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Abstract: A number of studies link higher levels of education and general wellbeing
to lower levels of xenophobia and social distance in relation to strangers. We tested
this general assumption on a sample of more than 10,000 young people aged from
14 to 29 years from ten countries of Southeast Europe. More specifically, the focus
of our research was to evaluate the effect of young people’s financial status, parental
education and self-rated health onto the level of fear and social distance expressed in
relation to immigrants and refugees. Our hypothesis was that better-off young people
in all three dimensions (money, education, and health) should be less fearful and
more open towards immigrants and refugees in each of the ten countries observed.
The analyses showed that none of the six tested hypotheses could be confirmed. With
very rare exceptions, better-off young people do not hold more positive perceptions
when it comes to immigrants and refugees. In essence, our results suggest that negative
perceptions in relation to immigrants and refugees are quite evenly spread across
the different segments of young people in terms of their financial situation, cultural
background and their health. The only partial exception is Bulgaria, where correlations
tend to run contrary to our expectations; better financial situation and better self-rated
health are related to more negative perceptions of immigrants and refugees.
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Introduction

Following the influx of immigrants to Europe in recent years, studies of
attitudes towards immigrants and refugees have proliferated and often depict
increases in negative attitudes (Davidov, Seddig, Gorodzeisky, Raijman; Markaki,
Y., and Longhi, S. 2012; Meuleman, Davidov and Billiet 2009; Rustenbach 2010;
Semyonov, Raijman and Gorodzeisky 2006). Many studies show that the Europeans
perceive immigrants as a threat to social order, social cohesion, traditions and
norms (Ceobanu and Escandell 2010; Davidov et al., 2019; Rustenbach 2010)
and as a social, symbolic, economic and criminal danger to both individuals
and society (Heath, Davidov, Ford, Green, Ramos and Schmidt 2019; Martinez
Guilllem 2018).

Within the social sciences, there are several theoretical explanations of
indicators and predictors of public attitudes toward immigrants, yet there is no
unified theory explaining these attitudes. On the individual level, most studies
focus on socio-demographic characteristics, socioeconomic position, and political
attitudes as determinants of attitudes toward immigrants. Commonly, studies suggest
that poor socio-economic position, unemployment and low income influence the
development of negative perception (Coenders and Scheepers 2003; Gorodzeisky
2011, Hainmueller and Hiscox 2007; Krange 2001; Kunovich 2004; Mierina and
Koroleva 2015; O’Rourke and Sinnott 2006; Paas and Halapuu 2012; Roots, Masso
and Ainsaar 2016; Vlase and Preoteasa 2017) due to perception of immigrants as
competitors for resources that are necessary for survival.

Negative attitudes toward immigrants increase when low levels of
socioeconomic status coincide with low levels of education. Individuals with higher
levels of education are more favourable towards immigrants (Herreros and Criado
2009; Krange 2001; Rustenbach 2010), since educational systems tend to promote
acceptance of different cultural values and beliefs (Espenshade and Calhoun 1993;
Hainmueller and Hiscox 2007), thus promoting cultural and social openness. At
the same time, immigrants in the labour market mostly work in low-skilled manual
jobs and are therefore not perceived as a threat to people with higher levels of
education (Hainmueller and Hiscox 2007; Krange 2001; Mayda 2005; O’Rourke
and Sinnott 2006). A higher proportion of unskilled immigrants also implies higher
wages for skilled workers (Mayda 2005). Unemployed people, unskilled workers,
and low-skilled natives are therefore more likely to have negative attitudes towards
immigrants because of the fear of losing a job or anger due to unemployment
(Gorodzeisky 2011; Krange 2001; O’Rourke and Sinnott 2006). Furthermore,
Rustenbach (2010) emphasizes that people appear less tolerant toward immigrants
because of the perception that economic competition indeed exists and tied to
frequent media portrayals of impoverished immigrants and refugees moving to
wealthier countries to improve their standard of living. Some authors emphasize
that these perceptions and attitudes depend on the economic state of the country.
Some studies suggest that in poor countries, highly-skilled workers appear more
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anti-immigrant than unskilled workers (O’Rourke and Sinnott 2006). Various
studies have shown that regardless of their skill level, people will have higher anti-
immigrant attitudes when they live in regions where there is a high competition
for jobs accompanied by high unemployment rates (Gang, Rivera-Batiz and Yun
2002; Meuleman, Davidov and Billiet 2009; Rustenbach 2010).

The role of education in the development of these attitudes is of particular
importance for young people, since their attendance in school is mandatory. Apart
from offering education and skill development, these programmes often include some
options for international mobility of students, such as Erasmus+. Several researchers
list the experience of mobility as an important factor of influencing attitudes toward
immigrants on an individual level (O’Rourke and Sinnott 2006). Such experiences
educate young people about other social environments, exposing them to other social
and cultural influences, and enabling them to form bonds with peers from other
countries, thus promoting openness and tolerance.

Within the family context, there are several important factors that influence the
attitudes of young people toward immigrants. Firstly, attitudes appear to be influenced
by their parents’ origin (O’Rourke and Sinnott 2006), and young people with nationally
and ethnically diverse backgrounds appear to be more receptive toward immigrants.
Hence, those who have already lived abroad and were either born abroad, or with
foreign-born parents, are more likely to view diversity as a benefit rather than a cost
(O’Rourke and Sinnott 2006). However, Mierina and Koroleva (2015) discovered
the opposite: young people born outside the country bear more negative attitudes
towards minority groups than those born in the country of residence; in addition, the
ethnic minorities do not demonstrate more empathy towards immigrants than the
majority of young people. Secondly, attitudes toward immigrants and refugees appear
to be influenced by religious background. O’Rourke and Sinnott (2006) discovered
that Western Catholics are less anti-immigrant than other western respondents, but
Catholicism has no effect on attitudes in the East. Thirdly, attitudes toward immigrants
and refugees appear to be influenced by interpersonal trust (Rustenbach 2010) as the
results show that national-level interpersonal trust may be too variable to influence
an individual’s attitudes toward immigrants. In contrast, when interpersonal trust is
higher at a regional level, it is likely to influence individuals to be more trusting of
immigrants. Therefore, interpersonal trust is recognized as a strong predictor of anti-
immigrant attitudes: anti-immigrant attitudes are therefore lower among individuals
who have higher levels of interpersonal trust (societal integration) (Rustenbach 2010).
Fourthly, attitudes toward immigrants and refugees appear to be influenced by cultural
capital and socialization (Krange 2001). According to the power theory, anti-immigrant
attitudes tend to grow along with low cultural capital, and Krange (2001) suggests that
socialization and class culture should be taken into account when researching attitudes
toward immigrants. Finally, attitudes toward immigrants and refugees seem to be
influenced by an individual’s feeling of neighbourhood safety (see Chandler and Tsai
2001). For instance, individuals who experience fear of crime and fear for their safety,
act more protectively and more anti-immigrant.
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Within our analysis, we explore the idea that an increase in levels of individual
socio-economic well- being increases of one’s openness toward immigrants. Well-
being shows a strong linkage to economic development (Inglehart 2000) and high-
income countries show an increase in both happiness and interpersonal trust which,
according to Inglehart, should be understood as a part of the change from survival to
self-expression values:

These values bring increasing emphasis on the civil and political liberties that
constitute democracy, which provides broader latitude for people to pursue
freedom of expression and self-realization. Rising self-expression values transform
modernization into a process of human development, generating a society that is
increasingly people-centred. This reflects a humanistic transformation of modernity.
(Inglehart 2005: 3)

The connection between economic development and tolerance, which is one of
the key components of the survival/self-expression dimension, is particularly strong
(Inglehart 2005). Many studies support this assumption and show that economic
development decreases individual tolerance of inequality (Kelley, Evans, Haller, Jowell
and Smith 2009) while increases tolerance toward other social groups, in particular
homosexuals (Inglehart 2005; Florida, Mellander and Stolarick 2010; Berggren and
Nilsson 2013) and immigrants (Das, DiRienzo and Tiemann 2008). These results should
be understood following the assumption that socioeconomic modernization enables
the development of objective capabilities for humanist culture and thus induces both
cultural transformation on the level of society and behaviour on an individual level.

Socio-economic predictors of attitudes of young people towards immigrants
have been relatively little studied in the region of the Southeast Europe. A few studies
that exist are mostly limited either to a particular state, or national context (Dimitrova,
Buzea, Ljujic and Jordanov 2015) and rarely focus on specific intersection between
young people and attitudes towards immigrants and refugees. Our study attempts to
bring into focus the fear of immigrants as expressed by young people from Slovenia,
Croatia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Serbia, Romania, Bulgaria, Northern Macedonia,
Montenegro, Kosovo, and Albania. Our research is based on a total sample of more
than 10,000 young people, aged from 14 to 29 years. We hypothesize that:

1. (H1) in all 10 countries, the economic situation of young individuals
correlates negatively with fear of immigrants. This hypothesis is based
on research results indicating that individuals with lower economic
backgrounds tend to harbour negative attitudes towards immigrants
(Coenders and Scheepers 2003; Gorodzeisky 2011, Hainmueller and
Hiscox 2010; Krange 2001; Kunovich 2004; Mierina and Koroleva 2015;
and O’Rourke and Sinnott 2006);

2. (H2) in all 10 countries, the educational level of a young individual’s
parents correlates negatively with fear of immigrants. This hypothesis is
based on research results indicating that higher parental education tends
to exert a positive impact on openness towards immigrants (Miklikowska
2017; Margaryan, Paul, Siedler 2018);
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3. (H3)1in all 10 countries, the level of self-rated health of young individuals
correlates negatively with fear of young people towards immigrants. This
hypothesis is based on research results indicating that high levels of self-
rated health and other elements of subjective well-being exert a positive
impact on peace, openness, and tolerance (Diener and Tov 2007);

4. (H4) in all 10 countries, the economic situation of a young individual
correlates negatively with social distance towards immigrants. This
hypothesis is based on research results indicating that an individual’s
economic background correlates with social distance toward immigrants
and other social groups (Pamporov 2009; Goldschmidt and Rydgren
2017);

5. (H5) in all 10 countries, the educational level of a young individual’s
parents correlates negatively with social distance towards immigrants.
This hypothesis is based on the logical assumption that parents with
higher education exhibit more tolerant and inclusive behaviour and, in
consequence, strive to diminish social distance, an assumption that is also
supported by research results (Cavaille and Marshall 2017); and

6. (H6) in all 10 countries, the level of self-rated health of young individuals
correlates negatively with social distance towards immigrants. This
hypothesis is based on research results indicating that high levels of self-
rated health and other elements of subjective well-being exert a positive
impact on peace, openness, and tolerance (Diener and Tov 2007), thus
diminishing social distance.

Method

All analyses in this article were made on survey data gathered within the project
“Youth in Southeast Europe 2018,” which was commissioned by the Friedrich-Ebert-
Stiftung (FES) and conducted in early 2018 in ten countries of Southeast Europe:
Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina (BiH), Bulgaria, Croatia, Kosovo, Northern
Macedonia, Montenegro, Romania, Serbia, and Slovenia.

Sample

In each country, the surveys were carried out on representative randomized
samples of young people aged 14 through 29. Samples were sorted along several key
socio-demographic characteristics, such as age, gender, place of residence, and type
of settlement. The average age of respondents was 21.9 years, ranging from 21.1 in
Albania to 22.6 in Romania. The sample consisted of 50.2% male and 49.8% female
respondents; the number of female respondents ranged from 46.7% in Kosovo to
51.5% in Montenegro. The sample size varied from N = 711 in Montenegro to N =
1,500 in Croatia. The average response rate was 64%, varying from 38% in Kosovo
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to 83% in Northern Macedonia. In Albania, Bulgaria, Croatia, Kosovo, Romania,
and Slovenia, the data were weighted to better fit the target population.

Instrument and data collection

The same core questionnaire with 127 questions, many of them consisting
of several Likert-type items, was administered in each of the ten countries. The
questionnaire was constructed by a team of experts in English and then, using a
forward-backward procedure, translated into local languages. It was designed
particularly broadly in order to shed light on all major issues concerning young
people’s lives in the region.

Measures and Analytical procedures

Our focus was to measure the attitudes and beliefs of young people toward
immigrants by observing the level of fear and the social distance they express to a
variety of fear factors and social groups. When analysing fear, we asked respondents
to what extent they were frightened or concerned in relation to the following things:
being a victim of physical violence, getting robbed by someone, getting seriously
ill, having no job, terrorist attack, war in the region/the world, pollution and climate
change, increasing poverty in society, social injustice, corruption, and too many
immigrants and refugees. Their answers were measured on a scale from 1 to 3, with 1
corresponding to“not at all” and with 3 equivalent to “a lot.” We calculated the extent
of fear towards immigrants and refugees by taking into consideration the mean values
of other fear factors. Thus, we computed a measure that we called “relative fear in
relation to immigrants” by way of dividing the level of fear of immigrants and refugees
by the average level of fear in relation to all other fear factors stated above.

When analysing social distance toward immigrants and other social groups, we
asked respondents how they would feel if one of the following families or persons
moved into their neighbourhood. We included the following groups: a local family
with many children, a homosexual person or a couple, a group of students, a Roma
family, a retired couple, drug addicts, ex-prisoners, a family from Western Europe,
and refugees. Their answers were measured on a 1-5 Likert scale (1 being “very
good” and 5 being “very bad”). The calculation of social distance towards refugees
consists of social distance towards refugees divided by the average social distance
towards all other groups stated above. Hence, we called the resulting variable
“relative social distance towards refugees”.
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Results

We begin by focusing on differences between countries in terms of relative fear
and relative social distance in relation to immigrants.

Graph 1: Mean values of relative fear and social distance toward immigrants and refugees
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Note: Values indicate the ratio between answers in relation to immigrants and the average of
answers in relation to other groups/concerns. For example, the value 1.04 for Bulgaria means
that among young people from Bulgaria, fear of immigrants is 4% stronger in comparison to
all other fears measured in the survey. Similarly, a value of 1.33 means that social distance
towards immigrants is 33% higher in Bulgaria than average social distance in relation to
other groups.

As shown in the graph above, the young people from Bulgaria express the
highest amount of relative fear (M=1.04) and relative social distance (M=1.33)
towards immigrants among the ten countries. This was the only country where the
amount of fear and social distance concerning immigrants exceeded other factors
associated with fear and social distance.

Interestingly, there are minimal differences when comparing the rest of the
countries studied; Serbia, Slovenia, Northern Macedonia, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Romania, Montenegro, and Kosovo all exhibit similar results. The mean values of
relative fear toward immigrants were between 0.95 and 0.91, indicating that young
people in these countries feel slightly less afraid of or distant from immigrants than
other social groups or events. The more significant decrease is seen in the case of
Croatia (M=0.87) and Albania (M=0.75), where young people reported substantially
lower values of fear of immigrants in comparison with fear in relation to other social
groups or events. Young people from Croatia, however, displayed quite high levels
of relative social distance from refugees. Looking at both measures together, Albania
and Kosovo appear to be the two countries with the lowest relative fear of and social
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distance from immigrants and refugees.

We continue by focusing on the hypotheses formulated in the introduction.
Within our first hypothesis, we assumed that young people from financially more
stable households express less relative fear of immigrants.

Table 1: Correlations between self-rated health, household financial situation, parents’
education, and relative fear of immigrants

Country Household Father's Mother's Self-rated health
Financial Situation  education education

Albania -0.024 0.036 0.063* 0.016
Bosnia and Herzegovina -0.011 0.006 0.006 -0.103%*
Bulgaria 0.125%* 0.000 0.047 0.039
Croatia -0.023 -0.021 0.001 -0.079%*
Kosovo -0.017 0.026 0.053 -0.017
Northern Macedonia 0.038 -0.013 0.012 -0.014
Montenegro -0.024 0.040 -0.021 0.048
Romania -0.096%* 0.037 0.030 0.059
Serbia -0.076* -0.002 -0.012 0.018
Slovenia 0.032 -0.021 -0.024 0.057

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (1-tailed).
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (1-tailed).

The results from table 1 show a weak negative correlation between households’
financial situation and fear of immigrants in Romania (r = -0.096, p < 0.01) and
Serbia (1= -0.076. p < 0.05). Thus, if these two countries were the only ones in
our sample, we could confirm our first hypothesis. However, we must reject our
HI, since correlations are not statistically significant in most countries, while in
Bulgaria, better-off young people are even slightly more fearful of immigrants and
refugees (r=0.125, p <0.01).

In our second hypothesis (H2), we assumed that young people with better
educated parents express less fear towards immigrants. Among all countries, the
correlation was statistically significant only in the case of Albania and only for the
mother’s education (r = 0.063, p < 0.05). Furthermore, this correlation was positive,
which directly contradicts our second hypothesis, making it clear that H2 must be
rejected.

Regarding health (H3), we hypothesized that individuals rating their health
higher express less fear of and concern toward immigrants. While this can be
confirmed for Bosnia and Herzegovina (r =-0.103, p <0.01) and Croatia (r =-0.079,
p <0.01), correlations for other countries are not statistically significant. Therefore,
we must reject our third hypothesis.
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Table 2: Correlations between household financial situation, parents’ education, self-rated
health, and relative social distance from refugees.

Country Household Financial Father's Mother's Self-rated health
Situation education education

Albania 0.015 -0.025 -0.043 0.014
Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.013 0.062 0.023 -0.037
Bulgaria 0.066 0.073* 0.145%* 0.143%%*
Croatia 0.053* 0.025 0.013 -0.117%*
Kosovo -0.011 -0.053 -0.050 -0.005
Northern Macedonia 0.143%* -0.064 -0.024 0.040
Montenegro -0.003 0.018 0.004 0.032
Romania -0.056 0.010 0.011 0.040
Serbia 0.056 -0.038 -0.056 0.066*
Slovenia -0.039 -0.005 0.042 -0.031

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (1-tailed).
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (I-tailed).

Within our fourth hypothesis (H4), we assumed that financially more stable
households exhibit lower social distance from refugees. Contrary to what was
expected, the results presented in Table 2 show a positive correlation between a
household’s financial situation and social distance in Northern Macedonia (r =
0.143, p < 0.01) and Croatia (r = 0.053, p < 0.05), while no statistically significant
correlation was found in other countries. Consequently, H4 had to be rejected.

The case with our fifth hypothesis is similar. While we hypothesised that the
relative social distance from refugees should be lower among young people with
more educated parents, the opposite is the case in Bulgaria where children of more
educated mothers (r = 0.073, p < 0.05) and fathers (r = 0.145, p < 0.01) exhibit even
higher relative social distance. In other countries, correlations are not statistically
significant, leaving us with no other choice but to reject HS.

Finally, we hypothesised that the relative social distance from refugees should
be lower among young people with better self-rated health. Indeed, this proved to
be the case in Croatia (r =-0.117, p < 0.01). However, the opposite was the case in
Bulgaria (r =0.143, p < 0.01) and Serbia (r = 0.066, p < 0.05), while no statistically
significant correlation was found in other countries. Therefore, even our last
hypothesis had to be rejected.

Discussion
In this study, we set out to explore whether better-off young people across
the countries of Southeast Europe were less fearful of — or reluctant to live with —

immigrants or refugees. Despite the fact that we found a body of literature supporting
this idea, our findings suggest that the answer to this question is a resolute no.
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Our first finding that provided general overview and comparison of young
people’s opinion was that Bulgarian youth conveyed the highest amounts of fear
and social distance toward immigrants among all 10 countries. These findings are
congruent with a paper presented by Ivanova (2018), who reports of existence of a
Bulgarian notorious group called Refugee hunters that represents a physical threat to
immigrants and enjoys public support. According to Ivanova (2018), approximately
70% of Bulgarians perceive immigrants as a national threat, a burden to the economy
and a cultural threat that will spread Islam in Europe. Many Bulgarians believe that
immigrants cannot be integrated, which is largely instigated by hate speech that is
spread through the media. Furthermore, young people are often concerned about
obtaining a job, which is yet another factor that can cause fear and distrust, since
newcomers are perceived as potential competition. On the other hand, it is worth
noting that Albania and Kosovo were countries with the lowest relative fear of and
social distance from immigrants and refugees. These two countries are among the
least economically developed countries in our sample. The fact that the highest levels
of relative fear of and social distance from immigrants appear to be present among
young people from the much more highly developed Bulgaria and Slovenia, can be
taken as a sign that economic welfare might not actually be a defining predictor of
more favourable attitudes towards immigrants on an individual level.

Additionally, our findings indicate that better financial situation of the
household does not make young people less fearful of immigrants and refugees in
eight out of ten countries observed — the two exceptions being Romania and Serbia.
It turned out that in Bulgaria, better-off young people are even slightly more fearful
of immigrants and refugees. This finding, again, resonates well with the results
published by Ivanova (2018), indicating that in comparison to people from other
countries, Bulgarians generally appear less supportive of immigrants, regardless of
their financial status. We assume that once such attitudes become mainstream, they
are also accepted by the young people with higher economic status.

The results also showed the absence of the expected effect of a better financial
situation on lower social distance and fear toward refugees. This effect is absent in
all ten countries. Furthermore, in Bulgaria, better financial situation is associated
with higher levels of relative fear of immigrants and refugees, while in Northern
Macedonia, better-off young people exhibit higher levels of relative social distance
from refugees. In short, none of the ten countries proves that a better financial
situation of young persons’ households would be conducive to more favourable
attitudes towards immigrants and refugees in both dimensions used in our study.

Moreover, our findings suggest that even higher parental education does not
reduce fearfulness of or social distance in relation to immigrants and refugees.
Albanians whose mothers achieved higher education, tend to report even higher
levels of fear, while in Bulgaria, the children of more educated parents exhibit
substantially higher social distance toward refugees.

When it comes to self-rated health, our results show that healthier young people
from BiH and Croatia tend to be less fearful of immigrants and refugees. In Croatia,
healthier young people also reported lower levels of social distance toward refugees.
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However, in all other countries, correlations were either statistically insignificant,
or running in the opposite direction. The latter was found in Bulgaria and Serbia
respectively, where young people who rate their health higher tend to express higher
social distance toward refugees.

All in all, our results show that the correlations between the observed variables
are weak and in most cases statistically insignificant. The main conclusion of our
study is that negative perceptions of immigrants and refugees are quite evenly
spread across different segments of young people in terms of their financial situation,
cultural background and health.

With this in mind, our second conclusion is that there is no universal pattern
across countries or across different indicators; the observed correlations vary
significantly between different societies and different measures. Within this volatility,
Bulgaria comes out as the only country with a relatively stable pattern. This pattern,
however, is the direct opposite to the one that we set out to find. In Bulgaria, better-
off young people tend to be more fearful of immigrants and refugees. It should be
noted that Bulgaria also stands out as the country with the most pronounced fear of
and social distance toward these groups of people. Further studies should therefore
on the one hand focus on the macro-relationship between the frequency of negative
attitudes toward immigrants and refugees, and correlations between these attitudes
and different measures of the socio-economic status of individuals on the other.
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Y JYTOUCTOYHOJ EBPOITN

Caocemax: bpojHe cTynuje moBe3yjy BUILIN HUBO 00pa30Bamka 1 OMIITE OJIarocTame ca
HIDKUM HUBOMMA KceHO(OoOMje U COIMjaliHe TUCTAHIE Y OTHOCY Ha cTpaHie. Mu cMo
TECTHUPAJIH OBY OIIITY NPETIIOCTAaBKY Ha y30pKy ox Buie ox 10 000 miagux y nobu
on 14 no 29 rogmuna u3 necer 3emasba jyroucroune EBpore. Taunuje, poxyc namer
HCTpaKUBama OMO je MpoLemhHUBakhe YTHIAja (PMHAHCH]CKOT cTaTyca MiaJuX, HUBOA
o0pa3oBama POAUTEIhA M CAMOOICH-ECHOT 3/[PAaBCTBEHOI CTama Ha HUBOY CTpaxa U
COIMjaJIHEe TUCTaHIIe Y OHOCY Ha MHUTpaHTe 1 u3bernuie. Hamra xunoresa ouia je ia
nobpocrojehn Mitaan y cBe Tpu AMMeH3Hje (HOBall, 00pa3oBame U 3/1paBJbe) MOKa3yjy
MamH cTpax W Behy OTBOpeHOCT mpema MHUTpaHTHMa M HM30eruiama y CBaKOj Of
JIeceT OCMaTpaHNX 3eMasba. AHAIN3E Cy MOKa3aje Jja HUjeJHa Of IIeCT TeCTHPaHNX
XHUIOTe3a HUje Moria aa Oyme moTrBpleHa. Y3 Bpiio peTke m3y3eTke, moOpoctojehn
MJIaJM HEMajy MO3UTHBHH]jE MEpLENIije MUTpaHara 1 n3oermmma. Y CyIITHHH, HallH
pe3yaTaTH CyrepHIly Ja Cy HeraTHBHE MEepIETIIije MUTpaHaTa i N30ennIa IPHIHIHO
paBHOMepHO pacriopeljeHe y pa3InIuTHM CerMeHTHMa MOMyJIalyje MIauxX, Y IOTIemsy
BUXOBE (PMHAHCHjCKE CHUTyalHje, KyJATypHOT MOpeKIa W HBUXOBOT 31paBiba. JennHu
JeTMMUYHU U3y3eTak je byrapcka, e cy Kopenanuje YIIaBHOM CYIPOTHE HalliM
OYeKrBambnuMa; 00Jba (PMHAHCHjCKA CUTYyaldja U 00JbE COMOOIEH-CHO 3PaBCTBEHO
CTare ITOBE3aHO je ca HeTaTHBHHjUM IIepIeTIijaMa MUTpaHaTa 1 H30enuna.

Kmwyune peuu: murpantu, nzoemmie, Miiaau, jyroucrouna EBporma, crpax, conujanta
JIFCTaHIA





