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O GEOGRAFSKEM PROUCEVAN]JU SLOVENSKE PODEZELSKE
POKRA JINE

Slovenija je v fizicnogeografskem pogledu ozemlje stikov in preho-
dov. V njej najdemo skoraj vse glavne pokrajinske tipe Lvrope. Na
skromnem obsegu, ki zajema samo dobrih 20,000 m2, se siikajo alpski,
predalpski, dinarski, subpanonski in submediieranski svet. Ni¢ manjsa
kot v reliefu ni pri tem pisanost v podnebnih in rastlinskih razmerah.

Ta izredna raznolikost naravnih razmer nudi zelo razli¢no material-
no okolje za zivljenje in delovanje ¢loveka. Vsa ta raznoliénost prihaja
do izraza tudi v videzu in strnkiuri podeZelske pokrajine, ki je zato ic
dolgo vzbujala posebno zanimanje slovenskih geografov. Pregled pro-
utevanj te pokrajine pa je najbolje razdeliti na predvojno dobo. ko so
fe molno prevladovale poteze tradicionalne podeZelske pokrajine in na
najnovejso dobo, ko je ta pokrajina v temeljitem preoblikovanju.

L.

Ze za predvojno slovensko podezelsko pokrajino je bilo zna-
cilno, da je bilo zaradi prevliade gorskega in krafkega sveta na splofno
malo zemljisé, primernih za poljedelsivo. Ob koncu preteklega siolelja,
ko so bila obdelana vsa za to kelickaj primerna zemljiica, so njive oh-
segale 17.09 %, vinogradi 1.95 %, vrtovi 1,03 % travniki 15,95 %, pasniki
16,99 ", zozdovi 41,47 % in nerodoviten svet 4.45 % celotne povrsine. Raz-
nolikost naravnih razmer se kaZze tudi v velikih razlikah pri delezu
obdelovalnili zemljisé (njive, vriovi, vinogradi) po posameznih naravnih
podrocjih. Najnizji delez obdelovalne povrdine z 0--3%; je prevliadoval v
visokogorskih podrocjih in na najvisjih kraskih planotah. kjer so le red-
ka naselja. Od 3—10% obdelovalnega sveta so imela visja, nekoliko moé-
neje naseljena ozemlja v Alpah, na Krasu in vmes lezefih gorovjyih., V
vecini sredogorskega sveta je obdelovalna zemlja zavzemala od 10--20";
celotne povrisne. V kraskili predelih so imele tak delez najbolj ugodne,
v rodovitni vzhodni Sloveniji pa neugodne izjeme. Od 20—-35 % ohdelo-
valne povedine so imeli kraji na nizjih juznih pobocjih gora (zlasti med
Pohorjem, Dravskim poljem in Posavskim hribovjem). V sredogorju in
na kraskih poljih pomeni tak odstolek ze ugodno stanje, v terciarnem
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gricevju in na dnu dolin pa je nastopal le izjemno v moévirnejsih predelih
ali ob drugih neugodnih talnih razmerah. Delez s 3550 % obdelovalne
zemlje je bil zna¢ilen za sube, rodovitne ravnine Ljubljanske in Celjske
kotline, posechno pa za severovzhodna in jugovzhodna vinogradniska
podro¢ja. V ravninskem -u|:~]m|m|1~11wn| svetu, ob Muri in Dravi ter v
Slovenskih goricah, pa se je delez obdelovalne zemlje marsikje dvignil
nad 30 %. V manj$i meri je bil tak delez zastopan Se v ravnem svetn
okrog Gorice ter v flisnih gri¢ih ob morski obali od Kopra do Pirana.

Delez travnikov je bil najveéji na kratkem podroéjn (skoraj povsod
nad 20", slede sredogorska podrocja. vlaznejSe doline in deli nizin.
Raz8irjenost pasnikov je Sla precej vzporedno s travniki: najveé jih je
bilo na kraskem svetu na Primorskem. Notranjskem in Kocevskem, pa
tudi v Beli krajini je ta delez presegal 30% skupnih povrsin. V gorskem
svetu so pasniki zavzemali (vStevsi planinske) od 2030 % povriine.
V dnu dolin in po kotlinah ter v nekaterih delih predgorskega sveta so
pagniki zavzemali od 15—20%. V drugih krajih Slovenije. zlasti v rodao-
vitnejsem severovzhodnem delu, pa so paSniki obsegali znaino manjse
povrsine,

V Sloveniji pa niso pesire samo naravne razmere, temved indi kul-
turni vplivi. ki so soodloali pri nastajanju in razvoju oblik poselitve.
zemljiske razdelitve, izgradnji naselij. usmerjenosti gospodarsiva, skrat-
ka pri celotnem oblikovanju podobe kulturne pokrajine.

11 materialni in nematerialni dejavniki so tekom stoletij izobliko-
vali veliko pokrajinsko pestrost slovenskega podeZelja. Poleg &istil me-
diteranskih, alpskih, kraskih, subpanonskih in panonskih tipov kulturne
pokrajine je mogofe ugotoviti Se nekatere preliodne oblike kot odraz
mesanja razlicnih vplivoy.

Ni slucaj, da so profesor Melik in njegovi sodelaver svoje prve raz-
iskave podezelske pokrajine usmerili v Siudij tradicionalne agrarne po-
krajine z njenimi znaéilnimi naselbinskimi tipi. »V tej delovni smeri je
prol. Melik spreino spojil pobude povzeie iz usirezne raziskovalne
usmerjenostt Cvijiceve sole s pobudami, ki so se takrat razrastle v Sred-
nji in Zahodni Evropi in ki so zlasti po delu nemikih in avstrijskih
geografov deloma zajele tudi nasa tla. Te pobude so se plodno zdruzile
s pobudami, ki so jih za pmuuuuulj{' nade agrarne zgodovine dajali ta-
kraini zgodovinarji na nasi univerzi= (1. sir. 233). Ta kombinacija \p]l-
vov zunanjih delovnih smeri je usirezala tako poirecbam razvijajofe se
slovenske geografske znanosti kot druzbenockonomskim razmeram v no-
vo nastali drzavi. Slovenija je bila takrat Ze izrazito agrarna dezela, saj
se je delez kmeckega prebivalsiva le polagoma znizeval, od 73,6 % leta
1800 na 73.2% leta 1900 ter na 60,33 % leta 1931, Socialnockonomski pro-
blemi podezelske pokrajine pa so v tem obdobju, ko je tudi nago dezelo
zajela gospodarska kriza, postajali vedno boly pereci. Kot odraz zuna-
njih znanstvenih pobud in stvarnih razmer v domaéem okolju so se raz-
vijale raziskovalne smeri, ki so skuZale ¢im bolj osvetliti aktualne pro-
bleme slovenske podezelske pokrajine. Pri raziskovalni dejavnosti sta
#¢ od vsega zatfetka razvoja slovenske agrarne geografije prisoini dve
metodoloski poti: monografski prikaz prostorsko omejenega dela pode-
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zelske pokrajine ter raziskava dolo¢enega elementa, pojava ali dejav-
nika ter prikaz njegove vloge in prostorske razsirjenosti v celotni Slo-
veniji.

Med prva pomembnejia monografska dela, ki obravnavajo sloven-
sko podezelje, spada Melikova »Kolonizacija Ljubljanskega barjac (2),
ki poleg pregleda osuievanja, kultivacije zemljis¢a in naseljevanja pri-
kazuje tudi tipe hig, naselij, zemljiséa in socialno gospodarske razmere.
Ta Melikova Siudija ni pomembna samo zato, ker prikazuje za sloven-
ske razmere izjemen primer pozne kolonizacije (v prvilh desetletjih pre-
teklega stoletja), temved predvsem zaradi metodolodke vrednosii, saj je
dolga desetletja sluzila kot primer za kompleksno obravnavo podezelske
pokrajine,

Vzporedno s tem so nastajale tudije, ki so obravnavale posamezne
elemente podezelske pokrajine ter njihovo prostorsko razfirjenost na
nafem ozemlju. Pri fem moramo omeniti Melikova dela o gospodarskih
poslopjih in kmeiskih naseljih (3) ter IleZi¢eve Ztudije o obdelovalni
zemlji v Sloveniji (4), o agrarni prenaseljenosti Slovenije (3) ter o kmet-
kih naseljih in poljski razdelitvi v nekaterih predelih Slovenije (6).

Med temi deli je Melikove delo »Kmetska nasclja na Slovenskem:
(3) prva sinteza raziskav slovenskih podeZelskih naselij. ki podaja pre-
gled éez osnovne tipe kmetskih naselij na Slovenskem in njihovo pro-
storsko razdirjenost (samoine kmetije, razlozena naselja, zaselki, gru-
caste vasi, kolonizacijske dolge vasi ali vasi v vrsti. obeestne vasi itd.).

V osnovne znadilnosii socialnoekonomske strukture predvojne slo-
venske podezelske pokrajine posega llesiceva Studija o agrarni prena-
seljenosti Slovenije (3). Zasnovana je na statisticnih podatkih iz leta
1951, ko je zivelo v fakraini Sloveniji na km® kmetijske povriine 843
kmeckih prebivaleev, kar je bilo znatno veé kot takratno popreéje v
Jugoslaviji (78) ali pa v drugih evropskih drzavah (npr. Poljska 66,
Madzarska 59, Svica 43), razen v Italiji (133), Bolgariji (90) in Gréiji
Velike pa so bile tudi razlike v agrarni gostoti med posameznimi predeli
Slovenije od zelo visokih Stevilk na severovzhodu in vzhodu (okraja
Lendava in Ljutomer 128, Brezice 126) do podpoprecnih v osrednji in
zahodni Sloveniji. Da so Ze predvojne Studije slovenskih zeografov na-
kazovale iudi akuine socialnockonomske probleme slovenskega pode-
zelja. ki pa so s polno moéjo izbruhnili na dan 3ele po vojni, dokazuje
kolekiivno zasnovana $tudija Geogralskega instituta univerze o gospo-
darski strukturi Slovenije v lué¢i poklicne statistike in delavskeza zava-
rovanja (7).

Studij poljske razdelitve Slovenije, s katerim je Ile&i¢ sistematsko
zatel pred vojno. pa je lahkeo dokonal in sirnil v sintezo Zele po vojni
v delu =Sistemi poljske razdelitve na Slovenskeme«, ki je pozneje dozi-
velo tudi dopolnjeno izdajo v nemikem jeziku (8). V tem delu je opre-
delil in razlozil. v glavnem na osnovi 3tudija katastrskih map, glavne
tipe poljske razdelitve (razdelitev na grude. razdelitev na nepravilne
delce. na nepravilne ali grodaste delce. druge prehodne oblike med gru-
dami in delei. razdelitev na sklenjene proge. kombinacije sklenjenih
prog in pravilnih deleev, samoine kmetije s celki). Danasnjo prostorsko
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razdirjenost posameznih fipov je skusal razloziti kot rezultat souéinko-
vanja naravnih (predvsem reliefa) in druzbenih (kolonizacijskih, agrar-
nockonomskih. socialnih) vplivov. To temeljno delo o slovenskem pode-
zelju je pomembno s {eoretiénega in prakti¢nega vidika. V teoretiénem
pogledu pomeni pomemben prispevek k razéiféevanju vprasanj o na-
stanku razliénih tipov poljske razdelitve v Evropi. Pri tem po eni strani
ovrze pretirane razlage o nemSkem vplivu na nastanck sistemov poljske
razdelitve pri nas in o etni¢nih vplivih na ta nastanck na sploino, pe
drugi strani pa z ugotovitvijo Stevilnih prehodnih oblik in s prikazom
razvoja zemljiskih sistemov od srednjega veka do danes prispeva k
splofnemu razéiSéevanju vprasanj geneze tradicionalne evropske agrar-
ne pokrajine. Hkrati pa iz dela spoznamo podedovano, pretirano raz-
drobljeno zemljisko strukiuro kot element antropogenega geogralskega
okolja, ki povzroca danaSnjim teznjam za modernizacijo kmetijsiva obi-
lo tezav.

Ze pred vojno se je slovenska geografija lotila tudi prougevanja -
planinskega pasniitva kot obdobnega, sezonskega dela podezelske po-
krajine. Rezultati teh Studij so bili za slovensko Ziljsko dolino, za Kara-
vanke in za Kamniske Alpe objavljeni ze pred vojno ali tik po njej (9)
ter dopolnjeni Se z Melikovo sintetiéno Studijo o planinah v Julijskih
Alpah (10) ter s proucitvijo vzhoduega dela Savinjskih Alp (11). Te
studije so bile praviako izhodii¢e za poznejie prougitve velikih spre-
memb, ki jih je tudi ta oblika agrarnega zivljenja dozivela po vojni.

I1.

Zakaj v povojnem obdobju je dozivelo slovensko podezelje
v skladu s celotnim druzbenogospodarskim razvojem velike in hitre
spremembe. takine, za kakrine so podezelske pokrajine v zahodno-
evropskili dezelah potrebovale veé desetletiy. Delez kmeckega prebi-
valsiva v Sloveniji se je od predvojnih okrog 60% znizal na dobrih
30 % leta 1961 in na 189 leta 1971, Orna zemljiSéa so se v casu 1954
1967 zmanjSala za 14% Kljub temu. da njive poveéini spreminjuajo
v travnike, se je skupna povriina kmetijskih povrsin zmanjgala za do-
brih 20.000 ha ali za 1.9 %. Cista kmecka gospodarsiva so se naglo spre-
minjala v mefana in nekmeéka gospodarsiva. Tako je bilo leta 1960 od
skupnega Stevila (194.853) gospodarstev 49.0 % &isto kmedkih, 43,205
mesanih, 5.9 % nekmeckih in 1.8 % gospodarsiev brez delovne sile. Hkra-
ti se je znaino zmanjSalo tudi skupno Ztevilo zasebnih kmetkih gospo-
darstev. od 199.000 leta 1947 na 183.000 leta 1969, torej za 8% Popreéna
velikost zasebnega kmetkega gospodarstva se je od leta 1931 do lefa
1969 zmanjiala od 8,27 ha na 6.2 ha.

Iz teh podatkov odseva intenzivni razvoj, ki so ga sprozili v prvem
povojnem obdobju predvsem nagla industrializacija dezele in s tem
povezana potreba po delovni sili, v drugem obdobju pa prehod na trino
gospodarstvo, hitrejsi razvoj terciarnih dejavnosti in odprije meja z od-
hajanjem na delo v tujino. Te nagle in korenite spremembe na podeZzelju

94



0 geografskem proutevanju slovenske podeZelske pokrajine

so raziskovalce usmerjale k prouéevanju problemov in pojavov, ki v
predvojni Jugoslaviji Se niso bili tako v ospredju.

Ze v posameznih regionalnogeografskih delih o slovenskem [)(:-tluv.'-
lju. ki so nastala v prvih desetletjih po vojni, so i problemi in z njini
socialni in ekonomski vidiki stopali vedno boly v ospredje. To se pozna
z¢ v Lebanovi Studiji o Nanosu (12), ki ob obravnavi gospodarske pove-
zave tega predela s sosedstvom osvetljuje druzbenogeografske vzroke
za nastanck. razvoj in propad nckdanje hlnlkdj%nju tranzimanse. Se
bolj z vidika danasnjih problemov je Klementéi¢ obdelal pokrajino med
Sneznikom in Slavnikom (13), kar je bilo %e posebno zanimivo, ker so-
cialne spremembe na tem podroéju niso povezane samo z razvojem in
propadom tranzimanse, temveé tudi z vplivom Trsta in Reke ter s pro-
blematiko, ki je nastala, ko je z novo razmejitvijo Trst pripadel Italiji.
Nove spremembe so pridle do izraza tudi v drugih podobnih Studijah,
tako v Vriserjevi o Gorigkih Brdih (14), v Kokoleiovi o zaostalem pode-
zelju med Savo in Sotlo (15), v #udijah o dolini Kokre, Spodnjem Mur-
skem polju. Mariborskih goricah in Savrinskem gri¢evju, objavljenih
v letih 1935/36 (16) ter v Gamsovi monografiji o razvoju kulturne po-
krajine v Pohorskem Podravju (17). Znaéilne spremembe v kulturni po-
krajini Kranjskega polja v smeri ogozdovanja, ki se je zacelo 7e v 19.
stoletju. pa je pokazala Studija Z. Seifriedove (18).

Poschen mejnik v razvoju geografije slovenskega podezelja pomeni
ustanovitev Instituta za geografijo Univerze v Ljubljani (1961), ki mu
je pod vodsivom V. Klemendi¢a in znanstvenega svetovalea 5. lleSica
uspelo poZiviti in razfiriti zanimanje za raziskovanje podezelske |mLm-
jine. K temu je prispevalo tudi veliko stevilo doktorskih disertacij iz te
problematike, pa tudi 3tudijsko delo sodelaveev Instituta za geografijo
Slovenske akademije znanosti in umetnosti (Meze), Oddelka za zeogra-
lijo Filozofske Takulicte (Zagar) in posameznikoy izven Ljubljane (Sore).
Agrarno problematiko gorskih podroéij so v ¢asu po letu 1961 obravna-
vali J. Medved, ). Meze in M. Zgonik (19). spremembe v planinskem
agrarnem  gospodarsive M. Vojvoda (20), subpanonska vinogradniska
podroéja V. Bradi¢ in B. Belee (21), nizinsko podezelsko pokrajino blizu
industrijskega mesta M. Pak (22). problematiko gospodarsko zaostalega
podezelia M. Zagar in A. Sore (23), preoblikovanje podezelske pokra-
jine v turistiénih podroéjih in v okoliei mest M. Jerié in J. Lojk (24).
probleme podezelske pokrajine v primorju blizu Trsta J. Tiil (25) in
posehne probleme Ljubljanskega barja A. Lah (26).

Ustanovitev Ingtituta za geografijo Univerze v Ljubljani pa ne po-
meni samo napredka v $tevilu raziskovaleev in raziskav. temved tudi
zacetck novega obdobja v odpiranju. povezovanju in sodelovanju slo-
venske agrarne geogralije z drugimi znanstvenimi srediséi v Jugosla-
viji in v inozemsivu. Sele z ustanovitvijo inStituta je bila ustvarjena
organizacijska moznost za sodelovanje s poljskimi in drugimi vzhodno-
evropskimi agrarnimi geografi, za katero je dala pobudo mednarodna
konferenca za &tudij izrabe tal v dezelah vzhodne Srednje Evrope. ki
jo je organiziral InStitut za geografijo Poljske akademije znanosti v
Vardavi leta 1960. Prav tako so se odprle moznosti za stike s socialno
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agrarno-geogralsko %olo v Miinchnu, ki so se zarodili ob priliki medna-
rodnega simpozija o agrarni geografiji in zgodovini v Nanevju (1957) in
prisli prvi¢ do izraza v nemki izdaji llesi¢evega dela o poljski razde-
litvi (8). V okviru vzhodnoevropskega sodelovanja so razen s poljskimi
bili Zivahni stiki s feskoslovaskimi, madzarskimi in vzhodnonemikimi
agrarnimi geografi. lmeli so zelo razliéne oblike od medsebojnih obiskov
in izmenjave muoenj ter -llull]-5LL]=,‘| izpopolnjevanja do organizacije
skupnih raziskovanj in posvetovanj. Slovenski, poljski in madzarski ter
deloma hrvatski, srbski in makedonski agrarni geograli so skupno raz-
iskovali izrabo zemljiséa v razliénih krajih Slovenije in Jugoslavije, pa
tudi na Poljskem in Madzarskem. Pri tem sodelovanju so slovenski geo-
grafi spoznavali sodobno problematiko podezelja v razliénih evropskil
dezelah in se seznanjali z razliénimi raziskovalnimi smermi in metodami.
Tujili teorciskih in metodoloskih izhodisé pa niso nekritiéno prenasali
v svoje raziskovalno delo, temved so jih uporabljali le v kolikor je taka
smer resniéno ustrezala in omogoéila spoznavanje in raziskavo stvarne
problematike doloéenega dela podezelske pokrajine ali dolocenega cle-
menta v pokrajini. Zaradi tega v slovenski agrarni geografiji tezko go-
vorimo o Cisti genetiéni, socialni ali gospodarskogeogralski smeri. Kot
smo ze omenili, se vse iri smeri prepletajo, katera smer pa je v ospredju,
je odvisno od sivarnih problemov v doloceni podezelski pokrajini. Tako
na primer Medved v svojih Studijal (27) o gorskih kmetijah prikazuje
odraze sodobnih socialnockonomskih procesov v gorskem svetu. Prevred-
notenje naravnih razmer in napredek tehnike se v ieh predelil odrazata v
nagli depopulaciji, opus¢anju manjsih samotnih kmetij ter v nagli eks-
tenzilikaciji izrabe zemljiséa: paSnike in travnike preraséa gozd, nek-
danje njive pa se spreminjajo v travnike in pasnike. Intenzivnost teh
sprememb je socialno pogojena: velike kmetije se hitro prilagajajo no-
vim razmeram, medtem ko morajo male kmetije vzirajati pri stari nsme-
ritvi ali pa se preslojiti. V {"u*iu od 1900 do 1962 so se v Poliorskem Po-
dravju skréile njive za 22,6 %, pasniki za 29%, mediem ko so iravniki
narasli za 20,7 9. Pri ll,‘_'t)l{!.\ljlllljll moznosii za nadaljnji obstoj in raz-
voj kmetijstva v gorskem sveiu Medved pri svojilh sondnih Stodijah
izhaja tako iz podrobnega kartiranja nagiba zemljidta glede na moz-
nost uporabe mehanizacije in rentabilnosti gojitve kultur kot iz velikosti
sirnjenih kmetijskih zemljige,

Da je pri prej navedenih monogralijah. ki obravnavajo gospodar-
sko zaostala in gosto naseljena podrofja severovzhodne in vzhodne Slo-
venije v ospredju socialnogeografski vidik. je odraz aktualne Zivljenjske
stvarnosti. Ko V. Bradi¢ v svajem delu » Vinorodne Haloze« (21), B. Belec
v delu ‘.-Lj'llf{’}]l]l._'lHLD-(IIIIIH;'{.P gorices (22) in M. Zagar v delu »Kozjan-
skoe (23) andﬂucm razvoj i_l,‘ll |mL|ujm, izhajajo iz nmu||m£'|\(1|mnn|\l‘
|:|n|_1h;>|nul|ke. saj je ta v tem okolju tisti vodilni dejavnik, ki je dal
asnovni pecat kuliurni ]m]\hulln. V izrazitih vinogs radnisikih ]ltitllot‘]lh.
zlasti v Halozah, se je v prefeklosti razvilo vinicarsivo kot svojstvena
oblika socialnih odnosov, ki ga ne poznajo vinorodne pokrajine drugih
dezel. Prvi vinicarji so bili sluzabniki, ki so jih premozni meicani po-
Ziljali na delo v svoje vinograde in jih polagoma tam stalno naselili.
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Vini¢arski odnosi so se Sirili vzporedno s prehajanjem zemlje v meséan-
sko posest. Leta 1935 je bila skoraj polovica vinogradov v lasti tujih
posesinikov in to 33494 v lasti meSéanov in 15,1 % v lasti kmetov iz
drugih krajev. Domaéini so imeli mala posesiva s popretno okrog
30 arov vinograda. Z ukinitvijo vini¢arskih odnosov po drugi sveiovni
vojni je zemlja tujih meséanov presla v druzbeno posesi. Leta 1963 je
Kmeiijski kombinat Ptuj posedoval 799 vsch vinogradov. Z boljgimi
agrotehnicénimi ukrepi so znaino dvignili pridelek (kmecki vinogradi
so prej dajali popreéno 16 hl/ha, druzbena posest 71 hl/ha) ier z uvedbo
teras zmanjSali potrebo po delovni sili od 2200—2500 leta 1964 na okrog
270 delovnih modci.

Med regionalnimi prougitvami motneje urbaniziranega podezeljo
je 5e posebno dragocena proucitev transformacije Bistriske ravnine
severovzhodno od Ljubljane, ki zajema tudi vpraZanja neposrednesza
sosedsiva  tradicionalne kmetke in nove socialistiéne agrarne izrabe
tal (28).

V zadnjih letih prehaja slovenska agrarna geografija od podrobnih
regionalnih raziskav k raziskavam dolofenega problema za celoino slo-
venijo, Med pryvimi takimi raziskavami je VriSerjeva Studija »Sistemi
agrarnega izkorid¢anja tal v Sloveniji (29). Na osnovi povrsinskega roz-
merja med posameznimi kulturami je doloéil naslednje sisteme: krmni
z dvema podtipoma. Zitni sistem z dvema podtipoma, okopavinski sistem
# dvema podtipoma, Zitno-okopavinski-krmni fer posebne sisteme kot
so sadjarski, vinogradniski in hmeljarski. VreiSer v svoji Studiji ugotav-
lja, da se sistemi izrabe zemljiséa v veliki meri teritorialno grupirajo,
cesar bi glede na velike razlike v naravnih razmerah ne pricakovali
Te ngotovitve potrjuje tudi Medvedova karta izrabe zemljii¢a v Sloveni-
ji leta 1969, Ceprav med Vriserjevo in Medvedovo karto ni mogoca prava
primerjava. saj dolocanje tipov pri prvi karti temelji na povriinah, ki
jih zavzamejo posamezne kullure, pri drugi pa na denarni vrednosti
posameznih pridelkov, nas vendar opozarjata. da je teritorialna grupa-
cija posameznih sistemov posredno povezana z naravnimi razmerami,
Toda ne z danainjo vrednostjo naravnih razmer za kmetijsko izrabo
tal, temveé z vrednostjo iz Casov, ko so se oblikovale oblika poselitve,
zemljiska razdelitev in posestna struktura. Ti clementi preteklosti v po-
krajini imajo Se danes mocan vpliv na izrabo zemljiséa v lasii zasebnih
posestnikov, zlasti v gospodarsko bolj zaostalih podroéjih. Te znacilnosti
s0 razvidne tudi iz Medvedovih Studij »Spremembe v izrabi zemljiséa in
preseljevanje kmeckega prebivalstva v Sloveniji v zadnjih dveh deset-
leijihe in »lzraba zemljiiéa v Sloveniji s posebnim ozirom na trine
vigkes (30). V prvi Studiji obravnava razvoj posestne strukiure v povoj-
nem obdobju, razvoj druzbene posesti (ki je leia 1966 zavzemala 519/
celotne povriine Slovenije). vpliv velikosti kmetij na preslajanje kmec-
kega prebivalsiva in spreminjanje izrabe zemljiséa. V drugem delu pri
izrabi zemljista ugotavlja, da je Slovenija predvsem Zivinorejska de-
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0 grografskem pronéevanjo slovenske podeiclske pokrajine

Zela, saj krmne rastline dajejo veé kot polovico (65,2 %) celoine vrednost:
poljedelskih pridelkov, tem slede okopavine (14,6 %) ter Zitarice in indu-
strijske rastline. V skladu s tem je tudi stopnja trZne usmerjenosti kme-
tijstva najvetja pri zivinoreji, sledita sadjarstvo in vinogradniiivo, med-
tem ko gre pri vseh drugih skupinah pridelkov na trg manj kot 12
]'lrir||.'”-:ul',

Velika pozornost je bila posvedena razvoju planinskega gospodar-
stva in vinogradnistva. S prvim vprafanjem se je ukvarjal M. Vojvoda
(31). ki =i je zadal nalogo. da prikaze za celotni alpski svet vse tiste
spremembe, ki jih je v tradicionalno planinsko gospodarjenje Ze pred
desetletyi zacela prinaZati indusirializacija, ki so se Se poscbno stopnje-
vale po drugi svetovni vojni in po nagi druzbeni preobrazbi. Med nepo-
srednimi razlogi za nazadovanje planinskega pasnistva so predvsem
preslajanje prebivalstva, pomanjkanje pastirjev in prepoved tradicio-
nalne gozdne pase iz leta 1960, ki je tudi mo¢no skréila pasne povriine
(npr. v ob&ini Bohinj 6.700 ha, v ob&ini Bled 4.800 ha v ob¢ini Radovljica
2.200 ha itd.). Ukrep o prepovedi gozdne pase je bil brez dvoma uteme-
ljen, usoden pa je bil, ker gozdne pase Se ni utegnila nadomestiti zadost-
na modernizacija planinskih obrafov. Skupno je bilo na Slovenskem 530
planin, od teh jih je bilo do druge svetovne vojne opuiéenih 34 ali 6,4 9/,
po drugi svetovni vojni, do leta 1966, pa $e nadaljnjih 91 ali 17,2 %,
5 tem delom se je dopolnila in aktualizirala slika, ki so jo o nafem pla-
ninskem gospodarjenju podale Ze omenjene dotedanje Studije (9, 10, 11,
12, 15). Drugi problem, razvoj vinogradov v Sloveniji, pron¢uje B. Be-
lee (32). Gre za razvoj od prvih desetletjih preteklega stoletja do danes,
pri femer se ugotavljajo tipi tako glede na vrsto irt kot na iehniko
obdelave in se poskuSa. na osnovi razliénih skupnih meril. z regionaliza-
cijo vinorodnih podrociy v Sloveniji.

5 populacijskega vidika, z vidika deagrarizacijskih procesov ter
strukiture gospodinjsiev in kmeckih gospodarsiev proucuje socialno-
grafske probleme slovenskega podezelja V. Klemencié v Studijah, ob-
javljenih v domaéem in tujem geografskem tisku. V njih se osvetljujejo
procesi izrazeni v strukiuri in dinamiki prebivalsiva ob naglem prehodn
iz zaostale agrarne v moderno industrijsko druzbo. S iransformacijo
podezelja, ki jih prinaZata deagrarizacija in urbanizacija, se ukvarjajo
fe druge raziskave, ki jih v tem >Geografskem vesinikus navaja tudi
Vrigerjev prispevek o »Geografskem proucevanju slovenskih mesis, Med
njimi je za geogralijo nasega podezelja poscbej omeniti Studijo Vladi-
mirja in Vere Kokole o urbanizaciji podezelja v Sloveniji (34).

Vse nadtete smeri geogralskega raziskovanja podezelja s strani
slovenskih in drugih jugoslovanskih geografov so lepo prigle do izraza
na prvem jugoslovanskem simpoziju o agrarni geografiji. ki je hil v Ma-
riboru leta 1964 in o katerem je iziel poseben zbornik (53). Omeniti pa
je Se. da je S. Ilesi¢ poskusal podati mednarodnemu in domaéemu stro-
kovnemu svetu sinteticéen pregled vseh transformacij slovenske tradicio-
nalne podezelske pokrajine v toku 19. in 20. stoletja (36).
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Nas pregled nam je pokazal. da so slovenski geografi v vsem zad-
njem petdesetletju ziveli s slovensko podezelsko pokrajino ter v vsakem
obdobju raziskovali tisie pojave in probleme, ki so bili v ospredju do-
gajanja, %S¢ posebno tiste, ki so postali ovira za nadalinji razvoj. Tako
s svojimi prispevki niso samo prispevali k teoriji te smeri geografskih
proucevanj ter se s tem enakovredno uvrstili med druge evropske na-
rode, temved so prispevali tudi k prakticnemu resevanju ustrezne pro-
blemaiike v Sloveniji.
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Geographical Nesearch on the Rural Areas of Slovenia

Jakob Medved

GEOGRAPHICAL RESEARCH ON THE RURAL AREAS
OF SLOVENIA

From the view-point of physical geography Slovenia is a territory
of contrasts and transitions, Most broad tvpes of landscape of Europe
are represented in that territory. The alpine, the subalpine, the dinaric,
the subpannonian and the pannonian landscapes meet in an area which
hardly excecdes 20,000 square kilometres. There is no less variety if
conditions of climate and vegetation are taken into consideration. These
extremely varied circumstances in the natural endowmeni of the coun-
try provide also a very differentiated material base for Man's life and
action. All this variety is manifest also in the physionomy and in the
structure of the rural landscape and, as a result of this. has been
arousing the interest of Slovenian geographers since long. It scems ap-
propriate to deal with rescarch on the rural areas in Slovenia in two
seetions. The first is concerned with the prewar era when the characie-
ristic traits of the traditional rural landscape were still dominant and
the second deals with the modern period when the rural arcas are
undergoing a thorough transformation.

It was characieristic of the rural landscape of prewar Slovenia
that the amount of arable land was rather limited because of the pre-
dominance of mountainous and karst areas. At the end of the nineteenth
ceniury, when all land in anv way suitable for agriculture was already
brought under ecultivation. the arable land represented only 17.00% of
the total land area of the country, vinevards 1.95%, gardens 1.03 7,
meadows 13,93 %o, pastures 16,99 %o, woodland 1.47 % and the unprodue-
tive land 4.45%; The variety ol the natural conditions are reflected
in the share of the cultivated caiegories of land (i. e. arable. vinevards
gardens) in particular {ypes of natural areas. The lowest share 0—3 9/,
was {vpical of the high mountains and karst plateaus where only a few
setilements exist. The share rises to 3—10%, in other mountainous areas:
in the Alpine area and in the Kras region as well as in the mountains
lving in between where settlements occur more often. In most uplands
the culiivaied land covered 10—20% of the surface. In karst arcas such
a share is the highest possible whereas in the more fertile eastern Slo-
venia it is an unfavourable exeeption. The figure rises to 20—-35%) on
the southern slopes, in pariicular in the area between Pohorje mounta-
ins, the Sava mountains and the Drava plain. The latter percentage
may be considered quite satisfaciory for upland and karst poljes,
whercas such a share appears in the tertiary hills and valleys only
where considerable paris arve either water-logged or where the soils are
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poorer. The share of 35—50% of the cultivated land is characteriste of
dry, fertile plains in the Ljubljana and Celje basins and, in particular,
of the northeastern and southwesiern vine-groving areas. The share
rises to over 50 % in the subpannonian plains along the Mura and Drava
rivers as well as in the low hills of Slovenske gorice between both rivers.
Smaller areas where the share exceeds one half of the surface are also
found more patchily in the lowland around Gorica and in the flysch
hills in the coastal belt between Koper and Piran. ;

The share of the meadows was highest in the karst areas (where
it exceeded 20%) and decreased in other uplands and in the wetter
parts of the major valleys and plains. A similar distribution was cha-
racteristic of pastures (or grazing land). They are most common in the
karst arcas of Western Slovenia, of Inner Carniola and Kogevje upland
but also on the low karst plateaus of Bela Krajina. The share in these
arcas is everywhere above 309, In the high mountains the pastures
(including those above tree-line) cover some 20 to 30% of the surlace.
In the valleys and basins, but alse in some parts of the hills, the pastu-
res represent between 15 and 209% of the surface. In the more fertile
parts of Slovenia, in particular in the Northeast, the pastures cover
a considerably lower percentage of the surface.

Not only the varied natural conditions but also the cultural influ-
ences were responsible for the evolution and forms of the settlement
pattern in rural areas ol Slovenia, of the field-patterns, of the tyvpes of
settlements and of the types of rural economy: for the evolution of the
rural eultural landscape in general. These material and immaterial fac-
tors were, during the centuries long evolution, responsible for the great
variety ol the landscape in the rural areas of Slovenia. Pure types of
the mediterrancan, alpine, Karstie, pannonian and subpannonian land-
scapes may be discerned as well as some transitional types resulting from
the interplay of various influences.

It was not by aceident that professor Melik and his disciples focu-
sed their [ivst research efforts on the siudy of the agricultural land-
scape in the pre-war period on the traditional aspeets and on the types
of settlements. »In his research in this direction Melik has skillfully
responded to stimulations jointly beth from Cyvijié and his school and
from the contemporary research orientation in the Wesi, which had
also been present in the work of some German and Austrian geographers
who studied the rural areas of Slovenia. These stimulations have been
happily combined with the comiemporary initiatives of the historians
at the University of Ljubljana concerned with agricultural history (1. p.
233). This combination of external impulses corresponded with the needs
of the emerging geographical science in Slovenia and with the socio-
ceonomic background of the new state into which Slovenia was ineluded
after World War I. At that time Slovenia was still a predominanily
agricultural country where the share of the agrarian population was
decreasing, but only slowly: it fell from 75.6% in 1890 to 73.2% in 1900
and to 60.35 % in 1931. The socioeconomic problems in the rural areas
were getfing more and more burning in that period of the world econo-
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mic erisis which has hit Slovenia hard. Several lines of research were
picked up as a result of the external scientific impulses and of the
concrefe material conditions at home in order 1o ithrow as much new
light as possible on the problems of rural areas of Slovenia. In this
rescarch two methodological approaches were present in the evolving
geography of rural arcas from the very beginning. The first was cha-
racterised by the monographs on particular areas and the second by
the analysis of a particular element, phenomenon or factor, and of the
distribution and role played by them in general.

One of the first monographs on rural areas of Slovenia was thai
by Melik on the »Colonisation of the Marsh of Ljubljanac (2), In this
study the draining of the marsh, its land-use and methods of cultivaiion
as well as the origin and types of the settlements, types of houses and
the utilization of the land and the other sociceconomic conditions in
general were studied The study is imporiant not only because an
exceptional case of late seitlement was examined (first decades of the
19t century!) but primarily because of the valuable methodological
approach: it served for many decades as a model for comprehensive
analyses of rural areas in Slovenia.

Paralel studies, dealing with particular elements of the rural arcas
or of the rural landscape and of their spatial distribution in Slovenia
were also started at that time. Among the first were those by Melik on
farm buildings and settlements (3) and by lledi¢ on the cultivated land
in Slovenia (4), on rural over-population (3) as well as on rural seftle-
ments and field-patterns in some regions of Slovenia (6). The study by
Melik on the srural settlements in Sloveniac (3) is the first attempt at
the svnthesis of the research on main tvpes of the seitlement patterns
in rural areas of Slovenia (isolated mountain farms, »dispersede settle-
menis, hamlets, nueleated villages. row colonization villages) and their
spatial distribution.

The basic features of the socioeconomic comodifions of rural arcas
in Slovenia are dealt with in ihe sindy on the agrarian overpopulation
by Iesi¢ (5). In 1931 the density of agriculiural population per square
kilometre of agricultural land in Slovenia was 83. This is higher figure
than that for Yugoslavia (78) or of many other European states (e. g.
Poland 66, Hungary 59, Switzerland 43) with only some exceptions (Italy
155, Bulgaria 90). There were, however, great differences between various
part ol Slovenia. The density of the agricultural population was on the
whole much greater in the northeastern and eastern paris of the country
(Former districis of Lendava and Ljutomer) while it was considerably
lower in the central and western Slovenia.

The proof that Slovenian geographers were aware of the burning
sociocconomic problems of rural areas in Slovenia, which were however
fully felt only after the Second World War, was a collective publication
oi the pre-war Department of Geography at the University of Ljubljana
on the economic structure of Slovenia in the light of the statisties of
emplovment and social insurance (7).
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sSeveral studies by llesic on the lield-patterns started even before
last war (6) led to a synthesis in his publication = The Sysiems of Field-
patterns in Slovenia, (8, revised edition in German language). The study
was based on the detail analysis of cadastral maps and of published
historical sources and has enabled esic to discern the following main
types of field-patterns: field division into irregular blocks, division into
irregular strips, regular and irvegular openfields, continued sirips-pat-
tern, enclosures and many transitional patterns. The contemporary spa-
tial distribution of particular types of field-patterns was explained to
be a joint result of the natural conditions and ol various social [aciors
related to the process of the settlement of the land and to the socioecono-
mic structure, llesié basie study about the origins of the rural landscape
of Slovenia is of great importance both because of the theoretical and
the practical point of view. As far as theory is concerned the study is
a valuable contribution to the analysis of the origins of [lield-patierns
in Europe. The explanation about the strong influence of the medieval
German social struciure on ithe origin on the field-patierns is rejected
both for Slovenia and some other parts of Central Europe. Also, by iden-
tifving many transitional forms and by tracing the cvolution of the sv-
stems of field-patterns since they came into existence in the early Middle
Ages the study is a significani contribution towards the elucidation of
related problems and thus to the geographical science in general. At the
same time the stndy is a presentation of the extreme fragmentation of the
private landholdings, which is the result of a long evolution in the past
and is an element of man-made geographical environment that causes a
lot of trouble in present efforis of modernizing the agriculture.

Even before the last war the geographers have started also with
studies on the high mountains pasture areas (ﬂ)lﬂllilll‘ ) which are a
marginally and seasonally oceupied part of the agriculiural domaine.
The results of studies on such arcas along the lower Zilja valley (Carin-
thia). in the Karavanke mountains and in the Kamnik Alps were publi-
shed just before the war (9). The synthetic study by Melik on alpine pa-
stures in the Julian Alps (10) and that by Fajgelj on mountain pastures
ol the Savinja Alps (11) have completed this series of studies. They were
the basis of later research which was concerned with great changes
which the grazing and land utilization in the high mountains underwent
in the vears rn”nh'ill;.t ihe Second World War.

I1.

During the post-war period the rural arcas of Slovenia un-
derwent great changes in accordance with the general evolution on the
social and economic planes, which, in the West European countries, oc-
cured only within five or more decades. The share of the agricultural
population was greatly reduced to about 50 % in 1961 and fell again
in ihe last decade to only 189% in 1971. The arable land surface has
shrunk by 14% between 1954 and 1967, or by about 1% each vear.
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Although arable land was mosily converied io meadows, the total area
used for agriculture has diminished by more than 20,000 hectars or by
1.9%. Pure peasanis’ landholdings are being quickly changed into the
mixed landholdings or even o non-agricultural landholdings, In 1960
there were 194.855 landholdings in Slovenia, of which 49.1 %/ were still
pure agricultural landholdings, whereas the share ol the mixed land-
holdings was 43.29/, The percentage for the non-agricultural landhold-
ings was 3.9% while 1.8 Vewere those with no member of the houschold
being employed in agriculture. The number of privaie landholdings was
reduced from 199,000 in 1947 to 185.000 in 1969, i. e, by 16.000 or by 89/,
The average size of the agriculiural landholding was diminished Irom
8.27 heetars in 1931 to 6.2 heetars in 1969,

These data reflect the intensive evolution which was made possible
because of several reasons. Among them were, first of all,rapidindustria-
lization in the immediate post-war period and the connected demand for
labour-force and. later. transition to a market economy: quicker deve-
lopment of the tertiary emplovment: opening of the boundaries for
emmigration and for seasonal employment abroad. These rapid changes
have induced researchers to study the problems and phenomena which,
in pre-war Yugoslavia, were not vet in the foreground.

Since the war the social and economic aspects in regional geographi-
cal studies became more and more prominent. Leban, in his study on
Nanos and its economic links with neighbouring areas showed how the
alpine pastures on that mountain were complementary to the farms in
the Vipava valley or in the Kras region (12). He analysed the socioeco-
nomic reasons of the arigin, evolution and laier decline of the strans-
humances as a specifiec form of economic links beiween two different
natural geographical areas. Preseni day problems are also even more in
ihe Toreground in a monograph by Klemenéié (12) on the area between
Sneznik and Slavnik mountains. The social geographical evoluiion of ihe
rural landscape was not related only to the evolution and decay of the
stranshumances, but also to the economie links with Trieste and Rijeka.
These as well as the problems that have emerged becanse of the new
ltalo-Yugoslav boundary since World War Il which severed Trieste
{rom its hinterland, are examined in ihe study.

New changes in the structure of rural areas are evideni also from
some others regional studies: in the study by Vriger on the region of Go-
riska Brda (14). by Kokole on the underdeveloped rural area between
the Sava and Sotla rivers (13), in the studies on the Kokra valley, the
lower Mura plain, the Maribor hills and the Koper hills published in
the vears 1955/56 (16) and in a monograph by Gams on the Dravaland
of Pohorje (17). The study by Z. Seifried (18) was concerned with the
changes in the cultural landscape of the plain of Kranj during the 19
century.

The establishment of a research Institute ol Geography at the Uni-
versity of Ljubljana (1961) was an important milestone in the evolution
of the rural geography in Slovenia. It was possible, under the leader ship
of professors Klemendi¢ and Ilefi¢, to revive and to expand the interest
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in the research on the rural areas. Several geographers joined in this
endeavour in a series of doctoral dissertations on various rural arcas in
Slovenia. The research done along these lines was also carried out by the
Institute of Geography at the Slovenian Academy of Arts and Sciences
(Meze), at the Department of Geography at the Faculty of Arts (Zagar)
and also by some individuals out of Ljubljana (Sore). The agricultural
problems of the mountainous areas were dealt with by J. Medved, 1.
Meze and M. Zgonik (19) and those on the alpine pastures by M. Voj-
voda (20). V. Bra¢i¢ and B. Belec dealt with the problems of the vine-
growing subpannonian areas (21) and M. Pak with those of the agricul-
ture on the subpannonian plains (22). The problems of the economically
backward arecas of the eastern fringe of Slovenia were studied by M.
Zagar and A. Sore (23). Transformaiions on the rural areas near tourist
centres or around resort towns were studied by M. Jersié and J. lojk
{24). Special problems of the rural landscape of the agriculture in the
mediterranean coast of Slovenia were studied by J. Titl (25) and in the
Marsh of Ljubljana by A. Lal (26).

The ereation of the rescarch Institute of ('Euﬂgl'u]lh)‘ al the Ulli\'l.‘l'."-iil‘_\'
of Ljubljana did not mean only an increase in the number of researchers
and of the studies undertaken but also the opening of a new era of
cooperation with others research centres concerned with agrienltural
geography, both in Yugoslavia and abroad. The first stimulus came from
the first international conference on land utilization studies in countries
of Central and Eastern Europe (organized by the Institute of Geography
of the Polish Academy of Sciences in Warsaw in 1960) but it was the
newly founded Institute which has provided the organizational facilities
for cooperation with Polish and other geographers in East-Central Euro-
pe. In a similar way the international svmposium on agricultural geo-
graphy and history (held in Naney in 1957) was the start of close con-
tacts with geographers of the ssocial geography« school at Munich. One
of the first results was the publication in German language of the re-
vised study by lesi¢ on the lield-patierns in Slovenia (8). The inter-
national contacts have been quite lively also with agricultural geogra-
phers in Czechoslovakia, Hungary and East Germany. These contacts
had various forms: mutual visits and exchanges of opinion as well as
organization of joint rescarch projecis and svmposia. The geographers
from Slovenia, Poland and Hungary have jointly studied agriculiural
land-utilization in different part of Slovenia and Yugoslavia, but also
in Poland and in Hungary. This cooperation has enabled the Slovenian
geographers to get acquainied with contemporary problems of rural
arcas in various parts of Furope and with different methods and diree-
tions of research. They did not, however, uncritically transfer the foreign
theoretical and methodological starting points into their work, but have
rather used the acquired experience only inasmuch as a certain aproach
proved to be adequate in order to examine the objective problems of
a particular part of the rural environment or landscape or a cerfain ele-
ment of it. It is, therefore, hardly possible to say that the geographical
research of rural areas in Slovenia has been biased either towards the
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genetical or the social or the economic geography. The three directions
are really intertwined and it depends on the objective problem of a par-
ticular rural area which of the three directions is in the foreground.
Medved in his studies (27) for instance illusirates the impact of the so-
cioeconomic processes in the mountainous areas. The evaluation of the
natural conditions and the technological progress in such areas has led
to rapid depopulation, to abandoning of smaller farms and to a generally
more extensive use of land as exemplified in the change of meadows and
pastures into woodland and of the arable land into meadows and pastu-
res. The intensity of change depends on social circumstances. Larger farms
have to siick to the old orientation or have to abndon farming as the main
occupation. In the mountains along the Drava river the area under the
arable has deercased by 226 % and that of the pastures by 299, while
that of the meadows has increased by 20.7 %. Medved has also assessed
possibilities for further existence and eventual development of the agri-
culture in the mountains. He based his evaluation — in some sample
arcas — on the amouni of the land surface on slopes of different ineli-
nation (which were mapped in detail) viz. on the possibilities of the use of
modern equipment as well as on the profitableness of various erops
under such conditions and. alsa. on the size of the contignous stretehes of
cultivable land.

The fact that the social geographical aspect is in the foreground in
studies dealing with economically backward and densely populated
parts of the northeastern and eastern Slovenia is an expression of the
abjective realities of the life in those areas. V. Bradi¢ in his study of the
vine-growing Haloze hills to the south of Piuj (21), B. Belec in his study
of the area between Ormoz and Ljutomer (22}, M. Zagar in his study of
the environments of Kozje in eastern Slovenia (23) deseribe the evolution
in their study arcas and all of ihem consider the socioeconomic problems
and conditions as determinant factors in the shaping of the cultural land-
scape. In the vine-growing areas and in Haloze in particular a special
form of social relations has developped in the past. that of svinicarji=
(i. e. agricultural labourers working for absentee landowners). which
does not exist in the Vvine-growing arcas in other countries, ()rigilm“y.
the svini¢arjic were servants to rich townspeople who were sent out to
work in the vinevards and had eveniually settled there Tor good. This
form of social relations was getting more common when more and more
land passed into the hands of the bourgeoisie. In the year 1935 almost
one half of the vineyards in Haloze was in the hands of people who did
not possess land they were cultivating (35.4% in the hands ol towns-
|w<>])]1~ and 13.1% in the hands of peasanis form other areas). The ave-
rage size of the vineyards owned by local Tarmers did not exceed 30 ars.
The institution of svinitarjic was abolished alter the last war and the
land owned by absentee landowners was passed fo the socialist sector.
By the year 1963 the big agriculiural enterprise in Ptuj owned 29%, of
all vinevards in Haloze. As a result of the better agricultural technology
that was introduced the yields have improved considerably. (Peasants'vi-
nevards vielded about 16 hectolitres per hectar whereas the vields were
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as much as 71 hectolitres per heetar in the socialist sector). It was also
possible, by ierracing the slopes in order to enable modern equipment to
be used, to reduce the need of labour-force from some 2200 to 2300 to
only about 270,

Among regional studies concerned with more urbanized paris of
Slovenia the analvsis of the transformation of the Bistrica plain (north
ol Ljubljana) by Klemenéic and Jerdic (28) has to be singled out sinee
the ]'Ir‘tlijll'IllEi ol coexistence of the traditional peasant u;_EI"lL'Il“lll'l' and
of the new socialist enterprises have also been dealt with.

During the last decade rescarchers in the field of the geography of
rural areas have also switsched their intervest from detailed regional studies
to the analvses of a ceriain problem throughout Slovenia. One of the [irsi
studies uf this kind Wias that |:!.' Vriser of '-'Eh(' svslems nr u.gl'i('lllllrl'{ﬂ
land utilization in Slovenia« (29). By analvsing the velation between dif-
[erent Iun:l-lu-il' {|'|'|1|:~r-j the i.illlll(}l' discerned the fu“ll'.'."lll,'.: IV pes or .‘i}'ﬁll'!n:-i
the fodder sysiem (with two sub-svsiems), the grain svstem (with two
sub-types), the svsiem based on growing of poiatoes and other similar
plants (with two sub-tvpes), the system based on grain, fodder and po-
tato and similar crops as well as some special syvstems such as the [ruit-
growing and the hop-growing svsiems. Vriger has found ount that dif-
ferent sysiems of land-use tend io be grouped in the territorial sense
what was not expecied considering the great variations of the natural
conditions. His findings were confirmed by the map of the land-uses of
Slovenia prepared by Medved i 1969 (30). Although a direet comparison
of his map with Vriger's map 1s not possible since the first of them used
the cropped surface as an indicator and the second used the money value
of particular crops, the similarities on both maps call attention to the
fact that the territorial grupping of particular sysiems reveals depen-
dance on the natural conditions. This dependance, however, is not in re-
lation to the existing value ol the natural asseis for agricalture but is
related to their value at the time when the settlement patierns, the Held-
paticrns and the structure of land fenure came info existence. These
clements of the past still exercise a powerful influence on the land-use
patterns in the surfaces cultivated by private Tarmers, in particular in
the economically more backward areas, The above mentioned characte-
ristics are presenied in two studies by Medved: of »the changes in land
utilization in relation to the secial stratification of the agricultural po-
pulation in Slovenia during the last two decadese and of »the land utili-
zation in Slovenia with pariicular reference to marketable surplusses:
(30). In the first study Medved deals with the evolution of the size strue-
ture of the privaie landholdings in the post-war period as well as with
the evolution in the socialist sector (in 1966 as much as 31 % of the land
arca ol Slovenia was managed by the enterprises of that sector); also, the
role of the size of farms in the social transformation of the peasant po-
pulation and on the changes in land utilization. In the second study
Medved analvses ithe land utilization and comes io the conclusion that
Slovenia is primarilly a catile-raising country since fodder crops repre-
sent more than hall of the total value (65.2%) ol agriculiural produce.
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Second in importance are potato and similar crops (148%); grains and
other crops lollow. In accordance with this situation the animal hushan-
dry is most markedly market oriented, followed by fruit-growing and
vine-growing. In all other groups of agriculiural produce less than 129
of the produciion is marketed.

Great attention has been paid to the development of the grazing in
the high mountains on alpine pastures and of the vine-growing. The
lirst was an object of analysis by M. Vojvoda (31). His purpose was
to demonstrate, for the entire alpine area of Slovenia, all those changes
that were introduced — even before the last war and increasingly since
the war — into the traditional use of the high alpine pastures throngh
increased indusirialization. The shrinking use of alpine pasiures is a
result of the social transformation of the agricultural population, of the
lack of shepards and of the fact that traditional grazing in ihe forests
along the tree-line was forbidden sinee 1960, Thus the acreage of the
crazing land has been greatly reduced (6.700 hectars in the former com-
mune of Bohinj, 4.800 hectars in that of Bled, 2.200 hectars in that of
Radovljica). The latier measure forbidding grazing in the forests un-
doubtedly was well founded. but it was fatal for grazing because suffici-
ent modernization of agricultural equipment of the alpine pastures could
not yet compensate the abandoned forest-pastures. There were 330 al-
pine grazing units (splanine<) before the war in Slovenia: 34 (or 6.4 %)
of them were abandoned even before the war and another 91 (or 17.2 %)
were abandoned till the vear 1966. The study by Vojvoda provides sup-
plementary and up-to-date information aboui {he alpine grazing econo-
my which was also dealt with before in detail in the studies by Melik,
Hesie, Jordan, Ceréek, Fajgelj, Klemenéi¢, Leban and others (9, 10, 1.
12, 13). The other problem, that of ithe evolution in the vine-growing
areas in Slovenia. was studied by Belee (32). He traced the development
of the vineyards from the first decades of the 19" century to the pre-
sent dav. Several ivpes are discerned both with regard o the kind of
vines and to the technology of culiivation. On the basis of various joint
indicators a regionalization of the vine-growing arcas of Slovenia was
worked out in outline.

Social geographical |n'u|1h-m_=i of the rural areas related to popula-
tion growth and population structure, to the evolution of the household
siructure and ithe landholdings structure, to the share of the iotal and
active agricultural population were studied by Klemenéic. His studies,
published both in Slovenia and abroad. shed much new light on problems
and processes which are reflected in the structure and in the dynamies
of rural population in a period of transition from a backward peasant
society 1o a modern industrial society (33).

Other studies also deal with the transformation in rural areas that
was induced throngh deagrarization and urbanization. Some are refer-
red 1o in this volume of sGeografski vesinike by Vriser in his article on
Urban Geography. Among them a study by Vladimir and Vera Kokole
concerning the surbanization of the countrysides should be mentioned
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because of the special importance for geography of the rural areas of
entire Slovenia (34).

All directions in the geographical research of the rural areas per-
sued by Slovenian geographers and by other Yugoslav geographers have
found an expression in the first Yugoslay symposium on agri-
cultural geography that was held in 1964 in Maribor. The papers
that were presenied were published in a special book (33). It shounld be
also mentioned that essavs by S. Ilesic of a synthesis on the transfor-
mation of the traditional rural landscape and of its socioeconomic com-
ponents during the 19" and 20" centuries, were also published (36).

The purpose of this overview was fo show that the Slovenian geograp-
hers had been, during the last fifiy vears, in close contact with realities
of the rural areas and were studying the phenomena and problems that
were in the foreground at any particular time and notably those that
have become obstacles to further progress. Thus they did not only made
a contribution fo the theorv in this branch of geographical research but
also to the solution of practical problems concerning the development of
rural arcas in Slovenia.
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