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Zagreb: Population Change 1991-2001

Ksenija Bagic¢

While populution chunge inthe City of Zapreb was stll positivein the last inter-census
period owing to the growh of the suburban area, the inner city began to lose population,
Alfter s long-time hut decrzasing growihin the lust few decades, Zagreb (as 0 morphologizal
city ) expericnced o papaclation decline of 16,675 pesons or 24% inthe 1591-20001 period.
Although natoral chunge in that period was negative as well, the prineipal Factor of the
population decline was net migrution loss,
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Kretanje stamovniStva Zagreba 1991.-2001.

Dok stanovnidive Grada Zagrebn u postiedn jem medwpopisnom siedabiu § dalje msme
abvaljuudi porasie u prigrsdskom pojosu, ufe podrodje grada (naselje Zagreb} podinje
gubiti stanovnisive, Od 1991, do 2001, godine sl stanovni§on Zagreba se nakon du-
gotrnjnng, ali posljednjih desetljeca sve sporijeg rasta smanjilo za 16675 asoba ili 2. 4%,
fako je i prirodno keetanje u tom emedoblje bilo negativio, glavoi Simbenik smanjenin
slaroyniftva je negativel migracijaki saldo,

Kljudne rijedh Zogreb, ukupoo kretanje stonovnidtea, pricodno knelanje stanovni i,
migrncijski salda

INTRODUCTION

Zagreb contains 30% of Croatia’s urban population, and is four times bigger than the
second largest city, Split, Its metropolitan area, defined as 4 socio-ecanomic urban region
(am area larger than the City of Zagreb as an administrative lerritorial unit), has nearly
one million inhabitants, which is more than a fifth of the tolal population of the country,
Although 70% of the metropolitan population are concentrated in the central city, the focus
of population growth has moved in the last few decades toward the outskirts of the urban
region, especially to the satellite towvns (Veesk 1997,

Depopulation of a considerable part of the national territory, as well as the population
decline of the country as a whole in the lastinter-census period, in contrast to the continued
growth of the City of Zagreb, have "oulshined”™ a negative change in population trend of
Zagreh alone. Tn fact, for the first time after a more-than-a-century long intensive growth,
Zagreh as a morpholegical ity had a relatively small, but significant population decline.
That is the subject of this paper.
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METHODOLOGICAL NOTES

It is known that the recent change of the census methodology has rendered a com-
parison of the 2001 census results with the previous ones (that of 1991 and carlier) very
difficull. The least incorrect caleulation of inter-census population change aceording 10
the last census final results is achieved by linking the category "inhabitants of the place
of census™ (column 3 ol the table Population by presencedabsence in the place of census,
by settlements - final results) with the former "total population”™ {or so-called permanent
population, which comprised citizens in the country and abroad}, as performed in table 1.
However, while only the first results of the last census were available, not including the
citizens enumerated abroad, linking the current "total population™, that is usual resident
population (column 2 - Statistical report 1137) with the former “population in the country™
was more appropriate in principle (more detailed in: Pokos 2001}, In the case of Zagreb
that provided change indicatars for the 1991-2001 period (Antié 2001) quite opposite
from those arising [rom the final 2001 census results. For this reason, the permanent
population of Zagreb was later in this analysis considered with and without the cilizens
abroad, eonfirming the intraductory statement about the change of population trend in the
last inter-census period.

Considering the population natural change in the 1991-2001 period, we also come
upon several aggravating circumstances, First, until 1997, vital statistics had been worked
out according 1o the permanent population principle, consistently with the previous census
methodology, and since 1998, according to the "usual place of residence”, upon which the
new definition of total population is based. Second, hirths and deaths in the country and
abroad were presented separately on the sertlement level only in the 1993- 1997 period:
as to the earlier years, the births abroad were included in the total number of births, and
from 1998 on, they have been completely disregarded; the same applies to the deaths,
Therefore, any sum of births or deaths in that period can be only approximate, as well as
the resulting natural increase. Finally, the war circumstances brought Zagreb a multiple
increase of births abroad, which distorts the real picture of natural change.

Tab. 1 Zagreb: population chunge 1948-2001
Tk £ Kretanje stmaovaiive Zagrebo od (948, o 2000, podine

Census Population Index Total change Annual change
year absolute rate (%) abzolute rate (%}
1948 325443 L0 1 : = E
1953 61804 1112 36361 11,2 72712 | 212
1961 443038 1361 21234 22,5 10154 2,52
1971 584863 1797 141825 32,0 14183 | 276

1981 661750 2033 76857 13.] T B s

1991 06770 217.2 45020 6.8 4502 059

2001 BINNS 212,01 _16675 2.4 1668 0,24

Sourees: Korendicd Mo 1979 Naselja i stanovnittvo SE Hrvatske [B57-197 1, Djela JAZU, Zagreb.
Populalion censuses TDRL, 1991, 2001, Drfavai zaved 2 stulistiku, Zagreb.
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Net migration, as a derivative of potentially doubtful indicators of population total
and natural change, can be justly considered questionable, Still, although it is impossible
to caleulate net migration accurately, there is every indication that migration is the main
factor of the Zagreb populution decline in the last inter-census period,

POPULATION CHANGE UNTIL 1991

Having growninto astrong economic centresince the late 19" century, Zagreb has shown
anintensive population growth and has been expanding into the immediate sucronnding area.
Although the growth rates were highest in the period betwszen the world wars (rotal 70.8%
from 1921 to 1931, or average 5.5% exponential growth annvally), Zagreb experienced its
biggest absolute growth in the second half of the 20" century, under the conditions of an
intensive urban-based industrialisation and polarised development of Croatia.

As Zagreb had grown by very high rates, in 1948 there were already 325 thousand
inhabitants within its present-lay limits'. That growth, in which migration had a key role
(Nejadmic 1994), continued in the post-war period, at a quicker pace until 1971, as rural-
urban migration was heading to its peak. The fact that the population of Zagreb has grown
almost by the size of today’s Rijeka, the third largest city in Croatia, only inthe 1961-1971
decade, of which only one fifth was due to natural increase, illustrate the proportions of
the migration pressure on the city, If we add the out-migration from the overcrowded cen-
tral parts of the city, which have lost almost 16 thousand people at the same time (Zuljié
1974£75), it is clear to see the kind of spatial problems Zagreb had to face,

Theironly solution was suburban development, which was reflected in the expansion
of the city"s administrative range. In 1974, ten inner city municipalities and two suburban
ones, Velika Gorica and Zapresid, were joined into Greater Zagreb (Gradska zajednica
opéina Zagreba), which since 1981 included Samobor and Sesvete as well, [n 1990, the
whole arca was united into one municipality - the City of Zagreb, which was by later
acts given a status of a county. Its area has been changed since then more than once, and
according to the current territerial constitution it almest cormesponds to the area of the
former ten inner city municipalities with the addition of Sesvete. It is obvious that the
present administrative range of Zagreb is not adequate to the needs of its metropolitan
development, but that is a subject for another discussion.

Decline of the rural-urban migration (Nejaimié 1991 ; Mikadi¢ 20000, residential and,
to a lesser extent, employment suburbanization (Vresk 1984, 1986, 1097, Bagié 1989)
and reduction of the natural increase (Mejafmié 1986, 1996} had slowed down Zagreb's
population growth, The abating of migration pressure on the city is reflected in the com-
position of the in-migrant population according to the time of their arrival: in 1991 older
contingents prevailed, in spite of the effect that mortality and re-emigration have on their
decrease, while the major part of incomers in the satellite towns was made up of those
who came after 1971 (Fig. 1), Besides, if we take into account the effect of natality on the
increase of indigenous population, a relatively low and decreasing share of incomers in
the population of Zagreb is not surprising (Nejafmié 1994), By 1991, that share dropped
to 31.8%, compared with the average 70.7% of the satellite towns,
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POPULATION CHANGE 1991-2001

From 1991 o 2001, after a long-time but in the last few decades decreasing groswth,
Zugreb experienced o population decline of 16,675 persons or 2.4%, 1T we take into account
anly the population in the country, the decline comes tw 12,554 persons or 1.9% (Tab. 3).
Compared with the previous periads, it has evidently come 1o change of the population
development trend, Net migration gain had contributed to the population growth Consi-
derably more than natural increase, although the disproportion lessened in course ol time
(Mejafmic 1994), Both migration and natural change had their share in the recent population
decline as well, but it is hard to tell, based on the available data, in what proportion,

Matural change

Since the early eighties, the population of Zagreb had shown a descending rend of
the natural increase, owing to the lessening migration, ageing and fertility decline. Mence,
the natural decrease in the early nineties (Tab, 2a) was a logical continuation of that trend,
and the war only aggravated an already unfavourable demographic situation, A temporary
improvement that then occurred was only apparent because il resulied exclusively from
the multiple inerease of the births abroad, which could be just 1o a lesser extent attributed
to the increased emigration from Zagreb. This is evident from the share ol the residents
abroad in the permanent population of Zagreb, which even decreased from 4.8% in 1991
o 4.2% in 2000 Although a certain number of the refugees [rom Bosnia and Herzego-
vina that came to Zagreb at the beginning of the war registered their residency there, and
hen some of them left for other countries, most "surplus” of the births abroad is being
attributedd to the Croatian emigrants from Bosnia and Hereegovina, As Croatian citizens,
some of them have used the possibility of putting their children inte Croatian registers of
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births. If neither of parents had residency in Croatia, the majority of them decided to put
their children into the Zagreb register (Akrap 1999; Pokos 1999),

At the same time, the population in the country has continued the negative trend of
natural change, except for the short break in 1996, The total balance of hirths and deaths
in the country from 1993 to 2000 (it we disrepard the changed methodology of vital
statistics fromm 1998 on} figured owt at -3,283. If we estimate the numbear of births and
deaths in the country for the years in which they were not presented separately from those
abroad (1991 and 1992), the total natural decrease for the whole decade comes to -3,878
[Tab. 2b). The estimate ix based on thair share in the total number of births and deaths in
1993, when the proportions of the births in the country and abroad still corresponded to
thase of the population according to the 199] census, while the number of deaths abroad
was disproportionately smaller because of a better age composition,

The natural change arising from the total number of births and deaths is considera-
Bly more favourable (5,368 from 1991 to 1997), but unreal, If we reduce the number of
births abroad in the period from 1994 till the end of the decade o their share in the total
nurber of births in 1993, and estimate the number of deaths abroad in the 1998-2000
period according to their average share in the total number of deaths from 1993 to 1997,
the natural change of the total population of Zagreb in the 1991-2000 period looks quite
different: less unfavourable than the natural change of the population in the country alone,
but negative as well (Tab. 2b),

Tab, 2a Population of Zegrab: nutweal change 19902000 {originul date)
Tab, 2.a Prirodie Kretarfe stonovaiing Zogreba od T991, do 2000, godite - originalit podact

Natural change 1991 - 2000
Birtha 1981 19-9211993 1994 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 10908 | 1990 | 2000

in the country | ... | 7453 ) 7517 § Ta0l | BOS9 | 060 | 73RO0 | 7066 | 6841
sbroad | .. | .. | 378 | 1046 | 1404 | 1886 | 2399

wotal | 7799 | 7700 | 7831 | 8563 | onos |o94s [14se | . | L | .

Deaths 1991 | 1992 1993 | 1994 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000

inthe country | .. | .. | 7782 | 7869 | 7923 | 7877 | 8257 | 8080 | 7901 | 7571
abroad| .. | .. | 84 | 94 | 114 | 234 | 180
total | 7520 | 7982 | 7866 | 7963 | 8037 | 8111 | 846

Increase/decrease | 1901 1'9'92} 10031 1904 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1008 § 1000 1 2040
in the country | ... . | -320] -352 | 322 | 182 | -197 | <700 | -835 | -730

abroad| .. | .. | 204 | 052 | 1290 | 1652 | 2210
wtal| 270 | 282 | -35 | 600 | 968 [1m34 | 2013 | .. | .. | ..
Vital index 1991 | 1992 | 1993 | 1994 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1008 | 1990 | 2000
inthecountry| . | . | 958 | 955 | uso (1023 976 | 91,3 | 894 | 004
abroad | .. | .. 4500 11128 | 1231,6 | 8060 | 12693 ] ..
total | 1036 | 96,5 | 99.6 | 1075 | 1120 {1226 1238 | .. |

Source:  Births umd deaths by settlements. Tables for years 19912000, Driavii zuvod ze seatistilos, Zogreb.
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Although these are just rough estimales, because actual balances of population natural
change are impossible to caleulate out of the available data for the last decade, unfavourable
biodynamic features of the Zagreb population are beyand dispute,

Tuh. 2b Population af Zagrebs: aatural change 1991-2000 {recaloulnted)
Tah 20 Privedne kresefe stamovnifiva Zageete oo P00 oo 2000, goafne - Sorigivan poduc

Pupulation Mutural change 19‘-31 - 2000
-Tﬂtz‘ll F90] | 1902 | 1003 | 1904 | 1995 | 1994 | 1997 | 1POGE | 1969 [ 2000 | Total
births | 7799 [ 77000 | TR31 | TEOR | TI87 [ B<408 | 84080 | 7754 | 7424 [ TI18E | TE313
deaths | 7520 [ 7082 | 7866 | 7903 | 8037 [ 81011 | 8446 | 3225 | 8043 | 7707 [ 79904
increase/decrease | 270 | 2282 | 35 | -65 | -50 | 357 | 23 | 471 | -619 | -519 [ -1301
In the country 1991 | 19092 [ 1993 | 1994 | [995 | 1904 | 1997 | 1908 | 1099 (2000 | Total
births | 7423 | 7328 | 7453 | TSLT | 7601 | BOSS | OGO | T30 | TO66 [ 6Fd] | 74728
d-cmh}.i 74-1;'11 TROT | TTRL [ TRAQ | 7923 | THTIT | 23T | 2080 [ TOO01 | 7571 [ TRAOG
1|1c|\::n:-\;:.ftlwcru_:rt§::‘ -26 | -569 | -329 | -352 | -322 | 182 | -197 =700 [ -B35 | 730 | 3878

Calewlmted secording W the @ble 2o

Net migration

As there is no adequate migration statistics, the only way to calculate net migration
is by means of the vital-statistical method (Tab, 3)% If we take into account just the popu-
lation in the country, where the estimate of the natural change is reliable enough, the net
migration loss accounts for about twao thirds of the Zagreb population decline. In the total
permanent population, whose natural change is more favourable because of the increase
abroad even when the estimated "surplus™ of births among the Croatian citizens without
residency in the country is discounted, the net migration loss severalfold surpasses the
population natural decrease, In any case, it appears that the principal factor of population
declineg was net migration loss,

Although the conclusion about the net migration loss hos been obtained indirectly, it
is supported by some more facts. The last census data about the in-migrant population by
counties show that in the 1991-2001 period, the City of Zagreb had the net migration loss
io the other counties of 9,516 persons (37,039 in-migrants minus 46,5355 out-migrants).
The City of Zagreb lost population to seven counties, most by far to the County of Zagreh:
217,220 (5,167 in-migrants minus 22,396 out-migrants), The major part of the immigra-
tion came from Bosniz and Herzepovina (42,153) and was directed to the areas out of the
ety itself - Sesvere and the settlements south of the tangential road (Antié 2001 ), which
explains a remarkable population growth in those areas during the last inter-census period
{22.8%). Residential suburbanization of Zagreb has evidently gone far, and the suburban
area has become the focus of the agglomeration population growth. Besides the fact that
the migration pressure on Zagreb has switched over to the suburban settlements, strengt-
hening of the migration Mow [rom the city W its surroundings indicates a new stage n
Zapreb metropolitan development.
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Moreover, although there is no legal obligation for notice of departure when emigra-
ting, the territorial register shows that emigration from Zagreb intensified in the post-war
years. Emigration waves were registered in 1997 and 1999, when the number of migrants
mare than doubled compared to the war years’ average. That can be easily explained by a
bad economic situation, especially by the unsmployment growth (Antié 2001),

Tab, 3 Zagreb: components of popadation chinge 19912041
Tt 3 Odrvelnice opdey kresanjo stanovaiitvg Sagreb od [R9], do 2001, godine

Total change Natural change Nel f_len.en_al

PFopulation irati population
1991 | 2001 |Change| Binhs | Deaths | Change | WHEration {= - o 4
total TOeTT0 | GU0095 | -16675 | TRIGS | 79054 | -1580 | -15086 E-4
in the country | 673843 | 661280 (- 12554 | 74583 | 78637 | 4054 -RS00 E-d

Calculated according 1o the tables | and 2b

General Population Trend

The main determinant of the Zagreb general population trend in the last inter-census
period is net migration loss, but unfavourable features of the natural change will play an
ever motre significant role in future, This is indicated by a continued fertility decline, ac-
companied with a rapid ageing of the Zagreb population.

In 19K, the estimated total fertility rate {in absence of the fertility tables caleulated
from the ratio of the live-births and female population in fertile age) figured out at 1.46,
and ten years later at 1.22 - below the Croatian average (1.38 according to the Statisti-
cal annual of the Republic of Croatia 2002) and far below the level of simple population
reproduction. In that period the ageing index grew from 70.1 to 98.2, which is also more
adverse than the Croatian average (90.7).

Nevertheless, a city of a complex functicnal structure like Zagreb will always be
attractive for certain social categories, which will at least mechanically rejuvenate its
population, so that the "extinction™ trend (E.), indicated by the actual components of
population change, does not reflect a real perspective of its population development. In the
conditions of diminished migration potential of the arcas from which the greater Zagrab
have received population, wealening demographic base of its surroundings could become
i confining factor of its development. Even in the suburban area the ageing process has
moved away (except for the satellite towns, that have the most favourable bio-dynamic
population characteristics, the ageing index is in few settlements below 609, and births
are insufficient for positive natural change (in 2000, the total fertility rate in the County
of Zagreb was insignificantly higher than in the city: 1.29),
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CONCLUSION

After the culmination in the sixties, the population of Zagreb grew more slowly, so
that the decrease of 2.4% in the last inter-census period was a logic continuaton of a long-
standing tendency. Such development resulted from the weakened migration potential of the
areas from which Zagreb had received population, shifting the focus of the agglomeration
population growth from the city to its surroundings, and the decline of natural increase.
Finally, the war and unemployment actuated emigration. Puotting the population change
of Zagreb alone, Zagreb urban region and Croatia side by side (Fig. 2) shows that, even
under the conditions of weakened and negative general population dynamics, polarisation
in the population development of the country continues, together with a simultaneous
agglomeration decentralisation (Badié 2003),
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Apart from methodological difficulties in calculating the components of the Zagreb
population general change in the last decade, it is definite that the net migration loss con-
siderubly surpassed the population natural decrease. Although net migration loss is the
key determinant of the recent decline, natural change will play an increasingly important
role in further population development of Zagreb and its surroundings. It is important,
therefore, to prevent Further fertility decline and insutticient biological reproduction by
adequate measures of population poliey, or else demographic regression could soon become
a confining factor for development of the Zagreb urban region - the arca ol the greatest
concentration of people and economic potential of the country.
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NOTES

—

. Original census data hawve been adapted to the present-day territocy of Fagreb by adding up population of
the annexed seftlements. For territorial changes until 1976 see: Korendié 1979, After that Blatw, Glogoves
Zaprudski, Ototee Zaprudski, ok Zaprudski and Remetinec Stupnicki were annexed, as well as larger parts
of Botinee, Hrelié, fakufeves and Sveta Klara.

2. In order to coordinate the vital statistics dita with the exact perind between the censuses (31 March 1991 Lo
31 March 2000}, the numbers of births and deaths in 1991 were reduced for a fourth, and in 2000 they were
incrensed for o fourth. That is the seasen why the figures in this tble differ from the totals in table 2h.
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SAZETAK

Kretanje stanovnistva Zagreba 1991.-2001.
Ksenija Bagic

Izrastajuéi od kraja 19. stoljeda u snafno gospodarsko srediste Zagreb je biljeZio
intenzivan populacijski rast i prostorno se dirio u neposrednu ckolicu, lako je najvedi rela-
tivni rast stanovnidtva ostvaren jod u razdoblju izmedu dva svjetska rata, najbri apsoluni
rast, u kajem je doseljavanje imalo kljutnu ulogu, Zagreb dofivljava u drugoj polovici 20,
stoljeda, u uvjetima intenzivne urbano temeljene industrijalizacije i izrazito polariziranog
razvoja Hrvatske. Makon vihunca dosegnutoga fezdesetih godina, sa slabljenjem ruralnog
epzodusa u zemlji, suburbanizacijom funkeije stanovanja i, u manjoj mjeri, funkcije rada
Zagreba, te smanjivanjem prirodnog priradtaja, usporava i populacijski rast grada, uz
naglafenu tendenciju unutargradskog prerazmjedtaja stanovnityviu kerist rubnih zona. O
smanjenju migracijskog pritiska na grad svjedodi struktura doseljenog stancvnistva prema
vremenu doseljenja: dok u Zagrebu 1991, prevladavaju stariji doseljeniéki kontingenti,
unatod djelovanju mortaliteta i reemigracije na njihovo smanjivanje, u njegovim satelitskim
gradovima glavninu Sine doseljeni nakon 1971, (s1, 1)

Promjenom popisne metodologije znatno je otezana usporedba rezaltata popisa 2001,
godine s ranijim popisima stanovnidtva, kao i izrafunavanje edrednica opceg kretanja
stanovnidtva u posljednjem medupopisnom razdoblju, Wajmanje pogrefan izralun medu-
popisne promjene stanovnistva prema konadnim rezultatima posljednjega popisa dobiva
se povezivanjem kategorije "stalni stanovnici naselja popisa 2001” (stupac 3 tablice Sta-
novnistve prema prisutnostifodsutnosti u naselju popisa, po naseljima - konadni rezultati
popisa) s ranijim "ukupnim brojem stanovnika™ (stanovniftvo u zemlji i inozemstvu),
kao #o je udinjeno u tablici 1. Mo, buduéi da nova definicija ukupnog stanovnidtva ne
ukljutuje vedinu gradana u inozemstvu, promjena broja stalnih stanovnika Zagreba od
1991, do 2001, godine razmaotrena je i bez njih (tab. 3).

Promjena definicije ukupnog stanovniftva odrazila se i u vitalnoj statistici, pa sudo
1997, podaci o vitalnim dogadajima obradivani prema nadelu stalnog stanovnitva, a od
1994, prema "uobiajenom mjestu stanovanja”, Osim toga, rodeni i umrli u zemlji i ino-
zemstyu odvojenc se na razini naselja prikazuju samo od 1993, do 1997, godine:! za ranija
godidta rodeni u inozemstvu sadrZani su u ukupnom broju rodenih, a od 1998. vopce se
ne iskazuju; isto vrijedi i za umrle (tab. 2.a). Stoga je svaki zbroj rodenih i urnrlih za ovo
razdoblje samo pribliZan, a isto tako i prirodni priradtaj koji iz toga proizlazi. 1z istog je
razloga i migracijski saldo nemoguée precizno izradunati.

Od 1991, do 2001, gedine stalno stanovniitvo Zagreba se nakon dugotrajnog, ali
posljednjih desetljeéa sve sporijeg rasta smanjilo 2a 16675 osoba ili 2,4%. Uzmemo li u
obzir samo stanovniftvo u zemlji, smanjenje iznosi 12554 osobe ili 1,9%.

Zbog smanjenog doseljavanja, starenja stanovnidiva i pada fertiliteta prirodni pri-
raftaj stanovnidtva Zagreba jo§ od podetka osamdesetih godina pokazuje silazni trend,
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pa je prirodni pad devedesetih godina logidan nastavak toga trenda, do kojega bi doflo i
bez ratnih ckolnosti koje su dodatno pogorfale demografska kretanja, Preokret kaji tada
nastaje u ukupnom prirodnom kretanju stanovniitva Zagreba naZalost je samo prividan jer
proizlazi iskljuivo iz vifestrukog povecanja broja rodenih u inozemstvu, koji se najvedim
dijelom pripisuje Hrvatima iseljenima iz BiH koji su iskoristili zakonsku moguénost upisa
djece u hrvatske matiZne knjige. Istodobno, stanovnitvou zemlji nastavlja nagativni trend
prirodnog kretanja, samo nakratko prekinut minimalnim priradtajem u 1996. godini,

Procijenime li broj rodenih i umrlih u zemlji za godine u kojima nisu odvojeno
iskazani (1991.1 1992.) temeljem njihova udjela u ukupnom broju rodenih i umrlih 1993,
bilanca prirodnog kretanja za cijelo desetljeée iznosi -3878, Svedema li pak broj rodenih
uinozemstvu od 1994. do kraja desetljeca na njihov udjel u ukupnom broju rodenih 1993,
a broj umrlih u inozemstvu od 1998, do 2000, godine procijenimo temeljem njihova
prosjecnog udjela u ukupnom broju umrlih od 1993. do 1997., ukupna bilanca prirodnog
kretanja stalnog stanovnistva Zagreba 1991.-2000. manje je nepovoljna od samog stana-
vnistva u zemlji (zbog povoljnije dobne strukture stanovniStva u inozemstvu), ali takoder
negativna (tab, 2.b).

S obzirom na nepostojanje odgovarajuce migracijske statistike, vitalno-statisticka
metoda jedini je nadin izradunavanja migracijskog salda (tab. 3). Uzmemo li u obzir samo
stanovnistve u zemlji, gdje je puno manje nepoznanica glede prirodnog kretanja, na nega-
tiv bilancu preseljavanja otpada oko dvije treéine ukupnog pada stanovnistva Zagreba,
U ukupnom stalnom stanovniftvu, &ije je prirodno kretanje zhog privataja u inozemstyy
povoljnije i nakon &to se odbije procijenjeni "vitak” rodenih od hrvatskih driavljana bez
prebivalidta u zemlji, negativni migracijski saldo viSestruko nadmasuje prirodni pad sta-
novnidtva. U svakom slu€aju, proizlazi da je preseljavanje glavni &imbenik negativnog
kretanja stanovniStva Zagreba u posljednjem medupopisnom razdobliu.

lako je zakljucak o negativnoj bilanei preseljavanja dobiven posrednim putem, u prilog
mu govore jo£ neke Cinjenice. Tako podaci posljednjega popisa o doseljenom stanovnidivu
po Zupanijama pokazuju da je izmedu 1991.1 2001, godine ukupan meduZupanijski migra-
cijski saldo Grada Zagreba iznosio -9516 (37039 doseljenih, 46555 odseljenih). MNegativnu
bilancu preseljavanja Grad Zagreb imao je sa sedam Fupanija, medu kojima daleko najveéu
sa Zagrebackom: -17229 (5167 doseljenih, 22396 odseljenih). Glavnina doseljavanja bila
Jeiz Bosne i Hercegovine (42153) i usmjerena na podrudja izvan samoga grada - Sesvete
i naselja juZno od chilaznice. Olito je, dakle, da je tendencija suburbanizacije Zagreba
uzela maha i da je prigradsko podrudje definitivno postalo teZiftem populacijskog rasta
aglomeracije. Osim toga, iako u Hrvatskoj nema zakonske obaveze odjave prebivalifta
prilikom iseljavanja, podaci teritorijalnog registra pokazuju pojadano iseljavanje iz Zagreba
U inozemstvo u poratnim godinama,

Iako je glavna determinanta opéeg kretanja stanovnidtva Zagreba o posliednjem
medupopisnom razdoblju negativni migracijski saldo, nepovolina ¢e obiljeija prirodnog
kretanja ubudude imati sve znaZajniju ulogu. Na to upuduje pad fertiliteta, uz sve vedi
stupanj ostatjelosti zagrebadkog stanovnidiva. Ipak, grad sloZene funkcionalne strukture
poput Zagreba uvijek ¢e biti privladan za naseljavanje odredenih kategorija stanovnistva,
koje ée makar "mehaniki” pomladivati njegovu debnu struktury, tako da trend "izumiranja®
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{E,) na koji upucuju aktualne odredmice o péeg kretanja stanovnidtva ne odraZzava realny
perspektive njegova populacijskog razvoja.

Usporedba kretanja stanovnidtva Zugreba samoga, Zagrebacke gradske regije i
Hrvatske (s]. 2) pokazuje da se i uw uvjetima oslabljene, pa i negativne opée populacijske
dinamike nastavlja polarizacija u populacijskom razvoju zemlje u cjelini, vz istodobnu
decentralizaciju aglomeracije putem procesa metropolitanizacije.
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