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Received: 07.05.2019 Abstract. This article deals with the features of population settlement within the Ukrainian
Received in revised form: 21.05.2019 Black Sea region and its coastal zone. It is emphasized that the problems of coastal
Accepted: 17.11.2019 resettlement, the factors that determine it, are highlighted in the works of foreign and

Ukrainian scientists. The purpose of the work is to find out the features of the population
settlement in the region of the Ukrainian Black Sea region. In the studied region, due to the territorial differentiation of economic
activity, change in the intensity of economic use of the territory and the population density can be distinguished by the coastal, middle
and peripheral economic zones. It was established that the supporting framework of urban settlement in the Ukrainian Black Sea
region is characterized by a fairly sparse network, and the settlement process itself is in many respects still in the stage of formation,
incompleteness. Unlike the whole region, for the coastal zone, the more prevalent network of urban settlements, which are represented
within the coastal zone not only by small and medium, but also large cities (Odesa, Mykolaiv, Kherson), has contributed to the
formation of urban agglomerations with wide distribution functions. In the zones of attraction of large cities, a new type of settlement
was formed - in fact, suburban. In the Odesa metropolitan area, there are two powerful, fast-developing planning axes - Odesa-
Chornomorsk and Odessa-Yuzhne. Seaside-facade linear planning organization agglomeration repeats the restructuring of the territorial
structure of Odesa itself, which in the second half of the twentieth century turned from a city with a compact building pattern into a
linear city, stretching along the sea bay. In the coastal zone of the Ukrainian Black Sea region, which occupies one third of the region’s
area, live 65.0% of the total number of inhabitants of the region. The density of urban settlement network here is 1.5-2.0 times higher
than the average indicators of the region, urban processes in the coastal zone are characterized by greater intensity. Small cities of the
coastal zone in genetic typing are mainly seaport cities, urban-type settlements, and resort and recreation in character. More than 40%
of the rural population is concentrated in the coastal regions and tends to agglomeration, which, in its turn, causes a steady flow of
the settlement network from areas remote from the centers of economic activity. In the last 5 years, the demographic situation, both
in the region as a whole and in the coastal zone, has deteriorated significantly, and here, as in other districts, depopulation is evident.
The prospects for the development of the coastal resettlement system are directly related to the further intensification of maritime and
recreational activities, and, first of all, with the development of recreational, tourist and port infrastructure.

Keywords: coastal zone, seaside strip, population resettlement, territorial organization of the economy, suburban areas.
Oco0sImBOCTI TEpUTOPiaIbLHOI OPraHizanii po3cejieHHsI HaceJeHHsI IPUMOPCHKOI CMYTH Periony
Ykpaincbkoro Ilpnuopaomop’s
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AHoTanisi. B cTarTi po3misHyTO 0COOTMBOCTI PO3CENICHHS HACEJCHHS B MEXax perioHy Ykpaincbkoro [IpudopHOMOp’s Ta Horo
NIPUMOPCHKOi cMyTH. Haronomeno, mo mnpo6iieMaTika MPpUMOPCHKOTO po3CeNeHHs, (aKTopH, o Horo oOyMOBIIOIOTH, BHCBITIEHI
B Ipansx 3apyOiKHHUX Ta BITYM3HSAHUX BUYCHHUX. MeTa poboTH mosirae B 3°sicyBaHHI 0COOIMBOCTEH PO3CEICHCHKOT MEpPEKi B PETiOHI
VYkpaincekoro [TpudopHomOp’s. B mocmimkyBaHOMY perioHi 3aBASKH TEpUTOpianbHiM mudepeHmiamii rocnofapcskoi AisIbHOCTI,
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3MiHI IHTEHCHBHOCTI TOCIIOAAPCHKOTO BHKOPHUCTAHHS THPHUTOPIi Ta 3a T'yCTOTOIO HACEJICHHS MOXKHA BUIUIUTH HPHMOPCBHKY, cepe-
IUHHY Ta TepudepiiHy rocrogapcbki cMyru. BeraHOBI€HO, O  OMOpHMIT Kapkac MICBKOTO PO3CEIEHHS B PeTioHi YKpaiHCHKOTO
[TpraopHOMOD’ ST XapaKTePHU3YETHCS TOCUTH PIIKOI0 MEPEXKEI0, a CaM PO3CEIEHCHKUH Ipolec B 6araTboX BiIHOIIEHHSIX 3HAXOAUTHCS
mie B cTazil popMyBaHHs, He3aBepIIECHOCTI. B mpuMopckkiit cMy3i periony Ykpaincekoro [IppgopHOMOp s, sika 3aliMa€e TPETHHY IUTOI
periony npoxusae 65,0 % Bif BCi€l KiTBKOCTI XKUTeNIB perioHy. J{ns Hel xapakTepHa OinbIn chopMoBaHa Mepeka MiCHKUX ITOCENIEHb,
SIKi TPE/ICTABIICHI MAJIMMU, CepeAHiMH i BenukuMu Mictamu (Ozneca, Mukonai, XepcoH). Y 30Hax TSOKIHHS BETUKHX MiCT C(OpMyBaB-
Cs1 HOBHH THIT PO3CEJICHHS - BIacHE mpuMichkuid. B Onechbkiii armoMepaltii BUALISIOTECS AB1 MOTYXKHI TUIAaHYBaJIbHI OCI, AKI MIBHIKO
po3BuBaroTecs - «Oneca-YopHoMmopebk» 1 «Oneca-lOxHe». [Ipumopcpko-acanna niHiliHA IUTaHyBajdbHA OpraHi3allis aroMeparil
TIOBTOPIOE NepeOynoBy TepUTOpialbHOI cTpyKTypH camoi OxecH, ska B Ipyriid moixoBuHi XX CT. 3 MiCTa 3 KOMIAKTHOIO 3a0yI0BOIO
MIepeTBOPUIIACS B JITHIHHHUN MIiCTO, BUTSTHYTE y3I0BX MOPCHKOI 3aTOKH. binmbmie Hixk 40% ClIbCHKOTO HacEIeHHS 30CEepEIKeHO0 B paiio-
HaX MPUMOPCHKOI CMYTH Ta TXKIIOTH 10 arioMepaniid. BctaHOBIIEHO, 10 B OCTaHHI 5 POKIB CIIOCTEPIra€ThCs JETIOMYIIALIsA HACSICHHS,
ITepcneKTUBH PO3BUTKY MPUMOPCHKOI CHCTEMH PO3CENICHHS Ha IPSAMY I10B’3aHi 3 NOJANIBIIO0 aKTUBI3aLIE€I0 MOPETOCHIOIAPCHKOI Ta
pekpeawiifHoi isUIbHOCTI, 1, B IEPLIY Yepry, 3 PO3BUTKOM PEKpealiifHO-TypUCTHYHOI Ta MOPTOBOI iHPACTPYKTYpH.

Kniouosi cnosa: 6epezosa 30na, npumopcvKka cmyea, po3cellents HAceleHHs, MepumopianbHa opeanizayis 20cnooapcemed, npuMicoKi

30HU.

Introduction. Interest in the problems of coastal
resettlement, the factors that determine it, arose among
domestic scientists in the 1960s. The strengthening
of the role of the sea-related sectors of the economy
has affected the increase in the population growth of
the coastal zone, in particular, its seaside part. The
need for scientific substantiation of the development
of coastal territories and their territorial planning has
increased.

Researchers state that 37% of the world’s
population lives in the strip 100-kilometers from the
Ocean, and about 50% within 200 km; the density ofthe
coastal population is 2.5 times higher than the global
average density (Druzhinin, 2016). Considered as one
of the priority factors of the territorial organization
of society ,as announced in numerous publications
both domestic (Dergachev, 1980, Posibnyk, 2009,
Studennikov, D’jakov, 2012, Topchijev et al., 2013)
and foreign (Integrated Coastal Zone Management,
2005, Pelling, Blackburn, 2013, Post, Lundin, 1996),
“sea attraction” receives its actual embodiment in
the phenomenon of “coastal zone”, “sea-side zone”,
“coastal strip”, “coastal area”, “sea coast”, “contact
zone “land-sea”, “seaside region”.

The Ukrainian Black Searegionis ahighly specific
region in connection with its coastal economic and
geographical situation, historical and geographical
features of the settlement of the region, the peculiar
ethno-national composition of the population, which
have all together imprinted on the formation of a
settlement system. Therefore, the purpose of the study
is to identify the characteristics of the resettlement of
the population of the coastal zone of the Ukrainian
Black Sea region.

Materials and methods. To date, some aspects of
the modern territorial organization of the population
of the Ukrainian Black Sea region are covered in the
works of O.G. Topchiev, O.1. Polos, V.G. Pizhova,
V.O. Dergachev, VL. Smolsky, V.V. Yavorskaya,
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D.S. Malchikova; historical features of the settlement
of the coastal areas of the Ukrainian Black Sea
coast are covered by the research of D. I. Bagalii,
V.M.Kobuzan, A. S. Skalkovsky, K. I. Druzhinina,
V.A.Dergachev, O. G. Topciyeva.

In this study, we used cartographic, field,

cameral and, comparative-geographical methods. The
statistical information and mapping materials, as well
as the developments described in scientific papers
(Pokshishevskij, Fedorov, 1988, Fedorov et al., 2017,
Topchijev et al., 2013, Pelling, Blackburn, 2013)
served as the information base of the study.
Results and their analysis. In Ukraine, a separate
document regulating the use of land in the coastal
zone does not exist, and also its legislative boundaries
are not defined. Scientists indicate the boundaries of
coastal zones in different ways. For example, S.S.
Sal’nikov defined it as a distance of up to 80 km from
the coast (Sal’nikov, 1988), other authors defined a
distance of 50-200 km (Slevich, 1988). It is noted
(Integrated Coastal Zone management, 2005) that
the border of coastal zones can be established in
three different ways: linear-geometric - related to the
criterion of actual distance from the sea, the coastal
zones are fixed by the isolines on the maps (the oldest
and easiest method). Another way is the allocation
of administrative boundaries (Karamushka, 2009)
for the purpose of management of this territory. The
least common approach to the allocation of coastal
zone is the approach based on establishing its natural-
ecological, landscape specificity. The main landmarks
here are the orographic boundaries, as well as the
dominant types of economic activity (for example,
recreation, certain types of agriculture, reproduction
of biological resources, sea-economic complex)
adapted to the landscape-resource uniqueness of the
coastal areas.

In the situation of the Ukrainian Black Sea region,
the coastal zone can be identified within its limit (up to
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200 km) width. The region expresses the natural and
economic separation of the territory. This feature of
the seaside region has been repeatedly emphasized in
research works (Topchijev et al., 2013, Kolomijec et
al., 2017). The territorial differentiation of economic
activity, the distribution of economic functions and
the change in the intensity of economic use in the
region are observed in the following directions:
conventionally perpendicular to the coast line; in a
horizontal direction along the sea coast; according to
the centers of greatest concentration and zones of their
influence. Such separation may be based on differences
in intensity and types of economic use of territory and
water area, as well as population density - on land.
So within the region, these features distinguish the
following economic strips : seaside (facade) (up to
50 km), in which the concentration of population,
infrastructure and economy continues to grow steadily.
The port economy is intensively developing, new
specialized terminals and transshipment complexes
are being built, and sea-side resorts, dacha and
residential development are expanding along the coast.
Here, port-industrial complexes were formed - Odesa,
Danube, Dnipro-Bug, which in the market conditions
turn into port-logistics centers. In the seaside (facade)
zone are the largest recreational areas of the Ukrainian
Black Sea region: Odesa, Bilhorod-Dnistrovsky,
Ochakivsky, Skadovsky, Genichesky.

From this seaside (facade) strip inland to the
land and to the sea, the intensity of economic activity
falls and takes another direction. But on the example
of the port economy, we see that in the rear zones
of the ports - suburban areas, a network of transport
and distribution centers serving the ports is formed.
At present, such centers are Rozdilna, Berezivka,
Artsiz, Bilhorod-Dnistrovsky (Nefedova, 2014). The
ports are also closely tied to agro-industrial sites,
urban-type settlements (uts), small and medium-sized
cities, whose economic activity is somehow indirectly
linked to the port-sea facade of the southern seaside
part of the region. The population living within the
suburban areas goes to work in large cities and other
intensive economic ties take place. Further from the
coast, the seaside (facade) is replaced by a middle
(transitional) strip (50-100 km), where there are no
types of economic activity associated with the sea, but
a general orientation towards the economic centers
located on the coast remains. The northern districts,
most distantin relation to the seaside, form a peripheral
(outskirts) strip (100-200 km), characterized by
poorly developed social infrastructure, constant
outflow of population and unfavourable gender and
age structure of the population (high proportion of

pensioners, small employable population, including
few young people (Topchijev et al., 2013, Kolomijec
etal., 2017).

In our study, we used the boundaries of the
administrative units to allocate the boundaries of the
seaside (facade) strip, because the statistical data is
collected precisely in the administrative districts.
Thus, 19 districts of Odesa, Mykolaiv and Kherson
regions, which have direct access to the sea, or, such
as Reni, located near the mouths of a great river are
attributed to the seaside (facade) strip.

In general, the Ukrainian Black Sea region as a
result of its maritime position stands out as a kind of
territorial organization of economy and population
resettlement. The main economic centers are the port-
industrial complexes and sites, as well as recreation
centers and largest cities, are located along the sea
coast and downstream of the Danube, Dniester,
Southern Bug and Dnipro (Fig. 1).

This attraction of the population and the
economy forms a polycentric (multi-core) seaside-
facade type of territorial organization of the economy,
which causes a huge unevenness and contrast of
economic development of the region. According to
M. M. Baransky, “The city plus the road network is
a framework, a skeleton on which everything else is
kept, the skeleton that forms the territory, gives it a
certain configuration.” To a large extent, this thesis is
valid in relation to coastal settlements and the special
role in it of urban centers. The dominant role in the
resettlement systems, in this case, is played by the
coastal strip.

As of 01.01.2018, the regional urban settlement
system of the Ukrainian Black Sea region is
represented by 37 cities and 81 urban type settlements
(UTS). The number of urban population at that date
was 3023.3 thousand people, or 66.1% of the total
population of the region of the Ukrainian Black Sea
region, which was 4,571.4 thousand people (Table 1).

The number of urban settlements in the Ukrainian
Black Sea region is dominated by small towns (30
out of 37). One should note the unevenness of their
placement in the territory of the region. The largest
number of them is concentrated in Odesa region (15
units), followed by 7 in Mykolaiv region and 8 in
Kherson region. On the other hand, their population
is only 19.1% of the total urban population of the
Ukrainian Black Sea region.

Features of economic development and settlement
of the Ukrainian Black Sea region formed the main
typological features of small cities. In the Ukrainian
Black Sea region, five genetic types of small cities
are identified: 1) seaports - Reni, Kilia, Vilkove, Gola
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Fig. 1. Seaside system of resettlement and zone of influence of the sea

Prystan, Oleshki, Ochakiv, Skadovsk, Genichesk;
2) fortress cities - Beryslav, Kakhovka, Balta; 3)
cities of foreign settler colonization - Bolgrad,
Artsiz; 4) the cities of new construction - Rozdilna,
Yuzhne, Yuzhnoukrainsk, Tavriysk, Teplodar; 5)
city-agricultural settlements - Ananiev, Bashtanka,
Berezivka, Bilyaivka, Voznesensk, Kodima, Podilsk,
Nova Odesa, Novy Buh, Snigurivka and Tatarbunari
(Javors’ka, 2013).

Large cities (to this category we attributed
regional centers - Odesa, Mykolaiv, Kherson, where
the population exceeds 100 thousand people) and the
category of medium-sized cities (50-100 thousand
people) in the region are few (respectively, 3 and
4 units - in Odesa region, the medium sized cities
are Izmail, Chornomorsk, Bilhorod-Dnistrovsky,
in Mykolaiv - Pervomaysk, in Kherson - there are
none, since Nova Kakhovka moved from the middle
category to that of small city). In large cities, 59% of
the total urban population live, while in the middle
sized cities — 8.1%.
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The Odesa agglomeration is outlined by the
administrative boundaries of the cities of regional
significance such as Odesa, Chornomorsk, Teplodar
and Yuzhne and five districts of Odesa region:
Bilyaivsky, Ivanivsky, Limansky, Ovidiopolsky
and Rozdilnyansky, which together form the Odesa
suburban area (Fig. 1). In the Odesa agglomeration,
there are two powerful, fast-developing planning
axes - Odesa-Chornomorsk and Odesa-Yuzhne.
The seaside-facade linear planning organization
of the agglomeration repeats the reorganization of
the territorial structure of Odesa itself, which in the
second half of the twentieth century, changed from a
city with a compact building pattern into a linear city,
stretched along the sea shore.

The comparative analysis of the population
density of the suburban area and Odesa region gives
the following indicators of population concentration.
The average population density of the suburban area
(together with Odesa) is 265.9 people / km?, while
the overall population density of Odesa region is 71.9
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Table 1. Distribution of population by cities of different categories in the Ukrainian Black Sea region (2018, ths. people)

. . . Ukrainian
Category of urban Odesa region Mykolaiv region Kherson region Black Sea
settlements .
region
Big cities
(more than 100 Odesa 1,011 Mykolaiv 493.6 | Kherson 291.4 1,796.0
thousand people)
. . Chornomorsk 59.5 Pervomaysk 65.6
Medium cities -
(50-100 thousand Bilhorod-
people) Dmst.rovsky 50.1 2458
Izmail 71.6
Podilsk 40.7 Voznesensk 35.1 Kakhovka 36.3
Teplodar 10.2 Ochakiv 14.2 Nova Kakhovka 46.0
Yuzhne 323 Yuzhnoukrainsk 39.8 Tavriysk 10.7
Ananiev 8.2 Bashtanka 12.6 Beryslav 16.4
. Artsiz 14.9 Novy Bug 154 Genichesk 19.7
(Sligatl(l gl(;lte}?ousan d Balta 18.7 Nova Odesa 12.0 Gola Prystan 14.3
people) Berezivka 9.7 Snigurivka 12.6 Skadovsk 18.2
Bilyayevka 12.3 Oleshki 24.7
Bolgrad 15,1
Kilia 19.7
Vilkove 8,1
Kodima 8.6
Reni 18.7 574.0
Rozdilna 17.9
Tatarbunari 11.0
Cities 1,437.3 700.9 478.0 | 2,616.2
Urban-Type Settlement | 33 156.4 17 86.2 31 163.5 406.1
Total 1,593.7 787.1 641.5 | 3,022.3

Compiled for (Statystychnyj shhorichnyk Hersons’koi ¢, 2012, Statystychnyj shhorichnyk Nikolai’vs’koi’, 2012, Statystychnyj shhorichnyk Odes’koi ‘, 2012, Statystychnyj,

2018)

people / km?, that is, the population concentration in
the coastal zone is 3.6 times higher than the average
indexes for the region. The population density of the
five districts of the suburban area without Odesa is
78.9 people / km?, which is higher than the average
regional indicator (Table 2).

A similar situation is observed with the
concentration of urban population: the density of the
urban population, along with Odesa, is 4,844.4 people
/ km?. Such a high concentration is due to the presence
of a city of a million, although the concentration of

Table 2. Density of the population of Odesa suburban zone

urban population of OSZ (without Odesa) is also quite
high at 2,100.0 people / km? and exceeds the regional
index almost 50 times (the average population density
of the urban population is 48.1 people / km?). There
are large differences in the concentration of the rural
population. So, if the density of the rural population
in the OSZ is 42.4 people / km?, the average indicator
in the region is 23.8 people / km? and in some
peripheral districts, this indicator is 13.6 people / km?.
The obtained indicators characterize the population
concentration in OSZ in various aspects and confirm

Odessa suburban zone (OSZ)
Variants Territory, Population, Population density,
thousand km? thousand people persons / km?

The whole population of OSZ together with Odesa 5.37 1,428.2 265.9

Total population of four districts (without Odesa) 5.21 411.4 78.9

The urban population of OSZ together with Odesa 0.25 1,211.1 4,844.4
Urban population of OSZ (without Odesa) 0.09 84.0 2,100.0
Rural population of OSZ 5.12 217.1 42.4

Odesa region as a whole 33.31 2,396.3 71.9

Odesa Region - urban population 1,603.4 48.1

Odesa Region - rural population 792.9 23.8

Compiled for (Statystychnyj, 2018)

751



VitaliyA.Sych, VictoriaV. Yavorska,Igor V. Hevko, Katherine V. Kolomiyets, Inna M. Shorobura  Journ.Geol. Geograph. Geoecology,28(4), 747-756.

the general tendency of concentration of population
around city of Odesa and Odesa agglomeration.

Over the last decades of the 20th century, the
Kherson agglomeration was structured, which
includes Kherson and the surroundings of Oleshky,
Gola Prystan and a number of settlements - Belozerka,
Kamyshany, Zelenivka, Antonivka, Naddnipryanske,
as well as villages under Kherson city council and in
Belozersky district. The total area of the agglomeration
is about 1,500 km?, in which more than 440 thousand
inhabitants live.

Mykolaiv is located at the confluence of the
River Ingul and the Southern Bug, 65 kilometers
from the Black Sea with a population of 494 thousand
people. The city agglomeration is formed on the basis
of Mykolaiv, which consists of 6 urban settlements
and 139 rural villages of Vitovsky, Mykolaiv,
Novoodeisky, and Ochakivsky districts. Within the
agglomeration there are 643.1 thousand people. The
population is 54.8% of the total population of the
region. The Mykolaiv agglomeration belongs to the
classification large, monocentric and underdeveloped.
Within the Mykolaiv agglomeration there is formed
a rather powerful industrial agglomeration with
industrial-port functions of national and international
importance (Kolomijec’, Javors’ka, 2015).

In general, in the Ukrainian Black Sea region,
it is possible to predict with high probability the
formation of the Mykolaiv-Kherson conurbation.
This conclusion was made on the basis of the analysis
of the dynamics of migration between the inhabitants
of the adjacent suburban settlements located in the
30-40-kilometer zone around Mykolaiv and Kherson.
The distance between these cities does not exceed 60
km, and they are the “most adjoining” regional centers
in Ukraine, and therefore marked by significant
economic interaction.

It should be noted that in recent years within the
urban agglomerations there is a deepening of socio-
economic differences between the cities that form
them (the main activity is concentrated in the core of
the agglomeration and in its immediate periphery).
Against this backdrop, the interdependence of
settlements, which are united by agglomerations,
is growing (including in the significant growth of
pendulum migration); the main city “pours out” of
its administrative boundaries, expanding the range
of its economic influence. Thus, suburban areas
provide protection against excessive industrial and
demographic pressure and perform ‘“unloading”
functions.

We could see now that in the region the structure
of the coastal settlement system is undergoing
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changes - in the cumulative demographic potential,
the share of small cities decreases due to the protracted
increase in the population of large cities, which leads
to the polarization of the settlement system and the
formation of its agglomerative forms. According to
its architecture, the important role of the agrarian
sector and, ultimately, of mentality is predominant
in the “semi-urban” environment with demographic
characteristics that vary significantly depending on
the season (the population in the period from June to
September in all seaside settlements increases from
1. 5 to 2 times) and, accordingly, with conditions of
doing business and income of the population. At the
same time, the expressed existential differences (in
the density of population, the degree of urbanization)
are maintained between the actual coastal strip
and other, adjacent territories of the region. The
aforementioned agglomerations are dominated by
environments typical of rural settlements, which are
characterized by large settlements (the average size
of rural settlements in the region, for example, in
Transdniestria - 1000-1400 people). In the process
of forming the suburban zone of Odesa, a growing
role is played by the cottage resettlement (dacha). The
phenomenon of “dachization” (increase in the area
of cottage settlements) of the territory, on the basis of
which “agro-recreational” forms of resettlement are
formed, attracted the attention of researchers back in
1994, and at present it has become even larger.

It can be said that the coastal settlement system
is more localized and covers only a certain group of
administrative districts, which tend to (along with its
location, socio-demographic and economic ties) hug
the seacoast and outline the coasts with a “chain”
of settlements (seaside towns and villages). In the
coastal zone of the Ukrainian Black Sea region, with
a total area of 32.118 thousand square kilometers, or
37.2% of the total territory of the region, as of January
1, 2018 lived 2,973.7 ths. people, or 65.0% of the
whole number of inhabitants of the Ukrainian Black
Sea region. Within the coastal zone there are 16 urban
settlements, 31 urban-type settlements and 745 rural
settlements. The general index of population density
here is quite high - 94 people per km? (in general, it
makes up 54 people per km?). More than 40% of the
rural population is concentrated in the coastal regions,
increasing the tendency to agglomeration.

Table 3 shows that 2335.4 ths. people of
the urban population are concentrated within the
seaside (facade) strip, accounting for 78.5% of all
townspeople in the Ukrainian Black Sea region.

In general, the network of urban settlements
in the Ukrainian Black Sea region is sparse. For
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Table 3. Population of the seaside strip of the Ukrainian Black Sea region (as of January 1, 2018)

Names of indicators Odesa region Mykolaiv region Kherson region The Ukramlz'm Black
Sea region
Administrative districts of | Renyiskiy Berezansky, Belozersky, The total area of The
the seaside strip Izmailsky Ochakivsky, Oleshkivsky, Ukrainian Black Sea
Kiliysky Mikolaiyvsky, Golopristansky, region — 86,360 km?
Tatarbunarsky Vitovsky Skadovsky, Total population of the
Belgorod-Dnistrovsky, Kalanchatsky, Ukrainian Black Sea
Ovidiopolsky, Chaplinsky, region -
Limansky Novotroitsky, 4,571,380 people (2018)
Genichesky
The area of the Seaside | g 544 6,027 16,527 32,118
strip, km
0,
In % ofthe total area of 287 245 581 372
the region
Total population of 1,634,400 618,900 720,384 2,973,684
Seaside strip, people
Urban population of 1 351,600 515,900 467,967 2,335,467
Seaside strip, people.
o -
In % to .the entire urb.an 847 66.2 729 78.5
population of the region
Population of Seaside strip | 55 499 132,645 176,539 932,584
without region centers
Rural population of 282,800 103,000 252,417 638,217
Seaside strip, (person)
5 -
In % to .the entire rur'fll 35.8 285 62.2 41.1
population of the region
Number of urban 9 5 5 16
settlements
Number of urban-type 1 4 16 3
settlements
Number —of rural | 5)s 172 348 745
settlements

Calculated by (Statystychnyj, 2018)

every 10 ths. square km of the territory there are
13 city settlements (including urban areas), which
is considerably less than in Ukraine as a whole (22
units). The most dense network of urban settlements is
observed in Odesa region (15 units), and the smallest
values of this indicator (10 units) are in Mykolaiv
region. From the above quantitative indicators it
can be concluded that the supporting framework of
urban settlement in the Ukrainian Black Sea region
is characterized by a fairly sparse network, and the
settlement process itself in many respects is still in the
stage of formation, incompleteness.

If we analyze the relevant settlement indicators
of the seaside strip, then we will see that here they are
much better, there is a denser, more mature network
of urban settlements and they are represented within
the coastal strip not only as small and medium, but
also large cities (Odesa, Mykolaiv, Kherson), which
contributed to the formation of urban agglomerations
with wide distribution functions. The density of the
urban settlement network here is 1.5-2.0 times higher
than the average indicators of the Ukrainian Black
Sea region, urban processes in the seaside strip are

characterized by higher intensity. Small cities of the
seaside strip in genetic typing mainly relate to seaport
cities, urban-type settlements, resorts and centres of
recreation.

In rural resettlements within the region there
are noticeable territorial differences, both in terms of
density of the settlement network, and in the population
of rural settlements. For example, the highest indices
of the population of rural settlements (1,063-2,626
people) are characteristic of the Transdnistrian districts
of Odesaregion, as well as for the districts included in
the Odesa agglomeration (Bilyayevsky, Ovidiopolsky,
Lymansky), the Mykolaiv agglomeration (Vitovsky
district), and Pridneprovsky district of Kherson
region (Belozersky, Beryslavsky, Oleshkovsky,
Golopristansky). For Bilyayevsky and Ovidiopolsky
districts the highest values are characteristic of the
density of the rural population - 52.6 people / km?.
Note that the rural settlement network in the southern
regions of the region is sparse. On average , for every
100 km? there are from 0.8 (the region’s smallest
index is in Reny district) to 3.1 rural settlements,
and the average distance between rural settlements
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is almost 6 km. At the same time, Genichesk district
of Kherson region is characterized by the lowest
population density indicators - 8.9-13.3 persons per
1 km? and low density of rural settlement - 1.8-2.3
settlements per 100 km?.

More than 40% of the rural population is
concentrated in the coastal zone districts and this
increases the tendency to agglomeration. Residence
in the suburban area gives the village population
a number of advantages, including the sale of
agricultural products in the city, better facilities and
the possibility of receiving higher-ranking services;
the formation of urban lifestyle through the processes
of urbanization. Large villages are located near their
district’s center or town of district significance. Thus,
there is a steady reduction of the network of settlements
remote from the centers of economic activity. In the
last quarter century, the rural population of suburban
areas increased its size due to migratory inflows from
other districts of the region. This also affected the fact
of a significant increase in the average population of
rural settlements. But it should be noted that in the last
5 years, the demographic situation, both in the whole
Ukrainian Black Sea region, and in the suburban
system of the settlement of Mykolaiv region and
Kherson region, has deteriorated significantly, and
here, as in other areas, there is a natural decrease of
the population (Table 4).

Demographers and geographers traditionally divide
the population into urban and rural areas, analyze the
level of urbanization of the territory, allocate urban
and rural settlement systems. In the zones of attraction
of large cities, a new type of settlement was formed
- in fact, suburban. Along with the usual urban and
rural population, in the suburban area there is a mixed
type of settlement, which modern statistics cannot
attribute to either urban or rural. This phenomenon
concerns zones of cottage, country and garden land
use in the suburban area, which do not have a clear
administrative link to either the big city or to certain
administrative districts. In the world statistics, these
territories are called «urbanized areas» and included
in the urban population. In the long run, suburban
areas may receive a certain administrative status in
Ukraine. In the suburbs, however, it is necessary to
take into account three types of population - urban,
rural and suburban (Sych et al. 2015). Consequently, a
new form of modern evolution of resettlement systems
in the Ukrainian Black Sea region exists, improves,
becoming more complex, it approaches the tertiary
sphere, the sphere of agro-recreational components
and needs thorough qualitative research.

Conclusions. Thus, the general features of
resettlement suggest uneven resettlement, both in the
region as a whole, and within the coastal zone. The
poles of attractiveness to resettlement are the Odesa,

Table 4. Dynamics of the population of the Ukrainian Black Sea region (ths. people)

Territorial units 1990 p. 2001 p. 2011 p. 2012 p. 2013 p. 2018 p.
Odesa region 2,638.2 2,469.0 2,388.7 2,388.3 2,395.2 2,383.1
Mykolaiv region 1,330.0 1,264.7 1,183.3 1,178.2 1,173.5 1,141.3
Kherson region 1,249.4 1,175.1 1,088.2 1,083.4 1,078.2 1,046.9
Seaside strip 3,237.0 3,131.8 3,009.0 3,005.1 3,009.8 2,973.7
Ukrainian Black Sea region 5,217.6 4,908.8 4,660.2 4,649.9 4,646.9 4,571.3
Ukraine 51,838.5 48,457.0 45,778.5 45,633.6 45,553.0 42,386.4
Urban population
Odesa region 1,746.1 1,624.6 1,594.8 1,595.0 1,602.1 1,594.9
Mykolaiv region 874.0 838.8 800.8 798.1 796.1 779.7
Kherson region 768.5 706.2 665.5 662.4 659.5 641.4
Seaside strip 2,555.7 2,465.8 2,361.7 2,357.5 2,362.0 2,335.5
Ukrainian Black Sea region 3,388.6 3,169.6 3,061.1 3,055.5 3,057.7 3,016.1
Ukraine 34,871.8 32,574.0 31,440.7 31,382.2 31,376.9 29,370.9
Rural population

Odesa region 892.1 844.4 793.9 793.3 793.0 788.2
Mykolaiv region 456.0 4259 382.5 380.1 377.4 361.6
Kherson region 480.9 468.9 422.8 420.9 418.7 405.5
Seaside strip 681.9 677.9 647.2 647.3 647.6 638.2
Ukrainian Black Sea region 1,829.0 1,739.2 1,599.2 1,594.3 1,589.1 1,555.3
Ukraine 16,966.7 15,883.0 14,337.8 14,251.4 14,174.4 13,015.4

Composed by (Statystychnyj shhorichnyk Hersons’koi’ regioni,2013, Statystychnyj shhorichnyk Mykolai’vs’koi’ regioni, 2013, Statystychny;j

shhorichnyk Odes’koi’ regioni,2013, Statystychnyj zbirnyk, 2018)

In the suburban areas of large cities of Ukraine
there has been a special type of population settlement.
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to the low-populated depressed peripheral districts
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of the region. The aforementioned disproportions
also affect the distribution of the urban population
in a spatial sense. The prevailing majority of the
urban population is concentrated in large, middle-
sized and small cities and towns of the urban type,
namely, in the coastal zone of the region, another
8% of the urban population is concentrated in small
and medium-sized cities in the northern part of the
Ukrainian Black Sea region, and 4% live in small
towns of the Novokahivsko-Kakhovka-Beryslavskaya
agglomeration. Since urban settlements form the basis
of a framework of a territorial organization, such
territorial concentration leads to the separation of the
territory of the region. The seaside-facade position of
these cities and most urban settlements form a special
seaside type of settlement system. The prospects for
the development of the seaside resettlement system
are directly related to the further intensification of
maritime and recreational activities, and, first of all,
to the development of recreational, tourist and port
infrastructure.
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