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«TpaHcdopMaryst OKpYXKaroIel cpeibl ¥ YCTOWYMBOE Pa3BHUTHE B A3HMATCKOM PErdoHe». B cTaThsix aBTOpHI
JIEJIATCS. OMBITOM pelieHus (DyHIaMEHTABHBIX HAYYHBIX MPOOJIEeM B OOJACTH ONTHMAIBHOTO 3KOJOTHYECKU
OPHUEHTHPOBAHHOTO PECYPCOOOECTICUeHHUSI TPUPOIOTIONB30BAHUS M YKU3HEACATEIILHOCTH HACEIICHHUS, a TaKkKe
YCTOHYMBOTO Pa3BUTHS TPAHCTPAHUYHBIX TEPPUTOPHIA U PETHOHOB, MIMEIOIIMX TECHBIC BHEIITHUE SKOJOTHICCKHE
W COIMATHHO-dKOHOMHYECKHE CBs3U co cTpaHamu Ceepo-Bocrounoit Asmn. Oco0oe BHUMaHWE YICISACTCS
U3MCHEHHIO TIPUPOJIHBIX KOMIUICKCOB B YCJIOBHMSX BO3PACTAIOIIETO AHTPOIOTCHHOTO BO3JCHCTBHS Ha
[JI00aJIbHOM YPOBHE, COXPAHCHHIO OKPYKAFOIICH Cpelbl M B3aMMOJICHCTBHUIO CTpaH M OpraHHM3aIlMii, KaKk Ha
TPAHCTPAHUYHBIX yYacTKaX, TAK M B PErHOHAX COBMECTHOTO COIMATbHO-3KOHOMHYECKOrO MHTepeca. B pamkax
KoH(epeHIMH O00CYKIATNCh BOMPOCHI Pa3BUTHS M COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUS OOBCKTUBHBIX METOIOB 00pabOTKH
reorpaduyeckoli MH(pOpPMAIWK, HOBBIC NPOCTPAHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHBIC MOJCIM JUIsl aHAIM3a M Pa3paboTKH
CTpaTteruii  yCTOWYMBOTO TPHUPOJIOTIONB30BAHMS, «3CJCHOW» OJKOHOMHKA U PETHOHABHOTO  Pa3BUTHS,
reouH(pOpPMAIMOHHbBIC, JIUCTAHIMOHHBIE W KapTorpaguyeckue METOIbl aHAIN3a M TPEICTABICHUS JAHHBIX O
TEKYILEM COCTOsIHNU, BpeMeHHOﬁ JUHAMHKE 1 TpaHC(i)OpMaHI/II/I TMPUPOAHBIX Y COMUATIBHO-OKOHOMHWYCCKUX CUCTEM.
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y4Yaluxcsl BBICHIMX Y4eOHBIX 3aBEACHUN W TIPEJCTABUTENICH OPraHOB TOCYJApPCTBEHHOTO YIIPABJICHUS
Pa3IUYHOrO YPOBHS, HMHTEPECYIOIIMXCS MPOOJIeMaMH 3KOJOTHH, 3((PEKTUBHOTO IPUPOIOIIOIB30BAHUS U
TEPPUTOPUATIBHOTO Pa3BUTHSL.
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In the literature, experts point out that the term sustainable development is often mistaken for
similar terms and that there is no single framework for managing it (Lele, 1991). According to Daly
(1990) countries that have high rates of per-capita resource usage frequently have low rates of
demographic growth and their aim is more consumption control than population control and vice versa.
Issues raised decades ago are still current — how to manage environmental degradation in poverty
affected areas or the confusing role of economic growth on today’s margins of environmental
sustainability. At the 2012 Rio Summit, it was suggested that the world adopt a set of Sustainable
Development Goals. These goals should include economic development, environmental sustainability
and social inclusion (Sachs, 2012).

The economy in Serbia has been developed in the capital city and several other smaller towns,
mostly along the Pomoravlje area (Babovic¢ et al., 2016b). Such centralized economic development is an
obstacle to sustainable development. Administratively, there are 25 areas in Serbia, and in most of them
a percentage of the active population that performs occupation is 30—35. The highest percentage is in the
Kolubarska area (42%) and the lowest is in the Toplicka area (24%). The percentage of the
economically inactive population is around 60 in most areas. The highest value is in the Toplicka area
(65%) and the best situation is in the Kolubarska area (52%). A small number of residents do
occupations and almost two-thirds of the population are dependents, in all areas. On the other hand, The
Government of the Republic of Serbia adopted, in 2008, National Sustainable Development Strategy
with a goal to “lead to balance three key factors..., linking them to a whole supported by institutional
framework”™ (Vasi¢, 2004:6). Can one speak of sustainable development, especially the well-being of
the population, if in many areas the economic predispositions are very low? The differences between
development and living conditions are even greater if we descend from the area level to the municipal
level. Economic underdevelopment and depopulation of settlements are certainly a major brake on
sustainable development (Babovi¢ et al., 2016a).Some experts, such as Filipovi¢ (2012) and Jednak and
Kragulj (2015) proposed a knowledge-based economy as a way of sustainable development in Serbia.
We should work on a larger raise environmental awareness among citizens and involve them more in
decision-making at the local level. Shutting down the economy in small towns and leaving the
population is in favour of the environment, but this again is not a sustainable solution. The well-being of
the population is a component that needs to be institutionalized at the local government level and should
involve all stakeholders. As a country actively working to join the European Union, Serbia must more
actively pursue a sustainable development policy at all administrative levels.
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