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A LIFE COURSE PERSPECTIVE ON SUBURBANISATION

Abstract: The paper explores the dynamics of migration from city to suburban area
within the Budapest metropolitan area, framed within the life course approach. This approach
posits that life events and prior residential experiences shape individuals’ migration deci-
sions, with a focus on the interconnectedness of residential experiences. The results, based
on semi-structured interviews, examine the motivations and expectations of new residents
of the suburban area for their new residences. The main drivers of migration to suburban
areas are child-rearing and the pursuit of a more favourable living environment, mirroring
conditions akin to rural childhood settings. Furthermore, financial constraints and real
estate prices in Budapest compared to suburban areas also emerged as significant factors.
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INTRODUCTION

In recent decades, numerous studies have confirmed that migration can be well
understood using the framework of the life course approach. In these studies, the aim is to
find the life stages and turning points that are likely to lead to residence change (Ni Laoire,
2008; Stockdale & Catney, 2014). This applies to migration between urban, suburban, and
rural areas (Feijten et al., 2008; South & Crowder, 1997).

The migration from the city to suburban areas is often explained by 1) the negative
attributes of the city such as air pollution, heavy traffic, noise, crowd, lack of green spaces,
poor public safety, and 2) the appealing qualities of suburban areas such as proximity to
nature, single-family homes, quiet and peaceful environment, good housing conditions,
and privacy (Bruegmann, 2005; Mieszkowski & Mills, 1993). The life course approach
contributes to understanding suburbanization by shifting the focus away from the dif-
ferences between urban and suburban areas and instead emphasizing life situations and
related needs that make the differences between urban and suburban areas so significant
that they lead to a change of residence.
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In the paper, I examine the migration from cities to suburban areas using the framework
of the life course approach, in the example of the Budapest metropolitan area. This approach
implies that residential experiences influence one another; therefore, I also examine how pre-
vious rural/suburban experiences effect the choice of residence within the metropolitan area.

The development of the Budapest metropolitan area is similar to other Central
Eastern European (CEE) countries’ metropolitan areas, due to the economic, social, and
political transformations of the 1990s, which reshaped the relationship between cities and
surrounding settlements (Kovacs et al., 2019; Stanilov & Sykora, 2014; Szirmai, 2019).

This paper aims to contribute to a deeper understanding of the social changes ob-
served in the metropolitan areas of post-socialist countries by applying the life course
approach. The main question the paper seeks to answer is the context in which the need
emerges to move from urban to suburban areas. It delves into the circumstances under
which relocation to suburban areas occurs, investigating why changes in life course lead
to migration between settlements.

SUBURBANIZATION IN THE POST-SOCIALIST HUNGARY

The concept of suburbanization is not understood the same way in the literature.
A common feature of the definitions is the social and economic transformation of areas
beyond the administrative boundary of the city (Ekers et al., 2015). One of the most im-
portant drivers of this transformation is the influx of new residents from the city. In my
research, I understand suburbanization as a population movement between the city and
the suburban area (Timar, 1999; Wolf & Meyer, 2010).

During the socialist period, spatial processes were fundamentally determined by state
regulations and public policies. Governmental regulations primarily facilitated movement
from rural areas to the surrounding areas of the city (Hirt, 2007; Stanilov & Sykora, 2014)
because of the concentration of industrial jobs in the city. There were several factors that
made moving from the city to suburban areas less typical such as cities were less crowded,
polluted, noisy, and the underdevelopment of suburban areas (D6vényi et al., 1999).

The collapse of the socialist system brought about numerous social, economic, and
political changes that determined the processes of suburbanization in the following decades
- such as the decrease in control of the state over economic activities, weak middle-level
planning, strong municipal sovereignty, lack of housing policy, privatisation (Kovacs et al.,
2019; Stanilov & Sykora, 2014; Palné, 2021).

The process and social consequences of suburbanization have been studied since the
1990s in the context of the Budapest metropolitan area. According to Timar (1999), the
causes of suburbanization can be divided into three groups: those arising from consumer
needs, production, and social relations. The consumer needs-based explanation suggests
that for urban residents, the suburban lifestyle and environment become more attractive
than the urban one, meaning the push factors in the city and the pull factors in the coun-
tryside are so strong that they compel residents to change their residence. Production-based
explanations consider the development of transportation options, economic development
in suburban areas (increased demand for labour), and therefore their increased attractive-
ness as the main drivers of suburbanization. Social relations-based explanations suggest
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that suburbanization is fundamentally created by the need to manifest social distances as
spatial distances. The middle and upper-middle class leave the mixed social composition
of the city and create new middle and high-status areas.

Research on the Budapest metropolitan area primarily highlights the pull factors
as the reason for choosing a suburban residence. According to Dévényi et al. (1998), the
most typical reason for moving to the suburban area in the 1990s was the need for a better
living environment, the purchase of a property better suited to household needs, and fa-
vourable real estate prices. Csanddi & Csizmady’s research (2002) indicates that the move
to the suburban area by the higher-status population was also an expression of the desire
to live spatially separated from the lower-status population. The suburban lifestyle itself
represents a value, especially if it also offers natural advantages and can well represent high
social status (Szirmai, 2019).

According to Csurg6 (2013), an important driver of moves to rural settlements near
the city is the idyllic image of the countryside. For the middle-class population, this rural
space encompasses nature, health, peace, safety, community life, and rural traditions. Csurgd
distinguishes three groups of people moving to rural settlements near the city. The rural idyll
type includes desire to the proximity of nature, active community life, and rural traditions.
The rural family welfare type considers the countryside as the ideal place for family life.
The suburban representational type values both the life-improving characteristics of the
settlements (nature, good air, etc.) and the status-indicating role of the place of residence.
According to Szirmai (2019), the suburban lifestyle itself represented a value, especially if
it also offered natural advantages and could well represent high social status.

LIFE COURSE APPROACH

The life course approach provides a distinct framework for research, focusing on the
significant turning points in life. When applying the approach, we identify life events and
their impacts that serve as significant milestones in an individual’s life (Hareven, 2018).
The frequency and nature of these milestones vary across different historical periods and
cultures (Bailey, 2009; Gardner, 2009; Stone et al., 2014; Warnes, 1992). Therefore, when
researching a topic related to life events, we contextualize it in terms of space, time, and
societal environment (Coulter & Scott, 2015; Elder et al., 2003; Mayer, 2009; Stockdale
& Catney, 2014). The life course approach is frequently employed in areas such as health
status, housing, and migration.

In the field of spatial mobility, Rossi (1955) was among the first to propose the use of
the life course approach to explain residential changes associated with the changing forms
of families. By applying the research framework, we can identify the turning points in life
that lead to a change of residence and the housing needs they generate. Furthermore, the
act of changing residence itself can be interpreted as a life event (Kley & Mulder, 2010).

Turning points determine the intention to change residence and also specify the
concrete motivations and needs that drive its realization (Elder et al., 2003; Stockdale &
Catney, 2014). The purpose of changing residence can be to avoid the negative impacts
of a life event or to create better living conditions than before, adapting to the new life
situation (Nowok et al., 2018).
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Life events also play a role in the choice of the type of residence area (countryside,
suburban, urban) (Feijten et al., 2008; Stockdale & Catney, 2014). In addition, residential
experiences accumulated over the life course also influence the selection of future resi-
dences (Heinz et al., 2009). The most frequently examined turning points that can lead to
a change of residence include: reaching adulthood, starting and finishing higher education,
getting a new job and losing a job, beginning cohabitation in a relationship and relationship
dissolution, having children and children becoming independent, becoming a caregiver
or care receiver, old age, and retirement (Feijten et al., 2008; Kéhrik et al., 2016; Stockdale
& Catney, 2014).

Life events influence each other, and accordingly, experiences related to residence
and living conditions also affect decisions regarding future places of residence. The choice
of a new residence is influenced by previous experiences in two ways. On one hand, there
is a tendency to return to a specific former residence when the individual has strong ties to
the place (family, friends, local community), which make them want or need (for instance,
to care for elderly parents) to move back to their former residence; or consider it as a place
that offers the conditions for a desirable lifestyle (e.g., due to the natural environment)
(Haartsen & Thissen, 2014; Niedomysl & Amcoff, 2011; Stockdale et al., 2013). On the other
hand, in many cases, it is not the specific former residence that is attractive, but rather the
circumstances and lifestyle experienced there. In such instances, the relocation target is
not a former residence but one with similar characteristics (Feijten et al., 2008; Hedman,
2013; Stockdale et al., 2013). This can mean to the type of settlement, its nature, and the
housing conditions as well (Jansen, 2020).

Moving to suburban areas within an urban region can be interpreted as a return to a
former, predominantly rural environment (Gkartzios & Scott, 2010). The definition of the
countryside is not clear-cut. For instance, according to research in Switzerland by Strobele &
Hunziker (2017), a significant part of residents who move from the city to suburban local-
ities consider this a return to the countryside, choosing rural life over urban life. Suburban
areas may appeal to those wishing to return to the countryside from the city because they
provide many aspects of rural living while still offering access to the used institutions and
services due to their proximity to the city (Bootsma, 1995; Courgeau, 1995; Kulu, 2008).
An important consequence of this for suburban areas is that they are chosen as places of
residence by two groups of former city residents: those who have always lived in the city and
those who have also lived in the countryside and thus more closely resemble the original
population of the suburban area. The two groups’ visions and expectations regarding the
suburban area can differ on many issues (Scott et al., 2017).

LOCAL CONTEXT

In the research, the significance of life stages in migration from the city to the sub-
urban areas are examined using the Budapest metropolitan area as an example. Similar to
other CEE countries, the suburbanization process became intense in the 1990s, and over the
past three decades, an increasing proportion of the metropolitan area’s population has been
living in suburban areas (Csanadi, 2010; Csizmady-Csanadi, 2021; Kovacs et al., 2019). The
statistical data about population change indicate the process of suburbanization (Table 1).
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However, the number of people moving from the city to the suburban areas was much
higher than the growth of population in the suburban area. Between 1990 and 2004, 327
thousand people who previously lived in Budapest settled in the suburban area (Brinszkyné
Hidas, 2006), and between 2001 and 2011, the number was 288 thousand (HCSO, 2014).
(Later data will be available from the 2022 census; currently, there is no available data.)

Multiple motivations and reasons have been identified for moving from Budapest to
the suburban area, such as the desire for a rural, small-town environment (Dovényi et al.,
1998) and the longing for a rural idyll (Csurgd, 2013), more favourable living conditions
than in the city (Barta & Beluszky, 1999), affordable properties (Kovacs & Tosics, 2014),
and the acquisition of a residence that signifies real or aspirational social status (Csanadi
& Csizmady, 2002).

Those relocating to suburban area settlements typically chose a new place of residence
close to their former home in Budapest (Dévényi & Kovacs, 1999). According to a survey by
the HSCO (2014a), the reason for this is to stay near the services and institutions previously
used by those moving out of Budapest. However, the decision to choose a location close to
the previous residence was also influenced by real estate prices, and particularly those living
in higher-status districts of Budapest ensured the retention of their residence’s high-status
signalling function by choosing to live in the suburban areas (Csanadi et al., 2010).

According to statistical data, the suburban area is attractive to households with
children. Between 1990 and 2004, 47.3 percent of those moving from Budapest to the sub-
urban area were between the ages of 15 and 39, and 17.9 percent were under 15 years old
(Brinszkyné Hidas, 2006). Similarly, in the 2000s, the suburban area primarily appealed to
the younger age group and households with children (HCSO, 2014). Married couples with
children accounted for 44 percent of those moving out, and an additional three percent
were cohabiting couples with children. Childless married couples also formed a significant
group, about 15 percent (HCSO, 2014).

Despite various disadvantages associated with leaving the city, the suburban area
proved to be an attractive place of residence. Suburban settlements were not prepared
infrastructurally or in terms of public services for the rapid population growth. The new
residents continue to use a variety of services in Budapest (schools, healthcare, entertain-
ment, shopping) and it is common to retain employment in Budapest. All this occurs while
the development of transportation options lags far behind the needs (Csanadi et al., 2010;
Kesert, 2012; Kovacs et al., 2020).

The international literature on life events and returning to the countryside draws
attention to the fact that while there are typical patterns of residential change through-
out the life course, these are influenced beyond life situations by the financial position
of households, the housing supply, the price of properties, and the regional inequalities
that are reflected therein. In the Budapest suburban area, the directions of migration are
determined by housing policy measures and the differences in property prices between
Budapest and the suburban area (Csanadi et al., 2010). In the 1990s, housing privatization,
later followed by the growth of personal incomes, credit constructions facilitating home
purchases, and state subsidies, while in the 2010s, the economic crisis led to a decrease and
then a rapid increase in property prices, all of which have defined the choice of residence
(Kovacs & Tosics, 2014).
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MATERIAL AND RESEARCH METHODS

In this study, the impact of life events and previous residential experiences on the
choice of suburban residence is examined by 40 semi-structured interviews. Research on
life course approach typically uses questionnaires or statistical data. The strengths of using
interview techniques are that the possible life events that influence the choice of suburban
residence are not predetermined that it also provides an opportunity to better understand
the mechanisms of the life events. An important feature of the life course approach is that it
focuses on factors that do not depend on the interviewee’s ex-post feelings and opinions about
the change of residence when exploring the motivation for moving (Coulter & Scott, 2015).

The face-to-face and telephone interviews were conducted in 2012-2013 and 2017-
2021. We approached individuals who moved from Budapest to the suburban area. Some of
the interviewees were selected based on predetermined criteria, and then, considering them
as starting points, we used the snowball method to find additional subjects. The selection
criteria were intended to ensure that the subjects came from various geographical and
social characteristic settlements within the suburban area, as well as to be able to conduct
interviews with people who moved at different times since 1990. During the interviews,
we asked the subjects about the circumstances of their move to the suburban area, their
reasons for choosing their new residence, and their opinions about their new homes. The
Table 2 includes the main characteristics of the interviewees.

RESULTS

Motivations, expectations

As the first step in our analysis, we investigated the factors that led former residents
of Budapest to decide to move to the suburban area and the expectations they had for their
new place of residence (Table 3).

A key characteristic of the suburban area is that, compared to the densely built-up
districts of Budapest, there are more green spaces, and due to the lower population density
and looser development, it is quieter and more peaceful. A significant factor in the decision
to move to the suburban areas is the desire for a family house, which is easier to realize
in the suburban area because property prices are lower than in comparable districts of
Budapest. The family house is also associated with the desire to live in a residence suitable
for existing or planned children.

The proximity of Budapest is significant because those moving to the area typically
remain connected to the city in some way (workplace, services, schools). This is related
to the fact that some of those relocating to the area longed for a rural lifestyle, but in a
way that did not require them to completely sever ties with the urban lifestyle they were
accustomed to. In this regard, suburban settlements are attractive because they feature a
combination of both urban and rural lifestyle characteristics.

The lack of development compared to the pace of population growth in the suburban
area accounts for why the motivations for choosing a residence do not include what the
settlement could offer in terms of infrastructure and services. In terms of expectations for
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the new residence, the need for access to educational institutions did emerge, which influ-
enced the choice of which settlement to select within different parts of the suburban area.

Life course

In the interviews, several life events emerged that defined the change of residence and
the move to the suburban area (Table 4). Most of these are related to having children, even in
cases where the turning point is not the birth of a child itself. Cohabitation and marriage often
lead to relocation primarily to ensure the environment is suitable for future child-rearing.
The decision to have children already impacts the choice of residence before the birth of the
first child. The primary goal then is to find a place suitable for raising children, a place that
is safe, has a healthy environment, and features family houses, a small community. When the
residence change is due to the birth of additional children, not the first, the most common
motivation for moving is typically inadequate housing size. In such cases, property prices
also play a significant role in choosing a residence, because with a given amount of money,
a larger property can be purchased in the suburban area than in Budapest.

“We had two young children. We lived in a 50 square meter apartment and wanted
to have a third child. Or at least, the thought of it came up, and I said that I would only
be willing to give birth if we move to a bigger house.” [14]

“God was chosen from the perspective that we would like to start a family soon,
and I can only imagine raising children in a place where I also grew up. So, in a more
rural environment.” [19]

“When we were looking for an apartment, I was pregnant, and we definitely wanted
something where the child could have a peaceful neighbourhood. Where they could be
let out to just ride a bike or scooter on the street” [I19]

Although the interviews mainly emphasize the needs and interests of children, they
also reveal that parents find it easier to fulfil their duties in suburban settlements due to
having their own garden and stronger neighbourly connections (creating a supportive
network), and a safer environment (less traffic, fewer dangerous individuals).

The respondents spoke of only a few life events that are not related to child-rearing
(divorce, moving away from parents, caring for a family member, going into debt). In these
cases, moving to the suburban area represents a kind of fresh start in their lives.

There are numerous life events that often lead to a change of residence, but in this
sample, they did not appear: turning points related to the workplace, education, and
reaching adulthood.

Return

Based on the interviews, a group emerges of those moving to the suburban area,
characterized most notably by child-rearing, yet even independently of it, as choosing the
suburban area as their new place of residence to live in conditions similar to their childhood
home. This motivation is also found among those who, although previously living only in
Budapest, spent a lot of time in a rural holiday home as children (Table 5).
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For the group originating from the countryside, it is typical that they moved to Budapest
for higher education or employment and later, especially upon the birth of a child, decided
to leave the city. By that time, however, their lives had become so intertwined with Budapest
due to their jobs, human connections, services, and entertainment options that they could
not move back to the countryside. Employment opportunities, particularly for those with
higher education, play a significant role, and this is primarily what ties the residents of the
suburban area to Budapest.

“We are both from the countryside and I think many people who move out here
are originally from the countryside and get stuck in Budapest. Then they look for a more
airy, spacious solution than the big city” [12]

“[...] so for a family with young children, I felt it was ideal, and on the other hand,
I definitely wanted to return to a detached house environment”” [111]

However, moving to the area is not just an obvious solution for those who could not
move beyond the influence sphere of Budapest. It is an area where they can experience
elements of both urban and rural lifestyles. Typical examples are wanting to live in a town
where it is possible to keep pets but not livestock; where there is a good school but not too
many urban institutions.

“Because I am Budapest-centric, so I can’t imagine my life outside a big city,
I couldn’t move to a small town or village. And well, 'm from Buda, I like this hilly and
valley region anyway. We came here from a housing estate but I actually grew up in a
detached house. And we definitely wanted a detached house because of the children. We
had two young children at that time, and we wanted to move into a detached house for a
better cleaner environment. And here we found what perfectly combines the advantages
of, in a good sense, rural life and urban life” [127]

Parents consider smaller towns and villages to be environments that are better for a
child than a big city. This was also the opinion of those respondents who spent their own
childhoods in Budapest and have good memories of their childhood, indicating a general
positive perception of raising children in the countryside. Those from rural backgrounds
wanted to raise their own children in the same idealized environment they experienced.

Real estate prices

According to a study based on statistical data, those moving away from Budapest
typically choose a suburban sector as their new place of residence that is close to their pre-
vious residence in Budapest (HCSO, 2014). Interviews with residents of the suburban area
confirm this and also indicate that former Budapest residents did not generally consider the
prices in Budapest and the suburban areas when choosing a new place to live, but rather
the characteristics of the area around their Budapest residence and similar suburban areas.

The interviews revealed that property prices play a significant role (Table 3) because
the life event related to having a child would have led only some households to move to
the suburban area if they had had the opportunity to buy a suitable property in Budapest.
In their case, the change in their lives only affected their choice of residence.
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“But for the money we invested in building this house, and thus getting garden,
and 135 square meters plus a garage, we could have bought an 80 square meter place,
maybe in the District II [the closest district of Budapest to the settlement the interviewee
moved to]. But I said that to move from the 65 square meters we were currently living in
to a flat only 15 square meters bigger, and to take on a huge loan, well we shouldn’t even
consider that” [116]

CONCLUSIONS

The study examined migration from the city to the suburban settlements within
the Budapest metropolitan area within the framework of the life course approach. Based
on the interviews, the most typical life situation leading to moving to the area is having
children and child-rearing. The reason for changing residence is selecting a suitable living
environment for the children, often stemming from the parents’ upbringing in rural settings.
During the interviews, the underpinning of moving to the suburban area is often justified
by the interests of the children, while acknowledging that, compared to the big city, moving
to a suburban settlement has disadvantages for the child in many aspects (commuting to
school, lack of services). For those who previously lived in rural environments, the choice
of residence is often argued by their own experiences, not the advantages that the suburban
area can actually offer. In many cases, the move due to child-rearing merely legitimizes
leaving the city for themselves.

In applying the life course approach, we considered that the choice of residence is
determined by the financial possibilities of the households and the real estate market factors.
Some of those who chose the suburban area did so purely for financial reasons; had they
had better financial opportunities, they would have chosen a family-house area in Budapest.
Thus, moving to the suburban area is not a clearly desired solution but a forced move.

Literature typically explain migration in suburbanization with the differences be-
tween the city and suburban areas, as well as individual factors. The life course approach
interprets migration from the city to suburban areas in a broader framework. On one hand,
it considers that moving from the city to suburban areas is not independent of previous
residential experiences; on the other hand, it reflects on how a society consider the ideal
place of residence in relation to different life stages. The application of the life cycle model
provides an opportunity to better understand how the process of suburbanization occurs
in a given context.

© 2024 The Author(s). Published by Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review
(https://scindeks.ceon.rs/issue.aspx?issue=17370&lang=en). This article is an open
access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the CC BY-SA 4.0
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Mapron 3. Barjypa'

HUN-REN IenTap 3a gpylmiTBeHe HayKe

Bymummemra (Mabapcka)

Yuusepsuter CeMenBajc, VIHCTUTYT 3a MEHTAJTHO 3/IpaB/be
Bynumnerura (Mabapcka)

IIOIJIEA HA CYBYPBAHU3AILINJY
3 YIJIA JKMBOTHOT TOKA

(IIpeBog In Extenso)

Casxerax: OBaj paj HCTpaXKyje AMHAMUKY MUTPAL{ija 13 Tpajia y IPUrPajicKa Iofpydja
Y OKBUPY IIMPET IPaficKor MoApydja byanummenire, y OKBIPY MPIUCTYIIa XUBOTHOT TOKA.
ITpema OBOM LIPUCTYITY, )KMBOTHMU orabaju 1 peTXOfjHA pesyieHIINja/IHa ICKYCTBa OONKY]y
OfUTyKe II0jefiiHaL[a O MUTpaLuji, ca pokycom Ha MelycoOHY ITOBe3aHOCT pesnieHIIja-
HMX UCKyCTaBa. Pe3ynTaTy, 3acHOBaHN Ha IOMYCTPYKTYPUCAHUM HHTEPBjyIMa, UCTIUTY]y
MOTHBAIIMje ¥ O4eK1Barba HOBMX CTAHOBHUKA Y IPUTPAICKOM IIOAPYYjy Y IOI/IE/y HOBOT
npedyBanuita. [TaBHM ITOKpeTauy MUTPaLja y IPUrpafcKa MOApPYUja Cy Ofrajame Aelie
Y )KMBOT Y IPUjaTHYjEM )XUBOTHOM OKPY>Kekby, Ca YCIOBMMA KOjU Cy CIIMYHU PyparTHOM
OKDYXerY U3 AeTUCTBA. OCUM TOra, UCIIOCTABIIIO Ce JIa Cy QMHAHCHjCKA OrpaHIYerha
U IleHe HeKpeTHMHa y Byaummemty, y mopehemy ca npurpagckum nopgpydjuma, Takohe
3HAYajHU YMHUOLIN.

Kipyune peun: )1BoTHM TOK, cydypdanusanuja, Bygumnemnra

YBO/[,

Bpojue cTyanje y nocnegmuM felieH1jamMa IOTBPAIE CY [ Ce MUTpaliyje MOTy ZoOpo
pasyMetu nomohy oKBUpa KOjy IIPy>Ka IPYUCTYII >KUBOTHOT TOKa. Y TUM CTyAMjaMa IMb
je dmo pa ce mponaby xuBoTHe (pase u npexperHulie koje he HajpepoBaTHIje JOBeCTH
ro npomene npeduanuiura (Ni Laoire, 2008; Stockdale & Catney, 2014). OBo ce ogHOCH
Ha Murpanuje usmeby rpagckux, npurpaackux u ceockux noppydyja (Feijten et al., 2008;
South & Crowder, 1997).

Murparnyje U3 rpaja y mpurpajcka mofpydja 4ecTo ce odjalumanajy: 1) HeraTUBHIM
KapaKTepJCTYKaMa Ipajia, Kao IITo ¢y 3arabeH Basgyx, ryct caodpahaj, Syka, mpeHace/beHOCT,
HeJJOCTAaTaK 3eleHNX MOBPIINHA, cnada jaBHa §e30eIHOCT U 2) IPUBIAYHIM KapaKTePUCTH-
KaMa IIpUrpajiCKUX MOAPYYja, Kao LITO Cy dIM3MHa IPUPOJie, MOPoAndHe Kyhe, MUPHO U
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THUXO OKPYXXetbe, f0dpy cTaMOeHN YCIoBH U puBatHOCT (Bruegmann, 2005; Mieszkowski
& Mills, 1993). IIpucTyn XUBOTHOT TOKa JOIPMHOCY pasyMeBamy cyOdypdaHmsanyje mno-
MepameM (POoKyca ca pasiuka u3Mehy rpafckux 1 IpurpajcKiux Mofpydja Ha HarjlallaBarbe
JKVMBOTHMX CUTYall/ja ¥ IIOBE3aHMX IOTpeda Koje pasimKy uaMely rpaickux u mpurpasickux
HOJPYYja YMHE TAKO BXKHOM Ja JOBOJiE 0 IIPOMeHe IIPedUBaIIIITA.

Y pagy ncTpaxkyjem Murpanuje u3 rpaosa y Ipurpajcka moppydja kopucrehn
OKBUP IPUCTYIIA )KMBOTHOT TOKA Ha IIPMMePy IMper rpafickor noapydyja bygumnenrre.
OBgaj mpucTym mozipasyMeBpa TO fia pe3yieHIijaHa MCKYCTBa yTUIY jefiHa Ha [PyTa; CAMUM
THM, TaKoDe CTpaKyjeM KaKo ITPeTXOfHA UCKYCTBA ca PyPaTHUM/TIPUTPATCKIM KIUBOTOM
yTU4y Ha 1300p MpedUBa/INIITA Y OKBIUPY LIMPET IPafCKOr IOAPYYja.

Inpe rpancko noxpyyje byaumnenite passujano ce CIMYHO Kao U Y ipyKaBaMa Cpefl-
e I ICTOYHe EBporie ycrien eKOHOMCKYIX, IPYLITBEHMX U HOMUTUYKIX TpaHChopManyja
ToKoM 90-1x ropuHa 20. BeKa, Koje Cy mpeodnukoBae ogHoc n3Mely rpajoBa i OKOMHIX
Hacerpa (Kovacs et al., 2019; Stanilov & Sykora, 2014; Szirmai, 2019).

OBUM pafioM >KelIuM fia JOIIPUHeceM Ayd/beM pasyMeBamby COLMjaTHUX IPOMeHa
npuMeheHNX y mMupuM rpafickuM IOApPyYjMa y IOCTCOLVjTUCTUYKIM 3eM/baMa IIpU-
Memyjyhy IpucTyn >KuBOTHOT TOKa. [JTaBHO IMTame Ha Koje IOKyIIaBaM Jja OATOBOPUM
jecTe KOHTEKCT Y KOjeM ce jaBjba IOTpeda 3a Ipece/bermbeM U3 TPaJCKUX y IpUrpajcka
noppyyja. [Jyd/pe pasMaTpaM OKOIHOCTH IO, KOjMa O/Iasy JO cenupde y MpUrpascka
IIOZIPYYja, MCTpaXKyjyhnu passor 300r Kojer IpoMeHe y XIIBOTHOM TOKY I0BOJe 0 MUTpa-
nuja n3Meby Hacerpa.

CYBYPBAHM3AIIMJA Y IOCTCOLIMJATVICTUYKO]J
MABAPCKO]J

Konuent cydypdaHusanyje Hyje Ha ICTV HA4MH cXBaheH y muTepaTypu. 3ajeHIrdKa
ocodnHa iepuHNIIMja jecy IpYLITBEHA X €KOHOMCKa TpaHcopMalyja Iogpydja BaH aji-
MyHMCTpaTyBHUX rpanuna rpaza (Ekers et al., 2015). JexaH o HajsHa4ajHUjUX IOKpeTada
oBe TpaHcopMalmje jecTe MPUINB HOBUX CTAHOBHMKA 13 TPafia. Y CBOM MCTPaXKMBAbY
cydypdaHmsanujy cxsaraM Kao KpeTame CTAHOBHUIITBA M3MeDy rpaja u mpurpagckor
moppyyja (Timar, 1999; Wolf & Meyer, 2010).

ToxoM cOLMjaIICTIYKOT TIepUOfa, IPOCTOPHM IIPOLIECH Cy Y CYLITUHM OVIIHU IIPEfo-
Ipehenn p>kaBHOM peryIaTuBOM U jaBHUM ITONMUTHKaMa. J{p)kaBHa pery/IaTiBa IpuMapHO
je onakiIaBaia mpece/bere 13 CeOCKNUX MOfIpyyja y noapydja y okommuu rpaga (Hirt, 2007;
Stanilov & Sykora, 2014) 3d0r KOHIIeHTpalje MHAYCTPUjCKUX HOCIoBa y rpafy. ITocTojano
je HekomMKo (pakTopa 300r KOjMX je Impece/bebe U3 Tpajia y IpUrpajicka Nofpydja duto
Mambe TUIYHO, Ha IIPYIMep TO IITO CY TPAZOBM y TO BpeMe OM/IM Marbe HaCe/beH 1 Marbe
Sy4Hu, oK cy mpurpajcka moppydja dua Mame passujera (Dovényi et al., 1999).

[Tap coumjanmncTUIKOT CUCTEMA TOHEO je MHOTOOPOjHe APYLITBEHE, EKOHOMCKE I
IIOJIUTIYKE IIPOMEHe Koje Cy ofipefiIe IpoLiece cydypdaHm3anyje y HapeHIM JelleHujaMa.
To cy, Ha IpuMep, onafame Ap>kaBHEe KOHTPOJIe HaJj IPUBPENHIM aKTUBHOCTIMA, C/1ad0
IUIaHMpame Ha CpefbeM HUBOY, CHAKaH CYBEepeHUTET OIIITIHA, He[JOCTaTaK cTaMOeHe
nonutrke u nmpuBatusanyja (Kovacs et al., 2019; Stanilov & Sykora, 2014; Palné, 2021).
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ITpouec u gpymTBeHe MoCIenuLe CydypdaHmsanyje peaMeT Cy IpoydaBarmba of 90-11x
ropHa 20. BeKa y KOHTEKCTY IIVper rpafickor noppydyja bypumimemnire. ITpema Tumapy (Timar,
1999), yspouu cydypdaHusanumje MOTy ce IOfEIATH Y TPY IPYIIe: OHM KOj) IPOMCTUYY U3
HOTPOILIAYKNX IOTpeda, IPOU3BObE 1 [PYITBeHNX offHOca. Odjalmberba 3aCHOBaHa
Ha IIOTPOIIAYKNM HOTpedaMa yKasyjy Ha TO [ja CTAHOBHUIIMMA I'pajia IPUTPALCKIU CTUI
JKIBOTA U OKPY)XKerbe II0CTajy IPVUBJIAYHY! Off OHUX y Tpajly, ITO 3HAYM Ja Cy haKTOpu
rypama y rpafy 1 pakTopy IpyB/Iadyerba BaH Ipajia TAKO CHAKHU Ja HaBOJie CTAHOBHMKE
Ha mpoMeHy npedupamumTa. Odjallmberba 3aCHOBaHa Ha IPOM3BO/LY Y31Majy y 0d3up
Pa3Boj OIliuja IPeBO3a, eKOHOMCKM PasBoj y MPUTPALCKMM TofpydjuMa (mosehaHa mo-
TPaXKba 3a PaJIHOM CHAroM) 1, CaMiUM TUM, BIXOBY cBe Behy IpuBIaYHOCT Kao ITTaBHe
nokperade cydypdanusanuje. Odjalimerba 3aCHOBaHa Ha IPYIITBEHNM OHOCKMA YKa3yjy
Ha To Jia cydypdaHusalyja y CyIITHHY HacTaje el moTpede /ja ce IPYIITBeHe AVCTaHIe
IPUKaXKy Kao IpOcTopHe aucTanie. Cpeiba 1 BUIIA Cpeiba K/laca HAITyIITajy MEIIOBUTI
APYIUTBEHM CacTaB Ipajia M CTBAPajy HOBA IOpyYja CPeIber U BICOKOT paHTa.

VcTpaxkuBara Mmuper rpafcKor moapydja byanmrernre mpeBacxogHo nuctudy ¢ax-
TOpe IIpUBJIadeha Kao pasJior 3a ofadup mpurpasckor npedusammrra. [Ipema Jepemiujy
u capaguuuuma (Doévényi et al., 1998), Hajuenrhu pasjor 3a pece/bere y IpUrpagcko
noppydyje TokoM 90-ux roguua 20. Beka d1a je morpeda 3a d0/BYM XKMBOTHIM OKPY>KEIbeM,
KYIIOBIHA HEKpEeTHUHE KOja je IpMKIafgHIja noTpedama foMahiHCTBa, Kao U MOBOJbHE IieHe
HeKpeTHMHa. VcTpakuBate Koje cy cuposeny Yananu n Yusmanu (Csanddi & Csizmady,
2002) mokasyje ga je cenupda CTAHOBHMIITBA BUIIET CTaTyca y MIPUTPALCKO IOfpYyYje
Takobe d1Ta M3pas xKesbe 3a KUBOTOM KOjI je IPOCTOPHO OfIBOjeH Off CTAaHOBHMIITBA
HIDKeT cTaryca. [Ipurpagcku cTu XX1BoTa IpeficTaB/ba BPEHOCT, HAPOYNTO aKO HYIY U
IIPUPOJIHE IPETHOCTH U MOXKe JOOPO [ja OKaXKe BICOK APYyITBeHN cTaTyc (Szirmai, 2019).

Yypro (Csurgd, 2013) cmaTpa ja je 3HaJajaH IIOKpeTad IIpecesberba y Ce0CKa Hacerba
Hopeft rpajia AMINYHA CIMKA OKONMHE. 32 CTAHOBHUIITBO CPefithe K/Iace, 0Baj CEOCKM
IPOCTOP NOfipasyMeBa IPUPOY, 3APaBibe, MUP, 0e30efHOCT, XKMBOT y 3ajeJHNUIIN U CE0-
cKy Tpaguuujy. Yypro npemnosHaje Tpu Irpytie /byau KOjU Ce Celie Y CeoCKa Hacesba Iopes
rpaza. [IpBa rpyma raju ManIy 0 CEOCKOM >KMBOTY KOja OfpasyMeBa eJby 3a ONMU3NHOM
IpUpoOfe, aKTVBAH XXVUBOT Y 33jeIHUIIN M CEOCKY Tpanniujy. Ipyma koja nenn dnarogeru
CEOCKOT IIOPOAMYHOT )KMBOTA CMaTpa IpeduBaIMIITe BaH I'Pajia MeaTHUM MeCTOM 33 I0-
ponmyany xuBoT. [Ipurpazmcka penpeseHTaTHBHA IPyIIA LIEH) KapaKTEPUCTIKE Hace/ba Koje
IIOTPUHOCE MOJO/bIIIAY XKIMBOTA (IPUPOJIA, YACT BA3YX UTH.), /U U Y/IOTY IpeSUBaTUIITA
y IOKasuBamy Heumjer ctaryca. 3upman (Szirmai, 2019) cmaTpa fa Ipurpagcky Ha4nH
JKIBOTA CaM II0 cedu MPefICTaB/ba BPEIHOCT, IOTOTOBO aKO HYAY IPEJHOCTH IIPUPOJie U
aKO MOJKe Jla IOKa)Ke BYCOK JPYIITBEHM CTaTYC.

I[MTPUICTYII JKMIBOTHOT TOKA

ITpucTym )XMBOTHOT TOKa IIPY>Ka IIPENO3HAT/bUB OKBMP 32 ICTPAXKUBabE, yCpesicpe-
byjyhu ce Ha BaxxHe IpekpeTHuUIe y )XMBOTY. [IpMeHOM OBOT IPUCTYIIA IIPENIO3HAjeMO
JKUBOTHe jorahaje 1 BUXOBe yTHUIIaje KOjU CIIy>Ke Kao 3Ha4YajHe IPeKPeTHUIIE ¥ KUBOTY
nojepuuia (Hareven, 2018). YyecTanocT u mpupopa OBUX IpeKpeTHNLA PasiIUKYjy ce ¥
3aBUCHOCTH Of ICTOPUjCKOT Ieprofa u Kynrype (Bailey, 2009; Gardner, 2009; Stone et al.,

14



Couyuonowxu tipeineg, vol. LVIII (2024), no. 1, ctp. 3-27

2014; Warnes, 1992). 3dor Tora, IpUIMKOM UCTPXXIBaIba HeKe TeMe Y Be3U ca >KUBOTHIM
morabajuma, KOHTEKCTya/IU3yjeMOo je y CMUCITY IIPOCTOPa, BpeMeHa U APYLITBEHOT OKPY-
xema (Coulter & Scott, 2015; Elder et al., 2003; Mayer, 2009; Stockdale & Catney, 2014).
[TpucTym >KMBOTHOT TOKA 4eCTO Ce IMpUMembyje Y 0dlacTuMa Kao IITO CY 3[,paBCTBEHO
cTame, craMOeHa CUTYyaluja 1 MUTpaLuje.

Y odmactu mpocropHe ModumHOCTH, Pocn (Rossi, 1955) je mebhy mpsuma mpenmmoxio
IIpYMeHY IPUCTYIIa )KMBOTHOT TOKA pajiu 0djallliberba IPOMeHa IIpedyBaIMIITa oBe3a-
HIX Ca U3MeeHNM odnuuyMa nopoauua. [lpuMemnyjyhn nctpaxuBauku OKBIP MOXKEMO
IPEO3HATH IPEKPETHIIE Y )KUBOTY KOje JOBOfE O IIpOMeHe IMpedUBaIMIITa M CTaMOeHe
noTpede Koje oHe cTBapajy. OcuM Tora, 4MH MpoMeHe MPpedUBaIIIITa MOXKe Ce TyMadnTH
Kao >xuBoTHI forabaj (Kley & Mulder, 2010).

IMpexpetHutie onpebyjy Hamepy o mpomenn npeduBanuuita 1 yrBphyjy KOHKpeTHe
MotuBe U norpede Koje nokpehy peammsanujy te npomene (Elder et al., 2003; Stockdale
& Catney, 2014). CBpxa nmpoMeHe IpedMBaINIITa MOXKe OUTH M3deraBame HeraTMBHIX
yTHIaja HEKOT >KMBOTHOT forahaja mm cTBapame d0/buX yC/IoBa KMBOTA Yy OFHOCY Ha
IPOLIIOCT, OFHOCHO IpuIarohaBame HOBOj XUBOTHOj cutyaunju (Nowok et al., 2018).

JKusornu porabaju takobe nmajy ynory y ogadupy ogpebene Bpcre pesumeHIm-
janmHor noppydyja (ceocko, mpurpajcko ywim rpaacko) (Feijten et al., 2008; Stockdale &
Catney, 2014). ITopep Tora, pesyjeHIMjaIHa UCKYCTBA CaKyI/beHa TOKOM JXJBOTa Takohe
yTuday Ha onadup dymyher npedusanumurra (Heinz et al., 2009). Hajuemrhe ananmsupane
IPeKpeTHHIie KOje MOTy IOBECTH O IpOMeHe IpedyBaMIITa Cy: I049eTaK 3pesor f0da,
HOYeTaK 11 3aBpIIeTaK BUIIEr 00pa3oBama, JOOUjambe HOBOT IIOC/IA MU IYOUTAaK II0CTa,
HOYeTaK 3ajeJHUYKOT )KMBOTA Y Be3V MU PacKUT Bese, poberbe ferie M Of/1a3ak fielje U3
POIMTELCKOT IOMa, CTapambe 0 HeKoMe MM HoTpeda 3a TyhoM Herom, cTapoct u meHsnja
(Feijten et al., 2008; Kihrik et al., 2016; Stockdale & Catney, 2014).

JKuBoruu morahaju yruay jesHu Ha gpyre Te, caMUM TUM, UCKYCTBA Y IOITIERY
IpeduBaINIITA V1 KMBOTHMX yC/I0Ba Takohe yTudy Ha ofyryke y Besu ca dynyhum mpedu-
BanuurreM. Ha nsdop HoBor nmpeduBauiira IpeTXofHa UCKYCTBA YTUYy Ha ABa HAYMHA.
C jenHe cTpaHe, IOCTOjU TeHAEHIUja TOBpaTKa Y ofpeheHo mperxogHo mpedusamiire
KaJa je ojefiyHaL] YBPCTO Be3aH 3a TO MecTo (OpOANLIa, IIpUjaTesby, IOKA/THA 3ajeHNLIA),
3dor vera oceha xespy nmm notpedy (Ha mpumep, 300r dpure o cTapuM pOAUTEBUMA) [ Ce
IIpecesi y CBOje HeKaalllbe IpedUBAIMIITe; MICTO TAKO, MOXKe I'a CMaTPaT! MeCTOM Koje
HYJJ YCTIOBe 3a )Ke/beHN HauMH XKMBOTa (Ha puMep, 300r IIpupofe y okpyxemy) (Haartsen
& Thissen, 2014; Niedomysl & Amcoff, 2011; Stockdale et al., 2013). C gpyre cTpaHe, y
dpojunm crydajeBuMa, I0jeMHIA He IpuUBIadnu ofpeheHo nmperxonHo npeduBanuiITe,
Beh OKOJTHOCTY M Ha4MH )KMBOTA KOjU CY TaMO JOXXMB/bEHNU. Y TUM CIy4ajeBUMa, LN/b
Ipece/berba HUje HeKaflalllibe mpeduBanuiuTe, Beh OHO ca CIMYHMM KapaKTepUCTUKaMa
(Feijten et al., 2008; Hedman, 2013; Stockdale et al., 2013). OBo ce MO>Xe OFHOCUTH Ha
BPCTY Hacejba, 1eTrOBY IIPUPOLY, Kao 1 Ha ctamdeHe ycnose (Jansen, 2020).

ITpecerperbe y mpUrpaacka MoApydja y OKBUPY IPajCKor HOAPYYja MOXKe ce TyMa-
YMTHU Kao HOBpaTaK IIPEeTXOHOM, IIPEBACXOHO ceockoM oKpyxemy (Gkartzios & Scott,
2010). Jeduruniuja cena Huje cacBuM jacHa. Ha mpumep, mpema UCTpaXknBamby Koje Cy
y lIBajiapckoj ciposenu Crpedene n Xynuukep (Strobele & Hunziker, 2017), 3Hatan
dpoj cTaHOBHMKA KOjJ ce celle U3 Tpajia Ha IPUrpajicKe NTOKallMje CMaTpa OBO IIOBPATKOM
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IIPUPOJY U OIIpeNe/bUBAILY 3a KMBOT Ha Cey yMeCTo y rpapy. Ilpurpajcka nogpydja Mmory
npuByhy OHe Koju >Kerle [ja ce M3 Tpajia BpaTe Ha CeJIo 3aTo IITO UM IPYXKajy dpojHe acrekTe
CEOCKOT >KMBOTA MICTOBPEMEHO Hyfehu IpucTyn HeOIIXOMHMM yCTaHOBaMa 11 yCIyrama jep
ce Hamase dmusy rpaga (Bootsma, 1995; Courgeau, 1995; Kulu, 2008). Kao MecTa cTaHOoBarba
dupajy ux iBe rpyIe HeKaJaIlbNX CTAHOBHUKA IPajia — OHM KOJU CY OfYBEK XXUBEIU y
Tpajy M OHY KOjI Cy TaKobe VBeIM Ha Cely, 1a CAaMUM TUM BIUIIe JI4e Ha IPBOOUTHO
CTAaHOBHMIITBO NMPUTPAJCKOT NMOAipyYja. Busnmje u oyekuBama oBe [Be TpyIe y MOIIeRy
IPUTPALCKOT MIOAPYYja MOTY Ce Pas3/MKOBaTy y pasHMM Iorenuma (Scott et al., 2017).

JIOKAJIHM KOHTEKCT

Y 0BOM UCTpaXKMBakby 3HAa4aj KMBOTHUX (Dasa y MUTpalujaMa U3 Ipaja y Ipurpaj-
CKa IIoIpYyYja MICTINTYje ce KopycTehy Kao mpuMep Impe Tpaficko moppydje byaummere.
Kao u y ocranum sem/paMa cpefitbe 11 uctoune EBporne, npouec cydypdannusanuje ce
MHTeH3UBMpao 90-ux roguHa 20. BeKa, a TOKOM IPETXOHe TPI felieHnje cBe Behu yaeo
CTaHOBHMIITBA 13 IINPET IPafiCKOT IIOAPYYja XKIUBK Y IpurpagckuM noppydjuma (Csanadi,
2010; Csizmady-Csanadi, 2021; Kovacs et al., 2019). CrarucTiuku mogany o mpoMeHaMa
y CTPYKTYpM CTAHOBHMILTBA YKa3yjy Ha mpouec cydypdanusanuje (Tadena 1). Mebyrtum,
dpoj /bynu Koju ce cenie U3 rpaja y Ipurpajcka mogpydja duo je Mmuoro Behm on pacra
CTAaHOBHMUITBA y MPUTPACKUM HoapydjumMa. Vsmehy 1990. u 2004. roguse, 327.000
JBYIM KOjU Cy IPETXOIHO >KMBEN Y ByayMmeniti HacTaHUIo ce y IpUTPaZicCKOM IOAPYYjy
(Brinszkyné Hidas, 2006), a y nepuony 2001-2011. Taj dpoj usnocuo je 288.000 (HCSO,
2014). (Kacuuje he ce xopuctury nogauy us I[Tomvca cranoBHUINTBA 13 2022. TORVHE; TH
HOJAIY TPEHYTHO HICY JOCTYIHIA. )

3a mpecerberbe 13 Byaumienite y mpurpaicko noapydje yrephern cy BuuecTpykn
MOTHUBU 1 Pa3/iosy, Kao IITO Cy Ke/ba 33 CEOCKMM OKPYKeHeM, OJHOCHO 3a OKPY>KeHmheM
mator rpaga (Dovényi et al., 1998), n yexa 3a ceockoM namnoM (Csurgo, 2013), mo-
BOJBHMjU YCIIOBY SKMBOTA y OfHOCY Ha rpaf (Barta & Beluszky, 1999), mpucrynause rieHe
HekpetHyHa (Kovacs & Tosics, 2014) 1 KynoByHa IpedMBaNUIITa KOja O3HaYaBa CTBAPHU
wnn xebeHn apyutsenu craryc (Csanddi & Csizmady, 2002).

OHu Koju Cy Ce CeuIn y IpUrpajcka Hace/ba OOMIHO Cy d1pay HOBO MECTO CTa-
HOBama d1u3y cBOTr HeKafjamnmer foMa y bygummnenrru (Dovényi & Kovécs, 1999). ITpema
aHKeTH Kojy je cipoeo HSCO (2014a), pasyior 3a To d10 je ocTaHaK y S/MM3uHM ycayra U
yCTaHOBa KOje Cy IIPeTXOIHO KOPUCTIIN Jbyan mpe cenuade us bygumnenrre. [Ta nnak, Ha
OMLTYKy 0 ofiadupy oKanuje y SIMsMHY HeKaalllmber peduBaInIlTa Takohe ¢y yTuiae
IleHe HEKPEeTHIHA, a OHM KOjI CY )KMBE/IN y CKYIUbMM AenoBMMa byummnernrte nocrapanmu
Cy ce Jia 3afip)Ke BUCOK CTaTyC CBOT IpedMBaNINTa, KOj) yKasyje Ha BUXOBY QYHKINU]Y y
IPYLITBY, TAKO IITO Cy ofadpau fja XkuBe y mpurpagckuM nogpydjuma (Csanadi et al., 2010).

ITpema cTaTMCTHYKMM IOfALMMA, IPUTPATCKO NOAPYYje je IPUBIadHO IOPoAyuIiaMa
ca eriom. Viameby 1990. 1 2004. ronute, 47,3% byan Koju €y ce ofcenun us bygummerntrre
y mpurpajcko mogpydje duso je crapo nsmeby 15 un 39 rognua, gox je 17,9% mux dumo
miabe o 15 rogmua (Brinszkyné Hidas, 2006). Crano ToMe, y IpBOj eleHuju 21. Beka,
IIPUTPaJiCKO MOFPYYje je IIPUB/IauMIIO IPBEHCTBEHO MIaby CTapOCHY IPyITy ¥ IIOPORULIE ca
meroM (HCSO, 2014). Bpaunu mapoBu ca AeLioM YMHIIN €Y 44% Of YKYIIHOT dpoja Jbyan
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KOjI Cy ce Ofice/uIn, a jour 3% cy Ouiy HeBeHYaHM IIApOBM Ca JlelloM. bpaunu maposu
de3 mere Takobe cy UMHWIN 3HaYajHY IpyIly, OfHOCHO oTnipmnke 15% (HCSO, 2014).

Ynpkoc pasHMM MaHaMa IIOBe3aHMM Ca OJJIACKOM U3 TPajia, IIPUTPasicKo Mofipyyje
ce TIOKa3ajIo Kao IPMBIAYHO MecTo mpednBama. [Tpurpajcka Hace/ba HICY duta MHPpa-
CTPYKTYPHO IIPUIIPEM/beHA, HUTY CY MIMaJIa HEOIIXOJHe jaBHe YCIIyTe 3a Op3 pacT CTaHOB-
Hymrea. HoBy cTaHOBHUIIN HACTABUIIY CY Jla KOPYICTe HM3 yOTyra y bynummerty (mkorte,
domnHmte, 3adaBa, KYyIOBMHA), @ YeCTO CY 3aApKaBai 1 CBOj mocao y bygummemtn. Cse
OBO JIeIllaBa ce JOK Pa3Boj IPeBO3HMX OIIja [JaleKo 3aocTaje 3a morpedama (Csanadi et
al., 2010; Keser(, 2012; Kovacs et al., 2020).

Mebynapopua muteparypa o )XMBOTHMUM forahajumMa u o MOBpaTKy Ha ceto ckpehe
MKy Ha YMIbEHMITY J1a, MIaKO IIOCTOje TUIIMYHY 0dpacy pe3NIeHIVjaTHUX IIPOMeHa
TOKOM XXVIBOTA, Ha BbJIX, OCYIM )XVMBOTHMX CUTYaLlja, yTU4y GMHAHCU)CKO CTame foMahyH-
CTaBa, cTaMOeHa IIOHY/a, LieHa HeKPEeTHIHA U PeriOHaTHe HejeJHAaKOCTH KOje IIPOYCTUIY
u3 cBera HadpojaHor. Y npurpajickoM noppydjy byaummenire, cMep murparyja ogpeben
je Mepama cTamMOeHe IOIMTHKE I pas/MKaMa y lleHaMa HekpeTHHa n3Meby Byanmmernre
u npurpagckor nozpyyja (Csanadi et al., 2010). JeBemeceTnx roguna 20. Beka Ioderna je
IpuBarM3anyja craMdeHor npocropa, npaheHa pacToM IMYHOT JOXOTKA, KPeNUTHIM
MoryhHOCTIMa Koje Cy oaKIae KynoBuHy Kyha u ip>kaBHMM CyOBeHIMjaMa, TOK je off
2010. roguHe eKOHOMCKa Kp13a IOBeIa JI0 IIafla, a 3aTUM 1 JI0 Haryior nosehama IjeHa He-
KPeTHIHa, LITO je CBe 3ajeHo fedunucaro n3dop npedusamiuta (Kovacs & Tosics, 2014).

MATEPUJAI I UCTPAJKMBAYKE METOJIE

YTuiaj >kMBoTHUX forabaja u mpeTxofHa pe3auaeHIMjaTHa UCKYCTBA ¥ Be3N ca
ompefe/b/BabeM 3a IpedUBaININTE Y TIPUTPATCKOM IIOAPYYjy UCTPAXKEHN Cy HAa OCHOBY
40 TIONYCTPYKTYpUCAHNX MHTEPBjya. VcTpakuBama MPUCTYIA )KUBOTHOT TOKA OOUYHO
KODJICTe YIIMTHYKeE UV CTAaTUCTHIKe TofaTke. [IpemrocTy Kopuinhermba TeXHIKa MHTEPBjya
cy To mrro Moryhu xuBoTHM forahaju koju yTrdy Ha n3dop NpHUrpasCcKor mpedupanm-
IITa HIUCY pefoapehenn Tako fa je ncroppeMeno Moryhe dosbe pasymMeTn MexaHU3aM
XUBOTHMX forabaja. BaxkHa KapakTepycTIKa IPUCTYIIA XUBOTHOT TOKA jecTe TO IITO
ce oH ycpencpebyje Ha daxkTope Koju He 3aBUCe Off MCIMTAHUKOBUX ocehama y Besu ca
IIPETXOHNM TIpedUBAMUIITEM VIV Off HeTOBUX MUII/bEha O TPOMEHM IpedyBanuITa
IPYIMKOM UCTpaKuBama MoTyBa 3a cenmuady (Coulter & Scott, 2015).

VHTepBjyu y>xmBo u npeko tenedoHa 0daBpeHn cy y nepuopyuma 2012-2013. u
2017-2021. rogune. VIHTEpBjyncanmm cMo IojefuHILEe Koju ¢y ce u3 bynumremre npece-
JIMTH Y TIPUTPaACcKo noppydje. Hexn of ucnuTaHnka ogadpann ¢y Ha OCHOBY IIPETXOZHO
oppebeHux xpurTeprjyma, a 3aTumM, y3uMajyhu ux xao nodeTHe Tadyke, ynoTpedMam cMo
METOJ, TPy/iBe CHera fia 811CMo IIpOHAIIIIN HoBe McnuTanuke. Kpurepnjymn ofadupa nmamm
Cy UMb fa odesdenie ja McnmuTaHUIM OyIy M3 IIPUTPALCKUX HAce/ba Ca PasIMIUTUM I'eo-
rpadCKUM U PYLUITBEHNM KapaKTepUCTUKaMa, Kao 1 Aa omoryhe odasjpame nHTEpBjya ca
TbyMIMa KOjU Cy Ce IPECE/ININ Y PasIMIUTUM BPEMEHCKMM Iepuoauma of, 1990. roguse.
VcnimTaHMKe CMO IMTAM O OKOTTHOCTUMA CeMMAde ¥ IPUTPaAZICKO TOfIpYdje, O Pasmo3nma
3a of1adVp HOBOT NpedNBaINIITa M O MUII/bEEHMMa 0 HOBOM foMy. Tadena 2 odyxBaTa
I7IaBHE KapaKTePUCTUKE MCIUTAHUKA.
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Maprtou 3. Barjypa, IToineg na cydypdanusauujy us yina suominol ioxa

PE3VIITATU

MoTuBu 1 o4ekBama

[TpBM KOpaK y HaIlloj aHaIM3U 01O je Aa NCTPaXMMO (GaKTOpe Koju Cy HaBely He-
Kajlallllbe CTAHOBHIKe byiuMItenite a ce ofiyde Ha Iipece/berbe Y IPUTpaficko Ioapyyje,
Kao I OYeKMBarba Koja Cy MMas o HoBor npedusamnurra (Tadena 3).

Kipyuna kapaxTepycTiika IpUrpajckor Hofpydja jecte To WTo, y nmopebhemwy ca rycro
usrpaheHumM fenosumMa ByguMnennte, nMa BuIlle 3e/IeHNX MOBPIIIHA 1, 300T Marbe IyCTHU-
He CTAHOBHMINTBA U CIIOpUjeT pasBoja, Takobe je Tuie 1 MupHUje. SHAYajaH IMHWIAL, Y
OIUTYILIM O TIpece/berby Y IPUrPajACcKa MOAPydja jecTe Kerba 3a IIOPOAMIHOM Kyhow, mrrto je
JIaKIlIe OCTBAPUTH Y IPUTPALCKOM HOLPYYjy 3aTO LITO Cy LieHe HeKPeTHIHA HIDKE HEeTro y
ymopenusuM kpajesuma bynummnenrre. ITopognyuna kyha takobhe ce mosesyje ca xxerpom
3a XXMIBOTOM Ha MeCTY KOje je IIOTOIHO 3a OfT0j fielie U IUIaHupabe jere y dynyhHocTn.

Bbrnsuna bygummennte je BakHa 3aT0 LITO /bYAM KOjI Ce Cele y IPUTPAJCKO IOApyIje
ocTajy Be3aHU 3a rpaj Ha ofipehenn Hauuu (pafiHO MecTo, ycryre, mKose). UnmeHnna je
fia Cy HeKM Off OHMX KOju Cy Ce IIpece/MIN Y IIPUTPALCKO TIOAPYYje Ky 3a CEOCKUM
HA4YMHOM >KMBOTA, a/Ii Jla UIIAK HUCY TIOTIYHO IpeceK/In Be3y ca IpafcKMM Ha4MHOM
JKMBOTA Ha KOjU Cy HABUK/IN. Y TOM IOIJIefy, IpUrpajicka Hace/ba Cy IpMUBIAYHA 3aTO
IITO IIPECTaB/bajy KOMOMHALIN}Y KapaKTepPIUCTIKA IPaJICKOT ¥ CEOCKOT HaulHa XVBOTA.

Cropuju pasBoj y nopebemy ca TeMIIoM pacTa CTAHOBHUIITBA y IPUTPAJCKUM
nozpyyjuMa odjamrmasa 300T Yyera MOTMBM 3a Offadup mpeduBanuIITa He YK/bYUYjy 1
OHO ILITO 811 Hace/be MOIJIO MIOHYAUTH Y CMUCTY MHpacTpykType 1 yernyra. Kapga je pea
0 OYeKVBamblMa y Be3V ca HOBJMM IIpedMBa/IMIITEM, HaBe[leHa je HoTpeda 3a IPUCTYIOM
00pa3oBHNM yCTaHOBaMa, LITO je yTULano Ha ofadup oppehenor npedusanmira y pa-
37IMYMTUM JIeTIOBMMA IPUTPAZICKOT TIOAPYYja.

JKuBoTHM TOK

Y MHTepBjynMa ce MOjaBUIO HEKOIMKO XMBOTHUX forabaja koju cy nedunmcamm
[IpOMeHY IpeduBanuuITa 1 cennade y upurpapcko moapydje (Tadema 4). Behnna mux ce
OfiHOCH Ha odujambe fielle, YaK 1 y CIydajeBrMa Kafja IPeKPeTHIUILY He IPefCTaB/ba CaMo
pobeme feTeTa. 3ajeSHMYKM XKUBOT U dpaK 4eCTo BOJie KO cemiade IPBEHCTBEHO fa du ce
00e3denmIo IOBO/BHO OKpY>Kebe 3a ofroj fete y dynyhunoctn. Onnyxa o feny Beh yruye
Ha n3dop npedusanuuira u npe pohema npsor gerera. [Ipumaphu nuss jecte mpoxahm
MecCTO Koje je ofroBapajyhe 3a ofroj fieite, MecTo Koje je de3deqHo, MMa 34paBo OKpyKerbe
u nopopu4He kyhe, onHOCHO Maty 3ajennuiyy. Kaga ce ofnyka o mpece/bery JOHOCH 300r
pobema apyror i tpeher nerera, a He pBor, Hajuemhn MOTUB je 0OMYHO HeafjeKBaTHA
BeIMYMHA CTAMOEHOT IIPOCTOpa. Y TAKBUM CITy4ajeBUMa, IieHe HeKpeTHIHA Takohe uMajy
3HaYajHY y/IOTy ¥ 0fadypy npeduBanIiTa 3aTo MTO Ce 38 UCTY U3HOC MOXKe KynuTu Beha
HEKpeTHIHA y IPUTPALICKOM HOAPYYjy Hero y Byanmmenrru.

»VIManu cmo pBoje maine fene. JKupenu cMo y ctany of, 50 MeTapa KBafIpaTHUX
n xennenm cMo tpehe nere. OfHOCHO, pasMUILBA/IM CMO O TOME, I1a CaM PeKJIa Jja caM
CIIpeMHa Jia POJVIM jOII jeIHO JieTe caMo YKOMIUKO ce npecenumo y Behy kyhy.” [14]
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»Ipamith Tex cMo opadpaimit us mepcIeKkTyBe UITO CMO XKeTIeTH [ja YCKOPO 3aCHYjeMO
HOPOAMILY, A ja MOTY 3aMMC/INTH fia TajIM [lely CaMo Ha MeCTY IZie caM ja ofpacia. [lakre,
y pypanuujeM okpyxemy. [19]

»Kaga cMo Tpaxmm cTaH, dnta caMm y ApyroM CTamby, I1a CMO Ae(pUHNUTIBHO >KeJle/n
MecTo rjje 811 ieTe MOIJIO fla MMa MUPHO OKpYyXeme. e du morio fa nsabe Ha yniy n
BO3u duumk1 i Tporunet. [[19]

Vlaxo MHTepBjyu yIJTaBHOM MCTUYY IOTpede 1 MHTepece Jielle, OHY TaKohe OTKpUBajy
7ia je poAMTe/bYIMA JIAKIIIe [Ia 0daB/bajy CBOje YKHOCTH Y IPUTPAJICKUM Hace/bliMa 3aTO
IITO MIMAjy CBOjy daiuTy 1 uBpIiuhy oBe3aHOCT ca cycefuMa (cTBaparbe Mpesxe IMOfpIIKe),
Kao 1 de3denHuje okpyxKemwe (Mamwe caodpahaja, Marbe OmacHNUX IOjefuHALA).

VcrmTaHNImM Cy TOBOPUIIY CaMO O HEeKOIMKO XXMBOTHMX forabaja Koju HUCY TTOBe3aHN
ca ofirojeM gelle (pasBof, OfIa3ak 13 POAUTE/bCKOT JOMA, CTapame 0 WIAHY MOPOJUILIE,
3aIy>KeHOCT). Y TUM CIy4ajeBUMa, celnida y IPUrPaficKo MOfpydje IpefcTaB/ba CBOje-
BPCHU HOB ITIOYETaK y BbIIXOBOM XXVBOTY.

ITocroje dpojuu sxuBoTHY forabaju Koju 4ecTo TOBOKE KO MpOMeHe IPeSUBATINIITA,
aJI/ y OBOM Y30PKY Ce OHY HUCY IIOjaBJIM — TO CY IIPEKPeTHNULIE Y Be3U ca PaJ{HIIM MeCTOM,
odpaszoBarmeM 1 IIOYETAK 3Peior 0da.

[ToBpaTak

Ha ocHoBy nnTEpBjya, IpENo3HaTa je rpyma bYay KOju Ce Cejie y TPUrpasiCKo MOfpyd-
je, Kojy KapaKTepullle, IIpe CBera, Ofiroj fielle, a/Iil CaCBYM He3aBJMCHO Off TOTa, ¥ ofgadup
IIpurpapckor nonpyqja KaoO HOBOT HPCSI/IBaTII/IIHTa pagu XMBOTa 'y yC10BMMa CIIMYHUIM
BJXOBOM JIOMY U3 JleTuibcTBa. OBaj MOTUB TaKobe je 3adenexxeH Meby oHuma koju cy,
Mayia Cy IPETXOHO >XMBEIU CaMoO y byaumMmenTy, Kao fielia IpoBOAIA MHOTO BpeMeHa
y ceockum Brkenpniama (Tadena 5).

3a TpyIy /by/y KOju Cy IPBOOUTHO XXMBE/M Ha CeTy TUIIMYHO je fia Cy Ce TIPeceInn
y Bynummnennry sdor Buier odpasoBama WM 3aI0CyIea ja 1 KacHUje, HOTOTOBO MOCTIe
pobema netera, omryunin ga Hamycte rpaf. [lo Tor BpemeHa, MehyTum, BUXOB XXIBOT je
IIOCTA0 JI0 T€ Mepe T0Be3aH ca bygumnemTom, 300r BUXOBOT IOCIIA, npujaresba, yCayra
u onmyja 3adase, a ce HUCY MOT/IV IIPeCeNMTH Haszaj Ha ceno. IIpunnke 3a 3amocnesse,
IIOTOTOBO 3a OHE Ca BUIINMM 00pa3oBameM, IMajy 3Ha4ajHy Y/IOTY, U TO je OHO LITO IIpU-
MapHO Besyje CTAaHOBHVIKE ITPUTPATCKNX nonpyqja 3a BYI[I/[MHCIHTY.

,Od80je cMo ca cema 1 MUCIIMM Jja CY MHOTY JBY/{U KOjJI Ce OBaMO J{O0Ce/baBajy 3a-
IIpaBoO ca cena, a Suu ¢y 3apod/beHy y byaumiemTu. 3aTuM Tpake pelllerba ca BUIIe
YUCTOT Ba3fjyXa U NPOCTPaHuje y OHOCY Ha Bemvku rpaj.” [12]

»[...] 1 Taxo, 3a MOpOAMILY Ca Ma/IOM JIe[JOM, CMaTpao caM Jia je OBO IJeaTHO I, C
Ipyre cTpaHe, AeMHUTIBHO CaM XKeJleo JIa Ce BpaTyM KUBOTY y 3acedHoj kyhu.” [111]

MebhyTtum, npenasak y npurpajcko mogpydje Huje caMo O4UI/IeTHO pelllerbe OHMMa
KOjJ1 HYICY MOIVIM JIa Ce TIpecerie BaH cdepe yTunaja bygumnenrre. To je moppydje rae myan
MOTY IIOfIjeJHAaKO Jia JOXKMBe eJleMeHTe TPaJICKOT M CEOCKOT HauMHa XMBOTA. TUIMIHN
IpYIMepH Cy >Ke/ba 3a XXMBOTOM Yy Ipafy, e je Moryhe nmatn kyhHe /pydumiie, anu He
TajUTU CTOKY; MECTO T/ie OCTOj1 Jodpa IIIKOJIa, a/Ii He IIPEBUIIe TPaJICKUX MHCTUTYLHUja.
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»300r TOra IITO caM ycMepeH Ha ByiMIteniTy, He MOy 3aMUC/IATY KMBOT BaH BeJN-
KOT Ipajia, He dMX ce MOrao Ipece/IuT y Maiy rpaji win ceno. Vcto Tako, ja cam u3 byze,
CBAKaKo BOJIMM OBaj Kpaj ca dpexxy/priuma u fomHama. OBjie CMO JOIIN U3 CTaMOeHe
3rpafie, a/Iy caM 3aIpaBo OffpacTao y nopondHoj Kyhu. [leuHUTIBHO CMO XKeenyt Iopo-
muany kyhy sdor pmerje. Taga cMo uMasu BOje Masie felle, a XKeJIeI CMO Ja Ce IPeCeInMo
y 3acedny kyhy 350r dosber 1 4ncTHjer OKpy>Kerba. A OBJje CMO HAIIUIM OHO IITO CaBPIIEHO
CITaja IPeFHOCTY, Ha HajOo7by MOryhit Ha4mH, CEOCKOT 1 IPaficKor XuBoTa. [127]

Poputesu cmatpajy Mame rpafjoBe 1 cena CpefiiiHaMa Koje Cy 3a jieTe dorbe of Be-
mmKor rpazia. OBo je Takohe MUIIbee OHMX UCIIMTAHUKA KOjU CY IPOBE/IN AeTUHCTBO
y bymummernty u mMajy nema cehama Ha Taj Iepyof, IMTO yKasyje Ha OIMIITY HO3UTUBHY
HepIIeNjy Ofiroja fietie Ha cerry. OHM ITOPEKIOM ca Cerla JKeJIeNN CY [ja OfiTajajy CBOjy fielly
Y MICTOM MJi€aIM30BaHOM OKPYKeIbYy KOje Cy I CaMM TOXKMBEIN.

IJene HekpeTHMHA

[Tpema cTyanju 3aCHOBAHOj Ha CTATUCTUYKMM MOMAI[IMA, OHU KOjI Ce Ceyle U3
bypumnenite o01yHO dupajy IpUIPafCKM CEKTOP Kao HOBO MECTO CTaHOBama Koje je
Onm3y BUXOBOT NpeTxonHor mpeduBamuiura y byaumnermru (HCSO, 2014). VuTtepsjyu
ca CTaHOBHMILIMMA IIPUTPAZCKMX HoApyYja HoTBphyjy, 1 Takobhe ykasyjy Ha To, ja Hekafia-
Y CTAHOBHMUIM ByfuIMIIelITe reHepaTHO HICY y3uManu y od3up 1ieHe y bygummerntn
U MIPUTPALCKUM TIOAPYYjiMa IPVIMKOM Ofiadiipa HOBOT MecTa CTaHOBamwa Beh, ymecto
TOTa, KAPAKTEPUCTHKE HOAPYUja Hefja/IeKo Off foMa y ByAyMIIeNTy U CIMYHIM IPUTpaj-
CKUM TIOfIpYYjMMa.

VHTepBjyu cy OTKpUIN [a IieHe HeKpeTHIHA MMajy 3HauajHy yrory (Tadena 3) 3ato
mrto du xmBoTHM forabaj BesaH 3a poherse leTeTa HaBeO CAMO HEKOJIMKO MOPOANIIA /A Ce
Ipecerie y IPUTPAACKO TIOAPYYje Y CIy4ajy A Cy MMaIM IPWINKY Ja KyIie ofrosapajyhy
HeKpeTHUHY y Bypumitemtu. Y \bIUX0BOM CIy4ajy, IPOMeHa Y BbIXOBOM XXIBOTY YTHUIA/IA
du camo Ha n3dop npedusannuira.

»33 HOBAI] KOjJi CMO Y/IOKI/IV y M3TPafiiby oBe Kyhe, IIpy 4eMy cMo 0O/ 11 BPT
u 135 MeTapa KBagpaTHUX IUTyC TapaXKy, MOIJIM CMO KyIIUTH cTaH of 80 MeTapa KBa-
IPaTHUX, MOXK/Ia Y rpafickoj odmactu II [odnact Bynmumremre Hajdnmka Haceby y Koje
ce Ipecenyo UCIMTAHMK]. A peKao caM Jia He JIoJla3u y 003Mp Jia ce U3 CTaHa of 65
MeTapa KBaJIpaTHVX IIPece/IIMO y CTaH Koju je Behn 3a camo 15 MeTapa KBajIpaTHUX, U
a IIpU TOMe y3MeMo orpoMaH kpeant.” [116]

SAK/bYUIIN

OBa cTyamja ncTpaxyje MUrpalje u3 rpaja y Ipurpajcka Hace/ba YHyTap IIuper
IPpajCKOT NOApyYja byaumnenire, y OKBUpPY IpUCTYyIIa )KMBOTHOT TOKa. Ha ocHOBY mHTeEp-
Bjya, HajTUNIMYHUja XMBOTHA CUTYAI[Mja KOja TOBOAM JIO Cenuyde y MPpUTPasiCKO Hacebe
jecre pobeme n oxiroj mene. Pasyor sa mpomeny mpeduBanuinTa je ogadup oxrosapajyher
JKMBOTHOT OKPY)KeIba 32 JIeIy, YeCTO 300T TOra IIITO Cy ¥ CaMl POIUTE/bY OPACIIN Y Ce0-
CKOM OKpYKelby. ToKOM MHTepBjya, MOTUB 3a IIPeCe/berbe y IIPUTPaICKO MOfIpydje 4ecTo

20



Couyuonowxu tipeineg, vol. LVIII (2024), no. 1, ctp. 3-27

Ce IIpaBJja MHTepeCOBabIMa Jielle, a/lyl MCIUTaHUIIM UCTOBPEMEeHO IIPU3Hajy fia, Y Iope-
bemy ca BenukuM rpamom, cenuada y HeKO IPUTPASICKO Hace/be NMa CBOje MaHe 3a JIeLy y
pasHUM acrekTuMa (IIyTOBame 10 1IIKOJIe, HefocTaTak ycmyra). OHM KOju €y IPEeTXOTHO
XKVBENU Y CEOCKMM CpefitHaMa 1380p IpeduBanIITa YeCTO IPaB/iajy CBOjUM TMYHUM
MCKYCTBOM, @ He IIPeJHOCTUMA KOje IPUTPACKO MOfPYyUje 3aicTa MOXe Ja HOHYIL.
Y MHOTVM crTy4ajeByMa, Ipecerberbe 300T 0froja Jielle 3aIpaBo fjaje IErNTYMHOCT TOMe
IITO U3 TPajia Ofylase N3 MMIHUX HOTpeda.

[MpuMeryjyhn mpuctymn X1BOTHOT TOKa, y3e1u cMo y 0d3up Aa je n3dop mpedusa-
nniuta onpehen ¢punancujckum MoryhHocTMa gomahmnHcTaBa 1 hakTOpMMa TPXKMUIITA
HekpeTHUHA. Heku off oHMX Kojit ofadepy mpurpajcko Hofpydje ypajuim €y TO U3 IUCTO
¢dbuHaHCHjcKUX pasiora; na ¢y nmany dosmpe ¢puHaHcujcke MoryhHOCTH, Ipe du onadpanu
nopoanyHy Kyhy y bygummerntn. Crora npecerbeme y IpUTpajicko MOAPYUje OUNITeTHO
HIfje Ke/beHO pellierbe, Beh mpucnben mores.

JIuteparypa odyaHo Murpanuje y cydypdanusanuju odjalrmasa Ha OCHOBY pas/iiKa
usMeby rpajia u mpurpasicKux MoApydja, Kao 1 Ha OCHOBY MojeAnHaIHNX pakTopa. [Ipuctyn
JKMBOTHOT TOKa TyMa4y MUTpaliyje U3 rpajja y IpUrpascka Moapyyja y mpeM oKBUPY.
C jenHe cTpaHe, OH y3uMa y 0931p TO IITO Ipece/berbe 13 Ipajia y MpUrpajicka IMopydja He
3aBUCH Off IPETXOIHOT Pe3N/eHIIMjaTHOT MCKYCTBa; C APYTe CTPaHe, 0Baj IPYUCTYII ITOKa-
3yje 1lITa APYIITBO CMATpa Mea/HNM IpeSUBA/NIITEM Y Be3J Ca Pas/INIUTIM KMBOTHUM
¢asama. [Ipnmena Mofiena SKUBOTHOT IIMK/TyCa IIpy»Ka MOTyhHOCT dorber pasyMeBarmba Kako
ce mporec cyOypdaHu3anuje ofBuja y ZaTOM KOHTEKCTY.
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APPENDIX / ITPMJIOT

Tadema 1. IIpomene y citianosHuwiitiey bygumileuiitie u tweHol ainomepayuoHol
iogpyuja usmehy 1990. u 2018. iogune / Table 1. The changes in the population
in Budapest and its agglomeration area between 1990 and 2018

CTaHOBHMLWTBO (Y Xbagama Jbyamn)
Moppyuje/Area / Population (thousand people)
1990. 2001. 2011. 2022.
Byanmneluta/Budapest 2.017 1.775 1.729 1.685
Mpurpapcko nogpyuyje / Suburban area 567 675 806 856
YkynHo/Total 2.584 2450 2.535 2.541

MsBopu/Sources: HCSO Census 1990, 2001, 2011, 2022
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Tadema 2. Kapakitiepucitiuke uciuiianuxa
/ Table 2. Characteristics of the interviewees

A B C D B F G

I y 6paky/married 2017. | He/no | palyes | na/yes | na/yes
12 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 2017. | He/no | pa/yes | He/no | He/no
I3 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 2005. | pa/yes| He/no | He/no | He/no
14 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 2005. | He/no | He/no | He/no | He/no
I5 |yBe3u/inarelationship - nal/yes | na/yes | He/no | He/no
16 | cam(a), ca getetom/ single with child 2000. | pa/yes | na/yes | He/no | He/no
17 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 1993. | pa/yes | pa/yes | He/no | He/no
I8 |y 6paky/married 2007. | He/no | palyes | pa/yes | pa/yes
19 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 2004. | He/no | He/no | He/no | He/no
110 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 1992. | pa/yes | pa/yes | pa/yes | na/yes
111 |y 6paky, ca petetom / married with child 2012. | palyes - palyes | He/no
112 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 2008. | pa/yes | pa/yes | pa/yes | He/no
113 |y 6paky/married 1995. | pa/yes | pa/yes | na/yes | pa/yes
114 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 2004. | pa/yes | pa/yes| He/no | na/yes
115 |y 6paky/married 2005. | He/no | pal/yes | pa/yes | pa/yes
116 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 2008. | He/no | palyes | na/yes | na/yes
117 |y 6paky, ca gpetetom / married with child - He/no | ga/yes | He/no | He/no
118 | cam(a)/single 2018. | pa/yes| He/no | He/no | He/no
119 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 2012. | He/no | He/no | He/no | He/no
120 | cam(a), ca peteTom / single with child 2006. | pa/yes| pa/yes| He/no | He/no
121 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 2009. | He/no | palyes | He/no | pa/yes
122 | cam(a)/single 2013. | He/no | He/no | He/no | palyes
123 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 2008. | pa/yes | He/no | He/no | He/no
124 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 2003. | pa/yes | pa/yes| He/no | na/yes
125 | cam(a)/single 1994. | He/no | He/no | He/no | He/no
126 |y 6paky/married 2004. | pa/yes| He/no | fa/yes | na/yes
127 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 2001. | He/no | pa/yes | pa/yes | He/no
128 |y 6paky/married 1993. | He/no | pa/yes | He/no | pa/yes
129 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 2004. | He/no | He/no | He/no | He/no
130 | cam(a)/single 2006. | He/no | He/no | pa/yes | He/no
131 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 2002. | He/no | He/no | ga/yes | He/no
132 |y 6paKy, ca getetom / married with child 2007. | He/no | He/no | He/no | He/no
133 |y 6paky, ca getetom / married with child 1997. | pa/yes | pa/yes | He/no | He/no
134 |y 6paky/married 2016. | He/no | pa/yes | pa/yes | He/no
I35 | cam(a)/single 2000. | He/no | pa/yes | He/no | He/no
136 |y 6paky/married 1996. | He/no | pa/yes | He/no | He/no
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137 |y 6paky, ca petetom / married with child 1991. | pa/yes | pa/yes | He/no | He/no
138 |y 6paky/married 2015. | pa/yes | He/no | pa/yes | pa/yes
139 |y 6paky, ca petetom / married with child - | ma/yes| He/no | pa/yes | He/no
140 |y 6paky/married 2011. | He/no | He/no | He/no | palyes

A: bpoj nntepsjya / Interview ID
B: Bpaunn craryc npumkom cenuade / Marital status when moving in

C: Bpeme kynosuHe HekpeTHIHa / Time of real estate purchase

D: la nu je uctmranuk(ua) duo (duma) ynosHar(a) ca omuruaom mpe cenuade / Did the
interviewee know the municipality before moving
E: Jla nu je HIDKa IjeHa HeKpeTHMHa y nopehemy ca HekpeTHMHaMa y Byaymmerntn nmana ynory y
npecesberby y npurpajcko noapydje / Did a lower house price compared to Budapest play a role in
moving to a suburban area
F: ITIperxozHo je mMao(y1a) ceocko mpedusauminTe vy Bukenpuny / Had a previous rural
residence or a holiday home
G: [InaHupany cy ja MMajy jefHO IeTe YU BUIIe Jielle IIPUINKOM Ipece/bersa / They were
planning to have a child / more children when they moved

Tadena 3. Kapakiniepucitiuxe muipayuja usmehy bygumiiewiiiie u upuipagckoi iogpyuja I
/ Table 3. Characteristics of migration between Budapest and the suburban area I

KapakTtepuctuke murpauuja nsmehy byanmnewute n
npurpaackor nogpyyja | / Characteristics of migration
between Budapest and the suburban area |

Bpoj nHtepsjya / Interview ID

Motivations for changing residence and moving to the suburban area

MoTvew 3a npoMeHy Npe6uBanuwiTa 1 cenuaby y Npurpaacko nogpydje /

noppyuje 3eneHor nojaca / green belt area

17,117,122,129, 131,132,133, 135,137,138

Mup v TMwKHa / silence, tranquility

14,17,117,122,129,132, 133,137, 140

oprosapajyhe mecTo 3a oaroj feue / suitable
place for raising a child

17,19,114, 115,124, 126, 128, 129, 132, 133, 140

3acebHa Kyha / detached house

19,114,117,119, 122,123, 124, 126, 127, 129, 130,
136,137,139

nobpe LeHe HekpeTHWHa (y nopehery ca
BynumnewTom) / good real estate prices
(compared to Budapest)

11,15,16,17,18,110,112,113,114,115,116, 117,
120,121, 124,127,128, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137

6num3unHa bygumnewte / proximity to Budapest

12,14,18,115,120, 122,125, 137,138

NpWrpagacko Hacesbe 1 T XnBoTa / suburban
settlement/life style

115,116, 120, 121, 129, 140

moryhHocT nsrpagre Hose Kyhe / possibility of | 133
building a new house
MoryhHOCT y3roja »unBoTumba / possibility of 16,134

keeping animals

nosHarto nogpyuyje / familiarity with the area

110,112,123, 124,130, 139

pop6uHa v no3HaHnuK y nogpyujy / relatives,
acquaintances in the area

13,15,118, 123,124, 130, 138

nobpe LeHe U3HajM/brBarba HEKPETHUHA 12

(y nopebhetby ca byaumnelutom) / good sublet

prices (compared to Budapest)

HMCKa HacerbeHocT / low population density 14,134

26



Milan
nazad

Milan
back


4= HA3AL

@ BACK

4= HA3AL

@ BACK

Couyuonowxu tipeineg, vol. LVIII (2024), no. 1, ctp. 3-27

OuekuBarba of HoBOT NpebusanuwTa /

Expectations for the new residence

BULLe NpocTopa (kog Kyhe 1 Ha 3eneHum
nospLunHama) / more space (in homes and
green areas)

13,16, 117

nofpyyje 3eneHor nojaca / green belt area

17,117,122,129,131,132,133, 135,137,138

Mup v TiwKHa / silence, tranquility

14,17,117,122,129,132, 133,137, 140

Masnu rpag unm ceocka 3ajegHuua / small-town
or rural community

115,116, 120, 121, 129, 140

6nu3vHa byaumnewte / proximity to Budapest

12,14,115,18, 120, 122,125, 137,138

jaBHa 6e36eaHocT / public safety

18,138

oprosapajyhe mecto 3a ogroj geue / suitable
place for raising a child

17,19,114,115, 124, 126, 128, 129, 132, 133, 140

MoryRHOCT y3roja XnBoTutba / opportunity to
keep animals

16, 134

3ajegHunua/community

11,116, 120, 134, 138

npucTyn o6pa3oBHMM ycTaHOBaMa / access to
educational institutions

121,132

Tadena 4. Kapakiuepucitiuxe muipayuja usmehy byqumiiewiiie u ipuipagckoi iogpyuja 11
/ Table 4. Characteristics of migration between Budapest and the suburban area I1

KapakTtepuctuke murpauuja namehy Bygumnelurte n npurpagckor

Bpoj nHTepsjya /

noapyuyja Il / Characteristics of migration between Budapest and the Interview ID
suburban area Il
ofHOCU 1 33jedHNYKM XKMBOT / relationship, | 15,122
cohabitation
6pak/marriage 11,18,126, 128

KusoTtHu gorahaju
rnoBesaHu ca
npecesberbem y

npurpagcko noapyuje /

Life events associated
with moving to the
suburban area

OCHUBatbe nopoguuie / starting a family

11,18,113,115, 126, 128

poheme peteta / childbirth

19,110,112, 116, 120,
121, 124,132,137, 140

pa3Bog/divorce

125

cenupba 13 poamTerbckor agoma / moving 130
out from parents’home

CTapatbe 0 unaHy nopoguue / caring for a 13
family member

3apy»keHocT/debt 118

Tadena 5. Kapaxkitiepucitiuke muipayuja usmely Bygumilewitie u tipuipagcxoi iogpyuja
IIT / Table 5. Characteristics of migration between Budapest and the suburban area III

KapakTepuctuke murpauuja namehy bygumnelute n
npurpagckor noapyuja lll / Characteristics of migration
between Budapest and the suburban area Ill

bpoj nHtepsjya / Interview ID

lNpeTxoaHO NCKyCTBO

rural experience

CTaHOBatba Ha ceny / Previous

npebuBannLITe TOKOM
neTnkbCcTBa /residence
during childhood

11,18,110, 112,113,115, 116,
127,130, 131, 134, 138

BMKeHZmMua / summer house

111,126, 139
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