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Od prvog austro-ugarskog popisa stanovnistva na podru¢ju Bosne i Hercegovine
najvedi udio Hrvata u ukupnom stanovni$tvu utvrden je 1948. godine, a otada se,
zbog intenzivnog iseljavanja, svakim sljede¢im popisom smanjivao. Unato¢ tome
broj Hrvata kontinuirano je rastao do 1971. godine jer je do tada visoki prirodni
priradtaj pokrivao demografske gubitke uzrokovane migracijom, no nakon toga
iseljavanje postaje determinirajuca sastavnica ukupnoga kretanja. U ratu, devede-
setih godina, poginulo je izmedu osam i devet tisu¢a Hrvata, no znatno su veéi
demografski gubici nastali prisilnom migracijom. Od 312 000 izbjeglih Hrvata u
zemlju ih se vratilo manje od 30 %, a toliko je i raseljenih koji su se vratili u svoje
domove. Kao posljedica toga iz nekih su dijelova Bosne i Hercegovine Hrvati pot-
puno nestali, oko polovine ih je koncentrirano u zapadnoj Hercegovini i Zavrsju,
dio u hrvatskim enklavama u sredi$njoj Bosni i Bosanskoj Posavini dok ostali ¢ine
manjinu uglavnom u vedinski bosnjackim podru¢jima. Odljevom stanovnistva u
optimalnoj radnoj i reproduktivnoj dobi ubrzano je demografsko starenje i sma-
njen bioreprodukcijski potencijal stanovni$tva te nakon kratkotrajne natalitetne
kompenzacije u prvim poratnim godinama dolazi do pada rodnosti i povecanja
smrtnosti. Lofa ekonomska situacija i politi¢ka nestabilnost u poslijeratnom raz-
doblju doveli su do pada fertiliteta i rastuéeg trenda iseljavanja, narocito nakon
pristupanja Hrvatske Europskoj uniji. Sveukupno se broj Hrvata u Bosni i Herce-
govini od 1991. do 2013. godine smanjio za 216 000, odnosno 28,4 %, a trend
smanjenja se nastavlja. Najnepovoljniju demografsku perspektivu imaju Hrvati u
podruéjima gdje ih je najmanje — Republici Srpskoj i pretezno bosnjackim kan-
tonima. Povoljnija obiljezja i potencijal za revitalizaciju imaju u sredi$njoj Bosni,
a relativno najbolja je demografska slika Hrvata u zapadnoj Hercegovini i Zavrs-
ju — najve¢em kontinuiranom podrudju s veéinskim hrvatskim stanovni$tvom.
Medutim, uz aktualne negativne trendove jedino hitna provedba odgovarajuce
razvojne i populacijske politike moze osigurati dugoroénu opstojnost i konstitu-
tivnost Hrvata u Bosni i Hercegovini.
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Since the start of census taking, the largest share of Croats in the total population
of Bosnia and Herzegovina was recorded in 1948; this share has been reduced in
every subsequent census due to intense emigration. Despite this, the total number
of Croats continued to grow until 1971 because high natural increase compen-
sated for the demographic losses caused by emigration. However, after 1971 emi-
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gration became the determinant component of total change. In the war following
the collapse of Yugoslavia in the 1990s, 8,000-9,000 Croats were killed, but there
were considerably greater demographic losses caused by forced migration. Less
than 30% of the 312,000 Croatian refugees returned to the country, and the same
proportion of displaced people returned to their homes. As a result, Croats have
completely disappeared from some parts of Bosnia and Herzegovina; roughly half
of the remaining Croats are concentrated in western Herzegovina and Zavrsje,
and some are in Croatian enclaves in central Bosnia and Bosnian Posavina, while
the remainder mostly live as minorities in Bosniak majority areas. This exodus
of population, of the optimal age for work and reproduction, accelerated demo-
graphic aging and reduced the reproductive potential of the population; following
a short ‘baby boom’ in the first few years after the war, birth rates fell and mortali-
ty rates rose. The poor economic situation and political instability in the post-war
era resulted in a fertility decline and an increasing trend of emigration, especially
after Croatia’s accession to the European Union. The number of Croats in Bosnia
and Herzegovina decreased by roughly 216,000 in the period from 1991 to 2013
(28.4%) and the negative trend continues into present day. Croats with the worst
demographic prospects are those living in areas where there are few of them, i.e.
in the Republika Srpska and Bosniak cantons. Croats in central Bosnia have more
favourable characteristics and potential for revitalization, while those in western
Herzegovina and Zavrsje (the largest continuous area with majority Croatian pop-
ulation) are in the best position in terms of demographics. However, considering
current negative trends, only the urgent implementation of the appropriate devel-
opment and population policy can ensure that Croats are constituent people in
Bosnia and Herzegovina and their long-term existence there.

Key worps: Croats, Bosnia and Herzegovina, demographic characteristics, de-
population
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UvOD

Zbog geografskog polozaja na kojem se
preklapaju utjecaji razlicitih kulturno-civili-
zacijskih krugova i specifi¢noga historijsko-
geografskog razvoja Bosnu i Hercegovinu ka-
rakteriziraju heterogeni narodnosni i vjerski
sastav stanovniStva. U ratu koji je u procesu
raspada Jugoslavije zahvatio Bosnu i Hercego-
vinu poginulo je oko sto tisu¢a ljudi, vise od
dva milijuna je raseljeno, a narodnosni sastav
pojedinih dijelova drzave znatno je promije-
njen. Rat je zavr$en prihva¢anjem Daytonskog
sporazuma 1995. godine, prema kojem je Bo-
sna i Hercegovina ustrojena kao federalna dr-
zava dvaju entiteta: bo$njacko-hrvatske Federa-
cije Bosne i Hercegovine te Republike Srpske,
a definirana je kao drzava triju konstitutivnih
naroda: Bos$njaka (prema vjeroispovijesti vedi-
nom muslimana), Srba (veéinom pravoslavaca)
i Hrvata (ve¢inom katolika).

Na prostor danasnje Bosne i Hercegovine Hr-
vati se doseljavaju u sedmom stolje¢u, a u do-
diru s kr$¢anskim starosjediocima polako pri-
hvacaju kr§¢anstvo. Do osmanskih osvajanja u
petnaestom stolje¢u veéinu stanovnistva cinili
su katolici, a manjinu pravoslavci u istoénim
krajevima i pripadnici Crkve bosanske. Uz is-
lamizaciju, osmansku vlast obiljezilo je doselja-
vanje muslimana i Vlaha iz drugih dijelova Ju-
goisto¢ne Europe i iseljavanje Hrvata u dijelove
Hrvatske koji nisu bili pod osmanskom vlas¢u.
U devetnaestom stolje¢u osmanska vlast slabi pa
dolazi do blagog obrata dotadasnjih trendova i
rasta udjela Hrvata. Potpadanjem Bosne i Her-
cegovine pod austro-ugarsku vlast intenzivira
se doseljavanje Hrvata iz Hrvatske i iseljavanje
muslimana u preostale dijelove Osmanskog Car-
stva (Mari¢, 2017.). Unato¢ tome udio Hrvata
do Prvoga svjetskog rata dostize tek 23 %, Sto je
i dalje znatno manje nego prije osmanskih osva-
janja te Hrvati ostaju treé¢i po brojnosti narod
u Bosni i Hercegovini (Tab. 1.). U okviru Ju-
goslavije najve¢i udio Hrvata utvrden je popi-
som 1948., a otada se svakim sljede¢im popisom
smanjivao zbog intenzivnog iseljavanja u drzave
Srednje Europe i Hrvatsku. Hrvati su iseljava-

njem iz Bosne i Hercegovine bili zahvadeni vise

INTRODUCTION

Due to its geographical position at the edge of sever-
al spheres of influence of various cultures and specific
historical and geographical development, Bosnia and
Herzegovina is characterized by an ethnically and reli-
giously heterogeneous population. Roughly 100,000
people were killed in Bosnia and Herzegovina during
the war following the collapse of Yugoslavia, nearly 2
million were displaced, and the ethnic composition of
certain parts of the country was significantly altered.
The war ended with the ratification of the Dayton
Agreement in 1995, according to which Bosnia and
Herzegovina was established as a federal state with
two entities: the Bosniak-Croat Federation of Bosnia
and Herzegovina and the Republika Srpska, and fur-
ther defined as a state of three constituent peoples:
Bosniaks (mostly Muslims), Serbs (mostly Orthodox
Christians), and Croats (mostly Catholics).

Croats arrived in the area of Bosnia and Herze-
govina in the 7th century CE, where they came
into contact with local Christians and were gradu-
ally converted. Until the Ottoman conquests in the
15th century, the majority of the population was
Catholic, while the minority were Orthodox (in
the eastern regions) and members of the Bosnian
Church. Along with spreading Islam, Ottoman rule
was characterized by immigration of Muslims and
Vlachs from other parts of Southeast Europe, and
emigration of Croats to parts of Croatia not under
Ottoman control. Ottoman rule weakened in the
19th century, which resulted in a reversal of trends,
i.e. the share of Croats in the total population start-
ed to grow. As Bosnia and Herzegovina came under
Austro-Hungarian rule, the inflow of Croats from
Croatia and the outflow of Muslims to areas still un-
der the control of the Ottoman Empire intensified
(Mari¢, 2017). The share of Croats rose to 23%
prior to the First World War, which was still signifi-
cantly less than before the Ottoman conquest. This
is the root of how Croats came to be the least numer-
ous constituent people of Bosnia and Herzegovina
(Tab. 1). Within the framework of Yugoslavia, the
highest share of Croats in Bosnia and Herzegovina
was recorded in 1948. This share has been reduced
with each successive census, as Croats emigrated to
Central European countries or to Croatia in large

numbers. Croats emigrated from Bosnia and Her-

149



27/2 (2022) 147-184

K. Basi¢, M. Mavrovié

TaBLICA 1. Broj i udio Hrvata u Bosni i Hercegovini po popisima stanovnistva od 1879. do 2013. godine
TABLE 1 Number and share of Croats in Bosnia and Herzegovina according to population censuses from 1879 to 2013

Godina popisa / Broj Hrvata (katolika)* / Udio (%) Hrvata u ukupnom stanovnistvu /
Census year Number of Croats (Catholics)* Share (%) of Croats in total population
1879. (209 391) (18,1)
1885. (265 788) (19,9
1895. (334 142) (21,3)
1910. (434 061) (22,9)
1921. (444 309) (23,5)
1931. (547 949) (23,6))
1948. 614123 23,9
1953. 654229 23,0
1961. 711 666 21,7
1971. 772 491 20,6
1981. 758 140 18,4
1991. 760 852 17,4
2013. 544 780 15,4

" Sve do popisa 1948. godine nije iskazivan narodnosni sastav stanovnistva, ve¢ samo jezi¢ni i vjerski sastav. Kako su velika ve¢ina Hrvata
katolici, Stba pravoslavci, a Bo$njaka muslimani, vjerski sastav moze posluZiti za priblizno utvrdivanje narodnosnog sastava

" Until the 1948 census, the ethnic composition of the population was not recorded, rather only the linguistic and religious composition.
As the majority of Croats are Catholics, Serbs Orthodox Christians, and Bosniaks Muslims, thus religious composition can serve as an

approximation for ethnic composition

Izvor / Source: URL 10; Vuksi¢, 2010.

od ostalih naroda' jer su bili pretezno ruralno
stanovnistvo, ispodprosje¢no zastupljeni u jav-
nim sluzbama te se u hrvatske krajeve slabije
ulagalo (CviTkovi¢, 2005.). Unato¢ tome broj
Hrvata kontinuirano je rastao do 1971. godine
jer je do tada visoki prirodni prirastaj pokrivao
demografske gubitke uzrokovane migracijom,
no nakon toga iseljavanje postaje determiniraju-
¢a sastavnica ukupnoga kretanja (Juxa, 1995.).
Rat u Bosni i Hercegovini od 1992. do 1995.
godine na Hrvate je utjecao izrazito negativno,
a u nekim su dijelovima zemlje gotovo u potpu-

nosti nestali.

PREDMET RADA I DOSADASNJA
ISTRAZIVAN]JA

Predmet ove analize su prostorno diferencira-
ni udinci rata i poslijeratnih okolnosti na dina-

micka i strukturna obiljezja Hrvata u usporedbi

' Dajeiseljavanje Hrvata bilo intenzivno i ja¢e nego iseljavanje

drugih naroda potvrduju i podaci o stanovniStvu koje privreme-
no boravi u inozemstvu iz 1991. godine, prema kojima je 91 498
Hrvata Zivjelo u inozemstvu, $to ¢ini 12 % ukupno popisanih
Hrvata i 39,1 % ukupnog broja gradana Bosne i Hercegovine u
inozemstvu te godine (DZS RBiH, 1994.).
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zegovina to a greater extent than other ethnicities'
because they were a predominantly rural population
and underrepresented in public offices and politics,
and less investment was made in majority Croatian
regions (CviTkovi¢, 2005). Despite this, the num-
ber of Croats was continuously growing until 1971
because of high natural increase that outweighed
losses from emigration. However, after 1971, emi-
gration became the determining aspect of total pop-
ulation change (Juka, 1995). The war in Bosnia and
Herzegovina, from 1992 to 1995, had an extremely
negative effect on Croats, who disappeared com-
pletely from some parts of the country.

THE TOPIC AND RELEVANT
RESEARCH

The subject of this analysis is the spatially differen-
tiated effects of war and post-war circumstances on
the dynamics and structural characteristics of Croats

! That is confirmed by population data on those temporarily

residing abroad from 1991, according to which 91,498 Croats
were living abroad, which was 12.0% of the total Croatian popu-
lation of Bosnia and Herzegovina and 39.1% of the total num-
ber of citizens of Bosnia and Herzegovina living abroad that year

(DZS RBiH, 1994).
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s ostalim stanovniStvom Bosne i Hercegovine.
Brojna su istrazivanja demografskih obiljezja
naroda Bosne i Hercegovine pa tako i Hrvata.
Zbog heterogenog narodnosnog i vjerskog sa-
stava stanovni$tva ¢ak i u radovima u kojima
etnicka demografija nije glavna tema autori se
esto osvrnu na demografska obiljezja pojedinih
naroda. U suvremenom razdoblju interes za ovu
tematiku jos je i pojacan upravo zbog velikih de-
mografskih i politickih posljedica rata. U tom
smislu treba istaknuti nekoliko publikacija koje

donose vise relevantnih radova:

* Zbornik radova znanstvenog skupa Hrvati
u BiH: problemi ustavnog polozaja, kulturni
razvoj i nacionalni identitet (ur. Markesi¢,
2010.), Pravni fakultet Sveucilista u Zagre-
bu i Centar za demokraciju i pravo Miko

Tripalo

Zbornik radova s Medunarodnoga znan-
stveno-stru¢nog skupa Demografska kriza
hrvatskoga naroda u Bosni i Hercegovini (ur.
Muselinovi¢, 2017.), Motrista 93-94, Ma-
tica hrvatska Mostar i Hrvatska akademija
za znanost i umjetnost u Bosni i Hercego-

vini

Demografske i etnicke promjene u BiH (ur.
Cvitkovi¢, 2017.), Akademija nauka i um-
jetnosti Bosne i Hercegovine, Sarajevo.

Op¢i je zakljucak kako su rat i losa ekonomska
i politicka situacija u postkonfliktnom razdoblju
Bosni i Hercegovini oduzeli nekoliko desetlje-
¢a donekle normalnoga demografskog razvoja,
zbog ¢ega se danas potpuno nespremna suocava
s posttranzicijskim problemima depopulacije i
starenja. Pri tome su Hrvati kao najmalobrojni-
ji 1 najvise demografski oslabljeni dotadagnjom
emigracijom u najnepovoljnijem poloZaju, ¢ime
je ugrozena njihova opstojnost kao konstitutiv-
nog naroda.

U ovome radu pokusava se identificirati pod-
rudja s relativno povoljnijim demogeografskim
obiljezjima Hrvata, koja bi uz odgovaraju¢u ra-
zvojnu i populacijsku politiku mogla biti nosite-
lji opstanka Hrvata i multinacionalnoga karak-

tera Bosne i Hercegovine.

in comparison to the rest of the population of Bos-
nia and Herzegovina. There is a number of papers
that deal with the demographic characteristics of the
peoples of Bosnia and Herzegovina, and of Croats by
extension. Due to the heterogeneous ethnic and reli-
gious composition of the population, authors often
deal with the demographic characteristics of a given
people even if ethnic demography is not the main fo-
cus of the paper. In the modern era, interest in this
topic is still strong because of the significant demo-
graphic and political consequences stemming from
the war. In that regard, several publications with rele-

vant papers should be highlighted:

* Conference proceedings: Croats in Bosnia and
Herzegovina: problems regarding constitutional po-
sition, cultural development, and national identity
(Markesi¢, L., ed., 2010), Faculty of Law, Uni-
versity of Zagreb, and the Centre for Democracy
and Law Miko Tripalo;

International conference proceedings: Dermno-
graphic Crisis of Croatian People in Bosnia and
Herzegovina (Muselinovi¢, J., ed., 2017), Mo-
triSta 93-94, the Croatian Heritage Foundation

Mostar and the Croatian Academy of Sciences
and Arts of Bosnia and Herzegovina;

* Demographic and Ethnic Changes in Bosnia and
Herzegovina (Cvitkovi¢, 1., ed., 2017), Academy
of Sciences and Arts of Bosnia and Herzegovina,

Sarajevo.

It is the general conclusion that the war, and
the poor economic and political situation in the
post-conflict era in Bosnia and Herzegovina wiped
out several decades of relatively normal demographic
development. Due to this, the country is today ill-
equipped to face the post-transitional problems of
depopulation and population ageing. As the least nu-
merous and most demographically weakened group
due to previous emigration, Croats are in the poorest
position and their long-term existence as a constitu-
ent people is threatened.

This paper attempts to identify areas with relative-
ly favourable demographic characteristics for Croats,
which, along with appropriate developmental and
population policies, could be the basis for ensuring
that Croats and the country’s multi-national charac-
ter persist.
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1ZVORI I METODOLOSKE
NAPOMENE

Uz relevantnu znanstvenu i stru¢nu literaturu, u
ovome radu analizirani su podaci Agencije za sta-
tistiku Bosne i Hercegovine (BHAS), Federalnog
zavoda za statistiku (FZS) i Republickog zavoda za
statistiku Republike Srpske (RZSRS). Zbog manj-
kave migracijske statistike za procjenu migracij-
skog salda kori$teni su i podaci Katolicke crkve o
broju vjernika.?

Pri usporedbi broja stanovnika razli¢itih popi-
snih godina koriSten je ukupan broj stanovnika
svakoga popisa, bez obzira na metodoloske razlike.
U popisu 2013. godine prvi put je za utvrdivanje
ukupnog broja stanovnika primijenjen koncept
,uobicajenog stanovnistva“, no njime su obuhva-
¢ene i osobe koje Zive i rade u inozemstvu, ali su
se u vrijeme popisa zatekle u svojem prebivaliStu
u Bosni i Hercegovini.? To je u biti sli¢no kao $to
su se u popisima 1991. i prije osobe na privreme-
nom radu u inozemstvu vodile kao dio ukupnog
stanovnistva.

Pri izra¢unu stope rodnosti pojavio se problem
jer su u pograni¢nim podrudjima Cesti slucajevi
poroda u Hrvatskoj koji nisu obuhvaéeni eviden-
cijom Federalnog zavoda za statistiku. Tako je, pri-
mjerice, opéina Neum imala 17 rodenih Hrvata
od 2009. do 2013. godine prema FZS-u, a 205
Hrvata u dobnoj skupini od 0 do 4 godine prema
popisu 2013.; za opé¢inu Posusje odgovarajuée vri-
jednosti su 770 i 1231, za op¢inu Ljubuski 984 i
1315, a sli¢no je i u drugim pograni¢nim op¢ina-
ma. Zbog toga je prosje¢na stopa rodnosti za raz-
doblje od 2009. do 2013. godine izratunata iz bro-
ja stanovnika u dobnoj skupini od 0 do 4 godine
(uz pretpostavku da je to priblizan broj rodenih u
tih pet godina) i ukupnog broja stanovnika prema
popisu 2013. Prosjecna stopa smrtnosti izracunata
je prema sluzbenim podacima o broju umrlih. Isto

2 To je moguce zbog uske povezanosti narodnosne i vjerske

strukture stanovnistva: prema popisu 2013. godine 98 % Hrvata
bili su prema vjeroispovijesti katolici, a 98 % katolika bili su pre-
ma narodnosti Hrvati (URL 12).

> Republika Srpska nije priznala rezultate popisa koje je obja-
vila BHAS, ve¢ je RZSRS objavio vlastite podatke o ukupnom
broju stanovnika, koji ne ukljucuju dio stanovnistva u inozem-
stvu. Ovdje su koriSteni podaci BHAS-a za cijelu Bosnu i Herce-
govinu, uklju¢uju¢i Republiku Srpsku.
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SOURCES AND NOTES ON
METHODOLOGY

Along with relevant scientific and academic liter-
ature, this paper uses data from the Agency for Sta-
tistics of Bosnia and Herzegovina (BHAS), Federal
Institute of Statistics (FZS), and Republika Srpska
Institute of Statistics (RZSRS). Due to inadequate
migration statistics, data obtained from the Catho-
lic Church regarding the number of the faithful were
used for approximation of net migration.?

The total population from each census was used,
regardless of methodological differences in how it was
gathered, when comparing population from various
years. The 2013 census was the first that used the
‘place of usual residence’ concept to determine the
total population. Nevertheless, people that lived and
worked abroad, but happened to be in Bosnia and
Herzegovina during census taking, were also includ-
ed in the total population.’ This is essentially similar
to the 1991 and earlier censuses, in which those tem-
porarily working abroad were documented as part of
the total population.

Calculating the birth rate was problematic because
women in border areas often come to Croatia to give
birth, and these births are not documented by FZS.
Thus, for example, the Municipality of Neum doc-
umented the birth of 17 Croats from 2009 to 2013
according to FZS, but there were 205 Croats aged
0—4 according to the 2013 census; the Municipality of
Posusje had similar discrepancy, 730 births and 1,231
Croats aged 04, as did the Municipality of Ljubuski
with 984 births and 1,315 Croats aged 0—4. This is
also the case in other border municipalities. Because of
that, the average birth rate for the period from 2009
to 2013 was calculated using the number of residents
aged 0—4 (the assumption being that this is closer to
the actual number of children born during those 5
years) and the total population. The average mortal-
ity rate was calculated according to official data. The

2 This is possible due to the close link between the ethnic and

religious composition of the population: according to the 2013
census, 98% of Croats were catholic, and 98% of Bosnia and
Herzegovinas Catholic population were Croats (URL 12).

> The Republika Srpska did not recognize the census results
published by BHAS, rather RZSRS published their own data re-
garding the total population, which did not include those living
abroad. This paper uses the data of BHAS for the entirety of Bo-
snia and Herzegovina, including the Republika Srpska.
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nacelo primijenjeno je i u prikazu kretanja rodno-
sti i smrtnosti Hrvata (Sl 8.), tj. broj rodenih za
svaku godinu uvedan je relativno onoliko koliko
je bilo vise Hrvata u dobnoj skupini od 0 do 4
godine na popisu 2013. u odnosu na broj rodenih
Hrvata prema sluzbenim godi$njim statistikama.
Usporedba kretanja rodnosti i smrtnosti Hrvata i
ukupnoga stanovniStva Bosne i Hercegovine (S
7.) prikazana je prema sluzbenim podacima o ro-

denima i umrlima.

same principle was also applied to calculate change
in the number of births and deaths among Croats
(Fig. 8), i.e. the number of births for each year was
increased according to the number of Croats in the
0—4 age group in the 2013 census in relation to the
number of births in the official statistics. Comparison
of change in the number of births and deaths between
Croats and the total population of Bosnia and Her-
zegovina (Fig. 7) is shown according to official data.
Since data on the gender structure of Croats by
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Bududi da podaci o spolnoj strukturi Hrvata po
petogodistima nisu dostupni, a da se koeficijent
feminiteta Hrvata (103,4) i ukupnoga stanovnis-
tva Bosne i Hercegovine (103,8) neznatno razliku-
ju, dobno-spolna ,piramida“ Hrvata dobivena je
uz pretpostavku da ni u spolnom sastavu Hrvata
i ukupnoga stanovnistva po petogodistima nema
znatne razlike, tj. primjenom spolne strukture
ukupnoga stanovnistva na dobnu strukturu hrvat-
skoga stanovnistva.

Statisti¢ki podaci analizirani su na razini cijele
drzave, entiteta, kantona i op¢ina. Prema aktual-
noj administrativno-teritorijalnoj podjeli Federa-
cija BiH sastoji se od 10 kantona podijeljenih u
79 op¢ina, Republika Srpska podijeljena je u 62
opdine, a jednu opéinu ¢ini Distrikt Breko* (SL.
1.). U razmatranjima na najnizoj prostornoj razini
zbog premale populacije izuzete su opéine s udje-

lom Hrvata manjim od 1 %.

RAZMJESTA] HRVATSKOG
STANOVNISTVA U BOSNI I
HERCEGOVINI

Prostorni razmjestaj Hrvata u Bosni i Hercego-
vini vrlo je neravnomjeran. Isti¢u se tri podrudja s
ve¢om koncentracijom Hrvata: zapadna Hercego-
vina s jugozapadnom Bosnom (Zavrsje) i juznim
dijelom isto¢ne Hercegovine, srediSnja Bosna i
Bosanska Posavina (Sl. 2.). Takav razmjestaj uglav-
nom je rezultat politickih i demografskih procesa
tijekom osmanske vlasti, socijalistickog razdoblja i
rata devedesetih godina proslog stoljeca.

Veéi dio Bosne i Hercegovine pao je pod vlast
Osmanskog Carstva bez veéeg otpora. Medutim,
sjeverne i zapadne krajeve danasnje Bosne i Herce-
govine Osmanlije su osvojili tek u drugoj polovi-
ci Sesnaestoga stoljeca, nakon stogodi$njih vojnih
sukoba. Kako je predosmansko hrvatsko katolicko
stanovni$tvo tada uglavnom izbjeglo u sjeverni-
je krajeve Hrvatske ili stradalo u sukobima, taj je
prostor ostao demografski opustosen. Kasnije su
na taj prostor osmanske vlasti doseljavale srpsko

pravoslavno stanovnistvo iz isto¢ne Hercegovine,

4 Posebna administrativna jedinica pod izravnim suverenite-

tom Bosne i Hercegovine.
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five-year age groups are not available, and the femin-
ity ratios of Croats (103.4) and the total population
of Bosnia and Herzegovina (103.8) differ slightly, the
age-sex pyramid of Croats was obtained on the as-
sumption that there is also no significant difference
in the gender composition of Croats and the total
population by five-year age groups, i.e. applying the
gender structure of the total population to the age
structure of the Croatian population.

Statistical data were analysed on the state, entity,
canton, and municipality level. According to the
current administrative and territorial division, the
Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina consists of 10
cantons that are divided into 79 municipalities. The
Republika Srpska is divided into 62 municipalities,
and the District of Brcko has a special status® (Fig. 1).
When looking at the lowest territorial level, munic-
ipalities where Croats made up less than 1% of the
population were disregarded.

DISTRIBUTION OF THE CROATTAN
POPULATION OF BOSNIA AND
HERZEGOVINA

The spatial distribution of Croats in Bosnia and
Herzegovina is very unbalanced. There are three areas
with a large concentration of Croats: western Herze-
govina with south-western Bosnia (Zavrsje) and the
southern part of eastern Herzegovina, central Bosnia
and Bosnian Posavina (Fig. 2). This distribution is
mainly the result of political and demographic pro-
cesses dating from Ottoman rule, the socialist era,
and the war in the 1990s.

The Ottoman Empire conquered much of contem-
porary Bosnia and Herzegovina with relative ease in the
15th century. The northern and western parts of Bos-
nia and Herzegovina were conquered later, in the sec-
ond half of the 16th century, after nearly a century of
conflict. This resulted in the area being demographically
abandoned, as the pre-Ottoman era Croatian Catholics
fled the Ottoman advance or became victims of it. The
Ottomans would later settle Orthodox Christian Serbs
from eastern Herzegovina, western Montenegro and
Sandzak into those areas, which, as a result, today have a

4 A special administrative unit under the direct sovereignty of

Bosnia and Herzegovina.
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F1GURE 2 Share of Croats by municipality of Bosnia and Herzegovina, according to the 2013 census
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zapadne Crne Gore i Sandzaka tako da taj prostor
danas ima vrlo nizak udio Hrvata. Na ve¢em dijelu
danasnje Bosne i Hercegovine, koji su Osmanlije
osvojili bez vecih sukoba, nije bilo znatnih demo-
grafskih gubitaka, ali je provodena intenzivna isla-
mizacija. Taj proces osobito je zahvatio gusto na-
seljene krajeve uz doline rijeka i vaznije prometne
pravce. Zbog toga je udio Hrvata u tim krajevima
danas nizak, a koncentrirani su u brdovitijim i izo-
liranijim krajevima poput zapadne Hercegovine i
Zavrsja te sredi$nje Bosne (MRpULJAS, 2008.).

U socijalistickom razdoblju bila je izrazena mi-
gracija selo-grad i iseljavanje u inozemstvo, koje je

najvise zahvatilo Hrvate’. Stoga udio Hrvata opa-

> 0d 1971. do 1991. godine migracijski saldo Hrvata u Bosni
i Hercegovini iznosio je -165 905 osoba, odnosno -21,5 % nji-

very low proportion of Croats. The areas of Bosnia and
Herzegovina that the Ottomans conquered without
major conflicts did not have significant demographic
losses, but there was intense proselytizing, i.e. efforts to
convert the local population to Islam. This process most
heavily affected densely-populated areas, typically found
along river valleys and important trade routes. Due to
this, the share of Croats in such areas is very low, and
they are mostly concentrated in hilly or isolated areas
such as western Herzegovina, Zavrsje and central Bosnia
(Mrourjas, 2008).

During the socialist era, there was considerable
rural-urban migration as well as emigration, which

affected Croats most strongly’. Due to this, the

> In the period from 1971 to 1991, the net migration of Cro-

ats in Bosnia and Herzegovina was -165,905 people, i.e. -21.5%
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da, posebno u etnicki mijeSanim krajevima poput
sredi$nje Bosne, Bosanske Posavine i okolice Mo-
stara u Hercegovini. Nakon rata devedesetih godi-
na znacajno je smanjeno podruéje koje naseljavaju
Hrvati, osobito u Bosanskoj Posavini i sredi$njoj
Bosni. Prema popisu 2013. godine, Hrvati su ¢i-
nili apsolutnu vedinu stanovnistva u 22 opéine te
relativnu vec¢inu u dvije opéine — sve u Federaciji
Bosne i Hercegovine. U ostalim dijelovima Fede-
racije dominiraju Bosnjaci, a u Republici Srpskoj
Srbi (SL. 3.).

Dio zapadne Hercegovine koji ¢ini Zapadno-
hercegovacki kanton jedan je od najhomogenijih
hrvatskih etnickih prostora, s udjelom Hrvata od

hova broja 1971. godine. Istodobno stopa ukupne neto migracije
Muslimana (Bosnjaka) iznosila je -4,3 %, a Stba -16,9 % (Mar-
KotIC, 1995.).
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share of Croats fell, especially in ethnically-mixed
areas such as central Bosnia, Bosnian Posavina and
the surroundings of Mostar in Herzegovina. After
the war in the 1990s, the areas inhabited by Croats,
especially in Bosnian Posavina and central Bosnia,
had significantly shrunk. According to the 2013
census, Croats were the absolute ethnic majority
in 22 municipalities and a relative majority in two
municipalities — all in the Federation of Bosnia and
Herzegovina. The remaining parts of the Federation
are dominated by Bosniaks, and Serbs are the ma-
jority ethnicity throughout the Republika Srpska
(Fig. 3).

The part of western Herzegovina that consists

of their number in 1971. In the same period, the net migration
rate of Bosniaks (Muslims) and Serbs was -4.3% and -16.9% res-
pectively (MarkoTI¢, 1995).
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98,8 %, $to je sli¢no udjelu Hrvata u najhomoge-
nijem dijelu Hrvatske, Hrvatskom zagorju. Hrva-
ti su dominantna veéina i u Posavskom kantonu
(77,3 %) i Kantonu 10 (76,8 %). Ta tri kantona
definirana su u politickom smislu kao hrvatski
kantoni. Blagu ve¢inu Hrvati ¢ine u Hercegovac-
ko-neretvanskom kantonu (53,3 %), a znacajnu
manjinu (38,3 %) u Srednjobosanskom kantonu.
Ta dva kantona definirana su u politickom smislu
kao mjesoviti kantoni Hrvata i Bo$njaka, a zastit-
nim mehanizmima onemoguéeno je preglasavanje
i vlast jednog naroda nad drugim. U ostalih pet
kantona Bos$njaci ¢ine dominantnu vedinu stanov-
ni$tva, a samo u Zenicko-dobojskom kantonu udio
Hrvata vedi je od 10 %. U tom se kantonu nalaze
jedine dvije op¢ine s hrvatskom veé¢inom izvan hr-
vatskih ili mjeSovitih kantona, Usora i Zep&e. U
Distriktu Bréko Hrvati ¢ine 20,7 % stanovnistva, a
koncentrirani su uglavnom u ruralnim podru¢jima

u zapadnom i sredi$njem dijelu distrikta. U Repu-

of West Herzegovina Canton is one of the most
ethnically homogeneous Croatian areas, with Cro-
ats making up 98.8% of the population, which is
similar to the most ethnically homogeneous area
of Croatia: Hrvatsko Zagorje. Croats are also the
dominant majority in Posavina Canton (77.3%)
and in Canton 10 (76.8%). These three cantons
are politically defined as Croatian cantons. Croats
are a slight majority in Hercegovina-Neretva Can-
ton (53.3%), and a significant minority (38.3%) in
Central Bosnia Canton, which are defined as mixed
Bosniak-Croatian cantons. The legal mechanisms
put in place by the Dayton Agreement prevent any
one of the constituent peoples from gaining author-
ity over another.

The other five cantons of the Federation have
majority Bosniak populations, and the only canton
in which the share of Croats is over 10% is Zeni-
ca-Doboj. Zenica-Doboj Canton contains the only
two municipalities (Usora and Zepce) with a ma-

TasLICA 2. Broj Hrvata, udio u ukupnom stanovnistvu i udio u ukupnom broju Hrvata u Bosni i Hercegovini po

entitetima i kantonima prema popisu 2013. godine

TABLE 2 The number of Croats, their share in total population, and their share in the total Croatian population in
Bosnia and Herzegovina, by entity and canton according to the 2013 census

Podrudje / Broj Hrvata / Udio (%)u ukupnom stanovnistvu / | Udio (%) u ukupnom broju Hrvata u BiH /
Area Number of Croats Share (%)in total population Share (%) in total number of Croats in BiH
Bosna i Hercegovina / 544 780 15,4 100,0
Bosnia and Herzegovina

Federacija Bosne i Hercegovine /

Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina 497 883 224 91,4
Unsko-sanski kanton /

Una-Sana Canton 5073 L9 0.9
PosaV§k1 kanton / 33 600 773 62
Posavina Canton

Tuzlanski kanton /

Tuzla Canton 23592 53 43
Zenicko-dobojski kanton /

Zenica-Doboj Canton 43819 12,0 80
Bosansko-podrinjski kanton /

Bosnia-Podrinje Canton 24 0.1 0.0
Srednjobosanski kanton /

Central Bosnia Canton 77 629 38.3 17.9
Hcrccgov?cko-nerctvanskl kanton / 118 297 533 217
Herzegovina-Neretva Canton

Zapadnohercegovacki kanton /

West Herzegovina Canton 93725 98,8 17.2
Kan?on Sarajevo / 17520 42 32
Sarajevo Canton

Kanton 10/

Canton 10 64 604 76,8 11,9
Republika Srpska /

Republic of Srpska 29 645 24 54
Distrikt Breko /

Brcko District 17252 20,7 3.2

Izvor / Source: URL 12
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blici Srpskoj Hrvati ¢ine samo 2,4 % stanovnistva,
a najveci udio imaju u dijelovima Bosanske Posa-
vine koji su prostorno blizu Posavskom kantonu i
Distriktu Breko.

Od ukupnog broja Hrvata u Bosni i Hercegovini
91,4 % zivi u Federaciji Bosne i Hercegovine, 5,4
% u Republici Srpskoj, a 2,4 % u Distriktu Brcko.
Kanton s najve¢im brojem Hrvata i jedini s vise od
sto tisuéa Hrvata je Hercegovacko-neretvanski, u
kojem zivi 21,7 % Hrvata Bosne i Hercegovine. U
dva mjesovita kantona Zivi nesto vise Hrvata (39,6
% ukupnog broja) nego u tri hrvatska (35,2 %), a
znatno manje Hrvata (16,5 %) Zivi u pet veéinski
bosnjackih kantona (Tab. 2.).

Hrvate u Bosni i Hercegovini karakterizira izra-
zito nizak stupanj urbanizacije (URL 10). Samo
29,5 % Hrvata zivjelo je u urbanim naseljima
2013. godine, dok je prosjek za cijelu zemlju 42,7
% (Sto je takoder malo u odnosu na druge europ-
ske drzave). Nema veée razlike u stupnju urba-
nizacije Hrvata u Federaciji Bosne i Hercegovine
(30 %) i Republici Srpskoj (31,3 %), dok je u
Distriktu Bréko izrazito nizak (9,5 %). Od 31 ur-
banog naselja (ra¢unaju¢i administrativno dezin-
tegrirano Sarajevo kao jedan grad; URL 13) s vise
od 10 000 stanovnika 2013. godine (URL 12)
jedino Mostar ima hrvatsku veéinu, i to relativ-
nu (Tab. 3.). Drugi po velic¢ini grad s hrvatskom
ve¢inom je Novi Travnik, s viSestruko manjim
brojem stanovnika. Slabija koncentracija Hrvata
u urbanim naseljima vuce korijene jo$ iz vreme-
na osmanske vlasti, a to se ni kasnije nije znatno
promijenilo jer se socijalna mobilnost Hrvata oc¢i-
tovala vie u vanjskoj migraciji nego u migraciji
selo-grad (Juka, 1995.).

Od deset najvec¢ih gradova s hrvatskom vedi-
nom (Tab. 3.) etiri su u Hercegovini, etiri u
sredi$njoj Bosni, a dva u Zavr$ju. U Bosanskoj
Posavini, unato¢ znatnoj koncentraciji Hrvarta,
ne postoji ni jedno urbano naselje s hrvatskom
ve¢inom,® a nije postojalo ni 1991. godine kada
je Hrvata tu bilo znatno vise (URL 12; DZS

¢ Primjeri izrazito niske koncentracije Hrvata u sredi$njem ur-

banom naselju u odnosu na okolni prostor u Bosanskoj Posavini:
Breko (udio Hrvata u opéini 20,7 %, u naselju Breko 3,5 %, u
ostalim naseljima 36,2 %), Odzak (udio Hrvata u op¢ini 61,7
%, u naselju Odzak 20,4 %, u ostalim naseljima 94,1 %) i Orasje
(udio Hrvata u opéini 87,3 %, u naselju Orasje 37,4 %, u ostalim
naseljima 98,4 %).
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jority Croatian population outside of the Croatian
cantons and the mixed cantons. Croats make up
20.7% of the population of the District of Brcko,
and they are mainly concentrated in rural areas in its
western and central parts. In the Republika Srpska,
Croats make up a mere 2.4% of the population, and
the largest share is found in parts of Bosnian Posavi-
na that are near Posavina Canton and the District
of Breko.

Of the total number of Croats in Bosnia and Her-
zegovina, 91.4% live in the Federation of Bosnia
and Herzegovina, 5.4% in the Republika Srpska,
and 2.4% in the District of Br¢ko. The canton with
the largest number of Croats and the only one with
more than 100,000 Croats is Herzegovina-Neretva
Canton, which is home to 21.7% of the country’s
Croatian population. There is a slightly larger share
of the total Croatian population in the two mixed
cantons (39.6%) than in the three Croatian ones
(35.2%), and a significantly smaller share is divided
among the five Bosniak cantons (16.5%) (Tab. 2).

Croat settlements in Bosnia and Herzegovina are
characterized by a very low level of urbanization
(URL 10). Only 29.5% of the country’s Croatian
population lived in urban settlements in 2013, while
the average on the state level was 42.7% (which is
also low when compared to other European coun-
tries). There are no large differences in the level of ur-
banization of Croats in the Federation (30.0%) and
in the Republika Srpska (31.3%), while their level of
urbanization in the District of Breko is exceptionally
low (9.5%). Of the country’s 31 urban settlements
(counting administratively divided Sarajevo as a sin-
gle city; URL 13) with more than 10,000 inhabit-
ants in 2013 (URL 12), only Mostar has a majority
Croatian population (Tab. 3). The second largest city
with a Croatian majority is Novi Travnik, with sever-
al times smaller population than Mostar. The weak
concentration of Croats in urban areas has its roots
in the era of Ottoman rule and has not significant-
ly changed since then, because the social mobility of
Croats has been expressed more via emigration than
rural-urban migration (Juka, 1995).

Of the ten largest cities with Croatian majorities
(Tab. 3), four are in Herzegovina, four are in central
Bosnia, and two are in Zavrsje. In Bosnian Posavina,
despite significant concentrations of Croats, there are
no urban settlements with a majority Croatian popu-
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TaBLICA 3. Najveca urbana naselja s hrvatskom vecinom u Bosni i Hercegovini po
broju stanovnika i udjelu Hrvata prema popisu 2013. godine

TABLE 3 Largest urban settlements with Croatian majority population in Bosnia and
Herzegovina by total population and share of Croatian population, according to the

2013 census
Naselje / Broj stanovnika / Udio Hrvata (%) /
Settlement Population Share (%) of Croats
Mostar 60 195 49,0
Novi Travnik 9008 53,5
Livno 7927 62,1
Jajce 7172 45,6
Vitez 6329 61,8
Posusje 6267 99,6
Siroki Brijeg 6149 99,7
Capljina 5774 81,8
Tomislavgrad 5587 81,9
Gornji Vakuf-Uskoplje 4831 49,7

Izvor / Source: URL 12

RBiH, 1993.). Nedostatak ve¢ih gradova kao
centara razvoja koji bi sprijecili jace iseljavanje
stanovniStva velik je razvojni problem za Hrvate
Bosne i Hercegovine danas, kao $to je bio i u

proslosti.

KRETANJE STANOVNISTVA

Ukupno kretanje stanovnistva od 1991.
do 2013. godine

Razdoblje izmedu posljednja dva popisa sta-
novniStva u Bosni i Hercegovini obiljezile su
velike demografske promjene uzrokovane po-
najprije ratom. U ratu je poginulo oko sto ti-
suca ljudi, oko 2,2 milijuna stanovnika bilo je
prisiljeno napustiti svoje domove (MLJPI BiH,
2002.), a narodnosni sastav pojedinih dijelova
drzave znatno je promijenjen. U ratu su na pro-
storu Bosne i Hercegovine djelovale tri nacio-
nalne vojske: bosnjacka Armija Republike Bosne
i Hercegovine (ARBiH), Hrvatsko vijeée obrane
(HVO) i Vojska Republike Srpske (VRS). Kako
se za vrijeme rata mijenjala kontrola prostora,
tako se mijenjala i narodnosna struktura, uglav-
nom prisilnom migracijom pripadnika svih tri-
ju naroda s dijelova teritorija pod kontrolom
protivnickih vojski na teritorije pod kontrolom
njihove nacionalne vojske (Pejanovié, 2010.).
Kona¢no razgraniéenje teritorija pod kontrolom

razli¢itih vojski utvrdeno je Daytonskim spora-

lation,® nor were there any in 1991 when there were
many more Croats in the area (URL 12; DZS RBiH,
1993). The lack of larger (Croatian majority) cities as
centres of development that would help stem emigra-
tion is as much of a development problem for Croats in
Bosnia and Herzegovina today as it has been in the past.

POPULATION CHANGE
Total population change from 1991 to 2013

The period between the last two population cen-
suses in Bosnia and Herzegovina was characterized by
great demographic changes, caused foremost by war.
Roughly 100,000 people were killed in the war, about
2.2 million were forced to leave their homes (MLJPI
BiH, 2002), and the ethnic composition of certain
areas was drastically altered. Three ethnic armed forc-
es were active in Bosnia and Herzegovina during the
war: the Bosniak Army of the Republic of Bosnia and
Herzegovina (ARBiH), the Croatian Defence Coun-
cil (HVO), and the Army of the Republika Srpska

¢ Examples of very low concentrations of Croats in central ur-

ban settlements in relation to the surrounding area in Bosnian
Posavina: Brc¢ko (share of Croats in the district is 20.7%, while
the share in Breko itself is only 3.5%, and 36.2% in the districts
remaining settlements), Odzak (the share of Croats in the mu-
nicipality is 61.7%, while in the city of Odzak it is 20.4%, and
94.1% in the municipality’s remaining settlements), and Orasje
(the share of Croats in the municipality is 87.3%, while in the
city of Orasje it is 37.4%, and 98.4% in the municipality’s rema-

ining settlements).
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SLIKA 4. Podrucja Bosne i Hercegovine pod kontrolom triju nacionalnih vojski nakon Daytonskog sporazuma 1995. godine
FiGURE 4 Areas of Bosnia and Herzegovina under control of the three national armies following the Dayton
Agreement of 1995 (HVO = Croatian Defence Council, ARBiH = Army of the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina,

VRS = Army of the Republika Srpska)
Izvor / Source: URL 1

zumom 1995. godine.” Tim sporazumom pod-
ru¢je pod kontrolom VRS-a postalo je Republi-
ka Srpska, a podrudja pod kontrolom ARBiH-a
i HVO-a dijelovima Federacije BiH. Pri kraju
rata, a i sljede¢ih nekoliko godina, ta su podru¢-
ja bila etnic¢ki vrlo homogena, a kasnije je doslo
do djelomi¢nog povratka stanovnistva drugih
nacionalnosti (Mrbpurjas, 2013.). Medutim,
proces povratka izbjeglog stanovnistva na pod-
rudja pod kontrolom drugih naroda bio je uglav-
nom neuspjesan zbog opstrukcije politickih vla-
sti naroda koji su kontrolirali odredeni prostor,

7 Sporazumom je provedena i djelomi¢na razmjena teritorija, a

nakon sporazuma pod kontrolom VRS-a bilo je 49 %, ARBiH-a
30 %, a HVO-a 21 % povisine Bosne i Hercegovine.
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(VRS). As control of the territory changed through-
out the conflict, the ethnic composition changed with
it, mainly in the form of forced migration of members
of all three ethnicities from territories controlled by
enemy forces to the areas controlled by friendly forc-
es (PEjanovi¢, 2010). The final division of territory
under control of the various armies was determined
in the Dayton Agreement in 1995.” According to the
Dayton Agreement, the territory under control of
VRS became the Republika Srpska, and the areas un-
der control of ARBiH and HVO became the Federa-
tion of Bosnia and Herzegovina. Near the end of the

7 The agreement included a partial exchange of territory, after

which the VRS controlled 49%, ARBiH 30%, and HVO 21%
of the area of Bosnia and Herzegovina.
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SLIKA 5. Stopa promjene broja Hrvata po opéinama od 1991. do 2013. godine

FiGURE 5 Rate of change in the number of Croats by municipality, from 1991 to 2013

Izvor / Source: URL 10

ali i vlasti naroda koji je izbjegao s odredenog
prostora jer se izbjeglo stanovnistvo nastojalo
naseliti u dijelove drzave pod vlas¢u toga naroda
radi homogenizacije narodnosnog sastava (PEja-
Novi¢, 2010.). Prostor pod kontrolom HVO-a
nije bio kompaktan i sastojao se od vise cjelina
(MrpuLja$, 2013.). Najvedi prostorno povezani
dio pod kontrolom HVO-a bio je u Hercegovini
sa Zavrsjem, dok je u Srednjoj Bosni podrugje
pod kontrolom HVO-a bilo podijeljeno na vise
dijelova, kao i u Bosanskoj Posavini (Sl. 4.).
Upravo je kontrola prostora najvise utjecala
na kretanje broja Hrvata od 1991. do 2013. go-
dine. Na prostoru pod kontrolom HVO-a broj
Hrvata se povecao zbog doseljavanja iz ostalih
dijelova Bosne i Hercegovine ili blago smanjio
u slabije razvijenim podru¢jima i podrué¢jima

war and several years thereafter, these two entities were
ethnically very homogeneous, but this changed grad-
ually as some members of the population belonging to
other ethnicities returned to their homes (MRDULJAS,
2013). The process of the return of refugee popula-
tion into areas under the control of another ethnicity
was, however, largely unsuccessful due to obstruction
on the part of local government officials, and also due
to the fact that various political figures continued to
resettle refugees in specific areas with the goal of cre-
ating ethnically homogenized territories (PEjaNoOVIC,
2010). The area under control of HVO was spread
out and consisted of many individual parts (MRDUL-
JAS, 2013). The largest continuous part under HVO
control was in Herzegovina and Zavrsje, while the are-
as of central Bosnia under HVO control were divided,
as well as those in Bosnian Posavina (Fig. 4).
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gdje su se vodile intenzivne borbe, dok se u po-
dru¢jima koja nisu bila pod kontrolom HVO-
a jako smanjio (Sl. 5., Tab. 4.). U 24 op¢ine s
hrvatskom veéinom prema popisu 2013. godine
broj Hrvata vedi je za 5,5 %, a u ostalim opéina-
ma manji za 57,5 % u odnosu na 1991. godinu
(URL 10).

Do porasta broja Hrvata doslo je u Zapadno-
hercegovackom, Hercegovacko-neretvanskom i
Kantonu 10, koji su bili uglavnom pod kontro-
lom HVO-a te je zabiljezeno doseljavanje Hrva-
ta izbjeglih iz drugih dijelova Bosne i Hercegovi-
ne. U tom smislu relativnim se porastom osobito
isti¢u op¢ine Drvar (1680,6 %), Glamo¢ (392,4
%) i Bosansko Grahovo (73,9 %), u kojima ve-
¢inu stanovnistva ¢ine Srbi, ali su pred kraj rata
dosle pod kontrolu HVO-a.® Najvedi apsolutni
porast zabiljezen je u opéini Mostar (8 309).
Izraziti pad broja Hrvata zabiljezen je u vecinski
bosnjackim opéinama Konjic (-9 960 ili -86,5
%) i Jablanica (-1 535 ili -68,3 %), koje su bile
gotovo u potpunosti pod kontrolom ARBiH-a.

Vedi pad broja Hrvata karakterizira Posavski i
Srednjobosanski kanton, ¢ije je dijelove kontro-
lirao HVO, no bili su popriste intenzivnih suko-
ba. U Posavskom kantonu broj Hrvata smanjen
je u svim op¢inama, a u Srednjobosanskom jako
varira od opéine do op¢ine, ovisno o dogada-
njima u ratu. Broj Hrvata porastao je jedino u
op¢ini Vitez (za 1 675, odnosno 13,2 %), a naj-
vedi pad zabiljezile su op¢ine Travnik (-10 648
ili -41,4 %) i Bugojno (-10 264 ili -64 %), koje
su bile ve¢inom pod kontrolom ARBiH-a, te op-
¢ina Dobretidi (-3 094 ili -65,6 %), koja je veli
dio rata bila pod kontrolom VRS-a, a pred kraj
rata dosla je pod kontrolu HVO-a.

U ostalim kantonima, ¢iji teritorij je vedi-
nom bio pod kontrolom ARBiH-a, broj Hrvata
smanjen je vise od 30 %, a u veéini opéina vise
od 50 %. Nesto su bolje prosle opéine s hrvat-
skom veéinom — Usora (-18,4 %) i Zepée (-0,6
%), koje su ve¢im dijelom bile pod kontrolom
HVO-a. Najve¢im padom isticu se opéine Zeni-
ca (-14232 ili -63,2 %), Kakanj (-13 583 ili -82

8 Taj bi porast bio i daleko vedi da se izmedu 1998. i 2004.
godine s tog podrudja nije iselilo oko 10 000 Hrvata, pretezno u
Hrvatsku (Pejanovié, 2010.).
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It was the control of territory that had the great-
est impact on change in the number of Croats from
1991 to 2013. In the areas controlled by HVO, the
number of Croats either increased due to resettle-
ment from other areas of Bosnia and Herzegovina or
slightly decreased in poorly developed areas or areas
where intense battles took place, while the Croatian
population drastically shrank in areas that were not
under HVO control (Fig. 5, Tab. 4). According to
the 2013 census, the number of Croats increased by
5.5% in 24 municipalities with majority Croatian
population, but shrank by 57.5% in the remaining
municipalities in relation to 1991 (URL 10).

Increase in the number of Croats occurred in West
Herzegovina Canton, Herzegovina-Neretva Canton,
and Canton 10, which were largely under HVO con-
trol and experienced resettlement of Croatian refugees
from other parts of Bosnia and Herzegovina. Related
to the latter, the municipalities that particularly stand
out due to their relative increase are Drvar (1680.6%),
Glamo¢ (392.4%), and Bosansko Grahovo (73.9%),
which have Serb majorities but came under HVO
control near the end of the war.® The largest absolute
growth occurred in the Municipality of Mostar (8,309).
Sharp reductions in the number of Croats were docu-
mented in the Bosniak majority municipalities Konjic
(9,960 or -86.5%) and Jablanica (-1,535 or 68.3%),
which were almost completely under ARBiH control.

Alarger decline in the number of Croats occurred in
Posavina and Central Bosnia cantons, parts of which
were controlled by HVO, but these were areas where
intense conflicts took place. The number of Croats in
Posavina Canton shrank in all municipalities, while
the situation in Central Bosnia Canton varies by mu-
nicipality, depending on the events that took place
during the war. The number of Croats only grew in
the Municipality of Vitez (by 1,675 or 13.2%), and
the greatest reductions were in the municipalities of
Travnik (-10,648 or -41.4%) and Bugojno (-10,264
or -64.0%), which were under ARBiH control, and
in the Municipality of Dobreti¢i (-3,094 or -65.6%),
which was under VRS control for most of the war
and only came under HVO control near the end.

In the remaining cantons, which were largely un-

8

This growth would have been much larger if roughly 10,000
Croats had not emigrated (mostly to Croatia) between 1998 and
2004 (PejaNovié, 2010).



K. Basi¢, M. MavLovié

27/2 (2022) 147-184

%) i Vares (-6196 ili -68,7 %) u Zeni¢ko-doboj-
skom kantonu, koji je od svih kantona u Federa-
ciji zabiljezio najvece apsolutno smanjenje broja
Hrvata (-43 783, tj. -50 %).

U Republici Srpskoj u svim op¢inama s nekad
znacajnijim udjelom Hrvata zabiljezeno je izra-
zito smanjenje njihova broja. Najve¢im padom
isti¢u se op¢ina Banja Luka (-23 922 ili -82,4
%) i dvije opéine Bosanske Posavine: Derventa
(-19 379 ili -88,3 %) i Brod (-10 662 ili -76,4
%). Ukupno je u dijelu Bosanske Posavine koji
pripada Republici Srpskoj broj Hrvata smanjen
za 48 318, odnosno 78 %

Sveukupno se broj Hrvata u Bosni i Hercego-
vini od 1991. do 2013. godine smanjio za 216
000, odnosno 28,4 %. To je znatno vede relativ-
no smanjenje u odnosu na druga dva konstitu-
tivna naroda (Bosnjaci -7 %, Srbi -20,5 %) te je
i udio Hrvata u ukupnom stanovnistvu smanjen
sa 17,4 % 1991. godine na 15,4 % 2013. (4j. za
11,2 %). Promjena udjela Hrvata u dijelovima
Bosne i Hercegovine ima sli¢ne tendencije kao
i promjena broja Hrvata, uz neke iznimke (Tab.
4.).

U nekim podru¢jima pod kontrolom HVO-a
broj Hrvata se smanjio, no jo$ se viSe smanjio
broj pripadnika ostalih naroda, koji su se za vri-
jeme ili nakon rata iselili u podrudja pod kontro-
lom vlastite vojske. Takav je sluc¢aj u Posavskom
kantonu, gdje je porast udjela Hrvata posljedica
iseljavanja Srba u dijelove Bosanske Posavine
pod srpskom kontrolom. I u Srednjobosanskom
kantonu se zbog iseljavanja Srba udio Hrvata
smanjio neznatno u odnosu na veliko smanjenje
njihova broja, s time da su ovdje znatne razlike
medu pojedinim opéinama.

Najvedi porast udjela Hrvata zabiljezen je u
Kantonu 10 zbog doseljavanja Hrvata iz ostalih
dijelova Bosne i Hercegovine i iseljavanja Srba.
Sli¢no je i u Hercegovacko-neretvanskom kan-
tonu, uz to $to je ovdje prisutan i prerazmjestaj
stanovni$tva unutar kantona. Udio Hrvata u Za-
padnohercegovackom kantonu poveéao se malo
jer je to i prije rata bilo vrlo homogeno hrvatsko
podrudje.

U odnosu na 1991. godinu Hrvati su u pet
op¢ina izgubili etni¢ku veéinu, a u Cetiri opéine

su postali ve¢ina. U opéinama Brod i Pelagi¢evo

der ARBiH control, the number of Croats shrank by
more than 30% overall, and by more than 50% in
most of the municipalities. Croatian majority munic-
ipalities fared somewhat better in terms of shrinking
Croatian population: Usora (-18.4%) and Zepce
(-0.6%), as they were mostly under HVO control.
Municipalities with the greatest decline are Zenica
(-14,232 or -63.2%), Kakanj (-13,583 or -82.0%)
and Vares (-6,196 or -68.7%) in Zenica-Doboj Can-
ton, which of all the cantons in the Federation expe-
rienced the largest absolute reduction in the number
of Croats (-43,783 or -50.0%).

In the Republika Srpska, the number of Croats was
sharply reduced in all municipalities that once boasted
a significant share of Croatian population. The largest
reductions took place in the Municipality of Banja
Luka (-23,922 or -82.4%) and in two municipalities
in Bosnian Posavina: Derventa (-19,379 or -88.3%)
and Brod (-10,662 or -76.4%). The number of Cro-
ats in the part of Bosnian Posavina that belongs to the
Republika Srpska shrank by 43,318 or 78.0% in total.

In total, the number of Croats in Bosnia and Her-
zegovina shrank by 216,000 from 1991 to 2013, i.e.
by 28.4%. This is a significantly greater relative de-
crease compared to the other two constituent peoples
(Bosniaks -7.0% and Serbs -20.5%), and the total
share of Croats in the population also shrank from
17.4% in 1991 to 15.4% in 2013 (-11.2%). Change
in the share of Croats throughout Bosnia and Her-
zegovina shows similar tendencies as does change in
the number of Croats, with a few exceptions (Tab. 4).

In some areas under HVO control, the number of
Croats shrank, but the population of other ethnicities
shrank more, as they their members migrated to areas
under the control of their ethnic armies during and
after the war. This is the case in Posavina Canton,
where the share of Croats grew due to migration of
Serbs to areas of Bosnian Posavina under VRS con-
trol. In Central Bosnian Canton as well, due to the
out-migration of Serbs, the share of Croats decreased
slightly compared to a large decrease in their number;
there are, however, significant differences between in-
dividual municipalities in this regard.

The largest increase in the share of Croats occurred
in Canton 10, due to resettlement of Croats from oth-
er parts of the country and out-migration of Serbs. The
situation is similar in Herzegovina-Neretva Canton, in
addition to the fact that there is a redistribution of the
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TABLICA 4. Promjena broja i udjela Hrvata u Bosni i Hercegovini od 1991. do 2013. godine po entitetima i kantonima
TABLE 4 Change in the number of Croats and their share in the total population of Bosnia and Herzegovina from

1991 to 2013, by entity and canton

Podrutic / Promjena broja Hrvata / Stopa promjene broja Hrvata (%) / | Stopa promjene udjela Hrvata (%) /

A: uqe Change in the number of Rate of change (%) in the number of | Rate of change (%) in the share of
ca Croats Croats Croats

Bosn?iHercegovina'/ 216072 284 112

Bosnia and Herzegovina

Federacija Bosne i Hercegovine /

Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina -95 588 161 L7

Unsko-sanski kanton /

Una-Sana Canton 5120 -0.2 -37.6

Posav‘skl kanton / 8351 19.9 9.0

Posavina Canton

Tuzlanski kanton / 10 450 307 232

Tuzla Canton

Zenitko-dobojski kanton /

Zenica-Doboj Canton -43783 -50.0 345

Bosansko-podrinjski kanton /

Bosnia-Podrinje Canton 7 70,4 50,1

Srednjobosanski kanton /

Central Bosnia Canton -33 867 258 -0.9

Hercegovgcko-neretvanski kanton / 9388 8.6 30.9

Herzegovina-Neretva Canton

Zapadnohercegovacki kanton /

West Herzegovina Canton 7561 88 20

KanFon Sarajevo / -16 960 492 395

Sarajevo Canton

Kanton 10/

Canton 10 5051 8,5 49,2

Republika Srpska /

Republic of Srpska 114 484 794 737

Distrikt Breko /

Brcko District -5000 225 -187

Izvor / Source: URL 10

hrvatska etni¢ka ve¢ina zamijenjena je srpskom,
a u op¢inama Vukosavlje, Novi Travnik i Vares
bosnja¢kom. Hrvati su postali ve¢ina u opéina-
ma Mostar i Stolac, u kojima su 1991. veéina bili
Bosnjaci, te u nekad vedinski srpskim opéinama
Kupres (FBiH) i Ravno. U sve 24 op¢ine koje su
imale hrvatsku ve¢inu 2013. godine udio Hrva-
ta se povecao u odnosu na 1991. godinu. Uku-
pno je udio Hrvata u tim opéinama narastao sa
62,5 % na 73,6 % (tj. 17,7 %). U tim opéinama
zivjelo je 46,2 % ukupnog broja Hrvata 1991.
godine, a 68,1 % 2013. godine (URL 10).

PRIRODNO KRETANJE
STANOVNISTVA

Na pragu devedesetih stopa rodnosti Hrvata
ve¢ se priblizila posttranzicijskim razinama (pro-

sje¢no 15,5 %o 1986. — 1990.), dok je zbog mla-
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population within the canton. The share of Croats in
West Herzegovina Canton grew slightly, because it was
already a homogeneous Croatian area before the war.
Compared to 1991, Croats ceased to be the ethnic
majority in five municipalities, while they became the
majority population in four municipalities. In Brod
and Pelagi¢evo municipalities, Croats were replaced
by Serbs as the ethnic majority, and by Bosniaks in
Vukosavlje, Novi Travnik, and Vare$ municipalities.
Croats became the majority ethnicity in the Mostar
and Stolac municipalities, which were majority Bos-
niak in 1991, as well as in Kupres (Federation) and
Ravno municipalities, which previously had Serb
majorities. All 24 municipalities that had Croatian
majorities also had a larger share of Croats in the total
population in 2013 than in 1991. The total share of
Croats in these municipalities grew from 62.5% to
73.6%, i.e. by 17.7%. In 1991, 46.2% of the total
number of Croats in the country lived in these mu-
nicipalities, compared to 68.1% in 2013 (URL 10).
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dosti stanovnis$tva stopa smrtnosti jo$ bila niska
(prosje¢no 7,5 %o), $to je rezultiralo solidnim
prirodnim prira$tajem (MarkoTIC, 1995.). Srp-
sko stanovnistvo je posttranzicijske stope rodno-
sti dosegnulo ve¢ sredinom osamdesetih godina,
uz stope smrtnosti slicne onima hrvatskog sta-
novnistva. Istodobno, stope rodnosti Muslima-
na bile su znatno viSe (prosje¢no 18,3 %o 1986.
—1990.), a stope smrtnosti nize (prosje¢no 5,9
%o).”

U suvremenom razdoblju Hrvate u Bosni i
Hercegovini karakterizira negativno prirodno
kretanje stanovnisStva. Prosje¢na godi$nja stopa
rodnosti za razdoblje od 2009. do 2013. godine
iznosila je 8,5 %o (oko 4,6 tisu¢a rodenih godis-
nje), a smrtnosti 9,9 %o (oko 5,4 tisuée umrlih
godisnje), $to daje stopu prirodne promjene od
-1,4 %o (prirodni pad oko 800 osoba godisnje)
i vitalni indeks 85,6. Vrijednosti za ukupno sta-
novnistvo Bosne i Hercegovine u istom razdo-
blju' bile su: rodnost 9,9 %o, smrtnost 10 %o i
prirodna promjena -0,1 %o (URL 2, URL 11),
$to pokazuje da je niza rodnost glavni ¢imbenik
nepovoljnijeg prirodnoga kretanja Hrvata u od-
nosu na ostalo stanovni$tvo zemlje.

U prirodnom kretanju Hrvata postoje znatne
razlike u razli¢itim dijelovima Bosne i Hercego-
vine (Tab. 5., Sl. 6.), Sto je uvelike posljedica
ratom uzrokovane migracije. Najpovoljnije po-
kazatelje imaju Hrvati u Hercegovini, gdje je
prirodna promjena, iako niska, bila pozitivna u
Zapadnohercegovackom i Hercegovacko-nere-
tvanskom kantonu, uz stopu rodnosti ve¢u od 10
%o. U tim kantonima Hrvati su imali pozitivhu
prirodnu promjenu u vedini opéina, a iznimke
su opéine Konjic i Jablanica, iz kojih je veéina
Hrvata izbjegla za vrijeme rata. Prirodna stagna-
cija Hrvata u Kantonu 10 rezultat je povoljnijeg
kretanja u veéinski hrvatskim op¢inama (Tomi-
slavgrad, Livno, Kupres) i negativnog u vecinski
srpskim (Drvar, Glamo¢, Bosansko Grahovo). U

Srednjobosanskom kantonu prirodna promjena

? U razdoblju od 1971. do 1991. godine indeks bioloske pro-
mjene (postotak smanjenja ili poveéanja populacije na temelju
prirodne promjene) Hrvata u Bosni i Hercegovini iznosio je 19,3
%, Srba 15,2 %, a Muslimana 32,9 % (Markortic, 1995.).

12 Radi usporedivosti, prosje¢ne stope izracunate su na isti na-
¢in kao za Hrvate (objasnjenje u metodoloskim napomenama).

NATURAL POPULATION CHANGE

At the end of the 1980s, the birth rate among
Croats had nearly reached post-transitional levels
(15.5%o average per year from 1986 to 1990), while
the mortality rate was low due to the relative youth of
the population (7.5%o average from 1986 to 1990),
which resulted in solid natural increase (MARKOTIC,
1995). The Serbian population had already reached
the post-transitional birth rates in the mid-1980s,
and had a mortality rate similar to that of the Cro-
atian population. The birth rate among Muslims
(Bosniaks), at the same time, was significantly higher
(18.3%o average per year from 1986 to 1990), and
the mortality rate lower (average of 5.9%o).”

In the modern era, Croats in Bosnia and Herzego-
vina are characterized by negative natural population
change. The average birth rate in the period from
2009 to 2013 was 8.5%o (roughly 4,600 births an-
nually), and the mortality rate was 9.9%o (roughly
5,400 deaths annually), which resulted in a natural
population change rate of -1.4%o (roughly -800 an-
nually) and a vital index value of 85.6. The values
for the entire population of Bosnia and Herzegovina
for the same period'® were the following: birth rate of
9.9%o, mortality rate of 10.0%so, resulting in natural
population change rate of -0.1%o0 (URL 2, URL 11),
which indicates that lower birth rate is the main fac-
tor for more unfavourable natural population change
among Croats in relation to the rest of the country’s
population.

There are considerable differences in the natural
population change of Croats in various parts of Bos-
nia and Herzegovina (Tab. 5, Fig. 6), which is largely
a consequence of migration caused by the war. The
Croats in Herzegovina have the most favourable
indicators, where the natural change, although low,
was positive in the West Herzegovina and Herzego-
vina-Neretva cantons, with birth rates of over 10%o.
In these cantons, Croats had positive natural change
in most municipalities, with the exception of Kon-
jic and Jablanica, from which most of their Croatian

?  In the period from 1971 to 1991, the total natural increase
of Croats in Bosnia and Herzegovina amounted to 19.3%, Serbs
15.2%, and Muslims (Bosniaks) 32.9% (MaRrkoTIC, 1995).
1 For the purposes of comparison, the average rates were cal-
culated in the same way as they were for the Croatian population
(further explanation can be found in methodological notes).
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SLIKA 6. Prosjecna godisnja stopa prirodne promjene Hrvata po opéinama u razdoblju od 2009. do 2013. godine
F1GURE 6 Average annual rate of natural population change of Croats by municipality, in the period from 2009 to 2013
Izvor / Source: BHAS, 2001-2019; RZSRS, 2001-2019; FZS, 2001-2019; BHAS, 2016.

Hrvata bila je blago negativna, uz velike razlike
medu opéinama: povoljnija u opéinama iz kojih
nije bilo jaceg iseljavanja Hrvata za vrijeme rata
(Vitez, Jajce, Novi Travnik, Gornji Vakuf-Usko-
plje, Kiseljak, Busovaca), a izrazito negativna u
op¢inama iz kojih je znatan broj Hrvata izbje-
gao (Bugojno, Fojnica, Travnik). U ostalim kan-
tonima, Distriktu Br¢ko, a narocito Republici
Srpskoj rodnost je bila niZa, smrtnost visa, a
prirodni pad veci. Posebno je losa situacija u Ze-
ni¢ko-dobojskom kantonu, gdje je nekad znatan
broj Hrvata izmedu dva popisa prepolovljen, a u
vecini op¢ina prirodni pad im je veéi od 10 %o
godisnje (prosjek popravlja samo Zepée).

Na prostoru 24 op¢ine s hrvatskom ve¢inom
Hrvati su imali prosje¢nu stopu rodnosti 9,6 %o,
stopu smrtnosti 8,7 %eo i stopu prirodne promje-
ne 0,9 %o, uz vitalni indeks 109,9. U ostatku
Bosne i Hercegovine pokazatelji su znatno losi-

ji: rodnost 6,2 %o, smrtnost 12,4 %o i prirodna
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population fled during the war. The natural popula-
tion stagnation of Croats in Canton 10 is the result of
a positive change in Croatian majority municipalities
(Tomislavgrad, Livno, Kupres) and a negative change
in majority Serbian municipalities (Drvar, Glamoc,
Bosansko Grahovo). In the Central Bosnia Canton,
natural population change of Croats was slightly neg-
ative, but with major differences among municipali-
ties: more favourable in municipalities which Croats
weren't forced to flee from during the war (Vitez, Ja-
jee, Novi Travnik, Gornji Vakuf-Uskoplje, Kiseljak,
Busovaca), and extremely negative in municipali-
ties from which a significant number of Croats left
(Bugojno, Fojnica, Travnik). In the remaining can-
tons, the District of Brcko, and especially the Repub-
lika Srpska, the birth rate was lower, the mortality rate
higher, and natural decrease greater. The situation is
particularly bad in Zenica-Doboj Canton, where the
once considerable number of Croats halved between
the two censuses, and in most municipalities their
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TaBLICA 5. Prosjecna godisnja stopa rodnosti, smrtnosti i prirodne promjene te vitalni indeks Hrvata u Bosni i
Hercegovini po entitetima i kantonima za razdoblje od 2009. do 2013. godine
TABLE 5 Awerage annual birth rate, mortality rate, rate of natural change, and vital index value for Croats in Bosnia

and Herzegovina by entity and canton, in the period from 2009 to 2013

Podrudje / Stopa rodnosti (%o) / | Stopa smrtnosti (%o) / Stopa prirodne promjene (%o) / Vitalni indeks /
Area Birth rate (%o) Death rate (%o) Rate of natural change (%) Vital index
BOSH.a i Hercegovina / 8.5 9.9 14 85.6
Bosnia and Herzegovina

Federacija Bosne i Hercegovine /

Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina 88 10,0 -1 88,5
Unsko-sanski kanton /

Una-Sana Canton 58 124 6.7 463
PosaV§k1 kanton / 6.8 116 48 583
Posavina Canton

Tuzlanski kanton /

Tuzla Canton 54 14,3 88 381
Zenicko-dobojski kanton /

Zenica-Doboj Canton 74 124 -0 59,7
Bosansko-podrinjski kanton /

Bosnia-Podrinje Canton 0.0 58,3 583 0.0
Srednjobosanski kanton /

Central Bosnia Canton 87 95 -09 208
Hcrcegov'acko—ncrctvanski kanton / 10,2 9.0 12 112.8
Herzegovina-Neretva Canton

Zapadnohercegovacki kanton /

West Herzegovina Canton 106 85 21 124,1
Kanfon Sarajevo / 54 17.4 12,0 31,0
Sarajevo Canton

Kanton 10/

Canton 10 85 8.2 0.3 103.9
Republika Srpska /

Republic of Srpska 41 84 43 485
Distrikt Breko /

Brcko District 6.2 9,7 -3,5 64,0

Izvor / Source: BHAS, 2001-2019; RZSRS, 2001-2019; FZS, 2001-2019; BHAS, 2016.
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SLIKA 7. Indeks kretanja broja rodenih i umrlib kod Hrvata i ukupnog stanovnistva Bosne i Hercegovine od 2001. do 2019. godine
F1GURE 7 Index of change in the number of births and deaths of Croats and the total population of Bosnia and

Herzegovina, from 2001 to 2019
Tzvor / Source: BHAS, 2001-2019; RZSRS, 2001-2019; FZS, 2001-2019.

167



27/2 (2022) 147-184

K. Basi¢, M. Mavrovié

Broj rodenih i umrlih
Number of births and deaths

rodeni / births

umrli / deaths

6000 7
5500 A
5000 A
4500 A
4000 A
3500 ~
500 -

0 T T 71T 1 71 "1 "1 "1 "1 T T 1T 1T 1T "1

— oMM N ON O QO O — AN mM<T N O N 0 O

O O O O O O 0 O O —w — — = = — — — — —

- EREE-E-E-E-E=

N NN NNNNNNNNNCNCNQNQNNANN

Godina / Year

Svika 8. Kretanje broja rodenih i umrlih Hrvata u Bosni i Hercegovini od 2001. do 2019. godine
Ficure 8 Change in the number of births and deaths of Croats in Bosnia and Herzegovina, from 2001 to 2019
Izvor / Source: BHAS, 2001-2019; RZSRS, 2001-2019; FZS, 2001-2019; BHAS, 2016.

promjena -6,2 %o, uz vitalni indeks 49,9.

Iako je u drugoj polovici devedesetih poslije-
ratni kompenzacijski natalitet rezultirao poveda-
nim prirodnim priraStajem, u posljednjih dva-
desetak godina u Bosni i Hercegovini se biljezi
znatan pad broja rodenih i rast broja umrlih,
kao posljedica pada fertiliteta, iseljavanja i de-
mografskog starenja (Ci¢i¢ 1 pr., 2019.). Kod
Hrvata su ti trendovi jo$ izrazeniji nego kod
ukupnoga stanovniStva (SI. 7.). To se naroci-
to odnosi na pad rodnosti u godinama nakon
pristupanja Hrvatske Europskoj uniji, koje je
pospjesilo iseljavanje Hrvata. U skladu s tim
trendovima, prirodna promjena Hrvata Bosne
i Hercegovine kontinuirano se smanjuje, od
2005. godine je negativna, a 2019. zabiljezena
je najniza vrijednost, odnosno prirodni pad od
oko 2,3 tisuée (SI. 8.).

MIGRACIJA

Izmedu 1991. i 2013. godine broj Hrvata u
Bosni i Hercegovini smanjio se za 216 000, a
najveéi dio toga pada ¢ini negativna migracij-

ska bilanca. Prema relevantnim procjenama, u
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natural decrease is greater than 10%o per year (with
the exception of Zepce).

In the area of the 24 municipalities with majority
Croatian populations, Croats had an average birth
rate of 9.6%o, mortality rate of 8.7%o, natural growth
rate of 0.9%o, and a vital index value of 109.9. For
Croats in the rest of Bosnia and Herzegovina these
indicators are much worse: birth rate of 6.2%o0, mor-
tality rate of 12.4%o, natural decrease rate of -6.2%o,
and a vital index value of 49.9.

Although the post-war resurgence in birth rates
in the late 1990s resulted in greater natural pop-
ulation growth, in the last twenty years there has
been a significant decline in the number of births
and an increase in the number of deaths in Bosnia
and Herzegovina, as a result of declining fertility,
emigration and demographic ageing (Ci¢1¢ Et AL.,
2019). Among Croats, these trends are even strong-
er than they are for the entire population (Fig. 7).
This particularly refers to falling birth rates after
Croatia’s accession to the European Union, which
was the catalyst for the emigration of many Bosnian
Croats. In line with these trends, natural popula-
tion change of Croats in Bosnia and Herzegovina
has been continuously decreasing and it has been
negative since 2005. The lowest value, i.e. negative
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ratu je poginulo izmedu osam i devet tisu¢a Hr-
vata (TaBeau, Brjak, 2005.; URL 16; Tokaca,
2012.), a prirodno kretanje nakon rata bilo je
pozitivno sve do ranih 2000-ih (Sl. 8.). Iako su
podaci o rodenima i umrlima za ratne godine
nepotpuni pa nije mogude to¢no utvrditi sastav-
nice ukupnoga kretanja stanovnistva za posljed-
nje medupopisno razdoblje, iz navedenoga je
jasno da je upravo migracija glavna odrednica
ukupnog smanjenja broja Hrvata.

Za vrijeme rata prognano je i raseljeno 466
000 Hrvata, odnosno 61,2 % njihova broja iz
1991. godine (kod Bosnjaka je taj udio iznosio
47,4 %, a kod Srba 44,2 % - Vuksié, 2010.).
Od toga broja oko 312 000 Hrvata potrazilo
je zastitu izvan zemlje, a do kraja 2003. godine
vratilo ih se oko 84 000. U istom razdoblju u
svoje se domove vratilo oko 43 000 od 154 000
raseljenih Hrvata (URL 7). U meduvremenu se
viSe od Cetvrtine svih izbjeglica i raseljenih oso-
ba integriralo u zemljama prihvata i u mjestima
raseljenja u Bosni i Hercegovini ili su pronasli
neka druga trajna rjesenja (URL 15), tako da od
2003. trend povrataka naglo opada te se do kraja
2010. vratilo jos samo oko 4 000 izbjeglih i oko
tisu¢u raseljenih Hrvata.

Losa ekonomska situacija i politicka nesta-
bilnost u poslijeratnom razdoblju rezultirali su
rastu¢im trendom iseljavanja iz Bosne i Herce-
govine, narocito u posljednjih desetak godina
(Cre1é 1 pr,, 2019.). Obujam i smjer migracij-
skih kretanja od godine do godine tesko je pre-
cizno utvrditi jer su sluzbeni statisticki podaci
nepotpuni,'' a ne postoji ni statistika po narod-
nostima. Zbog toga je u ovom radu migracijska
bilanca Hrvata procijenjena vitalno-statistic-
kom metodom prema podacima Katolicke crkve
o ukupnom broju vjernika te broju kr$tenih i
umrlih za svaku godinu (Tab. 6.).

Prema tim podacima broj katolika 2013. go-
dine znatno je manji od njihova broja utvrde-
noga popisom stanovnistva (za stotinjak tisuca,

odnosno 24,1 %). Ne ulazeéi u kontroverze u

""" Ministarstvo sigurnosti izdaje godiSnji Migracioni profil Bo-
sne i Hercegovine s podacima o vanjskoj migraciji. Medutim, dok
su podaci o imigraciji dosta pouzdani, u samom dokumentu je
nagladeno da ne postoji mehanizam za prikupljanje podataka o

iseljavanju iz BiH (URL 8).

natural change of roughly 2,300 (Fig. 8), was docu-
mented in 2019.

MIGRATION

Between 1991 and 2013, the number of Croats
in Bosnia and Herzegovina shrank by 216,000, and
the greatest share thereof is the result of a negative
net migration. According to relevant assessments, be-
tween 8,000 and 9,000 Croats were killed in the war
(TaBEAU, Brjak, 2005; URL 16; Tokaca, 2012), and
natural change after the war was positive until the early
2000s (Fig. 8). Although the data on births and deaths
during the war are incomplete, which makes it impos-
sible to determine the exact composition of the total
population change for the last intercensal period, it is
clear from the above that migration was the main com-
ponent of the overall decrease in the number of Croats.

During the war, 466,000 Croats were exiled or dis-
placed, which is 61.2% of their number in 1991 (for
Bosniaks this share was 47.4%, and for Serbs 44.2%
- Vuksié, 2010). Of this number, 312,000 Croats
sought refuge abroad, of which 84,000 returned to
the country by the end of 2003. During the same
period, roughly 43,000 of the 154,000 internally dis-
placed Croats returned to their homes (URL 7). In
the meantime, more than a quarter of all refugees and
displaced persons integrated into the places where
they ended up (be it abroad or elsewhere within Bos-
nia and Herzegovina), or found some other perma-
nent solution (URL 15). Therefore, the return trend
sharply fell after 2003 and by the end of 2010 only
4,000 Croatian refugees and about a thousand dis-
placed Croats returned.

The poor economic situation and political insta-
bility in the post-war era have resulted in a growing
trend of emigration from Bosnia and Herzegovina,
especially in the last ten years or so (Ci¢1¢ ET AL.,
2019). The volume and direction of migration from
year to year is difficult to determine with precision
because the official data are incomplete,'" and there

11

The Ministry of Security publishes a yearly Migration Profile
of Bosnia and Herzegovina with data regarding external migra-
tion. While the data regarding immigration are quite reliable,
it is emphasized in the document that there is no mechanism
for collecting data on emigration from Bosnia and Herzegovina

(URL 8).
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TaBLICA 6. Opée kretanje broja katolika u Bosni i Hercegovini od 1996. do 2018. godine
TABLE 6 Components of change in the number of Catholics in Bosnia and Herzegovina from 1996 to 2018

Broj katolika krajem Ukupna promjena / Prirodna promjena* / Migracijski saldo /
Godina / godine / Total change Natural change* Net migration
Year Number of Catholics Broj / . Broj / . Broj / .
at the end of the year Number 2 Number i Number 2
1996. 424915 - - - - - -
1997. 451 385 26 470 62,3 1286 3,0 25 184 59,3
1998. 451 208 -177 -0,4 823 1,8 -1000 -2,2
1999. 448 186 -3 022 -6,7 844 1,9 -3 866 -8,6
2000. 456 058 7 872 17,6 578 1,3 7294 16,3
2001. 458 110 2052 4,5 79 0,2 1973 4,3
2002. 463 687 5577 12,2 -22 0,0 5599 12,2
2003. 464 821 1134 2,4 -740 -1,6 1874 4,0
2004. 464 694 -127 -0,3 -753 -1,6 626 1,3
2005. 462 690 -2 004 -4,3 -652 -1,4 -1352 -2,9
2006. 463 131 441 1,0 -746 -1,6 1187 2,6
2007. 459 102 -4 029 -8,7 -1240 -2,7 -2789 -6,0
2008. 454921 -4 181 -9,1 -1415 -3,1 -2766 -6,0
2009. 448 147 -6 774 -14,9 -1389 -3,1 -5 385 -11,8
2010. 443 013 -5 134 -11,5 -1410 -3,1 -3724 -8,3
2011. 443 084 71 0,2 -1777 -4,0 1 848 4,2
2012. 435562 -7 522 -17,0 -1428 -3,2 -6 094 -13,8
2013. 432177 -3 385 -7,8 -1860 -4,3 -1525 -3,5
2014. 420 294 -11 883 27,5 -661 -1,5 -11222 -26,0
2015. 405 735 -14 559 -34,6 -2 449 -5,8 -12110 -28,8
2016. 390 241 -15 494 -38,2 -2234 -5,5 -13 260 -32,7
2017. 376 134 -14 107 -36,1 -2295 -5,9 -11 812 -30,3
2018. 365 688 -10 446 -27,8 -2 165 -5,8 -8 281 -22,0
Ukupno/ - -59 227 -139,4 -19.626 46,2 -39 601 -93,2
Total

" razlika izmedu ukupnog broja krstenih i pokopanih

" the difference between the number of baptisms and the number of funerals

Izvor / Source: Biskupski ordinarijati Sarajevo, Banja Luka i Mostar; Biskupska konferencija BiH (prema Vuksi¢, 2020.) / Episcopal
ordinariates Sarajevo, Banja Luka and Mostar; The Bishops’ Conference of Bosnia-Herzegovina (via Vuksi¢, 2020)

vezi s vjerodostojnosti rezultata popisa stanov-
nistva, dio te razlike svakako otpada na stanov-
nistvo u inozemstvu obuhvaéeno popisom, a
dio se odnosi na osobe koje osjecaju pripadnost
katolickoj zajednici, ali iz razli¢itih razloga nisu
povezane sa zupnim uredima'?. U svakom slu-
¢aju predoceni podaci (koji su u dijelu koji se
odnosi na prirodno kretanje usporedivi sa sluz-
benima) nedvojbeno su bolji indikator smjera i
intenziteta migracijskih kretanja Hrvata od nea-
dekvatne sluzbene migracijske statistike. Migra-

2 U Bosni i Hercegovini i dio onih koji nisu prakti¢ni vjernici
izja$njavaju se kao muslimani, katolici ili pravoslavci zbog svojega

etnickog i kulturnog identiteta (CviTkovic, 2017.).
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are no statistics regarding ethnicity. Due to this, for
the purposes of this paper, the net migration of Cro-
ats was estimated using the vital statistics method that
draws on data of the Catholic Church regarding the
total number of faithful, baptisms, and funerals for
each year (Tab. 6).

According to these data, the number of Catholics
in 2013 was considerably smaller than the number
listed in the 2013 census (by roughly 100,000, i.e.
24.1%). Leaving aside the controversies regarding
the reliability of census results, some of the afore-
mentioned difference is certainly related to the pop-
ulation abroad included in the census, and part of it
refers to people who consider themselves Catholics
but for various reasons are not connected to parish
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cijska bilanca je prema tim podacima od 2005.
gotovo kontinuirano negativna, s velikim jaca-
njem negativnog trenda nakon ulaska Hrvatske
u Europsku uniju. Posljedi¢no, i ukupan broj
Hrvata (katolika) sve se brze smanjuje: od 2013.
do 2018. po prosje¢noj godisnjoj stopi od -3,3
%, u odnosu na prosje¢nih -0,7 % godi$nje od
2003. (kada je zabiljezen najvedi broj katolika u
obuhvaé¢enom razdoblju) do 2013. godine.

STRUKTURNA OBILJEZJA
STANOVNISTVA

Dobno-spolna struktura

Zbog kasnije tranzicije nataliteta i demograf-
ske inercije, Bosna i Hercegovina je kasnije usla
u proces starenja stanovnistva od veéine eu-
ropskih drzava, no taj se proces odvijao znatno
brze, prije svega zbog negativnih demografskih
utjecaja uzrokovanih ratom (EMIRHAFIZOVIC,
Zoui¢, 2017.). Jo$ 1991. godine stanovnistvo
Bosne i Hercegovine bilo je prili¢cno mlado za
europske prilike: udio mladog stanovnistva bio
je 23,5 %, zrelog 67,7 %, a starog 6,5 %;'? pro-
sje¢na dob bila je 34 godine, a indeks starosti
27,7 (URL 2). Za usporedbu, Hrvatska je sli¢an
dobni sastav stanovni$tva imala potkraj Sezdese-
tih godina dvadesetog stolje¢a, a 1991. mladih
je bilo 19,7 %, zrelih 68,5 %, starih 11,8 %,
prosje¢na dob bila je 37,1 godinu, a indeks sta-
rosti 60 (PobpGoRreLEC, KLEMPIC, 2007.).

Do 2013. godine broj mladih i starih u Bosni
i Hercegovini gotovo se izjednacio (mladi 15,4
%, stari 14,2 %), prosje¢na dob narasla je na
39,5 godina, a indeks starosti na 92,3 (URL 11).
Dobna struktura Hrvata u Bosni i Hercegovini
jos$ je nepovoljnija: 14,5 % mladih, 68,7 % zre-
log stanovni$tva, 16,8 % starih, prosje¢na dob
40,8 godina, a indeks starosti 115,6 (BHAS,
2016) - sli¢no stanovnistvu Hrvatske prema po-
pisu 2011. (URL 14). Uz nesto nizu stopu rod-
nosti, tome je ponajvise pridonijelo dugotrajno
kontinuirano iseljavanje, u kojemu najvise su-
djeluje stanovnistvo mlade zrele dobi (odnose¢i
sa sobom i svoj bioreprodukcijski potencijal),

13 Razlika do 100 % otpada na stanovni$tvo nepoznate dobi.

offices'. In any case, these data (which, in the part
related to natural population change, are compa-
rable to the official data) are undoubtedly a better
indicator of the direction and intensity of migration
of Croats than the inadequate official migration sta-
tistics. According to these data, the net migration
has been almost continually negative since 2005,
with the strengthening of the negative trend after
Croatia’s accession to the European Union. Con-
sequently, the total number of Croats (Catholics)
is shrinking ever faster: from 2013 to 2018 at an
average annual rate of -3.3%, compared to the year-
ly average of -0.7% from 2003 (when the highest
number of Catholics in the period in question was
recorded) to 2013.

POPULATION STRUCTURE

Age-sex composition

Due to the later fertility transition, and demo-
graphic inertia, Bosnia and Herzegovina was affect-
ed by the process of population ageing later than
most European countries. This process, however,
was significantly accelerated once begun, foremost
due to the negative demographic effects of the war
(EmMirHAFIZOVIC, ZoOLIG, 2017). Back in 1991,
the population of Bosnia and Herzegovina was
still quite young by European standards: 23.5%
of people were younger than 15 years, 6.5% were
older than 65, and 67.7% were of working age;"
the average age was 34.0 and the ageing index was
27.7 (URL 2). For comparison purposes, Croatia
had a similar age composition of the population
at the end of the 1960s, and in 1991, there were
19.7% young, 11.8% elderly, and 68.5% people of
working age; the average age was 37.1 years, and
the ageing index was 60.0 (PopGoReLEC, KLEM-
pIC, 2007).

By 2013, the shares of young and elderly in Bos-
nia and Herzegovina had nearly equalized (young
15.4% and elderly 14.2%), the average age had

2" In Bosnia and Herzegovina, a share of those who are not

practical believers officially declare themselves to be Muslims,
Catholics, or Orthodox Christians, due to their ethnic and cultu-
ral identity (Cvitkovi¢, 2017).

13 The difference of up to 100% refers to the population of
unknown age.
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Stanovnistvo prema dobi
Population by age

Ukupno / Total
85+
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Udio Hrvata / Share of Croats (%)

Svika 9. Udio Hrvata u stanovnistvu Bosne i Hercegovine po petogodisnjim dobnim skupinama prema popisu 2013. godine
FiGuUrE 9 Share of Croats in the population of Bosnia and Herzegovina by frve-year age group, according to the 2013 census

Izvor / Source: URL 11, BHAS, 2016.

Sto se odrazava u natprosje¢noj zastupljenosti
Hrvata u najstarijim petogodistima bosansko-
hercegovackog stanovnistva (S1. 9.).

U skladu s time dobno-spolna ,piramida“
Hrvata Bosne i Hercegovine (SI. 10.) ima kon-
traktivni oblik. Suzena ,dje¢ja baza“ odraza-
va opadajudu razinu rodnosti, kao i iseljavanje
koje je nastavljeno i nakon rata. Najveéi udio
imaju petogodi$ta od 45 do 49 godina i od 50
do 54 godine — generacije rodene na prijelazu
iz rane u sredi$nju etapu demografske tranzici-
je (Karz, 2011.), a koje jo$ nisu izloZene pove-
¢anim stopama smrtnosti po dobi. Poslijeratni
demografski oporavak (1996. — 1998.), kada su
zabiljezene najvise stope rodnosti u postkonflik-
tnom razdoblju, a djelomi¢no i povratak obitelji
s djecom koja su rodena u inozemstvu, zasluzni
su za vecu brojnost osoba u petogodistu 15 — 19
(EmiruAF1ZOVIC, ZOLIC, 2017.).

U spolnoj strukturi u svim petogodisnjim dob-
nim skupinama ispod 45 godina prevladavaju
muskarci, a iznad 45 zene (Sl. 10.). U fertilnom
kontingentu nema znacajne neravnoteze po spo-
lu, $to je pozitivno sa stajalista bioreprodukci-

je, ali i pokazuje kako u recentnom iseljavanju
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grown to 39.5, and the ageing index to 92.3 (URL
11). The age composition of Croats in Bosnia and
Herzegovina was even worse: 14.5% young, 16.8%
elderly, and 68.7% of working age, the average age of
40.8, and the ageing index of 115.6 (BHAS, 2016)
— similar to the population of Croatia according to
the 2011 census (URL 14). Along with somewhat
lower birth rate, this was largely caused by long-
term continuous emigration, which mostly consists
of the young adult population (who leave and take
their reproductive potential with them), and this is
reflected in the above-average share of Croats in the
oldest five-year age groups of the country’s popula-
tion (Fig. 9).

Accordingly, the age-sex pyramid of Croats in
Bosnia and Herzegovina (Fig. 10) is constrictive.
The narrowed base reflects the falling birth rate, as
well as the emigration during and after the war. The
greatest shares are found in the 4549 and 50-54
groups — generations born at the transition from the
early to the central stage of the demographic transi-
tion (Karz, 2011), who have not yet been affected
by increased mortality rates by age. The post-war
demographic resurgence (1996-1998), when the
highest birth rates in the post-conflict era were re-
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SLIKA 10. Dobno-spolna struktura Hrvata u Bosni i Hercegovini po petogodisnjim

dobnim skupinama prema popisu 2013. godine

Fi1GuRrE 10 4 Ige-sex structure of Croats in Bosnia and Herzegovina by frve-year age

group, according fo the 2013 census
Izvor / Source: BHAS, 2016, URL 11

podjednako sudjeluje stanovniStvo oba spola'.
Prevazi Zena u petogodistima od 45 do 65 go-
dina uz ,normalni“ diferencijalni mortalitet po
spolu pridonose i viSestruko veca ratna stradanja
muskog stanovnistva, koja su bila koncentrirana
u dobi od 18 do 45 godina (Tokaca, 2012.).
Feminizacija starosti glavni je uzrok neravnote-
ze po spolu u ukupnom broju Hrvata (koefici-
jent feminiteta 103,4), koja je podjednaka kao
u ukupnom stanovnistvu Bosne i Hercegovine
(103,8).

Medu Hrvatima u razli¢itim dijelovima Bosne
i Hercegovine postoje znatne razlike u dobnoj
strukturi, koje su u velikoj mjeri posljedica ra-
tom uzrokovane migracije. Prosje¢no su naj-
mladi Hrvati Zapadnohercegovackoga kantona
(Tab. 7.), gdje se najnizim indeksom starosti
(63,3) istice opéina Posusje (SI. 11.). Nesto su

4 Prema nalazima nekih istraZivanja dominantno obiljeZje re-

centnog iseljavanje je odlazak kompletnih obitelji (Juri¢, 2018.).

corded, and the partial return of families with chil-
dren who were born abroad, are responsible for a
larger number of people in the 15-19 group (EmIr-
HAF1ZOVIC, ZoLIé, 2017).

In the gender structure, there are more men in all
groups under 45, and more women in groups above
45 (Fig. 10). There is no significant gender imbal-
ance in the groups of child-bearing age, which is a
positive in terms of reproduction, but also indicates
that recent emigration consists equally of both sex-
es'’. The preponderance of women in groups from
45 to 65, alongside the ‘normal’ differential mortali-
ty by gender, was also contributed to by much high-
er death toll among men during the war, which was
concentrated in the age group 18 to 45 (Tokaca,
2012). The feminization of ageing is the main cause
of gender imbalance in the total number of Croats

14 According to some research findings, the dominant charac-

teristic of recent emigration is the departure of whole families
(Juri¢,2018).
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SLIKA 11. Indeks starosti Hrvata u Bosni i Hercegovini po opcinama prema popisu 2013. godine

FIGURE 11 Ageing index of Croats in Bosnia and Herzegovina by municipality, according to the 2013 census

Izvor / Source: BHAS, 2016.

stariji Hrvati u Srednjobosanskom kantonu, u
kojemu, kao i kod ostalih demografskih poka-
zatelja, postoje velike razlike medu opéinama.
Tako indeks starosti manji od 80 imaju Hrvati
op¢ina: Vitez (60,3), Jajce (63,1), Novi Travnik
(68,7), Gornji Vakuf-Uskoplje (72,6) i Busovaca
(76,1). S druge strane, izrazito su stari Hrvati
op¢ine Bugojno (indeks starosti 254,5), kojih je
vecina izbjegla u ratu, a ostalo je pretezno starije
stanovni$tvo. Uz navedene, samo je jo§ u Her-
cegovacko-neretvanskom kantonu vise mladih
nego starih Hrvata. Nizim indeksom starosti tu
se istiCe op¢ina Prozor-Rama (70,7), dok je izra-
zito staro preostalo hrvatsko stanovni$tvo opdi-
ne Jablanica (194,4) i pogotovo Konjica (indeks
starosti 1116,7), iz kojih je ve¢ina Hrvata izbje-
gla za vrijeme rata. Indeks starosti Hrvata ma-

174

(feminity ratio of 103.4), which is similar to the to-
tal population of Bosnia and Herzegovina (103.8).
Among Croats in various parts of Bosnia and
Herzegovina, there are considerable differences in
age structure, which is largely a consequence of war-
time migration. On average, Croats are the young-
est in Western Herzegovina Canton (Tab. 7), where
the Municipality of Posusje stands out with the low-
est ageing index (63.3) (Fig. 11). Croats in Central
Bosnia Canton are somewhat older, but there are (as
with other demographic indicators) large differenc-
es among municipalities. On the one hand, there
are municipalities with the aging index of less than
80: Vitez (60.3), Jajce (63.1), Novi Travnik (68.7),
Gornji Vakuf-Uskoplje (72.6), and Busovaca (76.1).
On the other hand, Croats in the Municipality of
Bugojno are extremely old (aging index 254.5), be-
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TaBLicA 7. Pokazatelji dobnog sastava Hrvata u Bosni i Hercegovini po entitetima i kantonima prema popisu 2013. godine
TABLE 7 Indicators of age composition of Croats in Bosnia and Herzegovina by entity and canton, according fo the

2013 census
Velike dobne skupine (%) /
Broad age groups (%)
Podrudje / - - - Indeks starosti / | Prosje¢na dob (godine) /
Area Mladi / Zreli / Stari / Ageing indeks Average age (years)
Young Working age Elderly
(0-14) (15-64) (65+)
BOSH?. i Hercegovina / 14,5 68,7 16,8 115,6 40,8
Bosnia and Herzegovina
Federacija Bosne i Hercegovine /
Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina 15,0 68,7 163 108,2 403
Unsko-sanski kanton / 97 69,0 21,3 219,7 45,8
Una-Sana Canton
Posavski kanton / 13,8 70,9 153 110,6 40,4
Posavina Canton
Tuzlanski kanton / 91 67,7 23,2 254,2 46,7
Tuzla Canton
Zenic¢ko-dobojski kanton /
Zenica-Doboj Canton 124 68,3 19.3 155.1 428
Bosansko-podrinjski kanton /
Bosnia-Podrinje Canton 0.0 62,5 37,5 ) 534
Srednjobosan.skl kanton / 154 711 13,5 88.0 39.0
Central Bosnia Canton
Hercegov.acko»neretvanski kanton / 164 682 154 94,0 392
Herzegovina-Neretva Canton
Zapadnohercegovackl kanton / 17.8 67.0 152 85.9 385
‘West Herzegovina Canton
Kanton Sarajevo / 8,3 60,9 30,8 3719 49,6
Sarajevo Canton
Kanton 10/ 15,0 69,9 15,1 100,6 39,7
Canton 10
Republika Srpska /
Republic of Srpska 70 67,5 25,5 3630 49,1
Distrike Breko /
Brcko District 11,9 71,7 16,4 137,2 42,0

Izvor / Source: BHAS, 2016.

nji od drzavnog prosjeka imaju jo$ dva vecinski
hrvatska kantona: Kanton 10 i Posavski kanton.
U Kantonu 10 nizim indeksom starosti isticu se
op¢ine Drvar (60,3) i Glamo¢ (61), gdje su na-
kon rata naseljeni Hrvati izbjegli iz drugih dije-
lova Bosne i Hercegovine, ali kako ih se veéina
u meduvremenu odselila, rije¢ je o malom broju
Hrvata na izrazito rijetko naseljenom podrudju.
U ostalim kantonima i Republici Srpskoj Hrva-
ti su vrlo stari, prosje¢na dob je ve¢inom iznad
45 godina, a stari su nekoliko puta brojniji od
mladih. Kao iznimku vrijedi istaknuti samo
hrvatsku enklavu Zepée u Zeni¢ko-dobojskom
kantonu (indeks starosti 65,8). Hrvati u 24 op-
¢ine s hrvatskom veé¢inom imaju indeks starosti
89,9 i prosje¢nu dob 38,9 godina, a u ostalim
op¢inama indeks starosti 197,8 i prosje¢nu dob

44,8 godina.

cause most of the Croatian population fled during
the war, and those that remained were mostly the
elderly. In addition to the mentioned two cantons,
Herzegovina-Neretva Canton is the only one where
there are more young than elderly Croats. The Mu-
nicipality of Prozor-Rama stands out with a lower
ageing index (70.7). As opposed to that, the re-
maining Croatian population of the municipalities
of Jablanica and especially Konjic is extremely old
(ageing index values of 194.4 and 1,116.7 respec-
tively), because the vast majority of the Croats fled
during the war. The ageing index of Croats is low-
er than the country’s average in two other majority
Croatian cantons: Canton 10 and Posavina Can-
ton. In Canton 10, the municipalities of Drvar and
Glamo¢ stand out with a lower aging index (60.3
and 61.0 respectively), because some Croats who
fled from other parts of Bosnia and Herzegovina
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VJERSKA STRUKTURA

Popis 2013. godine pokazao je izrazitu po-
dudarnost nacionalnog i konfesionalnog identi-
teta stanovnistva Bosne i Hercegovine (CviTko-
vi¢, 2017.). Kod Bosnjaka i Srba podudarnost
je prakticki stopostotna, dok je broj katolika u
odnosu na broj Hrvata manji za 0,71 % (unato¢
nici slovenske, slovacke, talijanske, poljske, ces-
ke manjine). Ipak, velika ve¢ina Hrvata u Bosni
i Hercegovini prema vjeroispovijesti su katolici
(98 %). Agnostici i ateisti ¢ine 0,9 %, muslima-
ni 0,3 %, a pravoslavci 0,2 % ukupnog broja
Hrvata. Katoli¢anstvo je dominantna vjeroispo-
vijest Hrvata u svim dijelovima zemlje, no ipak
se mogu uociti neke prostorne razlike.

U tri vedinski hrvatska i dva mijesana bo$nja¢-
ko-hrvatska kantona udio Hrvata koji su kato-
lici je iznad 99 % (prosje¢no 99,4 %), dok je u
ostatku Bosne i Hercegovine taj udio nesto nizi
(prosje¢no 93,9 %). Najnizi je u Unsko-sanskom
kantonu (78,6 %), gdje su malobrojni Hrvati
izlozeni asimilaciji vecinskog bosnjackog sta-
novni$tva (¢emu pogoduje ¢injenica da na tom
podruéju nije bilo bosnjatko-hrvatskog sukoba)
te ih se 14,1 % izjasnjavaju kao muslimani, $to
¢ini priblizno polovicu svih Hrvata muslimana u
Bosni i Hercegovini. Manji udio katolika (84,5
%) karakterizira i Hrvate u Sarajevskom kanto-
nu, kojih je 9,7 % ateista i agnostika. Razlog
tome je slabiji utjecaj tradicije i religije u ve¢im
urbanim sredinama, a i tu je udio Hrvata nizak
te dolazi do asimilacije i napustanja vjere kroz
mjesovite brakove. I u Republici Srpskoj, gdje
su Hrvati spali na samo 2,4 % ukupnog stanov-
nitva, udio katolika je nizi od prosjeka (92,8
%), a 3 % ih je pravoslavne vjere, $to ¢ini oko tri
Cetvrtine Hrvata pravoslavaca u Bosni i Herce-
govini (URL 12).

JEZICNA STRUKTURA

Kako je jezik najvazniji dio kulture i cjeloku-
pnoga identiteta jednoga naroda (Musa, Musa,
2017.), i struktura stanovniStva prema materin-
skom jeziku usko je povezana s narodnosnom
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resettled here, but since many of them left in the
meantime, it is actually a small absolute number of
Croats in a very sparsely populated area. In the re-
maining cantons and the Republika Srpska, Croats
are very old, with an average age mostly above 45,
and the elderly outnumber the young several times
over. As an exception, only the Croatian enclave
Zepée in Zenica-Doboj Canton is worth mention-
ing, with an aging index of 65.8. In the 24 munic-
ipalities where the majority population is Croatian,
Croats have an average ageing index of 89.9 and an
average age of 38.9, while in municipalities where
Croats are not the majority the average ageing index

is 197.8 and the average age 44.8 years.

RELIGIOUS COMPOSITION

The 2013 census showed a strong concordance
between the ethnic and religious identity of the
population of Bosnia and Herzegovina (CviTk-
ovi¢, 2017). Among Bosniaks and Serbs the con-
cordance is nearly 100%, while the number of
Catholics in relation to the number of Croats is
off by 0.71% (despite the fact that members of the
Slovenian, Slovakian, Italian, Polish, and Czech
minorities declared themselves as Catholic). Even
so, the vast majority of Croats in the country are
Catholics (98.0%). Agnostics and atheists make up
0.9%, Muslims 0.3%, and Orthodox Christians
0.2% of the total number of Croats. Catholicism is
the dominant religion of Croats in all parts of the
country, but there are certain spatial differences.

In the three Croatian majority and two mixed
Bosniak-Croatian cantons, the share of Croats that
are also Catholics is over 99% (99.4% on average),
while this share is somewhat lower in the rest of
Bosnia and Herzegovina (93.9% on average). The
lowest percentage is in Una-Sana Canton (78.6%),
where Croats (who are few) are exposed to assimi-
lation by the majority Bosniak population (which
is favoured by the fact that there was no Bos-
niak-Croat conflict in this area during the war),
and 14.1% of them declared themselves as Mus-
lims, which is roughly half of all Croatian Muslims
in Bosnia and Herzegovina. The Croats of Saraje-
vo Canton are somewhat less uniformly Catholic

(84.5%), as 9.7% are either atheist or agnostic.
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strukturom, ali ipak manje nego vjerska. Od
ukupnog broja Hrvata u Bosni i Hercegovini
93,8 % govori hrvatski jezik kao materinski.
Taj udio je niZzi od udjela Bo$njaka koji govo-
re bosnjacki jezik (99,6 %) i Srba koji govore
srpski jezik kao materinski (98,1 %). Kao i kod
vjerske strukture, mogu se uoditi razlike medu
Hrvatima u razli¢itim dijelovima Bosne i Her-
cegovine. U tri vedinski hrvatska i dva mijesana
bosnjacko-hrvatska kantona udio Hrvata koji
govore hrvatski kao materinski jezik je 99,2 %.
U ostalom dijelu Bosne i Hercegovine taj udio je
znatno nizi, samo 77,6 %. U Sarajevskom kan-
tonu hrvatski je materinski jezik za 62,5 % Hr-
vata, a bosnjacki za 25,4 %. U Unsko-sanskom
kantonu odgovaraju¢i udjeli su 66,1 % hrvat-
ski i 30,3 % bosnjacki, a u Tuzlanskom 68,3 %
hrvatski i 23 % bosnjacki. U Republici Srpskoj
udio Hrvata koji govore hrvatski kao materinski
jezik je takoder nizak (66,3 %), a 17 % Hrvata
govori srpskohrvatski i 12,5 % srpski (URL 12).
Vidljivo je, dakle, kako je udio Hrvata koji go-
vore hrvatski znatno veéi u sredinama gdje ¢ine
vedinu ili znacajnu manjinu stanovnistva. Uzrok
tome je asimilacija Hrvata u sredinama u kojima
¢ine mali udio u stanovnistvu prihvacanjem jezi-
ka ve¢inskog naroda (Kuki¢, 2017.). Takoder, u
svim dijelovima Bosne i Hercegovine sa znacaj-
nijim udjelom Hrvata te u ve¢im gradovima po-
stoje osnovne i srednje $kole koje nastavu izvode
na hrvatskom jeziku, a u Mostaru i sveuciliste
(jedino izvan Hrvatske s nastavom na hrvatskom

jeziku).

DEMOGRAFSKA PERSPEKTIVA

Multinacionalni i multikonfesionalni karakter
Bosne i Hercegovine posljednjim je ratom zami-
jenjen trodijelnom nacionalnom i konfesional-
nom homogenizacijom. Pri tome su Hrvati, iako
najmalobrojniji narod, najmanje homogenizi-
rani: samo 57 % ih je 2013. Zivjelo u nacionalno
homogenim opéinama (Srba 91,4 %, Bo$njaka
79,8 %), a 68,1 % u op¢inama u kojima su bili
vecinsko stanovnistvo (Srba 92,4 %, Bosnjaka
84 %). S druge strane, najvise je Hrvata Zivjelo
u binarnim op¢inama, najvise ih je do 10 % u

The reason for this is the weaker influence of tra-
dition and religion in larger urban areas, as well
as conversion to other religions as a result of mar-
riage. In the Republika Srpska, where Croats make
up a mere 2.4% of the population, the share of
Catholics is also lower than average (92.8%), and
3.0% of Croats are Orthodox Christians, which is
roughly three-fourths of the Orthodox Croats in
Bosnia and Herzegovina (URL 12).

LINGUISTIC COMPOSITION

As language is the most important part of the
culture and identity of a nation (Musa, Musa,
2017.), the structure of the population according
to mother tongue (although the languages spoken
in Bosnia and Herzegovina are mutually intelli-
gible) is closely linked with the ethnic structure,
but still less than the religious structure. Of the
total number of Croats in Bosnia and Herzegovi-
na, 93.8% speak Croatian as their mother tongue.
This share is lower than the share of Bosniaks who
speak Bosnian (99.6%), and Serbs who speak Ser-
bian (98.1%). As is the case with religious struc-
ture, there are differences among Croats in various
parts of the country. In the three majority Croa-
tian cantons and the two Bosniak-Croatian can-
tons, the share of Croats who speak Croatian as
their mother tongue is 99.2%. In other parts of
Bosnia and Herzegovina, this share is much lower,
only 77.6%. In Sarajevo Canton, Croatian is the
mother tongue for 62.5% of Croats, and Bosnian
for 25.4%. In Una-Sana Canton, 66.1% of Cro-
ats speak Croatian and 30.3% speak Bosnian, and
in Tuzla Canton, this share is 68.3% for Croatian
and 23.0% for Bosnian language. In the Republi-
ka Srpska, the share of Croats who speak Croatian
as their mother tongue is also low (66.3%), and
17.0% of Croats speak Serbo-Croatian and 12.5%
Serbian (URL 12). It is evident that the share of
Croats who speak Croatian as their mother tongue
is significantly higher in areas where Croats are the
majority or significant minority population. The
reason for this is the assimilation of Croats in areas
where they make up a small part of the population
by adopting the language of the majority (Kukié,
2017). Furthermore, in all parts of the country
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strukturi stanovnistva neke opéine, kao i ispod
1 % (Cvrtkovi¢, 2017.), $to ih ¢ini najpodloz-
nijima asimilaciji i depopulaciji.

Glavna obiljezja suvremenoga demografskog
razvoja Bosne i Hercegovine su: denatalitet, ra-
pidno starenje stanovnistva, stalno iseljavanje
populacije u optimalnoj radnoj i reproduktivnoj
dobi, rast stope mortaliteta zbog rastu¢eg udjela
starih osoba te depopulacija uzrokovana preva-
gom negativnih nad pozitivnim komponentama
ukupnoga kretanja stanovniStva (EMIRHAFIZO-
vi¢, Zorié, 2017.). Navedeno u jo$ vecoj mjeri
vrijedi za hrvatsko stanovnistvo Bosne i Herce-
govine jer su svi analizirani pokazatelji nepovolj-
niji u odnosu na ukupno stanovnistvo.

U uvjetima niskog Zivotnog standarda,” vi-
soke nezaposlenosti,’® sveprisutne korupcije
te politicke nestabilnosti — te je probleme kao
klju¢ne istaknula veéina ispitanika u istrazivanju
emigracijskih aspiracija gradana Bosne i Herce-
govine (C1¢1¢é 1 DR., 2019.) — tesko je ocekivati
promjenu negativnih demografskih trendova.
Sto se tice Hrvata, tome treba pridodati izrazi-
to nizak stupanj urbanizacije i nedostatak ve¢ih
gradova, izuzev Mostara, kao polova razvoja ve-
¢inski hrvatskih podrudja. Stoga su za Hrvate
u Bosni i Hercegovini nastavak depopulacije i
intenziviranje demografskog starenja sasvim iz-
vjesna perspektiva.

Restriktivni socioekonomski uvjeti biorepro-
dukcije (nezaposlenost i angazman visokog po-
stotka radne snage na prekarnim poslovima, koji
su najprisutniji medu mladima) rezultirali su spu-
stanjem TFR-a u Bosni i Hercegovini na razinu
koja je medu najnizima u svijetu (1,2 djece po
zeni 2019. godine; URL 4, URL 5). Osim toga,
selektivnost iseljavanja po dobi dodatno sma-
njuje bioreprodukcijski potencijal stanovnistva.
To znaci da radanje ovisi o broj¢ano sve manjim
generacijama, $to uz nepostojanje odgovarajucih
mjera populacijske politike (EMIRHAFIZOVIC,
2018.) vodi daljnjem smanjivanju nataliteta.

Uz snazne potisne ¢imbenike iseljavanja, emi-

gracijskim trendovima u novije vrijeme prido-

5 BDP p. c. 2019: Bosna i Hercegovina 6119,8 USD, Hrvat-
ska 15311,8 USD, Europska unija 35089,3 USD (URL 6).
16 Stopa registrirane nezaposlenosti 2019: 33,3 % (URL 9).

178

with a significant share of Croats, as well as in larg-
er cities, there are primary and secondary schools
that hold classes in Croatian, and there is a univer-
sity in Mostar (the only one outside of Croatia to
hold classes in Croatian).

DEMOGRAPHIC PROSPECTS

During the war in the 1990s, the multination-
al and multiconfessional character of Bosnia and
Herzegovina was replaced by a tripartite ethnic
and religious homogenization. Despite being the
least numerous, Croats ended up as the least ho-
mogenized ethnicity: only 57% lived in ethnically
homogeneous municipalities in 2013 (compared
to 91.4% of Serbs and 79.8% of Bosniaks), and
only 68.1% lived in municipalities where they
were the majority (compared to 92.4% of Serbs
and 84.0% of Bosniaks). In contrast, more Croats
than Bosniaks or Serbs lived in binary municipal-
ities, or in municipalities where they made up less
than 10%, as well as less than 1% of the total pop-
ulation (Cvrtkovié, 2017), which makes them the
most susceptible to assimilation and depopulation.

The main characteristics of modern demo-
graphic development in Bosnia and Herzegovina
are falling birth rates, rapidly ageing population,
continuous emigration of population in the prime
working and reproductive years, growing mortal-
ity rates due to the growing share of elderly, and
depopulation caused by the negative components
of total population change outweighing positive
components (EmiruAFIZOVIC, ZoL1¢, 2017). All
of the aforementioned applies to an even greater
extent to the country’s Croatian population, be-
cause all of the analysed indicators are less favour-
able for them than for the rest of the population.

In conditions of low living standards," high un-
employment,'® ubiquitous corruption, and political
instability (these are problems that most respond-
ents in the study of emigration aspirations of the cit-
izens of Bosnia and Herzegovina emphasized as key

— CI1¢1¢ ET AL., 2019), it is hard to expect that the

> GDP per capita in 2019: USD 6,119.8 in Bosnia and Her-
zegovina; USD 15,311.8 in Croatia; and USD 35,089.3 in the
European Union (URL 6).

16 Registered unemployment rate in 2019: 33.3% (URL 9).
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nosi pristupanje Hrvatske Europskoj uniji, koje
hrvatskim drzavljanima (ukljucujuéi bosansko-
hercegovacke Hrvate) olaksava useljavanje u
razvijene europske zemlje, zatim zakljucivanje
sporazuma o zaposljavanju Bosne i Hercegovi-
ne sa Slovenijom i Njemackom, kao i promjena
migracijske politike Europske unije usmjerena
na poticanje useljavanja osoba s deficitarnim
zanimanjima (C1¢1é 1 pRr., 2019.). U takvim
okolnostima za ocekivati je nastavak odljeva
stanovnistva, koji ¢e se postupno smanjivati sa
suzavanjem demografskoga kontingenta koji
najvise sudjeluje u iseljavanju.

Nedostatno radanje i odljev mladeg stanov-
nistva, uz produljenje prosje¢noga zivotnog vi-
jeka, rezultiraju ubrzanim demografskim stare-
njem. Uz jacanje bioloske regresije, to ¢e imati
i viSestruke socijalne i ekonomske implikacije, u
smislu potrebe osiguranja odgovarajuée kvalitete
zivota sve brojnijega starog stanovnistva s jedne
strane te starenja radne snage i smanjenja stope
ckonomske aktivnosti s druge, $to je u uvjeti-
ma relativne ekonomske nerazvijenosti poseban
izazov.

Na nizim prostornim razinama perspektiva je
najlosija u podru¢jima gdje je Hrvata ve¢ sada
malo. Njihova su demografska obiljezja najne-
povoljnija, a izloZenost asimilaciji najveéa tako
da je nestajanje Hrvata u tim podrué¢jima neza-
ustavljivo. To se odnosi na prakticki cijelu Re-
publiku Srpsku, ukljucujuéi dijelove Bosanske
Posavine u kojima se uspio odrzati nesto vedi
udio Hrvata, ali vrlo nepovoljne dobne struk-
ture. Bolju perspektivu nemaju ni Hrvati u ve-
¢ini bosnjackih kantona Federacije BiH, gdje su
jedino u Zenic¢ko-dobojskom kantonu preostale
dvije jace hrvatske enklave — Zepée (s relativno
povoljnim demografskim obiljezjima) i Usora.

Iako je u posljednjem medupopisnom razdo-
blju izgubio cetvrtinu hrvatskoga stanovnistva,
Srednjobosanski kanton jo$ uvijek je podrudje
velike koncentracija Hrvata, koji ¢ine znatan
udio u ukupnom stanovnistvu i imaju relativno
povoljna demografska obiljezja. Tu su i Cetiri od
deset najvecih gradskih naselja u zemlji s hrvat-
skom vec¢inom, ali nijedno od njih nema ni 10
000 stanovnika. Nepovoljna je okolnost i to §to

podrudja s hrvatskom ve¢inom nisu kompaktna.

current negative demographic trends will change in
the near future. As far as the Croats are concerned,
the extremely low degree of urbanization and the
lack of larger cities, with the exception of Mostar,
that would serve as pillars of development in ma-
jority Croatian areas further exacerbate these issues.
Therefore, for Croats in Bosnia and Herzegovina,
the continuation of depopulation and the accelera-
tion of demographic ageing are quite certain.

Restrictive socio-economic conditions for start-
ing a family (unemployment and engagement of
a high percentage of the work force in precarious
jobs, which are most prevalent among young peo-
ple) have resulted in TFR in Bosnia and Herzego-
vina dropping to a level that is among the lowest in
the world (1.2 children per woman in 2019; URL
4, URL 5). Additionally, age-selective emigration
further reduces the reproductive potential of the
population. This means that the number of births
is dependent on shrinking generations, which,
along with the lack of appropriate population pol-
icy (EMIrRHAFIZOVIC, 2018), is leading to a further
decrease in birth rate.

In addition to the strong push factors for emi-
gration, Croatia’s accession to the European Union
has contributed to emigration by making it easier
for Croatian citizens (including Bosnian Croats)
to immigrate into developed European coun-
tries. Furthermore, the conclusion of employment
agreements between Bosnia and Herzegovina and
Slovenia and Germany, as well as changes in the
migration policy of the European Union aimed
at encouraging the immigration of those in short-
age occupations, has also contributed to emigra-
tion (C1é1é ET AL., 2019). In such circumstances,
a continuation of the population outflow is to be
expected, which will eventually decrease with the
shrinking of the demographic cohort that predom-
inates in emigration.

Insufficient births and emigration of the young-
er population, combined with increasing life ex-
pectancy, have resulted in accelerated demograph-
ic ageing. This, alongside strengthening biological
regression, will have multifaceted social and eco-
nomic implications, in terms of the need to en-
sure appropriate quality of life for the increasing
elderly population, as well as dealing with an aging
workforce and lower levels of economic activity.
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Premda postoji potencijal za revitalizaciju, nega-
tivni demografski trendovi i ovdje vode daljnjem
smanjenju broja i udjela Hrvata. U Posavskom
kantonu Hrvati ¢ine viSe od tri Cetvrtine stanov-
nistva, ali iseljavanjem i izrazito negativnim pri-
rodnim kretanjem broj im se ubrzano smanjuje.

Demografska slika Hrvata najpovoljnija je u
zapadnoj Hercegovini i Zavr$ju — najve¢em kon-
tinuiranom podrudju s veéinskim hrvatskim sta-
novnistvom, koje okuplja oko polovine ukupnog
broja Hrvata u Bosni i Hercegovini. Izmedu po-
pisa 1991. i 2013. na tom se podrucju povecao
i broj i udio Hrvata, $to je usporilo demograf-
sko starenje i prirodnu depopulaciju. Medutim,
depopulacijski procesi i ovdje uzimaju maha pa
bez odgovarajuce razvojne i populacijske politi-
ke dugoro¢na demografska perspektiva ni ovoga
podrugja nije optimisti¢na.

Uz smanjivanje udjela u ukupnom stanovnis-
tvu, depopulacijski procesi razli¢itog tempa i
intenziteta vode potpunom nestanku Hrvata u
velikim dijelovima Bosne i Hercegovine, sazi-
manju podruéja naseljenih Hrvatima i njihovoj

koncentraciji na jugozapadu zemlje.

ZAKLJUCAK

Kontinuirano smanjivanje broja i udjela Hrva-
ta u ukupnom stanovni$tvu, sazimanje podrucja
sa znacajnijim udjelom Hrvata, prirodna i emi-
gracijska depopulacija, ubrzano demografsko
starenje te nizak stupanj urbanizacije i potkapa-
citiranost centralnih naselja na podru¢jima koja
naseljavaju glavna su demogeografska obiljezja
Hrvata u Bosni i Hercegovini. Ona su rezultat
slozenog historijsko-geografskog razvoja, rata
koji je u procesu raspada Jugoslavije zahvatio
Bosnu i Hercegovinu te lose ekonomske i po-
liticke situacije u poslijeratnom razdoblju. Za
ublazavanje negativnih trendova nuzno je hitno
donosenje mjera pronatalitetne populacijske po-
litike (dok jos postoji demografska baza na koju
se tim mjerama moze djelovati) i poboljsanje
ekonomske situacije kojim bi se umanjile emi-
gracijske aspiracije mladih i stvorili povoljniji
uvjeti za reprodukciju stanovnistva. Uz to, veli-

ki je demografski i razvojni potencijal brojnoga
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Finding answers to these issues under conditions
of relative economic underdevelopment will be a
considerable challenge.

At sub-national levels, the outlook is worst in
areas where there are already few Croats. Their de-
mographic characteristics are the least favourable,
and they are exposed to the highest assimilation
pressure. This means that Croats are almost cer-
tainly destined to disappear from such areas. This
relates to the entirety of the Republika Srpska,
including the parts of Bosnian Posavina, where
a decent share of Croats still lives (albeit with a
very unfavourable age structure). Croats in ma-
jority Bosniak cantons in the Federation do not
have better prospects, as only two larger Croatian
enclaves remain in Zenica-Doboj Canton: Zepce
(with relatively favourable demographic character-
istics) and Usora.

Although its Croatian population decreased by
one quarter in the last intercensal period, Cen-
tral Bosnia Canton still has large concentrations
of Croats, who make up a significant share of the
total population and have relatively favourable de-
mographic characteristics. Moreover, four of the
ten largest urban settlements in the country that
have Croatian majorities are located in this can-
ton, but none of them have more than 10,000
inhabitants. The fact that Croatian majority areas
are not compact is also an unfavourable situation.
Even though there is a potential for revitalization,
negative demographic trends are leading to a fur-
ther reduction in the number and share of Croats.
In Posavina Canton, Croats account for over three
quarters of the population, but their total number
is shrinking due to emigration and very negative
natural change.

The demographic profile of Croats is the most
favourable in west Herzegovina and Zavrsje — the
largest continuous area with a Croatian majority,
which contains roughly half of the total Croatian
population of Bosnia and Herzegovina. Between
the 1991 and 2013 censuses, the number of Croats
and their share in the total population increased,
which slowed demographic ageing and natural de-
population. Depopulation processes, however, are
also taking their toll there, and without appropri-
ate development and population policies, the long-
term demographic prospects are not optimistic.
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iseljeni$tva (STERC 1 DR, 2018.), koje bi trebalo
stimulirati na povratak. Takve politike bile bi na
korist cjelokupnoga stanovnistva Bosne i Herce-
govine i trebale bi se provoditi na svim razinama
vlasti, a naro¢ito bi se tim ciljevima u okvirima
svojih nadleznosti trebale posvetiti kantonalne i
op¢inske vlasti na vecinski hrvatskim podrudji-
ma. Na dulji rok pribliZavanje Bosne i Herce-
govine Europskoj uniji stvorit ¢e uvjete za brzi
razvoj zemlje, a za to je nuzno da politicke struk-
ture prevladaju partikularne interese i posvete se

provodenju potrebnih reformi.

Along with the decrease in their share in the to-
tal population, depopulation processes of varying
pace and intensity are leading to the total disap-
pearance of Croats from large areas in Bosnia and
Herzegovina, the reduction in the size and number
of areas settled by Croats, and the concentration of
the remaining Croats in the southwestern part of
the country.

CONCLUSION

Continuous reduction in the number of Croats
and their share in the total population, shrinking ar-
eas with significant shares of Croats, natural depop-
ulation and emigration, accelerating demographic
ageing, along with low urbanization level and lack of
higher-order central settlements in areas where Croats
live, are the main demographic characteristics of Cro-
ats in Bosnia and Herzegovina. These are the result of
a complex historical-geographical development, the
war following the collapse of Yugoslavia, and the poor
economic and political situation in the post-war era.
In order to mitigate the negative trends, emergency
measures aimed at boosting birth rates (while there
is still a demographic base on which such measures
can be effective) must be adopted, and the economic
situation must be improved to slow down emigration
and create more favourable conditions for population
reproduction. Additionally, the great demographic
potential of the diaspora should be incentivized to re-
turn (STERC ET AL., 2018). Such policies would ben-
efit the entire population of Bosnia and Herzegovina
and should be carried out at all levels of governance,
especially in areas with majority Croatian population.
In the long term, closer ties between Bosnia and Her-
zegovina and the European Union could create con-
ditions for faster development of the country, but for
this to happen the political structures would have to
overcome particular interests and dedicate themselves

to the implementation of the necessary reforms.
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