IOparana C. [Temnh Jenahkosuh! 316.361(497.11)"2018/2019"

Bucoka mkorna 3a II0CTIOBHY €KOHOMUjY 316.346(497.11)"2018/2019"
U IIpefy3e THUIITBO, Opuiunannu Hay4Hu pag
Beorpap (Cpbuja) [Tpumspen 23/03/2021

Namemen 17/05/2021
[Tpuxsahen 18/05/2021

doi: [10.59377socpregh5-31481

TUII HACEJbA KAO JETEPMIHAHTA BPAYHOTI U
PEITPOAYKTMBHOT IIOHAIIIAIbA MJIAIUX?

Caxxerak: Y pajjy ce MCINTYje 3Ha4aj TUIIA Hace/ba 32 OPAYHO U PENPOLYKTUBHO
IIOHAIlakbE€ MTaaNX. KOHKPCTHI/Ije, I/ICHI/ITyjy C€ pa3/MKe y BpeHOBaIby U IIPAKTUKOBALY
onpebennx obmuka 6pavHOT 1 peNpOyKTUBHOT MOHAIIaka U3Mehy MIagux Koju )XnBe
Y pasIMuUTUM TUIOBMMA Haceba. [Tofaly cy IpUKyI/beHN y3 HoMoh KBaHTUTaTHBHUX
TeXHMKA — aHKETUPama U CKanupama. VcTpakuBame je CIpOBEIeHO Y PErMOHY Jy)KHe 1
Hcroune Cpbuje. KBoTHU y30pak cacTojao ce off yKymIHO 500 MCIMTaHMKA, Y3pacTa Of
15 o 35 roguna. PesynTaty ncrpakupama IOKasyjy fa je TUII Hace/ba 3Ha4YajHa feTep-
MUHAHTA, a/I1 BUIIIE 32 BpEIHOBAbE HEro 3a paKTUKoBambe ofpeheHnx mozena 6pagyxor
U penpOlyKTUBHOT IIOHalllaba MIafux. Miagn y ceny cy IpMBpP>KEHUjU TPagUIIOHA -
HVM BPeIHOCTMMA 110 IUTaky 6paKa 1 POANTE/bCTBA, JOK CY MM 13 TPpajia CKIOHW)H
IpUXBaTamby OHUX caBpeMeHNX. MebyTum, mpakca mokasyje ja ceocka OM/IafiuHa, IOPET,
3aip)KaBarba TPaAMLIMOHAIHMX MOJie/Ia IIOHAIIamba, MaHI/I(I)eCTyje ¥ U3BECHA OJICTyIIakha
oxt mux (ofmarame 6paka u pOAUTE/BCTBA, CMAIbEHe PEIIPOAYKTIBHE HOPMe, Koxabura-
Ijije M pORUTELCTBO BaH Opaxa)

Kipyune peun: mimann, ceno, rpafi, O6pak, pOAUTE/LCTBO

YBoz 11 TEOpMjCKO-eMIIMPUjCKY OKBUP UCTPAKMBaMa

YcBajame HUCKMX PEIPONYKTUBHUX HOPMI, Oflarame pabarma, OTHOCHO ITOMeparmbe
rofuHa 3a pabame npBor feTera 1 HopacT BaHO6payHoOTr pabama OCHOBHe Cy KapakTe-
PUCTHUKe PeNpOfyKTUBHOT MOHaMIama Maagux y Cpouju. Ocum tora, Koj MIaiux /byau
3amaka ce 1 peHOMEH OfyCTajama, Tj. Ofipuliama of pabama/poguTebcTBa. Y JOMEHY
6paxa u mapTHepCTBa IPOMEHe Ce OJBMjajy Y IPaBILly CMamberma 6poja MIafiux Koju Cy
3acHOBa/M OpavHy 3ajeHNIY, HoBehama MpoceyHNX TOAMHA KOJI CKIanama 6paka, Tj.
ofarama Opaka, anm 1 ofycTajama off OpauHe 3ajeHuUIe, mopacra 6poja pasBefjeHIX

! gasapesic@gmail.com

2 Paj je 3aCHOBaH Ha pe3y/ITaTIMa UCTPAKIUBatba CIIPOBENEHOT Y CBPXY U3Dajie IOKTOPCKE AVcepTa-
1yje, Koja je Ha TeMy ,,CollujaHe feTepMIUHAHTe OPavyHOr U PEIPONYKTUBHOT OHALIAka MIA/IUX
us jyroucroune Cpouje” onbparmena Ha PunosodckoM bakynrery Yanusepautera y Huury u canp-
KM leo HaJlaza Koji Cy y 1b0j mpeseHToBaH. https://nardus.mpn.gov.rs/handle/123456789/17496
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NI, Kao U IPaKTUKOBamka BAHOPAuHNX BUIOBA mapTHepcTBa. Ha Taj HaunH, Cpbuja ce
npubnmKaBa 6padyHOM M PEIPOAYKTUBHOM MOJIeNTy pasBUjeHMX eBPOIICKNUX 3eMasba. Kao
HOC/IeIIa OBAKBOT IIOHAIIAba MIAINX, HUBO (pepTI/INTETa Ollajia MCIIOf, HUBOA HOTped-
HOT 32 IIPOCTY PENPORYKIN]jY, jaB/ba Ce€ HETaTMBAH IPUPOJHM IIPUPAIITAj, IUTO Y3 HETATH-
BaH MUTPAIMIOHNU CaJIfIO 3a PE3y/ITaT MMa JIENONy/Iallijy CTAHOBHUIITBA.

Y nuteparypu nocroje 6pojHe Teopuje Koje Texxe 0bjalllbery IPOMeHa Ha IOAPYY)y
6paka 1 perpopykuuje. BehyHa mB1X yCI0BHO ce MOXe IIONENINTHU Ha OHe Koje f1ajy Ipef-
HOCT I0jednHUM BaKTopyMa (COLMOeKOHOMCKUM MU COLOKYITYPHMM) U Ha OHE Koje
y objalrmerny MpoMeHa HACTOje HAYMHUTY MHTErpanujy (OBUX U jOII HEKUX) (paKkTopa.
ITpema ToMe, y IpBY TPyILy Teopuja criagae 6u: Teopuja (IIpBe) AeMorpadcke TpaH3uumje
(Landry 1934, 1949; Notestein 1945, 1950, 1953; Thompson 1944, 1950), MMKpOeKOHOMCKa
teopuja (Becker, 1960, 1976, 1981; Becker & Lewis, 1973; Easterlin, 1973, 1974, 1975, 1976;
Leibenstein, 1957, 1974, 1978), ugeannono-kynryposoiuka reopuja (Cleland & Wilson,
1987) u teopuja gpyre gemorpacdcke Tpansunuje (Van de Kaa, 1987, 2001; Leastheaghe
& Van de Kaa, 1986; Leastheaghe, 1992; Leastheaghe & Surkyn, 1988). V HacTojamy fa
objacHu IpoMeHe OPAYHOr U PEIPOAYKTUBHOT [IOHAIIAKA, TEOPHja Ipyre AeMorpadcke
TpaH3NIMje yK/bydyje Biile paKTopa 1 IBUXOBY MHTepakijy. MehyTim, Harmacak cTaBba
Ha COLIMOKY/ITYPHM aCIIEKT, Ta4HMj€ Ha IPOMEHY BPEHOCTH. Y TOM CMIUCIY, OBa TeOpMja Ce
MO>Ke CBPCTATU y UJIEalIIOHO-KY/ITYPOJIOLIKe Teopuje. [[pyra rpyma ayTopa, OffHOCHO T€Oo-
puja, Texxe objallimbelby Koje YK/bydyje cafiejcTBO Bullle paKTOpa, a CaMUM TUM U PeBUSHjI
HaBeleHNX Teopuja. Tako ce penymo Teopuju (IpBe) feMorpadcke TpaH3uIyje, IpeMa
K0joj je memorpadcki mpeobpaskaj MOf AMPEKTHUM YTHUI[AjeM COLIMOeKOHOMCKIX fIeTep-
MUHAHTH, cynpoTcTassba Koy (Coale, 1973) xoju, Ha 6a3u uctpaxusama’, IIokasyje ga
He IIOCTOj! ayTOMaTu3aM u3Mely ekoHOMCKOT pasBuTKa 1 HUBOA deprunteTa. Fherosa
peBusnuja Teopuje (mpee) gemMorpadcke TpaH3UIMje YK/bYUyje KaKo €KOHOMCKY, TaKO I
Ky/ITYpPHY IMMEH3Mjy y objalmery nemorpadckux npoMena. Bymarao (Bulatao, 1984) je
jemaH o meMorpadpa Koju Cy IIOKyLIau fja IpeBasul)y orpaHnyermna MUKPOEKOHOMCKIX
TeopHja, yK/bydyjyhu mopes eKOHOMCKIMX ¥ COLIYOIICHXOIOLIKE ¥ Ky/ITYPOJIOIIKE YMHMOLIe
3a JJoHOIIeme ofnyke o pahamy. Takobe, o cnoxenom creTy dakropa Koju yTudy Ha
OpadHO ¥ peNpONYKTUBHO HIOHAIIAIbe TOBOPH U NTApafIIMa PecypCu—OorpaHIdeba—II0Ha-
mame (Hoffmann-Nowotny, 1987; Hoffmann-Nowotny & Fux, 2001).

Bupmmuso je ma Mebhy ayTopmma mocToju Hecnmarame, OfHOCHO Jla He TIOCTOjU jefiHa
aJieKBaTHA TeOpHja 3a MICIUTHBAae HaBelleHNX AeMorpadcknx mpomena. bpauno u penpo-
AYKTUBHO IIOHAIIAMhe jé BEOMA C/IOXKEHO U JJETEPMUHUCAHO PA3IUMUUTUM YMHUOLMMA.
CXOfIHO TOMe, ’beroBO KOMIIIEKCHO HCIIUTUBAIbE 1 pa3yMeBatbe Moryhe je y3 yBakaBame
[IOCTABKI BUIIIE TEOPUjCKUX OPMjeHTallMja U Y3 capajiiby MHOIMX HayKa (memorpaduije,
COLIMOJIOTHje, eKOHOMIje, IICUXOJIOTNje, 6MOIOrje, MeANUIIHE UTH,. ).

CreruIHOCT COIMOIONIKOT MPOyYaBarha OT7iefia Ce y HaI/lallaBamy ApyIITBeHe
YCIIOBIbEHOCTH, OFHOCHO Y M3y4aBatby COLMja/IHNX AeTepPMUHAHTI OPavHOT ¥ Pelpoxy-
KTMBHOT IIOHalllama. Bynyhu f1a je 3a eMIMpujcko ncTpaxkiBarbe aHaIn3a APYLITBEHEe
YCIIOB/BEHOCTM OPAvyHOr ¥ PeIpPOAYKTMBHOT MTOHAIlamba CyBMlIe 06MMaH 3ajaTak,

3 Koyn je1963. ronune y Ilpuncrony, nonasehn op ncropuje 3anague EBpore, IOKpeHYO BETUKO
UCTpaXMBake ca LI/beM IPeHCIUTIBaba Teopuje feMorpadcke Tpansunuje. KommapaTnsHo
JCTpa)kMBame CIpoBefeHo je y 700 eBpOIICKMX NPOBMHIIM]jA M TPajasIo je BULIE Off IBE [elleHNje.
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UCTpaXMBayKa ITa)Kiba Y OBOM pajly yCMepeHa je Ha MCIIUTHBAmbe jeflHe COlijanHe, Tad-
HIje conmopieMorpadcke, any U CONMOKYNTYpPHE AeTePMIHAHTE — TUIIA Hace/ba Y KOjeM
MJIA[IN JKUBE.

Ha ocnoBy moparaka Perry6/mrakor 3aBofia 3a CTaTUCTIKY, MHOTYL Ay TOPY TIOKAsyjy fia
TUII Hace/ba IeTEPMUHNIIIE Pas/iKe y OPaIHOM U PeIpOAYKTUBHOM IIOHAIIAKY. Y Tpaji-
CKMM Hace/bJIMa je IporieHTyanHo Behe ydemhe nmia Ban 6paka u passenennx (Stankovié,
2015, str. 206). Y ogHOCY Ha MyIajfie y Tpafy, MIafu us cefa ce y Behem mporeHTy omnydyjy
Ia 3acHyjy 6pak 1 oy To unHe paHnuje (Pesic, 2016, str. 29). Kapga je y nuramy ponu-
Te/bcTBO/pabatbe, 3a dKeHe Y CEOCKMM Hace/bJiMa KapaKTepPUCTUYaH je BUILIM HUBO pabatba,
JIOK je y TpajickuM Hace/buMa Beh yneo sxeHa Koje Hucy pabaie mm cy pofmie caMo jefiHO
nete (Bubalo & Zivkovi¢, 2015, str. 33; Mitrovié, 2015, str. 76; Rasevié, 2015, str. 92). TToper,
TOTa LITO XKeHe U3 centa y BeheM yreny ydecTByjy y penpopykuuju u pabajy sehu 6poj pete,
OHe TO 4MHe y M1al)oj )KMBOTHOj 06U y ofgHOCY Ha xeHe u3 rpafia (Pesi¢, 2016, str. 30).
PesynraTi cOIMONMONIKIX NCTPaXMBaha TTOKA3Yjy /la MM U3 cena Jenrhe mmaHMpajy
3acHyBame nopopute (Moji¢, 2012, str. 86), Kao 1 TO Jja je MJIAIVX POAMTe/ba BUILE Ha CEITy
Hero y rpagy (Tomanovi¢ & Stanojevi¢, 2015, str. 51). Takobe, Miagu u3 cena npouemwyjy
fla je MjeaTHO BpeMe 3a yaa3ak y Opak 3HauajHO paHMje Hero IITO TO CMAaTpajy MIaju U3
rpaga (Tomanovi¢ & Stanojevi¢, 2015, str. 48).

Ha ocHOBY HaBefIeHOT, IPETIOCTaB/ba Ce fla Cy KOl CeOCKe OMIa/iiHe jOoII yBeK
3aCTYIUBEHI TPAAULIVOHAIHU CTABOBIL 1 HOPMe II0 IUTalky 6PAYHOCTIL U PEIPOLAYKIje,
Te J1a Y CK/Iafy C TUM HOCTOje ofpehenn o6y 6padHor 1 perrpogyKTHBHOT IOHAIIAbA.
Hopen TOra, 3aXTe€Ba C€ U UCIIUTUBAKE JETVIMNYIHO MOHI/I(bI/IKOBaHOI‘ MOJ€ena IIOHalIama
y ceny. Hamme, Heka ncTpaxmBarma IOKa3yjy fla ce y CEOCKMM Hace/biMa, TTopef] Tpau-
IIIOHA/THMX MOJie/Ia [IOHAIIaka (IIOMyT YHUBep3aHOCTH OpadHOCTH, Opaka Kao OKBUpa
pabama), jaBmpajy 1 MOZepHN30BaHM eJIeMEHTH, LITO ITOApasyMeBa cBe deurhe opa-
rame 6paunoctu u pabama (Ciki¢, 2017, str. 118-119), xao u pabame cBe Mamer 6poja
mene (Mitrovié, 2015, str. 73; Novakov, 2011, str. 183-184). Takobe, ykasyje ce Ha pena-
TBHO Behy 3acTymbeHocT koxabutanuja (Petrovié, 2011, str. 66) u BanOpaunux pabama
(Stankovi¢ & Penev, 2010, str. 4) Koy )keHa Koje KVMBe Y CEOCKMM Hace/bUMa.

ITomenyTe Teopuje, CTaTUCTUYKY ITOJALM M PESYITATY PAaHNjMX CTpakiBarba Y/He
IIO/Ia3HY OCHOBY Ha KO0jOj je IVIaHMPaHO UCTPAKMBatbe. Y YMIbeH je IMOKyIaj Ia Ce YIIOT-
IyHe ca3Hama 1 JobMje 06yXBaTHMUja C/IMKA O Pas/IMKaMa y 6pauHOM U PelPOyKTUBHOM
HOHAIIAky M/IaJMX C 003MPOM Ha THUII Hace/ba Y KOjeM XKIBe.

Meropgonoruja ucTpakuBarma

Y nctpaxmBamy Cy UCHUTHBAHE pas/iuKe y BpeJHOBAaY U IPAKTUKOBamby ofpebe-
HMX 00/T1Ka OpavyHOTr ¥ pelpONYKTUBHOT [OHAIIakba u3Mely MIaiux Koju )KuBe y pasimn-
IUTUM TUIOBMMA Hacerba. [Tofay ¢y NpUKyI/beHN Y3 moMoh KBaHTUTaTUBHMX TeXHMKa
— aHKeTMparba ¥ CKaIMpama.

3aBuCcHe Bapujabye y aHa/IM3M BPeHOBaba OPavuHOT U PeIIPOYKTUBHOT IIOHAIIAbha
4yHe 4eTupu ckajne. CBaka CKajla cacTaB/beHa je Off TpY CTaBa, OJHOCHO ajTeMa. Vcmm-
TaHMIMMa CY IIPECTaB/beH) CTAaBOBM U Off IbUX je 3aTpakeHo Jja Ha JIukepToBOj IeTo-
CTEMeHO]j CKaJIM MCKa)Ky CBOj CTEIleH C/lararmba ca CBaKMM off 11X, HakoH ucnurusama,
CBJ CTaBOBU KOjU CY HETaTUBHO GOPMYIMCAHU OOPHYTH CY U MIPUCTYIIUIIO Ce IPOBEPU
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noysgaHocTu MepHe ckajie. Kpon6axos koedmimjeHT anga je Kof cBe deTnpu ckaie Behn
ox 0,7, ImTO TIOKa3yje BeoMma 0OPY MOY3AaHOCT M YHYTPAIIY CaITacHOCT CBaKe CKaje
(DeVellis, 2012). Paction moryhux BpegHOCTI Ha CBaKOj CKanu je of 3 fo 15, mpu gemy
TEOPMjCKa Cpeftba BPEJHOCT KOja [e/ CKajly Ha [IBa II0JIa MSHOCH 9.
Ckasa BpeHOBama Opaxa cacroju ce of cregehux craBosa: 1. Bpak je cBetusmba,
2. CBaku 4oBek Tpeba 1a )xuBn y 6paxy, u 3. bpax je npesasubena uncrurymuja. Kpono6-
axoB ayia KoeUIMjeHT TOBOPU O BUCOKOj OY3TaHOCTU OBe cKaste (a=0,836).
Ckasa BpeHOBama Koxaburaumnje yk/bydyje craBose: 1. Y peny je fa nBoje pyan
JKMBM 3ajeIHO IIpe 6paKa, 2. Y peqy je [ja Iap )KMBM 3ajeffHO, NaKO HeMajy HMKaKBY HaMepy
Ia ce BeHuajy, u 3. Cpamora je >xuBeTH y BaHOpauHoj 3ajenHuin. Kponbaxos koeduunjent
je OBJie HEIITO Marbe, alM 3a70BoJbaBajyhe moysganocTyu (a=0,706).
CxaJla BpellHOBatba TPaMIMOHaIHOT obpaciia pahama/poinTe/bcTBa CacToju ce Of
cnepehux TBpamu: 1. PopuTe/bcTBO je HajBaXkKHUja CTBAp y KUBOTY, 2. Pahame fere je
BeoMa BaXKHO 3a pyHKUMOHMCame 6paka, u 3. [lerja Tpeba mrro Buiue ga ce pabajy ma
6ucmo orcranu Kao Hanuja (a=0,722).
Ckajta BpeHOBamba POANTE/bCTBA BaH Opaka: 1. Y peny je 6uty pogures y BaHOpad-
HOj 3ajegHNLN, 2. Y pefly je fa ce >KeHa/MyILIKapal] y ylI031 MajKe/olja OCTBapy Kao CaMo-
XpaHU popuTess, u 3. CpaMora je fja >keHa popiu Banb6pavHo gete (a=0,714).
3aBucHe Bapujabie ynorped/beHe 3a aHaIM3y IPAKTUKOBamba OfHOCE Ce Ha OCTBa-
PeHO, IVIAHNMPAHO, Ke/bEHO WIN UJIeaTHO OPavHO M PEeIPORYKTMBHO IIOHAIIAe MCIITA-
HUKa:
« ocTBapeHo (OpauHN/IapTHEPCKNU CTATYC, TOMHE CKIaamka OpaKa, pOfUTE/bCKI
CTaTyc, TOIMHE OCTBAPEha POANTE/CTBA, OPOj felie UCIINTAHNKA);

o IVIAaHMPAHO (IUIAHOBU 3a OpaK, TeHAEHIMje 3a KOXabUTaIl1jy, I/TAHOBY 33 POAM-
TE/bCTBO), U

o IIJIea/THO 1 >KeJbeHO IOHallame (XKe/beHu O0poj felle, nieanHu 6poj felie, njeaaHe
TOAVHE JIa Ce YKEeHa Y/ia, MeaHe TOfJHe [la Ce MyIIKapall O)KeHH, ijjeaTHe TofinHe
Ia KeHa POJM IPBO JieTe).

HesaBucHa Bapujaba y CBMM aHaIM3aMa jecTe TUII Hace/ba: IPajl i Celo.

VY Kareropusauuju mpocTopa Ha rpajicka 1 CE0CKa Hacesba IIPUMEIbEH je aKTye/THI
KputepujyM cratuctuke Perry6imke Cp6uje, mpema KojeM ce CBa Hace/ba Koja HICY IIPOI/Ia-
IIeHa I'PAJICKMM CBPCTaBajy Y OCTaJIa, I1a Ce II0 ayTOMATHU3MY CMATpajy PypaHIM/CeOCKIM'.

VcTpaxuBarmbe je ClpoBefieHO y pernony JyxHe 1 Vicroune Cpbuje, y 9 crarucTu-
ykux okpyra (Humascky, Tormrax, Jabmauwmaxu, Iluporcku, BpanmaeBckrs, Iomynasckuy,
bopcxkwn, 3ajeqapckn, [Tunmckn). KBoTHE y30pak cacTojao ce off yKymHO 500 McnuTaHMKa.
360r cBe venther ofarama 6paka u pOAUTE/HCTBA, PEHOMEHA ,IPOLYIKEHe MIALOCTH
(Ule, 1988), nctimranuuy cy 6um yspacta of 15 o 35 ropuna. Vicrpakusarbe je CripoBe-
[EeHO Y IIEPUOLY Off centem6bpa 2018. 1o jyHa 2019. rogune.

iy Hamoj cratuctuuy, go Ilommca 1981. roguHe, mocTojana je mojena Ha Ipajicka, CEOCKa U Me-
IIOBJTA HACe/ba, a KA0 KPUTEPUjyM 3a Pa3BpCTaBambe CIYXWUIN CY BeMMYMHA Hace/ba M OHOC
HO/BOTIPVBPEFHOT 1 YKYITHOT CTAHOBHMINTBA. Ha)ka/mocT, 0BakaB IPICTYII je HANYIITEH U Y CBUM
HapenHuM nomucuma (og Iomnca 1991), npuMerbyje ce mmogena Ha ,,rpajcka’ U ,0CTana” Haceba,
41Me je U3ry6/beHa BeoMa 3HauajHa paHuja KaTeropuja ,MeIOBUTUX Hace/ba” 1 MOTyhHOCT mpe-
LIM3HIje aHa/Iu3e [learpapusaliyje u fAeromyialyje cena.

355



Iparana C. Ilemnh Jenahxosuh, Tuil Hacerwa kao getiiepmunanizia 6pauHoi...

PeSYIITaTI/I NCTpaXMBamba

Omnmita XunoTe3a UCTpaKuBaba rnacy: Ilocifioje pasnuxe y 6pegroearvy u upaxinuxo-
samy ogpehenux mogena 6pauHoi u peiipogyKiiueHoT OHAUAA MAAGUX C 003UPOM HA THUTL
Hacemwa y Kojem suse. OBa XMIIOTE3a CACTOjU CE Of HEKOIMKO MOCEeOHMX XMIoTe3a, Te he
Y CKNIafy ¢ \BYIMa OMTHU MPeCTaB/beHN Pe3yATaTU NCTPAKMBamba.

Kapa je peu o pasnukaMa y BpeZHOBambY pasnuunTuX 06/11Ka OpauHor 1 pernpoayK-
TMBHOT IOHAIIaba M3Mehy MIagux mpeMa TUIy Haces/ba MPETIOCTaBKe CY:

Xumoresa 1: Miajy /byau U3 cena Bulle BpefHyjy 6pak u pahame/poaute/bcTBo y
TPAAMIIOHATHOM CMUC/TY Y OBHOCY Ha MJIajie U3 Tpaja.

Xumoresa 2: Majy /byay U3 rpajia BUIIe BPeSHY]y KOXabUTalujy ¥ POAUTE/bCTBO
BaH Opaka y OfHOCy Ha MIajie 13 CeJIa.

PesynraTu ncrpakupamwa IoTBphyjy mocrasbeHe xunoTese. bpak Buie Bpen-
Hyjy Minagu u3 cena (AS=12,47, SD=2,914) y ogHocy Ha Miaje y rpapy (AS=10,39,
SD=3,473). Tpaguunonanuu obnuk pahama/pogure/pctsa Takobe je Buille BpefHOBaH
KOJ MCIUTaHMKa Koju >xuBe y ceny (AS=12,70, SD=2,350) Hero Koy, OHUX KOju >KUBE Y
rpany (AS=10,64, SD=3,007). Koxaburaiujy Buie Bpeguyjy Maaau us rpaga (AS=12,64,
SD=2,345) Hero ncnintanuiy us cena (AS=10,37, SD=2,967). Takobe, pognute/bCcTBO BaH
Opaka Bulle BpefHyje rpafcka omnagyuna (AS=11,84, SD=2,732) y ogHOCY Ha CEOCKY
(AS=9,66, SD=2,879). CBe HaBefieHe pa3/IuKe IOKA3yjy CTATUCTUUKY 3HaIajHOCT (p=0,000).
Eta xBagpar mokasyje fa cy pasinke yMepeHe Kofi BpelHOBama Opaka (1?=0,09), Herrto
U3paXKeHUje, alIu U Aajbe pasnKe Cpefiibe BeMMUMHE Kajia je y nuTamy pabame/ponu-
TE/bCTBO Y TPASULIMOHATHOM CMICITY I BPEHOBabe POANTE/LCTBA BaH Opaka (n?=0,12),
JIOK Ce KOJ§ BpejHOBaba KoxabuTauuje nokasyje Benvka pasnuka (n°=0,14) (Tabena 1).

Xwumotesa 3: IToctoje pasnke y 6payHOM/ITapTHEPCKOM CTaTyCy MIA/iVIX ITpeMa TUITY
Hace/ba y KojeM >xuBe: Meby mmaguma y ceny Behu je mpouenar oxnx xoju ¢y y 6paky Hero
Meby Mmaguma y rpagy.

Pesynratu ncrpaxmsama oKasyjy fa je Mehy ncnmranunuma y cemy Hemro Behn
HpolieHaT MIayX y 6paky (28,4%) Hero mehy ncrmrannuuma y rpagy (22,5%). Mebyum,
BaHOpavHa 3ajefHNIIA je TOTOBO jefHAKO 3aCTYI/beHa KOJ MCIMTaHuKa y ceny (9,3%), Kao u
KOJI CIIMTaHuKa y Tpagy (9,1%). HeoxxemeHNX/HeyaTyX HEIITO je BuIle y Tpafy (68,4%)
Hero y ceny (62,3%) (TaGena 2). Oe pasnuke, MehyTum, HUCY ce TOKas3ae CTATUCTUIKY
3HavajHuM (X*=2,412, (N=500), df=2, p=0,299).

Xumoresa 4: Mehy mmangym /byguMa y ceny Behn je mporieHat poauterba Hero Mehy
MJIa[iIMa y Tpafy.

[IpeTnocTaB/beHa pasinKa ce MOTBPAWIA y UCTpaXuBamwy. Haume, Mmagn y cermy cy
pormTesn y 32,6% ciydajeBa, JOK Cy MIaiu y rpagy poputebu y 19,3% cnydajesa ((abemna
B). Xu-xBagpar tect (y3 KOpeKInjy HeIpeKNIHOCTY TpeMa JejTcy — Yates’ Correction for
Continuity) mokasyje ga cy oBe pasjyke CTaTUCTUYKM 3HavajHe (x*=10,796, (N=500),
df=1, p=0,001). ®n xoepuuujeHT KOpeaLMje IOKa3yje IOBE3AHOCT MAJIOT HTEH3NUTETa
(phi=-0,152).

Kaya roBopumo 0 061Ky popnTe/bCTBa, KOT, OM/IaIHe peoBnabyje TpafyioHa H
obpasail mosesaHocTn 6paka u pabama: Behuna poguresma (88,8%) yinory pogure/bcTBa
oCTBapuiIa je y 6padHoj 3ajefHILIN. Bpoj OHMX KOju Cy CBOjy felly ZoOMIM BaH OKBUpa
OpadHe 3ajeHIIIe 3aCTa je Ma/Iu — YKYIIHO MX je 14 (11,2%), a;m mogany 1okasyjy na je
BehnHa wux - 11, U3 cena, ZOK UX je U3 rpafa cBera Tpoje.
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Xumoresa 5: Mnaju 1byan y ceny umajy Behm cTBapHU, uzieanH, Xe/beHN 1 TTaHM-
paHm 6poj felie y OTHOCY Ha M/Iajie Y Tpajy.

IIpoceyan 6p0j meLe Ko MIaIuX KOju >KUBe y rpafy usHocu 1,47, oK je Kop Mia-
IMX poAuTeba Y ceny Taj mpoceK By 1 usHocu 1,73. T TecToM He3aBUCHMX y30paKa
MOKasyje ce CTaTUCTMYKY 3HayajHa pasnmka (t=-2,386, p=0,019), a eta KBajpar mokasyje
nia je Ta pasmka mana (17=0,04) (Tabena 4). Vigeannu 6poj seLe npeMa UCIUTAHNIIUMA U3
rpaza je 2,20, a mpemMa UCIUTAHULIVMA U3 cena 2,66. VI oBfie je yrBphena sHawajHOCT pa-
3muke (t=-7,325, p=0,000), a eTa KBaipaT IIOKa3yje pas3nuKy cpenmbe Bemraute (n°=0,09).
XKempenn 6poj merie Ko MIaAuX U3 rpafa nsHocu 2,09, a xog Maapux y ceny 2,60. T Tect
[I0Kas3yje CIMYaH Pe3yITar U KOf )Ke/beHor 6poja geue (t=-7,813, p=0,000, n*=0,10). [Tr1a-
HypaHu 6poj felie 3a UCIIUTAHMKe Y Tpafy usHocu 1,87, a 3a ucnuranuke y ceny 2,33. U
0Ba pas3/IMKa CTAaTUCTUYKM je 3HadajHa (t=-7,415, p=0,000), a eTa KBafipaT 1 OBJIE yKasyje
Ha ymepeHnocT pasinke (n°=0,09) ([aGema J).

Xumnoresa 6: Mytau Jbyu y cely paHuje CTymajy y 6pak u paHuje IoCTajy pofuTe/bu
Y OIHOCY Ha MJIafie y Tpapy.

Pesynrarn y [[aGenu 6 mokasyjy ga cy npocedHe rofyte cCkanarma Gpaka KO MIafIX
y centy 24,7, JOK CY KO MIa[X y Tpafiy IpOCedHe TOAMHE Kaja yIase y Opak HeIITo BuIlle
1 u3Hoce 26,48. OBa pa3s/iKa MoKa3aja ce CTaTUCTIYKY 3HaYajHOM (t=2,236, p=0,027), a
eTa KBaJjpaT II0Ka3yje 1a je Ta pasnuka Mana (n’=0,03).

IIpoceune roguHe Kajia Maagy y Cey IOCTajy pOIUTE/bY Cy 25,86, MOK KO MIIaiuxX y
rpagy oHe usHoce 27,16. MehyTnm, oBa pasiuka Huje ce IIoKasana CTATUCTUYKY 3HAY4j-
HoMm (t=1,821, p=0,071) ([abena 7).

Xunotesa 7: Mimajju /bynu y ceny cMaTpajy fia je ufjea/lHo BpeMe 3a yaajy, pabame
U KeHUJ0y paHIje y OfJHOCY Ha BpeMe Koje Mflea/IHIM 3a TO CMaTpajy MyIajy 13 rpajia.

IIpocedna BpeHOCT 3a MJjeaTHO BPEMe Jla Ce XKeHa y/ja KOJl MCIIMTaHMKa U3 cea
nsHocu 23,71 ropuHa, JOK je TO BpeMe 3a UCIUTAHUKe Y TPajly HEIITO KacHMje, I1a Ipo-
cedHa BpefHOCT n3Hocu 26,33. T tecrom yTBpheHa je craTucTudKa 3HAYajHOCT pa-
smke (t=10,595, p=0,000). Pasuka je BupbyBa 1 CTaTMCTUYKY 3HAYajHA U Y epLEIIj1
HajOo/bJX TOAMHA [la MYILIKapall Ty Y OpaK, 4uji je Ipocek y ceny 27,93, a y rpagy 29,76
(t=7,055, p=0,000). Pesynraruma je morspheHa u xmumoresa Koja ce OFHOCH Ha UieaTHO
BpeMe 3a pabame mpBor fleTeTa, Ynja MPOCeYHa BPETHOCT 33 CEOCKY OM/IAJVIHY M3HOCH
24,51, oK je mpeMa rpafickoj OM/IaiMHM Hajbo/be BpeMe 3a paharbe HelITO KacHuje, 1Ia
IIpOCeYHa BPENHOCT N3HOCH 26,88. Pasnuka ce 1 oBJie MOKa3aja CTaTUCTUYKY 3HAYajHOM
(t=10,013, p=0,000). ETa xBafipaT mOKa3yje yMepeHy pas3/NKy Kajia je y IUTamby IepLell-
I1ja Ujea/HOr BpeMeHa 3a yIas3ak y 6pak 3a mymkapue (1?=0,09) u Benke pasynke KOof,
IepLeILje NaeaTHOr BpeMeHa 3a yaajy (n’=0,18) u pabame (1?=0,16) ([abena 8).

Xumnoresa 8: IToctoje pasnuke y IwiaHupamwy 6paka Kof MIafux ¢ 0631MpOM Ha TUI
Hacesba y KojeM xuBe: Mehy Mazgum /byfima y cey BUILe je OHMX KOjU IIAaHUPajy Opax
ycKopo Hero Mehy MmajiuMa Koju sKuse y Tpajy.

Pesynraru ncrpaxusamna (([a6ena 9) noxasyjy fa je IpoLeHaT OHIX KOjI YCKOPO IUIa-
HMpajy 6pak fymio sehn meby ncrmranuimma y ceny (31,8%). C apyre crpaHe, y rpany
je Behu mpolleHaT McnMTaHMKA KOjY YOIILITe He ITAHMPAajy WM He PasMIIIUBajy O OpaKy,
a7y U OHUX KOjJ OIaKy H€eTOBO CK/Iamarbe. Hapemene pasiuke mokasaje Cy ce CTaTh-
cTuuky 3HavajHuM (x*=16,861, (N=375), df=2, p=0,000), a moxa3aTe/bu CTeleHa OBe3a-
HOCTJ TOBOpe O KOpenauujyu Majior nurensurera (V=0,212, C=0,207).
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Xumoresa 9: Miagu jbyiu U3 rpajja MMajy U3paskeHujy TEHAeHI)y 1a )KUBE Y KOXa-
OuTanMju y OZHOCY Ha MJIajie y CeITy.

VictpaxuBame 1okasyje fa je Hemro Behu npoljeHat Maanux us rpaga (58,2%) crpe-
MaH Jla )KMBM y KoXabuTanuju npe 6paxa y OffHOCY Ha IIpOLieHaT MIafiux 13 cena (52,6%).
You/prBHMje Cy pasiuKe KOfj IpUXBaTama Koxaburanuje Kao TpajHor o6/mKa HapTHep-
CKOT )KMBOTa, Kao 1 Kof offbanmBama Koxaburanuje. Haume, Buire ox Tpehnte ncnura-
HIMKa 13 Tpajia (35,6%) CIpeMHO je [ja TPajHO XKMBM y KOXaOUTALMjI, JOK je TaKBMX Mehy
MNCINUTAaHUIMMA U3 cena Matbe off etuHe (16,3%). Ckopo TpehuHa ncnmranmnka us cena
(31,1%) He mpuxBaTa ja )XMBM Ca IIAPTHEPOM IIpe Hero CKJIoIu Opax, JOK je cera 6,2%
TakByX Meby ncnmrannnyma us rpaga ((faGena 10). Xu-kBazgpar rect motsphyje cratn-
CTUYKY 3HauajHOCT pasuke (X*=41,275, (N=329), df=2, p=0,000), a Kpamepos nokasaresb
MOBE3aHOCTH U1 KOeUIMjeHT KOHTMHTIeHIIMje YKas3yjy Ha OCTOjambe KOperalije Cpefmber
MHTEeH3MTeTa u3Melhy Tuma Hace/pa M CIIPEMHOCTH 32 XUBOT y Koxaburtanuju (V=0,354,
C=0,334). Taxye, MOXe Ce TIOTBPANTY [IOCTAB/bEHA XUIIOTe3a C 003MPOM Ha TO [ja Cy MIAfIN
y Ipany CIpeMHMjI ja XKVIBe Y KOXaOUTalji1, Kako IPUBPEMEHO TaKO 1 TPajHO, IOK je KOX
MJIaIUX Y CeNy M3pakeHMja TeHAeHIMja oi6alBamba Koxaburanuje.

Xunotesa 10: ITocToju pasnmka y InaHKpamy POSUTE/bCTBA KOJ MIAUX C 0031POM
Ha TUII Hace/ba y KOjeM >XuBe: Mitagu by y Tpajly CKIOHUjU CY OfJIaraby poguTe/bCTBa
Y OJHOCY Ha MIajie y Ceny.

Pesynrary ncrpaxusama ([aGena 11) mokasyjy fa je meby ceockom omnanuaoM Behu
IIpOLIeHAT MCIIMTAHVKA KOjy IVIAHMPajy WU O4YeKY]jy JeTe YCKOpo, IOK je Meby rpasickom
oM/TaiTHOM Beh poljeHaT OHMX KOj! YOIIIITe He IUTAHMPAjy MM He PasMUIIIbajy O POJM-
Te/bCTBY. Pasnuke cy ce mokasane CTaTUCTUYKY 3HadajHUM (x*=10,278, (N=375), df=2,
p=0,006). Kpamepos KoeuiiujeHT 1 KoepUIMjeHT KOHTMHIeHIje YKasyjy Ha KOpeauujy
MaJIor HHTeH3uTeTa usMeby Tua Hace/ba 1 IIaHOBa 3a popute/bcTso (V=0,120, C=0,167).

Huckycuja

Tur Haceba y koMe MJIajiy SKMBe II0Ka3ao ce Kao 3HayajHa JleTepPMIHAHTA 3 IbJIXOBO
6payHO M PEIPOAYKTUBHO MOHaMIame. [locebaH 3Ha4aj MMa 3a BpeHOBabe MICIIUTIBAHNX
Mojie/a TIOHallIamba. PerncrpoBaHe Cy CTaTUCTUYKY 3Ha4ajHe (Cpefitbe 1 BeMKe) pasiuKe I
TO TAKO JIa Ce Y CeTTy BUILE BPEHY]y OpaK 1 TpaiUIMiOHaIHY 06/MNK pahatba, Tj. pOIUTE/bCTBO
y 6paxy, IOK ce y Tpajiy BUIle BpeIHYjy KoXabuTaluje 1 U3BaHOPaIHO POJIUTE/BCTBO.

Y noreny ocTBapeHOr 1 INIAHMPAaHOT G6PavHOT ¥ PEIPOAYKTUBHOT TIOHAIIIAba, Pe3yIl-
TaTH TI0Ka3yjy fia je Meby Mmagmma y ceny (y ofHOCY Ha MyIajie 13 Tpajia) 3HAYajHO BUIIE
POZIUTeba, BUIIIE OHVX KOjU YCKOPO IVIAHMPAjy Opak 1 POAUTEILCTBO, KA0 11 BUIIIE OHMX KOjI
opbanyjy >kuBoT y koxaburauuju. [Topex Tora, Mmanm y cely 3Ha4ajHO paHuje IIepLuIpajy
UJieaHO BpeMe 3a y/Ia3akK y Opak M pOfUTe/bCTBO 1 3a1CTa paHuje ynase y 6pak. Takobe,
PETMCTPOBAHO je fja uMajy Behu npieanHu, sxe/beHM, INAHUPAHNU ¥ ocTBapeHn 6poj gete. C
IpyTe cTpaHe, Mehy MIafguMa 13 rpajia 3Ha4ajHO je Marbe POJIUTEIba, OHM CY CKIOHMjI OfiIa-
ramy 6paka, TayHUje, KaCHUje Cy YLIIM 1 KaCHUje IUIAHNUPajy fia CKJIoIle Opak. 3amaa ce
Jla IMajy U3pakeHMje MHAV(epeHTHE Y HeraTMBHE CTaBOBE I10 IINTamy IIaHNpama bpaka
u poputebcTBa. Takobe, cipeMHIjU Cy KaKo 3a IPUBPEMEHH, TaKO U 33 TPAjHM SKUBOT ¥
koxaburamyju. Y nopebhemy ca Mimafuma 13 cea MMajy 3Ha4ajHO HIDKE PEIPONLYKTUBHE
HopMe. HaBeyieHe pasiike CTaTMCTUYKY Cy 3Ha4ajHe, a IoBe3aHOCT n3Mely Tuma Haceba
U UCIIMTVBAHUX Bapyjabiu IIoKasaa ce Kao Kopenalyja Malor MHTeH3NUTeTa.
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VsHeTn pesyaratu MOry ce 06jaCHUTI KaKO YTHUI[ajeM TPafULIMOHaTHIX/TIaTpujap-
XaJTHUX BPEHOCTU KOje Ce HETYjy Y CEOCKOj IOPOAMIM ¥ CPEAVHM, TAKO U CY>KEHUM
MmoryhHocTiMa 1360pa, MambUM IPOXTEBMMA I IIOTPebaMa MIAJMX ca Cela, LITO JOIPHU-
HOCH TOMe Jja Ce OHI TIpe U ,,JIaKIle” OFIydyjy 3a Opak u poante/bcTBo. Behn mianupanu
U OCTBapeHu 6poj felle KOJ MIAINX U3 Cela MOXKe ce 00jaCHUTU U TUMe Ia OHM Mamby
BPEHOCT NIpUajy »kBamuTeTy fene a Behy kBaHTHTeTY, OfHOCHO O6pOjy Heue. C apyre
CTpaHe, M/IaJiy 13 Tpajia kene fja mosehajy KBammuTeT )KMBOTA CBOjO]j el (Kpo3 MCXpaHy,
3fipaB/be, 00pa3oBarbe, CTaHOBAIbE, OIMOD, IPY>Ketba, CIIOPT, eKCKyp3uje, ITyToBamwa I C1L.),
Ia ce 360T TOra OfIy4yjy 3a Mamu 6poj fetie.

Hapenenu Hamasy, Koju roBOpe 0 NEeP3UCTEHII)U TPAAULMOHATHIX BPEIHOCTY U
[IOHAIlIaba KOJ Ce0CKe OMJIAJMHe, Y CKJIafly Cy ca aHa/jm3aMma Apyrux ayropa (Bubalo &
Zivkovi¢, 2015; Mitrovi¢, 2015; Moji¢, 2012; Pesi¢, 2016; Rasevi¢, 2015; Stankovié, 2015;
Tomanovi¢ & Stanojevi¢, 2015). PesynTaTn ucTpaknBama Jajbe MOKa3yjy fa KOI MIaINX
y Celry IIOCToje U M3BeCHa OACTYIama Of TPaAUIMOHATHIX MOJela lToHalawa. Hanwme,
KoXabuTaluja je jelHaKo 3aCTyIUbEHA Y CeNy Kao U y Ipajly, a U3BaHOPaYHO POUTEILCTBO
je 4aK 3acTyIbeHMje KOl MIaiux y cemy. Takobe, sammaxa ce TeH/ieHIIMja /la C€OCKa OMJIa-
[IMHA [TOMepa/ofIaXKe 3aCHUBambe Opaka 1 OCTBapebe yIore pOAUTe/bCTBA, Kao I Jja ce
npubmKaBa penpogyKTUBHOM MOy ca MambuM 6pojeM fere. Y ceny ce, gakie, Ha
HIBOY CTaBOBA 3ap>KaBajy Opak 1 POAUTE/CTBO y TPAAULIMOHATHOM CMIUCITY, IOK Ce Ha
HMBOY MOHAIllatba MaHMDeCTYjy U KoXxabuTaluje ¥ pORUTE/bCTBO BaH Opaka. OBo Moxe
yKa3MBaTI Ha TO Jla CY TaKBa IOHAIIAba CeOCKe OM/IA/IMHe IIpe PeaKllja Ha HeIIOBOJbHE
CTPYKTypasHe, COLIMOEKOHOMCKe YCTIOBE Y KOjiIMa OHM XKIBE, A MaFbe Pe3yNTaT hIXOBIX
u360pa, IITO je y CKIafy ca MULI/beIbeM IPYTHX ayTopa KOju Cy ce 6aBuIi OBOM IIpobiie-
MatukoM (Petrovié, 2011; Stankovi¢ & Peneyv, 2010).

3ak/byyak

OpHoc MIaayx mpeMa MapTHEPCTBY, 6paky 1 pabamwy/poanuTe/bCTBY He Tpeba pefykK-
LMOHMUCTUYKM CBECTU UCK/BYUYMBO Ha Je/I0Balbe €KOHOMCKIX, KY/ITYPHUX WM HEKMX JpY-
Tux getepMuHaHTH. VcnpaBHuje je pehu 1a oBaj omHOC 3aBMCH Off PasIMYUTHX Bapyjabmu
usMeby Kojux Moxe nocrojatu uHTepakiuja. Hemoryhe je opbaryryt unmeHNITy fia 01T
€KOHOMCKA CUTYal[yja, OffHOCHO CTPYKTYpHe IIperpeKe, Kao UITO Cy He3alOC/IeHOCT, Te-
mkohe y peraBamwy cTaMOEHOT ITMTakba, HUCKY IPYUXO/Y, JIOIIA MaTepyjaiHa CUTyanuja y
Ip>KaBM, He3a/I0BO/baBajyhyt eKOHOMCKM CTaHAapH, pUHAHCUjCKaA U cTaMbeHa HecaMoCTall-
HOCT, MOTY KOJ, offpeheHNX KaTeropuja Maaiux /byfy Ie/IOBATU Y TIPABIy Of/Iararma M
ozbanyBama 6pavuHMX U POLUTEbCKUX yyora. Vmak, pesyaTat UCTpaxuBama yyhyjy Ha
TO JIa ¥ HeKV TPAJMIVIOHA/IHY, PEIUTUjCKH, KyNTYPOJIOIIKY, COLIMjaTHU YTHULIAj! jOIT YBEK
UIMajy jaKy yIIory y o6MKOBamy CTaBOBA U TIOHAIaka MIaAVX byau. Hanme, Tum Hacerba
IOKa3yje ce Kao 3HavyajHa AeTepMIHAHTa OPavHOT ¥ PEPOyKTUBHOT TOHAIIIAba M/IA/IX.

Y uctpaxxuamy cy yTBpheHe cTaTUCTUYKM 3HaUajHe pas/MKe Koje TOBOpe O U3pasKe-
HMjeM NIPUCYCTBY TPaAUIMOHAHIX CTaBOBa 11 06pasalia IIOHAIIamba KOJl CEOCKe OMIaJiiHe
y OHOCY Ha Trpaficky. Te pasmuke cBakako ce MOTy 06jaCHUTI TPagULIMOHATHIM Bpefi-
HOCHIUM OpMjeHTallMjaMa U TOMUHAaHTHOM Je/IoBaky MaTpujapXaTHuX obpasalia MOHa-
IIamba, KOji ce HeTyjy IyTeM MOPOINYHNUX ay TOPUTETA, IOKATHOT jaBHOT MIbEeha 1 CyCef-
CTBa KOJI MIaJIUX U3 CeJla, OHOCHO CaBPEMEHUjUM BPeJHOCTUMA U (PIeKCUOVITHUJUM,
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€Ta/IMTapHMjIM MOJIE/IIMA IIOHAIIAbA, KOjU Cy 3aCTYIUbEHNU) U Y IOPOAUYHIM KPYTOBIMA 1
OKpYXXemy rpajicke omnazuae. CTora cy, HeOCIIOPHO, TOpeT] yBaKaBara eKOHOMCKIX (ak-
TOpa, IPUXBAT/bMBI M CTABOBY ayTOPa KOjU MCTUYY 3HAYaj KY/ATYPOIOIIKIX YMHI/IALIA.
Pesynratu Takobe mokasyjy fa je 6paduHa 3ajefHMIIA HE3HATHO BHUIIE 3aCTYIUBEHA Y
ceIty, JOK y IIoI/Iefy Koxaburanuja Hema pasyuke. OcyM Tora, M3BaHOPauYHO POIUTE/LCTBO
3aCTyIUbeHHje je KO MIaiuX y ceiy. YodaBa ce, TakoDe, 1a ceocka OM/IafiiiHa CBe BUIIE
IPUXBaTa HICKe PEIPOYKTVBHE HOPMe I OfiTake 6pak ¥ poiuTe/bcTBO. OBY pesynTaTi
yKasyjy Ha TO [ja CeJIo Kao 13BOp 3a 0OHaB/bame cTaHoBHuLITBA (Mitrovié, 2015, str. 77)
HOJIaKO II0Ka3yje TeHfeHLujy fa npecyum. ITorphyje ce, fakie, fa ce 6payHo 1 pernpo-
IYKTUBHO IIOHAIIaibe M/IaJMX Y Cely OfiBJja y IPaBLY AeTMMIIHO MOIU(PUKOBAHOT Tpa-
IUIVMOHATHOT Mofiena. EBuenTan packopak nsMely BpeHOBamba 1 IPAKTUKOBAHba KOJ
ceocke oMnajuHe, Tj. usmely ctaBoBa u mpakce, ynyhyje Ha sak/byJak fa Cy HBUX0Ba
U3MerbeHa [IOHaIIaba Ipe MOC/IeIa HeMOryhHOCTI peanm3aanyje iyjbeBa MIUTH OCTBa-
perba BPETHOCTH Y HEITOBO/bHOM COLIMOEKOHOMCKOM KOHTEKCTY. BpojHa cy ncTpakubama
KOja FOBOPE O JIOIIMM YC/IOBMMA XKMBOTA Y CEOCKMM IIPOCTOPMMA, KaO ¥ O HEIIOBOJbHITjEM
€KOHOMCKOM IIOJIOXKAjy CEOCKOT ¥ OHOCY Ha Ipaficko ctaHoBHUIITBO (Bogdanov, 2007;
Cvejic et al, 2010; Moji¢, 2012; Naumovi¢ & Petkovi¢, 2011, 2016; Tomanovi¢ & Stanojevic,
2015; Zivkov et al, 2012). /1 mopep Tora, Kako MOKasyje OBO, a/li U IPyTa UCTPAKUBAba,
Meby ceockuM cTaHOBHUIITBOM jollI yBeK je Behu polleHaT OHUX KOjy CY IIOCTa/IN POJM-
te/bu. OHU Ce 3a TY Y/IOTY OIIy4yjy paHMmje Y OGHOCY Ha IPaficko CTaHOBHMIITBO. Takobe,
bepTunMTET CEOCKMX KEeHa 3HAYAjHO je BUIIM Hero GepTUINTET KeHa y TpajjoBUMa
(Bubalo & Zivkovi¢, 2015; Mitrovié, 2015; Pesi¢, 2016; Rasevié, 2015; Stankovié, 2015).
[Tapapmoxc fa ce HajBuIIe fele paha y cupoMallHUM IIOpOJMIIaMa 1 Y pypalHUM IIPO-
cropuma, Mehy oHMMa Koju 06jeKTMBHO MMajy HajMarbe OBO/BHIUX YC/IOBA 3a TO, MOXe
ce 00jaCHUTH U Jla/be 3HAYajHUM J[ielI0BabeM TPafLIMOHATHUX BPeTHOCHUX OpUjeHTa-
Ija ¥ HaTpujapXaaHux obpasala HOHAIIaka. [IpeMa TOMe, MOXKe Ce IIPeTIIOCTABUTH fIa
je MonmduKOBaH MOJIeN MOHAIIAKkA MIAJMX U3 Cefla TIpe M3pa3 Hy>KHOCTH U Peakiuje Ha
CTPYKTYpHe Oapiujepe Hero pesy/arar 3HauajHHUjer yCBajamba CaBPeMEHIX BPEIHOCTH Koje
UMajy CHary Jla IeTepPMUHMUINY MTOHalIamke. OBaKkBa IPETIIOCTaBKA CBAKAKO 3aXTeBa HOBA
UCTPaXXMBaba, Koja he Ha OCHOBY afileKBaTHMX eMIIMPHjCKMX MeTOfIa ¥ aHa/IN3a OfiTOBO-
puTH Ha IMTambe: [la I ce pajiv 0 CBeCHOM U300y, WINM Ce IaK pajiy O IIPUHYAU U CITy4ajy?
Ha ocHoBy cBera HaBefieHOr MOXKe Ce 3aK/by4IMTH /Ia TUII Hace/ba IIPEeJCTaB/ba 3Ha-
JajHUjy leTepPMUHAHTY BpeHOBama (Ha HMBOY CBECTH U CTABOBA) HETO MPAKTUKOBAkba
oppehennx Mopesra GpadHOr ¥ peIPOAYKTUBHOT TOHaIIama. VsMeby ocraor, youene pa-
3/IMKe KOJl BpeHOBalba [TOKa3ajie Cy Ce Kao CPefiibe U BE/NKE, a PETUCTPOBaHA II0BE3a-
HocT usMeby TiIIa Hacesba M ITAHMPAHOT ¥ OCTBAPEHOT OPAYHOT 1 PEIIPOJYKTUBHOT IIOHA-
Iama [I0Ka3aja ce Kao Kopeanyja Majior nHTeH3uTeTa. Ha kpajy, moTpe6Ho je jou jex-
HOM HaIlOMeHyTH fia 6paYHO 1 PeIIPOYKTHBHO MOHAIIAbE MMa LIMPOKY U BeOMa CTIOKEHY
IETEPMUHIUCTIYKY OCHOBY, ¥ [Ja (beTOBO KOMIIJIEKCHO MICTPKMBAKE 3aXTeBa MICIIUTIBAbE
MHOIITBA Pa3MUINTUX PaKTOpa (COLMOKYATYPHIMX, COLMOEMOrPaCKIX, COLIMIOCKOHOM-
CKIIX, [ICUXOJIOLIKIX, GVO/IOIIKIX), KA0 U UCINTHBAbE BIX0Be Mel)ycoOHe MoBe3aHOCTIL.
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TYPE OF SETTLEMENT AS A DETERMINANT OF MARITAL AND
REPRODUCTIVE BEHAVIOUR OF YOUNG PEOPLE?

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: The paper explores the importance of the type of settlement for marital and
reproductive behaviour of young people. More specifically, it examines the differences in
the evaluation and practice of certain forms of marital and reproductive behaviour between
young people living in different types of settlements. The data were collected with the aid of
quantitative techniques like surveys and scaling. The research was conducted in the region
of Southern and Eastern Serbia. The quota sample consisted of the total of 500 respondents,
aged from 15 to 35 years. The results of the research show that the type of settlement is an
important determinant, but more for the purpose of evaluation than for practising certain
models of marital and reproductive behaviour of young people. Young people living in vil-
lages are more loyal to the traditional values in terms of marriage and parenthood, while
young people living in the city tend to embrace modern values. However, practice shows
that rural youth, besides maintaining traditional patterns of behaviour, also manifests cer-
tain deviations from them (like postponement of marriage and parenthood, reduced repro-
ductive norms, cohabitation and out-of-wedlock parenting).

Keywords: young people, village, city, marriage, parenthood

Introduction and theoretical-empirical research framework

The adoption of low reproductive norms, postponement of childbirth, i.e. postponement
of the time for the first childbirth and increasing out-of-wedlock childbirth are basic charac-
teristics of young people’s reproductive behaviour in Serbia. Moreover, there is also the phe-
nomenon of giving up, or renunciation of childbirth/parenthood. In the domain of marriage
and partnership, changes take place in the direction of the decreasing number of young peo-
ple who have actually concluded marriage, the increased average age for marriage conclusion,
i.e. postponement of marriage, as well as giving up the marital union, the increasing number

! gasapesic@gmail.com

2 The paper is based on the results of the research conducted for the purpose of writing the doctoral
dissertation entitled “Social Determinants of Marital and Reproductive Behaviour of Young People
in Southeast Serbia’, defended at the Faculty of Philosophy, the University in Ni$, and contains part
of the findings presented in it. https://nardus.mpn.gov.rs/handle/123456789/17496
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of divorced people, and practising extramarital forms of partnership. In that manner, Serbia
is coming closer to the marital and reproductive model of the developed European coun-
tries. As a consequence of such behaviour of the young, the fertility level decreases below the
necessary level for simple reproduction, and the negative natural population growth appears,
which, together with the negative migration balance, results in depopulation.

In literature there are numerous theories attempting to explain the changes in the
domain of marriage and reproduction. Most of them can generally be divided into those
that prioritize certain factors (socio-economic or socio-cultural) and those that try to
explain the changes by integrating (these and some other) factors. Accordingly, the first
group of theories would include: the (first) demographic transition theory (Landry 1934,
1949; Notestein 1945, 1950, 1953; Thompson 1944, 1950), microeconomic theory (Becker,
1960, 1976, 1981; Becker & Lewis, 1973; Easterlin, 1973, 1974, 1975, 1976; Leibenstein,
1957, 1974, 1978), ideational-cultural theory (Cleland & Wilson, 1987) and the second
demographic transition theory (Van de Kaa, 1987, 2001; Leastheaghe & Van de Kaa, 1986;
Leastheaghe, 1992; Leastheaghe & Surkyn, 1988). In an attempt to explain the changes in
marital and reproductive behaviour, the second demographic transition theory includes
several factors and their interaction. However, the emphasis is placed on the socio-cultural
aspect or, more precisely, the change in values. In that respect, this theory can be classi-
fied among ideational-cultural theories. Another group of authors and/or theories strive
towards the explanation that involves the combination of several factors, and thus towards
the revision of the above-listed theories. For example, the (first) demographic transition
theory, according to which the demographic transformation is under the direct influence
of socio-economic determinants, is opposed by Coale (Coale, 1973) who, based on the
research’, shows that there is no automatism between the economic growth and the fertil-
ity level. His revision of the (first) demographic transition theory includes both economic
and cultural dimensions in the explanation of democratic changes. Bulatao (Bulatao, 1984)
is one of the demographists who tried to overcome the limitations of the microeconomic
theories, by including, apart from economic, socio-psychological and cultural factors in
decision-making about childbirth. Moreover, the complex combination of the factors affect-
ing marital and reproductive behaviour is also proved by the paradigm resources-limita-
tions-behaviour (Hoffmann-Nowotny, 1987; Hoffmann-Nowotny & Fux, 2001).

It is evident that there is disagreement among the authors, i.e. that there is not a sin-
gle adequate theory for exploring the above-mentioned demographic changes. Marital and
reproductive behaviour is rather complex and determined by various factors. Accordantly,
its complex exploration and understanding is possible only through taking into consider-
ation the postulates of several theoretical orientations and in cooperation with many sci-
ences (demography, sociology, economics, psychology, biology, medicine etc.).

The specific nature of sociological research is reflected in emphasizing social condi-
tionality, i.e. studying social determinants of marital and reproductive behaviour. Since
the analysis of social conditionality of marital and reproductive behaviour is too extensive
a task for empirical research, the research attention in this paper is focused on the explo-
ration of one social, or more precisely, socio-demographic, as well as socio-cultural deter-
minant - the type of settlement young people live in.

3 Starting from the West Europe history, Coale initiated a large study aimed at reexamining the
demographic transition theory in Princeton in 1963. A comparative study was conducted in 700
European provinces and lasted for more than two decades.
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According to the data of the Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia, many authors
show that the type of settlement determines the differences in marital and reproductive
behaviour. In urban settlements, there is a higher percentage of common-law marriages
and divorces (Stankovi¢, 2015, p. 206). In comparison to the young in the city, there is a
higher percentage of the young in the village deciding to conclude marriage and doing it
at an earlier age (Pesi¢, 2016, p. 29). Speaking of parenthood/childbirth, a higher degree
of childbirth is characteristic for women in rural settlements, while in urban settlements
there is a higher share of women who have no children or have only one child (Bubalo and
Zivkovi¢, 2015, p. 33; Mitrovi, 2015, p. 76; Ragevi¢, 2015, p. 92). In addition to the fact that
women from the village are involved in reproduction on a larger scale and have a larger
number of children, they tend to do it at an earlier age in comparison to women from the
city (Pesi¢, 2016, p. 30). The results of sociological research show that young people from
the village more often plan to start a family (Moji¢, 2012, p. 86), and also that there is a
larger number of young parents in the village than in the city (Tomanovi¢ and Stanojevic,
2015, p. 51). Moreover, young people from the village assess that the ideal age for getting
married is substantially earlier in comparison to the opinion of young people in the city
(Tomanovi¢ and Stanojevi¢, 2015, p. 48).

Based on the above-mentioned, it is assumed that traditional attitudes and norms are
still present among the village youth when it comes to marriage and reproduction, so that
accordingly there are certain forms of marital and reproductive behaviour. In addition, it
is necessary to explore the partially modified model of behaviour in the village. Namely,
some studies show that in rural settlements, apart from traditional behaviour models (such
as universality of marriage, marriage as a framework for childbirth), there are also mod-
ernized elements, which implies more frequent postponement of marriage and childbirth
(Ciki¢, 2017, pp. 118-119), as well as having a smaller number of children (Mitrovi¢, 2015,
p- 73; Novakov, 2011, pp. 183-184). Furthermore, there is an indication of the relatively
higher presence of cohabitation (Petrovi¢, 2011, p. 66) and childbirth in common-law mar-
riages (Stankovi¢ and Penev, 2010, p. 4) among women living in rural settlements.

The above-listed theories, statistical data and results of earlier studies constitute the
starting basis on which the research was planned. An attempt was made to supplement
findings and get a more comprehensive picture of the differences in young people’s mari-
tal and reproductive behaviour according to the type of settlement they live in.

Research methodology

In the research, the differences have been explored in the evaluation and practice of
some forms of marital and reproductive behaviour between young people living in differ-
ent types of settlements. The data have been collected with the aid of quantitative tech-
niques - survey and scaling.

The dependent variables in the evaluation analysis of marital and reproductive
behaviour consist of four scales. Each scale contains three attitudes and/or items. The
respondents were presented these attitudes and asked to express the degree of their agree-
ment with each of them on Likert five-point scale. After the examination, all negatively for-
mulated attitudes were reversed and the reliability of the measurement scale was checked
up. Cronbach’s alpha coefficient is over 0.7 in all four scales, which shows quite good
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reliability and internal agreement within each scale (DeVellis, 2012). The range of poten-
tial values on each scale is from 3 to 15, whereas the theoretical mean value dividing the
scale into two poles is 9.

The marriage evaluation scale contains the following attitudes: 1. Marriage is sacred,
2. Everyone should live in marriage, and 3. Marriage is an outdated institution. Cronbach’s
alpha coefficient speaks of the high reliability of this scale (a=0.836).

The cohabitation evaluation scale includes the following attitudes: 1. It is alright
for two people to live together before getting married, 2. It is alright for a couple to live
together although they do not intent to get married, and 3. It is shameful to live in a com-
mon-law marriage. Here, Cronbach’s coefficient is of slightly lower, but satisfactory reli-
ability (a=0.706).

The evaluation scale of the traditional pattern of childbirth/parenthood consists of
the following statements: 1. Parenthood is the most important thing in life, 2. Childbirth is
very important for marriage to function, and 3. There should be as many children as pos-
sible so that we can survive as a nation (a=0.722).

The evaluation scale of out-of-wedlock parenthood contains the following statements:
1. It is alright to be a parent in a common-law union, 2. It is alright for a woman/man to
have the role of a single mother/father, and 3. It is shameful for a woman to have a child
out of wedlock (a=0.714).

The dependent variables used in the analysis of the practice refer to the realized,
planned, desired or ideal marital and reproductive behaviour of the respondents:

« realized (marital/partnership status, the age for concluding marriage, parental sta-

tus, the age for parenthood, the number of respondents’ children);

« planned (marriage plans, cohabitation tendencies, parenthood plans), and

« ideal and desired behaviour (the desired number of children, the ideal number of

children, the ideal age for a woman to get married, the ideal age for a man to get
married, the woman’s ideal age for the first childbirth).

An independent variable in all the analyses is the type of settlement: the city and the
village.

In the categorization of the space into urban and rural settlements, the applicable sta-
tistical criterion of the Republic of Serbia was applied, according to which all settlements
that have not been declared to be urban will be classified as others, so they are automati-
cally considered rural/village settlements®.

The research was conducted in the region of Southern and Eastern Serbia, in 9 sta-
tistical districts (NiSava, Toplica, Jablanica, Pirot, Brani¢evo, Podunavlje, Bor, Zaje¢ar and
P¢inj). The quota sample consisted of the total of 500 respondents. Due to increasingly fre-
quent postponement of marriage and parenthood, the phenomenon of “extended youth”
(Ule, 1988), the respondents were aged between 15 and 35. The research was conducted in
the period from September 2018 to June 2019.

4 In our statistics, until the 1982 census, the settlements were classified into urban, rural and mixed,
and the classification criteria were the size of a settlement and the ration between the agricultural
and total population. Unfortunately, this approach was abandoned, and all the following censuses
(from 1991 onwards) applied the division into “urban” and “other” settlements; in this way, the
previously important category of “mixed settlements” was lost, as well as the possibility to conduct
a more accurate analysis of village deagrarization and depopulation.
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Research results

The general hypothesis of the research is: There are differences in the evaluation and
practice of certain models of young people’s marital and reproductive behaviour in relation to
the type of settlement they live in. This hypothesis contains several separate hypotheses, so
the research results will be presented in line with them.

Speaking of the differences in the evaluation of different forms of marital and repro-
ductive behaviour between young people according to the type of settlement, the hypoth-
eses are as follows:

Hypothesis 1: Young people from the village value marriage and childbirth/parent-
hood in traditional terms more than young people from the city.

Hypothesis 2: Young people from the city value cohabitation and out-of-wedlock par-
enthood more than young people from the village.

The research results confirm the established hypotheses. Marriage is valued more by
young people from the village (AS=12.47, SD=2.914) in comparison to young people in
the city (AS=10.39, SD=3.473). Traditional forms of childbirth/parenthood is also more
valued by the respondents living in the village (AS=12.70, SD=2.350) than by those living
in the city (AS=10.64, SD=3.007). Cohabitation is more valued by the young from the city
(AS=12.64, SD=2.345) than by the respondents from the village (AS=10.37, SD=2.967).
Moreover, out-of-wedlock parenthood is more valued by the young in the city (AS=11.84,
SD=2.732) in comparison to those in the village (AS=9.66, SD=2.879). All these differences
show statistical significance (p=0.000). The eta squared value shows that the differences are
moderate in the evaluation of marriage (’=0.09), somewhat more pronounced, but still
mean-size differences when it comes to childbirth/parenthood in traditional terms and in
the evaluation of out-of-wedlock parenthood (n?=0.12), while the evaluation of cohabita-
tion shows a large difference (n?=0.14) ((abled).

Hypothesis 3: There are differences in the young people’s marital/partnership status
according to the type of settlement they live in. There is a higher percentage of married
people living in the village than among young people in the city.

The research results show that there was a slightly higher percentage of married young
people among the respondents in the village (28.4%) than among the respondents in the
city (22.5%). However, the common-law union is almost equally present among the respon-
dents in the village (9.3%) and the respondents in the city (9.1%). There are more people
who are not married in the city (68.4%) than in the village (62.3%) ([Table2). Still, these dif-
ferences have not proved to be statistically significant (x*=2.412, (N=500), df=2, p=0.299).

Hypothesis 4: Among young people in the village, there is a higher percentage of par-
ents than among young people in the city.

The assumed difference has been confirmed in the research. Namely, young people in
the village are parents in 32.6% cases, while young people in the city are parents in 19.3%
cases ([Table 3)). The chi-squared test (with Yates’ Correction for Continuity) shows that
these differences are statistically significant (x*=10.796, (N=500), df=1, p=0.001). The phi
correlation coefficient shows the association of low intensity (phi=-0.152).

As far as the form of parenthood is concerned, the traditional pattern of the rela-
tion between marriage and childbirth prevails among youth: most parents (88.8%) realize
the parenthood role within the marital union. The number of those who become parents
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outside the marital union is really small - 14 (11.2%) in total, but the data show that most
of them (11) come from the village, while only three of them come from the city.

Hypothesis 5: Young people in the village have a larger actual, ideal, desired and
planned number of children in comparison to young people in the city.

The average number of children of young people living in the city is 1.47, while that
average is higher among young parents in the village and amounts to 1.73. The indepen-
dent-samples T test shows a statistically significant difference (t=-2.386, p=0.019), while
eta squared shows that the difference is small (n?=0.04) (Table 4). The ideal number of chil-
dren is 2.20 according to the respondents from the city, and 2.66 according to those from
the village. There is also a significant difference established here (t=-7.325, p=0.000), while
eta squared shows the mean difference (1°=0.09). The desired number of children among
young people from the city is 2.09, and among those in the village 2.60. T test shows a
similar result regarding the desired number of children (t=-7.813, p=0.000, >=0.10). The
planned number of children is 1.87 for the respondents in the city, and 2.33 for those in
the village. This difference is also statistically different (t=-7.415, p=0.000), while here eta
squared also shows a moderate difference (n?=0.09) (Table3).

Hypothesis 6: Young people in the village get married and become parents at an ear-
lier age in comparison to young people in the city.

The results in [Table  show that the average age for concluding marriage among young
people in the village is 24.7, while that average age is slightly higher among young people
in the city - 26.48. This difference proved to be statistically significant (t=2.236, p=0.027),
while eta squared shows that the difference is small (1=0.03).

The average age when young people in the village become parents is 25.86, in com-
parison to 27.16 among young people in the city. However, this difference does not prove
to be statistically significant (t=1.821, p=0.071) (Table7).

Hypothesis 7: Young people in the village think that the ideal age for getting married
and having children is earlier than the ideal age in the opinion of young people in the city.

The average value of the ideal time for a woman to get married is 23.71 years among
the respondents in the village, while that age is slightly higher among the respondents in the
city, so the average value is 26.33 years. According to T test, there is a statistically significant
difference (t=10.595, p=0.000). The difference is visible and also statistically significant in
the perception of the best age for men getting married, the average of which in the village is
27.93, and in the city 29.76 (t=7.055, p=0.000). The results confirm the hypothesis regard-
ing the ideal age for the first childbirth, the average value of which is 24.51 for rural youth,
while city youth finds that the best age for childbirth is somewhat higher, with the aver-
age value of 26.88. The difference also proves to be statistically significant here (t=10.013,
p=0.000). Eta squared shows a moderate difference when it comes to the perception of the
ideal age for getting married for men (n>=0.09) and large differences in the perception of
the ideal age for getting married for women (>=0.18) and childbirth (n?>=0.16) (Table§).

Hypothesis 8: There are differences in marriage planning among young people
depending on the type of settlement they live in: Among young people in the village, there
are more those who plan marriage than among young people living in the city.

The research results ((Table 9) show that the percentage of those who plan to get mar-
ried soon is doubled among the respondents in the village (31.8%). On the other hand,
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there is a higher percentage of the respondents in the city who do not plan or do not think
about marriage, as well as those postponing its conclusion. These differences have proved
to be statistically significant (x*=16.861, (N=375), df=2, p=0.000), while the association
degree indicators indicate the correlation of low-intensity (V=0.212, C=0.207).

Hypothesis 9: Young people from the city show a more pronounced tendency to live
in cohabitation as compared to young people in the village.

The research shows that a slightly higher percentage of young people in the city (58.2%)
are willing to live in cohabitation before getting married, as compared to the percentage of
young people in the village (52.6%). The differences are more visible when it comes to the
acceptance of cohabitation as a permanent form of partner life, as well as the rejection of
cohabitation. Namely, more than one third of the respondents from the city (35.6%) are
willing to live in cohabitation permanently, while that share is less than one fifth among the
respondents from the village (16.3%). Almost one third of the respondents from the village
(31.1%) do not accept to live with a partner before getting married, while there are only 6.2%
of those among the respondents from the city (Table 10). The chi-squared test confirms the
statistical significance of the difference (x’=41.275, (N=329), df=2, p=0.000), while Cramér’s
indicator of association and contingency coefficient point to the correlation of mean intensity
between the type of settlement and willingness to live in cohabitation (V=0.354, C=0.334).
Therefore, the above-established hypothesis can be confirmed since young people in the city
are more willing to live in cohabitation, both temporarily and permanently, while among
young people in the village there is a more pronounced tendency of rejecting cohabitation.

Hypothesis 10: There is a difference in parenthood planning among young people in
relation to the type of settlement they live in: young people in the city tend to postpone
parenthood more than young people in the village.

The research results (Table 11)) show that among rural youth there is a higher percent-
age of the respondents who plan or expect children soon, while among city youth there is
a higher percentage of those who do not plan or think about parenthood at all. The dif-
ferences have proved to be statistically significant (x*=10.278, (N=375), df=2, p=0.006).
Cramér’s indicator of association and contingency coefficient point to the correlation of
low intensity between the type of settlement and parenthood planning (V=0.120, C=0.167).

Discussion

The type of settlement young people live in has proved to be a relevant determinant
for their marital and reproductive behaviour. It has a particular relevance to the evalua-
tion of the tested models of behaviour. Statistically significant (mean and large) differences
have been registered in the fact that marriage and traditional form of childbirth i.e. par-
enthood in marriage, are valued more in the village, while cohabitation and out-of-wed-
lock parenthood are valued more in the city.

Regarding the realized and planned marital and reproductive behaviour, the results
show that among young people in the village (as compared to young people in the city), there
are substantially more parents, more people who plan marriage and parenthood soon, as well
as those who refuse to live in cohabitation. Moreover, young people in the village perceive
the ideal age for marriage and parenthood much earlier and they actually get married earlier.
In addition, it has been registered that they have a larger ideal, desired, planned and realized
number of children. In contrast, there are much fewer parents among young people from
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the city; they tend to postpone marriage or, more precisely, they get married and plan to
get married at an older age. It can be seen that they have more pronounced indifferent and
negative attitudes when it comes to marriage and parenthood planning. They are also more
willing to live in cohabitation, both temporarily and permanently. In comparison to young
people from the village, they have substantially lower reproductive norms. The above-listed
differences are statistically significant, while the association between the type of settlement
and the tested variables proves to be the correlation of low intensity.

These results can be explained both by the influence of traditional/patriarchal values
pursued in the rural family and environment, as well as by narrow opportunities of choice,
smaller desires and needs of young people in the village, which leads to their making an
earlier and “easier” decision get married and become parents. The larger planned and real-
ized number of children among young people in the village can also be explained by the fact
that they value the “quality” of children less and the quantity, i.e. the number of children
more. On the other hand, young people from the city want to improve the quality of life
for their children (through proper diet, health, education, accommodation, holiday, social-
izing, sports, excursions, travel etc.), and that is why they decide to have fewer children.

The above-listed results speaking about the persistence of traditional values and
behaviours among rural youth are in line with the analyses conducted by other authors
(Bubalo and Zivkovi¢, 2015; Mitrovi¢, 2015; Moji¢, 2012; Pesié, 2016; Rasevié, 2015; Stan-
kovi¢, 2015; Tomanovi¢ and Stanojevi¢, 2015). Furthermore, the research results show that
among young people in the village there are also certain deviations from traditional models
of behaviour. Namely, cohabitation is equally present in the village as in the city, while out-
of-wedlock parenthood is even more present among young people in the village. In addition,
there is also a tendency among rural youth to postpone/delay getting married and realiz-
ing the parenthood role, and also getting closer to the reproductive model with the smaller
number of children. Therefore, in the village, at the level of the attitudes, marriage and par-
enthood are preserved in traditional terms, while at the level of behaviour there are also both
cohabitation and out-of-wedlock parenthood. This may indicate that such behaviours of
rural youth are primarily their response to unfavourable structural socio-economic condi-
tions they live in, rather than the result of their choices, which is in line with the opinion of
other others who have dealt with this problem (Petrovi¢, 2011; Stankovi¢ and Peneyv, 2010).

Conclusion

Young people’s attitude to partnership, marriage and childbirth/parenthood should
not be simply reduced solely to the effects of economic, cultural or other determinants. It
is more appropriate to say that this attitude depends on different variables among which
there may be some interaction. It is impossible to reject the fact that the poor economic
situation, i.e. structural obstacles, such as unemployment, difficulty in resolving the hous-
ing matters, low earnings, poor material situation in the country, unsatisfactory economic
standard, lack of financial and housing independence, can affect certain categories of young
people in such a manner as to direct them towards postponement or rejection of marital
and parental roles. Nevertheless, the research results also indicate that some traditional,
religious, cultural and social effects can still have a strong role in the formation of attitudes
and behaviours of young people. Namely, the type of settlement proves to be a relevant
determinant of young people’s marital and reproductive behaviour.
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The research has established statistically significant differences that speak of the more
pronounced presence of traditional attitudes and behaviour patterns among rural youth
in comparison to city youth. Those differences can definitely be explained by traditional
value orientations and dominant effects of patriarchal behaviour patterns which are pur-
sued through family authority, local public opinion and neighbourhood among young
people in the village, i.e. more modern values and more flexible and egalitarian behaviour
models which are more prevalent in family circles and environment of city youth. That is
why, apart from considering economic factors, the attitudes of those authors who empha-
size the significance of cultural factors are indisputably acceptable as well.

The results also show that the marital union is more present in the village, while there
is no difference regarding cohabitation. In addition, out-of-wedlock parenthood is more
present among young people in the village. It can also be observed that rural youth is grad-
ually accepting low reproductive norms and postponing marriage and parenthood. These
results indicate that the village as a source for population renewal (Mitrovi¢, 2015, p. 77) is
slowly showing the tendency of drying up. Therefore, marital and reproductive behaviour
of young people in the village proves to go in the direction of the partly modified tradi-
tional model. The evident discrepancy between the evaluation and practice among rural
youth, i.e. between the attitudes and the practice, leads to a conclusion that their modi-
fied behaviours are primarily the consequence of their inability to achieve goals and/or
values in the unfavourable socio-economic context. Numerous studies speak about poor
living conditions in rural regions, as well as about the more unfavourable economic posi-
tion of rural population in comparison to city population (Bogdanov, 2007; Cveji¢ et al,
2010; Moji¢, 2012; Naumovi¢ and Petkovi¢, 2011, 2016; Tomanovi¢ and Stanojevi¢, 2015;
Zivkov et al, 2012). Nevertheless, according to this and other studies, there is still a higher
percentage of those who have become parents in rural population. They choose that role
earlier than city population. Moreover, rural womens fertility is substantially higher than
that of women in the city (Bubalo and Zivkovi¢, 2015; Mitrovié, 2015; Pesi¢, 2016; Rasevi¢,
2015; Stankovi¢, 2015). The paradox of the greatest number of children being born in poor
families and in rural regions, among those people who objectively have the least favour-
able conditions, can be explained by still significant influence of traditional value orien-
tations and patriarchal behaviour patterns. Therefore, it may be assumed that the modi-
fied behaviour model of the village youth is an expression of necessity and response to the
structural barriers rather than the result of the more substantial adoption of modern values
with the power to determine behaviour. This assumption definitely demands new research
that will, based on adequate empirical methods and analyses, answer the question: Is it a
conscious choice, or coercion and accident instead?

On the basis of the above-mentioned, it can be concluded that the type of settlement
constitutes a more important determinant of evaluation (at the level of awareness and
attitudes) than of practicing certain models of marital and reproductive behaviour. The
observed differences in evaluation have, inter alia, transpired to be mean and large, while
the registered association between the type of settlement and the planned and realized mar-
ital and reproductive behaviour has transpired to be the correlation of low intensity. In the
end, it should be noted once again that marital and reproductive behaviour has a broad and
rather complex determinist basis, and that its complex research requires exploring a large
number of different factors (socio-cultural, socio-demographic, socio-economic, psycho-
logical, and biological), as well as exploring their interconnectedness.
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[TPMJIOT / APPENDIX

Tabena 1. Pasznuke y BpeIHOBa®Y pasnnauTux 06/1mKa 6padHor 1 PenpogyKTNBHOT
IHOHalllaka ITpeMa Tuiry Hacesba / Table 1. Differences in the evaluation of different forms
of marital and reproductive behaviour according to the type of settlement

Tvin Hacerba y KojeMm »Kuse mnagun/
Type of settlement young people t p n?
livein
[pap/City Ceno/Village
(n=285) (n=215)
AS SD AS SD
em HA3AL B 6 /
Evgﬁjﬁ%‘?‘a;emgfi';ze 10,39 | 3,473 | 12,47 | 2914 | -7,260 | 0,000 | 0,09
@ BACK
BpenHoBame
Koxabutauwje/Evaluation of | 12,64 | 2,345 10,37 | 2,967 | 9,268 | 0,000 0,14
cohabitation
BpeaHoBame
TpaauLMoHanHor obpacua
pahatba-pogutesbcrea/ 10,64 | 3,007 | 12,70 | 2,350 | -8,609 | 0,000 | 0,12
Evaluation of the traditional
pattern of birth/parenthood
BpenHoBahe poantesbcTBa
Bar Gpara/ 11,84 | 2732 | 966 | 2,879 | 8610 | 0,000 | 0,12
Evaluation of out-of-wed-
lock parenting
Tabesna 2. Bpaunu/mapTHepcKi cTaTyc npeMa Tuily Hacespa / Table 2. Marital/partner
status according to the type of settlement
BpauHu ctatyc/Marital status
sz?:F?ﬁma::;)J HeoxereHu-
Tun Hacerba y KOjEM y 6paKy/Married In common-law HeynaTg/
@ HA3AL XunBe Mnaau/ marriage Not married
Type of settlement
& BACK young people live in N % N % N %
lpan/City (n=285) 64 22,5 26 9,1 195 68,4
Ceno/Village (n=215) 61 28,4 20 9,3 134 62,3
YkynHo/Total 125 25,0 46 9,2 329 65,8
(N=500)
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Tabena 3. Pogure/pcku craryc npema tuiy Hacesba / Table 3. Parental status according to

the type of settlement
PoouTersckm ctatyc/Parental status
Tun Hacerba y Kojem xunBe mnagu/ PoauTers/ Huje poavTens/
4m HA3AD Type of settlemenitnyoung people live Parent Not parent
4= BACK N % N %
lpaa/City (n=285) 55 19,3 230 80,7
Ceno/Village (n=215) 70 32,6 145 67,4
YkynHo/Total (N=500) 125 25,0 375 75,0
Taberna 4. Pasznuke y crBapHOM 6pojy Helie mpema Tuiry Hacesba / Table 4. Differences in
the actual number of children according to the type of settlement
Tvn Hacerba y KojeM xunBe mnagn/
Type of settlement young people t p n?
livein
4= HA3AL lpap/City (n=55) Ceno/Village
n=70
= BACK (n=70)
AS SD AS SD
CrBapHu 6poj geue /
Actualnumberof | 47 | o504 | 173 | 0658 | 2386 | 0,019 | 0,04
children
(N=125)
Tabena 5. Pasnuke y neaHOM, Xe/beHOM, IUTAHIPAHOM OpOjy Aelie IpeMa TUILY Hace/ba
/ Table 5. Differences in the ideal, desired, planned number of children according to the
type of settlement
Tvin Hacerba y KojeM Xunse mnagu/
Type of settlement young people t p n?
livein
lpan/City Ceno/Village
4= HA3AL (n=285) (n=215)
AS SD AS SD
@ BACK -
MpeanHu 6poj peue/
Ideal number of children 2,20 | 0,708 | 2,66 | 0650 |-7,325| 0,000 | 0,09
(N=500)
KemeHu 6poj geue/
Desired number of children 209 | 0762 | 260 | 0675 | -7,813 | 0,000 | 0,10
(N=500)
MnaHunpaxn 6poj peue/
Planned number of children 1,87 | 069 | 233 | 0646 |-7415| 0,000 | 0,09
(N=500)
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Tabera 6. Pasnuke y rogiHamMa CKIanama Opaka mpeMa TUITY Hacesba /
Table 6. Differences in age when marrying according to the type of settlement

Tvin Hacerba y KojeMm »use mnagun/
Type of settlement young people P n?
livein
lpan/City Ceno/Village
(n=69) (n=63)
AS SD AS SD
lopnHe cknanaka npsor
6paka/Age at first marriage | 26,48 | 4,082 | 2497 | 3,637 | 2,236 | 0,027 0,03
(N=132)

Tabena 7. Pas/uke y TogyHaMa OCTBaperba POANTE/bCTBA IIpeMa TUITY Hacerba /
Table 7. Age difference between partners when becoming a parent according
to the type of settlement

Tvin Hacerba y KojeM »K1Be Mnagu
Type of settlement young people P n?
live in
[paa/City Ceno/Village
(n=55) (n=70)
AS SD AS SD
lognHe Kapa cy npsu nyT
noctanu poguterbu/
Age at which they became | 27,16 | 4,050 | 25,86 | 3,928 | 1,821 | 0,071 /
parents for the first time
(n=125)

Tabena 8. Pasnuke Y up€anHyiM rogHaMa 3a 6pa1< " pPOIUTE/BCTBO IIpEMa TUITY Haceba

/ Table 8. Differences in the ideal age for marriage and parenthood according to the type

of settlement
Tvn Hacerba y KojeM Kunse
mnagu/Type of settlement t p n?
young people live in
lpan/City | Ceno/Village
(n=285) (n=215)
AS SD AS SD
Haj6orbe ronre na ce xenaynal | 5 33| 5955 | 2371 | 2,637 |10,595| 0,000 | 0,18
Ideal age for a woman to get married
Haj6orbe rognHe aa ce myLikapat,
oxxeHu/ldeal age for a man to get 29,76 | 3,332 | 27,93 | 2,497 | 7,055 | 0,000 | 0,09
married
Haj6orbe rognHe aa »keHa poav npBo
nete/ldeal age for a woman to give 26,88 | 2,733 | 24,51 | 2,472 |10,013| 0,000 | 0,16
birth to a first child
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the type of settlement

Tabena 9. [TnaHoBu 3a 6pak mpema Tuiy Hacesba / Table 9. Marriage plans according to

MnaHoswu 3a 6pak/Marriage plans
He nnaHupa v,
onwwTe He NiaHNpa
YCKOPO, anviXemm 1 o e pasmuLLba o
Tun Hacerba y KojeM XunBe Mnanupa 6pak pa byne y bpaky/ 6paKy/
/ yckopo / Planning Not planning a .
em HA3AL hnaan amarriage soon | marriage soon, but Not planning or
Type of settlement young . ! thinking about
@BACK people live in would like ;0 be marriage at all
marrie
N % N % N %
r&afz/g;t)y 32 14,5 18 | 534 71 32,1
Cegf:/ Ygf‘)ge 49 31,8 71 46,1 34 22,1
yK’(R:%TS‘;ta' 81 216 189 | 504 105 28,0
Tab6ena 10. Tengennuje BanOpauHe 3ajemHMIlEe IpeMa TUITY Hacesba' / Table 10.
) P ) P y
Tendencies of a common-law marriage according to the type of a settlement’
BaH6pauHa 3ajegHuULa — TeHAeHUWje/
Common-law marriage - tendencies
Tun Hacerba *Kusenm 61 ca napTHepom Kusenun 6uy He 6u xunBenu ca
y Kojem xuBe y Koxabutauumju npe KoxabuTayumju MapTHepPOM Mpe Hero
mnagu/ 6paka/ TpajHo/ WITO cKone 6pak/
Type of settlement Would live with their Would live in Would not live with a
@ HA3AL young people partner in cohabitation cohabitation partner before getting
live in before marriage permanently married
@ BACK
N % N % N %
Mpan/City
(n=194) 113 58,2 69 35,6 12 6,2
Ceno/Village
(n=135) 71 52,6 22 16,3 42 311
y"’(ﬂ:‘s’/zg‘;ta' 184 55,9 91 27,7 54 164

! AHa/msa 06yxBara MCIUTAHNUKe KOj) HEMajy CTaTyC y OpadHO;j WM BaHOPAIHOj 3ajeJHILLIN.

! The analysis includes respondents with no marital or common-law marriage status.
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Tabena 11. IlnanoBu 3a pofUTe/bCTBO IpeMa Tuily Hacerba / Table 11. Parenthood

planning according to the type of settlement

Tvn Hacerba y Kojem
Xuse mnagu/
Type of settlement
young people live

MnaHoBu 3a popnTerbctBo/Parenthood planning

MnaHupa unn oyekyje
poANTE/bCTBO
yckopo/
Planning or expecting
parenthood soon

He nnaHupa yckopo,
anu xenu ga byne
popuTen/

Not planing
parenthood soon but
would like to become

YonwTe He nnaHnpa
VSN He pasMuLLIba O
poaunterbcty/ Not
planning or thinking
about parenthood

in atall
a parent
N % N % N %

Mpan/City

(h=230) 45 19,6 126 54,8 59 25,7
Ceno/Village

(n=145) 42 29,0 84 57,9 19 13,1
YkynHo/Total

(N=375) 87 23,2 210 56,0 78 20,8
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