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YTULIA] ETHUYKE BJIMCKOCTU 1 COOMOEKOHOMCKOTI
CTATYCA MUTPAHATA HA EMITATUJY OMUIIMITHE
IIOIIYTAIIMJE Y CPBUIN

Casxerak: LIn/b 0BOT MCTPaXXMBaba je a MCINTA KOjit (PaKTOPY yTIYy Ha eMIIaTHjCKy
PpeakIujy JOMUIVITHOT CPIICKOT CTAHOBHMINITBA IIPEMa MUTPAHTMA. AHA/IM30M BapyjaHce
YKa3aHo je Ha TO [ja II0CToje pasyMKe y mepuemniyju nsdernuia ca bianckor nctoka, koju
nodybyjy Hajmame emmaruje, u usdermnua n3 ucroute Espore koju modybyjy Hajsuire
emnatuje. ETHUUKM dakrop ce mokasao kao 3HavajaH 3a AMCKPUMMHAIU]Y MUTPaHAaTa,
a MAaKO COLMOEKOHOMCKU (haKTop Huje, MHTepakuuja usmely oBa Ba akTopa je nmana
MapryHanHy 3HadajHocT. [Topey oBux Hanasa, yrBpheH je n yruiaj konrekcra. Kaya je peu
O JMICKPUMIHALV)Y, NCIATAaHULIV He JUCKPUMIHUIIY IPYyIIe, EMIIATHILY Ce TIOjeHAKO ca
CBUM MUTPAHTUMA Y HEBOJbU, /I YKOIMKO MUTPAHTH IPUMajy HeKe 0dyuke nmomohi, mo-
cToje mpedepeHje mpeMa eTHIIKM SIVDKUM IPyIIaMa, HIDKET COLIMIOeKOHOMCKOT CTaTyca.

K/byuHe peun: eTHMYKA IPUIIAZHOCT MUTPaHaTa, N30eI/uile, eKOHOMCKI MUTPaH-
THU, eMIIaTja, MUTPaLje

YBOJI

Cpdnja je dura, u jecte, 3eM/ba eMuUrpanyje, a y IpeTXORHIX HEKOIMKO JelleHja Imo-
CTaJIa je ¥ 3eM/ba TPaH3UTa Ha MUTPALIIOHOM ITyTy Ka EBporickoj yanmju (Bobi¢, 2013; Bobi¢
& Babovi¢, 2013). Craryc TpaH3uTHe Ap)KaBe oMoryhaBa joj ja muTarme MUTPaHaTa JpKu
usBaH (PoKyca KpeaTopa jaBHIUX IIOJIUTHKA 300T IIPETIIOCTABKeE Jja IPUCYCTBO MUTPAHATa
He yTHU4Ye 3Ha4ajHO Ha IPYIITBEeHe IIPUIMKe Y 3eM/bH jep je BIX0B OOpaBaK KpaTKOTpajaH
(Papadopoulou-Kourkoula, 2008). Ouyexusaino ce ga he Cpduja octatyt y oBOM cTaTycy cBe
IOK He fobe T0 MOMMTUYKUX WM COLIOeKOHOMCKMX ITpoMeHa Koje he joj omoryhnru fa
IocTaHe 1 3eM/ba uMurpanuje (Bobic, 2013). Ilojepuau ayTopu cy NpyMeTHIN fa IpOMeHe
y TeONOTUTUYKUM OJHOCKMA, €KOHOMCKOM Pa3BOjy MM MMUTPALMOHUM IONIUTHKAMA
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IPYIMX ip)KaBa TaKohe MOTy ol TPaH3UTHMX 3eMasba Jla HalpaBe 3eM/be OfpefyIITa
(Petrovi¢ & Pesi¢, 2017), oBHOCHO fa U CIIOJbAIBY (PaKTOPY MOTY SUTH HOBOJ/bAH yTUILIA]
na Cpduja mocrane n sem/ba uMurpanuje. leononuruaku gorabaju xoju cy ce gecumu y
IPeTXORHOj AelieHuju (HIrp. Aparncko nponehe Ha Brmckom ncroxy n y Ceseproj Adpunn,
yKpajuHCKa Kpusa) SOoIpuHoce BepoBaTHONhN yIpaBo Tor ciieHapuja, fa Cpduja moctaxe
3eM/ba IMUTpaLje YCIel IPOMeHa Y OKPY>Kelby, a He ITpoMeHa y caMoj Perrydmiiy Cpduju.
bpoj /pynu Koju >xyBe BaH 3eM/be pobera gaHac je pekoppaH. IIpema JsBemrajy
JIOM-a 3a 2020. ropuny, Opoj MehyHapogHMX MUIpaHaTa IpoLiekbeH je Ha 281 MUINOH
Ha I7100a/THOM HUBOY, OF KOjux npudmiwkHo Tpehuna sxusu y Esponu (International
Organization for Migration, 2022), a oko 250 xu/bajia TPEHYTHO Ce Hajla3u Ha TePUTOPUjI
Cpduje (Europe, 2022). IIpema nopanyma YH o mouetka Murpanrtcke kpuse 2015. rogu-
He JI0 cajia, IPOLIEHEHO je fia je oKo 1,5 MymMoHa Murpanara npounio kpos Cpdujy (The
refugee and migrant crisis, 2022). Kaga roBopumo o Tpakuolma as3ua, bUX0B dpoj je
y BeNMKoj Mepu O1o MOf yTHIjajeM Kpuse 13asBaHe BupycoM Koup 19. [Tpe mangemuje,
ozHOCHO 2019. rouHe, duso je ropuiIme 0Ko 13 xmpaga Tpaxkniana asuna (Beogradski
centar za ljudska prava, 2020), Tokom 2020. 1 2021. Taj Spoj je Tao Ha HEIITO Makbe Off TPK
xmpage (Beogradski centar za ljudska prava, 2022). Ibuxopa cTpykTypa je odyxBarana
TOTOBO MCK/bYYMBO MUTPaHTe ca bamckor ucroka, mpe ceera us ABraHucraHa, Ilakncrana,
Wpaka, Vpana, Cupuje u baurnazgeua (Beogradski centar za ljudska prava, 2020).

Ca yKpajHCKOM KPM30M JIOIIIO je o MopacTa MUTrpaHaTa 13 ucToyHe Eppore.
ITpema Murpanyonom npodury 3a 2022. roguny Komecapujara 3a nsdernuie u murparyje
Penrydnuke Cpduje, kpo3 Cpdujy je 2022. rogmue nporio 137.853 ykpajunckux usde-
rmnna. Behuna wux je duma y TpaH3uTy, HOK MM je y TOM HepHORY usparo 24.443 npujase
dopasniira (,Migracioni profil za 2022 KIRS). VcTit ZoKyMeHT 13BelITaBa O TOMe Ja je
y 2022. ropuHY ofodpeme IpUBpeMeHOr dopaBKa FOodWIo HelTo Mame o 60.000 mia,
of Kojux je 37,8% pprxasbana Pycke @emepanuje. Jlako HeMa 3BaHMYHUX IIOlaTaKa O
YKYITHOM 8pOjy PyCKMX ApsKaB/baHa Koju dopase y CpOuju 3a CTaIHO MM IPUBPEMEHO,
Impolemwyje ce fa ce muxoB Opoj kpehe oxo 200.000, a nHPOpMATIBaH [IOFATAK je U Aa je
0CHOBaHO 0KO 4.000 HOBUX (UPMH Y IPOTEKINX TORUHY AaHa, YMji CY BTACHULIU PYCKI
npxas/bani (,U Srbiju je prosle godine doslo oko 200.000 Rusa“ — Euronews, 2023). ITogarn,
MaKO Y4eCTO HefJOBOJBHO IIPeL3HM, MIIAK YKa3yjy Ha AMCKpeIaHINjy Koja mocToju usMeby
meMorpadcke CTBAPHOCTH U yBepera fja Murpanara y Cpoduju Hema 1n fia ce KOJ Hac He
3afpkaBajy. CXoJHO OBOMe, COIMO/IONIKA UCTPAKMBaba O MePLENLMji ¥ UHTEPaKIUju
TOMMLIM/IHE IIONy/Ialllje Ca MUTPAHTCKOM IIOITY/IAllVjOM IIOCTajy M3y3€THO pe/leBaHTHA 1
durHa Tema. ITocedHo y3 yBuzie fa je Ta momymaiuja pasHomMKa Mo GpakTopyMa Kao MITo Cy
3eM/ba IIOPEK/IA, Pa3/IO3M JOMACK], COLMjaIHa ¥ EKOHOMCKA CUTYyalja IPUOLIINIIA UTH,.

CTABOBU ITPEMA MUTPAHTVIMA Y CPEUU

JIuteparypa Koja IpOy4aBa CTaBOBe ITpeMa MUTPAHTIMA 13y3€THO je 0dMMHA, [ie/u-
MIYHO 1 3aTO IITO Ce IPOyYaBarby OIHOCA JJOMULIVJTHOT ¥ MUTPAHTCKOT CTAHOBHUILTBA MOXKE
IPUCTYIINUTY KPO3 Pa3HOBPCHE COLIMOIOIIKE, IICUXO/IOLIKE, OMUTUKOOIIKE, EKOHOMCKE 1
MYITUIVCHUIUIMHAPHE IUCKYPCe. JeflaH Off HauMHa fla e CTAaBOBM IIPOYYaBajy U pasyMejy
TaKo J1a 0dyXBaTe pa3HOBPCHOCT Pas/MIMNTUX TEOPHjCKUX TIPUCTYIIA, jecTe Aa ce IIOYHe Off
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IIpoy4aBarmba 0COOMHA MUI'PaHAaTa KOje JOMULVITHO CTAHOBHUIITBO BUAM KA0O Pe/IeBaHTHE
u (He)npedepupane. YecTo ce 0CET/BUBOCT Ha Te KAPAKTEPUCTUKE 0djalllibaBa CTPaXoBUMa
U fuieMaMa Koje ocefiyje CTaHOBHUIITBO 3eM/be IpujeMa (Stephan et al., 1999), a koje ce
YITIaBHOM I'PYINILY Y PEaTMCTIYHE IIPETIHE, OfTHOCHO CTPaX Off yTPOXKaBarba €KOHOMCKOT
CTamba, ¥ CUMOOMIUKE, CTpax Off yrpoyKaBarba Ky/ITYPOIOLIKIX U BpefHOCHUX HopMu (Pereira
et al., 2010; Zupari¢ Ilji¢ & Gregurovi¢, 2012). Crora ce y iuTepaTypu 13/Bajajy aBe moced-
HO BaKHE TPyIIe 0COdMHA MUTpaHaTa: COI[IOEKOHOMCKH CTaTyC U eTHIYKA MTPUITAfHOCT.

CoI110eKOHOMCKY CTAaTyC MUTPAHATA je Pe/leBaHTHA 0COOMHA ¢ 003MPOM Ha TO Aa
TOMMUIIMIHO CTAHOBHUIITBO MIMa TEH/IEHIUjy [la MUTPaHTe JO>KIB/baBa Kao KOHKYPeHLUjy
Ha TpxuiTy paga (Quillian, 1995). Takobe, fogaTHa dpura CTaHOBHUIITBA 3eM/be IIpHjeMa
je ma he mp>xaBHO pUHAHCHpare MUTPaHaTa ONITepeTUTH JYIIeT, U3 Yera mpousnasu Aa he
npedeprpaHa KaTeropyuja MUrpaHaTa OUTHU OHA YMjU je eKOHOMCKY CTAaTyC BUILY U KOjU
cTora HYICY 3aBUCHM off HoMohu ipykaBe (Naumann et al,, 2018). Vak, curyaiyja Huje Tako
jelIHOCTaBHa, jep Cy COLMOEKOHOMCKE KaTeropuje IpakTUYHO HePas3[BOjiBe Off KaTeropuje
KOja pas/yKyje MUTPaHTe TI0 MOTUBY HalyIITama MaTudHe 3em/be (Stephan et al., 1999).
TakBa knacudukanmja Hajuenrhe npemosHaje eKOHOMCKe MUTPAHTe, OJHOCHO 0code Koje
MUTPUPajy IPBEHCTBEHO MOTUBIICAHE €KOHOMCKVM IIPUIMKaMa, 1 U3dernuiie, OffHOCHO
ocode Koje ce 300r OCHOBAHOT CTpaxa Off IIPOTOHA 300T pace, Bepe, HAIIMOHATHOCTH, IPH-
nagHOCTY ofipeheHoj ApyIITBeHOj TPy, MM IIOJIUTIYKOT MUIIUbelba Hajla3e BaH 3eM/be
cBoje HanmoHanHocTy (Sironi, Bauloz, Emmanuel [eds.], 2019). IHTepecanTHO, 0Ba cpofHa
KaTeropuja iaje CylipoTHe, KOHTpaguKkTopHe epexre (Jetten, 2019). Ipyrum peunma, cras
npema u3dernuiama (eKOHOMCKI BIIIIe 3aBUCHUM Off, TToMOh1) TIOHEeKaJ je TIOSUTUBHU)I
HETO IpeMa eKOHOMCKMM MUTPaHTMMa (€KOHOMCKY Matbe 3aBICHUM), C 003MPOM Ha TO Ja
cy oy BubeH1 Kao rpyma Koja je y TeXk0j CUTyaluji 1 Koja CTora 3aciyxKyje Bulie moMmohu
(De Coninck, 2020), 50K ce eKOHOMCKY MUTPAHTH Y IIOjeIVMHVIM CTy4ajeBYMa IepLIINPajy
Kao OTIOPTYHUCTH KojuMa ce cuTyanuja Tpeda otexxarn (Verkuyten, Mepham, Kros, 2018;
Wyszynski, Guerra, Bierwiaczonek, 2020).

ExoHOMCKa IIpeTHba ce IToKa3ajia Kao peJieBaHTHA ITOCeOHO Y APYIITBYMA Kao LITO
je CPIICKO, I7ie je eKOHOMCKM VI [[PYLITBEHM II0/I0XKaj HeCUTYPAH U HensBecTaH (Jovanovic
Ajzenhamer, 2020). Hataua JoBanosuh Ajzenxamep (2020) HaBOAM Y IIPUIIOT OBOME IIOJATKe
eCupa y kojuma ce BUAM /Ia je PAcT y HETaTVBHMM CTaBOBMMa IIpeMa MUTPAaHTIMA Ca
Bryckor ncToka npornpaheH 1 mopacToM y BepoBamy Ja je pasior MUTpaliyje Iodospluame
eKOHOMCKe CHTYyalluje, a He eKCTBO Off paTa 1 Hacyba y 3emby nopekiia (CeSid, 2019, 12).

Vicro ucTpaxknBame Takobe ykasyje  Ha peneBaHTHOCT KYATYPOJONIKe CTUIHO-
cTu 3a mpuxsarawe Murpanara y Cpduju (CeSid, 2019, 13). MurpanTu, mocedHo oHu ca
Bruckor ncroka (Jovanovi¢ Ajzenhamer, 2020), mpefcTaB/bajy 1 CMMOOINYKY OIACHOCT,
€ 0031POM Ha TO Jja Cy HMEePLUIINPAHN Kao ,APYTU, Te Cy Kao TakBM BubeHM Kao mpeTma 3a
MOpaJIHe, BpeTHOCHE 1 Ky/ITYPOJIOIIKe HopMe OMUIIMIHe nomynanuje (Mackie & Smith,
2016). Onu y Cpduju npepcrasibajy KaTeropujy mmpema Kojoj dyak 40% rpabana Cpduje nma
HeraTyBHa ocehama, IIITO je HajTa3 Koju ce IT0Ka3ao Kao KOH3VCTEHTAH Y BUIIIE M3BEIITaja
jaBHOT MIbeIba Koje Cy cripoBert beorpasicku neHTap 3a Jbyfcka mpasa (2021) 1 Mpexa
IICMXOCOLMjaTHNX MHOBaLyja 3ajefiHo ca PoHpmaiujom 3a orBopeHo Apyurso Cpduje (2022).

ETHMYKa NPUIIaJHOCT MPEBACXOMHO je CBPCTaHa Y KOHTEKCT eTHIYKe OMIICKOCTH,
IJie Cy HeKe TpyIIe OMbKe TOMMIVITHO] MOITY/IALjU ¢ 0O3UPOM Ha MePIUITNPAHY CIMIHOCT
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Y Penuruju, KynTypu, je3suKy, MEHTaIUTETY y OFHOCY Ha Ipyre MUTPAHTCKe MOIy/Ianuje.
VcrpaxnBamwa cripoBeieHa y Hemaukoj morBphyjy ia mocroje pasmmdnure cTepeoTUIN3a-
1[Mje MUTPAaHTCKMX I'PyTIa y OGHOCY Ha 3eM/bY IIOpPEK/Ia M €THUYKY IIPUIAJHOCT, C TUM J1a je
THepIieniiyja HeraTYBHMja IITO je MUTPAHTCKA IPYIIa PEIUIWjCKY ¥ ETHUYKM ya/beHMja Off
nomutHe onynanuje (Kotzur, Friehs, Asbrock, Van Zalk, 2019; Froehlich & Schulte, 2019).

CraBoBM ce U3pakaBajy fpyraunje u ¢ 0d3MpoM Ha KOHTeKCT. CTyauja odappeHa
Ha oBUM IpocropuMa (Petrovi¢ & Pesi¢, 2017) pacTaBuia je mpuxBararme Ha iBa pak-
TOpA: YOIIIITEH CTaB O MUTPAHTUMA (IIPETEKHO ITO3UTUBAH WM IIPETEXHO HEraTUBaH)
U KOHKPETHH CTaB O IbJMXOBOM TPajHOM yce/baBaky/MHTerpauuju y apymrso. Mako 60,6%
CTAHOBHMIIITBA [OfipyKaBa IpUBpeMeHM ocTaHak (18,8% je y3mprkaHO), MICTOBPEMEHO je 9aK
56,6% IIpOTHB TpajHOT Hace/baBama (12,2% je yagprkano). Takobe je Bpio pereBaHTHO Jja
IIPUIMKOM pasMaTparba Iy>Ker OCTaHKa MUTPaHaTa II0CTOje CeeKTUBHI KPUTEPUjyMU KOjI
13/IBajajy Mo)ke/bHe KaTeropuje Murpanara. Kao Hajmoxe/bHIje ce U3iBajajy KaTeropuje
JKeHa I Jielle Koje dexxe u3 paroM 3axahieHux moppydja, a HOTOM KaTeTropyje MUTpaHaTa
KOju moCenyjy onpeheHe KyaTypHe 1 €KOHOMCKE pecypce W Koje Cy KYITYPHO dIicKe
poMuiynHoj nomynanuju (Petrovi¢ & Pesi¢, 2017).

HasepneHa 3aBUCHOCT Off KOHTEKCTa ,,IpUXBaTara“ oficeha Ha ICHXOOIIKA MICTPayKI-
Bama KOja YKa3yjy Ha pas/IMIuT HIBO eMIIaTHje y OfHOCY Ha CUTYaIMjy HOCMaTpaHe 0code.
OBakBO IIpOyYaBatbe eMIIaTHje TpeMa IpUIafHNIMA ApyruxX rpyma je Beh paheno (Cikara
& Fiske, 2013) 1 moxxe dutn mpuaroheHo y3 Marbe KopeKIuje ¥ Ha KOHTEKCT MUTpaLyje.
Y ToM cryuajy du dmma MepeHa eMOIMOHATHA peaKIMja Ha HeKy XUIIOTeTUIKY CUTYAIjy
Y K0jOj ce Ha/lase peryiMo MUTPAHTH, U IIOCMATPao O ce MHTEHSUTET U CMep JIOXKVBIbeHe
eMOoIIMOHaTHe peakiyje. Moxe ce jaBUTI eMIIaTHja, OMHOCHO KOHIPYeHTHa, ofiroBapajyha
eMOLMIOHA/THA PeaKIMja Ha CTame pyre 0code, A/ U KOHTPAeMIIaTHja, OFHOCHO HeraTyBHa
peakxIyja Ha MOSUTUBHY €MOLVjy IPYTOL, VIV IIO3UTUBAH JIO)KIB/baj HA HETAaTUBHY eMOLVjy
ppyror (Hudson, Cikara, Sidanius, 2019; Leach, Spears, Branscombe, Doosje, 2003).

LIWJb UCTPAJKVIBAIHA

Y Cpdujn o1cKopo IOCTOjI XeTepOreHOCT MUTPAHTCKeE IOITy/Ialuje Koja TPEeHYTHO
oduTaBa Ha beHOj TePUTOPH)HI, 4 KOja HMje IIOCTojaja IIpe caMo HeKO/MMKo rofuHa. Crynuje
KOje Cy ICTpa)kiIBajie HOBU UMUTpaHTcKu npoduin EBpome n gpamaruyne pasinke y
npujemy usdernuia ca bavckor nctoka u u3 Ykpajute odjasibyjy ce y 3anagHoj EBpomnu
(De Coninck, 2023; Xuereb, 2023), anu cudHe CTyAuje HACY CIIPOBefeHe Ha OBYUM IIPO-
CTOpMMa, MaKap KOJMKO je ayTopy Mo3HarTo. LInb oBOT NCTpaXkuBama jecTe Jja yTBPAU
KaKo ce OfHOC nmpema murpantuma y Cpduju pasinkyje ¢ 0031poM Ha BIXOBY €THUUKY
U KYITYPOJIOIIKY IO3aJUHY, Ka0 ¥ COIIO€KOHOMCKM CTaTyc.

C 0031poM Ha IIPeTXOHA VICTPAKMBabha, XUIIOTe3a je a he e THMYKM CIYHMjI MU~
TpaHTH, IOy T OHUX 13 UcTOuHe EBporie, n3asBaTu Behy KOHIpYeHTHY eMIIaTHjy Y OZHOCY
Ha OHE KOjy Cy eTHUYKM, KYITYPONOLIKN U PEIUTHjCKM JJa/by, IOy T OHMX ca biuckor
MCTOKA. Y TIPUJIOT OBOj MPETIOCTABLY Uy Ha/la3) la €THUYKYU CIMYHMje TPyIle M3a3u-
Bajy IIO3UTUBHUje eMoLyje, HocedHO Kafa cy yrnopeheHe ca eTHUYKY U KY/ITYPOTOLIKI
yrameHujuM rpynama (Kotzur et al., 2019; Froehlich & Schulte, 2019). C 0d3upom Ha TO
na ce ;pynu 13 uctouHe EBpore y Cpduju moxmBbaBajy mo3uTuBHO u dmmcko (Petrovié &
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Suvakovi¢, 2013; Sekelj, 2000), 1ok To Huje cyyaj ca oHMMa ca Brmckor ucroka (Jovanovié
Ajzenhamer, 2020), npeTnocras/baM Ja he ce CAMYHU pe3ynTaTy IOKA3aTU M IPUINKOM
IIpoy4aBarma eMIIaTUjCKe peakLyje.

JIutepaTypa o cTaBOBMMa IIpeMa MUTPAHTUMA yKasyje Ha II0CTOjambe CTpaxa of
eKOHOMCKOT yrpo)kaBama Koje Moxe gohu ycen monacka murpanara. Hamasu mokasyjy
Ha II0CTOjame aMOMBaNeHTHUX (paKTopa Koje oBa CTY/Mja SKeV eMIMPUjCKM YTBPAN-
TU M UCIIATATH Y CUTYalVj) KOja je Be3aHa 3a TPeHYTHY MMMUIpanyioHy ciuky Cpduje.
[IpermocTaBKa ayTopa je ja he ce MHTeH3sUMBHMja IO3UTNBHA eMIIATHja UITAK UCTIOBUTI
npema msdernniama HypKer cormoekoHoMckor craryca (De Coninck, 2020; Takahashi
et al.,, 2009), xao 1 mpeMa eTHIYKY OIUCKUjUM TpyllaMa MUTPaHaTa U3 uctouHe EBporme
(Cikara & Fiske, 2013; Hudson et al., 2019). Jemumiyaso u ycnen, unmennna fa Cpduja
HeMa CUCTeM COLja/IHe 3allTUTe Kao 3eM/be Y KojuMa je yTBpbeH crpax na he murpanTtu
omrreperutu Oyitet (Perisi¢, 2016), kao 1 fa conujanHa samruTa MurpaHara y Cpduju ox
CTpaHe Jip)kaBe reHepasHo Huje Ha saBuaHOM Huboy (Cekerevac et al., 2018).

Joll jenaH Iy1/b OBOT MCTPAXXMBaba IPEACTaB/ba IPOyYaBatbe MOryhHOCTI OCTOjamba
MHTepaKIyja n3Mehy eTHIYKe IPUITAJHOCTYU M COLIVIOEKOHOMCKOT CTaTyca MUTpaHaTa.
Ibeno mocrojame je yTonuko BakHMje ¢ 0831poM Ha To f#a ce ocehaj ekoHOMCKe yrpo-
JKEHOCTM UCIIO/baBa Ha KOMIUIEKCAH M MOHeKaJ| apajloKcaaH HauMH KOjU 3aBUCK Off
mHouuTBa paxropa (Jetten, 2019), kao 1wTo je eTHMYKa OMCcKOCT Murpanara (Dustmann
& Preston, 2007).

3a Kpaj, OBOM CTY/IMjOM ayTOP Ke/M [la MCIIATA 1 TO JIa JIX TIOCTOjU PASTINIUT YTULLA]
KOHTEKCTa Kajia je y IMTamby JUCKpUMIHALMja MM ToMoh MurpanTuma. IIpetxonHo je
yTBpheHo na BehnHa ctranoBHuKa Cpdimje moppkaBa KpaTKOTpajHy moMoh MUrpaHTH-
Ma, a/mu Ja je ucroBpeMeHo BehmHa mpoTus TpajHOTr Hace/paBawa Murpanara y Cpoujy
(Petrovi¢ & Pesi¢, 2017). OBo ucTpakuBame CTOra MMa 3a Li//b JIa MCIINTA MMa JIY Pa3jinKe
y eMIIaTyjy IpeMa pasINduTUM IpyllaMa MUIpaHaTa Kaja Cy AUCKPUMWHNICAHU U KaJa
UM Ce TIpy>Ka IToMoh.

METO[ NCTPAJKMBAIHA

VicTpaxkuBarmbe je KOpUCTUIO KPOC-CEKBEHIja/THY HALIPT, OFHOCHO UCTIMTAHUIY CY
Sy moierbeHN y 4eTnpu rpyrie. Ipyre cy ce pasmikoBare 1o rpyny MUTpaHaTa IpeMa
KOj¥IMa MICTIMTaHUIIM Tpeda fla MCKaXKy CBOje CTaBOBe, OMHOCHO eMOLIMOHAIHY PeaKIujy.
CoIM0eKOHOMCKM CTAaTyC U eTHUYKA IPUIIAJHOCT Cy Y OBOj CTYAMjU duJie He3aBUCHe
Bapujadite, I1a Cy rpyle MUTpaHaTa offladpaHe TAKO fia PelIpe3eHTYjy BUILHU WM HIDKU CO-
L[I0EKOHOMCKIU CTATYC, KA0 11 eTHIIKI OIVDKe W fjajbe TPpyIie. YKpIITaheM OBUX OIILNja,
modujajy ce yeTypy Moryhe rpyme MurpaHara: usdermmie ca bickor nctoka, eKOHOMCKI
MUTPaHTH ca Brckor 1cToka, nsdernmie u3 ucTouHe EBporie 1 eKOHOMCKM MUTPaHTH
u3 ucroyne Epporne. VMcnuTaHumy cy Suay HaCyMU4IHO CBPCTaHM Y jefHY Of IpyIa 1
OfirOBapanyu Ha IMUTamba Koja Cy ce OfHOCU/IA UCK/BYYUBO Ha jefHY Off YeTupu Moryhe
rpyIe MUTpaHaTa. 3aBMCHA Bapujadya je y 0BOM UCTPaKMBabY dMO CTETIeH eMIaTuje Koju
MCIMTaHUIM ocehajy mpema fjaToj Tpym, olepaliMoHaMN30BaH Kao CMep VM MHTEH3UTeT
eMOIIVIOHA/IHe peaKIyje UCITUTAaHNKa C 003MPOM Ha eMOLIMOHATHO CTalbe MUTPAHaTa y
jemHoj ox yetupu GUKTUBHE CUTyalLllje.
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Y3opak

Ysopak je unnuio 229 rpahana Cpduje, of kojux 56,3%, ogHOCHO 129 ncnuTaHmKa,
4rHe 0code KeHCKOr moa. CTapocHa CTPYKTypa y30pKa je acMeTpUIHa y KOPYUCT MJIa-
bux ucnnranmka, Te 67,2% ysopka unHe ocode Mrabe ox 35 rognHa, 1ok je mpocek 30,74
rogyHa. CTapoCHM OICer MCIIUTaHKa KpeTao ce of 16 o 65 ropmHa. Ycnosyu 3a yuenthe
y UCTpa>KUBalby OVIIN Cy OTpaHMYeHN Ha TO Jia je ucnuraHuk rpahanun Cpduje,  fa nma
16 v Bullle TOAMHA, Y CKIAfly ca eTUYKMM HopMmama Jlpymrsa ncuxonora Cpduje.

Vicnnranuuy cy HaCyMUYHO IIOfE/bEHN Y jeNHY Off YeTUPU TPYIIE, TAKO fIa CE U3jel-
Haye I10 y3pacTy, HOJIy VM HaLlMOHA/IHOj IIPUIIaJHOCTH, LITO Cy 0COOMHE Koje Cy IIpeIIo3HaTe
Kao NOTeHIujaHo KoHdyHampajyhe Bapujadie. [pyne ncnurannka cy dpojane usmehy
61 n 80 ncnuranuka, Mehy Kojuma HMCY yKa3aHe pas/iuKe y HaBefeHUM Bapujadmama
aHa/IM30M BapujaHce.

MeToz y30pKoBama je 10 IIpUTOaH U CIPOBefeH je v oHmajH odmuky Ha Google
forms mrardopmn. [Tosus 3a ucnuTuBame je AUCTPUOYMpPaAH Ha IPYIITBEHNM MpeXXaMa, Kao
u Reddit mopTarny, y3 Mondy a ce mpoImmpy IOTeHIVjaTHO 3aTHTEPECOBAHNM 0codaMa.
VcnmTannny cy odaBelITeHN O TOMe Ja Cy CBM TIOJAIY aHOHMMHM KaKo 811 ce cCMamuIa
BepoBaTHONa colmjanHo MpUXBaT/BUBUX ofroBopa. Takohe nM je pedeno ga he duru nc-
OUTUBAHY BIXOBIU CTaBOBU IpeMa ofpeheHoj rpymnu Murpanara, a ocrase nudopmanuje
CY UM JjaTe TeK Ha Kpajy UCIIUTIBamba, KaKo OM ce MYHUMI30BaIa IPUCTPACHOCT.

IIpouenypa

HakoH 11To ¢y ncnmntaHniy MHGOPMUCAHN O OKBMPHOj TeMI HCTPaXKMBaba, 0da-
BEIITEHM Cy O eTHYKOM KOJIEKCY ¥ IIOJIMTHUIIY YyBaba IOaTaKa, a 3aTVUM UM je 3aTPakKeH
IPYCTAHAK 32 y4ECTBOBAIbE Y ICTPAXKMBaAIbY. YCIeMO je YIMTHMK KOj) ce CacTojao of
&/10KOBa, Off KOjUX je CBaKM OIOK MOPA0 SMTH HOIYH-eH IIpe Hero 1uTo ce npebe Ha crepehn.
Hakon geMorpadcKor ynmuTHUKa O IOy, TOAMIITY, HALIMOHATHOCTI U COLIMOEKOHOMCKOM
CTaTyCy MCIMTAHMKA, IIPEIIO Ce Ha IPYTHU OIOK KOjM je CauMibeH Off OIlMca MUIpaHaTa
KOjU ce Pas/yKyjy 1o rpynama. JlecKpuIIyja MUTpaHaTa je d1ia MCTOBETHa 3a CBe, CeM
HapaBHO K/bYYHMX Pas/MKa Koje yKas3yjy Ha eTHUUKY IPUIIATHOCT, EKOHOMCKY CTaTycC 1
pasJIor [o/acka, Koja je Bapupana y ciegehem popmary:

»-.. IpUjoLIINIIaMa ca bimckor ncroka / us ucroune Espone. Vnrepecyjy Hac
CTaBOBU IIpeMa ocodama U3 OBe TPyIIe, Koje Cy u3dere 13 CBOje 3eM/be Koja BUILIe HIIje
de3deqHa 3a BUX jep je y H0j HACTYIIMIIO PaTHO CTalbe VIIN MMa OPY>KaHUX cyKoda /
KOje cy molne 300r IpUCTyIayHe eKOHOMCKe cutyanyje y Cpduju, 3a pa3nuky ox cBoje
3embe. Jako IMa MHOTO pasjiora 3a BUX0B fonasak y Cpdujy, mpuMapHa MOTMBALja je
JaKJIe IIpe CBera §eKCTBO M3 CONCTBEHe 3eM/be Koja je 3axBalieHa paToM / eKOHOMCKa
npusinauHoct Cpduje kao u Behe cnodope y nonamramy. C 003upoMm Ha CBOjy cuTyauujy,
BUX0BA PUHAHCH]CKA CPEICTBA CY jaKO OTpaHIYeHa, Te Cy YeCTO 3aBUCHU Off CIIO/bHE
nomMohy 3a OCHOBHe >KMBOTHe OTpede / HEIITO BUINA Y OJHOCY Ha IIPOCEK CPIICKOT
CTaHOBHIUIITBA, K0 J HA IPOCEK 3eM/be HIXOBOT OpeKIa.”

HaxoH oBor mena gara je MHCTpyKIMja fa MCIIMTAaHULM Tpeda ja OATOBOPE Ha TO
KaKBY eMOLIMOHaNHY peakiujy modyhyjy ogpebene curyanuje y kojuma ce opa rpyma
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MIUTpaHaTa Halasu. YMECTO KIaCMYHMX NNTalba O CTABOBUMA, IIOCTaB/beHE Cy YeTUPU
cuTyaluje y KojuMa ce murpantuma y Cpduju Hemrto femasa. [IBe cutyanuje cy Kia-
cuduKoBaHe Kao HeTaTMBHE jep je UCKYCTBO ONNCAHO Y BUMa HeraTuBHO (BepdanHa
JVMICKpMMMHALIMja Off CTPaHe JOMUIMJIHE MOIIy/Ialllje VM BUILe LieHe KMPHje Y OfTHOCY
Ha IOMULIVTHO CTAaHOBHMUINTBO). [IpeocTane fBe Mepe Cy HO3UTUBHE, OFHOCHO OIMNCYjY
CUTYyaIuje y KojuMa je Ipy>keHa HoMoh My OApIIKa MUTPAaHTIMA (TIPY TPaskemby MOCTIa,
CMeITaja 1 0dpa3oBama UM IIpyXKambe IP)KaBHOT 3[]paBCTBEHOT OCUTypama). EMoTnBHa
peaxiiyja je JaBaHa Ha IIeTOCTeINeHoj cKanu. IIpBe [iBe omiuje mpefcTaB/bajy pasandnTe
CTeIleHe HeraTMBHE eMOL[OHaNHe peakuuje (Bpro mu je sxao mro ce To genrasa un JKao
M je ILITO VM Ce TO JielllaBa), 3aTVM je IIOCTojala HeyTpaslHa, anaTujcka peaknyja (Hemam
HII TTIO3UTVBHO HYU HETaTVBHO MUIIJbEEbe IIPeMa TOMe) 1 PasmINTH CTETICHN MTO3UTVBHE
eMoIMoHanHe peakiyje (JIparo mu je mro ce To fiemasa 1 Bpio mu je fparo mrTo ce To
memrasa). Vcruranuny cy ofadpany eMOTUBHY peakiyjy Koja je Hajdmmka oHoj Kojy ocehajy
Ha HaBeJIeHO CTarbe MUTPAHTCKe IpyIie. TAKBOM METOIOM Ce 3ampaBo He delexxu ctas Beh
€MOIIVOHA/THA PeaKiiyuja Koja IPeCTaB/ba AyO/by U ay TOMATCKY eMOLIIOHAIHY PEeaKIjy.

ITpoceuHo BpeMe Tpajamba MONybaBama YIIMTHIKA dUIO je ZeceTak MuHyTa. Hakon
IITO CY IOfALM IPUKYIUbeHY, KopuiheH je SPSS nmporpam 3a muxoBy odpapy.

PE3VIITATU

I’maBHa Xumoresa UCTpa)KMBama IpeJCTaB/ba TECTUPAILE PA3NNKE Y eMIIaTHjCKOj
peaxiuuju Koje JOMULMIHO CTAHOBHMINTBO oceha nmpemMa MUrpaHTUMa Y 3aBCHOCTH Off
eTHITYKe TIPUITATHOCTH J COIIMOEKOHOMCKOT cTaTyca. Kako 81 ce yTBpammo ma mi mocroje
pasnuke n3Meby rpyma, odaB/beHa je aHanmM3a BapujaHce I7ie je 3aBUCHA Bapujadma duo
eMIIaTHjCKM OATOBOP, OK je He3aBMCHA Bapujadia duia MpUIafHOCT jeSHO] Of YeTUPH
rpyme. [leCKpUNTUBHYU Pe3y/NTAaTU eMIIAaTUjCKe PeaKlMje YKa3yjy Ha CIMYaH 3aK/bydak
Kao 1 aHanm3a Bapujance (Tadena 1). Hamme, ToTanHa Mepa eMIaTujcke peakiije nma
F cratucrux F(3, 225) = 3,46, p = .017, xoju ykasyje Ha pasnuky usmeby rpyma y norneny
MepeHe Bapujadie. 3aByucHa Bapujadia je Takobe mojie/beHa Ha ITO3UTUBHY 1 HETATUBHY
Mepy, ¢ 0031POM Ha TO Jja IU Ce MUTPAHTHUMA JellIaBa HeIlITO ITO3UTUBHO VN HEeTaTUBHO,
Te je aHa/IM3a BapyujaHCce IIOHOB/bEeHaA ca OBe ABe Mepe. [losuTuBHa Mepa IMCKPUMMHNILE
rpye, Ha mTa ykasyje F cratuctuk, F(3, 225) = 2,75, p = .044, ok HeraTBHA Mepa He
IVMCKpMMuHUIIe rpyie, F(3, 225) = 1.59, p = .192. J[lakye, I0OCTOju pas3iyuKa y eMIaTuj-
cKoj peakuymju He camo nsMeby rpyma Beh u usmeby curyarnuje, Ha mra ykasyje yBup y
TO Ja HeraTMBHA Mepa (AMCKPMMIHAILIMja IIpeMa MUTPAHTUMA) He pas/lKyje TpyIe, 0K
HO3UTHBHA yKasyje Ha mpedepeHIie IpeMa nsdermnuama 13 ucroune Espomne y ogaocy
Ha n3dernuie ca BaycKor nctoka n eKOHOMCKe MUTpaHTe 13 uctouHe Espome. [logatHe
aHanmu3e cy odaB/beHe KaKo M ce yTBPAMIIO Koje TPpyIIe Cy mpedepupaHe, OFHOCHO KOju
¢daxTopu cy dutHM 3a npedepeHIyjy MUrpaHara.

Hakon yrBphuBama Mepa Koje JUCKPUMUHMILY IpyIie, Tpeda BUIETH Koje IpyIie ce
3ampaBo pasnuKyjy. C 083MpoM Ha oBe pesynTarte, Mepe TOTajIHe U TI03UTYBHE eMITaTHjCcKe
peaxIyje, UICIMTaHUIIM Cy OMIIN OABPIHYTH post hoc TecToBMMa, Kako du ce yTBpANIO
usMeby Kojux rpyma mocToju pasnnka, a usmeby kojux He mocroju (Tadena 2). bordeporn
TeCT yKasyje Ha TO fla IIOCTOju pasnuka usMehy usdernmmia us ucroune Espore, kao
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MUTPaHTMMa KOjU KOJ| McIMTaHMKa dyae Hajsely eMmaTujcky peakumjy, n nadernmua ca
bryickor ncroka, mpeMa Kojuma ucrmtanuny ocehajy Hajmame emmaruje. Ha Totannoj Mepu
eMIiatuje, pasiuka usmeby ose uBe rpyme je 0,48, KOk je Ha Mepu IIO3UTHMBHE CUTYyaLVje
oHa Hemro Beha - 0,61. Ha ToTanmHoj Mepu ce He AMCKPYMMHUIILY JOAATHE TPYIIe, alu Ha
MO3UTHUBHOj IOCTOj1 pasnuka of 0,54 usmeby nsdernuiia u eKOHOMCKMX MUTpaHaTa U3
ucroure EBpore, rue Buire emnaruje omet nodybhyjy nsdermmue.

Jla ducmo To yTBpAMIN, TpyTie MUTpaHaTa Cy TPyIIICaHe VCK/BYIMBO IIPeMa jeJHOM
Off 1Ba KPUTEPMjyMa: COIIMIOEKOHOMCKOM (paKTOPy MM eTHNYKOj npunagHocTu. Crora
CY OfiIrOBOPM MICHUTAHMKA MTOJIe/beHY, YMECTO CaMO jeJiHe Mepe IPYIIHe IPUIIAJHOCTH, Y
IBE Mepe KOje pasNIMKyjy MCIIUTaHMKE CaMO 110 €THUYKOj IIPUIIAJIHOCTY MUTPAaHATa 3a
KOjée Cy JIaBaii OAITOBOPE W/ IJIXOBOM COI[IOEKOHOMCKOM cTaTycy. [ToToM je odaBmeHa
ANOVA, ¢ TuM IITO je yBpIITEHA U MHTepaKIyja usMehy osa Ba akTopa. AHaMM30M
BapujaHce YCTAHOBMJIO Ce Ja IMOCTOjU YTUIA] eTHUYKe SIUCKOCTY MUTPAHTCKUX TPY-
ma, F(1, 225) = 4.29, p = .039, fok To Huje dMo CIy4aj ca COLMOEKOHOMCKIM CTaTyCOM
F(1, 225) = 1.14, p = .29. Vnak, nurepakiyja oBa fBa ¢paxkropa je dyra MapruHaaHO 3Ha-
vajua F(1, 225) = 3.26, p = .072. Iben mapuyjannu eta koepuumjeHT M3HOCKO je .014, nok
je 3a eTHMYKY OmuckocT u3Hocuo .019. JIpyrum pednma, COLMOEKOHOMCKH CTaTyC je duo
duTaH 3a eTHUYKM SVDKe Ipylie MUTPaHaTa, Kao IITO Cy OHe U3 ucrouHe EBpore, 1ok To
Huje duo cydaj 3a MurpaHTe ca biamckor ncToka.

IVUCKYCUJA

Pesynratn ykasyjy Ha nmpedepenmjy nsdernmua us uctouse EBporne y ogHocy Ha
usdermmiie ca BmcKor ncToKa 1 HeIlI'TO Makbe y OHOCY Ha €KOHOMCKe MUTPAHTe U3 UCTOYHE
Espomne. Hamasu cy akie y ckafiy ca IpeTXofiHO HaBeleH!M CTyZAMjaMa Koje Cy yKasaje
Ha ImpedepeHInjy IpeMa pupolniama us Espore y ogrocy Ha mpuponummie n3 Asuje
n Adpuke y samagnoj Espor (De Coninck, 2023), ayii 1 Ha HeraTuBHe cTaBoBe rpahana
Cpduje npema nzdermuama ca banckor ncroka (Jovanovi¢ Ajzenhamer, 2020). 1 y 0Boj
CTYAUjM KOja je Mepuia MHTEH3UTeT eMIIaTHjCKe peakijyje, TokasaHa je npedepeHunja
IIpeMa eTHIYKY CIMYHMjUM TpyllaMa MUTpaHaTa.

Takobe je TecTupana ,,ekOHOMCKa IpedepupaHoCcT MUTPAHATA, IPBU YT HA OBUM
IpOCTOpMMa, ¢ 003MPOM Ha TO Jja Huje ITOCTojasa MoTpeda Hu MPUINKa 3a paHUja UCTIN-
TyBama. [IokasaHo je fa Mako HeMa TaKBoOT edeKTa, MOCTOj} MHTEPAKIUja Ca eTHIYKOM
npunagHouhy Koja ce MaHU(eCTYyje Kao jaua eMIaTija IpeMa eKOHOMCKI YTPOXXEeHIM,
eTHMYKM OmkuM MurpantuMa. [IpedepeHiuja moMarama 13deramnuama y oqHOCy Ha
eKOHOMCKe MUTpaHTe je nokaszaHa u panuje (Verkuyten et al., 2018; Wyszynski et al.,
2020), xao u npedepeHuyja eTHnuky dmokux Murpanara (Kotzur et al., 2019; Froehlich
& Schulte, 2019). Ipyna nsdermuua us ucroune EBporne Huje Benuka cuMOOINYKa IpeTHha
€ 003MpPOM Ha KYITYPOJIOLIKE CIMYHOCTHU. AKO je II0CTOjao CTpax Off KOHKYpeHIMje Ha
TPXXUIITY pajia Win fodujarma AP>KaBHUX CPECTaBa, OH je [0 MHTEHSUTETy QMO Marb Off
Apyrux pakTopa, Kao wTo je momoh ymyhena nsdermiama onpasgana 1 norpedna (De
Coninck, 2020). HapasHo, mocToju ¢ycHOTa KOJ, OBe TBP/Hb€, KOja yKasyje Ha TO [ia ITOCTOjI
jaya eMIIaTHjcKa peakiuja Ha M3deriie YKOMUKO CY IBIX0OBE eTHUYKE KapaKTePUCTIKE
CNIMYHUje JOMMIMITHOM CTAaHOBHUIUTBY. JITak MHTepaKlMja eKOHOMCKMX U e THUIKUX
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¢axropa je Heurro pehe mpujaBpeH heHOMEH, NAKO CY CIUYHI HA/IA3K IIOBPEMEHO 0dja-
Bbern (Dustmann & Preston, 2007). OHa Moxke OUTI Off BeIMKOT 3Ha4Yaja KaJja TOBOPUMO
0 UMUTPUPAKBY y 3eM/be Ifie je eKOHOMCKY CTaHAAPH HIDKY, a GMHAHCHjCKA CUTYaLuja
HensBecHa (Jovanovi¢ Ajzenhamer, 2020).

VHTepecaHTHO je fa ce oBa gudepeHIujalyja felllaBa IPeBacX0gHO y CUTyalju
HekakBe fodutHe noMohy MurpanTiMa. JIpyruM pednma, MCIUTaHUIN CY CMAaTpaIu Jja je
IVMCKpUMMHALIMja IOfljefIHAKO HeollpaBaHa 3a OMJIo KOjy I'PYILY, a/Ii a Kafia TOBOPYIMO O
HoMaramy, HoceGHO OHOM Koje oBoAu fo moBehaBarsa BepoBarHohe MHTerpaliyje, I0CToje
jacHe npecdepeHLie IpeMa e THIYKM CIMYHYM n3dermnnama. Hamas xoju je mokasas u mpu
IIpoy4aBamy pas/iKa y mpedepeHnyju KpaTKOTpajHe TIOMOhY TPaH3UTHUM MUTPAHTIIMA
U fyrorpajue momohn noreHuyjaaHo Tpajuum murpanTuma (Petrovi¢ & Pesi¢, 2017).

OBako IpyKasaHy pe3yaTaTu Cy IIpe MoveTaK Jla/beT MCTPAKMBAba HETO HeroBor
Kpaja. Pesynraty nmak jacHo ykasyjy Ha deHednT Ipu KOMOMHOBaKY BIIe HaKTOPa, Inja
ce MHTepaKIyja IoKa3aia Kao MHTePEeCaHTaH Hajla3 yIPKOC MapriHaaHOj 3Ha4YajHOCTI.
Hydme ucTpaxkuBame 1 aHaIM3a Cy CBaKaKo IOTPedHM, ¢ 093MpoOM Ha TO [ja IIOCTOjU
Buie Moryhux odjanmera. IIppo, MO>ka IIOCTOj HeCBeCHa IIPUCTPACHOCT MCIINTAHNKA.
Moryhe je fa KOx ea y4ecHMKA Y UCTPa>KUBamby IIOCTOjU MMIUIMIIUTHO YBepemwe fia Cy
nsdernurie us uctoune Epporne Ykpajuniy, a ekoHoMcky MurpanTyu Pycu. Vako cy Takse
KaTeropusarje n3derHyTe OIUITUM reorpadCKuM OfpeIHUIIaMa, 1 fajbe je Moryhe ma
HOCTOjU YIIUB HOMUTUYKMUX CTaBOBa. CIMYHO, IOKA3aHO je f1a TOCTOjU CyMHba Y CTaTycC
usdermmia ca brmckor ncroka (Jovanovi¢ Ajzenhamer, 2020). Taxobe, c 003upom Ha Marby,
IPUTOIHY Y30PaK, He MOXKeMO TBPAUTI [ je OBO reHepaHu cTaB rpabana Cpduje.

[ToTpeda 3a ma/pMM IIpOyYaBambeM je CBaKaKo IPUCYTHA. IbeHa BaKHOCT IIpon3Ias3u
yCies, HOBOT MUrpaHTcKor npodmia y Cpduju koju he Hy>XHO foBecTH 10 [PYyIITBEHNX,
KY/ITYPOJIOLIKVX I €KOHOMCKIX IpoMmeHa. Takobe, HIDKY CTaHIAPH KMB/beHba I EKOHOMCKA
moh Cpduje y ogHocy Ha sem/be 3amante EBporre, koje cy Beh yBenuko semspe nmurparje,
¢dbopmupajy crierjuduuHy BpCTy MUTpalje 1 COLMjaHe MHTEPAKIMje KOja, Kao MITO 0Ba
CTyZUja yKasyje, MOXKe IMATH jefNHCTBEHe ofyInKe. Takobe, BaXXHOCT MCTpaXK1Bamba CTa-
BOBA HUje CaMO Y MHTE/IeKTYa/THOM pa3yMeBatby MeXaHU3Ma Koji CToju u3a GpopMuparma
Ipezpacysa Beh u y Tome 1ITO CTaBOBM yTHUY Ha IIOHAIIAbe IpeMa MurpaHTumMa (Batson,
Chang, Orr & Rowland, 2002).
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IMPACT OF ETHNIC CLOSENESS AND SOCIO-ECONOMIC
STATUS OF MIGRANTS ON THE EMPATHY OF DOMICILE
POPULATION IN SERBIA

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: The goal of this research is to examine the factors that influence the empathic
reactions of the local Serbian population toward migrants. The variance analysis has indicated
differences in the perception between refugees from the Middle East, who evoke the lowest
empathy, and refugees from Eastern Europe, who evoke the greatest empathy. Ethnicity
has proved to be significant in discrimination against migrants, unlike the socio-economic
factor, but the interaction between these two factors had marginal significance. In addition
to these findings, the influence of the context has also been established. The respondents
do not differentiate between groups when discrimination occurs, and they show empathy
towards all migrants in distress, but if migrants receive certain forms of assistance, prefer-
ences arise towards ethnically closer groups with a lower socioeconomic status.

Keywords: ethnicity of migrants, refugees, economic migrants, empathy, migrations

INTRODUCTION

Serbia was and is a country of immigration, while in the several past decades it has
also become a transit country on the migration road to the European Union (Bobi¢, 2013;
Bobi¢ & Babovi¢, 2013). The status of the transit country enables Serbia to keep the migrant
issue outside the focus of public policy creators due to the assumption that the migrants’
presence does not significantly affect social circumstances in the country because of their
short-term stay (Papadopoulou-Kourkoula, 2008). Serbia was expected to keep this status
until the occurrence of political or socio-economic changes that would make it possible to
become a country of immigration as well (Bobi¢, 2013). Certain authors have observed that
the changes in geopolitical relations, economic development or immigration policies of other
countries may also turn transit countries into the countries of destination (Petrovi¢ & Pesi¢,
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2017), i.e., that external factors may also affect Serbia sufficiently to become the country
of immigration. The geopolitical events in the previous decade (e.g., Arabian spring in the
Middle East, and in North Africa, the Ukrainian crisis) contribute to the probability exactly
of this scenario - that Serbia will become a country of immigration due to the changes in
its surroundings, and not the ones in the Republic of Serbia itself.

The number of people living outside the country of birth has set a record nowadays.
According to the 2020 IOM Report, the number of international migrants is estimated at
281 million globally, one third of whom live in Europe (International Organization for
Migration, 2022), while approximately 250 thousand of them are currently in the territory
of Serbia (Europe, 2022). According to the UN data, since the beginning of the migrant
crisis in 2015to date, it has been estimated that about 1.5 million migrants passed through
Serbia (The refugee and migrant crisis, 2022). Speaking of asylum seekers, their number has
been largely affected by the crisis caused by the COVID-19 virus. Before the pandemic, i.e.,
before 2019, there were about 13,000 asylum seekers a year (Belgrade Centre for Human
Rights, 2020), while that number dropped to slightly under 3,000 during 2020 and 2021
(Belgrade Centre for Human Rights, 2022). Their structure included almost exclusively
the migrants from the Middle East, primarily Afghanistan, Pakistan, Iraq, Iran, Syria and
Bangladesh (Belgrade Centre for Human Rights, 2020).

The Ukrainian crisis caused an increase in the number of migrants from East Europe.
According to the 2022 Migration Profile issued by the Commissariat for Refugees and
Migrants of the Republic of Serbia, as many as 137,853 Ukrainian refugees went through
Serbia in 2022. Most of them were in transit, while in that period 24,443 registrations of
residence were issued to them (Migration Profile for, CRM). The same document reports
that in 2022 slightly under 60,000 people were approved temporary stay, 37.8% of whom
were nationals of the Russian Federation. Although there are no official data about the total
number of Russian nationals staying on a permanent or temporary basis, it is estimated
that their number is about 200,000, while there is also information that about 4,000 new
companies have been incorporated in the past year in the ownership of Russian nationals
(“About 200,000 Russians came to Serbia last year” — Euronews 2023). The data, although
often insufficiently accurate, still show a discrepancy existing between the demographic
reality and the belief that there are no migrants in Serbia or that they do not stay in our
country. Accordingly, sociological studies about the perception and interaction of domicile
population with migrant population remain an exceptionally relevant and important topic,
particularly together with the insights about the diversity of that population by factors such
as the country of origin, the reasons of their arrival, the social and economic situation of
the newcomers etc.

ATTITUDES TOWARDS MIGRANTS IN SERBIA

The literature studying the attitudes towards migrants is extremely extensive, partly
because in the study of the relationship between domicile and migrant population can be
approached through various sociological, psychological, political, economic and multi-
disciplinary discourses. One of the ways to study and understand these attitudes so that
they will cover the diversity of various theoretical approaches is to begin from studying the
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characteristics of the migrants seen by domicile population as relevant and (non)preferred.
Sensitivity to those characteristics is often explained by fears and dilemmas among the
population of the country of receipt (Stephan et al., 1999), which are usually grouped into
realistic threats, i.e., the fear from having the economic situation endangered, and symbolic
ones, e.g., the fear from having cultural and value norms endangered (Pereira et al., 2010;
Zupari¢ Ilji¢ & Gregurovié, 2012). Accordingly, in literature there are two particularly
outstanding groups of migrants’ characteristics: socio-economic status and ethnicity.

The migrants’ socio-economic status is a relevant characteristic having in mind that
domicile population tends to see migrants as competition in the labour market (Quillian,
1995). Furthermore, the population of the country of receipt is additionally concerned
that the government funding for migrants will burden the budget, from which it is de-
rived that the preferred category of the migrants will be the one whose economic status is
higher and who, therefore, are not dependent on the government’s assistance (Naumann
etal,, 2018). However, the situation is not so simple because socio-economic categories are
practically inseparable from the category that distinguishes migrants by the motive of their
departure from the parent country (Stephan et al., 1999). Such classification most often
recognizes economic migrants, i.e., persons who migrate primarily motivated by economic
circumstances, and refugees, i.e., persons who are outside the country of their nationality
because of the substantiated fear from oppression based on their race, religion, nationality,
affiliation of a certain social group, or political opinions (Sironi, Bauloz, Emmanuel [eds.],
2019). Curiously, this similar category gives opposite, contradictory effects (Jetten, 2019). In
other words, the attitude towards refugees (those economically more dependent on aid) is
sometimes more positive towards economic migrants (those economically less dependent
ones), having in mind that they are perceived as a group that is in a more difficult situation
and, thus, deserves more assistance (De Coninck, 2020), while economic migrants are in
certain cases perceived as opportunists whose situation should be aggravated (Verkuyten,
Mepham, Kros, 2018; Wyszynski, Guerra, Bierwiaczonek, 2020).

The economic threat has proved to be relevant particularly in the societies such as the
Serbian one, where the economic and social position is insecure and uncertain (Jovanovic
Ajzenhamer, 2020). Nata$a Jovanovi¢ Ajzenhamer (2020) corroborates this by the CeSid
data, which show that the increase in the negative attitudes towards migrants from the
Middle East is also accompanied by the increasing belief that the reason for migration was
the improvement of economic situation, and not running away from the war and violence
in the country of origin (CeSid, 2019, 12).

The same study also points to the relevance of cultural similarity for accepting migrants
in Serbia (CeSid, 2019, 13). Migrants, particularly those from the Middle East (Jovanovi¢
Ajzenhamer, 2020), also pose a symbolic danger because they are perceived as “others”, and,
thus, seen as a threat to the moral, value and cultural norms of the domicile population
(Mackie & Smith, 2016). In Serbia, they are a category towards which as many as 40% Serbia’s
citizens have negative feelings, which is the finding that has proved as consistent in several
surveys of public opinion conducted by the Belgrade Centre for Human Rights (2021) and
the Psychosocial Innovative Network with the Open Society Foundations of Serbia (2022).

Ethnicity is primarily placed in the context of ethnic closeness, where some groups are
closer to domicile population having in mind the perceived similarity in religion, culture,
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language and mentality over other migrant populations. The studies conducted in Germany
confirm the existence of different stereotypizations of migrant groups depending on their
country of origin and ethnicity, whereas the perception is more negative with the migrant
group being religiously and ethnically more distant from the domicile population (Kotzur,
Friehs, Asbrock, Van Zalk, 2019; Froehlich & Schulte, 2019).

The attitudes are expressed differently regarding the context as well. The study
published in this region (Petrovi¢ & Pesi¢, 2017) divided acceptance into two factors: the
general attitude about migrants (mostly positive or mostly negative) and the specific at-
titude about their permanent settling/integration in society. Although 60.6% population
support the temporary stay of the migrants (18.8% abstained), at the same time as many
as 56.6% were against the permanent settling of the migrants (12.2% abstained). Moreover,
when considering the migrants’ longer stay, it is quite relevant to have selective criteria
which distinguish desirable categories of migrants. The most desirable are the categories
of women and children who escape from war-stricken regions, and then the categories of
migrants with certain cultural and economic resources, or those who are culturally close
to domicile population (Petrovi¢ & Pesi¢, 2017).

The above-mentioned dependence on the context of “acceptance” reminds of the
psychological studies indicating a different level of empathy regarding the observed
person’s situation. Such study of empathy towards members of other groups has already
been performed (Cikara & Fiske, 2013) and can, with minor corrections, be adjusted to
the migration context as well. In that case, the emotional reaction would be measured to
a hypothetical situation in which migrants, for example, are, and the intensity and direc-
tion of the experienced emotional reaction would also be observed. Empathy may appear,
i.e., a congruent, appropriate emotional reaction to the other person’s situation, but also
counter-empathy, i.e., a negative reaction to the positive emotion of the other person, or a
positive experience of the negative emotion of the other person (Hudson, Cikara, Sidanius,
2019; Leach, Spears, Branscombe, Doosje, 2003).

RESEARCH AIM

Serbia has lately seen the heterogeneity of migrant population currently living in its
territory, but absolutely non-existent only several years in the past. The studies examining
the new migrant profile of Europe and drastic differences in the reception of refugees from
the Middle East and from Ukraine have been published in Western Europe (De Coninck,
2023; Xuereb, 2023), but no similar studies have been conducted in this territory, as far
as the author knows. The aim of this research is to establish how the attitude towards mi-
grants in Serbia differs in terms of their ethnic and cultural background, as well as their
socio-economic status.

Having in mind the previous studies, the hypothesis is that ethnically more similar
migrants, such as those from Eastern Europe, will provoke greater congruent empathy for
those who are ethnically, culturally and religiously more distant, for example those from
the Middle East. This assumption is corroborated by the findings about ethnically more
similar groups causing more positive emotions, particularly when compared to ethnically
and culturally more distant groups (Kotzur et al., 2019; Froehlich & Schulte, 2019). Since
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people from Eastern Europe are seen as positive and close in Serbia (Petrovi¢ & Suvakovic,
2013; Sekelj, 2000), while it is not the case with those from the Middle East (Jovanovié
Ajzenhamer, 2020), I assume that similar results will be obtained in the study of the em-
pathic reaction.

The literature about attitudes towards migrants indicates the existence of fear from
the economic threat that may emerge due to the migrants’ arrival. The findings point to
the existence of ambivalent factors which this study wants to determine empirically and
examine in the situation related to the current immigration image of Serbia. The author
assumes that more intense positive empathy will still be shown towards refugees with a
lower socio-economic status (De Coninck, 2020; Takahashi et al., 2009), as well as towards
ethnically closer groups of migrants from Eastern Europe (Cikara & Fiske, 2013; Hudson
etal,, 2019). Partly due to the fact that Serbia does not have a social protection system like
those countries fearful that the budget will be burdened by migrants (Perisi¢, 2016), and
also that the social protection of migrants in Serbia by the government in general is not at
an enviable level (Cekerevac et al., 2018).

Another aim of this research is to examine the interaction possibly existing between
migrants’ ethnicity and socio-economic status. Its existence is even more important having
in mind that the feeling of being economically threatened is manifested in a complex and
sometimes paradoxical manner that depends on a number of factors (Jetten, 2019), for
example, ethnic closeness of migrants (Dustmann & Preston, 2007).

Finally, with this study the author wants also to examine whether there is a different
impact of the context when it comes to discrimination or assistance to migrants. It has
already been found that most inhabitants of Serbia support short-term assistance to mi-
grants, but at the same time the majority of them are against the migrants permanently
settling in Serbia (Petrovi¢ & Pesi¢, 2017). Therefore, this research is aimed at examining
whether there is any difference in empathy towards different groups of migrants when they
are discriminated and when they are provided assistance.

RESEARCH METHOD

The research used the cross-sequential design, where the respondents were divided
into four groups. The groups differed by the group of migrants towards whom the re-
spondents needed to show their attitudes and/or emotional reaction. The socio-economic
status and ethnicity are independent variables in this study, and that is why the groups of
migrants were chosen in order to represent a higher or a lower socio-economic status, as
well as being ethnically closer or more distant groups. By cross-referencing these options,
four possible groups of migrants can be made: refugees from the Middle East, economic
migrants from the Middle East, refugees from Eastern Europe n economic migrants from
Eastern Europe. The respondents were randomly categorized into one of the groups and
answered the questions referring solely to one of the four possible group of migrants. The
dependent variable in this research was the degree of empathy shown by the respondents
towards the given group, operationalized as a direction and intensity of the respondents’
emotional reaction regarding the emotional state of the migrants in one of four fictitious
situations.
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Sample

The sample consisted of 229 Serbian nationals, out of whom 56.3%, or 129 respond-
ents, were female. The age structure of the sample is asymmetrical to the benefit of younger
respondents, so that 67.2% of the sample are made of persons younger than 35, while the
average age is 30.74. The age of the respondents ranged from 16 to 65. The conditions for
participating in the research were limited to the respondents being citizens of Serbia and
over 16 years old, in line with the ethical norms of the Serbian Psychological Society.

The respondents were randomly placed into one of four groups, so that they were
equal by their age group, gender and national affiliation, which are the characteristics
recognized as potentially confounding variables. These groups had between 61 and 80 re-
spondents respectively, among which the variance analysis found no indicated differences
in the above-listed variables.

The sampling method was suitable and applied online on Google forms platform. The
invitation for the research was distributed on social media, as well as on the Reddit portal,
with the request for distributing it further to potentially interested persons. The respondents
were informed that all data were anonymous, in order to reduce the probability of socially
acceptable answers. Moreover, they were informed that their attitudes would be surveyed
towards a certain group of migrants, while they were provided other information only at
the end of the survey, so as to minimize their partiality.

Procedure

After the respondents were informed about the framework topic of the research, they
were also informed about the ethical code and polity of data confidentiality, and finally
they were asked for their approval to participate in the research. It was followed by the
questionnaire consisting of the blocks, where each block had to be filled in before going on
to the next. After the demographic questionnaire about the respondents’ gender, nationality
and socio-economic status, they passed on to the second block containing the description
of the migrants that differed by the group. The description of the migrants was identical
for all, except, naturally, the key differences indicating their ethnicity, economic status and
reason of their arrival, which varied in the following format:

“... The newcomers from the Middle East / from Eastern Europe. We are interested
in the attitudes towards persons from this group, who have fled their country because of
no longer being safe for them because of the outbreak of the war or armed conflicts /
who have come because of the favourable economic situation in contrast to their own
country. Although there are many reasons for their arrival in Serbia, the primary motiva-
tion was, therefore. to escape from their own country which is war-stricken / because of
the economic appeal of Serbia, as well as greater freedom of behaviour. Having in mind
their situation, their financial funds are extremely limited, so they are often dependent
on external assistance for basic life necessities / somewhat higher than the average
Serbian population, as well as the higher than the average of their country of origin.”

After this segment, the respondents were instructed to answer about the sort of
emotional reaction provoked by certain situations experienced by this group of migrants.
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Instead of the conventional questions about attitudes, four situations were shown in which
something is happening to the migrants in Serbia. Two situations are classified as negative
because the experience described in them is negative (verbal discrimination by domicile
population or higher housing rental prices than for domicile population). The remaining
two measures are positive, i.e., they describe situations in which assistance or support were
provided to the migrants (in finding employment, accommodation and schooling, or of-
fering state-funded health insurance). The emotional reaction was given on the five-degree
scale. The first two options represent different degrees of the negative emotional reaction
(Iam very sorry that it is happening and I am sorry that it is happening to them), followed
by the neutral, apathic reaction (I have neither positive nor negative opinion about it) and
different degrees of the positive emotional reaction (I am glad that it is happening and I
am quite glad that it is happening). The respondents chose the emotional reaction that was
the closest to the one they felt regarding the above-stated situation of the migrant group.
This method actually does not record the attitude but the emotional reaction representing
a deeper and automatic emotional reaction.

The average time necessary for completing the questionnaire was about ten minutes.
After the data were collected, the SPSS program was applied in their processing.

RESULTS

The main research hypothesis is testing the difference in the empathic reaction felt
by the domicile population towards migrants, depending on ethnicity and socio-economic
status. In order to determine whether there are differences between the groups, the variance
analysis was performed, where the dependent variable was an empathic response, while
the independent variable was affiliation to one of four groups. The descriptive results of
the empathic reaction point to a similar conclusion as the variance analysis (Table 1).
Namely, the total measure of the empathic reaction has F statistic F(3, 225) = 3.46, p = .017,
which indicates the difference between these groups regarding the measured variable. The
dependent variable is also divided into positive and negative measures, having in mind
whether the migrants are experiencing something positive or negative, and that is why the
variance analysis was repeated with these two measures. The positive measure discriminates
the groups, which is indicated by F statistic, F(3, 225) = 2.75, p = .044, while the negative
measure does not discriminate the groups, F(3, 225) = 1.59, p = .192. Therefore, a difference
exists in the empathic reaction not only between groups, but also between situations, which
is indicated by the insight about the negative measure (discrimination against migrants)
does not differentiate groups, while the positive one points to the preferences towards ref-
ugees from Eastern Europe over refugees from Middle East and economic migrants from
Eastern Europe. Further analyses were performed in order to establish which groups are
preferred, i.e., which factors are relevant for the preference of migrants.

After establishing the measures that discriminate the groups, it needs to be seen
which groups are actually different. Considering these results, the measures of the total and
positive empathic reaction, the respondents underwent post hoc tests in order to determine
the difference between groups and the absence of such difference (Table 2). Bonferroni
test points to the difference between refugees from Eastern Europe, as migrants who evoke
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the greatest emphatic reaction among the respondents, and refugees from the Middle East,
towards whom the respondents are the least emphatic. On the total empathy measure, the
difference between these two groups is 0.48, while on the positive situation measure it is
slightly higher, or. 0,61. On the total measure, other groups are not discriminated, but on
the positive one there is a difference of 0.54 between refugees and economic migrants from
Eastern Europe, where more empathy is once again shown towards refugees.

To establish it, we grouped the migrants solely by one of the two criteria: socio-eco-
nomic factor and ethnicity. That is why the respondents’ answers are divided into, instead
of only one measure of group affiliation, into two measures that distinguish the respondents
only by the ethnicity of those migrants they answered about, or by their socio-economic
status. Then the ANOVA was performed, where the interaction between these two factors
was also included. The variance analysis established the existence of the effect of ethnic
closeness of migrant groups, F(1, 225) = 4.29, p = .039, while it was not the case with the
socio-economic status F(1, 225) = 1.14, p = .29. Nevertheless, the interaction of these two
factors was marginally significant F(1, 225) = 3.26, p = .072. Its partial eta squared was
.014, while it was .019 for ethnic closeness. In other words, the socio-economic status was
relevant for the ethnically closer groups of migrants, such as those from Eastern Europe,
while it was not the case with migrants from the Middle East.

DISCUSSION

The results point to the preference towards refugees from Eastern Europe over ref-
ugees from the Middle East and slightly less regarding economic migrants from Eastern
Europe. Therefore, the findings are in line with the above-mentioned studies indicating the
preference towards newcomers from Europe over those from Asia and Africa in Western
Europe (De Coninck, 2023), but also the negative attitudes of Serbia0s citizens towards
refugees from the Middle East (Jovanovi¢ Ajzenhamer, 2020). In this study, where the
intensity of the empathic reaction was also measured, the preference was found towards
ethnically more similar groups of migrants.

For the first time in this region, “economic preference” of migrants was tested, since
in the past there was neither need nor occasion for such studies. It has been shown that,
despite the absence of such an effect, there is an interaction with ethnicity that is manifest-
ed as stronger empathy towards those economically more threatened and ethically closer
migrants. The preference of helping refugees more than economic migrants has also been
found before (Verkuyten et al., 2018; Wyszynski et al., 2020), as well as the preference of
ethnically closer migrants (Kotzur et al., 2019; Froehlich & Schulte, 2019). The group of
refugees from Eastern Europe is not a large symbolic threat having in mind the cultural
similarities. Even if there was some fear from competition in the labour market or in get-
ting government funds, this was a less intense factor than others, and assistance provided
to refugees was justified and necessary (De Coninck, 2020). Naturally, there is a footnote
in relation to this claim, which points to a stronger emphatic reaction towards refugees if
their ethnic characteristics are more similar to those of domicile population. However, the
interaction of economic and ethnic factors is slightly less frequently reported phenomenon,
although similar findings have been occasionally published (Dustmann & Preston, 2007).
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It may be of great significance when speaking about immigrating to those countries with a
lower economic standard and an uncertain financial situation (Jovanovi¢ Ajzenhamer, 2020).

Interestingly, this differentiation occurs primarily in the situation of some assistance
given to migrants. In other words, the respondents believed that discrimination was equally
unjustifiable for any group, but when it comes to assistance, particularly of the type that
will lead to the increasing probability of integration, there are clear preferences towards
ethnically similar refugees. The finding has also been shown in the study of differences in
preference of short-term assistance to transit migrants and long-term assistance to perma-
nent migrants (Petrovi¢ & Pesi¢, 2017).

The results shown in this manner are rather a beginning of further research than
its end. Nevertheless, the results clearly indicate the benefit of combining several factors,
whose interaction has proved to be an interesting finding, despite its marginal significance.
Deeper examination and analysis are certainly necessary, taking into account that there
is more than one possible explanation. First, there may be unconscious partiality among
the respondents. It is possible that in a number of the participants in the study there is an
implicit belief that refugees from Eastern Europe are Ukrainian, while economic migrants
are Russian. Although these categorizations have been avoided by general geographical
determinants, it is still possible to have an inflow of political attitudes. Similarly, it has
been shown that doubt exists in the status of the refugees from the Middle East (Jovanovi¢
Ajzenhamer, 2020). Moreover, taking into account the smaller, suitable sample, we cannot
claim that this is a general attitude of Serbia’s citizens.

The need for further research is definitely present. Its importance results from the new
migrant profile in Serbia that will inevitably lead to social, cultural and economic changes.
In addition, the lower standard of living and economic power of Serbia in relation to the
Western European countries, which have long become the countries of immigration, also
form a specific type of migration and social interaction which, as indicated by this study,
may have unique characteristics. Moreover, the importance of studying the attitudes lies not
only in understanding the mechanism behind the formation of biases, but also in the fact
that attitudes affect the behaviour towards migrants (Batson, Chang, Orr & Rowland, 2002).
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APPENDIX / ITPVJIOT

Tab6ena 1. [leckpuiiitiuera cinaimiuciiuka u ANOVA Ha mepama emiiaitiujcke peakuyuje
/ Table 1. Descriptive statistics and ANOVA on measures of empathic reaction

ANO.VA F 3HayvajHocT /
[pyna/Groups M SD | statistic/ | .. .
statistic Significance
YKynHa emnatujcka peakuumja/ |1 -Tpyna/Group | 3.966 | 1.141
Total empathic reaction 2 -Tpyna/Group | 4.057 | 912
3 -Tpyna/Group | 4.446 | .690
4 - Tpyna/Group | 4.090 | .892
YkynHo/Total 4.128 | 934 2.746 .044
Mo3nTtnBHa emnatnjcka mepa/ | 1-Tpyna/Group | 3.828 | 1.313
Positive empathic reaction 2 -Tpyna/Group | 3.993 | .9724
3 -Tpyna/Group | 4.441 | .8345
4 -Tpyna/Group | 3.900 | 1.111
YKynHo/Total 4.031 | 1.030 | 3.460 .017
HeraTtmBHa emnaTtujcka 1-Tpyna/Group | 4.103 | 1.095
peakuuja / Negative empathic |2 - Mpyna/Group | 4.121 | 1.065
reaction 3 -Tpyna/Group | 4.451 | .702
4 -Tpyna/Group | 4.280 | .834
YKynHo/Total 4,225 | 959 1.594 .192

1 - Msdernuue ca bnckor ncroka, 2 — EkoHoMcku murpanTu ca bimckor uctoka, 3 — Viadermie
u3 ucrouyne Esporne, 4 - EkoHoMcky MurpanTu u3 ncrouse Eppore / 1 - Refugees from the Middle
East, 2 - Economic migrants from the Middle East, 3 - Refugees from Eastern Europe, 4 - Economic
migrants from Eastern Europe.
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Tadena 2. Bonferroni post hoc test mepa emtiaitiujcke peaxuuje
/ Table 2. Bonferroni post hoc test of empathic reactions

3HauajHe pasnuke (.05)
lpyna/Group M Sd |/ Significant differecnes
(.05)
Mo3utnBHa emnatujcka mepa / | 1 -Tpyna/Group | 3.828 | 1.313 | U3mehy rpyne / Between
Positive empathic reaction 2 -Tpyna/Group | 3.993 | .972 |groups
4= HA3AL 3 -Tpyna/Group | 4.441 | 835
4—Tpyna/Group | 3.900 | 1.111|311=614
@ BACK YkynHo/Total 3.828 | 1313 |314=.541
YKynHa emnaTtujcka peakuuja / | 1-Tpyna/Group | 3.966 | 1.141 | Uamehy rpyne
Total empathic reaction 2 - Tpyna/Group | 4.057 | .912 / Between groups
3 -Tpyna/Group | 4.446 | .690
4-Tpyna/Group | 4.090 | .892 |311=481
YKynHo/Total 3.966 | 1.141

1 - M36ernuue ca bimckor ncroka, 2 — ExoHoMcku murpanTn ca biavckor ucroka, 3 — Vs6ermnie
u3 ucrouHe Espore, 4 - ExonoMcku MurpanTy us ucroude Esporme / 1 - Refugees from the Middle
East, 2 — Economic migrants from the Middle East, 3 - Refugees from Eastern Europe, 4 - Economic
migrants from Eastern Europe.
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