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TEOPUJCKU ITPUCTYIIN N TIPABIIN Y UICTPAJKMBAIDLY
BECKYRHUIITBA: KPUTUYKA AHAJINI3A?

Caxerak: beckyhHumrso ce decto objammaa CUMIUIMLUCTIYKA 1 [OHEKTIE
aTeopmjcKi, Kao craMbeHy npobieM min Kao mpobaeM couujaaHe ToMohn nsaspan
CTPYKTYPHMM WIM MHAUBUAYATHUM dakTopuMa. TakBa AyamucTudKa objalnmerba HICY
aZleKBaTHa 1 ONJIO KaKBa IIO/INTHKa IIpeBeHINje 1 Cy301jamba OeckyhHUIITBA TOHeTa IO
IIIXOBUM YTHUIIajeM [T0Ka3ajia ce Kao HeeuKacHa. Y pajiy ce aHa/IM3Mpajy TPY IIPUCTYIIA —
»KUBOTHe ITpuye’, ,1yTeBy 6eckyhumintsa” u (cy6)KynTypa 6eckyhHuIITBa — Ka0 HAYVHU
3a yHanpebeme pasyMmeBarma CBEyKyITHOT MCKycTBa OeckyhHMIITBA (IErOBUX Y3POKa,
myTeBa Kpo3 1 13 6eckyhHuuITBa, Kao 1 ncxopa). [ToceOHa maxkma nocsehena je ananusu
acreKara Ioje/[YHIX TEOPMjCKMX IPUCTYIIA 1 TTpaBania (peMmuHmsam, HOCTCTPYKTypantnsaM,
HOCTMOJIePHM3aM 1 eKOJIOIIKY [IPaBall) 1 YKa3UBakby Ha INIOZOTBOPHOCT HUXOBUX YBIUA
pu aHanusy npobeMarrke 6eckyhummra. OCHOBY 3a M3pafly pajia UMHM aHa/IN3a PafoBa
pe/leBaHTHMX ayTopa/IIpecTaBHIKa OfabpaHNX TeOPMjCKUX MpaBala u mpuctyna. [np
pajia je ia ce Ha OCHOBY OfaOPaHNX PafioBa IPYXKI KPUTHUYKM OCBPT HA TEOPHMjCKa CXBaTarba
0 6eckyhHMIITBY, Kao U [ja ce IpOIINPY pasyMeBarbe OBOT APYIITBEHOT (peHOMeHa.

Kibyune peun: 6eckyhuuiutso, (cy6)xynrypa 6eckyhHuinTsa, Iy resu 6eckyhunurrsa’,
»KV/BOTHE IIpy4e’, TEOPMjCKY IpaBLy O 6eCKyhHUIITBY.

YBog

BeckyhHUIITBO je ojaBa Koja je IPUCYTHA Y CBUM CaBPEMEHNUM JPYILITBIUMA,  ,PU3UK
Off y1acka y cutyanujy 6eckyhHuUIITBA U )KUB/berbe OBOT UCKYCTBA IPUCYTaH je He caMo y
HepasBYjeHMM, I IPYIITBMMA Y Pa3Bojy, Beh 1 y HanpeguuM 3em/pama 3amazga” (Ljubicié,
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2017, str. 182-183). AkryenHOCT peHOMeHa becKyhHNMIIITBA Ka0 HajTPAaHCIIAPEHTHN]ET BIA
conMjaaHe UCK/BYYEHOCTHU, CUPOMAIITBA, AUCKPYMUHALIVje M MapTUHANU3alje MaXxoM
JIEXN Y CaBpeMeHMM YC/IOBMMa eKOHOMCKe Kpu3e, Koja HapyllaBa coljujaaHe GpyHKuuje
IpyKaBe J IONPYHOCK IIOPAcTy cupoManrtsa 1 yehasa pusuk o ucror (Jugovi¢ & Lukovi¢,
2012). OBuM ImpoMeHaMa Cy Haju3/I0KeHNja ,,paibliBa APYIITBA” KO0 LITO Cy TPAaH3UIMjCKa.
Y TOM KOHTEKCTY ce ,,0 6eCKyhHUIITBY 4eCTO FOBOPH Kao O IPYIITBEHO]j IieH) TpaH3uuje”
(Zarkovi¢, Petrovi¢ & Timotijevi¢, 2012, str. 7).* Yjenro, ped je 0 BUlIeANMEH3MOHATHOM
(deHOMeHy unja cBeoOyXBaTHA aHa/INM3a 3aXTeBa YBUJ Y eKOHOMCKe, AeMorpadcke, Mo-
NUTUYKe, COL[Uja/THe, MUTPALlMOHe, YPOaHUCTIYKe/TTPOCTOPHE, BPEIHOCHE U CYOKYITYP-
He npouece. ViMajyhu Ha ymy HaBeeHO, Moryhe je KOHCTaTOBATH fia je ped O 3HaYajHOM
LpYyILITBEHOM IpobeMy 1 TeM Koja (Tpeba fa) 3aBpebyje makmy conmornora.

Y HajmmpeM cMMCTTY, IOf 6ecKyhHMIITBOM ce IOpasyMeBa 06MUTaBabe Y JTOIINM
yCToBMMa, yraaBHOM Ha ynunu. OBa ,,MMHUManuCTUYKa fedUMHUIMja BeoMa je
[ONy/IapHa y IUTEPAaTypu Ha OBY Temy. IlapajokcanHo, OHa objalrmaBa Majlo TOra.
[lInpe nHTEpIIpETaIIMje OBOT I0jMa YK/bYUYjy U YC/IOBe y KojuMa 6eckyhHMIM >KxuBe, HIIp.
SKMBOT Y MHOTOWIAHOM VLU CYOCTaHap{HOM CMEIITajy YT ;oMahuHCTBY, U3/I0XKEHOCT
BUCOKMM HYBOUMA 6yKe, 3arahersa nm 13Bopuma 3apase, Kao 11 ,Hebe30eIHI CMeIITaj” 1In
»HermopgHouupyuBe cTaMmbere ycnose” (Watchman & Robson, 1989; naBegeno mpema Neale,
1997, pp. 48). VI3 Hanpe; HaBe[IeHOT eBMUIEHTHO je Aa je OecKyhHMINTBO MHTEIPATH €0
cTaMbeHOT crucTeMa U HEO/[BOjIBO Off APYTUX aclieKaTa CTaMOeHNX oTpeba.

BeckyhHUIITBO je KOPUCHO MOCMATpaT y BUAY KOHTMHYYMaA ,,0 LOMa JI0
6eckyhnumra” (Watson & Austerberry, 1986; HaBegeno npema Neale, 1997, pp. 48),
4yIMe OHO II0CTaje BUIIE Off ITyKe aIMUHICTPaTUBHE Kateropuje. Hanme, Ha jemHOM Kpajy
KOHTMHYyMa Hajlasy ce 0OMTaBarbe y HEyCIOBHIM, a Ha IPYrOM, He3a[j0Bo/baBajyhum unn
Hebe3bemHMM cTaMbeHNM ycnoBuMa. Tume je 6eckyhHumrso Moryhe aHamisnpaT Kao
»rrynpan” heHOMeH Koju ce Ha/masy O/vKe WK [jajbe jeFHOM KPajy CIeKTpa CTaMOeHIX
noTpeba 1 ucKycTaBa. beckyhHumrso nogpasymesa u yckpaheHOCT Ha MHOTYIM HUBOVIMa:
¢$usmonomkoM (HegocTaTak yROOHOCTM MM TOIUIOTE), EMOLMOHATHOM (HeJoCTaTak
/py6aByU WIN PafOCTH), TEPUTOPUjATHOM (HELOCTATAK IPUBATHOCTH), OHTOIOLIKOM
(HemoCTaTaK YKOPEHEHOCTH Y XKMBOTY, aHOMMja) U AYXOBHOM (He[OCTAaTaK Hajie 11 CBpXe)
(Somerville, 1992, pp. 532-533).

Hedunucame 6eckyhHUIITBA, BETOBUX KapaKTePUCTUKA 1 Y3POKa BapUPAIO je Kpo3
VCTOPU]jy ¥ YTHUIIATIO HA HAYMH Ha KOjI CY Ce TIOCMATpasI U TPETUPA/IN JbYAU Y CTADY
6eckyhummTea. C TMM y Be3n, y IpBoM feny paja 6uhe mprkasaHa JOMMHAHTHA TEOPUjcKa
CTaHOBUIITA O y3pouuMa OecKyhHMIITBa, CUTYMpaHa 10 BpeMeHy IbIXOBOI HaCTaHKa
U [OMUHalMje y Ipoy4aBamwy OeckyhHumTsa. Y gpyrom feiny paja, aHaIM3UpaHN CY
TIOjeIMHYU CaBPeMeHM TeOPMjCKY IPMCTYIIN IIPOydYaBay OeckyhHUIITBA — PeMIHUCTUYKI,
HOCTCTPYKTYPAIUCTIIKI, IOCTMOZEPHUCTUYKY U €KOTOLIKY IIPKCTYIL, C L/beM YBUAA

4 Meby najuemthe Henocpente yspousnke 6eckyhunurrsa y sembama y rpansunuju (ma u y Cpouju)
y6pajajy ce: mpuBaTU3alija CTAHOBAbA M PEAYKOBatbe/HeCTajarbe CUCTEMA COLIMja/THOT CTAHOBAba,
IOpAcCT IieHa CTAaHOBA, 3a/[y’KMBakba U APYTU BEMKHU TPOIIKOBY Be3aHMU 3a CTAHOBabE, OMUTHUKA
oflysuMama CTaHOBa (Kao pe3ylITaT XMIOTeKa M HeIUTaleHMX TPOILIKOBa), HE3alOCTeHOCT U
HeCUTYPHOCT IOC/IA, IIOPAcT CUPOMAIITBA M PasBofa OpakoBa, Kao U ,CMameme Moryhoctn
nopopuiie 12 Gyzie TAMIIOH 30Ha cotujanue curyproctu” (Zarkovié, Petrovi¢ & Timotijevié, 2012,
str. 7).
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y o6eexxja akTyelTHOT IpOMUII/batba peHoMeHa beckyhuumrsa. OCHOBY 3a M3pajy pajia
YIHE paJloBN peleBaHTHIUX ayTOpa/TIpelCTaBHIKA OffabpaHIX TeOPMjCKIX IpaBalia 1 IpH-
cTyma.

Y3pornu 6eckyhHumTBa — perer
JIOMVHAHTHUX TEOPUjCKMX CTAHOBUIITA

BeckyhHuiTso je mojaBa Koja uMa Gyry UCTOPHjY, Te HY>)KHO 3aXTeBa cariefaBame
COLMO-MCTOPMjCKOT KOHTEKCTa KaKO O ce youuJIe 3ajeflHI4Ke, a/lil M IUCTUHKTUBHE Ka-
PaKTepUCTVIKe IberoBor UcIobaBama kpo3 BpeMe (Kosti¢ & Mihajlovi¢, 2012, str. 55). Ono
ce Hajuenrthe foBOAM y Besy ca ,ucropujaroM cupomamtsa’ (Kosti¢ & Mihajlovi¢, 2012) n
»raronorusanujom cupomamrsa’ (Jugovi¢ & Lukovi¢, 2012, str. 12).

Y nureparypu Ha Temy Oeckyhuumrsa (Anderson et al. 1993; Kushel et al. 2003;
Fitzpatrick, 2005; Neale, 1997; Somerville, 1992 u np.) 1 monuTyKe merose NpeBeHIje 1
cy36ujarba TOMIHIPAjy ABa TeOPHUjCKa IIPMUCTYIIA KOja Cy II0Iapu3oBasa AebaTy o y3pormma
6eckyhnunrrsa. [TpBu IpUCTYII CTaB/ba HAaIIaCaK HAa MHAMBYYalHA Objalllbera, TOK ce
npyru okycupa Ha CTpyKTypHe (akTope. VaKo je KOHIEIITyaTH! OKBUP ,,MHAMBIU/Ya Ha-
CYIIPOT CTPYKTYypa~ II0je/fHOCTaB/beH 3a CABPEMEHO CXBaTatbe OecKyNHMINTBA, UCTOPMjCKY
je pelieBaHTaH Y MICTpPajaBa y TEOPUjCKMM eTabopalyjaMa Ha OBY TeMy.

VnpuBuayanHa objanimemna oje/beHa cy Ha ase cTpyje (Neale, 1997). [Tpema npsoj,
TOje/IVHIIY Ce CMaTpPajy OATOBOPHMM (TVMe 1 KPUBUM) 3a CBOj 1ornoxaj. O moyerka Ho-
BOT BeKa JI0 LesfieceTux roguxa 20. BeKa JJOMMHIPAO je CTEPEOTUII y CKIaZy C KOjUM Cy
OeckyhHMLY TOCMaTpaHM Kao [ieBUjaHTHe 0cobe, HenpuiaroheHu, ApyITBeH N apasuTi,
ankoxomyapy u cknranie (Kosti¢ & Mihajlovi¢, 2012). OBakaB juckypc 610 je kapakre-
PUCTHMYaH 32 IIPEACTaBHMKe KOH3ePBATYBHIX CXBaTaba, KOjJ Cy KPUTUKOBAHM 3a ITOKYIIa]
ncuxujaTpusanje fpymrsennx npobnema (Jugovi¢ & Lukovi¢, 2012). Taxie, mpobmemy
6eckyhHuIITBA Ce IPUIIA3NIIO U3 BUYPe MHAMBU/Ya/IHe colpjanHe naronoruje (Jugovic &
Lukovi¢, 2012), y3 mpucycTBo Mopanuctidke ocyze. CTora je mommruka cy36mjama TakBOT
Bupa 6eckyhHuuTBa Oura MUHMMaIHA 11 YITTABHOM Ce CBOAWJIA Ha IPY>Katbe OCHOBHOT
cmentaja (Neale, 1997, pp. 49). Ilpema fpyroj cTpyju, mbyan noctajy 6eckyhumim ycnen
JMYHUX HE[OCTAaTaKa MM Heycllexa 3a Koje ce He MOTy y HOTIyHocTy Kpusuru. Crora
ce cMaTpa fia TAKBMM 0cobaMa Tpeba Py XUTU XYMaHUTapHY IOMON — YIJTaBHOM Y BULY
HCUXUjaTPUjCKOT TPeTMaHa VLN IIOMOhM Off cTpaHe COLMja/IHUX PaHUKaA — KaKo 011 OHe
nocTase (IT0HOBO) QYHKIMOHANTHe. MMHIMAaIUCTUYKA pelllerba ce, IpeMa 0BOj CTPYjH,
yrmaBHOM cMatpajy HemoBo/bHMM (Neale, 1997, pp. 49).

CrpyxTypHa objaimera 6eckyhHMIITBA JOMUHUPAIA CY y HEPUOAY O IIe3[eCeTUX
JI0 OCaMJeceTHX rOAMHA, a [0/Ia3e Off TOTa [ja pasno3u 3a 6ecKyhHUIITBO /1eXxe yHyTap
IIVPKX PYLITBEHNX U eKOHOMCKMX ¢akTopa (Neale, 1997). Y 0BOM KOHTEKCTY, 110jaBa
6eckyhHMIITBA ce carefjaBa y MHTEPaKIju

»CTPYKTYPATHMX Y3pOKa (CHPOMAIITBO, €KOHOMCKA 1 CTaMOeHa IIOMUTHUKA [pKa-
Be), MHCTUTYLMOHAIHUX Y3pOKa (HIIp. OfipacTaibe fielie y MHCTUTYLMjaMa, U3/a3aK U3
MeHa/THVX JIM IICUXMjaTPMjCKUX YCTaHOBA), y3pOKa Be3aHMX 3a COLiujaHe OfHOCe (HIIp.
HOPOAMYHO Hacuibe) U MHAMBMIYaTHUX Y3pOKa (HIP. HApYLICHO MEHTA/HO 3[jpaBjbe)”
(Jugovi¢, 2012, str. 7-8).
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ApexBaraH npuctyn 6eckyhHUIITBY cTOra 3axTeBa MHTEPBEHINUjy HA MINPO]
APYLITBEHOj OCHOBM, HIIP. IIyTeM CyOBeHIMja 3a KYIIOBIMHY cTaHOBa/Kyha i nytem
IUpeKTHOT 06e3b6elBarma NpUBpeMEHOT NN TPajHOT CMEIITAja.

Op ocampeceTux rofuHa y akafleMCKIIM KPYTOBJIMa TOBOPH Ce O ,,HOBOj OPTOOKCHI
(May, 2000, pp. 613) mpema k0joj ce 6eckyhHUIITBO 06jallIbaBa y KOHTEKCTY CleludIIHe
KoMOMHanuje CTpyKTypHUX daxTopa (HIIp. obeexxja TpXXUILITA pajga Uiy cTaMOeHor
CEeKTOpa) 1 INYHUX IpobIeMa U CKIIOHOCTH, Tj. pakTopa pusuka. Hanme, cCTpyKTypHI
(akTopu (HapOUUTO CHPOMAIITBO) CTBAPajy IIOTOJHE YC/IOBE 3a jaB/babe OeckyhHUIITBa,
mok uHAMBUAyanuu gakropu ogpebyjy BepoBaTHohy ia 0coba moctaHe 6eckyhHUK y THM
ycmoBuMa. 3a OHe KOJ| KOjUX ce MPemo3Hajy Ti GpaKkTopu cMaTpa ce fa nMajy ,mnosehan
pusuk” of 6eckyhunmrsa (Jones & Pleace, 2010; HaBeeno npema Somerville, 2013, pp. 5).

[Tojepnuu teopernuapu (Fitzpatrick, 2005) kpuTnuKoBanu cy ,HOBY OPTOZOKCHjY” 11O
HEKOJIMKO OCHOBA. VIcTakHYTO je ia HujenaH (GakTop, 6110 CTPYKTYPHM WV MHAVBUYA/THIL,
HIUje I0BOJbHO IIpelIM3MpaH, HUTY je Be3a u3Meby mux agexkBaTHO cxBahena. Ha npumep,
HEOZITOBOPHO POAMTE/FCTBO WJIU paclafi Opaka MOTY JonpuHeTy 6eckyhHUIITBY, a 1o
Ipupony, oBu GaKTOPy MOTY OUTH CTPYKTYPHM, MHAUBUAYAIIHN, 062 MM HUjeTHO Of Ta
nBa (Fitzpatrick, 2005, pp. 5). [Ipyru npo6iem je y Tome 1mTo ce 6eckyhHuuIrso cmMarpa 3a
»OpylWTBeHy unbenny” (Durkheim, 1982), Tj. 3a uCTUHY O pyLITBEHUM OFHOCKMA KOja
ce MO)Ke MEePUTH MU KBaHTM(MKOBATHU HE3aBVICHO Off PeaTHOCTH JbYACKOT UCKYCTBA, Kao 1
3a ,,cTaMOEHY YMIbeHMILY , ITie Ce OHO II0CMATPa jeJHOAMMEH3MOHA/THO, Kao IIyKO (PU3IIKO
cramve. HapegHu mmpo6yeM jecte ITO 0Ba OPTOJOKCHja 3aIIpaBO YOIIIITE HUje HOBA, jep ce
Beh nyro cMmatpa fia je 6eckyhHMIITBO y3pOKOBaHO HeycrexoM Bese usMeby nupuBumye
U [PYILITBA.

CaBpemeHa aHa/mm3a 6eckyhHMIITBA CHTyMpaHa je Y KOHTEKCT eKOHOMCKIIX ITOTpeca y
MofiepHMM ApyuITBuMa 20. BeKa, KOjU Cy pe3yNTUPa CMabebheM JOCTYITHOCTY afieKBaT-
HOT CTaHOBama 3a cupoMamHuje /byae (Kosti¢c & Mihajlovi¢, 2012, str. 69). Oa ananusa
[IOMIHAHTHO Ce 3aCHNBA Ha TPY HPUCTYyIA. [IpBu IpUCTYIL, ,,)KUBOTHE IIpude/uctopuje”
(Somerville, 2013; Tomas & Dittmar, 1995; May 2000) sacH1Ba ce Ha KBa/IMTaTMBHOj aHa-
NN3Y ,IIpMYa MapriHann30BaHuXx (y OBOM CIy4ajy, 6eckyhHuka) u ycpencpeben je na
XPOHOJIOTY)y U MHTepIpeTaljy forabaja ocobe o kojoj je peu. OBaj mpucTyn omoryhasa
yBUZ y 6pojHe pas3nudnTe KOHTEKCTe I IIPOLiece MOBe3aHe ca epCoHaHUM buorpadujama
6eckyhHuka. Y cymTuHm, IPUCTYI je OKPEHYT JaBamy I/laca MapriuHaaM30BaHIM/
6eckyhuninma. Takobe, mpefcraBba KOPICHO AaHAMUTUYKO CPEACTBO HPU HOKYLIAjy
HOBe3NBatba IEPCOHATHOT Ca COLMjaTHNUM J CTPYKTYPHUM, Ka0 I ,,JParoLeHo CPecTBO
eKcIIopanuje... UCKycTaBa 1 IIpo6bemMa mpeacka 13 jefjHe COLjaTHe CUTYaluje M Mubea
y npyru” (Chamberlayne et al., 2002; naBeneno npema: Siki¢ — Mi¢anovi¢, 2013, pp. 100).
C npyre cTpaHe, 0Baj IPUCTYI je KPUTUKOBAH Y KOHTEKCTY LIMpe fiebaTe ,,peann3am/KOH-
CTPYKLMOHM3aM . 32 KOHCTPYKTUBICTE, )KUBOTHE ITpyude/UCTOPIje TIPefCTaB/bajy ,0mo-
rpadeky miysujy” (Siki¢ - Mi¢anovié 2013, pp. 100) Koja HacTaje Tako 1ITO 0c06a 3abepe
3HadajHe fjorabaje u3 corcTBeHe MPOIUIOCTI 11 3aTUM CTBapa y3po4uHy Besy MeDy mima.
IpyruM pednma, TaKBM HapaTVBM HIUCY afieKBaTHe pelpe3eHTalllje UCKYCTBa.

Ipyru npuctyn ananusu 6eckyhHuITBa Ha Koju heMo CKpeHyTH MTaXiby je T3B. IyT
6eckyhunmrsa (Somerville, 2013, pp. 7). I1yini deckyhnuwitiéa neyHNIIIE Ce KAO ,,ITy T jefHe
ocobe mmu fomahHCTBa Ka 6eCKyhHUIITBY, UCKYCTBO Te 0cobe mmy ocoba y beckyhHUIITBY
U BbeH WIN BUXOB IIyT U3 6eckyhHumrsa y curypan cmerntaj” (Anderson & Tulloch, 2000;
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HaBefieHo Tpema Somersville, 2013, pp. 7). OBaj mpuCTyN TeXXN IMpeIo3HaBAKbY U AHATN3U
PasIMYNTHUX ITyTama KPo3 6eCKyhHMIITBO y 3aBICHOCTY Off K/bYYHMX KapaKTepPUCTIKA
HOMYT IO/, pace, CTapOCTH, TUIA TOMahMHCTBA U XMBOTHOT UCKycTBa. [lakie, pokyc
je Ha KBaHTUTATUBHO] aHATM3N COIMOfieMoTpadcKuxX obenexja momynanyje 6eckyhHmka
U Tparamy 3a KapaKTePUCTUYHMM 0OpacluMa ITOHAIIakba 1 )KUB/belba Y OJIHOCY Ha OBa
obenexja. [Ipermocraska je fa 6u oBakBa aHanmsa omoryhmia ma ce ycryre HaMermeHe
6eckyhHumnmma edurkacHmje ycMepe Kako 611 MCIyHIIe pa3/anTe MoTpebe pasmmanTux
rpymna.’ Ocum Tora, ucTude ce fia je Moryhe fja mocToju HIU3 ,K/bYIHIUX TPEHyTaKa WIIN
»IPeKpeTHNLA” IJie ce KMBOTHa cuTyarja 6eckyhHuka Memwa n kpehe y HOBOM IpaBily
(Somerville, 2013, pp. 10). Te mpexpeTHMIIe YMHE Ty T Kp0o3/13 6ecKyNHMUIITBA CITOKEHNM
u TemwkuM 3a npahemwe. Ha npumep, y TOHIUTYAMHAIHO] CTYAMUjU O IIyTeBMMa KPO3
6eckyhunmrso n us 6eckyhumnmraa (Mayock, Corr & O’Sullivan, 2008; HaBeneHo mpe-
Mma Somerville, 2013) mpenosHaTa ¢y Tpu myTa Kojuma ce kpehy mmagn 6eckyhuury,
cranoBHuLM [labnuHa. OBY IyTeBU MMEHOBAHM Cy Kao: He3A8UCHU USLACUU U3
deckyhnuwitiea, 3a6ucHy usnacyu u3s decKyhHUWINEa Vi KOHTHUHYUpaHo SeckyAHUMITI80
(Mayock, Corr & O’Sullivan, 2008; HaBegeHo mpema Somerville, 2013, pp. 12). Behnna
He3aBUCHUX M3/a3aka u3 6eckyhHMIITBA IOfpasyMeBaa je OBPATAK Yy POAMUTEbCKN
IIoM, Majia ce TMMe HUje OTK/Iamana MoryhHoCT HecTabumHe cTaMbeHe CUTyanuje y
OynyhHoCTH. 3aBUCHY M3/TacIu OfpasyMeBanu Cy IIpeasak y IPUBPEMeH CMELITaj UIn
6pury (IIOIyT cTapaTe/bCTBa) Y3 IOMON Ap>KaBHMX MM BOTIOHTEPCKUX CITy»61. YraHoBu
ose rpyme venthe cy ce Bpahanu y 6eckyhHUIITBO Hero oHM KOjit Cy He3aBMCHO M3ALIIN U3
6eckyhunmrrsa. Kontnnynpano 6eckyhuunrso nogpasymesano je 6ps npenasak usmehy
Pas3IMYNTUX CTaMOEHNX CUTYallNja, T/€ je YITTABHOM HOJIa3U/I0 O elM30/a CIIaBaiba Ha
ymui viu 60paBKa y HeCTab//THOM CMeNITajy.®

ITopep Tora, Ha/lasy CTyAUja yKasyjy Ha TO fia LITO [Ay>Xe HeKo ocTaHe 6eckyhHUK,
CBe My je Texxe #a mnsabe us ,3auapanor kpyra” 6eckyhumiursa u cBe je Beha mranca na he
KOPUCTUTY Pas3IuduTe 06/IMKe MHCTUTYLNOHATHOT CMEIIITaja TOIYT CBPATUIITA.

ITpucryn ,,myreBu 6eckyhHUIITBA” KPUTUKOBAH je 110 HEKOIMKO OCHOBA. VIcTakHyTO
je la KOHIIeNT Hitje OBOJ/bHO IpennsHo gedunmcan (Neale, 1997). Ha mpumep, y cay4ajy
Maapux 6eckyhHuka, oH Huje Be3aH 3a OM/I0 KaKBy KOHKPETHY TeOPHjy O IIpenacKy 13
IeTUICTBA Y oipacio goba. Takobe, cam KoHIenT myTeBa 6ecKyhHUIITBA 3aBUCK Off
MoryhHocTHu mpenosHaBama 3ajeJHNUKNIX TeMa Y )KMBOTHUM IIpMYaMa PasInduTuX
HojefnHaNa, Ipu 4emy je moryhe ga he pasnmuntu ucTpakxMBa4n IpPerno3HATI CACBUM

5> Augepcon u Tamok (Anderson & Tulloch, 2000; HaBegeno npema Somersville, 2013) yurnpajy Hus
CTyJMja KOje IOKa3yjy KaKo Ce M/IA/IU MYLIKApLM i )KeHe Kpely pas/inauTiM IyTeBUMa 3a U3/1a3aK
us GeckyhHuimTa. Miaje >xeHe pebe crnaBajy Ha yauuu Hero myukapuy, demthe cy 3aKOHCKH
[pero3HaTe Kao IPMOPUTETHE 3a HpYyXKawe MoMohu Kaja umajy fery un demhe Hamymrajy gom
yciieq Hacuba y TIOPOAMLIL.

® Ha OCHOBY OBUX ITyTeBa IPENO3HATH Cy (aKTOPM KOjU OJAKIIABajy IV OTEXXaBajy U3/Ia3ak u3
6eckyhunursa. GakToOpyu KOjU ONAKIIABAjy M3/1a3aK YK/bYUYjy afileKBaTaH CMELITaj, IOPOSUIHY U
[PaKTUYHY OAPIIKY, HOBE APYIITBEHE Be3e, Tedetbe Off 3aBUCHOCTH, Kao U 06pasoBarbe 1 00yKy.
DakTOpY KOj)i OTeXaBajy M3Masak OWaM Cy, MOpel OfCYyCTBa TOPENOMEHYTHX OJaKiiaBajyhux
OKOJIHOCTM, GOpaBaK y CBPAaTMIITMMA 3a Ofpaciie HAKOH 18. TofyHe, HEZOCTATaK IPWINKa 3a
3amociebe, IpobIeMy ca MEHTATHUM 3[;pPaB/beM U IPOGIeMI KOjU IIPOUCTUYY U3 CAMOT UCKYCTBA
6eckyhuumrsa (Mayock, Corr & O’Sullivan, 2008; HaBezeHo npema Somerville, 2013, pp. 12).
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pasymrante TeMe. [ToTpe6HO je CKpeHyTH aXiby 1 fa ce BehHa peleBaHTHIX MCTPaXKIBaba
¢dokycnpana Ha Mage 6eckyhHuke, Te je Beoma Moryhe fja Cy ImyTeB! y IpyTUM CTAPOCHNM
rpylaMma 3HaTHO JpyTradujil.

Tpehu, xynTypau npucTyn 6ecKyhHUIITBY BOAM HOPEKIIO U3 eTHOrpadCKUX CTyAMja O
6eckyhumaknm guctprukruma y CAJl v yrmaBHOM ce TMYY HadMHa ynacka y 6ecKyhHUIITBO
(Wallace, 1968, pp. 97). OBaj mpucTyI KapaKTepuIy KOHIEITH IOy T MaTU4YHe KY/ITYpe,
6eckyhHmuke cy6KynType, BulleguMeH3noHanHOCTH 6eckyhHumTBa (HegocTaTak
YKOPEeHheHOCTH, N30JIallija U Jecolyjanusanyja) u uaeHTiduKarmja jacHor myrta nin
TpajekTopuje of ,,6a3nuHe Mpexxe IpyiuTsa’ fo 6eckyhuumrsa (Somersville, 2013, pp. 20).

Y Kynitiypu deckyhnuwitiéa, Pejpernxm (Ravenhill, 2008) dpoxycupa ce na gpymrsene
Mpesxe 6eckyhHuka 1 BuxoBy cyoxynrypy. Ona (Ravenhill, 2008) mocmarpa nporec kojum
by HOCTajy 6ecKyhHUIIM ¢ KYATYPHOT IIpe Hero CTPYKTYPHOT aCleKTa, Kao yyere Kako
6utn 6eckyhHUK, Kpo3 6pojHa MCKYCTBa C )KMBOTOM Ha YIIUIIY, @ 3aTUM, Kao IpoIiec
npunarohasama 6eckyhHUYKOj KyITypH KOja 4ecTo ofipasyMeBa CTBapame/jadarme 3aBUC-
HOCTH, CUTaH KPUMMHAIL, IPOCTUTYIV)Y M APYTO PUSUYHO MOHaIIamke. PejeHxmn Takobhe
roBopu o 6eckyhHnukoj MHAYCTPUjU KOja je Aeo beckyhHmake KynType jep obesbehyje
CBpATMUILTA M CKIOHUIITA J1 YK/by4dYyje YaK HOMMIV)y U OONHMIIe, Te IOMayKe Ja Ky/ITypa
6yne crabunHuja U yjefumeHnja — ,0Ha IpefCcTaB/ba YBPCTY Bedy usmeby cybkynrype u
maruuHor apywTsa’ (Ravenhill, 2008, pp. 176).

C 0631poM Ha BUIIe[IMEH3MOHATHOCT HOjaBe, 13/Ia3ak nx 6eckyhHmInTsa Moxe
6UTK M3y3ETHO TeXXaK. PejBeHXII MMIIMIINTHO KPUTHUKYje CUMIUTMIMCTUYKE IPUCTYIIE
HOBPATKY y CTabM/IaH )KMBOT Kojit ce POKyCHpajy Ha IPBOM MECTY Ha CMEIIITaj, 3aII0CIIebe,
moTpeOHe TpeTMaHe UIH everse, He 00yxBatajyhn cBe gumensuje. OHa onucyje 4eTnpu
»KaramusaTopa’ KojuMa OTIOYMIbe M3Tasak ns 6eckyhumuke kyarype. Hajimpe ocoby
obysme ocehaj ma je moraxma gHO M ja ca Te mosuuuje ctBapu mMory nhu camo Habome
(Ravenbhill, 2008, pp. 185). OBo ce omicyje 1 Kao ,upenoMHa Tauka (McNaughton Nicholls,
2010, pp. 30-31).” [Jpyru Katanusatop jecTe N3HEHAHY [IOK W/IV TPAYMa, IOy T (GM3UIKOT
Hallaja, CUIoBama, Hecpehe Koja JOBOMY 1O XEH/MKEIa, CMPTH OIMCKOT IpujaTe/ba ca
yuie uiay 3amano usbernyre concrsere cmptu (Ravenhill, 2008, pp. 186). Moryhe je
fla TaKBU MHIMJEHTN HaBoje OeckyhHmke fa ce ocehajy kao fa cy goraknn gHo (IpBU
KaTa/M3aTop) Wi 1x 6apeM HaBefy /ja 3aK/byde A je XKMBOT Ha YINIY mpeBuiie omacaH. C
Ipyre CTpaHe, HUje jaCHO 3allITO 61 TaKBe TpayMe MMajle TO3UTHBaH edekaT Ha beckyhHuke
YMeCTO Jla UX Iypajy Ba/be y genpecujy u odaj (Somerville, 2013, pp. 23).

llpyra aBa KaTamisaTopa cy GakTopu Koju usBiade jbyfe us 6eckyhuumrsa. Jenan
Ol BYIX je CXBaTambe Ja HeKO BaH OecKyhHM4Ke Ky/lIType, HIIP. YWIaH IOpOAuLe, OpuHe 0
uMa. YeTBPTHU KaTaln3aTop je JOCTYHMHOCT MOfpPIIKe U CAaBETOBAba Off CTPaHe CIeKTpa
JbY[IY ¥ OpraHM3alMja BaH 6eckyhHMYKe Ky/IType, yIITaBHOM YHYTap CeKTopa 3a 6pury o
6eckyhunimma. TakBa HOApIIKa pasanKyje ce of MOAPIIKe ITOPORULie ¥ OMUCKUX TbYRU
(Tpehm karanusarop) jep ,,0coba Koja moxasyje fa 6puHe 1 fa joj je cTaIo HUje HY>KHO
ocoba xoja Mo>ke fa mpy»xu momoh” (Ravenhill, 2008, pp. 186).

ITojepmuu Teoperyapu (Fitzpatrick, 2005; Melnitzer, 2007; Nooe & Patterson, 2010;
Neale, 1997) kpuTrKoBamu Cy KyITypHU IPUCTYTI cMaTpajyhm fa ,,6eckyhunmmTso... Huje

7 Mebytum, Huje jacHo 3a1uTo 61 Heko Ko je Beh myro GeckyhHuk M3HeHaza OTYYMO /i KeU Aa
IPOMEHN CBOj >KUBOT. Jlajbe MCTpaKMBalbe je HEOIXOHO KaKo O ce pasyMesno Kako JOMasy [0
TAKBIX OJTyKa.
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KyITypHU (eHOMeH Beh MaHnpecrannja 06jeKTMBHUX MaTePUjaTHUX U APYIITBEHUX
ycnosa” (Fitzpatrick, 2005, pp. 12). Tume ce y3poun 6eckyhHuinTsa npemnosuajy
YITIaBHOM Ka0 CTPYKType PasIndnTHX BPCTa (eKOHOMCKe, CTaMbeHe U maTpujapxanHe/
MHTepIIepCOHAHE) 3ajefIHO ca MHAUBMIYaTHUM 0CcoOVHaMa (y CyIITHHM, haKTOpUMa KOju
cMamyjy mmuHy otopHocT). C Ipyre CTpaHe, OBaKBa KOHIeNTyanu3anuja 6eckyhunmrsa
je jemIHOIMMEH3MOHAIIHA, jep Ce U3y3MMambeM TyMaderma OecKyhHUIITBa Kao Ky/ITypHOT
(eHOMEHA yjeqHO U3Y3MMajy 11 MHOTe bheroBe Hepmsnuke aumeHsuje (Somerville, 2013,
pp- 16).

Hoswuju Teopujcky mpuctynu y ananusu 6ecKyhHuimrsa

Y HapengHOM feny papja Ouhe mpefcTaB/beHM M aHAaIM3UPAHU IMOjefUHMU
HOBWjJ TEOPUjCKU NMPUCTYINU y aHanusu 6eckyhHuIITBa, HanMe, GEeMUHUCTUIKY,
HOCTCTPYKTYPATUCTUYKI, TOCTMOMEPHUCTIIKY 1 eKomomky npuctyn. Opabup oBux
IPUCTYIIA YCTIOB/bEH je BUXOBOM aKTyelHolIhy, 3acTymbeHoINy y HOBUjOj TUTepaTypu
Koja aHanu3aupa mnpobmemarnky 6eckyhuumrsa (Barron, 2004; Nooe & Patterson, 2010;
Savage, 2016; Bretherton, 2017; Christensen & Garces, 2006 u fip), Kao U TeHEHIIjOM Ja
Cce YKa>ke Ha OffHOCe MONM U je3UK IPMINKOM (e)KOHCTPYKIuje ugeHTnTeTa OeckyhHmka
(Y KOHTEKCTY IIOCTCTPYKTYPATUCTUIKE U TIOCTMOJIEPHUCTIYKE aHATH3E).

DemuHMCTNYKY aHanu3y 6eckyhHuinTBa kapakrepuire GpoOKyc Ka APYLITBEHO]
KOHCTPYKIuju OGeckyhHMIITBA U yroraMa maTpujapxaTa U MU3OTHHIUje Y KOHTEKCTY
HETOBOT pasyMeBama (Bretherton, 2017). Taksa aHanmm3a Hy>KHO 06yXBaTa aHaM3y CTPYK-
TYPHUX, Ky/ITYPHUX 1 POJHUX yJIOTa YHyTap ofipeheHor ApyuITBa, Kao 11 HAUMHA Ha KOje
IPYLITBO VI CUCTEM COLVIja/IHe 3allTUTE ,,pearyjy’ Ha >KeHe.

Y eBpOIICKOM KOHTEKCTY, JOCTYIIHU Ha/Tasy yKasyjy Ha TO Jia je pojj KOHTMHYMPAHO
[OBE3aH C PA3NNIUTUM TpajekTopujama Kpo3 6eckyhuumrso. ITyTeBu xeHa Kpos
6eckyhHMIITBO [TOBE3aHN Cy C HOPOAVYHNIM HACU/bEM, 3AIITITOM XXeHa KOjy CIIPOBOAU
CHCTeM colLyjaiHe 3anrtyte (YITABHOM y CUTYaljaMa Kajia 3aBJICHA flelja KIBE Ca hIMa),
Kao 1 ca ckoHourhy »KeHa ia KOpUCTe HOAPIIKY HeopMaTHIX Mpexa IIpe Hero cucTeMa
conujanHe 3amrTnre (Savage, 2016). Mehyrum, oo ce yecto npesnba u 3anemapyje y
nocrojehnm ncTpaxkmuBamuma 6eckyhHMIITBA Koja ce OCTamajy Ha KOHIIENTyaIn3anuje u
METOJI0JIOTH]Y KOje Cy pasBUjeHe Kafa ce 6eCKyhHUIITBY IpuiIasuiIo MpefoMIHaHTHO Kao
LyLITBEeHOM IIpobyieMy Mehy ofpaciim mymikapuumMa camiyma (Anderson & Rayens, 2004).

ITojepyay Teopernyapu (Bretherton, 2017) ucraxin cy fia IOCToje ABe CUTYyaLuje
(osHaueHe 1 Kao ,,Bapujabme”) Koje YTy Ha HAYMH Ha KOju ce mocmarpa beckyhHumrso
KeHa. IIpBa ce orefia y TeHeHIMju fa ce nmpobeM 6eckyhHuInTBa yrimaBHOM obpabyje
U3 MYIIKOT I/, LITO Huje Heo6budHo y3uMajyhu y 063up ga Behuny npumapHux
6eckyhHuKa uyiHe Mymkapuy, 4nje 6ecKyhHUIITBO Haa3M CBOj M3pa3 IPUMapHO Ha Y/IN-
IV U y CKJIOHUIITHMA 3a XUTHe crydajeBe. JKeHe cy, ¢ ipyre cTpaHe, demrhe ykpyueHe
y T3B. IpUKpUBeHe o0nuKe 6eckyhHmmTBa (IIpUBpeMeHM XXIUBOT yHyTap foMahuHCTBa
mpujaTesba Win ponobuHe) Koje je Texxe npeHTrduKoBaTH. [1ojenyHu TeopeTndapy cMatpajy
fia IpuUKpyBeHn o6y 6eckyhHuUIITBA )KeHa MMajy CBPXY OYyBarba HUXOBOT PAaH]jer
UJIEHTUTETA: ,0HO je 3a )KeHe HapO4NTO OUTHO, C 063MPOM Ha HETATUBHY U M3PA3IUTO CEK-
Cyanm30BaHy KOHOTAIM)Y KOjy 32 COOOM ITOB/IaYM C/IVKa >KEHe Ha YL, Tj. VMIUIAIUT-
HY NIPETIOCTABKY fa je ped o mpoctutytku’ (Jugovi¢ & Lukovié, 2012, str. 17). dpyra
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curyanuja/,,Bapujadna’ je Mo IpupoAM KOHIENTyaTHa U afMUHUCTpaTtnBHa. XKeHe koje
HOTpake CMEIITaj Y CKIOHMIITUMA YeCTO ce He IToCMaTpajy Kao b6eckyhuuue, Beh xao
JKPTBE HOPOAVNIHOT HACKUbA.

DemuHMCTY TaKoDhe TBpAe ja KpO3 MCTOPUjY XKeHe 4ecTo HUCY nMaine Moh ma
meduHMITY colcTBeHe cTaMOeHe moTpebe unn fja obe3bese cMelITaj HE3aBUCHO OF
MYILIKapLa ycIel YKOpemeHNX MapTijapxaniHnux obpasara. Y TOM KOHTEKCTY MCTAaKHYTO
je ma je 3aparak peMMHU3MA [a TIpero3Ha OpojHe HauMHe Ha Koje jaBHM GaKTOpy CTPYK-
TYPUILY )KUBOTE JKEHa.

[MocTcTpyKTypanuctuika aHanusa (6eckyhunintsa) Texxu na nsbertHe TeHAeHLje
MHOTYIX TeOpHja, YK/bYayjyhn 1 peMUHICTIYKY, Ka MOHOKY/ITYPAIM3MY U eCEHIMjAII3MY
(Neale, 1997).8 Y ToM KOHTEKCTY cMaTpa ce fja He IIOCTOje HUKAKBE BE/INKe CTPYKTYPHE CHIe
Koje 13a3uBajy 6ecKyhHUIITBO, amy ce yBubha fja MocToje crie Koje IIOTIOMaXKy HelTpaBay I
4nHe BepoBaTHIM fa he oxpebhere ocobe mpohm rope ox fpyrux xaza je ped o cramMbeHnM
npuaukama. Kako 6u mofympia oBy IpeTIIOCTaBKY, [TOjeluHa UCTpakUBama (HIIp.
Anderson et al., 1993) mokasasa cy fa Hopef HeloCTaTKa aleKBaTHOT IPUYIITHIBOT TPAjHOT
CMelIITaja, II0CTOj) HU3 TMYHIUX 0COOMHA 3a Koje ce unHM Aa mosehasajy BepoBaTHOhy 3a
6eckyhHMIITBO (HIIp. paca, MOJ, CTAPOCT, OPaYHNU CTATYC, K/IACa, 3[paBjbe, 3aII0C/Ie e I
pauuju crambenn ycnosn). Takobe, mojeguuu reopernyaapu (Foucault, 1979) ckpenynu cy
[IKIY [1a je OCHOBHM 1IM/b OVIIO KOje IIOJINTIKeE Ja ,HopManu3syje” 6eckyhuuke. Takas npu-
CTYII OYNTABA Ce y TOKYIIajMa [ia Ce PeXabMInTyjy ocobe Koje HUCY M3TPajiuIe ,CTabumIaH
HA4VMH XVMBOTA VJ/IM HAIIOPMMa Jja Ce OHe ,,pepopMuIIy” IyTeM MHTEPBEHIINja COLIMjaTHIX
pangHuka.’

KomIieMeHTapaH OCTCTPYKTYPAINCTUYKO] aHA/IN3Y CYOjeKTUBHOCTH 11 MO, [TOCT-
MofiepHM3aM (C HAaIJTaCKOM Ha je3VKy ¥ IeKOHCTPYKIIMjI) TaKohe MoxKe Jja TIOHYY 3Ha4ajHe
yBlUie y pasyMeBatbe OeckyhHumuIrsa. Y 1CTO BpeMe, IIpoliec IeKOHCTPYKIje 3Ha4Yeba OT-
KpuBa C11aboCTY CBOjCTBEHE 1 IIOCTMOJIPHUCTUYKNM Y IOCTCTPYKTYPATUCTUIKIM apryMeH-
tnma. Te crabocTit oHOCE Ce Ha YKOpelbeHy TeHIEHIN]y Ka aIllCOTTy THOj Cy6jeKTUBHOCTIL,
PeaTUBHOCTH 1 MpanMoHaTHOCTH y BeheM fieny moctmomeprucTiike myciu. OBe cmabocTn
eBUfIeHTHe Cy (1) TIpM aHA/IU3Y [TOjMOBA ,,BOM~ U ,,6eCKyhHUIITBO

ITojam ,,som” IOfpa3yMeBa BULLIE Off IIYKOT CKJIOHNIITA. [IOM Ce IToBe3yje ¢ MaTepuja-
HMM YCTIOBMMA M CTaHZapAMMa, IpUBaTHOIINY, TPOCTOPOM, KOHTPOIOM, TOIUIMHOM,
ymo6Houhy, crabunnohy, 6e3bennouthy, curypuourhy, n360poM, caMouspa)kaBatbeM U

8 TlocTcTpyKTypannsaM je IIpeTeXXHO HeKOHCTPYKTMBAH II0 CBOjOj HPUPOAM U HAI/IAlIaBa
IuBep3UTeT, QparMeHTalNjy, Cy0jeKTUBHOCT, PeIATUBHOCT U MPALMOHAIHOCT. IIpeTocTaBKe 0
Y3POUYHOCTH OCIIOpPaBajy Ceé Ha OCHOBY TOTa ITO He MO>Ke ITOCTOjaTy jeINHCTBEHA ONIPECUBHA CU/Ia
(HIp. KanmKMTaIN3aM WIKM MATPMjapXaT) HUTK jefMHCTBEHO pelllelbe 3a CBaKM yHampes fediHUCaH
LpYyLITBeHN IpobIeM. AHaluse Heje[HAKOCTY, MONM M ApyIUTBeHe HeNpaBie cTora rpeba ma
I10J1a3€ Off JIOKa/IM30BaHMjer, ClelybIIHIjer U KOHKPeTHIUjel HUBOA.

9 Mnak, Dyxo (Foucault, 1979) je ONTMMMCTUYAH M CMaTpa Jia Ce IOMUTUYKA ,,OTnop” MOJKE jaBUTH,
OJIHOCHO, JIa Ce HellpaBiaMa MOXe ,ofynperi” y ofpeheHuM Taukama y Kojuma ce MaHuQpecTyjy.
[IITaBuIie, OLITO Ce OTIOP MOXKE jaBUTY HA Pa3IMUUTIM TauKaMa M/IJ HUBOMMA, MOYKe II0CTOjaTi
Y MHOILITBO HayMHa Ha Koje IOjeAVHIM MOTY [IelloBaTi Kako 6u mpeysenu onpebheny koHTpomy
HaJl COIICTBEHNUM XMBOTKUMa. Ha mpuMep, cTaHOBHUIIM XOCTe/Ia WIK JPYTUX BUJOBA IPMBPEMEHOT
cMmernraja 3a 6eckyhHuke mory crehu Beha mpaBa nim KOHTPOTY Hafl yIIpaB/batbeM TUM CMeLITajeM
mnu Behu u360p y CBaKOZHEBHOM >KMBOTY YHYTap TaKBOT CMELITaja.
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(UBMYKMM 11 eMOLIOHATHNM O71arocTaeM. Tu KpUTeprjyMu Memwajy ce Kpo3 UCTOPHUjY, ¥
CK7azy ¢ ;oMahMHCTBOM O KOMe je ped, ca ocobaMa Koje y ’beMy KMBe U ca IPeBaleHTHOM
€KOHOMCKOM, APYLITBEHOM ¥ IOJIMTUIKOM KIMoM. TuMme ce HujegHa feuHMIMja foMa
He MO)Xe cMaTpary arconyTHoM (Saunders & Williams, 1988). Taxobe, fom npencrasmba u
HEIITO BUIIE Off PYIITBEHO-IIPOCTOPHOT crcTeMa. OH je U U/Ie0NONIKY KOHCTPYKT KOju
ce Ha/masy ,TaMo r7e je cpue” (eHr. home is where the heart is). [logaTHO, He IOCTOjI jacHO
pasrpaHiIderbe n3Mehy pea/THUX U Mlea/THUX 3HaYera floMa 1 6eckyhnumrrsa (Sommerville,
1992). 3a cBako /pyAcko 61he, 1OM je y HeKOj Mepu 0ONMMKOBaH TMYHUM yBepembyMa 110
[MTakbY TOTA LITa Y/HM FOM. !

JJakse, mocToju rpaHuIia 4o Koje je GOKyC Ha je3aUKy U JeKOHCTPYKLUjU YHYTap
IOCTMOJEPHUCTUYKNX apryMeHara o momohu. IToctMomepHucTHYKM BOKYC Ha jesUK
MOXXe OTKPUTU MHOTO TOTa O 3Hadewy 6eckyhHUIITBA, anu 3HATHO Mambe O HeroBUM
y3poLMMa WIN afieKBaTHOj peaKLMjyl APYLITBa Ha Ty HojaBy. Takobe, mocToju onacHoCT
Jla YKOJIMKO Ce MCKYCTBa M3PakaBajy caMo Ha IIPMBATaH 1 IMYaH HauMH Koji je ocnmoboheH
jaBHOT je3MKa U pasyMeBamba, y3pOI N3rybe CBOjy MOMUTUIKY TeXKIHY.

V3 exonolike mepcrekTuBe, 6eCKYhHUIITBO ce MOXe pasyMeTH Kao pe3yaraT
MHTepaKIyje paKTopa pU3MKa Y PACIIOHY O MHAUBU/YTHIX yC/IOBA IO COLIMOEKOHOMCKIX
cTpyKTypa 1 pakropa cpenyte (Barron, 2004; Nooe & Patterson, 2010). ¥ cymrunm, oBaj
HOPUCTYH TIpefIaXke KOHIENTYalTHU MOJie/l KOjU YK/bydyje aHanu3y 4eTupu paxkTopa:
6uorncuxoconujaTHUX GakTopa pUsNKa, UHAUBUAYATHUX M COLMjaTHUX UCXOJA,
BpeMeHCKe AuMeH3uje/Tpajarba 6eckyhHmiTBa 1 cMemrrajHor craryca u ucxoga (Nooe
& Patterson, 2010, pp. 106). buoncuxoconujanuu pakropu pusuka o6yxBartajy HU3
¢axropa yrpyayjyhu uHaMBUAyaaHy 610/I0THjy U PasBoj (TORUILTE, IO, 34PABCTBEHN
CTaTyc, pacy, eTHUIUTET) M OKOMTHOCTH Kao IIITO Cy KY/ITypa, 00pasoBame, OpadyHy CTATYC,
AVCKPUMMHAIIN]A, JOCTYIHOCT Pecypca I Ca TVM II0BE3aHO CYPOMAIITBO U HeroB YTUIj
Ha cramMbeHe IpIINKe 1 CTAOMIHOCT. Y C/Iy4ajy MHAMBUYATHNX 1 COLMjAHUX UCXO/A,
Ia)kKbha Ce ycMepaBa Ha OpojHe LITeTHe MCXOfe IIo Ionynanyujy 6eckyhumuka — Hip.
3IpaBCTBeHe MpobeMe ((puU3NUKe M ICUXMIKe), HeTOCTATAK MM HeMOTYhHOCT IpucTyma
3IpaBCTBEHOj Hesw, joury ncxpany u riag (Nooe & Patterson, 2010, pp. 122). ITocebna
naxma nocseheHa je Besu nsMeby smoynorpebe cyncraniy u 6eckyhuHumTsa. Jegan ox
Hajo30WpHNUjUX y3pOKa 6ecKyhHUIIITBA je U HeaJjeKBaTHA COL{MjaIHa TIOAPIIKA IIpHjaTesba,
HOPOAVIIe M MHCTUTYLIUja, LIITO YeCTO Pe3yITHpa coLjujaHoM usonanyjom. HapenHa mo-
crnepuiia 6eckyhHUIITBA eBUJIEHTHA je Y IOLIMM 06pasoBHMM ITPU/IMKaMa U TOCTUTHyhnMa
Koje HapounTo norabajy meuy.!! Jour jexan o mcxopa 6eckyhHMINTBA je U CEKCYaTHO
3nocTapbame. [Tocre ,,ynacka” y 6eckyhHMIITBO, PU3KK Off CEKCYaTHOT 3/10CTaB/bakbha YeCTO
pacTe, IIOrOTOBO 3a IpunagHuKe ofpehenux rpymna (Hop. TpancpopHe ocobe) (Kushel et
al., 2003). Y mmpem KOHTEKCTY, 3ajelHII[A 4eCTO CTUTMATH3Yje I ,,IpOTarba” MOMY/IAL)y
6eckyhnuxka.!? EBujieHTaH je u TpeHy Ka KpUMMHanusauuju 6eckyhHumrsa, y cMucny

10 Ha npumep, ocoba He MOpa MMaty [OM/KPOB Haj IJIaBOM, /i C€ y MCTO BpeMe He Mopa
cmaTpaty 6eckyhHmom, jep je ,ymuiia mweros gom*. CIM4HO TOMe, /bYAU MOTY MMaT! BeoMa fobpe
MaTrepujalHe yCIOBe y CMUCITY CMEINTAja, a OTIET CMATPATH Jla HEMajy OM.

'Y nopehemwy ca cBojum Bpiumanyuma, gena GecKyhHMIM ¥MMajy OTeXaH HPUCTYI IIKOJI,
npob6/eMe y KOHTUHYUTETY 06pasoBarba U II0Kasyjy Hyoka nocturayha (Rafferty & Shinn, 1991).
12 *TIporon" 6eckyhHuka us jaBHUX IIPOCTOPa, IOCEOHO U3 LIEHTPATHUX YPOAHUX 30HA BEMMKIX
rpajioBa MOXKe 7la ce 00jacHM HacTojameM Jia ce cauyBajy oppeberm mmuir rpaga m (Bucoxa)
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ynoTpebe KpMBUYHOIIPABHOT CUCTeMa Kao MeXaHM3Ma KOji Tpeba Jja IIOHY/U pellerbe
npobnema 6eckyhHumTa HaymTp6 XymManujux pemema (Nooe & Patterson, 2010, pp. 123).
Y opHOCY Ha ONIITY MOMyalujy, 6eckyhHMIM MMajy BUIlIe CTOIE MUIIaBamba crnobome
(Greenberg & Rosenheck, 2008). ¥ mopebery ca spyrim saTBopenniuma, 6eckyhummm cy
venrhe M3BPIINOLY UMOBMHCKMX 37I04MHa, T1aTe Off MEHTATHUX 60/IeCTH 1 3/10YIIOTpebe
cymncraHiu. Ydecrane kapakrepuctuke Mehy 6eckyhHuiuma — conmjanHa usonanuja,
MeHTajIHe 6071ecTH, 37I0yIOoTpebda CYICTa I, CUPOMAIITBO U APYTe — IIPEJCTaB/bajy BICOK
¢daxrop pusuka 3a camoy6mcTao (Christensen & Garces, 2006). ITorrynarja 6eckyhanka
je moce6HO MOJI0KHA 6aB/berby MPOCTUTYIVjOM IITO je HOBe3aHo ca oBucHomhy. Jeman o
Hajo30M/bHUHX COLMjATHNX Y3poKa 6eckyhHminTBa je cupomainrso. Y oppehenom cmucry,
6eckyhuuiu npepcraspajy ,,HajcupomarnHuje o cupomamanx” (Nooe & Patterson, 2010,
pp- 125).

Kapa je peu o Tpehem daxTopy — BpeMeHCKOj JUMEH3UjU — €KOTOMIKI IPUCTYII
CTaB/ba HAIIACAK HA YMIbEHNIY fia je OeckyhHuUIITBO Bapujabuian ¢peHOMEH, Kao U Ia
KaTeropu3saljyja BpeMeHCKe AuMeHsje 6eckyhHUIITBA [IpeficTaB/ba 3HATaH JePUHULICKI
n3azoB. Haume, Harmamasa ce fa moctojehm TepMuHM Kao IITO Cy ,KPaTKOPOUYHO,
»CUTYAIL[IOHO , ,, TPAHSUTHO , ,,eIIN30HO U ,XPOHUYHO OeCKyhHMIITBO HUCY affeKBATHO
U IIpennsHo fepuHmcann y peneBanTHoj muteparypu (Kuhn & Culhane, 1998; Nooe &
Patterson, 2010).13

YeTBpTa AMMeH3Mja IpeACTaB/ba KOHTUHYYM cTaMbeHNX apaHXMaHa beckyhHuka
(Nooe & Patterson, 2010, pp. 131). Haume, oBa guMeH3Mja OCBeT/baBa CTBapHe U
HOTeHIIMjalHe IMyTeBe TpaH3uTa u3Meby crambenux kareropuja. Hajupmusuja
MaHMdecTaluja OBUX KaTeropuja je obnraBamwe Ha yauuu (eHr. street dwelling) xoje
yK/bydyje onmuje Hohemwa Ha yINIM, y BOSWIY MM y IpuBpeMeHnM KamnosuMa (Nooe
& Patterson, 2010, pp. 132). Hagame, KoneKTUBHO cTaHOBambe (eHT. shared dwelling) jecte
apaH)XMaH KOj1 KOPICTe 0cobe MO PUSUKOM Ja ITOCTaHy 6eCKyhHUIIN, NIV OHU KOjU Cy ¥
TPaH3UTHOM IIepUOJY Mnacka u3 beckyhuuirsa. CKIOHNIITA 32 XUTHE CTy4ajeBe 0OMYHO
ce HajTase y ypOaHuM 06/1acTHMa ¥ TOTOBO Jja HEMajy peCTPUKIIMja 110 ITatby IPUCTYIIA.
OcTany craMbeHy apaH>XMaH! 00yXBaTajy 3aTBOP, XOCHNUTANIM3ALIN]Y M TPAH3UTHM CMEIITa]
(xoju omoryhaBa MHAMBMIyaMa 1 IIOPOAMIIAMA [ Ce yCesie Y CTAOM/THIY CMEIITaj 10 fiBe
TOJIVHE).

BPEIHOCT 3eM/bIIITA Ha TPXKUILUTY, a TUMe U Mo3uiuje ypbanux MohHMKa U BUXOBA MepLelnja
HOXKe/PHUX KapaKTepUCTUKAa ypbaHOr IpocTopa. Ykiamaimbe 6eckyhHuka momaTHo ce ybpsasa
¢ mpouecoM HeHTprdmkauuje. IIporepuBamem OeckyhHrka Kao jemHUX Of aKTepa y jaBHOM
ypbaHOM IIPOCTOpY, 3allpaBo, ce Herupa muxoBo mpaso Ha rpafp (Lefevr, 1977). Kako mcrudy
bepramammn, Kactpumwano u [le Py6epTI/IC (Bergamaschi, Castrignano & De Rubertis, 2014: 51),
crenGUIHOCT OfHOCa 6ecKkyhHMKa 11 jaBHOT ypOaHOT IIPOCTOpa OITIeia Ce y TOME [ja 3a HUX He
IIOCTOjU AMXOTOMMja IIPOCTOPA HA jaBHM M IIPUBATHU — HIXOB IIPUBATHY IPOCTOP je YjemHO U
jaBHH, ¥ OOpHYTO. VIHTepecaHTHO objallmbere (GeHOMeHa HeBUBMBOCTU OeckyhHumrsa y
ypbauum nentpuma (mpumep ersepa) najy Jlanrerep u Koctep (Langegger & Koester, 2016).

13 TTojepunu teopernyapy (Kuhn & Culhane, 1998) Haunummm ¢y Tunonoruje 6eckyhunurrsa xoje
HOBe3yjy Tpajarbe 1w 6poj enusona 6eckyhHuiTsa ca rpymama v tunosuma 6eckyhnmka. Tako
ce HIIp., Mehy ,TpaHsuTHUM” GecKyhHMIMMa TIpeJOMUHAHTHO jaB/bajy Mtabe ocobe Koje MMajy
Matbe IIpobyIeMa y Besli ca MEHTa/THIM 3[IpaB/beM U 370yIOoTpebaMa CyICTaHII.
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3aK/byyak

Ocnamajyhu ce Ha HU3 TeOPMjCKMX TIPUCTYIA U IIPaBalia, y OBOM pajy MOKYIIanu
CMO J1a TIPOIIVPYMO pasyMeBame KoHlenTa 6eckyhHumrsa. Hanme, Teopujcke aHanmse
Mory romohu y objaiimaBary pasiora samiTo /byfiu MocTajy 6eckyhHuim, a ia ce mpu Tom
He K/IacU(UKYjy Kao ITacuBHe >KPTBE MM KPUBIM OATOBOPHU 3a COIICTBEHY CUTYaLjy.
Takobe, Mory ykasartu Ha TO fia je Moryhe CyITpOTCTaBUTM Ce APYIITBEHNM HellpaBaMa U
conujanHuM mpobnaemMnma. Tume ce IpeBasnIase CUMIUTMIIMCTIYKA OOjalllberba IMIHIX
U IPYLITBEHNX Mpo6ieMa Koja ce 3aCHUBajy Ha CTPYKTYPU HACIIPaM areHTUBHOCTIL. JmaK,
Ilocafialllibe MHTepIIpeTarje 6eckyhHUIITBA He Hy/e 0bjalllberbe Tora Kako O ce MOITIo
3a/ip>KaTy 3HaUeke KOHI[eraTa U CTPYKTYPHIUX CHJI4, a Jia ce IIPY TOM He 13ry6m ocehaj 3a
BIXOBY CY0jeKTUBHOCT U penaTuBHOCT. Ha mpumep, kako 611 ce y HEKOM MCTPaKMBakby
Morao fieMHICATU KOHI[eNT 6ecKyhHUINTBA, a f1a Ce He 3aHeMapyl OYMIIefIHa Pa3HOMMKOCT
MCKyCTaBa Ha Koje ce 1ojam ogHocK? Vm, kako 61 ofpeheHa momuTuka umm mpaxca Moryia
fia OfiTOBOPY Ha ITpobsieM 6eckyhHMIIITBA Ha HAYMH KOjit 06yXBaTa 1 3a[l0BO/baBa MHOTE I
mpoMeH/pMBe moTpebe beckyhHmka?

HeocnopHo je fa 6eckyhHUIITBO MMa CHaXKHY POJHY JUMEH3Mjy. YIIPKOC TOMeE,
BehyHa paHujux Teopujckux enabopariija oBe mpobaeMaTUKe Huje y3umana y o63up pop
Kao peneBaHTHY Bapujabny. HoBuja ncTpaxkuBama MoupTaBajy 3Ha4aj poja, I0rOTOBO
y KOHTEKCTY PasIMYUTUX TPajeKTOpHja MyIIKapalja I >KeHa Kpo3 6eckyhHumTso 1 us
6eckyhuumrsa. Kako 6u ce moctMopiepHI3aM U IOCTCTPYKTYpannu3aM II0Kasamn Kao
KOPMCHA aHAJIMTUYKA CPEfICTBA, OHY MOPajy OUTK CIIOCOOHU f1a pasyMejy Cy6jeKTHBHO
MCKYCTBO, a/IM yje[{HO U Ja Ta MOBEXY ca CTPYKTypHuM ¢akropruma. Exonomkn npu-
CTYII ycIeo je fja mpeBasube HeraTuBHe acrekre mpehammux TeopyjcKux enaboparyja
6eckyhHminTBa PoKycoM Ha MHTEpaKLMjy paKTOpa PUUKA Y PACIIOHY Off MHAMBYUYATHUX
yC/I0Ba JI0 COLIIOEKOHOMCKUX CTPYKTYpa U ¢akTopa cpefuHe. VI3 Tor pasyiora, oBaj mpu-
CTYII OCefIyje 3HauajaH eKCIIaHATOPHM MOTEHIINjall OBe IIpobIeMaTHKe.

IIpencraB/beHe TeOpUjcKe MepceKTuBe 6ecKyhHMINTBA, Kao 1 BUX0BA KPUTHKA BaXK-
HI Cy KaKo 611 ce popMupao yTeMerbeH 1 HeNPIUCTPACaH CTaB 1 OHOC IIpeMa JbyUMa KOji
cy y enryaumju 6eckyhummrsa. OBo je moce6HO peieBaHTHO MMajyhn Ha yMy fia U3 CTaBoBa
U pasyMeBamwa ofpeheHor nmpobrema npousnasu 1 KOHKPETHO Ie/I0Babe — MOAPIIKA U
omoh oco6ama Koje Cy y 0BOj >KMBOTHOj CUTYaL{UjIL.

Kako 61 ce pasBuiu KBa/IMTeTHY IIPOrpamut HoMohn 1 HOJpPIIIKe MMIMMA Yy CUTYaLuju
6eckyhHuIITBA, OHO HajITpe MOpa OGMTI MPEIIO3HATO KA0 APYLITBEHN ITPo6/IeM. 3aTuM, I10-
Tpe6HO je TeMe/bHO MCTPAXKUTH €TUONOTH]Y 1 PeHOMEHOTIOr1jy oBor mpobiema. Takobe je
U3y3€THO B)XHO IPYMEHNUTY MHTEPAUCIUIUIMHAPHM IPHUCTYII Y aHA/IU3Y OBOT IIpo6ieMa,
Kao0 ¥ MHCUCTUPATU Ha CBEOOYXBATHO] YK/bYYEHOCTHU PasINIUTIX MHCTUTYIIMOHAIIHO Of -
FOBOPHMX aKTepa. VaKo je BaH JoMeTa OBOT pajia, ayTOPM CMATPajy Aa je HeOIXOIHO 0be-
36eMT IIpaBHe U MOMUTIYKE MHCTPYMEHTE KOjU MOfP>KaBajy CBe aKTMBHOCTM IIPEBEHINje
u cy3bujama 6eckyhHmiTBa.
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THEORETICAL APPROACHES AND DIRECTIONS IN THE
RESEARCH OF HOMELESSNESS: A CRITICAL ANALYSIS3

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: Homelessness is often explained simplistically and somewhat atheoretically,
as a housing problem or as a social welfare issue caused by structural or individual factors.
Such dualistic explanations are not quite adequate and policies of prevention and combating
homelessness formed under their influence have proven to be inefficient. Thus, we have
analyzed three approaches - life-story approach, homelessness pathways approach and the
(sub)culture of homelessness — as means for improvement of understanding the overall
experience of homelessness (its causes, paths through and from homelessness as well as
outcomes). Special attention was given to the analysis of the aspects of selected theories
(feminist, poststructuralist, postmodernist and ecological) and pointing to the fruitfulness of
their insights while analyzing homelessness. This paper is based on the analysis of the works
of the relevant authors/representatives of selected theoretical perspectives and approaches.
The aim of this paper is to provide a critical review of the theoretical understanding of
homelessness, as well to expand the understanding of this social phenomenon.

Keywords: homelessness, (sub)culture of homelessness, “homelessness pathways”, “life-
-stories”, theories of homelessness.

Introduction

Homelessness is a phenomenon that is present in all modern societies, and “the risk of
entering a homelessness situation and living through this experience is present not only in
underdeveloped and developing societies, but also in the advanced countries of the West”
(Ljubici¢, 2017, p. 182-183). The actuality of the phenomenon of homelessness as the most
transparent form of social exclusion, poverty, discrimination and marginalization lies mainly
in the current conditions of economic crisis, which distorts the social functions of the state

! ana.bilinovic@ff.uns.ac.rs

2 jovana.cikic@ff.uns.ac.rs

3 The paper is part of the research on projects Importance of Participation in Social Networks for
Adaptation to the European Integration Processes (179037) and Sustainable Agriculture and Rural
Development in Terms of the Republic of Serbia Strategic Goals Realization Within the Danube Region
(IIT 46006) funded by the Ministry of Education, Science and Technological Development of the
Republic of Serbia.
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and contributes to the increase of poverty and increases the risk of it (Jugovi¢ & Lukovi¢,
2012). “Vulnerable societies” such as transition societies are most susceptible to these
changes. In this context, “homelessness is often referred to as the social cost of transition”
(Zarkovi¢, Petrovi¢ & Timotijevi¢, 2012, p. 7)* At the same time, it is a multidimensional
phenomenon whose comprehensive analysis requires insight into economic, demographic,
political, social, migration, urban/spatial, value and subcultural processes. Bearing in mind
the above, it can be concluded that this is a significant social problem and a topic that
(should) deserve the attention of sociologists.

In the broadest sense, homelessness means living in poor conditions, mostly on
the street. This “minimalist” definition is very popular in the literature on this topic.
Paradoxically, it explains little. Broader interpretations of this term also include the
conditions in which homeless people live, e.g. living in multi-family or substandard housing
or households, exposure to high levels of noise, pollution or sources of infection, as well as
“unsafe housing” or “unbearable housing conditions” (Watchman & Robson, 1989; cited by
Neale, 1997, p. 48). From the above it is evident that homelessness is an integral part of the
housing system and inseparable from other aspects of housing needs.

It is useful to view homelessness as a continuum “from home to homelessness” (Watson
& Austerberry, 1986; cited according to Neale, 1997, p. 48), thus becoming more than a mere
administrative category. Namely, at one end of the continuum there is a situation of living
in poor conditions and at the other, living in unsatisfactory or unsafe housing conditions.
In this way, homelessness can be analyzed as a “fluid” phenomenon that is closer or further
to one end of the spectrum of housing needs and experiences. Homelessness also involves
deprivation on many levels: physiological (lack of comfort or warmth), emotional (lack of
love or joy), territorial (lack of privacy), ontological (lack of rootedness in life, anomie) and
spiritual (lack of hope and purpose) (Somerville, 1992, pp. 532-533).

Defining homelessness, its characteristics and causes has varied throughout history and
influenced the way people in the state of homelessness have been viewed and treated. In this
regard, the first part of the paper will outline the dominant theoretical viewpoints on the
causes of homelessness, as per the time of their emergence and dominance in the study of
homelessness. In the second part of the paper, some contemporary theoretical approaches
to the study of homelessness are analyzed - feminist, post-structuralist, post-modernist and
environmental approaches, with the aim of understanding the features of current reflection
on the phenomenon of homelessness. The basis for the paper are the works of the relevant
authors/representatives of selected theoretical directions and approaches.

Causes of homelessness — an overview of dominant theoretical views

Homelessness is a phenomenon with a long history, and necessarily requires a
consideration of the socio-historical context in order to identify the common and distinctive

4 The most common direct causes of homelessness in countries in transition (including Serbia)
include: privatization of housing and reduction/disappearance of the social housing system, rising
housing prices, indebtedness and other major housing costs, housing confiscation policies (as a re-
sult of mortgages and unpaid costs), unemployment and job insecurity, rising poverty and divorce,
as well as “reducing the family’s ability to be a buffer zone of social security” (Zarkovi¢, Petrovi¢ &
Timotijevi¢, 2012, p. 7).
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characteristics of its manifestation over time (Kosti¢ & Mihajlovi¢, 2012, p. 55). It is most
often linked to the “history of poverty” (Kosti¢ & Mihajlovi¢, 2012) and the “pathology of
poverty” (Jugovi¢ & Lukovi¢, 2012, p. 12).

The literature on homelessness (Anderson et al. 1993; Kushel et al. 2003; Fitzpatrick,
2005; Neale, 1997; Somerville, 1992 et al.), and its prevention and suppression policies have
been dominated by two theoretical approaches that have polarized the debate about the
causes of homelessness. The first approach emphasizes individual explanations, while the
second focuses on structural factors. Although the conceptual framework of “individuals
versus structures” has been simplified for the contemporary understanding of homelessness,
it is historically relevant and persists in theoretical elaborations on this topic.

Individual explanations are divided into two streams (Neale, 1997). According to
the former, individuals are held responsible (and thus guilty) for their position. From the
beginning of the New Age to the 1960s, the stereotype dominated that homeless people
were viewed as deviants, maladjusted, social parasites, alcoholics, and vagrants (Kosti¢ &
Mihajlovi¢, 2012). Such discourse was characteristic of the representatives of conservative
perceptions, who were criticized for attempting to psychiatrize social problems (Jugovi¢ &
Lukovi¢, 2012). Thus, the problem of homelessness was approached from the perspective
of individual social pathology (Jugovi¢ & Lukovi¢, 2012), in the presence of moralistic
condemnation. Thus, the policy of suppressing this type of homelessness was minimal and
generally came down to providing basic accommodation (Neale, 1997, p. 49). According
to another stream, people become homeless due to personal shortcomings or failures for
which they cannot be fully blamed. It is therefore considered that such persons should be
provided with humanitarian assistance - mainly in the form of psychiatric treatment or
assistance by social workers — in order to make them (again) functional. According to this
current, minimalist solutions are generally considered insufficient (Neale, 1997, pp. 49).

Structural explanations of homelessness dominated the 1960s through the 1980s, with
the assumption that reasons for homelessness lie within broader social and economic factors
(Neale, 1997). In this context, the occurrence of homelessness is seen in the interaction of

“structural causes (poverty, economic and housing policies of the state), institutional
causes (e.g., children being raised in institutions, leaving penitentiary or psychiatric
institutions), causes related to social relations (e.g., family and individual causes (such as
impaired mental health)” (Jugovi¢, 2012, pp. 7-8).

Adequate approach to homelessness therefore requires intervention on a broader social
basis, e.g. through subsidies for the purchase of apartments/houses or through a direct
provision of temporary or permanent accommodation.

Since the 1980s, academia has referred to the “new orthodoxy” (May, 2000, pp. 613),
which explains homelessness in the context of a specific combination of structural factors
(e.g., characteristics of the labor market or housing sector) and personal problems and
preferences, i.e., risk factors. Specifically, structural factors (especially poverty) create
favorable conditions for the occurrence of homelessness, while individual factors determine
the likelihood of a person becoming homeless in these conditions. People who are recognized
for these factors are considered to have an “increased risk” of homelessness (Jones & Pleace,
2010 cited according to Somerville, 2013, p. 5).
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Some theorists (Fitzpatrick, 2005) have criticized the “new orthodoxy” on several
grounds. It was pointed out that none of the factors, whether structural or individual, was
sufficiently precise, nor was the relationship between them adequately understood. For
example, irresponsible parenting or marriage breakdown can contribute to homelessness,
and by nature, these factors can be structural, individual, both, or neither of the two
(Fitzpatrick, 2005, p. 5). Another problem is that homelessness is considered a “social fact”
(Durkheim, 1982), i.e., for the truth about social relations that can be measured or quantified
independently of the reality of human experience, as well as a “residential fact”, where it is
viewed as one-dimensional, as a mere physical state. The next problem is that this orthodoxy
is not really new at all, as homelessness has long been thought to be caused by the failure of
the relationship between the individual and society.

Contemporary analysis of homelessness is set in the context of economic turmoil in
modern societies of the 20th century, which has resulted in a decrease in the availability
of adequate housing for poorer people (Kosti¢ & Mihajlovi¢, 2012, p. 69). This analysis
is predominantly based on three approaches. The first approach, “life stories/histories”
(Somerville, 2013; Thomas & Dittmar, 1995; Mau 2000) is based on a qualitative analysis
of the “stories of the marginalized” (in this case, homeless people) and focuses on the
chronology and interpretation of the events of the person in the center of the story. This
approach provides insight into the many different contexts and processes associated with
the biographies of homeless persons. Essentially, the approach is turned to giving voice to
the marginalized/homeless. It is also a useful analytical tool in attempting to connect the
personal with the social and the structural, as well as “a valuable means of explaining...
the experiences and problems of moving from one social situation and milieu to another”
(Chamberlayne et al., 2002; cited by: Siki¢ - Micanovié, 2013, pp- 100). On the other
hand, this approach has been criticized in the context of the broader debate “realism/
constructionism”. For constructivists, life stories/histories represent a “biographical illusion”
(Siki¢ - Mi¢anovi¢ 2013, pp. 100), which arises by selecting a significant event from one’s
own past and then creating a causal link between them. In other words, such narratives are
not adequate representations of experience.

Another approach to analyzing homelessness that we will turn our attention to is the
so-called the homelessness pathway (Somerville, 2013, pp. 7). The path of homelessness
is defined as “the path of one person or household to homelessness, the experience of
that person or person in homelessness, and his or her journey from homelessness to safe
accommodation” (Anderson & Tulloch, 2000; cited according to Somersville, 2013, p. 7).
This approach seeks to identify and analyze the different homelessness pathways depending
on key characteristics such as gender, race, age, household type, and life experience.
Therefore, the focus is on the quantitative analysis of the sociodemographic characteristics
of the homeless population and the search for characteristic patterns of behavior and living
in relation to these characteristics. The assumption is that such an analysis would allow
homeless services to be targeted more effectively to meet the diverse needs of different
groups®. In addition, it is emphasized that there may be a series of “key moments” or
“milestones” where the life situation of the homeless person changes and moves in a new

> Anderson and Tulloch (Anderson & Tulloch, 2000; cited according to Somersville, 2013) cite a se-
ries of studies showing how young men and women move along different paths to exit homelessness.
Young women are less likely to sleep on the street than men, are more often legally recognized as
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direction (Somerville, 2013, p. 10). These milestones make the journey through/from
homelessness complex and difficult to follow. For example, a longitudinal study on the
pathways through homelessness and from homelessness (Mayock, Corr & O’Sullivan, 2008;
cited according to Somerville, 2013) identified three pathways that young homeless people,
Dublin residents, make. These pathways have been designated as: independent exits from
homelessness, dependent exits from homelessness and continuing homelessness (Mayock,
Corr & O’Sullivan, 2008; cited according to Somerville, 2013, p. 12). Most independent
homelessness exits implied a return to the parental home, although this did not eliminate
the possibility of an unstable housing situation in the future. Dependent exits meant moving
into temporary housing or care (such as guardianship) with the help of state or volunteer
services. Members of this group were more likely to return to homelessness than those who
independently came out of homelessness. Continued homelessness meant a rapid transition
between different housing situations, where episodes of sleeping on the street or staying in
unstable accommodation generally occurred.®

In addition, study findings indicate that the longer a person remains homeless, the more
difficult it is to get out of the “vicious circle” of homelessness, and the greater the chance that
they will use different forms of institutional accommodation such as shelters.

The approach to “homelessness pathways” has been criticized on several grounds. It has
been pointed out that the concept is not sufficiently defined (Neale, 1997). For example, in
the case of homeless young people, it is not tied to any specific theory about the transition
from childhood to adulthood. Also, the very concept of homelessness pathways depends
on the ability to recognize common themes in the life stories of different individuals, with
the possibility that different researchers will recognize completely different topics. It should
also be noted that most of the relevant research has focused on homeless young people, and
it is very possible that pathways in other age groups are significantly different.

Third, the cultural approach to homelessness originates from ethnographic studies
of homeless districts in the United States, and mainly concerns with the ways of entering
homelessness (Wallace, 1968, p. 97). This approach is characterized by concepts such as the
mother culture, the homeless subculture, the multidimensionality of homelessness (lack of
rootedness, isolation and desocialization) and the identification of a clear path or trajectory
from the “basic network of society” to homelessness (Somersville, 2013, p. 20).

In The Culture of Homelessness, Ravenhill (Ravenhill, 2008) focuses on social networks
of homeless people and their subculture. She (Ravenhill, 2008) looks at the process of making
people homeless from a cultural rather than a structural point of view, as learning how to
be homeless, through numerous experiences of life on the street, and then, as a process of
adapting to a homeless culture that often involves creating/strengthening addiction, crime,

prioritizing assistance when they have children, and are more likely to leave home due to domestic
violence.

6 These pathways have identified factors that facilitate or impede homelessness. Factors facilitating
the exit include adequate housing, family and practical support, new social connections, addiction
treatment, and education or training. Factors that made it difficult to exit were, in addition to the
absence of the aforementioned facilitating circumstances, stay at adult homeless shelters after the
age of 18, lack of employment opportunities, mental health problems and problems arising from the
experience of homelessness alone (Mayock, Corr & OSullivan, 2008 cited according to Somerville,
2013, pp. 12).
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prostitution and other risky behavior. Ravenhill also refers to the homeless industry as part
of the homeless culture, providing shelters and help centers, including even police and
hospitals, and helping to make the culture more stable and unified - “it represents a strong
link between the subculture and the parent society” (Ravenhill, 2008, pp. 176).

Given the multidimensionality of the phenomenon, exiting homelessness can be
extremely difficult. Ravenhill implicitly criticizes simplistic approaches to returning to a
stable life that focus primarily on housing, employment, needed treatments, not embracing
all dimensions. She describes four “catalysts” that start the exit from homeless culture. First,
the person is overwhelmed by the feeling that they have touched the bottom and that things
can only go better from that position (Ravenhill, 2008, p. 185). This is also described as a
“tipping point” (McNaughton Nicholls, 2010, pp. 30-31).” Another catalyst is a sudden
shock or trauma, such as physical assault, rape, an accident leading to a handicap, the death
of a close friend from the street, or a near escaped death (Ravenhill, 2008, p. 186). It is
possible that such incidents make the homeless feel like they have touched the bottom (the
first catalyst) or at least lead them to conclude that life on the street is too dangerous. On
the other hand, it is not clear why such traumas would have a positive effect on the homeless
instead of pushing them further into depression and despair (Somerville, 2013, pp. 23).

The other two catalysts are factors that pull people out of homelessness. One is the
realization that someone outside the homeless culture, e.g. a family member, cares about
them. The fourth catalyst is the availability of support and counseling by a spectrum of
people and organizations outside the homeless culture, mainly within the homeless care
sector. Such support is different from the support of family and loved ones (third catalyst)
because “the person who shows that he/she cares is not necessarily the person who can
provide assistance” (Ravenhill, 2008, p. 186).

Some theorists (Fitzpatrick, 2005; Melnitzer, 2007; Nooe & Patterson, 2010; Neale, 1997)
have criticized the cultural approach, considering that “homelessness ... is not a cultural
phenomenon but a manifestation of objective material and social conditions” (Fitzpatrick,
2005, pp. 12). This makes the causes of homelessness to be recognized mainly as structures of
different types (economic, residential, and patriarchal/interpersonal) along with individual
traits (essentially, factors that reduce personal resilience). Such a conceptualization of
homelessness, on the other hand, is one-dimensional, because excluding its interpretation of
homelessness as a cultural phenomenon also eliminates many of its non-physical dimensions
(Somerville, 2013, p. 16).

Recent theoretical approaches to the analysis of homelessness

In the next part of the paper, some recent theoretical approaches to the analysis of
homelessness will be presented and analyzed, namely, feminist, post-structuralist, post-
-modernist and environmental approaches. The choice of these approaches is conditioned
by their actuality, representation in recent literature analyzing homelessness (Barron, 2004;
Nooe & Patterson, 2010; Savage, 2016; Bretherton, 2017; Christensen & Garces, 2006, etc.),

7 However, it is not clear why someone who has long been homeless would suddenly decide that
they want to change their lives. Further research is necessary to understand how such decisions are
made.
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as well as the tendency to point out to power relations and language in the (de)construction
of homeless identities (in the context of post-structuralist and post-modernist analysis).

The feminist analysis of homelessness is characterized by a focus on the social
construction of homelessness and the roles of patriarchy and misogyny in the context of its
understanding (Bretherton, 2017). Such an analysis necessarily involves an analysis of the
structural, cultural and gender roles within a particular society, as well as the ways in which
society and the social protection system “respond” to women.

In the European context, available findings suggest that gender is continuously linked to
different trajectories through homelessness. The paths of women through homelessness are
linked to domestic violence, the protection of women by welfare systems (mainly in situations
where dependent children live with them), and women’s tendency to use informal support
networks rather than welfare systems (Savage, 2016). However, this is often overlooked and
disregarded in the existing studies on homelessness that rely on conceptualizations and
methodologies developed when homelessness has been approached predominantly as a
psychological problem among adult male adults (Anderson & Rayens, 2004).

Some theorists (Bretherton, 2017) have pointed out that there are two situations (also
referred to as “variables”) that affect the way women are viewed as homeless. The first is the
tendency that the problem of homelessness is mainly addressed from a male perspective,
which is not unusual given that most primary homeless people are men, whose homelessness
is apparent primarily in the street and in emergency shelters. Women, on the other hand, are
more often involved in the so-called covert forms of homelessness (temporary living within
the household of friends or relatives) that are more difficult to identify. Some theorists believe
that the covert forms of homelessness of women have the purpose of preserving their earlier
identity: “it is especially important for women, given the negative and highly sexualized
connotation that the image of a woman on the street entails, that is, the implicit assumption
that she was a prostitute” (Jugovi¢ & Lukovi¢, 2012, p. 17). The second situation/”variable”
is conceptual and administrative in nature. Women seeking shelter are often seen not as
homeless, but as victims of domestic violence.

Feminists also claim that throughout history, women have often not had the power to
define their own housing needs or to provide housing independent of men due to entrenched
patriarchal patterns. In this context, it has been pointed out that the task of feminism is to
recognize the numerous ways in which public factors structure the lives of women.

Poststructuralist analysis (of homelessness) tends to avoid the tendencies of many
theories, including feminist, towards monoculturalism and essentialism (Neale, 1997)8. In
this context, it is considered that there are no major structural forces that cause homelessness,
but it is recognized that there are forces that support injustice and make it likely that certain
people will have more difficulties than others when it comes to housing opportunities. To
support this assumption, some studies (e.g., Anderson et al., 1993) have shown that, in
addition to lack of adequate affordable permanent housing, there are a number of personal

8 Poststructuralism is predominantly deconstructive in nature and emphasizes diversity, fragmen-
tation, subjectivity, relativity and irrationality. The assumptions of causality are disputed on the
grounds that there can be no single oppressive force (e.g., capitalism or patriarchy) nor a unique
solution to any predefined social problem. Analyzes of inequality, power and social injustice should
therefore start from a more localized, specific and concrete level.
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traits that appear to increase the likelihood of homelessness (e.g., race, gender, age, marital
status, class, health, employment and previous housing). Also, some theorists (Foucault,
1979) have pointed out that the primary goal of any policy is to “normalize” the homeless.
Such an approach is evident in attempts to rehabilitate people who have not built a “stable
lifestyle” or in efforts to “reform” them through the intervention of social workers9.

Complementary to post-structuralist analysis of subjectivity and power, postmodernism
(with its emphasis on language and deconstruction) can also offer significant insights into
understanding homelessness. At the same time, the process of deconstruction of meaning
reveals weaknesses inherent in both postmodern and post-structuralist arguments.
These weaknesses relate to a rooted tendency towards absolute subjectivity, relativity and
irrationality in much of postmodern thought. These weaknesses are evident (also) in the
analysis of the terms “home” and “homelessness’.

The term “home” means more than mere shelter. The home is linked with material
conditions and standards, privacy, space, control, warmth, comfort, stability, security,
safety, choice, self-expression and physical and emotional well-being. These criteria change
throughout history, in accordance with the household in question, with the people living
there and with the prevalent economic, social and political climate. Thus, no definition of
home can be considered absolute (Saunders & Williams, 1988). The home is also something
more than a socio-spatial system. It is also an ideological construct claiming that home is
where the heart is. In addition, there is no clear demarcation between the real and ideal
meanings of home and homelessness (Sommerville, 1992). For every human being, a home
is to some extent shaped by personal beliefs about what constitutes a home.!°

Thus, there is a limit to which the focus on language and deconstruction within
postmodernist arguments is helpful. The focus that postmodernists place on language can
reveal much about the meaning of homelessness, but much less about its causes or the
society’s adequate response to the phenomenon. Also, there is a danger that if experiences
are expressed only in a private and personal way that is free of public language and
understanding, the causes will lose their political weight.

From an environmental perspective, homelessness can be understood as a result of the
interaction of risk factors ranging from individual conditions to socioeconomic structures
and environmental factors (Barron, 2004; Nooe & Patterson, 2010). Essentially, this approach
proposes a conceptual model that includes the analysis of four factors: biopsychosocial risk
factors, individual and social outcomes, temporal dimension/duration of homelessness, and
housing status and outcomes (Nooe & Patterson, 2010, p. 106). Biopsychosocial risk factors
include a number of factors including individual biology and development (age, gender,

 However, Foucault (1979) is optimistic and believes that political “resistance” can occur, that is,
injustices can be “resisted” at certain points where they manifest themselves. Moreover, since resis-
tance can occur at different points or levels, there can be many ways in which individuals can act to
take some control over their own lives. For example, residents of hostels or other forms of temporary
accommodation for the homeless may acquire greater rights or control over the management of
such accommodation, or greater choice in the daily life within such accommodation.

10 For example, a person does not have to have a home/roof over their head, but at the same time
he/she does not have to be considered homeless because “the street is their home”. Similarly, people
may have very good material conditions in terms of accommodation and yet consider themselves
to have no home.
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health status, race, ethnicity) and circumstances such as culture, education, marital status,
discrimination, availability of resources and related poverty and its impact on housing
opportunities and stability. In the case of individual and social outcomes, attention is drawn
to a number of adverse outcomes across the homeless population - e.g. health problems
(physical and mental), lack or inability to access health care, poor nutrition and hunger (Nooe
& Patterson, 2010, p. 122). Particular attention has been paid to the link between substance
abuse and homelessness. One of the most serious causes of homelessness is inadequate social
support from friends, family and institutions, which often results in social isolation. Another
consequence of homelessness is evident in poor educational opportunities and achievements
that particularly affect children.!! Sexual abuse is another outcome of homelessness. After
“entering” homelessness, the risk of sexual abuse often increases, especially for members
of certain groups (e.g. transgender persons) (Kushel et al., 2003). In a broader context, the
community often stigmatizes and “persecutes” the homeless population.!? There is also a
clear trend towards the criminalization of homelessness, in terms of using the criminal
justice system as a mechanism to offer solutions to homelessness at the expense of more
humane solutions (Nooe & Patterson, 2010, p. 123). Relative to the general population,
homeless people have higher incarceration rates (Greenberg & Rosenheck, 2008). Compared
to other prisoners, homeless people are more likely to be perpetrators of property crimes,
suffer from mental illness and substance abuse. Frequent characteristics among homeless
people - social exclusion, mental illness, substance abuse, poverty and others - are high risk
factors for suicide (Christensen & Garces, 2006). The homeless population is particularly
vulnerable to prostitution, which is in connection to addiction. One of the most serious
social causes of homelessness is poverty. In a sense, the homeless represent the “poorest of
the poor” (Nooe & Patterson, 2010, p. 125).

When it comes to the third factor — the temporal dimension - the ecological approach
emphasizes the fact that homelessness is a variable phenomenon, and that categorizing the
temporal dimension of homelessness poses a considerable definitional challenge. Specifically,
it is emphasized that existing terms such as “short-term,” “situational,” “transit,” “episodic,”
and “chronic” homelessness are not adequately and precisely defined in the relevant literature
(Kuhn & Culhane, 1998; Nooe & Patterson, 2010).13

11 Compared to their peers, homeless children have difficult access to school, problems in continu-
ing education, and show lower achievement (Rafferty & Shinn, 1991).

12 The ‘persecution’ of the homeless from public spaces, especially from the central urban areas of
large cities, can be explained by the effort to preserve a particular image of the city and the (high)
value of land on the market, and thus the position of urban power and their perception of desirable
features of urban space. Removal of the homeless is further accelerated with the process of gentrifi-
cation. The expulsion of the homeless as one of the actors in the public urban space, in fact, denies
their right to the city (Lefevr, 1977). As Bergamaschi, Castrignano and De Rubertis (Bergamaschi,
Castrignano & De Rubertis, 2014: 51) point out, the specificity of the relationship between home-
less and public urban space is reflected in the fact that, for them, there is no dichotomy of space to
public and private — their private space is also public, and vice versa. An interesting explanation of
the phenomenon of invisibility of homelessness in urban centers (Denver example) is provided by
Langegger and Koester (Langegger & Koester, 2016).

13 Some theorists (Kuhn & Culhane, 1998) have designed homeless typologies that relate the dura-
tion or number of episodes of homelessness to groups or types of homeless people. For example,
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The fourth dimension represents the continuum of housing arrangements for the
homeless (Nooe & Patterson, 2010, p. 131). Specifically, this dimension illuminates the actual
and potential transit routes between residential categories. The most visible manifestation
of these categories is street dwelling, which includes options for overnight stays on the
street, in vehicles or in temporary camps (Nooe & Patterson, 2010, pp. 132). Furthermore,
collective housing is an arrangement used by people at risk of becoming homeless, or those
in transit during their exit from homelessness. Emergency shelters are usually located in
urban areas and have almost no access restrictions. Other housing arrangements include
prison, hospitalization and transit accommodation (which allows individuals and families
to move into more stable accommodation for up to two years).

Conclusion

Drawing on a number of theoretical approaches and directions, in this paper we have
sought to expand our understanding of the concept of homelessness. Specifically, theoretical
analyzes can help to explain why people become homeless without being classified as passive
victims or culprits responsible for their own situation. They may also indicate that it is
possible to counteract social injustices or social problems. This overcomes the simplistic
explanations of personal and social problems that are based on structure versus agentivity.
However, interpretations of homelessness so far do not offer an explanation of how concepts
and structural forces can be retained without losing the sense of their subjectivity and
relativity. For example, how could a concept of homelessness be defined in some research
without neglecting the apparent diversity of experiences to which it refers? Or, how could
a particular policy or practice address the problem of homelessness in a way that captures
and addresses the many and changing needs of the homeless?

It is indisputable that homelessness has a strong gender dimension. Nevertheless, most
of the earlier theoretical elaborations on this issue did not consider gender as a relevant
variable. More recent research is emphasizing the importance of gender, especially in
the context of different trajectories of men and women through homelessness and from
homelessness. In order for postmodernism and poststructuralism to prove to be useful
analytical tools, they must be able to understand subjective experience, but also to relate it to
structural factors. The ecological approach has succeeded in overcoming the negative aspects
of previous theoretical elaborations of homelessness by focusing on the interaction of risk
factors ranging from individual conditions to socioeconomic structures and environmental
factors. For this reason, this approach has a significant explanatory potential for this issue.

The presented theoretical perspectives on homelessness, as well as their critique, are
important in order to form a grounded and impartial attitude and relation towards people in
asituation of homelessness. This is especially relevant, given that attitudes and understanding
of a particular problem also give rise to concrete action — support and assistance to persons
in this life situation.

In order to develop quality assistance and support programs for people in a homeless
situation, it must first be recognized as a social problem. Then, the etiology and phenomenology

younger people with fewer mental health and substance abuse problems are predominantly among
the “transit” homeless population.
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of this problem need to be thoroughly investigated. It is also extremely important to apply
an interdisciplinary approach to the analysis of this problem, as well as to insist on the
comprehensive involvement of various institutionally responsible actors. Although the issue
is beyond the scope of this paper, the authors believe that it is necessary to provide legal and
policy instruments that support all activities to prevent and combat homelessness.
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