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YNOPEQHA AHAJIN3A OCHOBHWX ATPEFATHUX MOKA3SATE/LA EMOTPA®CKOrN
KPETAHbA ONIUTKUHA [IYHABCKO-MOPABCKOI KOPUAOPA

COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF BASIC AGGREGATE INDICATORS OF DANUBE-MORAVA
CORRIDOR MUNICIPALITIES’ DEMOGRAPHIC CHANGE

Y pady cy aHanusupaHu OCHOGHU ro-
Kasamesrsu OamoepaghcKoe Kpemarba OfF-
wmuHa [yHaetko-mopasckoe Kopudopa Ha
OCHO8Y KOHauHUX pesynmama rnofuca cma-
HosHuWwMmea cnpogedeHux od 1948. do
2002. 20dune. KapaxmepucmuuHo je da ce
Kopudopcku deo y ceakxoj 0d mpu usdeojeHe
genuKke MaxpoyenuHe paanukyje o0 eaHKo-
pudopckoa dena u y Kpematby yKynHoe 6po-
ja cmaHo8HUKa u Y eycmuHU HacerbeHocmu.
Buwe epedHocmu koje Kopudop nokasyje
MOKOM HYumaeoe nocMampaHoe nepuoda 00
nona eexa yxasyjy Ha oeaj npocmop Kao ro-
meHuujanHy anaseHy OCOSUHy pa3soja uene
Peny6nuxe. Mehymum, Mopa ce 3anasumu
jasrbarse ducnponopuyuje y paamewmajy
cmanoeHuwmaea, 6ydyhu da je Hajsefu deo
nonynayuje foyupaH Ha MPONoPYLOHaHo
eeoma marnoj noepuiuHu bGeozpadckux or-
wmura.

Yeopn

AHanv3npaHu Cy OCHOBHW NOKasaTerbu ae-
MOrpadCkor KpeTaka OofnwTvHa [lyHaBoko-
MOpaBCKOr KOPUAOPA HA OCHOBY KOHAYHMX
pesynTara nonnca CTaHOBHMWITBA Cnposene-
HWX of 1948. po 2002. roanHe. O6yxeaheHo
je 57 onwtuHa u3 BojsoauHe U LeHTpanHe
Cpbuje koje ynase y cacras Kopwaopa. Kao
vHAMKATOPY aAeMorpadCKor passoja ynope-
PuBaHK Cy ykynaH 6poj CTaHoBHWKa (anco-
nyTHn 6pojesn, uHaeKa), aomahmHcTea (an-

in this paper basic indicators of
demographic change of Danube-Morava
Corridor municipalities were analyzed on the
basis of definite results of censuses 1948-
2002. Almost half of population of Vojvodina
and Central Serbia live in Danube-Morava
Corridor municipalities. it is characteristic
that these municipalities in all of three big
macro-regions differ from the Non-Coridor
municipalities by both total population
change and population density. Higher val-
ues of these indicators in Corridor munici-
palities throughout region in observed half-
century period point out to this territory as
potentially main axis of Republic's develop-
ment. However, disproportion in Corridor
population’s distribution must be noticed,
because the largest part of population is lo-
cated on proportionally very small area of
Belgrade municipalities.

INTRODUCTION

Basic indicators of demographic change of
Danube-Morava Corridor municipalities were
analyzed on the basis of definite results of
censuses 1948-2002. There are in total 57
municipalities that present Corridor along the
territory of Vojvodina and Central Serbia.
Indicators of demographic change that were
used for purpose of comparative analysis
are: total number of inhabitants (absolute,
indexes), total number of households
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CONyTHN 6pOjeBN, MHAEKCK, MPOCEYHa BENN-
YMHA) U MYCTMHA HACELEHOCTU.

MpocTopHu napas Kopuaopa

Kopuaop obyxeara 57 onwTuHa y BojsoanHu
v UeHTtpanHoj Cpbuju. Ycnea pervoHanHo
pPa3MuUMTUX OCoBMHA aemorpadckor paseo-
ja, y 0OBOj aHanu3n pa3MKoBaHe Cy TpW Be-
nvke, aemorpadckn npopunmcaHe, LenuHe:
ABe ¢y MakpouenuHe Penybnuke (BojsoavHa
n LentpanHa Cpbuja 6e3 Mpapa beorpaaa),
a Tpeha je, He caMo pemorpadam cneum-
duyHa, T3B. ypbaHa arnomepauvja paaa
beorpaga. 360r K3y3eTHO 3HadajHUX perno-
HanHWx cneumduuHocTy, y cneaehvM dasa-
Ma aHanu3e Buhe, CBakako, HEeONXO4HO Bp-
WnTK KoMNapauujy ¥ Marmx NPOCTOPHUX je-
AVHMUA.

Ha rpadwky 1. npukasaH je pervo-
HarHW pacnopes CTaHOBHMWTBA y Kopuao-
py, @ Ha rpadwky 2. 3aCTyn/beHOCT CTaHoB-
HUWTBa BojsoauHe u LeHtpanHe Cpbuje y
KOPUAOPCKUM OAHOCHO BaHKOPUAOPCKMM Oft-
WTUHaMa.

Graph 1. Regional Distribution of Corridor
Municipalities

[ Vojvodina
M Belgrade City
[ Central Serbia

V. Nikitovic, V. Lukic

(absolute,
density.

indexes, average), population

Spatial Composition of Corridor

Within territory of Vojvodina and Central
Serbia there are 57 municipalities that
spatially present Serbian part of Corridor X.
Due to regionally different features of
demographic change, this analysis distin-
guishes three large, demographically highly
differentiated macro-regions: two of them
are macro-regions of the Republic
(Vojvodina and Central Serbia without
Belgrade City), while the third is, not only
demographically spedfic, so-called urban
agglomeration of Belgrade City. Due to very
important regional specificities, surely it will
be necessary to make comparison among
smaller spatial units throughout following
phases of analysis.

Regional distribution of population in
Corridor is shown in graph 1, while graph 2
shows presence of three maao-regions’
population in both Corridor and Non-corridor
municipalities of Serbia.

Graph 2. Population of Corridorand Non-Corridor
Municipalities

51%

[ Corridor municipalities of Vojvodina
@ Comidor municipalities of Belgrade Cily
0 Corridor municipalities of Cenlral Serbia

0 Non-Corridor municipalilies of Vojvodina
and Cenlral Serbia

Collection of Papers N° 52 (2003) pp 3549



Aemorpagpere npoMere y [lyHaBCKo-MOPaBCKOM KOPHAOPY

B7

Y onwTtmnHaMa Kopuaopa XyBeu rotoso fono-
BWHA CTaHOBHUWTBA BojsoauHe w LieHTpan-
He Cpbuje, anv Hajseh AONPUHOC TOM 6po-
jy Aaje npocTopHO HajMarba uemHa papa
Beorpasga uje ce caMo Tpu Npurpaacke on-
wTvHe (Bapajeso, O6peHoBau, Jflazapesay)
He Hana3se y cacrasy Kopugopa.

OpakaB pa3sMeLTaj CTaHOBHUWTBA Aa-
je 1 pasnuuuTy ryCTuHy HacesbeHOCTU Y Mno-
jeavHuM aenoeuMa Kopuaopa wto je npuka-
38HO Ha rpadmky 3.

Almost half of population of Vojvodina and
Central Serbia live in Corridor municipalities.
But, spatially the smallest among three
macro-region, Belgrade City, whose only
three non-urban municipalities (Barajevo,
Obrenovac, Lazarevac) are not the part of
Corridor, give the biggest contribution to the
number of Corridor population.

Such  distribution of  Corridor's
population reflects to different levels of
population density in different parts of
Corridor as shown in graph 3.

Graph 3. Potulation Density of Vojvodina and Central Serbia According to 2002 Census (pers./km?)
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Mpema nopauumMa n3 2002. NpoceyHa ryctu-
Ha HacerbeHOCTU CTaHOBHULWLTBA, Y Bojeoau-
Hu1 1 UenTtpanHoj Cpbuju, 36MpHO nocMaTpa-
HO, U3HOCM 96.8 cT/km?, y BojeoanHm 94.5
cr/km?, UentpanHoj Cpowiv 6es Beorpana
73.8 cr/km?, a y papy Beorpany 488.9
c1/km?. YoursvBo je Aa y cBakoj MakpoLienu-
HW KOPMAOPCKE ONWTMHE MOKasyjy ryCTuHy
HaCe/beHOCTM M3HaR NPOCeKa YaK 1 kaaa ce
3aHemMapu usy3etad ytuuaj 13 6eorpaackux
onwrtuHa. Pa3snuka je wv3pasutuja kapga ce
nopeae BpenHOCTU 3@ KOPUAOPCKE M BAHKO-

C.of Belgrade C.Serbia

1 Non-Corridor municipalitics

According to 2002 census, average popula-
tion density is 96.8 person/km? in Vojvodina
and Central Serbia aggregated, 94.5 p/km?
in Vojvodina, 73.8 p/km? in Central Serbia
without Belgrade City and 488.9 p/km? in
Belgrade City. It is obvious that population
density of Corridor municipalities is higher
than average population density of any
macro-regions even with neglected extreme
influence of 13 Belgrade Corridor municipali-
ties. The difference is more emphasized
when we compare Corridor municipalities to

Demographic Change of Danube-Morava Corridor
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pUaoOpCKE OnwTWHe WTO M3HOK 176.8
cT/km? npema 67.4 CT/km?;, PErMOHaNHo rne-
aaHo y BojsoavHM je Taj oproc 131.7 cr/km?
npema 74.8 cr/km?, y UentpanHoj Cpbujn
tes Beorpaga 114.4 cr/km? npema 58.3
ct/km?, a y Ipagy Beorpagy 641.4 crt/km?
npema 153.1 cr/km?.

KpeTtame 6poja ctaHOBHMKaA Y nepuofy
1948-2002. roguHe

Ha HapegHuM rpaduuuma aHanusupaHo je
KpeTare CTaHOBHULLITBA HA OCHOBY pe3lynra-
Ta nocnearux CcefaM nofuca CTaHOBHU-
wTea.
Ipadvum 4. v 5. npukasyjy kpeTare
YKynHor 6poja CTaHOBHMKA W3PAXEHOo y an-
conyTHUM 6pojesuMa, ynopeRyjyfin “rHujy
KpeTara" KOPMAOPCKMX ONWTMHA Ca "NUHK-
jaMa KpeTara" OnwTUHa TPU BESIMKE AeMo-
rpadcke uenvHe Penybnuke, OAHOCHO yno-
pefyjyfm passojHe TeHpeHumje aenosa Ko-
pvaopa mehycobHo.
C ob63upom aa je y BojsoauHn u LleHTpanHoj
Cpbuju HeTo CTona penpogykumje mcnoa 1
jow og 1955, Tj. ABe Aeuenuje npe sehuHe
UHAYCTPWjanu3oBaHux 3emarba, a aa je no-
pacT CMPTHOCTU pervcTposaH jow og 1970.
rogvHe, "nonvcHe NuMHuje kpeTara" CTaHoB-
HWULITBA, Kao arperaTtHyM MokalaTerb AeMo-
rpadcke cuTyauurje, Bpno jacHo oapaxasajy
oBe TpeHaose Ha rpaduky 4.

V. Nikltovié, V. Lukic

Non-Corridor ones, in numbers 176.8 p/km?
to 67.4 pflan® regionally examined such
relation in Vojnodina is 131.7 p/km? to 74.8
p/km?, 114.4 pfkm? to 58.3 p/km? in Central
Serbla without Belgrade City, and 641.4
p/km? to 153.1 p/km? in Belgrade City.

Total Population’s Dynamics in Period
1948-2002

Following graphs show analyzed population
dynamics based on last seven censuses.
Graphs 4 and 5 present total popula-
tion’s dynamics in absolute numbers, so we
can compare “census dynamics line” of
Corridor municipalities to “census dynamic
line” of municipalities of three great demo-
graphic macro-regions of the Republic, as
well as total population change trends
among three macro-regions.
Regarding the Fact that net reproduction rate
has fallen below 1 as of 1955 in Vojvodina
and Central Serbia, i.e. two decades prior to
most of industrialized countries, and know-
ing that mortality increase has been regis-
tered in 1970, “census dynamics line”, as
aggregate indicator of demographic situa-
tion, very clearly reflects those population
trends in graph 4.

Collection of Papers N° 52 (2003) pp 35-49
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Graph 4. Total Population Dynamic
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Mpumehyje ce aa je TpeHa KpeTara
CTaGHOBHMWTBA KOPMAOPCKUX OnwTMHA Haj-
CNMYHUjM OBpacly KpeTara onwTvHa Mpasa
beorpaaa, WwT0 ce pga 06jacCHATU U3Y3ETHUM
nopacroMm yyewha y KOpuaopcKoj nonynaum-
ju Hajeehe arnoMepauvje y 3embu. 3anpa-
BO, yuewhe ONWTWHA rNaBHOr rpaga nopa-
Cno je 3a 4 peuenuje ca 24.5% Ha 38.5%, a
yaeo onwtuHa U3 octatka LentpanHe Cpbu-
jé y ncrom nepuony onao je ca 46.9% Ha
35.4%. Moxe ce fgorHeKne KOHCTaTosaTu Aa
Cy OBe ABE MaKpOUE/MHE 3aMeHWne ynore
Ha npoctopy Kopuaopa.

PervoHanHa koMnapauvja Tpesaosa

" KpeTarba 6poja CraHoBHUKA ONWTUHA 13 Ko-
praopa y ogHOCY Ha MakpouenvHe y Kojuma
Ce Hanasle HaBoOAM HA 3aKIby4daK A3 CY KOpu-
AOpPCKEe ONWTUHE Té Koje Cy Buille yTuuane
Ha nopacT 6poja CTaHOBHWKA Y CBOjUM Ma-
KpouenvHama.

To ce pa jacHuje supet Ha cnepe-
M rpacduumma rae Cy nNpeacTaBrbeHU WH-
JEeKCY NpoMeHe yKynHor 6poja CraHoBHUKA.

Graph 5. 7otal Population Dynamic of Corridor
1600000
1400000
1200000
1000000

800000
600000
400000
200000

0 . I P L L —_—

1948 1853 1961 1971 1981 1991 2002

-3~ Vojvodina
—a— Belgrade City
=== Central Serbia

It is noticed that population change
trend in Corridor municipalities is the most
similar to population change of Belgrade
City’s pattern. It can be explained by ex-
treme increase of Belgrade City's share in
Corridor popuiation. In fact, population share
of Belgrade City's municipalities has in-
creased in four decades from 24.5% to
38.5%, while share of the rest of Central
Serbia’s population has decreased from
46.9% to 35.4%. In some way, we can con-
dude that these two macro-regions have
switched their roles in Corridor.

Regional comparison of total popula-
tion change trends of Corridor municipalities
in relation to total population trends of be-
longing macro-regions impiies that Corridor
municipalities had more influence on popu-
lation increase of belonging macro-regions
than Non-Corridor ones.

This observation can be dearly seen
in following graphs of total population
change’s indexes.
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Graph 6. Total Population Change Indexes of
Central Serbia and Vojvodina
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Graph 8. Total Population Change Indexes of
Central Serbia without Belgrade City

140,0
1200
1000 Ho
80,0
800 1
400 |
200

53/48 61/53 71/61 81/71 91/81 02/91

— Corridor municipalities
= Non-Corridor municipalities
—e— All municipalities

Mopact 6poja CTaHOBHWKA, FOTOBO Y CBWM
nocMaTtpaHuM nepvoauMa, 61mo je ulpasvtu-
ju y KOpMAOPCKUM OnWTMHaMa y nopehersy
KaKO Ca NpOCEKOM 3a CBe OMLUTUHE Tako M ca
BAHKOPUAOPCKMM ONWTUHaMa. Pasnvka ws-
mMehy KOpWUAOPCKUX U BaHKOPUAOPCKUX Of-
WTMHA je NocebHO u3paxeHa y BojsoauHn u
I'pany beorpaay wWTo ce Bpo ybeameo oa-
pazuno y 36upHuM nopaumma 3a Kopuaop.
UnrbeHuia je Aa ce Te pasnuke cee Buwe
CMambyjy, WTO NoKasyjy ¥ Komnapauvje nsa
nocneawa nornmca. Ho, ako ce carnega um-
TaB OBaj nepuwoa jaBrbajy ce Apa nosHaTa
y3poka. Haume, Hajeehe pasnuke uamehy
nHaekca une ¢y y nepmogumMa Hajseher no-

V. Nikitovic, V. Luki¢

Graph 7. Total Population Change Indexes of
Vojvodina
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Graph 9. Total Population Change Indexes of
Belgrade City
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During almost all observed periods, increase
of total population was more evident in Cor-
ridor municipalities comparing to average of
all municipalities as well as to Non-corridor
municipalities. Difference between Corridor
and Non-corridor municipalities is specially
emphasized in Vojvodina and Belgrade City,
which made very strong impact on aggre-
gate indicators of Corridor. The fact is that
differences are getting smaller as the time
passes by, which is best shown by compari-
son of two last censuses. But if the whole
period is taken into consideration, two well-
known causes of difference emerge. Namely,
the largest differences between indexes

Collection of Papers N° 52 (2003) pp 3549
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pacTra CTaHOBHMLITBA KOjM Ce C Apyre CTpaHe
noksana Ca HajMacoBHWjUM npecen-asarbeM
n3 cena y rpapose. ONWTUHE NCXOAUWHUX
rpagosa ce, nocebHo y BojsoauHu w Mpagy
beorpagy, yrnaBHOM Hanase y Kopuaopy.

were recorded during periods of greatest
population increase, which are also periods
of the greatest migration from rural to urban
regions. The point is that urban municipali-
ties are mostly settled along the Corridor in
Vojvodina and Belgrade City spedially.

Graph 10. Total Population Change 2002/1948.(index 1948.=100)
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lpoMeHa npoceyHe BeJIMuUMHE joMa-
AuHCTBa

Kperarse 6poja pgomahuHCTasa uMano je
CJMYHy MyTaky Kao kpeTare yKynHor 6poja
CTaHoBHMKA. TO Ce Hajborbe yoqasa axko ce
ynopege rpabuyki NpyKasn 0BMX KpeTama
y nepuoay 1948-2002. roauna.

Change of Average Household Size

Change in number of households was pretty
much like total population change. The best
way to see it is to compare graphs of these
changes during period 1948-2002.

Graph 11. Households Change 2002/1948. (index 1948.=100)
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MefjyTuM, ako ce oBM CyMapHu 6poje-
BU NpeBefly Y KOHKPETHUje Nnoka3arere Kao
WTO je npoceyHa BenuuyuHa A[oMaluHCTBA
nobuja ce cneaeha cuTyauuja.

But if we translate these aggregate
numbers into more concrete indicators such
as average household size, we will have fol-
lowing situation.

Graph 12. Household Change (average size) of

Graph 13. Household Change (average size) of
Central Serbia and Vojvodina

Vojvodina
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Graph 14. Household Change (average size)

Graph 15. Household Change (average size) of
Belgrade City

C.Serbia without Belgrade City
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HUako je TpeHa kpeTarba 6poja CTa-
HOBHWKA MMac CINYHY MyTakby Kao Kpevarbe
6poja pomahuHCTasa, oBaj Apyru npouec je
610 HeWTO MHTEH3UBHUjM Na je HWXxoBa pe-
3yNTaHTa KOHCTaHTaH najg npoceqHe Benu-
unHe aoMaluHCTBaA. [pyrvM peunma, eBehn
nopacr 6poja pomahuHCTasa of nopacta
6poja CTaHoBHWKA Y NOCMATPaHVIM NEPUOAN-
Ma yKaldyje Ha AyroTpajaH npouec ycuTH-a-
Barba AoMaNMHCTBA KpaKTepucTUyaH 3a cse
pervje Peny6nuke Cp6uje na crora u 3a Ko-
pvaop, WTO ce jacHO yodasa Ha npunoxe-
HUM rpagnLmMMa.

Heu.:fgnuapa)erMja pasnuka y npo-
CeYHO] BeNUIMHN AOMANMHCTBa U3MERyY BaH-
KOPUAOPCKMUX U KOPUACPCKUX ONWTWHA Y
T'pagy beorpagy, HapO4UTO Ha OCHOBY NPBUX
fioCnepaTHMx nonuca, Moxe ce oGjacHuTu
UAHEHULOM Aa CY Y MUTakby Tpn npurpag-
cke 6eorpaacke OnWITMHE Koje y oaHOCY Ha
AOMUHAHTHO rPaacKy nonynauujy npeocrane
BefuHe MMajy TPagMUMOHANHO PasnnuuT Mo-
Aen opraHusauvje M BennuuHe AoMaluH-
cr8a. Ho, Komnapauuje HOBKjUX Nonuca yka-
3yjy Ha NocTeneHo NpUbnMMaBare OBUX MO~
nena. '

CrapocHa CTpYKTYypa CTaHOBHWILTBA
Kopuaopa

Ha ocHoBy nonucHWX nogaraka u3 2002, ro-
ovHe Moryhe je npeactaBuTM  CTapoCHy
CTPYKTYpY CTaHOBHWMLITBA ONwTWHa Kopuao-
pa v ynopeaut je ca oaroeapajyfimm noka-
3aTe/bMMa NpeocTanmx onlumuHa y Bojsoaun-
HY u LUeHTpandoj Cpbujn.

Even though trend of population
change was similar to household change
tendency, the other process was more inten-
sive, As the result, constant decrease of av-
erage household size has been recorded. In
other words, faster growth of households’
total number than total population increase
throughout observed periods points out to
the long-asting process of household’s
chopping up, characteristic to all regions of
Serbia and hence to Corridor, too. Enclosed
graphs clearly show that.

More expressed difference in average
household size between Non-corridor and
Corridor municipalities, specially based on
first post-war censuses, can be explained by
the influence of three Belgrade suburb
municipalities. In fact, these three munici-
palities have traditionally different models of
household organization and size in relation
to the rest, i.e. bigger part of dominantly
urban population. But comparisons of recent
censuses point out to gradual approaching of
two models.

Age-sex Composition of Corridor
Population

Based of 2002 census, it is possible to
present age and sex composition of Corridor
municipalities’ population and compare it to
relevant indexes of the remaining mu-
nicipalities in Vojvodina and Central Serbia.
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Graph 16. Population Pyramid of Central Serbia and Vojvodina According to the Census 2002
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Byayhwm pa cy BojsoanHa n UeHTpan-
Ha Cpbuja, npeMa TyMaueky Teopuje aemMo-
rpadcke TpaH3uuunie, y 3aBpliHOj TpaH3uum-
OHOj ¢asn jow og 1961. roavHe, U aa je 3a
HUX KapakTepucTvyaH caspemenn “konanc”
PEnpPOAYKTUBHOM NOHAaLaHA, JaCHO je 3aWTo
nupamuge npunagajy crauyoHapHoM Moaeny
jow op 1961, a perpecvoHoM y cydajy Boj-
BoAuHe og 1981, oarocHo LienTpanHe Cpbu-
je oa 1991. roguHe.

V. Nikitovic, V. Lukic

336 CuC

According to the demographic transi-
tion theory, Central Serbia and Vojvodina
have been experiencing transitional final
phase since 1961, thus contemporary “col-
lapse” of reproductive behavior is one of the
characteristics of these macro-regions. Con-
sequently, population pyramids beiong to
stationary model since 1961, and to regres-
sion model since 1981 and 1991 in Vo-
jvodina and Central Serbia, respectively.
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Crora, kao wTo je yoursMBO Ha rpa-
dvky 16, U KOpPUAOPCKE OMWTHHE, Koje
npeactaenajy 49.5% nonynauuje Bojsoam-
He u UeHtpanHe Cpbuje, He nokasyjy 3Ha-
yajHe passmke. Ako 6ucMo MeRycobHO yrio-
peaywnu Tpy aHanu3npaHe MakpouenHe Ko-
puaopa, Takohe npema gucTpnbyumju cra-
HOBHULITBA NO NONOBMMA WU NETOrOAMLUHMM
CTapoCHWM rpynama, Aowni 6UcMo Ao cnnd-
HOr 3aK/byuka. PenpoayKTMBHWM MOAEN, Kao
W, Y NOCNeaHe Tpu AeLieHnje Bpno 3HadvajaH,
akTop KOHCTaHTHOr nopacra CMPTHOCTYW,
pe3ynTyjy BeoMa noayAapHUM  U3rneaoM
CTapocHUX nupammMaa. To nokasyje v cnepe-
hn rpadmk. \

For this reason, as can be seen in
graph 16, Corridor municipalities, which
represent 49.5% of Vojvodina and Central
Serbia‘’s population, do not show significant
differences, either, If we compared three
analyzed macro-regions of Corridor among
themselves on the basis of the same pattern
of age-sex distribution, we would come to
similar conclusion. Reproductive model is the
key reason of very similar features in popu-
lation pyramids of different macro-regions,
as well as constant mortality increase as
very important factor during last three dec-
ades. This condlusion is confirmed by foi-
lowing graph, too.

Graph 17. Population Pyramid of Corridor According to the Census 2002
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B. Hurnrosufl, B. Slyxuh

HajHoBuju pesynrarn MHAEKCA Nopacra
CTAHOBHMLUTBA

Mpema npsuM pesysratMMa nonuca CTaHoB-
HUWTBa 1 gomahuHCTaBsa y 3emn 2002, ro-
avHe, y UentpanHoj Cpbuju n BojsoanHn je
70 158 craHoBHMKA Marbe Hero 1991. roau-
He', am je y Kopuaopy perucTposaHo noee-
harbe nonynauuvje 3a 55971 craHOBHWKa. Y
camoM Kopuaopy ceera 19 onwtnHa Huje 3a-
6enexuno nNaa CTaHOBHWLLTBA, @ 0f Tor 6po-
ja camo ¢y aee y LieHTpanHoj Cpbuju 6e3 be-
orpaga. Nosehatbe 6poja craHoBHWKa Kopu-
Aopa je objawHuBO jep ¢y y nuTamy ONwTH-
He BojeoauHe U Mpapa beorpapa y koju ce
cMecTro Hajsehu geo nsbernmx nuua.
Pacnopes osor arperatHOr nokasaresba Haj-
6orbe ce Moxe younTtu Ha cneaehoj kapTtu.,

Population Increase / Decrease Index
~ The Latest Results

According to the results of 2002 census in
Central Serbia and Vojvodina together there
are 70158 inhabitants less than in 1991°,
while there are 55971 inhabitants more than
in 1991 in Corridor itself. But in Corridor it-
self, only 19 out of 57 munidpalities, popula-
tion decrease has not been recorded, while
only two of these 19 municipalities are situ-
ated in Central Serbia without Belgrade City.
The only reason why Corridor has positive
index 2002/1991 is settling down of the
largest part of refugees in Corridor munid-
palities of Vojvodina and Belgrade City.

The distribution of this aggregate indicator
can be best seen in following map.

. flopeau ce cTaHoBHWLITBO Y 3eMiuk / Population in the country is compared.

V. Nikitovic, V. Lukic
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Map 1. Population Increase/Decrease of Danube-Morava Corridor 2002-1991.
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Demographic Change of Danube-Morava Cornidor
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SAKIBYHAK

OnwTtnHe [lyHaBCKO-MOPABCKOr  KOPUAOPa
0byxBaTajy rotoso NOMOBUHY CTaHOBHULWITBA
BojsoauHe n LleHTpanHe Cpbuje. KapakTe-
PUCTUYHO je Aa Cce KOPWAOPCKM Aeo y CBaKOj
OA TPW N3ABOjeHE BeNUKE MakpouesiMHe pas-
NVKyje o BaHKOPWUAOPCKOr Aena U y KpeTa-
Hoy YKYNHOr 6poja CTaHOBHWMKE W Y MYCTUHM
HacesbeHOCTU. Bywe BpeaHOCT Kkoje Kopu-
AOp noKasyje TOKOM uMTaBOr MOCMAaTPaHOr
nepvoga o4 nona Bexa ykasyjy Ha oBaj npo-
CTOp Kao noTeHuujanHy rnasHy OCOBUHY
paseoja uene Penybnuke. MpUpoOAHO MOBO-
TbaH reorpadckvu nonoxaj 3HauajHo je oja-
4aH DPenaTUBHO MOBOSBHUM AeMOrpPadCKuM
noTeHumjanom y nopehewy ca ocranum on-
WTuHaMa BojsoauHe n LieHtpanHe Cpbuje.

MehyTumM, MOpa Ce 3ana3vTu jaerba-
HEe Ancnponopumje y pasMellTajy CTaHOBHM-
wTea, 6ynyhn aa je Hajsehu oeo nonynauu-
j& nouvpaH Ha NPONOPUMOHANHO BEOMa Ma-
Naoj NoBpLWMHY Beorpaackux onwTvHa. Ynpa-
BO OBe OnwTwHe (YCNea BeNUKOr MexaHuy-
KO NpUNMBa Jbyan) 3ajeaHo ca BojsohaH-
ckum (3axsarvyjyhu HajseheMm 6pojy nsbe-
rnux nmua 6aw y BOjBONAHCKUM KOpUAOP-
CK1M ONWTHHAaMa y OAHOCY Ha ocTatak Peny-
6nnke) cnpevasajy jaBasvarbe napga 6poja
CTaHoBHWKA Y Kopuaopy.

V. Nikitovic, V. Lukic

CONCLUSION

Almost half of population of Vojvodina and
Central Serbia live in Danube-Morava
Corridor municipalities. It is characteristic
that these municdipalities in all of three big
macro-regions differ from the Non-Corridor
municipalities by both total population
change and population density. Higher
values of these indicators in Corridor
municipalities throughout region in observed
half-century period point out to this territory
as potentially main axis of Republic’s de-
velopment. Auspicious geographic location of
Corrider is strengthened significantly by
relatively favourable demographic potential
comparing to the rest of Vojvodina and
Central Serbia’s municipalities.

However, disproportion in Corridor
population’s distribution must be noticed,
because the largest part of population is
located on proportionally very small area of
Belgrade  municipalities. Just  these
municipalities (due to huge mechanic
immigration), together with Vojvodina ones
(thanks to the largest number of refugees in
Vojvodina’s Corridor municipalities in relation
to the rest of the Republic), protect from
occurrence of Corridor population decrease.
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