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ITPOMEHE Y HAITMOHAJIHO]
CTPYKTYPU CTAHOBHUIITBA
CPBUJE IIOYETKOM 21. BEKA?

Cakerak: OCHOBHM IIW/b Pafia jecTe aHa/IM3a HAIMIOHA/IHE CTPYKTYpPe CTAHOBHUIITBA
Cpouje mpema ITommcy 2022. ropuHe 1 IpoMeHa Koje Cy ce JOrofIe off ImodeTka 21. Beka
(ITommc 2002. rogune) mo panac (ITommc 2022. rogune). Y MCTpaXkUBamwy ce IOIa3N
OJ] IPETIOCTABKE Jla Huje JOLUIO 10 3HaYajHUjUX IIPOMEHA Y HallMOHA/IHO] CTPYKTYpHK
craHoBHMIITBa Cpduje y ofHOCY Ha IIpeTXofHa aBa nomca (2002. n 2011), ann na je Ha
HIBOY OIIIITIHA MOTryhe younTyt Heke pasjuke. Y HOCMaTpaHOM IIepUORy Opoj CTaHOBHUKA
Cpduje cmamno ce 3a 850.998 cTaHOBHMKA. AHa/IM3a IIOfaTaKa [IOKa3aa je fia je KO CKOpo
CBIX €THIYKVX IPYIIA Y IIOCMaTpaHOM Iepuopy npumeheHo cMameme Opoja puIagHuKa.
ITosehao ce dpoj mpunagHyKa doIIbaUKe, POMCKe, a/IdaHCKe U PyCKe Hal[MOHATHOCTIL.
CBe eTHIUKe TPYIIe Cy CTapyje Y OGHOCY Ha IIPeTXOHe ITOIINCe.

KbyuHe peun: HauyoHanHa CTPyKTypa cTaHOBHMIITBA, Cpduja, MeTomomornja
momnuca, [Tormmc 2022

YBOIHA PASMATPAIHA

INopauy 3sBaHMYHE CTATUCTUKE O KAPAKTEPMCTMKAMa eTHIMYKE CTPYKType CTAHOBHM-
IITBA ITOYMBAjy HA aHATU3U eTHUUKUX 0de/e)kja: HallMOHA/IHEe IPUNIAJHOCTY, MaTePber
jesuka u BepoucnosecTu. OBU NOJALY He CIIafiajy Y OCHOBHe fieMorpadcke mofjaTKe o
CTaHOBHUIITBY, IIONYT II0JI, CTAPOCTH, LIKO/ICKe cipeMe, Beh y mogatHa odenexja, Te
CBaKa Jp>KaBa OfiTydyje fa yu he, 1 Ha KOju HauMH, IPUKYI/BATHU IOJATKE O HALMIOHAITHO]
CTPYKTypM CTAaHOBHMIITBA. Y 3eM/baMa EY KoHIenTu npukymbarma mojgaraka 0 Haluo-
Ha/IHOCTHU Cy Pas/MYUTH, @ Y 3aBMCHOCTH Off KapaKTepa MPUKYII/beHNX UEeHTUTETCKUX
HofaTaka y momycruma cTaHoBHMnTBa, CumoH (Simon, 2007) nspBaja Tpy TUIIA eBPOICKUX
Ip>KaBa: Ip)KaBe LIEHTPU y KOjUMa ce IIPUKYyIUbajynofannosemprpobema (EY 15 - des

' snezanas@ff.uns.ac.rs

> Jleo pajia je pesy/nTar pajia Ha IIpojekTy ,MebhyHaponne Murpanuje cryneHara y kontekcty Cpduje
u (pe)KOHCTpyKIMja MaeHTuTeTa: K/bydHa IUTama U eleMeHTH 3 jaBHe IIONUTHUKE , KOj) Y OKBUPY
ITporpama Vgenimuineiniu punancupa Poup 3a Hayky Penydnnke Cpduje.
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npxasa CesepHe EBporne u Typcka); IpykaBe MO3anIM y KOjiMa Ce MPUKYT/bajy IO O
HAI[VIOHAJIHOj/ € THUYKO]j TpUIafHoCTH i je3auky (bantiuke npxase, LlentpanHa u VMcrouna
Espoma u bankas); mocTMurpanuone, MyITHKYITypaHe Ap)KaBe y KOjuMa ce MPUKYIUbajy
HOJAL O eTHUYKOj IPUIAJHOCTH, PEIUIMjU U 3eM/b) pobema poputempa (YjennmeHo
KpamescTBo, Penrydnuka Vpcka, Xomanauja, ckaaguHaBcKe gpxase) (Simon, 2007).
Ha npumep, y @paHIifyckoj ce mogaum MpuKyIbajy Ha OCHOBY IIpe3/MeHa, reorpad)ckor
IIOpEK/Ia WM MPETXOMHOT IP>KaB/baHCTBa, y HeMaukoj ce momany 0 eTHMYKOM ITOPEKTTY
U pacy IIPUKYI/bajy Ha OCHOBY MUT'PALIMOHOT OpeK/a, a y C/I0BavYKOj Cé eTHULIUTET,
je3VK, peIUIyja U HalMOHA/IHA IPUIIAJHOCT IPEK/IAIajy U YjeqUIbeHN Cy Y KOHLENTY
Haunonanuoctu (Farkas, 2017, str. 11-12). V IlIBefickoj ce HAIMOHATHOCT IOCMATpa
KpO3 ,[IOIUTUYKM KOPEKTaH TEPMUH" — LIBEICKO U CTPAHO IIOPEKIIO, IOK Ce [0jaM pace
He noMube jep yuyhyje Ha pacusam (Isto, str. 13).

Y sem/paMa y KojuMa ce NPUKYIUbajy MOJALM O HALlMOHA/IHOj IPUIIaJJHOCTH T10-
TpedHa je IPeNM3HOCT Y TyMaderYy OBMX MOJaTaKa, HAPOUNTO Y APYUITBMMA XeTePOTeHOT
€THUYKOT CacTaBa, jep Ce Ha OCHOBY 3aK/by4aKa O €THMYKOj CTPYKTYPyU CTaHOBHUIITBA
IIOCTaB/bajy Pas/IMINTa IUTAKA, IO T OHMUX O IIPABMMA MAMHCKUX 3ajeJHNUIIA, CyBepe-
HIUTETA, Pa3IMYUTHUX BULOBA HUCKPUMMUHALMje M MOTYhHOCTU OYyBarba Pa3INIUTOCTH.
3Hauaj mpoyyaBara OBEe TeMe OITIe[]a C€ Y UMIbEHMLIM JIa je eTHIYKA XeTepOreHOCT BeoMa
BaKaH YMHUALL ,,APYLITBEHe CTBAPHOCTH caBpeMeHe Cpodnje jep moper BehmHcke Harm-
OHATHOCTY, Ty JKMBe U OpojHe HaIMOHATHe MamkIHe U3PpasnTo AudepeHIupane mpema
fieMorpaCKOM Pa3BUTKY, COIMOEKOHOMCKMM U KYITYPHO-I[UBIIN3AINjCKIM Kapak-
TepUCTUKAMA, PEJIUTUjU, TEPUTOPUjATHOM Pa3MENITajy, HALMOHATHOj eMaHIUITALMjI 1
nomutidkoj opranusosanocTu (Raduski, 2010, str. 249). ITpu odjalrmersy METOROIOTje
ITomyca 2022. ropuHe y Cpduju, y K13y 1 0 HaIMOHAIHOj CTPYKTYPY, HABOAMU Ce fia CY
HOZjaLl O HAIL[IOHA/IHOCTH ,,pe/IeBAaHTHI (CY) 3a carjiefjaBambe dPOjHOCTI U TePUTOPHjaIHe
BUCTPUdYLMje eTHMYKIUX 3ajeHILIA, IbJIXOBMX ileMorpadckmx, 00pasoBHIUX, APYLITBEHO-
-eKOHOMCKMX U IPYTUX KapaKTepPUCTHKA, Kao U 3a fledMHICabe U Peanusalyjy dpojHmx
CTpaTeryja 1 MOMUTHUKA 3a YHanpebemwe monoxaja HaumoHanHux MamuHa“ (RZS, 2023,
str. 8), Te ce TMMe odjalImbaBa 3Ha4Yaj IPUKYIUbakba OBUX ITofaTaka. [Jakie, pasjmmdnre
conmonemMorpadcke KapakTepUCTHKe HAI[MOHATHMX TPyIIa YMHEe OCHOBY 32 JOHOIIEHhe
PasINYUTHX Mepa y IOIY/TAlI0HOj, MUTPATOPHOj, MAlbUHCKO]j, 00Pa30BHOj IOMUTULV I
IPYTVIM TIOMUTHKAMA Vi CTPaTernjaMa, a HIIITa Make HICy OMTHe HU 3a M3pajy MpojeKIja
cranoBunintBa Cpduje (Raduski, 2013; Markovi¢ Krsti¢, 2021). IIpoctopHa pacrogena
ctagoBHMIITBa Cpduje mpeMa HAIMOHATHOCTY yOOUdajeHO M3a3MBa BENMUKO MHTEPECo-
Baibe KaKO CTPY4YHE I HaydHe jaBHOCTHU, TAKO U BE/IMKOT JIe/Ia jaBHOT MIberba, HAPOINUTO
HakoH pacnafia COP] koju je, mameby ocTanor, ycrmos/beH yIpaBo eTHINYKUM pasiyKaMa.
ITokasarerb BEIMKOT MHTEPECOBAbA 3a IIOJATKE O HAIIMOHA/IHOj IPUIIATHOCTH j€ U IIOJaTaK
Jla ce HAaKOH TIOMYICa CTAHOBHMINTBA ITPBO 08jaB/byjy MOfAIM O HAIMOHATHOj CTPYKTYPL.

Y cxmapmy ca HaBelleHUM, IIOCTAB/bEH j€ ¥ OCHOBHU IIW/b Pafia, aHa/INM3a pe3yaTara
IMonnca 2022. roguHe u npahemwe npomeHa y cTpykTypu craHoBHuimTBa Cpduje mpema
HAIVIOHAJTHOCTH Y TIPBe IBe fielleHuje 21. Beka, aHam30M 1 TopehemeM nmofaTaka momnmca
2002, 2011. n 2022. ropuHe.
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Ha kperame dpoja ImpuIajH1Ka Heke eTHIYKe TPYIIe Ie/yjy pas/manTy ieMorpadckn
U [pymTBeHn (paKTOpH, YMje je ieJIoBabe UCIIPEIUIETaHO, Te Ce He MOTY OfBOjeHO IT0CMa-
Tparyu. Ha mpoMeHe y HallOHA/IHOj CTPYKTYPH ITOCESHO [elyjy YMHIONM, Kao LITO CY:
eTHOfeMorpadcka KpeTama, OfHOCHO IIPUPOSHO KPeTathe CTAHOBHMIIITBA, HATA/INTET I
MOPTIMTET U MUTpalyje, a Hopel BbiiX, 3a Cpdujy, amm u apyre daKkaHCKe 3eM/be, 3HAYajHI
CY: €eTHOHAIIMOHA/THM, ICTOPMjCKY M KYITYPHU IIPOLECH, Kao ¥ IPOMEHE Y HaIlVIOHATHOM
onpenenery (Markovi¢ Krsti¢, 2021; Raduski, 2010; Bobi¢, 2007). Ox cymrtuHcKor 3Hadaja
je To IITO je ped 0 CI0QONHOj M3jaBM IOjeAMHALIA, a TO IIOfpa3yMeBa CTIOOOTHO OIpefe/berbe
y usjanmaBamy. CydjeKTHBHO OIlpefie/bebe IOaTHO OTe)kaBa IIpaherbe IpoMeHa y KpeTa-
By Opoja pas3IM4NTIX eTHUYKMX IpyIa. VICTo Tako, IpyMeHa CydjeKTUBHOT KpUTepujyMa
ozipebema HanoHaTHOCTY HaMehe MTamkbe O MIPeNCIUTUBAKY KBaUTETa U MOryhHOCTI
ymorpede OBUX HOJATAKA y HAYIHUM UCTPAKUBABUMA, A/ 1 Y CPepu KYITYPHOL, eKO-
HOMCKOT M1 IIeJIOKYITHOT ApyIITBeHor )XuBoTa (Knezevié, 2022, str. 126).

VsyseTHO WwIycTpaTuBaH IpuMep CTI0OOIHOT OIpefe/berba I0jeIHALIA Y M3jallIbaBatby
0 HAI[MOHAJTHOCTY CBaKaKo je dpoj JyrocnoseHa y dusmuM penydnnkama COP]. Hanme,
HajBehn yneo Jyrocnosena y Cpduju, ,eTHUUKe TpyIe” o K0joj ce mopauy o SpojHOCTI
IPUKYIUBajy TeK off 1971. roguue’, 3adenesxeH je momycnuma 1981. ronmHe — 4,7% (441.941)
u 1991. rogmHe - 4,1% (320.168). HakoH Tora, pacnap JyrociaBuje yTUIao je Ha CMambembe
BIXOBOT dpoja. ,,[IpoMeHe eTHIMYKe CTPYKTYpe Cy HAPOYNUTO M3Ppa’keHe HAKOH 3aBpIIeT-
Ka patHux cykoda“ (Penev, 2012, str. 1537), mITo ce moKasasio 1 y OBOM ciy4ajy. Tako je
HOC/Ie CBYX IPYIITBEHNUX M IHOMUTHYKUX TpoMeHa’, [Tonncom 2011. rogune y Cpduju y
yKyTHOM Opojy cTaHOBHMKa 3adenexxeHo ceera 0,3% Jyrocmosena (23.303) (RZS, 2023,
str. 12-13). Kako cy Jyrocnosenn y Cpduju mpema ITonycy 2002. roguHe MMaIu HIDKY
IPOCEYHY CTapoCT of BehnHe [Pyrux eTHUYKMUX IPYIIa, jaCHO je fia je ped O IIPOMEHN ¥
U3jallllbaBamy, IITO je YTUIAJIO Ha KpeTame Opoja IpUIIaTHUKA.

ITopen cydjexTMBHOT CXBaTamba HAL[MOHAIHOT MEHTUTETA U CTIOOO/IHOT V3jalllbaBa-
13, y IIpelV3HOM Ipahery IIpoMeHa y HallMOHAIHOj CTPYKTYPY CTAHOBHUIITBA IIPOd/IeM
IpefCTaB/bajy U IpOLlecu acCuMIJIalje, eTHIYKe MUMMKpHje’ IN eTHUYKOT TpaHcdepa
(Penev, 2012; Markovi¢ Krsti¢, 2021; Knezevi¢, 2007). VinycTpaTuBas nIpuMep eTHIYIKeE
MVMUKpUje IPeCTaBIbajy IIpoMeHe y Opojy Poma u muxoBoM yneny y ykymmHoM Opojy cTa-
HOBHIKA, a PagoBanosuh 1 Kuexxesnh (2014) HaBozie ja ce OCHOBHM Pa3io3y MUMUKpHje
Poma Hasase ,,y MICKyCTBMMA UCTOPUjCKe IIPOLUIOCTH, KY/ITYPO/IOMKIM YMHIOLIMA, 0dpa-
30Bamby, CUPOMAILITBY, 30CTajaby Y GOPMIpPaby HOMUTIIKIX Y KYITYPHUX OpraHNU3aLja,
IIa 1 y HeloCTojamy Apxkase MaTuie“ (Radovanovi¢ & Knezevi¢, 2014, str. 31). Mako cy
MJIajia TIOIy/Ialyja KOjy KapaKTepuille BMCOK IPUPOJHY IPUPAIITaj, IIPETIOCTaB/ba Ce Jja
je OCHOBHU pasjior MMMIKpHje, OFHOCHO BO/bHE acMMIalMje Y pyTre HallOHATHOCTH,
AuckprMuHanuja mpema muma (Raduski, 2013). Bugue ocuyumanuje y dpojHoctu nsmebhy

> O npomenu kmacudumkanyja HaryoHanHocTy (HapogHocTi) 1o 2002. roguse Bupy: Mrden, 2002.
* Kpaj Jyrocnasuje ,,ipornames” je 4. pedpyapa 2003. rogyHe Kajja je 1 ycBOjeHa YCTaBHa IOBe/ba
npxasHe 3ajennuie Cpduja u IlpHa Topa.

*  Kuexesnh HaBopu na ,(peHOMEH ‘eTHIYKe MUMMKpIje, KojoM PoMu skere a ce HAMBHO peliie
CBOje COLMja/IHO 3aIlyIITeHe er3UCTeHIje, 3Ha4ajHO JOIPMHOCH TPOMEHN CTaBa IPM IeK/Iapucamby

eTHN4Ke npumnagHocTy Poma ox mommca jo mommca“ (Knezevié, 2007, str. 86).
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nonuca, nopes Poma, Hu kop Brraxa ce He Mory odjacHuTH caMo ieMorpadckmM pakTopuma
(IpuponHM NpUpalTaj 1 MUrpanyje), Beh mpoMeHaMa y HallIOHATHOj caMOVJieHTI(IKa-
uyju (Raduski, 2023). VsjammaBatse 10 MUTaby HalMOHATHOCTH 3a Pome 1 Braxe jecre
»KOHCTaHTHO IIpaBuiIo eTHN4ke Mumukpuje” (Knezevié, 2017, str. 450).

JaHammsy Opoj 1 pasMellTaj HAMOHATHOCTY Ha IpocTopy Cpduje, amm 1 duBmmx
penydmika COPJ, mocnepune cy mehycodHor nemoBama dpojHUX APYIITBEHNX U MCTO-
pujckux pakTopa, MOMyT: CMeHA IOIUTUIKIUX PEXIIMa, PATOBa, OPOjHIUX OfiCe/baBatba
n3dernmia, Koja Cy HepeTKO MMaja KapaKTep NPaBoOT er3oflyca, a 3aTM U JJ0Ce/baBarmba
BeJIMKOT dpoja n3dernmia, BeMMKIX eKOHOMCKIX Kpu3a, mdepanusanyje Tp>KUIITa pajja
u apyrux yspoka (Penev, 2012; Radovanovi¢, 2005; Raduski, 2010; Raduski, 2023). Osn
Ipolecy HUCY KapakTepucTuanu camo 3a Cpdujy Beh n 3a Behuny semama Ha bankany,
I7ie ce U jajbe BeKa IaXKiba IIocselyje HAI[MOHATHUM CTPYKTYpaMa CTaHOBHUINTBA.

Y oBuM 3eM/baMa y IOC/IeI0j fleteHnju 20. BeKa JOroiniie Cy ce JPyLTBeHe I
nonurudke npomene (Merkel, Kollmorgen, Wagner, 2019; Stojadinovi¢, Mati¢, 2009;
Brainerd, 2009; Penev, 2012; Lazi¢, 2011) koje cy mMarse yTuIjaja 1 Ha €THUUKY CTPYKTYPY
CTAHOBHUIITBA TUX 3eMajba, a IOJALY O HAIIVIOHAIHUM CTPYKTypaMa CTAaHOBHUIITBA I
Jlajbe Cy BeOMa TpakKeHN. Y SVBIIMM jyTOCTIOBEHCKMM pemydnuKaMa IpUKyIbajy ce TIo-
[aIY O HAIIVIOHA/IHOCTH, @ CTPYKType CTAaHOBHMIITBA IIPeMa OBOM KPUTEPIjyMy MOTY ce
KIacu(UKOBATH y TPK TPyIle: eTHUYKU CBE XOMOTeHNje CTAHOBHUIITBO NMa XPBATCKa,
Cepepna Makeponnja 1 Cpduja cy eTHIYKY XeTeporeHe ca je[fHOM e THUYKOM IPYIIOM KOja
y YKYIIHOM Opojy cTaHOBHUKa MMa Buille off 50%, ok y bocan n Xepnerosyuu® u LlpHOj
Topn nocroju penarusuo Behuncko cranosuumtso (DZSH, 2021; BHAS, 2019; Makstat
2021; Monstat, 2011).

METOJOJIOIIKE HAITOMEHE

OcCHOBHU IM/b pafia je aHa/IM3a HallVIOHAa/IHe CTPYKType cTaHoBHUIITBa Cpdije
npeMa pesynraruma Ilonmca 2022. rogyHe, Kao u npaheme IpoMeHa y CTpyKTypaMa CTa-
HOBHMIITBA IpeMa HALIMOHA/ITHOCTHU Y IIPBE [IBE neueHI/{je 21.Bekay Cp61/[j]/[, AHA/IN30M U
Hopel')erbeM mojaTaka uoSMjeHMX nonucuma 2002, 2011. nm 2022. roguHe.

Haxsie, BpeMeHCKM OKBUP pajia MOKpuBa nepuog o, 2002. 1o 2022. rogyHe, OFHOCHO
Heprox y KojeM cy ypaheHa Tpu momyca cTaHOBHUIITBA y 21. Beky. [IpocTopHim odyxBaT
aHaJ/IM3e HallMIOHATHe CTPYKTYpe CTAHOBHUIITBA IIPeICTaB/ba TepuTopuja Pemydmuke
Cpduje. ITpema momycyuma 2022. 1 2011. rogyHe Iofany €y MCKa3aH! 3a CTATUCTUYKO-Te-
puropujanHe uenyHe Ha Tpy HuBoa (Cpduja — ceBep 1 Cpduja — jyr; pernonu; odnactn),
a/In cMO ce 300T yIIOpeaMBOCTH ITOfaTaKa ca moganuma Ilomnuca u3 2002. rogyse, ofyIy-
YN 33 METOJOJIOTHjY OBOT TIOMNCA y KOjeM Cy TIOlally MCKa3aHM 3a TPY MUKPOLIE/IVHE
(nenTpamHa Cpduja, Bojsopgyuaa n KocoBo n Metoxuja’). ITogamy cy y Keburama Imomnmuca

¢ Y buX cy npema nociefmeM TaMolimbeM nomcy 2013. ropyHe bomrmariy nnax uManu alconyTHy

Behuny - 50,1% (BHAS, 2019).

7 Tpeda HanomenyTu ga nopauy o KuM nocroje (o uemy he dutu peun Henrro KacHuje), anu ja
ux PerryOnmuxy 3aBOf 3a CTAaTUCTUKY He IIPU3HAje, Te ce 300T TOra aHajIM3a y pajly OfHOCK CaMo Ha
teputopujy Cpduje 6e3 Kocosa u Meroxuje.
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VICKa3aHU 110 OIIUTIHAMA, a/li IOCTOje X Ha HUBOY Hace/ba. KBaHTUTaTMBHA aHANM3a
ypabeHa je Ha odjaB/pernM nopanuma Perrydmrakor saBoza 3a cratuctuxy Cpduje [P3CJ.
Jlakse, OCHOBHU M3BODPMU IOJjaTaKa O HALMOHAHOj CTPYKTYPU CTAHOBHUILITBA
Cpduje, xoju cy xopuirheHu y pagy, jecy CTaTUCTUYKI USBOPY IIOfaTaKa Pemydmakor
3aBOJIa 3a CTATMCTUKY NIPUKYIUBEHV IOMEHYTUM TTonucuMa. Pasmmka y knacudukanujn
HAIVIOHATHOCTY IIpeMa MOoMMcHMa d111a je Masa, anu Huje 3aHeMapsbyBa. Y Tlommicy 2002.
TOAVHE IIOCTOjao je 41 HanyoHa/IHN MofauTeT, a 2011. roguHe - 45 (y KIacuduxanujy
HanyoHanHocTy 2011. ykbydenn cy: Jepmenn, lllomm, Topnany n bamamm. bamamn cy
Beh y [Tomucy 2022. roguHe yxaomennu u3 Knacudukanuje). ¥ Iomucy ns 2022. roguse
II0CTOjaja Cy 44 MOflaIUTeTa HAlMOHA/IHE IPUIIAJHOCTI, PETMOHAIHO OIpefe/bebe I
Tpyma y Kojy Cy cBpcTaHe ocTasne HanmoHanHocTu (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2012; RZS, 2003)°.

ITpodnem y aHanmam 1 nopehemy nogaraxa npencTaBba 1 HejefHAK BPEMEHCKM
MHTepBaJl KOju je mpoTekao nsMeby fBa cycemHa momca, am MHEoro sehu nmpodnem y
carjlefjapamy IIPOMeHa Y HallMOHa/IHOj cTpyKTypu Cpduje mpefcrasba TO IITO HUjejaH
Off IIOIINCA Y KOj/Ma Cy IIPUKYIUbeHM IOy KOji ce aHamM3upajy y papy (2002, 2011.
u 2022. rogviHe) HUje 0daB/beH Ha Tepuropuju Lene Perrydmuke Cpduje. 3a ITommc 2002.
rofiMHe 08jaB/beHN Cy ,pe3y/NTaTy MOIMMCA O HAIIMOHATHO] VIV eTHIYKOj MPUIIATHOCTH
crayiHor cranoBHUIITBA HeHTpanHe Cpduje n ATl Bojsopuue” (RZS, 2003, str. 4). ITonnc
2011. ropuHe Takobe Huje MMao HOTIYH 0dyxBaT cTaHoBHMUIITBA Cpduje, jep Hije CIpoBe-
nen Ha Teputopuju AIl Kocoso u MeToxuja, 1ok je y onmrunama byjanosan u Ilpemeso
»3aderexxeH (je) cMameH 00yXBarT jefMHMIIA ITOMNCa yCieh dojkoTa off cTpaHe Behume
IpUNagHrKa amdaHcKe HanuoHanHe sajenuuie” (RZS, 2012, str. 3) (Tadena 1). Hu 2022.
TOfIVHE ,,HA TePUTOPUjH jy>KHe CPIICKe MOKPajIfHe HUCY ITOCTOjaIi YCIOBY 3a CIIpoBODeme
nonnca“ (RZS, 2023, str. 12), Te je mMOMIC CIIPOBeAEH CaMo Ha Teputopuju Bojsopnue n
nenrtpanue Cpduje.

ITopep Tora mrro Ilommc 2022. roguHe, Kao HU IIPeTXOfHA ABa, HIje 0dyXBaTHO CTa-
HOBHUIITBO Ha LIe/IOKYITHO]j Teputopuju Perydmuke Cpduje, HAKOH IPUKYIUbarba IIOfaTaKa
2022. ropyae mpumehero je sHaTHO ToBehame dpoja CTAaHOBHNKA 32 KOje He TI0CTOje TTOffaIiy
o HanmoHanHocTy. Haume, ped je o Komonu ,,HermosHaTo y K0joj je mpukasaH ,,yKyIaH
dpoj nmuia 3a Koja Hije IPUKYIUbEeH OATOBOP Ha INMTabe O HA[VIOHATHOj IPUIaJHOCTI,
WIN je HOodMjeH OAroBOp KOjU He IIPe/ICTaB/ba N3jallllbaBabe O HAIMOHA/IHOj IIPUIIa/{HO-
cti’ (RZS, 2023, str. 14). OBpe je yK/bydeH u Opoj nulia 3a Koja Cy MOfALU [IPEY3eTH U3
a[IMMHUCTPATUBHUX U3BOPA, a/li KOjU He CafipyKe MOfIaTKe O HallMOHA/THOj IPUIIAIHOCTH
(RZS, 2023, str. 13)™,

Y nonmenma 2002. 1 2011. ronuse duo je oo 1% Henosnatux (Tadena 1), a y ITomucy
2022. roguHe 4ak 4,8%. HapasHo, Beh je pedeno na nsjaurmaBame CTAHOBHUKA ITpeMa

8 HapaBHo, oBJie Tpeda HaIIOMeHYTH [ia TO Huje camo 44 MofamiTeTa, Beh fa ce n y rpymu ,ocranu*
Hajtaze dpojHe HALMOHATHOCTI Ca BP/IO Ma/MM OpojeM HpUIIafHIKA.

°  VKommKo cy ce usjacHmm xkao Mapcosaii, Ilenaj, Bansemamar, Xodut, Bunemwak, IIuHrsus u
C/IVYHO.

10" Hajsehe y/ene Hero3HaTUX y YKYIIHOM OpOjy CTAHOBHUKA jeiHe OIIITHMHE MMajy deorpajicke
onmTtyHe CaBcku BeHal 15,9%, Crapu rpag 12,5%, Bpadap 9,7%, 3sesgapa 8,8%, [lanumyna 8,7%.
Meby ocranum onmtrHaMa y Cpduju ca HajsehuM yienoM HemosHaTHX MCTUYy ce MajiaHIek ca
12,3%, yKadapu 11,2% u Herorun 8,4% (RZS, 2023a).
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HaIlMIOHAJTHOCT! HUje 00aBe3HO I Ja je y MUTamy CyOjeKTMBHU T0XKVB/baj, OFHOCHO IIPO-
MeH/bUBa KapaKTePUCTIKA, a/lii Ce UITaK II0CTaB/bajy pasmnynTa nmuTama. I1pe caera, sdor
Jera je 3ade/ieskeH TaKo BEUKIL OPOj ,, HEIIO3HATHX , a 3aTUM U KO/IUKO TO yTH4e Ha KPeTarhe
dpoja IpUITaIHNKA Pa3IMINTUX eTHUYKIX IPYIa U [ja JIU je TePUTOPUjaTHO YC/IOB/bEH.

IIpBo, ofroBOp Ha MUTambe 3aLITO je OPOj HEIIO3HATIX 3HaTHO Behu o dpoja y mpert-
XOJjHa JIBa [OIINCA Ha/las3u ce, u3Meby ocTanor, y mofiaTky /ia je y OBy IpyIly ,,MMIIy TUPaHO
211.947 nuua Koja Cy IIOIMCaHa Ha OCHOBY ITOJaTaKa U3 afIMUHICTPATUBHIX U3BODA, a 32
Koje He IIOCToje mopauy o HanyoHanHocty (RZS, 2023). Vcto Tako, ¢ 003upoM Ha To fja
TIOJTAIM O HAIIVIOHATHOCTY HIICY 00aBe3HN, IPETIIOCTAB/ba Ce I [ia je HeflaBarbeM Ofir0BOpa
Ha OBO NUTame, WIN JaBameM Ofir0BOpa IoIryT: Mapcosaly, XoOUT 1IN HEIITO C/INYHO,
jenlaH Jleo CTaHOBHMKA MCKa3a0 He3a/[0BO/bCTBO IOUTUYKIM UM €KOHOMCKMM CTaheM y
Cpdujn. Mnax, 4iHY ce 1a 0BO HMje KapaKTepUCTUYHO camo 3a ITommc 2022. ropune, Beh
3a CBe TI0C/IepaTHe MOMNCe Y KOjuMa Cy OB IIOAIM IPUKYTUbaHNU ITpeMa CydjeKTUBHOM
KPUTEPUjyMy eTHIUKe CaMoMAeHTI(UKaLje.

JIpyro, ma ducMo fanu oATOBOP Ha MUTaHe KOMMKO BICOK y/IeO HEMO3HATUX yTIde
Ha KpeTame dpoja mpuIaHuKa eTHIYKNX IpyIIa, y Tademy 1a aT je mpopadyH yzena mpu-
IaJ{H/KA eTHUYKYX IPYIA Y YKYIIHOM CTaHOBHUIITBY Cpduje de3 HemosHatux. Ha oBaj
Ha4MH U3PAYYHATH YHeNU eTHUIKNX Tpymna y cTaHoBHMIITBY Cpduje (5e3 HermosHaTmx)
I0Ka3yjy fa II0CTOje IpUMeTHe Pa3/uKe Y BUCHHU yfiena ofpeheHnx eTHUYKUX rpyma.
Haume, Hajseha pasmika npumehyje ce y yneny Cpda y yKyIHOM CTaHOBHUIITBY, Yak 4,1%.
Yneo Cpda y ykymHoM 8pojy cTaHOBHMKa 2022. ropuHe je 80,6% (RZS, 2023), a y yKymHOM
Opojy cTaHOBHIKA de3 HelO3HATHX je 84,7%". YKOMIKO padyHaMo yeo OCTa/INX e THUYKIX
TpyIIa y CTAHOBHUIITBY 3a KOje je II03HaTa HaLlMOHAIHOCT'%, BUAM ce 1a je yxeo Behn 3a
o 0,1 mpouenTHN noeH Kopi Mabapa, bomrmaka u AndaHara, anu 1 KOf HeU3jallllbeHUX
cra”HoBHIKA. OBO Cy yjeHO 1 HajOpOjHUje IpyIIe y CTPYKTYpU CTAHOBHUILITBA IIpeMa HaIll-
oHanHOCTH. Kot Mame OpOjHIX e THIYKVIX IPYIIa YAeIN CY YIJIABHOM YICTI Kao 1 Y YKYIIHOM
dpojy cTaHOBHUKA ca HermosHaTUMa. JJakse, BU ce fja ca TIOpacToM dpoja HETIO3HATHX 1
BMXOBOT y/ie/a y YKYITHOM dpojy CTAaHOBHMKA, pacTe OpOj eTHUYKUX TPYTIA UUjI Ce YAeIn
PasIKYjy y OBa IBa Ha4ylMHa padyHama. Hajsehn Opoj HanmoHamHOCTY Ymju ce yhenu pa-
3MuKyjy 3aderexxet je yrpaso [Tomcom 2022. roauHe, Kaja je 1 yAeo Helmo3HaTuX Hajsehn.

VncucTupame Ha TaXK/bUBOM padyHalby yjle/la MMa OCHOBY y TOME Jla Ce MOoflalu
MOTY PasTM4INTO TYMadnTH, PEIMMO TBPAUTH fia je yieo Cpda, M Heke IpyTe eTHIUKe
TpyIle, CMambeH Y OJIHOCY Ha PaHMje IOIMCE, a U3 HaBEJEHOT IPYMePa BUAMMO Jia 3aBUCK
U Off HAYMHA padyHama 1 TyMadewa mopaTaka. OBy Iofany mpe cBera Mokasyjy jia je y

' Pasnmka y yfenuMa oBe HallIOHa/IHe TPyIIe je Mame MpMMeTHA Kajia je y/ieo Helo3HaTuX duo

mamu. Hanme, ykomnko ce yaeo Cpda uspadyyHaBa y yKynmHOM dpojy cTaHOBHUKa, 2002. TropuHe
usHocuo je 82,9%, 2011. 83,3% pox je 2022. rogute yneo Cpda y ykymHOM dpojy cTaHOBHMKA du0
80,6%. MehyTum, kaga ce yneo Cpda nspauyHa y ykynmHoM dpojy CTaHOBHMKA 3a Koje je TI03HaTa
HaIlVIOHA/THA IPUIIATHOCT (Ty Cy n HeI/IBjaH_IH)eHI/I U HEONIpENE/bEHU KOjI/IX y IIOC/IENba TPU IIOIMCA
uma usmeby 1,5% u 2,3%), yneo mpunagHuKa CpIicke HallMoHamHocTy usHocy 2002. ropuse — 83,7%,
2011. - 84,3%, mox je 2022. Taj ymeo 84,7% (Tadena 1) (RZS, 2003, 2012, 2023).

2V Tadenu 1a u3padyHaty Cy y/Je/lu HallMOHATHNX TPyl Y YKyITHOM dpojy cTaHOBHMKa (de3
CTaHOBHMINITBA YMja je HALIMOHAIHOCT HEeII03HaTa). YIe KOjU ce PasiuKyjy Off yAena eTHIUIKMUX
TPyIIa, U3PAYyHATHX Y YKYIIHOM OpOjy CTAHOBHMKA Oe3 HeIIO3HATHX, O3HAYEHN CY UTATMKOM.
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aHaMM3M U TyMademly KpeTama Opoja CTAaHOBHMKA HeKe HaIlMOHA/IHe TPpyIIe MoTpedHa
BeJIMKa OIPE3HOCT, jep 3aK/by4MBarbe O CMambelby Opoja IPUIIafHIKA, HAPOYNTO HALIO-
Ha/THVX MambHa, 0e3 Iyd/be aHamm3e y3 CBe HefloCTaTKe IOMNCa, Hifje HayYHO OITPaB/aHo.

HAIIVIOHAJTHA CTPYKTYPA
CTAHOBHMIITBA CPBEMJE ¥V 21. BEKY

[Tpema nocenmweM nonucy 2022. rogyHe y Cpduju xxuBnu 6.647.003 cranoBHuKa. Of
noveTka 21. Beka, Taunnmje oy [Tormca 2002. roguae fo Ilommca 2022, dpoj craHOBHUKA Y
Penydmum Cpduju cmameH je 3a 850.998 cTaHOBHUKA.

Ha mouetky 21. Bexa, y mpBoM MehymonucHom nepuopy nameby 2002. n 2011. ro-
IvHe Opoj CTAHOBHMKA cMambeH je 3a 311.139 (RZS, 2012; RZS, 2003). Y oBoM mepuony 3a
CKOPO CBe HaIlMOHATHOCTY 3a0e/IeKeH ) Cy HeTaTUBHM TPeHIOBY KOjH Cy ITPOY3POKOBAIN
omafame dpoja 1 yzena y yKynmHoM craHoBHMIITBY Cpduje ,,u3yseB kox Poma, bommaxka,
MycnmuMaHa 1 HeKUX OpojuaHo MamyX eTHNUKUX cKynyHa (Topanmy, Hemnu, Pycn...) koje
cy 3adenexxue mosehame” (Raduski, 2013). M y Hapegnom mebynonucHoM mepuony, ox
2011. o 2022. roguHe, dpoj CTAaHOBHMKA Ce CMambIO 3a Yak 539.859 cranoBHuMKa (RZS, 2023;
RZS, 2012). Cmamerbe CTAHOBHUIITBA SMTI0 je IPYMCYTHO M KOJI BehyHe eTHIYKYX IPyTIa.

Y HapenHyM pegouma duhe neTa/bHIje 0dpasiokeHe KapaKTepUCTIKE HAIVIOHATHE
CTpyKType cTaHoBHMIITBa CpdUje mpeMa MOoC/IebeM MIOMUCY, Kao 1 IPOMeHe Koje Cy
3aderexeHe Off TI0YeTKa OBOT BeKa.

Jaxo je y 3BaHMYHO] CTATUCTIIKO] HOMEHK/IATypy HaryoHamHocTn y Cpduju [Tormcom
2022. ropuHe U3BOjeHO 44 Hanuje, y Kibu3nu 1 Perrydmiakor 3aBojia 3a CTaTUCTHKY TTpef-
CTaB/bEeHA je CTPYKTYPa CTAaHOBHMIITBA ITPeMa HAI[MIOHA/THOj IPUIIAIHOCTY 3a 21 eTHUUKY
3ajegHuULy, Koje uMajy Buie o 2.000 npumagnuka (RZS, 2023, str. 3)", fok cy eTHUYKe
rpyme ca Mame of 2.000 mpunagHmka cBpcrane y ocrano'. Bume ox 2.000 npumagHuka
umajy Cpdu (ykymHo 5.360.239), Andanum (61.687), bommanu (153.801), byrapu (12.918),
bymwesuu (11.104), Bracu (21.013), Topaunu (7.700), Jyrocnosenu (27.143), Mabapu
(184.442), Maxenounnu (14.767), Mycnumann (13.011), Hemun (2.573), Pomu (131.936),
Pymynu (23.044), Pycunn (11.483), Pycu'® (10.486), Cnosany (41.730), CnoBerun (2.829),

Y pa/boj aHa/MM3M HUCY IOMUEbaHe CBe IPyIIe M3BOjeHe y Kibusi 1, Beh cMo aHanmmsupanu dpoj-
HIfje TpyIie CTAHOBHUIITBA, OHOCHO OHe Koje nMajy yheo Behnu of 1% y YKYIIHOM CTaHOBHUIITBY
Cpduje. VisgBojeHe cy 11 eTHUUKe IPyIle KO KOjUX Cy IpuMelieHe 3HauajHIUje pas/inKe y MpOMeHN
dpoja cTaHOBHMKA, a MMajy yeo Marby off 1% (HIIp. JyrocloBeHN), MM Y HEKOj ONUITHHY YIHE Be-
huucko cranoBHNIITBO (HIp. Andanuy 1 CroBarn). Pasinke y aHaTu3MpaHNM HAIMOHATHOCTUMA
Cy BUfHe U Ha HUBOY LieHTpanHe Cpduje u BojBofnHe, MOLITO Heke eTHUYKe IPyIie CKOPO I Aa He
ocroje y Bojponuuu (ump. Bracu) u odpuyTo.

"V ocrane cy cBpcranu Aycrpujanun, Auikanuje, benrujanum, [puy, Janmy, Erunthann, Exrresy,
Wtanujanmy, JeBpeju, Jepmenn, Kunesn, Hopsesxann, [lomanu, Topmann, Typry, @unim, paniysn,
Iunnapy, lIsajuapuy, [Isehanu, omn, Ilokiy 1 ocTale HALMOHATHOCTY, OHOCHO OHE KOoje ce
He Haymase Meby oBa 44 HalMOHATHA MOJA/IUTETA.

> Bpoj Pyca ce snarHo nosehao op ITomnca 2002. roauHe, Kaja je 3adenexxeHo 2.588 npumnasHmuka
OBe Hal[MOHAMTHOCTH, 70 2022. rofiiHe Kajja ux je 3adenexxeno 10.486 (RZS, 2023). [Ipetnocrasipa
ce fia je Ha moehame dpoja Pyca menuMudHO yTunano gocebaBame ycnen para usmeby Pycuje n
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Ykpajunnu (3.969), Xpsatu (39.107) u Liproropnu (20.238). Y nmpoceky Mame og 1.000
IIPUITA/IHIIKA T10 3ajeHNULIM UMaJle Cy 23 eTHIYKe 3ajeIHNIE ca YKYITHO 21.643 CTaHOBHMKA,
moK ce 11.929 usjacHuIO y CMICITYy perMOHaIHe IPUIAJHOCTI. YCTaBHO IIPABo A ce He
U3jacHM, UICKOPUCTIIO je 136.198 rpahana Cpduje, mok 3a 322.013 cTaHOBHUKA HUje Ouma
mosHara HanonaaHocT (Tadena 1) (RZS, 2023).

AHanMsa noflaTaka o HallMOHATHOj npunagHocTy 2022. rofHe N3BPILEeHa je Ha Te-
puropuju Perrydmuke Cpduje des KocoBa m MeToxuje, ¥ YKOIUKO ce IIOCMATPajy IOaLN
IPUKYIUbEHN caMo 3a TepuTopujy Bojsopmuae n nenrpanue Cpduje, des KuM, moskemo
pehn na je Cpduja peraTuBHO e THUYKY XOMOTreHa ipykaBa'® jep 80,6% YKyIIHOT CTAHOBHH-
mrBa ynHe Cpdu. Yneo Mabapa y ykynHoM 8pojy cranoBHuKa je 2,8%, a bommaka 2,3%
nox Pomu nmajy 2,0% y ykynuaom dpojy (RZS, 2023) (Tadena 1). Ocrare HallMOHATHOCTI
uMajy Mame o 1%"7.

Mebytum, yxpydyjyhu mogatke o CTaHOBHUIITBY APyre CPIICKe TOKPajIHe, Y KOjoj
IIOIIMC HUje CIPOBENEH, a y K0joj mpeMa npoienama 2021. rogune xusu 1.773.971 pesu-
menTHO ymue'®, Perrydmmka Cpduja (ca KocoBom 1 Meroxujom 8.420.974 cTaHOBHMKA)
eTHUYKI je XeTeporeHa Jipkasa ca 63,6% Cpda, 21,1% Andanana u 2,2% Mabapa (RZS,
2023; ASK, 2023a)". Meby ocranum HanmoHaaIHOCTNMA, 4nju Opoj mpenrasu 100.000,
Hajase ce bommany u Pomn.

%%

Y ykynsoM cranoBuuiuTBy Cpduje, Cpdu cy HajdpojHmje cTaHOBHUIITBO (5.360.239)
u npema Ilomucy 2022. roguHe umajy Hajehu ymeo (84,7%) (Tadena 1a). AniconyTHn
dpoj Cpda mamu je cBakor mormca, 2002. roguHe duo je 6.212.838 Cpda, a 2011. rogune
5.988.150 (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2012; RZS, 2003). Cpdu cy arnconyTHO BehnHCKO cTaHOBHM-
TBo y 88,1% omrtiHa y Cpduji, a penaTuBHO BehMHCKO CTAHOBHMIUTBO UMajy ¥ 2,5%

Ykpajune, a Moryha je 1 IIpoMeHa y U3jallllbaBamy Y OFHOCY Ha TIOIINC IIpe ITIOMeHy TOT paTa. [JeTa/bHuje
aHa/IM3e ¥ MCTPAXKMBAKbA MO/ 811 1a yKa)Ky HA TAYHOCT OBE TIPETIIOCTABKe.

16 PapyIuku HaBOAM CKajTy eTHUYKe XoMoreHocTy Pyse ITerposuh (1983) Ha MOHONMUTHY cacTaB
(xama jemHa eTHMYKA IpyIa YiHYU Ipeko 90%), HarlaueHo XoMoreH cactas (80%-89%), Hika
XOMOT€HOCT, Tj. HIDKa XeTeporeHocT (70%-79%), Buia XeTeporeHocT (60%-69%) 1 Bp/o BUCOKa
XeTeporeHOCT CTaHOBHUIITBA (50%-59%), HamoMybyhn a ce OBe BPEHOCTI MOTY MEHaTH Y 3a-
BIUCHOCTH Off dpojuaHux ofHoca eTHnYKux rpyma (Raduski, 2010, str. 250).

7V rpynu HaIMOHATHOCTY 4MjU YAeo He mpenasn 1% Hajdpojuuju ¢y Andanuu 0,9%, 3aTum
CroBanu 1 XpBatn ca 1o 0,6% y ykymHoM dpojy cranoBHuka (RZS, 2023).

8 Kao nsBop nogaraka kopuuhena je Arenmja 3a cratuctuky Kocosa (ASK). ITpema nmopannma
ose Arennyje 3a 2011. ropuny, Ha Tepuropuju Kocosa n Meroxuje xusnu 1.616.869 Andanara (91,1%
y yKymHOM 8pojy craHoBHMKa ITokpajuHe) u camo 25.532 Ipuna HIKa CpIICKe HAL[IOHATHOCTH, Of-
HOCHO 1,4%, 10K 7,5% cranoBHuITBa YnHe octamu (Typuy, bommany, Pomn...) (ASK, 2023). 1 1991.
ropuHe AndaHIN Cy npefcTap/bany BehnHCKO CTaHOBHUIITBO ca yaenoM of 81,6% (Raduski, 2001).
¥ Tpeda HaBecTn Jia je moMeHyTH ,,rromuc” 2011. roauHe, koju je Ha KuM usBpiunia noMmeHyTa
Arennuja (ASK, 2023a), §0jKOTOBaIO CKOPO LIETIOKYITHO CPIICKO CTAHOBHMILITBO Ha CeBepy IIOKpa-
juHe, Te OBe ITOflaTKe Tpeda aHAIM3MPATH ca J030M OIIpe3a, jep TO HICY 3BaHIYHY MOJAIIM MOTINCA.
[Mocnenmwy momuc y KojeM je, IpeTIocTaB/ba Ce, HOMMCAHO IIeTIOKYTTHO CTaHOBHUIITBO KuM, cipo-
BefleH je 1991. ropune. Ha KuM je sxmBeno 1.956.196 cTaHOBHMKa, Off KOjux je 9,9% (194.190) Cpda
1 81,6% (1.596.072) Andanara (SZS, 1992).
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onmrruHa (KapTa 1). Hajmamu yneo Cpda 3adenexes je y ommrnHama TytnH (2,1% Cpda
y YKyIIHOM OpOjy CTaHOBHMKa onuitiHe), IIpemesy (4,8%) u Kawioku (7,2%) (RZS, 2023).

AHanusa nogaTaka Jod1jeHNX y mocMaTpaHoM nepuopy usMeby momuca 2002. n
2022. ropuHe, yKasyje, mopes Cpda, Ha cMamerbe Opoja IpuIIafHIKa CBUX eTHIIKIX IPYTIa,
ocum Poma, bommaka, Andanara u Pyca.

Pomu cy ,,Hajpacnpiennja“ erHuyKa rpyna y Cpduju, Iouro HUCY KOHLIeHTPUCAHN
HI Y jepHoM peny Cpduje, kao Ha mpuMep Mabapuy, bommwanu, Andanum u gpyru, o 4emy
he xacumje dutu peun (Kapra 1). On ykynsor dpoja Poma 31,0% >xuBu y Bojsonunu (2,4%
Y YKYIIHOM dpojy CTaHOBHMKA ITOKpajuHe), a 69,0% y nenrpamaoj Cpduju (1,9% y ykymHOM
craHoBHUIITBY 1IC). Y ckopo cBuM onmriaama y CpOuju oBa eTHIYKA IPYIIA yIeCTBYyje
ca opebennmM ynenowm, anu je Hemro Behn yaeo y onurruHama jyroucroure Cpduje.
Hajsehu anconytau dpoj Poma 3adenexet je y Jleckosuy (6.700) 1 Humry (5.803) (RZS,
2023). VInak, BMXO0B yieo Y YKYIIHOM CTAHOBHUIITBY OIIITHHA HajBehi je y onmTiHamMa
Bojunk (19,9%), Bena ITananka (14,8%), Cypaynuua (12,3%), Kuropaba (9,0%), Bragnaun
XaH (7,5%) (RZS, 2023). IloBehame ykynHor dpoja Poma, +23.743 cTaHOBHUKA pOMCKe
HAI[OHATTHOCTY ¥ OCMAaTPAaHOM IIEPHONLY, ¥ TIOPef 3a BUX KapaKTePUCTUIHE eTHIUKE
MVMUKDHje, YCIOB/BEHO je PeTaTMBHO BUCOKMM CTOIIaMa HaTaAuTeTa M HUCKVUM CTOIaMa
mopranurera (Raduski, 2013; Penev, 2012; Radovanovi¢ & Knezevi¢, 2014), jep cy mory-
nanuja koja je mpema ITommcy 2002. rogute dua Hajmaaba ca mpoceunom craporrhy 27,5
TOZVHA, a cajia ¢y y mpoceky crapu 30,6 ronnHa (RZS, 2004; RZS, 2023a).

Victu daxropu fosenu cy u go nosehama dpoja Bommaxa (+17.714), xoju cy y
IpoceKy cTapu 36,5 TofMHa, a BUXOB y/e0 Y YKymHoM dpojy ctanosHUKa Cpduje y mo-
cmarpanoM nepuopay nosehao ce ca 1,8% Ha 2,4% (RZS, 2004; RZS, 2023). Bourmany cy
Ka0 HalMOHA/IHOCT yBeneHn Tex 2002. rogune ,,pasnBajaH)eM“ Mycnumana Ha bommake
u Mycmumare. I[Tosehame dpoja bommaka, a cMameme dpoja MycinMaHa y IOCMaTpaHOM
IepUONY, IIPEBACXOHO je pe3yITaT IIPOMEHA Y UsjalllbaBalby, jep cBe Bulle MycnuMaHa
2011. n 2022. npuxBaTa HasuB bommak. OBO je BU/bMBO U Y aHA/IN3M KpeTama Opoja
Mycmimana, Hanme ITommcom 1991. ropune y Cpduju je sxmserno 180.222 MyciumaHa, a
CaMo jelaHaecT rofiMHa KacHuje, npema [lomcy 2002. ropune, camo 19.503 npunagHnka
oBe eTHHUKe rpye. Vcrum nommncom 3adenexeHo je 136.087 ,,HoBoHacTane" eTHIYKe
rpyme bourmaka. OBa npoMeHa y U3sjalllbaBamby MOCAENIIA je IOMUTIYKOT feloBamba
Crpanke gemokparcke akiyje (CIIA)* u Ha repuropuju Cpduje, amm u Lipre Tope, kaga cy
of 1991. ropuHe MOKpeHY/IM aKIyjy: ia ¢y boumany, ga roBope dormmaukiM (S0caHCKIM)
jesMKOM U Jja Cy MCTTaMCKe Bepoucrosecty, odpahajyhm ce Mycnmmmannma Ha jyry Cpduje
(Dimitrova, 2001). HakoH Tor 3HauajHOr Imaga dpoja Mycmumana 2002. roguse, dpoj ce
2011. rogune HesHaTHO ToBehao Ha 22.301, mok ce 2022. roguHe cMawuo Ha 13.011, ann
je ymeo ocrao nctu (Tadena 1).

ITpema ITommcy 2022. ropuHe cKOpo TpU IIyTa je Mawu dpoj Lproropaa (ca 69.049
cMamo ce Ha 20.238), 1 TO ycref; IpOMeHe M3jalllibaBakba O eTHITIKO]j MPUITAfHOCTI, aji
u nosehama npoceune ctapoctu Llproropana y Cpduju ca 40,9 Ha 50,7 (RZS, 2004; RZS,
2023a). bpoj Jyrocnosena y mocMaTpaHOM TIepHofy cMamo ce ca 80.721 (2002) Ha 23.303

2 Tlocnme ocuuBama 1990. ropune, Crpanka femokparcke akije (CIJA) paiia je Ha IIpoHaIaxe-

Iy MYCIMMAHCKOT UJIEHTUTETA Y HAllMOHATHOM CMIICIY, Te je ,,Ha Kpajy moHoBo (Selimovié, 2001,
str. 179) mouwna o nojma Bourmary (Selimovié, 2001).
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(2011), anu ce 3aTum mosehao Ha 27.143 (2022). OBo nosehame y neprony usmeby nsa
HOCTIeiba TOMIICAa MOIJIO QU Ce IIPUIIMCATU TOMe Ja Cy ce MyIaiu denrhe ofIyduBanu sa
IIpOMeHe Y M3jallllbaBaiby, a IOCIeANIIa je IOMEHYTO ,HAIJIO CTapeme’ Koje Huje YiCTOo
nemorpadcku y3pokosano. Haume, Jyrocnosenn, nopej ocTanux HaBefieHUX GakTopa,
denexxe u HajBehu ,,ckOK“ mpoceyHe cTapocTy ca 39,2 Ha 56,5 roguna (RZS, 2004; RZS,
2023a). Moxemo pehu fja ce \uxoB dpoj cMamyje ca IIOpacToM BpeMeHa Koje je IPOLIIO0
oxn pacnaga COPJ u CPJ, a TMMe pacTe 1 BUXOBA IIPOCEYHA CTAPOCT.

Y oBOM Ileprozy Of iBaieceT TOfiMHa, IIPENoIoBIO ce dpoj Braxa ca 40.054 Ha 21.013,
a Iopey] eTHMYKE MYMMKpUje Be/TVKI 3Ha4aj Ha CMamberbe dpoja MMaIV Cy HeTIOBO/BHY TPEeH-
JIOBM Y IPMPOTHOM KpeTamy, jep ce, n3Mebhy ocraor, mpocedHa ctapoct nosehana ca 47,3 Ha
55,5 roMHA LITO VX YMHU jeTHOM Off HajcTapujux rpyma y Cpduju (RZS, 2004; RZS, 2023a).

%%

HanyoHasHa cTpyKTypa CTaHOBHUILTBA Pas/Kyje ce y LeHTpanHoj Cpduju u BojsopguHiL.

Y nenTpannoj Cpduju je eTHUUKY XOMOTEHO CTAHOBHUIIITBO IIOIITO BehMHCKY rpyIry
unHe Cpdu ca yaenom oz 85,5% y yKynHoM craHoBHUIITBY (Tadena 2), ogHocHO 89,5%
(ymeo y yKYIIHOM CTaHOBHUIITBY 3a KOje je I03HaTa HaljuoHanHa npunanHocT [Tadema
2a]). Op mouerka 21. Beka jio aHac, dpoj Cpda y nenrpannoj Cpduju cMameH je 3a 721.577
craHoBHUKa (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003), mpoceuna crapoct Cpda y oBoM meny Cpduje je 44,6
TOIMHa, LITO je 3a 3,8 rogyHa Buiie Hero npema [Tommcy 2002. rogune (RZS, 2023; RZS,
2003). Pasyior cmameba arconytHor dpoja Cpda Tpeda Tpaxkutu y cBe Behoj mpocedHoj
CTapOCTI CTAHOBHMINTBA (IITO BaXKN 3a CBE eTHUYKE IPyIle), KOHCTAHTHOM HeraTUBHOM
IPUPOSHOM IIPUPALITAjy, HETaTVBHOM MUTPALMIOHOM CAJIAY U APYTUM IPYLITBEHUM
¢dakxropuma.

Cprickor cTaHOBHMIITBA MMa Buiie ofi 80% y 107 onmTuHa, cBe Cy Ha MOAPYYjy
neHTpante Cpduje, Iie ce 3a BajieceT IIOCMATPaHNX TOJVHA CMAbIO ANICOTYTHU OPOj,
anu Hajuenthe He u yeo Cpda y yKyIIHOM CTaHOBHMIITBY THX OIIITKHA. Y BojBopuun
HeMa HujeJjHe ONIITKHE ca Buule of 90% npumnajHmuKa jefHe HallMOHATHOCTH, JIOK je Y
nenrpansoj Cpduju 68 TakBux omurruaa (RZS, 2023) (Tadena 5).

Y cBera HekonuKo ommruHa nenrpante Cpduje Cpdu umajy ygeo nsmehy 60% u
80% y yKyImHOM Opojy CTAaHOBHMKA TUX OIILITHHA, & Y TPY OILITUHE je CPIICKO CTAHOB-
HMITBO penaruBHO BehuHcko (ITpujenosbe, bau n Beuej) (Kapra 1). ITpema nmopanmma
ITommca 2022. ropiHe, HajcTapuje CTAHOBHUIITBO Yy onturiHama rae Cpdu unte BehmHcko
cTa”HOBHMIITBO MMa I]pHa TpaBa r7ie je mpocevHa CTapOCT CTAHOBHUILITBA 56,4 TofyHe,
a satuM lagnu XaH (53,2), cranoBHuITBO onitrHe Pekosary (51,5) n Ceppur (51,0).
Oxo 50 rofyHa je mpoceyHa CTapOCT CTAHOBHUINITBA U Y HEKOJIMKO OMNIIT/HA HAa UCTOKY
Cpduje. Y Herotuny je npoceuna crapoct 50,4, Kyuesy 50,7, Karyduum 50,0, Knagosy
49,8, Tonmymuy 49,9 (RZS, 2023a).

Y nenrpanuoj Cpduju, ocum Cpda, Borumariy ydecTsyjy ca yuenom of 3,3%, Pomu 2%,
Andanum 1,3%, HOK ocTaje eTHIYKe IPyIIe MMajy yaeo Mamu of 0,5% (Tadena 2a). V ogxocy
Ha npBM nomuc y 21. Beky, 2002. ropuse, y neHtpannoj Cpduju je pomwto o nmosehama (1
aTICONTy THOT U pellaTMBHOT) caMo Kof bommwaka u Poma. bpoj mpunagHuka cBux ocTanmix
eTHUYKIX IPYTIa U IUXOB YJIe0 Y YKYITHOM CTaHOBHMIITBY ce cMamo (Tadena 2 v Tadena 2a).
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OppebeHe HalMOHATHOCTY YITITABHOM )XVBe Ha TepuTOpuju HenTpanne Cpduje:
99,5% op ykynHor dpoja bormaka, 96,9% op ykymHor dpoja Andanana, 91,3% Byrapa u
gak 99,1% Braxa (RZS, 2023). OBe HalMOHATHOCTH ,IMAjy M3PAa3UTy KOHIL[EHTPALIUjy 1
€THUYKY IOMMHALN]y Y IIOTPAHNYHMM JIeJIOBUMA 3€M/bE I1a MMTalbe IHUXO0BOT CTaTyca I
TePUTOPMjaIHO-TIOJIUTUYKOT OPIaHM30Balba [aje II0CedHY TeKMHY U 3HaYaj MambMHCKOM
nurawy” (Raduski, 2010, str. 250). JJakie, 3a 0Be eTHUYKe I'PyIle KapaKTepPUCTUYHA je
NIPOCTOPHA €THNYKA XOMOT€HM3alyja.

AndaHCKO CTAaHOBHMIITBO 1MMa anconyTHy BehnHy y onmnau IIpemeBo y Kojoj
Andanry unne 93,7% of yKynHor dpoja craHoBHMKa Te omiuTtrHe (RZS, 2023). Y IpemuteBy
ymeo Andanana 2022. roguHe usHocu 93,7%, a 2002. roguze duo je 3a 4,6 IpOLeHTHA II0eHa
mamu (Kapra 1). ¥V ByjaHoBIy BehmHCKO cTaHOBHMIITBO Takohe unHe Andanim (62,0%), a
BJXOB yzeo ce of 2002. rofuHe y 0Boj onutyHy nosehao 3a 7,3 nporeHTHa noeHa (RZS,
2023; RZS, 2003). Op yxynHor dpoja Andanana y Cpduju, 90,5% >K1BM y OBe IBe OIIITIHE.

Y jyrosanmagnom feny, y CaHIIaKy, KOHIIEHTPUCAaHM Cy bomrmany 1 Mycnnmann
(Kapta 1), a ommTnHa ca dolmaykuM BeNMHCKIM CTaHOBHUIITBOM je TyTuH y KojeM
Bourmarm nmajy yaeo og 92,0% y ykymnHoM dpojy craHoBHUKa omintrHe. Y TyTuny je yneo
Bommaka y TOKy OBUX ABajeceT TOAMHA CMalbeH 3a 2,2 mpoljeHTHa moeHa (RZS, 2003).
Y ommrvay Hoeu [Tasap y mocMaTpaHoM neprony yaeo bommwaka nosehao ce ca 76,3% Ha
79,8% y YKYIIHOM CTaHOBHMILTBY OMIUTYHE. bolmariy umMajy BehHCKO CTaHOBHUIITBO U
y Cjennu, 73,3%, a BIXOB yZIeo ce TOKOM [IBafieceT TOAVHA y OBOj ONIITUHY HIje Mehao
(RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003). Op yxynHor dpoja bommaka y Cpduju y ose Tpu ommutnHe (TyTns,
Hosu ITasap u Cjennna) xusu 86,7% mpuagHyKa OBe HAIIVIOHATHOCTIL.

Hajmabe cTaHOBHMINTBO MMajy YIIPaBO OMIITHHE Ca BeNMHCKMM SOIIHaIKIM CTAaHOB-
HutntBoM: TyTuH (34,6 roguna), Hosu [Tasap (36,3) u Cjenna (39,3), 1 andaHcKuM CTaHOB-
HumrsoM: y IlpereBy je mpocedna crapoct 37,6, a y byjanoiy 38,8 ronuHa (RZS, 2023a).

Y ucrounoj Cpduju koHunenTpucann cy byrapu n Bracu. byrapu nmajy ancomyTrHo
BeNMHCKO CTAaHOBHUIITBO y omuTuHY bocunerparn 67,2%, nok y lumutposrpany ca 45,6%
4MHe peJlaTUBHO BehnHCKo cTaHOBHUIITBO. Yaeo Byrapa je y ommrninu [IuMutpoBrpas
2002. ropuHe nsHocuo 49,7% (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003). Op ITomuca 2002. ropyHe yaeo byrapa
y omutuHy bocunerpan cmamimo ce 3a 3,6 IpoLjeHTHA [OeHa, a yreo Cpda Mamn je 3a 0,3
npoueHTHa moeHa (RZS, 2003). [Tpoceuna crapoct Byrapa y nenrpantnoj Cpduju mose-
haa ce ca 48,4 Ha 54,4 rognue (Tadena 4). Bracu cy koHuentpucann Ha uctoky Cpduje,
a Hajeehu yzeo ox ykynuor dpoja Baxa >xusu y ommriHama bop (21,3%), IleTpoBary Ha
Munasu (13,7%), Kydeso (9,2%), Herorun (8,4%), bomesan (7,8%), XKaryduua (7,2%) u
omutyan 3ajedap (7,0%), Mebytnm Hu y jepnoj ommutuam Bracu Hucy Behnncko cranos-
uumtBo (RZS, 2023).

Y opnocy Ha IlenTpanny Cpdujy cranoBHuIITBO BojBOfiMHE je XeTeporeHuje.
BojBoayHa nMa d1MopaHy e THOHAIMOHAIHY CTPYKTYPY Y K0joj peoBahyjy fBe Halyo-
HaiHOCTH, Cpdu u Mabapy, ca mpeko Tpu 4eTBPTIHE YKYITHOT CTAHOBHMILITBA TOKPajIHe
(Raduski, 2010). Behnucko cranosanmTBo ¢y Cpdu, umju ce anicomyTHu Opoj 3a ABajieceT
IoCMaTpaHuX rofyuHa cMamyo 3a 131.022 cranoBHuka (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003). Mnak,
yzieo 68,4% y ykynHoM Opojy craHoBHMKa ITokpajiHe, 1w 71,4% y yKyIIHOM IIO3HATOM
CTaHOBHMIITBY, Behu je ox yaerna 65,0%, 0fHOCHO 65,8%, KOMMKO je n3HOCKo 2002. roguHe.
ITpoceuna crapoct Cpda Koju >xuBe y 0BOj mokpajuuu nosehana ce 3a 4,1 rognHy, anu
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Cpdu y Bojopnuu (43,5) cy y npoceky 3a roguny gaxa miuabu og Cpda y meHTpanHoj
Cpdujn (44,6) (RZS, 2023a; RZS, 2004).

EtHnuke rpyme koje y Hajsehem dpojy sxuBe Ha Teputopuju Bojsonnne, npema
[Momcy 2022. roguue (RZS, 2023), nonyt Cnosaxa (4,6% y LIC, a 95,4% y Bojsopuun),
Pymysa (15,0% y LIC, a 85,0% y Bojsopnuu), Pycuna (2,4% y L1C, a 97,6% y Bojsopuun),
bymesamna (1,4% y LIC, a 98,6% y Bojsommunu) u Mabapa (camo 1,1% je y LIC, a 98,9% y
Bojsogunn), ,ocrapuie“ ¢y y mpoceky 3a et rogrHa (Tademna 4; Tadena 4a).

Yneo Mabapa, koju 4nHe Apyry eTHIYKY IPYIIy 110 Be/IMYMHU Ha HUBOY Pemydmuke
Cpduje u Bojsoaune, cmamno ce ca 14,3% Ha 10,5%, a 3a jBajieceT TOfj1HA BUXOB Opoj je
Mmamu 3a 107.886 craHoBHUKA. Hajeha koHIjeHTpanyja Mabapa je Ha ceBepy BojBoaune
(Kapra 1), a aniconyTHy Behuny nmajy y ommrrraama Kaminka, Cenra, Apja, bauka Tomomna
Masnu Mo Yoxka je jemyna onmtuHa y kojoj Mabapu umajy penatusry Behuny (44,8%).
VY 0BMX IIeCT MOMEHYTUX ONIITHUHA, paquajth un CySOTMuy, K1BU 54,6% off yKyIIHOT
dpoja Mabapa y Cpduji, mito jacHo 1okasyje BIXOBY KOHIIEHTpaljy Ha ceBepy Bojsopume.

Y Kamwxy, y K0joj je 83,1% cTaHOBHMIITBA Mahapcke HAIMOHATHOCTH, Y IEPUOIY
nsmeby momuca 2002. u 2022. roguHe, yneo Mabapa cmamno ce 3a 3,5 IpoLeHTHA TTOeHa.
Cmamno ce yneo Mabapa 1 y apyrum BojBohaHCKVMM OIIITUHAMA Y KOjUMA je allCOTyTHO
BehuHcko cranoBHUIITBO Mahapcke HanmonanHocTH: Y Centnt je 2002. ropnne dumo
80,5%, a 2022. rogyHe 75,7% Mabapa; y Ay je BJXOB yieo Y OBOM IIEpUOAY CMabeH 3a
3,9 mporeHTHA 1T0eHa, y baukoj Tommomm 3a 3,2, a y Manom Mbomry 3a 4,9 nmpoljeHTHa ITIOeHa
(RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003). Y HekuM omuTHHaMa Il je BehMHCKO cTaHOBHMINTBO Mabapcke
HAI[IOHAJTHOCTY, MamH je 1 yaeo Cpda: 3a 1,2 mporjeHTHa moeHa y Azy, 3a 0,3 y Kamiokuy,
ay Cenrn ce moehao 3a 1 mponentan noeH (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003).

ETHIYKM HajXxeTeporeHyja 1 jemytHa OIILITHHA Y K0joj HeMa BeNHCKOT CTAaHOBHMILITBA
je Cydotuira, y kojoj numa 30,1% Cpda, 30,0% Mabapa, 8,4% Xpsara, 7,3% Bymesaua, 2,8%
Poma, 10,8% Hemsjanmenux u 4,8% HenosHarux (RZS, 2023). Y cranosuuursy Cydornie,
y ogHOCy Ha 2002. rofyHy, cMabeH je yieo Mabapa 3a 8,5 IpolieHTHIX ITOeHa JIOK ce yieo
Cpbda mosehao 3a 5,9 mpoljeHTHIX OeHa. Y OBOM Tpajly CMamIo ce I yfeo bymesana 3a
3,6, a XpBara 3a 2,8 nponentHux noena (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003). [Topanu ITonnca 2022.
nokasyjy ga je y Cydoruun npsu nyt Behu dpoj Cpda ox dpoja Mabapa, unme cy ,,mpey-
sem” penarusHy Behuny 3a 0,1%. Kox Mabapa, erHnuke rpyme ca mpoceuysoM craporuhy
Off 48,5 ropuHa, TOLIJIO je 1O CMarberba 300r HeTraTVBHOT MUTPALMOHOT cajifa (Mce/baBamba
y Mabapcky) u 300r HaTIPOCEYHO BUCOKE CTOIIe HEraTVBHOT IPUPOHOL IIpMUpallTaja
(Penev, 2012, str. 1552). CIM4HY YMHIOLM Je/I0BaIN Cy U Ha XpBate (IIpOceYHa CTapoCT
2022. n3Hocwa je 51,8 ropuna). Ebuxos 8poj je y mocMaTrpaHOM Neproy Mamu 3a 23.862
cra"oBHuKa (RZS, 2023).

Yneo Poma y Bojsopgyunu nosehao ce ca 1,4% Ha 2,4%, a b1xoB yKymaH dpoj ysehan
je 3a 11.881 cranoBHuka (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003). Hewito Mamu yAeo y yKyIHOM Opojy
cranoBHuKa [Tokpajune nmajy Crosauu (2,3%), Kojit aniconyTHO BeNVIHCKO CTAHOBHMUILITBO
umajy y baukom Ilerposny (60,6%), a penatnsro y KoBaunun (41,0%). Y Kopauniy je
yzeo CroBaka y IOCMaTpaHOM IIePUOJy OCTao UCTH, a yeo Cpda ce mosehao 3a 0,3 mpo-
nenTtHa noena (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003) (Tadena 3; Tadena 3a). Ckopo CBe HAI[IOHATTHOCTH Y
BojsopyHM ,,0fl/IMKY]y €TIOINy/IAIIOHM TPEH/IOBM KA0 ITOC/IeMIa HEraTUBHIX TPEHT0Ba y
HPVPOIHOM KpPeTary CTAHOBHUIITBA (HM3aK HATA/IUTET U BUCOK MOPTA/IUTET), EMUTPAL{Vja,
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IpOMEHE HalJIOHA/IHE IPUIIAJHOCTH, KAa0 U aCMMUIAIIMOHUX TIPOLECa YCIOB/bEHUX Ma-
nodpojrourhy, IpoCTOPHOM AyCHEep3UBHONINY, BeTMKUM dpojeM MENIOBUTHUX dpaKoBa 1
cmmano“ (Raduski, 2010, str. 253). OBa KOHCTaTalMja BaXN U IaHAC.

Hajcrapuje cranoBHMIITBO y BojBopyiam nma omuryHa ITmanmmre — 47,3, a Hajmnabe
craHoBHnmTBO HoBor Capa - 40,8 rogmua (RZS, 2023a), mto je mocitenyija KOHCTAaHTHOT
mocerbaBama y oBaj rpaf (Stojsin, 2018). Y Bojsopuam je HajcTapuje CTAaHOBHMINTBO Y 3a-
TaTHOM Jiey OKpajuHe y onmTnHaMa AnmatuH - 46,8 1 Comdop - 46,1 y kojem cy Cpdn
npocedHo crapu 45,8 ropuna, a Mabapu (52,4) u Xpsartu (50,5) jom crapuju.

ITpumeTHO je fa y oda MebynonucHa nepuopa Bapupa dpoj 1 yzieo OCTalInx eTHUYKIX
TPYyIIa, a TO ce MO>Ke IPOTYMAuUTH U BapypameM Opoja CTAHOBHIKA KOjI Ce U3jalllba-
Bajy 10 pernoHannoj npunaguoctu. Hanme, 2002. ropune y BojBogyau pernoHamHo ce
usjacHmro 10.154 cTaHOBHUKA, a 201 1. ropuHe Taj dpoj je CKOPO YTPOCTPyUeH U M3HOCKO
je 28.567 (Stojsin, 2015). Benuxo nmosehame koje je sadenexxeno 2011. roguHe MOXe ce
IPOTYMAUUTH MOMUTUIKUM YMHUONIMMA, Kafa je, usMehy ocrasor, Ha Bmacty dmma Jlura
coyjangeMokpara Bojsopune (JICB), Koja je y IpBu IUTaH CTaB/baa ,BOjBODaHCTBO, Te
ce IpeTnocTaB/ba fia ce 300r Tora Buile cTaHOoBHMKaA Hero 2002. roguHe M3jaCHUTIO pe-
ruoHanHo. Beh 2022. rogune Taj dpoj maga Ha 9.985 (RZS, 2003; RZS, 2012; RZS, 2023).
Pernonanna npunapHoct je dwna Hajsuma y [Tommcy 2011. roguse 1 y yKyImHOM dpojy
CTaHOBHMKA usHOCKA je 1,5% (RZS, 2012). YkymaH yzeo nsjalImeHNX IpeMa PernoHaIHoj
IPUTIATHOCTY 3aHEMAP/bUB je ¥ YKYITHOM Opojy CTaHOBHUKA Y IjeHTpanHoj Cpduju, amm
je ITorrmcom 2022. ropuHe 3ademexxeH dmarm pact>.

3AK/bYYAK

ITocToje pasnuymuTa CXBaTama O 3Ha4ajy NPUKYI/bakba MTOflaTaKa O Hal[MOHA/THO]
CTPYKTYpU CTAaHOBHUIITBA, TOIVICOM VIV 113 HEKMX IPYTVX U3BOPa, Il Ce y OaIKaHCKUM
Ip>XKaBaMa, ¥ He CaMo y IBIMa, 1 Jlajbe BeOMa BOJM padyHa O 0BOj KapaKTePUCTHIV CTa-
HOBHUIITBA. YC/Ie] HEIIOTITYHOT 0dyXBaTa IOINCa CTAHOBHUIITBA Ha I1e/10j TePUTOPUjU
Penydnuxe Cpduje, dojkoTa HEeKMX eTHUYKUX IPYIIA, II0jaBe BEIMKOT Opoja HeMO3HATHX,
a 3aTUM ,,IMITyTHpame" IIOJATaKa O HhIUMA U3 APYIVX U3BOPA, IIPOMEHA Y M3jalllbaBatby
0 HAI[MOHAJTHOCTY U JPYTUX PasIMIUTUX (PaKTOpa O KOjuMa je OMJIO pedn, TeUIKO je
IIpeLM3HO aHAINM3YUPATY IPOMEHe Y HaIlVIOHAa/IHOj CTPYKTYypu cTaHoBHMIITBAa Cpduje.
Y pajy je MOKasaHO KOMKM 3Ha4aj MOTY MIMATV BEIVKM y/Ie/IM HEIIO3HATOT CTAHOBHMIITBA y
U3padyHaBamby yfela e THUYKIX IPYyIIa Y YKYIIHOM CTAaHOBHUIITBY HeKe TepuTopuje. YIIpkoc
OBUM HeEJIOCTAIIMA, MOXe ce pehn /ja ce HallMOHaMHA CTPYKTypa cTaHoBHMIITBA Cponje
HIfje 3Ha4ajHNje M3MeHWIa Off IIodeTKa 21. Beka 1o gaHac. Ko ckopo cBMX eTHIYKVIX Ipyma
npuMeheHo je cMameme dpoja mpunagHuka Tux rpymna. [Tosehao ce dpoj npunagHuka
dommauke, pOMCKe, andaHCKe 1 PycKe HalMoHamHOCTH. CBe eTHUUKe TPYIIe Cy CTapuje
Y OfHOCY Ha IIPETXOfIHe TIOTNCe, a BUCOKA TPOCEYHA CTAPOCT, TOPef APYTHX HaBeleHNX
¢daxTOpa, yTIrde Ha CMamberbe dpoja puafHuKa BehHe eTHUYKNX IpyIa.

2L Tommue 2002. — 1.331; 2011. — 1.944, a 2022. roguHe — 2.204 cTaHOBHMKA ce M3jaCHUIIO TIpeMa

pernonanHoj npunagaoctu (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2012; RZS, 2003).
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(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: The main aim of this paper is to analyze the national structure of Serbia’s
population according to the 2022 Census and the changes occurring since the beginning
of the 21* century.(Census, 2002) to date (Census, 2022). The research starts from the
assumption that there have not been substantial changes in the national structure of Serbia’s
population in comparison to two previous censuses (2002 and 2011), but that certain
changes can be seen at the municipal level. During the observed period, the number of
Serbia’s inhabitants dropped by 850,998. The data analysis shows that the reduction in the
number of inhabitants was seen in almost all ethnic groups during the observed period.
There was an increase in the number of members of Bosniak, Roma, Albanian and Russian
nationalities. All ethnic groups are older in comparison to the previous censuses.

Keywords: national structure of population, Serbia, census methodology, 2022 Census

INTRODUCTORY CONSIDERATIONS

The official statistical data about the characteristics of the ethnic structure of population
rely on the analysis of ethnic characteristics: national affiliation, mother tongue and religion.
These data do not belong to basic demographic data about population, such as gender,
age, degree of education, but to supplementary characteristics, and that is why each state
decides whether and how to collect data about the national structure of its population.
In the EU member states, the concepts of data collection about nationality are different.
Depending on the character of collected identity data in population census, Simon (Simon,
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2007) defines three types of European countries: state centres in which data are collected
about the country of birth (EU 15 - without North European countries and Turkey); state
mosaics in which data are collected about national/ethnic affiliation and language (Baltic
countries, Central and East Europe and the Balkans); post-migration multicultural states
in which data are collected about ethnic affiliation, religion and the country of parents’
birth (the United Kingdom, the Republic of Ireland, the Netherlands, the Scandinavian
countries) (Simon, 2007). For example, in France, data are collected by someone’s surname,
geographical origin or previous residence; in Germany, data about ethnic origin and race
are collected on the basis of migration origin, while in Slovakia ethnicity, language, religion
and national affiliation overlap and they are united in the nationality concept (Farkas,
2017, pp. 11-12). In Sweden, nationality is perceived through a “politically correct term”
- Swedish and foreign origin, while the term of race is not mentioned because it indicates
racism (Ibid., p. 13).

Those countries that collect data about national affiliation need precision in the
interpretation of these data, particularly in the societies with heterogeneous ethnic composition
because, based on the conclusions about the ethnic structure of population, various
questions arise, such as the rights of minority communities, sovereignty, different forms
of discrimination and the possibility of preserving diversities. The importance of studying
this topic is reflected in the fact that ethnic heterogeneity is a very significant factor of the
“social reality of modern Serbia because, apart from the majority nationality, there are also
numerous national minorities exceptionally differentiated by their demographic development,
socio-economic and cultural-civilizational characteristics, religion, territorial distribution,
national emancipation and political organization” (Raduski, 2010, p. 249). In the explanation
of the methodology of the 2022 Census in Serbia, in Book 1 about the national structure,
it is said that the nationality data are “relevant for perceiving the number and territorial
distribution of ethnic communities, their demographic, educational, socio-economic and
other characteristics, as well as for the definition and realization of a number of strategies
and policies for improving the position of national minorities” (RZS, 2023, p. 8), and this is
what explains the importance of collecting these data. Namely, different socio-demographic
characteristics of national groups constitute the basis for introducing different measures in
the population, migratory, minority and educational policies, as well as other policies and
strategies, while they are equally important for the preparation of population projections in
Serbia (Raduski, 2013; Markovi¢ Krsti¢, 2021). Territorial distribution of Serbia’s population
by nationality usually causes great interest among both professional and scientific public,
and among a large part of the public opinion, particularly after the breakup of the Socialist
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, which was, among other things, caused by the very ethnic
differences. An indicator of such great interest in the data about national affiliation is also
the fact that after a population census, the data about the national structure are the ones
to be published first.

In line with the above-mentioned, the main objective of the paper was established -
to analyze the results of the 2022 Census and monitoring the changes in the structure of
Serbia’s population by nationality in the first two decades of the 21* century, by analyzing
and comparing the data of the censuses conducted in 2002, 2011 and 2022.
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%%

The changes in the number of members of an ethnic group is affected by various
demographic and social factors, whose influence is intertwined so that they cannot be
observed separately. Changes in the national structure are particularly affected by the
factors such as ethno-demographic trends, i.e., natural movement of population, birth
rate and mortality rate and migrations and, additionally for Serbia, as well as other Balkan
countries, ethno-national, historical and cultural processes, as well as changes in declaring
nationality, are also important (Markovi¢ Krsti¢, 2021; Raduski, 2010; Bobi¢, 2007). Of
crucial relevance is that it is the free statement of individuals, which implies free choice in
declaration. Subjective declaration further complicates the monitoring of changes in the
oscillating numbers of different ethnic groups. Moreover, the application of the subjective
criterion of determining nationality raises the question about re-examination of the quality
and possibility of using these data in scientific research, but also in the sphere of cultural,
economic and overall social life (Knezevi¢, 2022, p. 126).

An exceptionally illustrative example of individuals’ free choice in their declaration
about nationality is definitely the number of Yugoslavs in former Yugoslav republics.
Namely, the largest share of Yugoslavs in Serbia as an “ethnic group” whose numbers have
been monitored since as late as 19713, was recorded in the census in 1981 - 4.7% (441,941)
and 1991- 4.1% (320,168). Afterwards, the breakup of Yugoslavia led to the reduction in
the number of Yugoslavs. “The changes in the ethnic structure are particularly pronounced
after the end of war conflicts” (Penev, 2012, p. 1537), which has been proved in this case
as well. Therefore, after all social and political changes®, according to the 2011 Census in
Serbia, there were only 0.3% Yugoslavs (23,303) in the total number of population (RZS,
2023, pp. 12-13). Since Yugoslavs in Serbia, according to the 2002 Census, were of lower
average age than the majority of other ethnic groups, it is clear that this change in the
declaration actually affected the oscillations in the number of members of such groups.

Apart from the subjective understanding of national identity and free declaration, a
problem in the precise monitoring of changes in the national structure of population is also
caused by the processes of assimilation, ethnic mimicry® or ethnic transfer (Penev, 2012; Markovi¢
Krsti¢, 2021; Knezevi¢, 2007). An illustrative example of ethnic mimicry refers to the changes
in the number of Roma and their share in the total population numbers, while Radovanovi¢
and KnezZevi¢ (2014) say that main reasons of the mimicry of Roma lie “in the experiences of
the historical past, cultural factors, education, poverty, delay in the establishment of political
and cultural organizations, as well as in the non-existence of the parent state” (Radovanovi¢ &
Knezevi¢, 2014, p. 31). Although this is young population, characterized by high population
growth, it is assumed that the main reason of mimicry, i.e., willing assimilation into other
nationalities, is discrimination against them (Raduski, 2013). Pronounced oscillations in
the numbers in between the censuses, apart from Roma, cannot be explained among Vlachs

> About the change in the classification of nationalities until 2002, see Mrden, 2002.

* The end of Yugoslavia was “declared” on 4 February 2003, when the Constitutional Charter of
the State Union of Serbia and Montenegro was adopted.

> Knezevi¢ says that the “phenomenon of ‘ethnic mimicry”, with which Roma want to resolve their
socially neglected existence, significantly contributes to the change in the attitude when declaring
ethnic affiliation of Roma in between censuses” (Knezevi¢, 2007, p. 86).
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only by demographic factors either (population growth or migration), but also by changes in
national self-identification (Raduski, 2023). Declaration of nationality for Roma and Vlachs
is a “constant rule of ethnic mimicry” (Knezevi¢, 2017, p. 450).

Today’s number and distribution of nationalities in the territory of Serbia, as well
as former Yugoslav republic, are the consequ4nce of mutual action of numerous social
and historical factors, such as the change of political regimes, wars, large displacement
of refugees, which often had the nature of a true exodus, and then the arrival of a large
number of refugees, serious economic crises, labour market liberalization and other causes
(Penev, 2012; Radovanovi¢, 2005; Raduski, 2010; Raduski, 2023). These processes are not
typical only of Serbia, but of the majority of the Balkan countries, where great attention is
still dedicated to national structures of population.

In the last decade of the 20" century, these countries witnessed social and political
changes (Merkel, Kollmorgen, Wagner, 2019; Stojadinovi¢, Mati¢, 2009; Brainerd, 2009; Peney,
2012; Lazi¢, 2011) that also affected the ethnic structure of their respective populations,
while the data about the national structures of population are still in high demand. In former
Yugoslav republics, data are being collected about nationality, while population structures
can be classified into three groups by this criterion: Croatia has ethnically increasingly
homogeneous population, North Macedonia and Serbia are ethnically heterogeneous,
with one ethnic group with than 50% in the total population numbers, while in Bosnia and
Herzegovina® and in Montenegro the population makes a relative majority (DZSH, 2021;
BHAS, 2019; Makstat 2021; Monstat, 2011).

METHODOLOGICAL NOTES

The main objective of the paper is to analyze the national structure of Serbia’s population
according to the results of the 2022 Census, as well as to monitor changes in the population
structures by nationality in the first two decades of the 21 century in Serbia, through the
analysis and comparison of the data from the censuses conducted in 2002, 2011 and 2022.

Therefore, the time framework of this paper covers the period from 2002 to 2022, i.e.,
the period in which three censuses of population were conducted in the 21* century. The
spatial coverage of the analysis of the national structure of population is the territory of the
Republic of Serbia. According to the 2022 and 2011 censuses, the data were shown for the
statistical-territorial units at three levels (Serbia — the north and Serbia - the south; regions;
districts), but, because of the comparability of data with the data of the 2002 Census, we
opted for the methodology of this census, in which data are shown for three micro-units
(Central Serbia, Vojvodina, Kosovo and Metohija’). The data in the census books are shown
by municipalities, but also at the level of settlements. The quantitative analysis was conducted
according to the published data by the Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia [RZS].

¢ In Bosnia and Herzegovina, according to the latest census from 2013, Bosniaks still had an absolute
majority of 50.1% (BHAS, 2019).

7 Tt should be noted that there are data about Kosovo and Metohija (which will be discussed later in
the paper), but that the Republic Statistical Office does not recognize them. That is why the analysis
in this paper refers only to the territory of Serbia excluding Kosovo and Metohija.
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Therefore, the main sources of data about the national structure of Serbia’s population,
which were used in this paper, are the statistical sources of the Republic Statistical Office
collected in the above-mentioned census. The difference in the classification of nationalities
by the censuses was small, but not negligible. In the 2002 Census, there were 41 national
modalities, while in 2011 there were 45 modalities (the 2011 classification of nationalities
included Armenians, Shopi, Torlakians and the Boyash). In the 2022 Census, the Boyash
were excluded from the classification). In the 2022 Census, there were 44 modalities of
national affiliation, regional affiliation and group in which other nationalities were classified
(RZS, 2023; RZS, 2012; RZS, 2003).

The problem in the data analysis and comparison is also caused by the unequal time
interval between two specific censuses, but a much bigger problem in observing the changes
in the national structure of Serbia is posed by the fact that none of the censuses from which
data were collected to be analyzed in this paper (2002, 2011 and 2022) was conducted in
the entire territory of the Republic of Serbia. For the 2002 Census, the census results were
published “about national or ethnic affiliation of the permanent inhabitants of Central
Serbia and the Autonomous Province of Vojvodina” (RZS, 2003, p. 4). The 2011 Census
did not cover the entire population of Serbia either because it was not conducted in the
territory of the Autonomous Province of Kosovo and Metohija, while in the municipalities
of Bujanovac and PreSevo “a smaller coverage was recorded of the census units due to the
boycott by the majority of the members of the Albanian national community” (RZS, 2012,
p- 3) (Table 1). In 2022, “there were no conditions for conducting the census in the territory
of the southern Serbian province” either (RZS, 2023, p. 12), so the census was conducted
only in the territory of Vojvodina and Central Serbia.

Apart from the fact that the 2022 Census, just as the previous two censuses, did not cover
the population in the entire territory of the Republic of Serbia, after data collection in 2022 a
substantial increase was observed in the number of inhabitants about whose nationality there
is no information whatsoever. Namely, the column “Unknown” shows “the total number of
persons who did not provide an answer to the question about national affiliation or the given
answer did not constitute their declaration about national affiliation™ (RZS, 2023, p. 14). This
also includes a number of persons whose data were taken from administrative sources, but
do not contain any information about their national affiliation (RZS, 2023, p. 13)*.

In the 2002 and 2011 Censuses there was about 1% of the unknown (Table 1) and
as many as 4.8% in the 2022 Census. Of course, it has already been said that inhabitants’
declaration by nationality is not compulsory, i.e., that it is a subjective sentiment or a variable
characteristic, but various questions still arise. First of all, the question is why there is such
a high number of “unknown” recorded, and then how it affects the trends in the number of
members of different ethnic groups and whether it is territorially conditioned.

8 Of course, here it is necessary to note that there are not only 44 modalities, but that the group
“others” also includes many nationalities with a very small number of members.

° In case they declared themselves as Martians, Jedis, Aliens, Hobbits, Elves, Penguins etc.

10" The largest shares of unknown in the total population numbers at the municipal level are record-
ed in Belgrade’s municipalities Savski venac with 15.9%, Stari grad with 12.5%, Vracar with 9.7%,
Zvezdara with 8.8% and Palilula with 8.7%. The municipalities with the largest share of unknown in

Serbia are also Majdanpek (12.3%), Zabari (11.2%) and Negotin (8.4%) (RZS, 2023a).
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Firstly, the answer to the question why the number of the “unknown” is much higher
than the number in the previous two censuses lies, among other things, in the fact that
211,947 persons were “imputed” in this group based on the data from administrative sources,
although there are no data about their nationality (RZS, 2023). In the same way, having in
mind that nationality data are not compulsory; it is also assumed that by giving no answer
to this question or by giving answers such as Martians, Hobbits etc., a number of inhabitants
showed their dissatisfaction with the political or economic situation in Serbia. However,
it seems that it is not characteristic of the 2022 Census, but also for all post-war censuses
in which these data were collected by the subjective criterion of ethnic self-identification.

Secondly, to give an answer to the question about how the high share of the unknown
affects the trends in the numbers of ethnic group members, Table 1a provides the calculation
of the shares of ethnic group members in the total population numbers of Serbia excluding
the unknown ones. The calculated shares of ethnic groups in Serbia’s population (excluding
the unknown) show that there are visible differences in the amounts of the shares of some
ethnic groups. Namely, the greatest difference is seen in the share of Serbs in the total
population - of as many as 4.1%. The share of Serbs in the total population numbers in
2022 was 80.6% (RZS, 2023), and in the total population numbers excluding the unknown
84.7%". If we count the share of other ethnic groups in the population for those whose
nationality is known'?, it can be seen that the share is by 0.1 percentage points higher
among Hungarians, Bosniaks and Albanians, but also among the inhabitants who did not
declare their nationality. At the same time, these are the largest numbers in the population
structure by nationality. In smaller ethnic groups, the shares are mostly the same as in the
total population numbers including the unknown. Therefore, it can be seen that with the
increasing number of the unknown and their share in the total population numbers, there
is also an increasing number of ethnic groups whose shares differ in these two methods of
calculation. The greatest number of nationalities whose shares differ was recorded in the
2022 Census, when the share of the unknown was the highest.

Insisting on the careful calculation of the shares is based on the fact that data may
be interpreted differently, for example it can be claimed that the share of Serbs or some
other ethnic group has decreased in comparison to the previous censuses, while from the
above-cited example we can see that this also depends on the method of calculation and
interpretation of data. These data primarily show that in the analysis and interpretation
of population number trends of a national group, it is necessary to be extremely cautious
because concluding about the decrease in the number of inhabitants, particularly of

' The difference in the shares of this national group was less visible when the share of the unknown
was lower. Namely, if the share of Serbs is calculated with respect to the total population numbers, in
2002 it was 82.9%, in 2011 it was 83.3%, while in 2022 it was 80.6%. However, when the share of Serbs
is calculated in the total number of inhabitants with known national affiliation (including those who
declared their nationality, but also those who did not, in the last three census, between 1.5% and 2.3%
respectively), the share of the members of Serbian nationality accounted for 83.7% in 2022, 84.3% in
2011, while that share was 84.7% in 2022 (Table 1) (RZS, 2003, 2012, 2023).

2 In Table 1a, the shares are calculated of the national groups in the total population numbers
(excluding those whose nationality is unknown). The shares that differ from the shares of ethnic
groups, calculated in the total number of inhabitants without the unknown, are italicized.

841



Snezana S. Stojsin, Changes in the national structure of Serbia’s population at the beginning...

national minorities, without any deeper analysis, with all the deficiencies of the census, is
not scientifically justified.

NATIONAL STRUCTURE OF SERBIA’'S
POPULATION IN THE 21ST CENTURY

According to the latest census in 2022, there are 6,647,003 inhabitants living in Serbia.
Since the beginning of the 21 century or, more precisely, between the 2002 Census and the
2022 Census, the number of inhabitants in the Republic of Serbia has decreased by 850,998.

At the beginning of the 21* century, in the first inter-census period between 2002
and 2011, the number of inhabitants decreased by 311,139 (RZS, 2012; RZS, 2003). In this
period, negative trends were recorded for almost all nationalities, which caused the reduction
in the number and share in the total population of Serbia, “except for Roma, Bosniaks,
Muslims and some smaller ethnic groups (the Gorani, Germans, Russians...) that recorded
an increase” (Raduski, 2013). In addition, in the following inter-census period, from 2011 to
2022, the number of inhabitants decreased by as many as 539,859 (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2012).
The reduction in the population was also recorded among the majority of ethnic groups.

The following text will explain in detail the characteristics of the national structure
of Serbia’s population according to the latest census, as well as the changes recorded since
the beginning of this century.

Although there are 44 nations in the official statistical nomenclature of nationalities
in Serbia according to the 2022 Census, Book 1 of the Republic Statistical Office presents
the population structure by national affiliation for 21 ethnic communities, which have
over 2,000 members (RZS, 2023, p. 3)"%, while ethnic groups with under 2,000 members
are classified among “others™'*. The groups with over 2,000 members are Serbs (5,360,239
in total), Albanians (61,687), Bosniaks (153,801), Bulgarians (12,918), Bunjevci (11,104),
Vlachs (21,013), the Gorani (7.700), Yugoslavs (27,143), Hungarians (184,442), Macedonians
(14,767), Muslims (13,011), Germans (2,573), Roma (131,936), Romanians (23,044),
Ruthenians (11.483), Russians® (10,486), Slovaks (41,730), Slovenians (2,829), Ukrainians

" In the subsequent analysis there is no mention of all the groups listed in Book 1. We analyzed
larger groups of population, i.e., those with the share of over 1% in the total population of Serbia.
We have also included the ethnic groups with the observed substantial differences in the number of
inhabitants, which have the share of under 1% (e.g., Yugoslavs), or those that make the majority pop-
ulation in a municipality (e.g., Albanians and Slovaks). The differences in the analyzed nationalities
are also visible at the level of Central Serbia and Vojvodina since some groups are almost non-existent
in Vojvodina (e.g., Vlachs) and the other way round.

" Others included Austrians, the Ashkali, Belgians, Greeks, Danes, Egyptians, Englishmen, Italians,
Jews, Armenians, the Chinese, Nores, Poles, Torlakians, Turks, Fins, Frenchmen, Aromanians, the
Swiss, Swedes, Shopi, Sokci and other nationalities, i.e., those that are not found among these 44
national modalities.

5 The number of Russians has increased substantially between the 2002 Census, when there 2,588
members of this nationality, and 2022, when as many as 10.486 were recorded (RZS, 2023). It is as-
sumed that the increase in the number of Russians has been partly affected by the arrival of Russians
because of the Russia-Ukraine war, while possibly also the change in declaring their nationality in

842



Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LVII (2023), no. 3, pp. 823-859

(3,969), Croats (39,107) and Montenegrins (20,238). On average, 23 ethnic communities had
under 1,000 members by the community, with the total of 21,643 inhabitants, while 11,929
declared their regional affiliation. The constitutional right not to be declared was exercised
by 136,198 citizens of Serbia, while there were 322,013 inhabitant whose nationality was
not known (Table 1) (RZS, 2023).

The data analysis regarding national affiliation in 2022 was performed in the territory
of the Republic of Serbia excluding Kosovo and Metohija and, if looking at the data collected
only for the territory of Vojvodina and Central Serbia, excluding Kosovo and Metohija, we
can say that Serbia is ethnically a relatively homogeneous country' because 80.6% of the
total population is Serbian. The share of Hungarians in the total number of inhabitants is
2.8%, while that of Bosniaks is 2.3% and of Roma 2.0% in the total number (RZS, 2023)
(Table 1). Other nationalities account for less than 1%".

However, if we include the data about the population in the other Serbian province,
where the census was not conducted, according to the 2021 estimates, there were 1,773,971
residents'® in it. Thus, the Republic of Serbia (with Kosovo and Metohija, 8,420,974
inhabitants) is an ethnically heterogeneous country with 63.6% Serbs, 21.1% Albanians and
2.2% Hungarians (RZS, 2023; ASK, 2023a)". Other nationalities whose numbers exceed
100,000 include Bosniaks and Roma.

%

In the total population of Serbia, Serbs have the largest number of inhabitants
(5,360,239) and, according to the 2022 Census, they have the greatest share (84.7%) (Table
1a). The absolute number of Serbs is lower with each census — in 2002, there were 6,212,838
Serbs, and in 2011 there were 5,988,150 (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2012; RZS, 2003). Serbs are the

comparison to the census preceding this war. Detailed analyses and research could actually prove
the truthfulness of this assumption.

' Raduski gives a scale of ethnic homogeneity of Ruza Petrovi¢ (1983), which consists of monolithic
composition (when one ethnic group accounts for more than 90%), extremely homogeneous com-
position (80%-89%), lower homogeneity, i.e., lower heterogeneity (70%-79%), higher heterogeneity
(60%-69%) and very high heterogeneity of population (50%-59%). Raduski notes that these values
can change depending on the numerical relations of ethnic groups (Raduski, 2010, p. 250).

7 In the group of nationalities with shares not exceeding 1%, the most numerous are Albanians
with 0.9%, followed by Slovaks and Croats with 0.6% respectively in the total number of inhabitants
(RZS, 2023).

8 The source used for data is the Agency for Statistics of Kosovo* (ASK). According to the data
of this Agency for 2011, in the territory of Kosovo and Metohija there were 1,616,869 Albanians
(91.1% in the total number of the Autonomous Province’s inhabitants) and only 25,532 members of
the Serbian nationality, i.e., 1.4%, while 7.5% of the population is made of others (Turks, Bosniaks,
Roma etc.) (ASK, 2023). In 1991, Albanians were also the majority population with the share of
81.6% (Raduski, 2001).

It should be noted that the above-mentioned 2011 “Census’, conducted by the Agency for Statistics
of Kosovo* in Kosovo and Metohija (ASK, 2023a), was boycotted by almost entire Serbian popula-
tion in the north of the province, so that these data should be analyzed with certain caution because
they are not the official census data. The latest census in which the entire population of Kosovo and
Metohija was allegedly recorded was conducted in 1991. There were 1,956,196 inhabitants living in
Kosovo and Metohija, out of whom 9.9% (194.190) Serbs and 81.6% (1.596.072) Albanians (SZS, 1992).
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absolute majority population in 88.1% municipalities in Serbia, while the relative majority
population of Serbs is recorded in 2.5% municipalities (Map 1). The smallest share of Serbs
is recorded in the municipalities of Tutin (2.1% Serbs in the total number of inhabitants of
the municipality), Presevo (4.8%) and Kanjiza (7.2%) (RZS, 2023).

The analysis of the data obtained during the observed period between the censuses
of 2002 and 2022 indicates the reduced number not only of Serbs, but also of the members
of all ethnic groups, except for Roma, Bosniaks, Albanians and Russians.

Roma are the “most dispersed” ethnic group in Serbia since they are not concentrated
in any particular part of Serbia, such as, for example, Hungarians, Bosniaks, Albanians and
others, which will be discussed later in the text (Map 1). Out of the total number of Roma,
31.0% live Vojvodina (2.4% of the total number of inhabitants in the Autonomous Province)
and 69.0% in Central Serbia (1.9% of the total number of inhabitants in Central Serbia).
In almost all municipalities in Serbia, this ethnic group participates with a certain share,
but its share is somewhat higher in the municipalities in South-East Serbia. The greatest
absolute number of Roma is recorded in Leskovac (6,700) and Ni$ (5,803) (RZS, 2023).
Nevertheless, their share in the total population of the municipalities is the highest in the
municipalities of Bojnik (19.9%), Bela Palanka (14.8%), Surdulica (12.3%), Zitorada (9.0%)
and Vladi¢in Han (7.5%) (RZS, 2023). The increase in the total number of Roma by 23,743
inhabitants of Roma nationality during the observed period, apart from ethnic mimicry
being characteristic of them, is caused by relatively high birth rates and low mortality rates
(Raduski, 2013; Penev, 2012; Radovanovi¢ & Knezevié, 2014), because the population that
was the youngest by the 2002 Census, with the average age of 27.5, is now on average 30.6
years old (RZS, 2004; RZS, 2023a).

The same factors have led to an increase in the number of Bosniaks (+17.714), who
are on average 36.5 years old, and their share in the total number of Serbia’s population
during the observed period went up from 1.8% to 2.4% (RZS, 2004; RZS, 2023). The Bosniak
nationality was introduced as late as 2002. With the “division” of Muslims into Bosniaks and
Muslims. The increase in the number of Bosniaks and the decrease in the number of Muslims
during the observed period are mainly the result of the changes in declaring nationality,
because more and more Muslims accepted the name Bosniaks in 2011 and 2022. This is
also visible in the analysis of the number trends of Muslims; namely, according to the 1991
Census, there were 180,222 Muslims living in Serbia and only eleven years later, according
to the 2002 Census, there were only 19,503 members of this ethnic group. The same census
recorded 136,087 inhabitants of the “newly established” ethnic group of Bosniaks. This
change in declaration is the consequence of the political activity of the Party of Democratic
Action of Sandzak (SDA)® both in the territory of Serbia and of Montenegro, when in
1991 they started claiming that they are Bosniaks, that they speak the Bosniak (Bosnian)
language and that they are Islamists, when addressing the Muslims in the south of Serbia
(Dimitrova, 2001). After such significant drop in the number of Muslims in 2002, their
number slightly increased to 22,301 in 2011, while in 2022 it dropped to 13,011; however,
the share remained the same (Table 1).

2 After its foundation in 1990, the Party of Democratic Action of Sandzak (SDA) worked on finding
the Muslim identity in national terms, and “in the end, once again” (Selimovi¢, 2001, p. 179) it came
up with the term Bosniaks (Selimovi¢, 2001).
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According to the 2022 Census, the number of Montenegrins is three times lower
(from 69,049 it went down to 20,238) due to the change in declaring ethnic affiliation,
as well as to the increase in the average age of Montenegrins in Serbia from 40.9 to 50.7
(RZS, 2004; RZS, 2023a). The number of Yugoslavs in the observed period went down from
80,721 (in 2002) to 23,303 (in 2011), but then went up to 27,143 (in 2022). This increase in
the period between two latest censuses could be ascribed to the fact that the young more
often opted for the changes in declaration, and the consequence is the above-mentioned
“abrupt aging” that is not purely demographically caused. Namely, Yugoslavs, apart from
other listed factors, also record the greatest “surge” in the average age from 39.2 to 56.5
(RZS, 2004; RZS, 2023a). We can say that their number is going down with the passage of
time since the breakup of the Socialists Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and of the Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia, while their average age increases as well.

In this twenty-year period, the number of Vlachs was halved from 40,054 to 21,013
and, apart from ethnic mimicry, the decreased number was largely affected by unfavourable
trends in population trends because, among other things, the average age went up from
47.3 to 55.5, which makes them one of the oldest groups in Serbia (RZS, 2004; RZS, 2023a).

%%

The national structure of population differs in Central Serbia and Vojvodina.

In Central Serbia, the population is ethnically homogeneous because the majority
group consists of Serbs with the share of 85.5% in total population numbers (Table 2), or
89.5% (the share in the total population for which nationality affiliation is known [Table
2a]). Since the beginning of the 21* century to date, the number of Serbs in Central Serbia
has gone down by 721,577 inhabitants (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003). The average age of Serbs
in this part of Serbia is 44.6 years, which is by 3.8 years more than according to the 2002
Census (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003). The reason for the decrease in the absolute number of
Serbs should be sought in the increasingly higher average age of population (which refers
to all ethnic groups), constant negative population growth, negative migration balance
and other social factors.

The number of Serbian inhabitants is over 80% in 107 municipalities; all of them
are in the territory of Central Serbia, where during the observed twenty years the absolute
number decreased, but the share of Serbs in total population of those municipalities most
often did not decrease. In Vojvodina, there are no municipalities with more than 90%
members of one nationality, while in Central Serbia there are 68 municipalities like that
(RZS, 2023) (Table 5).

In only several municipalities in Central Serbia, Serbs have the share between 60% and
80% in the total number of inhabitants of those municipalities, while the Serbian population
is relative majority in three municipalities (Prijepolje, Ba¢ and Becej) (Map 1). According to
the data of the 2022 Census, the oldest inhabitants live in the municipalities where Serbs are
the majority population - first Crna Trava, where the average age of population is 56.4 years,
followed by Gadzin Han (53.2), the inhabitants of the Municipality of Rekovac (51.5) and
Svrljig (51.0). In several municipalities in the east of Serbia, the average age of inhabitants
is also about 50 years. In Negotin, the average age is 50.4; in Kucevo 50.7, Zagubica 50.0,
Kladovo 49.8 and Golubac 49.9 (RZS, 2023a).
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In Central Serbia, apart from Serbs, Bosniaks participate with the share of 3.3%,
Roma with 2%, Albanians with 1.3%, while other ethnic groups have a share under 0.5%
(Table 2a). As compared to the first census in the 21 century, in 2002 there was an increase
(both absolute and relative) only in the number of Bosniaks and Roma in Central Serbia.
The number of members of all other ethnic groups in the total population has gone down
(Table 2 and Table 2a).

Some nationalities mainly live in the territory of Central Serbia: 99.5% of the total
number of Bosniaks, 96.9% of the total number of Albanians, 91.3% Bulgarians and as
many as 99.1% Vlachs (RZS, 2023). These nationalities “have a pronounced concentration
and ethnic domination in border regions of the country and the question of their status
and territorial-political organization gives special weight and importance to the minority
question” (Raduski, 2010, p. 250). Therefore, these ethnic groups are characterized by
spatial ethnic homogenization.

Albanian population has absolute majority in the Municipality of Presevo, where
Albanians account for 93.7% of the total number of inhabitants in that municipality (RZS,
2023). The share of Albanians in Pre$evo in 2022 was 93.7%, and in 2002 it was by 4.6
percentage points lower (Map 1). In Bujanovac, the majority population is also composed
of Albanians (62.0%), while their share in this municipality has increased by 7.3 percentage
points since 2002 (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003). Of the total number of Albanians in Serbia, 90.5%
of them live in these two municipalities.

In the south-west part, in Sandzak, Bosniaks and Muslims are concentrated (Map 1),
while Tutin is the municipality with the majority Bosniak population, where Bosniaks have
a share of 92.0% in the total number of inhabitants in this municipality. In Tutin, the share
of Bosniaks during these twenty years has decreased by 2.2 percentage points (RZS, 2003).
During the observed period, the share of Bosniaks in the Municipality of Novi Pazar increased
from 76.3% to 79.8% in the total population of this municipality. Bosniaks have the majority
population in Sjenica as well (73.3%) and their share has not changed in this municipality in
the past twenty years (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003). Of the total number of Bosniaks in Serbia, 86.7%
members of this nationality live in these three municipalities (Tutin, Novi Pazar and Sjenica).

The youngest population lives in the municipalities with the majority Bosniak
population: Tutin (34.6 years), Novi Pazar (36.3 years) and Sjenica (39.3 years) and with the
majority Albanian population; in PreSevo, the average age is 37.6 years and in Bujanovac
38.8 years (RZS, 2023a).

In east Serbia, Bulgarians and Vlachs are concentrated. Bulgarians have absolutely
majority population in the Municipality of Bosilegrad 67.2%, while in Dimitrovgrad with
45.6% they make relatively majority population. The share of Bulgarians in the Municipality
of Dimitrovgrad in 2002 was 49.7% (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003). Since the 2002 Census, the
share of Bulgarians in the Municipality of Bosilegrad has decreased by 3.6 percentage
points, while the share of Serbs is lower by 0.3 percentage points (RZS, 2003). The average
age of Bulgarians in Central Serbia increased from 48.4 to 54.4 years (Table 4). Vlachs are
concentrated in the east of Serbia, while the largest share of the total number of Vlachs lives
in the municipalities of Bor (21.3%), Petrovac na Mlavi (13.7%), Kucevo (9.2%), Negotin
(8.4%), Boljevac (7.8%), Zagubica (7.2%) and Zajecar (7.0%), but, however, Vlachs are not
the majority population in any municipality (RZS, 2023).
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In comparison to Central Serbia, the population of Vojvodina is more heterogeneous.
Vojvodina has a bi-modal ethnonational structure with two prevalent nationalities: Serbs and
Hungarians, with over three quarters of the total population in the Autonomous Province
(Raduski, 2010). Serbs are the majority population and their absolute number has decreased
by 131,022 inhabitants in the twenty observed years (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003). However, the
share of 68.4% in the total number of inhabitants of the Autonomous Province, or 71.4%
in the total known population is higher than the share of 65.0% or 65.8% respectively in
2002. The average age of Serbs living in this province has increased by 4.1 years, but Serbs
in Vojvodina (43.5 years old) are on average by one year younger than Serbs in Central
Serbia (44,6) (RZS, 2023a; RZS, 2004).

The ethnic groups with the largest numbers living in the territory of Vojvodina
according to the 2022 Census (RZS, 2023), such as Slovaks (4.6% in Central Serbia as
compared to 95.4% in Vojvodina), Romanians (15,0% in Central Serbia as compared to 85,0%
in Vojvodina), Ruthenians (2.4% in Central Serbia as compared to 97.6% in Vojvodina),
Bunjevci (1.4% in Central Serbia as compared to 98.6% in Vojvodina) and Hungarians
(only 1.1% in Central Serbia as compared to 98.9% in Vojvodina) have “aged” on average
by five years (Table 4; Table 4a).

The share of Hungarians as the second ethnic group by size at the level of the Republic
of Serbia and Vojvodina has decreased from 14.3% to 10.5%, while in the past twenty
years their number has gone done by 107,886 inhabitants. The largest concentration of
Hungarians is in the north of Vojvodina (Map 1), while they have the absolute majority
in the municipalities of Kanjiza, Senta, Ada, Ba¢ka Topola and Mali Idos. Coka is the only
municipality in which Hungarians have a relative majority (44.8%). In these six municipalities,
including Subotica, there are 54.6% of the total number of Hungarians in Serbia, which
clearly shows their concentration in the north of Vojvodina.

In Kanjiza, with 83.1% of the population of Hungarian nationality, in the period
between the censuses in 2002 and 2022, the share of Hungarians went down by 3.5 percentage
points. The share of Hungarians also went down in other Vojvodina municipalities with
the majority population of Hungarian nationality: in 2002 in Senta, there were 80.5%
Hungarians, as compared to 75.7% Hungarians in 2022. In Ada, their share in this period
decreased by 3.9 percentage points, in Backa Topola by 3.2 percentage points, and in Mali
Ido$ by 4.9 percentage points (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003). In some municipalities with the
majority population of Hungarian nationality, the share of Serbs is also smaller: by 1.2
percentage points in Ada, by 0.3 percentage points in Kanjiza, while in Senta it increased
by 1 percentage point (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003).

Ethnically most heterogeneous and the only municipality with no majority population
is Subotica with 30.1% Serbs, 30.0% Hungarians, 8.4% Croats, 7.3% Bunjevci, 2.8% Roma,
10.8% non-declared and 4.8% unknown (RZS, 2023). In comparison to 2002, in the population
of Subotica, the share of Hungarians decreased by 8.5 percentage points, while the share
of Serbs increased by 5.9 percentage points. In this town, the share of Bunjevci also went
down by 3.6 percentage points and of Croats by 2.8 percentage points (RZS, 2023; RZS,
2003). The data of the 2022 Census show that in Subotica for the first time there is a larger
number of Serbs than Hungarians, which means they “took over” the relative majority by
0.1%. Among Hungarians, the ethnic group with the average age of 48,5 years, there was a
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decrease due to the negative migration balance (moving to Hungary) and due to the above
average high rate of negative population growth (Penev, 2012, p. 1552). Similar factors
affected Croats as well (the average age was 51.8 in 2022). During the observed period,
their number dropped by 23,862 inhabitants (RZS, 2023).

The share of Roma in Vojvodina has increased from 1.4% to 2.4%, while their total
number has increased by 11,881 inhabitants (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003). A somewhat smaller
share in the total population numbers of the Autonomous Province goes to Slovaks (2.3%),
who are the absolute majority population in Backi Petrovac (60.6%), and relatively in Kovacica
(41.0%). During the observed period, the share of Slovaks in Kovacica remained the same,
while the share of Serbs increased by 0.3 percentage points (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2003) (Table 3;
Table 3a). Almost all nationalities in Vojvodina “are characterized by depopulation trends
as a consequence of negative trends in the natural trends of population (low birth rate and
high mortality rate), emigration, changes in the national affiliation, as well as assimilation
processes conditioned by small population numbers, spatial dispersion, great number of
mixed marriages etc.” (Raduski, 2010, p. 253). This statement is also valid nowadays.

The oldest inhabitants of Vojvodina live in the Municipality of Plandiste — 47.3 years
old, while the youngest ones live in Novi Sad - 40.8 years old (RZS, 2023a), which is the
consequence of people constantly coming to live in this city (Stoj$in, 2018). In Vojvodina, the
oldest inhabitants live in the western part of the Autonomous Province, in the municipalities
of Apatin - 46.8 and Sombor - 46.1, where Serbs are on average 45.8 years old, while
Hungarians and Croats are even older (52.4 and 50.5 respectively).

It is noticeable that in both inter-census periods the number and share of other ethnic
groups oscillates, which can be interpreted by the varying number of inhabitants who declare
their nationality by regional affiliation. Namely, in 2002, in Vojvodina there were 10,154 who
chose regional declaration, while in 2011 that number was almost three-fold, reaching 28,567
(Stojsin, 2015). A large increase recorded in 2011 may be interpreted by political factors when,
among other things, the League of Social Democrats of Vojvodina (LSV) was in power, which
prioritized “affiliation solely to Vojvodina’, so it can be assumed that it is the reason why
more inhabitants opted for regional declaration than in 2002. In 2022 that number dropped
to 9,985 (RZS, 2003; RZS, 2012; RZS, 2023). Regional affiliation was the highest in the 2011
census and it accounted for 1.5% in the total number of population (RZS, 2012). The total
share of the inhabitants who opted for regional affiliation is negligible in the total number of
inhabitants in Central Serbia, but there was a slight increase recorded in the 2022 Census?.

CONCLUSION

There are different understandings of the importance of collecting data about the
national structure of population through censuses or from some other sources, but in the
Balkan states, and not only in them, care is still taken of this characteristic of population.
Due to the incomplete coverage of the population census in the entire territory of the
Republic of Serbia, the boycott by some ethnic groups, the emergence of a large number of

21 Tn 2002 - 1,331;in 2011 - 1,944 and in 2022 - 2,204 inhabitants declared their affiliation based
on the region of living (RZS, 2023; RZS, 2012; RZS, 2003).
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unknown inhabitants and then “the imputation” of data about them from other sources, the
changes in the declaration about nationality and other various factors mentioned above, it
is difficult to analyze precisely the changes in the national structure of Serbia’s population.
This paper shows the potential importance of large shares of unknown population in
calculating the shares of ethnic groups in the total population count of a territory. Despite
these deficiencies, it may be said that the national structure of Serbia’s population has not
changed substantially since the beginning of the 21 century to date. In almost all ethnic
groups, the reduction in the number of their members has been observed. There has been an
increase in the number of inhabitants of Bosniak, Roma, Albanian and Russian nationality.
All ethnic groups are older in comparison to the previous census, while the high average age,
apart from other above-listed factors, leads to the reduction in the number of inhabitants
of the majority of ethnic groups.
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APPENDIX / ITPMJIOT

Tadena 1. Citianosnuwitiso Cpduje iipema HAUUOHANHO] UPUTLAGHOCTTAU,
woducy 2002, 2011. u 2022. iogune / Table 1. Population of Serbia by ethnic affiliation,
Census 2002, 2011, 2022.

HauwnoHnanHoct/Ethnicity 2002 2011 2022
6poj/No % 6poj/No % 6poj/No %
YkynHo/Total 7.498.001| 100,0 |7.186.862| 100,0 |6.647.003| 100,0
Cpbu/Serbs 6.212.838| 82,9 |5.988.150| 83,3 |5.360.239| 80,6
Mahapwn/Hungarians 293.299 3,9 253.899 3,5 184.442 2,8
Bbowrbaumn/Bosniaks 136.087 1,8 145.278 2,0 153.801 2,3
Mycnumann/Muslims 19.503 0,3 22.301 0,3 13.011 0,2
Pomun/Roma people 108.193 1,4 147.604 2,1 131.936 2,0
@ HA3AL ) cqosenn/Yugoslavs 80721 | 1,1 | 23303 | 03 | 27143 | 04
Xpsatwn/Croats 70.602 0,9 57.900 0,8 39.107 0,6
@ BACK | ||proropun/Montenegrins 69.049 | 09 | 38527 | 05 | 20238 | 03
An6aHuw/Albanians 61.641 08 5.809 0,1 61.687 09
Cnosauw/Slovaks 59.021 0,8 52.750 0,7 41.730 0,6
Bnacw/Vlachs 40.054 0,5 35.330 0,5 21.013 0,3
PymyHn/Romanians 34.576 0,5 29.332 0,4 23.044 0,4
MakepgoHun/Macedonians 25.847 0,3 22.755 0,3 14.767 0,2
Byrapu/Bulgarians 20.497 0,3 18.543 0,3 12918 0,2
PycnHu/Ruthenians 15.905 0,2 14.246 0,2 11.483 0,2
HewusjawreHnun/Did not declare 107.732 14 160.346 2,2 136.198 2,0
Octann/Other 82.852 1,1 89.049 1,2 72.242 1,1
HenosHato/Unknown 75.483 1,0 81.740 1,1 322.013 4,8

M3Bop/Source: RZS, 2003; RZS, 2012; RZS, 2023.

Tadena la. CitianosHuwiniso Cpduje tipema HAUUOHANHO] UpUlagHOCTiU
(6e3 netiosnaiioi) / Table 1a. Population of Serbia by ethnic affiliation (without unknown)

HauwnoHanHoct/Ethnicity 2002 2011 2022
6poj/No % 6poj/No | %/ | 6poj/No %

Ykynan 6poj 6es wenosratux/ |, 45 51g| 1000 7.105.122| 1000 | 6324990 100,0
Total number without unknown

@ HA3AN Cpbu/Serbs 6.212.838| 83,7 |5.988.150| 84,3 |5360.239| 84,7
Mahapu/Hungarians 293.299 3,9 253.899 3,6 184.442 2,9

@ BACK 50|.m-bau,m/BosniaI_<s 136.087 1,8 145.278 2,0 153.801 24
Mycnumann/Muslims 19.503 0,3 22.301 0,3 13.011 0,2
Pomwn/Roma people 108.193 1.4 147.604 2,1 131.936 2,1
Jyrocnosenwn/Yugoslavs 80.721 1,1 23.303 0,3 27.143 0,4
Xpsatn/Croats 70.602 0,9 57.900 0,8 39.107 0,6
LipHoropuwn/Montenegrins 69.049 0,9 38.527 0,5 20.238 0,3
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HaumoHanHoct/Ethnicity 2002 2011 2022
6poj/No % 6poj/No | %/ | 6poj/No %
An6aHuu/Albanians 61.641 0,8 5.809 0,1 61.687 1,0
Cnosauw/Slovaks 59.021 0,8 52.750 0,7 41.730 0,7
Bnacwu/Vlachs 40.054 0,5 35.330 0,5 21.013 0,3
PymyHun/Romanians 34.576 0,5 29.332 04 23.044 04
MakepoHun/Macedonians 25.847 0,3 22.755 0,3 14.767 0,2
Byrapu/Bulgarians 20.497 0,3 18.543 0,3 12918 0,2
PycuHu/Ruthenians 15.905 0,2 14.246 0,2 11.483 0,2
Hewsjawrenn /Did not declare 107.732 1,5 160.346 23 136.198 2,2
Octanu/Other 82.852 1,1 89.049 1,3 72.242 1,1

M3Bop/Source: RZS, 2003; RZS, 2012; RZS, 2023.

Tadena 2. Cilianosnuwminieo yenitipante Cpouje tipema HAYUOHATHO]
aputiagnocitiu / Table 2. Population of Central Serbia by ethnic affiliation

HaunoHnanHoct/Ethnicity 2002 2011 2022
6poj/No % 6poj/No % 6poj/No %
YkynHo/Total 5.466.009| 100,0 |5.255.053| 100,0 [4.906.773| 100,0
Cpbu/Serbs 4.891.031| 89,5 |4.698515| 894 |4.169454| 85,0
Mabapu/Hungarians 3.092 0,1 2.763 0,1 2.121 0,0
Bbowtbaum/Bosniaks 135.670 2,5 144.498 2,7 153.083 3,1
Mycnumann/Muslims 15.869 0,3 18.941 0,4 10.592 0,2
Pomwn/Roma people 79.136 1,4 105.213 2,0 90.998 1,9
@ HA3AL | )y ocnosenn/Yugoslavs 30840 | 06 | 11127 | 02 | 14705 | 03
XpBatun/Croats 14.056 0,3 10.867 0,2 6.423 0,1
@ BACK | [|pHoropyn/Montenegrins 33536 | 06 | 16386 | 03 7.814 0,2
An6aHuw/Albanians 59.952 1,1 3.558 0,1 59.752 1,2
CnoBauw/Slovaks 2.384 0,0 2429 0,0 1.923 0,0
Bnacw/Vlachs 39.953 0,7 35.160 0,7 20.828 0,4
PymyHun/Romanians 4.157 0,1 3.922 0,1 3.449 0,1
MakegoHuun/Macedonians 14.062 0,3 12.363 0,2 7.746 0,2
Byrapw/Bulgarians 18.839 0,3 17.054 0,3 11.795 0,2
PycuHun/Ruthenians 279 0,0 318 0,0 276 0,0
HewusjawreHn/Did not declare 52.716 1,0 81.532 1,6 67.803 14
Octanu/Other 19.007 0,3 23.458 0,4 29.431 0,6
HenosHato/Unknown 51.709 0,9 66.949 1,3 248.580 5,1

M3Bop/Source: RZS, 2003; RZS, 2012; RZS, 2023.
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Tadena 2a. CitianosHuwiniéo yeninpante Cpouje iipema HAUUOHATHO]
uputiagnocitiu (de3 neiosuaitioi) / Table 2. Population of Central
Serbia by ethnic affiliation (without unknown)

HauwnoHanHoct/Ethnicity : 2002 : 2011 : 2022
6poj/No % 6poj/No % 6poj/No %
%’gi’;?ﬁf& f\‘f;t;"iﬁ’i”na;:;‘\/lv | |5414300 1000 |5.188.104| 100,0 | 4658193 100,0
Cpbu/Serbs 4.891.031| 90,3 |4.698.515| 90,6 |4.169454| 895
Mahapwn/Hungarians 3.092 0,1 2.763 0,1 2.121 0,0
Bbowrauun/Bosniaks 135.670 2,5 144.498 28 153.083 3,3
Mycnumann/Muslims 15.869 03 18.941 04 10.592 0,2
@ HA3AL Pomwn/Roma people 79.136 1,5 105.213 2,0 90.998 2,0
JyrocnoseHun/Yugoslavs 30.840 0,6 11.127 0,2 14.705 0,3
& BACK XpsaTtun/Croats 14.056 0,3 10.867 0,2 6.423 0,1
LipHoropuwn/Montenegrins 33.536 0,6 16.386 0,3 7.814 0,2
An6aHuu/Albanians 59.952 11 3.558 0,1 59.752 1,3
Cnosauw/Slovaks 2.384 0,0 2.429 0,0 1.923 0,0
Bnacw/Vlachs 39.953 0,7 35.160 0,7 20.828 04
PymyHn/Romanians 4.157 0,1 3.922 0,1 3.449 0,1
MakepoHuun/Macedonians 14.062 0,3 12.363 0,2 7.746 0,2
Byrapu/Bulgarians 18.839 0,3 17.054 0,3 11.795 0,3
PycuHu/Ruthenians 279 0,0 318 0,0 276 0,0
HeunsjawreHn /Did not declare 52.716 1,0 81.532 1,6 67.803 1,5
Ocranu/Other 19.007 0,3 23.458 0,5 29.431 0,6

M3Bop/Source: RZS, 2003; RZS, 2012; RZS, 2023.

Tadena 3. CiianosHuwiiiiéo Bojeogune tipema HAUUOHANHO] UpuiagHOCIi
/ Table 3. Population of Vojvodina by ethnic affiliation

2002 2011 2022
HauwnoHanHoct/Ethnicity - - -
6poj/No % 6poj/No % 6poj/No %
YkynHo/Total 2.031.992| 100,0 |1.931.809| 100,0 |1.740.230| 100,0
Cpbw/Serbs 1.321.807| 65,0 |1.289.635| 66,8 |1.190.785| 68,4
Mahapwn/Hungarians 290.207 14,3 251.136 13,0 182.321 10,5
4@m HA3AL | Pomu/Roma people 29.057 1,4 42.391 2,2 40.938 2,4
JyrocnoseHu/Yugoslavs 49.881 2,5 12.176 0,6 12438 0,7
@ BACK | Xpsatu/Croats 56.546 | 2,8 | 47.033 | 24 | 32684 1,9
LipHoropuwn/Montenegrins 35513 1,7 22141 1,1 12424 0,7
Cnosauw/Slovaks 56.637 2,8 50.321 2,6 39.807 23
PymyHn/Romanians 30419 1,5 25410 1,3 19.595 11
MakepoHuun/Macedonians 11.785 0,6 10.392 0,5 7.021 0,4

854


Milan
Nazad

Milan
Back

Milan
Nazad

Milan
Back


e= HA3AL

@ BACK

Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LVII (2023), no. 3, pp. 823-859

L. 2002 2011 2022

HaunoHnanHoct/Ethnicity : : :

6poj/No % 6poj/No % 6poj/No %
Pycunn/Ruthenians 15.626 0,8 13.928 0,7 11.207 0,6
Bymwesuu/Bunjevci 19.766 1,0 16.469 0,9 10.949 0,6
HewusjawreHn/Did not declare 55.016 2,7 81.018 4,2 70.339 4,0
Octanu/Other 35.958 1,8 54.968 29 36.289 2,1
HenosHato/Unknown 23.774 1,2 14791 0,8 73433 4,2

M3Bop/Source: RZS, 2003; RZS, 2012; RZS, 2023.

Tadena 3a. CitianosHuwinieo Bojsogure iipema HAUUOHANHO] TPUTAGHOCTHU
(6e3 netiosuaitiux) / Table 3a. Population of Vojvodina
by ethnic affiliation (without unknown)

HaunoHnanHoct/Ethnicity : 2002 : 2011 : 2022
6poj/No % 6poj/No % 6poj/No %
YkynHo/Total 2.008.218| 100,0 |1.917.018| 100,0 |1.666.797 | 100,0
Cpb6w/Serbs 1321.807| 658 |1.289.635| 67,3 |1.190.785| 71,4
Mabapu/Hungarians 290.207 | 14,5 | 251136 | 13,1 | 182.321 10,9
Pomwn/Roma people 29.057 1.4 42.391 2,2 40.938 2,5
JyrocnoseHun/Yugoslavs 49.881 2,5 12.176 0,6 12.438 0,7
XpBatun/Croats 56.546 2,8 47.033 2,5 32.684 2,0
LpHoropun/Montenegrins 35513 1,8 22141 1,2 12424 0,7
Cnoauw/Slovaks 56.637 2,8 50.321 2,6 39.807 2,4
PymyHn/Romanians 30.419 1,5 25410 1,3 19.595 1,2
MakepoHuun/Macedonians 11.785 0,6 10.392 0,5 7.021 0,4
PycuHn/Ruthenians 15.626 0,8 13.928 0,7 11.207 0,7
byreBun/Bunjevci 19.766 1,0 16.469 0,9 10.949 0,7
HensjawreHn/Did not declare 55.016 2,7 81.018 4,2 70.339 4,2
Octanu/Other 35.958 1,8 54.968 2,9 36.289 2,2

WMsBop/Source: RZS, 2003; RZS, 2012; RZS, 2023.
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Tademna 4. IIpoceuna ciuiapociii tiojequnux eilinuukux ipyia, Iloauc 2002.
/ Table 4. Average age of ethnic groups, Census 2002

b © 2 — (] ) ) Z
s | =& 2] 2|8 2| §| & | &
= = S| 2| & | €| ¢ 5] =
<€ |2 8| s|8&|S5|e|S  E| |38 %®
g3/, | |12|2| 2| 8|5 |&8|s|5|a)és
o 0| S = ® o o = 9}
o Q V|l o > = = = 22} S o = = S L4
v 2§22 £ 2 3| = 2 § < I = 3| B
= o (o
g|25/88/ 8|5 |6 /e 2| 8|5/ 8|858|¢8)|8
S|lg=22| 2| 8| = || & | a|&| &l a&| &KL
Peny6nuka
Cpbuja
. 40,51 40,9 | 392 | 296 | 31,9 | 43,2489 (463|473 |275|423|429 |42,1|475
Republic of
Serbia
LleHTpanHa
Cpbuja 40,8 | 43,7 | 44,9 | 295|31,9|53,3 484|577 473|276 |40,5|525 473|564
Central Serbia
BojgoavHa | 35 11 354 | 356 | 32,5 | 39,4 | 431 | 49,1 46,1 | 50,2 | 27,2 | 42,5 | 42,8 | 41,0 | 453
Vojvodina
MN3Bop/Source: RZS, Etnicki mozaik / Ethnic mosaic (2004).
Tadena 4a. IIpoceuna citiapociii iojequHux eilinuukux ipyia, Iotiuc 2022.
/ Table 4a. Average age of ethnic groups, Census 2022
) v e @ 0 « 2
El 28z 2 85 ¢
5 S S| 2| & ) S| < 9] “n
~ €3 | 2| &8|5|8|5|&|5|E|£|2]|8
8 |55 % S| 3T | 2| 3|2 ¢ |8l 5|2 8
= Q S i 23 o« S ]
o |29 a > = = > Q = S = o s Y
w | o¢c|lom) T T 3| s T =2 [ s s = <
s o2 58| % £ © 2| o S| = | Z 2 ©
© 58/ 29 ¢ 2188 £ ® = s o ) @
S| =22 2| 8| = | 2| B3| a | || &| S| =%
Peny6nuka
Cpbuja
. 44,6 | 50,7 | 56,5 | 38,1 | 36,5 | 48,6 | 53,4 | 52,1 | 55,5|30,6 | 47,7 | 47,5 | 47,6 | 53,7
Republic of
Serbia
LleHTpanHa
Cpbuja 446 | 55,2 | 56,8 | 40,5 | 38,1 | 56,1 | 54,4 | 58,7 | 55,8 | 30,8 | 48,9 | 55,3 | 52,4 | 63,4
Central Serbia
BojpoAavHa | 43 5| 480 | 550 | 35,7 | 46,1 | 48,5 | 53,0 | 520 | 47,2 | 291 | 47,6 | 47,4 | 47,4 | 51,8
Vojvodina
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Tadena 5. Knacugpuxayuja Hayuonante ciipyxiiype ciliaHO8HULTABA Y OUMTAUHAMA Y
Cpduju tipema kpuitiepujymy sehunckoi ciianosHuwinea, Iloiuc 2022.
/ Table 5. Classification of the national structure of the population in municipalities
in Serbia according to the criteria of the majority population, Census 2022

[pyra HaunoHanHocT/

Cpricka HaumoHanHocT/Serbian nationality Other nationality

AnconytHa BehHa/Absolute majority
Apurbe/Arilje 94,5%; bajuHa baluta/Bajina Basta 95,6%; Kocjepuh/Kosjeri¢ TytnH/Tutin 2,0%

92,8%; Moxxera/Pozega 95,38%; Yxmue/UZice 94,2%; CeBojHO/Sevojno (Bowraun/Bosniaks)
96,2%; l-IajeTVlHa/(vZajetina 93,9%; BarbeBo/Valjevo 92,9%; NajkoBauy/Lajkovac

90,9%; Jbur/Ljig 96,3%; boratuh/Bogati¢ 93,8%; Bnagumunpuw/Viadimirci MNpelweBo/Presevo
96,1%; KouermeBa/Koceljeva 90,0%; Kpynan/Krupanj 95,2%; MyuoHuua/ 93,7% (An6aHuwn/

Mionica 95,4%; OceunHa/Osecina 95,5%; Y6/Ub 92,2%; No3nuua/Loznica Albanians)
93,5%; Jby6oBsuja/Ljubovija 93,6%; LLlabaLy/Sabac 92,9%; loptsu MunaHosaty/
Gornji Milanovac 96,0%; ViBarbuua/lvanjica 92,7%; Jlyuanu/Lucani 95,4%; Kamwxa/Kanjiza 83,1%
Yauak/Cacak 93,6%; [ecnoToBau/Despotovac 91,6%; MapahuH/Paracin (Mahapw/Hungarians)
92,3%; PekoBau/Rekovac 94,8%; JarognHa/Jagodina 93,2%; CeunajHau/
Svilajnac 91,6%; iynpuja/Cuprija 90,7%; AnekcaHapogauy/Aleksandrovac
96,1%; bpyc/Brus 96,3%; BapsapwuH/Varvarin 96,2%; Kpywesau/Krusevac
93,5%; TpcteHuk/Trstenik 95,4%; huhesau/Cicevac 94,5%; Bprbauka bara/
Vrnjacka Banja 92,6%; Pawuka/Raska 93,7%; KparbeBo/Kraljevo 93,3%;
Apanhenosau/Arandelovac 93,2%; batounHa/Batocina 95,7%; KHuh/Knic
97,5%; KparyjeBau/Kragujevac 93,1%; Paua/Raca 96,2%; Tonona/Topola

am HA3AL 94,2%; Nanoso/Lapovo 95,0%; Krbaxesau/Knjazevac 91,5%; Cokobatrba/
Sokobanja 92,4%; BnacotuHue/Vlasotince 94,6%; JleckoBaLy/Leskovac 90,2%;
LipHa Tpasa/Crna Trava 97,3%; laynH Xan/Gadzin Han 92,6%; MepowuHa/

@& BACK Merosina 92,5%; Paxarb/Razanj 95,5%; Cprbur/Svrljig 95,5%; Mpag Huw/

the City of Ni$ 90,2%; Benuka lNnaHa/Velika Plana 92,8%; CmepepeBo/
Smederevo 90,9%; CmepepeBcka ManaHka/Smederevska Palanka 93,7%;
Bparbe/Vranje 90,4%; Tprosuwte/Trgoviste 94,8%; bnaue/Blace 96,5%;
Kypuymnuja/Kursumlija 93,3%;

6eorpapcke onwTunHe/Belgrade municipalities: Boxxposa/Vozdovac
87,9%; Bpauap/Vracar 81,8%; 3Be3napa/Zvezdara 85,4%; 3emyH/Zemun
84,4%; Hosu beorpaa/New Belgrade 85,2%; Manunyna (beorpag)/Palilula
(Belgrade) 81,5%; Pakoguiia/Rakovica 88,6%; Yykapuua/Cukarica 87,5%;
CypunH/Surcin 85,3%;

BehuHa onwTunHa rpapa beorpaga/most municipalities of the City of
Belgrade (bapajeBo/Barajevo 91,3%; lpouka/Grocka 91,5%; JlazapeBaLy/
Lazarevac 93,5%; MnageHoBau/Mladenovac 92,9%; O6bpeHoBaL/
Obrenovac 90,6%; Conot/Sopot 93,4%);

Brnaawunn XaH/Vladicin Han 87,6%; *Kutopaha/Zitorada 87,1%;
Mpokynbe/Prokuplje 89,3%; Mupot/Pirot 87,8%; babywHuua/Babusnica
84,0%; Nomeau/Doljevac 89,7%; AnekcuHau/Aleksinac 88,9%; bena
Manaxka/Bela Palanka 82,1%; Jle6aHe/Lebane 85,4%; 3ajeuap/Zajecar
87,5%; Morkapesau/Pozarevac 89,3%; Metposal, Ha Mnasu/Petrovac na
Mlavi 81,0%; Mano Liprnhe/Malo Crnice 88,4%; »Kabapwu/Zabari 83,6%;
lony6au/Golubac 86,8%; Benuko pagunwte/Veliko Gradiste 89,9%; Mann
3BopHuK/Mali Zvornik 89,0%; Herotux/Negotin 80,9%; Knagoso/Kladovo
88,7%; Hosa Bapowu/Nova Varos 88,1%;

Cpemcka MutpoBuua/Sremska Mitrovica 86,1%; Pyma/Ruma 84,6%;
MNehwnHuwn/Pecinci 89,3%; MHHuja/Indija 85,5%; Ctapa Ma3oBa/Stara Pazova
82,6%; Tuten/Titel 85,7%; Ouaun/Odzaci 82,5%; Onoso/Opovo 84,7%;
»Kabarb/Zabalj 82,6%

Mpeko 80% cTaHOBHULLTBA jeaHe eTHUUKe rpyne/over 80% of one ethnic group
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MKary6unua/Zagubica 77,1%; Measeha/Medveda 77,5%; Cypaynuua/ Hoswu MNasap/Novi Pazar
Surdulica 76,6%; bojHuk/Bojnik 73,9%; Majoannek/Majdanpek 70,9%; bop/ | 79,8% (bowwraun/
Bor 71,8%; Mpwn60j/Priboj 71,9%; Bosniaks);
< Kyueso/Kucevo 67,2%; boreBaLy/Boljevac 69,6%; CjeHunua/Sjenica 73,3%
g} Wwnga/Sid 79,4%; Wpwr/Irig 79,5%; 3perwaHuH/Zrenjanin 76,7%; lpag Hosu | (bowmauu/Bosniaks);
'T Cap/the City of Novi Sad 78,4%; bauka MNanaHka/Backa Palanka 78,7%; Bocunerpag/Bosilegrad
£ | Cpemcku Kapnosuw/Sremski Karlovci 79,3%; bena Lipksa/Bela Crkva 67,2% (byrapw/
'S 75,1%; Bpuwau/Vrsac 72,1%; KosuH/Kovin 76,9%; NMaHuyeBo/Pancevo 79,2%; | Bulgarians);
© Knknnga/Kikinda 75,8%; Hosa Liptba/Nova Crnja 67,3%; HoBu beuej/ CeHrta/Senta 75,7%
Novi Becej 68,4%; beounH/Beocin 69,4%; Ceuar/Secanj 68,8%; Temepur/ | (Mahapu/Hungarians);
Temerin 69,8%; CpbobpaH/Srbobran 67,7% Apa/Ada 72,7%
(Mahapwu/Hungarians);
Koctonau/Kostolac 66,5%; byjaHosau/Bujanovac
Bp6ac/Vrbas 62,1%; Kyna/Kula 62,4%; AnaTtuH/Apatin 62,6%; Combop/ 62,0% (An6aHuw/
Sombor 63,7%; MKutnwTe/Zitiste 62,7%; Hosu Knexesau/Novi Knezevac Albanians);
X | 58,0%; AnnbyHap/Alibunar 58,5%; Mnanguwre/Plandiste 57,9% bauku MNeTtpoav/
3 Backi Petrovac 60,6%
\? (Cnosauwu/Slovaks);
g" Bbauka Tonona/Backa
n Topola 55,7% (Mahapu/
Hungarians); Manu
Mhow/Mali I1dos 51,8%
(Mahapw/Hungarians)
PenatusHa BehuHa/Relative majority
é’ Mpujenosse/Prijepolje 46,4%; Aumutposrpaa/
L | bau/Bac 45,6%; beuej/Becej 42,4% Dimitrovgrad 45,6%
% (Byrapu/Bulgarians);
3 Kosaunua/Kovacica
o 41,0% (CnoBauu/
E SIovak§);
Yoka/Coka 44,8%
(Mahapw/Hungarians)

M3Bop/Source: RZS, 2023.
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