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INTRODUCTION

Researching social development we usually look at social welfare basics,
such as accessibility of fresh water, children attending school, availability of basic
household facilities for most of people (Human Development Report, 2015). Besides
these basics modern science needs to interpret social development through broader
approach. it is necessary to analyse societies of modern countries. In this dissertation is
given that we need broaden elements we use to determine and fix the change that
happens in Lithuania, because Lithuanian statistics department gives us only actual
numbers and indicator, but not their complex or derivative indicators of the change.

There are permanent change processes, which reform society systems.
Social development is the process, which creates new possibilities of choice for human
(Hawkins, Weis, 1996). Social development reflects society’s progress and chances to
fulfil individuals’ needs in Lithuania, where has been developed social welfare
infrastructure, have been forming new social structure. Modern ideas create a new
approach to the new formations, which transform our societies (Giddens, 2005).

The relevanc. This theme is especially relevant in this changing world, in
that is essential to understand how much changes in Lithuania match the processes in
Europe and in the other modern countries, as well as how different they are. The answer
to these questions lets us to understand the perspectives of the Lithuanian society’s
development and to forecast the possible mechanism to change the situation. Especially
relevant there are social, environmental and economic indicators (Castells, 2002). For
example social indicators might be used for modern society‘s knowledge and could form
growing influence in governing (Merkys, Braziené, Kondrotaite, 2008).

It is essential to take into consideration these factors while applying regional
politics in the state.mThis paper is significant, because there is not only analysis of social
change, but even the prognosis of the future in different territories of Lithuania.

Context. Social welfare is like a conglomeration of those indicators.
Scholars distinguish two approaches — objective and subjective social welfare (Diener,
Lucas, 1999). In this paper I refer the objective (economic) one, which is formal, thus
individuals’ welfare is when the world meets their willingness, but not the sense of

happiness or satisfaction, which is perceived as mental welfare (Jokubaitis, Norkus,



2006). Objective welfare term is inherent from the Nobel prise winner Amartya Sen’s
researches, where social welfare is reflected in people’s power development, which
reflects what person can do or can achieve (Jokubaitis, Norkus, 2006).

One of the social indicators is unemployment, which is one of the biggest
problems in the world, because social and economic region’s welfare depends on labour
market and the types of labour. High unemployment causes social relations’ change in
communities, families and other institutions (Ruskus, 2008). Countries in the European
Union face the long term unemployment problem and the social infrastructures cannot
help those unemployed. Labour market change might be determined by the prevalence of
poverty, living standards, social isolation, what accordingly has negative influence in
society’s development, countries social stability and economical development
perspectives. According to Norkus progress influences rapid economy structural change
and thereby ruins earning and livelihood chances for range of professions (Norkus, 2008,
p. 507). Therefore changes in one sphere might indeed create stagnation or even
disappearance in the other.

Inequality is programmed in the whole economic world. The exchange of the
core, the periphery and the quazi-periphery zones is happening. This change is
determined by the the struggle for resources. The theory in this paper is adopted not at
the country level, but it is used to evaluate various indicators in administrative units’
level (mezo) in Lithuania. This relation is seen in this modern world not only
among/between countries, but in other territorial levels as well.

Modern ideas form new approach to our societies transforming elements
(Giddens, 2005), therefore they are the way to analyse changes and to extrapolate the
future (Beck, 1995). This leads to the Maintaind propositions.

1. Modern social development is the change of behaviour traditions and that
change makes variations, which form future. Those variations are diverse and
they change depending on eight groups of indicators.

2.  Unevennesses of modern change in Lithuanian society are set by defying and
evaluating the indicators modern social development (social structure,
production power, infrastructure, entrepreneurship, global communication,
political structure (democracy), urbanization and territorial hierarchical

systems).



3. I Wallerstein world system theory is useful to explain the changes of objective
social welfare and social development not only in global level, but also in
regional and local levels;

4.  In Lithuania have formed three basic cores — Vilnius, Kaunas and Klaipéda
with surrounding quazi-peripheries. The largest quazi-periphery is Vilnius,
which includes Sirvintai district, Vilnius district, Trakai district, Salcininkai
district, Elektrénai district. This quazi-periphery gathers resources from
border regions and wracking cores like Panevézys and Siauliai;

5.  The prognostic models of modern social development reflect growing distance
between peripheries, quazi-peripheries and cores territories in Lithuania;

6.  There is dangerous tendency when slowdown of modern social development is
determined by intensive decline of social and economic values (for example
decline of population) in municipalities more with dominant rural population;
therefore more resistant to economic crises are municipalities with dominant
urban population.

The object of this dissertation is social development, characteristics of its
change (indicators and measurement) and the changes in Lithuanian territories.

The aim of this paper is to establish the features of modern social
development and accordingly to evaluate the changes in Lithuanian territories by
creating possible models of these changes. To reach this goal there are five tasks:

1. to feature social development concept after systemising the sources of
information;

2. to purify the features and their indicators, which describe modern social
development through different theoretical approaches of social development;

3.  to analyse theories, which describe social development in territorial level, and
to embody the model of modern social development unevenness in territories;

4. to define value of indicators of social welfare in Lithuanian municipalities and
to generalize their changes by using statistical data;

5. to create model of possible changes of social development in Lithuanian
municipalities (using mathematical and cartographical methods).

The originality. The research intends to involve period from 2004 to 2014
and to forecast till 2019. This is the period of Lithuanian’s membership in the EU, also
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the time when world economic crisis took place. Positive changes and the resistance to
the negative one make potentiality to evaluate Lithuanian municipalities in social welfare
context.

1. Wallenstein’s theory of world systems is used in evaluating social development
changes in a single country.

2. There is created and grounded country’s social development describing system,
which can be used for the analysis of situation and prognosis of according
changes.

3. There is shown analysis of modern social development change in different
Lithuanian territories (municipalities) level and its data is used to create social
development change model (applying regression and cartographic analysis).

The usefulness of the dissertation. Firstly it can be seen thorough positive
approach. Also there is comprehensive approach — attention to details in territorial level
This paper i1s useful for state institutions, because there are unusual arguments in
interpreting social indicators.

The structure of the dissertation composes of three chapters. The first is
about describing social development change and its evaluation in territorial level. The
second one is the methods of territorial social change evaluation and prognosis. This
chapter describes the process of the whole dissertation. In the third chapter is given
empiric research, which shows social changes in Lithuanian municipalities. In this
chapter the forecast models are created.

Publications and activities. Dissertation related material was published in
two articles in Lithuanian science editions. Those are FILOSOFIJA. SOCIOLOGIJA
(Gruzevskis B.,Sabanovas S. (2015) Modernios socialinés raidos samprata socialinés
geroves kontekste (Social development evaluation through modern social development
approach) Filosofija. Sociologija / Philosophy. Sociology Vol.26, Nr. 4 pp. 267-276.))
and TILTAS | ATEIT] (Sabanovas S. (2014). Ukio subjekty skai¢iaus raidos dinamikos
atspindZiai besikei¢ianc¢ioje Lietuvos visuomengje (The Reflections of Dynamics of
Economy Subject Evolution in the Changing Society of Lithuania), Tiltas ] ateit] (The
Bridge to the Future), Vol .6, Nr. 1, pp. 164-168. (In Lithuanian)). I participated in four

Lithuanian sociologist conferences and one international conference. Also I attended



summer school in University of Eastern Finland (Kuopio, Finland), where my paper was
presented.

Aside 1 am author of more than ten international and Lithuanian scientific
articles and publications (including ISI Web of Knowledge ). There is given publication
list:

1. Veteikis D., Sabanovas S. Jankauskait¢ M. (2011) Landscape structure changes
on the coastal plain of Lithuania during 1998—2009. Baltica. Vol. 24, Nr. 2. pp.
107-116.

2. Magiulyteé J., Veteikis D., Sabanovas S. (2012). Recomposition of Rural Space in
Lithuania since the Restoration of Independence. Acta Scientiarum Polonorum,
Vol. 11, Nr. 3, pp. 167-183.

1. 3.. Veteikis D. Jankauskaité M., Sabanovas S. (2010) Zemés naudmeny struktiiros
pokyciai Lietuvos pajuryje 1995-2007 metais. Jiros ir kranty tyrimai - 2010 : 4-
0ji moksliné-praktin¢é konferencija, Palanga, 2010 balandZio 13-16 : konferencijos
medziaga (The Sea and Coast Research - 2010: the 4th scholar-practical
conference, Palanga, 2010 April 13-16 : Conference source), pp. 291-295. (In
Lithuanian).

3. Satrauskaité S., Sabanovas S. (2012). Kauno benamiy teritorinés sklaidos
socialiniai aspektai (Social aspects of Kaunas homeless people territorial spread)
Tiltas j ateit] (The Bridge to the Future), Vol .5, Nr. 1. (In Lithuanian).

4. Simkuté A., Sabanovas S. (2012). The Lithuanian And Slovenian Party Systems
In The Context Of Central Eastern Europe (Lietuvos ir Slovénijos partiniy
sistemy ypatybés Vidurio Ryty Europos kontekste), Tiltas j ateit] (The Bridge to
the Future);, Vol .6, Nr. 1. (In Lithuanian).

5. Sabanovas S., Satrauskaité S. (2011). Kompiuteriniy mokomuyjy programy
naudojimas Lietuvoje: X mokyklos atvejis. Tarpdisciplininis diskursas
socialiniuose moksluose - 3: socialiniy moksly doktoranty ir jaunyjy mokslininky
konferencijos straipsniy rinkinys (Interdisciplinary discourse in social science.
Paper set of Conference of Social science Phd students and young scholars). Nr.

3. pp. 75-79 (In Lithuanian). ISSN 2029-3224 2011, nr. 3. p. 75-79.



1. MODERN SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT CONCEPTION AND EVALUATION

Social development, social change and dynamics are interpreting differently
by various authors, as they distinguish various accents, which are the most imported.
Surely there is no united overall concept of history or society, because a common
conception of change (suitable for all cases) doesn’t exist (Lyotard, 1985). Therefore we
need to understand that modern social change is diverse, pluralistic, and we should
analyse it not as a generality, but as a system, which is floating and highlighting the main
aspects reflecting the system. In other words social change, development and dynamics

are the changes that ruin traditions and change society structures.

Behaviour traditions }Q_p{ Changes M Future
J— B S— S5 E—
O O | Changes
S ?
O .
- J

Figure 1 The modern concept of social development

Modernity is inseparable from modern social change, as well as modern
social change is inseparable from the changes that change traditions. Wallerstein claims
that there are three economical level zones, which cannot exist one without the other. In
this paper is taken position that inequality is programmed in the whole modern economic
world. There is in process not only the vicissitude of the core, the periphery and the
quazi-periphery countries, but also territories in different territorial (global, region, local)
levels. This change is determined by the struggle for resources. This struggle forms not
only country peripheries and quazi-peripheries but also they appear inside the countries
or even in the administrative divisions.

This idea helps to create a model summarizing the relation between
modernity and modern social development. Inequality is programmed in different
territorial levels and there 1s unequal exchange between them. Evaluating the appearance
of modern social development we can assert that this development is the most intensive

in the global level and the least in the local level periphery.
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Table 1 Review of territorial insight about social welfare in territorial section

Territorial level The Social The Modern The Centre— | Theory of rural-urban | Spatial structure Territorial social-economic
dualism theory, | World-System periphery migration (McCatty, of peripherality stream model
The Dualistic (Wallerstein, model 2004; Harris, 1970) (Pociute, 2014)
Economy 1974) (Marshall,
theory 1998)
(Boeke 1953)
Macro-territorial Core Core X X X Global core I territorial
level (global) level
X Semi - X X X Global quazi- (Mega-
Periphery periphery regional)
Periphery Periphery X X X Global periphery
Mezo territorial X X Core Urban Centre of centre Regional core IT territorial
level (regional) level
X X X X Periphery of Regional quazi- (M1cro-
. regional)
centre periphery
X X Periphery Rural Centre of
periphery Regional
X X X X Periphery of periphery
periphery
Micro-territorial X X X X X Local core IIT territorial
level (local) level
X X X X X Local quazi- (territories)
periphery
X X X X Local periphery
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Figure 2 Territorial social-economic stream models

Local Regional Global

T e 4

0‘/ \
. \ \
L)
O Core
@  Periphery
|:> Economic — social stream between different territorial level territories
Economic — social stream between the core and the periphery

<> Position of local territorial unit in regional; regional unit — in global

This system comes from different interpretations how to evaluate social
welfare level in territorial context. Generalizing Wallerstein, Boeke, Marshall, McCatty,
Harris and Pocitité, a new territorial social-economic stream model arises. This model
helps to explain the resolution of modern social development in territorial section. The
model is useful not only for evaluation of the actual situation, but also for the evaluation
of modern social development, while it shows peripherality or centralization processes in
the territory.

Analysis of various authors raised eight indicator groups, which should
reflect modernity and its change (fig.3). It would show modern social change. Modernity
is inherent from modern social development. Figure 4 represents relations between
actual society structure and its change. Morkevi¢ius and Norkus distinguish modernity
indicators inseparable from modernity features. However the authors have set the
indicator groups through factor analysis in global territorial level (state level). In this
paper the indicator groups have been found through review of various social theories.
Evaluating modern social development we have to find changes in eight part system

through describing indicators.
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Modern social development determing factors

Figure 3 The modern concept of social development
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Figure 4 Relation between modernity and modern social change indicators

In conclusion, evaluating modern social development we need to assess the
changes, which are indicated using distinguished indicator groups and displayed in
territorial section, through Wallerstein theory approach not in global level, but in
regional and local level.

In modern social development inequality is inescapable, because core
regions gather social and economic resources. This feature is seen in different social
groups in territories (especially in eight indicator groups). Therefore the big cities in
Lithuania in principle should be resources accumulators and periphery should have
worse indicators. Small cores and the lack of resources should disappear and other cores
should grow bigger at the expense of others. This modern world order emerged in the
theoretical part. Though it is referred to sustainable development (and resources saving),

but in reality the use of resources is uneven (the gap between administrative units).
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2. METHODS OF TERITORIES SOCIAL CHANGE EVALUATION AND
FORECAST

Research order

Stage 1. In the first stage modernity and modern social development
indicators and their theoretical basis are discussed. Also there are shown indicators
reflecting each of modern social development indicator groups. The relation between
modernity and modern social development is portrayed. Here theories generalization
method is used.

Stage 2. It is very important to imply that indicator groups of modern social
development can be described by various indicators. Therefore in the second stage
analysed indicators are developed. There are clarified the reason for choosing those
indicator groups and what value to modern social development they might have.

There have been created a tool to fix modern social development to evaluate
existing features of modern social development by generalizing those features and
displaying them in regional (Lithuanian municipalities) level. In this stage statistical
and cartographical methods are used. Showing the indicator groups of modern social
development we can see that the indicators differ in global, regional and local levels.
Therefore in the indicator group those indicators are closely related with each other.

Stage 3 is evaluation of the indicators’ values in regional level by choosing
as close as possible (year) data from Lithuanian statistics department. Different year
have been chosen as not all the indicators have their data exactly in the research period,
which is from 2004 to 2014. Here geo-social analysis (table 2 and 3) is used.

Stage 4. In this stage we have generalization of the results. Then it is
checked if the indicators from the theory part proved to be correct. The change of these
indicators 1s resumed and described their feature in regional territorial level. Then the
range with the places of occurrence of modern social development is shown. Here
mostly logical-analytical method is used

Stage 5. In this stage mathematical prognosis models are used to forecast
modern social development change. Surely there are global factors, which influence the
results of this forecast (2019). And it is unavoidable. For this reason there might be

minor inaccuracies of the verification of this forecast model.
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Table 2. The choice of the indicators for modern social development in regional territorial level

* in each group of indicators the indicators were chosen by data availability in Lithuanian regional level and by dependence in that group

ki

Indicators and timing of data evaluating modernity

Indicator groups, indicators and periods of data evaluating modern

social development

Indicators

Timing of data

The implicit indicator

estimation method

Indicator groups
of modern social
development

Indicators

Periods of daota

People with higher
education for 1000
inhabitants

Median age of
inhabitants in the
municipalities at the
beginning of a year

201

Social structure

The change of people
with higher education
for1000 inhabitants

The change of median
age of inhabitants

Population

Amount of registered
unemployed for 1000
inhabitant

Coming and leaving
people for 1000
inhabitants

Production power

Population change
(per cent)

The change of amount
of registered
unemployed for 1000
inhabitants

(per cent)
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The density of roads
pavementin 1 sq. km

Amount of cars for 1000
inhabitants

Road density = overall
road [ pavement) length
/ municipality territory

Infrastructure

The change of The
density of roads
pavement sg. 1km

The change of amount
of cars for 1000
inhabitants

Tax (hundreds of euro)
collection into
municipality budget for
1000 inhabitants

Amount of enterprise for
1000 inhabitants

Amount of enterprise for
1000 inhabitants=
amount of enterprise
*1000 /municipality
population

Enterprenurship

The change of tax
{hundreds of eurao)
collection into
municipality budget
for1000 inhabitants
(per cent.)

The change of
amount of enterprise
for 1000 inhabitants

Political structure

Met migration

Immigration —emigration
for1000 inhabitant per
year

Global
communication

The change of net
migration intensity
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Urbanization level

Per cent of urban
population in the whole

The change of
urbanization level

municipality population Urbanization
Peripheral level The changes of
Territorial peripheral level
hierarchical
system

* in each group of indicators the indicators were chosen by data availability in Lithuanian regional level and by dependence in that group
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Modern social development was evaluated using geosocial analysis. Firstly all
Lithuanian municipalities were put in alphabetical order, and modern social development
evaluation was made by giving a number value to each of unit. Table 3 shows how
indicators were evaluated in 6 point system. The table was made using natural border
analysis by Jenks optimization method. Later these evaluations were multiplied by
coefficients considering their weight, and the sum could not exceed six points per indicator.

To calculate modern social development in Lithuanian municipalities,

calculation formula was created. This formula can be used in global, regional and local

level.

Modern social development in a territory = AI*kAI*xAl

+B1*kBl*xB1+B2*kB2*xB2+....... H(Z+1)*k(Z+1)*x(Z+1)
A- indicator;
Al — indicator number,

k — indicators coefficienet;

x — sum of values.

Table 3. Modern social development’s indicators, criteria and coefficients in

geo-social analysis

N | Group Indicator Coeft. Value
r.| of 1 2 3 4 5 6
indicator
s
A v The change of 1 9,0< 7,190 6,1-7,0 | 4,1-6,0 | 1,1-4,0 <1,1
< 2 median age of
3 3 inhabitant
3 E inhabitants
75
B 0,5 <22% | -21,9%- | -18,9%- | -14,9% | -8,9% - | 0,1%<
= . -19% -15% --9% 0%
S . Population
8 2 change (per cent)
5 2
S =
=
~
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The change of 0,5 08%< | -0,8%- | -2,3%- | -3,6%- | -6,2% - <-
amount of 0,7% -0,9% -2,4% -3,7% 6,3%
registered
unemployed for
1000 inhabitants
(per cent)
s The change of 05 | 50,7%<| 34%- | 22,1%- | 94%- |-58%- |<-59%
% 2 amount of cars 50,6% | 33,9% 22% 1 9,3%
% = for 1000
— inhabitants
The change of tax 0,5 <144% | 14,5%- | 80,5%- | 93,6%- | 107,2% | 156,7%
(hundreds of 80,4% 93,5% 107,1% - <
euro) collection 156,6%
into municipality
budget for 1000
2 inhabitants (per
a cent.)
1
3 The change of 1 <-10% | -9.9%-- | -2,4%- 0,1%- | 15,1%- | 25%<
amount of 2.5% 0% 15% 25%
enterprise for
1000 inhabitants
0 - - - - - -
Tct; g * Free democratic elections
25
0 <-1,0% | -0,9%- - -0,6%- -0,3%- - 0%- 0,4%<
- 0,7% 0,4% 0,1% 0,4%
S
_ 5 The change of net
s O L
S8 | nemsiy
™ y —— -
O g * This indicator shows the change of change process, therefore it
g makes data error, for this reason it is not valuated.
o
0,5 <-4% | ‘4% -- | -1,3%-- | -0,2% - | 03%- | <2,0%
= 2%
'% The change of 1,4% 0,3% 0,3% ’
g urbanization * If urbanization level is over 90 per cent. 6
g level (per cent) points are given
1 PP PP PP Cp PC cc
=S (high | (mediu (low
5= S Peripheral level periph m periphera
B § 2. | (by Pocite) eral | periphe | 1level)
= level) ral
level)
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* The actual condition, not the change, as this
transformation is especially long-term process

Limitations of this research applications can be narrowness of territory (might
be not useful in extremely small territorial units), period (most of the data groups are
available only from the 20th century) and countries development level, which influence

reflections of changes (in welfare states this research is valid).

3. FEATURES AND PERSPECTIVES OF MODERN LITHUANIA TERRITORIES
DEVELOPMENT

Empiric research displayed modern social development in Lithuania (regional
and local level). The analysis gives evidence that the changes in Lithuanian society are not
even. There are three strong regional (Vilnius, Kaunas, Klaipéda) cores, one of them —
Kaunas — is constantly weakening. Their value of modern social development is from 24,5
to 28. In Kaunas’ second model (pessimistic) projected change is (about +20%) smaller than
in Vilnius (about +30%) or in Klaipéda (about +24%). These cores create quazi-periphery
around them while supporting it and at the same time using it for own needs. Also there are
weaker cores like Siauliai, Panevézys and Alytus (modern social development about 20),
which are fading away because of the competition from the bigger cores. We can see that
modernity is more intensive in quazi-perriperies than in the cores.

Looking at the areas of modern social development in regional level, we can
see that the most intensive modern social development is in the cores of Vilnius, Kaunas
and Klaipéda, while the less intensive in their quazi-peripheries and the cores like
Mazeikiai, Siauliai, Panevézys and Alytus. In modern social development the cores are
expanding while forming quazi-peripheral territories and living on them. Peripheral zones
start to form even in small city municipalities, as Alytus, Visaginas, Druskininkai and

Birstonas, though they are recapitalized by the European Union and the government.
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Legend

Modern social development (values)
[ <ns

[ 1e-155
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B 1s1-200
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Figure 5. Modern social development in Lithuania (2004-2014)

The periphery is taking place more in border regions of Lithuania. Here modern
social development index is about 10-14. In five years prognosis in all forecast models this
value will stay stable or even deteriorates. Here modern social development is different
from that one from the cores. For example, we can see growing number of cars, while in the
cores this number is decreasing, because of the usage of other communication and transport
facilities. = The changes in peripheries are more initiated by the core (through
recapitalization) than the periphery itself. The core tries to support peripheries through
regional, economic, social service policies. Regional policy is a huge factor in sustaining

periphery alive.
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Entrepreneurship becomes one of the feature of modern social development and
it takes place whether in the cores or in the quazi-peripheries. Here we can see settling
bigger companies and therefore those municipalities are more resistant to economic crisis.

Urbanization prior conviction in these territories is slowly increasing. In the
three big cores (Vilnius, Kaunas, Klaipéda) urbanization level is decreasing because of the

population movement to suburbs (quazi-peripheries).

Figure 6. Neutral model of modern social development in Lithuania (2019)

After creating models for modern social development prognosis, three
scenarios have been exposed. If we make recapitalization social gap would not grow very
fast, thogh the cores still would grow faster than the periphery. Modern social development
happens rapidly, if regional policy of recapitalization is withdrawn. In that case two cores

likely to form.
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Figure 7. Pesimistic model of modern social development in Lithuania (2019)

Figure 8. Very pesimistic model of modern social development in Lithuania (2019)

24



1 model 2 model 3 model

Regionalization

Recapitalization to regions

Globalization

Recapitalizasion to cores

Results

@

Modern social develompent
strongnest

Strong regional Strong liberal
politics politics

Figure 9. Stakes of regional policy making

By making aggressive regional policy and supporting only few cores, is
possible to intense modern social development (to reach 39 points value). Thogh this
increase would be at the expense of the peripheries. (7-9 point value). The difference
between intensiveness of changes would be around 380 %. This might lead to four times

different living conditions.
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Figure 7. Lithuanian Republic common plan (LR Seimas, 2015)

In summary, theoretical and empiric insights suggest that modern social
development is a change. Indicating that change we can bring out eight groups of
indicators. In late modernity the influence of production power, political structure and
urbanization is decreasing, while enterprise, global communication and territorial

hierarchical system have a greater impact.
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CONCLUSIONS

1.

Modern social development is behaviour tradition change and that change form
future. They are diverse and changing depending on the mentioned eight indicator
groups (social structure, production power, infrastructure, entrepreneurship, global
communication, political structure (democracy), urbanization and territorial

hierarchical system).

. Modern social development reflecting changes have diestinguished the core, quazi-

periphery and periphery territories system, which shows Wallerstein theory is valid

not only in macro level (states/countries), but also in mezo level (municipalities).

. Theory analysis and empirical research give evidence, that inequality is programmed

in different territorial levels and there is uneven exchange between them, like Vilnius

core attracts resources from surrounding border municipalities.

. The big cities of Lithuania theoretically should be like resources accumulators, and

periphery territories would have worse indicators, and because of the peripheries
being used the situation will get worse and even small cores with lack of resources

will decline, and the big cores will grow at the expence of the others.

. Looking through sustainable development approach it is important to make integral

evaluation, where is not only declaration of facts, but also evaluation of process and

changes, which reflect modern social development.

In I. Wallerstein world system theory modern social development is the most

intensive in the global level, and the least intensive in the local level periphery.

There are three regional social development cores in Lithuania — Vilnius, Kaunas and
Klaipéda. We can see that Siauliai, PanevéZzys and Alytus are weakening as cores. In

Lithuanian border regions we find periphery, like Pagégiai or Skuodas.

. Evaluating population change we can see, that the biggest population loss was in

cities, if we look at absolute numbers. It is related with core expantion to quazi-

periphery. Thogh looking at relative numbers we can see that the biggest loss is in
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the rural municipalities. So population change shows tendencies of municipality

development.

. Evaluating the change of average age of population in municipalities we can see, tha

peripheral society is the most ageing (like in Skuodas and Akmené municipalities
average median age changed 22 per cent). In quazi-peripheries ageing process is the
slowest (in Klaipéda, Kaunas and Vilnius district municipalities average median age

is stable), because the cores integrate these territories and gives them resources.

10. Modern social development reflections and its type are different in core and

11.

periphery municipalities and often it shows unusual chages. For example in the city
municipalities we can see suburbanization procces, though in periphery (border)
municipalities urbanization appears. Also we can see, that there is declining number

of private cars in the big citues, and increasing number of cars in peripheries.

Modern social development dynamic shows perspectives of different Lithuanian
territories. We can see that the cities municipalities are more attractive for economic

and social expansion.

12. Expanding core needs a territory for its population and in that way quazi-periphery

13.

14.

arises. Quazi-periphery is region supported by the core (by giving resources from
periphery and smaller cores) and being used by the core in order to to sustain its

liveness.

Analysis of companies number change in Lithuania in 2004-2014 shows, tha dispite
the economic crisis of 2008, the number oc companies had increased about 24 per
cent, and in the cities this number had grown to 38 per cent, while in rural territories
the grow was barely 6 per cent. Therefore we can assume, that disproportion of

production potential had oncreased among different territorial groups.

Urbanization level is inseparable feature of modernity, though in modern social
development urbanization level at 90 per cent and above means, that urbanization
change becomes negative and it is a start for new step of modern social development
— suburbanization.
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15. There are three strong regional (Vilnius, Kaunas, Klaipéda) cores, one of them —
Kaunas — is constantly weakening. Their value of modern social development is
from 24,5 to 28. These cores create quazi-periphery around them while supporting it
and at the same time using it for own needs. Also there are weaker cores like
Siauliai, Panevézys and Alytus (modern social development about 20), which are

fading away because of the competition from the bigger cores.

16.In order to prevent peripheral regions to lag it is nessesary to recapitalize them.
Recapitalization has two options — first is to use its own new resources (natural
resources) and therefore to level differences of the change, and the second option is
to use resources from the cores (global, regional) by distributing them through
regional policy. This second case is called regionalization and the gap between the

extreme points of modern social development (periphery-core) does not increase.

17.Modern social development forecast models show the need of active regional policy.
There is a choice one of two: weather to refrain from periphery recapitalization (and
then let to develop two regional cores), or to recapitalise peripheries and maintain
even development in the country and do not let to form a big gap between the
regional cores and the smaller ones (more acceptable for sustainable development

supporters).

18. Vilnius city core is likely to intensify at the expense of other Lithuanian territories
and to form broad surrounding quazi-periphery including Kaunas core. In the

peripheries modern social development could even decreace.

19. With a strong regional policy we can assure modern social development expantion in
broad territory , while liberal option — supporting only few bigger cores — could lead
Lithuania to a very competitive environment, whre the Lithuanian cores might be
outrivaled by global centres. The least effective option would be not to choose any of
the given options — neighter regional policy, nor liberal policy. If supporting current

situation, modern social development would be the slowest of the options.
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Santrauka

Paskutinieji dveji deSimtmeciai yra iSskirtiniai, nes pasaulis pasieké proverzj
7mogaus socialinéje raidoje. Zmonés gyvena ilgiau, turi galimybe gauti $varaus gélo
vandens, daugiau vaiky gali eiti ] mokyklas, daugelis Zmoniy gali pasinaudoti elementariais
buitiniais patogumais (Human Development Report, 2015). Siuolaikiniame moksle tampa
svarbu suprasti socialing raida ne tik Siais elementariais poZymiais, bet labiau iSsivys€iusiy
valstybiy visuomenes nagrinéti platesniu poziiiriu. Svarbu praplésti elementy pasirinkima,
kurie naudojami apibudinti ir fiksuoti kaitg, kuri vyksta Lietuvoje, nes Lietuvos statistikos
departamentas pateikia faktinius situacijos rodiklius, bet ne jy kompleksus ar iSvestinius
kaitos rodiklius.

Visuomeng¢je vyksta nuolatiniai kaitos procesai, kurie performuoja visuomenés
sistemas. Socialin¢ raida — tai procesai, kurie formuoja naujas Zmogaus pasirinkimo
galimybes (Hawkins, Weis, 1996). Socialin¢ raida atspindi visuomenés pazangg ir galimybe¢
patenkinti individy poreikius. Lietuvoje, kurioje plétojama socialinés gerovés infrastruktiira,
formuojasi nauja socialin¢ struktiira. Modernistinés id¢jos formuoja kitg poziiir] | naujus
darinius, kurie transformuoja miisy visuomenes (Giddens, 2005).

Aktualumas. Modernios socialinés raidos klausimas Lietuvoje aktualus, nes
besikei¢iame pasaulyje, svarbu suprasti, kiek pokyciai Lietuvoje atitinka Europos ir kitose
i§sivysciusiose Salyse vykstan€ius procesus, o kiek jie yra specifiniai ar kardinaliai
prieSingi.  Atsakymas ] Siuos klausimus leidZia suvokti Lietuvos visuomenés raidos
perspektyvas ir numatyti galimus mechanizmus situacijos keitimui. Ypac svarbiis yra
socialiniai, aplinkos ir ekonomikos indikatoriai (Castells, 2002). Pavyzdziui, socialiniai
indikatoriai gali biiti panaudoti kaip modernios visuomenés atspindZiai ir formuoti vis
did¢janciag jtakg valstybés valdyme (Merkys, Brazien¢, Kondrotait¢, 2008). Taikant
regioning politikg valstybéje biitina atsizvelgti  Siuos faktorius.

2002 m. priimtame Lietuvos Respublikos teritorijos bendrajame plane
atsispindi poreikis reguliuoti socialiniy, ekonominiy objekty ir reiSkiniy diferenciacija
skirtingose teritorijose (Lietuvos Respublikos Seimas, 2002). Juk nelygybé skirtinguose

aspektuose sukelia demografines, socialines, ekonomines problemas, kurios sumazina
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galimybes asmenims, gyvenantiems kai kuriose Lietuvos vietovése. Taigi kuriant naujajj
Lietuvos Respublikos teritorijos bendraji plang svarbu taikyti Siame darbe nustatytas
1Zvalgas apie skirtingg socialing kaitg, kad nebtity didinama atskirtis visuomené¢je.

Sis darbas svarbus, nes jame nagrinéjama ne tik socialiné kaita, bet ir
prognozuojama ateitis skirtingose Lietuvos teritorijose. Cia svarbu pasirinkti tinkamas
priemones bei atsizvelgti ; darbo rezultatus, kurie suteiks galimybe spresti atskirties
klausimus teritorijose.

Nelygybé uzprogramuota pasaulio socialin¢je ir ekonomingje sistemoje (The
World Bank, 2015). 1. Wallerstein teigia, kad joje egzistuoja trijy lygiy valstybes, kurios
tarpusavyje palaiko rySius, kurie formuoja nelygybe. Tai pirmiausia metropolijos, kolonijos
ir kvazivalstybés (Wallerstein, 2000). Sie santykiai pastebimi iuolaikiniame pasaulyje ne
tik tarp valstybiy, bet ir kituose teritoriniuose lygiuose bei ne tik situacijos pagrindime, bet
ir poky¢iuose Siuolaikiniame pasaulyje.

Modernistinés id¢jos formuoja naujg poziiir; ] naujus darinius, kurie
transformuoja musy visuomenes (Giddens, 2005), todél jos yra kelias j poky€iy nagrin¢jima
ir ateities ekstrapoliacija (Beck, 1995). Tai suponuoja ir Siame darbe suformuotus
ginamuosius teiginius.

1. Moderni socialiné raida — tai elgesio tradicijy kaita sukeliant pokycius, kurie
formuoja ateitj ir yra jvairialypiai bei keiciasi priklausomai nuo jg lemianciy
astuoniy indikatoriy grupiy,

2.  Lietuvos visuomenéje vykstantys Siuolaikinés kaitos netolygumai nustatomi
apsibrézus ir vertinant modernios socialinés raidos indikatorius (socialiné
struktiira, gamybinés jégos, infrastruktiira, verslumas, globalios komunikacijos,
politinés struktiiros (demokratijos), urbanizacija ir teritorinés hierarchinés
Sistemos).

3. L Wallerstein pasaulio sistemy teorija tinka paaiskinti objektyviosios socialinés
gerovés ir socialinés raidos pokycius ne tik globaliu mastu, bet ir regioniniy bei

lokaliniu;
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4. Lietuvoje susiformave trys pagrindiniai  branduoliai - Vilniaus, Kauno ir
Klaipédos su supanciosioms kvaziperiferijomis, o didziausia is jy yra Vilniaus,
apimanti Sirvinty raj., Vilniaus raj., Traky raj., Salcininky raj., Elektrény
savivaldybes, kuri sutraukia resursus iS5 pasienio regiony bei nykstanciy
branduoliy kaip Panevézio ir Siauliy.

5.  Modernios socialinés raidos prognostiniai modeliai atspindi didéjancig atskirtj
tarp periferiniy, kvaziperiferiniy ir branduoliy teritorijy Lietuvoje.

6. Pastebima Lietuvos ekonominiam potencialui pavojinga tendencija, kai
modernios socialinés raidos létéjimas yra nulemtas intensyvaus socialiniy ir
ekonominiy rodikliy reiksmiy prastéjimu (pvz. gyventojy skaiciaus mazéjimo)
savivaldybése, labiausia su vyraujancia kaimo gyventojy struktira, todél
ekonominéms krizéms atsparesnés savivaldybés su vyraujancia miesty gyventojy
struktiira.

Toks poziiiris ir visuomenéje vykstantys poky€iai lémeé Sio darbo tyrimo
objekta. Tad daktaro disertacijos tyrimo objektas — socialin¢ raida, jos kismo
charakteristikos (rodikliai, matavimo galimybés) bei pokyciai Lietuvos teritorijose.

Darbo tikslas — nustatyti Siuolaikinés socialinés raidos poZymius ir jy pagrindu
jvertinti atitinkamus pokyc¢ius Lietuvos teritorijose bei parengti galimy pokyc¢iy modelius.
Tyrimo tikslui pasiekti keliami uzdaviniai:

1. Atlikus informacijos Saltiniy sisteminimg apibtudinti modernios socialinés raidos

samprata,

2. Naudojant skirtingy teoriniy prieigy socialinés raidos apibiidinimus i$gryninti
modernig socialing raida  charakterizuojan€ius poZymius ir jy matavimy
rodiklius.

3. Analizuoti socialing gerove teritoriniame pjluvyje aiSkinancias teorijas ir
susintetinti modernios socialinés raidos netolygumo teritorijoje modelj;

4. Naudojantis statistikos duomenimis apibrézti socialing gerove atspindinciy
rodikliy faktines reikSmes Lietuvos savivaldybése bei apibendrinti jy pokycius,

kurie charakterizuoja modernig socialing raidg Lietuvos savivaldybése;
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5.  Sukurti galimy socialinés raidos poky¢iy Lietuvos savivaldybése modelius, kurie
atspindéty $iy teritorijy raida (matematiniy ir kartografiniy metody pagalba).
Tyrimo naujumas. Sis tyrimas skirtas jvertinti laikotarpj nuo 2004 m. iki 2014

m. ir prognozuoti iki 2019 m. Tai laikotarpis, kai Lietuva yra Europos Sajungoje, taip pat
Siuo laikotarpiu buvo jvykusi pasaulio ekonomikos krizé. Teigiami poslinkiai ir atsparumas
neigiamiems sukuria galimybe vertinti Lietuvos savivaldybes socialinés gerovés kontekste.
2. Wallerstein’o teoriné pasaulio sistemy raidos prieiga pritaikyta vienos atskiros Salies
socialinés raidos pokyciy vertinimui.
3. Parengta ir pagrista rodikliy, charakterizuojanciy Salies socialing raida, sistema, kuri
gali biiti panaudojama situacijos analizei bei atitinkamy poky¢iy prognozavimui
4. Atlikta modernios socialinés raidos analizé atskiry Lietuvos teritorijy (savivaldybiy)
lygmenyje, kurios duomenys (taikant regresing ir kartografing analiz¢) panaudoti
sukuriant socialinés raidos poky¢iy model;.

Tyrimo originalumas. Siame darbe bus taikomi sociologijos, geografijos,
ekonomikos, politikos moksly tyrimy metodai. Pagrindiniai tyrimo metodai yra duomeny
rinkimo, dokumenty analizés, apraSomosios statistinés analizés, antrinés statistinés ir
Saltiniy analizés, matematinio modeliavimo, duomeny regresinés analizés ir kartografiniai
metodai. Visus juos apjungia loginiai — analitiniai metodai. Sie metodai suteikia galimybe
pazvelgti 1 pokycius sistemiSkai. Toks pozilris akcentuojamas modernistinése teorijose
(Castells, 2002; Grint, 2005) ir yra taikomas Siame tyrime.

1.  Sioje daktaro disertacijoje I. Wallerstein Pasaulio sistemy teorija pritaikyta ne
valstybiy lygmeniu, bet vertinant jvairius indikatorius administraciniy (mezo)
vienety lygmenyje Lietuvos pavyzdziu. Daroma prielaida, kad santykius tarp
Saliy charakterizuojantys procesai yra biidingi ir procesams atskiry Saliy viduje.
Ji patikrinama vertinant atitinkamy rodikliy, charakterizuojan¢iy socialiné raida,
pokycius.

2. Parengto modernios socialinés raidos prognostinio modelio pagalba, jvertinti

atitinkami pokyc¢iai Lietuvos savivaldybése. Pritaikyti Arcgis programy paketo

procesy ir objekty modeliy kiirimo jrankiai, kurie taiko duomeny regresing analize

38



teritorijoje. Sie naudojami jvairiems mokslo tyrimams pasaulyje. Tai leidzia
suprasti pokycCius Siose teritorijose ir i§ anksto taikyti priemones, kurios leisty
sumazinti neigiamus poslinkius.

Praktiné nauda. Galime perzvelgti trimis punktais. Pirmiausia, pozytivistiniu
pozitriu. Taip pat iSrySkéja komprehensyvus pozitris, nes Siame darbe svarbus démesys
skiriamas net smulkiausioms detaléms teritoriniame pjiivyje ir analizuojamos jy priezastys.
Disertacinis darbas yra naudingas Lietuvos institucijoms, nes jame pateikiami netradiciniai
argumentai socialiniy rodikliy aiSkinime. Tai atspindi utilitarinis poZzitris.

Darbo struktiira. Siame darbe yra trys pagrindiniai skyriai. Pirmiausia
apibréZiama Siuolaikinés socialinés raidos samprata ir jos vertinimas ir aiSkinimas
teritoriniame pjivyje. Jame yra 6 poskyriai, kuriuose nagrinéjamos teorinés jzvalgos, bei
apibendrinimas.

Antras skyrius — tai teritorijy socialinés raidos vertinimo ir prognozavimo
metodika, kurioje apraSoma tyrimo eiga ir jo etapai. Taip pat apibréziami naudoti metodai.
ApraSoma geosocialin¢ analize, kuri véliau tatkoma empiriniame tyrime.

Trecigjame skyriuje atsispindi empirinis tyrimas, kuriame apraSomi ir
atvaizduojami socialiniai pokyciai Lietuvos administraciniuose vienetuose, bei pateikiami
prognostiniai modeliai. Duomenys analizuojami, apibendrinami ir pateikiami tekstu ir
grafiSkai.

Publikacijos ir veikla. Disertacijos tyrimy medziaga paskelbta dviejuose
straipsniuose, kurie publikuoti recenzuojamuose Lietuvos mokslo leidiniuose FILOSOFIJA.
SOCIOLOGIJA (Gruzevskis B., Sabanovas S. (2015) Modernios socialinés raidos samprata
socialinés gerovés kontekste, Filosofija. Sociologija, Vol.26, Nr. 4 pp. 267-276. ) ir
TILTAS | ATEIT] (Sabanovas S. (2014). Ukio subjekty skaiGiaus raidos dinamikos
atspindziai besikei¢ianCioje Lietuvos visuomen¢je, Tiltas j ateitj, Vol .6, Nr. 1, pp. 164-
168.). Dalyvauta keturiose Lietuvos sociology konferencijose ir vienoje tarptautinéje. Taip
pat dalyvauta University of Eastern Finland organizuotoje vasaros mokykloje (Kuopio,

Suomija), kurioje paraSytas ir pristatytas straipsnis.
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Taip pat darbo autorius yra kity deSimties tarptautiniy ir Lietuvos moksliniy
straipsniy autorius (tarp jy ir indeksuojamu ISI Web of Knowledge ). PavyzdZziui, kai kurie
straipsniai susij¢ su disertacijos darbu. Juose iSbandyta pokyCiy ir priklausomybiy
modeliavimo sistema, kuri pagrjsta Arcgis geografiniy, matematiniy ir kartografiniy sistemy
naudojimu.

Pateikiamos kity publikacijy saraSas, kuris atspindi autoriaus indélj  skirtingus
mokslinius tyrimus, kuriuose panaudojami jvairiis metodai ar jzvalgos, kurios atsispindi ir
disertacijoje.

1. Macuulyte, J., Veteikis, D., Sabanovas, S. Recomposition of rural space in
Lithuania since the restoration of independenc. Acta Scientiarum Polonorum.
Administratio Locorum, 2012, Vol. 11, no. 3. p. 167-183. ISSN 1644-0749

2. Satrauskait¢ S., Sabanovas S. Kauno benamiy teritorinés sklaidos socialiniai
aspektai. Tiltas j ateitj. 2012, Nr. 1(5) p. 86-89. ISSN 1822-7260, Nr. 1(5) p. 86-89

3. Sabanovas S., Simkuté A. Lietuvos ir Slovénijos partiniy sistemy ypatybés Vidurio
Ryty Europos kontekste. Tiltas j ateitj, 2012, Nr. 1(6), p. 513-517. ISSN 1822-
7260

4. Veteikis, D., Sabanovas, S., Jankauskaité, M. Landscape structure changes on the
coastal plain of Lithuania during 1998-2009. Baltica, 2011, Vol. 24(2), p. 107-
116 (ISI Web of Science)

5. Satrauskaité S., Sabanovas S. Kompiuteriniy mokomyjy programy naudojimas
Lietuvoje: X mokyklos atvejis. Tarpdisciplininis diskursas socialiniuose
moksluose-3 : Socialiniy moksly doktoranty ir jaunyjy mokslininky konferencija :
straipsniy rinkinys (Kauno technologijos universitetas, 2011 m. spalio 21 d.). p. 75-
80

6. Jankauskaité M., Sabanovas S., Veteikis D. Zemés naudmeny struktiiros pokyd¢iai

Lietuvos pajiiryje. Jiros ir kranty tyrimai 2010 konferencijos medziaga, p. 291-295
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ISvados.

. Moderni socialiné¢ raida —tai elgesio tradicijy kaita sukeliant pokycius, kurie
formuoja ateit] ir yra jvairialypiai bei kei¢iasi priklausomai nuo j3 lemianciy
aStuoniy indikatoriy grupiy (socialinés struktiiros, gamybinés jégos, infrastruktiiros,
verslumo, globalios komunikacijos, politinés struktiiros (demokratijos),

urbanizacijos ir teritorinés hierarchinés sistemos).

. Ivertinus modernig socialing raidg atspindincius pokyCius (pagal aStuonias
indikatoriy grupes) iSrySkéjo branduoliy, kvaziperiferiniy ir periferiniy teritorijy
sistema, kuri parodo I. Wallerstein teorijos veikimg ne tik valstybiy (makro lygiu),
bet ir savivaldybiy lygmeniu (mezo lygmuo), bei paaiskina netolygumus tarp

skirtingy Lietuvos vietoviy.

. Atlikta teoriné¢ Saltiniy analizé bei empiriniai tyrimai patvirtina teiginj, kad
nelygybé uzprogramuota skirtinguose teritoriniuose lygiuose ir tarp jy vyksta
nelygiis mainai (srautai nukreipti j branduolius), kaip Vilniaus miesto branduolys

sutraukia daugelj resursy 1§ Salia esanciy pasienio savivaldybiy.

. Didieji Lietuvos miestai teoriSkai turéty ypac iSrysketi kaip resursy akumuliantai, o
periferijos daliy rodikliai turéty biti blogi, o dé¢l to, kad periferijos ir toliau
iSnaudojamos — situacija tik blogeés ir net nedideli branduoliai dé¢l resursy trikumo

turéty pradeéti nykti, o didieji stambeéti ir kilti kity saskaita.

. Tvarioje plétroje svarbu taikyti integraly vertinima, kuriame biity svarbu ne tik
fakto konstatavimas, bet ir proceso — pokyc¢iy vertinimas, kuris atspindi modernig

socialing raida.

. I. Wallerstein Pasaulio sistemy teorijos rémuose vertinant modernios socialinés
raidos pasireiSkimo erdves galime teigti, kad ji vyksta intensyviausiai globaliajame

lygyje, o silpniausiai lokalinio lygio periferijoje.

. Lietuvoje yra susformave trys regioniniai modernios socialinés raidos branduoliai —

Vilniaus, Kauno, Klaipédos, bei susilpnéje ir nykstantys Siauliy, Panevézio ir
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Alytaus branduoliai, o Lietuvos pasienio zonose susiformavusi periferija, kaip

Pagégiy savivaldybé ar Skuodo savivaldybé.

8. Vertinant gyventojy skaiCiaus pokycCius pastebime, kad absoliuciais skaiCiais
daugiausiai gyventojy prarado miestai (tai sietina su branduolio plétimusi
kvaziperiferija, kaip pavyzdys Klaipédos m. ir Klaipédos raj. savivaldybés ar
Kauno m. ir Kauno rajono savivaldybés,), bet vertinant santykinai — praradimai
didziausi savivaldybése su vyraujancia kaimo struktiira ir todél gyventojy skaiciaus

kaita atspindi savivaldybés vystymosi tendencijas.

9. Analizuojant vidutinio gyventojy amziaus kaitg savivaldybése galime pastebéti,
kad periferijose visuomené¢ sensta greiCiausiai (pvz. Skuodo, Akmenés
savivaldybése medianinis amziaus vidurkis pasikeit¢ vir§ 22 proc.), o
kvaziperifierijose senéjimo procesai lé€iausi (Klaipédos Kauno, Vilniaus rajony
savivaldybése medianinis amziaus vidurkis beveik nekinta), nes branduoliai

integruoja $ias teritorijas ir suteikia resursy joms gyvuoti.

10. Modernios socialinés raidos atspindZiai ir pobudis yra skirtingas tarp branduoliy ir
periferijos savivaldybiy ir atsispindi nejprastais poky¢€iais: pavyzdziui didziyjy
miesty savivaldybése vyksta suburbanizacijos procesai | supanciaja kvaziperiferija,
o periferinése (pasienio) savivaldybése — urbanizacija, o taip pat privaciy
automobiliy skai¢iaus mazéjimas didziuosiuose miestuose, o periferinése zonose —

privaciy automobiliy skai¢iaus daugéjimo procesas.

11. Modernios socialinés raidos dinamika gali biiti vertinama kaip atskiry teritorijy
raidos perspektyvy barometras, kuriame iSrySkéjo, kad didziyjy Lietuvos miesty
savivaldybeés patrauklesnés ekonominei ir socialinei plétrai (verslo kirimui,
gyvenimui) negu mazesniyjy miesty savivaldybés ar periferinés savivaldybes,

kuriose vyrauja neintensyviis pokyc¢iai.

12. Pleciantis branduoliui, jam prireikia ir teritorijos kaip branduolio gyventojams
gyvenamosios vietos ir formuojasi nepilnavertiSkas darinys — kvaziperiferija, kuri

yra branduolio visglaik palaikomi regionai (teikiant resursus i§ periferijos ir
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13.

14.

15.

16.

mazesniyjy branduoliy), kurie panaudojami branduolio gyvybingumui palaikyti bei

sudaro simbiozg su jais (pleciantis branduoliui ji taip pat did¢ja).

Apibendrinant atlikta jmoniy skaiciaus raidos dinamikg Lietuvoje 2004-2014 m.
galima paZymeéti, jog nezitrint 2008 m. ekonominés krizés, bendras jmoniy
skaiius iSaugo vir§ 24 proc, o didziyjy miesty grupéje imoniy skaiCius per
analizuojamg laikotarpj iSaugo 38 proc., kai rajonuose su dominuojancia kaimo
gyventojy struktiira (35 savivaldybés) tik 6 proc. Ir todel galime daryti iSvada, jog
gamybinio potencialo disproporcija tarp atskiry teritorijy grupiy dar labiau
padidg¢jo.

Urbanizacijos lygis yra neatsiejamas modernumo pozymis, bet modernioje
socialinéje raidoje pasiekus 90 procenty ir daugiau lyg] pastebima, kad
urbanizacijos pokytis tokiose savivaldybése tampa neigiamas ir prasideda kitas

modernios socialinés raidos etapas — suburbanizacija.

ISsiskiria trys stipriis regionai (Vilniaus, Kauno, Klaipédos branduoliai), i§ kuriy
vienas (Kauno) visuose modeliuose po truputelj silpnéja, o modernios socialinés
raidos rodiklis yra nuo 24,5 iki 28 baly, aplinkui jie formuoja kvaziperiferija, kurig
jie iSlaiko ir tuo paciu iSnaudoja (aktyviai naudoja branduolio funkcijoms palaikyti,
kai triiksta resursy), kurioje modernumo lygis yra mazesnis ir siekia apie 23 balus
bei susiformuoja silpnesni branduoliai, tokie kaip Siauliy, Panevézio ir Alytaus
(moderni socialin¢ raida apie 20 baly), kurie yra nykstantys, nes juos nukonkuruoja
didesnieji.

Norint pristabdyti periferiniy zony atsilikimg reikia jas rekapitalizuoti, o tai galima
vykdyti dvejais biidais — pirmasis naudojant vietinius naujus resursus (pirmiausia
gamtos) ir sulyginti pokyCiy skirtumus (paskatintini juos), o antrasis — kai 18§
branduoliy (globaliy, regioniniy) imami resursai ir perskirstomi aktyviai vykdant
regioning politika, o tokiu atveju — tai vykdoma regionalizacija ir Siame modelyje
atskirtis tarp kraStiniy taSky pagal modernia socialing raida (periferija-branduolys)
nepadidéja.
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17.Sukiirus modernios socialinés raidos prognostinius modelius i8rySkéja poreikis
taikyti aktyvig regioning politika, kurioje turi biiti pasirinktas vienas i§ varianty:
nerekapitalizuoti periferijy ir leisti vystytis dviems regioniniams branduoliams,
kuriems kyla grésmé dél konkurencijos regioniniame ir globaliniame teritoriniame
lygyje arba antrasis variantas, kuris labiau priimtinas tvarios plétros koncepcijos
Salininkams — rekaptilaizuoti periferijas, kad bty iSlaikytas tolygus Salies
vystymasis, neleidziant susiformuoti didelei atskir¢iai tarp keliy stipriy regioniniy
branduoliy bei kity mazesniy branduoliy.

18. Vilniaus miesto branduolys turéty stipréti kity Lietuvos teritorijy saskaita bei
suformuoti placiag supancigja kvaziperiferija, kuri jtraukty ir Kauno branduolj, o

periferijose moderni socialiné raida gali net suléteéti.

19. Vykdant stiprig regioning politikg, galima pasiekti modernios socialinés raidos
vystymasi placioje teritorijoje, o pasirinkus liberaliy vertybiy vedama III varianta,
kai vystomi tik keli didieji branduoliai, Lietuvoje patektume j labai konkurencinga
aplinka, kurioje Lietuvos branduolius gali nukonkuruoti globaliis centrai, o pats
netinkamiausias pasirinkimas yra nepasirinkti nieko ir netaikyti nei regioninés
politikos, nei liberalios politikos vystant branduolius bei testi esamg situacija,

kurioje moderni socialiné raida biity léciausia.

44



Vardas Pavardeé
Gimimo data
El paSto adresas

ISsilavinimas

GYVENIMO APRASYMAS (CV)

Simonas Sabanovas
1985-11-21
sabanovas@gmail.com

Vidurinis: 2005 m. Kauno Maironio gimnazija;

Austasis: 2009 m. Vilniaus Universitetas, geografijos bakalauras;

2011 m. Viniaus Universitetas, Bendrosios geografijos ir kraStotvarkos magistras;

2011 m. Vilniaus Universitetas, Pedagogikos studijos.

2012 — 2016 m. Vilniaus Universitetas, sociologijos doktorantiiros studijos.

Darbiné veikla
Nuo 2006 iki 2011
Nuo 2008 iki 2013
Nuo 2011 iki 2014
Nuo 2011 iki dabar
Nuo 2013 iki dabar

Gamtos tyrimy centras: inZinierius

Ugnés Karvelis gimanzija: mokytojas

Lietuviy kalbos institutas: specialistas

Vilniaus Universitetas: 2011-2015 specialistas, 2014-dabar déstytojas
Lietuvos sveikatos moksly universiteto gimnazija: mokytojas

45


mailto:sabanovas@gmail.com

