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МЕЂУНАРОДНИ ЧАСОПИС
ЗА ЕКОНОМСКУ ТЕОРИЈУ И ПРАКСУ И ДРУШТВЕНА ПИТАЊА

Часопис излази шест пута годишње
ИЗДАВАЧ: Друштво економиста “Економика” Ниш
СУИЗДАВАЧИ: Економски факултет у Приштини, Факултет за услужни бизнис - Сремска 
Каменица, Институт за економику пољопривреде - Београд, Факултет за индустријски менаџмент 
- Крушевац, Виша економска школа - Лесковац, Савез економиста Србије - Друштво економиста 
Ниш, Друштво рачуновођа и ревизора Ниш, Друштво за маркетинг региона Ниш.

ГЛАВНИ И ОДГОВОРНИ УРЕДНИК:
Проф. др Драгољуб Симоновић

УРЕДНИЦИ:
Проф. др Снежана Ђекић

Економски факултет - Ниш
Проф. др Славомир Милетић

Економски факултет - Приштина
Др Александар Андрејевић

Факултет за услужни бизнис - Сремска Каменица
Проф. др Драго Цвијановић

Институт за економику пољопривреде - Београд
Проф. др Драган Момировић

Факултет за индустријски менаџмент - Крушевац
УРЕДНИЦИ - САРАДНИЦИ

Мр Зоран Симоновић (економија) Др Александар Ђурић (право)
РЕДАКЦИЈСКИ КОЛЕГИЈУМ

Академик Зоран Лакић, Подгорица
Др Слободан Видаковић, Сремска Каменица
Др Геза Де Си Тарис, Лугано (Швајцарска)
Др Јован Давидовић (Румунија)
Др Јуриј Књазев, Москва (Русија)
Др Биљана Предић, Ниш
Др Ј. Пападакис, Атина (Грчка)
Др Слободан Марковски, Скопје (Р. Македонија)
Др Ана Јовановић, Београд

Академик Станислав Сергијович Јанецко, Кијев (Украјина)
Др Радмило Тодосијевић, Суботица
Др Војин Калинић, Суботица
Др Ливију Думитраску (Румунија)
Др Жика Стојановић, Лесковац
Др Срећко Милачић, Приштина
Др Бранислав Ђорђевић, Ниш
Др Иван Чарота, Минск (Белорусија)
Др Милица Вујичић, Нови Пазар
Др Драгутин Шипка, Бања Лука (Р. Српска)

ИЗДАВАЧКИ САВЕТ
Др Бобан Стојановић, Ниш
Др Александра Прашчевић, Београд
Др Слободан Цветановић, Ниш
Др Душан Здравковић, Ниш
Др Боривоје Прокоповић, Лесковац
Др Бранислав Јованчић, Ниш
Др Љубиша Митровић, Ниш
Др Горан Миловановић, Ниш
Др Христивоје Пејчић, Приштина
Др Живорад Глигоријевић, Ниш
Мр Софија Лихова, Кијев (Украјина)

Др Јонел Субић, Београд
Др Александар Грубор, Суботица
Др Петар Веселиновић, Крагујевац
Др А. Н. Барковски, Москва (Русија)
Др Стојан Богдановић, Ниш
Др Миодраг Јовановић, Ниш
Др Зоран Аранђеловић, Ниш
Мр Драган Илић, Сремска Каменица
Др Бранислав Митровић, Ниш
Др Сретен Ћузовић, Ниш
Мр Бранко Михаиловић, Београд

У финансирању “ЕКОНОМИКЕ” учествује
Министарство науке и заштите животне средине Републике Србије



1. Часопис “Економика” покренут је јула 1954. године и под називом “ Нишки привредни 
гласник” излазио је до јуна 1957. године, а као “Привредни гласник” до краја 1969. године. Назив 
“Наука и пракса” носио је закључно са бројем 1/1973. год. када добија назив “Економика” који и 
данас има.

2. Часопис су покренули Друштво економиста Ниша и Друштво инжињера и техничара 
Ниша (остало као издавач до краја 1964. године). Удружење књиговођа постаје издавач почев 
од броја 6-7/1958. године. Економски факултет у Нишу на основу своје одлуке броја 04-2021 од 
26.12.1991. године постао је суиздавач “Економике”. Такође и Економски факултет у ПриШтини 
постао је суиздавач од 1992. године. Почев од 1992. године суиздавач “Економике” је и Друштво 
за маркетинг региона Ниш. Као суиздавач “Економике” фигурирали су у току 1990-1996. године 
и Фонд за научни рад општине Ниш, Завод за просторно и урбанистичко планирање Ниш и 
Корпорација Винер Брокер Ниш.

3. Републички секретариат за информације СР Србије својим Решењем бр. 651-126/73-02 од 
27. новембра 1974. године усвојио је захтев “Економике” за упис у Регистар новина. Скупштина 
Друштва економиста Ниша на седници од 24. априла 1990. године статутарном одлуком потврдила 
је да “Економика” има статус правног лица. На седници Скупштине Друштва економиста Ниш од 
11. новембра 1999. године донета је одлука да “Економика” отвори посебан жиро-рачун.

4. Према Мишљењу Републичког секретариата за културу СР Србије бр. 413-516/73-02 од 10. 
јула 1973. године и Министарства за науку и технологију Републике Србије бр. 541-03-363/94-02 од 
30. јуна 1994. године “Економика” има статус научног и ранг националног часописа “Економика” 
је поћев од 1995. добила статус међународног економског часописа.

5. УРЕДНИЦИ: др Јован Петровић (1954-1958), Миодраг Филиповић (1958-1962), Благоје 
Матић (1962-1964), др Драгољуб Стојиљковић (1964-1967), др Миодраг Николић (1967-1973), 
др Драгољуб Симоновић (1973-1984), др Миодраг Јовановић (1984-3-4/1988) и др Драгољуб 
Симоновић (1990-до данас).

ТЕХНИЧКО УПУТСТВО ЗА ПИСАЊЕ РАДОВА
1. Радове намењене објављивању у часопису слати у електронској форми: а) на дискети, или
б) електронском поштом на е-маил: zoki@medianis.net. Радове слати писане ЋИРИЛИЦОМ у 
програму MS Word, на страни B-4 формата (17x24 cm). Користити тип слова Times New Roman 
величине 10. У language bar-y за ћирилицубирати тастатуру Serbian (Cyrilic), а за латиницу Ser-
bian (Latin); 2. Текстови радова по правилу не би требало да буду дужи од десет страна; 3. Уз рад 
треба доставити на српском и енглеском језику кратак садржај (резиме) обима око једне стране 
нормалног прореда, кључне речи и наслов рада; 4. Аутори могу доставити текстове и на једном 
од страних језика, с тим што у том случају треба приложити наслов рада, резиме и кључне речи 
на српском језику; 5. На крају рада треба написти списак кориштене литературе; 6. Навести 
назив и место институције у којој аутор ради и е-маил; 7. Рукописи се не враћају.
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1. The journal EKONOMIKA was initiated in July 1954. It was published as “Nis Economic Messen-
ger” till June, 1957 and as “The Economic Messenger” till the end of 1969. The title “Science and Practice” 
it had till the issue 1/1973 when it changed its name into EKONOMIKA as it entitled today.
     2. The Journal was initiated by the Society of Economists of Nis and the Society of Engineers and Techni-
cians of Nis (the latter remaind as the publisher till the end of 1964). The Society of Accountants became its 
publisher starting from the issue no. 6-7/1958. The Faculty of Economics, Nis, on the basis of its Resolution 
No. 04-2021 from December 26, 1991, became the co-publisher of EKONOMIKA. Likewise, the Faculty 
of Economics of Pristina became the co-publisher since in 1992. Starting from 1992, the co-publisher of 
EKONOMIKA has been the Society for Marketing of the Region of Nis. Other co-publishers of EKONO-
MIKA included, in the period 1990-1996, the Foundation for Scientific Work of the Municipality of Nis, the 
Institute for Spatial and Urban Planning of Nis and the Corporation Winner Broker, Nis.

3. The Republic Secretariat for Information of the Socialist Republic of Serbia, by its Resolution No. 
651-126/73-02 from November, 27, 1974, approved of EKONOMIKA’s requirement to be introduced into 
the Press Register. The Assembly of the Society of Economists of Nis, at its session on April 24, 1990, by 
its statutory resolution, confrmed the legal status of EKONOMIKA. At the session of the Assembly of the 
Society of Economists, Nis, on November 11, 1999, the resolution was adopted the EKONOMIKA was to 
open its own bank account.

4. According to the Opinion of the Republic Secretariat for Culture of the Socialist Republic of Serbia 
No. 413-516/73-02 from July 10, 1973 and the Ministry for Science and Technology of the Republic of 
Serbia No. 541-03-363/94-02 from June 30, 1994, EKONOMIKA has the status of a scientific and national 
journal. Starting from 1995, EKONOMIKA has been having the status of international economic journal.

5. EDITORS: dr Jovan Petrovic (1954-1958). Miodrag Filipovic (1958-1962), Blagoje Matic (1962-
1964), dr Dragoljub Stojiljkovic (1964-1967), dr Miodrag Nikolic (1967-1973), dr Dragoljub Simonovic 
(1973-1984), dr Miodrag Jovanovic (1984-3-4/1988) i dr Dragoljub Simonovic (1990-till the present day).

AUTHOR GUIDELINES FOR PAPER SUBMISSION 
1. Papers intended for publication in the magazine need to be sent in electronic format: a) on a CD or 
b) by e-mail to: zoki@medianis.net. Papers should be written in CYRILIC using MS Word, on B4 
paper size (17x24 cm) with Times New Roman font, font size 10 point. In the language bar choose 
Serbian (Cyrilic) for Cyrilic and Serbian (Latin) for Latin; 2. Papers must not be longer than 10 pages; 
3. A short abstract of the paper – 1 page single-spaced – needs to be enclosed. The abstract should be in 
both English and Serbian and should include the title and key words; 4. Authors can send papers in any 
foreign language provided that they send an abstract (including the title and key words) in Serbian; 
5. References should be added at the end of the paper; 6. Author affiliations – position, department, 
name and place of the institution, e-mail address – should also be included; 7. Manuscripts are not 
returned to authors. 
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According to the Opinion of the Ministry for Science, technology and Development of the Republic of Serbia 
No. 413-139/2002/01 from February 21. 2002, EKONOMIKA is a publication of special interest for science.
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МЕЖДУНАРОДНИИ ЖУРНАЛ
ПО ЭКОНОМИЧЕСКОЙ ТЕОРИИ И ПРАКТИКЕИ ОБЩЕСТВЕННЫМ ВОПРОСАМ

Журнал издается шесть раз в году.
ИЗДАТЕЛ: Общество экономистов „Экономика” Ниша.
СУИЗДАТЕЛИ: Экономический факультете в Приштине, Факультет в услужни бизнис, Сремска 
Каменица, Институт экономики сельского хозяйства в Белград, Факультет промышлеиного 
менаджмента, г. Крушевац, Высшая школа экономии, в Лесковац, Союз экономистов Сербии, 
Общество экономистов г. Ниша, Общество бухгалтеров и ревизоров г. Ниша, Общество маркетинга 
региона г. Ниша.

ГЛАВНЫЙ И ОТВЕТСТВЕННЫЙ РЕДАКТОР
Проф. д.н. Драголюб Симонович

РЕДАКТОРЫ
Проф. д.н. Снежана Джекич

Экономический факультет г. Ниш
Проф. д.н. Славомир Милетич

Экономический факультет г. Приштина
Проф.д.н. Александар Андреисвич

Факультет в услужни бизнис, Сремска Каменица
Проф. д.н. Драго Цвийанович

Институт экономики сельского хозяйства - Белград
Проф. д.н. Драган Момирович

Факультет промышленного менеджмента, г. Крушевац
РЕДАКТОРЫ - СОТРУДНИКИ

K.н. Зоран Симонович (экономия) Д.н. Александр Джурич (право)
РЕДАКЦИОННАЯ КОЛЛЕГИЯ

Академик Зоран Лакич, Подгорица
д.н. Слободан Видакович, Сремска Каменица
д.н. Гсза Де Си Тарис, Лугано (Швейцария)
д.н. Иоан Давидовици, Бухарест (Румыния)
д.н. Юурий Князев, Москва (Россия)
д.н. Биляна Предич, Ниш
д.н. Й. Пападакис, Афины (Греция)
д.н. Слободан Марковски, Скоплье (Р. Македония) 
д. н. Драгутин Шипка, Баня Лука (Р. Сербия)

Акадс. Сташслав Ссрпйович Яценко, Киев (Украина)
д. н. Радмило Тодосийевич, Суботица
д. н. Войин Калинич, Суботица 
д.н. Ливиу Думитрасцу, (Романия) 
д.н. Жика Стојанович, Лесковац 
д. н. Сречко Милачич, Приштина 
д.н. Бранислав Джорджевич, Ниш 
д.н. Иван Чарота, Минск, Минск, (Беларусь) 
д. н. Милица Вуйчич, Нови Пазар 
д.н. Ана Јованович, Белград

СОВЕТ ИЗДАТЕЛЕЙ
д.н. Бобан Стоянович, Ниш 
д.н. Александра Прашчевич, Белград 
д.н. Слободан Цветанович, Ниш 
д.н. Душан Здравкович, Ниш 
д.н. Боривойе Прокопович, Лесковац 
к.н. Бранислав Йованчич, Ниш 
д.н. Люубиша Митрович, Ниш 
д.н. Горан Милованович, Ниш 
д.н. Христивое Пейчич, Приштина 
д.н. Живорад Глигорисвич, Ниш 
к.н. София Лиховая, Киев (Украина)

д.н. Йонел Субич, Белград 
д.н. Александар Грубор, Суботица 
д.н. Петар Веселинович, Крагујевац 
д.н. А. Н. Барковский, Москва (Россия) 
д.н. Стоян Богданович, Ниш 
д.н. Миодраг Йованович, Ниш 
д.н. Зоран Аранджслович, Ниш 
к.н. Драган Илич, Сремска Каменица 
д.н. Бранислав Митрович, Ниш 
д.н. Срстен Чузович, Ниш 
к.н. Бранко Михаилович, Белград

В финансировании „ЭКОНОМИКИ”участвует Миньистерство наук и защиты
окружающй среды Республики Сербии



1. Журнал „Экономика” начал издаваться с июля 1954 года и под названием „Нишский 
хозяйственный вестник” выходил до июня 1957 года, а как „Хозяйственный вестник” - до конца 1969 
года. Название „Наука и практика” носил заключительно с № 1/1973 г., когда и получил название 
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DEVELOPMENT FUNCTIONS 
HUMAN AND SOCIAL CAPITAL IN MODERN 

CONDITIONS

Abstract 

This paper discusses the importance of human and social capital for economic 
development and forms of their manifestation. Analyze the special characteristics 
of these two types of capital and highlights their complementary role in modern 
economic development.

      Keywords: human capital, social capital, economic development, investment 
motives in human capital, civil society.
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ECONOMIC TRANSITION IN SERBIA: 
NINETEN YAERS AFTER 

Abstract 

Serbia is nowadays one of the most underdeveloped post-socialist countries. 
The main reason for unfavorable performances of its economy lies in the 
uncompleted economic transition. In this paper, the key problems of transition are 
defined, together with the emphasized need for a qualitative swich that would, 
supported by domestic knowledge, imply a completion of the privatization process 
and an improvement of institutional quality, fully respecting our informal and 
congruent formal institutions. 
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COMPARATIVE REVIEW OF ROMANIAN AGRICULTURE IN PRE-
ACCESSING PERIOD1

Abstract 

Romania, a country which had waited year 2007, together with Bulgaria, in 
order to access to the European Union (EU-25), kept going through complex phase 
of transformation from centralized to market economic system, had been also well 
introduced to vigorous process of agriculture disorganization, as on productive, as 
well as on industrialization plan and food products' distribution. In that time, the 
level of Romanian social-economic development had a need for financial support, 
which should have provided continuity in modernization and reorganization of 
agricultural production, as well as those sectors which have provided agrarian 
inputs.  

This paper shows a research which has analyzed productive potentials and 
realized results in Romanian agriculture in period 1989-2002, in regard to Central 
and East Europe (CEE) countries and the European Union (EU). Accordingly, the 
accent has been put on macroeconomic aspects, structure of agricultural 
husbandries and agrarian policy.  

Key words: agriculture, Romania, Central and East Europe countries, 
European Union. 
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 3.        
  

2)         
3)


4)




 1)




























 ha 4,000 637 1,615 735 0,4 1,4 - 
 ha 2,578 1,447 9,443 521 5,0 34,0 690 

 ha 4,060 - 4,206 - 0,2 19,8 449 
 ha 5,980 - 6,532 340 0,4 23,6 304 

 ha - - 2,773 372 0,5 7,6 - 
 ha 335 222 3,140 620 6,6 7,0 333 
 ha 2,374 451 5,001 3,657 0,5 2,7 - 
 ha 2,667 1,509 5,186 3,056 0,3 7,7 1,191 
 ha - - 470 371 3,2 4,8 - 

 ha 4,179 833 7,138 7,779 0,3 3,0 204 

: Zahiu, L., Dachin, A. – Politici agroalimentare comparate, Ed. Economic, Bucureti, 
2001. 
: 1)    ; 2)   
(),    (); 3) 
(),    ;4)  
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 4.     ()    


   1992-2001 
   2001 


 (. 

) 
 

() 
 (. 

) 
 

() 
 3,943 478,0 694 85,2 
 27,761 2.695,5 4,916 477,3 
 2,894 2.039,1 542 396,5 
 2,639 1.086,6 154 65,1 
 2,886 790,0 446 127,6 
 35,275 913,0 6,995 181,0 
 7,675 340,8 1,157 51,6 
 5,919 1.099,8 1,475 274,2 
 1,962 987,7 503 252,8 
 21,956 2.164,2 2,443 239,5 
  112,910 1.078,2 19,325 185,3 

: www.oecd.org (Statistical Appendix); www.europa.eu.int (Eurostat yearbook 2003).   
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Brussels, Edition 2001. 
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AGRICULTURAL  CHANGES  ON  INCIDENCE  

DEPOPULATION  AND  COMPARATIVElY PRIORITY  AND  
LIMITATIONS  FOR  EVOLUTION  AGRARIAN   IN  NORTH - 

EASTERN MONTENEGRO 
 

Abstract 
 

In this work are considered agrarian changes within influencing 
depopulation and comparatively priority and limitations for evolution 
agrarian in North-eastern Montenegro, on sample township Berane, 
Andrijevica  and  Plav. These are township who there are expressed stadium 
depopulation, what is influence on row social changing, particulary on 
decreasing agrarian production. Negative changing in structured the use 
agrocultural territory involved are in fact that are territory within ploughts 
and gardens and grazing land decrease. As distinct from aggrandize are 
territory within orchards and prairies. On the whole observing grain 
production substantially, subserve for serving needing hausehold. Minority 
routing is market. Some better results are implemented in cattle production 
what is substantially focused is on receipt meats and milks. Referred region 
possesing importants evolutional comparatively priority but and limitations 
for evolution agroculture. Practiced European Union suggests that 
sophistical politics rural development, financial supported, there's for result 
successful rural economy, with great possibilities for pursuit agriculture and 
employed.  

Key words: North-eastern Montenegro, agricultural changes, depopu-
lation, agriculture, grain production, cattle production, comparatively 
priority, limitations 
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Andrijevica  and  Plav. These are township who there are expressed stadium 
depopulation, what is influence on row social changing, particulary on 
decreasing agrarian production. Negative changing in structured the use 
agrocultural territory involved are in fact that are territory within ploughts 
and gardens and grazing land decrease. As distinct from aggrandize are 
territory within orchards and prairies. On the whole observing grain 
production substantially, subserve for serving needing hausehold. Minority 
routing is market. Some better results are implemented in cattle production 
what is substantially focused is on receipt meats and milks. Referred region 
possesing importants evolutional comparatively priority but and limitations 
for evolution agroculture. Practiced European Union suggests that 
sophistical politics rural development, financial supported, there's for result 
successful rural economy, with great possibilities for pursuit agriculture and 
employed.  

Key words: North-eastern Montenegro, agricultural changes, depopu-
lation, agriculture, grain production, cattle production, comparatively 
priority, limitations 
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SOCIAL IMPORTANCE AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT 
OF TOURISM 

Abstract 

Tourism, as a multi-dimensional phenomenon, has an exceedingly great, 
economic importance, first of all-it represents important driving force of economic 
development. However, apart from its economic importance, tourism has a 
broader social as well as political importance-it has a strong impact on overall 
flows of the development of many countries.Therefore, a special attention must be 
paid to its sustainable development, first of all. 

Key words: Tourism, social importance of tourism, culture and education, 
tourist health, human environment, sustainable development. 
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flows of the development of many countries.Therefore, a special attention must be 
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CORRUPTION IN SERBIA 
 

Abstract 
 
In this scientific work, the author dr Aleksandar Djuric investigates and 

analyses criminal motivation of corruption incrimination through the valid 
Criminal Law of Serbia and the corruption unification: organizational criminal – 
institutionalized criminal. Like the previous question in considering cause-
consequence relationship between criminal motivation and incriminated 
corruption, the author sets determination of essence of the 
terms:“corruption“.“criminal motive“ and “criminal motivation“.  Criminal 
motive is an integrated psychological factor creating and determining the criminal 
behavior, which consists of undertaking and executing the criminal law act. 
Criminal motive is also a psychologically-normative category of guilt as 
subjectively specified criminal act. Criminal motivation is an integral 
psychological (motivational) process of creating, developing, differentiation, 
realisation of criminal motives. The functions of criminal motivational process are 
creatinve,selective,determining, confirming, regulating, controling. The  mentioned 
functions of criminal motive and criminal motivation determine the guilt and the 
degree of guilt (premeditation and involuntary manslaughter). The guilt determine 
principal is valid in a criminal trial. While determining the guilt the criminal court 
has to determine the content and the sort of the criminal motive, the content of 
criminal motivation and its influence on the content of the guilt. The  court mostly 
determines  greed  to  be the basic criminal motive with the corruption 
incrimination (bribe giving and bribe taking). By analysing of the corruption 
incriminations in Criminal Law of Serbia, the author realizes that the criminal 
motives (mostly greed) are present directly or indirectly in the law normatives of 
the corruption incriminations. The author determines the content of the term 
“corruption” by following the formula: 

GREED = PROFIT + LOVE = INDIVIDUAL PSYCHOLOGICAL 
ANTAGONISM 

(the cause of personality split, i.e. multiple soul  disorder of psychological 
character). 

 The author points out that – in case of early diagnosis of the causes of 
greed – we can easily treat the causes and the consequences as well, i.e. the 
corruption-organizational criminal-institutional criminal. Greed motive should be 
legally defined as a gained personality feature and unreasonable, unlimited, 
egoistic need or greed to gain profit. Greed has got a very intensive, concentrated 
mental energy which makes people proactive.  It should be classified  into  
profitable greed grades like: the profitable greed one (criminal motive being the 
facultative law qualificative element), the profitable greed two (criminal motive 

 

being the special element of criminal act), and the profitable greed three (criminal 
motive being the facultative law hard accusing element). In the end - The Criminal 
Motivation Law should be necessarily established. In accordance with the NGO 
report of Transparency International and Belgrade Centre for Human Rights, 
2008, the author considers the physical influence of corruption to the gaining and 
law protection of human rights in Serbia. The main cause of non respecting the 
rights in Serbia is inside the executive authorities in Serbia. The Serbian executive 
authorities do not protect or axecute the regular law. The reason for such a state 
the author finds in the social phenomenon called „corruption-organizational 
criminal-institutional criminal“. The author finds the corruption  so deeply 
implemented inside of the psychological structure of a civilian personality of an 
individual that it easily turns into organizational or institutional criminal act.  The 
causes of corruption can and has to be cured. Concerning the corruption 
consequences sanation, as well as the organizational and institutional criminal 
acts being at the more perfidy grades of corruption – the author suggests the 
sequence of preventive and repressive measures. The quality and the sanation 
measure effectiveness depend on the personality types as well as the quality and 
intentions of the people engaged in the executive authorities in Serbia. If the state 
doesn’t control the corruption,  the corruption will control the state. 

 
Key words: giving and taking bribe, corruption, criminal motive, criminal 

motivation, profit gaining greed,  organizational criminal act, institutional 
criminal act. 
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 , / 

FACTORS OF COMPETITIVENESS OF NATIONAL 
COMPANIES  INTERNATIONAL MARKETS 

Abstract 

The paper points out the necessity for the company from one of the national 
economy if they want to examine their competitive capabilities in the international 
market, they must concentrate on factors influencing the competitiveness. 
Therefore, the focus of attention by considering the assumptions why some 
nations and their economies beyond the other, to companies that expand to 
international proportions produced a competitive strategy. 

Key words: enterprise, competition, market competitiveness, competiti-
veness factors, strategy. 

  
  



          
        
 ,        
 .       
        , 
        
 .  

 : , , , , 
 , . 

                  


  
         

     ; 
 ;        ;  
            . 
 ,          
        . 

    ( )  
     .  
           , 
       , 
  ,     
 ,      
 -    .      
:   ;    
;     ;   
       , 
   ,  ,   
    (). 

      
    ,     
      (). ,    
       
         
.  

       , 
          
          
      . 

1.      

        , 
 ,     .  
          
,       . 
      .1   , 
  ,          
 ,        
 . 

        
   ,     . 
  . ,        
         
         
.2

  ,       " 
",     ,      

                                                
1 , .,  , , 1994. . 45. 
2 Porter, M.E., The Competitive Advantage of ations, Harvard Business Review, March-April; 
1991. . 3.

ПРЕГЛЕДНИ ЧЛАНЦИ



71  ЕКОНОМИКА

    ( )  
     .  
           , 
       , 
  ,     
 ,      
 -    .      
:   ;    
;     ;   
       , 
   ,  ,   
    (). 

      
    ,     
      (). ,    
       
         
.  

       , 
          
          
      . 

1.      

        , 
 ,     .  
          
,       . 
      .1   , 
  ,          
 ,        
 . 

        
   ,     . 
  . ,        
         
         
.2

  ,       " 
",     ,      

                                                
1 , .,  , , 1994. . 45. 
2 Porter, M.E., The Competitive Advantage of ations, Harvard Business Review, March-April; 
1991. . 3.



72  ЕКОНОМИКА

   .  ,    
      () 
         
.  

         
 
       .   ( . 
1)   "   "  :3

•          
   ,      
    ,    
, 

•         
  , 

•        
 , 

•         , 
    ,      
.). 

     

 . 1.     
  
:  . , , , , 2008. . 171. 

)        
  .4     
 ,    ,     

                                                
3 , 
4 Porter, M.E., The Competitive Advantage of Nations. Harvard Business Review, March-April; 
1990, .73-93.

        .5 , 
            
.         
   ,    .  , 
              
  .      ;   
        .  
 , ,     , 
 ,    . 

     ,    
 ,        
.  ,        
,        ,    
. ,         
  ,    ,        
 ,       
    . 

        , 
       . , 
   ,     
         ,  
     .6  

,      ,  
       ( 
)      . 

)        
  .       
  /    
  .     , 
  ,       , 
         .  
/        
.           
,         
 .   

         
       ().   
        , 
         
. ,       
  ,        
  .        
                                                
5 Landes, D.S., The wealth and Poverity of  Nations. New York: W.W. Norton, 1998. . 215. 
6 Makino, S., MITI Minister Kaora Yosano on reviving Japan’s competitive advantages. Academy 
of Management 
  Executive, 13(4); 1999. . 8-28.



73  ЕКОНОМИКА

   .  ,    
      () 
         
.  

         
 
       .   ( . 
1)   "   "  :3

•          
   ,      
    ,    
, 

•         
  , 

•        
 , 

•         , 
    ,      
.). 

     

 . 1.     
  
:  . , , , , 2008. . 171. 

)        
  .4     
 ,    ,     

                                                
3 , 
4 Porter, M.E., The Competitive Advantage of Nations. Harvard Business Review, March-April; 
1990, .73-93.

        .5 , 
            
.         
   ,    .  , 
              
  .      ;   
        .  
 , ,     , 
 ,    . 

     ,    
 ,        
.  ,        
,        ,    
. ,         
  ,    ,        
 ,       
    . 

        , 
       . , 
   ,     
         ,  
     .6  

,      ,  
       ( 
)      . 

)        
  .       
  /    
  .     , 
  ,       , 
         .  
/        
.           
,         
 .   

         
       ().   
        , 
         
. ,       
  ,        
  .        
                                                
5 Landes, D.S., The wealth and Poverity of  Nations. New York: W.W. Norton, 1998. . 215. 
6 Makino, S., MITI Minister Kaora Yosano on reviving Japan’s competitive advantages. Academy 
of Management 
  Executive, 13(4); 1999. . 8-28.



74  ЕКОНОМИКА

           
   ,        
  .   .      
 ,        
     ,       . 

    ,      
      (   
 ),       . 

)        
 . ,       
  ,  ,     (  ) 
 ,         
   (). 

 ,         
  .    
     ,  ,  
  . ,     
       
      ,     
. 

        
.  ,       
   ,     
     ,  
   .  ,    
        
 . 

.,        
        . 
        . 
          
,    ,   ,    . 
            
           . 
 ,      
 (.  )  ,    
    ,      "Ciba-Geigy","Hoffman 
LaRoche"  "Sandoz",       
 . 

)         
       ,  
      .  
  ,          
          
 ,        
  .     

  ,   ,    ,  
. , ,    .7

       
,        .  
 ,        , 
  ()    "" ( , 
 ,  ),       
,     ,   
     .    
 ,      ,   
         ,   , 
  ,  ,    .  
      ,   
  . ,           
           
  ,         
 ,        
,     . 

          
 ,           
   .     
   ,       
 .         
        . 

        
         
. ,      " 
",        
.  

         
            
        .    ., 
       Dell Computer,   
    .  , , 
  -  Hewlett-Packard-. 

2.       


        . 
           100 
.        
,    ():      

                                                
7 , .,  , , , 2008. . 170-171. 



75  ЕКОНОМИКА

           
   ,        
  .   .      
 ,        
     ,       . 

    ,      
      (   
 ),       . 

)        
 . ,       
  ,  ,     (  ) 
 ,         
   (). 

 ,         
  .    
     ,  ,  
  . ,     
       
      ,     
. 

        
.  ,       
   ,     
     ,  
   .  ,    
        
 . 

.,        
        . 
        . 
          
,    ,   ,    . 
            
           . 
 ,      
 (.  )  ,    
    ,      "Ciba-Geigy","Hoffman 
LaRoche"  "Sandoz",       
 . 

)         
       ,  
      .  
  ,          
          
 ,        
  .     

  ,   ,    ,  
. , ,    .7

       
,        .  
 ,        , 
  ()    "" ( , 
 ,  ),       
,     ,   
     .    
 ,      ,   
         ,   , 
  ,  ,    .  
      ,   
  . ,           
           
  ,         
 ,        
,     . 

          
 ,           
   .     
   ,       
 .         
        . 

        
         
. ,      " 
",        
.  

         
            
        .    ., 
       Dell Computer,   
    .  , , 
  -  Hewlett-Packard-. 

2.       


        . 
           100 
.        
,    ():      

                                                
7 , .,  , , , 2008. . 170-171. 



76  ЕКОНОМИКА

         
.  

       ,  
         
. ,         
            
         .  
  ,      . 
       . , 
           . 
   ,       - 
       ,  
,       . 
      . 
        
.          
  .         
          (.    
        ),  
    .  

         
       ,  , 
 .          
        
     . 



        , 
 ,   ,  ,   . 
          
     ,     
.  

         
  . ,        
            
 .         
       ; 
            . 
,         , 
         
  .            
   ,      
     .  



1. Makino, S., MITI Minister Kaora Yosano on reviving Japan’s competitive 
advantages, Academy of 
    Management Executive, 13(4); 1999. 
2. Porter, M.E., The Competitive Advantage of ations, Harvard Business Review, 
March-April; 1991. 
3. Landes, D.S., The wealth and poverity of ations, New York: W.W. Norton. 
1998. 
4. Lu, J.W.,& Beamish, P.W., International diversification and firm performance: 
The s-curve  
    hypothesis,Academy of Management Journal, 47 (4); 2004. 
5. , .,  , , , 2008. 
6. , .,  , , 1994. 



77  ЕКОНОМИКА

         
.  

       ,  
         
. ,         
            
         .  
  ,      . 
       . , 
           . 
   ,       - 
       ,  
,       . 
      . 
        
.          
  .         
          (.    
        ),  
    .  

         
       ,  , 
 .          
        
     . 



        , 
 ,   ,  ,   . 
          
     ,     
.  

         
  . ,        
            
 .         
       ; 
            . 
,         , 
         
  .            
   ,      
     .  



1. Makino, S., MITI Minister Kaora Yosano on reviving Japan’s competitive 
advantages, Academy of 
    Management Executive, 13(4); 1999. 
2. Porter, M.E., The Competitive Advantage of ations, Harvard Business Review, 
March-April; 1991. 
3. Landes, D.S., The wealth and poverity of ations, New York: W.W. Norton. 
1998. 
4. Lu, J.W.,& Beamish, P.W., International diversification and firm performance: 
The s-curve  
    hypothesis,Academy of Management Journal, 47 (4); 2004. 
5. , .,  , , , 2008. 
6. , .,  , , 1994. 



78  ЕКОНОМИКА

  ,  
 ,  -   

 
 

DESIGN BUSINESS DATABASE 
 

Abstract 
 

The database is a set of integrated, interrelated data stored without 
unnecessary redundancy, and are used to describe a real system in which they are 
used. This is the most complex form of organization of data, which are mutually 
related data are stored and used with the aim of securing the common use of 
information in the functioning of information systems.  

The concept of the development organization of data in database has a long 
history which dates from the construction of the first system for automatic data 
processing.  

The database covered all of organized information, regardless of the 
manner of their display, and physically housed in one place to serve different 
applications. 
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BUSINES START-UP CENTRES IN SERBIA 
   

Abstract 

Business incubators as tools of economic development, especially as the tools for 
knowledge and technologies transfer, have exploded in Europe in the 90s of the 20th 
century and that is the reason why we know very little about them and why we have made 
poor use of them. This paper represents additional contribution to spreading the 
information and knowledge about the possibilities of business incubators for the the 
transfer of knowledge and technologies and establishing knowledge based economy. The 
accomplished partnership formed for the realization of this project, firstly between the 
faculties in Serbia and then between the faculties and the municipalities and the Ministry 
of Science – in our conditionthis is a step forward and also a solid basis for successful 
establishment of business incubators. 

Key words: Business  incubator, knowledge transfer, technologies, partnership, 
project. 
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Abstract 

 
The aim of this paper is to point out the diversity of approaches in the process 

of analysis and evaluation of the performance of the company. It is the integration 
of financial analysis and business perspective stejkholderskih through balanced list 
of metrics and strategic map. 
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SALE OF PUBLIC ENTERPRISES AND THE STRENGTHENING OF 
COLONIAL PERSPECTIVES OF SERBIA  

Abstract 

Activities of public enterprises are of special importance for the people and 
country. It is the refore logical that these companies are under the control of the state. 
Influencing traits tend with drawal state from public enterprises. Such determinations 
are not based on  a tested will of voters or on the results of scientific research. Sale of 
public enterprises is encouraged from abroad. Serbian with drawal from public 
enterprise has risks. Risks are in the area of social policy and practice. 

Key words: Serbia, public enterprises, colonialism 
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REGULATORY COMPETENCIES OF THE SECURITIES COMMISSION OF 
THE REPUBLIC OF SERBIA 

bstract 

Regulatory role and immediate supervision of all market participants are the 
basic competencies of the Securities Commission of the Republic of Serbia (Securities 
Commission). Regulatory role comprise of different competencies including approving 
issuance of securities, disclosing information about issuers of securities, granting 
licenses and controlling authorized participants at the capital market. Securities 
Commission is authorized for the passing of legally binding regulations and the 
definition of bylaws that provides for operation of the laws. According to the principles 
of International Organization of Securities Commissions (IOSCO), Securities 
Commission needs to be organized as a self-standing and independent institution, i.e. it 
needs to have operational, financial and personal independence in its work. Current law 
regulation does not meet the IOSCO Principles: according to the legal stipulation, the 
Commission “is responsible for tasks conferred on it.” The upcoming changes of the 
Law on the Market for Securities and other Financial Instruments will, inter alia, 
contribute to the implementation of the IOSCO Principles in stipulation of the Securities 
Commission as a self-standing and independent institution.  

Key words: Secuties and exchange Commission, regulatory body, operational, financial 
and personal independence, IOSCO  Principleas, protection of investors
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EFFECT OF FOREING DIRECT INVESTMENT ON 
PRODUCTION AND INOVATION 

Abstract 

One of the main goal all country in transition is improving innvestment 
ambijent biznis strategy, encovering of the rouls foreing direct investment and 
development all investment all in main goal increasing product development and 
development of innovation. FDI has more roule development effect impact on 
increase export, transfer of modern tehnology, less inflation and very important 
such as better managament. FDI give as new metod of distributon products which 
is  and new markets. 

Keywords: production, innovation, management, FDI 
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COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF INVESTMENTS IN BA
MUNICIPALITY1

Abstract 

Republic of Serbia is in central phase of transition, what should represent radical 
turning and real   milestone in future development of national economy and local economic 
entities. Development of market economy could be accelerated by the inflow of assets 
through investments in new companies, recapitalization of existing companies and by 
consolidation of financial system. Investments have crucial role in realization of economic 
and social development aims and priorities, before all as activating instrument of 
quantitative and qualitative growth of total production factors and production, as in 
creation of conditions for better life of population. 

In paper work is presented review of previous investments on regional and 
national level. According to that research includes perennial investment trend in economy 
of Ba municipality, as characteristics of investment process into the economy on the 
territory of South-baka district, Province of Vojvodina and Republic of Serbia. Also, is 
given a brief description of planned and accomplished investments of some important 
economic entities.  

Key words: investments, assets, Ba municipality 
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SITUATION AND PERSPECTIVE OF EXPORT 
AGRUCULTURAL PRODUCTS FROM REPUBLIC SERBIA 

 
Abstract 

 
Serbia’s traditionally centralized, planned economy suffered tremendously in early 

transition years, which coincided with political instability and international sanctions. As 
a result, industrial production fell and unemployment rose to unprecedented levels, 
currently around 30%. As in other economies, the revival of the economy is dependent on 
agriculture production and trade,Serbia’s main provider of jobs and wealth.   

The author show the major trends in the international trade of agricultural 
commodities, for the time period from 1996 to 2007 with perspective till 2015. The 
dynamics of the import and export of agricultural commodities between individual 
countries, trade groups and continents are presented and analyzed comparatively and 
finally the ranking of Serbia in international trade. The major trade groups such as 
NAFTA, MERCOSUR, EU-27, ASEAN and CER are facing growing advantages of 
inter-regional trade. 

The liberalization of agricultural trade within the context of the World Trade 
Organization- WTO, is facing complex obstacles. Amongst them are trade and non-trade 
barriers like phyto-sanitary standards, customs, tariff rate quotas and a wide range of 
existing subsidies. The developed countries are dominating the agri-industrial world trade, 
due there natural potential and agro-economic policies. 

The respective statistical functions of the time series and the results thereof indicate 
the future development of international agricultural trade in general and that of Serbia in 
particular as a member of the CEFTA. The research results could be a contribution for 
Serbia to finalize the implementation of the requirements for membership to the WTO 
and further integration in the EU.  

The signing of the free trade agreement with Russia and Belorusia, strategic 
agreement with China and other new bilateral trade agreements like with EFTA countries 
and Turkey, Serbia will have free access to the market from 2010 that will increase trade 
exchange and would give Serbia a beneficial boost forward in international trade of 
agricultural products.  

Last, but not the least, signed an agreement on agricultural cooperation between 
Israel and Serbia in October 2010, aimed to help and improve the base for agricultural 
production by increasing efficiency, mutual transfer of knowledge and technology, 
systematic development of training and joint research in the field of agriculture. 

 

 

Key words: international trade, export, import, trade groups, Republic of Serbia, 
international market, agro-industrial products 

 
 

    
   1  
 

 
 

     -  
        
,       
,        
.         
      
      ,   
  1992.  2005. ,    2015. .  

      
  (, , -27,   ). 
  -     
        
,       , -
 ,   .  
          
  ,   ,     
     .  

 
 :  ,  , 

 ,  ,   
 
 

 
 

    -    
  .        
        .     
,             
,         .  
,            
   ,      
      ,      

                                                 
1 Rad je deo istraživanja u okviru doktorske disertacije „Meunarodni promet agroindustrijskih 
proizvoda“ UDK 33:347.452:339.564: 339.562 (043.3), 2009. 

ПРЕГЛЕДНИ ЧЛАНЦИ



135  ЕКОНОМИКА 

 , 
 ,   
  , 
  
     
 
 

SITUATION AND PERSPECTIVE OF EXPORT 
AGRUCULTURAL PRODUCTS FROM REPUBLIC SERBIA 

 
Abstract 

 
Serbia’s traditionally centralized, planned economy suffered tremendously in early 

transition years, which coincided with political instability and international sanctions. As 
a result, industrial production fell and unemployment rose to unprecedented levels, 
currently around 30%. As in other economies, the revival of the economy is dependent on 
agriculture production and trade,Serbia’s main provider of jobs and wealth.   

The author show the major trends in the international trade of agricultural 
commodities, for the time period from 1996 to 2007 with perspective till 2015. The 
dynamics of the import and export of agricultural commodities between individual 
countries, trade groups and continents are presented and analyzed comparatively and 
finally the ranking of Serbia in international trade. The major trade groups such as 
NAFTA, MERCOSUR, EU-27, ASEAN and CER are facing growing advantages of 
inter-regional trade. 

The liberalization of agricultural trade within the context of the World Trade 
Organization- WTO, is facing complex obstacles. Amongst them are trade and non-trade 
barriers like phyto-sanitary standards, customs, tariff rate quotas and a wide range of 
existing subsidies. The developed countries are dominating the agri-industrial world trade, 
due there natural potential and agro-economic policies. 

The respective statistical functions of the time series and the results thereof indicate 
the future development of international agricultural trade in general and that of Serbia in 
particular as a member of the CEFTA. The research results could be a contribution for 
Serbia to finalize the implementation of the requirements for membership to the WTO 
and further integration in the EU.  

The signing of the free trade agreement with Russia and Belorusia, strategic 
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THE STATE AND PERSPECTIVES OF ELECTRIC POWER 
INDUSTRY OF SERBIA 

 
Abstract 

 
Conduction and implementation of reforms in the energy sector are 

prerequisites for the achievement and increase of economic growth and 
development of R.Serbia. Electric power industry has a significant role in the 
achievement of economic development. Serbia is considered for the leader in this 
area in the Balkans, therefore it is necessary to make the transformation and 
changes in this sector. The reform process is focused on the price policy, 
investments in new and reconstruction of old capacities, as well as development 
and liberalisation of electricity market. Due to this reason assessment of the state 
and further perspectives of development Electric power industry of Serbia is of 
special importance.  
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PRODUCTION OF MILK AND DAIRY PRODUCTS  
IN THE REPUBLIC OF SERBIA 1

Abstract 

Improvement of food production is one of the most important aims 
of any state, in order to reach higher level in satisfying the needs in 
population feeding. Related to all that, a very important resource for food 
production is the production of milk, therefore an appropriate law and 
institutional attention has been paid to that production. 

Cattle breeding, especially cattle raising and sheep raising, have 
been having long tradition in our country, and production of milk and 
dairy products have been having large experience. Potential for cattle 
breeding development depends  significantly on certain natural 
conditions, the area and structure of agricultural land that has been 
exploited, the way of organizing agricultural production, economical and 
social population structure and the reached level in economical 
development. Far below the average number of all kinds of cattle in our 
country compared with the available land categories, testify that in 
general there are unused resources in cattle breeding. 

Research work presented in this study is oriented toward 
supervision of milk production and dairy products in the Republic of  
Serbia for the period 1998-2007. The production of milk and dairy 
products in regions, in Central Serbia and Vojvodina was analyzed, 
afterwards changes in production in the period of research, as well as the 
participation of milk production in Central Serbia and Vojvodina, in total 
production of milk in th Republic of Serbia and base indexes. Reception of 
milk in diaries was supervised also, as well as the predicted annual 
capacity for milk manufacturing, the level of manufacturing capacity 
exploitation, as well as the export and import of milk and dairy products.           

Key words: production, milk, dairy products,import, export. 

                                                
1 This paper work is a part of research in project 20111 given by Ministry of  sciencea and 

tehnological development, Republic of Serbia with title: ''Standardization of technological 
procedure in traditional producing Golija cheese with application original bacteria of milk acid 
in aim to protect geographical mark of origin''. 
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 ,  

A NEW ROLE OF INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND AND 
WORLD BANK IN THE LIGHT OF GLOBAL FINANCIAL CRISIS 

Abstract 

A current global financial crisis, most severe crises since year 1929., has 
shown that international financial system, as long as it is constitued at current 
principles dos not junction properly. The reform of international financial 
institutions, International Monetary Fund and World Bank, towards 
establishment of international financial system with regulatory function, probably 
provides the best way for preservation of financial markets liberalization benefits 
and, in the same time, reduction of negative effects created by liberalization. IMF 
should return to its basic principle provision of global financial stability by 
regulation of unregulated global financial market, as well as prevencion of 
crisis creation and crisis intervention. For the World Bank this means the shift of 
structural adjustment from creation of passive state (based on Washington 
Consensus) to creation of pro-active state that stimulates entrepreneurship and 
education and also shift from infrastructural projects (where World Bank 
invest the most of its funds) to entrepreneurship, education and human 
development projects. 

Key words: global financial crisis, international financial system, 
International Monetary Fund, World Bank, market regulation, structural 
adjustment 
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A NEW ROLE OF INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND AND 
WORLD BANK IN THE LIGHT OF GLOBAL FINANCIAL CRISIS 
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Abstract 

In order to successfully realize their business goals, modern companies need to 
possess the most important standards of corporative business operations, as the modern 
technological manufacturing processes, modern information systems, well developed 
distributive and sales network, acceptance of novel technological and information 
changes, successful management, satisfied employees. On the other hand, as main 
carriers of the given performances, are the standards within the framework of moral 
values, which are the base and the beginning of any business activity. To understand the 
nature of corporative business operations and the attitude of companies toward the 
customers and the broader public, it is necessary to analyze the core business operations 
from the companies' viewpoint, to gain insight into the nature of realization of business 
activities, and into the resulting obligations and responsibilities which are based on 
observation of basic moral standards in relationships with the employees, customers, 
public, society and the state.
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arranging the contract it is being started precisely the following: the kind of the 
stock,the deadline of the realization of the option,and the arranged price. An 
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TOURIST PRODUCTS 

Abstract 

Although fairs are old and traditional market institutions, they still have 
unabated importance in the (modern) business world. Despite the presence of new 
forms of business and promotion, fairs are still irreplaceable in the industry of 
tourism. Tourist fairs represents direct contact beetween the global demand and 
supply under the same roof. As actual worldwide situation and trends points out, 
for the creating and raising of the market share, and for the promotion of the 
business appearence, tourist fairs are becoming more popular every day. 
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ECONOMIC AND BUSINESS CONDITIONS IN THE 
BALKAN PENINSULA IN ANCIENT TIMES 

Abstract 

In this study, the authors present the questions of economic relations 
development on the territory of Balkan Peninsula in the period of ancient history. 
The special retrospection is made on the development of the economic relations in 
ancient Greece, which is considered to be the first European civilization. 
Economic relations built in Greece had a significant influence on the development 
of economy and culture of the nearby countries, as well as of the countries the 
where colonized or habited by the Greeks. Together with the culture acquisition, at 
the first place in the fields of science and art, Greeks obtrude their already built 
social and economic relation to the aborigines of the populous regions. This 
affined the arrangement of economy and society of the new countries. Agriculture, 
handicraft and trade were developed at the ancient Greece up to the level witch 
contributed the survival of their countries and nations. With the arrival of the 
Romans, the status of Greece as the dominant economic force on the territory of 
Balkan Peninsula slowly fades, and the new powerful empire takes over the 
leading role.    

Key words : Economy, ancient Greeks, Balkan peninsula, antique, ancient 
history, colonization, handicraft, agriculture, export and import, the Rome, 
conquest, development 
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BALKAN PENINSULA IN ANCIENT TIMES 

Abstract 

In this study, the authors present the questions of economic relations 
development on the territory of Balkan Peninsula in the period of ancient history. 
The special retrospection is made on the development of the economic relations in 
ancient Greece, which is considered to be the first European civilization. 
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ANALYSIS OF CROP PRODUCTION CONDITION IN 
SOUTH-BAKA DISTRICT IN TIME PERIOD 2000-2007 – 

EXAMPLE: BA MUNICIPALITY 

Abstract 

Agricultural production of Ba Municipality was developed in 
accordance with natural characteristics of this region, although insufficient in 
regard to possibilities. Hydrographic characteristics and fertile soil, which Ba
Municipality has, give development opportunities of all agricultural activities and 
clearly keep tracking the path of transformation from extensive to intensive 
character, but also leaving it multifunctional form of agricultural production, as a 
development direction. However, there has been obvious, by state analysis, that 
natural and economic potentials of the municipality had not been completely 
recognized, as on regional, as well as on national level. Big problem which 
producers meet is unreliable placement and furthermore, it highly effects on 
structure and size of crop production.   

The goal of the paper is to point out to extraordinary resource base of crop 
production, given by crop production analysis, and which also should develop and 
support in the future, parallel with other sectors of agricultural production.   

Key words: natural potentials, climatic conditions, irrigation, production, 
yields.  
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Abstract 

Theorem that Globalization is something new, become misleading concept, 
since what is described as globalization has been happening for 500 years. Rather 
what is new is that we are in an somekind 'age of transition'. Transition in a 
market economy and transition of modern capitalism in something new. World 
sistem of nowadays is in structural crisis and has entered into a period of chaotic 
behavior which will cause a systemic bifurcation and a transition to a new 
structure whose nature is as yet undetermined. So we have here a transition into a 
transitions. 
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СТРУЧНИ ЧЛАНЦИ
  
-       

INSTITUTION, AKTIVITY AND MEASURE TO HOLD 
GROWTH OF TEXTILE INDUSTY OF REPUBLIC OF SERBIA 

Abstract 

Caracteristics of  the macroeconomical index in Serbia in area of exportal 
tradeing is high level of deficit. Countries which have high level of exporting are the most 
successfull trough process of tranzition. Increment industry of textile to raceing exporting 
in Serbia is abouth 9%. Our country  have a lot of products of textile industry, including 
tehnical textile and carpets. Goal mean of developing of textile industy is reconstruction 
and reorganization of this sector, including active help to exporting sector bz state side.  

Key words: transition, textile industry, restructuring, represents, technical textile 
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 ,
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THE ANALYSIS OF THE PLACE OF THE RETAIL TRADE IN 
THE CHANELLS OF MARKETING – THE CASE: CITY OF 

BELGRADE 

Abstract 

The role of retail traders gained unprecedented proportions in the 21th century, 
and it is precisely trade companies that position themselves in the upper part of the 
list of companies with the largest annual turnover. The purpose of this paper is to 
analyse the place of the retail trade in the chanells of marketing of the city of 
Belgrade. The retail trade structure of the capital city is by far more qualitative 
than that of the rest of the country, while at the same time it significantly lags in 
comparison to capitals of Hungary, Austria, Czech Republic, Romania, Croatia 
and Slovenia. The most evident problem seems to be the slow pace of changes in 
the structure of the retail trade, still dominated by small and independent details-
oriented suppliers. The fact that the Belgrade market still lacks the leading foreign 
chain companies such as Tesco, Cora, Spar etc, brought forth the conjecture of 
possible misuses of the dominant market position on the part of domestic retail 
chains. The economics experts estimate that the capital of Serbia will become one 
of the leaders in the region of Western Balkans by the year 2015. It is also 
estimated that precisely the trade will represent the key factor in gaining that 
status. 

Key words:  trade, chanells of marketing, retail trade, misuse of the dominant 
market position  
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Abstract 
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and it is precisely trade companies that position themselves in the upper part of the 
list of companies with the largest annual turnover. The purpose of this paper is to 
analyse the place of the retail trade in the chanells of marketing of the city of 
Belgrade. The retail trade structure of the capital city is by far more qualitative 
than that of the rest of the country, while at the same time it significantly lags in 
comparison to capitals of Hungary, Austria, Czech Republic, Romania, Croatia 
and Slovenia. The most evident problem seems to be the slow pace of changes in 
the structure of the retail trade, still dominated by small and independent details-
oriented suppliers. The fact that the Belgrade market still lacks the leading foreign 
chain companies such as Tesco, Cora, Spar etc, brought forth the conjecture of 
possible misuses of the dominant market position on the part of domestic retail 
chains. The economics experts estimate that the capital of Serbia will become one 
of the leaders in the region of Western Balkans by the year 2015. It is also 
estimated that precisely the trade will represent the key factor in gaining that 
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