Jom 12 HacesbeHUX MjecTa Opoju
npeko 100 perucTpoBaHUX Ta3MHCTABA, O] KOJUX
ce uctuuy Jlomu Bujauanu ca 165. Y npojexkuuju
opraHu3zaiyje MOoJHONPUBPEIHE TPOU3BOAKE U
KOOTIepalije Kao MOJIesIa arpapHOT OpraHn30Bamba,
OBa HaceJba MMajy 3HauajHe pa3BojHe MOryhHOCTH.
Kao mepcrnekTtnBHa, ca OBOr acleKTa MOTY ce
OLIMJEHUTH U HaceJbha ca PACIIOHOM T'a3IMHCTaBa OJ1
80 mo 100 (2 nacespa). Yak 17 HacesbeHHX MjecTa
nMa mMamwe o7 20 perucTpoBaHUX Ia3IUHCTaBa,
IITO MPEACTaBJba 030MIBHY CMETHY MO3UTHBHUM
Pa3BOjHUM TMpOIECHMA Y TIOJbONPUBPEIHO]
NpPOU3BOAKBH. YKyNaH Opoj perucTpoBaHHUX
MOJHOTIPUBPEIHMX Ta3JUHCTaBa Hajuyenthe mnpartu
MOIYJIAIMOHY BEJIMYMHY Haceba, i 3HAYajHU
cy u apyru Qakropu. Hacespa y jyrozamagHom,
MCTOYHOM U Cj€BEPHOM JIHjeITy ITPOCTOPA OIIITHHE
Opoje HajBue ra3auacTaBa. ctuay ce LlpkBeHa,
Bpmanu, Hlapuany, JInmma, ['opwa Mpasuna,
HNomwu Bujauann, Kpemna, I[Ipmasop, [opwu
Irprom, Howu rpnum, T'opwu Ilamaukosimy,
T'opwa Unosa, I'pabux Wiosa, Ileuener Mnoga,
Benuka Hnosa u Topwu Cwmpruhu. Hacesba
ca MamUM OpojeM Ta3IMHCTaBa Be3aHa Cy 3a
cyOypOaHH IPOCTOP KOjH CE HAJIA3H Y HETMIOCPESTHOM
OKpYKEHY OIMIITUHCKOT IIEHTpa W Hepa3BHUjeHE
Kpajese Ha 3amany ommuruHe. M3neHahyjyhe manm
Opoj ra3nuHcTaBa UMajy Hacesba [opwu Bujauanu
u Kynamm, xoja uMmajy 3Ha4ajHy MEpCHEKTUBY 32
Pa3B0j CTOYAPCTBA, AT OUUITIEIHO TPEACTABIbAjY
npoOieMcKku 1o mpocTtopa ommrtuHe. Hacerpa
Kapah, HaceoOuna baGanoBuu u Paytunar Hemajy
PETUCTPOBaHA MOJHOIPHUBPEIHA T'a3INHCTBA.
YkynaH # 1pocjedyaH Opoj dwiaHOBa
PETUCTPOBAHUX TOJHONPUBPEIHUX TA3IMHCTaBA
onwtuHe Ilpwasop (Kapra 3) usysetHo cy
BO)XHU TIOKa3aTeJbH CTBApHE MOTEHTHOCTH OBUX
nomahuncTaBa. ['eHepaIHO, MOXKE ce OLMjEHUTH Ja
j€ M3paKEHO MaJlM YKyIIaH, a TOCeOHO Tpocjeuan
Opoj wianosa. Hajeehu Opoj uianoBa MMa, CXOIHO
Opojy rasmmHcTaBa, Hacesbe [IpmaBop (636,
npocjeuro 2,14). Ca BeTMKM yKyNHUM Opojem
yaHoBa uctudy ce jour Lopwu Cmpruhu, [leuener
Nnosa u I'opwu Hltprm (npexo 330 wiaHOBa).
Jomr ykynHO 11 HacesbeHHX MjecTa MMa BHUILE O
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is an obstacle for positive development of
agricultural production. The total number of
registered farmholds is usually in compliance
with population number but there are also other
factors. Settlements in south-west, east, and
north parts of the municipality have the largest
number of farmholds and the following ones
stand out: Crkvena, VrSani, LiSnja, Gornja
Mravica, Donji Vijacani, Kremna, Prnjavor,
Gornji Strpci, Donji Strpci, Gornji Palackovci,
Gornja Ilova, Grabik Ilova, Peceneg Ilova,
and Gornji Smrti¢i. Settlements with few
farmholds are usually suburbs on the rims of
municipality center or undeveloped western
areas. Number of farmholds is surprisingly
small in Gornji Vijac¢ani and Kulasi; these
settlements have a great potential for stock-
breeding but obviously have issues that
should be addressed. Settlements of Karac,
Babanovci, and Ralutinac have no registered
farmholds.

The total and average numbers of
farmhold members (Map 3) are true indicators
of the farmhold potency. Generally, we may
conclude that there are a small number of
members on both total and average levels. In
compliance with the number of farmholds,
Prnjavor settlement is most populated. (636,
or 2, 14 in average). Other settlements with
large population figures are Gornji Smrtiéi,
Peéeneg Ilova, and Gornji Strpci (more than
330 members each). Another 11 settlements
have more than 80 members. All the other
less populated settlements are not favorable
for agricultural production development.
Furthermore, there are 11 settlements with
less than 20 members, which indicate poor
development chances. Data on the total
number of registered farmholds and their
members usually match, including the spatial
distribution. According to the analysis of this
parameter, we may infer that poorly populated
settlements are located in distant areas and
usually have unfavorable demographical
structure.

The average number of registered
farmhold members within the municipality
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80 wraHoBa 1o ra3aquHCTBY. CBa MjecTa Koja uMajy
Mame 07l OBOT' Opoja WiIaHOBA Ta3IUHCTaBa MOTY
Ce CMarparH HEeTIePCIICKTUBHUM y CMHUCITY pa3Boja
NOJONPUBpPEIHE Mpon3Boamke. Takohe, 11 Hacesba
uMa Mame o7 20 4IaHoBa, IITO TOBOPH O CIa0NM
niepcrekTrBama pas3Boja. [lomarm o ykymHom 6pojy
PEruCTPOBaHUX MOJHOIIPUBPEIHUX TA3IMHCTABA U
YKYITHOM OpOjy WIaHOBA THX Ta3JMHCTABA yIIIABHOM
Cy KOMMaTHOWIHM, YKJbYy4yjyhu U NpPOCTOpHY
mucTpulynujy. M3 ananmmze TOr mapamerpa
MOKEMO YTBP/IUTH JIa CY HaceJba ca MMM OpojeM
YJIAaHOBA Ta3JIMHCTaBa CMjCIITEHA y IPHUPOIHO
HETIOBOJbHU]UM TEPEHUMA M TCHEPAITHO Ca JIOIIN]OM
neMOrpad)CKOM CHUTYAIIH]OM.

[Ipocjedan Opoj wWiaHOBa PErUCTPOBAHHUX
NOJbONPUBPEHUX Ta3JMHCTaBa MPOCTOpa
omuTuHe [IpmaBop jour je 3Ha4ajHUjH MoKa3aresb
OpraHu3aluje MoJbONPUBPEIHE AKTHUBHOCTU H
MOTyhHOCTH peBUTAIIM3AIM]E arpapHOT MPOCTOPA.
Hacespa Kapah, HaceoOuna babanosiw v ParytrHart
HEMajy perucTpoBaHa MoJbOIPHBPE/IHA A3 MHCTBA,
I1a caMUM THM HU 4iaHoBe. Yak, 18 HacelbeHUX
MjecTa MMa Ta3UHCTBA Y KOjUMa je MpOocjedaH
Opoj unanoBa MamH of 2. Hajuemhe Hacesba
Opoje y mpocjeky 2—3 unana ra3auHcTBy. OBO Cy
MOJIAIH KOjH TOBOPE O CHAXKHUM JICTIOIYJIAIIMOHUM
IpolecCHMa y PYpalHOM HPOCTOPY OIIITHHE
[TpmaBop, Te cTaBibajy 030MIBHO OpeMe Ha pa3Boj
U yHanpeheme NOJbONPUBPEIHE MPOU3BOIHE
KpO3 MoOjeJ ra3auHcraBa. ['a3aMHCTBa Koja y
MPOCjeKy MMajy IMpeKo 3 ujaHa PEerucTpoBaHa Cy
camo y CkakaBumma, bpesuky u Jacuky, ¢ Tum ia
y TOCIBEIHEM Er3KUCTUPAjy CaMo 2 PEerucTpoBaHa
razauHcTBa. [IpocropHa amcTpubyruja OBOT
napaMerpa ykasyje J1a je jy’)KHU MO0 ONIITHHE ca
MamUM IIPOCjEUHUM OpOjeM UIaHOBA I'a3INHCTABA.

VYKynmHa W TOpocjedyHa BEIUYMHA IMocjena
PETHCTPOBAHUX TMOJHONPUBPEIHUX T'a3MHCTABA
npoctopa onmruHe [Ipwasop (Kapra 4) naje nam
CJIMKY O IPOCTOPHUM MOT'yNHOCTHMA OpraHu3aLyje
arpapHoT MPOCTOPa U PEHTAOKIIHE OJbOIPHBPEIIHE
npousBoame. Behu mnocjenu omoryhasajy
IIMpY MPHMjEHYy MEXaHM3alldje W XeMHu3aluje,
TE MOHOKYJITYpHE NPOU3BOAKE. Y OJHOCY Ha
NPOCjeuHy BEJIMYHMHY CBHX II0Cj€la y MPOCTOPY
OIILITHHE, MOXXEMO OLIMjEHUTH Ja PEerucTpoBaHa
ra3IMHCTBA UMajy 3HadajHo Behe mocjerne, mTo je

of Prnjavor is yet another pertinent indicator
of the agricultural activity organization and
revitalization possibilities. Settlements of
Kara¢, Babanovci, and Ralutinac have no
registered farmholds and no members. It
is 18 populated settlements that have less
than 2 members. Most settlements have
2-3 members. These data indicate strong
depopulation processes within the Prnjavor
municipality rural areas which are a burden to
improvement and development of agricultural
production via the farmhold model. Three
member farmholds are registered only in
Skakavci, Brezik, and Jasik and the last
two have only two registered farmholds.
Spatial distribution of this parameter shows
that south parts of the municipality have the
fewest members per a farmhold.

The total and average estate size of the
registered farmholds within the municipality
of Prnjavor (Map 4) tells us about the
options of spatial organization of agrarian
land and rentable agricultural production.
Large estates enable a wider application of
machinery and fertilizers and mono-culture
breeding. Speaking of the average estate
size, we may conclude that the registered
farmholds have larger estates, which may
help market-oriented production. There are
far more settlements with 100 to 500 ha
estates owned by farmholders. There are only
3 settlements with estates sized less than 3 ha,
and 3/4 of settlements have 3—6 ha, which far
above the Prnjavor municipality average. In
this regard, there are most settlements with
average size of more than 6 ha, i.e. fifteen.
From spatial distribution point of view, north
and east settlements stand out.

Similar results were obtained via the
analysis of total and average cultivated land
surface within the registered farmholds of
Prnjavor municipality (Map 5). Settlements
with cultivated land within farmholds of 200
to 600 ha prevail. In six settlements, categories
of up to 3 ha dominate and are located in
souther highland parts of the municipality.
The following settlements have farmholds
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OCHOBHA TPETIOCTaBKa TPXKHIIIHE MPOU3BOMILE.
Janexo je HajBehn ynmo HacesbeHUX MjecTa Koja
umajy o 100 1o 500 ha yxymnHe noBpIivHe nocjena
y BIIaCHUINTBY razauHcrana. Camo 3 Hacesba UMajy
NPOCjeyHy BeJIMYMHY Iocjenia Mamy o 3 ha, 1ok
ca 3/4 ynmjena moMuHUpajy Hacesba ca 3—6 ha,
IITO je 3Ha4ajHO yBehame y OHOCY Ha MPOCjeuHyY
BEJIMYMHY CBUX Tocjena ommrtuae [Ipmasop. Y
OBOM CMHCITy HCTHUYY CE HaceJba ca MPOCjCIYHUM
BeIMYMHAaMa o1 mpeko 6 ha, xojux mma 15. Y
MIPOCTOPHO] AUCTPHOYIIMjU OJICKady Haceba Ha
CjeBepy U UCTOKY OMIITHHE.

CnuyHM pes3yaTatd JOOHMjeHU Cy aHAIN30M
YKyIIHE M TPOCj€4YHE IOBPIIMHE OOpaguBOT
3eMJBHILTA PErHCTPOBAHUX MOJHOTPUBPEIHUX
rasnuHcTaBa npocropa onmrune [Ipmasop (Kapra
5). Jlomunupajy Hacesba ca YKyITHOM OOpaJiBOM
noBpuHOM razauHcraBa o 200 1o 600 ha. ¥V 6
Hacesba Cy MPUCYTHE MOBPIIMHE OBE KaTeropuje
BesiMuMHe 10 3 ha M BezaHe Cy 3a IUIAHHMHCKU
Kpaj jyra ommruHe. Ca MpoCjeuHOM MOBPITHHOM
00paIMBOT 3eMJBHIINTA ra3quHCTaBa BehuM of 6 ha
uctrdy ce Jlomu Itprim, babanosim, LInGoBcka,
[Ieper Mnosa, Benvika iosa, I opa Mnosa, I 'ycak u
I'ajeBu. Kao n y aHanm3u npeTXoHUX MMoKa3aresba,
MPOCTOPHA TUCTPUOYIIMja OBOT ITapaMeTpa Be3aHa je
3a HU3, [IPHj€ CBETra MPUPOTHOTeorpadCKux, a 3aTuM
U COIIMOCKOHOMCKHX (paKTopa pa3Boja MOMEHYTHX
Hacesba.
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with more than 6 ha of cultivated soil: Donji
gtrpci, Babanovci, Sibovska, gereg Ilova,
Velika Ilova, Gora Ilova, Gusak, and Gajevi.
As previously, the spatial distribution of these
parameters is determined by a whole range
of natural-geographical and social-economic
features.
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3AKJbYYHA PASMATPAILA

ArpapHe CTpYKType, y TIPOCTOPHOM acIeKTy,
MMajy M3pa3uTO BaXKaH M HEMOCPEIaH yTHUIIAj Ha
pa3Boj arpapHor u pypaiHor mnpocropa. [Ipoctop
omuruae [IpmaBop onrepehen je, ka0 U BeIMKH
nuo mpoctopa Pemybmuke Cpricke, OpojHUM
npobjeMuMa MOMEHYTUX CTpyKTypa. [Ipema
MPETXOHO MPOBEJCHUM aHaJIM3aMa U3/1BojuheMo
cipenehe mpoodneme:

- ycummwenocm nOBONPUBPEOHUX
napyena — W3y3€THO BEJIHMKHU MpoOIeM
opraHu3aluje arpapHor mpocTtopa u
HOJHOTIPUBPEIHE IPOU3BOILE j€ YCHUTHCHOCT
NOJbONPHUBPEIHUX Mapiiesia; mnapiesie
BennunHe 0,5-2 ha 3ay3umajy mpekxo 95 %
YKYITHOT' TIOJbOIPUBPETHOT 36MJBHIITA, IITO
3a MOCJBEIUIy MMa HEMOTYNHOCT HIMPOKE
NpUMjeHe MeXaHu3alHje, XeMmMusaunwuje,
OCHOBHHUX TIOJbONPHUBPEAHUX pajoBa U
MOHOKYJITYpHE MpOHM3BOAKE Ha Behum
NOBPIIMHAMA; CBE OBO 3HAYajHO yTHYE Ha
PEHTaOMITHOCT MPOU3BOMIHE

- ucnapiyanocm no/bonpuepeoHux napyenda—
nopej Malie BEIUYHMHE, MOJbOIPUBPEIHE
napiiesie ¢y Hajuemnhe ucrapyaHe u yaajbeHe
jemHe o1 Ipyrux Yume ce Takohe onemoryhasa
030MJBPHUJU TPUCTYI MOJHONPUBPEIHO]
HPOU3BOIEHH

- ycumrbeHocm no/bONnpuspeoHux nocjeda —
NpoCjeyHa BEIMYMHA TOCjefa y MPOCTOPY
ommrtuHe je 3,5 ha, nok je Benuko ydvenihe
nocjena mamux on 3 ha, a manmo yuemrhe
nocjena Behux on 5 ha; u3y3eTHo Cy pHjeTKH
KpynHu nocjenu, sehu ox 10 ha

- UChap4amocm no/bONPUEPEOHUX nocjeoa —
1I0Cje/iu Cy BEOMa PUjETKO jeTMHCTBEHH, IIITO
je mocJbe/uIa npolieca HacJbehuBama anu u
HEpHjCIICHNX WMOBUHCKO-TIPABHUX OJIHOCA;
MOJHOTIPUBPEIHE TapIiesie jeHOT TMocjena
YECTO CY YIaJbeHE U 110 HEKOJIMKO KHJIOMETapa
jenHa ofi apyre, ITO UCKJbYYyje 030MIbHU]Y
MOHOKYJITYpHY MPOU3BO/IbY YHYTap HOCjeza

- HepujewieHu UMOBUHCKU U 61ACHUYKU OOHOCU —
Ha 110jeIMHUM MOJBOIPHBPEIHUM TapleaMa
PETUCTPOBAHO j€, Y BEJIMKOM Opojy CiTydajena,
[0 HEKOJIMKO BJACHUKA; KOMIUIMKOBAHU

FINAL REMARKS

From the spatial point of view, agrarian
formations largely and directly affect the
agrarian and rural space development. Prnjavor
municipality area is burdened with many
problems of the aforementioned formations.
According to previously conducted analyses,
the following issues will be singled out:

- Degradation of agricultural plot size — is a
frequent problem of organization of agrarian
space and agricultural production; plot larger
than 0,5-2 ha cover more than 95 % of total
agricultural soil, which results in impracticality
of use of machinery, fertilizers, primary
agricultural activities, and mono-cultural
production on larger land surface; all of these
greatly affects production effectiveness

- Disintegrated agricultural plots—the plots are
small-seized and disintegrated or distant from
one another, which also disables professional
agricultural production

- Degradation of agricultural plot size — average
estate size in the municipality is 3,5 ha, there
are many estates smaller than 3 ha, and only
few larger than 5 ha; estates larger than 10 ha
are extremely rare

- Disintegrated agricultural plots — rarely
unique plots due to inheritance processes and
unaddressed ownership issues; agricultural
plots of a single estate are sometimes several
kilometers far from one another, which is
an obstacle to professional mono-culture
production within the estate

- Unaddressed ownership and property issues—
some agricultural plots often have several
different owners; complicated ownership and
disposal of agricultural soil are great problem
of agrarian land organization

- Plough land domination — analysis of structure
and patterns of land use displayed an absolute
dominance of plough land (more than 95 %),
which indicates lack of other types of land that
may be market-profitable

- An increase of fallow land — according to
statistics, fallow land and other uncultivated
soil have increased four times over the last
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MAPKO CTAHOJEBU'h, OBPEH 'hATO 1 MAPKO MBAHUILIEBU'h
MARKO STANOJEVIC, OBREN GNJATO AND MARKO IVANISEVIC

OJIHOCH CTBAPHOT BJIACHUIIITBA U PACIIOarama
NOJONIPUBPEIHIM 3EMJBUIITEM BEIHKH CY
1po0IIeM KBAIMTETHO] OpPraHU3alij1 arpapHOr
npocTopa

- OOMUHAYUa OPAHUYHUX NOBPUUHA — AHATTI30M
CTPYKTYpE U TpaBaiia Kopuihema 3eMJbUILTa
YOUMJII CMO amCOJyTHY JIOMHUHAIH]y
OpaHWYHUX MOBPIIKHA (ca yajerom Behum ox
95 %), 1ITO TOBOPU O HEAOBOJHHO BUCOKUM
NOBpIIMHAMA TOJ JAPYTUM CTPyKTypama
KOje 4ecTo Mory OuTH nmpoduTabuwiHuje Ha
TPIKHUILTY

- nogeharve nospuwuna noo yeapom — mnpema
CTATUCTHUYKHM I10JIalliMa TOBPUIMHE I10J]
yIpoM U pyre HeoOpaleHe opaHuiie cy ce y
HIEpHOTY O/ MOoCeIBbUX S roauHa ysehae 3a 4
nyTa (MoAaTaK y3eTH ca pe3epBoM ); HOBPIIMHE
TI0J1 yTrapoM cBe Cy uenrha 1ojaBa Kao JIOTHYaH
CITHj€e]T COLMOEKOHOMCKUX TPOIIEca y IPOCTOpPY
(mpuje cBera jearpapusaiiyje)

- Manunocjeou pecucmpo8aHux nobONPUEPEOHUX
2a30UHCMasa — PErucTpoBaHa MOJBOIIPUBPEIHA
ra3MHCTBA Ka0 CTBAPHU HOCHOIIM ITPOU3BO/IEHE
Y TIO3UTHBHUX CETMEHATa Pa3BOjHUX MpoIeca
uMajy rocjerne Behe o] OMIITHHCKOT MPOCjeKa,
aJlv 32 MPOM3BOEBY YCMjEPEHY Ka TPIKHUILTY
bUXOBH 110cjeu Tpedanu 6u 6utn Behu oz 10
ha (capamme crame je 5,68 ha y mpocjexy)

- maiu 0Opoj unaHo8a pecucmpo8anHux
nObONPUBPEOHUX  2a30UHCMABA  —
pEerucTpoBaHa MOJHONPUBPEIHA Ta3AMHCTBA
He Opoje J0BOJFHO BEIMKH MpOoCjedaH Opoj
yaHoBa (2,2 4jaHa y nmpocjeKy) koju ou oumm
peajHa cHara y mpo3BOJJHOM HPOLIECY.

Pjememe HaromuiaaHux mnpoOiema
arpapHe CTpPyKType M mpoOieMa opraHusalmje

TIOJBOTPUBPETHUX IA3IMHCTABA IPUMAPHO CE Oresia

y IIMPOj IPUMjeHH arpapHux mMjepa. OHe YnHe HU3

3aKOHCKHUX, IUTAHEPCKUX U TEXHUUYKUX PAJIbH, C

[UJBEM CTBapama e(puKkacHHjer U peHTaOMITHH]er

arpapHor npocropa. OBakaB IPOCTOP, Ca CI0KEHUM

npoOieMrMa U CTPYKTypama, HUje JIako (pu3niku

OKpYIHHUTH. MUIIIJBEHa CMO JIa Cy arpapHe Mjepe

jeaH oIl MPUOPUTETA OpraHU3allrje arpapHOT

npocropa oBe ommrtuHe. M31BajameM mpocropa

MOTOJHUX 3a KOMacalujy OKPYHMHWIH OuCMO

MOJHOTIPUBPEIHE TOBPIIMHE, HCTE YPEIUIH
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five years (information should be taken

with precaution); fallow land is a frequent

phenomenon which logically results from
social-economic processes (deagrarization at
first)

- Small estates of farmholds — registered
farmholds that suggest positive development
processes have estates larger than the municipal
average and they should be larger than 10 for a
professional agricultural production (currently
they are 5,68 ha in average)

- Small number of registered farmhold members—
registered farmholds have an insufficient
number of members (2, 2 members in average)
who would be an adequate labor force within
the production process.

A solution to piling problems of agrarian
structure and farmhold organization primarily
refers to a wide application of agrarian
measures. These measures refer to legal,
planning, and technical activities aiming at
a more efficient and effective agrarian space.
On such area with all its complex issues
and structures is not easy to integrate. Our
belief is that agrarian measures are a priority
in order to organize the agrarian space of
Prnjavor municipality. By defining areas
suitable for reparcelling, we could integrate
agrarian land and solve the ownership issues.
Such areas would represent optimal entities
at which effective and market-oriented
agricultural production would take place.
In addition, a wider application of agro-
technical measures, cooperation, better
infrastructure, and functional capacities,
optimal integration within the settlement and
commercial organization of the municipality
would undoubtedly improve and advance the
process of Prnjavor municipality revival.



AHAJIM3A ATPAPHE CTPYKTYPE U KAPAKTEPMCTUKA TTOJbOITPUBPEJHUX I'A3[IMHCTABA Y ®YHKIUIN

PEBUTAJI3

AT'PAPHOI" TTPOCTOPA OIMIITHHE IMTPEbABOP

ANALYSIS OF AGRARIAN STRUCTURE AND FEATURES OF FARMHOLDS AIMING AT REVITALISATION OF
PRNJAVOR MUNICIPALITY AGRARIAN ZONE

y Torieny mnapueianuje ¥ HamjeHe, Owinm Ou
pHjeIIeHH BIACHUYKH OJHOCHU. TakBe MOBpIIMHE
NpezICTaBIbalie OM ONTHMAJIHE I]jeJIMHE Ha KOjuMa Ou
ce o7IBUjaJia pEeHTAOMITHA U TPIKUIITHO OPHjEHTHUCAHA
MOJBONPHUBPEIHA MTPON3BOIEHA. CeKyHIapHO, IHpa
MPUMjeHa arpo-TeXHUIKHUX Mjepa, Koorepaliyja Kao
MOJIeNl OpraHu3alyje, jayame HH(pacTpykType
¥ (QYHKIMOHAJTHHUX KalaluTeTa, ONTUMAIHH]jA
MHTErpanmja y HAaCEOOMHCKH U MPUBPEIHH
CHCTEM OIIITHHE U KBAJUTETHH]EC PEjOHHPAHHE
MOJHONPUBPETHMX 30HA, 3HAYAJHO OU YHAITPHjCIIHIIe
u yOp3ane mpollec peBUTATU3alNje arpapHOT
rpocropa omurruHe [Ipwasop.
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