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Spatial Mobility of the Population
of Croatia - Internal Migration
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Spatial mobility of population is one of the basic demographic determinants.
Regarding migration, Croatia is a dynamic country, which is characterized not only
by external migration, but also by internal resettlement of population. In the last
secular period the internal migration was caused by numerous socio-economic and
politacal changes, but without a systematic concern about the country's demographic
development. An uncontrolled migration lead to the demographic polarization of
the country, to widening of the emigration areas, and narrowing of the immigration
ones. So Croatia made a stride towards a new millennium with a polarized spatial dis-
tribution of population. Therefore, the country's demographic development policy
should be based on the regional development concept, as one of the reasonable eco-
nomic and demographic development alternatives.

Key Words: internal migration, migration rural area - urban area, inter-regional
migration, Croatia.

Prostorna pokretljivost stanovnistva Hrvatske -
unutarnja migracija

Prostorna pokretljivost jedna je od temeljnih odrednica ukupnog kretanja
stanovnistva. Prostor Hrvatske, u pogledu migracije, dinamicno je podrucje, koje, uz
vanjsku migraciju, karakterizira i intenzivno unutarnje premjestanje stanovnistva. U
posljednjem sekularnom razdoblju unutarnja migracija poticana je brojnim
drustveno-gospodarskim i politickim promjenama, medutim, bez sustavne brige o
demografskom razvoju zemlje. Nekontrolirana migracija dovela je do demografske
polarizacije zemlje, Sirenja emigracijskih i suzavanja imigracijskih prostora. Tako je
Hrvatska zakoracila u novo tisuéljee s polariziranim prostornim rasporedom
stanovni§tva, oslabljenom demografskom osnovicom i smanjenom populacijom.
Stoga se politika demografskog razvoja zemlje treba temeljiti na konceptu regional-
nog razvoja, nuznoj i razumnoj gospodarskoj i demografskoj razvojnoj alternativi.

Klju¢ne rijeéi: unutarnja migracija, migracija selo-grad, meduregionalna mi-
gracija, Hrvatska.

INTRODUCTION

The twentieth century in Croatia was marked by an intensive population migration
caused by wars and economic crises, looking for employment, earnings and a better life.
As arule, the consequences of population migration are negative for the emigration ar-
eas leading to a decrease of the biologically active and working population, which, dur-
ing a longer period of time, result in depopulation or even extinction. The negative
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consequences of migration can also be noticed in an uneven spatial distribution of
population, making, on the one hand the poles of demographic concentration, and on
the other, the poles of demographic decline.

In the centennial demographic history the Croatian territory was an area of coloni-
sation, immigration, strong internal migration and emigration. The events in the last
ten years have brought new categories of migrants inside their own country, refugees
and displaced persons. The year 1991 is the last census year in the 20" century. It con-
siderably reflects the past events in which various migration processes left visible
tracks, and which will, to a large extent, influence further demographic processes in
Croatia.

BASIC FEATURES OF THE SPATIAL MOBILITY

Spatial mobility of population is one of the basic demographic determinants. In
Croatia the migration component has been statistically worked out only recently, that's
why the evaluation of the population spatial mobility in the centennial period is more
based on indirect methods (the net migration estimate, observation of certain trends
and census analysis) than on the exact data.

Table 1. Net Migration of the Population of Croatia between 1869 and 1991

NUBMER OF POPULATIO ON: NET MIGRATION
YEAR THE CENSUS THE NATURAL TOTAL % OF TOTAL
BASIS BASIS POPULATION
1869 2.398.000
1880 2.506.228 2.466.656 39.572 1,58
1890 2.854.558 2.857.531 -2.973 -0,10
1900 3.161.456 3.157.556 3.900 0,12
1910 3.460.584 3.595.653 -135.069 -3,90
1921 3.443.375 3.599.478 -156.103 -4,53
1931 3.785.455 3.843.272 -57.817 -1,53
1948 3.779.858 3.958.000 -178.142 -4,71
1953 3.936.022 4.001.042 -65.020 -1,65
1961 4.159.696 4.268.378 -108.682 -2,61
1971 4.426.221 4.429.201 -2.980 -0,07
1981 4.601.469 4.633.677 -32.208 -0,70
1991 4.784.265 4.692.013 92.252 1,93

Source: J. Gelo (1997); Popis stanovnistva (Censuses) 1981 and 1991.

Considering migration, as the total population changes show, Croatia is a dynamic
area. In the period of 111 years, from 1880 to 1991, the population of Croatia increased
from 2.5 to 4.8 million inhabitants, or for 91 percent. Accordingly, in that period, the
population of the country nearly redoubled.

However, the achieved growth does not correspond to the natural population in-
crease. Namely, the net migration according to the census years, shows that the spatial
population movements, except three intercensal periods, were, in the whole, negative.
In that period the total negative net migration amounted to 425.775 inhabitants, or 12
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Fig. 1. Net Migration of the Population of Croatia between 1869 and 1991

Sl 1. Kretanje migracijskog salda stanovnistva Hrvatske 1869-1991.

percent. It is obvious that a part of the population growth was “poured out” of the state
territory, i. e. the effects of the positive intrastate migration (Austria-Hungary and
former Yugoslavia), as well as those of a part of the natural increase, were nullified by
emigration from Croatia. On the basis of such demographic processes, Croatia, in en-
tirety, can be considered an emigration area.

Emigration in Croatia has lengthily and intensively weakened the population de-
velopmental power, and it had an unfavourable retroactive effect on the natural in-
crease of population as well as on its structural charactereistics. The negative influence
of migrations is also reflected on the population spatial distribution. The internal mi-
gration, intensified from the middle of the 20" century, has lead to the concentration of
population in the urban areas, simultaneously emptying the other ones. During a
longer period, this, together with the external migration, resulted in depopulation of a
large part of the state territory. Those trends brought to the polarization of demo-
graphic development of Croatia, and in 1991, 40 percent of its population was “concen-
trated” within 9 municipalities on only 13 percent of the territory.

The urban areas make the principal poles of population concentration in Croatia
(Table 3). During more than one century, the urban population of Croatia increased
nearly six times, from 423 thousand to 2.5 million inhabitants (index 584).

The macro-regional centres registered a faster increase. Their number of inhabi-
tants increased tenfold, from 116 thousand to 1.2 million (index 1039). The other urban
centres registered a significantly slower increase (index 548), while the nonurban popu-
lation practically stagnated (index 111). The mentioned data show that, in the observed
secular period, with a constantly present emigration from the country, the population
migration from the agrarian areas to the urban ones, was strong as well. From those ur-
ban areas a considerable part of demographic basis had been poured off together with
the total natural increase. The internal population migration, initially directed towards
the agrarian areas, then towards the industrial centres and littoral, caused an uneven
regional demographic development of Croatia.
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The Croatian War of Independence, the third war in the last century, began with
persecution of population from the eastern, and later southern and mountainous parts
of Croatia, continued with coming of displaced persons and refugees from Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Voivodina and Kosovo, as well as with departure of population from the
liberated areas of Croatia. According to estimate, the forced movements of population
together with the population having died and disappeared in the war, will cause the
population total number decrease. So, Croatia will make a stride towards the new mil-
lennium with decreased population, weakened demographic basis and polarized spa-
tial distribution of population.

FORMS OF THE INTERNAL MIGRATION

Permanent Removal: Rural Area - Urban Area, Daily Commuting

In the more recent history a dominant form of population movement has been be-
tween the rural and urban areas. This process includes the rural population at large at
the time of restructuring society from agricultural to industrial. Dependent on the
breadth of the process, i. e. if it has affected only the agricultural labour surplus or the
phenomenon became widespread and extended to a part of the demographic basis and
so endangered the existence of the rural area, we can talk about emigration or rural
exodus (H. Mendras 1986:190). Abandonment of the rural areas happening directly by
transition from agriculture to other activities, or indirectly by education of the rural
youth and their stay in the urban area (M. Stambuk 1990:214). However, all growth of
the urban population can't be ascribed to immigration and natural increase. The pro-
cess of urbanization has transformed many rural settlements, especially those close to
large urban centres, which brought to calming down of the migration streams between
the rural and urban areas, and to the appearance of a new migration form, daily com-
muting from the place of residence to the place of work and inversely.

“The process of urbanization followed by population migration corresponds to the
adequate types and directions of the population spatial mobility” (W. Zelinski
1971:219; M. Vresk 1989.39). It is possible to distinguish three dominant stages of ur-
ban development, and connected with that, the possible types of the population migra-
tion. The primary stage (pre-industrial) is characterized by a low level of urbanization,
so the migration is more connected with the intrarural movement, out of which coloni-
zation has affected the largest number of migrants. In the secondary stage (industrial)
the main direction of migration is between the rural and urban areas. The employment
focus is in industry, where, at the beginning, the agrarian surplus was transfered, which,
in some cases, turned into rural exodus. Such uncontrolled migration resulted in fast
development of the urban arcas and demographic emptying of the rural ones. The terti-
ary or metropolitan stage is characterized by greater employment in tertiary activities,
and the migration direction changes. Migration from the rural to urban areas is rarer,
while that between the urban centres and their surroundings is more often. This migra-
tion stage is characterized by a stronger daily commuting, which brings to growth of the
population of the peripheral urban and surrounding settlements, and so to a gradual
metropolization of the area.

The population development of Croatia in the passed hundred years considerably
reflects the mentioned phenomena, and it is possible to follow the population spatial
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mobility through the quoted stages. With regard to the lack of the exact data about the
population migration from the rural to urban areas, especially for the earlier observed
periods, that type of the spatial mobility can be followed indirectly through the urbani-
zation and deagrarization process analysis and using the retrospective method of the
urban development (I. Gini¢ 1967:39; M. Si¢ 1976:58; I. NejaSmi¢ 1988:47). An impor-
tant source of data are censuses. On the basis of the analysis of the quoted processes
and sources, it is possible to realize approximetly the importance and power of the
population migration from the rural to urban areas in the last secular period.
Although the migration from the rural to urban areas started later in relation to the
developed European countries (8. Zuljié 1970:102), it represents the dominant form of
the spatial population mobility in Croatia. In the period from 1880 to 1991 the urban
population growth rate ( 1.3%) was twice as large as the total Croatia's population growth
(0.6%), and for 0.5 percent points larger than the natural increase average rate (0.8). Si-
multaneously, a fast decrease of the agricultural population was registered, which was,
together with the external migration, caused by its migration to the urban areas.

Table 2. Selected Annual Average Increase/Decrease Population Rates in Croatia between 1880 and 1991

(in %)
POPULATION
e TOTAL URBAN AGRICTL: III:IIXC\FE}EJES%‘ .
TURAL*
1880-1890 T 1,4 - 13
1890-1900 1,0 12 0.7 1,0
1900-1910 0,9 1.8 0,5 13
1910-1921 0.1 0.2 08 0,5
1921-1931 1,0 23 0,6 1d
1931-1948 0.2 0.6 03 0,3
1880-1948 0,6 i3 0,1 0,9
1948-1953 0.8 25 24 11
1953-1961 07 28 24 1,0
1961-1971 0,6 29 24 0,6
1971-1981 03 20 67 05
1981-1991 0.4 0,9 T 0,2
1948-1991 0,6 22 34 0,7
1880-1991 0,6 13 1,3 0,8

Source: Popisi stanovnistva (Censuses); *V. Stipeti¢, V. Puljiz (1992); **J. Gelo (1987).

Although, as a rule, the growth of the urban areas is followed by the rural popula-
tion decrease, it is necessary to point out that in certain periods, wars, external migra-
tion, abandoning of the agricultural activity and urbanization influenced more
intensively that decrease than did the migration of the rural population to the urban ar-
cas. Thats why the mentioned migration should be observed in a broader context of
general demographic changes in Croatia, bearing in mind the afore-mentioned factors.

Demographic processes in Croatia from the end od the 19" (1880) and from the
beginning of the 20" century (1900) are characterized by high rates of the natural in-
crease and growth of population, as well as by a small positive net migration (Table 1).
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SL. 2. Kretanje odabranih prosjecnih godisnjih stopa rasta/pada stanovnistva Hrvatske 1880-1991.

In that period the urban population growth was somewhat greater than the total popu-
lation growth. As the urban development was primarily based on the development of
the administrative and transport-commercial functions and less on industrial develop-
ment (S. Zuljié¢ 1976:33), the migration from the rural to urban areas was sporadic. The
urban population growth was under a stronger influence of natural increase and immi-
gration of foreigners, while the agrarian migration was chiefly seasonal and concerned
the agricultural and forestry workers and pedlars in search for seasonal work (V. Hor-
vat 1942:19).

The intercensal period (1910-1921) was characterized by markedly negative
demographic processes. Emigration of population from certain parts of Croatia, espe-
cially from the rural areas to the overseas and some European countries increased,
which decreased the population mobility inside Croatia (I. Neja$mi¢ 1991:112), while
the war, for the first time in the more recent history of Croatia, decreased the total
population number. In that period the annual average increase rates of the urban popu-
lation (0.2%) are lower than the natural increase rates (0.5%), which means that the ur-
ban population also suffered in the war, and/or emigrated from the country. In
prominent emigration areas such as Lika, Gorski Kotar, Istria, and on the islands the
population number of many towns decreased.

Stabilization of demogeographic processes is characteristic for the interwar pe-
riod from 1921 to 1931. In Croatia, it is the time of essential political changes. The col-
lapse of the Austro-Hungarian monarchy and emergence of a new state Yugoslavia
established new political and economic-social relations which determined new direc-
tions of the population mobility. In that period, the annual average increase rates of the
urban population were higher (2.3%) than the natural increase rates (1.1%), out of
which we can conclude that the migration to the urban areas increased again. However,
it is characteristic that, because of new border changes and intensified emigration, the
population number of many towns of Istria, Kvarner and Dalmatia decreased, while si-
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multaneously, an intensified immigration from Northen Bosnia and Voivodina, i. e.
Serbia, increased the population number of many towns in Central and Eastern Croa-
tia. The most dynamic urban population growth was registered in Zagreb (index 177),
and only its smaller part was conditioned by the natural increase (Nejasmic 1991:119).
Most of the immigrants to Zagreb originated from the close surroundings, i. ¢. Hrvat-
sko Zagorje, and from the villages of Gorski Kotar and Lika, as well as from those near
Bjelovar and Krizevci. The following intercensal period 1931-1948 was also character-
ized by total decrease of the Croatia's population (-0.2%), which mainly happened in
the rural areas, while a slow growth of the urban population (0.6 %), besides the tradi-
tional population “shift” in the Istrian, Kvarner and Dalmatian towns caused by border
changes, was mostly realized by the natural increase.

Taken as awhole, the period from 1880 to 1948 can be characterized as the primary
stage in the Croatian urban development. Migration to the urban areas was of smaller
intensity, and at particular stages, the urban population number changes were under a
stronger influence of immigration and emigration of foreigners than of the rural popu-
lation migration. In that period the rural area was the incubator of the Croatia's demo-
graphic development in which a greater part (55%) of the total population growth was
realized in spite of greater suffering of the rural population in wars and of the external
migration higher rate (Table 3). By the end of the 19" century, about 17 percent of the
total Croatia's population or 423 thousand of them lived in the urban areas, and seven
decades later, their number grew to 999 thousand (26%), i. e. for 576 thousand people.
According to an estimate, 60 percent of that growth was realized by immigration (I.
Nejasmi¢ 1991:118), so, we can calculate that during sixty-eight years, about 345 thou-
sand people or 5 thousand of them per year migrated to the urban areas. Bearing in
mind general demographic trends in the rural areas, we can conclude that in the period
from 1880 to 1948, the population migration from the rural to urban areas did not get
greater proportions. The migration was sporadic and directed towards the close urban
settlements.

In the postwar period, between 1948 and 1991, the earlier initiated demographic
processes intensified. As a whole, they were characterized by decrease of the annual av-
erage rates of the total population growth and of the natural increase, as well as by an
increased internal and external migration. In the internal migration the main stream
was that from the rural to urban areas, the process which resulted in an uncontrolled
growth of particular urban centres, concentration of economic activities in them, and,
therefore, in further polarization of the countrys demographic development.

In the observed period (Table 2) the urban population grew four times faster
(2.2%) than the natural increase (0.7%) and the total Croatia’s population growth
(0.6%). Simultaneously, the agricultural population decrease (-3.4%) was greater than
the growth of urban centres, which means that at particular stages, the external migra-
tion, urbanization of the rural areas and transition from the agricultural profession to
the others were more intensive than the migration from the rural to urban areas itself.

On the basis of the average annual increase rates of the urban population, it is possi-
ble, in the postwar period, to differ the stages of intensive urbanization ( 1948-1971) fol-
lowed by an intensified migration of the rural population to the urban areas, and the
stages of calming down of that process (1971-1991), in which we noticed a more intensive
commuting of the labour from the place of residence to the place of work and inversely.
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The first stage including three intercensal years: 1948, 1953 and 1971, represents
the secondary stage in the urban development of Croatia, where the urban population
growth was under the influence of the migrations from the rural to urban areas. In that
period, the disproportion between the natural (0.9 %) and urban population increase
average rate (2.7 %) was most prominent, which pointed to the immigration power in
the total urban population growth.

Excluding the first postwar years in which the urban population growth in the
Northern Croatian Littoral was somewhat lower than the state average because of the
optant emigration, the urban population of the littoral Croatia was growing more rap-
idly in comparison with other parts of the country. A faster growth of the urban popula-
tion in that area, its inherited urban structure, and, generally, a higher level of the area
urbanization were under the influence of modern development processes directed to-
wards the littoral regions of Croatia (I. Nejasmic 1988:48). In the littoral the industrial
port towns and military centres grew more rapidly, and a population growth, greater
than the average one, was registered in larger tourist centres. Different from the littoral
part, Central Croatia, where the greatest part of the urban population lived, was not af-
fected by such an intensive urbanization process. The urban population growth was on
the level of the state average, and the higher growth rates under the influence of Zagreb
were registered in the urban settlements of the Zagreb ring. Zagreb followed the gen-
eral growth rate of the macro-region population, which was understandable because of
its marked role in that area and in the state. On the territory of Mountain Croatia, dur-
ing the 1960s, there was a certain demographic “recovery” in relation to the earlier pe-
riods, which was, however, a short one, and it preceeded a renewed external migration
of the mountain area population. Eastern Croatia, which was, at certain stages, because
of the land agricultural value, the area of an intensified colonization and/or individual
immigration, registered a lower urban population growth than the state average.

If we observe that period as a whole, it is characterized by a mass population mi-
gration, mostly between the rural and urban areas. The migrant share permanently
grew in the course of time. In 1948, 23 percent of the Croatias population, and at the
end of the period, in 1971, even 44 percent of it, belonged to the migrant category. The
data of the censuses of 1961 and 1971 show that three quarters of the migration contin-
gent (79% in 1961; 76% in 1971) originated from the rural areas, from so called “other
settlements”.

Analysing that period when the migration from the rural to urban areas reached its
climax, it is possible, on the basis of the total urban growth, which amounted to 458
thousand people, and of the estimate that about 71 percent of that growth (I. Nejasmic
1991:217) was conditioned by migration, to calculate that totally 325 thousand people
migrated to towns, out of which about three quarters (78%) or 254 thousand originated
from the rural areas. Consequently, during one observed decade, about 32 thousand
people averagely migrated to the urban areas, 25 thousand of them came from the rural
areas.

Although the following decade (1971-81) marked a slower urban population
growth (index 1971/81-122; 1981/91-106), the agricultural population decrease rapidly
continued. The possibility of going to work abroad during the 1970s weakened the
“pressure” of the rural population on the urban areas, and the expansion of the urban
centres to their surroundings decreased the “inflow” of the neighbouring rural popula-
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Table 4. Migrant Population of the Croatia according to the Type of the Original Settlement in 1948, 1953,
1961, 1971 and 1991

—_ TOTAL POPULATION MIGRATED FROM*
POPULATION TOTAL URBAN CENTER | OTHER SETTL.
1948  NO 3.779.858 861.162 . 8
% 100,0 22,8
1953  NO 3.936.022 1.440.465 = =
% 100,0 36,6
1961  NO 4.159.696 1.661.015 345.840 1.315.175
% 100,0 39,9 20,8 79,2
1971 NO 4.426.221 1.927.263 471.608 1.455.655
% 100,0 43,5 245 75,5
1981  NO 4.601.469 1.999.020 2 -
% 100,0 43,4
1991  NO 4.784.265 2.274.371 - -
% 100,0 475

*) The number of the immigrated relates to the total immigrated population no matter when and from where
it came. Source: Popis stanovnistva (Censuses) 1948,53,61,71,81,91.

tion. So, gradually, there was a decrease of the rural population migration to the urban
areas, and, simultaneously, an increase of the migration which did not include a perme-
nant resettlement. The migration share in the total urban population in that period is
estimated at about 50 percent (I. NejaSmic¢ 1988:49). It is characteristic that the higher
increase rates, compared with the leading macro-centres, were registered in particular
regional centres where the urbanization process developed later. As the inflow of im-
migrants to the urban areas decreased, the urban population growth in the observed
period was under a stronger influence of the natural trends and urbanization. Thats
why, the period during the 1980s and 1990s can be considered the tertiary stage of the ur-
banization of Croatia.

At that stage the other forms of the population spatial mobility were more impor-
tant. They were daily and weakly commuting of the employees, which did not include
their final removal to the urban centres. In that period a high level of daily employee
mobility was reached. According to the census data from 1971, one third of the em-
ployed (31%) worked out of the place of residence, and ten years later, their share
jumped to 47 percent. The urbanization process intensification decreased the commut-
ers share, and, in 1991, it ammounted to 37 percent. The daily commuters made the
majority of the commuters, while the weakly and temporary ones had only a smaller
share in the contingent. As it was possible to forsee, the appearance of daily commuting
was especially intensive inside the gravitation areas of large urban centres.

During four decades, from 1961 to 1991, the population migration from the rural
tourban areas was a dominant form of the Croatia's population spatial mobility. In that
period, the urban population increased from 1 to 2.5 million, i. e. from a quarter (26%)
to a half (52%) of the total population. As a greater part of the growth was realized in a
mechanical way (about 60%), we can estimate that about 883 thousand people or, aver-
agely, 21 thousand per year, migrated to the urban areas in that period. Evaluating, on
the basis of the earlier data that the rural contingent share among migrants was very
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Table 5. Daily Commuting of the Employed Population in Croatia in 1961, 1971, 1981 and 1991.

"' YBAR TOTAL WORKING:
EMPLOYED OUT OF RESIDENCE IN RESIDENCE
1961  NO 868.843 218.156 650.687
% 100,0 25,1 74,9
1971  NO 1.024.337 317.169 707.168
% 100,0 31,0 69,0
1981  NO 1.334.756 621.627 713.129
% 100,0 46,6 53,4
1991 NO 1.502.379 549.381 952.998
% 100,0 36,6 63,4

Source: Popisi stanovnistva (Censuses) 1961, 1971, 1981 and 1991.

100

80

1961 1971 1981 1991

NON-COMMUTERS

COMMUTERS

Fig. 3. Daily Commuting of the Employed Population in Croatia in 1961, 1971, 1981 and 1991.

SL 3. Dnevno komutiranje zaposlenog stanovnistva Hrvatske 1961, 1971, 1981 i 1991.

large, about 60 percent, we can estimate that about 530 thousand people totally or
about 12 thousand per year averagely migrated from the rural to urban areas.

Migration trends, which intensively and selectively influenced demographic pro-
cesses during a short period, changed the population structure in Croatia to a large ex-
tent and relocated the focus of the economic activity and demographic development
from the rural areas of the country to the urban ones. The power of that process is visi-
ble out of the facts that between 1953 and 1981, out of totally 6.648 settlements in Croa-
tia, even 82 percent (5.476 settlements), were affected by depopulation process. There
were only three urban settlements among them: Rasa, Pag and Klis (I. NejaSmié
1991:157). With regard to a long demographic “weakening” of the rural areas caused by
emigration, and since 1983 by negative natural trends, we could expect that that kind of
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migration would go on decreasing, especially because the economic crisis had slowed
down the urban development. Thats why it was realistic to assume that the urban popu-
lation growth would be, in future, under a stronger influence of natural processes and
widening of the urban centres into the surrounding area. Such expectations were not
realized completely, because in the last ten years the population growth in certain
towns was determined by the inflow of the refugees and displaced persons from the re-
gions of Croatia and neighbouring countries devastated by war, which will be statisti-
cally visible only in the following census period.

INTER-REGIONAL POPULATION MIGRATION

As the population migration between the rural and urban areas showed, the popu-
lation spatial mobility between particular macro-regions in Croatia was caused by
natural-geographic features of the region and by differences in its economic valoriza-
tion during various stages of the country's economic and social development.

There are no relevant statistical sources for following the population inter-
regional migration stream, so that phenomenon can be followed indirectly, by determi-
nation of immigration and emigration areas, by the analysis of the data about the popu-
lation native district, which have existed for particular parts of Croatia since 1880, and
by the data of net migration among districts of degrees I and IT for the census years 1961
and 1971.

The migration inside Croatia began to intensify only around the middle of the 20
century in the time of the countrys industrialization and slowing down of traditional
overseas emigration. The data about the native district of the population in Civil Croa-
tia at the end of the 19" and at the beginning of the 20"" century show (Table 6) that over
three quarters of the inhabitants (82% in 1880; 72% in 1910) were born in the same mu-
nicipality where they were listed, and a similar relation retained on the whole territory
of Croatia during several following decades (77% in 1948). If we suppose that the popu-
lation migration inside the same territorial-administrative unit (municipality, county,
district) is connected with a shorter distance and has a character of local migration,
from the middle of the 20™ century, just a small number of the population of Croatia
was included in inter-regional migrations. In Civil Croatia the share of the population
born in other counties of Croatia and Slavonia ranged from 4.7% (1880) to 5.4% (1910)
of the total population, and around the middle of the 20" century the share of the popu-
lation born in other districts of Croatia increased to 17.4% (1948).

Although for the observed period there are no data on the volume and directions
of the inter-regional population migration, it is possible, by means of the population
natural increase and real average growth rate, to define immigration and emigration
regions (Tables 7 and 8), and to determine, by means of various sources, the main direc-
tions of the internal migration.

At the turn of the 19" and the 20™ centuries Civil Croatia was transformed from
the immigration to the emigration area. In other words, in the census periods from
1880-1890 and 1890-1900, out of totally eight counties, five registered a total popula-
tion growth higher than the population natural increase, which shows that those re-
gions accepted more inhabitants than they lost. On the basis of that disproportion the
following counties could be considered immigrational in those days: the County of
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Table 6. The Population of Croatia according to the Native District in 1880, 1900, 1910, 1931, 1948
(in %)
[ CROATIA 1880 1900 1910 1931 1948
CIVILIC CROATIA
BORN IN THE SAME MUNICIPALITY 81,7 72,2 71,5
BORN IN THE SAME DISTRICT 4,6 9,5 9,4
BORN IN THE SAME COUNTY 1,8 52 58
BORN IN THE OTHER COUNTY 4,7 4.8 5,4
BORN OUT OF CIVILIC CROATIA 73 8,3 8,0
AUTONOMOUS BANOVINA OF CROATIA
BORN IN THE SAME MUNICIPALITY 76,0
BORN IN THE OTHER CROATIAN BANOVINA 2.3
BORN IN THE OTHER YUGOSLAYV BANOVINA 13,5
BORN ABROAD 8,2
THE REPUBLIC OF CROATIA
BORN IN THE SAME DISTRICT 77,1
BORN IN THE OTHER CROATIAN DISTRICT 14,4
BORN IN OTHER REPUBLIC OF YUGOSLAVIA 4,0
BORN ABROAD 1,5
Source: V. Horvat (1942); Popis stanovnistva (Censuses) 1931 and 1948.

Bjelovar-Krizevci, the County of Pozega, the County of Srijem, the County of Viro-
vitica and the County of Zagreb. The County of Lika-Krbava, the County of Modrus-
Rijeka and the County of Varazdin had a greater population outflow than inflow.

The following intercensal period, 1900-1910, was marked by beginning of a more
intensive emigration overseas, which broadened the emigration area in Croatia. If we
except the urban centres Varazdin, Osijek and Zagreb as the immigration enclaves of
the counties having the same name, then all the counties, except the County of Pozega,
had a lower rate of the real population growth than that of the natural population in-
crease. '

In Dalmatia the difference between the natural population increase and real
population growth was even less favourable. The population emigration from that re-
gion started earlier than from Civil Croatia and, towards the end of the 19" century,
Dalmatia became the emigration focus in the former Austria. Different from the most
of Croatian regions in the observed period Istria was an immigration region, although
the differences between the real population growth and natural increase were not very
prominent.

On the basis of the presented indicators, it is possible to conclude that in Croatia,
towards the end of the 19" and at the beginning of the 20" century, there were already
broad emigration and limited immigration areas, which would, in the following dec-
ades, be reflected on the differentiated demographic and economic development and
on the uneven spatial distribution of the countrys population. As there are no relevant
statistical indicators of the internal inter-regional population migration directions for
the observed period, they will be approximately evaluated on the basis of the archival
materials and literature.
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Table 7. The Annual Average Population Rates of the Real and Natural Increase by Counties between

1880-1890, 1890-1900 and 1900-1910 (in %o )
e, CHANGE 1880-1890 | CHANGE 1890-1900 | CHANGE 1900-1910

REAL | NATURAL | REAL | NATURAL | REAL | NATURAL

BJELOVAR-KRIZEVCI 21,6 13,0 12,9 10,2 9,6 12,3
LIKA-KRBAVA 9,6 19,0 9,1 15:7 2.2 14,1
MODRUS-RIJEKA 8,5 16,3 3,4 11,6 1,4 13,7
POZEGA 21,8 12,6 12,7 8,8 15,7 14,9
SRIJEM 16,9 12,2 8,6 8,8 8,3 10,8
- City of ZEMUN . 14,8 2,0 13,6 2,4
VARAZDIN 12,6 15,9 8,4 14,2 10,1 17,8
- Town of VARAZDIN 7,6 22 3,6 1,1
VIROVITICA 11,8 10,6 10,7 10,0 10,5 14,9
- Town of OSIJEK . 16,0 -3,0 25,9 2,7
ZAGREB 14,1 16,3 72 10,3 72 14,6
City of ZAGREB 32,2 47,0 50,5 29,6 4,7
CIVILIC CROATIA 15,5 14,5 9,7 10,4 8,9 13,4

Source: V. Horvat (1942).

Table 8. The Annual Average Population Rates of the Real and Natural Increase in Dalmatia and Istria

between 1880-1890, 1890-1900 and 1900-1910 (in %o0)
CHANGE 1880-1890 CHANGE 1890-1900 CHANGE 1900-1910
REAL NATURAL REAL NATURAL REAL NATURAL
DALMACIA 10,8 13,7 12,5 15,0 8,7 14,1
ISTRA 9,8 83 10,4 10,4 19,3 13,5

Source: J. Gelo (1987).

According to findings of certain authors (V. Horvat 1942:104), at the turn of the 19"
and the 20" centuries, i. e. during the period between 1880 and 1910, on the territory of five
counties of Civil Croatia, there were no intensive migration streams. The major part of in-
ternal migrations took place at short distances. The population of the overpopulated re-
gions Hrvatsko Zagorje and Medimurje, from which there were no emigration overseas at
that time, migrated to the neighbouring less populated regions of Bjelovar-KriZevci and
Moslavina, and the city of Zagreb “was more and more becoming an assembly point of the
overpopulated counties of Civil Croatia" (V. Horvat 1942:104). At that time the mentioned
regions of Central Croatia became destinations for a wider surroundings immigrants. In
Eastern Croatia there were different migration streams. At the turn of the 19" and the 20"
centuries, the most intensive population growth was registered in the Counties of Viro-
vitica, PoZega and Srijem. It was under a stronger influence of the foreigner immigration
than that of the native population, at first of the Germans and Hungarians, and after the es-
tablishment of Yugoslavia the immigration of Serbs was more intensive (M. Lorkovi¢ 1939;
V. Horvat 1942). Simultaneously, there was no stronger emigration from those regions of
Croatia to other regions of the country or abroad.

Demographic processes in the Karst and mountain regions of Dalmatia, Gorski
Kotar and Lika essentially differed from those in the observed two macro-regions.
Their population grew more slowly (in spite of very high natural increase rates) because
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of a strong emigration overseas, while the internal migrations were of a smaller volume,
and took place at longer distances. So, the population from the areas of Gorski Kotar,
Lika and Modru$§ migrated to Zagreb in greater number, while a weaker colonization
stream was directed from Dalmatia towards the fertile counties of Eastern Croatia. Be-
cause of frequent political changes, Istria was the area of immigration on the one hand,
and of emigration on the other. Besides emigration to Italy and oveseas, some regions
of Central Croatia, especially Zagreb, were the destinations of a larger number of the
Istrian emigrants.

The internal migration of the population in the observed period initiated a more
intensive immigration into the urban areas, the process which, in the following decades,
would become a dominant form of the internal population migration. V. Horvat
(1942:127) points out that in the period of fifty years, from 1880 to 1931, besides the
population migration to other parts of Croatia “Zagreb attracts the Croatian elements
from various regions to such a degree that the harmful process of the spatial decrease
and overcrowding of the west-Croatian ethnic nucleus continues... which contributes to
the dilution of the Croatian ethnic territory.”

Since the second half of the 20™ century, the internal migration of the population
of Croatia has assumed intensive proportions. A greater population mobility was influ-
enced not only by current political and territorial changes, but also by economic and so-
cial ones, among which a dominant role was played by the agrarian reform at the
beginning, and later by the industrial and littoral development together with a sponta-
neous employment of the rural population in urban centres. In that period it was possi-
ble to observe the internal migration of the Croatia's population indirectly:
determinating the net migration, i. e. establishing the immigration and emigration ar-
cas, and for the census years of 1961 and 1971, analysing the immigrated and emigrated
population between the demographic regions of degree I and II.

The spatial mobility of the inhabitants of Croatia was intensified in the last four
decades, which is indicated by an abrupt increase of the migrant population towards the
middle of the 20" century from 1.4 million (37%) to 2.2 million, or somewhat less than
half of the total Coratia's population (48%) at the end of the same century.

Table 9. Migrant Population of Croatia according to the Type of Migration in 1953,1961, 1971, 1981. and 1991

(in 1000)
POPULATION 1953 | 1961 | 1971 | 1981 | 1991
TOTAL POPULATION OF CROATIA 3919| 4160 4426 4.601| 4.784
MIGRANTS 1441 1661 1.927| 1.999| 2274
% OF THE TOTAL POPULATION 36,8 399 435 434|475
MIGRANTS INSIDE CROATIA 1151 1367 1411 1582] 1812
% OF THE TOTAL MIGRANTS 799 83| 72| 791 79,7
STRUCTURE OF MIGRANTS - in % 100,0| 1000 1000 1000 1000
- MIGRATIONS INSIDE MUNICIPALIES 294 251 349 301 35,1
- INTERMUNICIPAL MIGRATIONS 505| 572 383|490 446
- INTERSTATE MIGRATIONS * 168 151 170 184 183
- FOREIGN AND UNKNOWN MIGRATIONS 33 2,6 9,8 2,5 2,0

* Migration between the republics of the former Yugoslavia
Spurce: Popisi stanovnistva (Censuses)1953, 1961, 1 971, 1981. and 1991.
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In that period the internal migration of the population proceeded at a greater dis-
tance. The migration among municipalities, which includes, to a great extent, the
inter-regional migration, was, in the postwar period, the most dynamic form of the
Croatia's population spatial mobility, which included about a half of the migrant popu-
lation. The migrations inside municipalities, i. . at a shorter distance, in which about
one third of the migrants took part, were somewhat less intensive, while the interstate
migrant contingent ranged between 16 and 19 percent of the total migrant population.

The population migration inside Croatia in the observed period was utterly selec-
tive (Table 10). The internal positive net migration for 1961 and 1971 registered only 6
out of totally 16 Croatia's demographic regions of degree II. The Zagreb region was the
most powerful immigration area of Croatia.

Table 10. Net Migration of the Population of Croatia among Districts of Degree 11 in 1961 and 1971

DISTRICTS OF NET MIGRATION NET MIGRATION
DEGREE II 1961 1971

SLAVONIJA IT 47.885 27.680
- North-eastern 35.952 59.851
- South-eastern 19.555 4.368
- Drava-basin -5.876 -23.336
- Sava basin -1.746 -13.203
CENTRAL CROATIA IT 36.098 70.585
- Bilogora -2.736 -12.909
- Medimurje and Varazdin Region -28.819 -27.221
- Hrvatsko Zagorje -72.550 -74.800
- Upper Posavina 4.655 2.674
- Zagreb 159.230 212.634
- Pokuplje and Banija -23.682 -29.793
LIKA AND NORTHERN LITTIRAL IT -36.289 -33.845
- Gorski kotar and Lika -57.975 -67.017
- Northern Littoral 22.263 34.924
- Istria -571 -1.752
DALMATIA IT -47.334 -47.104
- Dalmatinska Zagora -44.304 -57.380
- Northern Dalmatia -8.427 -10.700
- Southern Dalmatia 5.397 20.976
CROATIA 360 17.316

Source: Dokumentacija SZS (without numeral) 1961. and 1971.

According to the data from 1971 (Table 11) for which one can follow immigration
and emigration by regions of degree I, it is obvious that the Zagreb region had a positive
net migration with all regions in Croatia, while, in absolute amounts, it received the
largest number of immigrants from Hrvatsko Zagorje, Gorski Kotar, Lika and the Bilo-
gora region. Besides that region, on the territory of Central Croatia, only Upper Posav-
ina had a positive net migration, although of only several thousand people. All other
areas of Central Croatia were characterized by an intensive emigration directed pri-
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marily towards the Zagreb region. Slavonia in entirety registered a positive net migra-
tion owing to the growth of the regional centres Osijek (north-eastern region) and
Vukovar (south-eastern region), while the areas of Podravina and of the Sava River ba-
sin were caught by emigration. The net migration data according to the regions of de-
gree I showed that the migration of population procedeed largely inside Slavonia, and
from the less developed regions of Podravina and Posavina towards the north-eastern
region, while a more intensive emigration stream out of Slavonia was directed towards
the Zagreb region, and a weaker one towards the Littoral and Dalmatia. The Croatian
Littoral region was an immigration area which registered the total positive net migra-
tion. It had a positive net migration on the level of degree I in 1971 with all regions ex-
cept the Zagreb one. Most of the immigrants to that area originated from the
neighbouring regions of Northern Dalmatia, Istria, Gorski Kotar and Lika, while the
emigration stream from the Littoral was directed chiefly towards Zagreb. Northern
Dalmatia and Dalmatinska Zagora were emigrational regions from which the main
emigration stream was directed towards the Croatian Littoral and Zagreb, while the re-
gion of Southern Dalmatia was an immigration area of neighbouring Zagora and
Northern Dalmatia.

On the basis of the presented data it is possible to conclude that during the fifties
and sixites preceeding the census years of 1961 and 1971, the internal migration in
Croatia was directed towards the areas where there were macro-regional or powerful
regional centres, while the areas without powerful urban centres had the greatest
demographic losses. Besides migration at a shorter distance inside the same region dur-
ing the observed period, the inter-regional migration became more intensive, and the
concentration poles were the north-east of Central Croatia, Slavonia, Littoral and Dal-
matia, i. e. their macro-regional and regional centres. That was also the time when, to-
gether with an increasingly intensive migration out of the country, the territory of
Croatia became polarized to emigration and immigration regions with their specific

demographic processes.

Towards the end of the 1970s and 1980s (Table 12) the internal migration weak-
ened because of a slow economic increase, more intensive migration of the family
members of the workers employed abroad and because of weakening of the rural area
vitality. In Mountain and Eastern Croatia, and in the large part of Central Croatia the
population number continued to decrease because of emigration, and in particular re-
gions because of the natural decrease. So, besides Mountain Croatia, Eastern Croatia
was also transformed in entirety to an emigration area, while on the territory of Central
Croatia there were only two immigration regions: those of Zagreb and Varazdin. On
the other hand, positive economic effects of the tourist development caused the de-
crease of the population outflow from the littoral area of Croatia. In that way Istria, a
powerful emigration focus for decades, had a positive net migration, while in Dalmatia,
the coastal settlement population grew more rapidly than the natural increase with a si-
multaneous emptying of Zagora and a larger part of the insular area.

The data for the period 1981-1991 point to the emigration intensity decrease (Ta-
ble 13), because that phenomenon was the result of the natural decrease in the tradi-
tional emigration areas of Central and Mountain Croatia, and so of the “exhaustion of
demographic reserves” for further emigration. Demographic revitalization in terms of
the emigration intensity decrease and/or immigration increase, was visible only in the
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Table 11. Net Migration of the Population of Croatia among Districts of Degree Iin 1971

REGION OF SE ' NE _ Drava-bgsin Sava-ba§in Bilogora Medirpu'rie Hrvatsko Upper .

DEGREEI Slavonia | Slavonia| Slavonia Slavonia Varazdin | Zagorje | Sava-basin

SE Slavonia 0| 6.236 -987 -1.060 -145 -1.244 | -1.762 127
NE Slavonia -6.236 0 -12.685 -3.531 =707 -3.325| -2.768 -964
Drava-basin Slavonia 987| 12.685 0 1.048 534 -745| -3.308 849
Sava-basin Slavonia 1.060| 3.531 -1.048 0 -7 -178 -738 1.854
Bilogora 145 707 -534 7 0 -3.879 | -7.504 1.567
Medimurje and Varazdin 1.244| 3.325 745 178 | 3.879 0| -4.699 807
Hrvatsko Zagorje 1.762 2.768 3.308 738 | 7.504 4.699 0 5.333
Gornja Posavina -127 963 -849 -1.854| -1.567 -807| -5.333 0
Zagreb -9.100| -6.534 -14.045 -4.696 | -24.967 -20.397 | -47.823 -18.988
Pokuplje and Banija 3.116| 2.883 885 1.362 723 29 -278 8.228
Gorski Kotar and Lika 7.086| 3.873 3.269 5591 3331 440 123 3.808
Northern Littoral -1.825| -1.048 -2.314 -1.278 | -1.527 -991 -384 -351
Istria -665 -548 -848 -537 -528 -589 -208 -157
Dalmatinska Zagora 7.653 4.077 1.952 1.392 766 103 59 464
N Dalmatia 292 259 271 -74 -37 -152 -55 104
S Dalmatia -1.024 -820 -456 -489 -161 -185 -123 -7
CROATIA 4.368 | 32.357 -23.336 -3.203 | -12.909 -27.221 | -74.801 2.674

Rl;agégg EOIF o P°:;’§'je Gor. Kotar | N trig | Damatin. | N s
Bania and Lika Littoral Zagora | Dalmatia | Dalmatia

SE Slavonia 9.100| -3.116 -7.086 1.825 665 -7.653 -292 1.024
NE Slavonia 6.534| -2.883 -3.873 1.048 548 -4.077 -259 820
Drava-basin Slavonia 14.045 -885 -3.269 2.314 848 -1.952 -271 456
Sava-basin Slavonia 4.696| -1.362 -5.591 1.278 537 -1.392 74 489
Bilogora 24.967 =723 -3.331 1.527 528 -766 37 161
Medimurje and Varazdin | 20.397 -29 -440 991 589 -103 152 185
Hrvatsko Zagorje 47.823 277 -123 384 208 -59 55 123
Gornja Posavina 18.988 | -8.228 -3.808 351 157 -464 -104 7
Zagreb 0| -15.690 -24.089 2.350 -954 -8.783 | -6.197 -8.021
Pokuplje and Banija 15.690 0 -4.555 1.411 302 -190 24 162
Gorski Kotar and Lika 24.089| 4.555 0 8.924 686 -216 633 825
Northern Littoral 2350 -1.411 -8.924 0| -6.107 -2.524| -6.916 -1.674
Istria 954 -302 -686 6.107 0 =729 -627 935
Dalmatinska Zagora 8.783 190 216 2.524 729 0 6.998 21.474
N Dalmatia 6.197 -24 -633 6.916 627 -6.998 0 4.007
S Dalmatia 8.021 -162 -825 1.674 -935 -21.474| -4.007 0
CROATIA 212.634 | -29.793 -67.017 39.624 | -1.572 -57.380 | -10.700 20.973

Source: Popis stanovnistva 1971. Dokumentacija SZS (without numeral), SZS.
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Table 12. Net Migration of the Population of Croatia according to Regions Between 1971-1981

MACRO-REGION/ CENSUS | CENSUS | DIFFERENCE | NATURAL NET % OF POP. | MIGR.
REGION 1971 1981 1981/71 INCREASE | MIGRATION | FROM 1971 | TYPE
EASTERN CROATIA 858.136 | 867.646 9.510 43.088 -33.578 -39| E2
North-east 307.566 | 325.211 17.645 17.356 289 01| Il
South-east 194.853 195.595 742 12.959 -12.217 -63| E2
South-west 237.136| 238.953 1.817 11.245 -9.428 40| E2
North-west 118.581 107.887 -10.694 1.528 -12.222 -10,3| E3
CENTRAL CROATIA 2.132.620 | 2.220.952 88.332 73.399 14.933 07| I1
Zagreb Region 803.385| 924.049 120.664 51.430 69.234 86| I2
Hrvatsko Zagorje 242630 230.942 -11.688 3.077 -14.765 61| E2
Varazdin Region 83.601 90.729 7.128 5.627 1.501 1,8 I1
Medimurje 138.000| 139.196 1.196 7.360 -6.164 45| E2
Lonjska-ilovacka R. 260.784 | 248.338 -12.446 -4.556 -7.890 30| E2
Podravina 159.935 152.239 -7.696 -1.006 -6.690 42| E2
Sisak Sava-basin 169.134| 172.811 3.677 5.048 -1.371 08| E1
Banovina 94.627 90.504 -4.123 1.522 -5.645 601 E2
Karlovac Kupa-basin 123.563 122.663 -900 3.786 -4.686 38| E2
Kordun 56.961 49.481 -7.480 1111 -8.591 -151| E3
MOUNTAIN CROATIA 176.722| 153.104 -23.618 409 -24027 -13,6| E3
Gorski Kotar 69.695 62.768 -6.927 372 -7299,0 -105| E3
Lika 107.027 90.336 -16.691 37| -16728,0 -156| E3
NORTHERN LITTORAL 421.256 | 470.641 49.385 24.651 24.734 59| 12
Istria 175.199 | 188.332 13.133 8.962 4.171 241 11
Kvarner 246.057| 282309 36.252 15.689 20.563 84| 12
SOUTHERN LITTORAL 837487 | 889.126 51.639 65.909 -14.270 -1,7| EI
Northern Dalmatia 340.079| 336.763 -3.316 23.653 -26.969 791 E2
Central Dalmatia 416.953| 466.871 49.918 38.501 11.417 27| 11
Southern Dalmatia 80.455 85.492 5.037 3.755 1.282 1,6 I2
CROATIA 4.426.221 | 4.601.469 175.248 207.456 -32.208 -0,7| E1

Izvor: Popisi stanovnistva (Censuses) 1971 and 1981

narrow littoral region of Croatia in Northern and Southern Littoral. During the ob-
served century, those macro-regions were transformed from the emigration to immi-
gration area with positive natural and migration rates of increase. The growth of
Croatia's population of 3.9% registered by the census of 1991 was apparent, and condi-
tioned by application of the “permanent population” methodology, which included the
population living abroad. That contributed to the “revitalization” effect. On the other
hand, the process of intensive migration from the less developed to better developed
regions and from the rural areas to the urban ones was of weak intensity, and we can as-
sume that those processes will go on weakening in future.
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Table 13. Net Migration of the Population of Croatia according to Regions between 1981-1991

MACRO-REGION/ CENSUS | CENSUS | DIFFERENCE | NATURAL NET % OF POP. | MIGR.
REGION 1981 1991 1991/81 | INCREASE | MIGRATION | FROM 1981 | TYPE
EASTERN CROATIA 867.646 | 892.035 24.389 25.339 -950 -01| EI
North-east 325211| 336.815 11.604 9.293 2.311 07| 11
South-east 195.595| 200.425 4.830 8.467 -3.637 -191 E1l
South-west 238.953| 246.743 7.790 7.935 -145 01| E1
North-west 107.887 | 108.052 165 -356 521 05 Il
CENTRAL CROATIA 2.220.952 | 2.282.922 61.970 12.467 49.503 22| I1
Zagreb Region 924.049 | 1.003.181 79.132 26.290 52.842 571 12
Hrvatsko Zagorje 230.942| 223.532 -7.410 -3.706 -3.704 -1,6) E1
Varazdin Region 90.729 94.373 3.644 2.969 675 0,7 I1
Medimurje 139.196 | 141.714 2.518 3.360 -842 06| E1
Lonjska-ilovacka R. 248.338 | 238.953 -9.385 -8.489 -896 04| E1
Podravina 152239 | 148.614 -3.625 -3.932 307 02| L1
Sisak Sava-basin 172.811| 174.156 1.345 572 773 04| I1
Banovina 90.504 88.011 -2.493 -2.087 -406 04| E1
Karlovac Kupa-basin 122.663| 126.591 3.928 -961 4.889 40 I2
Kordun 49.481 43.797 -5.684 -1.549 -4.135 84| E2
MOUNTAIN CROATIA 153.104 | 143.562 -9.542 -4.555 -4.987 -33| E2
Gorski Kotar 62.768 59.640 -3.128 -1.455 -1.673 27| E1
Lika 90.336 83.922 -6.414 -3.100 -3.314 371 E2
NORTHERN LITTORAL 470.641 | 506.493 35.852 14.164 21.688 46| 12
Istria 188.332| 204.346 16.014 6.041 9.973 53| 12
Kvarner 282309 | 302.147 19.838 8.123 11.715 41| 12
SOUTHERN LITTORAL 889.126 | 959.253 70.127 43.129 26.998 30| 12
Northern Dalmatia 336.763 | 358.905 22.142 13.330 8.812 26| I1
Central Dalmatia 466.871 | 508.050 41.179 27.747 13.432 291 Il
Southern Dalmatia 85.492 92.298 6.806 2.052 4.754 56| 12
CROATIA 4.601.469 | 4.784.265 182.796 90.544 92.252 20| I1

Izvor: Popisi stanovni§tva (Censuses) 1981 and 1991

The process which started earlier, and was strengthened by intensification of the
administrative-political functions of the capital city of the newly established state, and,
a decade ago, by immigration of the refugees and displaced persons, is metropolization
of Zagreb. That process will, without appropriate socio-political measures and eco-
nomic decentralization, contribute to further negative polarization of demographic

and economic development of Croatia.
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CONCLUSION

In the last century, the internal migration of the population of Croatia was pushed by
numerous socio-political and economic changes, however, without a systematic care
about an even demographic development of the country. In sum, its activity was negative,
because during a long period it encouraged the demographic polarization of Croatia, and
the emptying of the extensive agrarian areas with a simultaneous “overcrowding” of the
macro-regional centres. In that way the emigration area widened, and the immigration
one narrowed, and in 1991, 40 percent of the population of Croatia lived in 9 municipali-
ties on only 13 percent of the area. A weakened biological base and disrupted sex and
work structure of the population will not be able to ensure a necessary demographic re-
covery of many emigration regions. Thats why the regional economic development of the
country in the context of the even demographic development and “mastering” of the
whole national territory is the most viable development alternative.

REFERENCES

Bauéié, I, 1983.: Migracijski saldo stanovnitva Jugoslavije 1971.-1981. Centar za istraZivanje migracija, Za-
greb.

Crkvendié, L, - ur. 1991.: Politicko-geografska i demografska pitanja Hrvatske. Posebno izdanje, svezak 8.
Savez geografskih drustava Hrvatske, Zagreb.

Friganovié, M., 1984.: Egzodusna podrucja (ne)razvijenost i populacijska politika u SR Hrvatskoj. Radovi,
geografski odjel PMF-a, broj 19.

Gelo, J., 1987.: Demografske promjene u Hrvatskoj od 1780. do 1981. godine. Globus, Zagreb.

Ginié, I, 1967.: Dinamika i struktura gradskog stanovni$tva Jugoslavije. Demografski aspekti urbanizacije.
Institut drustvenih nauka, Beograd. :

Horvat, V., 1942.: Suvremene unutarnje seobe i kretanja Hrvatske posljedice dinamike drustvenih procesa.
Hrvatska drzavna tiskara, Zagreb.

Korenéié, M., 1979.: Naseljai stanovni§tvo SR Hrvatske 1857.-1871. Knjiga 54. JAZU i RZS RH. Zagreb.

Laji¢, 1, Strec, S., 1990.: Emigracijske i imigracijske opcine. Demografski faktori razvoja Hrvatske. IDIS,
Ekonomski institut, Zagreb.

Lorkovi¢, M., 1939.: Narod i zemlja Hrvata. Matica Hrvatska, Zagreb.

Mendras, H., 1986.: Seljacka drustva. Elementi za jednu teoriju seljadtva. Globus, Zagreb.

Nejasmic, I., 1988.: Uloga i znacajke preselenja u suvremenom populacijskom razvoju gradova SR Hrvatske.
Geografski glasnik, broj 50, Zagreb.

Nejasmié, 1., 1991.: Depopulacija u Hrvatskoj. Korijeni, stanje i izgledi. Globus, Zagreb.

Olivera-Roca, M., 1990.: Demografski aspekti ruralno-urbane dihotomije: iskustvo Jugoslavije i istocnoeu-
ropskih zemalja. Razvoj. Volumen 7, broj 1. Zagreb.

Si¢, M., 1976.: Glavne etape i regionalna obiljeZja demografskog razvoja gradskih naseljau Hrvatskoj tokom
zadnjih sto godina (1880.-1971). Centralna naselja i gradovi SRH. Skolska knjiga, Zagreb.

Stipetié, V., Puljiz, V.,1992.: Razvoj seljackog gospodarstvau Hrvatskoj. Hrvatski farmer, Globus, Zagreb.

Stambuk, M., 1989.: Demografski razvoj deagrarizacije. Demografski faktori razvoja Hrvatske. IDIS,
Ekonomski institut, Zagreb.

Vresk, M., 1976.: Ekonomska baza i funkcionalna usmjerenost gradova SR Hrvatske. Centralnanaseljaigra-
dovi SR Hrvatske. Geografska analiza. Skolska knjiga, Zagreb.

Vresk, M., 1989.: Urbanizacija i mobilnost stanovni$tva. Uoceni evolutivni modeli meduzavisnosti. Geograf-
ski glasnik, broj 51. Zagreb.

Wertheimer-Baletié, A., 1973.: Stanovnistvo SR Hrvatske. Studije. Skolska knjiga, Zagreb.

Zelinski, W., 1971.: The Hypothesis of the Mobility Transition. Geographical Review. Volumen 61.

Zulji¢, S., 1970.: Stupanj urbaniziranosti Jugoslavije vazno obiljeZje i ¢inilac razvitka. Geografski glasnik,
broj 32. Zagreb.

Zuljié, S.,1976.: Rast gradskog stanovni§tvai proces urbanizacije u SR Hrvatskoj. Centralna naseljai gradovi
SR Hrvatske. Geografska analiza. Skolska knjiga, Zagreb.

21



Hrvatski geografski glasnik, 62 (2000)

SAZETAK
Prostorna pokretljivost stanovnistva Hrvatske - unutarnja migracija

Vesna Mikaci¢

Prostorna pokretljivost jedna je od temeljnih odrednica ukupnog kretanja stanovnistva. Prostor Hrvat-
ske u pogledu migracije dinamicno je podrucje koje, uz vanjsku migraciju, karakterizira i intenzivno unu-
tarnje promjeStanje stanovnistva. U stojedanaestgodisnjem razdoblju, od 1880. do 1991. godine,
stanovnistvo Hrvatske poraslo je od 2,5 na 4,8 milijuna stanovnika, ili za 91%. Prema tome, u tom razdoblju
stanovnistvo drzave gotovo se udvostrudilo. Postignuti porast, medutim, ne odgovara i prirodnom porastu
stanovni§tva. Migracijski saldo po popisnim godinama pokazuje da je prostorno kretanje stanovnistva, izuzev
triju medupopisnih razdoblja, u cjelini bilo negativno (Tablica 1). U tom razdoblju ukupan neto migracijski
manjak iznosio je 425.775 stanovnika ili 12% stanovni§tva Hrvatske. O¢ito je da se dio porasta "prelio” izvan
teritorija drzave, tj. da su emigracijom iz Hrvatske poniSteni efekti pozitivne unutardrzavne migracije (Aus-
trougarska i bivia Jugoslavija) kao i dijela prirodnog rasta. Na temelju takvih demografskih kretanja Hrvat-
ska se moze u cjelini smatrati emigracijskim podru¢jem.

Emigracija je u Hrvatskoj dugotrajno i snazno slabila razvojnu snagu stanovni$tva i povratno nepovol-
jno djelovala na prirodnu komponentu demografskih kretanja kao i na strukturalna obiljezja populacije.
Negativan utjecaj migracija ogleda se i u prostornom rasporedu stanovni$tva. Unutarnje premjestanje
pojacano od sredine 20. stoljeca, dovelo je do koncentracije stanovnistva u urbanim sredistima uvjetujuci is-
tovremeno praznjenje ostalih podrudja. Glavni polovi okupljanja stanovni$tva Hrvatske jesu gradovi
(Tablica 3). Tijekom nesto vise od jednog stoljeca gradsko stanovnistvo Hrvatske uvecano je gotovo Sest
puta, od 423 tisuce na 2,5 milijuna stanovnika ili za 584%, dok je negradsko stanovnistvo poraslo samo 11%.
Najbrzi porast biljeze makroregionalna sredita Ciji se broj stanovnika udesetostrucio, porastavsi od 116
tisuca na 1,2 milijuna ili za 1039%, dok je rast ostalih gradova bio je znatno sporiji (548%). Navedena kre-
tanja pokazuju da je u promatranom sekularnom razdoblju, uz stalno prisutnu emigraciju iz zemlje, jako i
premjestanje stanovnistva iz agrarnih u urbana podrugja izkojih je odliven, uz ukupan prirodni prirast, i zna-
tan dio demografske osnovice. Smirivanjem migracije na relaciji selo grad sve vecu vaznost dobiva dnevna i
tjedna migracija zaposlenog osoblja koja ne ukljucuje i njihovo konaéno preseljenje u grad (Tablica 5).
Prema popisnim podacima iz 1971. godine jedna tre¢ina zaposlenih radnika (31%) radila je izvan mjesta stal-
nog boravka, da bi se njihov udio deset godina poslije popeo na 47%. Jatanjem procesa urbanizacije udio
komutanata se smanjuje te njihov udio 1991. godine iznosi 37%. Vecinu komutanata (88%) ¢ine dnevni mi-
granti. Kao §to je moguce i predvidjeti, pojava dnevnog komutiranja narocito je intenzivna unutar gravita-
cijskih podru¢ja velikih gradskih sredista.

Prostorna pokretljivost stanovni§tva Hrvatske intenzivirana je u posljednja Cetiri desetljeca na §to
upucuje nagao porast alohotnog stanovni§tva od 1,4 milijuna (37%) sredinom 20. stoljeca, na 2,2 milijuna ili
nesto manje od polovice ukupnog stanovnistva Hrvatske (48%) krajem stoljeca (Tabela 9). Uz nastale po-
liticke i teritorijalne promjene na vecu pokretljivost stanovnistva u zemlji utjecale su gospodarske i drustvene
promjene, medu kojima dominantnu vaznost ima u pocetku agrarna reforma a poslije industrijski i litoralni
razvoj. Uz selenje na kracu udaljenost unutar iste opéine /kotara/ rajona tijekom 1950-ih i 60-ih godina jaca
meduregionalna migracija stanovnistva a polovi okupljanja jesu sjeveroistok Sredisnje Hrvatske, Slavonija,
Primorje i Dalmacija, odnosno njihova makroregionalnai regionalnasredista (Tablica 10.111). To je ujedno
i vrijeme kada se, uz sve jacu vanjsku emigraciju, prostor Hrvatske polarizira na emigracijska i imigracijska
podrugja s njima specifiénim demografskim procesima.

Unutrasnje premjestanje stanovnistva slabi krajem 1980-ih godina uslijed usporenog gospodarskog ra-
sta i pojacanog iseljavanja ¢lanova obitelji ranije zaposlenih radnika u inozemstvu. U Gorskoj i Isto¢noj
Hrvatskoj te velikom dijelu Sredi$nje Hrvatske nastavlja se smanjivanje broja stanovnika uvjetovano emigra-
cijom, a u pojedinim krajevima i negativnim prirodnim prirastom. Tako se, uz Gorsku, i Istocna Hrvatska
transformirala u ¢jelini u emigracijski prostor dok su na podru¢ju Sredisnje Hrvatske useljenicke samo regije
Zagreba i Varazdina (Tablica 12). S druge strane, pozitivni gospodarski efekti razvoja turizma utjecu na
smanjenje odljeva stanovnistva iz litoralnog podrucja Hrvatske. Tako Istra, desetljec¢ima jako emigracijsko
7ariite, biljezi pozitivan migracijski saldo, dok na uskom litoralnom dijelu Primorja i Dalmacije stanovni$tvo
obalnih naselja raste brze od prirodnog prirasta, uz istovremeno praznjenje Zagore i veceg dijela otocnog
prostora.

Stihijsko premjestanje stanovnistva tijekom duljeg vremenskog razdoblja rezultiralo je depopulacijom
velikog dijela drzavnog teritorija ¢emu je pridonijela i vanjska migracija kojaje u pojedinim desetljecimabila
vrlointenzivna. Uslijed takvih kretanja doslo je do polarizacije demografskog razvoja Hrvatske te je 1991. go-
dine 40% stanovni§tva drzave bilo "zgusnuto" unutar 9 op¢ina na svega 13% povrSine. Premda demografska
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kretanja u popisnom razdoblju 1981.-1991. godine upucuju na slabljenje intenziteta emigracije ne moze se
govoriti 0 procesu revitalizacije, buduci da je ta pojava rezultat negativnog prirodnog prirasta u tradicional-
nim emigracijskim prostorima Sredisnje, Isto¢ne i Gorske Hrvatske i time "iscrpljenosti demografskih rez-
ervi" za daljnju emigraciju. S druge strane proces intenzivne migracije iz slabije razvijenih u jaCe razvijena
podrugjaisaselau gradove slabog je intenziteta, te se moze pretpostaviti da ¢e ti procesi u buducnostii dalje
slabiti. Proces koji je ve¢ ranije zapoceo, a osnazen je ja¢anjem administrativno-politickih funkcija glavnog
grada novo nastale drZave te, unazad zadnjeg desetljeca, doseljavanjem izbjeglica i raseljenih osoba jest
metropolizacija Zagreba. Taj proces e, ako se ne poduzmu odgovarajue mjere decentralizacije gospodar-
skih i drustveno-politickih funkcija, pridonijeti daljnjoj negativnoj polarizaciji demografskog i gospodarskog
razvitka Hrvatske. Stoga je regionalni gospodarski razvitak zemlje u kontekstu ravnomjernog demografskog
razvoja i time "ovladavanja" ¢itavim nacionalnim teritorijem jedina ispravnai razumna razvojnaalternativa.
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