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fertility is far less common in the global
context, especially when it comes to
cohort fertility, and has not been docu-
mented in the Yugoslav region. The main
reason is the poor availability and quality
of the data. Based on the available stud-
ies, it can be concluded that male fertility
has declined faster than female fertility
(Schoumaker 2019) and that it has been
typically slightly lower than that of wom-
en in low-fertility countries (Dudel and
Klisener 2016; Keilman, Tymicki, and
Skirbekk 2014).

Educational expansion after World
War Il has generally resulted in a mini-
mization of the gender gap in education
due to a large gender reversal in educa-
tional attainment in favour of women.
Today, women are often more educated
than men, unlike in earlier periods. Such
a development allowed women to enter
the public sphere and consequently led
to a reduction of the gender gap in the
economic and social positions of women
and men. However, the new role has
placed an additional burden on women,
as parental and household responsibili-
ties have not been reduced. Thus, the
increase in education led to a decrease
in births. Economic theories of fertility,
which refer to this outcome as to the
opportunity costs of motherhood, imply
that the conflict between family obli-
gations and paid work primarily affects
women, which makes the educational
gradient in men'’s fertility positive (Es-
ping-Andersen and Billari 2015; Kravdal
and Rindfuss 2008).

It is often considered that in many
countries and regions of the world, the
process of emancipation, according to
the theory of the Second Demographic
Transition (SDT) and related concepts
about the diffusion of a new post-ma-
terial or post-modern value system, has
led to an increase in individualization

https://doi.org/10.59954/stnv.627

and the need for self-realization of the
individual at the expense of fertility, es-
pecially among the newer generations of
the highly educated (Lesthaeghe 2010;
Merz and Liefbroer 2018). This process
seems to affect women more than men,
given that mothers continue to be the
primary caregivers of their children in
many societies (Lakomy 2018).
However, in many countries, the neg-
ative educational gradient is weakening
among the younger generations of wom-
en, due to a combination of different
factors. In Western countries such as
France and Belgium, this is considered to
be the result of institutional support for
reconciling work and parental responsi-
bilities (Merz and Liefbroer 2018). In the
Nordic countries, it is emphasized that
this is mostly due to advances in terms
of gender equity in both the private
and public spheres. This is probably the
reason why it was in this region that the
younger cohorts experienced the most
pronounced convergence in completed
fertility between educational groups
in the European context (Jalovaara et
al. 2019). In general, this shift towards
educational convergence can be well
explained by theories on gender and
fertility development, which suggest
that an increase in gender equity within
the family can have the greatest impact
on the recovery of birth rates and the
disappearance of the gender gap in the
reconciliation of family and work obli-
gations (Goldscheider, Bernhardt, and
Lappegard 2015), but also by theoretical
interpretations that emphasize the im-
portance of strong institutional support
for parenthood - from the availability of
quality kindergartens to flexible forms
of parental leave and benefits involving
both parents (Esping-Andersen and
Billari 2015). Some authors even recog-
nize the connection between progress



in gender equity and the spread of SDT
trends, indicating that in societies with a
high level of gender equity and relatively
high fertility, such as the Nordic ones,
SDT has progressed the most (Esping-An-
dersen and Billari 2015; Sobotka 2008).

On the other hand, the strongest
negative educational gradient in female
fertility characterizes post-socialist and
Mediterranean countries (Merz and
Liefbroer 2018). Moreover, in Serbia
even "a widening of education-fertility
differentials” was observed based on
the results of the 2011 Census (Sobotka,
Beaujouan, and Van Bavel 2017). This
is not surprising, because present-day
Serbian society is characterized by a mix
of traditional and modern values as a re-
sult of the strengthening of patriarchal
ideology in both the private and public
spheres during the last three decades of
socioeconomic transition (Bobi¢ 2018),
which creates challenges in reconciling
family and work obligations, especially
among the more educated population.
Insufficient development of institutional
family support mechanisms, selectivity
of the labour market, insecurity at work
and gender gap in values are recog-
nized as the main factors of decreasing
progressions to first and second births,
to which the more educated are most
sensitive (Stanojevi¢ 2022).

The beginnings of research on the
changing relationship between educa-
tion and fertility in the context of the
below-replacement fertility in Serbia are
related to the period of the rise of the
Yugoslav demographic school (Breznik
1976; Rasevi¢ 1971: Senti¢ and Breznik
1978). Yet, the research contribution to
this topic has grown especially in the 215t
century. Considering the rapid increase
in the educational level among womenin
Serbia, the research focus is especially on
the changes in fertility among the highly
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educated and the reasons for the lack
of convergence in the level of fertility
between different educational groups
(Bobic¢ 2018; Miric 2018, 2019; Mirjana
Rasevi¢ and Vasi¢ 2017; Vasi¢, Gligorijevi¢,
and Devedzi¢ 2014). Unfortunately, due
to the limited sources of longitudinal
data (absence of statistical registers
and representative surveys, population
census as a retrospective source), most
research is based on periodical indicators
burdened with numerous shortcomings
— questionable quality of population
estimates in the inter-census period,
strong fluctuations in trends, or inability
to capture the effect of childbearing
postponement. On the other hand, some
findingsin the rare analyses of cohort fer-
tility in Serbia, such as those based on the
2011 Census, are mutually contradictory
when it comes to changes in the fertility
trends of highly educated women (Miric
2018; Sobotka, Beaujouan, and Van Bavel
2017), and require additional analyses
based on more recent data.

The results of the 2011 census indi-
cated that, after a long period of stabi-
lization, a decline in completed cohort
fertility in Serbia is on the horizon (Mirja-
na Rasevi¢ and Galjak 2022). It was noted
that the decline in completed fertility
among cohorts born in the 1950s and
1960s was generated by an increase in
childlessness and a decline in progres-
sion to a second birth, primarily in the
countries of Southern, Central and East-
ern Europe (Frejka 2008). The change
towards a decrease in the share of the
most common type of family with two
or three children at the expense of anin-
crease in the share of families with one or
without children, was registered in Serbia
during the Yugoslav period as a result of
socio-economic changes and an increase
in employment and the educational level
of women (Senti¢ and Breznik 1978).
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Institutional Family support measures
in the period covering the reproductive
years of the cohorts of women who are
the subject of the analysis in this paper
were implemented in the form of cash
transfers and parental leave. From 1960
until the breakup of Yugoslavia, direct
financial incentives were weaker, and
maternity leave was shorter and not
covered in full earnings, compared to
the measures implemented after 2002.
During the crisis of the 1990s, measures
were practically not implemented (Mir-
jana Rasevi¢ and Vasi¢ 2017). The model
of family support policy in Serbia imple-
mented in the 21t century is marked as
conventional, similar to the policies im-
plemented in Croatia, Lithuania, Poland
and Romania. A whole set of measures
related to indirect financial incentives in
the form of institutional support to par-
enthood, and incentives that affect the
reduction of the psychological cost of a
child within the 2008 Birth Promotion
Strategy have not been implemented
(Frejka and Gietel-Basten 2016). The sit-
uation has not changed even after the
adoption of the updated Strategy from
2018, given that only the measures of
direct financial support to the family
have been applied, without the possi-
bility of flexible forms of parental leave
in accordance with the requirements of
modern society. Although fathers are
legally entitled to paid childcare leave,
even when the mother is unemployed,
this right is used by a negligible number
of men, indicating that the gender gap
in the understanding of parental roles is
still pronounced (Stanojevi¢ 2022). Giv-
en that direct financial support to each
birth order (from the first to the fourth)
has increased many times over the first
two decades of this century," it can be

1 The one-off financial assistance for the first
birth increased the most. When converted into
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stated that family support in Serbia in
recent years has been much closer to
the pronatalist model that Frejka and
Gietel-Basten (2016) recognized in Rus-
sia, Belarus and Bulgaria. But there is no
clear evidence that such a model, even
in a financially extremely generous form
such as in Russia, can have substantial
effects on completed cohort fertility
(Frejka and Zakharov 2013).

1.1 GOALS OF THE PAPER

In this article, we analysed the indicators
of completed fertility in Serbia with the
idea of improving the knowledge of
cohort fertility patterns and their de-
velopment in the last 60 years in terms
of the gender dimension, educational
factor and the impact of population
policy. This was made possible by the
results of the 2022 Census, in which, for
the first time in the history of the Census
in Serbia, questions about fertility were
asked to men.

The main objective of this paper is
to assess how changes in the educa-
tional structure of the population of
Serbia, due to educational expansion
after World War I, have affected the
changes in trends in completed cohort
fertility and whether there have been
gender differences in the development
of fertility patterns. Bearing in mind the
current findings, summarized in the in-
troductory part of the paper, we expect
pronounced gender differences as a

euros, as many as 12 times between 2006 and
2022 —from 232 EUR (20,000 RSD) to 2,751 EUR
(321,900 RSD). The total financial assistance for
the third and fourth birth in the family, which is
paid in monthly instalments during the first ten
years of the child’s life, has increased 9 and 10
times, respectively, reaching 14,643 euros for
the third and 21,964 euros for the fourth child
(Cekos in 2006; Ministarstvo za brigu o porodici i
demografiju 2024).



result of the re-traditionalisation of the
society and inadequate institutional re-
sponse to demographic changes caused
by educational and socioeconomic tran-
sition. To this end, the main research
questions were considered: What is
the contribution of the changes in indi-
vidual parity progression ratios to the
change in the cohort total fertility rate?
Is there a convergence or divergence
in completed fertility and childlessness
between different educational groups?
Have the measures of financial support
for the family applied in the 215 century
had an effect on changes in the trends
of completed fertility of the younger
generations?

There are two key aspects of this
paper in which, through a nationally
specific context, the contribution to the
existing knowledge about the relation-
ship between demographic phenomena
and social change is reflected: a) for
the first time, trends in male cohort
fertility in Serbia are analysed; b) the
understanding of the relationship be-
tween education and fertility from the
perspective of gender differences is
improved. Both aspects are of particular
importance for the evaluation of the ex-
isting and the creation of future family
support policies.

2 DATA AND METHODS

The analyses presented in this paper
are based on the detailed results of the
2022 Census, which were obtained from
the Statistical Office of the Republic of
Serbia upon request. The data were ex-
tracted from the Census database using
specific queries designed by the authors
according to the objectives of the paper.
From the total population of Serbia,
determined by the census definition
of usual residence, the subject of the
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analysis was singled out — the segment
of the population of both sexes that
has completed or almost completed its
reproduction. The goal was to include
as many cohorts as possible. Therefore,
the lower limit for women was the co-
hort born in 1982, and for menin 1977.
The upper limit was set to the cohort
bornin 1940 due to the relatively small
number of people over 82 years of age.
Consequently, all one-year cohorts of
women born in the period 1940-1982
and men born in the period 1940-1977
were analysed, i.e. women over 40 and
men over 45 at the critical date of the
2022 Census.? If the lower age limits
were set at older ages, we would lose
the opportunity to analyse the youngest
cohorts, i.e. the most recent trends in
completed fertility at the cost of a neg-
ligible fraction of cohort total fertility.?
The census methodology in Serbia
traditionally distinguishes between six
levels of educational attainment. For
the purposes of this study, we grouped
the Census education-specific data
into three broad classes in accordance
with the International Standard Clas-
sification of Education (ISCED 2011):
low (ISCED 0-2) — no school, incomplete
primary and primary education; medium
(ISCED 3-4) — secondary education; high
(ISCED 5-8) — college and higher educa-
tion. In this way, we obtained interna-
tionally comparable data and simplified
the results and their interpretation.*

2 Although male fertility generally covers a wider
age range than female fertility, men’s age-specific
fertility rates are very low beyond the age of 45,
primarily due to “social age deadlines for child-
bearing” (Billari et al. 2011).

3 Raising the age limit for younger cohorts of
women to 45 years and men to 50 years would
add only 0.03 and 0.09 children per parent to the
cohort total fertility rate, respectively.

4 A preliminary analysis showed that indicators
based on the three broad classes do not lead
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Various methods of measuring co-
hort fertility are cited in the literature,
and most of them are based on the
reconstruction of this indicator from
long series of periodic fertility. This is
often a convenient indicator because
it is based on current vital statistics
and population estimates. However, in
the case of Serbia, periodic indicators
are mostly of questionable quality, es-
pecially in inter-census periods, due to
unreliable estimates of the sex and age
structure of the population. Therefore,
retrospective methods, such as the
census, impose themselves as a more
reliable alternative. Using the census
data, we include all children ever born
to the women and men interviewed
at the time of the census. The disad-
vantage of the census from the point
of view of cohort fertility indicators,
in turn, is the low frequency of its im-
plementation. Another disadvantage
of the census as a survey-type source,
from the perspective of male fertility,
is that children born in previous unions,
especially out of wedlock, are often not
reported (Rendall et al. 1999). It is gen-
erally a negligible factor in registry data
(Jalovaara et al. 2019). However, since
there is still no statistical population
register in Serbia, the census turns to
be the best source for assessing trends
in cohort fertility.

The cohort total fertility rate (CTFR),
which can be defined as the sum of
parity-specific cohort total fertility rates
(CTFR)), was used as a measure of com-
pleted fertility:

to a loss of important information compared to
the results reported for all six census education
categories; moreover, they contribute to more
stable and smoother rate trends than in the case
of more modalities, especially in the case of the
lowest levels of education, the share of which has
declined sharply from older to younger cohorts.
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CTFR,:/*P, (1),

where / is the birth order or parity, and
piis the proportion of women of a given
parity in the total number of women in
a given cohort. Thus, CTFR; represents
the average number of children of birth
order jborn to women from a given co-
hort, and CTFR the average number of
children born in each cohort analysed:

CTFR =3; CTFR; ).

The parity progression ratio (PPR))
expresses the probability that women
of parity j-7 will reach parity /:

PPRo1 = CTFRy, parity progression ratio

to first birth (3),
_ CTFR; : . .

PPRi_,i = CIFR for/>1, parity progression

ratios to higher birth orders (4).

Given that the share of the birth or-
ders higher than the fourth is negligible,
we combined the data on the fourth and
higher-order births together, calculating
the progression ratio from the third
and higher-order births to the fourth
and higher-order births, analogous to
a recent comprehensive analysis of the
decline in cohort fertility in low-fertility
countries (Zeman et al. 2018):

PPRs, 4, = SR (5).

CTFR;.

It should be noted that the cohort
total fertility rate can also be obtained
by the reverse procedure, that is, that
the following applies:

CTFR: =iy PPR:s, (6),
CTFRys = Mot PPR1j* g, For the

highest birth order (7,
CTFR =37 i1 PPR;1j (8).



Cohort total fertility rates and par-
ity-specific cohort total fertility rates
were also calculated for all three edu-
cational categories.

The development of the cohort total
fertility rate was analysed by the method
of decomposition of changes according
to the procedure shown in Zeman et
al. (2018: 665-667). They decomposed
changes in CTFR into the contribution
of changes in the transition to first birth
(dPPRo1), second birth (dPPR1;) and third
and higher-order births (dPPRzs:). This
method acknowledges the fact that
changes in the progression rate to a
certain parity affect not only the number
of women of that parity, but also the
distribution of women in all higher-or-
der parities (Zeman et al. 2018). In this
paper, we calculated changes in CTFR
between three characteristic cohorts
— the initial (born in 1940), the cohort
from which the decline in CTFR began
(bornin 1960) and the final cohort (born
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in 1980). Given the small contribution of
parity progression ratios after the third
child to the change in CTFR, especially
among the younger cohorts, the highest
parity we analysed included the com-
bined effects of changes in progression
ratios to third birth and to fourth and
higher-order births (dPPR23.). The results
of the analysis of changes in CTFR using
this method served as a framework for
the analysis of the development of com-
pleted cohort fertility by birth order and
level of education.

3 RESULTS

3.1 DEVELOPMENT OF
COMPLETED COHORT FERTILITY

Figure 2 shows the trends in the com-
pleted cohort fertility rate (CTFR) and
the average age at childbirth for men
and women in Serbia, born in the period
1940-1977 and 1940-1982, respectively.
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Figure 2 Cohort total fertility rate and average age at childbirth, one-year cohorts of women

born 1940-1982 and men born 1940-1977

Source: authors’ own calculations based on the data from the 2022 Census in Serbia
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Women's CTFR grew slightly until
the early 1950s, during which time
it was stable, peaking at 1.83. From
cohorts born in the early 1960s, CTFR
began to decline slightly, reaching a
level of about 1.60 in generations that
are at the end of their fertile period.
This trend coincides with the trend of
average age at childbirth, which shows
an upward trajectory starting with co-
horts born in the late 1950s.5 The in-
crease in this indicator of fertility post-
ponement is especially pronounced in
the younger generations born in the
1970s. The decline in the period total
fertility rate (TFR), which has been re-
corded since the mid-1960s, and has
been particularly pronounced since the
end of the 1980s (Nikitovi¢ 2011; Niki-
tovi¢ et al. 2019), apparently reflected
in the decline in CTFR. This suggests
that childbearing postponement had
a negative impact on cohort fertility,
i.e. that there was insufficient recu-
peration of fertility at older reproduc-
tive ages. A certain recovery in TFR of
about 0.1 between the 2011 and 2022
censuses does not suggest a positive
impact of fertility recuperation at older
ages, given that the cohort fertility of
women near the end of the reproduc-
tive period (aged 36-40 at the time of
the 2022 Census) indicates a continued
downward trend in CTFR.®

5 Pearson'’s correlation coefficient between the
two variables of the study cohortsis-0.91 (wom-
en) and -0.97 (men).

6 Additional caution applies when interpreting
the TFR in the period 2011-2022 published by
the Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia,
because the estimated number of women of
childbearing age, as a denominator in this rate,
was not updated with the results of the 2022
Census, i.e. it does not include the effect of the
negative balance of external migration in this
inter-census period.
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Compared to the female CTFR, the
male CTFR was slightly higher in the
oldest cohorts, and after a stable lev-
el of 1.85-1.87, it was in continuous
decline. Starting with the generations
born in the mid-1950s, the male CTFR
is lower than the female, and in the
youngest cohorts it falls below 1.5,
with the gender range reaching 0.2.
Male CTFR is typically lower than fe-
male CTFR in low-fertility populations
with a negative or even slightly positive
growth rate, such as the one analysed
in Serbia, as a result of a strong corre-
lation between the age difference be-
tween partners when having children
and the type of population pyramid.”
More specifically, the difference be-
tween male and female CTFR in these
populations represents the product of
three factors that determine the num-
ber of men in relation to the number of
women at the ages they have their chil-
dren — sex ratio at birth, survival proba-
bility to the average age at fatherhood/
childbearing, and population growth
rate (Schoumaker 2019).

Slightly higher CTFR among males
than among females in cohorts born in
the 1940s can be interpreted as a re-
sult of specific exogenous factors that
distorted the sex ratio, by reducing the
number of males due to war losses and
pronounced sex-selective emigration
from the mid-1960s to the mid-1980s
(Luki¢ et al. 2013); also, to a certain
extent, the effect has a sex-selective
impact of mortality, which is most pro-
nounced in the oldest cohorts.

7 Certainly, the lower male than female CTFR may
also be fuelled by an unknown level of underes-
timation of male fertility due to underreporting
of illegitimate children among married men.
However, we assumed that this effect could be
of negligible importance.



In this paper, we examined the differ-
ences between male and female CTFR
in Serbia from the perspective of the
educational gradient in fertility. We an-
alysed childlessness and completed
cohort fertility by birth order depending
on the educational attainment of men
and women.

3.2 CHANGES IN COMPLETED
COHORT FERTILITY ACROSS
PARITIES

The very low CTFR among the oldest
cohorts of women in Serbia compared
to most countries from different re-
gions of the world shown in Figure 1
can be explained primarily by the very
low transition rates to second and third
birth, which were lower than the rates
in the Eastern European region, con-
vincingly the lowest in the Europe-
an context. The progression ratio to
third birth was only 0.13 among the
cohorts born between 1946 and 1951
(Figure 3). The increase in this indicator
starting from the mid-1950s cohorts
has led to a higher progression to third
birth than in the Eastern European re-
gion, and among the youngest cohorts
similar to the level of Southern Europe.
However, it is still half as much as that
in Western Europe. On the other hand,
the change in the transition rate to
second birth followed a pattern similar
to that in the Central European region,
with a milder decline among cohorts
born after 1960. The drop in CTFR
among the younger cohorts born after
1960 was not only caused by the falling
progression to second birth, but also
by the declining progression to first
birth, i.e. the increasing childlessness.
The trend of increasing childlessness is
very similar to the trend in the Central
European region, which means that
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it was slower than in most of Europe
(Zeman et al. 2018).

Compared to women, only the pro-
gression rate to second birth was slightly
higher among older cohorts of men,
while the progression rates to other
parities were similar (Figure 3), resulting
in higher CTFR among men in these co-
horts (Figure 2). A key gender difference
is observed among the cohorts born
after the mid-1950s, where childlessness
rate increased more among males than
among females. Transition rates to first
and second births levelled off among the
youngest male cohorts.

By decomposing the changes in com-
pleted cohort fertility into the contri-
bution of changes in the progression
ratios to first birth (dPPRo+), second
birth (dPPR+2), third and higher-order
births (dPPR;3:), we can measure how
much and in what direction each parity
contributed to the change in the total
cohort fertility.

The previous analysis of changes
in CTFR and parity progression ratios
suggests that two periods in the devel-
opment of completed cohort fertility in
Serbia can be distinguished — a period of
slight increase and stable CTFR that char-
acterized older cohorts born between
1940 and 1960 and a period of decline
associated with cohorts born after 1960.
Figure 4 shows the contribution of indi-
vidual parity progression ratios to the
change in completed cohort fertility of
women and men born between 1940
and 1960 and between 1960 and 1980.

The slight increase in CTFR of 0.07
children per woman among the women
born between 1940 and 1960 can be
attributed solely to the increasing sec-
ond-birth progression ratio, which was
0.12. Its effect was mitigated by a mini-
mal decline in the transition to first birth,
and to third and higher-order births.

STANOVNISTVO, 2024, 62(S1), S5-535
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The decrease in CTFR of 0.17 chil-
dren per woman among the younger
cohorts of women was predominantly
caused by an increase in childlessness,
while the decline in the transition rate
to second birth was offset by an in-
crease in the transition rate to high-
er-order births.

The decline in CTFR among both old-
er and younger male cohorts was mainly
driven by increasing childlessness. The
increase in this rate was 0.20 children
per man for the cohorts born between
1940 and 1960, and 0.31 for the cohorts
born between 1960 and 1980. Among
older generations, the decline in CTFR
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1.00
0.80 //——\\__— 0-1
0.70 1-2
0.60
0.50
0.40
0.30 2-3
0.20 W 3-4+
0.10

o o~ < el o) o o < O [o0] o o < O o] o o~ < Ne [o0) o o

< < < < < N n N N N O O Yo} O O N~ N~ N~ N~ N~ [ee] [o0]

(o)) [e)) )] (o)) (o)) )] (o)) (o)) )] (o)) (o)) [e)) (o)) o)) (o)) [e)) )] (o)) [e)) o)) (o)) [e))

Birth cohort
PPR men
1.00
0.90
0.80 — —_——— 0-1
41_2
0.70
0.60
0.50
0.40
030 \’\—W 3a
P ————  3-

0.20 34+
0.10

o o < O o) o o < O o0 o o < O 0] o o~ < O

< < < < < n n n wn n O O Yo} O O N~ N~ N~ N~

o)) )] (o)) (o)) (o)) )] (o)) (o)) [e)) o)) )] (o)) (o)) [e)) o)) [e)) (o)) (o)) (o))

Birth cohort

Figure 3 Parity progression ratios to first (PPRo.1), second (PPR;.), third (PPR..3), fourth and
higher birth orders (PPRs.s.) for one-year cohorts of women born in 1940-1982 and men born

in 1940-1977

Source: authors’ own calculations based on the data from the 2022 Census in Serbia
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was lessened by a slight increase in the
progression rates to second and third or
higher-order births, and among younger
generations only to higher parities.
Among older cohorts, the progres-
sion rate to second birth maintained a
slight increase in female fertility and
moderated the onset of male fertility de-
cline. The decline in the progression rate
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to first birth among the cohorts of both
sexes born after 1960 is a key reason for
the recent decline in CTFR, while the de-
cline in the progression to second birth
has emerged as a new declining factor.
Aslight increase in the progression rate
to third and higher-order births among
younger cohorts of both sexes could not
compensate for this decline.
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Figure 4 Contribution of changes in parity progression ratio to first (dPPRo1), second (dPPR12)
and higher-order (dPPRzs.) births to the change in completed cohort fertility among women and
men born between 1940 and 1960 and between 1960 and 1980

Source: authors’ own calculations based on the data from the 2022 Census in Serbia
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3.3 CHANGES IN EDUCATIONAL Figure 5 shows the percentage distribu-
ATTAINMENT ACROSS COHORTS tion of women and men by educational

attainment across one-year cohorts
During the analysed period of cohort  using the ISCED 2011 classification —
total fertility, significant changes took  low, medium and high education (for
place in the educational composition  more details see section 2 on data and
of the reproductive age population.  methodology).
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Figure 5 Educational level for one-year cohorts of women born 1940-1982 and men born 1940-1977
Source: authors’ own calculations based on the data from the 2022 Census in Serbia
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The most drastic change in the share
for both sexes occurred among low-ed-
ucated women. Their proportion in
the cohort born in 1982 (10.0%) was
almost seven times lower than in the
cohortbornin 1940 (68.2%). The largest
decline occurred in the oldest cohorts,
as the share was around 20% already
among those born in the early 1960s.
This decline was primarily due to an in-
crease in the share of medium-educated
women, which tripled from about 20%
among the oldest to almost 60% among
the mid-1960s birth cohorts. However,
the biggest increase in the share refers
to highly educated women. The share
of this educational group almost quad-
rupled when comparing the oldest and
youngest birth cohorts, from 11% to
41% between 1940 and 1982. Howev-
er, this rise was the fastest among the
youngest, as the share almost doubled
after the cohort born in 1969, at the
expense of the decline in the shares of
the other two educational groups.

Among men, the share of low-ed-
ucated, which was the highest of the
three educational groups among the
oldest generations, had already halved
by the late 1950s birth cohorts. This
proportion is almost unchanged — at
the level of 15-17% across all younger
cohorts. The largest increase occurred
in the proportion of medium-educated,
which almost doubled between the co-
horts bornin 1940 and 1967 — from one
to two-thirds. In the youngest cohorts,
the proportion stabilized at about 62%.
The share of highly educated men ex-
perienced the least change, which did
not deviate much from 20%. It was the
highest in the oldest cohorts, and af-
ter a slight decline in the 1960s birth
cohorts, it again approached the max-
imum level across the youngest gen-
erations. In general, in the younger
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cohorts, born after 1960, the shares
of all three educational groups have
changed little, compared to the older
cohorts. A slight change can be noted
among the youngest male cohorts, born
in the 1970s, where there was a certain
increase in the share of highly educat-
ed at the expense of a decrease in the
share of medium-educated.

Among both sexes, the low-edu-
cated have gone from being the most
represented to being the education-
al group with the smallest share. Al-
though the medium-educated have
become prevalent among both sex-
es over time, it has quickly become
the most common level of education
among men. On the other hand, the
trend of increasing tertiary education
among women was very pronounced,
especially among the youngest genera-
tions, which brought the share of high-
ly educated very close to the share of
medium-educated. These changes have
led to a reversal in the gender pattern
of the educational profile of the pop-
ulation — women have become more
educated than men in the youngest
generations as opposed to the reverse
ratio in the oldest generations.

In the educational transition that
took place between the oldest and the
youngest cohorts, two stages can be
observed. Among the older cohorts,
born before the early 1960s, the in-
crease in educational level in both sexes
was primarily induced by an increase
in the share of the medium-educated
at the expense of a decrease in the
share of the low-educated. Among the
younger cohorts, there is a noticeable
gender difference — stagnation of the
transition among men, and an increase
in the share of tertiary educated at the
expense of a decrease in the low- and
medium-educated among women.
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3.4 COHORT TOTAL FERTILITY AND  was also reflected in the completed
EDUCATIONAL DIFFERENTIALS cohort fertility by educational attain-

ment. Figure 6 shows the changes in
We assumed that the observed educa-  education-specific cohort total fertility
tional transition across the study cohorts  rate for both sexes.
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Figure 6 Completed cohort fertility rate by educational attainment for one-year cohorts of women
born 1940-1982 and men born 1940-1977
Source: authors’ own calculations based on the data from the 2022 Census in Serbia
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The pattern of female cohort fertility
by educational attainment is complete-
ly different from that of males across
all cohorts. The differences in CTFR
between all three education groups
are pronounced, with the highest rate
among the low- and the lowest among
the highly educated. In older cohorts,
this gap is 0.3-0.4, which is similar to
the findings for a number of other
countries. But starting with the cohorts
bornin the late 1950s, the gap widened
steadily, until its value doubled (0.88) in
the cohort bornin 1982.

Among older cohorts of men, differ-
ences in CTFR between educational lev-
els were negligible (up to 0.05 in favour
of the low-educated) and CTFR was
stable regardless of educational group.
The continuous decline in CTFR began
with cohorts born in the late 1950s
across all three educational groups,
but was the most intense among the
low-educated men, whose CTFR was
lower than that of the medium- and
highly educated by 0.10-0.15 among
the younger generations.

Educational transition across the
analysed cohorts resulted in the in-
creasing educational differentials in
CTFR for both sexes, with these being
far less pronounced among men. Com-
pared to older cohorts of men, when
the impact of educational differences
on cohort fertility was negligible, in
younger generations, the low-educat-
ed have lower fertility rates than the
other two groups. Among women, the
decrease in CTFR of the highly educated
in the younger cohorts, along with an
almost continuous increase in the CTFR
of the low-educated across all cohorts,
resulted in a huge gap between the
two groups — of almost one child per
woman in the youngest generations.
However, the very low, declining share
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of low-educated women in the 1970s
birth cohorts (Figure 5) could not have
had a significant effect on the cohort
fFertility rate of all women (Figure 6).

3.5 CHANGES IN PARITY
PROGRESSION RATIOS BY
EDUCATIONAL GROUPS

In the previous section, we showed that
the educational gradient produces a
completely different pattern of cohort
fertility in men compared to women in
Serbia. In this section, we analyse the
impact of educational gradient on the
parity progression ratios in both sexes.
We considered the trend of the progres-
sion rate to first birth, which we inter-
preted here from the opposite direction,
as the percentage of childlessness, and
the trends of the progression rates to
second and third birth.

Childlessness first emerged as a sig-
nificant factor in the decline of male
CTFR. The increase in childlessness was
observed among men born after 1950
and among women after 1960, but it
was faster among men and reached a
higher percentage than among women
(Figure 7).

However, as in the case of CTFR, the
educational gradient had a completely
opposite effect on the development of
childlessness when comparing the two
sexes. In the oldest cohorts of men,
childlessness was low and there was
no difference between the educational
groups. As it grew across the cohorts,
the gap between the low-educated and
the other two groups widened. Although
the increase was evident across all levels
of education, it was by far the fastest
among the low-educated. In the young-
est cohorts among the low-educated
men, the level of childlessness is very
high —as much as 35%.
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S122 | Valueof people—human capitalin Serbia through the prism of educational attainment of young population

The conducted analysis of the human
capitalin Serbia, viewed through trends
in the educational structure, indicated
heterogeneity and spatial disparities
in terms of the level of educational at-
tainment in terms of overall and young
population (25-34) (Kokotovi¢ Kanazir,
Pani¢ and Drobnjakovi¢, 2024). There
has been an increase in educational
attainment, especially in the period
2011-2022. From a regional point of
view, the BR and the VR have a more fa-
vorable educational structure than other
regions in Serbia. Within the framework
of tertiary education, municipalities in
the Belgrade Region (Stari Grad, Savski
Venac, Vracar) and municipalities in the
immediate vicinity of large cities (Petro-
varadin) stand out.

Municipalities with a large propor-
tion of the elderly were characterized
by a lower level of education, especially
sparsely populated municipalities in
the SESR (Crna Trava, Gadzin Han, Bo-
jnik, etc.). In general, Serbia is one of
the ten countries in the world with the
most intensive population decline (Lutz
and Gailey 2020; UNDP 2020), negative
reproductive norms (total fertility rate
1.4 equal to the European countries
level) (Statistical Office of the Republic
of Serbia, 2021), negative trends of
natural growth and it is one of the old-
est countries in the world (Stojilkovi¢
Gnjatovi¢ and Devedzi¢ 2016). The aging
and other aforementioned processes
have caused continuous shrinkage of
the labor force and have an unfavorable
effect on the education of the popula-
tion (Drobnjakovic et al. 2022). These
processes particularly tackle the SESR,
which is characterized by low education-
al attainment as a direct consequence of
the distinct aging process (Joki¢, Dze-
lebdzi¢and and Petovar 2015) and high
mortality. Therefore, municipalities that
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still record relatively high shares of the
population without educational attain-
ment are municipalities with a high share
of elderly (65+). The only exception in
this Region is the city of Nis, where the
municipalities have a high level of educa-
tional attainment. On the other hand, in
the SWSR, the city of UZice, as a regional
center, stands out, as well as its imme-
diate surroundings (Cajetina). In this
Region, municipalities with a good de-
mographic base, in terms of a high share
of young population, such as the munic-
ipalities Novi Pazar, Tutin, and Sjenica,
do not stand out as municipalities with
good educational characteristics. On the
contrary, in these municipalities, there is
a high share of the population that has
primary education.

The results obtained in the cohort of
the young population (25-34) indicate
slightly more favorable trends in rela-
tion to the total observed population.
From a regional point of view, the BR
and VR recorded more favorable values,
although certain municipalities in the
VR stand out with slightly less favora-
ble values, especially when it comes to
young people with tertiary education
(Coka, Ba¢, Novi Becej). It implies that
demographically, small municipalities
and underdeveloped areas are charac-
terized by a less developed labor market.
An unfavorable demographic base and
deteriorated age structure do not offer a
significant contingent of youth, while in
underdeveloped areas, there is a strong
emigration of educated young people
(Drobnjakovi¢, Pani¢ and Kokotovi¢ Kana-
zir 2023; Santi¢ and Anti¢ 2019). Also,
many employers in Serbia, despite the
high unemployment, have difficulties
in finding adequate labor force (Deki¢
2015). According to the 2022 Census,
all municipalities recorded a signifi-
cant decrease in the young population



without or with incomplete primary
education, which indicated a decrease
in those who leave school early, or are
notinvolved in formal education. Further
analysis in the context of human capital
utilization was conducted to determine
the young population that is employed.
As Dauda (2021) pointed out, it is not
enough to observe the performance of
a country only according to the human
capital scope or structure, its true value
is reflected through its actual utilization,
seen in the “efficient” use of skilled la-
bor force. The authors tried to find the
answer to this question through the
building of the coefficient of utilization
of human capital.

The results of the obtained coeffi-
cient confirmed that municipalities with
high shares of young population with
tertiary education have a relatively high
level of utilization of human capital,
more than 70% (Novi Beograd (BR),
Novi Sad (VR), Kragujevac (SWSR). How-
ever, the mismatch between supply and
demand can be noted in the larger city
centers (Krusevac, Kragujevac, Kraljevo,
Leskovac, Cacak) where surpluses of
young people who are not employed
are approximately 40%, which indicates
that their human capital is not suffi-
ciently utilized.

Further analysis relies on examining
the relationship between education
and the labor market demand on the
local level, which became a question of
great importance. The findings regard-
ing unemployment indicate a significant
mismatch between job offers and job
demand in Serbia, with more than five
unemployed per one offered jobs. The
mismatch between the offer of educa-
tion and the needs of the labor market
has created high rates of unemployment
—asurplus of labor and thus significantly
determined its underutilization with
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high regional misbalance (Sukovié¢ 2013;
Drobnjakovi¢, Pani¢ and Kokotovi¢ Kana-
zir 2023). The most favorable relation is
identified in the Belgrade Region, where
each young unemployed person could
apply for 2-3 jobs offered. Balanced
relations are detected in the Vojvodina
Region and in those municipalities that
are functionally and infrastructurally
well connected to large cities (Drobnja-
kovi¢, Pani¢ and Kokotovi¢ Kanazir 2023).
However, the young population in the
municipalities of the SESR and SWSR,
which are characterized by weak labor
force potential (Drobnjakovié¢, Pani¢,
Kokotovi¢ Kanazir and Javor 2022), are
limited in gaining jobs. Most endangered
are municipalities that are smallin terms
of population size and underdeveloped,
with more than ten young unemployed
persons per one offered jobs (Medveda
—58.8; Tutin—14.5; Osecina—14.4; etc.).

5 CONCLUSION

The number of indicators used to analyze
the educational structure and examine
the level of human capital is increasing,
and some of the most commonly used
are the distribution of the population
according to a certain level of education,
level of education according to age, and
average duration of schooling. When
examining the potential of human cap-
ital, the level of education according to
ageis an extremely important indicator;
specifically, in many studies, the number
or share of highly educated people aged
25-34 is used. In this context, the crea-
tion of the coefficient of utilization of
human capital arose from the need to
approximately determine the degree of
utilization of the established potentialin
human capital in Serbia. The problems
of depopulation in Serbia are most of-
ten related to the labor market, family
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planning, and education system. The
state should simultaneously direct its
policy towards slowing down negative
demographic trends in the direction of
investing in “quantity,” i.e., maintaining
the total number of inhabitants, as well
as the “quality” of the population, i.e.,
human capital. Measures that could mit-
igate negative trends relate to the areas
of education, health, and population
policy (UNDP 2020).

Education is an important segment
of progress in human development.
Strengthening education through invest-
ments, raising the quality of education,
and creating adequate educational pro-
files, which would be harmonized with
the needs of the labor market, would
significantly contribute to the strength-
ening of human capital in the territory
of the Republic of Serbia. If there are
no significant changes in the number of
births in Serbia, the trend of reducing
the volume of the labor contingent
will continue, which is a consequence
of negative demographic trends in the
past. Therefore, the focus of the policy
that deals with demographic “recovery”
or development should also be directed
toward the balanced development of
human capital. Development policies
emphasize not only the population but
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also the human capital that lives in the
given area (Speringer 2012). More and
more often, it is pointed out that coun-
tries like Serbia, which are witnessing
a continuous and intensive decrease in
the number of inhabitants, can mitigate
the negative effects through education
and training of the existing population,
which will ensure economic growth and
development, which would in turn bring
a better quality of life, better health care
and a better standard of living.

Most often, human capital is meas-
ured through the level of education
achieved; however, this approach brings
reduced results and incomplete insight
into the context of the level of human
development achieved. To broaden the
understanding of human development,
the approach to quantifying human
capital should include other dimensions,
such as demographic, social, health,
economic, technological (innovation),
etc. Human capital cannot be viewed
only through educational attainment
because it is obvious that many countries
with a similar degree of educational at-
tainment have different levels of social
and economic development. Therefore,
the breadth of human capital research
is crucial in order to determine its real
potential and development perspective.
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Ljudski kapital u Srbiji sagledan kroz
prizmu dostignutog nivoa obrazovanja
mliadih

PROSIRENI SAZETAK

Dostignuti nivo obrazovanja stanovnistva je pokazatelj ljudskog kapitala prepoznatog kao nosio-
caijednog od presudnih pokretaca drustveno-ekonomskog razvoja, kao i izvora raznolikosti, Sto
znacajno utice na tempo rasta. Srbiju karakteriSe nivo obrazovanja optereéen brojnim problemi-
ma i nedostacima, koji se ogledaju kroz neuskladenost izmedu obrazovanja i potraznje na trzi-
Stu rada. Vedini radne snage nedostaju kompetencije koje bi bile u skladu sa trzistem rada. Ovo
istrazivanje je sprovedeno na nivou opstina za period 1981-2022. Utvrdeni su obrazovni profili i
uradena je analiza trenda za obrazovna postignuca izracunavanjem indeksa promene obrazovnih
karakteristika. Utvrdivanje stepena iskoris¢enosti ljudskog kapitala sprovedeno je primenom ko-
eficijenta iskoris¢enosti za mladu populaciju od 25-34 godine.

Tokom godina doslo je do znacajnog smanjenja udela stanovniStva bez obrazovanja ili sa ne-
potpunim osnovnim obrazovanjem, ali stanovnistvo sa visokim obrazovanjem beleZi visestruko
povedanje, posebno u poslednje dve decenije. Popis stanovnistva 2022. godine pokazao je zna-
¢ajno poboljsanje kvaliteta obrazovanja. Udeo stanovnistva sa srednjim obrazovanjem iznosio je
53,08%, a evidentan je porast stanovnistva sa visokim obrazovanjem (22%). Mlada visokoobrazo-
vana populacija prepoznata je kao klju¢ni element ljudskog kapitala. Udeo mladog stanovnistva
sa visokim obrazovanjem krece se od 15,8% -71,5%, koje je pretezno locirano u Beogradskom
regionu i Regionu Vojvodine. Mlada populacija sa tercijarnim stepenom obrazovanja na odrede-
noj teritoriji predstavlja svojevrstan potencijal, a stepen njegove iskoris¢enosti je rezultat pozi-
cioniranja na trzistu rada. Prosecna vrednost koeficijenta iskoris¢enja za Republiku Srbiju iznosi
69,9%. Najnize vrednosti registrovane su u Sjenici (53,3%), Doljevcu (52,2%), Priboju (58,2%), itd,
dok Beogradski region karakteriSu visoke vrednosti koeficijenta. Podaci o nezaposlenosti ukazu-
ju na znacajnu neuskladenost ponude poslova i potraznje u Srbiji, sa vise od pet nezaposlenih na
jedan ponudeni posao. Najpovoljniji odnos je identifikovan u Beogradskom regionu, gde je svaki
mladi nezaposleni mogao da konkurise na 2-3 ponudena posla. Uravnotezeni odnosi se detek-
tuju i u Regionu Vojvodine, dok je mlada populacija u Regionu Juzne i Isto¢ne Srbije i Regionu
Sumadije i Zapadne Srbije ograni¢ena u zapo3ljavanju. NajugroZenije su demografski male i nera-
zvijene opstine sa vise od deset mladih nezaposlenih lica po jednom ponudenom radnom mestu
(Medveda — 58,8; Tutin — 14,5; Osecina — 14,4; itd.).

U cilju temeljnog sagledavanja ljudskog razvoja, pristup kvantifikaciji [judskog kapitala treba da
obuhvatiidruge dimenzije, kao Sto su demografska, drustvena, zdravstvena, ekonomska, tehno-
loska (inovacija) itd. Stoga je Sirina istrazivanja ljudskog kapitala klju¢na, kako bi se odredili njen
stvarni potencijal i perspektiva razvoja.

KLJUCNE RECI

ljudski kapital, obrazovanje, trziste rada, koeficijent iskoris¢enosti ljudskog kapitala, Srbija
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Ethnic Croats in Serbia and ethnic Serbs
in Croatia: demographic similarities and
differences - selected aspects
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ABSTRACT "Institute of Social Sciences

) ) ) ) “lvo Pilar”, Zagreb, Croatia
The subject of research in this paper are the populations

of declared ethnic Croats in the Republic of Serbia and ? Institute for migration
ethnic Serbs in the Republic of Croatia in the population research, Zagreb, Croatia
censuses between 2001/2002.-2021/2022. The purpose

of the research is to determine the reached level of Correspgndence:
similarities and differences in the selected dynamic and Drazen Zivi¢, Institute of
structural demographic indicators between these two Social Sciences “Ivo Pilar”,
minority communities, as well as in their relation to the Trg Marka Marulica 19,
total and majority population of the Republic of Croatia 10000 Zagreb, Croatia
and the Republic of Serbia, with the aim of assessing their Email:

demographic sustainability in the future. The research is drazen.zivic@pilar.hr

based on the official results of general population censuses
held in Croatia in 2001, 2011 and 2021, and in Serbia in
2002, 2011 and 2022. The descriptive and comparative
method will be applied in the research, and the results will
be presented in aggregated analytical tables and graphs.
The mentioned subject will be observed in the general
dynamic demographic framework, which is extremely
depopulated for both these countries and both minority
populations, i.e.itis extremely unfavourable. Thus, without
going into the issue of the obvious changes in the census
methodologies, in the period 2001-2021 the number of
the total population of Croatia was reduced by 12.7%,
and the number of the total population of Serbia in the
period 2002-2022 was reduced by 11.3 %. At the same
time, the number of declared Croats in Serbia decreased
by 44.6%, while the number of declared Serbs in Croatia
decreased by 38.6%. Consequently, the relative share
of Croats in Serbia decreased from 0.9% to 0.6% (by 0.3
percentage points), and of Serbs in Croatia from 4.5% to
3.2% (by 1.3 percentage points). In addition to the negative
demographic dynamics of both populations (both minority
and total), the observed period is also characterized by
unfavourable processesin the formation of partial demo-
graphic structures, especially biological (age and gender),
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which, thanks to the accelerated aging of the population, is increasingly becoming a limiting
factor in their long-term demographic sustainability.

KEYWORDS

ethnic Croats in Serbia, ethnic Serbs in Croatia, demographic changes, educational structure,
demographic sustainability

Hrvati u Srbiji i Srbi u Hrvatskoj:
demografske slicnosti i razlike -
odabrani aspekti

SAZETAK

Predmet istrazivanja u ovom radu su populacije koje su se u popisima stanovnistva odrzanih u
razdoblju 2001./2002.-2021./2022. nacionalno izjasnili kao Hrvati u Srbiji i Srbi u Hrvatskoj. Svrha
istrazivanja je utvrditi slicnosti i razlike u odabranim dinamickim i strukturnim demografskim po-
kazateljima izmedu ove dvije manjinske zajednice, kao i u njihovom odnosu na ukupno i vecinsko
stanovnistvo Srbije i Hrvatske, s ciliem procjene njihove demografske odrzivosti u buduénosti.
U istrazivanju je primijenjena deskriptivna i komparativha metoda, a broj¢ani rezultati su prika-
zani u agregiranim analitickim tablicama. Navedena tema promatrana je u opéem dinamickom
demografskom okviru koji je za obje zemlje i za obje manjinske populacije izrazito depopulacijski.
Uz negativnu demografsku dinamiku obje populacije u promatranom razdoblju karakteriziraju i
nepovoljni procesi u formiranju parcijalnih demografskih struktura, napose bioloskoj (dob i spol),
koja zahvaljujudi ubrzanom starenju stanovnistva, sve vise postaje ogranic¢avaju¢im ¢imbenikom
njihove dugoro¢ne demografske odrzivosti.

KLJUCNE RECI

Hrvati u Srbiji, Srbi u Hrvatskoj, demografske promjene, obrazovna struktura, demografska odr-
Zivost
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1 UVOD

S obzirom na duge i duboke povijesne
veze te kompleksne aktualne drustve-
ne i politicke odnose izmedu Hrvatske i
Srbije, odnosno izmedu Hrvata u Srbiji u
odnosu na srbijansko i Srba u Hrvatskoj
u odnosu na hrvatsko drustvo i politike,
znanstvenoje relevantno razmotritii us-
porediti odabrana demografska obiljez-
ja hrvatskog manjinskog stanovnistva u
Srbiji i srpskog manjinskog stanovnistva
u Hrvatskoj kako bi se utvrdile, s jedne
strane, medusobne demografske slic¢-
nostiirazlike te, s druge strane, ukazalo
na potencijale njihove demografske
odrzivosti kao manjinskih zajednica u
Hrvatskoj, odnosno u Srbiji. Tim vise Sto
u recentnoj znanstvenoj literaturi, osim
radova koji problematiziraju promjene
broja, relativnog udjela i razmjestaja,
ima tek manji broj radova koji temati-
ziraju usporedbu nekih demografskih
strukturnih obiljezja izmedu Hrvata i
Srba. Tako, primjerice, Durdev, Livada
i Arsenovi¢ (2014) vrlo sazeto, prema
rezultatima popisa 2011., usporeduju
dobnu i spolnu strukturu Hrvata i Srba
u Hrvatskoj te utvrduju da je medijalna
dob Srba (ukupno, muskarci i zene) visa
od medijalne dobi ukupnog i vedin-
skog (hrvatskog) stanovnistva Hrvat-
ske. Na temelju rezultata istog popisa
stanovnistva, Kovjani¢ (2014), takoder,
sazeto upozorava na razlike u dobnoj
strukturi izmedu ukupnog stanovnistva
Hrvatske i srpske manjinske zajednice u
Hrvatskoj te upozorava da je u srpskoj
populaciji 2011. starih bilo 4,8 puta vise
nego mladih, odnosno da je prosjecna
starost Srba bila 53,1 godinu, dok je
prosjecna starost ukupnog stanovnis-
tva Hrvatske iznosila 41,7 godina. S dru-
ge strane, Zivi¢ (2015) na marginama
svojega istrazivanja o bioloskoj struk-
turi Hrvata u Srbiji, donosi osnovne
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indikatore dobnog sastava i drugog et-
nicki izjasnjenog stanovnistva te istice
da su prema popisu 2011. godine visu
prosjecnu starost od Hrvata imali samo
Vlasi (51,3), Makedonci (51,6), Nijemci
(53,5) i Slovenci (57,8).

Demografska odrzivost snazna je
pretpostavka unaprjedenja drustve-
nog, ekonomskog, kulturnog i politic-
kog polozaja srpske manjinske zajedni-
ce u suvremenom hrvatskom, odnosno
hrvatske manjinske zajednice u suvre-
menom srbijanskom drustvu. Naime,
kako to navodi Dejan Jovi¢, ,na temelju
brojnosti, i viSe nego na temelju povije-
sne ili tradicionalne pozicije, stjece se
status, a etnicki status odreduje prava
na kolektivnoj, a Cesto i na individualnoj
razini“. U tom kontekstu ,popis stanov-
nistva ostaje jedan od instrumenata u
borbi za etnicki status” (Jovi¢ 2011: 36,
43). Premda se pojam i koncept demo-
grafske odrzivosti uglavhom razmatra
iz motrista njezinih prostornih i eko-
nomskih dimenzija (Roca i Oliveira Roca
2014; Nepytaliuk 2018), ipak se on
moze primijeniti i na druge parametre
naseljenosti, pa tako i na razvoj etnic-
kog sastava neke populacije. U tom se
kontekstu sve kvantitativne (kretanje
broja stanovnika, prirodno i mehanicko
kretanje stanovnistva) i kvalitativne
dimenzije (struktura stanovnistva po
dobi i spolu, ekonomska i obrazovna
struktura stanovnistva) demografske
odrzivosti mogu promatrati i analizirati
iz aspekta etnickog sastava stanovnis-
tva, osobito u onim slucajevima kada u
perspektivi postoji realna moguénost
da pojedine manjinske zajednice dodu
u izrazito nepovoljan demografski po-
lozaj Sto moze rezultirati i promjenom
njihova ukupnog drustvenog, politic-
kog i ekonomskog statusa i polozaja,
kao i smanjenim moguénostima ocuva-
nja kulturnog i nacionalnog identiteta.
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Drugim rije¢ima, demografska odrzi-
vost s obzirom na etnicka obiljezja sta-
novnistva, pojednostavljeno receno,
moze se definirati kao zadrzavanje
konstantne ili optimalne veli¢ine po-
jedine etnicke kategorije stanovnistva
koja joj dugoroc¢no osigurava barem
jednostavnu opd¢u reprodukciju, a to
se, medu ostalim, postize uravnoteze-
nim odnosom izmedu velikih dobnih
skupina stanovnistva, kao i uravnoteze-
nom spolnom zastupljenoséu u struk-
turi populacije s obzirom na etnicku
pripadnost.

Polazedi od prethodnog, demograf-
ska je analiza u ovom radu obuhvatila
tri vazna parametra demografskog ra-
zvoja Hrvata u Srbiji i Srba u Hrvatskoj:
(1) demografsku dinamiku izrazenu
kroz medupopisnu apsolutnu i rela-
tivhu promjenu broja stanovnika; (2)
razvoj dobnog i spolnog sastava sta-
novnistva kroz analizu procesa demo-
grafskog starenja te (3) promjene u
razini obrazovanosti kroz analizu struk-
ture stanovnistva prema Skolskoj spre-
mi, odnosno najvisem stupnju zavrsene
Skole. Dakako, time se ne iscrpljuju sve
mogucnosti analize povezanosti etnic-
kog sastava stanovnistva i koncepta
demografske odrzivosti kroz kvanti-
tativne i kvalitativne dimenzije, ali se
ovim istrazivanjem nastoji dati osnovni
znanstveni uvid u trenutno demograf-
sko stanje analiziranih populacija.

Prema popisima stanovnistva koji
su odrzani nakon 1991. godine, ali i
povijesno gledano, Hrvatska i Srbija
ulaze u red drzava sa sloZzenim etnickim
sastavom svojega stanovnistva razli-
¢itog stupnja etnicke homogenosti,
Sto je posljedica djelovanja proslih, ali
i recentnih ,endogenih” i ,eksternih”
odrednica demografskoga razvoja.
Najvaznija ,endogena” odrednica ak-
tualnih promjena u etnickom sastavu

https://doi.org/10.59954/stnv.624

Hrvatske i Srbije demografski su proce-
si depopulacije, pa ukupna depopulaci-
ja ili medupopisni pad broja ukupnog
stanovnistva predstavlja opd¢i okvir raz-
matranja broj¢anog kretanja i odabra-
nih strukturnih obiljezja kako Hrvata
u Srbiji tako i Srba u Hrvatskoj. Medu
najvaznije ,eksterne” odrednice suvre-
menih etnodemografskih promjena
istice se drustveno-politickih kontekst
u najsirem smislu rijeci, koji ukljucuje i
politicke krize, ratove, prisilne migraci-
je, procese asimilacije, promjene u na-
¢inu popisnoga izjasnjavanja s obzirom
na etnic¢ku pripadnost i dr.

Demografska je analiza u ovom radu
obavljena u cetiri komparativna kontek-
sta. Prvi kontekst obuhvacda usporedbu
odabranih aspekata demografskih pro-
mjena izmedu Hrvata u Srbiji i Srba u
Hrvatskoj. Drugi kontekst podrazumije-
va usporedbu demografskih promjena
Hrvata u Srbiji u odnosu na ukupnu
populaciju Srbije kao i Srba u Hrvat-
skoj u odnosu na ukupnu populaciju
Hrvatske. Tredi kontekst odnosi se na
usporedbu demografskih promjena
Hrvata u Srbiji u odnosu na Srbe u Srbiji
te Srba u Hrvatskoj u odnosu na Hrvate
u Hrvatskoj. Cetvrti kontekst odnosi se
na usporedbu demografskih promjena
Hrvata u Srbiji u odnosu na Hrvate u
Hrvatskoj te Srba u Hrvatskoj u odnosu
na Srbe u Srbiji.

Cilj istrazivanja je utvrditi postoje li i
u kojoj mjeri demografske sli¢nosti i ra-
zlike s obzirom na navedena cetiri kom-
parativna konteksta analize te ukazatiu
kojoj mjeri aktualni odabrani dinamicki i
strukturni demografski trendovi u per-
spektivi omogucuju demografsku odr-
Zivost hrvatske manjinske zajednice u
Srbiji, odnosno srpske manjinske zajed-
nice u Hrvatskoj, kao preduvjet osigura-
nja ili unaprjedenja njihova manjinskog
polozaja i statusa u tim drzavama.



2 METODOLOSKE NAPOMENE

Polazedi od Cetiri u uvodu naznacena
komparativna konteksta istrazivanja
formirane su i Cetiri hipoteze koje se u
nastavku rada nastojalo potvrditiili opo-
vrgnuti. Rije¢ je o sljedec¢im hipotezama:

H1—Hrvate u Srbiji i Srbe u Hrvatskoj
karakteriziraju vrlo sli¢ni demografski
trendovi i procesi u kretanju broja pri-
padnika i odabranim obiljezjima demo-
grafskih struktura;

H2 —Hrvate u Srbiji i Srbe u Hrvatskoj
karakteriziraju nepovoljniji demografski
trendovi i procesi u odnosu na ukupno
stanovnistvo Srbije i Hrvatske;

H3 — Hrvate u Srbiji i Srbe u Hrvatskoj
karakteriziraju nepovoljniji demografski
trendovi i procesi u odnosu na vecinsko
srpsko stanovnistvo u Srbiji, odnosno ve-
¢insko hrvatsko stanovnistvo u Hrvatskoj.

H4 — Hrvate u Srbiji karakteriziraju
nepovoljniji demografski trendovi i pro-
cesi u odnosu na Hrvate u Hrvatskoj,
odnosno Srbe u Hrvatskoj karakteriziraju
nepovoljni demografski procesiitrendo-
vi U odnosu na Srbe u Srbiji.

Istrazivanje se temelji na sluzbenim
rezultatima opd¢ih popisa stanovnistva
odrzanih u Hrvatskoj 2001.,2011.i2021.,
a uSrbiji 2002.,2011.12022., a kojesuu
tiskanom ili elektronickom obliku publici-
rali Drzavni zavod za statistiku Republike
Hrvatske (DZSRH) i Republicki zavod za
statistiku Republike Srbije, uz napomenu
daje dio podataka o strukturi stanovnis-
tva prema Skolskoj spremi po narodnosti
u Hrvatskoj prema rezultatima popisa
2001. 1 2021. dobiven nakon posebne
obrade podataka DZSRH. Statisticka
osnova istrazivanja iskljucivo su popu-
lacije koje su se u navedenim popisima
nacionalno izjasnile kao Hrvati i Srbi.

Za komparativnu analizu i pravilno
tumacenje rezultata popisa, najvaznije
su, metodoloske gledano, promjene u

D. Zivi¢, N. Pokos, N. Simuni¢ | S135

definiranju i klasificiranju stanovnistva
kao najvaznije popisne jedinice, odnosno
promjene u definiciji ukupnog stanovnis-
tva prema naselju u kojemu se vrsi popis
(Pokos 2003). Bududi da je etnicki sastav
stanovnistva u svim popisima sluzbeno
javno objavljen za ukupno stanovnistvo
prema metodologiji pojedinog popisa
potrebno je ukratko opisati najvaznije
promjene u metodologiji popisa prove-
denih u Hrvatskoj i Srbiji nakon Drugo-
ga svjetskog rata (1948., 1953., 1961.,
1971.,1981., 1991., 2001/2002., 2011.
12021/2022.).

Popisi stanovniStva izmedu 1948. i
1991. provedeni su prema nacelu stal-
nog stanovnistva Sto znaci da su u uku-
pan broj stanovnika ulazile sve osobe
koje su imale prijavljeno prebivalisSte u
zemlji bez obzira jesu li u trenutku po-
pisa bile prisutne ili odsutne u naselju
popisa. Time se u ukupan broj stanovnika
uvrstavalo i mnogobrojno stanovnistvo
koje je godinama pa i desetlje¢ima bo-
ravilo tj. Zivjelo u inozemstvu. Kako bi
se izbjeglo dvostruko popisivanje istih
osoba u zemljama rada/boravka i ze-
mljama prebivalista u hrvatskom popisu
2001. i srbijanskom popisu 2002. dolazi
do primjene nove definicije ukupnog
stanovniStva. Prema medunarodnim
metodoloskim preporukama ukupno
stanovnistvo pocinje se definirati kao
uobicajeno boravece stanovnistvo (usual
resident population), a mjesto stvarnog
boravka kao mjesto uobic¢ajenog boravka
(place of usual residence). Takoder je prvi
put uvedeno razdoblje od jedne godine
i dulje kao osnovni kriterij za ukljuci-
vanje ili iskljucivanje osoba iz ukupnog
stanovnistva. To je znacilo da se osim
osoba s prebivalistem u mati¢noj drzavi
te prisutnih u kriticnom trenutku popisa,
u ukupno stanovnistvo ukljucilo i osobe
s prebivaliStem u Hrvatskoj odnosno Sr-
biji, ali koje su bile odsutne iz tih drzava
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manje od jedne godine. S druge strane,
u ukupno stanovnistvo obje drzave uklju-
Cene su i osobe koje su u njima boravile
godinu i duze, ali nisu imale prijavljeno
prebivaliste (Penev 2006). Osim toga,
ukupno stanovnistvo ¢inili su i djelatnici
diplomatskih sluzbi i ¢lanovi njihovih
obitelji iako su bili odsutni iz zemlje
dulje od godinu dana, zatim nomadi,
vojno osoblje izvan zemlje, izbjeglice u
zemlji itd. Premda se stanovnici odsutni
iz zemlje dulje od godinu dana nisu tre-
bali ukljuciti u ukupno stanovnistvo, u
hrvatskom popisu 2001. u ukupan broj
stanovnika ukljucene su i osobe koje
,imaju tijesnu gospodarsku, prometnu
i ucestalu vezu s ku¢anstvom i obitelji u
Republici Hrvatskoj (¢es¢i ili rjedi posje-
ti, uzdrzavanje ¢lanova obitelji, stalna
komunikacija itd.)” (Drzavni Zavod za
statistiku 2001). Bududi da je takvih
osoba bilo oko 160 tisuca, sluzbeni broj
ukupnog stanovnistva Hrvatske 2001. ne
moZze se smatrati uobicajenim boravedim
stanovnistvom odnosno rezidencijal-
nim stanovnistvom Hrvatske. Drugim
rije¢ima, pri utvrdivanju broja ukupnog
stanovnistva Hrvatske u popisu 2001.
metodoloske preporuke nisu dosljedno
provedene (Gelo, Akrap i Cipin 2005).
U srbijanskom popisu 2002. nigdje se ne
spominje da su u ukupno stanovnistvo
ukljucene osobe s boravkom u inozem-
stvu duZim od godine dana.

Popis 2011. u obje drzave definirao
je ukupno stanovnistvo prema konceptu
,uobicajenog mjesta stanovanja“ za koje
se smatra ono mjesto u kojem osoba
provodi vedinu svoga dnevnog odmora
bez obzira na kratkotrajnu odsutnost iz
tog mjesta npr. zbog odlaska na odmor,
putovanje, lijecenje, u posjetisl. (Drzavni
Zavod za statistiku 2011). Ukupan broj
stanovnika obuhvatio je osobe koje su
uoci kriti¢nog trenutka popisa Zivjele ne-
prekidno u svome uobicajenom mjestu
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stanovanja barem 12 mjeseci te osobe
koje su tijekom 12 mjeseci uodi kriticnog
trenutka popisa dosle u svoje uobicaje-
no mjesto stanovanja s namjerom da u
njemu ostanu barem godinu dana (Repu-
blicki Zavod za statistiku Republike Srbije
2011). U odnosu na prethodne popise
(2001/2002.), jedina je razlika u uvodenju
pojma ,namjera za ostajanjem” sto je uz
razdoblje od jedne godine predstavljalo
najvazniji kriterij hoce li neka osoba s
prebivaliStem u inozemstvu, a koje je
u Hrvatskoj ili Srbiji krac¢e od godinu
dana, biti uklju¢eno u ukupno stanov-
niStvo Hrvatske, odnosno Srbije ili ne
(PeneviMarinkovi¢ 2012). lako se popisi
2001/2002.12011. temelje na konceptu
Luobicajenog mjesta stanovanja“ oni
nisu sasvim usporedivi ponajprije zbog
namjere odsutnosti/prisutnosti koja se
prikupljala u popisu 2011., dok hrvat-
ski popis 2011. viSe nije u ukupan broj
stanovnika ukljucivao i osobe odsutne
godinu i dulje koje su se u mjesto stalnog
stanovanja vracale sezonski i mjesecno.
U tom je kontekstu bitno naglasiti da,
primjerice, interno raseljene osobe s
Kosova i Metohije (a rije¢ je uglavnom o
etnickim Srbima) u popisu 2002. nisu, a u
popisu 2011. godine jesu bile ukljucene
u ukupno stanovnistvo Srbije.

U hrvatskom popisu 2021. te srbijan-
skom popisu 2022. primijenjena je ista
metodologija kao i u popisima 2011.
(Drzavni Zavod za statistiku 2022a), ali s
tom razlikom sSto je u srbijanskom popisu
nakon zavrsetka terenskog prikupljanja
podataka izvrseno dopunjavanje baze
podataka iz administrativnih evidencija,
i to, ponajprije iz Centralnog registra
stanovnistva. Na taj nacin identificirane
su osobe koje nisu popisane, a zivjele
su u Srbiji u vrijeme provodenja popisa
2022. i kao takvi odgovaraju definiciji
uobicajenog stanovnistva. Ti podatci
dobiveni su iz evidencije o zaposlenima,



nezaposlenima, ucenicima i studentima,
umirovljenicima, korisnicima socijalne
pomodi itd. (Republicki Zavod za stati-
stiku Republike Srbije 2023a). No, za te
kategorije stanovnistva etnicka struktura
nije poznata, ali je upravo iz tih razloga ta
¢injenica utjecala nasmanjeni udio i Srba
i Hrvata u ukupnom stanovnistvu Srbije
prema sluzbeno objavljenim konacnim
rezultatima popisa (Raduski 2024).
Premda ni rezultati posljednja tri
popisa u Hrvatskoj i Srbiji (2001/2002.,
2011.12021/2022.) nisu posve uspore-
diviipak oniimaju puno vise metodolos-
ke slicnosti u odnosu na ranije popise
stanovnistva odrzanih nakon Drugoga
svjetskog rata, zaklju¢no s popisom
1991. godine. Stoga vremenski okvir
ove analize upravo obuhvacda posljednja
dva medupopisna razdoblja u Hrvatskoj
(2001-2021.) i Srbiji (2002-2022.). Do-
datan razlog za ovako definiranje vre-
menskog okvira analize jest i ¢injenica da
su u razdoblju 1991-2001. u Hrvatskoj,
odnosno 1991-2002. u Srbiji, uslijed
slozenih drustvenih, politickih, ekonom-
skih i drugih razloga vezanih uz politicku
krizu i raspad socijalisticke Jugoslavije,
osamostaljenje bivsih jugoslavenskih
republika, ratova i velikih ljudskih stra-
danja i demografskih gubitaka, na snazi
dominantno bili ,neregularni” uvjeti
demografskih promjena. Razdoblje od
2001. u Hrvatskoj, odnosno od 2002. u
Srbiji moze se, uz odreden oprez, ipak
definirati kao desetlje¢a mirnodopskih,
tj. relativno normaliziranih op¢ih uvjeta
demografskog razvoja. No, ta cinjenica,
kao Sto ¢e se u nastavku rada vidjeti, nije
utjecala najacanje pozitivnih demograf-
skih trendova i procesa, stovise, ojacali
su procesi depopulacije u svim njezinim
vidovima (ukupna, prirodna, migracijska).
Prostorni okvir demografske analize
predstavlja drzavni teritorij Hrvatske
i Srbije u cjelini, bez uvida u stanje na
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nizim prostornim ili administrativnim
razinama. Prema rezultatima popisa
stanovnistva 2002., 2011.i 2022. sta-
novnistvo Srbije promatra se bez Kosova
i Metohije.

Na temelju objavljenih rezultata po-
pisa stanovnistva 2001./2002., 2011.
i 2021./2022. izracunati su apsolutni i
relativni indikatori promjene broja sta-
novnika, dobnog i spolnog sastava sta-
novnistva i sastava stanovnistva prema
Skolskoj spremi za tri osnovne kategorije:
(1) ukupno stanovnistvo Srbije i Hrvat-
ske; (2) u popisima nacionalno izjasnjene
populacije Hrvata u Srbiji i Srba u Hrvat-
skoj te (3) u popisima izjasSnjene Hrvate
u Hrvatskoj i Srbe u Srbiji.

3 REZULTATI

3.1 PROMJENA BROJAI
RELATIVNOG UDJELA HRVATA
U SRBIJI | SRBA U HRVATSKOJ

Premda je osnovni vremenski okvir pro-
vedene demografske analize odabranih
dinamickih i strukturnih obiljezja Hrvata
u Srbiji i Srba u Hrvatskoj determini-
ran popisima stanovnistva 2001/2002.,
2011.i2021/2022., korisno je sazeto
ukazati na njihovo broj¢ano (popisno)
kretanje u posljednjih sedamdesetak i
nesto godina, odnosno od prvog (,krat-
kog"“) popisa nakon Drugoga svjetskog
rata (1948.) do posljednjih popisa prove-
denih u Hrvatskoj 2021., a u Srbiji 2022.
godine. Na poteskocée u usporedivosti
poslijeratnih popisa stanovnistva zbog
promjena u metodologiji popisa i na
njihov dijelom orijentacijski karakter,
ukazano je u prethodnom odjeljku, pa
se to na ovom mjestu nele ponavljati.
No, potrebno je zadrzati stanovitu dozu
opreza priinterpretaciji rezultata popisa.

Osnovna obiljezja broj¢anog kretanja
Hrvata u Srbiji i Srba u Hrvatskoj nakon

STANOVNISTVO, 2024, 62(51), S131-5152



S138 | Ethnic Croats in Serbia and ethnic Serbs in Croatia: demographic similarities and differences

Drugoga svjetskog rata strukturirana su
u nekoliko tocaka:

1. Generalno uzevsi, i Hrvati u Srbiji i
Srbi u Hrvatskoj zabiljezili su smanjenje
broja pripadnika u razdoblju 1948.—
2021./2022.— Hrvati za 76,2%, a Srbi
za 77,2%, Sto upucuje na cinjenicu da
je njihova demografska dinamika kroz
drugu polovicu 20. i prva dva desetljeéa
21. stolje¢a dominantno bila odredena
.endogenim” i ,eksternim” destabili-
zacijskim ¢imbenicima demografskoga
razvoja. Kao najvaznije ¢cimbenike etno-
demografskih promjena u Hrvatskoj i Sr-
biji od Drugoga svjetskog rata naovamo
potrebno je istaknuti sljedece: izravni
ljudski i ukupni demografski gubitci ti-
jekom svjetskih ratova, sve nepovoljniji
trendovi u demoreprodukciji, tj. prirodni
pad stanovnistva, negativan saldo vanj-
ske migracije, ubrzano demografsko
starenje, prisilne, etnicki uvjetovane mi-
gracije i demografski gubitci zbog ratnih
sukoba na bivéem jugoslavenskom pro-
storu 90-ih, drustveni procesi asimilacije
kao i politicki motivirani izravni i neizravni
pritisci koji su rezultirali promjenama
u nacinu etnicke samoidentifikacije, tj.
popisnoga izjasnjavanja.’

2. Brojcano kretanje Hrvata u Srbiji
ima dva karakteristi¢na podrazdoblja pot-
puno razli¢itog predznaka demografske
promjene (Tablica 1). Prvoili demografski
ekspanzivno podrazdoblje omedeno je
1948.11961. godinom. U tom je podraz-
doblju demografski porast Hrvata u Srbiji
iznosio 14,9%. Upravo je 1961. zabiljezen
najvedi broj Hrvata u Srbiji — 189 160
stanovnika. Drugo ilidemografski regre-

" Detaljnije o razlic¢itim odrednicama i obiljezjima
etnodemografskih promjena u Hrvatskoj i Srbiji,
vidjeti u: Akrap i Grizelj 1995; Berber, Grbic¢ i
Pavkov 2008; Crkvenci¢ 1998; burdev, Livada i
Arsenovi¢ 2014; Kovjani¢ 2014; Raduski 2010;
Stojsin 2023; Zivi¢ 2004; Zivi¢ i Turk 2020; Zivi¢,
Cviki¢ i Zigmanov 2022; Zulji¢ 1996).
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sivho podrazdoblje omedeno je 1961. i
2022., tijekom kojega je broj Hrvata u
Srbiji smanjen za 79,3%, pa su 2022. za-
biljezili najmanji broj pripadnika (39 107)
od sredine prosloga stolje¢a. U tom kon-
tinuiranom regresivnom podrazdoblju
izrazite ukupne depopulacije, stopa
prosjecne relativne godisnje promjene
u svakom je medupopisju, sa izuzetkom
razdoblja 1961.-1971. godine (-0,68%)
bila veca od -2,20%; najvisa je bila u me-
dupopisnim razdobljima: 2011.-2022.
(-3,52%) i 1981.-1991. (-3,63%).

3. Za razliku od broj¢anog kretanja
Hrvata u Srbiji koje ima dva vrlo jasno
omedena podrazdoblja, Srbe u Hrvatskoj
nakon Drugoga svjetskog rata karakteri-
zira kolebljivije kretanje broja pripadnika
(Tablica 2). Tako se mogu izdvojiti dva ek-
spanzivna i dva regresivna podrazdoblja
brojc¢ane dinamike razli¢itog vremenskog
trajanja te razli¢itog predznaka i inten-
ziteta promjene. Prvo podrazdoblje de-
mografske ekspanzije omedeno je 1948.
i1971. godinom. U tom je podrazdoblju
broj Srba u Hrvatskoj povecan za 15,3%,
pa su oni 1971. zabiljeZili najvedi broj
pripadnika u Hrvatskoj (626 789). U slje-
de¢em medupopisnom razdoblju (1971-
1981.) broj Srba u Hrvatskoj je smanjen
(-15,2%), pa je rije¢ o prvom demograf-
ski regresivnom podrazdoblju. Drugo
demografski ekspanzivno podrazdoblje
obuhvaca medupopisno desetlje¢e ome-
deno 1981.1i 1991. godinom. U tom
je podrazdoblju broj Srba u Hrvatskoj
povecan za 9,4%. Konacno, nakon 1991.
pocinje drugo kontinuirano demografski
regresivno podrazdoblje (1991-2021.)
tijekom kojega je broj Srba u Hrvatskoj
smanjen za 78,7%, pa su 2021. zabiljezili
najmanji broj pripadnika (123 892) od
sredine prosloga stoljec¢a. U odnosu na
maksimum naseljenosti 1971. (626 789)
do 2021. broj Srba u Hrvatskoj smanjen
je za 80,2%.
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Tablica 1 Kretanje broja i pokazatelj promjene stanovnistva hrvatske nacionalne pripadnosti u
Srbiji (bez Kosova i Metohije) 1948-2022. godine

Godina Broj Apsolutna Indeks medupopisne  Stopa prosjecne
popisa stanovnika promjena promjene relativne godisnje
promjene (%)
1948. 164 574 - - -
1953. 167 045 2471 101,5 0,30
1961. 189 160 22115 113,2 1,55
1971. 176 649 -12 509 93,4 -0,68
1981. 140 650 -35999 79,6 -2,27
1991. 97 344 -43 306 69,2 -3,63
2002. 70 602 -26742 72,5 -2,90
2011. 57 900 -12 702 82,0 -2,08
2022. 39107 -18 793 67,5 -3,52

Izvor: Savezni Zavod za statistiku 1967, 1980, 1983; Republicki zavod za statistiku Republike Srbije 2023a.

Tablica 2 Kretanje broja i pokazatelj promjene stanovnistva srpske nacionalne pripadnosti u
Hrvatskoj 1948-2021. godine

Godina Broj Apsolutna Indeks medupopisne  Stopa prosjecne
popisa stanovnika promjena promjene relativne godisnje
promjene (%)

1948. 543795 - - -

1953. 588756 44 961 108,3 1,59

1961. 624 991 36235 106,2 0,75

1971. 626 789 1798 100,3 0,03

1981. 531502 -95 287 84,8 -1,65
1991. 581663 50 161 109,4 0,90
2001. 201 631 -380 032 34,7 -9,70
2011. 186 633 -14 998 92,6 -0,77
2021. 123892 -62 741 66,4 -4,04

Izvor: Republi¢ki zavod za statistiku Republike Hrvatske 1992; Drzavni zavod za statistiku 2002.,2013.12022b.

U uvodu je vec¢ istaknuto kako de-
mografske promjene u hrvatskoj ma-
njinskoj zajednici u Srbiji i srpskoj ma-
njinskoj zajednici u Hrvatskoj treba
vrednovati u opéem demografskom
kontekstu koji je izrazito depopulacij-
ski u obje drzave. Tako su indeksi me-
dupopisne promjene u Hrvatskoj za

medupopisna razdoblja 2001-2011. i
2011-2021. iznosili 96,6, odnosno 90,4,
ukupno za razdoblje 2001 - 2021. 87,3,
$to znaci da je u tih dvadeset godina
broj ukupnog stanovnistva Hrvatske
smanjen za 12,7% (Tablica 3). S obzirom
na tip intenziteta medupopisne pro-
mjene (Nejasmi¢ 2005) prvo je medupo-
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pisno razdoblje karakterizirala osrednja
depopulacija, a drugo medupopisno raz-
doblje jaka depopulacija. Sli¢ni trendovi
u vezi promjene ukupnog stanovnistva
zabiljezeni su i u Srbiji (Tablica 4). Indek-
si medupopisne promjene u razdoblju
2002.-2011.i2011.-2022. iznosili su
95,9, odnosno 92,5, a ukupno za raz-
doblje 2002.-2022. 88,7, sto znadi da
je u tih dvadeset godina broj ukupnog
stanovnistva Srbije smanjen za 11,3%.
S obzirom na tip intenziteta medupo-
pisne promjene prvo je medupopisno
razdoblje takoder karakterizirala osred-
nja depopulacija, a drugo medupopisno
razdoblje jaka depopulacija.

U izrazito depopulacijskom dinamic-
kom okviru za oCekivati je bilo da i vedin-
sko hrvatsko stanovniStvo u Hrvatskoj i
vedinsko srpsko stanovnistvo u Srbiji u
posljednja dva medupopisna razdoblja
slijedi trend, predznak i intenzitet broj-
¢anog kretanja ukupnog stanovnistva
(tablice 3i4), s tim da Hrvati u Hrvatskoj
biljeze nesto slabiju, a Srbi u Srbiji nesto
jacu ukupnu depopulaciju u odnosu na
ukupno stanovnistvo Hrvatske, odno-
sno ukupno stanovnistvo Srbije. Tako je
za razdoblje 2001-2021. stopa medu-
popisne promjene Hrvata u Hrvatskoj
iznosila -10,8% (Hrvatska -12,7%), dok
je za razdoblje 2002.-2022. stopa me-
dupopisne promjene Srba u Srbiji izno-
sila-13,7% (Srbija-11,3%).

Premda slijede op¢i depopulacijski
obrazac ipak je intenzitet depopulacije
Hrvata u Srbiji i Srba u Hrvatskoj u anali-
ziranom razdoblju bitno izrazeniji u od-
nosu na ukupno i veéinsko stanovnistvo
Hrvatske i Srbije (tablice 3 i 4). Tako je
indeks promjene broja Srba u Hrvatskoj
u razdoblju 2001-2021. (61,4) bio signi-
fikantno nizi i nepovoljniji u odnosu na
indeks promjene ukupnog stanovnistva
Hrvatske (87,3) kao i Hrvata u Hrvatskoj
(89,2). Ipak treba naglasiti da postoji
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znacajna razlika u brojcanom kretanju
tijekom prvog medupopisnog razdoblja
(2001-2011.) u odnosu na drugo medu-
popisno razdoblje (2011-2021.). U pr-
vom je medupopisju indeks iznosio 92,6
(tip promjene jaka depopulacija), a u
drugom 66,4 (tip promjene izumiranje).
Jos nepovoljniju dinamiku zabiljezili su
Hrvati u Srbiji, kod kojih je u razdoblju
2002-2022. indeks promjene iznosio
samo 55,4, Sto je bilo znacajno nize od
vrijednostiindeksa promjene za ukupno
stanovnistvo Srbije (88,7) kao i za Srbe
u Srbiji (86,3). | kod Hrvata u Srbiji po-
stoji signifikantna razlika izmedu prvog
medupopisnog razdoblja (2002-2011.)
u kojemu je indeks promjene iznosio
82,0 i drugoga razdoblja (2011-2022.)
u kojemu je indeks promjene iznosio
67,5, ali je tip promjene u oba slucaja
bio najnepovoljniji — izumiranje. Dakle,
Hrvati u Srbiji i Srbi u Hrvatskoj kroz
promatrana medupopisna razdoblja
imaju isti trend i predznak promjene
broja stanovnika (negativan, tj. depo-
pulacijski), dok odgovarajuca razlika
postoji s obzirom na intenzitet ukupne
depopulacije — stopa promjene Hrvata
u Srbiji u razdoblju 2002-2022. iznosila
je -44,6%, a stopa promjene Srba u Hr-
vatskoj u razdoblju 2001-2021. iznosila
je-38,6%. S obzirom na bitno manji broj
pripadnika hrvatske manjinske zajedni-
ce u Srbiji u odnosu na srpsku manjin-
sku zajednicu u Hrvatskoj, iskazana se
razlika u intenzitetu ukupne depopula-
cije ipak moze ocijeniti znac¢ajnom i ne-
povoljnijom za Hrvate u Srbiji u odnosu
na Srbe u Hrvatskoj.?

2 Do razli¢itog zakljucka o intenzitetu ukupne
depopulacije moze se dodi ako za pocetnu godinu
medupopisne promjene uzmemo 1991. U odnosu
na nju do 2022. godine stopa promjene broja
Hrvata u Srbiji iznosila je -59,8%, dok je stopa
promjene Srba u Hrvatskoj do 2021. godine iz-
nosila -78,7%.
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Tablica 3 Broj i pokazatelji promjene Hrvata, Srba i ukupnog stanovnistva Hrvatske 2001.-2021.

godine

Etnicka kategorija 2001. 2011. 2021.
Ukupan broj stanovnika 4 437 460 4284 889 3871833
Hrvati 3977171 3874321 3547614
Srbi 201 631 186 633 123892
:/:asr:ct:\?ntiléllj:\ljﬂpnom 4> 44 3.2
L“ri‘;']‘jsenmeed“p°pi5"e 2001.-2011. 2011.-2021. 2001.-2021.
Ukupan broj stanovnika 96,6 90,4 87,3
Hrvati 97,4 91,6 89,2
Srbi 92,6 66,4 61,4

Izvor: Drzavni zavod za statistiku 2002., 2013.12022b.

Tablica 4 Broji pokazatelji promjene Srba, Hrvata i ukupnog stanovnistva Srbije 2002.-2022. godine

Etnicka kategorija 2002. 2011. 2022.
Ukupan broj stanovnika 7 498 001 7 186 862 6 647 003
Srbi 6212838 5988 150 5360239
% Srba thvukupnom 82,9 833 80,6
stanovnistvu

Hrvati 70 602 57900 39107
[

% Hrvatiu ukupnom 0,9 0,8 0,6
stanovnistvu

Indeks medupopisne 2002.-2011. 2011.-2022. 2002.-2022.
promjene

Ukupan broj stanovnika 95,9 92,5 88,7
Srbi 96,4 89,5 86,3
Hrvati 82,0 67,5 55,4

Izvor: Republicki zavod za statistiku Republike Srbije 2023a.

Konacno, u ovom dijelu prezentacije
rezultata demografske analize bitno je
napomenuti da je diferencirano broj-
¢ano kretanje stanovnistva utjecalo na
promjene u relativnim udjelima s obzi-
rom na popisno izjasnjavanje Hrvatima
i Srbima, i to na nacin da je relativan
udio vecinskog hrvatskog stanovnistva

u Hrvatskoj povecan sa 89,6% (2001) na
91,6% (2021), paje rije¢ o procesu etnic-
ke homogenizacije, dok je relativan udio
Srba smanjen sa 4,5% (2001) na 3,2%
(2021). S druge strane, relativan udio
vecinskog srpskog stanovniStva u Srbiji
smanjen je, prema sluzbeno objavljenim
rezultatima popisa, sa 82,9% (2002) na
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80,6% (2022),® pa je, uvjetno promatra-
no, rije¢ o slabljenju etnicke homoge-
nosti (ili jacanju etnicke heterogenosti).

3.1 ODABRANI INDIKATORI
DOBNOG | SPOLNOG SASTAVA
POPULACIJE HRVATA U SRBUI |
SRBA U HRVATSKOJ

Sastav stanovnistva prema dobi i spolu
jedna je od najvaznijih dimenzija demo-
grafske odrzivosti, napose u kontekstu
predvidanja bududih demografskih i
migracijskih trendovai procesa. Iz demo-
grafske je literature znano da se dobni
sastav stanovnistva primarno formira
pod utjecajem dugoro¢nog smanjivanja
fertiliteta i produljenja Zivotnoga vijeka
(prosjecnog trajanja zivota), dok sekun-
darno znacenje imaju selektivne migracije
po dobi, diferencijalni mortalitet po dobi,
povecani mortalitet u ,eksternim" uvjeti-
ma (ratovi, ekoloske i prirodne kataklizme
isl.)idrugicimbenici. Sastav stanovnistva
po spolu formira se pod utjecajem dife-
rencijalnog nataliteta (u prosjeku se vise
rada muske od zenske djece) i mortaliteta
po spolu (smrtnost muskaraca je veca od
smrtnosti zena), selektivnosti migracija
po spolui,eksternih” ¢imbenika (ratovi i
dr.) (Wertheimer-Baleti¢ 1999).

S druge strane, dobni i spolni sastav
stanovnistva bitna je odrednica budu-
¢ih demoreproduktivnih procesa, kao i
formiranja struktura bitnih za ekonom-
sku aktivnost stanovnistva. Poremedeni
dobni sastav, narocito u odnosu izmedu
velikih dobnih skupina (mlado stanov-
nistvo 0-14, zrelo ili radno sposobno

3 Ako biiz rezultata popisa 2022. koji se odnose na
etnicki sastav stanovnistva Srbije izdvojili katego-
riju ,nepoznato” onda bi relativan udio vecinskog
srpskog stanovnistva u toj zemlji iznosio 84,7% te
u tom slucaju Srbi u odnosu na 2002. ne bi imali
pad nego porast relativhog udjela u ukupnom
stanovnistvu Srbije (Stojsin, 2023: 828).

https://doi.org/10.59954/stnv.624

stanovnistvo 15-64 i staro stanovnistvo
65+), negativna je odrednica trenutnih, a
osobito bududih demografskih promjena,
Sto napose dolazi doizrazaja kod broj¢ano
malih populacija koje suionako suocene s
negativnim obiljezjima demografske dina-
mike. U tom kontekstu najvazniji proces u
formiranju dobnog sastava stanovnistva
je demografsko starenje, koje je jedno od
globalnih demografskih ,megatrendo-
va" u suvremenom svijetu, pa s manjim
ili ve¢im intenzitetom karakterizira sve
populacije. Uobicajeno se pod procesom
demografskog starenja podrazumijevanje
povedanje relativhog udjela, ne nuzno i
broja starog (60+/65+) u ukupnom sta-
novnistvu (indikator starenja je koeficijent
starosti%), povelanje relativnog znacenja
starog (60+/65+) u odnosu na mlado
(0-14) stanovnistvo (indikator starenja
jeindeks starenja®) i poveéanje relativnog
znacenja mladog (0-14) i starog (60+/65+)
u odnosu na zrelo ili radno sposobno
(15-64) stanovnistvo (indikatori starenja
su koeficijent ukupne dobne ovisnosti i
koeficijent dobne ovisnosti starih®).
Potrebno je naznaciti da poremeceni
spolni sastav stanovnistva, posebno kod
pojedinih dobnih kontingenata, neovisno
je li ono posljedica prevlasti muskog ili
Zenskog stanovnistva u nekoj populaciji,
moze takoder generirati probleme u de-
mografskom razvoju, narocito u demore-
produkciji. Naime, neravnoteza u odnosu
izmedu muskaraca i zena nepovoljno
utjece na razinu nupcijaliteta (sklapanje

4U ovom radu koeficijent starosti predstavlja udio
starog (65+) u ukupnom stanovnistvu.

5 U ovom radu indeks starenja je izracunat kao
broj osoba u dobi 65+ u odnosu na 100 osoba u
dobi 0-14.

6 Koeficijent ukupne dobne ovisnosti pokazatelj
je “opterecenosti” stanovnistva radne dobi (15-
64) ekonomski nekativnim osobama, tj. stanov-
nistvom u dobi 0-14 i 65+. Koeficijent dobne
ovisnosti starih predstavlja omjer stanovnistva u
dobi 65+ u odnosu na radni contingent (15-64).



brakova), a to u uvjetima kada se i u
Srbiji i u Hrvatskoj jos uvijek zamjetan
broj Zivorodene djece rada u zakonski
sklopljenom braku izmedu muskaraca i
zena, moze rezultirati padom fertiliteta,
a time i nataliteta.”

Rezultati analiziranih popisa stanov-
nistva u Hrvatskoj i Srbiji (tablice 5 i 6)
jasno pokazuju da je sastav stanovnistva
po dobi u tim drzavama pod jakim utje-
cajem procesa demografskog starenja,
kao rezultata dugoro¢no nepovoljnih
trendova u demoreprodukciji, narocito
u kretanju fertiliteta i nataliteta (niska i
sve niza rodnost).

U samo dvadeset godina (2001-
2021.) u Hrvatskoj je koeficijent starosti
povecdansa 15,7 na 22,5, indeks starenja
povecdan sa 92,2 na 157,4, a koeficijent
ukupne dobne ovisnosti pove¢an sa 48,8
na 58,0, a koeficijent dobne ovisnosti
starih povedan sa 23,4 na 35,5. Drugim
rije¢ima, broj starih (65+) znacajno je vedi
od broja mladih (0-14), a viSe od petine
ukupnog stanovnistva Hrvatske staro je
65 godina i vise.® Hrvatska je na pragu
potpune inverzije dobnog sastava, a pira-
mida starosti poprima obrise ,urne” koja
simbolizira duboku ostarjelost i izrazito
regresivan tip dobnog sastava. Prema
novijim istrazivanjima Hrvatska ulazi u
skupinu demografski najstarijih drzava u
svijetu danas (Zivi¢ 2021). S obzirom na
izrazitu vec¢inu u ukupnom stanovnistvu
Hrvatske, u popisima izjasnjeni Hrvati po-
kazuju nesto povoljnija obiljezja u odnosu
na op¢u populaciju, a to znaci nesto nize
vrijednosti koeficijenta starosti, indeksa

7 Prema sluzbenim podatcima u Srbiji je broj Zivo-
rodene djece izvan braka na tisu¢u zivorodenih
2022. godine iznosio 303,8 (Republicki zavod za
statistiku Republike Srbije 2023c), dok je u Hrvat-
skoj isti pokazatelj za 2022. godinu iznosio 247,0
(Drzavni zavod za statistiku 2023).

8 Premda je broj ukupnog stanovnistva Hrvatske,
u razdoblju 2001.-2021., smanjen za 12,7%, broj
stanovnika u dobi 65+ povecan je za 25,1%.
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starenja,’ koeficijenta ukupne dobne ovi-
snosti kao i koeficijenta dobne ovisnosti
starih, naroc¢ito 2011.i2021. godine.'® Za
razliku od vecinskog hrvatskog stanov-
nistva, Srbi u Hrvatskoj imaju naglaseno
nepovoljniji dobni sastav (Burdev, Livada
i Arsenovi¢ 2014), a to znaci vise vrijedno-
sti koeficijenta starosti, indeksa starenja,
koeficijenta ukupne dobne ovisnosti
i koeficijenta dobne ovisnosti starih u
odnosu na opéu populacijuiuodnosu na
populaciju Hrvata." Tako su Srbi, prema
rezultatima popisa 2021., ostvarili koefi-
cijent starosti od 42,7%, indeks starenja
od cak 632,9, koeficijent ukupne dobne
ovisnosti od ¢ak 97,8 te koeficijent dobne
ovisnosti starih od 84,5. Na dosegnutu
razinu demografskog starenja napose
upozorava indeks starenja kojega je
vrijednost povecana (gotovo udvostru-
¢ena) sa 384,9 (2001) na 632,9 (2021).
Navedeno znadi da je srpska manjinska
zajednica jedna od najstarijih manjinskih
zajednica u Hrvatskoj.”? Njezin dobni
sastav predstavlja dugorocan izrazito
nepovoljan okvir za demografsku revita-
lizaciju. Cinjenica da je gotovo polovica
Srba u Hrvatskoj starija od 65+ godina
Snazno upozorava na sve vece demo-
grafske izazove revitalizacije, ponajprije u
kontekstu demoreprodukcije, ali i u kon-
tekstu polozaja na trzistu rada kao i soci-
jalne, zdravstvene i mirovinske skrbi sve
starijeg srpskog stanovnistva u Hrvatskoj.

° S obzirom na vrijednost indeksa starenja, prema
rezultatima popisa 2021., demografski mladi od
Hrvata bili su samo Albanci, Romi i Turci (izvor:
kao Tablica 5).

0 Premda je broj Hrvata u Hrvatskoj u razdoblju
2001-2021., smanjen za 10,8%, broj stanovnika
u dobi 65+ povecan je za 10,5%.

" Premda je broj Srba u Hrvatskoj, u razdoblju
2000-2021., smanjen za 38,6%, broj stanovnika
u dobi 65+ smanjen je za svega 7,0%.

2. § obzirom na vrijednost indeksa starenja, pre-
ma rezultatima popisa 2021., demografski stariji
od Srba su bili samo Slovenci, Crnogorci, Bugari,
Nijemci i Poljaci (izvor: kao Tablica 5).
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Tablica 5 Odabraniindikatori dobnog sastava Hrvata, Srba i ukupnog stanovnistva Hrvatske prema

rezultatima popisa 2001.,2011.i2021. godine

Velike dobne skupine Gp%?)lirs‘: U:tua r:1aor:/r|?ir|? aJ Hrvati Srbi
2001. 753294 602 065 14778
Broj stanovnika do 14. 2011. 652 428 610276 12224
2021. 552 416 516 860 8359
2001. 2 969 981 2 667 594 129 310
Broj stanovnika 15-64 2011. 2 873828 2611231 114 223
2021. 2450178 2262933 62 626
2001. 694 880 694 740 56 876
Broj stanovnika 65+ 2011. 758 633 652 814 60 186
2021. 869 239 767 821 52907
2001. 107,8 107,9 106,8
Koeficijent feminiteta 2011. 107,4 107,6 104,8
2021. 107,6 108,0 1041
2001. 17,0 151 7,3
Koeficijent mladosti 2011. 15,2 15,8 6,5
2021. 14,3 14,6 6,7
2001. 15,7 17,5 28,2
Koeficijent starosti 2011. 17,7 16,8 32,2
2021. 22,5 21,6 42,7
2001. 48,8 48,6 55,4
Koeficijent ukupne dobne ovisnosti 2011. 49,1 48,4 63,4
2021. 58,0 56,8 97,8
2001. 23,4 26,0 44,0
Koeficijent dobne ovisnosti starih 2011. 26,4 25,0 52,7
2021. 35.5 33,9 84,5
2001. 92,2 1154 384,9
Indeks starenja 2011. 116,3 107,0 492,4
2021. 157,4 148,6 632,9

Izvor: Drzavni zavod za statistiku 2002., 2013.12022b.

Sto se spolnog sastava stanovnistva tice,
rezultati posljednja tri popisa ne upucuju
na znacajniju neravnotezu niti Srbi u Hr-
vatskoj znacajnije odskacu od ukupnog i
vecinskog stanovnistva Hrvatske.

Slicno procesu demografskog stare-
nja u Hrvatskoj, i ukupno stanovnistvo
Srbije u analiziranih dvadeset godina
(2002-2022) pokazuje karakteristike
ubrzanog starenja. U samo dvadeset
godina u Srbiji je koeficijent starosti
povecansa 16,5na 22,1, indeks starenja
povecan sa 105,4 na 153,7, koeficijent

https://doi.org/10.59954/stnv.624

ukupne dobne ovisnosti povecan sa 48,0
na 57,4 te koeficijent dobne ovisnosti
starih povecan sa 24,6 na 34,8. Drugim
rije¢ima, broj starih (65+) znacajno je
vedi od broja mladih (0-14), a viSe od
petine ukupnog stanovnistva staro je
65 godina i vise."? Srbija je, kao i Hrvat-
ska, na pragu potpune inverzije dobnog
sastava, a piramida starosti poprima
obrise ,urne"” koja simbolizira duboku

3 Premda je broj ukupnog stanovnistva Srbije,
u razdoblju 2002-2022., smanjen za 11,3%, broj
stanovnika u dobi 65+ povecan je za 18,4%.
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Tablica 6 Odabrani indikatori dobnog sastava Srba, Hrvata i ukupnog stanovnistva Srbije prema

rezultatima popisa 2002.,2011.12022. godine

Velike dobne skupine Gp%?)lirs‘: U:tua r:1aor:/r|?ir|? aJ Srbi Hrvati
2002. 1176770 949 871 6362
Broj stanovnika do 14. 2011. 1025278 819 091 4159
2022. 955 452 737 093 2847
2002. 5032 805 4181933 47 235
Broj stanovnika 15-64 2011. 4911268 4112983 36772
2022. 4222 696 3373984 22 375
2002. 1240 505 1048 705 16814
Broj stanovnika 65+ 2011. 1250316 1056076 16 969
2022. 1468 855 1249162 13885
2001. 105,7 105,0 145,8
Koeficijent feminiteta 2011. 105,4 105,2 142,6
2021. 105,7 106,0 140,6
2002. 15,7 15,3 9,0
Koeficijent mladosti 2011. 14,3 13,7 7.2
2022. 14,4 13,8 7,3
2002. 16,5 16,9 23,8
Koeficijent starosti 2011. 17,4 17,6 29,3
2022. 22,1 23,3 35,5
2002. 48,0 47,8 491
Koeficijent ukupne dobne ovisnosti 2011. 46,3 45,6 57,5
2022. 57,4 58,9 74,8
2002. 24,6 25,1 35,6
Koeficijent dobne ovisnosti starih 2011. 25,5 25,7 46,1
2022. 34,8 37,0 62,1
2002. 105,4 110,4 264,3
Indeks starenja 2011. 121,9 128,9 408,0
2022. 153,7 169,5 487,7

Izvor: Republicki zavod za statistiku Republike Srbije 2003, 2013, 2023b.

ostarjelost i izrazito regresivan tip dob-
nog sastava (tip najdublia demografska
starost) (Stojilkovi¢ Gnjatovi¢ 2023).
U popisima izjasnjeni Srbi pokazuju ne-
Sto nepovoljnija obiljezja u odnosu na
opc¢u populaciju, a to znaci nesto vise
vrijednosti koeficijenta starosti, indeksa
starenja, koeficijenta ukupne dobne
ovisnosti i koeficijenta dobne ovisnosti
starih.' Za razliku od vedinskog srpskog

4 Premda je broj Srba u Srbiji, u razdoblju 2002-
2022., smanjen za 13,7%, broj stanovnika u dobi
65+ povedan je za 19,1%.

stanovnistva, Hrvati u Srbiji imaju na-
glaseno nepovoljniji dobni sastav, a to
znaci bitno vise vrijednosti koeficijenta
starosti, indeksa starenja, koeficijenta
ukupne dobne ovisnosti i koeficijenta
dobne ovisnosti starih u odnosu na op¢u
populaciju i na populaciju Srba.’® Tako
su Hrvati, prema rezultatima popisa
2022., ostvarili koeficijent starosti od
35,5%, indeks starenja od cak 487,7,

s Premda je broj Hrvata u Srbiji, u razdoblju
2002.-2022., smanjen za 44,6%, broj stanovnika
u dobi 65+ smanjen je za svega 17,4%.
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koeficijent ukupne dobne ovisnosti od
74,8 te koeficijent dobne ovisnosti starih
od 62,1. Na dosegnutu razinu demograf-
skog starenja napose upozorava indeks
starenja kojega je vrijednost povecana
(gotovo udvostrucena) sa 264,3 (2002.)
na 487,7 (2022.). Navedeno znaci da
je hrvatska manjinska zajednica i dalje
jedna od najstarijih manjinskih zajednica
u Srbiji. Njezin dobni sastav predstavlja
dugorocan izrazito nepovoljan okvir za
demografsku revitalizaciju (Zivi¢ 2004).
Cinjenica da je nesto vise od trecine
Hrvata u Srbiji starija od 65+ godina
Snazno upozorava na sve vece demo-
grafske izazove revitalizacije, ponajprije
u kontekstu demoreprodukcije, ali i u
kontekstu polozaja na trzistu rada kao i
socijalne, zdravstvene i mirovinske skrbi
sve starijeg hrvatskog stanovnistva u
Srbiji. Spolni sastav ukupnog i vecinskog
stanovnistva Srbije u uobicajenim je
vrijednostima i ne karakterizira ga nerav-
noteza visega stupnja. No, za razliku od
te dvije promatrane kategorije hrvatska
manjinska zajednica u Srbiji ima izrazito
poremecen spolni sastav. Koeficijent
feminiteta 2002. iznosio je 145,8 (zena
na 100 muskaraca), 2011. iznosio je
142,6 (Zzena na 100 muskaraca) te 2022.
godine iznosio je 140,6 (zena na 100
muskaraca). Stoga je spolni sastav Hr-
vata u Srbiji izrazito negativna, Stovise,
kriticna odrednica njihove demografske
odrzivosti (Zivi¢ i Turk 2020).

3.2 ODABRANI INDIKATORI
OBRAZOVNE STRUKTURE HRVATA
U SRBIJI | SRBA U HRVATSKOJ

Obrazovanost neke populacije, u ovom
slucaju s obzirom na etnicku pripadnost,
postaje sve vaznijim ¢imbenikom njihova
drustvenog i ekonomskog napretka, jer
razina obrazovanosti snazno utjece na
dinamiku i kvalitetu ljudskih resursa.

https://doi.org/10.59954/stnv.624

S jedne strane, visoka obrazovanost
i kvalificirana radna snaga pozitivan
su preduvjet napretka u danasnjem
globaliziranom svijetu. S druge strane,
obrazovanost ima iznimno veliku ulogu
u ,ocuvanju kulture jedne nacije, a drus-
tveni polozaj neke etnicke zajednice
najbolje se moze sagledati upravo preko
obrazovne i profesionalne strukture”
(Raduski 2010: 259).

Premda nije jedini indikator dosegnu-
te razine obrazovanosti, struktura sta-
novnistva (15+) prema skolskoj spremi,
odnosno najvisoj razini zavrsene Skole,
cesto je primjenjivana u znanstvenim
istrazivanjima. Struktura prema skolskoj
spremi odnosi se na stanovnistvo staro
15 i viSe godina te u sebi uobicajeno
ukljucuje sljedece kategorije formalnog
obrazovanja: bez skole, nezavrsena os-
novna Skola, zavrSsena osnovna Skola
(primarno obrazovanje), zavrsena srednja
Skola (sekundarno obrazovanje), zavrsena
visa i visoka skola, uklju¢ujuci magistarski
i doktorski stupanj obrazovanja (terci-
jarno obrazovanje). Meduodnos izmedu
navedenih kategorija kao i promjene u
odredenom vremenskom razdoblju (iz-
medu dva ili viSe popisa) determinirani
su demografskim, ali i nedemografskim
¢imbenicima. Demografski ¢imbenici
obrazovne strukture ponajvise se odnose
na dobni i spolni sastav, pri cemu stariji
narastaji u odnosu na mlade, osobito
Zena u odnosu na muskarce, uglavhom
imaju nizu razinu zavrsene skole i vedi
udjel u kategoriji ,bez Skole". Ulaskom
starijih narastaja u dob s ve¢im rizikom
smrti smanjuju se kategorije s najnizim
razinama Skolske spreme Sto se odraza-
va na porast ope razine obrazovanosti
(Zivi¢ i Cviki¢ 2014).

Struktura ukupnog i veéinskog sta-
novnistva Hrvatske i Srbije, kao i srpske
manjinske zajednice u Hrvatskoj, odno-
sno hrvatske manjinske zajednice u Srbiji,
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Tablica 7 Hrvati, Srbi i ukupno stanovnistvo Hrvatske (15+) prema najvisoj razini skolske spreme

2001.-2021. (%)

Etnicka Godina Bez Nezavrsena Primarno Sekundarno  Tercijarno
o . . = 4 u . Nepoznato
kategorija popisa Skole osnovnaskola obrazovanje obrazovanje obrazovanje
2001. 2,63 15,58 21,77 47,73 11,85 0,45
Hrvati 2011. 1,54 7,51 21,13 53,20 16,55 0,08
2021. 0,60 2,12 17,12 55,92 24,23 0,0
2001. 6,55 21,39 20,37 40,11 11,36 0,22
Srbi 2011. 4,02 12,30 22,41 47,38 13,83 0,06
2021. 1,59 4,12 21,44 53,83 19,02 0,0
2001. 2,86 15,76 21,75 47,06 11,89 0,67
Hrvatska 00, 474 7,81 21,29 52,61 16,39 0,16
ukupno
2021. 0,69 2,28 17,38 55,53 24,07 0,05

Izvor: Drzavni zavod za statistiku 2024.

prema Skolskoj spremi (u %) prezentirani
su u tablicama 7 i 8. Iz njih se zapazaju
sliedeca obiljezja:

1. Generalno uzevsi, strukture stanov-
niStva prema skolskoj spremi u analizira-
nom razdoblju imaju sve bolja obiljeZja:
pada relativan udio stanovnistva bez
Skole is nezavrsenom osnovnom skolom,
araste relativan udio stanovnistva s zavr-
Senim sekundarnim i osobito tercijarnim
obrazovanjem.

2. Srbi u Hrvatskoj, ali i Hrvati u Srbiji
imaju nizu razinu zavrsene skole u od-
nosu na ukupno i vecéinsko stanovnistvo
Hrvatske, odnosno ukupno i vecinsko
stanovnistvo Srbije.

3. Hrvati u Srbiji i Srbi u Hrvatskoj
imaju relativno ujednaceni sastav sta-
novnistva prema skolskoj spremi. Ipak,
ako u razmatranje uzmemo samo rezul-
tate popisa 2021. u Hrvatskoj i 2022. u
Srbiji, uo¢avamo da hrvatska manjinska
zajednica u odnosu na srpsku manjin-
sku zajednicu ima manji relativan udio
stanovnistva bez Skole (0,68% naspram
1,59%), vedi relativan udio stanovnistva
s nezavrsenim osnovnom Skolom (6,01%
naspram 4,12%), manji relativan udio
stanovnistva s primarnim obrazovanjem

(19,73% naspram 21,44%), vedi relativan
udio stanovnistva s sekundarnim obra-
zovanjem (54,49% naspram 53,83%) te
nesto vedi, zapravo, ujednaceni relativan
udio stanovnistva s tercijarnim obrazova-
njem (19,08% naspram 19,02%).

4. Za potrebe komparativne ana-
lize, na temelju podataka iz tablica 7
i 8 izraCunat je indeks obrazovanosti
prema modelu Ive Nejasmica (2005:
204)"¢ koji pokazuje poboljsanje stupnja
obrazovanosti prema svim promatranim
kategorijama. Ipak, uocavaju se i razlike:
(3) prema izrac¢unu je vidljivo da ukupno
stanovnistvo Hrvatske (30,1, 90,6, 450,0)
ima visi indeks obrazovanosti u odnosu
na ukupno stanovnistvo Srbije (20,7,
58,1, 189,7); (b) Hrvati u Hrvatskoj (31,1,
97,3, 498,1) imaju visi indeks obrazova-
nosti u odnosu na Srbe u Srbiji (22,7,
67,0, 229,3); (c) Srbi u Hrvatskoj 2001. i
2011.(16,3, 40,2) imaju nizi indeks obra-
zovanosti u odnosu na Hrvate u Srbiji

s Prema metodologiji I. Nejasmica (2005), indeks
obrazovanosti se racuna kao omjer relativhog
udjela stanovnistva sa sekundarnom i tercijarnom
razinom obrazovanja u odnosu na stanovnistvo s
nezavrsenim primarnim obrazovanjem (kategorije

"o

"bez Skole” i “nezavrsena osnovna skola").
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Tablica 8 Srbi, Hrvati i ukupno stanovnistvo Srbije (15+) prema najvisoj razini skolske spreme

2002.-2022. (%)

Etnicka Godina Bez

Nezavrsena

Primarno

Sekundarno

Tercijarno

kategorija popisa Skole osnovnaskola obrazovanje obrazovanje obrazovanje A CRELS)
2002. 5,42 15,67 23,06 42,23 11,34 2,29
Srbi 2011. 2,41 10,37 19,65 50,39 16,98 0,19
2022. 0,70 4,89 16,41 54,44 23,54 0,04
2002. 3,51 18,67 24,48 41,31 11,17 0,85
Hrvati 2011. 1,73 12,76 21,82 48,85 14,67 0,16
2022. 0,68 6,01 19,73 54,49 19,08 0,03
2002. 5,66 16,18 23,88 41,07 11,03 2,18
3[('32)3“0 2011, 2,67 11,00 20,76 48,93 16,24 0,40
2022. 1,01 5,27 17,80 53,08 22,44 0,40

Izvor: Ministarstvo za ljudska i manjinska prava Srbije i Crne Gore 2004; Republicki zavod za statistiku Republike

Srbije 2013, 2023b.

2002.i2011. (20,8, 49,5), ali visi (179,3)
prema rezultatima posljednjeg popisa
u odnosu na hrvatsku manjinsku zajed-
nicu u Srbiji (155,4). 1z ovih je podataka
razvidno da i Hrvati u Hrvatskoj i Srbi u
Srbiji imaju visi indeks obrazovanosti u
odnosu na ukupnu populaciju u tim dr-
Zavama, ali zbog visokog stupnja etnicke
homogenosti u tim zemljama razlike nisu
toliko izrazene.

4 RASPRAVA | ZAKLJUCAK

Polazedi od tvrdnje izre¢ene u uvodu
ovoga rada da je demografska odrzi-
vost snazna pretpostavka unaprjedenja
drustvenog, ekonomskog, kulturnog
i politickog polozaja srpske manjinske
zajednice u suvremenom hrvatskom,
odnosno hrvatske manjinske zajednice
u suvremenom srbijanskom drustvu,
ujedno i vazna odrednica ocuvanja nji-
hova kulturnog i socijalnog identiteta,
prezentirani su podatci ukazali na dina-
micke i strukturne demografske izazove
odrzivosti Hrvata u Srbiji i Srba u Hrvat-
skoj. Demografska dinamika iskazana

https://doi.org/10.59954/stnv.624

kroz ukupno kretanje stanovnistva ciji je
osnovni statisticki izraz promjena broja
stanovnika u medupopisnom razdoblju,
u promatranom vremenskom razdoblju
(od 2001. do 2021. u Hrvatskoj, odno-
sno od 2002. do 2022. u Srbiji) jasno
ukazuje na ukupnu depopulaciju Hrvata
u Srbiji i Srba u Hrvatskoj (tablice 1 2),
aliina depopulaciju ukupnogiveéinskog
(hrvatskog) stanovnistva u Hrvatskoj,
odnosno ukupnog i veéinskog (srpskog)
stanovnistva u Srbiji (tablice 3i 4). Ta je
okolnost, ponajprije, determinirana
aktualnim demografskim trendovima
u prirodnom i mehanickom kretanju
stanovnistva, kao i procesima asimilacije
pripadnika manjinskih zajednica Sto je
odraza imalo na promjene u nacinu po-
pisnoga (ne)izjasnjavanja. Hrvati u Srbiji i
Srbi u Hrvatskoj daleko su od osiguranja
barem jednostavne opce reprodukcije
i obnavljanja u istom broju, a aktualni
trendovi i strukturni odnosi (narocito s
obzirom na dobni i spolni sastav) indici-
raju nastavak brojc¢anog regresa i pada
njihova relativhog znacenja u ukupnom
stanovnistvu obje drzave.



Demoreprodukcija kao bitan element
ukupnog kretanja stanovnistva pod
snaznim je pritiskom neuravnoteze-
nog dobnog i spolnog sastava. Naime,
izrazita prevlast starog (65+) u odnosu
na mlado stanovnistvo (0-14) ne jamci
osiguranje dovoljno vlastitih potencijala
za demografsku revitalizaciju, Stovise,
obje manjinske zajednice u dubokoj su
demografskoj krizi iz koje se ne moze
izaci bez krupnih, pairadikalnih drzavnih
intervencija s razine pronatalitetne, imi-
gracijske, obiteljske, porezne, stambene,
ekonomske i obrazovne politike.

Uvidom u prezentirane rezultate
dolazi se do zakljuc¢ka da su Srbi u Hr-
vatskoj demografski starije stanovnis-
tvo od Hrvata u Srbiji, premda su obje
populacije snazno zahvaéene procesom
demografskog starenja i da ih karakte-
rizira vrlo visoki stupanj demografske
ostarjelosti s jedne strane, dok je sdruge
strane primjetna signifikantna razlika
u spolnom sastavu na nacin da Srbi u
Hrvatskoj imaju relativno uravnotezen,

ZAHVALNICA
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a Hrvati u Srbiji izrazito neuravnotezen
spolni sastav stanovnistva. To znaci da
je prva hipoteza tek dijelom potvrdena.

Premda se u posljednja dva medu-
popisna razdoblja primjecuje pobolj-
$anje obrazovne strukture svih kate-
gorija analiziranih u ovom radu ipak
se ne moze ne zamijetiti da Hrvati u
Srbiji i Srbi u Hrvatskoj imaju zamjetno
nizi relativan udio visoko obrazovnog
stanovnistva, kao i signifikantnu nizu
vrijednost indeksa obrazovanosti te da
navedene okolnosti predstavljaju bitan
ogranicavajudi ¢imbenik unaprjedenja
njihova politickog (manjinskog) statusa,
drustvene uloge te polozaja na trzistu
rada u Srbiji, odnosno u Hrvatskoj. Osim
toga, jaci intenzitet ukupne depopulaci-
je kao i bitno nepovoljnija obiljezja dob-
no-spolnog sastava hrvatske i srpske
manjinske zajednice spram ukupnog
i vecinskog stanovnistva u Hrvatskoj i
Srbiji sugeriraju zakljucak da su druga,
treca i Cetvrta hipoteza rada u cijelosti
potvrdene.

Ovo istrazZivanje provedeno je u sklopu projekta ,Dinamika i izazovi migracife, remigracije i imigracije
u Republici Hrvatskoj“ koji financira Europska unija — NextGeneration EU (01/08-73/23-2519-18).
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Konferencija je odrzana u Velikoj sali
Instituta drustvenih nauka (IDN) u Beo-
gradu, u organizaciji Drustva demografa
Srbije (DDS), Centra za demografska
istrazivanja Instituta drustvenih nauka
(CDI' IDN) i Geografskog fakulteta Uni-
verziteta u Beogradu (UB-GF). Ovo je
tre¢a po redu konferencija ovog tipa.
Prva je odrzana 2016. godine, takode
u IDN-u, sa idejom da se demografi sa
prostora nekadasnje zajednicke drzave
okupljaju na svake cetiri godine. Zbog
vanredne situacije izazvane pandemi-
jom virusa COVID-19, druga po redu
konferencija odrzana je 2021. godine u
onlajn formatu — preko Zoom platforme
i bila je posvecéena upravo izazovima i
posledicama pandemije.

Ovogodisnja konferencija bavila se
slicnostima i razlikama, kao i perspekti-
vama razvoja stanovnistva u zemljama
nastalim na prostoru bivse Jugoslavije.
Skup su otvorili predstavnici organiza-
tora: dr Goran Basi¢, naucni savetnik i

direktor IDN, dr Mirjana Bobi¢, redovna
profesorka Filozofskog fakulteta Univer-
ziteta u Beogradu (UB-FF) i predsednica
DDS, dr Vladimir Nikitovi¢, naucni sa-
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Santi¢, redovna profesorka i prodekan
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U svojim obracdanjima, uvodnicari su is-
takli znacaj skupa i demografskih tema
kako za naucnike i istrazivace, tako i za
kreatore politika i sve zainteresovane
strane. Na konferenciji je predstavljeno
50 radova. Preko 60 autora iz svih bivsih
republika Jugoslavije uzelo je ucescée na
ovogodisnjem skupu. Rad konferencije je
organizovan u dva dana kroz Sest sesija
— po tri sesije svakog dana.
Moderatorke prve sesije, pod nazi-
vom Demografski procesi u bivsem jugoslo-
venskom regionu, bile su prof. dr Mirjana
Bobi¢, redovna profesorka UB-FF i dr
Mirjana Rasevi¢, naucna savetnica CDI
IDN u penziji. U ovoj sesiji, diskutovana
su istrazivanja koja se bave aktuelnim
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demografskim procesima u danasnjim
postjugoslovenskim drzavama. Cilj je
bio da se pokaze u kojoj meri su sli¢ni
odnosno razli¢iti demografski izazovi
u pojedinim drzavama. Takode, detek-
tovani su zajednicki problemi u vezi sa
kvalitetom podataka. Posebnu paznju
privuklo je predstavljanje pilot istrazi-
vanja bududée prve evropske kohortne
studije o dobrobiti dece i mladih ljudi,
koja se sprovodi u pet drzava, od kojih
su dve — Slovenija i Hrvatska.

Druga sesija bavila se populacionom
dinamikom i faktorima koji uti¢u na nju.
Moderatori sesije bili su dr Vera Gligori-
jevi¢, redovna profesorka i Sef katedre za
demografiju UB-GF i dr Ivan Marinkovic,
visi naucni saradnik CDI DIN. Cetiri rada
razmatrala su pitanja mortaliteta, a tri
fertiliteta stanovnistva, dok su dva u
fokusu imala medunarodnu mobilnost
studenata. Jedan od radova je prvi put
kod nas obradivao temu rodnih razlika u
fertilitetu stanovnistva Srbije, s obzirom
dasu u popisu 2022. godine pitanja o fer-
tilitetu prvi put postavljena muskarcima.
U ovoj sesiji predstavljeni su i rezultati
odnosno dosadasnji progres na dva teku-
¢a projekta finansirana od strane Fonda
za nauku Republike Srbije.

U tredoj sesiji, posveéenoj etnickoj
strukturi, koju su moderirali dr Vladimir
Nikitovi¢, naucni savetnik CDI IDN i dr
Aleksandar Knezevi¢, redovni profesor
UB-GF, najvise diskusije se povelo oko
kvaliteta podataka koji se prikupljaju
tokom popisa stanovnistva, a ticu se
nacionalne pripadnosti. Istaknute su
velike oscilacije u brojnostiizastupljeno-
sti odredenih nacionalnih manjina kroz
popise, Sto u mnogome otezava analizu
i poredenje podataka.

Cetvrta sesija je tematski pokrila
starenje stanovnistva i neke aspekte
starosnih i ekonomskih karakteristika
domacdinstava. Sesiju su moderirale dr

https://doi.org/10.59954/stnv.614

Mirjana Devedzi¢, redovna profesorka
UB-GFidr Vesna Luki¢, nauc¢na savetnica
CDI IDN. Tokom diskusije bilo je reci o
znacaju pravilne upotrebe termina kada
govorimo o starenju i starijima. Zakljucak
je da je proces demografskog starenja
odmakao u svim populacijama posma-
tranih zemalja i da ¢e narusena starosna
struktura predstavljati veliki demografski
izazov u buduénosti.

Peta sesija bavila se novim metodolo-
skim pristupima u demografskim istrazi-
vanjima. Moderatori sesije bili su dr Mar-
ko Galjak, nau¢ni saradnik CDI IDN i dr
Jelena Stojilkovi¢ Gnjatovi¢, docentkinja
UB-GF. Ucesnici su ukazali na poteskoée
pri poredenju popisnih podataka zbog
promena u metodologiji prikupljanja po-
dataka, kao i na nedostupnost podataka
o spoljnim migracijama stanovnistva.

Moderatori Seste sesije, pod nazivom
Regionalni pristup i studije slucaja, bili su
dr Petar Vasi¢, vanredni profesor UB-GF
idrVera Gligorijevi¢, redovna profesorka
UB-GF. Najvedi deo izlagaca cinili su mladi
istrazivaci — studenti doktorskih studija,
predstavivsi rezultate svojih istrazivanja
koja ¢ine segment njihovih bududih
doktorskih disertacija. Istrazivaci su po-
drobnije istrazili manje teritorijalne celi-
ne u okviru zemalja porekla i predstavili
demografske izazove na lokalnom nivou.
Prikazali su kako se prirodne nepogode i
ljudske aktivnosti odrazavaju na stanov-
nistvo i njihova naselja koristedi primere
iz Hrvatske i Srbije.

Odreden broj odabranih radova sa
konferencije, nakon redovnog procesa
recenziranja, bi¢e objavljen u jedina dva
demografska nauc¢na casopisa Ciji izdava-
¢i imaju sediste u Srbiji — u specijalnom
broju Stanovnistva, uizdanju CDIIDN, i u
Demografiji, u izdanju UB-GF.

UcesSce na konferenciji bilo je bez
kotizacije, Sto je dodatno omogucilo
prisustvo mladih istrazivaca, studenata



doktorskih studija sa univerziteta iz Srbi-
jeizemalja okruzenja, koji su imali prilike
da izlazu rezultate svojih istrazivanja i
UpozNnaju se sa istrazivacima iz oblasti
diskutujudi o aktuelnim i buducéim demo-
grafskim pojavama i procesima. Na kraju,
treba napomenuti da je konferencija bila
izuzetno poseéena i da je u potpunosti
opravdala sva ocekivanja, kako ucesnika
tako i organizatora.
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