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������� � ��������'�$� 
������ ��	��	�� �����������, ������ "�����%� "��$�
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��� � ��:� #������� � �� "���"����'� �� � �	:��� �
�������� ���$�%� :����� ��������� "�������. 
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Abstract: Presently, after over 20 years from the latest population census, it is unfavourable to make predictions about 
future population changes in the Republic of Srpska. For future demographic development of the area long term trends 
of fertility, mortality and migrations are crucial. On the assumption that normalisation of migrations, primarily caused 
by current social and economic development, the revitalisation of economic activities, the improvement of economic 
situation and standard of living and more active social and population policies are achieved, the most optimistic variant 
of the population projections would be the stagnation of the population. With regard to this, this area will continue with 
negative trends of natural population renewal unless more active measures in population policy are applied. At the same 
time, modi< cation of age structure may be expected, i.e. increase of mean age and share of old population in the total, 
which is based on the assumption that life expectancy is constantly increasing.
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INTRODUCION

Identification of basic demographic fac-
tors for the population of the Republic of Srp-
ska highlights unfavourable trends in redistri-
bution and spatial demographic polarisation, 
which influence disorders in reproduction 
and among the most significant demographic 
structures. The trends are in concordance with 
demographic transition accompanied with 
changes in active population structure, more 
prominent population ageing and natural de-
populisation process. With low and negative 
natural growth further population increase is 
questioned, both at republic and municipal 
level. In order to provide population increase, 
it is necessary to conduct urgent measures 
of pro-natal population policy, that is demo-
graphic, social and economic development 
should be in concordance. 

General objective of sustainable demo-
graphic development is stationary population, 
i.e. the population in which the future genera-
tions will be the same size as the present ones 
(Graph 1). Such a simple replacement level 
of the population or generation change means 
that a woman in her reproductive age should 
be replaced by a female child, that is, net re-
production rate must be equal to one.  Under 
the present conditions in our country, where 
mortality rate is low and fertility rate below 
the population reproduction level, net repro-
duction rate is about one whereas the replace-
ment level fertility is about 2.1 children per a 
woman. 

The fundamental principle should be: higher 
fertility must be an economic advantage. Pro-
vided that children are partly an ordinary asset, 
as everything else, the society with continued 
decline in the number of children must offer a 
price to “buy” more children. In such a situation, 
it is not popular to insist on increasing allocation. 
However, analysing family distribution accord-
ing to the number of children in the regions with-
out population replacement problems, it can be 
concluded that the number of families with three 
and more children will not be particularly high.

�E��

;���������'�$�� ������* ����������* 
"�������/� ����������� !�"	#���� ��"�� 
	�
��� 	 ��"���/�� ������'�$� 	 �������#	-
'�$� � 	"����/�%	 "�������-���������� 
"�������'�$�, ��� ��� ����� ���� 	 "�������$�-
�� 	 ��"���	�'�$�, ���� � ��� ��$��:��$�* ��-
��������* ��	��	��. ��� ������'�$� 	 	 
����	 � ����������� ������'�$�� ��$� $� 
"������ "���$����� 	 ��	��	�� �������� ��-
��������� � �� ����:���$�� "��'�	 ����%� 
����������� � "�$��� "������� ��"�"	��-
'�$�. �� ������� ����� � ���������� "�����-
��� "�������$� ������ � 	 "���%� ��/� ��� 
�����������, ���� �� ��"	#��
���, ���� � �� 
�"������� ����	. �� #� � �#��#�$���� ��� 
����������� "����#�� $� *���� "������%� 
�$��� "������������� "�"	��'���� "�������, 
������ "����#�� $� 	������� ���������� � 
��	������-�������� �����$. 

�"��� '�/ ���:���� ����������� ���-
��$� $� ��'������� �����������, �$. �����-
������ 	 ���� �� /����� ������'�$� #��� ��� 
����
��� ��� � "���$��� (������ 1). ���$ ���� 
"����� �#���/�%� ����������� ��� ���$��� 
������'�$� ���
� �� �� �������	����� ����	 
$���� :��� 	 ��� ��������� "�����	 ���#� �� 
� �����$��� � $����� :����� �$������, �$. 
�� ���� ��"� ��"���	�'�$� #	�� $������ $�����-
'�. � ����� 	������, ��� $� ������ ����, 
� ���������� �"�� ����� "����#��� �� ���$��	 
������'�$�, ���� ��"� ��"���	�'�$� $� �� ����	 
��� $�����'� ���� $� ��*����� ��"� 	�	"��� 
����������� �� ����	 ��� 2,1 ������ "� :���.

������ "��	��� ���� #���: ���� �����-
����� ���� #��� �������� "����	����. @�� 
	 �$�'� �$���� � �������� ��#��, ��� � ���� 
��	��, ��	���� #�� ����/�� �$�'� ���� "��	-
���� � '�$��	 ���� #� «�	"���» ��$��� ����. � 
������$ ��	�'�$� ��$� � ��*����� �������� �� 
���� �����$�%�. ��, "������$	�� �����#	'�$	 
"�����'� "���� #��$	 �$�'� 	 "���	
$��� ��$� 
����$	 "��#���� � �#���/�%�� �����������, 
���/	
	$��� �� � �� ���#� "������ �� �� #��$ 
"�����'� � ���$�, � "������� � ���� �� ���$� 
�$�'�, #��� ����
��� ������.
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Graph 1. Population pyramid of desired 
stationary population

In search for the optimum fertility, it should 
be taken into account that at least 10% of women 
will not participate in future reproduction (due to 
mortality, sterility or other increasing issues) and 
that optimum share of women with three chil-
dren is somewhere between the minimum and 
maximum. Precisely, minimum share of women 
with three children at the end of reproductive pe-
riods should equal 30% from the total women, 
or one third of women giving birth, under con-
dition that other women giving birth give birth 
to two children each. In case 70% of the total 
women < nished their reproductive period with 
three children, no additional births appear neces-
sary for enabling simple reproduction, i.e. 30% 
of women may not participate in reproduction 
process (Table 1).

����. 1. �����	
�-���
� ������ ����
�� 
	����
��
�� 	��
��
����

� �����%	 �� �"�������� ������������ 
���#� ����� 	 ���	 �� ��$��%� ������ "��'�-
���� :��� �� 	 #	�	����� ���� 	
�������� 
	 ��"���	�'�$� (�#�� �������, ��������-
�� �, �� ����, ��	��* �������) � �� $� �"��-
����� 	��� :��� � ���$� �$�'� ����$� �����	 
�����	�� � �����	��. ��
��$�, ��������� 
	��� :��� � ���$� �$�'� �� ���$	 ��"���	�-
������ "����� ���#� �� ����� 30% �� 	�	"-
��� #��$� :���, ��� ������	 :��� ��$� ����$	, 
"�� 	����� �� �� ����� :��� ��$� ����$	 
���� "� ���$� �$�'�. � �	
�$	 �� 70% ��* 
:��� ������ ��$	 ��"���	�'�$	 � ���$� �$�-
'� �� �#��#���%� "���� ��"���	�'�$� ��	 
"����#�� ������� ����%�, "� 
�� 30% :��� �� 
���� �� 	
���	$� 	 ��"���	�'�$� (��#��� 1).
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Tab. 1. ��dels of � nal parity in replacement 
level fertility according to the

share of mothers with three children

The answer to the question: What is the 
current population number of the Republic of 
Srpska remains difficult and complex. As it is 
widely known, the latest population census in 
Bosnia and Herzegovina, as the most reliable 
data source for both demographic, i.e. popu-
lation policy and developmental policy in its 
broadest sense, was conducted in 1991. The 
problem is additionally complicated by popu-
lation migrations due to war activities. 

Assumptions on the total population num-
ber in the Republic of Srpska, conducted dur-
ing the last several year, differed from each 
other. Special problem in the design of strate-
gies’, i.e. actuarial projections or modelling, 
were improper and inconsistent age structures 
and relative demographic factors that emerged 
from such assumptions. Therefore, the official 
assumptions on population number by the Re-
public Statistical Office that were the starting 
point for this paper, needed to be audited for 
the purposes of this paper. 

The official assumed population in the 
Republic of Srpska in 2006 was 1,487,785. 
In July 2002, the Republic Statistical Office 
revised the assumption for the period 2002-
2006, thus the revised number for 2006 was 
1,443,709.

Based on the official population assump-
tion of 1,487,785 and age structure obtained 
from the “Survey on labour force in the Re-

���. 1. ����� �����
�� ������� � 
���	��� ��
������ ����� ��j���

���� 	� ����� ����

������� �� "���%�: I���� 	��
��
�� 
���
��
� �� !������� ���	��, ��$� ����-
�� ��� � $���������. I�� ��� $� �"��� "����-
��, "����%� "�"� ����������� 	 ���, ��� 
��$"�	�����$� ����� "������� �� "����#�, �� 
��� ���������� ������ "�"	��'���� "�-
������, ���� � �����$�� "������� 	 ��$����� 
���	 ��$�
�, $� "������� 1991. ������. ���-
#��� 	 ������� 	������ "��$���%� �����-
������ 	/�� �����* ������%�. 

���'$��� 	�	"��� #��$� ��������� 	 !�-
"	#��'� ��"��$, ��$� 	 ������ ����� "�-
���%�* �������� ������, 	 � ���	�#�� 
�����������, � "��#�� "��#��� 	 �������	 
������ �����* ��������$�, ������ ���	����* 
"��$��'�$� � ��������%�, 	 #��� ��������-
��$	�� � ������������� ������ ��	��	�� 
� ��������� ���������� "�������/�, ��$� 
	 � �� �����* "��'$��� ��������. ����� $� �� 
"����#� ���� ���� ������ ���������� � ���-
��
�� "��'$��� #��$� ��������� !�"	#��
-
��� ������ �� �������	, �� ��$� � "���#���� 
"����.

+����
�� "��'$��� #��$� ��������� 	 !�-
"	#��'� ��"��$ 	 2006. ������ ������� $� 
1.487.785.  � $	�	 �$��'	 2008. ������, !�"	-
#��
�� ����� �� �������	 $� ��������� "��-
'$��	 #��$� ��������� !�"	#���� ��"�� �� 
"����� 2002.–2006. ������, ���� �� #��$ ��-
������� 	 ����������$ "��'$��� �� 2006. ��-
���	 ����� 1.443.709.
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public of Srpska in the year 2006”, the pop-
ulation assumptions were conducted by five 
year age groups. The obtained results were 
tested on the basis of relevant demographic 
software. The tests showed the inconsistency 
of demographic data due to certain imbalance 
in age structures and relative demographic in-
dicators, i.e. deviations with regard to indica-
tors for comparable countries in the region. 
The only logical explanation for deviations 
was the inconsistency among demographic 
input data, first of all, data on live-births per 
five-year groups of mothers’ age and mortal-
ity by gender and five-year groups in 2006 as 
well as the total population assumption for the 
year 2006 by gender and five-year age groups. 
The fact that vital statistics is a regular annual 
statistical research, collecting data monthly, 
led to a conclusion that demographic data of 
vital statistics are accurate in high percentage, 
and should be utilised for building “new” as-
sumptions on number and relevant population 
structures of the Republic of Srpska.

ASSUMPTIONS FOR POPULATIONS 
PROJECTIONS

Assumptions on low probability cata-
strophic events. It is assumed that in the pro-
jected period wars, destructive earthquakes, 
epidemics or famine will neither occur in this 
particular nor neighbouring areas. 

Assumptions on gender structure of live-
births. Based on long term mean values, it 
is assumed that for the projected period 106 
males will be born on every 100 females. 

Assumptions on fertility. Unlike the oth-
er factors that influence future population 
growth, the unique assumptions are not made 

�� ����	 �����
�� "��'$��� #��$� �����-
���� �� 1.487.785 � ������ ��	��	�� ��$� $� 
��#�$��� �� �������� ����:���%� „@����� � 
�����$ ���� !�"	#���� ��"�� 	 2006. ����-
��“, �������� $� "��'$��� #��$� ��������� 
"� "��������%�� ������� ��	"���. ��-
#�$��� "���'� 	 �������� �� ����	 ����-
������* ����������* �������. ������%� 
	 "������� �� ��#�$��� ���������� "���'� 
��	 ����������� $�� � $��/�$	 �������� 
��	���������� 	 ������� ��	��	���� � 
���������� ����������� "�������/���, ��-
���� ���	"�%� �� "�������/� �� 	"������� 
���/� 	 ������	. ]����� ����
�� �#$��%�%� 
�� ������ ���	"�%� $� #��� �� ���� �� 	���-
��* ����������* "�������, � "��$� ����, 
"���'� � :���������� "� "��������%�� 
��	"��� ������ ��$�� � 	����� "� "��	 � 
"��������%�� ������� ��	"��� 	 2006. ��-
���� � "��'$��� 	�	"��� #��$� ��������� �� 
2006. �����	 "� "��	 � "��������%�� ����-
��� ��	"���, ��	 �����������. �������� 
�� 
�%���'� �� $� ������� �������� �����-
�� �����%� ������
�� ����:���%�, 
�$� 
� "���'� "���	"/�$	 �� �$��
��� ����	, 
���/	
��� $� �� 	 ���������� "���'� ��-
����� �������� ��
�� 	 ������� "��'���	, 
�� �� �* ���#� ��������� �� "����#� ������ 
„����“ "��'$��� #��$� � ���������� ��	��	�� 
��������� !�"	#���� ��"��. 

�!G�����@EIG �!�]GI^;]G 
��@��E�;H�E@

��������	
�	 �� �����
 �	�	�����	.  
����"����/� � �� 	 "��$��������� "�����	 
���� #��� ������, �������* ���/�����, �"���-
��$� ��� ����� �� ���� � 	$����� "��������.

��������	
�	 � ������ ������� ��-

��������. �� ����	 �	�������%�* "��$��� 
"���"����/� � �� �� � 	 
������ "��$������-
��� "�����	 ������ 106 �$�
��� �� ����* 100 
������* �$���$
�'�.

��������	
�� � ����������. � ���-
��%	 ����������� ��	 ���� $��������� "���-
"������, ��� � ������ ��������� ��$� 	��
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for fertility fluctuation. Namely, three levels 
of fertility were assumed during the projec-
tion preparation: falling, constant and rising. 
In case of falling fertility, it will reach 1.2 
children per a mother by the end of the pro-
jected period (2018). Constant fertility will 
keep the 1.3 value for the projected period, 
whereas the level of assumed constant fertility 
will slightly exceed the values of the current, 
due to belief that the population policy mea-
sures and marketing would contribute to in-
crease the number of births. For the assumed 
value of growing fertility, it will be 1.4 chil-
dren per a mother in 2018, which is still below 
the population reproduction level. 

Tab. 2. Assumed fertility level

Assumptions on mortality. Assumptions on 
life expectancy were based on Coale and Demeny 
West model life tables. Life expectancy will 
increase by 0.4 annually for males and between 
0.3 and 0.5 for females by the year 2018. Gender 
differences in life expectancy will decrease from 
4.6 to 4.3 years in favour of women by the end of 
the projected period. 

Tab. 3. Increases in life expectancy

�� #	�	�� ��� �����������. �������� "��$��-
����%� "��$��'�$� "���"����/��� 	 ��� ����� 
�����������: �"���$	��, ��������� � ���	��. 
� �	
�$	 �"���$	��� ����������� �� �� �� ���$	 
"��$��������� "������, 2018. ������ #��� �� 
����	 �� 1,2 �$�'� "� ��$'�. I�������� ���-
������� ���
� �� �� �� 	 "��$��������� "����-
�	 ����� #��� �� ����	 �� 1,3 �$�'� "� ��$'�. 
���� "���"����/���� ����������  �������-
���� $� ����� ���� �� ���	�����, �#�� �$�����%� 
�� �� �$��� "�"	��'���� "������� � ����$�� 
���"�%� 	 "����� "�����%	 ����%� �"�� ���� 
���� ���	�����. � �	
�$	 "���"������ � ��-
�	��� ����������	, �� �� 2018. ������ ������� 
1,4 �$�'� "� ��$'�, ��� $� ������ �"�� ����� "�-
���#��� �� "���	 ���$��	 ������'�$�.

���. 2. "�����	�����
 �
�	 	���� ����
�� 
���������

��������	
�� � ����	�����. +� 
"���"������ � "���$����� 	 �
�������� 
���$�%	 :����� ��������� 	 ������� 
��#��'� Coale-Demeny, ����� West. 
�
������� ���$�%� :����� ��� �	�����'� �� 
2018. "��������� � �� 0,4 ������ �����%�, 
������ ��� :��� �� 0,3 �� 0,5 ������. �� 
���$� "��$��������� "������ "���"����/��� 
$� �� �� � "���� ������� 	 ����� :��� 	 
�
�������� ���$�%	 :����� ��%��� � 4,6 
�� 4,3 ������.

���. 3. "���	� �#����
�� ������� �����

          
 

 
2008. 

 
2018. 2028. 

 1,3 1,2 1,1 
 1,3 1,3 1,3 

 1,3 1,4 1,7 

  2008. 2018. 2028. 
 74,8 75,7 76,3 

 79,4 80,0 80,6 
 77,0 77,7 78,3 
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Assumptions on migrations. The projec-
tions assume that migrations as a factor in 
population change will not occur during the 
projected period. After a huge wave of refu-
gees in the last decade of the 20th century, it 
is expected that population migrations stop 
at the beginning of the 21st century, that is, 
the migration rate will be balanced or equal 
to zero.  

Assumptions on mean household size. It is 
assumed that mean household size will decrease 
for about 0.1 member per a decade. Hence, it is 
expected that mean household size will be 2.9 in 
2018 and 2.8 in 2028.

SUMMARY OF THE POPULATION 
PROJECTION RESULTS

Demographic development threatens to be-
come a limiting factor in the total development 
of the Republic of Srpska. According to the as-
sumptions, the number of births will be smaller 
than the number of deaths throughout the entire 
projected period. 

Total population of the Republic of Srpska 
will continue to decline under all alternative sce-
narios over the projection period and over the 
next ten years the population shall decline by 4% 
to 5%. 

Population decline, however, is not a sepa-
rate problem. There are much smaller countries 
with excellent performance. The problem of fur-
ther development of the Republic of Srpska is 
worsening of the “quality” of the population, due 
to excessive ageing process. Thus, the special 
features of future development of the most sig-
ni< cant functional cohorts need to be highlighted 
in the summary of the projection results. 

Under falling fertility scenario, the cohort 
of pre school children (1-3 years) would not 
change, under rising fertility scenario it will de-
cline by 15%. 

Cohort of pre school children (4-6 years) 
will signi< cantly decline in all scenarios.

��������	
�� � ����	���	�	. � "��$��-
'�$��� $� "���"����/��� �� �����'�$� ��� 
������ 	 "������ #��$� ��������� ���� #��� 
"��	���. ����$� ������� ��#$����
��� ��-
��� 	 "����%�$ ������ ��������� ��$���, 
"�
����� ������� "���� ��$��� ���#� �
���-
���� ������%� �����'����* ������. ����-
�� ��"� �����'����� ���� #��� 	�������-
:���, �$. $������ �	��.

��������	
�� � ���������� 
�����-
�� ���	�����
	. ����"����/��� $� �� �� 
"��$�
�� ����
��� ����������� �"����� �� 
��� 0,1 
���� "� ������. �����, �
��	$� � �� 
�� "��$�
�� ����
��� ����������� �����-
�� 2018. ������ 2,9, � 2028. ������ 2,8 ��'�.

!G+;�G !G+�&�@�@ �!�]GI^;]@ 
��@��E�;H�E@

���������� �����$ !�"	#���� ��"�� 
"��$��� �� #	�� ������
���$	�� ������ ��-
	�	"��� �����$�. �� ����	 "���"������ �� 
��$��� ���� "��$��'�$�, #��$ :���������* 
#��� ����� 
������ "��$��������� "������ 
��%� �� #��$� 	����*.

��	"�� #��$ ��������� !�"	#���� ��"�� 
��"������� �� � ��%����� 	 ����$ �� "���-
"����/���* ����$��� �� �� ���$� "��$������-
��� "������ � �� ��� ���� ������ #��� ��%� 
�� 4 �� 5 "��'�����. 

���%���%� #��$� ��������� ��$� "�-
�#�� "��#���. ����$� � ����� ��%� ���/� 
� ����
��� "�����������. ���#��� ��/�� 
�����$� !�"	#���� ��"�� $� "������%� “���-
������“ %���� �����������, �#�� ��������� 
"��'�� ����%�. +���, 	 �:���	 ���	����� 
"��$��'�$�, �	:�� $� 	������ �� "��#����� 
#	�	��� �����$� ��$��:��$�* �	��'�������* 
������������.

� �	
�$	 �"���$	��� ����������� #��$ ���-
�� �	������ ��	��	 (1-3 ������) #��� "��$��-
���, 	 �	
�$	 ���	��� ����������� ��� ��%� 
�� 15%, 	 �	
�$	 �"���$	��� �����������. 

I��������� ����� ������������ ��	��	 
(4-6 ������) #��� �$���� ��%� 	 ��� ��-
��$������.
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�ab. 4. Projection of total population and 
characteristic functional contingents  of the 

Republic of Srpska by the year 2018

Cohort of school children (7-14 years) 
will follow the same trend as projected for the 
pre school children. 

Cohort of secondary school children (15-
18 years) will decline during 10 years to reach 
10% decline at the end of the period.

���. 4. "�������� ����
�� 	��
��
����  ��-
������	�#
$ ��
���
��
$  ��
�
��
��� 

!������� ���	�� �� 2018. ���
�

I��������� ����� �������� ��	��	 (7-14 
������) ������� � ��
�� ��� "��������� 	�-
���. 

I��������� �������������� ��	��	 (15-
18 ������) ��%����� � ����� ��* ���� ����-
�� � �� ���$	 �� #��� ��%� �� ���� 10%.

   
 

 

2008. 2013. 2018. 
  

 
1.283.322 

1.257.877 1.221.751 
 1.258.843 1.225.871 

 1.260.347 1.231.259 
     (1-3 ) 

 
31.947 

30.499 27.279 
 31.080 29.184 

 32.034 31.501 
     (4-6 ) 

 
36.006 

31.794 29.268 
 31.835 30.355 

 31.916 31.832 
     (7-14 ) 

 
111.853 97.683 

84.161 
 84.507 

 85.148 
    (15-18 ) 

. – . – . 56.960 57.030 51.959 
    (19 ) 

. – . – . 15.069 14.294 13.762 
    (  15-49 ) 

. – . – . 292.686 279.152 267.212 
    (65   ) 

. – . – . 226.637 226.062 243.629 
    (80   ) 

. – . – . 38.645 48.847 57.006 
    (  15-64,  15-59) 

. – . – . 831.885 816.715 779.865 
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Cohort of youths reaching the age to at-
tend university (19 years) will inevitably de-
cline under all scenarios and finally reach the 
minimum of 9% decline.

Female fertility cohort (women15-49 
years) will be reduced by 10% during the pro-
jected decade, that is, it will decline each year 
by 1%.

Cohort of elderly people (65 years or old-
er) is not dependent on fertility scenario, since 
all the cohort members were already born. 
Thus, we may claim more surely that it will 
increase by 7.5%. The share of this cohort will 
reach 20% at the end of the period.

Cohort of elderly people (80 years and 
older) will increase the most, for even 47.5%.

Graph 2. Projection of gender and age population 
structure of the Republic of Srpska for the year 2008

I��������� �	 ������ ���������� �-
�	��	 (#�	'��� � 19 ������) ��������� �� 
�"����� 	 ��� ����$������ � �� ���$	 �� #��� 
��%� �� "���� 9%, �����	�.

�	���� "���� ���	������� "��$��'�$� ���-
��� �������� ���������� (:��� 15-49 ����-
��) �� �, "� ��$ "����'�, �� ��� ���� ������ 
��%��� �� ��� 10%, ��� ���
� �� �� ���� ��-
���� 	��� ���� ����������� �"����� �� "� $���� 
"��'����.

���$��� ��	��� ��	��
����
	 (65 � 
���� ������) �� ����� �� ����$���� �������-
����, �� ��� ����������� $� ��� ������, ���� 
�� � ����� ��	�����	 ��:��� ������� �� �� 
� %�*�� #��$ "������� �� 7,5%. ���� �� ���$ 
	��� �� ���$	 "������ ������� ��� 20%.

���$ � 	��� ���	������ ��	��
����
	 (80 
� ���� ������) ��$���� �� � "�������, �� 
�� 
47,5%.

����. 2. "�������� ���
�-	����	
� 	�������� 
	��
��
���� !������� ���	�� �� 2008. ���
�
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Graph 3. Projection of gender and age population 
structure of the Republic of Srpska for the year 2018

Cohort of working age population (male 
15-64, female 15-59 years) will rapidly de-
cline, supporting the statement from the be-
ginning of the summary, that demographic de-
velopment will be a limiting factor in the total 
development of the Republic of Srpska. The 
share of the working age cohort will decline 
from 64.8% to 60.8% and become one of the 
smallest shares Europe-wide.

This chart represents the projections of pop-
ulation gender and age structure in the Republic 
of Srpska for the year 2018 and highlights the re-
gressive population type, con< rming the former 
unfavourable trends in demographic develop-
ment and demanding urgent pro-natal measures 
in population policy that would at least moderate 
unanticipated effects.

����. 3. "�������� ���
�-	����	
� 	�������� 
	��
��
���� !������� ���	�� �� 2018. ���
�

��� 	 ������� �� �� � #��$ ���������  
�	��� ��������� ���������� (�	��� 15-64 
������, :��� 15-59 ������) ���� #��� ��%���-
��, � �� $� � ������ ������ �� ����%	, � "�
��-
�� �������, �� �� ���������� �����$ !�"	#���� 
��"�� #��� ������
���$	�� ������ ��	�	"-
��� �����$�. ���� ����������� ����� "��#-
��� 	����� �"���� � 64,8% �� 60,8%, ��� �� 
#��� $���� �� ��$��%�* 	�$���, 
�� 	 ����"��� 
����$�����.

`����
�� "����� "��$��'�$� "����-��-
���� ��	��	�� ����������� !�"	#���� 
��"�� �� 2018. �����	 	���	$� �� ������-
��� ��" �����������, ��� ��� "�����	$� 
"���*���� �������'�$� � ��"���/��� ���-
���'�$��� 	 ����������� �����$	 � 	"	�	$� 
�� *����� "������%� �$��� "������������� 
"�"	��'���� "�������, ���� #� � #�� 	#��-
:��� ��:�/��� "�/���'�. 
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DESIGNING FERTILITY PROGRAMME

In the modern world it is obvious that hu-
man resources are limited and each future pro-
jection should take into account the minimum 
population needed to maintain the current in-
frastructure.

 The global responses to the fear of extinc-
tion of the human species resulted in several 
different population policy measures (Teitel-
baum & Winter, 1985).

The modern world responded to below 
replacement fertility with the following mea-
sures:

• Measures aimed at extending human 
life spans,

• Measures aimed at restricting access to 
birth control,

• Measures aimed at increasing immigra-
tion,

• Measures aimed at adjusting to demo-
graphic changes,

• Measures aimed at increasing fertility 
through positive incentives.

Primordial fear of death resulted in a va-
riety of measures aimed at extending human 
life span. It should be noted that life span ex-
tension was not the measure taken to combat 
depopulation. Extension of human lifetime 
came along with modernisation processes and 
signi< cantly accelerated world population 
growth. Under constant fertility conditions, 
growth rate rises by 38 per mill points and 
life expectancy increases from 20 to 70 years. 
However, the longer the life span is, each fur-
ther extension has less effect on the population 
growth. For instance, extension of human life 
span from 20 to 30 years, increases growth rate 
by 14 per mill points, while extension from 60 
to 70 years increases growth rate only by 4 per 
mil points. If net reproduction rate were less 
than one, even immortality would not mean 
continuous growth. Therefore, future life span 
extensions will not signi< cantly affect the 
growth rate (Coale, 1959).

Restricted access to birth control means 

�;+@]�;!@�G �!��@�@&;�G���` 
�!�`!@�

� �������� ��$��	 $��� $� �� 	 /	��� 
��	�� ������
��� � �� ���� "�����/�%� 
#	�	����� ���� ������ ��
	�� � �����	�	 
����������� ��$� $� "����#�� �� ���:��� 
"���$��	 �������	��	�	. 

�̀�#���� �������� �� ���* �� ��	��-
��%� ���	������� 	 	 �������� ��$��	 � 
�������� �����
���* ���� �$��� "�"	��'��-
�� "������� (Teitelbaum & Winter, 1985).

� �������� ��$��	 ���	���� $� �������� 
�������� �� below replacement fertility:

• �$����� �� "���	:�%� /	���� ��$�-
��,

• ������ ��$� ������
���$	 "���	" 
�������� �������� ����%�,

• ������ �� "�������%� 	�/���%�,
• ������ �� "����������%� ��������-

��� "���$�����,
• �$����� ��$� ��:� �� "�����$	 �����-

����� "��������� "����'�$���.
&�
�� ������ ���* �� ���� ���	�-

����� $� ��$���������$�� �$����� �� #�$-
%���&� ��%'�$( )!"���. ���#� ���� �� "��-
�	:�%� /	���� ��$��� � ��$� �$��� ��$� � 
"�������� ���� ��	���/�%� ��"�"	��'�$�. 
����	:�%� /	���� ��$��� "������ $� "��-
'� ���������'�$� � ������ $� 	#����� "���� 
����������� 	 ��$��	. � 	������ ������-
���� ����������� ��"� ���� "������� � �� 
38 "������ ���� � �
������� ���$�%� :���-
�� "����� � 20 �� 70 ������. ���	���, ��� 
$� /	��� ��$�� �	:� ���� ��/� "���	:�%� 
��� �� ��%� ������ �� "�"	��'���� ���. �� 
"���$��, "���	:�%� /	���� ��$��� � 20 �� 
30 ������ "������� ��"	 ���� �� 14 "����-
��, � � 60 �� 70 ������ ��� �� 4 "������. 
@�� $� ���� ��"� ��"���	�'�$� ��%� �� $�-
����'�, �� #������� ���� ���
��� ��"��-
����� ���. �����, "���	:�%� /	���� ��$��� 
	 #	�	����� ���� #����$� 	��'��� �� ��"	 
���� (Coale, 1959).

�(���!��)�&� #�!'��#� '��%'�)!*� 
�$���$+� ��,�&� ��	��$�� $� #��� ��"�"	-
����� � ��������� $� 	 ������������ ��:�-
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has always been an unpopular measure used in 
totalitarian regimes. ‘’... Seeking to raise the 
birth rate < gures, Romania imposed more or 
less restrictive policy against intentional inter-
ruption of pregnancy in the period 1966-1989. 
Similar measures were introduced in Bulgaria, 
Czechoslovakia, and Hungary on several occa-
sions, as well as in Poland in 1990s. However, 
long-term effects in terms of increased birth 
rates were not attained ‘’ (Raševi?, 2001, pp. 
75). Similar measures, but in a milder form, 
have been introduced in some democratic 
countries such as contraception ban, unavail-
ability of sterilisation, etc.

Measures to increase immigration are 
used by wealthy countries, which buy labour 
force. Over 1 million people are migrating to 
the USA annually, which is more than during 
the most intense immigration period from 1901 
to 1910, when less than 900,000 immigrants 
per year moved to that country.

Efforts to keep large number of foreign la-
bour force at the lowest possible wages could 
be an explanation for a shift in the US policy 
in family planning programme strategy. At the 
Conference on Population held in Mexico in 
1984, the US policy statement on population 
represented a major shift in the of< cial US po-
sition in Bucharest 1974. Their delegation held 
the opinion that population growth is a neutral 
phenomenon and the key element in slowing 
the growth is free market. This was very sur-
prising position, and by adding or taking out 
some phrases, it was very similar to the China’s 
statement in Bucharest ten years earlier, name-
ly, that the population growth issues disappear 
in an appropriate economic system (Murray, 
1985).

It seems that this shift arose from a very 
accurate calculation. According to the calcula-
tions of the renowned American demographist 
Thomas Espenshade (Espenshade, 1980), for 
direct costs, i.e. costs of food, clothing, hous-
ing, medical care and education to age 18, 
plus costs of 4-year college, parents have to 
pay 85,000 dollars per a child. When indirect 
costs are added (the income mothers forgo 

����. ‘’... � ����$�%	 �� "�����	 ��"	 ��-
�������� !	�	��$� 	 "�����	 �� 1966-1989. 
������, �	�����, ��*�����
�� � ������� 
	 ���� �������, ��� � ��/�� 	 ���������� 
��������, ���	
��� 	 � �� ��%� ��� ���� 
����������	 "������	 "���� �������� "��-
���	 ��	�����. ��, �
������� �	�����$�� 
������ 	 ���	 "�����%� ����� ����%� ��	 
��������’’ (!������, 2001, ��. 75). � #��-
:�� �#���	 ��
�� �$��� ���	 � "��"����-
�� � 	 ����� ����������� ���/��� 	 ���	 
��#���� ����* ������ ������'�"'�$�, ��"�-
��$�%� ���	����� �� ��������'�$	 ���.

�"��� /� #$)�3�)�&� �'���)�&� �� 
���	 	 	 #������ ���/���, ��$� �	"	$	 ���-
�	 ���	. � �@� � ���* ������ 	�/��� 
���� �� ������ /	�� �����%�, � �� $� ���� 
	�/����� ���� 	 ������ ��$����������$�� 
���/���%� ��� ���/�, 1901-1910. ������, 
���� � ���/����� ��%� �� 900 *�/��� ��'� 
�����%�. 

����$�%� �� "��	�� ����� ����� ���� 
#	�� ��� ����, � %��� '�$��� ��� ��%� ��:� 
#��� � �#$��%�%� "����%���� ���� �@� 
"���� "��������� "������%� "�����'�. �� 
��������'�$� � ����������	 ���:���$ 	 
�����	 1984. ������ �@� $� "��"	�� "��-
������ "���'�$	 	 ����	 �� "�"	��'���	 
��������'�$	 	 �	�	����	 1974. ��*��� ��-
����'�$� ��� $� 	������� �� $� "�"	��'���� 
��� ��	������ ������� � �� $� �� 	"���-
��%� ���� �/	
�� ��#���� ��:����. ��� 
$� ����� �������	$	�� "���'�$�, 	� �������� 
����%���* �����, ������ �����%� ����� #� 
� "��"���� ���	"	 I��� 	 �	�	����	 ��-
�� ������ ����$�, �$. �� 	� ��������$	�� ���-
����� ���� "��#���� "�"	��'����� ���� 
����$	 (Murray, 1985). 

;������ �� $� ������ "������ ���� ���� 
"��'���� ��
	��'�. ����� ����
	����%��� 
"������� �����
��� ��������� ����� G"��-
���� (Espenshade, 1980) 	 1980. ������ ��-
������ �������� �*����, �����, ������%�, 
����'����* 	�	��, �#������%� �� ����-
���� 18 ������ � $�� 
����� ������ ������ 
�����$	 ������/� 85.000 ������ "� �$����	, � 
	� ���������� �������� (���	#/��	 �����	 
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by staying at home to care for their children) 
these expenses rose to as much as 100,000 dol-
lars for low-income family and 140,000 dol-
lars for typical middle-class family. This esti-
mate is higher by 30% than the estimate from 
1977, meaning that child raising expenditures 
are much higher today. By importing educated 
labour force in the years of peak productivity, 
huge demographic investments are drastically 
reduced, thus reducing savings and production 
inputs. A negative attitude assumed by the me-
dia towards invasion of labour force from the 
south is cynical. The West depends on that la-
bour force, needs that labour force, but insists 
on the right of selection, requiring only healthy 
workers, in the years of peak productivity, edu-
cated, and speaking their language.

Over a million people are migrating to the 
US annually, which is more than during the 
most intense immigration period from 1901 
to 1910, when less than 900,000 per year im-
migrated to that country. On the other hand, 
these measures help solve labour force short-
age problems in the short run, but, will cause 
shift of one population with another in the long 
run. According to the projections of Bouvier 
and Davis (Bouvier & Davis, 1982) should the 
annual immigration of million people in the 
USA continue (as it is now), the share of white 
people (not-Hispanic Americans) shall decline 
by almost 80% by 2080, that is, by 50% in re-
lation to their number in 1980. Similar trends 
are obvious in the Western European countries, 
too. Changes in racial and ethnical structure 
lead to changes in the linguistic and cultural 
composition of the given society.

Adjustment to demographic change 
means that a country experiencing the chal-
lenges of depopulation seeks to compensate for 
labour force shortages by advanced technolo-
gies in certain economic sectors. As this mea-
sure is not easily achievable, pension reform 
is imposed, meaning raising the retirement age 
and/or cutting pensions. Such a measure has 
serious political implications, since everyone 
is against it – economically active population 
and pensioners.

��$��) ��� �������� "�%	 � �� 100 *�/�-
�� ��� "�����'� � ����� "��*����� � �� 
140 *�/��� ������ ��� "�����'� � ���%�� 
"��*�����. ��� "��'$��� $� �� 30% ���� �� 
"��'$��� �� 1977, � �� ���
� �� 	 �����%� 
�������� "�����%� �$�'� �����, ����� ����. 
������ ��	������ ����� ���� ��$� $� 	 ��$-
#�/�� �������� ��%	$	 � ��� ������� ��-
�������� ������'�$�, ��$� ��%	$	 ����%	 
� "��������� 	����%�. ����$�� "�����/�%� 
��$���� ����� ���� � $	�� $� '���
��. +�"�� 
����� �� �� ����� ����, ���:� �	 ����	 ��-
�	, ��� ������� �� "���	 �� ���#��� ��� 
��� ��$� 	 ������, 	 "	��$ �����$ ����, �#��-
������, ��$� ���$	 $����...

� �@� � ���* ������ 	�/��� ���� �� 
������ /	�� �����%�, � �� $� ���� 	�/�-
���� ���� 	 ������ ��$����������$�� ���/�-
��%� ��� ���/�, 1901-1910. ������, ���� � ��-
�/����� ��%� �� 900 *�/��� ��'� �����%�. 
������� �$����� ������$	 � ��������
�� 
"��#���� ��������� ����� ����, ��� � 	 �	-
����
��� ���	 $��/� "��#��� �$��� $����� 
����������� ��	��� ������������. ���-
�� "��$��'�$��� �	��$�� � ����� (Bouvier 
& Davis, 1982) ��� �@� #	�	 ����� �����%� 
�����'���� ���� �� ������ /	�� (� ��� $� 
�� 	"���� �	
�$) 	 %��� �� �� 2080. ������ 
	��� #$���'� (��-��"�����������'�) �"��� 
� ���� 80% ������ �* $� #��� 1980. �� ��%� 
�� 50% ���������. ���
�� ������'�$� $�  �� 
���/���$� � 	 ��"��������"��� ���/���. 
������� ���� � ����
�� ��	��	�� ����#�:-
�� ���
� � "������ ��������
�� � �	��	��� 
���"���'�$� ���� ��	����.

��!+�($,�)�&� %�*$(��4'�! #�$*���-
*� ��:� ���
��� �� ���/� ��*������ ��"�"	-
��'�$�� ��*������$�� ����$� �� �������� 
��������� ����� ���� 	 ��������� ����-
���� �������$�. ����� ��� �$��� ��$� ���� 
�������� "��#����� � ������� "����$��� 
�����, � ��$� �#������ ���
� "�����%� 
������ �����'� �� ��:���	 "����$	 �/��� 
��%���%� ����� ��:����*  "����$�. ��� 
�$��� ��� ����	 "�����
�	 '�$��	, #	�� � 
�� - � ����� ������� � "���������.

�	:�� $� ����	���� ��� ��������$� ��-
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It is, however, of utmost importance to pro-
vide normal living conditions to an increasing 
number of ageing and elderly people:

• by converting excess school buildings 
into elderly people’s homes,

• by removing architectural barriers, 
which make physical accessibility dif-
< cult, like kerbs in the streets, eleva-
tor installation in the public transport 
system, encouraging home delivery 
services.

Measures for increasing fertility through 
positive incentives were applied in various 
combinations and intensity in most countries 
with low birth rate, but appeared to have limited 
effect. One of the reasons could lie in the fact 
that many measures were not suitable, while 
some of them seemed insuf< ciently stimulating 
for some users. Therefore, a stimulus must be 
simple, clear, accessible to all, understandable 
and attractive. 

For a long time, children have not been 
considered an economic bene< t in our coun-
try, and already low traditional standards have 
reached critical values. In such a situation, it 
is not surprising that some authors believe that 
children are born only for the unique satisfac-
tion enjoyed by parenthood in the modern so-
cieties.

The last measure constitutes the only sus-
tainable response to low birth issues, indicat-
ing that instead of a population policy, family 
planning approach should be implemented, 
taking into account, among other things, num-
ber of children needed for simple reproduction.

It is extremely important to have well de-
< ned goal and make clear distinction between 
the terms population policy and family plan-
ning. Population policy is a part of the social 
policy and population policy measures do not 
necessarily cause changes in birth rates. Pop-
ulation policies are, above all, aimed at har-
monisation of relations in the society. Family 
planning is a more exact term by which desired 
number of children is de< ned.

In order to increase fertility rate, family 
planning must take into account number of 

�������� :���� ��$�� �� #��$��$�� ����$�-
��� ���������:

• "�������%�� ����� ����� 	 ����
�� 
������,

• 	���%�%�� ��*���������* "��"����, 
���
%��� 	 ����	, 	����%�� ������� 
	 �	��#	�, ���	���%�� �	��� ��-
���� ��#�.

�"��� /� #$)�3�&� 4���!+!���� #$/!-
�!)�!* #$%'�!5�"!*� "���$�%����� 	 	 
������ ���#���'�$��� � ����������	 	 ����-
�� ��:��� � ������/��� ����%��� � ����� 
	 ������
��� ��$���, "��$� ���� ������-
��. ]���� �� ��:��* ������� ����� $� #��� � 
	 
�%���'� �� 	 ������	 �$��� ���� �� %�* 
��	 #��� "������ �� �������%�, � �� 	 � 
���� �� %�* ����� ������'��� 
����� ��-
����/�� "����'�$���. +���, ���	�	 ���� 
#��� $���������, $���, ���� ���	"��, ���-
	�/�� � "�����
��. 

�$�'� ��� �� ��� ������ �� ���
� ������-
�	 ��#��, �� 	 �����'������� ���� ����� 
������ �����
�� ��������. � �����$ ��	�-
'�$� ��$� 
	�� �� ���� �����'� �����$	 �� 
� 	 �������� ��	������ �$�'� ����$	 ��� 
�#�� $���������� ������/��� ��$� "�	:� ��-
����/���.

�����%� �$��� "������/� $����� ���-
:��� ������� �� "��#��� ������/��� ����%�, 
� �� ���
� �� � "�"	��'���� "������� ���#� 
"���� �� #+��!��&� #$�$%!5�, ��$�� "����-
��� � 	���� 	 �#��� � #��$ �$�'� ��$� $� "�-
���#�� �� "���	 ���$��	 ������'�$�. 

E���� $� ��:�� ����� $��� '�/ � "��-
���� ������	 �����	 ������� "�"	��'���� 
"������� � ������� "������%� "�����'�.  
��"	��'���� "������� ��� $� �'�$���� "�-
������ � �$��� "�"	��'���� "������� �� ��-
��$	 �	:�� �� �������$	 "���$��� 	 ����%���. 
��� "��$� ���� ��:� *��������'�$� ����� 
	 ��	���	. �������%� "�����'� ����� $� ��-
������$� "�$�� 	 ���� � �������� :�/��� 
#��$ �$�'�. 

� '�/	 "�����%� ����������� �����-
������ "������%� "�����'� ���� #��� ���� 
����	����� �� 	���� 	 �#��� #��$ ��'� ��$� 
$� "����#�� � �� ���� ��
	�� � ��*�����	 
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needed children as well as numerous other fac-
tors. Social action is needed, including iden-
ti< cation and investigation of the problems, 
measures and experience related to similar 
population problems worldwide, as well as 
monitoring of achieved results.

Alternatively, there are serious proposals 
that mothers should be given the vote weight-
ed by the number of juvenile children and that 
working population should pay a part of their 
parents pension directly to them (Demeny, 
1986). It is the old-age security motive for fer-
tility, stimulating working population to have 
more children, who, in turn, will secure and 
enlarge their pensions. The latter means that 
we would be again faced with the situation in 
which our children would “feed us with daily 
bread”.

Universal goal is to reach the stationary 
population, requiring no excessive demograph-
ic investments and having no problems with 
generation replacement.

CONCLUSION

Family planning and social policy the Re-
public of Srpska are highly influenced by the 
changes that occur within the society at the 
state’s level.  The analysis of demographic de-
terminers in the last ten years in the Republic 
of Srpska, as well as in other European coun-
tries, has shown demographic recession pro-
cess indicated by decrease in fertility rate and 
intensified process of population ageing. Sim-
ilarly, the family structure has been changing 
and pluralising gradually for the last ten years, 
although it still lags behind the developed 
countries. Once marginal family forms, such 
as families with one parent only, non marital 
relationship, and single member households 
are dominating the family structure. 

All the variances of future demographic 
trends projections in the Republic of Srp-
ska predict the continuation of unfavourable 
trends, thus it is the most urgent to implement 
additional pro-natal measures and activities 

��$��� �����#��$��* �������. �����#�� $� 
��	������ ��'�$� ��$� "�����	���� "��#�� 
����:���%� "��#����, �$��� � ��	���� ��� 
��
��* "�"	��'�$� 	 ��$��	, ��� � "����%� 
��������* ���	�����. 

I�� ������������ ���	�����, 	 �����-
��� ��$��	 �� 	 ��#�/��$� "��$������ �� 
��$�� �� ��#����� ���#� �� ���$	 ������� 
��� �� ���� ����/���� ��$���, � �� ����� 
"��#�� ���#� �� 	"���	$	 ��� ��� "��-
��$��� ���	��%� �������� ��$�� ����-
��/��� (Demeny, 1986). ���� #� � ����� "�-
�#�� #��� ���	����� �� ���$	 ���� �$�'� 
��$� #� ��, 	 ������, ����������� 	"���� 
�"������ ������/��� � "������� "����$�. 
�����%�� ����%�� "����� #��� ����� 	 
��	�'�$	 �� �� ���� �$�'� ‘*/�#��’ *����.

����������� '�/ $� �����%� ����� 
��'�������� ����������� ��� ���� #��� 
"����#� �� "�����$����� ����������� ��-
����'�$��� ��� �� "��#���� � ���$���� ��-
����'�$�.

+@I���@I

�� ����	 !�"	#���� ��"�� "������%� 
"�����'�, ��� � �'�$���� "�������, "�� 
��:��� $� 	��'�$�� "���$��� ��$� � ����-
��$	 	 ��	���	. ;� ������� ����������* 
������������ 	 "����%�* ������ ������ 	 
��"��$ $�, ��� � 	 ��	��� ����"��� ���/�-
��, ��� �	:� ���$��� �� �$��	 ���������� 
��'��$� ��$	 ����'���$	 ��%��� ��"� ���-
�������� � �����������%� "��'�� ����%� 
�����������. ;�� ���� "���"��� �, ���� 
 ���$���� ��������� 	 ����	 �� �����$�-
�� ���/�, ��$�%� � "�	�������� ��	��	�� 
"�����'�. ����� ���������� "�����
�� �#-
��'�, ��� ��� 	 $����������/�� "�����'�, 
�����#��
�� ��$����'�, ���
�� ���������� 
�� ���� ��������$	 	 "�����
��$ ��	��	-
��.

� ��� ����$������ "��$��'�$� #	�	��� 
����������� �����$� "������ !�"	#��-
�� ��"�� �
��	$� � ������� ��"���/��* 
������'�$�, "� $� "����#�� ��� *����$� "��-
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within population policy.
Learning from the experience of ineffi-

cient pro-natal policies in the European coun-
tries, some important prerequisites for the 
application of any set of measures must be 
highlighted, taking into consideration prevail-
ing socio-economic trends (Harbison, Robin-
son, 2002, pp. 45-46).

• First, each programme must be orient-
ed towards women (prospective moth-
ers), taking care about their health, 
education, and types of child-raising 
supports. Continuously low fertil-
ity initiated gender transition process, 
highlighting and promoting the role of 
women in planning and implementa-
tion of new social programmes.

• Second, yet another aspect of women-
oriented policy is the fact that women 
with their children make a nucleus of 
any programme. In other words, the 
programme should not be family-ori-
ented, because of the declining role of 
the family. As single households are 
not practical, most men and women 
share households in one way or an-
other. More appropriate term for such 
way of living could be “cohabitation” 
or “co-residential union”. Today it is 
much easier to get married and di-
vorced than to buy or sell house in ma-
jority of developed countries.

• Third, the programme must offer clear 
economic support and motivation to a 
woman thinking of giving birth. This 
programme does not mean that society 
is buying a “child”, but that it takes re-
sponsibility for financial and psycho-
logical costs a new child will bring to 
a prospective mother.

• Fourth, a pro-natal programme must 
be accompanied with a well-designed 
media campaign aimed at promoting 
higher fertility. One may argue that 
this is a form of manipulation. Such 
a statement could hardly be denied 
since emotional fear of extinction 

����%� �������* "������������* �$��� � ��-
������� 	 "�"	��'����$ "�����'�.

��	
��� ��	����� 	������� ��	"��-
��* "�������������* "������� 	 ����"��� 
���/��� ������ �������� ��:��� ����* 
"���	���� �� "���$��	 #��� ��$�� ��� �$���, 
���$	�� 	 ���	 "�������	$	�� �'��������-
�� �������� (Harbison, Robinson, 2002, ��. 
45-46).

• ����, ���� "������ ���� #��� 
���$������ "���� :��� ("��"�����-
��$ ��$'�), ���� ������ ��
	�� � %�-
��� �����/	, �#������%	 � ������ 
"����� 	 "�����%	 �$�'�. ����$��� 
����� ���������� 	���/��� � ����-
��'�$	 ����� ���	 "�������, �� 	 
:��� �� ���� 	�/	
��� 	 "������%� 
� ������%� ����* �'�$����* "�����-
��.

• ��	��, ������ �"��� ���$�������-
�� "���� :��� $� �	:��� �� '��-
������ $�����'� "������� #	�� :��� � 
%��� �$�'�. ��	��� �$�
���, "������ 
�� ���#� �� #	�� 	�$���� �� "�����-
'	, $�� ��� �	#� �� ���
�$	. �������, 
���
�� ���������� ��	 "�����
��, 
"� ������ �	������'� � :��� :��� � 
����� ��$����� �������� �, ��:��, 
$�� ����� 	�������$�. «��������-
��» ��� «������������ ��	"�» ��:�� 
	 ����������$� ������� �� ������ ��-

�� :�����. � ������ ���	���$��� 
���/��� ���� $� 	����� ��� ������� 
�� #���� $���������$� �� �	"����� 
��� "����$� �	��.

• �����, "������ ���� �� "��	�� $�-
�	 �������	 "���� � ������'�$	 
:��� ��$� ������/� � ����%	. ����� 
"������ �� ���
� �� ��	���� �	"	$� 
«�$���», ���� �� "��	���� �� �#� ��-
����$�� � "�*�
�� �������� ��$� 
"����'�$���� ��$�� "������� �� �� $�$ 
����$��� ���� ��$���.

• �������, "������������� "������ 
���� �� #	�� "�������� ����/��� 
����$��� ���"�%��, 	�$������ 
�� ��$�%�%	 $����� �%�%� 	 "����� 
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can once again provide someone with 
the opportunity to claim children for 
state, church, political party, instead 
of claiming wealthier society for all 
people. 

• Family planning programmes are 
very expensive and they require pub-
lic debate and clearly defined funding 
sources.

• The programme must be at the nation-
al level, but may be tested for a certain 
period of time in a smaller territory.

•  To achieve the general objective, the 
following specific objectives must be 
inevitably achieved both at global and 
local level:

• To adjust work and parenthood (pri-
vate life),

• To reduce psychological cost of moth-
erhood,

• To promote reproductive health for 
youth,

• To combat sterility,
• Healthy motherhood,
• Positive population climate.

����� ����������	. ���� �� ������� 
�� ��� ��	
� ��� ����"	���%�. ��	 
����%	 $� ����� �������� $�� ���'��-
����� ����'�$� �� ���* �� ��	����%� 
��:� "����� ����	���� ������ �� 
���:� �$�'	 �� ��:��	, '���	, "����$	, 
	���� �� ���:� #�����$� ��	���� �� 
/	��.

• �������� "������%� "�����'� 	 ��-
��� �	"� � ���� ��*��$���$	 "���*��-
�	 $���	 ��"���	 � $��� ��������%� 
������ ��������%�. 

• ������� ���� #��� �� ��'�������� 
����	, ���� � "������ �� ���� ���$�-
�� ������ �� ��%�$ ��������$�.

• �����%� �"���� '�/� ��������� 
��*��$��� � "���*���� �����%� #$-
'�6�!7 5!��)� � �� ���#����� � �� 
�������� ����	:

• ��������%� ���� � ������/��� 
("�������� :�����),

• ���:���%� "�*������ '�$��� ����-
������,

• �����'�$� ��"���	������� �����/� 
�����*,

• ���#� "����� ��"�������,
• +����� ����������,
• ��������� "�"	��'���� �����.
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