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Abstract

Considering the changes in social norms and economic factors, the survival of
marriages in Serbia can justifiably be classified as a current and significant research
question. This study investigated the survival of marriages in Serbia during the period
between 2011 and 2022. The sample included data from the Statistical Office of the
Republic of Serbia, encompassing over 400,000 marriages and 24,240 divorces. The
authors, aiming to estimate the probability of marital duration, employed the Kaplan-
Meier curve in this work. The results indicated the presence of relative stability in
marriages during the initial few years, with a gradual increase in the probability of divorce
over time.
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IMPUMEHA KAIVIAH-MAJEP METOJIE Y AHAJIU3U
CTABMJIHOCTHU BPAKOBA Y CPBUJH

Ancrpakrt

Nmajyhn y Bumy nmpomene y OpyIITBEHHM HOpMama W €KOHOMCKHM (hakToprMa,
npexuBIbaBame OpakoBa y CpOuju ce MOKe, ca IPaBoOM, CBPCTATH Y aKTYEJTHO U BAXKHO
HCTPaXUBAYKO IHTamke. Y pajy je CIpOBEIeHO NCTPAKUBALE ITPEKUBIbaBaka OpakoBa
y Cpouju y mepuoay ox 2011. mo 2022. roauHe. Y30pkoM cy oOyxBahieHH momaiu
Pemy6smukor 3aBoa 3a cratuctiuky Cpbuje, koju ce omHoce Ha npeko 400.000 ckomnsbe-
HHUX OpakoBa U 24.240 pa3BeneHHX OpakoBa. AyTOpH Cy, BOhEHH IIHJBEM Ja TPOLICHE
BepoBaTHONY Tpajama OpakoBa, y pamy kopuctuin Karmman-Majep kpusy. Pesynraru cripo-
BEJICHOT HCTPAKHMBaKa YKa3aJd Cy Ha TIPUCYCTBO PENIATHBHE CTAOMITHOCTH OpaKkoBa TOKOM
MPBHUX HEKOJIMKO TOJWHA, Y3 TOCTeneHo mnoBehame BepoBaTHONE 3a pa3BOj Kako BpeMe
TpoJIasy.
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INTRODUCTION

The dissolution of marriage is a phenomenon deeply rooted in the
cultural and economic aspects of society and, as such, draws significant
attention from scholars (Avellar & Smock, 2005). Following World War
II, marriage rates in European countries rose substantially, which was as-
sociated with the return of stability and recovery after wartime devastation.
During the 1950s and 1960s, marriage was the dominant form of union, and
most couples chose to wed, leading to a relatively high marriage rate.
However, in the early 1970s, divorce rates began to increase, driven by
changes in social norms, the liberalisation of divorce laws, and the rise in
women’s emancipation, which allowed for greater economic independence.

From the 1980s onward, marriage rates gradually declined, while
divorce rates continued to rise in most European countries as partners be-
came less economically and socially dependent on one another. In the
1990s, many countries further liberalised divorce laws, facilitating separa-
tion processes, resulting in peak divorce rates in many European countries.
Entering the 21st century, marriages became less common, while cohabi-
tation and other forms of shared living became increasingly accepted.

Since the 2000s, although divorce rates remained high, the marriage
rate continued to decline, partly due to a delay in marriage and a greater
preference for living without formalising the union. The COVID-19 pandemic
(2020) also affected these rates — many couples postponed weddings, while
relationship challenges increased, leading to fluctuations in divorce rates.

By 2024, the marriage rate in Europe remained relatively low com-
pared to the mid-20th century, while divorce rates stabilised in many coun-
tries. At the same time, there was considerable diversity across European
nations; Scandinavian countries, for instance, continued to record high di-
vorce rates, whereas rates in Southern and Eastern European countries were
somewhat lower due to cultural and religious factors. These changes reflect
a long-term transition toward altered family patterns, marked by rising in-
dividualism and changing attitudes toward traditional marriage institutions.

In postwar Serbia, starting in 1945, the marriage rate was relatively
high as part of a broader trend of post-World War II recovery when people
sought stability and family formation. During the 1950s and 1960s, mar-
riage was a dominant social norm, and marriage rates were high, with low
divorce rates due to conservative social norms and limited legal options for
divorce. In the early 1970s, economic growth, modernisation, urbanisation,
and the liberalisation of laws led to a gradual increase in divorce rates,
though they remained lower than in Western European countries.

Throughout the 1980s, marriage rates in Serbia remained stable, but
divorce rates began to rise due to increased economic independence for women
and changing social attitudes toward marriage. With the start of the 1990s and
the breakup of Yugoslavia, Serbia experienced socio-economic crises, armed
conflicts, and sanctions, leading to a drop in marriage rates, while divorce rates
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continued to rise due to stress from uncertainty and economic difficulties. In
the 2000s, marriage rates slowly recovered but remained lower than before the
1990s, while divorce rates reached their peak, reflecting modernisation trends
and a greater acceptance of divorce as an option.

In the second decade of the 21st century, the marriage rate stabilised,
but couples often chose to marry later, reducing the overall rates. Mean-
while, divorce rates remained relatively high, with an increasing number
of couples preferring cohabitation without formal marriage, following Eu-
ropean trends. The COVID-19 pandemic (2020) led to a temporary decline
in the number of weddings due to restrictions on gatherings, while divorce
rates remained stable, though there was an increase in household stress.

By 2024, Serbia recorded a decline in marriage rates compared to
the post-World War Il period, while divorce rates stabilised but were higher
than in the 1970s. The rise in individualism, economic challenges, and later
marriages contributed to the reduction in marriage numbers, while divorce
became an increasingly acceptable solution for marital conflicts.

The specificity of Serbia compared to other European countries is
evident in the following two charts. Regarding marriage rates (Figure 1), it
is noticeable that this rate is significantly higher in Serbia compared to
other European countries, although a long-term decline and alignment with
other countries can be observed. The curve for Serbia is at the top of the
chart, clearly showing that, at the beginning of the observed decade, the
marriage rate was twice as high as the European Union average. |

When it comes to divorce rate trends (Figure 2), the situation is dif-
ferent. Serbia falls below the European Union average, but does not signif-
icantly deviate, and aligns with some countries, such as Italy and Croatia.

Due to the specifics in the trends of marriage and divorce rates, there
arose a need to explain these phenomena through the lens of available data.
For this analysis, the database of marriages and divorces in Serbia for the
period between 2011 and 2022, collected by the Statistical Office of the
Republic of Serbia, was used. The complete database encompasses over
400,000 marriages and 108,000 divorces (including those from marriages
contracted before 2011). For the purposes of this study, data on over
400,000 marriages contracted between 2011 and 2022, and 24,240 divorces
related to marriages exclusively contracted within this period (not before
it) were utilised. The aim of the study is to estimate the probability of mar-
riage duration (survival) for marriages contracted in the observed period,
through the application of survival analysis, specifically the Kaplan-Meier
curve.
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Figure 1. ‘Crude’ marriage rate (per 1,000 people) by selected countries,
from 2011 to 2022
Source: Authors, based on data retrieved from
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser
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Figure 2. ‘Crude’ divorce rate (per 1,000 people) by selected countries,
from 2011 to 2022
Source: Authors, based on data retrieved from
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser

LITERATURE REVIEW

Life satisfaction stems from reflecting on one’s life as a whole or
through significant aspects such as marriage, family, work, friends, and so
on (Snele et al., 2020). In academic literature, the topic of divorce is ex-
plored from various angles, depending on the researcher’s field of study.
Common approaches include sociological, psychological, economic, legal,
and social perspectives. Each approach aims to provide a deeper under-
standing of divorce and its consequences, both for individuals and for so-
ciety.

Undoubtedly, one of the most significant contributions to the study
of marriage in recent years is the collection of studies “Divorce in Europe:
New Insights on Trends, Causes, and Consequences of Relationship Dis-
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solutions” (Mortelmans, 2020). This book contains studies from across Eu-
rope and Israel, offering a comprehensive overview of family dynamics
from a European perspective. The book includes both macro and micro-
level studies, addressing the causes and consequences of separation. The
macro perspective shows that divorce trends are evolving at different rates
across Europe, beginning at different times. This is not limited to just the
north-south axis, with Scandinavia leading and Southern Europe character-
ised by more stable marriages. The author notes that even Eastern Europe
does not show a uniform pattern of divorce rates, despite the end of the
communist era that hit them simultaneously.

Mortelmans also emphasises that while we still use the term ‘di-
vorce,” it no longer exclusively denotes the separation of married spouses.
Instead, it has become a generic term for all separation processes, regard-
less of gender composition or legal ties, which will significantly impact
changes in the scientific approach to this phenomenon.

In recent years, studies focusing on divorce factors have utilised var-
ious data sources, including longitudinal studies, national surveys, and so-
cial networks, and applied a wide range of statistical methods to examine
the causes of divorce, from personal characteristics to sociocultural
changes. Research findings in these studies indicate a complex interaction
of personal, cultural, social, and economic factors affecting marital stabil-
ity. Changes in social norms, such as increased gender equality and the
deinstitutionalisation of marriage, are also linked to a higher risk of di-
vorce, especially during phases when society experiences normative
changes (Wagner, 2020). Wagner also argues that the increase in divorce
rates is better explained by cultural changes than socioeconomic changes.
The author analysed divorce factors using regression analysis on about
10,000 marriages.

Luhmann et al. (2014) point out that changes in personal circum-
stances, such as job loss, relocation, or health issues, can lead to personality
changes that affect marital stability. Couples facing significant life changes
are more prone to divorce, especially when such events are associated with
stress and uncertainty. Couples who successfully adjust their behavior to
changes have a better chance of staying together.

On the other hand, economic factors and intergenerational transmis-
sion of behavioral patterns also contribute to increasing divorce rates
(Kaplan et al., 2020). The authors concluded that a larger family size does
not necessarily reduce the risk of divorce, especially in pronatalist socie-
ties. Couples with more children may feel greater pressure and burden,
leading to tensions within the marriage. Although social expectations sug-
gest that larger families are more stable, the results show that this is not
always the case. Financial burdens associated with many children also in-
crease the likelihood of divorce.
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As for research methodology, survival analysis is often used to study
divorce and marriage in general. Scientific papers using this method to
study divorce often highlight the significant impact of socioeconomic,
health, and emotional factors on marital stability and on the survival of
individuals after significant life events such as divorce or illness. These
studies cover sample sizes ranging from several hundred to over ten thou-
sand participants, analysing factors that affect marriage, divorce, and re-
lated health outcomes.

Numerous studies explore divorce analysis through the Kaplan-
Meier curve from a health perspective, such as Landfeldt et al. (2018),
Zhou et al. (2020), Zhou et al. (2016), Metayer et al. (1996), and Xie et al.
(2018).

Ahmad et al. (2015) collected secondary data from the Islamic reli-
gious department in Selangor, Malaysia. The dataset consisted of 531 cases
reported by couples who filed for divorce in 2012. Comparing Cox and
parametric models, the authors highlighted significant regional differences
in risk factors, with economic insecurity being a key driver of the divorce
rate. The study focused on Cox regression, and the Kaplan-Meier curve
was used only in the introductory part for descriptive purposes without de-
tailed analysis.

Sanizah et al. (2014) applied the Kaplan-Meier curve to data from
the national database on marriages and divorces in Malaysia, with a total
of 1,200 respondents. The results indicate that age at marriage and educa-
tion play a key role in marital stability. Divorce rates are higher among
couples who marry at younger ages and among those with lower educa-
tional levels.

Abdel-Sater (2022) used the Kaplan-Meier curve, as one of the sur-
vival analysis methods for marriages, to assess the duration of marriages
and identify factors contributing to divorce. The focus of his research was
on 4 states within the USA, observed over a 35-year period. The analysis
results showed that numerous social and economic factors significantly af-
fect the duration of marriages. The work also emphasised the great poten-
tial that survival analysis models have in social sciences.

METHODOLOGY

Survival analysis using the Kaplan-Meier curve is a statistical tech-
nique used to estimate the probability of survival over a specified period,
considering the time until an event, such as death, recovery, recurrence of
a disease, or, in this case, divorce. This method uses censored data, which
means that event data is not available for some participants by the end of
the study (e.g., some participants did not experience divorce during the
study period). The Kaplan-Meier curve, displayed as a step function, shows
the probability of survival (or event avoidance) at any given time. It is a
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standard statistical tool used in survival analysis, frequently employed in
fields such as epidemiology, medicine, and social sciences. More details
on survival analysis and Kaplan-Meier curve can be found in Kleinbaum
& Klein (2012), Hosmer et al. (2008), and Collett (2015).

One of the key advantages of the Kaplan-Meier method is its ap-
plicability when data is incomplete or when event time data differs among
participants. The method is robust and can accommodate data related to
different follow-up periods, which is often the case in medical, epidemio-
logical, and social research.

The Kaplan-Meier curve is beneficial for researchers as it clearly
illustrates ‘time to event’ and enables the identification of points where
significant survival drops occur. For example, in divorce research, it is pos-
sible to identify a period (e.g., the first five years of marriage) when the
likelihood of divorce is higher, which can assist in designing appropriate
interventions. The graphical representation of the Kaplan-Meier curve pro-
vides a straightforward visualisation of survival across different groups,
facilitating conclusions about which factors increase or decrease the risk of
an event. In this way, the Kaplan-Meier method helps in quantifying and
comparatively analysing risks across different demographic, social, or clin-
ical groups.

Accordingly, the Kaplan-Meier curve is a key tool in survival anal-
ysis, enabling the assessment of event probability over time and offering
researchers a useful way to visualise survival within groups with different
characteristics.

The application of the Kaplan-Meier curve in this study focuses on
marriages contracted in the Republic of Serbia between 2011 and 2022.
The marriage database relates to the divorce database from the same period.
In this way, data suitable for survival analysis is consolidated in one place,
allowing for each marriage recorded between 2011 and 2022 to determine
whether it was dissolved in the same period and, if so, how long it lasted.
The data source is the database of the Statistical Office of the Republic of
Serbia (RZS), which, in its official capacity, collects and processes data on
all marriages contracted within the state via form DEM-3, as well as all
dissolved marriages (form RB-1). RZS data is anonymised to protect the
identities of observed entities. Data preparation and the entire analysis were
performed in the R software package, where the ‘survival’ command pack-
age was used for survival analysis and the creation of the Kaplan-Meier
curve.

Thus, a unified database was created, where it is recorded whether
each marriage was dissolved in the meantime and, if so, how long the dis-
solved marriage lasted. After organising the database, a total of 411,978
observations (marriages) were obtained, of which 24,240 were dissolved,
and survival analysis was conducted on them. The time to event is known
for couples who divorced during the observed period (2011-2022). For
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other couples, divorce did not occur during the observation period, mean-
ing their marriage duration is longer than the observation period. For these
specific cases, only censored time is available. Censored time may repre-
sent the time until study withdrawal, death, or observation end, represent-
ing right-censored units in the context of survival analysis.

RESULTS
Descriptive Data Analysis

In the dataset of 411,978 marriages, considering previous marital
status, 5,140 (1.25%) grooms were identified as widowers, and 49,915
(12.12%) were previously divorced men. For brides, there were 4,611
(1.12%) widows and 48,126 (11.68%) previously divorced women.
Among grooms and brides, there were cases with previous marriages,
where none had more than two prior marriages. The average age of grooms
at marriage was 33.29 years (median is 31 years). The median is a measure
of central tendency that separates a dataset (in this case the grooms acord-
ing to their age) into two equal halves when the data is arranged in ascend-
ing or descending order (50% of grooms are younger that 31 years, while
the other 50% is older than 31 years). The average age of brides at marriage
was 29.98 years (median is 28 years). The average age difference between
spouses was 3.3 years (median is 3 years). The annual number of marriages
from 2011 to 2022 is presented in Figure 3.
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Figure 3. Number of marriages per year from 2011 to 2022

Source: Authors

Before marriage, 84,281 couples (20.46%) reported living together
in a non-marital union, while 179,443 (43.56%) stated they did not. The
remaining couples did not disclose their living arrangements. Regarding
citizenship, 395,950 grooms (96.11%) held the citizenship of the Republic
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of Serbia, while for brides, this number was 393,946 (95.62%). In terms of
age differences, in 40,442 marriages (9.82%), spouses were the same age,
in 291,543 cases (70.77%), the groom was older, and in 75,746 cases
(18.39%), the bride was older. For educational level differences, in 266,604
marriages (64.71%), there were no differences in education levels between
spouses, while in 145,374 marriages (35.29%), differences existed. Given
that the statistical form filled out distinguishes up to 10 levels of education
(from no formal education to doctoral level), the number of couples with
identical education levels was exceptionally high.

Among divorced marriages only (24,240 cases), the average age of
divorced men was 37.16 years (median 35 years), while for women, the
average was 33.54 years (median 32 years). The average duration of a dis-
solved marriage contracted between 2011 and 2022 was 4.02 years. The
average age difference among divorced couples was 3.55 years. The num-
ber of divorces by the year of marriage from 2011 to 2022 is presented in
Figure 4.

3000

2000~
N II
\ Hm_

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Year of marriage

Number of divorces

Figure 4. Number of divorces by the year of marriage, from 2011 to 2022

Source: Authors
Among the divorced marriages, in 11,787 cases (48.63%) children
were born within the marital union, and in 3,187 cases (13.15%), children
were born outside of the observed marriage. Educational differences
among divorced couples were absent in 15,603 cases (64.37%), while they
were present in 8,637 cases (35.63%), closely matching the proportions
found in marriages overall.

The Kaplan-Meier Curve

The following table (Table 1) and graph (see Figure 5) display the
results of the analysis using the Kaplan-Meier curve. The survival table
shows the analysis progression, from the first to the last time period, with
the number of marriages observed and the number of divorces from the
first up to the eleventh year of marriage.
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Table 1. Survival table

Time in Number of Number Survival Standard Lower  Upper
years  cases at risk of events probability  error 95% CI  95% CI

1 411978 4438 0.989 0.000161  0.989 0.990
2 342942 3978 0.978 0.000241  0.977 0.978
3 316223 3595 0.967 0.000301  0.966 0.967
4 278834 3170 0.956 0.000355  0.955 0.956
5 241387 2569 0.945 0.000404 0.945 0.946
6 205287 2083 0.936 0.000452  0.935 0.937
7 169855 1627 0.927 0.000499  0.926 0.928
8 134068 1185 0919 0.000548 0.918 0.920
9 99303 834 0911 0.000605 0.910 0.912
10 65246 505 0.904 0.000677  0.903 0.905
11 32990 256 0.897 0.000801  0.895 0.899

Source: Authors’ calcultaion

A detailed explanation of each column and its significance is the
folowing: ‘Time in years’ (years of marriage) represents the number of
years since marriage, and each row corresponds to a specific year in the
observed period (from the 1% to the 11" year of marriage); ‘Number of
cases at risk’ indicates the number of marriages still at risk of divorce at
the beginning of each time period, and this number decreases over time as
marriages either continue (survive) or end in divorce; ‘Number of events’
(divorces) shows the number of marriages that ended in divorce in the cor-
responding time period, and a higher number suggests a period with more
frequent divorces; ‘Survival probability’ represents the estimated probabil-
ity that a marriage will survive past a given time point. The value is cumu-
lative, meaning it decreases as time progresses, indicating a decline in mar-
riage stability. For example, after 1 year, the survival probability is 0.989
(98.9%), meaning that 98.9% of marriages remain intact, while by year 11,
it has dropped to 0.897 (89.7%). ‘Standard error’ measures the statistical
uncertainty of the estimated survival probability, and smaller values indi-
cate greater precision in the survival estimate; the Lower and Upper 95%
confidence interval (CI) represent the range within which the true survival
probability is expected to lie with 95% confidence. A narrow confidence
interval suggests a more precise estimate, while a wider interval suggests
greater uncertainty. For instance, after 6 years, the survival probability is
0.936, with a lower bound 0f 0.935 and an upper bound 0f 0.937, indicating
high precision.

The Kaplan-Meier curve provides a clear overview of the probabil-
ity of marriage duration over time, from the first to the eleventh period.
The horizontal axis in the diagram represents the time until the event. In
this diagram, the survival curve drops after the recorded number of di-
vorces in the current year. The vertical axis represents the probability of
marriage survival.
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When interpreting the curve, it is important to pay attention to its
steepness, which indicates the divorce frequency — the steeper the curve,
the higher the divorce rate. Since the curve in this case has a relatively
gradual decline (Figure 5), it can be concluded that the divorce rate is rel-
atively low.
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Figure 5. Kaplan —Meier curve
Source: Authors

The Kaplan-Meier curve highlights the stability of marriages in Ser-
bia, especially during the early years. It shows that 98.9% of couples re-
main married after the first year, and 97.8% by the second year, demon-
strating a low divorce rate initially. The survival probability then gradually
declines to 89.7% by the eleventh year, indicating a higher risk of separa-
tion as marriages progress. This pattern suggests that while marriages in
Serbia start off stable, they face increasing challenges over time.

Further analysis of the curve reveals that the decline in marriage sur-
vival probability gradually increases, yet the overall trend remains stable,
with a survival probability of 89.7% in the eleventh year. This may result
from various social, economic, or cultural factors affecting marriage dura-
tion, such as family relationships, economic stability, or social pressures.

It is also important to note the way the vertical axis of the graph is
set, with starting values from 0.8 instead of 0. The vertical axis is short-
ened, showing the probability from 0.8 to 1, rather than from zero, to better
visualise the shape of the curve. Without this adjustment, the slope would
appear even flatter. This approach simplifies the visual interpretation of the
curve shape, especially when changes are minor. However, this technique
may make direct comparison with other analyses using the full vertical axis
range more challenging.
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CONCLUSION

Compared to many Western European countries, the divorce rate in
Serbia has traditionally been lower due to conservative social norms, strong
family ties, and the role of religion in people’s lives. However, over the
past few decades, the divorce rate has gradually increased, following
broader European trends and specific changes within Serbian society. As
the number of divorces in Serbia rises, this topic is becoming increasingly
researched, as is the application of advanced techniques to improve predic-
tive measures. In this study, we explored an approach using survival anal-
ysis to predict marital dissolution and provided a detailed application of
marital prediction using the Kaplan-Meier curve to address the issue of data
censoring in time series.

A significant advantage of this study over others is the size of the
observed dataset, which has not been recorded in any major divorce re-
search worldwide and includes over 400,000 marriages. Essentially, this is
a census of marriages in one country over an eleven-year period. The re-
sults of this study would be further improved and more significant if eco-
nomic indicators that substantially influence marriage preservation, such
as household income, housing conditions, and so on, were available. Addi-
tionally, some important demographic factors are missing, such as the
number of children born within and outside of marriages that were not dis-
solved, cohabitation with the parents of the spouses, whether the parents of
the spouses are divorced, and so on. However, this data is not collected in
the official statistics on marriages and divorces.

The results of this research have important implications for future
research directions, as well as for creating policies that may support marital
stability in Serbia. Further investigation is needed into the impact of cul-
tural and social norms on divorce rates to better understand the specificities
of Serbian society in this context. It is also essential to study the role of
economic factors more extensively, especially considering new economic
and social challenges.
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NNPUMEHA KAIIVIAH-MAJEP METO/IE Y AHAJIN3U
CTABMWJIHOCTU BPAKOBA Y CPBUJU

Mupxko CaBuh, Ctojanka JJakuh
Yuusep3urer y Hoom Cany, Exonomcku dakynrer, Cybotuna, Cpouja

Pe3ume

Crynmja, npukasana y pamy, kopuctr Karwran-Majep kpuBy, Kao BaxKHY CTaTHCTHUKY
TEXHUKY aHAIN3¢ NPEKUBIbABAMbd, @ CBE Ca LIM/bEM JIa MPOLICHH BEpOBaTHHNY OICTaHKa
OpaxoBa y Cpbuju mocmarpanux y nepuoay ox 11 romguna (ox 2011. mo 2022. roxuse).
Y3opkom cy oOyxBaheHu mogany Koje je IPHKYMHO PermyOmmdky 3aBoJ 3a CTATHCTUKY
Cpbuje, a xoju Opoje mpeko 400.000 mocmarpanux OpakoBa u 24.240 pasBoma y
nocMatpaHoM Tepuony. Mako cy crome passoga y CpOMju TpaaWIMOHAIHO HIKE, Y
nopehery ca OCTaIuM EBPOIICKUM 3eMJbaMa 300T KOH3EPBATHBHUX JPYLITBEHUX HOPMH,
MOPOAMYHKX BE3a M yJOre penuruje, npuMeheH je TpeHn MocTeneHor pacta uctux. OBaj
TPEH]I je ToCeUIa MPOMEHa YHYTap CPIICKOT APYIITBA M CIMYaH je IMIMPUM EBPOIICKHM
TPEHIOBHAMA.

ExoHOMCKH KpW3a M TOJUTHYKA HecTaOWIHOCT 90-HX, Ka0o M OpyXaHH CyKOOHW Ha
npocTopy OuBIIe JyrocnaBuje, JOMPUHENH Cy Maay CToIe OpaKkoBa, IOK Cy CTOIE pa3Boaa
HACTaBHJIE J]a pacTy 300T cTpeca M3a3BaHOT HEM3BECHOIINY 1 eKOHOMCKUM Temkohama. Y
2000-uM, cTore OpakoBa MOJNAKO Cy Ce OMOpaBUIIe, ajli Cy OcCTaje Hibke Hero mpe 90-ux,
JIOK Cy CTOIe pa3Boja JOCTHIJIC BPXyHall MHOTM NapoBU OUTYUWIHM Cy Jia ce KacHuje
BEHYAjy, cMamyjyhu ykynaH Opoj OpakoBa, JIOK je CBE BHUILIE TIapoBa H3a0paIo 3ajeTHUIKH
JKHBOT 0€3 (hOpMaTHOT BeHYarha, OpakaBajyhu mpoMeHe y NpyIITBEHNM HOpMaMa.

[Mannemuja KOBU/I-19 Takohe je nmarna 3Ha4YajaH yTHIIaj HA CTOTIE OpaKoBa U pa3Boja.
ToxoM maHzemuje, MHOTH TIapOBH Cy OJUTYUMJIM Ja OJUIOXKE BEHYara 300T OrpaHHderha
OKyIUUbaha 1 €KOHOMCKE HEM3BECHOCTH, JOK Cy ce KyhHH n3a30Bu nosehamm, noBoachu 1o
mopacTa pa3Bojia y HEKMM clydajeBuMa. [laHmemmja je IOAAaTHO WCTaKiIa BaKHOCT
EKOHOMCKUX (haKTopa y CTabHITHOCTH OpakoBa, Oyayhul 1a Cy TapoBH KOjH Cy Ce CyoUaBai
ca eKOHOMCKHM TIpUTHCIIMa Yelhe pa3MaTpain pa3Boz.

Jl0 2022. ronune, croma 6pakoBa y CpOuju ocTasia je pelaTHBHO HECKa y iopehery ca
cpemquHOM 20. BEKa, JDOK Cy CTONE pa3Bola CTaOMIM30BaHE HAa BUIEM HUBOY HETO y
MPETXOAHNM JereHrjama. Mako Opak ocraje BaykHa HHCTHTYIIHja Y CPIICKOM JIPYIITBY, CBE
Behn Opoj mapoBa OHpa 3ajeIHNUKM >KMBOT Oe3 (OpMalHOT BEeHYama, IITO OJpakaBa
IPOMEHY CTaBOBa MpeMa TPAAULMOHAIHAM OOJIMIIMMA TApTHEPCTBA.

V oBoM pany xopmmhena je Karan-Majep Merona 3a aHaM3y ILEH3ypUCAHHX
TMojIaTaKa y BpEMEHCKHM CepHjama, ca IIMJbeM TIpoyJYaBama Tpajama (OrcTanka) OpakoBa y
CpOuju TokOM mocMatpaHor neproza. Hamasu oBe crynuje MMajy 3HadajHe TOCISANIE 3a
Oyyha ucTpaxknBarma 1 pa3Boj MOJUTHKA KOje OU MOTJIe [1a yHaIpe/ie CTabHITHOCT OpakoBa
y 3eMJbH. J{asby HCTpaXKUBauKy MaXkiby TpeOa MOCBETUTH NCIIMTUBAY YTHIIAja KYJITypPHHX
U JpYIITBEHUX (haKTopa Ha CTOIE PasBoOjad, IITO O JOMPHHENO OOJbEM pasyMeBamy
KapaKTEepHUCTHKA CPIICKOT IPYIITBA Y TOM KOHTEKCTY.
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