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Abstract

The analysis of the production capacities of family farms holds an important place
in an effort to perceive the economic and social factors which are important for their
development. The agriculture of the Republic of Serbia and the agricultures of the
countries in the region have a similar trait consisted in the participation of a large number
of small estate farms. The ownership structure of family farms is one of the key factors of
agricultural business efficiency. In the conditions of small-estate ownership structure, small
farm area is a limiting factor in the application of contemporary agrotechnical measures.
Apart from crop production, livestock fund has also had negative results per hectare of
used area in the process of transition in the Republic of Serbia. It is reflected on the
low level of agricultural productivity, as well as on the negative financial results of
the farms.

The paper provides a comparison between the family farms production capacities
and the EU-28 countries, in order to be able to take necessary and timely measures
and to reform and structurally adjust the agrarian sector to the demands of the EU.

Key words: Republic of Serbia, EU-28, family farms, production capacities.

NPON3BOJHU KAITALIUTETHU ITOPOJANYHUX
MNOJ/bONMPUBPETHUX I'A3JUHCTABA CPBUJE U
3EMAJbA EY

AncTpakT

VY carienaBamby €KOHOMCKHX M COLMjATHMX (hakTopa OUTHHX 3a pa3Boj MOpPO-
IUYHUX Ta3AWHCTaBa O MOCEOHOT 3Hayaja je aHajdn3a HBHXOBUX IMPOU3BOJHUX Kara-
nuteta. [lossonpuBpena PemyOnuke CpOuje u MospompuBpea 3eMaba y OKPYXKEmY
MMajy 3ajeJHUYKO CBOjCTBO KOj€ Ce Orlie/ia y ydelhy BeIMKOr Opoja ra3IuHCTaBa ca
MayuM noceioM. [loceoBHA CTPYKTypa ra3iMHCTaBa je jeJlaH oJ] KIbyuHHX (hakropa
e(pMKaCHOCTH MOCJIOBamba MOJHONPUBPEE. Y YCIOBUMA CUTHOCOIICTBEHUYKE CTPYKTY-
pe, Mana BelW4rHa Iocea je orpanndaBajyhn GakTop y mpUMEHH CaBpEMEHHUX arpo-
TeXHUYKHX Mepa. [lopen OmibHe npon3Boabe y Tpomnecy Tpansunuje Pemy6muke Cp-
6uje, 1 ctouHH (GoHI OeNe’KN HEeraTHBHE pe3ysTaTe 10 XeKTapy KopuinheHe MoBp-
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mmHe. To ce oxpakaBa Ha HU3aK HUBO INPOXYKTHBHOCTH TOJBOTPHBPEIHE IIPOH3-
BOJ[b€, Ka0 M HETaTHBHO Ha (PMHAHCHjCKH Pe3yJiITaT ra3AnHCTBa.

VY pany je ynopehuBaH HpPOW3BOAHM KalalUTeT IOPOAWYHHMX Ta3JUHCTaBa ca
3emJpama EY-28 kako Ou ce Ha Bpeme npey3esie HeOIX0JHEe Mepe U CEKTOp arpapa pe-
(hopmICao U CTPYKTYpHO IpUIIarouo 3axresuma EY.

Kibyune peun: Peny6nuxa Cpbuja, EY-28, nossonpuBpeana ra3auHcTBa,
HPOHM3BO/IHY KalalUTeTH.

INTRODUCTION

Agriculture is undoubtedly the mirror of the overall development
of the economic society. It is therefore logical that the agriculture is
given, by the state, the widest development support. It is essential that the
farmers are provided with a stable and predictable business environment,
but also a concrete support through the adequate measures of agricultural
policy (more Bogdanov, 2015).

The most important subjects in organizing the agricultural
production in Serbia are family farms. The main contingent of workforce
that determines the overall development of agriculture is concentrated on
family farms. Serbian agriculture is traditionally characterized by an
unfavourable ownership structure, which is typical of family farms which,
as the largest number of subjects in agriculture, predominantly determine
its overall development (more Zivkovi¢ and Dimitrijevi¢, 2006; Munéan
and Bozi¢, 2006). The development of these family farms has long been
hampered by a variety of measures of agricultural policy, including
limiting the size of the estate (identifying the land maximum), which
changed (1953), only to be finally abolished in 1992.

The aim of the research was to define the state of the available
production capacity of the family farms in the Republic of Serbia and
neighbouring countries, as well as the EU 28. The research in this study is
based on the results of the Census of Agriculture 2012, as well as official
data for 2010 of EUROSTAT for the EU 28.

UTILIZED AGRICULTURAL LAND

Agricultural land covers a dominant part of the total land territory
of the Republic of Serbia and represents one of the most important natural
resources that determine overall and particular rural development.

Land as the objective condition of agricultural production and
operation of any form of family farms is both a means and object of
labour. Proper and rational use of natural resources contributes to the
preservation of the existing and increase in the future economic well-
being of the population, but also is the factor in environmental protection
(more Jeli¢ and Jovanovi¢, 2009). In the structure of the total utilized
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agricultural land (3,437,423 hectares) over 82% is owned by family farms
and the rest belongs to legal entities and entrepreneurs (Graph 1).

3.500.000 -~
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Graph 1. Utilized agricultural land, according to the legal status of

farms in the Republic of Serbia
Source: Agricultural Census in Serbia 2012,
Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia, RZS

Overall agriculture farms in the Republic of Serbia are relatively
small considering the average size of 5.4 ha of land used in 2012, which
is significantly below the average in EU-28 of 14.2 ha. The illustration in
the Graph 2 shows that the largest number of farms (over 76%) disposes
with up to 5 hectares of utilized land. These farms should be a subject of
special interest of agricultural policy. These are the farms which are
engaged in different activities in the form of family business (tourism,
trade services, trade, etc.), in the framework of rural households, and
agricultural operation is secondary and not primary. Therefore, in such
conditions, we cannot expect intensive production, the lack of which
results in a low level of income. Low incomes of agricultural farms
reduce the standard of living, not only of farmers, but also rural areas in
general (Bright et al., 2000; Davis and Pearce, 2001).

This practice in the EU countries has long since been abandoned.
Since the 70s of the last century in the European Union the amalgamation
of land estates occurred in a planned, systematic and long-term manner
(Mansholt Plan). The experience of the developed countries shows that
the size of the estate is closely related to the level of development and
technology needs and commodity production. It is the general opinion
that, in order for the maximum profitability to be exhibited, the use of
modern technology requires from the farms a minimum of 40 hectares of
arable land or at least 40 cows per farm. Thanks to this approach adopted
in the developed countries, in addition to small and medium-sized family
farms, the number of medium and large commercial farms is constantly
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increasing, which gradually develop into multinational companies (in
addition to agriculture, other activities such as processing of agri-food
products, but also transport thereof, are included).
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Graph 2. The family farms by size of used agricultural land in the
Republic of Serbia in 2012 (%)
Source: Agricultural Census in Serbia 2012,
Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia, RZS

The majority of farms have up to 1 ha (27.64%) and 2-5 ha (28.9%)
land used. With the increase in the size of the land surface used, the number
of farms rapidly decreases and the share of agricultural farms with over 10
hectares is only 8%, while in EU countries it is about 20%. In the structure of
the total number of agricultural farms, the number of farms that have more
than 100 ha of used land surface is almost negligible (Graph 2). In the EU-28,
the share of farms per analysed intervals of used land with the surface of 20
hectares and above is uniform and ranges slightly over 3% for each interval
(Graph 3).

Of the total number of agricultural farms, 47.23% use up to two
hectares of agricultural land, similar to their share in the EU-28 (Graph 3).
The share of the agricultural farms in Serbia, which have 2-10 hectares of
used agricultural surface, is higher compared to the share of those in the EU-
28 (43% in Serbia and 31% in the EU). With the increase in ownership
structure, the position of the farms in Serbia is much worse than of the farms
in the EU-28 (Graph 3).
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Graph 3. The share of the number of agricultural farms by the size of

utilized agricultural land (%)
Source: EU-28: EUROSTAT (online data code: ef_kvaareg)
Agricultural Census in Serbia 2012, Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia, RZS

Comparing the results of the Graphs 2 and 3, it can be concluded
that in the EU countries, about 3% of the agricultural farms has over 50%
of used land (Graph 4), which should be the aim and aspiration of the
agricultural farms in Serbia.
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Graph 4. The share of the utilized agricultural land in the total hectares (%)
Source: EU-28: EUROSTAT (online data code: ef_kvaareg)
Agricultural Census in Serbia 2012, Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia, RZS

In Serbia, the results of the Census of Agriculture from 2012
indicate that over 50% of the land used is concentrated on the farms of 2-
20 ha. This is directly reflected in the low level of production results,
which are far below those recorded in developed countries.

Negative ownership structure has impact on the size of the average
farm. Therefore, the average land used per farm in the Republic of Serbia
is to 5.4 ha, and 14.2 ha average in the EU 28. Serbia lags significantly
behind this average, and compared to some EU countries such as the
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Czech Republic (152.4 ha), Ukraine (90.4 ha), Slovakia (77.5 ha) the average
of the Republic of Serbia is negligibly low (Graph 5). Serbia also lags behind
the former Yugoslav countries, so the average in Montenegro is 6.3 hectares,
Croatia 5.6 and Slovenia 6.5 hectares per holding. The consequences of this
ratio are lower yields, and thus reduced production of major field crops. This
explains the lower productivity in agribusiness.

Average utilized agriculture land per farm (ha)

o

4

o

20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160

Graph 5. Average utilized agriculture land per farm, (ha)
Source: EU-28: EUROSTAT (online data code: ef_kvaareg)
Agricultural Census in Serbia 2012, Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia, RZS

Two-thirds of the land used (73.1%) in Serbia is classified as arable
land and vegetable gardens, 20% meadows and pastures, orchards 4.8%, and
very little areas under vineyards, gardens and other crops (Graph 6). On
average, in the EU, the share of arable land is slightly below 60%, which
indicates that in Serbia this share is much higher. In contrast, the share of the
agricultural land used as permanent pastures and meadows in Serbia (20%) is
significantly lower than the average of the EU-28 (about 34% in 2010).
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Graph 6. Structure of the utilized agricultural land in the Republic of Serbia
Source: Agricultural Census in Serbia 2012, RZS

According to the scope and structure of the available farmland,
Serbia is among the European countries with favourable land resources,
since it has 0.7 ha of agricultural or 0.45 ha of arable land per capita. At
the same time, the ratio of the surface area of arable land and permanent
crops to areas of meadows and pastures (80%: 20%) is among the more
favourable compared to other European countries.

The average area of arable land per capita in Serbia compared to
the neighbouring countries, some of which are for many years now members
of the EU, has a significant competitive advantage given that it is a much
larger surface compared with those of other countries (Table 1).

Table 1. The average area of arable land in Serbia and neighbouring
countries per capita

Country The average area of arable land per capita
Serbia 0.56
Bulgaria 0.46
Romania 0.43
Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.40
Croatia 0.33
Montenegro 0.30
Macedonia 0.26

Source: Calculation based on data of RZS (2012) and FAOSTAT (2010)

The Republic of Serbia has favourable soil and climatic conditions
for the production of different types of fruit and grapes. The importance
of this production lies in the fact that it enables a better use of the land at
various locations and areas with less favourable soil and climatic conditions,
including the land of poor physical, chemical and other characteristics, as
well as areas with bigger slopes. The general assessment is that the existing
crops are mostly extensive, because a large part of the orchards and vineyards
are older than 20 years or in the peak of the exploitation period.
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LIVESTOCK FUND

It is generally known that the livestock production is the most
intensive branch of agricultural production and that it is of great significance,
both for producers and consumers. Regardless of the fact that plant
production represents the basis for the development of livestock production,
livestock production has a retroactive impact on intensifying the plant
production, and represents the momentum in regard to the development of
agriculture as a whole. This production is the basis for the increase of
intensity of agricultural production and its development provides the basis for
building a wide range of processing capacities. Without a stable and
developed livestock production there cannot be a developed agriculture as a
whole. In the Republic of Serbia, due to a bad agricultural policy, crop
production is favoured in relation to livestock, and on one side there is a
surplus of some agricultural products (e.g., corn) that is directed towards
export, and on the other side, animal production is constantly decreasing.
Presently, it is at the level of only a quarter of the total agricultural production
(28.6%). Otherwise, the share of 50% of livestock production in relation to
the total agricultural production is the lower limit of sustainability. The rate
of the decline in livestock production is two to three percents per year, and
for the restoration of the livestock fund present in Serbia during the eighties,
a minimum period of 10 years is necessary. An extremely difficult situation
is present in the cattle, pig and sheep production.

Livestock production in Serbia is traditionally based on family
farms.This type of farms participates with 91.1% of the total number of
livestock, measured by the conditional heads of cattle. The total population of
cattle, pigs and poultry has decreased during the last few decades.

Today, Serbia cannot be a serious exporter in meat industry, if there is
a decrease in the number of animals in relation to the eighties: in cattle
breeding by a million heads, in pig production by 2 million animals and in
sheep production by nearly one million heads. The total number of cattle in
relation to the available arable land in Serbia is more than satisfactory and
amounts to 30 livestock units per 100 ha of arable land, 33 livestock units per
100 hectares in Central Serbia and 24 livestock units per 100 ha in
Vojvodina, while in the EU countries, this number goes up to 98 livestock
units per 100 ha. The existing livestock fund, despite such a small number of
livestock, still represents a significant development resource that can be
improved.

Cattle production is the most important branch of livestock production
in the world, also in Serbia. The total number of cattle in the world is
growing continuously. The main initiators of the development of the cattle
production are: income growth in the developing countries, population
growth and urbanization (FAO, 2010). The number of cattle in our country
has fallen below a million and is approximately 908,000 animals, which can
be considered as an "extremely critical situation”. One cannot expect the
development of the overall agricultural activity if there is no development of
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livestock production, and no development of livestock production without
developed cattle breeding. Family farms, provided that there are 10 or more
heads of cattle, can provide the primary production, i.e. cattle fattening and
milk production. More than 60% of production in the EU includes such small
family farms.

Average number of livestock units per farm

Romania
Hungary
Croatia
Montenegro
Bulgaria

EU 11

SERBIA

0 2 4 6 8 10 12
Graph 7. Average number of livestock units per farm

in the Republic of Serbia compared to the neighbouring countries
Source: www.popispoljoprivrede.stat.rs

The number of pigs in the world is growing continuously. Pig
production in Serbia had an uptrend until mid-eighties of the last century,
when the total number of pigs reached 5.5 million. After that, the number
of pigs decreased, especially in the region of Vojvodina. The number of
pigs is characterized by a higher degree of variability than is in the case of
cattle or poultry. The total number of family farms engaged in pig production
is slightly higher than 350,000, which is more than double the number of
family farms involved in cattle production. Over 93% of farms engaged in
pig production have up to nine livestock units, which implies that this
production is also largely developed on small family farms. Graph 8
follows the structure of livestock units per categories of livestock in the
Republic of Serbia and Croatia, as the last country that joined the EU.

In the last few years, there has been a practice of a large import of
pork. There are numerous reasons for that: very high price of corn as a
basic nutrient in the diet of pigs, frequent price changes of fattening pigs
causing less interest of agricultural producers for this type of livestock
production. One of the problems is still present in the production on non-
commercial farms, which do not have an adequate level of production of
a number of cheap fattening pigs of uniform quality, which would cover
the high relative share of the fixed costs (an inefficient utilization of the
facility, equipment and animals).
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Graph 8. Livestock units in Serbia and Croatia (%)
Source: EUROSTAT, pocketbooks, 2013

Observed globally, poultry production recorded the fastest growth
rate among all branches of livestock production. The total number of
animals per year, on average, has increased by 3%. The poultry production in
Serbia had a positive growth trend until the 80s when it recorded 30 million
birds. Today, this number is just over 26 million birds. The relatively stable
number of poultry in recent years is the result of neutralizing the decline in
the number of poultry on the farms in central Serbia with an increase in the
number of poultry on the farms in Vojvodina. The trend of this period
indicates that the production of poultry is moving from the south to the
north of Serbia. Today, in the structure of the total number of livestock
units of the Republic of Serbia, poultry production accounts for nearly
15%, while in Croatia this share is much lower, only 5.84%. It is clear
that a large share of the production takes place on small agricultural farms
that are unorganized, uncompetitive and are manufacturers who can
quickly close but also establish a new production cycle. However, none of
these small producers can be considered a promising partner for a large
and organized production, market stability and potential export business.

A quite large price variability, as well as a steady growth in the
production costs contributed to the instability in the production of pork,
poultry and beef, which led to an increased interest in the commercial sheep
and goat breeding. The interest of farmers increased for the introduction of
modern technological measures in order to achieve cost-effective production,
but also to improve genetically the herd by introducing breeding of more
productive, allochthonous sheep breeds primarily intended for meat
production. However, the structure and the size of the sheep herds in Serbia
are extremely diverse. A large number of sheep are reared only for the
purpose of self-sustenance or sheep farming as a supplementary activity,
while only in several herds more important economic benefits are realized
and sheep farming is the main activity of the farm. Today in the Republic of
Serbia, the total number of sheep is over 1.7 million head, and over 90% of
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households have up to nine livestock units of sheep. Sheep production in
Serbia has a long tradition and an intense regional component. In the total
number of livestock units in Serbia, sheep production accounts for about 8%,
which is almost the same as in Croatia (Figure 8).

WORK FORCE IN AGRICULTURAL FAMILY FARMS

Serbia is considered a country in transition with a relatively high
share of agriculture in the total population, and it could be concluded that
there is no deficit of agricultural work force. On the other hand, it is
certain that the self-reproduction of the work force on the farms in certain
areas of Serbia is not only questioned, but impossible.

Bearing in mind the unbreakable link between improving employment
and rural development policy, it can be concluded that the problem of rural
development so far in our practice is not given due attention. So Bogdanov
and Stojanovi¢ (2006) have stated that it is only since 2005 that significant
efforts in this field are invested into establishment of adequate state policy.

The villages of Serbia are inhabited by about 44% of the total
population, and according to this criterion, Serbia is one of the most rural
countries in Europe (Anufijev and Dasi¢, 2012). In Serbia today, a relatively
large part of the population derives income from agricultural activities. In
regard to the share of agriculture in the creation of wealth, Serbia is one of
the most agrarian countries in Europe, next to Albania, Moldova and Bosnia
and Herzegovina.

Table 2. The work force on the farms in the regions of Serbia

Region Members of the farm Theaverage Annual  Average

and permanently employed age of the work/labour per farm

Total Family Legal entities and farm owner units
farms entrepreneurs

Serbia 1.442.628 1.416.349 26.279 58,7 646.283 1,02
Belgrade 76.838  73.558 3.280 59,1 34.406 1,03
region
Vojvodina  296.111 278.680 17.431 55,5 137.964 0,93
region
Region of 628.585 625.267 3.318 59,8 285495 1,09
Sumadija
and West
Serbia
Region of 441.094 438.844 2.250 60,5 188.418 1,00
South and
East Serbia

Source: Agricultural Census in Serbia 2012,
Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia, RZS

Although the absolute expressed employment in agriculture recorded
high rates of decline (in 2012, compared to 2004, it was lower by 56%), the
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share of agriculture in the total employment in Serbia is still very high,
among the highest in Europe, at around 21% .

The information from the latest Census of Agriculture shows that the
majority of agricultural farms (69%) have up to two members of staff on the
farm who are engaged in agricultural activity. Also, during the year 2011/12,
646.283 annual work units have been invested in agricultural production, of
which almost 96% by family farms (618.054). The share of different
categories of the engaged workforce on farms in the total number of annual
work units in agriculture is 44% by the owners of family farms, 47% by the
family members and relatives of the holder, 4% by permanent employees on
family farms and 5% of the seasonal workforce and persons engaged on
contract.

Production in agriculture of Serbia is extensive: indicator thereof is a
high input of work units at the farm level (1 AWU). Compared with the
neighbouring countries, the consumption is much higher, so in relation to
Romania twice as high (0.5 AWU), compared to the average of the EU-28
(0.8 AWU) is also significantly higher. It can be said that only in
Montenegro, a slightly higher number of annual work units per farm in
respect to Serbia (Graph 9) is recorded. This points to the need to intensify
agricultural production in all its aspects.

Average number of AWU per family farm
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Graph 9. The average number of annual work units (AWU)
per farm in Serbia compared with the neighbouring countries
Source: www.popispoljoprivrede.stat.rs

CONCLUSION

Based on the results of the Census of Agriculture in 2012, it can be
stated that the family farm as a socio-production-economic unit of agriculture
in Serbia has the following properties:
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= The structure of farms by size of land in the Republic of Serbia
indicates to the dominance of small farms with little land use,
which is reflected in the efficiency of their business operations;

= In the total utilized agricultural area over 80% is owned by family
farms, and the rest belongs to legal entities and entrepreneurs;

= The majority of farms (over 76 %) has a 5 ha land used;

= The average size of land used per farm is 5.4 hectares, which is

considerably less than the average in the EU-28 (14.2 ha);

= According to the scope and structure of available farmland, Serbia

is among the European countries with favourable land resources,
since it has 0.7 ha of agricultural or 0.45 ha of arable land per
capita. At the same time, the ratio of the surface area of arable land
and permanent crops to the areas of meadows and pastures (71% :
29%) is among the more favourable compared to other European
countries;

= The share of the production value of livestock production in

total agricultural production value was significantly lower than
in most EU-28 countries. This conclusion is indicated by the
ratio of the total number of domestic farm animals, as measured
by livestock units and the total agricultural area;

= Family farms, in the period between the last two censuses, are

characterized by a significant reduction in the livestock fund,
and of all types of livestock. The issue of increasing livestock
and improving the breed structure has become topic in the
process of accession of the Republic of Serbia to the EU, and
this issue must be given much greater attention;

= The highest number of agricultural farms (69%) has up to two

members of staff who are engaged in agricultural activity.

It can be stated, taking into consideration the above mentioned, that
for the further development of family farms and improvement of their overall
structure a strategy is needed with a clearly defined policy for each type of
family farm. Unfavourable agrarian structure is one of the most difficult
problems of Serbian agriculture because agriculture production carried out on
dispersed small family farms is irrational and non-profitable. Therefore, the
enlarging of the land owned or used by family farms is one of the priority
tasks of the new agrarian policy.

In addition, an important direction for future development of
agriculture and food industry is the optimal use and conservation of available
resources and capacity, building new, increasing the volume of agricultural
production, changes of production structure in favour of intensive agriculture
for export, and production of high-quality and above all healthy products.

Acting in accordance with economic principles, using positive
experiences of the developed countries, taking into account the science
and practice — this is the way without alternative.
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MMPOU3BOJHU KAITAIMTETH NIOPOJUYHUX
MNOJbONNPUBPEJHUX I'A3/IUHCTABA CPBUJE
N 3EMAJBA EY

Panojka Maneruh, biaxenka [lonosuh
Vuusepsuret y beorpany, ITossonpuspenuu dakyarer, beorpan, Cpouja

Pe3ume

ArpapHa TIOJIUTHKA jeIHe 3eMJbe je 0e3 CyMmbe €0 ONIITe eKOHOMCKE ITOJUTHKE H
NpEJICTaBJba CBECHY, CMHIIJbEHY M Ha YHIbEHUIIAMA 3aCHOBaHy IPYIly Mepa U aKTHBHO-
CTH YCMEPEHUX Ha IOCTH3ame OJpeleHHX LubeBa y 00NacTu MosbonpHuBpene. Y TOM
CMHCITy je TIOKEJBHO HAIpaBUTH Tapalielly y akKTHBHOCTAMA Koje je CpOmja mpemyserna
WM UX Tpeba IMOKPEeHyTH Kako O ce 1Mo MHOTUM MHAMKATOpHMa IPHUONIKIIA HUBOY
Pa3BHjEHOCTH MOJbONIpUBpeze 3eMasba EY (Buam omumpruje bornanos, 2015, ctp. 3).

VY nepuosy TpaH3MIMje MHOTE 3eMaJbe M3 HAleT OKPY)XKEHa Cy Ce ONpesieiuiie 3a
€BPOIICKH KOHIIENT MOJbOIPHBPEIE, KOjU € 3aCHUBA Ha MOPOJMYHIM Ta3AHHCTBUMA, Ca
CH)XKHOM OpHjEHTAlljOM Ha Pa3BOj PypaIHHUX MOAPYYja M NPEeBa3HIAKEHE HUXOBUX
CTPYKTYpHHX orpanudema (Maneruh, llepannh & IMomosuh, 2011). Taj mus u npasarg
Mopa aa uMa u Cpbuja. CX0IHO TOME, CBaka qp)kaBa Mopa Ja Ac(UHHIIEC OKBUD MOJHU-
THUYKHX ¥ WHCTUTYLMOHATHUX MPOMEHa KOje JOMpPHHOCE e(hUKACHUjeM Pa3Bojy IM0JbO-
HPHUBPEIHOT CEKTOpA U OJIAr0CTaky CTAHOBHHKA U3 PYPaTHUX HOIPYYja.

[osmonpuBpenn Penybmike CpOuje je morpedHO ma y mro kpahem poky moseha
KOHKYPEHTHOCT yCBajar-eéM HOBHUX 3Harha M TEXHOJIOTHja, KA0 U HHBECTHPAHEM y MOBe-
hame kamanurera M MoAepHU3auujy ompeme 3a pax (Anufijev & Dasi¢, 2012). Ilo-
TpeGHO je pauTH Ha MPOHANAKEHY HOBUX TPXKHIITA, NMPHIATOJUTH CE MPaBHIAMA M
crannapauma EBporicke yauje u CBETCKe TPrOBUHCKE OpraHH3aIyje. 3aTo je IoTpeOHo
Jla ce Kpo3 MOAPLIKY IpkaBe yOp3ajy M HpIIarofe IpoLecH NpecTPyKTypHpama y
HIOJEOTIPUBPEIIH.

Jla Ou ce cTeKao yBHJ Yy NMPOM3BOJHE IOTEHLMjaJe U KOMIIAPAaTHBHE MPEIHOCTH
HOjeIMHNUX TEPUTOPHja, Kao jelaH O MPEIyClioBa palOHAIHOr Kopuihema pachoso-
XKUBHX pecypca y pajy je WIyCTPOBaHO CTame OCHOBHHX IMPOM3BOJHUX KaIlal[UTeTa I10-
JeonpuBpene y Permy6nuum Cpbuju, Ha ocHOBY mocineer nonuca (2012), y onHocy Ha
ucre y 3emsbama EV.

Cxo/1HO TOME, MOpa ce Hajlpe KOHCTAaTOBATH Ja Haj3HauYajHUjU CYOjeKTH y OpraHH-
30BambYy MOJHONIPUBPETHE TPOM3BOAE Y MHOTUM 3eMJbaMa Yy OKpyXemy, Te u'y CpOuju,
jecy mopoanyHa ra3nuHcTBa. Ha BHX je CKOHLIEHTPUCAH OCHOBHHM KOHTHHICHT paJiHe
CHare KOju OmpeJesbyje YKYIIHH pa3Boj ToJsborpuBpene. Mehytim, Hajsehinn 6poj mo-
JBOTIPUBPETHUX Ta3uHCTaBa (69%) y CpOuju MMa jeTHOT JI0 IBa YWiaHa Ta3/IMHCTBA WITH
3aII0CJICHOT KOjU 00aBJbajy IMOJONPUBPEHY aKTHBHOCT, IITO HUjE JJOBOJbAH IPEIYCIIOB
3a 00aBJbae HHTEH3UBHE Tpou3BoAme. Y PermyOmuiim Cpouju uma 631.552 mosponpu-
BpPEHUX Ta3IMHCTaBa Koja pacronaxy ca 3.437.423 xa xopuiheHor MoJbOIPHBPETHOT
3emsbuInTa WM 5,4 Xa mo ra3auHCTBY. Jlox EBporcka yHHja, ca cBojux 28 uimaHuIa,
YKyIHO Ma 12,2 MHUJIMOHA TOJHONPUBPEAHNX Ta3IMHCTaBa Koja pacmoiaxy ca 174,1
MHJIHOHOM XeKTapa KopuiheHe IMoJbONpHBpeHe MOBpHInHE Wik 14,2 Xa Mo ra3auH-
ctBy. I y IpyruM OCHOBHHM TOJBOIIPUBPEIHNM MHMKaTopuMa CpOuja 3ay3uma 3HaTHO
JIOIITHjy TIO3MIH}Y, 300T Yera ce Mopa 030WJEHO MPUCTYIUTH MPOIECY MPECTPYKTYPHPaHha
HIOJBOTIPHUBPETIE.



