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e Regional differences and regional planning of ecaie@ctivities in
Bosnia and Herzegovina have been analyzed in therp@/ithin that,
development of economic activities as an indicafdhe differences In
modern regional development of Bosnia and Herzegowias more
closely discussed.

e Urbanakexed et | diffenesmoesim Bosma andl DEAIE
characterised by regional polarization of populaand function.

e Regional development of Bosnia and Herzegovinaamadyzed at twi
levels of spatial analysis. The first one is erigtiegional structure,
and the second is an envisaged regional struamrkasto the
European Union.



The European Comision presented its vision of regional
development through spatial plans in Bosnia and

Herzegovina, on the basis of five regions, as follows:

Sarajevo economic region (about thirty municipalities),
Northeast Bosnia (about forty municipalities),
Northwest Bosnia (about thirty municipalities),

Central Bosnia (about twenty municipalities)
Southeast Bosnia (about thirty municipalities).
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Table 1: Cities of Bosnia and Herzegovina accordinipe rank-size et

rule,1981-2010.
City Population Position Real |Population
order
1981 1991 1981 1991 - 2010

Sarajevo 448.51P 527.049 1 1 1 750.000
Banja Luka 183.618 195.692 2 2 4,7 225.000
Tuzla 121.719 131.618 3 3 40 174.900
Mostar 110.377 126.628 4 4 42 112.Q00
Bihat 65.544 70.732 10 11 75 63.000
Doboj 99.54¢ 102.54¢ 6 6 5,1 80.00(
Prijedor 108.868 112.543 ) ) 4,7 95.7000
Gorazde 36.924 37.513 15 15 14,0 17.000
Bijeljina 92.808 96.988 ] Y 5,@ 100.000
Brcko 82.768 87.627Y 8 B 6,0 100.000
Zenica 132.7338 145.517 3 3 41 127.105

Table 1, of 15 selected cities in Bosnia and Herzegovina, based ara#ipplof the
rank-size rule, indicates that Sarajevo is the largestaritythe next group of cities is a
group of approximately equal cities (Fig.1). Frequency distributiongie$ according
to the rank-size rule have shown that the population of Bosnia and Herzepmfgrs
living in larger cities.



Fig.1: Network of developmental centres in Bosnia and Hgozana, in 2010 Author:
Nurkovic, 2011

¥ add ke

RL " - B M —\\f}r/b
. N

e é et f
P!
\\/>\\*V—\\rf‘/‘/v

agreb

g

Bec:graclz1

7

Regional centers

Population
@ < 50.000
. 50.001 - 100.000

. 100.001 - 250.000

. 250.001 - 500.000
. 500.001 - 1.000.000

. o
; \‘Qﬁiﬁ /I’Arica : /J’/
. >1.000.000 5 " . Q‘ \\
Q Skopje G
L N




Table 2: Centres according to number of workemrsconomy from 1991 to 2011 :::
: o

Centres Employed % Employedin| % 2002 Employedin | % 2011

in economy | 1991 [economy 2002| (Estimation| economy 2011| (Estimation

in 1991 (Estimation) |) (Estimation) | s)
Sarajevo 184.674 46|9 185.8[/3 41,0 94.165 28,0
Mostar 44,124 11,0 57.818 12,7 54.622 16,2
Banja Luka 65.026 16,2 67.345 14,8 70.958 21,1
Zenica 54991 13)f 69.163 15,2 54.22 16,2
Tuzla 51.8572 12,9 72.856 16,0 60.994 18,1
Total 400.66° 10C 453.11! 10C 335.36: 10C

In 2011, in Bosnia and Herzegovina 5 cities had over 19.000 of the employed
people according to number of employed people. In 2011, Sarajevo was thé larges
center of work with more than 99.165 of employed people, Tuzla with 60.994,
Zenica with 54.622, Banja Luka with 70.958 and Mostar with 54.622 in public
sector (Table 2 and Figure 2).



o00
Figure 2: Centres of work according to number of workers in public SE28dr | 9o e
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Fig 1: "Arizona Btko", 2011




Table 3.: Structure of urban population of Bosnia and Herzegovina accarding ::.

size of urban settlements, 2011 :::‘
(X J

Size of urban Number of % of total | Number of % of total % of total active || @

settlements according urban number inhabitants | urban population

to number of settlements population

inhabitants

100.000 and more 4 410 980.000 2D,9 6,9

20.000- 99.999 15 3,0 870.000 26,6 56,4

5.000-19.999 oh 1,0 780.000 23,8 28,3

2000-4.999 42 2,1 640.000 19,5 13,4

Total 116 100 3.270.000 100 100

Fig. 1. Structure of urban population of Bosnia and Hgaxgna according to size of urb
settlements, 2010.
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The highest growth of the number of settlements azdieved in a
group of the settlements with 2.000-10.000 inhaltsiaand the
highest demographic growth had the settlementsangof 50.000
-100.000 inhabitants.

Spatial arrangement of the settlemets with mora $ha0o0
Inhabitants, respectively 10.000 inhabitants, W#isic road
iInfrastructure and directions of concentration gbylation and
activities is seen on Map 1. Some sociologic resess indicate the
In such rapid quantitative changes of the sizatafscone should
seek also a significant incapabillity of adjustihg settled
population to urban conditions, intolerance, agvesess and alike.




CONCLUSION

Transition, respectively the processes of econamiysaciety
restructuring in Bosnia and Herzegovina, on thele;rare ongoing very
Intensely, but also under significantly deteriodad®d special
conditions.

Standard package of transition, applied more @& ilesnost of the post-
communist countries was completed by the World Baamdk the
International Monetary Fund, in accordance witmgiples of
neoclassicalagigioaihlyd eesiepmaetatial.

By transition from the postasomomisigotthenen arkeiestee B d3osn iznand

Herzegovina uses its substantial natgedbgampduegemid taffitic aasved|bas
demographic advantages.

In period from 19962Q000hiyeecnoomug ogrotvt esssene e hieiveded,
which in certain years exceeded 20 per cent.



