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Abstract: Despite considerable natural resources and a favourable geographical location, all
indicators of population trends show declining tendencies, which were indicated much earlier
than they were recognized as a demographic problem. The aim of the article is to explore the
dynamics and intensity of population change in Eastern Serbia, but without analytical ap-
proaches to the components of population dynamics. The chosen temporal and spatial cover-
age of the research is in accordance with the methodological approach, which provides for the
application of the comparative-statistical method to as many spatial units as possible, in order
to determine the spatial dispersion of the indicators of population growth. The data sources in
this research are censuses, and the presented indicators of population growth were derived
according to the methodology of demographic research. The obtained results show a weak in-
crease in the population of Eastern Serbia from 1948 to 1961, since then the values of the
growth indicators stagnate for a short time and then decrease continuously. In the whole ob-
servation period from 1948-2011, the growth index shows a 21% decrease in the population of
Eastern Serbia. The average annual growth rates of the population in Eastern Serbia were
lower than the average annual growth rates of the total population of Central Serbia in all in-
termediate census periods until 2011, and this difference is even more pronounced if the City
of Ni$ is excluded from the total population of Eastern Serbia. Although the dynamics of pop-
ulation growth in Eastern Serbia in the period 1948-2011 is characterized by linearity (either
in the form of increase or decrease), it is striking that not all parts of the country participate
equally. Only 4 municipalities and the City of Nis recorded an increase in population, while in
the other 20 municipalities the population decreased. In 10 municipalities depopulation was
already recorded in 1953-1961.
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Introduction

The current peculiarities of population dynamics in Eastern Serbia are determined by
decades of depopulation processes, which are primarily influenced by demographic
factors, but also by the authentic cultural-historical heritage and mentality of the
population. Despite significant natural resources and a favourable geographic loca-
tion, all indicators of population growth show declining trends, which were indicated
much earlier than they were recognized as a demographic problem. This is evidenced
by the results of numerous studies aimed primarily at identifying the socioeconomic
and sociopsychological causes of depopulation processes. The first one refers to the
influence of individual consciousness with an emphasized anthropological content,
that is, to the decision of each individual through the creation of individual goals and
attitudes regarding birth, offspring and family. When we talk about the influence of
social consciousness on procreation, we usually think of the family value system,
marriage and childbearing as the main features of this consciousness. Issues of sepa-
ration of sexual relations from procreation and premarital liberalization are also in-
cluded in discussions of the influence of social consciousness on procreation (Mi-
losavljevi¢, 1913, 219; Macura et al., 1984, 60-66). The emergence of birth control in
Serbia was not the result of antisocial behaviour, but of new socioeconomic condi-
tions in which restrictive reproductive models were desirable to avoid the division of
land among heirs and thus socioeconomic insecurity (Pordevié, 1941, 9).

The main features of population dynamics in Eastern Serbia were based until the
first half of the 20th century on the hypothesis of premature fertility decline as the
main cause of depopulation (Radovanovi¢, 1958; Vesi¢, 1978; Macura et al., 1984;
Macura, 1986; Spasovski, 2003; KneZevié¢, 2013; Knezevi¢ et al., 2014; Vulevi¢ &
Knezevié, 2017; Veljovi¢, 2015).

The later demographic development of Eastern Serbia was also characterized by
extremely unfavourable migration tendencies after the establishment of new social
relations and profound socio-economic changes, which significantly influenced the
resettlement of the population in the processes of industrialization, de-
agriculturalization and urbanization (Santi¢, 2014). The spatial movements of the
population in the first two post-war decades had the character of so-called internal
migrations, and since the 1960s, external migrations also increased, caused by the
discrepancy between the actual needs of the labour market and the sudden accumula-
tion of labour, mainly from the primary sector, for which employment could not be
found. In order to solve the problem of increasing unemployment, the authorities of
the time took the decision to “open” the country to the developed part of the world,
i.e. to give the population the opportunity to go abroad for temporary work (resi-
dence), which was used by a large part of the citizens of Eastern Serbia, especially in a
part inhabited mainly by the Vlach population, which brought this part of Serbia to
the “threshold of excessive depopulation” (Stankovi¢, 2014, 7).

As mentioned above, the causes of depopulation in Eastern Serbia are not simple
and uniform, but vary greatly between the specifics of demographic development and
the intensity and direction of historical and socio-economic development (KneZevié,
2013, 7). The aim of this work is primarily focused on researching the dynamics and
intensity of changes in the population of Eastern Serbia, without analysing the com-
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ponents of population dynamics, which require separate and much more comprehen-
sive research. The article “The Number and Growth of the Population of Eastern Ser-
bia from 1834 to 1953” published in 1958 by Milovan V. Radovanovié represents the
conceptual and methodological basis of the research.

Methodology

One of the first methodological problems in demographic analyses is the definition of
the spatial scope of the study, especially of areas whose regionalization is based on
different criteria (geographic, historical, ethnographic, political, etc.) and whose
boundaries do not coincide with the current administrative-territorial divisions. The
dualism between physical-geographical and social-geographical approaches, which
has long existed in geographical science, remains the main reason for establishing a
clear and universally accepted definition of both geographical and demogeographical
regions. “The complexity of this issue is best confirmed by the fact that, despite dec-
ades of interest and numerous contributions from the field, we cannot speak of gen-
erally acceptable, uniform, and easily applicable principles that would apply to all
regionalizations. This is true not only for sector-specific regionalizations, such as the
demogeographic one, but there is also no universally accepted geographical regionali-
zation of the country” (Vojkovié, 2007, 62). For all these reasons, this problem is
usually addressed with compromise solutions that allow continuous monitoring of the
dynamics of changes in a population by adjusting the spatial scope of the research,
deviating as little as possible from the strictly defined boundaries of regional-
geographic units (KneZevi¢ & Vojkovié, 2015).

Considering the fact that these questions deeply penetrate into the theoretical
problems of regionalization, without entering into discussions and making critical
judgments, the basis of spatial coverage of the research in this work is the borders of
Eastern Serbia, defined by Milovan V. Radovanovié (1958), according to which East-
ern Serbia belongs mostly to the basins of the rivers Mlava, the Pek, the Porecka and
the Timok, so that “... by Danube River it is bounded the north from the mouth of the
Velika Morava to the confluence of the Timok with the Danube on the three borders
of Serbia, Romania and Bulgaria. From there begins the eastern border, which ex-
tends in the south along the state border with Bulgaria to above the village of Toplo
Dol in the Pirot region. From there, the southern border runs along the Temska River
to the confluence with the Nisava River and then with the Nisava River to the conflu-
ence with the South Morava, bypassing Ni$ from the northern side. The western bor-
der runs along the South Morava to the confluence with the West Morava at Stalac,
and further north along the Great Morava to the confluence with the Danube” (Ra-
dovanovié, 1958, 3). The area of the mentioned territory is 14,354.3 km?2, and accord-
ing to the administrative-territorial division valid at that time (from 1952), within its
framework there were a total of 26 counties (18 counties completely, while 8 counties
belonged to their territory only peripherally) with 716 settlements, 47 which were
towns (Figure 1-left). The proposed boundaries, although defined primarily according
to physical-geographical criteria, are fully consistent with the objective of the work
and the methodological research approach, which envisages the application of the
comparative-statistical method to as many spatial units as possible in order to identi-
fy the detailed specifics of the spatial dispersion of population growth indicators.
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The main changes in the administrative-territorial division of Serbia in the 20t
century concern the abolition of districts and the creation of municipalities (since the
1961 census), which directly affected the comparability with the 1948 and 1953 census
data, which were divided by districts. Considering the fact that these changes coincide
with the beginning of the most powerful period of census and vital statistics, i.e. the
collection and publication of the most comprehensive, detailed and reliable statistical
material, as well as the fact that there were no significant administrative-territorial
changes in the period 1961-2011, which makes the available data comparable
(KneZevié, 2014), the spatial framework of the study is rounded off by the administra-
tive-territorial division that was in force on March 31, 2002, which included 24 mu-
nicipalities and the City of Ni§, divided into six districts, of which Branicevski, Borski
and Zajecarski districts were located throughout their territory, while Pomoravski
and NisSavski districts were represented by four municipalities each and Rasinski by
one municipality on the territory of Eastern Serbia (Figure 1-right).
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Fig. 1. Eastern Serbia according to Radovanovi¢ (1958) - left and administrative-territorial division
on March 31, 2002 - right
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The last methodological note regarding the spatial coverage of the research refers
to the City of Ni§, which, according to the accepted regionalization, partially belongs to
Eastern Serbia and is home to almost %4 of the total population of Eastern Serbia, which
significantly affects the results obtained. Therefore, in the comparative analyses of the
total population of Eastern Serbia, the results are presented in two ways, with and
without Nis, which further illuminates the spatial dispersion of growth indicators.

The issues of research period and data sources used are closely related in all
types of demographic research. At the time of writing this paper, the current census
data from 2022 had not yet been published, so the time frame of the research covers
the period 1948-2011.
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In the period 1948-2011, eight censuses were conducted in Serbia, and due to
methodological changes, mainly in the definition of the permanent population, the
dynamics of the population of Eastern Serbia in the second half of the 20t century
and at the beginning of the 215t century was presented in two ways: on the basis of
census results collected and expressed according to the old methodological solutions
for the period 1948-2002, and on the basis of results expressed according to the new
census methodology for the period 1991-2011.

When looking at the change in the population from 1948 to 2011, it should be
noted that the definition of “permanent population” has undergone certain changes.
In the 1981, 1991, and 2002 censuses, permanent residents were counted, i.e., per-
sons who had a residence, regardless of whether they were at their residence at the
critical time of the census or were absent for any reason (because of work, education,
travel, treatment, military service, etc.). In the 1948, 1953, 1961, and 1971 censuses,
employed persons who worked away from their permanent residence and did not
return there each day were recorded as residents of the place where they worked. In
the 2002 census, refugees from the former SFRY republics were listed as permanent
residents of the Republic of Serbia, and displaced persons from Kosovo and Metohija
were not listed as permanent residents, but as temporarily present in the settlement
where they were listed.

In reducing the 2002 census data to the 1991 census methodology, the permanent
population includes all persons working and residing abroad (regardless of the length
of stay), and foreign citizens working and residing in Serbia are excluded. Also, when
recalculating the 1991 census data according to the methodology used in the 2002
census, the permanent population included only persons working and residing abroad
for up to one year, while all persons residing for more than one year were excluded.

The methodology used in this work is adapted to the specifics of research in the
field of special demography. According to the categorization of the methodology of
empirical scientific research, the statistical method was used by the general methods
of data collection, while the demographic method was used in the analytical part of
the work. In the work, the method of statistical observation by comparison was used
at two spatial levels. The first one includes a comparative analysis of the dynamics of
the total population of Eastern and Central Serbia, and the second one includes the
different dynamics of the number of inhabitants in the municipalities of Eastern Ser-
bia. The growth indicators are presented in tabular, graphical and cartographic form.

Results

If we look at the dynamics of the total population of Eastern Serbia in the period 1948-
2002 based on the data of the census conducted according to the previous methodology,
we find that the number of inhabitants has been decreasing since the 1980s, with the
stagnation of the population starting already in the mid-1960s, which is clearly evidenced
by the data from which the City of NiS is excluded (Table 1; Figure 2). Throughout the
observation period, the population of the City of Nis increased, slowing down the size and
intensity of the decline of the total population of Eastern Serbia in all periods between the
censuses, especially in the period 1961-71, when the population of Ni$ alone provided the
increase in the total population of Eastern Serbia.
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Tab. 1. Population of Eastern Serbia, 1948-2011

According to the new meth-

According to the methodology of the previous censuses odology

1948 | 1953 | 1961 1971 | 1981 | 1991 | 2002 1991 | 2002 | 2011

Eastern Serbia

943,575 996,976  1,045466 1,099,143 1,141,204 1,118,221 1,086,468 ‘ 1,041,141 975280 018,825

Eastern Srbia (excluding the City of Nis)

834,205 874,876 897,112 903,781 908,641 870,135 830,066‘ 795,959 724,762 658,588

Source: Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia (2014)
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Fig. 2. Population of Eastern Serbia,1948-2002 (according to the methodology of previous
censuses)
The dynamics of the change in the population growth index in Eastern Serbia with-
out the City of Ni$ shows that there was an increase in the population in the period 1948-
1981 (Figure 3), but its intensity was weaker and in a gradual decline, so that the number
of inhabitants of Eastern Serbia (without the City of Nis) decreased by over 21% in the
period 1948-2011 (Table 2).
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Fig. 3. The index of increase/decrease of the population of Eastern Serbia, 1948-2002 (according to
the methodology of previous censuses).

Tab. 2. Indicators of population growth/decline in Eastern Serbia, 1948-2011

According to the methodology of the previous censuses According toofiléz;lew method-

1953/48 1961/53 1971/61 1981/71 1991/81 2002/91 | 2002/91 2011/02 2011/48
Absolute growth:
In total 53401 48490 53,677 42,061 -22,983  -31,753 | -65861 -70,092 -38,387
Excludng
the City 40,581 22236 6,669 4,860 -38,506 -40,069 71,197  -66,174  -175,707
of Ni§
Average annual growth:
In total 10,680 6,061 5,368 4,206 -2,298 -2,887 -5,087 -7,788 -609
Excludng
the City 8,114 2,779 667 484 -3848 3,639 | -6469 -8868  -3,003
of Ni§
Average annual growth rate:
In total 11.0 5.9 5.0 3.7 -2.0 -2.6 -5.9 -8.3 -0.7
Excludng
the City 9.5 2.9 0.7 0.5 -4.3 -4.3 -8.5 -12.8 -4.0
of Ni§
Growth Index:
In total 105.7 104.9 105.1 103.8 98.0 97.2 93.7 92.8 95.9
Excludng
the City 104.9 102.5 100.7 100.5 95.8 95.4 91.0 90.9 78.9
of Ni$

Source: Calculation based on Table 1

The average annual growth rate of the population of Eastern Serbia was lower than
the average annual growth rate of the total population of Central Serbia in all intermedi-
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ate census periods until 2011, and this difference is even more pronounced if the City of
Ni$ is excluded from the total population of Eastern Serbia. The dynamics of the decline
in the population growth rate of Eastern and Central Serbia was harmonized until 1971, as
their value decreased by approximately the same amount (by about 5%o in the 1950s and
by about 1%o in the 1960s). The imbalance emerged in the 1970s, when the population in
Central Serbia grew at an average annual rate of 8.2%o, while the population in Eastern
Serbia grew much more slowly (at a rate of 3.7%o) (Figure 4). Already in the period 1981-
1991, depopulation was recorded in Eastern Serbia (-2%o for the total population, i.e. -
4.7%o excluding Nis), while the population in Central Serbia continued to grow by 2%o.. In
the 1990s, the depopulation trend in Eastern Serbia continued, with data obtained ac-
cording to the new methodology indicating a sharper decline. In the last intermediate
census period 2002-2011, the population of Eastern Serbia declined even faster, at a rate
of -8.3%0 (12.8%o, excluding the City of Nis), while the population of Central Serbia de-
clined at a rate of -4.4 %o (Figure 5).

16 -+ 14.5

5 1953/48 1961/53 1971/61 198171 -0.2
4 2 -2.6
% a3 a3

m Eastern Serbia m Eastern Serbia (excluding the City of Nig) m Central Serbia

Fig. 4. Average annual population growth rates in Eastern and Central Serbia - according to the
methodology of previous censuses, 1948-2002
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Fig. 5. Average annual population growth rates in Eastern and Central Serbia - according to the
new methodology, 1991-2011

Discussion

Although the dynamics of the change in the number of inhabitants of Eastern Serbia
in the period 1948-2011 is characterized by linearity (both in terms of population
growth and decline), we note that not all parts of the country participated equally.
Only 4 municipalities (PoZarevac, Bor, Cuprija and Paraéin) and the City of Ni§ rec-
orded population growth, while in the other 20 municipalities the population de-
creased, while in 10 municipalities (Veliko Gradiste, Zabari, Zagubica, Ku¢evo, Malo
Crnic¢e, Knjazevac, Svilajnac, Svrljig, Razanj and Sokobanja) recorded depopulation
already in the period 1953-1961 (Appendix - Tables 1A and 1B). According to the re-
sults of the 1953 census, the population of the above 10 municipalities was more than
1/3 (about 35%) of the total population of Eastern Serbia, excluding the City of Nis.

In the period between the 1961and 1971 censuses, depopulation was recorded in
15 municipalities, between 1981 and 1991 in 21 municipalities, and from 1991 to 2002
the depopulation process was observed in all municipalities of Eastern Serbia except
the City of NiS. The results of the 2011 census show that the trend of population de-
crease continues in all municipalities of Eastern Serbia, with the exception of Nis,
only PoZarevac recorded a slight increase in population of only 0.6% compared to the
previous census.

In the entire observation period from 1948-2011, the population of the City of Ni§
doubled, and a significant increase in population was achieved in the municipalities
of Pozarevac (43%) and Bor (40%), while in the municipalities of Cuprija and Paraéin
the increase was 6-7%. At the same time, population decrease was recorded in 20
municipalities of Eastern Serbia, with more than 50% decrease in the municipalities
of Zabari (56.5%), Svrljig (55.9%), Malo Crniée (53.1%) and RaZanj (51.7%). The trend
of population decrease in the municipalities of Svrljig and Razanj is mainly due to
their location in relation to the municipalities where expansive economic develop-
ment began immediately after the Second World War, which allowed for more mas-
sive employment of the labour force. The municipalities of Golubac, Zagubica, Kude-
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vo, Negotin, Boljevac and KnjaZevac also experienced significant population decline
(in the range of 40-50%) (Figure 6 and Appendix-Table 1D).

The intense population decline in Eastern Serbia in the second half of the 20t
century is primarily due to the long-term decline in the birth rate and natural popula-
tion growth that began in the late 19th and early 20t centuries. The decline in birth
rate, which started earlier in Eastern Serbia than in other parts of the country, led to
depopulation tendencies first in areas where characteristic socio-cultural factors neg-
atively influenced the birth rate (underage marriages, birth control through the sys-
tem of a child, household, etc.), i.e. in areas inhabited by the Vlach population. There-
fore, the sharp population decline in Eastern Serbia in the second half of the 20t
century should be seen as a consequence of long-term unfavourable demographic
processes, which have an ethno-demographic character, as the largest and sharpest
population decline occurred precisely in the areas where the Vlach population pre-
dominantly resides (KneZevié et al., 2019). Of the eight municipalities where, accord-
ing to the results of the 2011 census, the Vlach population was represented with a
share of more than 5% (Boljevac 26%, Kuéevo 25%, Zagubica 22%, Petrovac 15%, Bor
14%, Majdanpek 13%, Negotin 9% and Golubac 5%), in the period 1953-1961 depopu-
lation was recorded in three municipalities (Kuéevo, Zagubica and Golubac) and in
the following decade in three more municipalities (Boljevac, Petrovac and Negotin).
Depopulation in Bor and Majdanpek was recorded only in the period 1991-2002,
despite the significant presence of the Vlach population, because these two munici-
palities were continuous immigration areas for young workers due to the develop-
ment of the mining industry, especially in the 1980s (Appendix Table 1B).

On the other hand, in the period 1961-2011, out of a total of 25 municipalities,
only 4 showed positive values of net migration, with only the City of Ni§ (where about
4 of the total population of Eastern Serbia lives) showing positive values of net mi-
gration in all observation decades (Knezevi¢, 2013).

The distribution of rates of average annual population growth by municipality
shows that there are significant differences in the intensity of population decline in
Eastern Serbia (Figure 7 and Appendix Table 1C). The City of Nis, which had an aver-
age annual population increase of 13%o in the period 1948-2011, and PoZarevac,
which increased its population by 5.6%o0 annually. In contrast to Pozarevac, where the
growth rate has continuously decreased since 1948 (with a negative value in the peri-
od 1991-2002), the growth rate of the population of the City of Ni§ had an upward
trend until 1971, after which it continuously decreased, but without negative values.

On the other hand, there are areas where the population decreased during the men-
tioned period at an average annual rate of -0.8 to -12.5%o, while in six municipalities
(Zabari, Svrljig, Malo Crniée, RaZanj, Boljevac and KnjaZevac) the population decreased
at a rate of over 10%o per year. All municipalities where the Vlach population is repre-
sented in the ethnic structure belong to the highly depopulated areas. Thus, the popula-
tion in Boljevac decreased at an average annual rate of -10.3%o, and a sharp population
decrease was recorded in the municipalities of Kucevo (-9.3%o0), Golubac (-8.9%o),
Zagubica (-8.5%o), Negotin (-8.3%o), and Petrovac (-7.4).
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Although the municipality of Bor experienced population growth until 1991, it is in-
teresting to note that in the last intermediate census period, Bor experienced a popula-
tion decline of 13%, which corresponds to an average annual rate of -15.3%o, placing the
municipality among the municipalities with the fastest population decline in Serbia.

The dynamics of the population of Eastern Serbia was also influenced by the ex-
tremely low level of urbanization, which in 1948 meant a share of urban population of
only 14.5%, while at the beginning of the 215t century the share of urban population
was 38.5%, which is about one third less than in the Republic of Serbia. The ethno-
demographic aspect of urbanization of Eastern Serbia shows very weak urbanization
of municipalities with Vlach population, and all settlements in Eastern Serbia where
Vlachs form an absolute or relative majority fall into the category of “other”, i.e. rural.
The population density in Eastern Serbia has been declining since the end of the
World War II until today, and in 2011 it was about 40% lower than the population
density of Central Serbia. In the ranking of Eastern Serbian municipalities by popula-
tion density, at the bottom (with a density of less than 25 persons/km2) are the mu-
nicipalities where the Vlach population is concentrated: Boljevac, Zagubica, Maj-
danpek, Kucevo and Golubac (KneZevi¢, 2018).

The distribution of population growth/decline indicators by districts and munici-
palities shows the differentiation of the territory of Eastern Serbia in terms of the
extent and intensity of population change (Vulevi¢ & KneZevi¢, 2017). Although the
whole of Eastern Serbia has been a typical depopulation area since the second half of
the 20t century, it is noticeable that the most intense population decline was record-
ed in the areas with the highest concentration of Vlach population, which leads to the
conclusion that the ethnic component had a significant impact on the depopulation
processes in Eastern Serbia.
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Fig. 6. Index of population growth in Eastern Serbia, by municipality, 1948-2011 and 2002-2011

48



2011/02

-20%o or lower
-199t0-15,0
-14910-10.0

2011/48

Fig. 7. Average annual growth rate of the population of Eastern Serbia by municipality, 1948-2011
and 2002-2011 (%o)

49



Conclusion

In the period 1948-2011, the population of Eastern Serbia decreased by 4.1%, corresponding
to an average annual rate of -0.7%.. Two periods with different trends can be clearly distin-
guished; in all intermediate census periods until 1981, there was a trend towards an increase
in the number of inhabitants by an average of about 5%, after which the population of East-
ern Serbia began to decrease. Not all municipalities were equally and simultaneously in-
volved in the increase or decrease of the population of Eastern Serbia. Until 1991, depopula-
tion processes were registered in all municipalities of Eastern Serbia except Pozrevac, Bor,
Majdanpek and Nis$, and in the period 1991-2002, population increase was recorded only in
the City of Nis. In the last period between the censuses, besides Nis, a slight increase of 0.6%
was recorded in the municipality of PoZarevac.

In the period 1948-2002, natural growth continued its downward trend, and a negative
value was first recorded in 1978, much earlier than in other parts of Serbia. The municipali-
ties where negative natural growth was recorded earliest include Veliko Gradiste, Golubac,
Negotin, Zajecar and KnjaZevac. In the context of ethnic structure, biological depopulation
started earliest in the municipalities where there was a significant presence of the Vlach
population, where negative natural growth was recorded as early as 1964, i.e. 14 years earlier
than for the total population of Eastern Serbia.

On the other hand, in the period 1961-2011, only 4 out of 25 municipalities showed
positive values of net migration, with only the City of Ni§ (where about ¥4 of the total
population of Eastern Serbia lives) showing positive values of net migration rate in all
decades of observation.

Although the age structure of Eastern Serbia already indicated a regressive model in the
second half of the 20t century, it should be emphasized that it would have been even less
favourable had it not been for the attraction of large urban and industrial centres such as
Nis, Bor, Majdanpek, and Pozarevac, which also represented an immigration zone for the
population from outside Eastern Serbia. From the ethnodemographic point of view, the
population of Vlach has the most unfavourable age structure.

The historical-demographic and ethno-demographic aspects of the study of population
represent a complex task that requires a multidisciplinary approach in order to fathom the
external forms of depopulation in Eastern Serbia. Although the multiple causes of popula-
tion decline are not addressed in this paper, the results presented can contribute to a better
understanding of current demographic trends, but also to the formulation of future devel-
opment strategies for this part of the Republic of Serbia, which are necessary for solving the
problems of population development and issues of the greatest social importance.
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Appendix

Table 1A. The population of Eastern Serbia by municipalities, 1948-2011 (according to the adminis-
trative-territorial division, 31.03.2002)

According to the methodology of the previous censuses Accordingto thoz;lew methodol-

1948 1953 1961 1971 1981 1991 2002 1991 2002 2011
Eastern
Serbia 943,575 996,976 1,045,466 1,099,143 1,141,204 1,118,221 1,086,468 | 1,041,141 975280 018,825
V. Gradiste 27,571 28,196 27,819 28,019 27,929 27,174 26,343 22,969 20,659 17,610
Golubac 14,844 15,166 15,320 14,178 13,541 12,513 12,075 10,882 9,913 8,331
Zabari 26,178 26,496 25,144 23,208 21,819 19,347 18,239 15,577 13,034 11,380
Zagubica 22,015 23,012 22,602 21,055 20,275 17,777 16,892 16,608 14,823 12,737
Kudevo 28,308 31,274 30,452 20,095 28,429 25,649 24,876 21,752 18,808 15,516
M. Crnice 24,408 24,808 24,347 23,169 21,953 19,940 18,783 16,103 13,853 11,458
Pozarevac 52,721 58,476 66,047 73,768 81,123 84,678 83,097 78,054 74,002 75,334
Petrovac 50,430 51,560 51,613 50,433 48,608 46,414 45,706 38,190 34,511 31,259
Kladovo 26,161 27,792 28,217 33,173 33,376 31,881 31,233 26,714 23,613 20,635
Majdanpek 19,610 21,155 23,022 26,120 26,628 27,378 24,867 26,952 23,703 18,686
Negotin 63,447 64,358 65,409 63,706 63,973 59,559 57,379 50,139 43,418 37,056
Bor 34,831 38,668 43,448 52,849 56,486 59,900 57,140 59,424 55,817 48,615
Boljevac 25,423 25,831 26,277 23,335 21,818 19,384 17,347 18,424 15,849 12,994
Zajedar 62,887 64,907 68,616 73,147 76,681 72,763 69,310 71,076 65,969 59,461
Knjazevac 61,560 61,973 59,445 52,010 48,789 44,036 38,044 43,551 37:172 31,491
Despotovac | 33,262 36,509 38,389 36,553 35,690 33,869 32,855 28,357 25,611 23,191
Paracin 50,855 54,520 59,957 63,097 64,718 64,119 63,820 60,501 58,301 54,242
Cuprija 28,806 32,313 34,028 36,529 38,841 38,747 38,682 35,308 33,567 30,645
Ciéevac 11,762 12,366 12,709 12,359 12,568 11,757 11,181 11,546 10,755 9,476
Svilajnac 33,268 33,969 33,677 34,256 34,888 33,136 33,097 26,738 25,511 23,551
Aleksinac 61,002 64,344 67,200 66,082 67,286 63,844 60,043 62,208 57,749 51,863
City of Ni§ 109,280 122,100 148,354 195,362 232563 248,086 256,402 245182 250,518 260,237
RaZzanj 18,931 19,623 18,829 17,113 15,586 13,582 11,876 13,193 11,369 9,150
Sviljig 32,282 32,939 30,260 26,505 24,242 20,740 17,637 20,478 17,284 14,249
Sokobanja 23,733 24,621 24,285 23,932 23,394 21,948 19,544 21,125 18,571 16,021
Eastern
Serbia
(excluding 834,295 874,876 897,112 903,781 908,641 870,135 830,066 795,959 724,762 658,588
the Ciy of
Nis)

Source: Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia (2014)
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Table 1B. Absolute increase/decrease of the population of Eastern Serbia by municipality, 1948-

2011
According to the new methodol-
According to the methodology of the previous censuses ogy
1948- 1991- 2002- 1948-
53 1953-61 1961-71 1971-81 1981-91 1991-02 02 11 2011

Eastern
Serbia 53,401 48,490 53,677 42,061 -22.983 -31,753 -65,861  -70,092 -38,387
V. Gradiste 625 -377 200 -90 -755 -831 -2,310 -3,049 -9,961
Golubac 322 154 -1,142 -637 -1,028 -438 -969 -1,582 -6,513
Zabari 318 -1,352 -1,846 -1,479 -2,472 -1,108 -2,543 -1,654 -14,798
Z'igubica 997 -410 -1,547 -780 -2,498 -885 -1,875 -2,086 -9,278
Kucevo 2,066 -822 -1,357 -666 -2,780 -773 -2,044 -3,202 -12,792
M. Crnice 400 -461 -1,178 -1,216 -2,013 -1,157 -2,250 -2,305 -12,950
Pozarevac 5,755 7,571 7,721 7,355 3,555 -1,581 -3,152 432 22,613
Petrovac 1,130 53 -1,180 -1,825 -2,104 -708 -3,679 -3,252 -19,171
Kladovo 1,631 425 4,956 203 -1,495 -648 -3,101 -2,078 -55,26
Majdanpek 1,545 1,867 3,098 508 750 -2,511 -3,249 -5,017 -924
Negotin 911 1,051 -1,703 267 -4,414 -2,180 -6,721 -6,362 -26,391
Bor 3837 4,780 9,401 3,637 3414 -2,760 -3,607 ~7,202 13,784
Boljevac 408 446 -2,042 -1,517 -2,434 -2,037 -2,575 -2,855 -12,429
Zajecar 2,020 3,709 4,531 3,534 -3,918 -3:453 -5,107 -6,508 -3,426
KnjaZevac 413 -2528 7435 3,221 4753 5992 | -6379  -5681 | -30,069
Despotovac 3,247 1,880 -1,836 -863 -1,821 -1,014 -2,746 -2,420 -10,071
Paracéin 3,665 5,437 3,140 1,621 -599 -299 -2,200 -4,059 3,387
Cuprija 3,507 1715 2,501 2,312 -94 -65 -1,741 -2,022 1,839
Cidevac 604 343 -350 209 -811 -576 -701 -1,279 -2,286
Svilajnac 701 -292 579 632 -1,752 -39 -1,227 -1,060 -9,717
Aleksinac 3,342 2,856 -1,118 1,204 -3,442 -3,801 -4,459 -5,886 -9,139
City of Ni§ 12,820 26,254 47,008 37,201 15,523 8,316 5,336 9,719 150,957
Razanj 692 -794 -1,716 -1,527 -2,004 -1,706 -1,824 -2,219 -9,781
Sviljig 657 -2,679 -3,755 -2,263 -3,502 -3,103 -3,194 -3,035 -18,033
Sokobanja 888 -336 -353 -538 -1,446 -2,404 -2,554 -2,550 -7,712

Source: Calculation on the basis of table 1A
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Table 1C Average annual growth rates of the population of Eastern Serbia by municipality, 1948-

2011.

According to the methodology of the previous censuses

According to the new methodology

1953/48 1961/53 1971/61 1981/71 1991/81 2002/91 2002/91 | 2011/02 2011/48

Eastern

Serbia 11.0 5.9 5.0 3.7 -2.0 -2.6 -5.9 -8.3 -0.7
V. Gradiste 4.5 -1.7 0.7 -0.3 27 2.8 -9.6 -17.7 -7.0
Golubac 4.3 1.2 -7.7 -4.6 -7.9 -3.2 -85 -19.3 -8.9
Zabari 2.4 -6.5 -7.6 -6.6 -12.0 -5.4 -16.1 -15.1 -12.5
Zagubica 8.8 -2.2 7.1 -3.8 -13.1 -4.6 -10.8 -16.8 -8,51
Kucevo 19.9 -3.3 -4.6 -2.3 -10.3 -2.8 -13.2 -21.3 -9.3
M. Crniée 3.2 -2.4 -5.0 -5.4 -9.6 -5.4 -13.6 -21.0 -11.5
Pozarevac 20.7 15.2 11.0 9.5 4.3 -1.7 -3.7 0.6 5.6
Petrovac 4.4 0.1 -2.3 -3.7 -4.6 -1.4 -9.2 -11.0 -7.4
Kladovo 12.1 1.9 16.2 0.6 -4.6 -1.9 -11.2 -15.0 -3.8
Majdanpek 15.2 10.5 12.6 1.9 2.8 -8.7 -11.6 -26.3 -0.8
Negotin 2.8 2.0 -2.6 0.4 -7.1 -3.4 -13.1 -17.6 -8.3
Bor 20.9 14.5 19.5 6.7 59 -4.3 -5.7 -15.3 5.2
Boljevac 3.2 2.1 -11.8 -6.7 -11.8 -10.1 -13.6 -22.0 -10.3
Zajecar 6.3 6.9 6.4 4.7 -5.2 -4.4 -6.8 -11.5 -0.9
Knjazevac 1.3 -5.2 -13.3 -6.4 -10.2 -13.3 -14.4 -18.4 -10.2
Despotovac 18.6 6.3 -4.9 -2.4 -5.2 -2.8 -0.3 -11.0 -5.7
Paracin 13.9 1.9 5.1 2.5 -0.9 -0.4 -3.4 -8.0 1.0
Cuprija 22.9 6.4 7.1 6.1 -0.2 -0.1 -4.6 -10.1 1.0
Cidevac 10.0 3.4 -2.8 1.7 -6.7 -4.51 -6.5 -14.0 -3.4
Svilajnac 4.2 -1.1 17 1.8 -5.1 -0.1 -4.2 -8.9 -5.4
Aleksinac 10.7 5.4 -1.7 1.8 -5.2 -5.6 -6.7 -11.9 2.6
City of Ni§ 222 24.3 27.3 17.4 6.5 3.0 2.0 4.2 13.0
Razanj 7.2 -5.1 -9.6 -9.4 -13.7 -12.2 -13.5 -24.1 -11.0
Svrljig 4.0 -10.6 -13.2 -8.9 -15.6 -14.7 -15.4 -21.4 -12.3
Sokobanja 7.4 -1.7 -1.4 2.3 -6.4 -10.5 -11.7 -16.4 -6.1

Source: Calculation on the basis of table 1A
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Table 1D. Index of increase/decrease of the population of Eastern Serbia by municipalities. 1948-

2011.

According to the methodology of the previous censuses

According to the new methodology

1953/48 1961/53 1971/61 1981/71 1991/81 2002/91 2002/91 2011/02 2011/48

Eastern

Serbia 105.7 104.9 105.1 103.8 98.0 97.2 93.7 92.8 95.9
V. Gradiste 102.3 98.7 100.7 99.7 97.3 96.9 89.9 85.2 63.9
Golubac 102.2 101.0 92.5 95.5 92.4 96.5 911 84.0 56.1
Zabari 101.2 94.9 92.7 93.7 88.7 94.3 83.7 87.3 43.5
Zagubica 104.5 98.2 93.2 96.3 87.7 95.0 88.8 85.9 57.9
Kucevo 110.5 97.4 95.5 97.7 90.2 97.0 86.5 82.5 54.8
M. Crnice 101.6 98.1 95.2 94.8 90.8 94.2 86.0 82.7 46.9
Pozarevac 110.9 112.9 1117 110.0 104.4 98.1 96.0 100.6 142.9
Petrovac 102.2 100.1 97.7 96.4 95.5 98.5 90.4 90.6 62.0
Kladovo 106.2 1015 117.6 100.6 95.5 98.0 88.4 87.4 78.9
Majdanpek 107.9 108.8 113.5 101.9 102.8 90.8 87.9 78.8 95.3
Negotin 101.4 101.6 97.4 100.4 93.1 96.3 86.6 85.3 58.4
Bor 111.0 112.4 121.6 106.9 106.0 95.4 93.9 87.1 139.6
Boljevac 101.6 1017 88.8 93.5 88.8 89.5 86.0 82.0 511
ZajeCar 103.2 105.7 106.6 104.8 94.9 95.3 92.8 90.1 94.5
Knjazevac 100.7 95.9 87.5 93.8 90.3 86.4 85.4 84.7 511
Despotovac 109.8 105.1 95.2 97.6 94.9 97.0 90.3 90.5 69.7
Paracin 107.2 110.0 105.2 102.6 99.1 99.5 96.4 93.0 106.7
Cuprija 112.2 105.3 107.3 106.3 99.8 99.8 95.1 91.3 106.4
Cidevac 105.1 102.8 97.2 1017 93.5 95.1 93.1 88.1 80.6
Svilajnac 102.1 99.1 1017 101.8 95.0 99.9 95.4 92.3 70.8
Aleksinac 105.5 104.4 98.3 101.8 94.9 94.0 92.8 89.8 85.0
City of Ni§ 1117 1215 1317 119.0 106.7 103.4 102.2 103.9 238.1
Razanj 103.7 96.0 90.9 911 87.1 87.4 86.2 80.5 48.3
Svrljig 102.0 91.9 87.6 915 85.6 85.0 84.4 824 441
Sokobanja 103.7 98.6 98.5 97.8 93.8 89.0 87.9 86.3 67.5

Source: Calculation on the basis of table 1A
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JANHAMMKA BPOJA CTAHOBHHUKA NCTOYHE CPBMJE O/]
ITIOJIOBUHE 20. 10 IIOYETKA 21. BEKA

AncrpakT: YIpKOC 3HAYajHUM IPUPOJHUM PECypCHMa U IOBOJBHOM reorpacKoM Io-
JIOKajy CBM IIOKa3aTe/bU IIOpAcTa CTAHOBHUINTBA IOKa3yjy omazaajyhe TpeHmoBe Koju cy
HAaroBellTeHU 3HATHO PaHHUje Hero LITO Cy eBUIEHTHPAHU Kao jieMorpadeku npobsem. 3a-
TO je IIIJb OBOT PaJia je yCMEPeH Ha HCTPasKUBalbe AMHAMUKE U MHTEH3UTEeTa TpoMeHa 6po-
ja cranoBHUKa Hcroune Cpbuja, 6e3 aHATUTHIKUX IPUCTYIIa KOMIIOHEHTaMa MOITYJIaIio-
He auHamuke. OfabpaHu BpeMEeHCKH U IPOCTOPHH 00YXBaT MCTPAKUBAba 3a7I0BOJHABA]Y
METO/OJIONIKU MPHCTYI KOjH MOApasyMeBa Kopuirtheme yIopeaHO-CTATUCTHYKOT METOZa
Ha 1mTo BeheM 6pojy IPOCTOPHUX jeUHHIIA KaKO OU ce YCTaHOBUJIE JIeTa/bHe crenuduy-
HOCTH IIPOCTOpHe AuBep3ubUKalje IoKa3ares/ba pacTa CTAaHOBHUIITBA. 3Bope mosiaTaka
YMHU MONKCAHA CTATHCTHKA, IIPUKA3aHU [10KA3aTe/bU [I0pacTa CTAHOBHUINTBA Cy U3Beze-
HU y CKJIQ/ly ca METOZOJIOTHjOM JileMOrpadCKUX UCTpakuBamba. Jlo6ujeHH pe3y ITaTi MoKa-
3yjy cyab mopact craHoBHuinTBa Vcroune Cpbuje ox 1948. 0 1961. roguHe, o7 Kajia cy
BPEIHOCTH [I0Ka3aresba pacTa y Kpahoj cTarHamijy, a oToM y KOHTHHYHUPAHOM OIaJamy.
Y yKyIIHOM IlepHoAy IIocMaTpama 1948-2011. rofuHe HHJEKC pacTa IIOKasyje Il CTAaHOB-
numrBa Mcroune Cpbuje ox 21%. Croma MPOCEYHOT TOAMINEHET PacTa CTAHOBHHIITBA
Uctoune Cpbuje je y cBUM Mel)yIOMKUCHUM ITEPHOUMA 10 2011. TOAUHE Ouia HIKA Y OfI-
HOCY Ha CTOIly IIPOCEYHOT TOZMIIE-Er pacTa YKYIHOT craHoBHHUINTBA Llentpanne Cpb6uje,
IIpU YeMy je OBa pasJihKa oIl U3paskeHHja Kajia ce U3 YKYIHOT CTaHOBHHINTBA VicTouHe
Cpb6uje uzyame I'pag Hurm. Mako quHaMuky mpoMene 6poja cranoBauka Mceroune Cpouje
y mepuozy 1948-2011. ToANHE KapaKTepHullle JUHeapHOCT (6MJI0 y CMUCIIY IOpacTa WX
Oma/iarhba CTAHOBHUINTBA), IprMehyjeMo /2 y 1h0j HUCY PABHOMEPHO MaPTUIUIUPAIN CBU
HEHU JIEJIOBH jep cy caMo 4 omirtue u I'paa Huin nmosehanu 6poj craHOBHUKA, JIOK je y
OCTJIMX 20 OIIITHHA 3a0eJIeKEHO OIa/Iahe CTAHOBHUILTBA, IPU YeMy je Y 10 OIIITHHA
Jeromysianuja 3abesnexxkena Beh y mepuozay 1953-1961. roaunHe.

KsbyuHe peuu: auHaMuka Opoja craHoBHUKA, Mcrouna Cpbuja, Aenomyaanyja, mokasa-
TEeJbU PacTa, IPOCTOPHU Pa3MeNITaj

taleksandar.knezevic@gef.bg.ac.rs (ayTop 3a KOpeCIOH/AEHIIH]Y)
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YBojg

AxTyesnHe cenupUUHOCTH MOy IallioHe uHaMuKe y Victounoj CpOuju ieTepMUHKCAHE
Cy BMINEENIEHU]CKUM JIETIOIY/IaIIMOHNM IIPOIlecuMa KOju Cy IIOJ[ YTHIIajeM, IIpe CBera
nmemorpadcekux (pakTopa, aM M ayTEeHTUYHOT KyJITypHO-HCTOPHjCKOT Hacieha v MeHTa-
JINTETa CTAHOBHMUINTBA. YIPKOC 3HAYAjHUM IMPUPOAHUM pecypcuMa U IMMOBOJBHOM Teo-
rpadckoM II0JI03Kajy CBU MOKa3aTe/bH [TOpAacTa CTAHOBHMINITBA MTOKa3yjy onazajyhe TpeH-
JIOBE KOjU Cy HATOBEIITEHHW 3HATHO PaHUje HETO IIITO Cy €BU/IEHTHPAHH Kao JAeMorpadcKu
npobsiem. O ToMe cBe/loue pe3ysITaTH OPOjHUX HCTpaKHUBaba Koja ¢y Omia ycMepeHa mpe
CBera Ha OTKPHMBAIbE Y3POKa JIETONYJIAIMOHUX IIPOIeca O KOjUMa y JIMTEPATyPU YTIIABHOM
MIPEOBJIaJIaBajy COIUO-eKOHOMCKH U COI[UO-TICHXOJIOMKY YnHKOoIU. Ca je[iHe cTpaHe To je
yTUIa] WHAUBH/YaJHE CBECTH Ca HaIJIAIEHUM AaHTPOIOJIOIIKUM CafprKajeM, OXHOCHO
O/IJTyYHBaba CBAKOT IOjeJMHIA IIPEKO CTBaparha WHUBU/YATHUX IPEZCTaBa, [IM/beBa 1
CTaBOBa y Be3H ca paljarmeM, IOTOMCTBOM 1 nopoaunioM. Kajia ce roBOpH 0 yTUIAjy ApPyYIII-
TBEHE CBECTH Ha PEIPOAYKIIH]Y, OOMYHO Ce MHUCIU MMOPOAUYHH CUCTEM BPEIHOCTH, Opau-
He 3ajelHUIIe U ysIory pahama Kao riaBHOT o0eJiexja Te CBECTH. Y CBe pacipase O ApYII-
TBEHOj CBECTH O PENPOYKIHUjU yJIA3H U IUTAbE CEKCyasHe CJI000/E, OHOCHO OfBajarbe
CeKCyaJTHOT O/iHOca ofi paljarba U EberoBoj mpeadopauHoj audepanuzaiuju. (MuiocaBbe-
Buh, 1913, 219; Marnypa u ap., 1984, 60-66). IlojaBa orpannuaBama pahama y Cpouju
HUje Gr1Ia MOCJIeUIla aCOIMjaTHOT TIOHAlIakha, Beh HOBUX COIMO-€KOHOMCKHM YCIOBUMA
y KOjUMa Cy PECTPHUKTHBHH MOJIEJU PENpOoAyKIuje OWIn MoXKeJbHU Kako O6u ce u3bersia
neoba 3eMube Mel)y HacJaeqHUIMMA, a HA Taj HAYMH U COIMO-EKOHOMCKA HEM3BECHOCT
(Bophesuh, 1941, 9).

Cuernuduynocty nonysianuone auHamuke Mcroune Cpbuje 70 npBe mosoBuHe XX
BeKa I10J1a3€e O] XUIIOTe3e KOja je 3aCHOBAaHA je Ha IPEyPameH0j TPAaH3ULIHjU hePTHIUTETA
kao Bozmehem y3poky genomnyiaiuje (PagoBanosuh, 1958; Becuh, 1978; Marypa u ap.,
1984; Macura, 1986; CriacoBcku, 2003; KuexkeBuh, 2013; Knezevié et al., 2014; Vulevié &
KneZevié, 2017; Besbosuh, 2015).

Kacuuju gemorpadceku pazsutak Mcroune Cpbuje je obeieskeH M U3PA3UTO HEIO-
BOJBHUM MUTPAI[IOHUM TPEHOBMMA HAKOH yCIIOCTaB/hatha HOBUX JAPYIITBEHUX OJ[HOCA U
IyGOKHX COIIMO-€KOHOMCKHX IIPOMEHA KOje Cy, y MpOoIecMa WHAyCTpHjaIn3anuje, aea-
rpapusaiuje u ypbaHu3zaldje, 3HAYAJHO YyTHUIAJE HaA MpPEpasMelITaj CTaAHOBHHUIITBA
(Santi¢, 2014). ITpocTopHa KpeTama CTAHOBHMIINTBA y IIPBE JiBe IIOCIepATHE JeKaze Cy
“MaJia KapaKTep T3B. YHYTpAIIbUX MUTPAIM]ja, a Off IIe3/[eCeTHX TOANHA Cy HHTEeH3UBH-
paHe U CroJ/bHe MHUTpaliije Koje cy 6uie n3a3BaHe HECKIAZOM u3Mel)y cTBapHUX motpeba
TPXKUIITA PaJia ¥ HAIJIOT TOMHIJIatha PajJiHe CHAre, IPETEXXHO U3 MPUMAPHOT CEKTOpa, 3a
Kojy HHje 6m1o moryhe 06e36enuTu 3amocyeme. Y Wby pelllaBarba mpobsiema cBe Behe
HEe3aI0CJIeHOCTH CTAHOBHUIIITBA OH/IAIIELE BJIACTH CY JIOHEJIE O/IIYKY /1a ,0TBOPE" IpiKaBy
mpemMa pa3BHjeHOM JIeJly CBETa, OJJHOCHO Jia /J03BOJIE OfJIa3aK CTAHOBHUIITBA HA T3B.
npuBpeMeHu paf] (6opaBak) y HHOCTPAHCTBO IIITO je NCKOPUCTHO U BEJIUKH Jieo rpaljana
Ucroune Cpbuje, HAPOUUTO HHEHOT CEBEPOMCTOUHOT 7leJIa Y KOME je CKOHIIEHTPHCAHO
BJIAIIIKO CTAHOBHUIIITBO, & YNMe je U 0Baj meo Cpbuje A0IIa0 ,Ha Mpar eKClieCUBHE JIemo-
nynamnuje” (Crankosuh, 2014, 7).

Kao o je HaBezieHO, y3poIu Aenoryianuje y Vicrounoj Cpouju HUCY jeTHOCTaBHH U
jenHoobpasuu, u kpehy ce y mupokoM pacioHy, udmely crnernuduaHocTH AeMorpadcekor
pa3BUTKA ca jegHe, W YMHIUIALA, MHTEH3UTETa U IIpaBalid JPYLUITBEHO-UCTOPHjCKOT U
COIIO0-eKOHOMCKOT pasBoja ca apyre crpane (KuexxeBuh, 2013, 7). 3aT0 je b OBOT pajia
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yCMepeH IIpe CBera Ha MCTPKUBae AMHAMUKE U MHTEH3UTeTa IIpoMeHa 6poja CTaHOB-
Huka Vcroune Cpbuje, 6e3 aHaIM3a KOMIIOHEHATA MOy IAIMOHE AMHAMUKE KOje 3aXTeBa-
jy mocebHa ¥ 3HATHO IIKMpa HcTpakuBama. [IpBu pax koju je o6jaBuo MuioBan B. Pajo-
BaHOBHNI 1958. roJiuHe 110/] HACIOBOM ,,Bp0oj 1 mopact craHoBHHUIITBA McToune Cpbuje of
1834. 0 1953. TOANHE" NMPEACTaB/ba UJEJHY U METOMOJIOUIKY OCHOBY HCTPa’KHBamba, a
JIMHAMUKA NpoMeHe Opoja craHoBHUKA y Mcrounoj CpOuju of MOJIOBUHE 20. BEKa IIpe-
CTaBJba OCHOBHU HCTPAXKMBAYKK MOTHB Y OBOM Pajy.

MetopoJsioruja paga

JeZiaH of1 MPBUX METOOJIONIKKX MPobieMa y ieMorpadCKuM aHan3ama je geuHrcame
MIPOCTOPHOT 00yXBaTa UCTPAXKUBAHA, MIOCEOHO OHMX IIPOCTOPA YHja Ce PETHOHAIU3AIIM]ja
M3BOJM HA OCHOBY Pas/IMYUTHX Kpurepujyma (reorpadCKux, MCTOPUjCKHUX, eTHorpad-
CKHUX, TIOJINTUYKUX U OCTAJINX), & YUje TPAHULE Ce He HOoAyAapajy ca BaskehuM ajiMuHuC-
TPATUBHO-TEPUTOPHUjATHUM mofenama. [yaiuzam wusmelly dusunuko-reorpadckor u
JIPYLITBEHO-TeOrpa)CKOr KOjU OJ]JaBHO €rs3ucTHpa y reorpadckoj HayIlH, jOII yBEK je
OCHOBHU Y3DOK ITOCTaBJbakha jaCHE W OIIIITE IPUXBAT/bUBE JeDUHUIIM]jE, KAKO reorpad-
cKe, Tako U Jiemoreorpadceke peruje. ,,CI0KeHOCT OBe IIpobieMaTuke Haj6osbe MOTBphyje
YHMILEHUIIA /1A Ce, U TTOPEe] IEIIeHUjCKOT MHTEPeCcOBaba U OPOjHHX MPUJIOTa U3 OBe 06J1a-
CTH, HE MOYKE TOBOPUTH O OIIIITE NMPUXBAT/HUBUM, YjeJHAUEHUM U JIAKO MPUMEH/bUBUM
MPUHITANIMA KOju OU ce OHOCHJIM Ha CBaKy perroHasuzanujy. To Huje caydaj camo ca
TPAHCKUM PEerHOHAIM3aljaMa, Kao MITo je Aemoreorpadcka, Beh He MOCTOjU HU OIIIITe-
npuxBaheHa reorpadcka perrnonanusanyja 3empe” (BojkoBuh, 2007, 62). 3aTo ce oBoM
nuTamy OOMYHO MPUCTYIIA KOMIIPOMUCHUM PellehrMa Koja oMoryhaBajy KOHTHHYUPAHO
mocMaTparme JUHAMHUKE IPOMEHA HEKe IOIyJIallije MPUIarohaBarmbeM MPOCTOPHOT 00Y-
XBaTa UCTPAXKUBAha, Y3 IITO MAkhe OZCTYIAe Ol CTPOTro Ae(GUHUCAHUX IPAHUIA PETHO-
HaHo-reorpadckux neanna (Knezevi¢ & Vojkovié, 2015).

V3umajyhu y 063up fa oBa nurtama AyOOKO 3aja3e y TeOpHjcke mpobsieMe pernoHa-
snusanyje, 6e3 ymymrama y pacupaBe U JOHOIIEHA OWIO KAaKBUX KPHUTHUKHX CYZIOBa,
OCHOBY IIPOCTOPHOT 00yXBaTa HCTPaKUBaka y OBOM pajay uuHe rpaHure Vcroune Cpbouje
Koje je nepunucao MusoBan B. PagoBanoeuh (1958), a mpema kojuma HMcrouna Cpbuja
cBojuM HajBehum genom mpumaza ciuBoBuMa Miiase, Ileka, ITopeuke Pexke u Tumoka
TaKo Jia Ce ,....ca ceBepa rpaHu4H /lyHaBoM, noues o7 yirha Bennke Mopage na fo yirha
Tumoka y JlyHas, Ha Tpomelju Cpbuje, PymyHuje u Byrapcke. Oz Tor MecTa HOYHEbE IheHa
HCTOYHA I'DAHUIIA, KOja ce Ipy»Ka Ha jyr Ap:KaBHOM I'paHUIIOM IpeMa Byrapckoj, cse mo
usHayg, cesa Tormror Josa y ITupoTckom cpesy. Ozatie HacTaje jy>kHa IpaHULIA Koja uzie
pexom TemckoM /10 eHOT yiitha y Humay, a 3atum Huiiasom /10 meHor yirha y Jy:kHy
Mopagy obunazehu Hui ca ceBepHe cTpaHe. 3amaiHa TpaHUIA ce Ipyka Jy:kHoM Mopa-
BOM /IO Eb€HOT cacTaBka ca 3amagaoMm Mopasom kon Cranaha, a jame ka CeBepy Besnrikom
MopaBoMm 70 weHor yurha y Jlynas“ (PagosanoBuh, 1958, 3). [IoBpIunHa HaBeieHe TEPU-
TOpHje U3HOCHU 14.354,3 km?, a npema Taza Baskehoj aAMUHUCTPATUBHO-TEPUTOPHjATHO]
nozenu (13 1952. TOANHE) Y IheHUM OKBUPHMA ce HaJIa3WIo YKYIIHO 26 cpe3oBa (18 cpe-
30Ba y IOTIIYHOCTH, JIOK je 8 cpe3oBa caMo IeprudepHO IMPUIIAIAIIO CBOjOM TEPUTOPHjOM)
ca 716 HaceJbeHUX MecTa, o7 yera 47 rpazosa (Ciauka 1-neBo). Ilonylene rpanune, nako
cy npeBacxofHo AeduHucaHe npeMa GU3UIKO-TeorpadcKOM KPUTEPUjyMY, Y HOTIYHOCTH
3a7I0B0JbaBAjy HaBeleH! Wb Pa/ia U MeTO/OJIOIIKY IIPUCTYII UCTPAXKUBAKy KOjU IoJpa-
3yMeBa KOpHIINeme YIOPeAHO-CTATUCTUYIKOr MeToZia Ha 1mTo BeheM 6pojy mpocTopHUX
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jenAnHUIA KaKo OU ce yCTaHOBUJIE eTa/bHE CIENN(UUHOCTH IPOCTOPHE AUBp3UudUKaIiije
IMOKa3aTesba PACTa CTAHOBHUIIITBA.

HajkpynHuje npomeHe y aJlMHHUCTPATHBHO-TEPUTOPHjaiiHOj noaenu Cpbuje y 20.
BEKy Ce O/IHOCE Ha YKU/Iahe cpe30Ba U yBolheme ommtrHa (07 momrca 1961. TOAKUHE), IITO
ce HENIOCPEeIHO O/IPa3sWjIo Ha YIOPEAMBOCT ca MOIHCHUM IoAanuMa u3 1948. u 1953.
TOZIMHE KOjU Cy AUCTPUOYHpaHU IO cpe3oBUMa. Y3uMmajyhu y 063up Jja ce oBe poMeHe
BpeMEHCKH ITOKJIaNajy ca [IOYeTKOM HAajIUIOAHU]jer IeproJia MONKCHe U BUTAJIHE CTaTH-
CTHKE, OTHOCHO IIPUKYIUbakha U 00jaB/bHBakha HAjOOUMHUjE, Haj/leTaJbHUje U HAjIIoy3/1a-
HUje CTaTUCTUYKe rpalje, Kao u fa y nepruoay off 1961-2011. ToZiHe HUje GHIIO0 3HAYAJHUX
aMUHHCTPAaTUBHO-TEPUTOPHjTHIX IIPOMeHA IITO AOCTYIIHE IIOZATKe YUHU YIIOPEeAUBUM
(KuexxeBuh, 2014), MPOCTOPHU OKBUP HCTPAKUBAIha je 3a0KPYKEH aIMHUHUCTPATHBHO-
TEPUTOPHjaTTHOM IIOJIEJIOM KOja je BaKWJIa Ha JIaH 31.03. 2002. TOANHE Koja je oOyxBaTa-
sa 24 omrtune u I'paa Hur, koju cy pacnopehenu y 6 okpyra, o yera cy ce bpanuues-
cku, Bopcku u 3ajedyapcky OKpYT HaJIa3wiIH IIeJIOM CBOjOM ITOBPIIMHOM, ZOK cy ITomo-
paBcku 1 HumaBcky oKpyT OGMIIH 3aCTYIUbEHU €a 110 4 OIIITHHE, a PaCHHCKY ca 1 OIIITH-
HOM Ha Teputopuju Ucroune Cpouje (Civka 1-1ecHO).

ITocnenrma MeTOROJIOMIKA HAIIOMEHA Y Be3U IIPOCTOPHOT 00yXBaTa HCTPAKUBArba Ofl-
Hocu ce Ha ['paj Hu koju, ce mpema npuxBaheHoj perioHaIN3aIiiji, Haaa3u e TUMUIHO
y cacraBy Vcroune Cp6Ouje, a y KOMe 3KHBHU TOTOBO Y4 yKYITHOT CTAHOBHHINITBA Jie(DUHIICAHE
Hcroune CpOuje 1mITO 3HAYajHO yTHUE HA A00MjeHe pe3ysTare. 3aTo Cy y YIIOPeAHUM aHaIH-
3aMa YKyIHOT cTaHOBHUINTBA McToune CpOuje pe3ysITaTy IPUKA3aHU HA BA HAYMHA, ca U
6e3 Hua, mTo 04aTHO pacBeT/baBa IPOCTOPHY JUBep3n(dUKaI]jy IoKa3aTesba pacTa.

Ca. 1. Ucmouna Cpbuja npema Padosarosuh (1958)-1e60 u aOMUHUCIMPAMUBHO-MEPUMOPUjATHO]
nodeau Ha 0aH 31.03.2002. 200uHe-decHo (cmp. 40)

IIurarba BPEMEHCKOT OKBHpPa HCTPAYKUBarba W KOPUIINEHMX HU3BOpa IojaTaka Cy y
HEINOCPE/THOj BE3H Y CBUM TUIIOBHMA JieMorpadCcKuX MCTparkuBama. Kako y BpeMe muca-
Ba OBOT pajia HUCY Ouin 00jaBJbeHH aKTyeJIHU IOAAIU IOMKUCA CTAHOBHHUIITBA U3 2022.
ro/iiHe, BpEMEHCKH OKBUP HCTPa’KMBaIbha MIPEJICTaB/ba IEPUOJ, 071 1948-2011.

¥ nepuoay o 1948-2011. rogune y CpOuju je CIpoOBENEHO 0caM IOIHCA CTAHOBHHMIII-
TBa, a 300r METOZOJIOMIKIX IIPOMEHA, IIPe CBera ZeUHUIUje CTATHOT CTAHOBHHUIIITBA, [{U-
HaMuKy Opoja cranoBHUKa Vcroune CpOuje y Apyroj IOJIOBUHU 20. U TIOYETKOM 21. BeKa
MIpUKa3aHa Cy Ha JIBa HAUMHA: Pe3y/ITaTHMa [TOIKCA KOjU ¢y IPUKYIUBAHH U UCKA3aHU IIpe-
Ma CTapUM MeTOZOJIOIIKHM PellerbiMa 32 Iepuoy, 1948-2002. ToAuHe, U IIpeMa pe3yJITa-
THMa KOjH Cy MCKa3aHU IpeMa HOBOj METOZO0JIOTH)H IIOTIHCA 32 IEPUOJ, 1991-2011. TOANHE.

IIpu pa3marpamy IIpoMeHe Opoja CTAHOBHUKA Y IIEPUOAY Off 1948-2011. rofiHe Tpe-
6a y3eru y 063up 72 je neduHUNMjA "CTAIHOT CTAHOBHUINTBA' IIPETPIIesIa U3BECHE IIPO-
meHe. Y momucuma 1981., 1991. 1 2002. TOANHE CTAHOBHUIIMMA HOjeIUHUX HAce/ba CMa-
TpaHa Cy JIMIA KOja Cy Yy THM HAace/bMMa CTAJHO CTAHOBAJIA, OAHOCHO MMaJia IpebuBa-
saurre, 6e3 063upa [ja Jik Cy ce y KPUTHYHOM MOMEHTY IIONKCA HaJIa3WIa Y TUM HACEJbH-
Ma WIH Cy U3 HBHUX OWIa ofcyTHA U3 OWIO KOTr passora (300r paza, IIKOJI0Bamka, IyTOBA-
A, JIEUeHa, OJC/Iy’Kekha BOJHOI POKA, MU3[P:KaBama KasHe WUTA.). Y momucuma 1948.,
1953., 1961. ¥ 1971. TOJ[UHE aKTHUBHA JIMIAa Koja Cy oOaBJpbajia 3aHUMAaibe BaH MeCcTa
CTQJIHOT CTAHOBama, a HUCY ce Bpahasa CBAKOAHEBHO Y TO MECTO, MCKa3aHa Cy Kao CTa-
HOBHUIIM MeCTa y KOjUMa Cy pajuia. ¥ HOIKCY 2002. ToguHe n30eria umna u3 OUBIINX
peny6iuka COPJ momucaHa Kao cTajHM craHOBHUIM PemyOsiuke Cpbuje, a pace/beHa
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nuna ca KocoBa u MeToxuje HUCY MCKa3aHA Ka0 CTAJHU CTAHOBHUIM Beh cy mommcaHa
Kao0 IIPUBPEMEHO IIPUCYTHA JINNA Y MECTY IIOIIHCA.

IIpu cBolemy mojaTaka momrca 2002. TOAMHE HA METOOJIOTH]Y ITONKCA 1991. TOAM-
He, Y CTAJIHO CTAHOBHUINITBO Cy YKJ/bydeHa CBa JIUIA Ha pafy-00paBKy y MHOCTPAHCTBY
(6e3 063upa Ha Ay:KUHY OOpaBKa), a HICKJbYUYEHHU CYy CTPAHU JPIKABJbAHU Ha paay-00paBKy
y Cpbuju. Takohe, mpu mpepauyHaBamy IIoZjaTaka IMOMKCA 1991. TOAWHE IIPeEMa METO/O0-
JIOTHjU IPUMEHEHO] ¥ TIONHCY 2002. TOZAMHE, ¥ CTATHO CTAHOBHUIITBO Cy YK/bydeHa CaMo
JIMIa Ha pany-00paBKy y MHOCTPAHCTBY /10 jeIHE TOJIUHE, IOK CY UCK/byUeHa CBa JIMIA ca
60PaBKOM Ziy?KUM OFf TOZMHY /IaHa.

Meroze pasa cy nmpuiaroljeHe cruenudUIHOCTHMA UCTPAKUBakHa U3 JOMEHA I0Ce-
6He pemorpadwuje. Ilpema Kareropusanuju METOIOJIOTHj€ €MIIHPHjCKOT HAYIHOT
HCTPAXKKBaha, Off OMIITHX METOZA MPUKYIUbalha Mo/laTaka KOPHUIIheH je CTATUCTUYKU
METOJI, IOK je Y aHAJTUTHYKOM Jiejly paza KopuirheH aemorpadcku Meto[. Y pazy je
KopuirheH MeTO/ CTATUCTUYKOT IIOCMaTpama Kpo3 nopeleme Ha 1Ba IPOCTOPHA HUBOA.
ITpBu moppasymeBa yNoOpeIHY aHaIW3y AUHAMHKe YKYIIHOT CTAaHOBHUIITBA lcTouHe
Cpb6uje u llentpanue Cpbuje, a pyru Ha AudepeHInjaTHy JUHAMUKY Opoja CTAaHOBHU-
ka Mmehy ommtunama Hcroune Cpbuje. 3Be[jeHH MOKa3aTe/bu pacra Cy NpPHUKAa3aHU
TabeslapHO, rpapUUKU U KapTorpadCcku.

Pesyiaratu

IMocMmaTpajyhu auHaMUKy yKymHOr craHoBHuINTBa Hcroune CpbOuje y mepuoay 1948-
2002. roiNHE IMpeMa IoaIMa MOIKca CIIPOBEIEHUX 110 PAHUj0j METO/IOJIOTH)U yoUuaBa-
MO /a Off OCAMJIECETHX TOHMHA OPOj CTAHOBHUKA OMaja, MPU YeMy CTarHaI(Hdja CTAHOB-
HUIIITBA 3aMIOYMIbE Beh CPeTMHOM IIe37eCeTUX TOIUHA, O YUEMY jJACHO CBE0YE IO/l U3
kojux je usyser I'pag Hum (Tabena 1; Cnuka 2). Haume, y 11eJI0M IIEPHOLY TIOCMAaTpamba
Hui je moeehaBao 6poj cTaHOBHMKA U Ha Taj HAUKH YCIIOpaBao 0OUM U MHTEH3UTET I1a/a
VKYIHOT cTaHoBHUINTBA Mcroune Cpbuje y cBUM Mel)yIIOMUCHUM IEPUOANMA, HAPOUUTO
y mepHuozy 1961-71. TOIUHE Ka/ia je caMo CTaHOBHUIITBO Hula 06e36e1110 mopact yKyTi-
Hor craHoBHuITBa Microune Cpouje.

Tab. 1. Bpoj cmanosHuka Hemoure CpbOuje y nepuody 1948-2011

1o METOZI0JIOTHjY PAHUJUX TIOTIHCA T1o HOBOj METOOJIOTH] 1
1948 1953 1961 1971 1981 1991 2002 1991 2002 2011
HWcrouna Cpbuja

043.575 996.976  1.045.466  1.099.143  1.141.204  1.118.221 1.086.468 | 1.041.141 975.280 918.825

Ucrouna Cpbuja (6e3 Huimia)

834.205 874.876 897.112 903.781 908.641 870.135 830.066 705.959  724.762  658.588

W3Bop: Penybimuku 3aBo 3a CTaTUCTUKY (2014)
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Ca. 2. Kpemarbe 6poja cmanosruka Hemoutne Cpbuje y nepuody 1948-2002. 200ure (npema memo-
doao2uju panujux nonuca) (cmp. 42)

JlmHaMuKa IIpoMeHe MHJeKca pacTa cTaHOBHUIITBA ¥ McrouHoj Cpbuju 6e3 Huma
1oKasyje Jia je y mepuozy of 1948-1981. roauHe 3abesie’keH NIOPACT CTAHOBHUINITBA
(Cnuka 3), anu je BeroB MHTEH3UTET OMO CJIA0UjU U Y CTAJHOM ONAJamy, TAKO Ja je
6poj cranoBHuKa Vcroune Cpb6uje (6e3 Huma) cmameH y nepuoay 1948-2011. roguHe
3a npeko 21% (Tabena 2).

Ca. 3. Kpemare undexca nopacma/nada 6poja cmaxostuxka Hecmoune Cpbuje y nepuody 1948-
2002. 200uHe (npema memodoao2uju paHujux nonuca) (cmp. 43)

Tab. 2. IToxazamenu nopacma/nada cmarosHuwmaea Mcmoune Cpbuje y nepuody 1948-2011.

200uHe
IIpema METO/IOIOTHH PAHUjHX MOIIKCA IIpema HOBOj METOZIOJIOTHU

1953/48 1961/53 1971/61 1981/71 1991/81 2002/91 2002/91 2011/02 2011/48
Ancoaymuu nopacm:
Yieymi- 53401 48490 53.677  42.061 . -3L753 | -65861 -70.092 -38.387
o . . . . 22,083 X . . .
Be3 - -
Hymma 40.581  22.236 6669 4860 38.506 -40.069 71197  -66.174 175707
TIpoceunu 2oduiursu nopacm:
Yiyn-
o 10.680 6.061 5.368 4206  -2.208 -2.887 -5.987 -7.788 -609
be3
Huma 8.114 2.779 667 484  -3.848 -3.639 -6.469 -8.868 -3003
Cmona npoceuHoe 200uwrbee pacma:
Yo wo 59 50 37 20 26| 59 83  -07
Bes
Huma 9,5 2,9 0,7 0,5 4,3 4,3 '8>5 '1258 -4,0
Hndexc pacma:
Vi —
H:)cyn 105,7 104,9 105,1 103,8 98,0 97,2 93,7 92,8 95,9
bes 10 102 100. 100. 8 1,0 0., 8
Humma 4,9 »5 \7 )5 95, 954 91, 90,9 76,9

WzBop: IIpopadyH Ha OCHOBY Tabeste 1

Croma mpoceYHOT TOJUIIELET pacTa ctanoBHUITBA Mcroune Cpbuje je y cBuMm mehy-
TMOMUCHUM TIEpHOAMMA 0 2011. TOAUHE GMjIa HUXKA Y OJTHOCY HA CTOIY IIPOCEYHOT TO-
JIAIIEBET pacTa YKYIHOT cTaHOBHUIITBA LlenTpasnne Cpbuje, IpU YeMy je OBa pa3jinuKa jorr
U3paKEHUja KaJja ce U3 yKymHor craHOoBHMIITBA Vicroune Cpbuje usysme I'pax Humi.
JluHaMuKa omaziama crome pacra craHoBHHUIITBA Mcroune u Ilentpanne Cpbuje je 6uia
ycarjaiieHa 0 1971. TOAUHE, jep ce HheHa BPEIHOCT CMamUBajIa 32 IPUOJIMKHO HCTH
usHoc (IefieceTux roJiuHa 3a 0KO 5%o, a IIe3/IeceTUX FoANHA 3a 0KO 1%o0). [lo AucbataHca
je ZIoLuIo cejaMzieceTHX TOAMHA, Kaza je craHoBHHUINTBO llenTpasnne Cpbuje je pacio
IpeMa IPOCEYHOj TOAUIIOj cTonu of 8,2%o, M0K je craHOBHUIITBO Mcroune CpbOuje
pacyio 3HaTHO cropuje (mpema cromu of 3,7%o) (Ciauka 4). Beh y mepuoay 1981-1991.
rogune y Ucrounoj Cpbuju je 3abesnexxeHa aenomysanuja (-2%o 3a YKyITHO CTAaHOBHUIII-
TBO, OJHOCHO -4,7%o0 0e3 Hurmna), 0ok je cranoBHuINTBO lleHTpasne Cpbuje u mabe
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OCTBApHUBAJIO MOpacT ox 2%o. JleBenecetux XX Beka roguHa je y Hcrounoj Cpb6uju
HAaCTaBJbeH JIEMOIYIalliOHN TPEH/, MPU YeMy IOAalX KOjU Cy Z0OUjeHU IpeMa HOBOj
METO/IOJIOTHJH YKa3yjy Ha OLITPHjU Maj. Y HOCJIEAHmeM MEDYIIOMHUCHOM IepUoay 2002-
2011. roAuHe, cTaHOBHUILITBO Mcroune CpbOuje je omasiaio jour Op:ke, M TO IpeMa CTOIMH
ox -8,3%o (12,8%0, 6e3 Huma), ok je cranoBHUIITBO LlenTpamne Cpbuje omazano npema
CTOIIH Off -4,4%o0 (Ciiuka 5).

Ca. 4. Cmone npoceuroz 2oduwrse2 pacma cmaxogruwmea Mcmoune u Ilenmpantue Cpbuje -
npema memo0o102uju paHujux nonuca, 1948-2002. (cmp. 44)

Ca. 5. Cmone npoceuHoe 200uutbe2 pacma cmanosHuwmea Memoure u Ifenmpante Cpbuje -
npema Ho80j memodoaoauju, 1991-2011. (cmp. 45)

JAuckycuja

WNako nuHaMuky npoMmeHe 6poja craHoBHUKA Vcroune CpbOuje y mepuoay 1948-2011.
rOZiNiHE KapaKTepHile JHHeapHoCT (6KUI0 y CMUCITY [TOpACTa WK OIa/lakha CTAHOBHUIII-
TBa), mpuMehyjeMo ia y 1H0j HIUCY pAaBHOMEPHO MAPTHUIUIIUPAIA CBU EEHHU JIEJIOBU jep
cy camo 4 ommrute (IToxkapesarn, bop, hynpwuja u Ilapahun) u I'pax Hum nmosehasnu
6p0j CTAHOBHHKA, JIOK j€ y OCTaJINX 20 OIIITHHA 3a0€eJIe’KEeHO OIa/Iathe CTAHOBHUIIITBA,
npu yemy je y 10 ommrtuHa (Benuko I'paguinre, Kabapu, Kary6ouna, Kyueso, Maso
Lpuuhe, Kwaxkesar, Ceuiajuar;, Cepsbur, Paskams u Cokobarba) jemnomysianyja 3ade-
JieskeHa Beh y mepuoay 1953-1961. roguse (ITpuior-Tabene 1A u 15). CTaHOBHHUIITBO
HaBeJ[eHUX 10 OIIITHHA je IpeMa Pe3yITaTHMa [OMKCA CTAHOBHUIITBA U3 1953. TOANHE
YuHWIO BHIle oA 1/3 (oko 35%) on ykymHor 6Gpoja craHoBHuKa Mcroune Cpbuje He
pauynajyhu I'pag Hur.

VY meljynmonucuHom mnepuoay 1961-1971. TOAMHE, AENONyamnuja je 3abeneskena y 15
onmTuHa, u3Mel)y 1981. ¥ 1991. ToAUHe y 21 OMINTHHH, a Y IEPUOAY 1991-2002. TOAMHE
TpoIieC JlenonyJamnyje je 6uo mpucyrtaH y cBuM ommruHama Vcroune Cpbuje ocum y
Huymry. Pesynraty mommca CTAaHOBHMINTBA M3 2011. TOAWHE ITOKa3yjy HACTaBaK TPeHJA
omnajiaba CTAHOBHUIITBA Y cBUM orminTuHaMa Mcroune Cpouje, mpu uemy je nmopen Hura,
y OJHOCY Ha IPETXOAHH MONuC 0Jary mopacT CTAHOBHUINTBA OF] cBera 0,6% 3abesexeH
camo y Iloxxapesiyy.

Y ykynHOM mepuozy mocMmarpama 1948-2011. roaune I'pax Huin je yaBocTpydno
CBOje CTAHOBHHUINTBO, & 3HAYAJHUjU IOPACT CTAHOBHUIITBA j€ OCTBAPEH Yy ONIITHHAMA
IMToxxapesarn (43%) u Bop (40%), nok je y onmruHama hynpuja u Ilapahus nmopacr
u3HOCUO 6-7%. VcroBpeMeHO, y 20 onmruHa Vcroune Cpbuje je 3abesexeH man cra-
HOBHUIITBA, [IPY YEMY je CTAHOBHHIIITBO OIIAJIO 32 BUIlle 07 50% y onmtuHaMa Kabapu
(56,5%), CBpspur (55,9%), Masno Lipuuhe (53,1%) u Paxkaw (51,7%). Tpenz omazama
CTAaHOBHUIITBA y ommThHama CBp/pUT U Paskam je mpe cBera ycJIOBJbEH IOJIOXKAjeM Y
OZIHOCY Ha OIINTHHE y KOjUMa je, 0OAMax 1mocyie JIpyror CBETCKOT paTa, OTIOYe0 eKCIaH-
3WBaH IPUBPEAHU Pa3BOj LITO je OMOTYRHJIO MacOBHUje 3alONI/baBAbE€ PAJHE CHATE .
Jo 3HayajHOT omajZiarka CTAHOBHUINTBA (y WHTEPBAILY OX 40-50% ) je AONUIO U Y
ommruHama lonbar, XKarybuna, KyueBo, Herotun, bBospeBan u Kwakesarn (Civka 6 u
Ipunor-Ta6ena 1/1).

VIHTeH3UBHO ONafiame CTaHOBHUINTaBa lcroune CpbHje TOKOM ApyTe IOJIOBHUHE
20. BEeKa je y3pOKOBAHO, IIpe CBera, IyTOPOYHHUM OIaJIalbeM HATAJIUTeTa U IPUPOIAHOT
MIpUpAIITaja, KOjU je OTIOYe0 KpajeM 19. U MOYeTKOM 20. Beka. TpaHsunuja GpepTiiu-
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Tera Koja je ornouesia y Mcrounoj Cpbuju paHuje HETO Y OCTAJIUM JIEJIOBUMA 3€EMJbE,
JIOBeJIa je 10 JIETOIyIallHOHUX TPEHI0BA MIPBO Y IO/IPyYjUMa y KOjuMa je 610 IpucyTaH
YTHIA] KAPAKTEPUCTUIHUX COLUO-KYITYPOJIOMIKUX GaKTopa KOjUu Cy HEIOBOJHHO YTIIa-
Jiu Ha HUBO paljama (MaoseTHUUKU GpakoBH, KOHTposia paljara MPEKo CHUCTEMA jes-
HOT JIeTeTa, I0Ma3eTCTBO, UT/A.), OTHOCHO y IOZAPYYjUMa KOja Cy HacTareHa BJIAIIKUM
CTAaHOBHUIITBOM. 3aTO MHTEH3UBHO ONaJialbe CTaHOBHUIITBA Vicroune Cpbuje TOKOM
JIpyTe MOJIOBHHE 20. BeKa Tpeba MocMaTpaTy Kao MOCIENIY JYTOPOUHUX HEIOBOJBHUX
Jemorpad CcKuX IMpolieca KOju y CBOjOj OCHOBH MMajy eTHOZEeMOTpadCKU KapaKTep jep je
HajBehu 1 HAjUHTEH3WBHUJHU M4l CTAHOBHUIIITBA 3a0€jIe)KeH YIIPaBO Yy OHUM MOAPYYjU-
Ma y KOjuMa je IpeTesKHO HACTameHOo BiamKo craHoBHHUIITBO (KneZevié et al., 2019).
On ocam ONUITHHA Yy KOjUMa je, IpeMa pe3y/ITaThMa IMONKca CTAHOBHUIITBA U3 2011.
TOZIVHE BJIANIKO CTAHOBHUIITBO OUJIO 3aCTYIUbeHO ca yxaeiaoMm Behum ox 5% (Bospepan
26%, KyueBo 25%, Karyouna 22%, Ilerposan 15%, bop 14%, Majaannek 13%, Herotun
9% u Tomyban 5%), y nepuoay 1953-1961. TOAUHE JeNolnyanyja je 3abenexeHa TPU
ommtrHe (Kyueso, XKaryburia u Tosybair), a Beh cienehoj mekazu y join Tpu OMIITHHE
(BospeBam, IlerpoBan u Herotun). [enonysnanuja y bopy u Majaanneky je, u mopen
3HaYajHUjer MPUCYCTBA BJIAIIKOT CTAHOBHHUIITBA, 3a0esieKeHA TeK y TMEPHOAY 1991-
2002. TOJ{UHE 3aTO IITO Cy OBE ABE ONIITHHE HEMIPEKUJHO IPECTAB/bajle IMUTPAIMOHA
oZ[pyYja 3a MJIaJly PaJIHy CHary 300T pa3Boja pyZapcKe WUHAYCTPHje, HAPOYUTO 80-THX
ropuHa npouwior Beka (IIpumor-Ta6ena 1B).

Ca zipyre cTpaHe, y Iepruofy 1961-2011. TOAKHE OFf 25 OIIITHUHA, CBEra 4 je UMAaJo Io-
3UTHBHE BPEAHOCTH MUTPAI[MOHOTL CAJIAA, IpU ueMy je camo ['pag Hu (y Kome KUBH OKO
14 opm ykymHor 6poja cranoBHuKa Vcroune Cp6uje) UMao MO3UTHBHE BPEIHOCTH CTOIIE
MUTPAI[HOHOT Cajifia y CBUM JieKazama rmocmarparba (Kuesxesuh, 2013).

Juctpubynyja cTona IPOCEYHOr TOJUIIEr pacTa CTAHOBHHUINTBA 10 ONINTHHAMA
TIOKa3yje Jja OCToje 3HaUajHe pa3JINKe U Y HHTEH3UTETY OIa/lakha CTAaHOBHUINTBA McTou-
He Cpouje (Cnuka 7 u ITpusor-Ta6ena 111). Ca jenHe crapase ce Hanasu ['pag Humr koju
je vy mepuony 1948-2011. roauHe yBehaBao CBOje CTAHOBHHMINTBO IIpeMa IMPOCEYHOj ro-
JIMIIIEROj CTOU pacTa off 13%o, u IlokapeBal] KOju je TOAUIIE CBOje CTAHOBHUIIITBO YBe-
hasao 3a 5,6%o. 3a pasnuky ox IToskapesiia y KoMe je o7 1948. rouHe KOHTHHYHPAHO
omazasa cromna pacra (Ipy 4emy je y IEPHOAY Of 1991-2002. TOANHE UMasa ¥ HETATHBHY
BpPEAHOCT), CTOIIA pacTa cTaHOBHUIITBA I'pajga Humma je mmarna y3iasHu TpeH[ A0 1971.
TOZAMHE O]] KA/1a je Y CTATHOM OIaJatby, ajTi 6e3 HEraTUBHUX BPEJHOCTH.

Ca zmpyre cTpaHe ce Hajase MOJApydYja y KOjUMa je Y HaBeJJEHOM II€PUOJIY CTAHOB-
HUIITBO OIIa/IaJI0 IIPeMa IPOCEYHO]j TOAUIIEHO0j CTOIH KOja ce KpeTayia y UHTEPBALY Of -
0,8 10 -12,5%0, npu ueMmy je y miect ommtuHa (PKabapu, Cepspur, Mano Ilpuuhe,
Paxkaw, BospeBan u KmajkeBall) CTAHOBHUINTBO OMAajajio GpP3UHOM u3HAZ 10%o TO-
JUIIke. Y U3PAa3UuTOo JIENONy/IalloHa MMO/pyYja CIafajy U CBe OIIITHHE y KOjuMa je y
€THHUYKO] CTPYKTYPH 3aCTYIJBEHO BJIAIIKO CTAHOBHHUINTBO. Tako je y BospeBIyy cTaHOB-
HUIITBO OIIQ/IaJI0 IIPEMa MIPOCEYHO] FOJUIIEO0j CTOIH Of, -10,3%0, 2 UHTEH3UBHO OIa-
Jlaltbe€ CTAaHOBHHUINTaBa je 3abesiexeHO y ommTuHama KydeBo (-9,3%o), Tomybar (-
8,9%o0), Karybuna (-8,5%o), Herotun (-8,3%0) u Ilerposar (-7,4). Mako je ommtuHa
Bop cBe 10 1991. roJjuHe OCTBapHBajia MOPACT CTAHOBHHUINTBA, 3aHUMJBUBO je Aa je y
nocseibeM MehymonucHoMm nepuoay y Bopy 3abesnexeH maja cTaHOBHHUIITaBa of 13%,
IpeMa MPOCEeYHO] FOAUIIH0] CTOIH O -15,3%o, IITO Ta je CBPCTAJIO Y PeJl OMIITHHA €A
HajOpKUM OIlaiarheM CTaHOBHUIITBA Y CpOuju.
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Ha nunamuky 6poja cranoBuuka Vcroutne Cpbuje Takhe je yTuIio U u3pa3uTo HU-
3aK HHUBO ypbaHU3aIMje, KOju je 1948. roJuHe MOApa3yMeBao yZeo IPajZicKOr CTaHOB-
HUIITBA Off CBera 14,5%, ZOK je moueTkoM XXI Beka yZeo Tpa/icCKOT CTAHOBHHUIITBA
usHocHo 38,5%, IITO je 3a OKO 1/3 HUXKU yAeo y ofHocy Ha PenybOsuky Cpoujy. ETHo-
nemorpadcku acnekt ypbanusanuje Mcroune Cpbuje ykasyje Ha Beoma ciaby ypbaHu-
3aI{jy ONIITHHA y KOjUMa je 3aCTYIUbeHO BJIAIIKO CTAHOBHHUIITBO, a CBa Hacesba y
HUcrouroj Cpbuju y kojuma Bitacu yuHe armcoyyTHY WK peslaTUBHY BehuHy cmazajy y
Kareropwujy "ocrazna', omHOCHO ceocka. ['ycruHa craHoBHHUIITBA ¥ McTounoj Cpbuju of
Kpaja JIpyror CBETCKOT paTa /10 JaHac UMa omnazajyhu TpeHsa, a 2011. rouHe je 6uia 3a
OKO 40% HWKa y OJHOCY Ha TYCTHHY craHOBHHUIUTBA lleHTpanHe Cpbuje. Y paHnry
onmrtrHa Vcroune CpOuje mpema TyCTHHH Hace/bEHOCTH Ha 3auesby (ca TYyCTHHOM
ucron 25c¢t/km?) ce Hajaze OMINTHHE Y KOjUMa je KOHIEHTPHUCAHO BJIAIIKO CTAHOB-
HUuITBO bospeBar, Karybuma, Majnanmnek, Kyueso u I'oybar (KneZevic, 2018).

Juctpubyninja mokasartesba Mopacra,/ma/ia CTAaHOBHHUIIITBA IO OKPY3UMa U ONIITHHAMA
yKasyje Ha audepenyjanuyjy npocropa Mcroune Cpbuje y OHOCY HA OOMM U UHTEH3UTET
mpomene 6poja cranoBHuKa (Vulevié & KneZevié, 2017). Mako nena Mcrouna Cp6uja Beh o
JIpyre IOJIOBUHE 20. BeKa [IPE/CTAB/bA THUIIMIHO JIENOIMY/IAIMOHO MOAPYYje, YOWBHBO je Aa
je HajUHTEH3WBHUjU IaJ] CTAHOBHUINTBA 3abesieXKeH y MOApyYjuMa ca HajBehoM KOHIIeH-
TapIHjOM BJIAIIKOT CTAHOBHUINTBA, IIITO HABOAX HA 3aK/byYaK /1a je eTHHYKA KOMIIOHEHTa
“MaJia 3Ha4ajaH yTHUIAj Ha Jlenoly ianuoHe mnpouece y Mcrounoj Cpouju.

Ca. 6. Hndekc pacma cmanoghuwmea Hemoune Cpbuje, no onwmuHama, y nepuody 1948-2011. u
2002-2011. ['00une (cmp. 48)

Ca. 7. Cmona npoceuroz 2oduwuree pacma cmavosHuwmea Hemoure Cpouje, no onwmuxama
1948-2011. u 2002-2011. 200uHe (%o) (cmp. 49)

3axspyuak

VY nepuony oz 1948-2011. roavHe 3abesexeH je nmaj craHoBHUIITBA Mcroune Cpbuje of
4,1%, IpeMa MPOCEYHOj TOUIIEH0j CTOIH O -0,7%o0, TP YEMY C€ jaCHO H3/IBajajy IBa
MepuoZia ca pa3JudYUTUM TPEHJOBHMA; y MeyIOMIUCHUM EePHOANMA [0 1981. roAnHe
6uo je mpucytaH TpeH/| moBehama 6poja CTAaHOBHHKA y IPOCEKY 3a OKO 5%, a Imociie
1981. roguHe craHoBHULITBO Mcroune Cpbuje mounme Aa omnaza. Y mopacTy, OZHOCHO
onazamwy 6poja cranoBHHKA Vcroune CpOuje HHUCY IOjeTHAKO ¥ UCTOBPEMEHO IapTH-
OUIMpase cBe ONIITHHE. /10 1991. rOJIUHE MIPOLIEC IeNOIyJIallje PETUCTPOBAH je Y CBUM
ommrrrHama Vcroune Cpbuje ocum IToxxapesna, bopa, Majnanneka u Huma, a y nepu-
oy 1991-2002. TOJWHE IOpPACT CTAHOBHUINTBA je 3abenexuo jequno I'paxg Hum. ¥V
nocsiejileM MehynonucHoM nepuony, nopez Huma, 6saru nopacr ox 0,6% je 3abeste-
JKeH U y onurtuHu IToxkapesar,.

IIpupoAHN NPUPAINTA] je ¥ epUoAy of 1948-2002. TOANHE HACTABHO TPEHJ OIla-
Jlarba, a HeraTUBHA BPEJHOCT je IIPBH IyT 3abesexeHa 1978. rouHe, 3HATHO PaHUje y
oznHOCY Ha Apyre nenose Cpbuje. Melly ommtnHama y KojuMa je HajpaHuje 3abesexeH
HEraTUBHH IPUPOJHU IPUpPAINTaj ce Hajaze onmruHe Benuko I'pagumre, Tosnybar,
HeroruH, 3ajeuap u KmaxkeBar. Y KOHTEKCTy €THUYKE CTPYKType, OHOJIONIKA JIEeTIOIy-
Jlanyja je HajpaHuje OTIOYesa y ONIITHHAMA y KOjUMa je eBUAEHTHPAHO 3HadyajHUje
MPUCYCTBO BJIAIIKOT CTAHOBHUIITBA KOJ KOjer je HeraTUBAaH INPUPOAHH IPUPAIITA]
3a0esnelkeH Beh 1964. ToAMHE, OJHOCHO 14 TOAWHA PaHUje OJf YKYIHOT CTAaHOBHUIITBA
Hcroune Cpbuje.
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Ca zipyre cTpaHe, y Iepruofly 1961-2011. TOAKHE Off 25 OIIITHHA, CBEra 4 je UMAaJo Io-
3UTHBHE BPEAHOCTH MUTPAI[MOHOT CAJIZAA, IPU ueMy je camo 'pag Hui (y KoMme KUBH OKO
Y4 op ykynHor Opoja craHoBHUKa Vcroune Cpbuje) nMao MO3UTUBHE BPEAHOCTU CTOIIE
MUTPAIMOHOT CAJIZIA Y CBUM JleKa/jJaMa IIocMaTpaba.

U mopef; Tora mro crapocHa cTpykrypa Mcroune Cpbuje y yroj MOJIOBUHU 20. BeKa
yKa3yje Ha perpecuBaH Mojes, Tpeba Haryiacutu Jia 6u oHa Owiia joll HElOBOJbHHjA Aa
Hyje GUI0 rpaBUTAIIOHE MONHU BEJIMKUX IPA/ICKUX M MHAYCTPUjCKUX IIEHTApa Kao IITO CY
Hum, Bop, Majnanmek u [ToxapeBar; Koju ¢y OMJIM IMUTPAIKOHA 30HA 32 CTAHOBHUIIITBO
u usBaH Vcroune Cpbuje. VI3 eTHOIeMOrpadCKOT YIiIa, HajHENIOBO/BHU]Y CTAPOCHY CTPYK-
Typy MMa BJIAIIKO CTAHOBHUIITBO.

HUcropujcko-aemorpadcku v eTHOZeMOrpadcKu aceKTy MpoydaBarba CTAHOBHUIII-
TBa MPE/ICTAB/bajy CJIOKEH 33ZlaTaK KOjU 3aXTe€Ba MYJITUAUCHUIUIMHADHU MPHUCTYI
pacBeT/paBay HCHOJbEHUX OOJHKa Jenomynanuje y Vcrounoj Cpbuju. Mako Buiec-
TPYKH Y3pOLM ONajiarha CTAHOBHUIITBA HHCY 00yxBaheHU OBUM Pa/ioM, IPEJCTABIbEHI
pe3yJITaTH MOTY JJONIPUHETH 60JbeEM pPa3yMeBarby aKTyeJHUX JAeMorpadCKux TPeHZ0Ba,
anmu u popmynucamy 6yayhux crpateruja passoja osor ziesa Pemy6iuke CpOuje Heom-
XO[HHUX 3a pellaBame MpobjieMa pa3BUTKA CTAHOBHHUINTBA U NHUTaWHA OF HAjUIApeET
JIPYIITBEHOT 3HAYaja.
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