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Abstract: The city of Kragujevac is experiencing negative demographic trends for the 
last three decades. The goal of the paper is to show and analyse the changes in devel-
opment and arrangement of the population, that is, the changes of its total number in the 
period between 1948 and 2011. Natural (birth rate, mortality and population growth) 
and mechanical (migrations, immigrations and emigrations) population movements are 
shown in the paper, as well as the causes of those movements. In order to have a broad-
er view of demographic trends, the paper analyses the age structure of the city in the last 
5 censuses, with special references to the current state and demographic aging problems. 

Keywords: Kragujevac, population, natural movement, mechanical movement, age 
structure. 
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 1948.  
  9, 53, 1961, 1971, 

1981, 1991, 2002  2011. ) 
 

 1948. 1953. 1961. 1971. 1981. 1991. 2002. 2011. 
 85.468 93.465 105.711 130.551 164.823 180.084 175.802 179.417 

 39.324 48.702 63.347 92.985 129.017 147.305 146.373 150.835 
. 46.144 44.763 42.364 37.566 35.806 32.779 29.429 28.582 
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-  
 

   1961  2011. . 
 1, 

) 
 

. 
 

 
. 

 
     

1961. 1.553 805 728 1986. 2.460 1.598 862 
1962. 1.539 909 630 1987. 2.283 1.566 717 
1963. 1.610 818 792 1988. 2.536 1.600 936 
1964. 1.535 976 559 1989. 2.455 1.651 804 
1965. 1.659 830 829 1990. 2.271 1.694 577 
1966. 1.560 882 678 1991. 2.276 1.739 537 
1967. 1.716 1.068 648 1992. 2.042 1.745 297 
1968. 1.639 1.006 633 1993. 2.013 1.828 185 
1969. 1.810 1.129 681 1994. 1.920 1.745 175 
1970. 1.877 1.142 735 1995. 1.841 1.755 86 
1971. 2.108 1.111 997 1996. 1.823 1.836 -13 
1972. 2.049 1.160 889 1997. 1.733 1.850 -117 
1973. 2.255 1.175 1.080 1998. 1.655 1.833 -228 
1974. 2.402 1.053 1.349 1999. 1.699 2.002 -303 
1975. 2.648 1.219 1.429 2000. 1.752 2.023 -271 
1976. 2.565 1.261 1.304 2001. 1.782 1.914 -132 
1977. 2.619 1.213 1.406 2002. 1.863 2.093 -230 
1978. 2.640 1.287 1.353 2003. 1.848 2.052 -204 
1979. 2.783 1.258 1.525 2004. 1.950 1.915 35 
1980. 2.865 1.293 1.572 2005. 1.794 2.316 -522 
1981. 2.482 1.396 1.086 2006. 1.757 2.226 -469 
1982. 2.779 1.403 1.376 2007. 1.755 2.196 -441 
1983. 2.844 1.562 1.282 2008. 1.647 2.164 -517 
1984. 2.785 1.482 1.303 2009. 1.726 2.250 -524 
1985. 2.471 1.576 895 2010. 1.682 2.201 -519 

    2011. 1.777 2.232 -455 
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: 

  
  
  

  
 

 -2011. 
(   1, 

) 
 

    
1965. -185 1989. 786 
1966. -213 1990. -1 
1967. 288 1991. 2.636 
1968. 53 1992. -464 
1969. -267 1993. 346 
1970. 16.586 1994. -404 
1971. 2.510 1995. 970 
1972. 1.123 1996. -73 
1973. 1.089 1997. 134 
1974. 2.734 1998. -436 
1975. -167 1999. -895 
1976. -601 2000. 177 
1977. -670 2001. 1.489 
1978. -1039 2002. -5.903 
1979. -570 2003. 26 
1980. 18.541 2004. -185 
1981. 2.707 2005. -46 
1982. -253 2006. 244 
1983. 500 2007. 175 
1984. 291 2008. 201 
1985. 617 2009. 449 
1986. -435 2010. 435 
1987. 174 2011. 390 
1988. -95   
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 1971-2011. 

(   9, 3, 1961, 1971, 
1981, 1991, 2002, 2011 ) 

 
 1971. 1981. 1991. 2002. 2011. 

0-4 8.726 13.490 11.251 7.473 8.235 
5-9 8.480 12.115 12.789 8.641 8.705 

10-14 9.265 10.163 13.682 10.720 8.187 
15-19 12.279 10.286 12.673 12.573 9.620 
20-24 12.510 13.855 11.230 13.300 11.501 
25-29 8.611 17.830 11.860 12.148 13.076 
30-34 11.170 14.837 14.934 10.746 12.224 
35-39 12.281 9.374 17.637 11.335 11.978 
40-44 11.403 11.790 14.798 13.665 11.275 
45-49 8.987 12.488 9.228 16.845 12.224 
50-54 4.300 11.286 11.325 14.428 13.942 
55-64 10.883 12.805 21.910 18.298 29.797 

 11.225 13.982 16.093 24.591 26.250 
 - - 674 1.039 1.722 
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CHANGES IN DEVELOPMENT AND ARRANGEMENT OF 
POPULATION IN THE CITY OF KRAGUJEVAC 

 
Summary 

 
From everything being said, attached and displayed we can draw certain conclu-

sions about the demographic characteristics of the city of Kragujevac. As a political, so-
cial, health, economic, cultural and educational center of Central Serbia, Kragujevac has 
great nodality, which is represented in its growth. However, contemporary demographic 
indicators deviate from the previous ones in a large scale. The population is stagnating, 
and for many years, the population growth is negative. Mortality rate is increased de-
spite the improved life and work conditions and general health. Population maintenance 
is in great manners connected to migrations, which still has a positive balance. The city 
is confronted with demographic aging of population, but with the application of appropri-
ate legal regulations, primarily in the field of population politics, it could be mitigated. 
 


