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SOCIODEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE OF HOMELESS IN SERBIA?

Abstract: This is one of the rare papers on the homeless in Serbia, aimed to feature their
sociodemographic profile. Main source of data is population census and the basic method is
statistic. In addition,we apply secondary analysis of few qualitative researches, the findings of
which were used as complementary. As a result, we present that vast majority of homeless are
men, younger and middle aged, unmarried, with poor education and performing elementary
occupations. Many of them are Roma and immigrants from the region and returnees from
the EU as well. The interpretation of the findings, preempted by short overview of the social
context of this phenomenon in Serbia and partly in EU, contributed to a conclusion which
summarizes the profile of homeless and indicates onto an intervention targeted to pull them
out of the social margin but also prevent further falls of many persons under risk.

Keywords: Homeless, Serbia, Socio-demographic profile, Social construction of the
phenomenon, Social exclusion.

Introduction: Basic Concepts and Goals

Homelessness is a very complex problem of huge social deprivation (Bobi¢, 2014). First
and foremost, it is closely related to the lack of housing or inadequate housing and then
overall poverty as two basic dimensions of social exclusion. Homeless lack human resources:
income, employment, assets, savings, skill sets, education,cultural capital and social respect
(Jugovi¢, Lukovi¢, 2012). Homeless do not possess social capital since they are usually
abandoned by spouses and family, relatives, neighbors, friends, colleagues, members of local
communities, ethnic groups, etc. They miss coping strategies and ways how to overcome
multiple challenges of living in a risky society. Homelessness is therefore a passive response
and a maladaptation to a mixture of unfavorable events in a life course and the outcome of
false personal choices.

! mirjana.bobic@gmail.com

2 The paper is the result of the author’s work on the project “Izazovi nove drustvene integracije u
Srbiji: koncepti i akteri” (“The Challenges of New Social Integration in Serbia: Concepts and Actors”)
carried out by the Institute for sociological research, Faculty of Philosophy, from 2011 and funded
by Ministry of Education, Science and Technological Development, Republic of Serbia (No 179035).
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Homeless people face crucial turning points in their lives, which make them roofless,
without a job, in poor health and alone. Homelessness is often a result of the shrinking of
welfare state and a social protection, especially in the Southern Europe, as well as in countries
of post-socialistic transformation, unlike Scandinavian states with more generous policies.
The decline of a support from family has nowadays become a result of second demographic
transition, in short, changed attitudes toward marriage and family and their lower propensity
(Bobi¢&Vukeli¢, 2011). Widespread dissolution of families presupposes rise in numbers/
shares of single, divorced, widowed, one-parent families, elderly households, etc. On the
other hand, not rarely entire families are being pushed at the social margin, due to armed
conflicts and migrations, as was the case with ex-Yugoslav republics in 1990s, with refugees,
internally displaced persons (arriving in central Serbia and Vojvodina from Kosovo and
Metohija in 2000s), etc.

The risks of becoming a homeless are manifold: (long term) unemployment, lack of
income and resources, poor education and related difficulties in access to work force. In the
EU homeless have also been vastly recruited out of undocumented or unresolved nationality
or citizenship status (immigrants, asylum-seekers, illegal aliens, persons without residence
papers), (Avramov, 2006)

Homeless denote people who are either located at or use services of homeless shelters,
reception and drop-in facilities, safe houses, etc. Also, in the EU as well as in Serbia, the
homeless have been permanently on the increase, due to growing population of the elderly
in advanced ageing societies. Majority come from collective centers, penal institutions,
psychiatric hospitals, in-patient clinics, prisons, etc. They are often being discharged but
without a place to go, because they are usually rejected by their families and relatives,
and therefore, forced to move back and forth in a vicious circle, from in-patient clinic
/hospital/ prison to a shelter and back, under conditions of the decline of public social
protection, financial restrictions, reforms of social protection, lack of partnership in
between public and private actors in this domain, etc.,(Zarkovi¢, Petrovi¢ & Timotijevi,
2012; Ljubici¢, 2013, 2018).

In sociology there is a term ‘underclass'which also covers homeless and has been coined
in the Anglo-Saxon literature. It is a heterogeneous group, an outcome of a spatial and
industrial reconstruction of capitalism, new processes of urbanization and reorganization of
space, which often bring about displacing of entire groups or populations, not rarely creating
the “poverty ghettos” (Wilson, 1989, according to: Tomanovi¢, S. et al., 2014).

In order to overcome numerous and not small divergences in the conceptualization and
interpretation of the phenomenon, which reflect varying social and spatial developments
of welfare states and social protection across European states and regions, legal treatment,
social rights, support measures, public attitudes, The European Federation of National
Organisations Working with the Homeless (FEANTSA)? set up the European Observatory in
1991. Its purpose was to facilitate data collection and knowledge creation on the homeless in
the EU member states. A unique typology of homelessness and social exclusion — European
Typology of Homelessness (ETHOS), (www.feantsa.org) has been designed. Other than
housing as the most basic personal need, this typology embraces homeless as a multi-

3 FEANTSA is the only European NGO exclusively focusing on homelessness, established in 1989.
It gathers together over 130 member organizations from 30 countries, including 28 Member States.
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dimensional phenomenon (Avramov, D., 1995, 1996, 1999, 2002, Jovi¢i¢, 2011; Zarkovi¢,
Petrovi¢ & Timotijevi¢, 2012; Jugovi¢ & Lukovi¢, 2012):

« rooflessness (without a shelter of any kind, sleeping rough);

« houselessness (with a place to sleep but temporary in institutions or shelter);

« living in insecure housing (threatened with severe exclusion due to insecure tenancies,
eviction, domestic violence);

« living in inadequate housing (in caravans on illegal campsites, in unfit housing, in
extreme overcrowding).

The enlisted criteria denote an ‘umbrella concept’ which actually covers different groups
of people, who are not able to provide for a private, permanent and good-quality housing
owing to personal resources, due to both financial and other social barriers. The true is that
these people are not able to live decently and independently and therefore need permanent
care and assistance, but not usually institutionalization (compare: Avramov, 1995, p. 72;
Avramov,1996, p. 71).

In Serbia homelessness is still marginalized, without clear standards which would
unequivocally define minimal housing conditions. That is why only relatively broad and
insufficiently discriminatory notions and the ‘primary’and the ‘secondary’homeless are being
applied (Zarkovi¢, Petrovi¢ & Timotijevi¢, 2012). Inreality, in Serbia, there are at least three
very broad and heterogeneous groups, representing either genuine homeless in line with
the above stated EU conception, or people under major risk:

« The poor and numerous groups of households and people with no access to the
housing market, especially to social housing, the broad category of so-called deprived
social groups;

« very heterogeneous immigrant population from the beginning of the 1990’ to
date (military homeless, families of army personnel from the former Yugoslav republics,
widows and children of killed/missed soldiers from the wars in ex-Yugoslavia in 1990’s),
refugees (from Croatia, Bosnia and Herzegovina), internally displaced population (from
Kosovo and Metohija), and returnees coming from the EU under the Readmission
Agreement;

« Roma ethnic group.

The volume and variety of homeless is Serbia is not negligible. To the contrary, if we
rigorously apply the afore-mentioned typology (ETHOS), almost 10% of the total population
of the country would fall into homeless or people under permanent risk of homelessness
(around 800-900,000, compare Zarkovié, Petrovié & Timotijevi¢, 2014, p. 14).

Regrettably, Serbia misses a strategic, complex, systematic and coordinated plan of
action against homelessness, which would also tackle the prevention for enormous categories
of persons under risk.

The basic goal of this paper is portraying homeless in Serbia.Due to the lack
of space, only mean socio-demographics will be presented while more thorough
information could be found in some other works of the author (Bobi¢, 2014).

The paper is structured so that after the introductory chapter, we elaborate on the
social context, followed by an explanation of data and method. The fourth chapter brings
the discussion of the main results and the last one concludes by giving some practical
and policy recommendations.
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Social context

Post-transitional Serbia is classified as European semi-periphery, hopelessly trying to
catch up with the core countries of the EU as well as the rest of the globalized, developed
world, the aim which is hard to be achieved ever (Blagojevi¢ Hughson, 2013). This insertion
into neoliberal world system is strongly controlled by and stirred from international financial
institutions (IMFE, World Bank) by way of enforcing strict principles, such as: privatization,
trade liberalization, promotion of foreign direct investments, fiscal discipline, tax reforms,
increased efficiency of public expenses, financial liberalization, economic deregulation,
flexibilization of work, etc. This so called ‘normalization” and ‘economic and political
stabilization’ which followed after 2000 (Lazi¢, 2011) and brought about high unemployment
and rise of poverty for vast majority of citizens in Serbia, many of whom were previously
employed in public sector (public administration, education, health, social protection, etc.).
Some experts name this - ‘de-development,, the term borrowed from economists to depict
the exploitation and devastation of human capital, institutions and the infrastructure in
countries undergoing transition (Blagojevi¢, 2013, p. 44). This is tightly related to overall
social ‘de-development’ at the semi-periphery as well (Blagojevi¢, 2013, p. 44), which is best
described through dimensions such as: deindustrialization, increased poverty and social
inequalities, intensive informalization of the economy, demise of social protection and rise
of social vulnerability, depopulation, caused by both low fertility and high emigration, all
of which have been coupled with deterioration of the quality of life, vast prevalence of the
economy of survival, the permanent production of ‘surpluses’ of population, due to long
term, high unemployment, underemployment, flexible work arrangements, downsizings
and layoffs, etc.

Like in other countries of transformation, in Serbia too, homelessness is not a new
phenomenon. Namely, it was already known in the socialism. Yet, homelessness was
then hidden by the leading communist ideology, which accentuated social justice and
solidarity for all. On the other hand, homelessness was also less visible due to the lack
of housing as a result of the controversy of accelerated post WWII industrialization
and slow urbanization. This contributed to the proliferation of ‘mixed households’ of
people living in the countryside and working in the industry in nearby towns, many of
whom resorted to building illegal suburban settlements, while others continued to live
in multiple families under one roof in cities, etc. (cf. Timotijevi¢, 2012, p. 42, Petrovié,
2004, Mili¢ et al., 1981).The posts-socialistic period added a “new” or transition-related
homelessness (Timotijevi¢, 2012) instigated by: housing transformation and privatization,
decline in the construction of residential buildings, reduction and disappearance of social
housing, inherited from socialism, increase in the prices of apartments in the cities and
establishing high, market prices of housing, introducing mortgages and repossession
of apartments on account of outstanding, unpaid bank loans and enormous housing
costs. All these drawbacks are being combined and/or exacerbated by high and chronic
unemployment, frequent job and property losses, increased family instability, family
violence, alcoholism, drug abuse, etc. (Zarkovié, Petrovi¢ and Timotijevi¢, 2012; Timotijevié,
2012; Petrovi¢, 2004, 2009).

Still, though quite evidently, homeless have been extremely devastated and isolated, our
intention here is not to treat them as victims only, but in a proactive manner as well. They are
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all unique individuals, with certain action potential, who can be brought back (again) into
society and everyday lives through a synergy of social support and cohesion. At least this
seems to be plausible when it comes to demographically vital portions of homeless, younger
and middle-aged, men and women, especially those with some human and cultural capital.

Data and Method

The last Census of Population, Households and Dwellings in the Republic of Serbia
carried out in 2011, gathered together and presented, for the first time, the data on the
so-called primary homeless.

The primary homeless in the 2011 Census is defined as individuals without permanent
or temporary homes, living in streets, parks, under bridges, etc. The collection of data
on them was done during the pre-enumeration phase (from 1 to 30 September 2011) in
collaboration with the Republic Institute for Social Protection, Province Institute for Social
Protection and non-governmental organizations. Any person who searched for placement
or some other type of service at the relevant social protection institutions during September
2011 was included. Therefore, the primary homeless were enumerated solely through social
institutions and not at the place where they usually resided (in the streets, parks, etc.).
Furthermore, the enumerators had to distinguish in between primary homeless from other
persons who, for example, had come to reception centers, drop-in centers and homeless
shelters, only for a brief care, intake of food and clothes, and then returned to their own
households (SORS, 2011). As a result, the volume of registered primary homeless was
probably underestimated, due to the very method of (indirect) data collection and weather
conditions of belated summer. The primary homeless are exceptionally active, they are
predominantly male, urban population, who frequently develop solid coping strategies, use
own social networks within their marginalized group, which altogether might have added
to their lower visibility at the time (compare: Zarkovi¢, Petrovi¢ and Timotijevi¢, 2012).

Other than primary homeless, the Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia also
collected census data on secondary homeless, from 1 to 15 October 2011, like in previous
enumeration rounds. These are defined as: people living in facilities occupied out of
necessity, such as: sheds, barracks, trailers, wagons, cellars, tents, barges, cardboard and
informal settlements (SORS, 2013)%.

In this paper we applied statistical and sociodemographic methods, with the
complementary use of secondary analysis of other researches, analytical and synthetic
methods.

Discussion

In the following chapters we will depict some basic sociodemographic characteristics
of homeless in Serbia. Due to the lack of space, secondary homeless will be in our focus,
while primary will be given only in few detail. The reasons are twofold: former are more

4 The differentiation among primary and secondary homeless in the 2011 Census has been
adopted following international recommendations so that each country defines these categories
and accepts the obligation to enumerate both sub-groups.
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numerous and since they have also been registered in the previous census, in 2002, some
comparative perspective will be drawn upon.

In 2011, there were 445 primary homeless registered, almost all of them in urban
and only three in other (rural)’settlements. Majority have been residing in the capital,
in the region of Belgrade (164), followed by Vojvodina (160). Quite obviously, it is cities
where most of homeless move in to find shelter and socialprotection and occasional
work, as well.

Secondary homeless are, however, more numerous®. The 2011 Census registered 17,842
(0,3% of the total population), three times larger compered to EU. Most of them come from
urban settlements (63.1%). Again, vast majority were found in the City of Belgrade — 39.0%,
then in the Region of Sumadija and West of Srbija (25.5%), with the smallest portion to be
registered in the poorest territory, of the south and east (21.8%) of the country. This might
sound paradoxical, but the fact is that homeless strive to reach urban centers where they
can find some work and social protection.

In between two census rounds the volume of secondary homeless has been
decreasing (in 2002 there were 21,636 registered, meaning 17.54% more than in 2011).
This might be interpreted through depopulation, especially high emigration to the EU,
owing to free visa regime, just as in the case of the general population.The secondary
homeless are most numerous in the following Belgrade municipalities: Novi Beograd (1575),
Palilula (1025), Cukarica (754) and Zemun (607). These 4 altogether total for 3961, i.e.,
1/5 (22.2%). In the rest of the country, the cities with a larger number of the secondary
homeless are: Kragujevac (493), Kraljevo (413) and Kru$evac (395). In the City of Nis$
there is a total of 699 secondary homeless recorded (3.9%), while even fewer (521) of
them were recorded in the City of Novi Sad. Cities offer greater opportunities in finding
some paid work and are the centers of social protection. From this point on, we will restrict
our interpretation to secondary homeless.

Age and gender

The above age and gender distribution or a popular ‘pyramid’ reflects the most basic
demographic structure, which molds all relevant sociodemographic features of the observed
population. In the case of homeless it is a ‘stationary type’ pyramid, with broader basis, which
is narrowing to the top [Figure 1), unlike ‘regressive’ one in the total population of Serbia,
which is less favorable because of the shrinking at the bottom and extending at the top as
aresult of long lasting low fertility and low mortality (advanced ageing and depopulation)
(Penev, 2015).

When speaking of homeless, the youngest generations are most numerous, i.e. every
fourth person is 0-14 of age (23%). One out of five is 45-59 (21%), while one in ten is over
70 (11.3%). If compared to the total population of Serbia, homeless have somewhat better
age composition, most probably due to higher fertility and traditional family model. The

5 Other settlements encompass both rural and ‘mixed’ type ones, i.e. all those that are neither genu-
ine rural nor urban ones.

6 According to FEANTSA estimates, there is around 410,000 homeless in the EU at any given night
(0.08% of the total population of EU - 512,700,000), (EPRS, 2019) which amounts to around 4.1
million homeless during the whole year for shorter or longer period (https://www.feantsa.org/en/
about-us/faq).
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share of youth is thinner in the total population (14.3%), with middle aged and elderly
being more voluminous (45-59, 22.3% and 70+, 12.7%). As to gender composition, males
are slightly more numerous (8995 males and 8847 females), with the increasing share of
women along the older ages (age 70+, 14.6% women versus 8% of men). Similar trends are
registered among the total population (14.6% women in ages 70+, with even higher share of
males in 70+, 10.6%). This means higher mortality and shorter life span reflected in fewer
males among the elderly homeless relative to the total population.

Marriage, Family and Households

Never married are most numerous which is in line with the relatively younger age
composition [[Figure 2). The difference is obvious when it comes to gender, with more
than half of men being unmarried (51%) compared to the one third of women (32%).
The share of married men and women is balanced. Among the total population of Serbia,
the share of both unmarried men and women is lower (33.4% and 23.0% respectively)
(Stankovi¢, 2015). This difference reflects the lower social position/marginalization and
thus less favorable marriage market for the homeless.

Majority live in one person households (46.4%), which is related to being single,
without a partner and family and also ageing, thus evident social marginalization
(Bobi¢, 2014). They are followed by two-member households (21%). Among the rest, the
most numerous are those with three members (11.1%), followed by those with four (9.6%).
One out of four households embraces nuclear family (a couple with children),(23.4%),
while one out or eight is single parent (12.7%,with prevalence of singlemothers, 10.2%)
with almost the same number of nuclear family households (12.5%), (Bobi¢, 2014).

Education

Very low education is dominant among homeless within both males and females
surmounting to as many as half with only primary education or less [Figure 3).
Every fifth woman does not possess any formal education whatsoever, while one out of three
men have a secondary school degree. As to the population of Serbia, secondary education
prevails, both among men (54.3%) and women (43.9%), (Sobot, 2015). Lower (elementary
and less) education is registered with 29.1% men and 39.4%. When compared to age and
gender composition, these findings demonstrate a poor human capital of the homeless and
therefore stronger social exclusion which is also reflected in economic features.

Economic Features

In line with the above, inactive persons(68.4%) are dominant (Bobi¢, 2014).One in
three is economically active (31.6%). There is a high share of children and young who
allegedly attend schools (26.8%) and every seventh one is a retired (15.1%).

Simple occupations in the primary and secondary sector are most widespread at the
very bottom of the social hierarchy, with low income, uncertain and unstable pays, meaning
that these people are vastly precarious, and thus genuine ‘losers’ of social transformation.
One in three belongs to elementary occupations [(Figure 4), (30.9%), with almost lack
of gender-related differences. With men, the second most prevalent is: craft and related
trade workers (19.7%), followed by equal portion of both service and sales workers (12%)
and machine operators and assemblers (12%) and finally, skilled agricultural, forestry and
fishery workers (10.7%). Women are also predominant among simple jobs (29.8%), then
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trade and service ones (22.8%). However, according to the last census, the third place is
taken by women whose occupations fall under middle strata, with the share being as much
as three times bigger compared to men (technicians and associate professionals, 14.8%
compared to 5.5% men)

In the total population of Serbia, in 2011, comparably better educated, engineers,
professional associates and technicians are most dominant (16.2%), followed by service and
sales workers (16.1%), (Radivojevi¢, 2015). The third place was occupied by professionals
and artists, all of three groups adding to the high share of middle social strata of employed
with stable and better paid jobs, so called transition winners. Elementary occupations are
registered in as few as 7.9%. These findings show the full scale of vulnerability of homeless
whose cultural, economic and social capitals are scarce and therefore pull them to the very
edge of social hierarchy.

Ethnicity and Migration

Majority homeless declared themselves as Serbs in the last census (58%), which is
much fewer compared to the total population, (83.3%) while 1/3 said to be Roma (32%).
When compared to the total population, the over representation of Roma is evident (2,1%
in the total population), (SORS, 2013). When it comes to migration history, homeless
predominantly move within Serbia, from one municipality to another (to Belgrade and other
cities), (65.5%), while 17.6% arrived from ex-Yugoslav republics, data also approved in the
empirical studies (Zarkovi¢, Petrovi¢ and Timotijevi¢, 2012). As to internally displaced, at
the time of census, it was estimated that 3,358 resided in 54 collective centers, which might
be the proxy for the volume of homeless among them (http://www.kirs.gov.rs/wb-page.
php?kat_id=34)". Among those being returned from the EU on the basis of readmission
agreement (2.1%), Roma are predominant.

Conclusion: Towards Intervention

Upper findings demonstrate that on average (secondary) homeless is a male, middle
aged, 20-64 (55.9%), living in urban settlements, under extremely precarious housing
and material conditions, with primary education or less, performing elementary
jobs, unmarried, without family, with every third declaring as Roma. On the basis of
presented discussion we can assume that homelessness is evidently socially constructed
phenomenon. The way how one group or a society as a whole treat these people
primarily shapes policies aimed at control and prevention, allocation of funds, methods
and measures for assistance, social integration, etc. (Jovi¢i¢, 2010). The homelessness is
not a static, but rather dynamic phenomenon, with different probabilities of entering
into and exiting out, including also the length of being in this status. The destiny of
homeless crucially depends on the country of residence, social biography, event in one’s
life course and coping strategies to be enacted.

Among the contemporary scholars, there is a predominant viewpoint that these
people need to be understood and empowered, but also supported to be brought back
into community (Jugovi¢ & Lukovi¢, 2012). The researches show that although there

7 Relevant study (Nikitovi¢, 2015) claims approximately 100,000 of IDPs to have been registered in
the last census, meaning that some 3.4% were secondary homeless among them.
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are different ways how legal, political, national authorities and local citizens treat
them, they all have something in common, irrespective of the country they live in -
the harsh experience of everyday living, so that their every day life is vastly devastated
and brought down to mere striving for basic needs (hygiene, shelter, food, clothing,
footwear, etc.), with only few trying to a find a way out (Jovici¢, 2010, 36). Contemporary
European societies advocate for a proactive attitude, i.e., reintegration of these people
from the streets, thus conversion from victimhood into agency, without fast elimination
of necessary and continuous social assistance from local communities, families,
neighborhoods. Consequently, the main direction of political and civil action should be
aimed at reducing their dependence on social protection, i.e., on the state and services,
along with the instigation of relying on individual resources and encouraging them
to re-establish old ones and build up new social networks (Jovi¢i¢, 2010; Timotijevic,
2012).
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Mupjana B. Bo6uh!,

Yuusepsurer y beorpany,

Dunoszodekn daxynret, Ofe/berbe 3a COLMONOTH)Y
Beorpag (Cpbuja)

COLIVIOOEMOTPA®CKU ITPO®VI BECKYRHUKA Y CPBUJI?
(Ilpesog In Extenso)

Caxerak: OBO je jemaH of peTKux pagosa o 6eckyhuuiuma y Cpouju unju je numn
fla IpelCTaBy BUX0B coluopeMorpadcky npodu. [TaBHU M3BOP MOJATAKA je MOIIC
CTAaHOBHUIITBA, 4 OCHOBHA METOJIA je CTaTUCTMYKA. Ilopex Tora, IpMMeHWIM CMO CeKYH-
[apHY aHaIM3y HEKOMMKO KBaTUTATVBHUX UCTPAXIBAba, YMjI Cy Hasmasy KopuurheHu
KOMIIZIEMEHTapHO. ¥ pajy je IpyMKa3aHo Aa BenMuKy Behuny 6eckyhHuka unHe Mymkap-
1y, MIahux U cpefbuX rofHA, HEOXKEHhEeHN, Ca HUCKMM 00pasoBameM, Koju 00aBIbajy
jemHOCTaBHA 3aHMMaba. MHOTYM Off BYX Cy POMY, UMWIpaHTH U3 PerMOHA U IOBPATHNIN
u3 EV. Tymaueme Hamasza, KoMe IPeTXOAV KPATKV MpeT/ies] APYIITBEHOT KOHTEKCTa OB
nojase y Cp6uju, a enom n 'y EY, foserno je o sak/bydyaka Koju Cy pesuMupany npodun
6eckyhHuKa n ykasanu Ha MHTePBEHIINjy KOja MIMa 3a IW/b fIa MX M3BYUe Ca COLMjaTHe
MapruHe, a/Iu 1 fa CIIpedn yaa3ak MHOIMX 0coba y pusnk 6eckyhuninrsa.

Kpyune peun: 6eckyhunnnu, Cpbuja, connogemorpadcku npodui, counjaana
KOHCTPYKIMja peHOMeHa, COLIMjaTHa UCK/bYIEHOCT.

YBog: OcHOBHY IIOjMOBU U LIV/bEBU

BeckyhHumTBO je BeoMa coXeH mpobieM eKCTpeMHe IpyLITBeHe JenpuBaluje
(Bobi¢, 2014). Kao pBo 1 HajBaXKHIje, YCKO je II0OBE3aHO Ca HeJOCTATKOM CMeIITaja WIn
HeaJleKBaTHUM YC/IOBMMa CTaHOBaIba, @ 3aTVM U Ca YKYIHUM CHPOMAIITBOM Kao ABeMa
OCHOBHMM JIMMeH3NjaMa CollujaiHe NCK/bydeHoCTH. BeckyhHunnma Hefocrajy xymanu
pecypcn: IpyXofy, 3arocyIerbe, MIMOBIHA, yIuTe)eBrHa, CKyII BeIITHHA, 06pa3oBabe, Kyil-
TYPHU KaIlUTaN U yrie y gpymrsy (Jugovié, Lukovi¢, 2012). Beckyhuuinu ne nocenyjy
conyjamHn Kanuran 6ygyhu fa nx o6MYHO HaIylITajy CYNPYXXHULM U IOPOANLA,
pobary, komunje, npujatespit, Komere, YWIAHOBM TOKaTHNUX 3ajeHNUI[A, eTHIYKIX IPya
uty. HegocTajy uM crpareruje NpeXnB/baBaba ¥ HAYMHY IIPeBa3lIakerba BUIIEeCTPYKIX
13a30Ba XMBOTA y PM3NYHOM ApymTBY. BeckyhHuInTBO je, makie, macuBaH OAroBOp 1
HeIpyIaroheHoCT Ha MelllaBMHY HeIIOBO/bHUX forabaja 1 )KMBOTHOT TOKa ¥ IIOC/IeNVLIA
HOTrPEIIHNX IMYHUX N360pa.

! mirjana.bobic@gmail.com

2 Pap je pesynrar pajja ayToOpKe Ha IIPOjeKTy ,}I3a30Bu HoBe fpyuITBeHe nHTerparmje y Cpouju:
KOHIIEN'T! 1 aKTepy” Koju off 2011. roguHe crpoBofu VIHCTUTYT 3a COLMOMOLIKA MCTPAXKMBAFbA
dunoszodckor dakynrera u duHaHCHPa MUHUCTAPCTBO IPOCBETE, HAyKe M TEXHOJIOLIKOT PasBoja
Penty6rke Cp6uje (6p. 179035).
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Beckyhnuuu ce cyouaBajy ca KpyLyjalHIM XMBOTHUM IIpeKpeTHII[aMa Koje T0BOJie
JIo TOTa Jia OHY OyRy 6e3 KpoBa, 6e3 II0C/Ia, JIOLIeT 37jpaB/ba U caMu. beckyhHUIITBO je yecTo
pesy/ITaT HeoCTaTKa COLMja/IHe fp)KaBe Vi COLjalHe 3allTIUTe, T0CeOHO ¥ jy»xHoj EBpomny,
a1 1 y 3eM/baMa IIOCTCOLMja/IICTUYKe TpaHCchOopMaliuje, 3a PasiuKy Off CKaHAMHABCKIX
IpKaBa 4Mja je MOMUTUKA BenuKopymHyja. [Tag moapike off CTpaHe IIOPOAUIe TaHAC je
HoceanIa ipyre feMorpad)cke TpaH3NIMje, YKPaTKoO, IPOMEEeHOT CTaBa IpeMa 6paxy
¥ TOPOAMIIY U Mabe CKJIOHOCTH fia ce popmupa 3ajennuria (Bobi¢ & Vukeli¢, 2011). Cse
ydecTa/Iijy paciaj IopofuLia BOAK Ka opacTy 6poja/yaena caMalia, pasBefeHIX, OBI-
11, jeHOPOANTE/bCKIX TOPONMILa, cTapyx foMahiHcTaBa uth. Ca ipyre cTpaHe, 4eCTo ce
4uTaBe MOPOMLIe IyPajy Ha COLMjaIHy MAPTUHY, 300T Opy>KaHMX CykoOa 1 MUTpaliyja, Kao
ITO je 610 cry4aj ca 6MBIINM jyTOCTIOBEHCKUM perrybnukama 1990-1x, ca nsbernmmiama,
MHTePHO pace/beHIM muuuMa (koja ¢y y ueHrpanny Cp6ujy n Bojsopnuy crurie ca Kocosa
n Metoxuje 2000--1x), UTH.

Pusuiy on 6eckyhHuIITBa Cy MHOrO6pOjHM: (yropoyHa) He3amoC/IeHOCT, HeBOCTaTaK
IPUXOJa ¥ pecypca, olle 06pasoBarme I C TUM [I0OBe3aHe MOoTelKohe y IpUCTYIly pafiHoj
cuasn. ¥ EY 6eckyhunim ce takobe perpyTyjy us pegosa ocoba 6e3 oKkyMeHaTa MM ca
HepelleHNM IUTabeM HallYIOHATHE IPUIIaIHOCTH WIU CTaTyca ip>KaB/baHCTBa (MMUTPaH-
TU, A3WIAHTH, WIETAJTHN CTPAHIN, 0cobe 6e3 6opaBuiHuX ucnpasa) (Avramov, 2006).

Beckyhnuumma ce osHauaBajy /bysu Koju Cy WM CMEIITEH UV KOPUCTE yCIyTe
CKJIOHMIITA 3a 6ecKyhHMKe, IPUXBaTHUX objekara, curypHux Kyha uty. Takobe, y EY kao
n'y Cp6uju, 6poj 6eckyhnmka je y cranHoM nopacty 36or pacryhe nomynanuje crapux y
pasBMjeHUM ApyIITBUMa. Beh1Ha ux fomasyu u3 KoMeKTMBHUX LieHTapa, KasHEHNX yCTa-
HOBA, IICUXUjaTPUjCKNX OONTHMIIA, CTAIOHAPa, 3aTBOpa UTA. YecTo ce oTHyIITajy Oes
MecTa Ha Koje 611 oTuIIy, jep ux nopopuie u pobary o6udHo oxbdayjy, e ¢y sdor Tora
HPYCH/bEHN Jia Ce CTA/IHO CeJle ¥ 3a4apaHoOM KPYTY, of 00/IHMIe/3aTBOPa 4O IPUXBATHU-
JTUIIITA M HaTpar, y YCIOBYMA Tajfia jaBHe COollMjaTHe 3alTHTe, GMHAHCUjCKUX OTPaHIIeha,
pedopMu coumjaaHe 3alITUTE, HEAOCTATKA IAPTHEPCTBA M3MeD)y jaBHMX 1 IPUBAaTHUX
akTepay oBoM fomeHy uti. (Zarkovié, Petrovi¢ & Timotijevié, 2012; Ljubici¢, 2013, 2018).

Y conmonoruju mocToju uspas ,IOTKIaca” Koju obyxsara u 6eckyhHuke 1 cTBOpeH
je y aHI7IocakcoHcKoj muteparypu (eHr. underclass). To je xeTeporeHa rpyma Koja HacTaje
Kao pesy/ITar IIPOCTOPHE U MHAYCTPHUjCKe PeKOHCTPYKIMje KalluTaau3Ma, HOBMX Iporieca
ypOaHusanmje u peopraHnsaluje IpocTopa, KOju 1eCTo LOBOJiE 1O Pace/baBatba YnNTa-
BUIX IPYyIIa VIN MIOMY/IAliNja, a HepeTKo cTBapajyhu ,,cupomamrso rera” (Wilson, 1989,
according to: Tomanovig, S. et al., 2014).

Jla 6u ce mpeBasnuuie 6pojHe U 3Ha4YajHe pas/luKe Y KOHLENTyaau3aluju u
MHTepIpeTanuju GpeHoMeHa, Koje OfpakaBajy pasInduTy PyLITBEHY U HPOCTOPHY
PasBUjeHOCT ipyKaBa O/IaroCTarba 1 Mepa COLjalHe 3aIlTUTe Y eBPOIICKUM Jip>KaBaMa I pe-
TMOHNUMa, 3aKOHCKM TPETMaH, COLiMja/THa ITPaBa, Mepe MOJApIIKe, CTaBOBe jaBHOCTH, EBpor-
cka demeparuja HaIMOHATHNX OpraHu3alja Koje pase ca 6eckyhunima (enr. European
Federation of National Organisations Working with the Homeless - FEANTSA)3 ocroBana
je EBpormcky omncepsaropujy 1991. rogune. Hbena cBpxa 6mIa je fa OMaKIna IPUKyIUbambe
IIOflaTaKa I IIMperbe 3Hama 0 OeckyhHmunmma y gp>kaBama wiannnama EY. Ocvmnbena

3 FEANTSA, ocroBana 1989. rofnHe, je jennHa eBpoIicKa HeB/IagyHa OpraHu3alija Koja ce UCK/bYdn-
BO ¢okycupa Ha 6eckyhuuirso. OKymba mpeko 130 opranusanuja yianuna u3 30 3emMaspa, YK/bYy-
uyjyhm 28 nprxaBa unanua EY.
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je jenmHCcTBeHa THHONOrUja becKyhHMIITBA U coumjanHe NUCKbyIeHOCTH — EBpomcka
tunosnoruja 6eckyhuumrsa (enr. European Typology of Homelessness - ETHOS, www.
feantsa.org). Ocum cTambeHe A1IMeH3Mje Kao HajOCHOBHUje TMYHe NOoTpebe, 0Ba TUIIONIOIHja
nocmarpa 6eckyhHnke kao BuienuMeH3noHanHu ¢peHomeH (Avramov, 1995, 1996, 1999,
2002; Jovici¢, 2011; Zarkovié, Petrovi¢ & Timotijevi¢, 2012; Jugovié¢ & Lukovié, 2012):

« 6e3 KpoBa HaJ I7TaBoM (6e3 MKaKBOT 3aK/IOHa, Hohembe Y TeLIKMM YC/IOBMMA);

« 6es kyhe (ca cmemrtajeM, anu IpUBPEMEHOT KapaKTepa y yCTaHOBAMa W/IM IPUXBaA-
TWIAIITAMA);

o HECUTYPHO CTaHOBame (O] IIPETHOM 036M/bHE VICK/BYYEHOCTHU 360T HECUTYPHOT
3aKyIIa, MICe/bErha, TOPOAITHOT HACKHbA);

* HeaJIeKBaTHO CTAaHOBabe (Y KaMII IPUKO/INIAMA, Y WJIETaTHUM KaMIIOBJIMA, Y HEIIO-
HOOHVM CTaMOEHVM jefMHIIIaMa, ca IPEeBIILIe JbYN).

HaBefeHu Kputepujymu o3HayaBajy ,KPOBHIU KOHI[ENIT KOji 3aIIPaBO IIOKPMBa
pasMdnTe IpyIie JBYAU Koje HUCY Y CTamby fa obesbelie IPMBATHO, TPAjHO U KBATUTETHO
CTAHOBaIbe 3aXBa/byjyhu IMIHNM pecypcrMa, Kako 360T pMHAHCH]CKIX TAKO 1 360T IPYTIX
conyjanHux 6apujepa. VIcTiHa je fa TV /byAM HUCY Y CTAlY 4a XKIBE IPUCTOjHO Y HEe3aBU-
CHO U 3aTO MM je OTpebHa CTa/IHa Hera 1 IIoMoh, amu 00MYHO He MHCTUTYLMOHATM3aLMja
(ymopenmu: Avramov, 1995, 72, Avramov,1996).

Y Cpbuju je 6eckyhHUIITBO 1 Ta/be MAPIUHANTN30BAHO, Oe3 jaCHNUX CTaH/apAa Koju 6u
HeBOCMIIC/ICHO AeduHICaI MUHIMA/THE YCIOBE CTAHOBaa. 3aTO Ce IPUMEYjy CaMo pe-
JIATVIBHO LIMPOKA V1 HE[JOBOJ/BHO JVICKPUMIHATOPHA TOVMAha , [IPUMAPHOI” U ,,CEKYH/APHOT
6eckyhuuka (Zarkovié, Petrovi¢ & Timotijevi¢, 2012). Y crBaprocty, y Cpbuju nocroje
HajMarbe TPU BPJIO LIMPOKE 1 XeTePOreHe IPYIIe, Koje IIPeCTaB/bajy win npase 6eckyhHuke
y CK/Iajiy ca IOMeHyTOM KoHIjerujoM EY, n /bye Koju Cy IIof BEMUKIM PU3IKOM:

« cypoMaliiHe 1 6pojHe rpyre foMahmHcTaBa 1 /byay 63 IPUCTYIa TPXKUIITY CTAHOBA,
0CeOHO COLMjaTHOT CTAHOBAba, IMPOKE KATETOpYje TAKO3BAHUX COLIVjaTHO YTPOXKEHIX
rpyIma;

* BPJIO XeTEPOre€HO YCe/beHNIKO CTAHOBHUIITBO Off TI0YeTKa JleBefleCeTHX JI0 JaHaC
(BojHu 6eckyhHuMiym, moponuie BOjHMX Muia n3 OGMBIINX jyrOCIOBEHCKUX PenyOnnKa,
YIOBUIIE I Jlelia y6]/[jeHI/IX/HeCTaIII/IX BOjHMKa I3 paTOBa y 61/1131110)' Jyrocnasuju 1990-nx),
nsbermre (13 XpBarcke, bocHe 1 XepijerouHe), MHTEPHO pace/beHO CTAHOBHUINTBO (ca
Kocosa 1 Metoxwuje) 1 moBpatHuiy koju gonase us EY npema Criopasymy o peagmucuju;

* POMCKa eTHIYKA IPYIIa.

O6um u pasnomikoct 6eckyhuuka y Cpbuju HICy 3aHeMap/biBH. YIIPABO CYIIPOTHO,
aKo pUroposHo npuMeHumo nomenyry tunosnorujy (ETHOS), ckopo 10% ykymHor cTa-
HOBHUIITBA 3eM/be IMHIN 6u 6eCKYRHMIIN WK /YU KOjU CY HOJ CTa/THUM PU3UKOM OF
6eckyhnumrta (oxo 800-900.000, yropeau: Zarkovié, Petrovi¢ & Timotijevi¢, 2012, str. 14).

Hasxanoct, Cp6uju HeocTaje CTpaTeLIKY, CIOXKeH, CCTEMATCKI U KOOPAVHNCA-
HIU IIaH aKIiyje mpotuB OeckyhHuinrsa, koju 6u ce Takohe 6aB1o IpeBeHIIUjOM KOJ,
KaTeropuja Jbyiu y pUsuKy.

OcHOBHU IIM/b OBOT pajia je mpuKasuBame 6eckyhuumrsa y Cpbuju. 36or HefocTaT-
Ka rpocTopa 6uhe mpefcTaBbeHn caMo IPOCEYHN COLMO-AeMOrpad)CKu ITOFALIN, TOK Ce
feTa/bHMje MHOPMaIje MOTy Hahu y HeKuM IpyTuM fenmma ayTopa (Bobié, 2014).

Pap je cTpykTypupaH Tako jja HAKOH YBOJHOT IIOT/IaB/ba paspabyjemo comujanuu
KOHTEKCT, HAKOH 4era C/lefiut objalllberbe IofaTaka 1 MeTofia. YeTBPTO MOI/IaB/be JOHOCH
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IH/ICKyCI/[jy O ITTaBHUIM P€3Yy/ITaTIMa, a II0CIeAbE JOHOCK 3aK/bydKe faBabe€M HEKIX ITPpaK-
TUYIHO MOMNTNYKMX IIPEIIOpYyKa.

HPYH_[TBeHI/I KOHTEKCT

IMoct-rpansunuona Cpbuja je xracnpuKoBaHa Kao eBpOICKa MONy-nepudepuja,
6e3Ha/ieXXHO MMOKyLIaBajyhu 1a yxBatu Kopak ca sem/baMa IieHTpa EV kao 1 octarkom
r7106a/IM30BAHOT, Pa3BUje€HOT CBETA, LITO je Ib Koju he Teurko nkaga 6uTI JOCTUTHYT
(Blagojevi¢ Hughson, 2013). Yk/pyunBame y HeonmnbepanHy CBETCKI CUCTEM CHaXKHO je
KOHTPOJIMCAH Off CTpaHe MehyHaponuux ¢uHaHcHjckux nHcturynuja (MM®, Ceercka
6aHKa) IPYMEHOM CTPUKTHUX IPUHIINIIA, KA0 LITO Cy: IpUBATU3aLHja, Mnbepannsaluja
TPrOBUHE, IPOMOLIja AMPEKTHNUX CTPAHMX MIHBECTULN]ja, PYCKaTHA AUCHVUIUINHA, HOPecKe
pedopme, mosehana edukacHOCT jaBHUX TPOLIKOBA, PMHAHCHjCKa THbepanu3saryja, eKo-
HOMCKa Jieperynanuja, ¢prekcubymsanyja paga, uta. To je Tako3BaHa ,HoOpMammu3anuja”
" ,,eKOHOMCKa I TOJINTIYKA cTabmnn3anyja’ Koje ¢y ycrenuie mocre 2000. (Lazié, 2011)
U TOBeIe JI0 BYCOKE He3aIlOCTIeHOCTH 1 IOPacTa CMpOMaIITBa KOff Benmnke BehnHe rpahana
y Cpbuju, off KOjux Cy MHOTY paHuje OVMIV 3alI0C/IEHN Y jaBHOM CeKTOpY (jaBHa ympasa,
obpasoBarbe, 37[paBCTBO, COL[Mja/THA 3AIITHTA, UTH.). Heku cTpyumany oBo HasuBajy ,,pas-
-pasBojeM’, U3pa3oM KOji je IT03ajM/beH Off eKOHOMMCTA 32 OIMCUBAbe eKCIIoATaLje 1
JieBacTaIje byfICKOT KallnTana, MHCTUTYIja U MHPPACTPYKType ¥ 3eM/baMa Koje IIportase
Kpo3 Tpausunujy (Blagojevic, 2013, str. 44). OBo je yCKO ITOBe3aHO Ca CBEYKYITHNM JPYILIT-
BEHJM ,,pa3-pa3BojeM” Ha nony-nepudepuju (Blagojevic, 2013, str. 44), mro ce Hajoobe
MOXKe OIMCATH AMMEeH3UjaMa Kao IITO CY: IeMHAYCTpujanusanuja, nosehano cupomarntso
U cOlVjaTHa HejeTHAKOCT, MHTEeH3VBHA HehopMatn3salnja eKOHOMHje, Iaf CoIMjaHe 3a-
HITUTE U IOPACT COLIMjaTHe YTPO>KEHOCTH, IETIOIy/Ialja, y3pOKOBaHa HICKOM ITofHouthy
U BeTMKOM €MUTPAIIjOM, @ CBe TO je y TeCHOj Be3M Ca IOTOpIlameM KBa/lINTeTa KIBOTA,
BEJIMKIM YTH1ajeM eKOHOMMje IIPeXXIB/baBatba, CTATHOM IIPOU3BOOM ,BUIIKOBA  CTa-
HOBHUIITBA, 300T [yrOpOYHe, BUCOKe He3aII0C/IEHOCTH, HeTIOBOJbHE 3aII0C/IEHOCTH, (rIeK-
CHOVJTHOT paJiHOT aHT@XXMaHa, CMakbera 6poja paHIKaA 1 OTIYLITakba UTH,.

Kao n y gpyrum 3empama Koje ce Tpancopmuiry, u y Cpouju 6eckyhHnmrso Huje
HoBa nojaBa. Hauwme, ono je Beh 6uno nosuaro y conujanusmy. Mmax, 6eckyhHumrso
je Tama 6MI0 cakpUBeHO BofehoM KOMYHMCTIYIKOM MIEONOTjOM, KOja je HarlalaBa-
J1a COLMjaIHy MpaBAy u conupapHoct. C gpyre cTpaHe, 6eckyhHumrso je Takohe 6mmo
Mame BUI/BMBO 300T HeloCTaTKa CTaMOeHOT MPOCTOPa 3a CBe, Ka0 Pe3ynTaT yop3aHe
MHAyCTpUjanusanyje mocie Jpyror cBeTcKor para u cope ypbanusanuje. To je zompu-
HeJIO IINPewY ,MEIOBUTUX JoMahyHcTaBa” /byy KOjU JKMBe Ha Celly ¥ pajie y IpUBpeny y
OO/IVDKIBIIM IPAZIOBUMA, OFf KOjUX CY MHOTY IIPUOET/IN USTPa/[hU MIeTaTHIX IPUTPALCKIX
Hacesba, JOK CY IPYIY HACTABIIN Jla )KVBe Y CTaMOCHMM jelHMIIaMa ca BUIIe IOPOAUIIa
IIOfL jeXHMM KPOBOM y rpagoBuma uth. (yi. Timotijevié, 2012, str. 42; Petrovié, 2004;
Mili¢ et al., 1981). ITocT-colyjamucTIKOM IEPUOAY BOHATO je ,HOBO M1y 6ecKyhHUIITBO
moBe3aHo ca Tpansunujom (Timotijevi¢, 2012), nanunpano: TpaHchopmManmjom u
IIPMBATU3ALMjOM CTAHOBAKA, ONIA/IabeM CTAHOTPA/Ibe, PeYKOBambeM I HECTAHKOM CH-
CTeMa COLIMja/THOT CTAHOBama, HacmeheHnM us coryjannsma, IopacToM LieHa CTaHOBA Y
IpajjoBMMAa I YCIOCTaB/batbeM BUCOKVX TPXKMIIHNUX LieHa CTAaHOBA, yBODemeM XIUIToTeKa
U 3aIl/IeHe CTAHOBA Ha PauyH HeM3MUPEHNX, HellaheHnx 6aHKapCKUX KpeIuTa U OrpoM-
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HUX TPOIIKOBA CTaHOBamwa. CBe 0Be HeloCTaTKe JOIYbY]y 1/MIN IOTrOpIIaBajy BUCOKA I
XPOHMYHA HE3aIl0C/IEHOCT, YeCTH TyOUIV [TOCTIa ¥ MMOBIHe, IIoBehaHa HecTabMIHOCT 110-
pofuile, TOPOITUYHO HACUTbe, ATKOXO/M3aM, 3710yToTpe6a ipora, uty. (Zarkovié, Petrovié
and Timotijevi¢, 2012; Timotijevi¢, 2012; Petrovié, 2004, 2009).

Vmnax, naxo cy 6eckyhHMIM OUUITIEHO M3Y3€THO JIeBACTYPAHU U M30JI0BAHY, HAllla
HaMepa OBJie Huje Jia Ce OHM TPeTUPajy caMo Kao XPpTBe, Beh ¥ Ha IPOaKTUBaH HA4MH.
CBU OHI CY jefHCTBEHM TI0jeAMHIIN, Ca OffpeheHNM aKIIMOHNM NOTEHIIjaIoM, KOjI ce
Mory (IIOHOBO) BPaTUTH y APYIITBO ¥ CBAKOJHEBHM >KMBOT KPO3 CMHEPTHjy COLlMjaTHe
nozipuike 11 koxesuje. OBo ce 6apeM 4nHM MOryhuM Kaja je ped o feMorpadcKy BUTaTHOM
meny 6eckyhnuxa, mmahux 1 cpemux rofiHa, MyIIKapLuMa 11 KeHaMa, I0CeOHO OHIM ca
HEKMM XyMaHUM ¥ KyITYPHUM KaIlUTasIOM.

[Toman 1 MmeTopm

[Mocnenmwyu ITonuc craHoBHULITBA, foMahnHcTaBa u cranosa y Perry6muiy Cpouju
cripoBegieH 2011. TofMHe CAKYNNO je ¥ IO IIPBU Iy T 06jaBIO IIOATKE O TAKO3BAHNM IIPHU-
MapHuM beckyhHunmma.

ITpumapuu 6eckyhunuiy y Ionucy us 2011. ropuse gedyHUCAHY CY KaO MOjeANHIIN
6e3 cTa/lHUX WK MPUBPEMEHNX JOMOBA, KOjI )XIBe Ha yIMI[aMa, TaPKOBUMA, UCIIOf,
MOCTOBa, UTH. [IpuKyI/babe MofaTaKa o wbuMa 06aBjbeHo je y pasy mpeanonucupama
(op 1. mo 30. centem6pa 2011.) y capapmu ca Perry6mukyM 3aBOJOM 3a COLMjAIHY 3a-
mWTHUTY, IIoKpajMHCKMM 3aBOJIOM 3a COLMja/IHy 3aIUTUTY M HEB/IAJITHMM OpTraHu3anyjaMa.
YK/byueHa je cBaka 0co6a Koja je TokoM cenrteM6pa 2011. rofyHe TpaXkiIa CMeITaj UIn
HeKy IpyTy BPCTY yCIyre y ogroBapajyhum ycraHoBaMa colyjaite samrure. Crora cy npu-
MapH1 6ecKyhHIIV oMMcaHN CK/BYYMBO KPO3 COLja/THE YCTAHOBE, a He HAa MECTY TTie CY
061yHO 60paBUIM (Ha ynuijama, mapkosuma uth.). [lopen Tora, MOmMcMBaYy Cy MOpanu
fia pasnuKyjy npuMmapHe 6eckyhHuke o gpyrux oco6a Koje Cy, Ha mpumep, ZOLIIE Y Ipu-
XBaTHe IIEHTpPe, CBPATUIITA I IIPUXBATIIUIITA CAMO Pajy KPaTKOTPajHOT 30pubaBaba,
ImpeysuMama XpaHe 1 ofiehe, a 3aTUM ce BpaTuie y CBOja CONCTBeHa AoMahmHCcTBa
(SORS, 2011). Kao pesyrat, 6poj perucTpoBaHNUX IpUMapHUX OecKkyhHIKa BepOBaTHO
je ImoTIemeH, 300r caMe MeTofie (MHAMPEKTHOT) IPUKYI/baba MOAaTaKa I BPeMEHCKIX
yC/I0Ba MUXOJBbCKOT JieTa. IIpuMapuu 6eckyhHUIM Cy M3y3eTHO aKTUBHI, TO je IIpeTexX-
HO MYIIKO, yp6aHO CTAHOBHMILTBO, KOje YeCTO PasBuja COMMIHE CTPATETHje CHATAXKEHba,
KOPUCTHM COIICTBEHE JPYLITBEHE MPEXKe Y OKBUPY CBOje MapIMHaa130BaHe IPyIle, ITO je
Y LeMHY MOTJIO Jia IOTIPMHECe HhUX0BOj cnabujoj Bupsbusoctu (yrnopenn u: Zarkovié,
Petrovi¢ and Timotijevi¢, 2012).

[Topen npumapHux 6eckyhHuka, Pemy6nudku 3aBoj 3a CTaTUCTUKY Takobe je
IIPUKYIIbAO HOflaTKe O cekyHgapHum deckyhuuyuma op 1. fo 15. okrobpa 2011. roguse,
Kao 1 Kof npeTxofHux nonuca. OHu ¢y fedMHMCAHM Ka0: TNIIA KOjIt KUBe y 06jeKTuMa
HaCTabeHNM U3 HY>K]Ie, Kao IITO CY: LTyIe, 6apake, IPUKOJNIIE, BATOHY, IOAPYMI, IATOPH,
Gapske, KapToHCKa 1 HeopmasHa Haceba (SORS, 2013)4

4 PasnukoBame n3Mel)y npuMapHux u cekyHpapHux Geckyhumka tokom ITormmca 2011. ropuze
YCBOjeHO je Ha OCHOBY MehyHapoHIX IperopyKa Tako fa CBakKa fAp)kaBa eI HMIIe OBe KaTeroplje
u IpyxBarta obaBesy mormca obe MOArpyIIe.
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Y 0BOM pajy cMO IPUMEHVIN CTATUCTIIKE M COLMOfieMorpadcke MeTofie, Y3 KOMITIe-
MEHTapHY yIoTpeOy CeKyH/JapHMUX aHa/IN3a APYIUX UCTPAKMBaba, 3aTUM U aHAIUTIYKeE
M CUHTETUYKE METOLe

Huckycnja

Y HapepgHMM mornas/byMa heMo prkasaTy HeKe OCHOBHe conmopieMorpadcke Ka-
paxTepuctuke 6eckyhnuka y Cpouju. 360r HemocTaTka Ipoctopa, y poxycy he Ham 6urtn
cexyHpapHu 6eckyhuniy, nox he ce o mpuMapHMM rOBOPUTH CaMO y HEKOJIMKO [ieTasba.
Pa3nosu cy gBocTpyKu: IpBa rpyma je 6pojHuja u Oyayhu ga cy perncTpoBaHU 1 Y IIPETXOf-
HOM IIOIMCY CTAaHOBHUINTBA, 2002. roxuHe, Moryhe je nohu 1o Heke yHopenHe IepCcrieKTUBe.

ITormcom 201 1. rofmHe perncTposaHo je 445 npumapunx 6eckyhHuka, roroBo cBu y
ypbanum, a camo Tpu y Apyrum (pypanuum)° Hace/buma. Behnua xxuBu y rimaBHOM rpagy,
y peruony beorpana (164), cneny Bojopuna (160). CacBuM je OUNUITIETHO fa CY TO IPaOBU
y koje Behuna 6eckyhHmka obe xako 611 IpoHallIa yTOYMIITE ¥ COLMjaIHY 3alITUTY, a
TaKobe 1 MOBpeMeHN I0cao.

Mebytum, cekynpapun 6eckyhuuum cy 6pojuuju’. [lonmcom cranoBHumrBa 2011.
TOJJHE PerucTpoBaHo je 17.842 opaksux 6eckyhuuxa (0,3% yKyIITHOT CTAHOBHUIITBA), TPU
myTa Bulle y ogHocy Ha EY. Behnna wux gonasu us rpagckux Hacerba (63,1%). IloHoBO, Be-
nuka Behuna je nponabena y rpagy Beorpany — 39,0%, satum y pernony Illymanuje u 3anaz-
He Cpbuje (25,5%), a HajMaIbl Ieo je pernCTPOBaH Ha HajCUPOMAITHIjOj TEPUTOPUjU jyra 1
ncroka (21,8%) semmbe. To MO>KIa 3By4M IIapafOKCAIHO, A/ YNMEbeHNUIIA je fa 6ecKyhHuIm
TeXXe TOMe fia fohy y ypbaHe 1eHTpe rje Mory fa npoHalyy mocao u colyjanty 3amrury.

Msmeby pBa kpyra nmomnca, 6poj cekyHpapHux 6eckyhHuka ce cmamyje (2002.
rogyHe 6110 ux je 21.636, mro je 3a 17,54% sumre Hero 2011.). To ce Moxke TymaunTu
JIeTIONy/IaLjoM, TocebHO BemnkoM emurpanujoM y EY, saxsaspyjyhu cro6ogaom BusHOM
pexxumy, 6al Kao IITO je CIy4aj ca ommroM momnynanyjoM. Cekynpapau 6eckyhHumm
Hajopojuuju ¢y y cnegehum 6eorpagckum ommurunama: Hosu Beorpag (1575), [Tanunyna
(1025), Yyxapuua (754) u 3emyH (607). OBe 4 omtutnHe fgajy 36up of 3.961, 1j. 1/5 (22,2%).
Y ocTatKy 3emsbe, rpafioByu ca Behum O6pojem cexyHpapHux 6eckyhnuka cy: Kparyjesan
(493), Kpameso (413) u Kpymresa (395). Y Humty je 3a6emerxeHo yKyIHO 699 CeKyHIapHUX
6eckyhnuka (3,9%), nok je jour mamu 6poj (521) esunentupan y Hosom Capy. Ipasosu
Hyze Behe MoryhHOCTH 3a TpoHaTaXKeme HeKoT MIaheHor Moc/a 1 LIeHTPH Cy ColjamHe
sarnturte. Off OBOT TpeHyTKa orpaHnunhemMo Hallle TyMadere Ha ceKyHaapHe 6eckyhHuxe.

Crapocrt 1 non

IIpukasaHa gUCTpUOYIIMja CTAPOCTH U I10JIA YIIU TIOITy/IapHa ,,TIMpaMuja’ OfpakaBa
HajOCHOBHI)Y leMOrpadCKy CTPYKTYPY, Koja 00/INKYje CBe pelleBaHTHe connogeMorpadcke
KapaKTepucruke nocmarpate nomynanuje. Kog 6eckyhunka ce pajgu o mupamman ,,cra-

5> Ocraa Hace/pa 00yXBarajy pypasiHa i Hace/ba MEILIOBUTOT TUIIA, Tj. CBA OHA KOja HUCY HI IIpaBa
pypanHa, Hu ypbaHa Hacesba.

¢ Tlpema mpouenama ¢epepannje FEANTSA, 6uno koje nohu y EY ce Hamasu oko 410.000
6eckyhnnka (0,08% yxynHor cranoBHuuirsa EY — 512.700.000) (EPRS, 2019.), mTo M3HOCH OKO
4,1 muwmmoHa GeckyhHuka TOKOM Iiene ropuHe Ha Kpahu mmu myxuBpemeHcku nepuon (https://
www.feantsa.org/en/about-us/faq).
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LIMOHAPHOT THIIA", Ca IIMPOM OCHOBOM, KOja ce cy»aBa Ka BpXy [(Ipadukon 1), 3a pasnuxy
Off ,,perpecuBHe” KOf yKyIHOT ctaHOBHMIITBa Cp6uje, Koja je HEIIOBOJ/bHIjA 360T CyXKerba

IIpY JHY M IIVperba Ka BPXY KOje je pe3ynTaT JyroTpajHe HUCKe IVIOFHOCTY Y HUCKOT MOp-
tamreTa (yOp3aHo cTapeme 1 fenonynanuja), (Penev, 2015).

Kapa roBopumo o 6eckyhuuima, Hajmnabhe renepanuje cy Hajopojamje, Tj. cBaka
4yeTBpTa 0cob6a je crapoctu 0-14 ropmua (23%). Jenna of 1et je ctapocTn 45-59 ropuHa
(21%), mox je cBaka meceta ocoba crapuja o 70 rogmHa (11,3%). Ako 0BO yIopegumo ca
yKymHnM cranoBHuTBoM Cp6uje, beckyhHur nMajy Heluto 60/by CTapOCHY CTPYKTYPY,
HajBepoBaTHuje 360r Behe IIOFHOCTY U TPAAUIIMOHATHOT TOPOAUIHOT MOfienta. Yuerhe
M/IaJIVIX je Marbe y YKyITHOM CTaHOBHUINTBY (14,3%), a ocobe cpeqmux rofuHa u CTapyuju
cy 6pojuuju (45-59, 22,3% u 70+, 12,7%). Kaga je peq o momHOM cacTaBy, MYLIKapLu Cy
Hemto 6pojHuju (8.995 Mymikapaia u 8.847 xeHa), ca cBe BehuM yzenom xeHa cTapuje
mo6u (70+ ropuHa, 14,6% >keHa y ofHOCY Ha 8% Myuikapana). CIMYHY TPeH/JOBU pery-
crpoBanu cy Meby ykymHoM nomymnanujom (14,6% >xena fo6u 70+, ca jomr Behum ypmenom
MyLIKapara fobu 70+, 10,6%). To sHaun Behu MopTanureT u kpahy >KBOTHY BEK KOju ce
ofipakaBa Ha Mamu 6poj Mymkapana Meby crapujum 6eckyhHurmma y ogHocy Ha rieno-
KYIIHY IIOIy/Ial}jy.

Bpak, mopopuna 1 somahHCTBO

Ocobe xoje HuKaga HUCY 6uIe y OpaKy Cy HajOpojHMje, IITO je Y CKIaAy ca PeIaTHBHO
mahim crapocanm cacraBom [Tpadukon 2. Pasmika je ounrrenma Kaza je ped o momy, mpu
JyeMy je BIIIIe Off OJIOBJHE MYyIIKapalia HeokereHo (51%) y mopebemy ¢ TpehnHOM xeHa
(32%). Ymeo o)kemeHNX MyIIKapalla i )KeHa je ypaBHOTexXeH. Mel)y yKyImHIMM cTaHOBHU-
mtBoM Cpbuje, yIeo HeoKeeHMX MyIIKapala 1 HeyIaHNX JKeHa je Mambu (33.4% 1 23.0%
pecnekTnBHO), (Stankovi¢, 2015). OBa pasnuka ofparkaBa HIDKYU COLMjaTHU TOTIOXaj/
MapruHaan3alijy, a CaMuM TUM HEllOBO/bHIje ,,0padnHo TpxxuinTe” 3a 6eckyhHuke.

Behmnna xuBu y jepnounanum gomahnHcTBuMa (46,4%), IITO je IIOBE3aHO ca CTaTy-
coM caMmIja, 6e3 mapTHepa 1 HOPOANMIE, a Takobhe 1 ca cTapereM, I1a TAKO U eBUJEHTHOM
ApyLITBeHOM MapruHam3sanyujoM (Bobié, 2014). Hakon mix cieie iBowIaHa joMahnHCTBa
(21%), 3atum Tpounana (11,1%) n yerBopowrana gomahuuctsa (9,6%). JemHo Off YeTvpu
moMmahmHCcTBa 06yXBaTa HykIeapHy mopoguny (map ca gerom), (23,4%), HOK je jenHa Of
ocaM ocoba camoxpaHy poputesb (12,7%, ca mpeBalTeHIjoOM cCaMOXPaHUX Majku, 10,2%),
M TOTOBO UCTUM 6pojeM gomahmHcTaBa HyKneapHe nopopute (12,5%) (Bobi¢, 2014).

ObpasoBame

Bprio Hucko ob6pasoBame je somuHanTHO Meby 6eckyhHuIma 1 Ko MyIIKapara u Ko
sena ([padukon 3], rie je yak MonoBMHA OBe MOMYJIIIMje Ca CAMO OCHOBHUM 06pa3oBatbeM
v myokuM [Tpadukon 3)]. Caka meTa skeHa HeMa HUKaKBO (OPMaTHO 06pa3oBarbe, JI0K
jelaH Off TPM MYIIKapIia MMa cpefyy mkony. lIITo ce Tvve ykymHor cranoBHuinTa Cpbuje,
IIpeBJIafiaBa CPEeNHOLIKONICKO 00pa3oBambe, kako Mehy mynikapunma (54,3%), Tako u Meby
xenama (43,9%), (Sobot, 2015). Huske (3aBpiiieHo 1 He3aBpIIEHO OCHOBHO) 06pasoBatbe
perucTpoBaHo je kof; 29,1% mymkapara u 39,4% >xena. Y mopehemy ca crapocHUM 1 1mosn-
HUM CacTaBOM, OBM HaJ/lasy [TOKa3yjy HM3aK XyMaHy KamuTtan 6eckyhHmka 1 caMuM THM
jady corLjaIHy UCK/bYIEHOCT KOja ce Takobe or/iefia y eKOHOMCKUM KapaKTepUCTUKaMa.
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ExoHOMCKe ofytiike

Y ckmagy c Tope HaBefieHIM, HeaKTuBHa /i (68,4%) cy nomunauTtHa (Bobid, 2014).
Caaxko Tpehe miie je ekoHOMCKH akTHBHO (31,6%). Benuki je yieo melie u MIaiux HaBOIHO
Ha IIKO/IOBamy (26,8%), a cBako ceaMo e je meHsnoHep (15,1%).

JemHOCTaBHA 3aHMMarba Y IPMMAPHOM I CEKYHAPHOM CEKTOPY HajpacIpOCTpambeHNja
Cy Ha caMOM JHY APYIITBEHe Xujepapxije, ca MaluM IpYMarb/Ma, HeCUTYPHMM U HecTa-
OMTHMM IUTaTaMa, LIITO 3HAYM JIa ce TU /bYAU ocehajy HecUrypHO 1 cTora Cy IpaBu IyOuT-
HUIY IpyIITBeHe TpaHchopmaryje. CBako Tpehe nuiie ce 6aBu jefHOCTaBHIM 3aHUMAbEM
[Dpaduxom 4}, (30,9%), a roroso ja Hema pasmike Meby nonosnma. Kop Myrkaparia, npyru
II0 3aCTYIUBEHOCTH Cy 3aHAT/IMje M CpofHM paguHuny (19,7%), 3aTuM c1efy jefHaKM yaeo
3aII0CJIEHNX Y TPrOBMHMY 1 ycryrama (12%), pykoBaony MalyHaMa 1 MouTepi (12%) 1 ko-
HAYHO, KBa/IM(UKOBAHY IIO/bOIIPUBPERHNIIY, Irymapy, pubapu (10,7%). Kop sxena takobe
npeosnahyjy jetHocTaBHA 3aHUMama (29,8%), 3aTVM yCTy>)KHA U TProBayKa 3aHMMamba
(22,8%). MebyTum, npema mocienmeM ONUCY CTAHOBHUINTBA, Tpehe MecTo 3aysumajy
JKeHe 4lfja 3aHMMarba CIIaJiajy y Cpefiibe CI0jeBe, a YIeo je Yak Tpu IyTa Behn y ogHOCy Ha
OHaj Ko MyILIKapana (TeXHW4apy U CTPY4HU capagHuy, 14,8% y nopehemy ca 5,5% kox
MyIIKapara).

Y yxynaom cranoBaumtBy Cp6uje, 201 1. ropune, ZOMIHUPA)Y yHOPeRHO 607be 06pa-
30BaHM, MHXEbepy, CTPYYHY cCapafHuIM 1 TexHrdapu (16,2%), a ciiefe yory>KHa U TPro-
Bauka 3aHMMama (16,1%), (Radivojevi¢, 2015). Tpehe mecto 3aysenu cy cTpydmany u
YMETHUIIM, a CBe TPU I'PyIie ZOIPIMHETIe CY BUCOKOM YTy CPEeIber CI0ja KOjU YiHe 3aII0-
CJIeHY ca cTabyTHUM U 60jbe ITaheHNM II0C/IOBUMa, TAKO3BaHM HOOUTHULIY TPaH3ULIHje.
JemHOCTaBHA 3aHMMarba Cy PerMCTPOBaHa Kof cBera 7,9% ocoba. OBy Hajasy MOKa3yjy
IOTIYHY pambUBOCT OecKyhHMKa 4Mju Cy KYITYpHU, eKOHOMCKY M COLVjaTHU KaIlUTaJl
OCKY[IHU IITO UX IIOBJIa4M Ha caM py6 IpYLITBeHe Xujepapxuje.

ErHnumrer n murpanuje

Behuna 6eckyhmnka ce usjacuuna xao Cp6u Ha mocnegmweM Ilomicy cTaHOBHUIIT-
Ba (58%), mTO je 3HaTHO Mambe y nmopebemy ca ykymHum craHoBHMIITBOM (83,3%), HOK
je 1/3 pexno ma cy Pomu (32%). Y nopebhemy ca yKynHMM CTaHOBHUIITBOM, €BMIE€HTHA
je Bemmka sacTymmeHocT Poma (2,1% y ykymaoM ctanoBHMmTBY) (SORS, 2013). Kaga je
ped 0 MUTPALIIOHOM IIOpeKiTy, beckyhHuuu ce yrnaBHom cene yuytap Cpbuje, us jenHe
ommryHe y apyry (y Beorpan u gpyre rpagose), (65,5%), ok je 17,6% cTurmo ns 6uBLmInx
jyroc/moBeHCKUX pelry6/mKa, ITO Cy HOJALM KOjy Cy Takohe moTBpheHy eMImpujcKkum
crynujama (Zarkovié, Petrovi¢ and Timotijevié, 2012). IlITo ce Tide MHTEPHO pace/beHNX,
TOKOM IIOIVICa CTAHOBHUINITBA IIPOLIEIHEHO je Jia je y 54 I[eHTPa 3a KOMEKTUBHM CMENITaj
6opaBnio 3.358 0coba, IITO ce MOXKe Y3eTH Kao IpeficTaBa 0 6pojy b6eckyhuuka Meby mwuma
(http://www.kirs.gov.rs/wb-page.php?kat_id=34).” Meby onnma xoju cy Bpahenn us EY Ha
OCHOBY cIlopa3yMa o peagMucuju (2,1%), npeosnabyjy Pomu.

7 PeneBantHa crypuja (Nikitovi¢, 2015) tBpau aa je oko 100.000 MHTepHO pace/beHUX IULA pe-
TUCTPOBAHO HA IOCTIEbeM HOMNCY CTAHOBHUIITBA, IITO 3HA4M Aa je Meby wyMa 6mmo oxo 3,4%
CeKyH/apHuX 6eckyhHuxa.
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3aK/by4akK: Ka MHTEPBEHLIMjI

Topmy Hamasu mokasyjy aa je (cekyHmapHu) 6eckyhHuk y mpocexy Mylukapail,
cpenmux roguHa, 20-64 (55,9%), Koju )KUBM Y ypOaHOM Hace/by, IIOJ MI3y3eTHO HECUTYP-
HVM CTaMOEeHVM VI MaTepUjaTHUM YC/IOBMMA, Ca OCHOBHUM VJ/IJ HEIIOTIYHUM OCHOBHMM
obpasoBameM, Koju 00aB/ba je[[HOCTABHO 3aHUMakbe, HeOXKekeH, 6e3 ITopojiuile, a CBaKn
tpehu ce usjanimasa kao Pom. Ha 0cHOBY 13HeceHe pacrpaBe MO>KeMO IIPETIIOCTaBUTH A2
je 6eckyhHMIITBO OYMUITIENHO APYIITBEHO KOHCTpyncaH ¢eHomeH. HaumH Ha koju jefHa
TpyIa WIN PYIITBO y Le/IMHU TPeTUpa OBe /byfie IPBEHCTBEHO 00/MKYje IOMUTHUKY YC-
MepeHy Ka KOHTPOJIM ¥ IIPeBEHIIUj!, PACIIOfie/IN CPEICTaBa, METO/A M Mepa 3a IIPyKarbe
nomohu, conujanuy nuaTterpanujy uth. (Jovicié, 2010). Beckyhuuintso Huje cTatuyas,
Beh mpumyHO HMHAMMYaH GeHOMeH, ca pasIMINTIM BepoBaTHONaMa ylacka 1 U3/IackKa,
yxpy4yjyhu u gy>xuny 6opaska y TakBoj cutyanuju. Cyn6una 6eckyhumka npecynHo 3a-
BUICH Off 3eM/be IpebMBaInIITa, APYLITBeHe O1orpaduje, orabaja y HeunjeM >KuBOTHOM
TOKY U CTpaTerujaMa CHalaXema.

Mely caBpemeHNM Hay4HUIMMA TOCTOj1 IpeoBahyjyhe raeaniunTe fa je Te /byme mo-
TpeOHO pasyMeTH U OCHAXUTH, a/li U HOAPKATHU a 61 ce TIOHOBO BPATUIN Y 3ajeHULY
(Jugovi¢ & Lukovi¢, 2012). VicTpakuBama MOKasyjy fa, MAKO Cy HAYMHM IOCTyIIamba 3a-
KOHOJJaBHUX, TIOJINTUYKIX, HALIMOHATHNX BIACTH U JIOKAJTHNX rpahaHa mpema mwuma pas-
JIUYNUTH, CBY JIeTIe HEIlITO 3ajeIHITIKO, 6e3 0031pa Ha 3eM/bY Y KOjOj KMBE — TEIIKO UCKYCTBO
CBAKOJIHEBHOT XXIIBOTA, TAKO Jia je IbJIXOBa CBAKOJHEBHII[A YBEIMKO OCPOMAIIIeHa VI CBe-
JleHa Ha ITyKy TeXHbY Ka 3aJ0BOJ/bebY OCHOBHUX MOTpeba (XUrMjeHa, CKIOHMIITE, XPaHa,
ozeha, obyha utz.), mok je camo HekonuIHA OKyIIana ga mporabe usmas (Jovicic, 2010,
str. 36). CaBpeMeHa eBpOIICKa APYIITBA 3a/IaXKy Ce 3a IPOAKTUBAH CTAaB, Tj. PEMHTErPALVL)Y
OBUIX JBY/M Ca YINIIA, Te IIpeTBapame XPTBe Y aKTepa, 6e3 6p30r yKujama HeolIXoHe
U KOHTHHYVpPaHe COLlMjaTHe TOMONM JIOKaTHNX 3ajeffHMI[a, TOPOANUII, cycena. CXomHO
TOMe, [JIABHM CMep MOMUTUIKOT 1 rpahaHcKor flenoBama Tpebao 6u ga 6yne ycMepeH Ha
CMamelbe BIX0BE 3aBIICHOCTI Off COLIMjaIHe 3aIlTUTE, Tj. O ApP>KaBe U CIIY>KOU, 3ajeffHO ¢
HOJICTULIAbeM OCIalbatha Ha MOjefjHAYHE pecypce 1 Ha IIOHOBHO YCIIOCTAB/bakbe CTapuX
M M3TPajby HOBUX ApyIITBeHNX Mpexxa (Jovici¢, 2010; Timotijevié, 2012).
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APPENDIX / ITPMIO3N

Ipaduxon 1: Cexynmapunu 6eckyhunim no crapoctu u nony, Penry6mika Cp6wuja, ITomc
cranoBHumTBa 2011. (%)

Figure 1: Secondary homeless by age and gender, Republic of Serbia, the 2011 Census (%)
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Ipadmxon 2: Cexynpgapuu 6eckyhHuy crapu 15 1 Bullle TOfNHA IIpeMa 3aKOHCKOM
6padHOM cTamy 1 nony, Penny6nuka Cpbuja, 2011, (%).

Figure 2: Secondary homeless, 15+, by legal marital status and gender, Republic of
Serbia, 2011, (%).
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Ipa¢uxon 3: Cexynpapun 6eckyhuunu crapu 15 1 Bulile rofguHa mpeMa IIKOJICKO] CIIpe-
M 1 niony, Perry6nuka Cp6uja, 2011.

Figure 3: Secondary homeless aged 15 and over by educational attainment and sex, Republic

of Serbia, 2011
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IpadukoH 4. Beckyhnuny, mpukas npema saHuMamy 1 oy, 2011 (%)

Figure 4. Homeless, breakdown by occupation and gender, 2011 (%)
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