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TRANSFORMATION OF REGIONAL SYSTEM OF RURAL SETTLEME NT
OF ZAPORIZHIA REGION IN THE POST-SOVIET PERIOD

As a result of strengthening of globalization arahsition of Ukraine to the market economy theargl settlement system
have changed. Considerable changes were testecelyettvork of rural settlements of industrial regosuch as the Zaporizhia
region. Therefore determination of modern tendenaig problems of functioning of the regional systef rural settlement of this
area became a necessity.

For the Zaporizhia area characteristic middle |e\azisity of settlement network. It is predefinedthy late settling of terri-
tory, the development of industrial centers, thek laf drinking-water and relatively arid climatiorditions in the region. As a result
of the outflow rural population to urban areasthia last 25 years, the amount and density of popllation in the districts of region
significantly decreased. Since 1945 in the Zap@izégion from an account 260 rural settlementsewemoved from the register.
Most of them were eliminated in the period from @96 1970 — period of intensive industrializationtiwe region. One of the rea-
sons of removal of rural settlements from the tegig their unification (205 settlements). Compéinsaprocesses in relation to
formation of new rural settlements were insignificél4 settlements).

On quantitative parameters the network of ruraleseents in the Zaporizhia region in a post-sopietiod did not almost
change. However on this time there is a processdifction to the amount of population in thesdem@ints. This situation demon-
strates the continuing depopulation of rural setélets. The amount of small villages with a popalatf less than 100 persons is
increasing and the amount of rural settlementsedfvben 100 to 1,000 persons is reducing. The anmmfutgndangered" villages
(less than 50 persons) in the overall share of satlements of the region is 12.8%. There is fimdéion in development of network
of rural settlements in the region.

Thus, to solve the above mentioned problems isssecg to conduct the socio-economic and adminigrderritorial re-
form in rural areas. It is needed to improve thressification of rural settlements on the quantitypopulation, to develop ways of
revival of small forms of territorial organizatiar rural settlements in the region.

Keywords:transformation, region, rural settlement, depojute «endangered» villages.

Kcenin Henina. TPAHC®OPMAIIA PETTOHATBHOI CHCTEMH CITBCBKOI'O PO3CEJTEHHA 3AIIOPI3bKOT
OBJIACTI Y ITOCTPAJAHCHKHH ITEPIOT

B crarti po3risHyTO TpaHchOpMaLilo perioHanbHOT CHCTEMH CllIbCHKOTO pO3CeNieHHs 3amopi3bKoi 001acTi y MoCTpasiHCh-
kuit nepioa. B po0OoTi HaBeneHO pe3ynbTaTH aHali3y IMHAMIKA YUCEIBHOCTI, YaCTKH, IPUPOIHOTO PYXy CUIIbCHKOTO HACEISHHS Ta
CTPYKTYPH CUIbCBKHX TOCENIeHb 3amnopi3pkoi obmacti. [IpoBeseHo nmopiBHSIBHUIN aHAI3 KiJbKOCTI CUIbCHKHUX TTOCENEHb, SKi 3HUKIIH
Ta YTBOPHIIHCS B 3amopi3bkiil 001acTi y paJsiHChKHUN Ta MOCTPaAsSHChKUIA mepioan. [neHTudikoBano «BUMUparoui» cejia B perioHi Ta
BU3HAYEHO Cy4acHi NpobieMu (QyHKIIOHYBaHHS periOHATBHOI CHCTEMH CLIBCHKOTO PO3CENIEHHS 3aropi3pkoi oomacTi.

Knrwuoei cnosa: tpanchopmalilisi, perioH, CiIbCbKE PO3CEICHHS, ICTIOMYJISIIs, «BUMUAPAIOYI» ceia.

Kcenus  Henuna. TPAHC®OPMAIIHA PETHOHAJIBHOH CHCTEMbI CEJIbCKOIO PACCEJIEHHA
3AITOPOKCKOHM OBJIACTH B IIOCTCOBETCKHH ITEPHO/

B craTtpe paccmoTpena TpaHcopMaIus perHoHANEHOI CHCTEMBI CEITbCKOTO PaccesIeHUs 3armopoykCKoi 001acTh B IIOCTCOBE-
TCKUN TIepuona. B pa60Te NPUBEACHBI PE3YJIbTAaThl aHalln3a JUHAMHUKHU YUCICHHOCTH, NOJIK, €CTECTBECHHOI'O IBUKCHUSA CEJIILCKOI'O
HACCJICHUA U CTPYKTYPhbI CCJIILCKUX MOCEJIECHUH 3aH0p0)KCKOI7I 06HaCTI/I. HpOBe[[eH CpaBHPITeJIBHbIﬁ aHaJIn3 KOJIHMYCCTBA CCIIBCKHUX
HoceJIeHI/Iﬁ, KOTOPBIC UCHE3IN U 06pa3OBaJII/ICb B 3aHOpO)KCKOI71 O6HaCTI/I B COBETCKHH U ITOCTCOBETCKHUI NEPpUOJbI. H[[eHTI/I(i)I/IL[I/IpO-
BaHO «BBIMHPAIOLINE» CEJIa B PETHOHE U ONPEIeIeHBl COBPEMEHHBIE PoOIeMbl (YHKIIMOHUPOBAHHUS PETHOHATIBHOM CHCTEMBI CEJIbC-
KOTO pacceneHus: 3aopoXKCKOi o0nacTu.

Knrouesvie cnosa:. Tpanchopmalyis, peruoH, CeNbCKOe pacceaeHue, ASMOMYIIIus, «BBIMUPAIOLINE> Cea.

Introduction . In the post-Soviet period as a result deserved by the investigation of the network ofakur
of the transition to the market economy and infésesi settlements of industrial regions, such as the #apia
tion of influence of globalization, regional systetmave region.
undergone significant changes. This was primauilg tb Scientific background. Theoretical and methodo-
economic instability, deterioration of demograpsiitia- logical basis of the study is composed by worksuabo
tion, high level of unemployment, migration behavio the study of rural settlement of national and fgmnesci-
and the influence of urbanization. As a result, the entists, in particular, M. Baranovskiy, . Gukalpva
amount of rural and small urban settlements iseezr V. Dzhaman, A. Dotsenko, L. Zastavetska, D. Krisgno
ing and sizes are changed. Despite the appearingwf V. Krul, Ya. Oliynik, M. Pistun,  Yu. Pityurenko,
challenges of post-industrial changes, special dosu  O. Topchiev, O. Shabliy and others.

© Nelipa K., 2016 DOI: 10.26565/2076-1333-2016-21-21

144



Isolation of unsolved before parts of the global

work, due to the late settling of the territoryofft the

problem. This article describes the changes of the sys-XIX century), the development of industrial centette

tem of rural settlement of industrial region innbsr of

economic reform and the transformation in the post-

industrial society.

Main aims. The main objective of the investigation
is to identify the trends and issues of functionaighe
regional system of rural settlement of Zaporizlggion
in the post-Soviet period.

Key research findings.Despite the predominance
of the urban population in Ukraine, rural settleineet-
work has an essential role in the regional settigrags-
tem. As A. Dotsenko notes, dense rural settlemett n
work creates favorable conditions for the effectinsage
of agricultural land and natural resources in ayean
ments of underdeveloped transport network [2, g.180
the post-Soviet period, the network of rural setéats

lack of drinking water and relatively arid climationdi-
tions in the region.

Comparing the amount of the rural population in
2015 according to the 1990, given by E. Blagova [1,
p. 119], we can make a conclusion that the cursgat
tem of rural settlement of Zaporizhia region over past
25 years has transformed significantly. Comparing t
ratio of urban and rural population in the contekthe
administrative districts, in the post-Soviet peritdte
amount of urban population has increased signifigan
due to the outflow of rural residents to cities aadn-
ships. This process is the most expressed in ther-Ch
nigovskiy district (45,4% of the rural populatioorapar-
ing to 68% in 1990), Vasilievskiy district (42% vs.
56%), Kamenka-Dnieprovskiy district (with Velykobe-

in Ukraine considerably transformed as a result of lozerskiy district, since it was established in 39&m a

demographic and socio-economic changes.

Urban population prevails in the structure of
Zaporizhia regional settlement system. Its mainrata
teristic is average density level of the settlemeet-

part of Kamenka-Dnieperovskiy district [6]: 34.39%.Vv
48%) [5] (Fig. 1). The amount of rural populatioash
increased only in Berdyansk district, due to thasgie

location of the territory, an extensive transpatwork.
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Fig. 1. The amount of rural population in districtef Zaporizhia region (%)Ycomposed from materials [5])

The density of the rural population has also de-

clined in all districts of Zaporizhia region. This the
most expressed in Chernigovskiy (9,4 persons/km
2015, compared to the 16-20 person/km1990), Va-
silievskiy (16,6 persons/kihmgainst 26-30 persons/Rm
Gulyaipolskiy (9,2 persons/Kmagainst 16-20 per-
sons/kn), Pologovskiy (15,7 persons/kragainst 21-25
persons/krf), Kamenka-Dnieprovskiy (with Velykobe-
lozerkiy district: 19 persons/Kmagainst 26-30 per-
sons/kmi) and Bilmatskiy (with Rozovskiy district
formed in 1992 [7]: 9,7 persons/kragainst 16-20 per-
sons/knf) districts. Stability remained the density of the
rural population in Yakimovskiy and Priazovskiy dis
tricts. Melitopol district, both in 1990 and in ZBlin
comparison with other districts of the region, ikader
in the density of the rural population (25,5 pessknt
in 2015 compared to 30 personsfkm1990).

Since 1945, the network of rural settlements in the
region has significantly decreased: 260 rural eeitints
were removed from the register. However, the dyeami
of changes has a different intensity: from the r&dd
1940s until 1960, the amount of removed villages &4
settlements; in the period of 1961-1970 - 86 Seitiets;
in the period of 1971-1980 — 81 settlements; inphe
riod of 1981-1991 — 22 settlements [3], in the post
Soviet period — 18 settlements (Fig. 2.) [4]. Itamg that
the highest amount of removed settlements accdants
1960-70 years — period of intensive industrializatof
the region, realization of the strategy of enlargatof
rural settlements and their integration into thieaur set-
tlements, as well as the destruction of small fowhs
territorial settlement organization.

The most fundamental reason for removing of rural
settlements from the register is their unificatier205
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settlements. This process was very active in tlst-par

Compensative processes in relation to formation of

period up to 1960 (135 villages — 65,9%), and then new rural settlements in Ukraine were insignificamt
gradually slowed down: in the period 1961-1970 — 34 Zaporizhia region the amount of such settlements

villages (16,9%), in the period 1971-1980 — 29agts (
14,1%), in the period 1981-1991 — 3 villages (1,5%%)
in the post-Soviet period — only 3 villages (2%ig(R2)
[4].

accounted for 14 villages, of which only one viklagas
formed during the years of independence of Ukraine
[3, 4].
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Fig. 2. The amount of rural settlements in Zaporighregion which have been removed from the register

(composed from

materials [3, 4])

The aforementioned facts show that there is aof "endangered" villages is unequal on the teryitdihe

tendency of reducing the depopulation of rural
settlements in the Zaporizhia region in the posti&o
period. However, according to the quantitative
parameters the network of rural settlements alrdost
not change in recent years, there is the process
reducing of population in the settlements. Thisatibn
demonstrates the continuing depopulation of ruett s
tlements. In such a way, the amount of small védkag
with a population of less than 100 persons is asirg
and the amount of rural settlements of between th00
1,000 persons is reducing.

In the Zaporizhia region the proportion of villages

largest amount of "endangered" villages is conetedr
in Volnyanskiy (21 villages), Gulyaipolskiy (16) @n

Novonikolayevskiy (15) districts, the lowest is
concentrated in Chernihivskiy (1 village), Vasaé&iy,
ofTokmak, Veselovskiy, Velikobelozerskiy  and

Kamensko-Dnieprovskiy districts (2 villages). Ineth
Primorskiy district there are no villages with a
population less than 50 persons. This trend bringhe
disappearance of villages and causing the necefgsity
socio-economic reforms in the countryside, overingk
of the administrative and territorial structure tfe
country. A. Dotsenko notes, in this context undedi

with a population of more than 1,000 persons is 13%the necessity for returning to historical forms of

(120 villages). This index has increased in thet-pos
Soviet period in most parts of the region. Thiespe-
cially observed in Kamenka-Dnieprovskiy (47%), Berd
yansk (33,3%), Pologovskiy (27%), Primorskiy (26)6%
Velykobelozerskiy districts (20%). Exceptions arekT
mak (3,6%) and Volnianskiy districts (7,5%), whéhne
index in 2015 were lower than in 1990. In Novoniko-
layevskiy and Rozovskiy districts there are noag#s
with a population of more than 1,000 people. Adstini
trative districts of the region, in which the amowf
villages with a population of more than 1,000 passo
increases, tend to have a favorable geographicitiqo
and a high level of resources.

In 2015, in the Zaporizhia region the amount of
rural settlements, where the population is less tha

territorial organization of rural settlements, suek
hamlets and suburbs.

In the post-Soviet period active changes of
administrative and territorial structure of rural
settlements of Zaporizhia region were carried oainty
in the early 1990s. In the future, the issue wasoat
never given due attention. In 2015, with the acaeqd
of the Law of Ukraine "About the voluntary assoiat
of territorial communities”, a new wave of changes
began in the administrative-territorial structure thbe
Zaporizhia region, specifically in the formation lotal
communities by bringing together rural and village
councils.

Conclusions. The aggravation of the problems of
the rural depopulation of the industrial region thre

persons, was 117 (12,8%), of which 18 villages (2%) post-Soviet period are caused by both economicstran

with a population of less than 10 persons; 33 géla
(3,6% ) with a population of 11-25 persons; 66ag#s
(7,2%) with the population of 26-50 persons. Spirad

formations associated with the transition to a refark
economy, and the long process of soviet industaali
tion. The increasing of urban population has ledhi
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reduction of rural settlement network and redu@hthe the development of rural settlement network in the
rural population in the region. The amount of ks gion.

with a population of more than 1,000 persons has in Taking into account the transformational changes,
creased, which was due to the advantages of tkei g the classification of rural settlements in terms of
graphical location and high level of resources. The population needs to be improved. It is necessaxyaxk
amount of villages with a population of 100-1000-pe up the ways of revival of the Ukrainian villageetbimall
sons has decreased and the amount of villages avith forms of territorial organization of rural settlente in
population less than 50 persons has increasedhvdtic  the region, and other activities focused on the
to their gradual "endangered”. There is polarizatio development of rural settlement network.
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