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IOBE OJEITEHUJE JENOIY/IAIIUJE
YV CPBUJU 2002-2022%

Caxerak: OCHOBHa KapaKTepJCTHKA KpeTamba YKYITHOT cTaHOBHUIITBA y Cpduju of
moyeTka 21. Beka je cBe U3pakeHUja genomnynanyja. Pasmika y dpojy pobennx u ympnx ce
KOHTMHYMpaHO noBehaBa Ha mITeTy pobeHnx, a eMurpanyja TpafuIIOHaIHO HaiMalllyje
VIMUTPALjy TOKOM YMTABOr aHaausupaHor nepuopa 2002-2022. rogune.

[Tpodnem y aHanusy nomynanyoHe yHamuke y Cpoujn je M30cTaHAK METOIONOIIKe
YCaITIalIeHOCTH Y Pe3y/ITaTiMa IOINCA CTAHOBHMUINITBA, 112 j€ ITTABHYU IW/b Pajia METO0/I0-
IIIKO ycKahuBarmbe MONMMCHYX NofjaTaka Kako O ce IITO peaHMje caryiefiase MoIyIaljiioHe
IIpOMeHe y Iepropy mocnefmwa Tpu nomuca 2002, 2011. u 2022. rogune.

YKyIHO ocMarpaHo, genomnynanuja y Cpduju je Beha 3a oko 135 xupaja y nepuogy
2002-2022, yKO/IMKO ypagyuMo KOPeKIVjy 3BaHIYHO 00jaB/beHIX IIOJATaKa, JOK je 3Ha4aj
HETATMBHOI MUTPALIVIOHOT CajIia y YKYITHVIM ITIOITY/TALIVIOHVIM ITPOMEHaMa roBehaH Ha IIPEKO
20%. CMamembe CTAHOBHUIITBA je IPUCYTHO Y 4aK 95% Hacerpa y Cpouju.

KipyuHe peun: Ionmc CTaHOBHUINTBA, IPMPOAHM IPUPAILITAj, MUTPALIVOHN CaJIfio,
perMoHaHa aHa/IM3a, MeTOfONIONIKA ycKmahuBama

VBOJI

PaHmje ycIIoCTaB/beH! HEIIOBO/BHM IeMOrpaCKit TPEHIOBY Y MHOIMM 3eM/baMa Ha-
POUNTO JJ0Ta3e KO U3pasKaja Kajja ce APYLITBA Cy04aBajy ca 113a30BMMa IOITY T eKOHOMCKIIX
KpU3a, PaTHUX CTamba, TaH/IeMIjaMa, aJlii U Ca CBe U3PaXKeHMjUM KIMMATCKUM IIPOMeHaMa.
Tako cy ce 3HauajHO MHTEH3UBMPaJIe MUTpPaLMje Off II0YeTKa paTHMUX CyKoda Ha brckom
ucroky (Raineri, Strazzari, 2021) n y Yxkpajuun (Duszczyk, Kaczmarczyk, 2022), mopdu-
IOUTET ¥ MOPTa/lIUTeT CTAHOBHUIITBA je BeoMa IopacTao TokoM mangemuje COVID-19
(Msemburi et al., 2023), a HuBo pabamwa Hukaga Huje duo HipKK. CBETCKA CTOIA YKYITHOT

*  imarinkovic.pa@gmail.com
»  Pap je HammcaH y okBupy Ilporpama nctpaxxupara VIHCTUTyTa APYIITBEHUX HayKa 3a 2023.
TOAVHY, KOjJ TTIOApKaBa MUHMCTapCTBO HayKe, TEXHOJIOIIKOT pasBoja I MHOBaIMja.
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¢deprunutera (CYD), ogHOCHO 8poj xKUBOpObheHe felie IO SKeH, TpeMa IIpoLieHaMa Of
cpenyHe 20. BeKa cMambeHa je ca 5,1 meTeTa 1Mo sxeHn, Ha 2,3 gerera no xxenu (UN, 2022).
ITpojexnyje mokasyjy ga y Hapegunx 30 rogusa Tpeda 04eKuBaTyU Jajbli Maj BPETHOCTH
CY®-a, vak ucnop 2,1 geteTa 10 >XeHH (IIpar 3aMeHe TeHepalje) IITO je IIPefycIoB 3a
HoYeTaK CMamerha I7odaHe MoIynanyje o Kpaja 21. Bexa. TpeHp pacta cBeTCKOT CTa-
HOBHMIITBA 3HauajHO ce ycopasa (UN, 2022), y3 genomynannjy* xoja je eh peanHoct
Yy MHOTMM €BPOIICKMM JIp)KaBaMa, HaPOUMTO Ha ICTOYHOM M jyTOMCTOYHOM Jiely KOHTH-
HenTa (Eurostat, 2023). YcnopaBame i IIpecTaHaK pacTa CTAHOBHUIITBA je IIPMpPOfiaH
u ouexkuBaH mporec (Lutz, Sanderson & Scherbov, 2001). Hexke 3embe cy 3akopadnmse 1y
YeTBPTY eLieHNjy CMambera dpoja CTAaHOBHIKA, IonyT byrapcke, Pymynnje, Mabapcke,
JIntBanuje n Jleronuje. ITapagokcanHo, /i paToBY Ha IIPOCTOPY OMBIIe JyrociaBuje cy
cripeunn fa v Cpduja dype y Toj TpyTm 3eMarba, jep je BeMMKH Tamac M30er/or ¥ MHTEPHO
pace/beHOr CTAHOBHMILTBA IIOIUTa0 HUBO MMUTpalyje y MehymomicaoM neprogy 1991-2002.
pesynTupajyhm fa yKyImHM MUTPALMOHN CaJI0 Y OBOM Ilepuopy Oyfie o3uTHBaH. Tako
Cy MuUrpaluje HaloOMeCTu/Ie HeraTMBaH OWIAHC yMupama 1 pahama Koju je 3amodeo y
Cpduju jorr 1992. ropune (Penev, Predojevi¢ Despi¢, 2019). IToueTkom 1990-ux npupopHu
IPUpANITaj IOCTaje HETaTMBaH ¥ Y BeIMKOM OpOjy MCTOYHOEBPOIICKIX 3eMarba U TaKBO
CTambe Ce 3a[PyKaJIo O AaHac. Brucoka emmrpanuja y ncToM nepuopy GOLATHO yCIOB/baBa
pma moyeTkoM Tpehe ferennje 21. Bexa HijeiHa 3eM/ba y OKpy»kery Cpduje HeMa mopact
dpoja cranosHuka (Eurostat, 2023). MHore 3eM/be y peIrMOHY MMajy HIUCKe CToIle hepTIin-
TeTa TUIIMYHE 33 BMCOKOPa3BUjeHe MHIYCTPUjCKE 3€MJbe, a/IV U BICOKY EMUTPALjy YeCTO
KapaKTepUCTUIHY 32 Hepas3BlUjeHe WIN cpefibe pasBujene gpxase (Lutz & Gailey, 2020).

I[Tpahere npomena y momynannoHoj suHamuny Cpduje Huje jefHOCTaBaH 3a/jaTakK.
PasnuunTa METOLO/OIIKA pelllea TOKOM IIONNCA YYMHMIIA CY [ja IIOIMCHMU MIOfIali HUCY
y nornyHoctu MehycodHo ynopennsu, To MMa yTHUIIaja KaKO Ha MIPOLEHY MUTPALO-
HOT Casfifia, TaKO ¥ Ha M3pauyHaBame OCHOBHMX JleMorpadckux mokasareba. OCHOBHM
I1b Pajia je IITO peaHuje carieflaBarbe MONyIalMOHMX IPOMeHa, y TIePUOly TTOC/Iefha
Tpu mommca (2002, 2011. u 2022. rogyHe), Kpo3 METOLOIOUIKO yCKIahuBame MOMMCHIX
nopgartakxa. V3padyHaBarbe IIpUpPOIHOL IIpupallTaja y MehynonicHuM nHTepBamma, Kao
U IIPOLIEHA MUTPALMIOHOT CaJIfja, OCHOBA je 3 PadyMeBaibe IOMY/IallOHUX TPEHMIOBA, Tj.
car/iefjaBambe IBIXOBOT 3Hauaja Kojl IpOoMeHe YKYITHOT Opoja cTaHOBHMKA. IIpoMeHe y kpe-
Talby CTAHOBHMILTBA HUCY yjefHadeHe yHyTap apxkase (Nikitovié, 2022), ma Tako oppebern
pypanuu genosu Cpduje, jour of Kpaja [Ipyror cBeTcKor paTa dejiexke KOHTUHYMPAHM Iaf
dpoja cranoBHymKa (Spasovski, Ili¢, 1989), nok mojennHa Hace/ba jOLI HUCY 3aXBaTIIIN Je-
TOIy/TALMOHY IIporiecy. Benuku ieo ananuse y papy duhe nocsehen ynpaso npocTopHoM
IIpUKa3y MOIMyIalMOHNX IpoMeHa y Cpdujn y mocienme se felieHnje.

METO]T

Jemuuu n3Bop momucHuUX nogataka y Cpduju, kao 1 perucrap ButanHux gorabaja
(pabama u ymupama), npencrasiba Perrydmruku 3aBog 3a cratuctuky Perydmixe Cpouje
(P3C). Pesynratu 1 aHanu3a poMeHa y YKYIIHOM dpOjy U CTPYKTYpU CTAHOBHMINITBA y

% Cmameme dpoja cTaHOBHIMKA Ha ofipeheHoM mpocropy.
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BE/IMKOj MepH 3aBJICe Off METOJO/IOIIKUX pelllera HaBefleHe MHCTUTYIje 3a ofpehern
nomnuc craHoBHMIITBA. Kako je Tema oBor paga npahese pesynrara momuca us 2002, 2011.
u 2022. roiHe, HEONIXO/IHO je JaTX OCBPT Ha METOMIO/IONIKE IIPOMEHE Y TUM IONNICHMA.
OCHOBHJ METOOIOLIKIL ITPOd/IeMI KOf IIopehersa yKyITHOT dpoja CTAaHOBHMKA Y IIEPHOAY
2002-2022, omHOCe ce Ha IIPOMeHY KOHIIeNTa Kofi ofpehyBama yKyImHOr CTaHOBHUINTBA,
Ia je Tako, y monucuma 2011. n 2022. roguHe, CTamHO CTAaHOBHUIITBO? 3aMEHNJIO T3B.
yoduuajeHo cTaHOBHMIITBO®. YBoDhemwe HOBe neduHMIIMje yodudajeHOr CTAaHOBHUIITBA
YTULA/IO je ¥ Ha IPOMEHE y KaTeropujaMma Koje ylase y yKyInHo cTaHOBHMINTBO. [Tomena
Ha CTAHOBHMIITBO y 3eM/bM ¥ CTAHOBHUIITBO Y MHOCTPAHCTBY JIO je[jHe TOIMHE, 3aMerbeHa
je ca ImogeTIoM Ha CTAaHOBHUIITBO Y 3€M/bJ i CTAHOBHUIITBO Yy MHOCTPAHCTBY Ca HAMEPOM
dopaBka fio jemHe rofuHe. IIpoMeHe y METONONOMIKMM pelliebyiMa OTHOCHTIE CY Ce U1 Ha
TpeTMaH UHTepHO pace/beHux mua® (VIPJI) ca AII KocoBa m Mertoxuje. [Tpema gedunu-
nuju u3 2002, VIPJI cy dura nonmcaHa Kao IpUBpeMeHO MIPUCYTHA JINIA, IIa CAMUM TUM
HICY YII/Ia Y CACTaB YKYIHOT (cTa/HOTr) cTaHoBHMINTBA (Stankovié, 2006), naxo cy de facto
Swn npucytHU Ha mpoctopy Llentpanne Cpduje n Bojsonyue. YipaBo ycrocrab/bame
KOHIIeIITa yodu4ajeHor cTaHOBHMIITBA je oMoryhuio fa VIPJI mocTaHy #eo yKymHOr
CTaHOBHMIITBA Of 2011. ronuHe. MeTOLO/MIOMKM KOPEeKTHO opeheme dpoja cTaHOBHUKA
onrepeheno je n dojkoroM ITommca 2011. ox cTpaHe aIdaHCKOT CTAHOBHUILTBA Y TPU
ommTyHe Ha jyrouctoky Cpduje (Byjanosau, ITpenreso u Menseba). Ha kpajy, ITornuc us
2022. yMa HOBUHY Y afIMVMHICTPATUBHOM JIOflaBamy HEMONMCAHNUX /NI, IITO Huje Ouo
cry4aj panyje. [JogatHO Tpeda 0dpaTUTH XKy U Ha IPOMEHY T3B. KPUTIYHOT MOMEHTA
nomuca (31. mapT y nonoh 3amemseH je ca 30. centemdpom y moroh) u Ha gyxuny meby-
nomnycHor uHTepsana (9,5 ogHocHo 11 roguna).

3BaHNMYHO 0QjaB/beHN pe3y/ITaTy IIoIca U BUX0BO Nopehemwe y nmydnmkanujama
P3C-a Huje ysumano y 0031p mpomeHe y METO/[O/IOTHjaMa MOMMCA, T1a U30CTaje MEeTOMO-
JIOILIKA YCAI/IAIIEHOCT, IITO MOYKe JOBECTH JIO 3HAYAjHO PASIMYNTHUX TyMaderba IOIMCHIX
pesynrara. Ha nmpumep, camo popasame VIPJI ykynnom ctanoBHMINTBY 2002. roguHe
Merba IIPefI3HAK MTOIy/IallIOHe IMHAMUKe y MHTepBany 1991-2002, jep ce ymecTo cMame-
Bba dpoja cTaHOBHUKa, deytexxn mopacT. Tako mpBy momuc Koju je 3adenexuo map dpoja
CTAaHOBHMKA Y OGHOCY Ha IpeTxonuu noctaje [lomuc us 2011. ropnne, a ve 2002. rogune
(Penev, Marinkovi¢, 2012). Ykynan 6poj monucanux VIPJI 2002. rognHe, Koja HUCY ylIa
Y YKYIIHO CTaHOBHUIITBO, M3HOCK 133.575 muuta. I[Tormmcom ns 2011. rogune nomnmcaHo je
Mambe CTAHOBHMKa ycrielt dojKoTa Ha jyronctoky Cpduje, a TOTOM HIUCY yCTIenusIe 3BaHIIHe
IIPOLIEHE HEMOMMCAHNX INIIA, Ko IITO je TO duo cmy4aj mocne ITommca 1991. rogune kaja
je, Taxobe, 110 dojkoT. CraHOBHMIUTBO Koje je §0jKOTOBAJIO IIOMNC KaCHU]e je IPOLIeEeHO

¥ De iure IpUCyTHO, OFHOCHO JI/I}a CTA/IHO HaCcTambeHa Ha Teputopuju Perydnuxe Cpduje.
% TIpeMa OBOM KOHIIEIITY, JIMIIE C€ CMAaTpa CTAHOBHMKOM OHOT MeCTa y KojeM caMo (y Cay4ajy ca-
Madkor foMahuHcTBa) MM ca YWIaHOBMMA CBOT floMah1MHCTBa IPOBOAY HajBehn eo cBor BpeMeHa,
OJIHOCHO JHeBHV/HOhHM OIMOp, He3aBICHO Off TOTa Ijie MMa IIpUjaB/beHo npeduBanumre. TuMe cy y
YKYIIHO CTAHOBHUILITBO ofpeheHor MecTa yK/byueHa Iuiia Koja Cy y TOM MeCTY >KUBeJIa HeIPEeKMUTHO
HajMame TOfVHY JlaHa IIpe KPUTUIHOT MOMEHTA TIONNCa, Kao U JINIIA KOja Cy Y TOM MeCTY KMBesla
kpahe op 12 Mecelu, au ¢ HAMEpPOM fia Y lbeMy OCTaHy HajMarbe TOIMHY JjaHa.

¥ Jnna koja cy pace/peta ca ogipydja AIT Kocoo n Mertoxuja (mocne 24. mapra 1999), Kao 1 iuxoBa
mena pobena Ban nozpydja ATl KocoBo n MeToxXuja HaKOH LITO CY BJXOBY POUTE/bY PaCe/beHN.
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ox ctpane MehyHaponHe rpyme excriepara Ha 44.305 yuiia, anu Te IpoLjeHe HUKaga HUCY
IpuofaTe MOMUCHNM IofanyMa. Vimak Taj dpoj npuxsara P3C Kxop n3paie TOOMIIBIX
mpolieHa dpoja CTAaHOBHMKaA 1I04eB of 1. janyapa 2011. rogusne. [Tomicom 2022. ropnHe
HaCTaBM/IA Ce TPa/iuiMja MeTOMIONOIIKe HeycKnaheHoCTH ca pesyaTaTuMa MpeTXOqHMX
HOMICYBAaa, TAKO IIOIATAK O YKYIHOM OpOjy cTaHOBHMKaA 2022. TOAMHE IPefcTaB/ba 30up
dpoja IOINMCAaHNX CTAHOBHMKA ¥ HOIIYHE 13 aIMIHNICTPATUBHYUX U3Bopa. Ha Taj Haunn
je YKYIIHOM ,,Ha TepeHy " IIOIICAaHOM Opojy CTaHOBHMKA IIpUAoRaTo 211.947 nuua, mro je
npudIDKHO 3% YKyIIHe IoImyanyje.

[ToMeHyTe METOZIONIONIKE pas/uKe Huje Moryhe y MOTITYHOCTH yCaT/IaCUTH, aju Offpe-
hene nsmeHe ce Mory crpoBecT Kako Ou pesynraru dumn yrnopegusuju. Kopexiuje aytopa
noppasymeBahe fogaBamwe VPJI momcHuM nopanyMa u3 2002. TogMHe 1 YK/bydBambe
IpolieHa CTAaHOBHMINTBA Koje je dojkorosano [Tommc 2011. ykymHOM dpojy cTaHOBHMKA Te
ropuHe. JlofaBame HEMONVCAHOT CTAHOBHMIITBA HAa OCHOBY aIMUHICTPATUBHIUX 3BODA,
Kao I 0CTajie METOZ0JIOUIKE IIPOMEHEe Be3aHe 32 Pas3/MUUT KOHLIENT YKYIIHOT CTAHOBHM-
IITBA, HUje Moryhe mpuIarognTy, Ia je 1 oBa aHa/m13a yckpaheHa y Tom cMuCTy, anu mpy»xa
3HATHO PeaIHNjy CIMKY CTamba.

[Topep monmcHMX IOfaTaKa 3a UCTPA>KMBabe IOIY/IALIOHe JUHAMIKe IOTPeOHU
Cy U IOfAIM O BUTANHUM jjorahajuMa, ¥ TO Ha MeCeYHOM HMBOY, KaKO OU ce MPely3HO
ofipeuie IpoMeHe y MehynonucHoM mepuopy. ButamHo-cTaTucTuaky MeTox je Kopuinhen
KOp ofipehrBama yKyImHOr MUTpaLMoHOT capa (pasivke y Opojy OfCe/beHUX U JOCE/beHNX),
jep He IIOCTOje IOY34aHM CTATUCTUYKY ITOfALM O CIIO/bHOj MUTpaLuju (eMUIpaLujyu 1
nmurpanuju). Iommce 2002, 2011. n 2022. uuje cnposeo P3C Ha tepuropuju AIl Kocoa
u Meroxuje, rma he ce pesyararu y pagy UCK/by4MBO OHOCUTH Ha Teputopujy LleHTpante
Cpduju 1 ATl Bojsopune. VicTpaxnBarme IPOMEHa Y YKYITHOM OpPOjy CTAHOBHIKA, Y TIEPUOLY
2002-2022. roguHe, paheHo je Ha CBUM TepUTOPUjaTHO-aIMIHACTPATUBHIIM HIBOUMA.

PE3VIITATU

OcHOBHa KapaKTepMCTUKa IOIyanuoHe fuHamuke y Cpduju ox movyerka 21. Beka
je cBe m3pakeHnja genonynannja. [Taxg dpoja ctaHOBHMKA YCTIOB/BaBajy 00e KOMIIOHEHTE
KpeTama YKYITHOI CTAHOBHUINTBA (IIPUPONHY IPUpAIITaj ¥ MUTPALMIOHNU CaJIfIO), jep CY
Ca HeraTMBHMM IIPeJ3HaKOM TOKOM YMTaBOT aHa/M3upaHor nepuoga 2002-2022. roguue.
Pasnmuxka y dpojy pobeHnx u ympiux ce KOHTUHyMpaHo oBehasa Ha mreTy pohenux, rae
Spoj yMpIIX HOCTIOKE 1 IBOCTPYKO Behe BpeHOCTU Ha TOfUIIbeM HUBOY (IITO je CITy4aj
toxoM naHgemuje COVID-19 us 2020-2022). Behu dpoj oncemennx (emurpanuja) y ogHOCY
Ha Jloce/beHe (MMMUIpaluja), Takohe je peaTHOCT TOKOM TOT IIepPMOJa, 1A je MUTPALIOHN
canpo y MehymonnucHuM nHTepBaiuMa HeraTUBaH.

[ToueTkoM 21. Beka, Ha OCHOBY 3BaHMYHO 0djaB/beHuX noparaka P3C-a (ITomuc us
2002. roguue), y Cpduji je ykyman Opoj CTaHOBHMKA MIBHOCHO HEILITO UCIIOZ, 7,5 MIIMOHA,
mTo je 3a oko 300 xupama uie Hero 2011, mam 4ak 3a 850 xmspafa BuIe HETO IIpeMa
pesynraruma ITonmca us 2022. rogune (Tadena 1). ITocmaTpano kpo3 ABa MehymonucHa
neproga 2002-2011. u 2011-2022, uuju MHTepBaIU HIUCY yjenHadeHu (IpBu je 9,5, a fpy-
ru 11 roguna), cMameme Opoja CTAHOBHMKA je MHTEH3UBHUje ¥ ApyroM MehynomnnucHom
[IepUOAY U Ha TOAUILIbEM HIBOY M3HOCHU OKO 49 xmpajga (y IpBOM je OKO 33 xuspaje).
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PerrcrpoBannu Benuky maji dpoja CTAHOBHMKA TOKOM JiBe JielleHlje TOJaTHO ce MOXKe
noBehaTy YKO/IMKO ce ypaje HeOlXOfHe KopeKiyje Kako o1 ce nosehasa yrnopeguBocT
nogaraka (B. METOLOJIONIKY feo). CMamerbe dpoja CTaHOBHUKA y MeDhyIonmcHoM eprony
2002-2011. roguHe Tako nsHOCH roToBo 400 XM/bafa, OK pasnKa y dpojy CTaHOBHMKA
2022. 1 2002. roguHe de3mao je MunoH cTaHoBHMKA (Taderna 1).

CMameme dpoja CTAHOBHUKA Y3POKYjy 0de KOMIIOHeHTe KpeTarba CTAHOBHUKA, a/li
je BIXOB HonpuHOC pa3muant. Ha ocHOBY dpoja poheHmx 1 yMp/ux 1o Mecenmma Moxe
ce goduTu npeny3Ha MHPOPMALja O YKYITHOM IPUPOZHOM IPUPAIITA]y ¥ MehymonmcHoM
nepuopy. Ioroo 300 xmpaja je Bulle yMp/X Hero pobhennx duso y mepuony og 1. anputa
2002. mo 30. centemdpa 2011. ronmue (Tadena 1). Tako ce ykyman maj dpoja CTaHOBHUKA
y 0oBOM Ilepuopy, npema noganuma P3C-a, ca oko 96% Moxe 0djacHUTH IPUPOJHOM
KOMIIOHEHTOM KpeTama WM ca OKO 74% Ha 0CHOBY Kopekiuja ayTopa. Hapenuu meby-
HOMIMCHM TIepuof of 1. oktodpa 2011. fo 30. centemdpa 2022. rogyHe IOKasyje BUIIE O
470 xubajia HeTaTMBAH IIPUPOJHY IPUPAIITAj, IITO yKasyje /la je IPOCEYHO Ha TOMIIEbEM
HIBOY IIOpAacTao HeTaTMBaH OfiHOC. Vak pe/laTMBHO y4yelllhe y cMabeby MOMyIaLyje,
IIpeMa 3BAaHUYHMM IOJAlMMa, Malbe je M U3HOCK OKO 87%, JOK CyIIpPOTHO KOPUTOBAHM
HOZALY [TOKA3Yjy Mmopact ydenrha IpuUpOJHOTr IPUpAIITaja V AeIOMyIalyju 3a cefaM
IPOLIeHTHMX TI0eHa, T1a y oBoM MelymonucHom nmeprony yreo nsHocu 81%. YkymHo 3a
IBe flelleH1je, CKOpo je 770 Xybajia BUILe yMPJIVX Hero pobeHnx u yzneo je 90%, OfHOCHO
78%, y mpoMeHH Opoja CTaHOBHMKA.

Murpanunona KOMIIOHEHTa y MehyIoIicHOM epropy, u3padyHaTa BUTaTHO-CTaTH-
CTUYKUM METOMIOM, Y HOTIYHOCTY 3aBUCH Off OTHOCA €BUJIeHTMPAHOT IIPMPOJHOT IIpKpa-
IITaja ¥ IIONMCAHOT dpoja CTAHOBHUKA. Yie0 MUTPALIOHOT Ca/Ia, y epuony 2002-2022,
Y JIeTIOTy/IaIMj | je 3HaUajHO Mamy Off IpyTe KoMmoHeHTe (o7 4% 70 26% y 3aBMCHOCTH
o7 TOTa Jla JIV IpUXBaTaMo 3BaHIYHe MU KOpUToBaHe rofiatke). Ha ocHOBY mopjataxa us
Tadene 1, KOpUroBaHe BpeHOCTH MOKa3yjy Beh of/MB cTaHOBHMUIITBA, HELITO Ipeko 100
xwbaga y oda MebhymomnucHa mepyuoya mim IpocevHo TOTOBO yjeSHAuYeHO Ha TOAMIIbEM
HIBOY of 0Ko 10 xmpazia. BpemHocTi Koje ce odujajy Ha ocHOBY nopjataka P3C-a cy sHatHO
HIDKE. YKYITHO Y IIOCMAaTPaHOM IIePMOLY MUTPALJMIOHM CA/IJIO je HeTaTUBaH U M3HOCK 216
XW/baJia peMa KOPeKIijaMa, OGHOCHO cBera 82 Xmbajie Ha OCHOBY 3BaHMYHIX ITOIaTaKa.

Jlaba aHa/MM3a HA HIDKUM TEPUTOPUjaTHO-aIMIHICTPATUBHUM HuBouMa duhe gata
IIpeMa HOMEHK/IATypi’’ CTaTUCTUYKMX TePUTOPUjATHIX jefUHNLIA KOje je oppenuo P3C u
VICK/bY4MBO Ha OCHOBY METOZO/IOLIKY KOPUTOBaHMX II0faTaKa. PernoHasHo HocMaTpaHo HA
aIlCOTyTHe HU peJlaTyBHE IIPOMeHe y Opojy CTaHOBHMKA HUCY yjenHadeHe. leromynanyja
je OIIITe IPYCYTHA, /) y 3HATHO MameM o0uMy Ha noxpydjy Cpduja — cesep (beorpazg n
Bojsopuaa), Hero mTO je crydaj Ha Teputopuju Cpduja — jyr (ocTana Ba pernona). Tako
3a ckopo 330 xupaa nonynanuono seha Cpduja - jyr, Ha ocHOBY noziataka ITommica 2002,
noctaje 2022. roguHe dpojuaHo Mama 3a 200 xmmpasia o Cpduje — ceBep. Cpduja — jyr 3a
20 roguna (2002-2022) rydu npexo 750 Xxupajja CTaHOBHYKA, IITO je IeTUHA YKYITHOT
dpoja cranosuuka 2002. rogute, fox Cpduja — ceBep denexxu cMameme Of ,cBera“ 230
xmwbaga nnn 6% (Ipadukon 1). Beorpascku pernon Tokom oda Mehynonncha nepuopna

% HuBou rpymmcama TepUTOPHUjaTHUX jefMHNUIIA YTBPh)EeHN TOM HOMEHK/IATypOM jecy CTaHAapH

10 KOjeM ce KpO3 CTaTUCTIYKe aKTMBHOCTI IPUKYIUBajy, 0dpabyjy, mpukasyjy u aHanusupajy
CTATUCTUYKY IIOJAIIN.
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derexxu mopacT dpoja CTaHOBHMKA, a/lii 3HAYAjHO Makbe y APYTOM MHTepBay. YKYIIHO
oKko0 70 XM/baZia CTAHOBHMKA je BUIIEe Ha TEPUTOpUjuU Tpafa beorpaja y ogHocy Ha mpe
20 ropuHa. Tpeda HalIOMEHYTH Jja Ce PacT CTAaHOBHMIITBA y Beorpaay 13 mommca y momnuc
CMamyje ¥ Ia TOKOM Toceiiber MehymomnucHor neprona usHocu 22 Xusbajie UM CBera
1,3%. BojsoauHa nMa nomynauyony naf of oko 300 xubajila CTAHOBHUKA Y TIEPUOAY
2002-2022. rogyHe i 3a 0Ko 15% (y mepuopy 2011-2022. cMamebe je 190 xubasa wim
10%). Pervion Illymapuje u 3anmagse Cpduje ce jolr MHTEH3UBHMje IONY/IALVIOHO CMambyje,
IIa je 3a /iBe flerenuje rotoBo 370 xubajla CTAHOBHMKA Mambe uiau 17%. Pernon Jy>xue u
Hcroune Cpduje, 1 alicoOmyTHO U peIaTUBHO, MMa Hajsehy genomynanujy y Cpduju, oko
390 xmpaja je Markbe CTAHOBHMKA WM 9aK 22% Tokom 2002-2022. roguHe (FEaQMKOH 1).

AIMUHMCTPATVBHUX OKPYTa WM CTaTUCTIYKUX odnmactu y Cpduju je 25, a camo
JiBe TIoITynanuoHo Hajsehe, beorpasicka u Jy>xHodauka odmacr, jenuHe HeMajy Mambe CTa-
HoBHMKa 2022. y ofHocy Ha 2002. ropuny (IpadukoH 2). 3a TpehnHy Mame CTaHOBHMKA
nmajy bopcka n 3ajeqapcka odmact, a oko 30% cmameme je 1y CeBepHOOAHATCKOj 1
3anajgHodauKoj odmacTy. Y allcoMyTHUM BpefHOCTHMA HajBehe cMamere dpoja cTaHOB-
Huka nma MauBancka (65 xnpaga) n Pacnucka (60 xmpaga) odmact. IlocmarpaHo Kpos
IBa MebyromnucHa MHTepBaa, IOPAaCT CTAHOBHMIITBA je 3adeexxeH Tokom 2002-2011.
ropuHe y beorpagckoj (3%), Jyxuodaukoj (3%) u Paikoj odmactu (1%), anm je y HapegHOM
nepuopny 2011-2022. ropuHe jemyuHo npycyTaH y beorpanckoj odmacti. ok ce pacT denesxu
MUHJMAa/IHUM jeqHOIM(PeHNM IIPOLeHTUMa, CMambelbe je y 0OCTauM odacTuMa y oda
MebymonucHa nepruopa asormdpeno. Ha ToM TeputopujaIHOM HUBOY aHA/IN3€e He TOCTOjI
odmacT Koja je MMajIa BUIIIe CTAHOBHMKA Y IIPBOM MeDyIIonmucHOM MHTepBaTy y OFHOCY Ha
npyru Mehynomnucan unrepsan. Vsyserax je jenuuo ITunecka odmact rjie cy pesynratu y
nepuopny 2002-2011. roguHe HENIOBO/BHMjY, A PA3JIOTe, IIOPEN, BUCOKE eMUrpalyje y ToM
neny Cpduje, Tpeda TpaxxnTy 1 y IpoljeHaMa CTaHOBHMIITBA Koje je dojkoTosao [Tomuc
2011. royuHe, a Koje Cy eBeHTYaTHO MOITIE /ia OTIjeHe dPoj HeIIONMCaHOT CTAaHOBHMINTBA.

Amnajnusa pesynTara I10I1Ca Ha ONIITMHCKOM I, HAPOYNTO, HACE/bCKOM HUBOY HYIN
HajIIpelVI3HNjy IPOCTOPHY CIMKY cTama y Cpduji. ONIITHHE Y UCTOYHOM I jyTOUCTOYHOM
neny Cpduje nmajy Hajsehe cMameme dpoja craHOBHUKA Y mepuopny 2002-2022. rognHe
(Hajuenthe mpexo 30%), ma je Tako Llpua Tpasa 3a ToToBO 60% IOMY/IALIMOHO Matha, a TIpe-
IIOJIOBMJIO Ce CTAaHOBHMIITBO 1 Y [aymHom Xany, badyuranim u Mensebu. Hatnpoceuno
cMameme nMa 9ak 80% omnmruHa y Cpduju (penydnmuku mpocek je 13% 3a mepuop
2002-2022). Camo 12 onmityHa uMa opacT dOpoja CTaHOBHUKA, OCUM JeBeT deorpafcKux
ommIITYHA HOpacT cy 3adenexxmte u ommryne: HoBu Cax, Hou ITasap u Tytus.

I'ycra Mpeska Hacesba y jyroucrounoM geny Cpduje, Koja off CBOT HACTaHKA y HellpH-
CTyIaYHMM IUTAHMHCKVIM TepeHMMa Hifje MMara AeMorpadcKiu Ofp>KuBM Opoj CTAHOBHUKA,
ydp3aHo, ca IpoliecoM CTapera CTAHOBHUIITBA, HecTaje. Y Cpduju 2022. ropuxe nma 4.721
Hacesbe Off KOjux 19 HeMa BuIlle HUjeJHOT CTaHOBHUKA, a uMasu cy mpema Ilommcy 13 2002.
roiuHe U jour 1.317 Hacerba ca Mame off 100 craHOBHMKA. bes emorpadcke dymyhnoctn,
Y3 MUHJMAaJIHE IIAHCe 3a OIICTaHaK 1o cpefuHe 21. Beka, joul je 3.193 Haceba Koja umajy
Mame off 500 cTaHOBHMKA, a TO IIPeCTaB/ba YaK 68% cBux Haceba y Cpduju. Mamu dpoj
craHoBHMKaA 2022. y ogHOCY Ha 2002. ToAMHY MMa Yak 4.485 Hacerba, 11To je 95% (KapTa 1).
Op cBera 5% Hace/ba KOja HIUCY MMaJjla CMambee, 1in cy nosehana Opoj craHOBHUKa,
caMo 36 Hace/ba ¥IMa 3HAaYajHUjU PAacT CTaHOBHMINTBA (50% WV BUIIIE), a Off TOTA Ce JaK
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19 Hacerpa Hamasn y onurHaMa Hosu ITasap u Tytnn. Mmak Tpeda HarmacuTi ja cy To
PeTaTUBHO MOINYIALMOHO Makba Haceba. Off BEeMMKUX Hace/ba, peko 50 Xubasia CTaHOB-
HIKa, HajBehu nopacr je 3adenesxen y Hosom Capny, riie ce 3a /iBe JielieHMje CTaHOBHUIITBO
yseharo 3a gak 35% (Tadena 2). Y ucToM BpeMeHCKOM MHTepBany deorpajicka OIIITHHA
Crapu rpaf je HOMY/IALMOHO 3a IETHHY Makba, a Be/INKO CMabekbe jOII MMajy BojBohaHCKM
rpagoBu Comdop, 3pemannn u Cydornia, amm n Jleckosan (Tadena 2). Ipay Beorpag
MMa MYHUMA/HY PacT dpoja CTAHOBHUKA, Ayl O3UTUBHE MOMY/IAIIOHe IIPOMEHEe HUCY
CByJia Ha erosoj Tepuropujn. Onpebenn fenosu beorpana moXXnB/baBajy MOMYIAIVIOHY
excraHsujy (3Besnapa, Boxxposail, 3eMyH), JOK ce IPyTH, Ipe CBera LieHTPanHe rpajcKe
cpennue (Crapu rpag, Bpadap, CaBcki BeHall), CMamyjy.

Hacerpa cy yrmaBHOM MHTeH3MBHIje IyOuIa CTaHOBHUIITBO ToKoM 2011-2022, Hero
y nepuony 2002-2011. rogyae. HeroBo/bHa cTapOCHA CTPYKTYPa, Y3 HUCKe cToIe (hepTi-
JMTeTA, yCIoB/baBa cBe Behu nucdanmanc y ymupamnma u pahamwuma, mro y Hajpehoj mepn
TeTepMUHMIIE ITOMyTanoHe TpoMeHe. Ha Hace/bcKoM HIBOY, a TOCEOHO Y TIOMY/IAI[IOHO
MaJIMM CpefiHaMa, CTApOCHA CTPYKTypa IOMUHAHTHO ofipebyje MHTEeH3UTET Aenomy-
nanuje. Tako cy penaTuBHe IpoMeHe Hajsehe kopi Hacerba ca Mambe off 500 CTaHOBHMKA.
Y nocnenmwem MehynonucHoM eprozy, cMambery Opoja CTAHOBHYKA YITIABHOM CY Off0JIerTa
Hacesba Koja Cy y cacTaBy M/IM HerlocpeiHoj onusynu rpasia Beorpana u Hosor Capia, amn
U Ha jyrosamayy semsbe, oko Hopor ITasapa, Tytuna n Cjennmne (Kapra 2). Hajuspaxenujy
menorrynanujy (of 50% iy Buiie) delexe Hace/ba Ha MICTOKY U jyTOMCTOKY 3eMJbe, TIpe
cBera n3 omuTtnHa Kmwaxkeal, Kypmrymnuja, Bpame.

IVICKYCHUJA

3aITo je HEOIIXOIHO METOOIOIIKY YCKIAIUTH pe3ynTare momuca? Vspauynapame
MHOTUX II0Ka3aTesba, y fleMorpaduji, eKOHOMMjU, €MUIeMUOTIOTHU)I U CIL., 3aBUCHU Off
dpoja cTaHOBHMKa I, IIPe CBera, IeroBe CTApOCHO-TIONHE CTPYKType. PasymeBame mo-
IyalOHMX IIPOMEHA 3HATHO j€ OTEXaHO, a MOXKe U Jla HaBeJle Ha IIOTPellHe 3aK/bydKe
YKOJIMKO METOZOJIOTHja Huje yjerHadeHa. Kako Ha OCHOBY M3/I0)KEHUX BPEHOCTI Y TEKCTY
MO>XEMO PasIM4IUTO UHTEPIPETUPATU 3Ha4aj IPUPOSHOTL NIpUpaIlTaja ¥ MUTPALMOHOT
canpa y cMamemy dpoja cTaHOBHMKA? YKOMMKO Y KaIKY/Ialiji KOPUCTYMO VICK/BYINBO
3BaHMYHO 0djaB/beHeE NOfJATKE, MUTPAIIMOHA KOMIIOHEHTA MIHMMAJTHO yTHYe Ha Taj] dpoja
cTaHOBHMKa y niepuopy 2002— 2011. ropune, ceera 4%, a yKynHo Mame of 10% ToxoM
2002-2022. rogune. Kopurosaunu nogaun nosehasajy 3Hauaj eMurpanuje y Kperamy
CTaHOBHIUIITBA, jep ce CMamberbe Off Yak 26% dpoja cTaHOBHMKa Y IpBoM MebymonucHom
nepuopy odjalrmapa Ha Taj HAYMH, OJHOCHO TPY YeTBPTHHE CMamberha YKYITHOT CTaHOB-
HUIITBA PE3Y/TAT je HeTaTUBHOT IIPMPOJNHOT IPUPAIITAja, a jeflHa YeTBPTUHA je pe3ynTar
HeTaTMBHOTI MUTPALYIOHOT casya. Y gpyroM Mehynonucaom nnrepsany 2011-2022. pacre
3Ha4aj MUTpaLMja M Ha OCHOBY 3BAaHMYHMX ITOfaTaka u3Hocu 13%, anu je To 1 la/be MHOTO
HIDKe Off BpeTHOCTH Koje ce 0dujajy KopuroBameM MOMNMCHNX MOflaTakKa, Koje 3HOoce
20%. JenMMU4YHO METOLOONIKO YcKaahnBae mofjaTaka, KakBo je JaTo Y OBOM pajy,
Hje TOIPMHENIO CAaMO Y IIPEIMSHIj MM allCOTy THUM BPETHOCTMA MUTPALIOHOT Ca/I[a U
YKYITHOT KpeTama CTAHOBHUIITBA, Beh je 3Ha4ajHO pas/InMynTo NpMKasano ofHoce n3Mehy
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KOMIIOHEHTH KpeTata CTAHOBHUIITBA. TaKo MUTpallMOHa KOMIIOHeHTa foduja Behy yrory
y JIETIOIy/TallMj i O OHE KOja Ce Ha OCHOBY 3BaHMYHMX IIOJjaTaKa IIpUKasyje.

OdyxBar CTAaHOBHUIITBA IIONMCOM HMKafa Huje 8110 100%, IITO je U pasyM/bUBO,
anu je Ilomuc 2022. nMao HeOUYEKMBAHO BeMMKIM OPOj HEIIOMMCAHOT cTaHOBHMIITBA. Ha
OCHOBY aJJMMHJCTPATUBHMX 3BOPa IIPOLIEH-EHO je fa Buie off 200 Xxubajja CTAaHOBHMKA
Cpduje Huje ToNMCaHo, Ta Cy HAKHA/THO JIOfiaTV KOHAYHMM Pe3yNATaTuMa mommca. Mosxe
ce IPeTIOCTAaBUTH Ha VICTV Ha4MH Aa je n 2011. dro 3HauajanH OpOj HETIOMICAHOT CTAaHOB-
HUIITBA, KOj! 1 MOTa0 Ha OCHOBY fMIHNMCTPATUBHIX IIOfaTaKa 13 TOT IIeprofa ga dyne
oko 150 xmpasia (He3BaHMYHE IIPOILIEHe Ha OCHOBY JICTEe METOHOJIOTH]je IpuMembeHe 2022.
roAMHe). YKOIMKO Y KaJIKyIalujy y3MeMO TaKBy OIIIINjY, Tajja IpoMeHa dpoja CTaHOB-
HMKa y nepuopy 2011-2022. mocTaje 3HATHO HENIOBOJ/bHUja KaJla je Y IUTamby, IIPe CBera,
MUTPAILMOHM Canfio. Y TOj BapujaHTU BMUIIE je Ofice/beHNX Hero focebeHux y Cpduju 3a
0Ko 260 X1pajia WM IPOCEYHO FOfUIIbe OKO 23-24 Xmbajie, LITO je MHOTO d/Ibke IIpo-
LeHama, pe [Tommca us 2022, muorux ucrpaxusada (Nikitovié, 2019; Penev, 2021), anmu u
camor P3C-a (RZS, 2020). YkymnaHs naj Spoja cTaHOBHMKA TaKO MOXKe [la H3HOCK OKO 736
xwrbasia win 10% y ogHocy Ha BpegHocty u3 2011. rogune. Ilonucy y MHOIMM 3eM/baMa
y OKpY>Kemy Hajuenrhe IoKasyjy ylIpaBo TaKaB pe/laTVBaH Iaf| y IOCMAaTPaHOM IEePUOLY.
He Tpeda saHeMapuTy nusHeTy MOryhHOCT, jep YKOIMKO 81ICMO MMaIu METOJOJOIIKY y
HOTITYHOCTH yckaabeHe mommcHe nmogaTke 3a 2011. n 2022, pesynraty du ce MOKIaNamm
ca 3eM/baMa y OKPYXKemby ca CIMIHUM JleMOoTpadCKUM KapakTepucTnKaMa. ¥ XpBaTcKoj
je mpema mommcuma 2011. 2021, yxyman mag dpoja cranoBHukKa 10% (DZS, 2023), nox y
Byrapckoj, y ucTom MHTepBay, cMamembe usHocu oko 11% (NSI, 2023).

Y ananmmusy mpomeHa dpoja CTaHOBHMKA Y eprofy 2002-2022. rofyHe, moTpedHo je
[OIaTHO IIPOKOMeHTapycaty 1 mpoleHy dojkora [Tomuca 2011. rogyHe of cTpane mebyHa-
PpOfHe rpyIe eKcIepara, Koja Hije HaKHaJJHO IIPMJo/aTa IOIICHAM Iofauyma, amu je PC3
KOPYICTY Y TOAVIIBUM IpolieHaMa dpoja cranoBHuKa Cpduje. MacoBHU d0jKOT je duo y
BeJIMKOM OpOjy Hacesba Ife je BehnHcKo adaHCKO CTaHOBHMINTBO Y ONMIITHHAMa byjanoBaiy
u IIpemmeBo 1 y 3HaTHO Mar0j Mepy y omuTuH Menebha. IIponene nsnoce 44.305 nuira,
HITO ITpeMa OLIeHN ayTOpa HOMPIINYHO TOTLekhYje dpoj HEOMMCAHNUX AL YCTIe O0jKOTa
nonuca. PeanHuja mpouena du nsnocuaa usMmebhy 55 1 60 xupafa, ako ce yamy y od3up
IPUPOJHY NPUPANITAj CTAHOBHMINTBA OBMX OIIUTHHA ¥ YMePEHa IPOlLleHa eMUrpaLje
(Marinkovi¢, 2018). AndaHcKo cTaHOBHUIITBO Y 0BOM fieny Cpduje TpafuiOHaIHO UMa
HAaTIIpOCeYHe CTolle pal)arba U jOIT yBeK penaTMBHO MIAfy CTAPOCHY CTPYKTYPY CTaHOB-
HUINTBA, IITO YCIO0B/baBa MIO3UTUBAH IPUPOAHM IIpUpaITaj. Kao peTko koje ommtune y
Cpduju, ypKoc 3Ha4ajHOj eMUTpaLMjy, Y CBUM Iomycuma fo 2011. ropiHe, IIO3UTUBAH
IpPYPOLHY IPUPAITaj je moBehaBao yKymaH Opoj cTaHOBHUKA. AHa/IM3a IIPOMEHa Y Opojy
CTaHOBHMKa y mepuony 2002-2022, ypahena Ha 0CHOBY IpoljeHe O0jKOTa, ITOKasyje fa
je mpBy IyT 3ade/eXkeH maf dpoja cTaHOBHMKA ¥ fa oH 2011. y ogHOCy Ha 2002. rogyHy
u3HOCH roToBO 20% y 0de ommruHe. Tako MHTeH3MBaH Maf y jefHOM MehymonmcHoM
IIepMOJy MOTY Jla IMajy CaMO OIIIITHHE Ca M3Y3€THO CTAPOM CTPYKTYPOM CTAHOBHMIITBA.
Teppma a je HOTLebeH poLiemheHy Opoj muia Koju ¢y dojkorosamu I[Tommc 2011, gogatHo
ce Moxe mozipxxaTu nopehemem dpoja cranoBHuKa 2011. n 2022. ronue, rae u Byjanosarg
u Ipemeso cafa denexxe pact dpoja craHoBHMKA 0of 12%, jep 2022. Huje duo dojkoTa
IIOMINCA Y OBUM ONIITHHAMA.
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Ha xpajy, puckycujy Tpeda ycMeputy kxa Hajdpxe pacrtyhem rpany y Cpduju, a To
je Hoeu Cap, jep Moxe Jja mocmy>xu Kao mpumep podpor dananca nsmeby mosutusHor
IPMPOJHOT IpMpaInTaja 1 Behe nMurpanuje y onHocy Ha emurpanyjy. Kao Hujenas rpan y
Cpduju, Hosu Cap je 3a camo 20 ropiiiHa nMao pacT dpoja cTaHOBHMKa off 35%. 3a pasnuky
o Beorpazia xoju je, IOITy/IALIOHO IIOCMATPAHO, HajBehn IpaBUTAIIMOHY LIEHTAP Y 3eM/bM
KOj¥ pacT Opoja CTAHOBHMKA MCK/BYINMBO OC/Ialba Ha MO3UTVBHOM MUTPAIVIOHOM CaNAY,
wm Hosor Ilasapa rzie je rmaBHa KOMIIOHEHTA pacTa MOSUTUBAH IPUPONHI IPUPALITA],
IJIaBHM Tpaf BojBomiHe ycIieo je fa ce MO3UIOHMPA Kao JOOPO MECTO 3a KUBOT Koje
IPUBJIAYM BeTUKYU OPOj M/IAfIOT CTAHOBHUIITBA KOje je CIIPEeMHO Ja 3aCHMBA TIOPOAULTY
U Ha JIy’>Ke CTase KUBIU Y beMy. 3a pasiuky of Hajseher gema Cpduje rie ynpaBo Mamak
IIPUBPEHIX, 0OPa30BHIX, 30PaBCTBEHNX Y CBUX JPYTUX BaKHIX APYLITBEHNX MOryhHO-
CTH, CIIpeYaBa IONYIAIOHY OP>XXMBOCT, Tpaf monyT Hosor Capia je TO MOrao ma npy»xu
CBOjMM CTaHOBHUIIMMA. MOXJIa je yIpaBO TO MOJie/l KaKo Y IOCTojehnM okomHOCTHMA
yonaxutu fernonynanujy. [Ipesennka mpexxa Hacerba y Cpduju, ca cennma Koja HeMajy
HI 500 CTAHOBHUKA U KOja 4eCTO Off CBOT HACTAHKA ¥ OPACKO-IUITAHMHCKUM 0O/IacTuMa
HIICY HU MaJIa BUIIle CTAHOBHMKA, He MOTY MMaTH! 010 KaKBY AeMOorpadcKy mepcrek-
tuBy. TakBa Hace/ba unHe roToBO 70% CBUX Hace/ba y Cpduju 1 Huje peaTHo O4eKMBATH
ma he y mepcriexTBy SUTH CpeficTaBa Jia ce 3Ha4YajHMje ITONpPaBy KBAIUTET KUBOTA Y
m1Ma. MHOTO je peanHuje u ofpxusuje moctojehe punancnjcke moryhnoctn yemeputn
Ka 0J0/bIIAKY KIBOTHIX YC/IOBa KOfI Beh1x Hacesba, jep TO MOXKe YCIIOPUTH aKTYeTTHY
eMUTPaLNjy ¥ MOXK/JAa IPEOKPEHYTI MUTPAIMIOHE TOKOBE.

3AK/bYYAK

AHanusa y pajy je mokasajaa Kako ce MOTY Pas/lIM4YMTO MHTEPIPETUPATY IOfaLM
HOCTIefiba TPM TOTINCA, KA0 U TO KOja METOJIOJIOIIKA pellierba MOTY JIOfJaTHO fla Ce KOPUTY]jy
Kako OM Imojauy IpuKasyBaIM IITO peajHMje cTambe. Kopekijuje HUCY nMasle yTHUIIaja
Ha IToflaTKe O MIPUPOFHOM IPUPAIITAjy ¥ TOCMAaTPaHOM BPEMEHCKOM MHTEPBAy, alnu Cy
3HAYajHO yTUIla/le Ha MUTPAOHY KOMIIOHEHTY KpeTarmba CTAaHOBHMIITBA 1, HAPaBHO,
Ha oduM fenonynanuje. [JogaBamem VIPJI momucHuM mopanuma 3a 2002. ronuHy, v Be-
JINKOj MepM ce yTHde Ha MUTPAlMOHN canfo y Mehymonmcaom nepuony 2002-2011, jep
ce mopehasa emurpanyja 3a yak 90 xmwnpapga. [IponeHa numa xoja cy dojkoTtosana [Tommc
2011. rogvHe, 1 BUXOBO cadupare ca MOMMCHUM HofaluMa, Takohe, moBehasa BpegHocT
eMurpanyje 3a HajMame 45 Xupaza y Apyrom Mehymonucuom nurtepsany, 2011-2022.
rofirHe. YKyITHO TIOCMAaTpaHO JIelOMy/Ialuja je KOpeKIujoM nofataka Beha sa oxo 135
xwpaga y nepuopy 2002-2022, 0K ce 3HaYaj HEraTMBHOT MUTPALMIOHOT Cajifia Y YKYITHIUM
IIOIy/IALMOHYIM ITpoMeHaMa rosehao Ha mpexo 20%. HecniopHo je, de3 0d3upa Ha To Koje
HopjaTKe KOPYUCTIIIN, fia IOIIy/IalyioHe IpoMeHe y mepuony 2002-2022. roguue y Cpduju
KapaKTepullle KOHTMHYMpPaHa M CBe M3paXKeHMja IeTolynanuja y Hajsehoj mepu gerep-
MUHIICaHa HETaTVBHMM IPUPOSHIM IpUpALITajeM CTaHOBHUIITBA (0KO 770 Xm/paza je
BHIIIE YMPJIVX HETO poheHnx).

ITap dpoja cTaHOBHUKA je perMCTPOBAH y TOTOBO CBMM HACe/bEHNM MECTHMMA Y
Cpduju (95% cBux Hacespa). Y MepCreKTUBY, YKOTIMKO Ce 3Ha4YajHMje He IIPOMEHe TPeH-
IoBU, Tpeda OYeKMBATH Jla BETIMKYU OPOj Haceba, IIpe CBera y OPAICKO-TIAHMHCKOM Jemy,
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y IOTIYHOCTH U3Tydy craHoBHUINTBO. o cpenune 21. Beka y Cpduju he HajsepoBaTHUje
duty HacrameHa caMo TpehnHa akryenHor dpoja Hacepa. Vmak aBa Hajseha rpasa y se-
MJBbM jOII YBEK OfIOIEBAjy CMambemby, a Hosu Cap MMa u3y3eTHO BUCOK PacT off 4ak 35% y
Hocrnefiibe iBe felleHuje. Telko je o4eKnBaTH, HA OCHOBY CTApOCHE CTPYKTYpe U HMBOA
pabama, Kao 1 peaTBHO Benuke eMurpanuje, aa he dumo xoju Bennku rpag y Cpduju
HACTAaBUTH NIOMY/AIMOHO Jla pacTe Y HapeHoM nepuopny. Cpduja u 3eM/be Y OKpyKemy,
Kao 11 11e0 peruoH Victoune Eppore, TpaguLMOHANMHO MPEACTaB/bajy MOAPYYja U3PasUTe
emurpanuje 1 Hajsehe fernonynanyje Ha cBeTy. TpeH[] MHTEH3MBHOT MCe/baBaba CTAHOB-
HUIITBA y IepCIeKTBM he ce MoCTeneHo CMamUBaTH, IIpe CBETa, Kao MOCTIeANIa BeTnKe
JieTIoITy/Iallije y TMM 3eM/baMa I OFIMAKJIOT leMorpad)cKor cTapera. PeasHo je ouexknsaTy,
ycren yKyImHMX AeMorpadcKIX OKOTHOCTH, Aa he y mepcrekTuBy MMUTpaluja 1 y OBUM
3eM/baMa HaJIMaIlUTU eMUTpALIKjy.
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Abstract: The main characteristic of the population changes in Serbia since the be-
ginning of the 21st century is increasingly pronounced depopulation. The difference in
the number of births and deaths is continuously increasing to the detriment of births, and
emigration traditionally exceeds immigration during the entire analyzed period 2002-2022.

The problem in the analysis of population dynamics in Serbia is the lack of method-
ological consistency in the results of population censuses, so the main goal of this paper
is the methodological harmonization of census data to see as realistically as possible the
population changes in the period of the last three censuses in 2002, 2011 and 2022.

Overall, the depopulation in Serbia is by about 135,000 higher in the period 2002-
2022, if we correct the officially published data, while the importance of the negative net
migration in the total population changes has increased to over 20%. Population decline
is present in as many as 95% of the settlements in Serbia.

Keywords: population census, natural increase, net migration, regional analysis,
methodological adjustments

INTRODUCTION

The previously established unfavourable demographic trends in many countries are par-
ticularly pronounced when societies are faced with challenges such as economic crises, wars,
pandemics, but also with increasingly present climate change. Therefore, there is a substantial
increase in migrations since the beginning of the war conflicts in the Middle East (Raineri,
Strazzari, 2021) and in Ukraine (Duszczyk, Kaczmarczyk, 2022); morbidity and mortality of
population significantly increased during the COVID-19 pandemic (Msemburi et al., 2023),
while the birth level has never been lower. The total fertility rate (TFR) in the world, or the

' imarinkovic.pa@gmail.com

The paper was written within the 2023 Research Program of the Institute of Social Sciences,
supported by the Ministry of Science, Technological Development and Innovation.

2

777



Ivan Z. Marinkovi¢, Two decades of depopulation in Serbia 2002-2022

number of live-born children per woman, according to the estimates from the mid-20*
century, has decreased from 5.1 children per woman to 2.3 children per woman (UN, 2022).
The projections show that in the following 30 years we should expect further decline in the
value of TFR, even under 2.1 children per woman (Replacement-Level Fertility), which is a
prerequisite for the beginning of global population decrease by the end of the 21 century.
The increasing trend in the world population numbers is becoming substantially slower (UN,
2022), with depopulation’ being already the reality in many European countries, especially
in the east and the south-east of the continent (Eurostat, 2023). Slower population growth
or no growth at all is a natural and expected process (Lutz, Sanderson & Scherbov, 2001).
Some countries have already entered the fourth decade of the reduced population numbers,
e.g., Bulgaria, Romania, Hungary, Lithuania and Latvia. Paradoxically, wars in the territory of
ex-Yugoslavia prevented Serbia from being in that group of countries because a large wave of
refugees and internally displaced population raised the immigration level in the inter-census
period 1991-2002, resulting in the positive total net migration in this period. Therefore, mi-
grations compensated for the negative death and birth balance that began in Serbia as early
as 1992 (Peneyv, Predojevi¢ Despi¢, 2019). At the beginning of the 1990s, natural increase
became negative in a large number of East European countries, and such trend has continued
to date. High emigration in the same period further led to the fact that at the beginning of
the third decade of the 21* century no country surrounding Serbia records any increase in
the number of inhabitants (Eurostat, 2023). Many countries in the region have low fertility
rates typical of highly-developed industrial countries, but also a high level of immigration
often characteristic of underdeveloped or medium-developed countries (Lutz & Gailey, 2020).

Monitoring the changes in Serbia’s population dynamics is not a simple task. Different
methodological solutions during censuses led to the fact that the census data are not fully
comparable, which affects both the estimate of net migration and the calculation of basic
demographic indicators. The main aim of this paper is to consider as realistically as possible
the population changes in the period of last three censuses (2002, 2011 and 2022), through
the methodological harmonization of census data. The calculation of natural increase in
inter-census intervals, as well as the estimate of net migration, is the basis for understanding
population trends, i.e., for considering their importance for the change in the total number
of inhabitants. Changes in population trends are not uniform within the state (Nikitovi¢,
2022) and that is why some rural parts of Serbia have continuously recorded a decrease
in the number of inhabitants ever since the end of the Second World War (Spasovski, Ili¢,
1989), while certain settlements have not been affected by depopulation processes yet.
A great segment of the analysis in this paper will be devoted to the spatial overview of
depopulation changes in Serbia in the past two decades.

METHOD

The only source of census data in Serbia, as well as the register of vital events (births
and deaths) is the Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia (SORS). The results and the
analysis of the changes in the total number and structure of population largely depend on
the methodological solutions of this institution applied in a specific population census.

> Decrease in the number of inhabitants in a certain territory.

778



Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LVII (2023), no. 3, 767-791

Since the topic of this paper is monitoring the census results from 2002, 2011 and 2022,
it is necessary to provide an overview of the methodological changers in these censuses.
Main methodological problems in the comparison of the total number of inhabitants in
the period 2002-2022 refer to the change in the concept of determining total number of
inhabitants so that in the censuses of 2011 and 2022, permanent population* replaced
so-called usually resident population®. The introduction of a new definition of usually
resident population also brought about changes in the categories included in total popula-
tion. The division into the population living in the country and the population abroad up
to one year has been replaced by the division into the population in the country and the
population abroad, with the intention of staying there up to one year. The changes in the
methodological solutions also referred to the treatment of internally displaced persons®
(IDPs) from the Autonomous Province of Kosovo and Metohija. According to the 2002
definition, IDPs were recorded as temporarily present persons and, therefore, they were not
included in the composition of total (permanent) population (Stankovi¢, 2006), although
they were de facto present in the territory of Central Serbia and Vojvodina. It was exactly
the establishment of the concept of usually resident population that enabled IDPs to become
part of total population as of 2011. Methodologically correct comparison of the number of
inhabitants in 2011 was also compounded by the boycott by Albanian population in three
municipalities in the south-east of Serbia (Bujanovac, Presevo and Medveda). Finally, the
2022 Census brought something new in administrative addition of unregistered persons,
which was not the case earlier. Moreover, it is necessary to pay attention to the change in
the so-called census moment (31% March at midnight was replaced by 30" September at
midnight) and the length of the inter-census interval (9.5 or 11 years).

Published census results and their comparison in the publications of the SORS did
not take into account the changes in census methodologies, and that is why there is no
methodological harmonization, which may lead to substantially different interpretations of
the census results. For example, only adding IDPs to total population in 2002 changed the
population dynamics in the interval 1991-2002 because, instead of a decrease in the number
of inhabitants, an increase was recorded. Therefore, the first census to record the decrease
in the number of inhabitants in comparison to the previous one was the 2011 Census and
not the one from 2002 (Penev, Marinkovi¢, 2012). In 2002, the total number of registered
IDPs who were not included in total population was 133,575. The 2011 Census registered
fewer inhabitants due to the boycott in the south-east if Serbia, which was not followed by
official estimates of the unregistered persons, as was the case after the 1991 Census when
there was also a boycott. Namely, the number of those who boycotted the census was later

* De iure present i.e., persons permanently residing in the territory of the Republic of Serbia.

> According to this concept, a person is considered an inhabitant of the place in which that person
alone (in case of one-member households) or with other members of the household, spends most
time, i.e., daytime/night-time rest, regardless of where that person has an officially registered place
of residence. Thus, the total population of a certain place includes persons who lived there for at
least one uninterrupted year before the census critical moment, as well as persons who lived in that
place less than 12 months but intending to stay in it at least one year.

¢ The persons displaced from the territory of the Autonomous Province of Kosovo and Metohija
(after 24" March 1999), as well as their children born outside the territory of Kosovo and Metohija,
after the displacement of their parents.
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estimated by the international expert group at 44,305 persons, but those estimates were
never added to the census data. However, that number has been accepted by the SORS in
the preparation of annual estimates of the number of inhabitants as of 1** January 2011.
The 2022 Census continued the tradition of methodological inconsistence with the results
of previous censuses, so that the data about the total number of inhabitants in 2022 is the
sum of the number of the registered inhabitants and the supplement from administrative
sources. In that manner, the number of inhabitants registered “in the field” was increased
by 211, 947 persons, which is approximately 3% of the total population.

The above-listed methodological differences are impossible to harmonize fully, but
certain changes may be undertaken in order to make the results more comparable. The
author’s corrections will include the addition of IDPs to the census data from 2002 and the
introduction of the estimates of the population that boycotted the 2011 Census in the total
number of inhabitants that year. It is impossible to adjust he addition of the unregistered
population based on administrative sources, as well as other methodological changes re-
garding the different concept of total population, so this analysis is deficient in that respect,
but still provides a more realistic picture of the situation.

Apart from census data, the research of population dynamics also requires data about
vital events at the monthly level in order to determine precisely the changes in the inter-census
period. The vital-statistical method was used in determining total net migration (difference in
the number of emigrants and immigrants) because there are no reliable statistical data about
external migration (emigration and immigration). The Republic Statistical Office did not conduct
the censuses in 2002, 2011 and 2022 in the territory of the Autonomous Province of Kosovo
and Metohija, so the results in this paper will refer solely to the territory of Central Serbia and
the Autonomous Province of Vojvodina. The research of the changes in the total population
numbers in the period 2002-2022 was conducted at all territorial-administrative levels.

RESULTS

The basic characteristics of population dynamics in Serbia since the beginning of
the 21* century is increasingly pronounced depopulation. The decrease in the number
of inhabitants is caused by both components of total population trends (natural increase
and net migration) because they had a negative prefix during the entire analyzed period
2002-2022. The difference in the number of births and deaths is continuously increasing
to the detriment of births, whereas the number of deaths reaches double values at the
annual level (which was the case during the COVID-19 pandemic from 2020-2022).
A larger number of emigrants than immigrants is also the reality during that period, so net
migration in inter-census intervals is negative.

At the beginning of the 21* century, based on the officially published data of the SORS
(the 2002 Census), the total number of inhabitants in Serbia amounted to slightly under
7.5 million, which is by about 300,000 more than in 2011 or by as many as 850,000 more
than according to the results of the 2022 (Table 1). Seen through two inter-census periods,
2002-2011 and 2011-2022, whose intervals are not uniform (the first one was 9.5 years
and the other one 11 years), the decrease in the number of inhabitants was more intensive
in the second inter-census period and, at the annual level, it amounts to about 49,000 (as
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compared to about 33,000 in the first inter-census period). The huge decrease registered in
the number of inhabitants during two decades can be further increased in case necessary
corrections are made in order to improve data comparability (see the methodological sec-
tion). Thus, the decrease in the population number in the inter-census period 2002-2011
amounted to almost 400,000, while the difference in the population number in 2022 and
2002 was almost one million inhabitants (Table 1).

The decrease in the number of inhabitants is caused by both components of the pop-
ulation changes, but their contribution is different. According to the number of births and
deaths by months, it is possible to obtain accurate information about total natural increase
in the inter-census period. There were almost 300,000 more deaths than births in the period
from 1* April 2002 to 30" September 2011 (Table 1). That is why the total decrease in the
number of inhabitants in this period, according to the data of the SORS, from about 96% can
be explained by the natural component of change or from 74% based on the author’s correc-
tions. The following inter-census period from 1* October 2011 to 30" September 2022 shows
a negative natural increase of over 470,000, which indicates that the negative ratio increased
on average at the annual level. However, the relative share in the decrease in population,
according to the official data, is smaller and amounts to about 87%, while the corrected data
show a larger share of natural increase in depopulation by 7 percentage points, so that it is
81% in this inter-census period. During two decades, there were almost 770,000 more deaths
than births, and the share was 90%, or 78%, in the change of the number of inhabitants.

The migration component in the inter-census period, calculated by the vital-statis-
tical method, fully depends on the ration between the recorded natural increase and the
recorded number of inhabitants. The share of net migration in depopulation in the period
2002-2022 is much smaller as compared to other components (between 4% and 26%, de-
pending on whether we accept the official or the corrected data). From the data from Table
1, the corrected values show a larger outflow of population, of slightly more than 100,000
in both inter-census periods or on average almost uniformly of about 10,000 at the annual
level. The values obtained from the data of the Republic Statistical Office are much lower.
In the observed period, the total net migration was negative and amounted to 216,000 after
corrections, i.e., only 82,000 according to the official data.

Further analysis at lower territorial-administrative levels will be given by the nomen-
clature’ of statistical territorial units determined by the Statistical Office and exclusively
on the basis of methodologically corrected data. Looking at the regions, neither absolute
nor relative changes in the number of inhabitants are not uniform. Depopulation is gen-
erally present, but on a much smaller scale in the territory of Serbia — north (Belgrade and
Vojvodina) than in the territory of Serbia — south (other two regions). According to the 2002
Census data, Serbia — south with more numerous population by 330,000, in 2022 became
numerically smaller by 200,000 than Serbia — north. During the 20-year period (2002-2022),
Serbia - south lost more than 750,000 inhabitants, which is one fifth of the total number
of inhabitants in 2002, while Serbia - north recorded a decrease of “only” 230,000 or 6%
(Chart 1). During both inter-census periods, Belgrade region recorded an increase in the
population number, but a much lower one during the second interval. There is a total of

7 The levels of grouping territorial units determined by that nomenclature are a standard by which

statistical activities collect, process, present and analyze statistical data.
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about 70,000 inhabitants more in the territory of the City of Belgrade as compared to 20
years ago. It should be noted that the population growth in Belgrade declines from one
census to another and that during the last inter-census period it was 22,000 or only 1.3%.
Vojvodina had the population decrease of about 300,000 inhabitants in the period 2002-2022,
or about 15% (in the period 2011-2022, the decrease was 190,000 or 10%). The region of
Sumadija and West Serbia registers even more intensive population decline, so during two
decades the number decreased by almost 370,000 inhabitants or 17%. The region of South
and East Serbia, both absolutely and relatively, has the largest depopulation in Serbia, with
about 390,000 inhabitants or as many as 22% less during the period 2002-2022 (Chart 1).
There are 25 administrative districts or statistical areas in Serbia, while only two with
the largest number of inhabitants, i.e., Belgrade district and South Backa district, do not
record fewer inhabitants in 2022 as compared to 2002 (Chart 2). The districts of Bor and
Zajecar have by one-third fewer inhabitants, while the decrease by about 30% is recorded
in North Banat and West Backa districts. The largest decrease in the number of inhabitants
in absolute values is recorded in the districts of Macva (65,000) and Rasina (60,000). Seen
through two inter-census intervals, there was an increase in population during 2002-2011
in Belgrade district (3%), South Backa district (3%) and Ragka district (1%), but in the fol-
lowing period 2011-2022, it was present only in the district of Belgrade. While the increase
is recorded in minimal single-digit percentages, there is a double-digit decrease in other
districts in both inter-census periods. At that territorial level of the analysis, there are no
districts with more inhabitants in the first inter-census interval as compared to the second
inter-census interval. The only exception is the district of P¢inja, where the results in the
period 2002-2011 were less favourable, and the reasons, apart from high emigration in that
part of Serbia, should also be sought in the estimates of the population that boycotted the
2011 Census, which could potentially underestimate the number of unregistered inhabitants.
The analysis of the census results at the municipal and particularly at the settlement
lever provides the most precise spatial picture of the situation in Serbia. The municipal-
ities in the east and south-east part of Serbia have the greatest decrease in the number of
inhabitants in the period 2002-2022 (most often more than 30%), so that Crna Trava is by
almost 60% inhabitants smaller, while the population has halved in Gadzin Han, Babu$nica
and Medveda. A decrease above average was recorded in as many as 80% municipalities in
Serbia (the Republic average is 13% for the period 2002-2022). Only 12 municipalities have
recorded an increase in the number of inhabitants; apart from Belgrade municipalities, such
increase has also been recorded in the municipalities of Novi Sad, Novi Pazar and Tutin.
The dense network of settlements in the south-east part of Serbia, which has never
had a demographically sustainable number of inhabitants in the inaccessible mountainous
regions, is rapidly disappearing with the population ageing process. In 2022, there were 4,721
settlements in Serbia, 19 of which with no inhabitants at all, while according to the 2002
Census, there were 1,317 settlements with under 100 inhabitants. Without demographic
future and with minimal chances for survival by the mid-21* century there are other 3,193
settlements with under 500 inhabitants, which is as many as 68% of all the settlements in
Serbia. A smaller number of inhabitants in 2022 as compared to 2002 has been recorded
in as many as 4,485 settlements, which accounts for 95% (Map 1). Out of only 5% settle-
ments that did not record any decrease or that even recorded an increase in the number of
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inhabitants, only 36 settlements have a significant increase in population (50% or more),
and out of them, as many as 19 settlements are located in the municipalities of Novi Pazar
and Tutin. However, it should be emphasized that those are relatively small settlements in
population terms. Among large settlement with more than 50,000 inhabitants, the greatest
increase was recorded in Novi Sad, where during two decades the population has increased
by as many as 35% (Table 2). In the same time interval, Belgrade municipality of Stari grad
is smaller by one fifth of the population, and great decrease has been recorded in Vojvodina
towns: Sombor, Zrenjanin, Subotica, but also in Leskovac (Table 2). The City of Belgrade
has minimal population growth, but positive population changes are not recorded all over
its territory. Certain parts of Belgrade are experiencing population expansion (Zvezdara,
Vozdovac and Zemun) while other parts, primarily central city parts (Stari grad, Vracar
and Savski venac) are becoming smaller in population terms.

The settlements mostly lost population more intensively during 2011-2022 than
in the period 2002-2011. The unfavourable age structure, along with low fertility rates,
led to a greater and greater imbalance in deaths and births, which determines population
changes on the largest scale. At the level of settlements and particularly in environments
with smaller population, the age structure dominantly determines the intensity of depop-
ulation. That is why relative changes are the greatest in those settlements with under 500
inhabitants. In the last inter-census period, the decrease in the number of inhabitants was
resisted mostly by the settlements within the City of Belgrade and the City of Novi Sad or
in their immediate vicinity, as well as in the south-west of the country, around Novi Pazar,
Tutin and Sjenica (Map 2). The most pronounced depopulation (of 50% or even more)
is registered in the settlements in the east and south-east of the country, primarily in the
municipalities of Knjazevac, KurSumlija and Vranje.

DISCUSSION

Why is it necessary to harmonize methodologically census results? The calculation of
many indicators in demography, economics, epidemiology etc. depends on the number of
inhabitants and, first of all, of the age-sex structure of population. Understanding popula-
tion changes is rather compounded and it can also mislead us towards wrong conclusions if
methodology is not uniform. According to the values presented in the text, can we interpret
differently the importance of natural increase and net migration in the reduced population
numbers? If we use exclusively the officially published data in the calculation, the migration
component has a minimal effect on the decrease in the number of inhabitants in the period
2002- 2011 (only 4%), and in total under 10% during the period 2002-2022. The corrected
data increase the importance of emigration in population changes because the decrease in the
number of inhabitants of as many as 26% in the first inter-census period is explained in that
way, i.e., three quarters of the decrease in the total population is the result of negative natural
increase, and one quarter is the result of negative net migration. In the second inter-census
interval 2011-2022, the importance of migrations increased and, according to the official
data, it was 13%, but it is still much lower than the values obtained after correcting the census
data, amounting to 20%. Partial methodological harmonization of data, as given in this paper,
has not contributed only to the precise absolute values of net migration and total population
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changes, but it has significantly differently shown the relations between the components of
population changes as well. Therefore, the migration component is playing an increasingly
important role in depopulation as compared to the one it has according to the official data.
The census coverage of population has never been 100%, which is understandable, but
the 2022 Census had an unexpectedly large number of unregistered population. According
to administrative sources, it has been estimated that more than 200,000 inhabitants of Serbia
were not registered, and then this number was subsequently added to the final census results.
It can be assumed in the same manner that in 2011 there was also a substantial number of
unregistered population, which, according to administrative data from that period, could
be about 150,000 (unofficial estimates on the basis of the same methodology applied in
2022). If we take this option in the calculation, the change in the number of inhabitants in
the period 2011-2022 becomes much more unfavourable when it comes to, first of all, net
migration. In that version, there are more emigrants than immigrants in Serbia by about
260,000, or about 23,000-24,000 on average per year, which is much closer to the estimates
of many researchers before the 2022 Census (Nikitovi¢, 2019; Penev, 2021), as well as the
estimates of the SORS (RZS, 2020). The total decrease in the number of inhabitants can thus
amount to about 736,000 or 10% in comparison to the values from 2011. Censuses in many
neighbouring countries most often show exactly a relative decrease like that in the observed
period. The above-listed possibility should not be neglected because, if we had methodo-
logically fully harmonized census data for 2011 and 2022, the results would match those in
the neighbouring countries with similar demographic characteristics. In Croatia, according
to the censuses in 2011 and 2021, the total decrease in the number of inhabitants is 10%
(DZS, 2023), while in Bulgaria, this decrease was about 11% in the same interval (NSI, 2023).
In the analysis of the changes in the number of inhabitants in the period 2002-2022, it
is necessary to comment further the estimate of the boycott of the 2011 Census. The estimate
made by an international group of experts was not added to the census data, but the SORS uses
it in annual estimates of the number of inhabitants in Serbia. The mass boycott occurred in a
large number of the settlements with the majority Albanian population, in the municipalities
of Bujanovac and Pre$evo and, on a much smaller scale, in the municipality of Medveda. The
estimates mention 44,305 people, which, according to the author’s assessment, substantially
underestimates the number of unregistered persons due to the census boycott. A more real-
istic estimate would be between 55,000 and 60,000 if taking into account natural increase in
the population of these municipalities and a moderate estimate of emigration (Marinkovi¢,
2018). The Albanian population in this part of Serbia traditionally has above-average birth
rates and still a relatively young age structure of the population, which leads to the positive
natural increase. Unlike most municipalities in Serbia, despite significant emigration, in all
census until 2011, the positive natural increase raised the total number of inhabitants. The
analysis of the changes in the number of inhabitants in the period 2002-2022, performed
on the basis of the boycott estimate, shows that for the first time there was a decrease in the
number of inhabitants and that in 2011 it amounted to almost 20% in comparison to 2002
in both municipalities. Such intensive decline in one inter-census period can be recorded
only in the municipalities with an extremely old population structure. The claim that the
number of persons who boycotted the 2011 Census is underestimated can be additionally
supported by the increase in the number of inhabitants in 2022 compared with 2011, where
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both Bujanovac and Presevo recorded an increase of 12% in the number of inhabitants
because there was no boycott of the census in these municipalities in 2022.

Finally, the discussion should be directed towards the fastest growing city in Serbia,
i.e., Novi Sad, because it can serve as an example of a good balance between positive
natural increase and higher immigration than emigration. In comparison to other cities
in Serbia, Novi Sad was the only city that recorded an increase of 35% in the number of
inhabitants during only 20 years. Unlike Belgrade, which is, in population terms, the larg-
est gravitational centre in the country in which the increase in the number of inhabitants
relies mostly on positive net migration, or Novi Pazar, were the main growth component
is positive natural increase, the capital of Vojvodina managed to position itself as a good
place for living that attracts a large number of young population willing to start a family
and stay in this city in the long run. Unlike the largest part of Serbia, where the deficiency
of economic, educational, healthcare and all other important social opportunities prevents
population sustainability, the city such as Novi Sad could offer all this to its inhabitants.
Perhaps it is the very model of how to mitigate depopulation in the current circumstanc-
es. The excessively large network of settlements in Serbia, with villages with fewer than
500 inhabitants, which have never had more inhabitants due to their location in hilly and
mountainous areas, cannot have any demographic future. Those settlements account for
almost 70% of all the settlements in Serbia and it is unrealistic to expect that in the future
there will be enough funds for significant improvement of the quality of life in them. It is
much more realistic and sustainable to direct the existing financial possibilities towards
the improvement of living conditions in larger settlements, because it can slow down the
current emigration and perhaps change the migration trends.

CONCLUSION

The analysis in the paper shows how to interpret differently the data of the last three
censuses, as well as what methodological solutions may be further corrected so that the
collected data can show the situation as realistically as possible. Corrections did not affect
the data about natural increase in the observed time interval, but they significantly affected
the migration component of population changes and, of course, the scope of depopula-
tion. The addition of IDPs to the census data for 2002 largely affects net migration in the
inter-census period 2002-2011 because emigration is increased by as many as 90,000. The
estimates of the persons who boycotted the 2011 Census and their addition to the census
data also increased the value of emigration by minimum 45,000 in the second inter-census
interval 2011-2022. Overall, depopulation was by the correction of the data higher by
about 135,000 in the period 2002-2022, while the importance of negative net migration
in total population changes went up to over 20%. It is indisputable that, regardless of what
data are used, population changes in the period 2002-2022 in Serbia are characterized by
continuous and more pronounced depopulation determined on the largest scale by negative
natural increase in population (about 770,000 more deaths than births).

The decreasing number of inhabitants was registered in almost all populated places
in Serbia (95% of all settlements). In the future, if trends do not change significantly, we
should expect a large number of the settlements, primarily in the hilly and mountainous
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areas, to lose their population completely. By the mid-21* century, only one third of the
current number of the settlements in Serbia will most likely be populated. Nevertheless, two
largest cities in the country are still resisting this decrease, while Novi Sad has recorded an
exceptionally large growth of as many as 35% in the past two decades. It is hard to expect,
based on the age structure and the birth level, as well as relatively large emigration, that any
large city in Serbia will continue the population growth in the following period. Serbia and
the neighbouring countries, as well as the whole region of East Europe, are traditionally the
regions of extreme emigration and largest depopulation in the world. The trend of intensive
emigration of population will gradually decrease in the future, primarily as a consequence
of large depopulation in those countries and the advanced demographic ageing. Due to
the overall demographic circumstances, it is realistic to expect that immigration in these
countries will also exceed emigration in the future.
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APPENDIX / ITPVJIOT

Tadena 1. Iouynayuona gunamuxa y Cpduju na ocrosy tiotiuca 2002, 2011.
u 2022. iogune / Table 1. Population dynamics in Serbia based on the 2002, 2011
and 2022 censuses

YKynaH 6poj CTaHOBHMKa Cmatbere 6poja CTaHOBHMKA
Total population Population decrease
2002 2011 2022 2002-2011 | 2011-2022 | 2002-2022
3annunn noaaun P3Ca |, o0 001 | 7186862 |6.647.003 | -311.139| -539.859| -850.998

Official data of SORS

AyTopoBe KopeKLuuje
NOMUCHKX NofaTtaka
Author’s corrections
of census data

7.631.576 | 7.231.167 | 6.647.003 -400.409 -584.164 | -984.573

MpupoaHn nprpaluTaj MwrpaunoHn canpo
/ Natural increase / Net migration

2002-2011 | 2011-2022 | 2002-2022 | 2002-2011 | 2011-2022 | 2002-2022

Ha ocHosy noparaka P3C-a

/Based on SORS data -297.377 -471.562 -768.939 -13.762 -68.297 -82.059

Ha ocHoBy ayTopoBux
Kopekumja / Based on the -297.377 | -471562| -768939| -103.032| -112.602| -215.634

author’s corrections

M3Bop: Mpunpemuo aytop. / Source: Prepared by the author.

787


dx.doi.org/10.5937/demografija2118002P
dx.doi.org/10.5937/socpreg53-21902
https://doi.org/10.7765/9781526148346.00015
https://www.un.org/development/desa/pd/sites/www.un.org. development.desa.pd/files/wpp2022_summary_of_results.pdf
https://www.un.org/development/desa/pd/sites/www.un.org. development.desa.pd/files/wpp2022_summary_of_results.pdf
Milan
Nazad

Milan
Back


@ HA3AL

@ BACK

Ivan Z. Marinkovi¢, Two decades of depopulation in Serbia 2002-2022

110

100

90 |

80 §2002-2011
70 - |  m2011-2022
60 ) B ' B ' B 2002-2022

1

CPBUJA - CPBUIA - Beorpaycku Peruon Perunon Peruon

CEBEP/ wvr/ peruon/  Bojoguue / Illymamuje u  Jyxkue u

SRBIJA -~  SRBIJA — Beogradski Region RELEN S Hctoune

SEVER JUG region Vojvodine  CpbGuje / Cpbuje /
Region  Region Juzne

Sumadijei i Istodne

Zapadne Srbije
Srbije

Ipaduxon 1. Mngexc pacitia/cmarerva Spoja citianosHuxa ipema ioiucuma 2002, 2011.
u 2022. iogune y Cpduju / Chart 1. Population growth/decrease index according to the
2002, 2011 and 2022 censuses in Serbia
VsBop: IIpunpemno ayTop Ha OCHOBY Hofataka Pemydmirdxor 3aBopa 3a craructuxy (P3C).

/ Source: Prepared by the author based on data from the Statistical Office
of the Republic of Serbia (SORS).

Haiiomena: Tlogany cy nckasann y ckafy ca HoMeHK/IaTypoM CTaTUCTHIKIX TePUTOPUjaTHIX
jemmunua (HCTY), xojoM cy neduHucane craTucTudke QyHKIMOHAIHE TEPUTOPUjaIHE LIeIHE, Tj.
Tpu xujepapxujcka Huoa: HCT] 1 (Cpduja — ceBep u Cpduja - jyr), HCTJ 2 (pernonn) u HCTJ 3
(odmacty) n y ckmagy ca 3aKOHOM O TepUTOpUjanHOj opranusaiuju Penydmke Cpduje (ommrnne n
rpazgosu). Mebyrum, Perrydmnukm 3aBofL 3a CTaTUCTHUKY CBOje Iyd/mKalje 0djaB/byje ABOje3NYHO,
anm HasuBe pernoHa He npesopnu. Tako je Pernon Bojsogune — Region of Vojvodina; Beorpazcku
peruoH je Belgrade Region; Pernon Illymanuje u 3anague Cpduje je Region of Sumadija and West
Serbia; a Pernon Jyxue u Vicroune Cpduje je Region of South and East Serbia; Pernon Kocoso n
Mertoxuja je Region of Kosovo and Metohija. 3aTo ce y cBuM HapefHUM KapTaMa 1 Tade/laMa Haase
HeIIpeBefie ) HasWBIL.

Note: The data are presented in compliance with the Nomenclature of Territorial Units for
Statistics (NUTS), which defines the stastical functional territorial units, i.e. three hierarchical levels:
NUTS 1 (Serbia — north and Serbia — south), NUTS 2 (regions) and NUTS 3 (areas) and pursuant to
the Law on the Territorial Organisation of the Republic of Serbia (municipalities and cities). However,
the Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia has bilingual publucations, but without translating the
names of the regions. Therefore, Region Vojvodine stands for the Region of Vojvodina; Beogradski
region stands for Belgrade Region; Region Sumadije i Zapadne Srbije stands for the Region of Sumadija
and West Serbia; while Region Juzne i Isto¢ne Srbije stands for the Region of South and East Serbia;
Region Kosovo i Metohija stands for the Region of Kosovo and Metohija. That is why the maps and
tables contain the names in their original Serbian.
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Ipadmkon 2. Mngexc pacitia/cmarverva Spoja ciiianosHuka ipema iotiucuma 2002. u
2022. iogune (Huso oxpyia/odnactiiu) y Cpduju / Chart 2. Population growth/decrease
index according to the 2002 and 2022 censuses (areas) in Serbia
VisBop: [Ipunpemmo ayTop Ha OCHOBY mogataka Perrydmmdxor 3aBogia 3a cratuctuky (P3C).
/ Source: Prepared by the author based on data from the Statistical Office of the Republic
of Serbia (SORS).

Tadena 2. Ieiti senuxux nacemwa y Cpduju (ca suue og 50 xumaga cilianosHuKa)
ca Hajeehum pacitiom/cmareervem Spoja ciianosHuxa tipema ioniucuma 2002, 2011.
u 2022. iogune / Table 2. Five large settlements in Serbia (with more than 50,000
inhabitants) with the largest increase/decrease in the number of inhabitants according
to the 2002, 2011 and 2022 censuses

2002-2011 2011-2022 2002-2022

2002 =100 2011 =100 2002 =100
Hosu Cap / Novi Sad 120,1 1124 135,0
Hoswu Ma3ap / Novi Pazar 119,8 107,4 128,7
Beorpag (3se3gapa) / Belgrade (Zvezdara) 112,4 113,7 127,8
Beorpap (Boxposal) / Belgrade (Vozdovac) 102,4 112,7 115,4
Beorpap (3emyH) / Belgrade (Zemun) 106,4 105,5 112,3
Beorpag (Crapu rpap) / Belgrade (Stari grad) 86,6 92,3 80,0
Combop / Sombor 92,3 87,8 81,1
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2002-2011 2011-2022 | 2002-2022

2002=100 | 2011=100 | 2002 =100
JleckoBau / Leskovac 92,7 89,7 83,2
3perbaHnH / Zrenjanin 95,2 87,7 83,6
Cy6oTuua / Subotica 96,0 90,6 87,1

Hanomena: BpeaHocTu cy npukasare y uHaekcrma. / Note: Values are shown in the indices.
M3Bop: Mpunpemro aytop Ha OCHOBY NopaaTtaka Penybnuukor 3aBoaa 3a ctatuctuky (P3C). / Source: Prepared
by the author based on data from the Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia (SORS).

PeaaTtuBHo cmameme / Relative decrease
I [Tpexo / Over 50%
I 50-30%
N 30-10%

10% wnmu mame / or less
[ Bes cmamema/No decrease
[ |Bes noaaraxa / No data

Kaprta 1. IIpomena Spoja citianosuuxa Cpduje (y %) 2022. y ogrocy Ha 2002. iogury
(Hacemwcku Huso) /| Map 1. Population number change in Serbia (in %) in 2022 compared
to 2002 (settlements)

VisBop: IIpunpemuo ayTop Ha OCHOBY nopiataka Perydmiukor 3aBopia 3a craructuky (P3C).

/ Source: Prepared by the author based on data from the Statistical Office of the Republic
of Serbia (SORS).
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PenaruBHO cmameme / Relative decrease
== Ipeko / Over 50%
I 50-30%
I 30-10%

10% wnu mame / or less
[ Bes cmamera/No decrease
[ ] Bes nomaraka / No data

Kapra 2. IIpomena dpoja ciianosnuxa Cpouje (y %) 2022. y ognocy Ha 2011. ioguny
(Hacemcku Huso) / Map 2. Population number change in Serbia (in %) in 2022 compared
to 2011 (settlements)

VisBop: ITpunpemmo ayTop Ha OCHOBY mogiaraka Perrydmmdxor 3aBogia 3a cratuctuky (P3C).

/ Source: Prepared by the author based on data from the Statistical Office of the Republic
of Serbia (SORS).
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