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POPULATION OF BELGRADE AS A FOCUS
OF POLITICAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE INTEREST
IN THE MID-19™ CENTURY*

Abstract: Based on data on the demographic structure and movements in the
Serbian capital dating back to the mid—19% century, contemporary literature contains
the most important data about the population of Belgrade in 1815-1867, but without
a significant focus on the context in which those data were created. Our interest in this
paper concerns primarily the historical and social context in which the first data on
demographic capacities of Belgrade appeared in the mid—19* century. Shifting the
focus from “dry” demographic data to the background of their appearance enables us
to gain insight into a broader historical picture of the time. The collection, analysis and
presentation of data about the population of Belgrade were one of the first examples
of incorporating contemporary scientific knowledge and administrative methods
according to the Western European model in the autonomous Serbian state. The first
analyses of the demographic structure of Belgrade and comparisons with analogous
data from other European cities showed a demographic “deficit” of the Serbian capital
compared to the capitals in the region. Presentation of those data was to serve the
function of improving population management policies, so that the observed lag behind
European cities be overcome as soon as possible. The categorisation of population
made at the time (based on ethnic, religious, professional affiliation etc.) reveals the
first social divisions in the capital. The exemption of the Turkish part of the population
from the competence of Serbian authorities and roundabout ways in which they
obtained data about the number of Turkish inhabitants testify to the existence of two
parallel worlds in Belgrade in the mid—19%" century — Serbian and Turkish.

Keywords: Belgrade, 19™ century, population, statistics, censuses.

The existence of parallel authorities — Serbian and Turkish, and analogous division
of the population into Serbian and Turkish, were the main features of Serbian society
after the insurrectional period (1815). As once emphasised by historian Mihailo

* This article is the result of the project No. 177030 of the Ministry of Education, Science and
Technological Development of the Republic of Serbia.
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Gavrilovi¢, the antagonism between the Serbian and Turkish population gave the
“physiognomy” to internal relations in Serbia at the time: “Those are two different
elements with interests opposing one another — by faith, those are Christians and
Muhamedans; in political terms, those are the rayah and the ruling elements; from
an economic perspective, there are those who earn and those enjoy the fruits of
somebody else’s work (sipahis, vizier, his entourage etc.). Even the “erlije”, i.e. Turkish
citizens who dealt with trade and crafts, were receiving salary.“* In the Principality of
Serbia, the term Turks meant Ottoman subjects of Muslim faith.? Although the vast
majority of the Turkish population in Serbia was not of Turkish, but of Slavic ethnic
origin, as well as of Albanian origin in the south of Serbia, they were identified with
the ethnic Turks because they represented a privileged social class and were the
proponents of the Ottoman state idea.? From historical sources, the terms Turks and
Turkish population entered Serbian historiography as well. Given that the use of
terms Turkish and Muslim population has some deficiencies, in this paper, where we
analyse the population of Belgrade primarily in the political context of the 19t
century, we shall use the terms Turks and Turkish population in the meaning ascribed
to them at the time.

In the process of gaining autonomy (1829-1834), Serbian authorities worked
intensively of the resettlement of the Turkish population from Serbia. The result of
these efforts was their resettlement from the interior of the recently established
autonomous Principality. The remaining Turkish population in Serbia could stay in
only six so—called imperial cities on its borders, while the settlement of Turks in the
Principality was forbidden. The majority of the Turkish population in Serbia were
concentrated in Belgrade and UZice. In the early 1830s, it was only in these towns
that the Turkish population outnumbered the Serbian, with the number of Turks in
Belgrade exceeding that in UZice. Although the members of other ethnic groups also
lived in Belgrade at the time — primarily the Greeks, Cincars and Jews, who played a
prominent role in the town’s economic life, the antagonism between the Turkish and
Serbian population left a political imprint on the urban life.

Owing to its geostrategic position — the border with the Habsburg Monarchy,
Belgrade had particular importance for the young Serbian state. It was through

1 M. Faspunosuh, Munow O6peHosuh, Il, beorpag 1909, 253.

2 Apart from the Turks, a part of the Roma population in Serbia was also Muslim. As the Roma
population of Orthodox faith, they were called the Gypsies, according to their ethnic origin.

3 That the Turkish population in Belgrade were not ethnic Turks was indicated back in the
first half of the 19*" century, see: Cpbuja y 200uHu 1834. Nucma epoga boa-ne KoHma de
Purbu muHucmpy uHocmparux oena y Mapu3y o madawrbem cmatby y Cpbuju, CnomeHuK
CKA XXIV (1894); B. Kapayuh, Kosuexcuh 3a ucmopujy, jeauk u obuyaje Cpba cea mpu 3aKoHa
(1849), CabpaHa gena Byka Kapayuha XVII, beorpag 1972, 31-39.

4 In his book KHexcesuHa Cpbuja 1830-1839, Rados Ljusi¢ named the segment about the
Turkish population “Muslim population”, emphasising that this term is more correct, though
in further text he uses the term Turkish more frequently than Muslim population, P. /bywuh,
KHexcesuHa Cpbuja 1830-1839, beorpag, 2004, 139.
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Belgrade that most trade with the neighbouring Monarchy took place, with European
cultural influences coming to the town and spreading across the country. At the time,
Belgrade was for Serbia what St Petersburg was for Peter the Great’s Russia — a
window to Europe. Prince Milo$ therefore intended to turn Belgrade into Serbia’s
capital. The desired divergence from Turkish heritage and Serbia’s “Europisation”
could be most easily carried out through Belgrade, which, as the Prince emphasised,
“was the place where Serbian trade and art can flourish the best... wherefrom
civilisation among us can spread and where the most convenient higher educational
institutions can be established...”®. Further stay of the Turkish population in the town
was considered one of the greatest obstacles to the European future of Belgrade and
Serbia. This is why, during the preparation of the Third Hatt—i sharif (1833), the Prince
particularly insisted on their resettlement. As the Serbian authorities believed, the
Turks’ stay jeopardised the development of the Serbian part of the town. Political
uncertainty, generated by almost everyday conflicts between the Turks and Serbs in
Belgrade streets, led to many inhabitants of “Serbian” Belgrade seeking personal and
property security in Austrian citizenship. Therefore, the most prominent Belgrade
traders at the time were Austrian citizens. In his diplomatic efforts to resettle the
Turkish population from Belgrade, in 1833 Prince Milos complained to Russian envoys
that the Serbian authorities barely managed to record as Serbian subjects in Belgrade
“those few Serbs who were born and grew up in Serbia“. If the Turks remained, “these
Serbs would take Austrian citizenship, buy the best estates, and Belgrade would
become an Austrian town“.? The loss of Belgrade could have had far-reaching
consequences for the Serbs. Instead in towns, they would again live in forests: “Cast
away to groves, how would we civilise ourselves?“, asked the Prince in his letter to
Russian diplomats.”

The efforts of Serbian authorities to ensure, during the preparation of the Third
Hatt—i sharif, that the Turkish population should leave Belgrade did not bear fruit. A
significant number of provisions of the Hatt—i sharif were devoted to the regulation
of Serbian—Turkish relations in the town, which speaks volumes about the importance
of the problem of the divided population. The Turkish civilian population remained in
Belgrade until 1862 and the military garrison until 1867. Despite their presence, in
1841 Belgrade officially became the capital of the Principality of Serbia.

*

Archival records contain numerous and versatile data about the population of
Belgrade in the 19" century. Over the past decades, several collections of archival
documents about 19%—century Belgrade have been published. A considerable number
of documents relate to mutual conflicts between the Turks and Serbs, and to

> M. Faspunosuh, Munow O6perosuh (1827-1835), Ill, beorpag 1912, 474.
5 Ibidem, 475.
7 Ibidem, 474.
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inhabitants of the capital who were under the competence of Serbian authorities.? In
the works of foreign travel writers who visited the Serbian capital, an unavoidable
topic are the descriptions of the “Turkish” and “Serbian” part of Belgrade and its
inhabitants. The estimates of the number of inhabitants given in travelogues,
particularly of the number of inhabitants in the Turkish part of the town, are still today
stated in Serbian historiography in the absence of more reliable demographic data.®

In the three—volume History of Belgrade (1974), the most comprehensive history
of the Serbian capital written so far, the outline of the political history of 19*—century
Belgrade is chronologically divided into three periods: the first chapter covers the
history of Belgrade during the resurrection period (1804-1815), the second, titled
“Political History Until the Liberation of the Town from Turks” is devoted to the 1815—
1867 period, while the third chapter concerns the history of the town after the
departure of the Turkish population and troops.* According to this chronological
scheme, an extensive overview of ethnic relations in Belgrade in the 19 century is
also presented, while some chapters are not directly related to the presence of Turks,
such as, for instance, the chapter about the literary life in Belgrade. The section about
the demographic history of the town relates mainly to the Serbian and other “non—
Turkish” population, whereas the least information is given about the Turkish
population, due to the scarcity of historical data and the decreasing social importance
they had in the life of the town. The political importance of the presence of Turks in
the town surpassed, however, their social importance, as also attested by the above
chronological division of the History of Belgrade.

*

The number of inhabitants of a state has always been greatly important for
government authorities, primarily for fiscal and military reasons. In the late 18" and
early 19" century, in accordance with general modernisation processes — the
development of the industry, communications, urbanisation and enormous demographic
growth in Europe, governments of the most advanced European countries began to
continuously monitor demographic trends in societies. Statistics, the mathematical
and administrative discipline on the rise at the time, enabled the authorities to
analyse demographic progress in their countries in a succinct, mathematically precise
way. Mathematical monitoring of the demographic development fully corresponded

8 The most important collections of documents include: b. MepyHuuuh, beozpadcku cyd 1819—
1839 (=beozpadcku cyd), beorpag 1964; idem, Ynpaea eapowu beozpada 1820-1912,
Beorpag, 1970; *Kusemu y beozpady. Jokymenma ynpase 2pada beozpada, |-V (=Kusemu
y beozpady, |1-1V), beorpag 2003.

9 See, for instance: J. Byjuh, lymewecmeuje no Cepbuju, bypym 1828; O. i. NMupx, lymosarse
no Cpbuju y 200uHu 1829, beorpapg, 1900; Cpbuja y 200uHu 1834. Mucma 2poga boa-ne
Konmma.

1 Ucmopuja Beoepada, I, beorpag 1974.
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to the new techniques of management, characteristic for the system of a bureaucratic
state, and demographic statistics began to be used for the creation and
implementation of policies with a view to advancing the population, as one of the
most important state resources.!!

Development of demographic statistics in the Ottoman Empire
and Principality of Serbia — two parallel roads towards the same goal

Both the Ottoman Empire and Serbia, which gained an autonomous position
within the Empire in the middle of the first half of the 19t century, followed European
tendencies in the development of demographic statistics. Despite the general
conviction of contemporaries from Western Europe that the Ottoman Empire did not
keep quality records of the population until the early 20* century, historical research
testifies the opposite. Improvement of census methods and continuous keeping of
databases about the population and other resources of the Empire were an important
part of the Tanzimat reforms. The aim of the reforms was the establishment of more
modern structures and techniques of management, upon the model of Western
European countries. Back in the 1820s, a statistical service was established in
Constantinople, while as of the 1830s the first modern population censuses were
organised in the territory of the entire Empire. The census methodology and new
records of vital statistics came close to Western European models and standards,
though the specificities of the Ottoman system inherited from the previous period
were preserved as well.

The Ottoman authorities tried to organise the first general census of the
population in the entire territory of the Empire already in 1826—-1828, which did not
materialise due to a number of problems. In the meantime, new and more modern
census rules were defined, which were applied during the 1831 census, implemented
in ten of total 29 eyalets of the Empire. The basic census unit was an adult male fit for
the army, while the female population was fully ignored, which remained a rule until
the census of 1881/82-1893. This census was carried out to bolster the reform of the
army, which had to be transformed from a standing (professional) to the people’s
army, by recruiting ordinary inhabitants of the country. At the same time, the
introduction of population registers was envisaged, which were to be updated yearly
based on the newly established lists of births and deaths and those who moved

1 The intervention role of statistics in the mid—19* century was the most prominent in England.
The process of sudden urbanisation and industrialisation negatively affected health and hygienic
conditions in large cities, which resulted in a higher mortality rate. Based on classification and
statistical monitoring of causes of illnesses and mortality in some segments of the population,
measures were taken to suppress their prevalence, which led to a decline in mortality rates in
urban areas. For more detail see: L. Schweber, Disciplining Statistics: Demography and Vital
Statistics in France and England, 1830-1885, Duke University Press 2006.
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in/out. These registers were to correspond to vital records in the rest of Europe. In this
way, at least in theory, authorities could have a continuous insight into the population
in some areas of the Empire.??

Over the following decades, Ottoman authorities carried out several censuses in
different parts of the Empire, which are, however, relatively little known about. In
1844, they began to organise a new general census, which lasted for years — it is
unclear whether it was an entirely new census or a thorough revision of the old one,
based on the introduced registers. The census results were never officially published.
Scarce data about it are known exclusively from the pen of several Western European
authors who had access to high officials of the Ottoman administration.® In the late
1850s and early 1860s, in order to enhance real estate tax collection, the Cadastre
Office began to manage the statistical service. It is assumed that censuses were to be
organised each five years. During a census, each man was to be issued his personal
teskera — a tax booklet, which also served as an ID card. New rules were gradually
implemented in practice during the census in the newly established vilayets with the
so—called reformed administration after 1864.1

Data from Ottoman censuses are published in older literature only in fragments,
which is why the opinion prevailed in the past that the Ottoman Empire in fact did not
even conduct real population censuses nor did it deal with this issue in a consistent
manner. Even nowadays, with the exception of the 1831 census published in more
detail, our knowledge about the results and methodology of Ottoman censuses up
until the 1880s is very scant.?

Namely, from the 1830s Ottoman statistics were drastically reformed and
improved, increasingly resembling the European systems of recording the population
and property. Exceptionally scant reporting and the absence of official publications

2 g, D. Akarli, Ottoman Population in Europe in the 19" Century, Its Territorial, Racial, and
Religious Composition, unpublished master’s thesis, University of Wisconsin 1972 (=Ottoman
Population in Europe), 14, 30; S. ). Shaw, The Ottoman Census System and Population, 1831—
1914 (=The Ottoman Census System), International Journal of Middle East Studies, Vol. 9, Ne
3 (1978) 325-326; K. H. Karpat, Ottoman population 1830-1914, Demographic and Social
Characteristics (=Ottoman population 1830-1914), Wisconsin—London 1985, 9-10, 18-23; K.
H. Karpat, Ottoman Population Records and the Census of 1881/82-1893 (=Ottoman
Population Records), International Journal of Middle East Studies, Vol. 9, Ne 3 (1978) 241.

13 E, D. Akarli, Ottoman Population in Europe, 43-48; S. ). Shaw, The Ottoman Census System,
327; K. H. Karpat, Ottoman population 1830-1914, 7, 18, 23-24, 28; K. H. Karpat, Ottoman
Population Records, 245; O. Blau, Politische Statistik Bosniens, Preussisches Handelsarchiv |
(1865) [Ne 20, 19.5.1865], 486—490; B. NejaHosuh, CmaHosHuUwWmMeo bocHe u XepyezosuHe,
Beorpapg, 1955, 28-30.

145, ). Shaw, The Ottoman Census System, 327—-328; E. G. Ravenstein, The Population of Russia
and Turkey, Journal of the Statistical Society volume 40 (1877) 461-462; K. H. Karpat,
Ottoman population 1830-1914, 23-25; K. H. Karpat, Ottoman Population Records, 245.

15 Kemal Karpat was the first to publish more detailed results of the 1831 census, according
to archival records: K. H. Karpat, Ottoman population 1830-1914, 108-115.
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hindered the spread of information about these processes in the rest of the world,
which is why the general picture about Ottoman statistics among the interested
European public was exceptionally negative. It was believed that the Empire still
remained in the feudal period in this regard as well, that data were unreliable, and the
administration incapable.¢

The development of statistical service in Serbia unfolded at a pace similar to that
in the Ottoman Empire. After the insurrectional period (1815), the recording of hara¢
and tax payers began under the old, Ottoman model.” Only Christians and Jews, who
were under the jurisdiction of Serbian authorities, were subjected to taxes and
therefore to censuses.'® The first general census of the population was carried out in
1834, immediately after the enlargement of the state territory. The censuses that
followed took place in 1841, 1843/44 and 1846, at an almost same time as Ottoman.
The frequency of censuses in the period that followed was large even in European
terms — thus, the inhabitants of Serbia were recorded six more times before Serbia
gained full independence: in 1850, 1854, 1859, 1863, 1866 and 1874. The Muslim,
i.e. Turkish population in Serbia was not covered by any of these censuses.®

At a similar time when continuous records of vital population statistics began in
the Ottoman Empire, the obligation of recording all births, deaths and marriages was
introduced in Serbia. The church was in charge of keeping register books, after the
state imposed on it this obligation in 1836.% During the 1840s, it became customary
for the state apparatus to ask from the church summary results of vital statistics in
order to use them for statistical purposes. As of the ‘60s, the state began to ask for
more detailed records from register books, so as to ensure better records of military
conscripts, which was analogous to the motives of Ottoman statistics to introduce
population registers.?! As in the case of the Ottoman Empire, information about the
results of censuses in Serbia was relatively scarce up until the 1860s. The results of the
1834 census were published in detail only recently, while data about the censuses

16 See, for instance, the introductory part of the study by Kemal Karpat: K. H. Karpat, Ottoman
population 1830-1914, 3-11.

17 Hara¢ payers were all men aged above seven, while payers of the personal tax were all
married men.

18 Tax censuses for the 1821-1831 period were published by Mita Petrovi¢. M. NeTtposuh,
®uHaHcuje u ycmaHose obHoesbeHe Cpbuje, |l (=uHaHcuje, 1), beorpaa 1898, 445-609.

¥ flea sexka passoja Cpbuje: cmamucmuuku npeaned (=ea eexa paszeoja Cpbuje), beorpas
2008, 39, 42-43.

20 fIpupodHO Kpemarbe cmaHosHuwmea Cpbuje 00 1863-1954. 20duHe, beorpag, 1957, 1;
Apxcasonuc Cpbuje, Il, beorpapg, 1865, 2.

21 H, Nennh, Kpemare cmaHosuwmea y cmedepesckom okpycy: 1846—-1866, 36opHuk MC
3a ApywrseHe Hayke 157-158 (3/2016) 507-515; Apxus Cpbuje (AC), MuHuctapctso
npocseTe — NpoceeTHo ogesberbe (MIMc—M), 11 493/1866.
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from the ‘40s and ‘50s mainly amount to several summary overviews.?2 The census
documentation in Serbian archives has mostly not been located, or has been lost.2 It
is only after the formation of a separate statistical service within the Ministry of
Finance in the 1862-1864 period, which corresponds to the time of reforms and
strengthening of Ottoman statistics, that Serbian authorities began to publish to a
larger extent special publications containing collected statistical material.?*

In addition to similarities, there are also considerable differences in the
development of Ottoman and Serbian statistics. Unlike the Ottoman Empire, where
women were recorded only starting from 1881/82, female persons were continuously
recorded in Serbia back from 1834 — at the beginning collectively, and later, as of
1862/63 — individually, by name. In this regard, Serbia followed the example of
Western Europe. The influence of Western European census models and
methodology was even more conspicuous in the 1840s. In terms of the structure of
census columns, the census forms from 1843/44, 1846, 1850 and 1854 remind of the
Austrian system of recording the population.? Belgrade, i.e. its Serbian part (“Serbian

22 A summary 1834 census by district (according to the system of 17 districts established after
the census) was published back in the 19* century by Vladimir Jaksi¢ in “Drzavopis Srbije”,
while a detailed and comprehensive overview was published by Leposava Cvijeti¢ based on
archival records only in 1984. The censuses from the ‘40s and ‘50s were published sporadically
and scantily in the Gazette of the Society of Serbian Literacy (see note 25) or in “DrZavopis
Srbije”. Apxcasonuc Cpbuje, |, beorpag 1863, 88, 91-93; NN. Usnjetnh, Monuc cmaHosHuwmea
u umosuHe y Cpbuju 1834. 2z00uHe, MewosuTa rpaha (Miscellanea) 13 (1984) 9-120.

2 An overview of preserved census material is available in: A. Vuleti¢, Censuses in 19" century
Serbia: inventory of preserved microdata, Max—Planck-Institut fiir demografische Forschung
(MPIDR) working paper (WP) 2012-018 MAY 2012, 1-24. Available at: http://www.demogr.
mpg.de/papers/working/wp—2012-018.pdf.

2 flea sexa passeoja Cpbuje, 293.

% Detailed recording of married and single men, present and absent citizens (according to
the formal permanent residence) and present foreign nationals according to administrative
units is almost equal to the classification of the population customary at the time in Vojna
krajina or Dalmatia. The comparison of published summary records for Serbia and some
provinces of the Habsburg Monarchy shows great similarities in the classification of the
population: J. FaBpunosuh, PewHuk leozpagujcko cmamucmuyHu Cpbuje, Beorpag 1994;
idem, Mpunoe 3a 2eoepagujy u cmamucmuky Cpbuje, MnasHu u3eod nonuca Cpbuje y 200uHu
1846 (=MnasHu u3eo0 nonuca Cpbuje y 200uHu 1846), TnacHuK [ pywTea cprncke CNOBECHOCTH
3 (1851) 186-190; idem, Mpunoe 3a 2eoepagujy u cmamucmukry Cpbuje, lnasHu U300
nonuca Cpbuje y 200uHu 1850, FnacHuK OpywTBa cpncke cnoBecHocTu 4 (1852) 227-248;
idem, lnasHu u3e00 nonuca y Cpbuju 200uHe 1854/55, TnacHuk [pywTsa cpncke
cnosecHocTn 9 (1857) 224-226; H. Oenwh, ,Tafeln zur Statistik der Oesterreichischen
Monarchie” (Tabene 3a cmamucmuky Aycmpujcke LlapesuHe) 1828-1848, kao u3zeop 3a
ucmopujy cpnckoz Hapooda y Xa636ypwkoj moHapxuju, Cpncke ctyguje 2 (2011) 185-186,
194; idem, Cpncko npasocnasHo cmaHosHuwmeo Janmauuje u BojHe KpajuHe (1828-1848):
6poj, Hamanumem, mopmanumem, Hynyujanumem, NPUPOOHU U MEXAHUYKU npupawmaj,
Cpncke ctyamje 5 (2014) 57-59.
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Belgrade”), was no exception in this regard.?® The difference between Serbia and the
Ottoman Empire is also visible in keeping vital statistics. In Serbia, this was entrusted
with the Church, which was in turn obliged to give data to the government authorities,
while in the Ottoman Empire, from the very beginning, this segment was within the
competence of the state administration. In time, Serbia began to implement
recommendations and rules prescribed by international statistical congresses, as well
as models from the practice of European states. The influence of Western European
models on the Serbian model of recording the population was certainly a result of
general political aspirations of the Serbian authorities. The influence of Western
Europe on this segment of the Serbian state administration was constantly rising, and
the difference between the Serbian and Ottoman statistics of the population
increased in practice. This difference is particularly visible on the example of mid-
19 century Belgrade which was divided into the “Turkish” and “Serbian” part, with
two administrations and therefore two population statistics.

Belgrade in demographic statistics of the Ottoman Empire

Although Serbia was officially a province of the Empire which had Ottoman
administration, though with a very limited scope of work, a separate provincial
yearbook — Salnama was never published for the territory of Serbia.” Besides, in other
publications the Ottoman administration described Serbia as its province, but without
more detailed data.?® According to our knowledge, not a single general census of the
population was ever conducted by the Ottoman authorities in Belgrade and several
other enclaves controlled by Constantinople.? At the same time, Belgrade was the

26 A report about the number of inhabitants of Belgrade in early 1847 has an identical
structure displayed in summary census records. Cf: J. Faspunosuh, lnasHu uzeod nonuca
Cpbuje y 200uHu 1846, 186—-190; }Kusemu y beozpady, Il, 27-29.

27 The first provincial salnama was issued in 1866 for Bosnia and Herzegovina, only a year
before the Belgrade fortress was delivered to the Serbian authorities. However, as Serbia
formally remained under Ottoman authority until 1878, it was possible that the yearbook
would be published with information about Serbian instead of Ottoman administration. On
the other hand, salnamas for Bosnia and Herzegovina were printed even after the official
Austro—Hungarian occupation in 1878, as a manifestation of the belonging of this area to
the Ottoman Empire. K. H. Karpat, Ottoman population 1830-1914, 7-12.

2 For needs of the International Exhibition in Paris in 1867, a senior Ottoman civil servant Salaheddin
Bey had a brochure covering Serbia printed, stating the total approximate number of inhabitants
of one million. Serbia is mentioned also as a separate area, without specifying data about the
population in the imperial salnama for 1877/78. K. H. Karpat, Ottoman population 18301914,
25, 121; Osmanli imparatorlugu 'nun ve Tiirkiye 'nin niifusu 1500-1927, Tarihi Istatistikler Dizisi Cilt
2 (=Osmanli imparatorlugu’nun ve Tiirkiye 'nin niifusu), ed. Cem Behar, Ankara 1996, 29.

2 |n the data from the 1831 census which were transcribed in detail, Serbia or individual enclaves
(fortresses controlled by the Ottoman authorities) are nowhere mentioned. K. H. Karpat, Ottoman
population 1830-1914, 109-110; Osmanli imparatorlugu'nun ve Tiirkiye 'nin niifusu, 22-23.
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capital town of the formal eyelet/pashalik, an important military fortification, and
was therefore inhabited to a significant extent by the Muslim/Turkish population in
the “Turkish” part of the town.3°

There certainly was information about an approximate number of Muslim
inhabitants in Belgrade. The Ottoman authorities doubtless took stock about the
number of their soldiers and inhabitants in such a strategically important centre. Up
until 1826, the Belgrade vizier directly collected taxes in Belgrade and was later in
charge of administering the “Turkish” part of the town as well.3! On the other hand,
original Ottoman data for Belgrade are not available up to today, and it is not known
how population statistics were in fact kept. For instance, we do not know whether
defters and vital statistics were kept separately in “Turkish Belgrade” as sources are
unknown for the time. Although these data were never published, the Serbian
authorities must have been interested and capable of obtaining them.

Belgrade in demographic statistics of the Principality of Serbia
1. “Turkish” Belgrade

The Turkish/Muslim population in Belgrade was under the jurisdiction of the
Ottoman authorities, which why they were never subject to censuses or any official
recording by the Serbian authorities. Officials of the Serbian administration, however,
always expressed interest in the number of Turkish inhabitants of Belgrade, and found
ways to obtain these data in an unofficial way. Already in the late second decade of
the 19t century, Prince Milo$ expressed interest in the number of Ottoman soldiers
and civilians in Belgrade, informing Russian diplomats on several occasions about his
findings.32 In 1819, the Serbian authorities assessed the number of Turkish houses at
around 5000 in Serbia, a half of which were in Belgrade. The number of Turkish
soldiers was estimated at 2000-3000, of whom the majority were stationed in
Belgrade. In 1836, the town of Belgrade administration informed the Serbian Prince
that they had found out from the Belgrade kadi that according to Turkish defters,
there were 1,338 married men in Belgrade — the town and varo$, while single men,
women and children were not recorded in defters. The administration found out from
other, unnamed sources, that there were additionally 1,322 single men and children
in Belgrade, 230 gunmen, 700 nizams and 174 seymens.® On the request of the

30 Even in the 1870s, Serbia was mentioned in imperial salnamas as an eyelet — a province with
a special status (Eyalet—i Miimtaze), i.e. it was in fact semi—-independent. A. zur Helle Ritter
zu Samo, Die Vélker des osmanischen Reiches, Wien 1877, 65; C. V. Findley, Ottoman Civil
Officialdom: A Social History, Princeton—New Jersey 1989, 241.

31 M. Netposuh, uHaHcuje u ycmaHose o6HosrveHe Cpbuje, |, beorpag 1897,140-141.

32 M. Faspunosuh, Munow O6peHosuh, Il, 255-257.

33 B. NepyHuuuh, beozpadcku cyd, 672.
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Ministry of Interior of May 1845, the town administration answered that there were
724 Turkish—-owned houses in Belgrade.?* In the semi-official publication
“Geographic—Statistical Dictionary of Serbia”, published by the head of the Ministry
of Finance Jovan Gavrilovi¢ in 1846, in addition to the results of the 1843/44 census
(relating to the Serbian, i.e. non—Turkish population), it was stated that “Turkish
Belgrade” had 860 houses and 5,800 souls.3> Gavrilovi¢’s successor in the state
administration, Vladimir Jak3i¢, published a number of papers on demographic issues,
except for data on the Turkish population. The head of the Serbian state statistics
was rather interested in Ottoman demographic statistics. In the 1870s, and most
certainly before as well, he collected demographic data about other areas of the
Balkans, and announced the publication of a separate work about statistics in the
Ottoman Empire. He obtained those data through personal contacts with high—
ranking Ottoman officials and, as he claimed, he even learned to read the Arabic script
so as to be able to use the obtained data.*®* However, data about the Turkish
population in Belgrade were not officially published. In official publications, Belgrade
was always treated as a Serbian town, while the Turkish part of the town was ignored
together with its population.*’

34 Jlusemu y beozpady, Il, 228-229.

35 ). Taspunoswuh, PeyHuk Meoepadujcko cmamucmuyvHu Cpbuje, 11-12.

36 £. Behm — H. Wagner, Die Bevélkerung der Erde Il, Ergdnzungsheft, Ne 35 Zu Petermann’s
»Geographischen Mittheilungen”, Gotha 1874, 31; E. Behm —H. Wagner, Die Bevélkerung der
Erde Ill, Ergdnzungsheft, Ne 41 Zu Petermann’s ,Geographischen Mittheilungen”, Gotha
1875, 84; H. Wagner — A. Supan, Die Bevdlkerung der Erde VIIi, Erganzungsheft, Ne 101 Zu
Petermann’s ,Geographischen Mittheilungen”, Gotha 1891, 35; K. H. Karpat, Ottoman
population 1830-1914, 25-26.

37 The results of all Serbian censuses and vital statistics always concerned only the Serbian part
of the town. For this reason, the expressed number of inhabitants of Muslim faith was always
exceptionally small as it, in fact, related only to the Roma of Muslim faith. Vital statistics
were obtained from competent churches — Orthodox, Catholic and Protestant. This is why
the birth rate of the Muslim population is completely unknown. In the majority of Serbian
statistical publications, there are modest notes that the data do not include the “Turkish
population”, but the frequency and visibility of such information is exceptionally weak. This
created a general impression that the presented results relate to entire Belgrade and not only
one its part. For more detail see: B. Jakwwuh, lpaha 3a fepxcasonuc Cepbuje, Yucno u nokpem
mydcmea 2nasHoza 2pada beozpada, MnacHuk OpywTea cpbcke cnosecHocTn 4 (1852)
(=Yucno u nokpem pydcmea 2nasHoza 2pada beozpada, TACC 4), 249-265; idem, Mpaha 3a
Aepxasonuc Cepbuje, Yucno u nokpem rpydcmea 2nasHoza epada beoepada, MacHUK
OpywTea cpbcke cnosecHoct 7 (1855) (=Yucao u nokpem reydcmea 2nasHoza 2pada
beoepada, IACC 7), 231-279.
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2. “Serbian” Belgrade

The first data about the recording of harac payers in Belgrade by the Serbian
authorities date back to 1825 — the census protocol for that year reads that 3,229 of
harac payers were recorded in the varos and Belgrade suburbs.3® Next year, 3,738 of
them were recorded, and in 1827 — 4,276.3° Each year, Prince Milo$ would appoint a
haraclija — the person in charge of collecting hara¢, while in census years (censuses
were carried out every second, and sometimes every year), this person had to record
hara¢ payers as well. He was assigned one Serbian and one Turkish scribe, as well as
several policemen, who helped him in his work.*° Hara¢ payers were recorded
according to their affiliation with gild organisations. Separate columns recorded
payers not belonging to guild organisations — foreigners and single men, “townsmen
of various forms of life”, staff of Prince’s residence, inhabitants of the Jewish mahalle,
and inhabitants living in mahalles outside the varo$ — Terazije, Savamala and Palilula.
The division of the Belgrade population by their professional affiliation, i.e. affiliation
with a guild organisation, and by the type of tax they paid, reflected the first outlines
of the social division of the population of then Belgrade.

In 1834, during the first general census of the population, which covered
inhabitants of both genders, 7,033 persons were recorded in Belgrade. The number
of inhabitants of Serbian Belgrade rose constantly, to reach 24,768 in 1866. The
population of the capital rose primarily owing to the mechanical influx. After the
Second Uprising, particularly after the gaining of autonomy, the largest was the influx
of the Christian population from the Ottoman Empire — Serbs, Greeks and Cincars,
followed by immigrants from the Habsburg Monarchy — Serbs, including members of
other ethnic groups.*! As of the mid—19%" century, those arriving to the capital from
the interior of Serbia became dominant.*? A significant number of immigrants from
the Ottoman and Habsburg Empires did not automatically take Serbian citizenship.*®
As foreign subjects, they could not have property and did not pay the personal tax,
while Serbian authorities subjected them to taxation only when they rented houses
and shops. Therefore, separate censuses of foreign subjects were also often carried

38 Until 1834, inhabitants of “Serbian” Belgrade had to pay the imperial hara¢ only; they were
exempt from personal taxes and other duties, M. NMeTposuh, ®uHaHcuje, Il, 594.

3% 6. NepyHuuuh, beozpadcku cyod, 47.

40 Ibidem, 45.

41 |n 1831, total 137 single men from Turkey who dealt with trade and “speculation” were
recorded, and only 25 from Austria, 6. NepyHuunh, beoepadcku cyd, 525.

42 n 1847, total 1,069 newcomers from the interior of Serbia lived in Belgrade. There were
1,203 newcomers from other areas of the Ottoman Empire, and 1,273 of them from other
countries, }Kusemu y beozpady, |, 28.

43 |n 1825, of 2317 hara¢ heads in the varos, excluding Savamala and Palilula, 638 of them
were foreign single men. The following year, of 2,999 of them, there were 925 foreigners, and
in 1827, of 3,512 hara¢ heads, as many as 1,342 of them were foreign subjects.
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out in Belgrade.* Frequent changing of citizenship — taking Serbian, and then
restoring Ottoman or Austrian citizenship, was commonplace in then Belgrade, most
often for security reasons and in order to avoid taxes. The recording of foreigners
and separation of domestic and foreign subjects was therefore a regular activity of the
town administration.*

Mandatory keeping of register books of births, marriages and deaths was
introduced in Serbia in 1836. The Cathedral Church in Belgrade began to keep them
much before, back in 1816. The records of vital events of their members were also
held by the Protestant and Catholic Churches. Churches submitted the collected data
to Serbian authorities, on their request. After the establishment of the Statistical
Department of the Ministry of Finance in 1862, regular submission of data was also
officially regulated. We assume that the Jewish municipality also kept the records of
vital events, but until 1862 Serbian officials did not manage to obtain from it the
requested information.*

Upon the model of Western European countries, which began to use collected
data about the population in the late 18" century, in order to learn about
demographic characteristics of the population and follow demographic trends, in the
mid—19 century the first analyses of data about the population began to be carried
out in Serbia as well. The restoration of statehood and Serbia’s reintegration into the
European civilisation imposed the need to be better familiar with demographic
capacities and potentials of the state, and to better analyse them in the European
context. The start of demographic research in Serbia is related to the arrival of
Vladimir Jaksié, the first Serbian schooled statistician,*” to the state administration in
the late 1840s. He introduced in the public discourse the contemporary demographic
categories such as the rates of natality, mortality and nuptiality, rates of natural and
mechanical increase, and gender and age structures of the population. The calculation

4 Forinstance, in 1837, 131 subjects of the Ottoman Empire were recorded in Belgrade, with
the indication of their place of origin, duration of stay in Belgrade, craft and marital status,
Bbeozpadcku cyd, 707-710. In 1847, of 13,724 inhabitants of Belgrade, 1,203 were Christians
from Turkey and 1,273 were foreign subjects, }Kusemu y beozpady, Il, 28.

4 For instance, in 1854, total 82 members of the Jewish community in Belgrade who decided
to replace Serbian with Turkish citizenship were recorded. Already the following year, only
68 Jews who were Turkish subjects were recorded, Ynpasa Bapowu beozpada, 314-316,
318-319. In 1862, total 35 Lutheran Germans who were Serbian subjects were recorded,
and 35 of those who were foreign citizens, }Kusemu y beozpady, lll, 226.

46 B. Jakwwh, Yucso u nokpem roydcmea enasHoza epada beozpada, TACC 7, 248.

“7In the early 1840s, Vladimir Jaksi¢ studied state—legal sciences in Tiibingen and Heidelberg.
Jaksi¢ studied at the time when statistics as an administrative discipline was at its height,
and when German universities were the most important centres for studying cameral
sciences and training of civil servants.
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of these demographic parametres was accompanied with their comparison with
analogous parametres in other European countries. As the population of the capital
of the young Serbian state had a representative role, the first demographic analyses
concerned the population of Belgrade. In the introduction to the first study about the
population of the Serbian capital, published in 1852, Vladimir Jaksi¢ stated: “More
frequent numbering of the population of capitals is of enormous political importance
as reflected in the fact that Russia and Prussia, as the most accurately administratively
organised countries, number the souls of their capitals not only yearly, but monthly
as well“.%®

The first and most striking demographic characteristic of Belgrade was a small
number of inhabitants — in 1854, Belgrade had 16,737 inhabitants, compared to
120,000 in Bucharest and 178,000 in Pest.* Belgrade’s population deficit compared
to towns in the region was the result of its turbulent political development in the
past. The deficit was even more pronounced compared to other European capitals.
The table below shows the comparison of demographic indicators for Belgrade and
other European towns, made by Vladimir Jaksi¢ in 1855.

Table 1: Population of European capitals in the mid—19 century®

Apart from the small number of inhabitants, Belgrade had a relatively small share
of its population in the total population of the country. With the participation of mere
1.6%, Belgrade lagged behind the majority of other European capitals (except for
Vienna, which was the capital of a large multi—ethnic empire). In these demographic

48 B. Jakwwuh, Yucao u nokpem rvydcmea 2nasHoza 2pada beoepada, IACC 4, 250.
4 Ibidem, 249.
50 B, Jakwwuh, Yucao u nokpem rvydcmea 2nasHoza 2pada beoepada, IACC 7, 255.
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categories, Belgrade ranked the best in terms of the total birth rate of the population
—with the annual birth rate of 19%o, it held the fifth place among the specified towns.
However, given its small number of inhabitants, the real effects of the population
increase had to be waited for decades.

Unlike the majority of Western European towns, where the share of women in
total population was larger than the share of men, in Belgrade, the distribution of
the population by gender was different — 100 women per 159 men in 1846. Jaksi¢
ascribed to Oriental heritage the fact that men outnumbered women in the total
population: “Upon the example of all Oriental towns and contrary to the West,
Belgrade has more male than female inhabitants. This is because men in our milieu
constitute the social class of servants to a larger extent than women.“.* Apart from
being a part of Oriental heritage, the larger share of males in total population was to
a large extent due to high rates on the mechanical population increase, where men
constituted the majority.

The first analyses of parametres of vital statistics and their examination in the
European context were carried out also on the example of the population of Belgrade.

Table 2: Vital statistics rates in European capitals in the 1840s

Compared to European towns, given in the table above, Belgrade had the highest
rates for all three parametres of vital statistics — natality, mortality and nuptiality.
These rates are closely related not only to the degree of demographic, but of total
social development. One of the most conspicuous indicators of the degree of social
development in urban environments is the mortality rate. In the 19 century, in
countries undergoing industrialisation, the mortality rate was higher in urban than
rural communities. Its decrease was the measure of successful management policies
in terms of improving health, sanitary and housing conditions, nutrition of the

51 B. Jakwwh, Yucao u nokpem reydcmea enasHoza 2pada beozpada, FACC 4, 252.
52 Ibidem, 261.
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population etc. The best example of such a town was London which, although the
most densely populated European town, had the lowest mortality rate. In Belgrade,
which among the stated towns had the least developed urban structure, the mortality
rate of over 40%. was an indicator of poor health and sanitary conditions. According
to demographic rules, high mortality of the population is compensated by even higher
rates of natality, as well as high rates of nuptiality, which was the case in Belgrade as
well. Given the said, Vladimir Jaksi¢ concluded that in Belgrade “marriages, births and
deaths are much more frequent than in other towns of Europe, which is why the
natural growth of the population is considerably weaker than in other European
towns; it is five times weaker than in London and nine times than in Berlin.”

The publication of first data about demographic characteristics of the population
of Belgrade, and their comparison with those from other European countries,
encouraged a discussion about measures to be undertaken to improve them.*
Demographic statistics became a new source of knowledge about society and the
starting point for the creation and implementation of measures with the aim of
improving demographic capacities as one of the most important state resources.

Conclusion

The main feature of the history of Belgrade from 1815 to 1867 is its division into
the “Turkish” and “Serbian” part. The town with two populations had two administrations.
Not much is known in Serbian historiography about the work of the Ottoman
administration in Belgrade, which was in charge of the “Turkish” population in the
town. According to sources of Serbian origin, defters — tax lists were kept, and we
assume that a sort of vital statistics was kept as well. Despite the widespread belief that
the Ottoman statistics of population was not kept in a quality way, the few historical
sources suggest the opposite, showing that the Ottoman Empire, after introducing the
Tanzimat reforms, looked up to European examples in this field as well.

The first data about the recording of the population of the “Serbian” part of
Belgrade by the Serbian authorities originate from 1825. Records were first kept
under the Ottoman model (defters). In 1834, the first complete census of the
population was carried out in Serbia and Belgrade upon the European model. The
practice of periodical recording continued in the following years. Although the Turkish
population was not under the jurisdiction of the Serbian authorities and was thus not
subject to censuses, the Serbian authorities managed to ascertain the number of the
Turkish civilian population and army in Belgrade through unofficial channels. Register
books of births, marriages and deaths, officially introduced to Serbia in 1836, were
kept in Belgrade already from 1816.

53 See, for instance: M. JosaHosuh, Onwma 6uocmamuka ¢ nNoz2nedom Ha cCMAMUCUKY
Hueoma u 30paesba y Cpbuju, FnacHMK Cpnckor ydeHor apywrsa XX (1860) 102-131.
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In the mid—19* century, in the process of reception of Western European
knowledge and ideas, the new concept of the population entered the public
discourse, according to which the population was the most important capital of a
state. The first analyses of demographic capacities of the Serbian capital showed they
were weaker compared to those in other European towns and that, therefore,
significant effort had to be invested to improve and align them with European
standards. In addition, only one part of the population of Belgrade — Serbian, was
considered its demographic resource and potential, while the other, Turkish part,
though physically still present, was already disregarded.
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XIX. YUZYIL ORTALARINDA iDARI VE SiYASI BiR iLGi ALANI OLARAK
BELGRAD NUFUSU

Ozet

Bu ¢alismanin konusu esas olarak XIX. ytizyil ortalarinda Belgrad'da elde edilen ilk
demografik verilerle ilgili olan tarihsel ve toplumsal baglama yéneliktir. Belgrad’in,
“Tark” ve “Sirp” olmak lizere ikiye bélinmis olmasi, sehrin tarihinin 1815 yilindan
1867 yilina kadar ana &zelligi haline gelmistir. Etnik kdkenlerine bakilmaksizin islam
dini mensubu olan halktan olusan baskentteki “Tiirk” niifusu Osmanl yénetiminin
yetki sinirlari iginde olup Hristiyan ve Yahudilerden olusan niifusun geri kalan kismi ise
Sirp yetkililerin sorumlulugundaydi.

Sirbistan tarih yaziminda Belgrad'daki Osmanli idaresinin ¢calismalari hakkinda bilgi
eksikligi gorilmektedir. Sirp kaynaklarindan Osmanli yénetiminin vergi kayit defterleri
diizenledigi bilinmektedir. Ayni sekilde, bir nevi dogum ve 6liim istatistiklerinin
kaydinin da tutuldugu dasitnilmektedir. Osmanl niifus istatistiklerinin iyi
tutulmadigina dair yaygin bir kanaat olsa da az sayidaki tarihsel kaynaklar Osmanli
imparatorlugu'nun diisiiniildigiiniin aksine Tanzimat reformlari nezdinde bu alanda
da Avrupa pratiklerini uyguladigini géstermektedir. Sirp yetkilileri tarafindan
dizenlenen, Belgrad’in ,,Sirp” nifusunun kaydina iliskin ilk veriler 1825 yilina aittir.
Baslangicta niifus kayitlari Osmanl uygulamalar érnek alinarak tutuluyordu. 1834
yilinda ilk olarak Belgrad ve Sirbistan niifus kayitlari Avrupa modeli uygulanarak
kapsamli bir sekilde yapilmistir. Sonraki yillarda da periyodik olarak niifus sayimi
uygulanmasina devam edilmistir. 1836 yilinda Sirbistan'da resmi olarak yirirlage
giren dogum, evlilik ve 6lim kayit defterleri, Belgrad’da ise 1816 yilindan itibaren
tutulmaya baslanmistir. Her ne kadar , Turk” nafusu Sirp idaresinin yetki sinirlar
dahilinde olmayip niifus sayimlarina tabi tutulmazsa da Sirp yetkilileri, resmi olmayan
yollardan bu konudaki belli sayilara ulagsmayi basarabilmistir.

Bat Avrupa ulkelerinde uygulanan niifus kayit incelemeleri 6rnek alinarak yapilan
XIX. yiizyihn ortalarinda Sirbistan baskentinin demografik kapasitelerinin ilk analizi,
bolgedeki baskentlere kiyasla demografik agik verdigini géstermektedir. Yapilan
analizlerde Belgrad niifusunun kaynagi ve potansiyeli olarak niifusun sadece bir kismi,
yani Sirp niifusu ele alinmigsken diger kesim olan Tiirk niifusu ise, fiziksel olarak bu
topraklarda mevcut oldugu halde dikkate alinmamistir. Demografik verilerin tutulup
tanitilmasinin amaci, Avrupa sehirleri karsisinda tespit edilen bazi noksanliklarin bir an
once giderilmesi lizere niifus idari politikalarinin gelistiriimesiydi. Bu dénemde
niufusun (etnik, dini, mesleki gibi) farkh kriterler Gzerinden siniflandiriimasi,
baskentteki ilk toplumsal bélinmeleri isaret etmektedir. Belgrad niifus verilerinin
toplanmasi, analiz edilmesi ve agiklanmasi, Bati Avrupa tarzi modern bilimsel bilgilerin
ve idari yontemlerin bagimsiz Sirbistan'da kabul edilip uygulanmasinin ilk
orneklerinden biri olmustur.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Belgrad, XIX. ylzyil, nifus, istatistikler, niifus sayimi.
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AnekcaHgpa BYNETUR, HuHo AENTUTR

CTAHOBHULLTBO BEOTPAAA KAO NPEAMET NOAUTUYKOT
n ADMUHUCTPATUBHOT UHTEPECOBAbA CPEAMHOM 19. BEKA

Pesume

Hawe nHTepecoBare y OBOM pagy YCMepeHO je NPBEHCTBEHO Ha UCTOPUCKU U
APYWTBEHN KOHTEKCT Yy KOjem ce NPBU Nojaun o gemorpadckum Kanauutetuma
beorpaga nojasmyjy cpegmHom 19. BeKka. MoasojeHocT beorpaga Ha , TYPCKU” 1
,CPNCKU“ neo 0CHOBHO je obenexje erose uctopuje og 1815. no 1867. roanHe. Hapg,
, TYPCKMM“ CTAHOBHMLUTBOM NPECTOHULE, NOA KOjUM Cy NoApasyMeBaHu NpunagHuum
MYC/IMMaHCKe BepoucnosecTM 6e3 o63upa Ha HMUXOBY €THWYKY NPUNaZHOCT,
jYpvCAMKUMjy je MMmana OCMaHCKa agMUHUCTPaUMja, AOK je 32 0CTaso CTAaHOBHULLTBO,
Koje cy YUuHUAM xpuwhaHu 1 JeBpeju, 6una HagnexkHa cprcka ynpasa.

O pagy oCMaHCKe aaMUHUCTpaumje y beorpaay y cpnckoj uctopuorpadmjm He 3Ha
ce MHoro. M3 mn3Bopa cprcke nNpoBeHWjeHuMje 3HaMO Aa je OCMaHCKa ynpaBa
cactaB/bana gedrepe — nopecke CNUCKOBE, a NPETNOCTaB/baMo Aa je BoheHa 1 HeKa
BPCTa BUTANHe CTaTUCTUKe. MaKo je paliMpeHo yBepere Aa OCMaHCKa CTaTUCTUKA
CTAHOBHMLITBA HUje BOheHa KBAIMTETHO, ManobpojHU UCTOPUCKM U3BOPU HABOAE HA
CynpoTaH 3aK/by4ak 1 Nokasyjy aa ce OCMaHCKo LapcTeo No ysohery TaH3MMaTCKMX
pedopmu 1 Ha OBOM NOJbY yrneaano Ha eBpPOncKe npumepe.

MpBu Noaauy o eBUAEHTUPALY CTAHOBHMKA ,Ccpnckor” aena beorpaaa oa cTpaHe
CPNCKMX BNactTu notudy us 1825. roguHe. EBMAEHUMja CTAHOBHULITBA Y NOYETKY je
BoheHa no yrnegy Ha ocmMaHcky. FoanHe 1834. y beorpaay u Cpbuju je nssplieH npsu
LeNOoKYNHM NONUC CTAHOBHULLTBA NO €BPONCKOM Y30pY, @ Ca NPaKCom NepuoanyHor
nonucMBaka HACTaB/bEHO je W HapeAHUX roauvHa. MaTuyHe Krbure poheHwux,
BEHYaHWUX U YMPAUX, Koje cy y Cpbuju 3BaHMYHO yBeaeHe 1836. roaunHe, y beorpaay
cy sBoheHe Beh oa 1816. roanHe. MaKo TypCKO CTAHOBHMUIITBO HuWje 6uno nop,
jypycamkumjom Cpnckux BNacTU, a CammMm TUM HU NOMNMUCUBaka, CPNCKE BNACTHU CY
He3BaHUYHMM NyTeBMMa ycnesane Aa A03Hajy U Heroo 6pojHo cTame.

Mpse aHanu3e aemorpadcKmx KanaumTeTa CPNCKe NPecToHULE, Koje cy No y3opy
Ha CAMYHe aHanu3e y 3anaAHOeBPONCKUM 3eM/baMa U3BpLLIEHE cpeanHom 19. BeKa,
nokasane cy noctojare aemorpadckor ,aedpnumnta” y oaHoOCy Ha npecToHe rpasose
y OKpyemy. Mpu Tom, y aemorpadcke pecypce 1 noteHumjane beorpasga ybpajaH je
CaMo jegaH Aeo HeroBor CTAaHOBHULLTBA — CPMCKK, AOK je APYru Ae0 — TYPCKMU, UKo
$u3nMYKM M pasbe npucytaH, Beh 6uMo otnucaH. Mpe3eHToBake pemorpadpckux
nopartaka Tpebano je aa byae y PyHKUMjM yHanpehera NoAMTUKA ynpas/bakba
CTAHOBHULUTBOM, KaKo 61 ce youeHO 3a0cTajarbe 3a €BPONCKUM rpagoBuma LWTo npe
npesasnwno. Kateropnsaumja CTaHOBHULITBA KOja je y TO Bpeme BpLUeHa (Ha OCHOBY
eTHUYKe, penurujcke, npodecnoHanHe NPUNAZHOCTM U CA.) OTKPMBA Ham npee
ApywTBeHe nopgene y rnasHom rpady. Cakynsbakbe, aHanu3a U NpeseHTOBakbe
noaataka o CTaHOBHMWTBY beorpaga npeactaB/banu cy jeaaH o, NPBUX Npumepa
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npeysvmarba caBpeMeHUX Hay4yHUX 3Hakba U agMUHUCTPAaTUBHUX MeToAa npema
3anagoeBpoOnNCKOM Moaeny Y ayTOHOMHOj CPNCKOj APXKaBMy.
KroyuHe peyu: beorpag, 19. BeK, CTaHOBHULLTBO, CTaTUCTUKA, NOMNUCK.
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