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AN INTERPRETATION ATTEMPT OF HUNGARIAN SMALL TOWNS’  SHRINKING
IN A POST-SOCIALIST TRANSFORMATION CONTEXT

The rapid shrinking of Hungarian small towns becaueh a general process after the turn of the Miilem, which does
not simply reflect the overall effects of the seg@®emographic transition, and could not even berjmeted with local and regional
factors. The aim of the present paper is to analysehrinking of small towns among the framewdrbast-socialists urban trans-
formation models and concepts. Many authors haedt déth such transformation issues, but ratheu$ing on the description of
the development of larger cities and analysingtthesformation of urban space and society. Despéesvident differences caused
by the size of the researched settlements (snmanucentres with a maximal population of 30,000pe)e some general elements of
these concepts give parts of the explanations wielb for. Others are rooted much deeper: our papally states that the present
day crisis of small towns originates back to thteraecades of planned economy, when the forcecsaméwhat over-dimensioned
modernisation of small towns resulted a significeoie in the urban network. This modernisation wastrally planned, led and
financed, and with the exhaustion of these exogesources small towns seem to return to a lesssivie development path.

Keywords:small towns, Hungary, shrinking, post-socialisnsformation.

Anopac Tpoxcani, Tabop Hipici, €Esa Mame. CIIPObA THTEPITPETAIIII CKOPOYEHHA YIOPChbKHX MAJIAX
MICT Y KOHTEKCTI IOCTCOLIAJTICTHYHOI TPAHC®OPMAIIT

Mertor0 1aHOT CTATTI € aHali3 CKOPOUSHHS MAJIMX MICT y paMKax Mo/Ieneil i KOHIEMIil MOCTCOUialiCTUYHUX TpaHchopMaiit
Mict. Barato aBTopiB po3risianu Taki npobiaemu TpaHchopmarii, a cKopimie (OKyCyBaIMCh HA OMHCI PO3BUTKY BEIMKUX MICT Ta
aHanizi TpaHchopmanii MicbKOro mpocTopy i cycminbcrBa. HUHIMIHS KpU3a Majiux MICT BiAOyBaeThCsi y OUIbLI Mi3HI ASCATHIITTS
IUTAaHOBOT €KOHOMIKH, KOJI BUMYIIICHA 1 JEII0 MepeoniHeHa MOIepHI3allis MaJlMX MICT 3irpajia BXKIMBY POJIb Y MiChKiH Mepexi. {1
MoiepHizanis OyJa LEHTPali30BaHO CIUIAHOBaHa, OvoJfoBasiacs i (iHaHCyBajacs, ajie 4epe3 BUCHAKEHHS LIHX CK30TCHHUX DKEpell
HEBEJIMKI MiCTa IIOBEPTAIUCS IO MEHII IHTCHCHBHOTO LUISIXY PO3BUTKY.

Kniouogi cnoea: mani micra, YTopIiuHa, CKOPOUCHHSI, IIOCTCONIAIICTUYHA TpaHC(OpMaITis.

Anopac Tpoxcanu, I'abop Iupucu, Eea Mame. IIOIIBITKA HHTEPIIPETAIIHH COKPALIEHHUA BEHI'EPCKHX
MAJIBIX I'OPOJJOB B KOHTEKCTE ITOCTCOIIHAJTHCTHYECKOH TPAHC®OPMAILIHH

Lenbto HacToOsIIIEH CTaThH SIBISIETCS aHAN3 COKPAIIEHMS MallbIX TOPOAOB B paMKax MoJeled U KOHLEMIUHA MOCTCOIMaH-
CTUYEeCKUX TpaHchopMmalmii roponoB. MHOrHE aBTOPBI paccMaTpUBAIIM Takue MpoOiieMbl TpaHcopManuu, a ckopee (pOKycupoBa-
JIMCh Ha ONMHCAHWU PA3BUTHUs KPYMHBIX TOPOAOB M aHANU3e TpaHC(OpMaIMu TOPOACKOrO MPOCTpaHCTBA M oOmecTBa. HumemHuit
KPH3HC MaJIBIX TOPOJIOB IIPOUCXOANT B OoJiee TO3AHIE AECATUICTHS INIAHOBOM YIKOHOMUKH, KOT/Ia BEIHYX/ICHHAs: U HECKOJIBKO TIepe-
OLICHEHHAsI MOJICPHH3AIMSI MAJIBIX TOPOJIOB CHITpajia BAXKHYIO POJIb B TOPOJCKOHM ceTH. DTa MOAEpHH3aIMsl ObUIa IEHTPaIN30BaHHO
CIUIAHMPOBAHA, BO3IJIABIIUIACh M (PMHAHCHPOBAJIACh, HO M3-332 HCTOIIECHMS 3THX SK30TCHHBIX MCTOYHHKOB HEOOJIBIINE TOPOJA BO3-
BpAIIAIICh K MCHEE HHTCHCHBHOMY ITyTH Pa3BUTHSL.

Knrouesvie cnosa: manbie ropoa, BeHrpus, cokpaleHnue, IocTCoUMaaucTHIecKas Tpancopmanus.
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Introduction ever happens to the population of the region,nhoabe
The post-socialist transformation was — or maybe, i seen as a temporary crisis caused by the worsembe-
— a process, which covered literally all aspectshef rial and non-material condition®filipov et al.2006) of
social systems of the Central- and Eastern Europeariving. That means demography has become a highly
countries (CEE). The controversial and difficult adapta- significant factor of post-socialist transformatiaifect-
tion and integration to democratic and free mabested ing the spatial processes both on the level obregand
Western Europe with all its different social, sphtind settlements.

environmental issues has been the lead topic adedci These spatial processes include the transformation
with these countries in peer-reviewed journalspatisl of towns and cities, or, more generally, the transb-
sciences for more than 20 vyeardltyater 1998; tion of the entire settlement-systems in the regdur-

Herrschel 2006; Kolodko 1999; Smith/Rochovska007; ing the era of planned economy, “socialist urbasa
Smith/Swain  2010;  Smith et al. 2008; was determined by a strong, top-down regulated mod-
Stenning/Hoerschelmar008). ernisation effort with forced growth of cities wittco-
This multiple transition was triggered off by atsor nomic priority Enyedi 1992; Murray/Szelenyi1984;
of overlapping crises of the macro-region. Accogdin Musil/Ryava 1983; Pickvance2002). The post-socialist
its nature, the worsening demographic situation m@s  transition had wide-ranged and spectacular effects
among the most important issues forced the tramsiti  functions, structure and social networks of urbkates.
but the challenges had been clearly visible betbee  Therefore, not surprisingly, several papers focieiter
transformation started. For example, researcharsgre  on the full scope, or on some details of post-distia
nised the effects of an early fertility declinetle region urban transition, which could be evaluated todayaas
in as early as at the beginning of the™2entury well-described, even well modelled issugndrusz et al.
(Demeny1968), but further conclusion and extrapola- 2008; Dimitrovska Andrews2005; Hirt 2012; Sailer-
tions were discouraged by the regime’s growth ams Fliege 1999;Stanilov2007; Tsenkoy 2006;Wiest2012).
riority based paradigm. From “Western” point of wie However, metropoles are rather exceptional, thaicdy

processes — as far the data availability madessipte — in the region, where generally only the capitalesitex-

were analysed, with special attention to the US&fare ceed one million inhabitants, the above models edu
declining fertility and growing mortality became an- on these settlements.

portant factor of long-term geopolitical struggles The case of Pragu&ykoral999; Temelova2007),

(Crisostomo 1983). The region (except Poland) was Budapest{ok/Kovacs1999;Kovacs1998; 2009), Sofia
mostly avoided by the real baby boom, and fertility (Hirt/Stanilov 2007; Tsenkova 2007), Bucharest
dropped in every affected country quickly in thi,e  (Light/Young2010; Marcinczak et al.2014), Warsaw
resulting some political reflections with variousop (Grubbauer/Kusiak012;Weclawowic2005) even Bel-
natalist tools Gregory1982). grade Goeler et al.2012; Vujovié/Petrov 2007) are
Political and economic changes in 1989/90 acceler-studied in details. Moreover, there are also soradah
ated the changes and swept away almost all thefiteene value case studies about medium sized cities -faee
of the balanced system of social care. While mogent example Kaes et al.2012; Marcinczak/Sagan2011)
problems hided the demographic transition fromdhe  (Boros2009;Cauvri¢ et al. 2008;Kotus2006). The post-
tention, the indicators showed dramatic change) thie socialist transition took a specific shape and eoeker-
permanent association of “crisis” or even “catgstey ated pace in the former GDR characterised by a more
(Philipov/Kohler2001). The falling numbers of fertility, intensive capital inflow (and population outflowBe-
marriage and crude birth rates were primarily cotec coming part of reunified Germany, these cities,eesp
with the distracted social uncertainty of the peiéit and cially Berlin (Colomb2013;Reimannl1997) and Leipzig
economic transitionohler/Kohler2002;Marida/Laura (Bontje 2005; Kabisch et al.2010) seems to be quite
2009; Philipov/Dorbritz 2003; Philipov et al.2006), or “over-represented” among the region’s citidsulfes
for example in Rumania, the liberalisation of alwos 2013).
and demolition of similar restrictive regulationdaprac- On this international, credited level of journals,
tice of the Ceausescu-regime. Less attention wiastpa  much less attention was paid to small towns, anst b
positive changes, like growing life expectan®olte et the studies focuses on a specific smaller geographi
al. 2005). The discussion about the demographic effect area Filipovié et al. 2016; Konecka-Szydiowska et al.
of transformation was also integrated in the thicak 2010; Agnieszka Kwiatek-Solty2005; 2006; Slavik
framework of second demographic transition 2002; Steinfuhrer et al2014;Vaishar 2004; Zuzaiska-
(Lesthaegh®010;Lesthaeghe/Van de Kd®86;Van de Zysko 2005;Pirisi/Trocsanyi2015b;Zamfir et al.2009),
Kaa 1987; 2003), while more and more “postmodern” and only a few paper sets more general goals
thoughts of these societies occurrétbém et al.2009; (Burdack/Knappe2007). Authors are concerned, that
Sobotka2008; Sobotka et al.2003). After almost 30 there are much more papers published in local lages
years of political changes, it has become obviausat- — see for example:F¢antal/Vaishar 2008; Horeczki
2014; Konecka-Szydtowska 201Vaishar et al.2008) —
aside from the language barriers, the availabiftthese
! Although we find the term East-Central Europeamarexact, hereby papers are also questionable, and the scopingeis pr

we use the acronym CEE to describe this group Isecaitheir slight- dominantly provincial Nevertheless according tar o
ly more intensive prevalence in literature. Thisers the countries of ) ’

Poland, Czech Republic, Slovakia, Hungary, RomaBidgaria, Slo- knOWIedge’ the anaIyS|s of the lower level of urlsas-
venia and the three Baltic states.
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tem has hardly ever been framed into the modebst-p
socialist urban transformation.

small towns’ shrinking in Hungary could not be de-
scribed simply, as they are “the main losers obgliza-

Recently, beyond the issues of transformation, tion” (Enyedi2012). The present study intends to ana-
shrinking became a central question among the urbarlyse shrinking within the framework of post-sodians-
researches in CEE —and in a wider interpreted Haste formation assuming that we can have a more detailed

Europe, too. Although shrinking, and urban decayas
challenge for both research and planning appearezhm
earlier in Western (European/American)
(Bradbury et al. 1982; Friedrichs 1993;
Martinez lFernandez et al2012; Rybczynski/Linneman
1999). Later it was also interpreted as a typicBREC
phenomenonHaase et al.2013; Oswalt/Rieniets2006;

explanation of the process.
Therefore, the paper sets the goal to interpret and

context analyse the shrinking of small towns among the rét&o

cal framework. Beyond the main intention, the pagets
some important sub-goals. Firstly, the concept ted
definition of small town are needed to be evaluated
While small towns are very common, there is hasdly

Siljanoska et al2012), and may have become one of the standard for the usage of this term in geographyrioan

most important analytical framework of urban re-
searches. The term proved to be appropriate taridesc
the decay of some typical, industrial towns anisjtthe
“socialist cities” (new towns), therefore widelycapted

in CEE countries’ literature. Another continuouplpb-
lematic and deeply investigated issue has beefatbef
rural areas, especially remote and small-unitsdases
providing endless work for economists, sociologastsl
geographers in the past 50 years.

studies. While the traditional classification issbd on
the number of inhabitants and even on a speciaénpat

of spatial functions, they naturally vary betweefied-

ent countries’ settlement networks, therefore therall
consensus is missing even inside of Hungary (seelsle
and references in next chapter). Secondly, the rpape
summarises the most important observations abaut th
demographic decline of small towns, focusing on the
outmigration as a key-factor of shrinking. The mgaoal

However, what happens to small towns is some-is however, to connect small town shrinking andtpos

thing new — at least in HungaryMost commonly Hun-
garian literature had a positive evaluation on theoon

socialist urban transformation, therefore the papes
to summarise the elements of different concepthimit

after the 1990s small towns were described as rathethe transition theories, and interpret them frorenaall

winners than losers of the transformatidmsék 2001;

Kovacs2004), while there were also some differentiated
diagnoses taken about them emphasizing the positive

signs of the small town urbanisatioBeluszky1999a;
Beluszky/Ggri 1999; Pirisi 2009c). In his important,
highly influential book Gyoérgy Enyedi sketched the
three most probable scenario for the regional dgvel
ment in Hungary Enyedi1996), but only the worst case
with permanent economic crises counted with thehéur
polarisation of spatial structure and with the fuss

decline of small towns. A decade between 1996 and(Burdack/Knappe
2006 have brought us the most impressive and dynami Kaczmarek/Konecka-Szydtowska 2013;

town point of view.

The Hungarian interpretation of small towns

Small towns are essential elements of the Hungarian
urban network, and it seems that they also plagifsig
cant roles in other CEE-countries. There are hisdbr
and structural reasons, why we suggest that thass r
can be more important than in Western Europe
(Pirisi/Trécsanyi2015a), while the relatively large num-
ber of small-town related papers from these coestri

also seems to confirm this understanding
2007; Jezek 2011;
Konecka-

development of the Hungarian economy since the 4960 Szydiowska et aR010; Kwiatek-Soltys2011; Kwiatek-

therefore it was rather surprising, when the resoitthe
national census in 2011 revealed the general dawntu
that was made by almost all of the traditional, tcan
functions dominated small townsPifisi/Trocsanyi
2015a).

Some characteristics of the phenomenon, for exam-lower

ple, the fact that the extent of shrinking has trorg
correlation either with the settlements’ size othwthe

Sottys2015;Slavik2002;Vaishar2004).

The manifestation of small towns is a quite atten-
tion-grabbing issue in literature: one can findiadkof
consensual usage of this term/concept without @ttex
definition, or either a universally accepted upped
population limit or a functional character
(NiedermeyeR000). As being an everyday concept, eve-
rybody — even researchers — has some kind of mental

geographical position (East-West dichotomy in Hun- image about small towns, however associations coeld

gary), plus the growing significance of outmigratio
within the decline in the process beg the questibn
some kind of general failureP{fisi/Trécsanyi 2015a).
Such functional erosion of urban settlements wadd
be unique in Western European literatureogger-Weifl3/

quite diverse Burdack 2013). In some of our former
papers Pirisi/ Trécsanyi 2015b) we gave a possible
definition that we consistently used in our reskasc
about Hungary. Highlighting the most important edsin
of these definitions, we suggest that small towrs a

Domhardt2009), however it has not been identified as places with a limited number of town-forming factor

such in case of Hungarian small towns. Becauséef t
highly different social conditions (economic adiyyi
local capital and entrepreneurship, the differeatkh
ground and effects of ageing, the different mopitc.),

! The authors have gained first-hand experiencestutied the litera-
ture of the former GDR, Czech Republic, SlovakialaRd, Romania
and the Baltic states, however, presently will foan the Hungarian
examples offering more detailed data and literatweglable for them.

and with dominantly LAU-1 unifsfunctional interaction
network. The population size of settlements accwydd
this definition can be highly various depending ren

2 LAU (Local Administrative Unit) is a low level othe European
Union’s territorial, administrative division systeirAU-1 is equivalent
to the former NUTS-4 level and consist local adsti@itive units over
the level of single municipalities (LAU-2). In Huadan LAU-1 units
are called ,jaras” (district]



2018 Yaconuc coyianbHo-eKkoHoMIYHOI 2eo2pagdii sunyck 24

gional geographical and historical factors (likeygibal According to the deliberations above, authors used
geographical environment, specialities of histdride- the following criteria by selecting the researckettle-
velopment, local ways and traditions of agricultate.). ments:

In Hungary, researchers interpret and circumsaibell e Settlements need to have town rank in 2011
towns in various ways from a clearly functional qoof (census year),

view (Beluszky1999b) to an upper limitation of some « Must have a population under 30,000 by the
kind of population size, including 20,000 peof@yacs census of 2011,

2002), 25,000 T6th 1996), or even 30,00K§szegfalvi « Towns officially categorised as parts of urban
2004). None of these limits are perfect, howevesela  agglomerations are excluded.

on our previous researcheBir{si 2009b), we conse- If applying the above criteria, our investigatedpo
quently use the limit of 30,000 inhabitants. Iui&ques- of small towns includes 259 elements.

tionably hlgher than Usua”y used in literature vehe Shnnkmg small towns in a (demographica”y)
20,000 or even 15,000 inhabitants seems to be & mor geclining country

common option Kleineberg 2014; Vaishar 2004; When evaluating the small towns’ shrinkage in the

ZuzaiskaZysko 2005). Our main arguments voting for post-socialist Hungary, we need to take into coetsid
this option root in some structural characterist€she tion that Hungary is among the countries with trgést
Hungarian urban network. Due to some historical®nd  population decrease in the world. According togbpu-

certain recent elements in the territorial admratste  |ation statistics of the United Naticnhere are only four
system, beneath Budapest we can classify four @xpli (all Eastern-European) countries of the world dstéth
levels in this system: lower level of natural decrease than Hungary (-3,8%

a) Regional centres (n=5): with spatial functions petween 2010 and 2015). The turning point arrived i
covering NUTS-2 level regions and a with population 1981 (Hungary was among the first few countrieshin
exceeding 100,000 (®y, Pécs, Miskolc, Szeged, De- world with natural decrease in peaceful times)csin

brecen with population from 128,000 to 203,000);  then, every year has brought more death than fitksb
~b) County seats (n=13+5): medium sized cities |n this meaning, political transition does not ampas a
with NUTS-3 level administrative and other spatlaic- turning point — the decrease has been continuativel

tions and with population from 33,000 to 118,000 in consistently. Between 1990 and 2001 a population of
habitants. We can also attach five more citieshis t 175,000 people, between 2001 and 2011 218,000 geopl
group with a population of 46,000 to 65,000 people: “disappeared” from Hungary. According to the latest

practically a size of an average county seat, lggéds-  data available, on $1December 2015, the country has
sified as “county rank cities”, but owning only lted 9.823 million inhabitanfs which means a total loss of
administrative functions. 577,000 people in the last 25 years (this figure theen

c) Low-level centres (n=152) with LAU-1 level modified by the migration balance, without that tzeu-
administrative functions, with 2,000 to 40,500 ibha  ra| loss is calculated to reach 922,000 betweerD-199
tants. 2015!). The rate of natural decrease reached -4i1%o

d) Towns without administrative functions 2015, which is definitely worse, than the averade o
(n=170): settlements are legally classified as &wyith 1990-2014 (-3.5%o).

strikingly various level of urbanity in functionainor- The total fertility rate dropped from 1.84 (1990) t
phological and social sense, with a population betw  the lowest of 1.24 (2011), with a drop back to 15!
1,000 and 29,000 people. 2016. The very low level of fertility rate is quitamiver-

Small towns should be found in categories ¢) and sal among the CEE-countrie®Hlipov/Kohler 2001),
d), but there are some relative bigger urban placesyith some divergence in long-term values. In Huggar
among these centres, former (historical) countytssea the fertility rate had fallen under the 2.1 reprothn
with still significant size and spatial roles, titamhally level as early as in 1959/1960, but pro-natalitiaitives
classified as mid-sized towns (like Sopron, PapaiaB (around 1968 and 1973, 1986) resulted minor p@sitiv
and some othergj€luszky1999b). Although there are changes in the number of births and fertility rates
surprisingly few experiments to define small towna  (Dardczi 2007). The present-day increase in fertility is
complex way, including social, economic and/ore@t  with high possibility an effect of the postponeanfy-
factors in Hungary Banlaky 1987), the authors try to  founding from the previous years of economic criaisd
interpret small towns as communities with variooist probably does not influence the number of birttssthe
often unbalanced central functions, locality-donteaa  decreasing number of women in fertile years erdtles
spatial connections and urban ident®risi 2009b). To  possible gain. Interesting however, that despita gén-
fulfil the goals of this research aCCOTding to gdmall erous p0||cy of fam"y-support (|n 1990 the expeu[ﬁs
town shrinkage, we excluded one important group of for supporting childbearing and child rearing resth
small-sized towns: the ones belonging to largeramrb 4,329 of the GDP, which was one of the highesbriti

agglomerations. Theoretically, these settlementyy ma Europe Gabos2000)) the continuous efforts of reaching
fulfil the criteria of urban identity, but as subsr they

are usually weak in central functions, and theinre-
tions are more dominated by the metropoles than the! population Division (Department of Economic anccigbAffairs)

local “hinterlands”. Practically, including thesettbe- United Nations World Population Prospects: The 2BEwision. File

ments with their dynamical growing population thybu POP/3: Rate of natural increase by major areapmegnd country,
L - LI L 1950-2100.

SUburba_msauon the investigation of shrinking vebbe 2 Official data of the Hungarian Central Statisticaffice — see

very difficult. http://www.ksh.hu/gyorstajekoztatok/#/en/documegpits12



2018

Yaconuc coyianbHo-eKkoHoMIYHOI 2eo2pagdii

sunyck 24

a sustainable level of fertility have failed. Thwuation
of the recent years is more worrisome if we consildat
thanks for above efforts, the cohorts born betwk®73-
1979 are relative populous. When these cohorteléa
fertile period, the number of births will significdy de-
cline without the drop of fertility — this effecs iclearly
visible right now. Therefore, the new governmenin—

ment could also be defined as the “residual” elaseh
urban network, as they remained small towns whiheino
similar places has grown to a bigger size and halved
to a higher level of urbanity. The population ofadim
towns accelerated significantly only in the 1978s¢(
Fig. 1), when the yearly growth rate reached 0.6%,
which is still not a data to be confused with abaur

power since May, 2018 — of Hungary itself emphasize explosion. Although the population of small towns

the importance of a “demography-based governance”

setting focus on the increase of births, plannhme fur-
ther expansion of family support sources.

Beyond the fertility and births, the demographie cr
sis in Hungary has some other “local” specialiti€be
decreasing or slightly growing life expectancy ane
creasing mortality was an overall phenomenon in CEE
countries Chenet et al1996;Cockerhaml997;Velkova
et al. 1997), but in Hungary — especially by the male
mortality — the problem became surprisingly heaaryd
more often has been connected with the ineffectisen
of healthcare system, also characterised by largand
rural (and regional) disparitiesPél/Boros2010;Uzzoli
2008).

International migration was an important balancing
factor, at least between 1990 and 2011. The opewfing
the western borders did not affected significantgeas

,started to decrease in the 1980s when the ovezaibe

graphic trends — as it was discussed earlier -npetlito
be negative, the shrinking did not seem to be mser
problem for the next two decades. The change ofilpep
tion is not far from zero, and if we take into ciolesa-
tion, that the growth of larger urban places atepzed,
it could underline that small towns could “hold tlivee”
successfully during the turmoil period of transfatian.
Soon after the political transformation, small tewn
reached a small surplus from migration, which could
almost balance the effect of natural decrease.

In the period between 2001 and 2011 the situation
changed significantly (Fig. 2), and outmigratiorcéeme
in some years the more important factor of demdgcap
decay.

The small towns’ shrinking between 2001 and 2011
turned out to be more intensive compared to angroth

tion, while the economic gap between Hungary, Roma-categories in the settlement network, including the

nia and Ukraine in these years, and the uncereapar
litical situation in Serbia accelerated the immigna of
mostly ethnically Hungarian population of neighbdogr
countries. That ensured a surplus of 325,000 people
the migration balance, playing important role ire th

enormous loss caused by suburban migration from Bu-
dapest (and some other larger cities). AltogetPg4, out

of 259 surveyed towns have lost significant amoafnt
population, the average decrease was 6.2%/10 years,
which means that 140,000 people ‘disappeared’ from

maintenance of labour force and the system of kocia small towns. One major finding of the former resbas

care. Analyses made in the years of EU-integration
derlined the importance of these effect in futuesnd-
graphical prospectsHablicsek 2004). In the past 6-8
years the situation has changed basically, as theyat-

was, that shrinking and its scale are not entiietle-
pendent from geographical position: settlementshim
eastern, less developed parts of the country deetaél
more intensively Ririsi/Trécsanyi 2015a). However, it

ian employees appeared on the common European lawould be a dangerous oversimplification to intetphe

bour market, especially in the United Kingdom, Ger-
many and Austria. Hungarian population statistiageh

shrinking of small towns as a reflection to regiomab-
lems only. The pattern suggests a much more diverse

not been able to provide data about this phenomenonpicture: we can find heavily affected small townsdiy-

and only a few scientifically valid estimations wegyub-
lished — one of them give a number of 335,000 fonH
garian citizens living permanently abroad in 2012
(Kapitany/Rohr2014}. The dominant majority of these
people were probably registered in Hungary by the- c
sus of 2011 as “permanent residents” in their heate
tlement, which could mean that the present, “realu-
lation of the country could be with 350-400,000 jpieo
less, than the official figure of 9.8 million.

namical north-western regions, and some quietieesil
ones even in the most problematic north-east. dinse
that some local factor (presence of some largeerent
prises, maybe more effective local developmeniainit
tives, or even the management of municipalities)id¢o
be more important than regional determinates.

Until 2007, both natural and migration loss in-
creased permanently. The turn was spectaculartmiou
gration, and happened parallel with the economnigiscr

In the recent years authors have described the pheTherefore it is easy to interpret it as a signafdr fra-

nomenon of small town shrinking in details
(Pirisi/Trécsanyi 2015a). In this paper, the goal is to
give an overlook about the most impressing elemehts
it.

gility of small towns, or even connect it to thaigher
resilience in the era of economic downturn. Thiglmhi
be an incorrect interpretation, because the reamissf
the outmigration from small towns happened in ti@e

Small towns have always formed a less dynamic time, when generally the national emigration became

group among urban settlements. The traditional fpwn
with a long history of centrality and bourgeois diep-

! The lack of accurate or even approximate offidiata opens wide
space for estimations and even politically detesdimterpretations,
indicating the number of the foreign-living Hungaricitizens between
350,000 (the government’s opinion) and 600,000.s&here probably
the lowest and highest possible numbers.

very dynamic, and the estimated minimum number of
Hungarian citizens living permanently abroad redche
330-350,000 peoptén 2013 Blask6/Godri2014).

2 The estimation is about the number of people batwhe age of 18
and 49.
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Fig. 1. Yearly average change of population in @ifent settlement categories in Hungary, between9@sd 2011

Based on the authors’ own calculation using thead#tHungarian Central Office of Statistics

While official statistics are more or less relialble
measuring the internal migration (residents moviag
another settlement eventually need to register skeéras
at the new address by the authorities of their pkaee),
the Hungarian official statistics are unable to sura
the international emigration, because migrants do n
register their leave by the local, Hungarian auithes:.
Although they later appear somewhere by the taxexf
or social care system of the selected, new coutiiege
registrations have no feedbacks to the Hungariatisst
tics. Therefore, the decreasing figure of migratioss
(see Fig. 2. by the year of 2007) shows only thatri-

at least two factors to be mentioned causing resitipe
change. First of all, in the recent years, despftéhe
lack of an adequate policy in this field, returngnaition
has appeared and become visible for researchers
(Lados/Hegetls 2016). Typically, the young emigrants
return in some — but in limited number of — casten
their children start their school at the age ofr&@oThe
second possible reason of the decreasing migrédgm
could be an immigration to small towns from
sourrounding villages, where economic, social and
institutional structures have been eroded suchrin a
accelerating pace that it pushes people to sangietres

gration target presumably changed from domestic to(Maté 2017).

foreign directions. In this case, statistics didlve a be-
lief about people practically missing from smalwtts,
and the population of small towns is over- andititen-
sity of shrinking is underestimated. If we accepé t
above estimation about the number of recent emigran
from Hungary (350,000 people), and suppose, that th
shows a balanced pattern through the main categyofie
settlements than the number of foreign-living small
town-citizens could exceed 80-85,000 people. This i
3.7% of the total population of small towns in 20ahd
more than 66% of all population loss suffered betwe
2001 and 2011. Moreover, if this estimation is eoty
almost 9% of small town residents of 18-49 yeanseha
chosen the European emigrationPir{si/Trécsanyi
2015a).

Shrinking is not a demographic problem only, but it
appears as a loss of significance and functionmany
other aspects of social and economic life. In Hgsse,
shrinking means more often a relative decline oélsm
towns, the decreasing share and weight inside Hynga
There are not any direct data available about hamge
of the economic output of small towns, but we have
some indirect signs of relative, and sometimes dken
absolute decline of them. First of all, the numioér
small towns had a 22% share in the pool of enteepri
employing more than 50 staff in 2000, 17.9% in #&os
employing more than 250. These figures decreased to
18.9% and 15.6% respectively, which means a loss of
241/71 firms in each categories by 2010, as regdrte
the Hungarian Central Statistical Office.

The progress in the migration balance could not (Pirisi/Trécsanyi 2015a) If we compare this data with

only been interpreted as a result of foreign migrat
instead of the more measurable domestic one. Tdrere

! Distributing the number of migrants according te #hare of the total
population may seems to an immoderate simplificatiout former
researches (see Pirisi, G. (2009c), Differencidlddévarosaink,
Foldrajzi Kézleményeki333), 315-325.) suggests, that many of the
qualitative parameters (like number of people witgher education
degree, employment and unemployment, knowledgeordign lan-
guages etc.) are very close to the national averabeerefore, we
suppose, that the factors determining migratiorsardar.

10

the fact, that 45% of the Hungarian GDP is produzgd
enterprises over 250 employees (Hungarian Centeal S
tistical Office), we can draw the conclusion thatadl
towns’ share within the national economic outpigoal
declined. This is not reflected directly in emplogmb
statistics: between 2001 and 2011 the number ok-wor
places in small towns grew by 5%, which was stila-
tive decline as the overall increase in Hungarytha
same period was 6.8%. In a growing labour market, t
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spatial role of small towns in employment slightlg- and in the investigated period this balance becaorse
creased. The balance of incoming and outgoing cammu in 170 cases. It means that there is a tendendyotbf
ers was negative and has fallen since then. Ordyyev growing incoming and outgoing commuting in small
third small town has a positive balance in comngtin  towns.
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Fig. 2. Natural decrease and migration loss in srhdwns (1981-2016)
The authors’ own design and calculation

There are some other sensible signs of economicsmall towns found themselves on a very slipperpeslo
shrinking, one of them is quite threatening for tire around 2001. This is primarily exposed in their yplap
of small towns. The share of small towns in Hurggari  tion-decrease, but it remarkably endangers the thalg
flat constructions was 26.5% in 1990, 22.8% in 2001 played in a spatial system. During the coming obapt
which dropped back to a mere 9.4% by 2010 (of @urs the authors analyse the role and share of poshlsici
accompanied by the collapse of the entire Hungariantransformation within the above negative tendencies

market of newly built flats, due to the economitsis. Evaluation of post-socialist urban development
At such a rate the entire replacement of flats mmals models from small towns’ point of view

towns would take 400 years (the proportion of newly The modelling of the post-socialist transformation
built flats compared with the total number of flass is mainly based on well investigated cases of ahpit-
0.23%. ies and some other cities, like Leipzig representime

It seems that traditional central functions, public former GDR-urbanisation. As Karin Wiest underlines,
services financed from sate sources are the lagddr  individual analysis dominate post-socialist urbabate,
elements of small towns’ economy right now. The mea wherever case studies rather compare cities to &inde
volume indicators of healthcare (for example thenber of Western, or even North American models, than to
of active beds in hospitals) or education has lardl each otherWiest2012). However, the main features of
shown any decline. Even the staff employed in mubli the post-socialist transformation are hardly disdut
administration remained almost untouched, even when(Hirt 2013) and there are some well-known papers,
the frameworks and structures have changed often anwhich give a theoretical models of the transforomati
lately significantly. Small towns have managed &z (Hirt 2012; Kovacs 1999; Sailer-Fliege 1999;
almost all the secondary schools (in several cases Sykora/Bouzarovsk012; Tsenkova2006). These mod-
somewhat reorganised forms), however the number ofels however, are focusing on big cities and anadysi
children enrolled into secondary education reached especially the transformation of urban spaces,ngivi
peak in 2005 and has started to decrease since therhardly any hints for implementation of small towns.

Therefore, many of small towns’ secondary schools Among the drivers and factors listed above, there
have, and much more of them will have serious diffi are some elements that could be crucial for sroalhg
ties to fill up the classes and in absence of ohild it as well; however, many of them do not appear a thi
will be hard to keep up the institutions and thecal level. In the political field, small towns gainedreal
“white-collar-jobs”. widespread freedom in local decision making anchpla

Summarising the paragraphs above: after manyning, which was only questioned by the permaneck la
decades of stability and slow but balanced devetagm  of independent (non-governmental) financial sources

11
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and the under-financed nature of the whole systemance. A new cycle of centralisation has just sthite
(Vigvari 2011). For the smaller and newly “promoted” 2010/2012 and presently it is not still clear, hihwe re-
towns this independence provided a great oppowtunit organisation of administration, i.e. the rebirth of
and the quality of leadership became an importactof jarasl/district would affect the long-term develomnef

of development. Other towns, having formal central small towns. Right at the end of year 2015, it seémt
roles in LAU-1 units, suffered some loss of spaitiéllu- it can be a factor of polarisation between disttentres
ence after the radical decentralisation of localegn- and other settlements.

Table 1
The most important common issues of post socialiftan transformation concepts

. Effects in overall post-socialist Significance for and effects
Factors & drivers )
transformation on small towns
Political transformation, | Increasing role of local municipalities, decen .
. o . Important, but divergent effects

democracy tralised decision making

Introduction market economy, liberalisation | Very important, leads to growing

and privatisation regional differences

Selective, but in average more
problematic, than larger cities

Growing importance of tertiary sector and Selective and less important, than in
especially retalil larger cities

Economic transformation | Deindustrialisation

Unemployment Significant
Less significant, but segregation and
social exclusion appears

Social polarisation, growing inequalities

Social transformation

Individualisation, internationalisation Less sijpant

Demp_graphm change, second demographic Decisive factor

transition

CBD/city-commercialisation, CBD-formation Less sigpant
Suburbanisation, urban sprawl New small towns/Naificance

Decreasing scale of civic places, shift toward
individual spaces
Privatisation of housing stocks, increasing cd
of housing

Less significant

Spatial transformations SIt_sess significant

—

Less significant, but locally importan
problem
Regeneration of downtown, gentrification No sigeafice
End of visual uniformity, weakness of planning  Sigant

Urban decay and brownfields

Based on authors’ own compilation

The economic transformation in Hungary left nu- successful process. Small towns’ industry coulat Hoer-
merous and divergent effects behind on small toams.  acterised by some dominant branches (food proagssin
the frequently analysed level of major cities, sfanma- industry, some elements of light industry, affiig),
tion mostly cited as a success stadees Nagy994; which proved to be extremely exposed to crisescas e
Pavlinek 2004), however the collapse of the oversized nomic “modernisation” during the 1970s and 198@xto
heavy industry and the doubted development pathsshape in the form of one or two plants, giving éhsset-
(Trocsanyi2011) have led to only questioned results. tlements a monofunctional character. The exampfes o
The significant failures of these transformation stho modernisation and preservation of traditional irides
associated with former monofunctional districthefivy are rather exemptionMplnar 2014), old structures have
industry, composing region-size rust belts througtibe been partly substituted by new investments. Several
CEE-countries l(intz et al. 2007; Lux 2009; Pénzes  studies underlined two important facts about thenea-
2011). tion of economic renewal and direct investment& th

The structural change of the economy, led by priva- lack of human capital and therefore the weak cdipiabi
tisation seriously affected small towns’ previooter In for adaptation of innovations meant extensive basri
a survey of 2008 we found that 21% of leading irtidais for restructuring Csizmadia/Rechnitz&005;Rechnitzer
branches in small towns (with production sites ad2@® et al. 2011; Rechnitzer et al2014), their overall com-
employees each) disappeared completely during thepetitiveness is lowRénzes2014). On the other hand the
transformation and by further 35%, activity reducigh geographical position (proximity to the westerndsss,
nificantly (Pirisi 2009a). Other data, like the continuous to the dynamic agglomeration of Budapest or tontiaén
erosion of the number of large employers — semdor  traffic axis of motorways) are almost the only “itafj
chapter — suggest, that economic transformatiadhése of small towns, which they could successfully tfans
settlements was relatively slow, but painful, aedsl into economic growthNemes Nag$995).

12
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The emerging dominance of tertiary sector also
means something different than in larger citiese $tale
and volume of service sector is restricted, theketais
very narrow. Until 2002-2006 retail sector containe
only the surviving units of the planned economyteys
and a sort of newly founded small shops accordirttpe
viral expansion of small enterprises. After the Ifik
nium retail revolution Garb/Dybicz2006) reached the
Hungarian small towns. Today, a typical small tomith
10,000 inhabitants houses at least one generallésna
hypermarket, 2-3 larger supermarkets, and a continu

lages, or smaller inhabited rural settlemeitady et al.
2015). The former compactness has remained in one
very important dimension: Hungarian small towns are
still nearly homogenous structure in the sensettofie-

ity — if we neglect the presence of predominantiynH
garian speaking Roma population. The cities with fo
eign investments and newly with foreign studentsy ma
become really more international, but — with therag-
tion of some touristic resorts — the Hungarian $mal
towns have remained intact from international ntigra
According to (inner) spatial processes, most of fie

ously reducing number of small shops. The number oftors, which were evaluated in details in case ofda
shops in small towns dropped with 13% between 2001cities, are either unrevealed by small towns, enseto

and 2011. This pace is twice quicker than the natio
average, so beyond the melting purchase poweref th

be inadequate at this level. We hardly have argvesit
data about the sensible architectural-morphologieal

economic crisis, we can also experience the consenewal of small towns fuelled by the growing availiép

guences of outmigration and maybe the structural
changes as well. Within the tertiary sector pulsir-
vices play significant role, the share of the puisiphere

in the employment has even been increased duriag th
transformationRirisi 2009a).

Among the factors mentioned by the social trans-
formation processes, the effects of the second demo
graphic transition played the most important raighe
shrinking of small towns, however, according to pte-
sent knowledge, there are minor differences inntlost
important elements between small towns and larger u
ban places. The total fertility rate in 2011 wa28lin
small towns while the national average (1.24) dad n
differ too much. Even if there is some minor negati
deviation at the number of marriages (3.58 in small
towns versus 3.82 in Hungary per 1000 people iMdp01
and probably the number of children born outsideaa-
riage is somewhat also higher, than the nationatage
(46.2%), the processes seems to reflect the ovetall-
tion in Hungary. The same can be observed by tbe fa
tors of unemployment: the value of small towns ¢fegh
parallel with the national, with very high localriety.

The role of some “soft” factors of social transfor-
mation (individualisation, polarisation etc.) seetashe
much more difficult to be evaluated. There are well
known issues from international researches, fifsalb
the famous “Bowling alone”’Rutnam2001), which sug-
gests, that the small town crisis is interconnectdith
the changing role and content of social capitalcept
some relative early researches focusing on thesitran
of local elite Medgyesi2005; Utasi 1995; Utasi et al.
1996), the detailed surveys about the change aflsoc
capital in Hungarian small towns have not been con-
ducted. Although both common talk and some publica-
tions (A Gergely et al.1986; Banlaky 1987) described
small towns with well-developed and somewhat closed
(even narrow-minded or provincial) local commurstie
in a former research we failed to find statistiegidence
of higher intensity of (formalised) civil activity
(Bucher/Pirisi2010). The compactness of these inherited
social structures surely decreased with the mandes
currence of poverty in the 1990s. While oppositdate
ger cities, we have no accurate picture about piadicd
order of social structure, some case studies praoled
presence of segregation also at the level of stoaths
(Fehér/Virag2014), however, the real dimension of rural
segregation is still the disparity of small townsdavil-
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of EU-funds from 2004. New public investments mginl
have focused on the urban renewal of town centnéds a
resulted in some identity-building significance wewver
the overall level of rehabilitation is definitelgw. In the
course of suburbanisation — being one of the must-s
tacular changes of urban areas in the transitiomtcies

— small towns have played only a passive role: sofme
them have become target of suburban migration. gimou
towns of agglomerations were excluded from this re-
search, at this point we need to invoke, that s been
the only intensive migration to a specific groupsafall
towns. In other words, being a well-located andaatt
tive place for living proved to be the “easiest” yw
avoid shrinking.

Hereby we would like to draw attention to one more
aspect: in all similar analyses, the privatisatidrhous-
ing stock is a decisive element of the post-soais-
formation. In Hungary, the share of state-ownedsfla
was 19% before the privatisation started, in Budape
this number war slightly over 60%¢irfusz and Pdsfai
2015). The share of non-private ownership in small
towns in some cases (industrial and mining new gwn
could be even higher than in Budapest, but on a&mn-av
age, it hardly exceeded 10-12%, which covered mainl
the new block of flats erected as symbols of madarn
tion in the 1970s in almost every town. These Hasen
almost totally privatised, and the share of pedpiag
in their own property could be very high, even 098%.

In other words: there is a significant inflexibjliin local
property markets, which — according to our undesta
ing — does not help the renewal of small townshar t
keeping the younger generations inside the towns.

Towards a conceptual interpretation of small
towns’ shrinkage in Hungary

Although we could confirm, that some elements of
the urban transformation concepts play significates
in small towns’ development, we still do not have t
framework we looked for. Shrinking, of course, & an
unknown situation in the CEE-countries. Many anadys
of European city-shrinking highlights the special i
volvement of post-saocialist countriellykhnenko/Turok
2008; Turok/Mykhnenk@007), Annegret Haase and her
co-authors have even called the post-socialiststoan
mation as “caused and catalyst” of shrinkimtpése et
al. 2013). In case of small towns we also need to re-
member, that some signs of small towns’ crisis were
reflected decades ago in “Western” literatu@odts
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1977;Simon/Gagnori967), and, in some cases (at least allocation of resources, effected important investta

by the demographic issues) we need to look badkeo
era or planned economy or even behind.

on health care, secondary (in some cases eveargrti
education, infrastructure and built environmente Te-

Among the papers having a long-term perspective velopment and strengthening of classical centracfu

for the region many underline the fact, that thizamisa-
tion (in meaning of growth of the population ofies#)

tions (the concept was strongly based on centiatepl
theory) was much more long-lasting than the indaistr

has been stopped after the political transformationdevelopment: jobs created that time survived thasi

(Kovacs2010; Tsenkova2006). The rate of urbanisation
has still increased in Hungary during the last &arg,
but it has been the result of the so called “forovalani-
sation”, the reclassification of settlements, wiiemer
rural municipalities acquired town ranByjdosé et al.
2014; Kulcsar/Brown 2011; Pirisi/Trécsanyi 2009). Of
course, this legal act hardly can be seen as areaa-
formation from rural to urban, but it might be amlica-
tor or milestone of the “real” or “functional” urhssa-
tion as well. On the other hand, the “cease of nidza
tion” also needs to be interpreted in other wayse $et-
tlements (villages and towns) of the Budapest agglo

tion with higher chance, and the institutions foeetd
then are still the basis of local intellectuals vdwer, the
“product life” of that modernisation most likelyaehed
its end around 2000-2010: the infrastructure was no
longer capable to serve the community and the mew i
telligentsia was looking for wider horizons. Moreoy
after the disappearance of youngsters (born art0m8)
of the last demographic crest the declining poputat
size may question the ability of local communitiaad
the commitment of central decision makers for nzaimt
ing a sort of public services.

Despite all difficulties, modernisation could con-

eration gained 218,000 new inhabitants between 199Qtinue after 1990 partly because of the impetusecént

and 2011, which is more than 40% of their popufatid
1990. Despite the spectacular (national) declife t
capital and its agglomeration preserved almostitall
population and therefore the very important humean r
sources. This is the cause, why cities like Budayese
able to increase their economic influen®yacs2010)
during statistically spectacular decline. The slowd of
urbanisation became visible in the 1980s, withawt a
sign of the deconcentrating of population. We tgtal
agree with argumentation of Brown and Kulcséar, who
interpreted this process as a sign of “the nationtrall
decline”, which phenomena indisputably concentrated
smaller settlement8¢own et al.2005).

The overall condition of decreasing population

reorganisations and investments, partly as thectetié
general euphoria about the transition. Althoughtesta
resources disappeared, the direct investmentsast ie
some sectors (and in certain small towns) helpettde
ate or improve urban conditions in retail and otber-
vices. However, the inflow of new investments itypi-
cal small town was not enough to counterbalance the
losses of deindustrialisation. The long-lasting rexuic
crises (the restrictive economic policy started2B06
and the dynamism of economic growth did not really
return until 2014) used up local resources whes sl
less central help was given.

The position of small towns was not only chal-
lenged from financial aspects after the Millenniubhe

since 1981 has meant fewer opportunities for smalltransition placed small towns into the free markbere

towns: the shrinking of human resources has became
general issue. The question however remains opkat w
happened to the small towns after a relatively sssfl
period of late socialism and early post-socialism?

Not only our previous researcRi(isi 2009c) found
at least some of the small towns successful duttieg
transformation. Researchers like Beluszky undedlite
stability of these small urban places during thisier

decision about new economic locations were made in
much wider context, and their chances for influagci
these decisions were rather poor. The problem becam
even more serious, when the opening of the EU-labou
market created another horizon of decision: thellsma
town born and educated young adults started toidens
their perspectives in a European scale. Until frant,
small towns were more or less able to show somacatt

(Beluszky1999a), moreover, Kovacs even described thetion compared to larger cities in Hungary, but preky
growing strength and importance of small towns as ait seems, that it is clearly not enough against ribe

unique character of the “Hungarian way” within the-
cialist Europe Kovacs2010). This strength and stability
is rooted deeply in the (partly) successful decdisa-
tion experiments of the 1960s, which was furthgp-su
ported by the National Development Concept of 8ettl
ment System (1971 giving key roles to small towms i
the rural hinterland of the country.

competitors.

Each of the above described factor on its own
would have been enough to endanger the position of
small towns, however many of them have occurred si-
multaneously. The obsolescence of the late modernis
tion coupled with the constant demographic dedtiage
resulted a less attractive location for both ingestand

The above concept of the modernisation included apopulation. The free market conditions have not fa-

hierarchical reordering of central functions, maddes
dustrialisation and (a highly controversial) arebiural
renewal. The political changes and the economisiscri
interrupted this process: small towns in 1990 gtikk-

voured small towns; the post-socialist transitioas h
placed them on an entirely new and unknown traek ei
ther in the form of deindustrialisation or in therrh of
competition for investors. The long expected Euampe

served something premodern character. In many casesntegration has brought limited sources for smalirt

this was not based on civic traditions of smalllsaa-

banity, but was quite archaic and rural: in 199061af

all small-town jobs employees found a job in adtime.
This modernisation was initiated centrally, and

hence was a real top-down process with significant
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renewal, but on the other hand with offering forefer-

spectives for youngsters unfortunately has degraded

many of small towns to one-sided human resourcéspoo
Conclusion
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After attempted to evaluate the shrinking in Hun-

garian small towns in a post-socialist context, saan-
eralised conclusion can be formed. First of alitdes of
shrinking contain a sort of overlapping, and ireerfg
structure: clear chains of causes and consequearees
very hard to forge. If we turn back to the basi€ouor
argumentation: the crisis of small town taking shap

smaller post-socialist cities and towns showingatodan
be only a kind of “withdrawal symptom” in absence o
formerly available, central channelled resourcesdef
velopment.

The drying up of resources and the overall lack of
investments has led to the permanent shortage bf we
paid and higher qualified jobs. The real challenge

shrinking has been caused both by demographical andnost of the cases is not the present unemploynbent,

economic coefficients, however, the absence of @y
these could prevent the decline. While the secamad
graphic transition with global, regional and Hurgar
determination have been mostly responsible forrahtu
decrease, the functional emptying and economidrdecl
are the main causes of continuous outmigration.

the permanent outmigration of young adults, whandb
see any perspectives in small towns. The shrinking
would remain in a more manageable path, if therahtu
decrease occurred. With a very strong feedbackpoor
duction and economic renewal capabilities, the perm
nent outmigration seems to be most decisive stnie

What small towns need(ed) to face in the recent andonly on the small towns, but probably on the m&yooi

following years, is a kind of superposition to gibbre-
gional and in many times local challenges. Glolaal f
tors influencing small towns in a very similar wtan
the influence other locations, however small tolaig
weak and ‘small’ suffer severely from the globalise
competition for resources.

post-socialist cities.

Finally, we have to raise the question: is theveag
back for shrinking small towns? Although recenérii-
ture seems to explore the beauty, the advantages of
shrinking Klemme 2010) or even the possibility of
planned shrinking Hospers 2014), these concepts are

Although there are several ways, how post-socialist mainly based on surveys conducted in large, deopa-p
transformation influenced small towns, via changing lated cities with a wide range of urban functioite

social structure, political frameworks and spasifilic-
tures, the authors would place the main emphasih®n
economic transformation. Post-socialist transforomat
in economy has been determined by deindustriadisati
a contradictory transition to a post-industrialusture.
While in larger cities, even in late-industrialigitCEE-
countries there has been elapsed a century oasithalf
of a century between the establishment and reductio
large-scale industry, in case of small towns tlset
span often have covered only 30 years — a perigtybe
too short to build up a stabile base of competigeen-
omy. Industrial development in small towns of Hunga

danger in case of small towns seems to be somewhat
greater: the urbanity of these places is based iy o
limited functions, and the effects of demograpteclohe

in the short run directly threaten many of them.

The small towns’ reaction to this challenge is
somewhat controversial. By analysing the planning a
tivities (documents) of shrinking small towns
(Pirisi/Maté 2014) we concluded that even the recogni-
tion of the crisis is problematic in many casesrenwer
the reflections and planned actions are in mangsas
unrealistic and inadequate. After the EU-integratio
within in the first budgetary period of 2007-208ro-

was delayed and centrally coordinated, resulted top pean sources were mainly used to complete or gtreng

down structures and thin network of local connetio
These delayed and weak structures have becomgym la
numbers victims of transition, and their replacebhweith
other structures has been only partially successful

This argumentation lead us to a point, which is

might be the most general lesson of the analysausir
formation of small towns. The Hungarian small toivns

some of the goals of the stagnating modernisation.
order to accomplish these goals their main taskois
maximise the amount of sources can be acquired. ighi
once again a field and activity more familiar fbvese
settlements. However, this is a kind of paradoiiesse
in Hungary: the key to success is to build goodtipal
and governmental connections, to insure the floweni-

development and successes in the framework ofdhe s trally distributed sources in a country, wherel gtind

cialist modernisation proved to ephemeral and sdmagw
artificial due to its central-led and financed matlas the

again) ad-hoc and individual decisions dominatepibie
icy making. The paradox of these efforts is natyrdile

whole urbanisation of the CEE-countries was soméwha growing dependence of small towns from the central

acceleratedMurray/Szelenyil984). From this point of
view, the present shrinking process is nothing dis@

government, i.e. on external developmental enerdles
surprisingly, the fear among small towns from atigba

compensation, the return of a non-supported (endoge“regression” or “restructuring” of their presenttsts is

nous) development path. The lack of resilience tdwa

regrettably much more intensive, than from the seal

challenges of transformation and globalisation many rapid demographic decline.
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