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HACW/BE HAJTI JKEHAMA Y TIOPOIIIIT®

Caxcerak: Hacmpe Haj keHama y IIOPOAMIM IIpeficTaB/ba IpobaeM Koju moraba
Hallle [IPYLITBO, y KOMe KOPEHM IIaTpUjapXalHOCTM U Jajbe HPeNCTaB/bajy M3BOP
(pemponykiyje) poIHO 3aCHOBAaHOT Hacu/ba. Y pajiy Cy IpefcTaB/beHa Heka off foMahux
UCTpaXXMBamba HaCU/ba HaJl )KeHaMa y IIOPOAMILIM fla 611 ce BIIENIO Ha Koje 06/1MKe Hacu/ba
cy oHa ycMepena. Takobe, Ha ocHOBY cexyHmapHe rpabe ommcanu cy o6nmiy mcuxmd-
KOT, eMOTMBHOT 11 €KOHOMCKOT Hacl/ba KOje )KPTBe HaCM/ba TeXKe IIPeNo3Hajy, Ia HUCY HU
CBecHe fia cy My u3jioxene. Ha ocHOBy nojaraka MUHMCTapCTBa YHY TPALIBIX [IOCTIOBA
Pernry6imke Cp6uje M3/7105KeHH Cy TIOIaLiy O PEIMCTPOBAHUM Jie/IIMa HACU/ba Y TIOPOIMLIN
y nepuony og, 2013. no 2017. ropune.

KJLY‘{HC pedn: IopoaNIHO HaCN/bE, J)KEHE

YBopg

Hacwpe y mopopyuy je cnenyduyan Bu Hacwba Koju Hajuemrhe moraba sxene u
IIpefcTaB/ba jefaH BUA MaHMpecTalyje AUCKpUMMHALMje >KeHa U ORy3MMama OCHOB-
HIX JbYACKMX npaBa u cnobona.* CaMo cxpaTare IojMa IIOPOAMYHOT HACK/ba Y IPOLIIO-
CTU HYje MIMaJIo OAroBapajyhy Texxuuy, Te ce Hyje JOBO/BHO IP00IeMaTII30BaJI0, KaKO y
Teopuju Tako 1 y npakcu (Mileti¢-Stepanovié, 2005). ITopopudHy ofHOCK CY TOCMaTpaHN
kao mpuBatHa crBap (Mili¢, 2007; Vasiljevi¢, 2008) y kojy mpxaBa 1 3aKOH He Tpeba Ja
VHTepBEHUIY, a ClIy4ajeBe Haclba Tpeba Ja peryluiy My ¥ XeHa ,usMmehy cebe® Y
Hexnapanyju YjenumeHUX HallMja 0 eNMMMHALMjY Hacu/ba HaJl )KeHaMa HaBOIM ce fia je
Hacube HaJ| )KeHaMa MaHMdecTanja MICTOPUjCKY HejelHaK/X ofHoca u3Meby Mymkapiia
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Pap je pesynrar paga Ha mpojekty VIMIV 47017 "BesbemHocT M 3aliTHTa OPraHM30Bama I
byHKCHOHNCaba BACIUTHO 00pasoBHOr cucteMa y Cpbuju (ocHOBHA Hadesna, IPMHINIMN, IPO-
TOKO/IM, IIpOLefype 1 cpefcTBa)’ Koju duHaHCHpa MUHUCTAPCTBO NMPOCBETe, HAYKe U TEeXHO-
noukor passoja Penry6muke Cpouje.

ITpaBo Ha HETIOBPEAMBOCT MHTETPHUTETA YOBEKa, IIPABO Ha IMYHY CTOOOMY, CIOOO0MA OITy4nBatbha
o pabamy ferie u ciuyno (ommmupHuje y: Simovié & Zekavica, 2012, str. 296-304).
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U XKeHe, IITO je JOBEIO IO JOMMHALMje MyIIKapala 1 JUCKpPUMJHALYje U CIpeYaBamba
IIYHOT pa3BUTKa XKEHa, Kao I Jia je Hacu/be HaJ| XKeHaMa jeflaH Off CYIITVHCKIUX COLMjaTHNX
MexaHM3aMa KOjJM ce OHe IIPUMOpaBajy fa ocTaHy y nogpeheHoM nonoxxajy y ogHocy Ha
myukapie (Declaration on the Elimination of Violence against Women, 1993). ¥V namem
IPYLITBY, Y KOMe Cy ByOOKO YKOpemeHa TpaJylIMOHa/IHA, ITaTpyjapXalHa cXBaTama Opa-
Ka, opopuiie 1 mopoanyHux opHoca (Mileti¢-Stepanovié, 2005; Mili¢, 2007), Hacuibe Hap
>KeHaMa je Iyro TOJIePUCAHO U YaK IOIPXKaBaHO U OIIPaBJaBaHO Y APYIITBEHO] 3ajeHIULIN.
Y maTpujapxaHOM IIOPeTKY Ce MYIIK!U YWIAHOBYU IIOPOANIIe CMAaTPajy allCOMyTHUM HOCU-
ollMa ayTopuTeTa M MohM, Kako eKOHOMCKe TaKo 1 COILMjajIHe, IOK ce XKeHa Hajla3u Ha
nHY xmjepapxmjcke nectsurie (Mili¢, 2007). Hacnbe Haj )keHaMa CMaTPaHO je MOKe/bHIM
U JIETUTUMHUM CPeICTBOM ,,VCLMIUIMHOBaba HEIOCTYIIHNX JXeHa', Hije MMano 06-
muk pucyHknyje u nopemehaja mopoguyHMX OZHOCA M HUje NpujaB/byBaHO. OBaKBO
CXBaTame Hacu/ba HaJl )KeHaMa y IIOPOAMIY JOMIHUPAJIO je CBe JI0 IIe3eceTUX U cellaM-
mecetux roguHa XX Beka (Konstantinovi¢-Vili¢ & Petrusié, 2005, str. 3). CBe ok HeBa-
[UHe opraHusaryje 1 GeMIHICTUYKY [TOKPETH HUCY CKPEHY/IN [aXXiby OIIIITe VI HayIHe
jaBHOCTH Ha IIPOO/IeM ¥ 3aCTYIUbEHOCT Hacu/ba HaJl )KeHaMa y IOPOAMILY, Y TUTepaTypu
HIje 6mI0 036M/BHMjUX M3ydaBara Tor mpobmeMa. IlopoanynyM 3akoHOM Perry6muxe
Cp6uje u3 2005. ropuHe 3abpameHo je (wian 10) u gedunncano (wian 197) Hacube y 1o-
ORIV U IIPOINMCaHe Cy Mepe 3amtuTe (wiaH 198) MpoTuB WaHa HOPOAMIe KOjy BPIIN
Hacu/be. 3aKOHOM O CIIpedaBarby Hacu/ba y mopoauiy u3 2016. rofyHe NpOIIMpPEH je CIN-
CaK KpMBUYHIX Jie/a KOja ce CMaTpajy HacubeM Y HOPOAMIIY, YMMe Cy IIpy>KeHe GpopMar-
HO-TIpaBHA IIOJpIIKA ) 3allTHUTA )XPTaBa IOPOAMYIHOr Hacwba. Hacumbe y mopopyun ce,
takobe, fedpunnine u sabpamyje onpendama Kprusuunor 3akonuka n3 2016. roguse (wian
194) u 3akOHOM 0 jaBHOM peny u Mupy 13 2018. roguHe (wiaHoBu 3 1 9).

Pesynrartu npeTXofHUX UCTpaKMBama Hacupa y Cpouju

PesynraTm mpBUX CTyAuja Hacu/ba Haj >KeHaMa CKpelly IaKmby Ha BeIuKy
3aCTYI/b€HOCT HACM/IHOT IIOHAlllalha IIPEMa >KEHaMa, a HeraTuMBaH IO/IOXKAj >KeHa
objalllmbeH je Kao NOCTefyLa NAaTPUjapXaJTHOCTH M IATPWIMHEAPHOCTH. Y Hay4YHMUM
MCTPaXMBaIbIMa je HeCYyM/BMBO JIOKa3aHa Be3a 13Mel)y IaTpujapxamHoOCTH U Hacu/ba Hajl
xeHaMa (Mileti¢-Stepanovi¢, 2005, str. 23). IIpBa cTyauja 0 Hacuby Haf, )KeHaMa Ha Ha-
IIMM IIPOCTOpMMA KOjy je cipoBerna Bepa Epnux 1971. Tonune, nokasana je ia je y Cpouju
usmeby Ba cBercka para y 85% IOpOJMIIA IIOCTOja/I0 HACM/IHO IIOHAIIAke IIpeMa dKe-
HaMa, LITO TOBOPY O BE/IMKOM CTelleHy npuxBaheHocTn o6paclia HACH/THOT [IOHALIAbA Y
nopopuuy. Crpaternja 60p6e IpoTUB HacH/ba Huje IIOCTOjasIa, 4 HYje IIOCTOjala HIt CBeCT
o mpucyctBy Hacuba (Mileti¢-Stepanovié, 2005, str. 28). Becua Mueruh-Cremanosuh
CIIPOBEIA je UCTPAXKMBakbe O CeflaM BPCTAa aKMBHOT HACU/IHOT IIOHAIIAMba Y MOPOAMULIN:
yckpahmBame maxme, yckpahnBame HOBIA, ycKkpahuBame crmobofe KpeTara, BUKarbe/
Bpebame, mpeTive, barame/pasbujame cTBapu u ygapame (Mileti¢-Stepanovié, 2005, str.
29). KoHcTpymcaH je ¥ MHAEKC HACUTHOCTY Ca IfVJbeM fla C€ MCTPAKM Y4ecTasocT ¥ KyMy-
JaTUBHOCT HacM/ba. AHA/IM3a OBUX CellaM BPCTAa aKTMBHMX HACU/THUX ITOHAIIabha 10Ka3a-
J1a je Ia Hacube roctoju y 80% nopoania. Kaz ce oy mogamy ynopese ca ICTpaKuBarmeM
Koje je criposena Bepa Epnnx 1971. ropuHe, 1a ce yOunTH! fa ce HMje OUUIO O BEMMKOT
HAIIpeTKa y CMamelby Haclba Haf JKeHama, ceera 5%. Hamasn Ber [lerna (Bet Denich)

858



Coyuonowxu tipeineg, vol. LII (2018), no. 3, ctp. 857-885

0 0co0eHOCTMMA TIATPWINHeapHNUX ApYIITaBa Ha Ba/lkaHy ykasyjy Ha 3aK/bydak fa je
HETIOBOJbaH II0TI0Kaj YKeHa MOC/IeuIa MaTPUIMHEApHOCTH Koja je yrpabeHa y cTpyKTypy
TpaguIMoHaTHNX Apyurrasa (Mileti¢-Stepanovié, 2005, str. 29-30). Takobe, ncrpaxkusarme
Becue Huxomrh-Pucranosnh o Hacupy y 6paxy mokasaso je ga ce IPBEHCTBEHO Pafu O
HacW/by HaJl KeHaMa, Ha Koje IIPeBacXOffHO YTUUY COLyo-feMorpadcke KapaKTepyCTHKe
HACVIHMKA V1 KpTBe U Brazajyhu ogroc Mohu meby monosuma (nmpema Kosarac & Corluka,
2018, str. 257). [Ipernen NpBUX MCTPaKMBamba HacKba Y IOPOMIY II0Ka3ao je fa Cy ce
ayTopu yIIaBHOM (pOKyCHpany Ha aKTUBHO, (HM3NIKO HACUbe.

Bupana Cumeynosuh-Ilaruh cpoBena je ncTpakiBarmbe 0 XOMULIU/Y XETEPOCEKCY-
aJIHUX IapTHepa, aHanmmaupajyhu cypcke crimce OKpy KHOT Cy/a M OIIITHHCKUX CY/{0Ba Ha
Hozipyy4jy Teputopuje rpaga beorpana sa nepnox op 1985. mo 1993. rogure (Simeunovié-
Pati¢, 2002, str. 5-9). Pesynrartu ucTpaknBama IOKa3yjy Ja je y IOCMaTPaHOM IIepUOLY
cTpaziano 13 mMyikapala 1 78 >KeHa, a HACM/IHMK je y 00a cilydaja Jby6aBHM MM OpadHy
mapTHep/maprHepKa. OBUM UCTPXUBAbEM je HOTBPhHeHO fa )eHe Hajuenrhe cTpazajy of
CBOjMX MYLIKMX IapTHepa. Buktnmorsomniko gpyurso Cpouje CIpOBeTIO je MCTPaXKMBahe
0 Hacwby y mopopuiu y Penry6nuuy Cpouju JOK OHO jolr YBeK Huje 6110 MHKPUMUHMA-
caHo Kao KpuBu4HO feno (National Strategy for Prevention and Elimination of Violence
against Women in the Family and in Intimate Partner Relationship, 2011, str. 11-17). Pe-
3y/ITAaTH TOT UCTPAXXMBaa IIOKA3a/IM CY fia je CBaKy Tpehy mcnuranuiry ¢pusndky Hamao
HEK! WIaH HOpoJnIe, Hajuemrhe mapTHep Wi CyIpy>XHuK. CBaka 4eTBpTa MCINTAHNUIIA
[OXMBeJIA je IMpeTibe TeUKUM (PUSMUIKIM Hacu/beM, yOMCTBOM MM HAHOLICHEM Tell-
KIIX Te/IeCHMX MTOBPEJa, 0K je CBaKa APyTa JOXKMBeIa HeKM 0O/IUK MCHUXITIKOT HaCuba ¥
HOpOANLY, IIPK YeMy je y Hajsehem 6pojy caydajeBa moumHumIal 610 MapTHEP MU Cy-
npy>xanK. OBUM MCTpaXkuBambeM je 06yxBaheHo ncnxmdko Hacube. Hagjarbe, cekcyanHo
Hacube JOXKUBENO je 9% MCIUTAHWUIA, @ HACWIHUK je Hajuelrhe mapTHep WIK CYIPYX-
HUK. Y Buie o 70% crydajeBa Hacu/ba y MOPOAMIIY HACUTHYK je TPEeHYTHY Wy OVBIIN
MapTHep WM CYIPY>KHUK.

Cromnenpujas/buBaba HaCH/ba HAIJIEKHMM OpraHnMa cy Hucke. [Tommnmjn je mocnenmsu
VHIVJEHT/HacKu/be IIpUjaBmIo cera 17% UCIUTaHULA,® IIEeHTPUMA 32 couujanau pag 10%,
3OPaBCTBEHMM yCTaHOBaMa 15%, MoK 4% ciryvajeBa HaCcU/ba HMje MMAIO CY[CKU €IIMIOL.
Bucok je  cTenen BUKTUMU3alyje fiele Y HACU/by HaJl lbXOBYM MajKaMa.6 Ucrpaxxnsame
u3 obacTy KpUMHHOIOruje Koje je 2002. rogute crnposena Becna Huxomh-Prcranosuh
THOKasyje fia KeHe XXPTBe Hacyba Hajuyelthe fjonase 13 MOPOMYHIIX 3aje[JHILIA Y KOjUMa Cy
TpIeJle ZyTOroaMiIbe Hacube (mpema: Simeunovic-Pati¢, 2002, str. 5-9).

Ha tepuropuju rpasa beorpaga je 2003. rogune y oxsupy IIporpama JKeHcko
37paB/be, AYTOHOMHOT YXEHCKOT LIeHTPa, CIIPOBEJIEHO UCTPAXKMBakhe HACK/ba HAJl )KeHa-
ma y mopopuny (National Strategy for Prevention and Elimination of Violence against
Women in the Family and in Intimate Partner Relationship, 2011, str. 11-17). AHannzom
IoOMjeHNX pesyTaTa JOIUIO Ce 10 MofiaTaka Aa je 23% MCIUTaHMUIIA U3jaBIIIO Aa je MMa-

5 JKeHe >xpTBe HacK/ba TPIle HACK/bE CBOjUX IIAPTHEPA ZOK OHO He Ky/IMMUHMpa 1 y HajseheM Gpojy
CTydajeBa ce IIpHjaBibyje mocnensy gorahaj (Hajsehn Hacuman gorabaj).

6 Jlerja Mory GMTM M3JIOXKeHa IOCPEJHOM 1 HEIIOCPENHOM Hacuwby y nopopuiu. Kop mocpegsor
Hacwba Jeljd JOKUB/baBajy NCUXMYKE U eMOTUBHE MOC/IEAMIle yClef, IPUCYCTBOBAMbA CLIEHN
HacKba HaJl IBUXOBIUM MajKaMa, JOK Cy KOJ, HEIIOCPEJHOT HACK/ba fielia IUPEKTHE XXPTBe HaCu/ba
y HOPOAMIIN.
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JI0 MCKYCTBO ca GMBMIKIM HacusbeM,’ 6% je IIPMjaBIIO CeKCyalHO HACKbe a ITOYMHIIAL]
je 61o mapTHep, 24% BUX je HOXKUBEIO GU3NIKO MIN CEKCYaTHO HACK/bE TOKOM XKIBO-
Ta, TOK je 4% McnuTaHuna JOXXIBEIO CEKCYalHO Hacu/be 12 Mecely Npe UCTpaXkuBarba.
3abpumasajyhu je mogarax ga dak 78% (U3MUKM 3/I0CTaB/hAHUX XKEHA HUKAJ HIUje 3a-
TPa>KMIO TOMON Ha//IeXXHUX OpraHa 1 CIy>KOu.

VcTpakmBame arpecMBHOT IIOHaIlIalba MyIlKapana 13 2005. rofmHe moKasyje 1a je
OHO 3aCTYIUbeHO Y 82,7% HOPOANIIa, a UCIO/baBa ce KPO3 BUKabe, Bpehame, yrapame u
yckpahusame kperama (Dragisi¢-Labas, 2016, str. 46). Y okBupy crynuje xojy je 2009.
ropuue cruposeno Bukrtumonomxo apymrso Cpbuje Ha Tepuropuju AIl Bojsopume,
HoOMjeHN Cy IOJALM Ja je Off YKYIIHOT Opoja MCIUTAHMIA BUX 65% IIPEXNBENIO HEKU
06/IMK Hacuba y mopomguuy HakoH IyHonmercTBa (National Strategy for Prevention
and Elimination of Violence against Women in the Family and in Intimate Partner
Relationship, 2011, str. 11-17), a mounHmony Gr3nIKOr HaCUba MPETEKHO CY CafallIbI
v OUBIIN TAPTHEP.

Pomckn sxeHCKn 1eHTap ,,Bubmmuja“ ciposeo je 2010. rognHe NCTpaKUBatbe y Ipe-
TE)KHO POMCKMM Hace/bJIMa Ha TepuTopujaMa rpagosa beorpama n Kpymesna (National
Strategy for Prevention and Elimination of Violence against Women in the Family and in
Intimate Partner Relationship, 2011, str. 11-17). Pesyararu cy noxkasanu fia Cy cBe UCIH-
TaHuIe 61/Ie M3I0XKeHe HEKOM BUJIy HAacu/ba Y IIOPORULN, Hajuenrhe GUBMIKOM, 3aTUM
ICUXITYKOM, €KOHOMCKOM I CEKCYaTHOM, a 90% MCIMTaHNUIA M3jaBIIO je Aa Cy fera 61ta
IIPUCYTHA TOKOM Hacu/ba MM M3/I0KeHa HacW/by. Kao ITo BUAMMO, OBUM MCTPAKBabeM
o6yxBaheHo je IICUXMYKO U EKOHOMCKO, LITO IPeACTaB/ba KOPAK HAIIPEN y UCTPAKUBABY
OBUX BpPCTe Hacu/ba. Pasyior HelpujaB/byBatba HACH/ba HA/JIOKHIM OpPraHMMa 1 CITy>K6a-
Ma Meby poMckuM xeHaMa je cTpax ga Hehe oOMTU aeKBaTHY 3aLITUTY OF HACHTHUKA.
Yak 90% ycnuTaHNIA M3jaBUIO je fia he >KpTBe IIPOrOBOPUTU O HACW/BY Kaji BUIIE He
Oymy MOITIe ia U3[PKe 3/I0CTaB/batbe.

Crabana Jparuumth-JTabau je ncTpaxkua kopenanuje nusmeby ynorpebe ankoxona
U Hacwba HaJl )KeHaMa y mapTHepckuM opgHocnma (Dragidi¢-Labas, 2015, str. 259-273).
3noymorpeba anmkoxonma je Hajuemmhy y3poK Hacuba 1M KPUMMHATHOT IIOHAIIAMKA.
VHTOKCHMKaMja menmyje Kao Ie3MHXUOUTOP, Te ycnen yHOTpeGe a7IKOXOJIa [O0aa3U [0
LIOIYILITalka KOYHNUIA®, CMalbyje ce COLMjasHa MHXMOMIMja 3a arpeCcBHe MOCTYIIKE I
JieBMjaHTHA TIOHAIIAA, TO/IA3Y JO OMeTabha KOTHUTIBHE 00pajie II0faTaKa, MITO JOBOLU
[0 HeTavyHe U JIOLIE IIPOLieHe CUTYallNja.

VI3 HaBe#eHMX HpyMMepa MOXKEMO BUAETH Aa ce foMaha MCTpakyBama IPETEXXHO
6aBe QU3MUKMM HACW/BEM HAJ| )KEHAMa, JOK Cy OOMMI[M ICUXMYKOT HACU/bA CIIOPES-
HO obyxBaheHN y HEKOMMKO MCTpaXuBama. DUSMYKO HAcH/be jecTe HajeKCTPEeMHUjU
BUJ Hacba 1 4ecto Moxke mmatu cMptHU ncxop (Lee, Thompson & Mechanic, 2002;
Simeunovi¢-Pati¢, 2002), MelyyTum, y CTpydHO] TUTEpaTy Py HEOCTAjy MCTPaKMBaha KOja
ce 6aBe ICUXMYKUM, EMOTUBHIM I eKOHOMCKUM HacubeM. OBe BpcTe Hacupa, Takobe,
MOI'Yy OCTaBMUTU ILITETHE ITOC/IENNIIE Ha IICUXMYKO 3[paB/be KpTaBa (Coker et al, 2002;
Devries et al, 2011). JKpTBe mcuxmdxor, eMOTUBHOL ¥ eKOHOMCKOT Hacujba 060/1eBajy of
Jieripecuje, MOCTTPAYMATCKOr CTpecHOr mopeMehaja, moBuileHe aHKCUO3HOCTHU, MMAjy

7 VIHAMKaTUBHA je U3jaBa MCIMTAHNUIA [ CY ,MIMaJjle UICKYCTBO ca (pU3MYKIM HACIU/bEM ', a He Jid CY
»IoXuBene ¢pusnuko Hacube*. TakBa HopMyIanuja oAroBopa rOBOPU HaM Ja je jOLI yBeK IpH-
CYTaH CTpax M CTUJ Off IPM3Haa Y IIPYjaB/blBatba HACK/bA Y TIOP OUIIN.
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nopemehaje MoHalIamka ¥ CyUIUIHEe MIC/IU U TeHEPATHO MMajy Behy IpeBaeHInjy cum-
[ITOMa MEHTaNMHuX 6omectu n ncuxudkux npobmema (Coker et al, 2002; Devries et al,
2011; Ramon et al, 2015). 3a pasnuky of GpU3MIKOr HACK/ba 32 KOje IOCTOje MaTepyjaTHI
pokasn ($poTo-OoKyMeHTalMja, IeKapCKM U3BEIITajI), ICUXNYKO, eMOTHBHO M €KOHOM-
CKO HacWbe je Marbe BUBYMBO I TeLIKO ra je fedpuuncatu (Ramon et al, 2015), ma je ca-
MIM TUM I UCTPAXXMBambe oTeXaHo. MelyTuM, HEOIIXOIHO je cIIpoBecTH HPoxyb/beHnja
KBa/IMTaTUBHA MCTpa’XliBalba OBMX BPCTa Hacl/ba KakKoO 6]/[ C€ IbETOBUM MHANKATOPU
jacHuje geduuucam. Tume 61 6MI0 OAKIIAHO HBHETOBO MPEIO3HABabe I Clpednie 6u
Ce IITeTHE IOC/TeANIIe II0 MEHTA/THO 3[paBjbe )XPTaBa I eCKajalja y puandko Hacube.

KpaTak ocBpT Ha (eMUHUCTIYKO CXBaTambe
POJHO 3aCHOBAHOT HACK/bA

Hesnamite opranusanuje u peMMHICTIYKY IOKPETH IIPBYU CY CKPEHY/IN IaXIby Ha
mpobreM poxHO 3acHoBaHOT Hacuba (Vasiljevi¢, 2008; Ignjatovié, 2011; Mrsevi¢, 2011;
Cickari¢, 2018), Hacu/ba CyTiepMOPHOT MyLIKapIia Haji Cy6OpIMHIpaHOM skeHoM. Demu-
HYUCTMYKY NPUCTYII HaIJlalllaBa Jia Hacu/be HaJl KeHaMa OC/IMKaBa POJIHY HepaBHOIIPaB-
HOCT M JIOMMHAIMjy MYIIKaplia HaJ >X€HOM, OflHOCHO MeXaHM3aM KOju KOPMUCTe MYII-
KapI ja 61 ofpyKam KOHTposy u nokasany Moh. Yeren dpemnHmusaimje obpasopama u
nopacra 6pojakeHa Ha TPXKUIITY pajia, Kao 1 Ha BofehuM dpyHKIjaMa y IpyLITBY, TPafu-
L[MOHA/IHA Y/Iora MYIIKaplia Ka0 XpaHUTe/ba ¥ I/IaBe IIOPOJUIIe 1 KeHe Kao MOXPTBOBaHe
Majke, cynpyre u gomahniie 6menu (Andri¢ & Milasinovi¢, 2017). To goBogu o ocehaja
HECUTYPHOCTM KOJ MyLIKapala, IITO BOAM Ka TOMe Jia y MaTpujapXajqHuUM APYIITBUMA,
Kao 1To je cny4daj y Cpbuju, mopopuiia ocTaje mojbe UCIobaBama (M pernpoayKoBamba)
porHO 3acHoBaHor Hacumba (Mileti¢-Stepanovié, 2005). Hacume ,omcraje“ xkao 061mk
IpYyILITBEHE KOHTPOJIE U , AUCIUIIIMHOBAba HEITOCTYLIHIX JKeHa

DeMMHUCTUYKY TPUCTYII CKPEHYO je MaXKiby Ha Mpo6IeM Hacuba y HOPORULN U
HOKPEHY/IO TIPOMeHe y Be3U ca TPEeTMAaHOM Hacu/ba y HOPORMUIIM Koje je fyro 6umo to-
nepucano. OBaj mpuctyn ce 6aBu npobreMnMa 6paka 1 MOPOAMLe KPO3 aHAINU3Y Tpa-
IMLMOHANTHUX JIPYIITaBa, POSHNUX y/IOra, MYIIKe JJOMUHALMje, CEKCYalTHOCTU M CEKCY-
amHKX c1obofa U KeHCKOr uaeHTuteta. OCHOBHE KPUTHKe THIAJIE CY Ce Pa3IMuUTUX
y/ora 1 3Hadaja Koju ce IPUIINCYje MyIIKapLuMa 1 >keHama y 6paky (Vasiljevi¢, 2008,
str. 95), OIHOCHO TpPa/iYILIMOHATHOT KOHI[eNTa 6paka U MOpoAuile Kao MHCTUTYIMja Koje
pemnponyKyjy pofHe Kareropuje u noppebenoct skena. bpak pemponykyje ponHe ymore
Kao ofiHOC HaxpeheHor Mymkapia un moppehene xene. OBaj mpucryn ce, Takobe, 6aBu
HOJIOXKajeM JKeHa y 00pasoBamy, jaBHOM VM MOITUTUYKOM SKUBOTY, MapriHaIM3aIjoM
>keHa 1 cimaHo (Mrsevié, 2011).

DeMMHUCTIYKE TeOpMje HacTale Cy Kao KpUTHUKA MaTpujapxaTa 1 MaTpyjapXaaHor
KOHIlenTa Opaka, MOpoAMIie M POFHMX yiora, koju pabajy m ompkaBajy HejemHaKOCT
usmeby Mymkapana u sxeHa. Kareropuje mon/pog, Moh, yTuijaj u KoHTposa K/by4He Cy 3a
pasyMeBame mapTHepckor Hacusba (Ignjatovié, 2011, str. 58; Cickari¢, 2018). Ose Teopuje
HaI/IallaBajy fa ce oBje pajgyu o 6opbu 3a moh mameby yHampen HejemHakux. Kbyuny
YJIOTY y pasyMeBamy CBMX 06/MKa HacH/ba MYIIKapalia HaJl >KeHaMa [TpoHasase y [PyIIT-
BEHOM CTaTyCy IIOJIa, Y KOMe je MOh MyIIKaplja y IIOpOAUIIN Jieo MIMper cucTeMa Mohit.
JKene kpo3 conyjanusanyjy ycBajajy monHe u popHe ynore nogpebhene cynpyre, Majke u
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nomahuie 1 HaBUKaBajy ce Ha CyOOpAMHMpAH IIOJI0XKaj MpuxBarajyhu ra Kao ,,cacBuM
IPUPOZIAH M HOPMAJIaH .

Y oxBUpy eMUHUCTUUKOr HPUCTYIIA HACUBY IIpeMa >KeHaMa II0CTOje HaCTOjarmba
ma ce marpasy (QEMMHMCTHYKM MOHIEN KOju OM 3afip)ka0 OCHOBHe (eMMHUCTIYKE
IPeTIIOCTaBKe O KOPeHy Hacwba (MaTpujapxat, MOHE M POJHE y/IoTe, HejeffHAK Off-
HOC MOhu) y KoOMOMHaLMjM ca APYIrUM IPUCTYIMMAa, KaKo 01 ce pasyMesie pasinduTe
¢dopme Hacupa. OBaj Mogern 3agp>xaBa (OKyc Ha IaTpujapXaaHoOj OIMPeCUju SKeHa, ajn
IIPU3HAje IIOCTOjatbe PasIMIUTHUX Y3POKa HaCU/ba, Y3 HAITIACAK [la OBaj IPUCTYI He I10-
3UBa Ha JIeKpUMMHAIN3AIMjy HacH/ba HaJl )KeHaMa, Beh Mo3uB Ha MCTpaKuBambe IpaKce
U IPOMIMPUBahe TEOPUjCKIX KOHI[ENATA, Y3 ICTOBPEMEHO Kpeuparbe IIporpama Koju 13-
Jla3e y CycpeT pasnmkama y Hacuby 1 usbopuma sxprasa (Ignjatovié, 2011, str. 62). OBaj
KOHLIEIT je IIPeBacX0ZHO OCMMIIUbeH fa 611 of0paHNo Hanaje Ha peMIHUCTUYKE Teopuje
0 HaCW/bY HaJ| )KeHaMa Koje CTaB/bajy aKIleHaT Ha ITaTpujapXaT 1 HejefHaKe offHoce Mohu
usMeby Mylkapalia 1 >keHa Kao IITaBHM Y3POK Hacusba. 3aTo je noHyhen momen xoju fio-
IYILITA IOCTOjalbe Pa3INInTHX HaKTOpa KOji yTUUY Ha [0jaBy HACU/ba HAJ| )KEHAMA, /Il
je IJTaBHM aKIleHaT 1 Jja/be Ha IaTpujapxaTy U KaTeropyjaMa Iosna/popa, IOMHUX/ POTHNUX
yIora i1 HejefHaKOM OHOCY Mohn.

OcHOBHa IpefHOCT PeMMHUCTUYKUX TeOpHja OITIefia Ce Y UCTOPMjCKOM M KY/ITY-
POJIOIIKOM KOHTEKCTY car/ieflaBaiba Hacu/ba HaJ| XKeHaMa, IITO je JOIIPUHEIO CMAErhY
yTHIL[aja TeopHuja O ,MHANBHYaTHOj IICUXOIATONOI M) I )KPTBE U HACH/THUKA U CMaIberby
OKpMB/bMBaMKa KPTBE 3a M3asyBame Hacuba. LIwpb (EeMMHUCTMYKOT NPHUCTYTA U
MHTepBEHILMja je [ja ce OCHAaXKe XKEeHe Jla MCKopade 13 CBOjUX yHamper oapebennx u
IPYLITBEHO KOHCTPYMCaHMX ynora. MebyTum, oBaj mpucryn ce He 6aBu fpyrum o6/u-
LUIMA Hacu/ba y IOPOAMIIN, HUTU HACH/bEM KOj€ YIiHe JKEHe, /Il je MMaO CHaXKaH yTUIIAj
Ha carjieflaBame Hacu/ba HAJ| KeHaMa Kao IOCeNNIe MaTPMjapXaJTHOCTU M HejeJHAKOT
onHoca Mohn nameby mymikapara n sxena (Ignjatovié, 2011, str. 62-63).

HCI/IXI/I‘{KO, €MOTMBHO I €EKOHOMCKO HaCl/b€

Hacumpe y mopopuii ce mojasibyje y pasnm4nTuM o61MIIMa U YK/bY4yje pusmdko,
CEKCyaJIHO, IICUXIYKO, EMOTMBHO ¥ EKOHOMCKO Hacusbe. OHO NofpasyMeBa Hacus/be Haj
mapTHepuMa (CyHpy)XHMI[MMa), Haf HeloM U Haj ctapujuMm ocobama (Dragisi¢-Labas,
2015, str. 259). IIpema ctyauju CBeTcke 34paBCTBEHe OpraHu3sanje Koja je obyxsaruia
21 semmy, Bunie ofi 10% /byay HOXKMUBENO je ICUXUYKY TPayMy Kao >KPTBa MM CBENOK
Hacwpa (Dragi$i¢-Labas, 2015, str. 264). Kao ¢akTopu pusnka 3a mojaBy Hacupa y Iopo-
AUIM HaBOJie Ce: aIKOXO0/MN3aM, mopeMehaj TMYHOCTH — aHTMCOLMjaTHU U HAPIUCTUYIKY
nopemehaju muaHOCTH, cxusodpennja — mapanounHa Gopma, 3aTuM Oumnonapan agex-
tuBHM mopemehaj — maHmuHa dopma u moctrpaymarcku nopemehaj (Dragisi¢-Labas,
2015, str. 261). 3a pasnuky o GpU3MYKOr HACK/ba 32 KOje II0CTOje MaTepujaiHu JoKasn,’
ICUXMYKO, EMOTUBHO U eKOHOMCKO Hacu/be IIPefICTaBIbajy 00/MKe Hacu/ba KOjI Ce Texe
yo4aBajy 1 TeXe UX je MHAMKOBaTy 1 MHKprMuHucat (Ramon et al, 2015). Ose BpcTe
370CTaB/bakba IPefiCTaB/bajy BP0 CYNTUIAH BUJ Hacuba Koje Hajuemthe Bopu y ¢u-
3MYKO HacM/be U YK/byuyje BUKTMMM3ALM)y, 3alI0CTaB/batbe, TYXOBHO Y MIHTENIEKTYaTHO

8 MenuuuHcka okyMeHTanuja, Gpororpaduje, BULeo-3aIIiCH, 3aNVCHALN U M3BELITajI Ca OJIN-
1ujcKux yBubaja.
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3nocTapbame. JKeHe )XpTBe HacH/ba y TIOPOAVIIN Y€CTO HUCY HU CBECHE Ja Cy M3TIOKEHe
oBuM obmuuuma Hacwba. [locToje IBe BpPCTe HACMIHMKA Y HOPOAMIIN: HETICUXOIATCKI
u ncuxomnarcku (Radulovié, 2005, str. 13). HermcnxonaTcky HACUIHULM CY PEaKTUBHI U
Bpllle HaCI/be U3 II0jayaHMX eMOLMOHAMHUX y36yhema, y cTpecHUM cuTyanyjama, JOK
[ICUXOIATCKM HACVTHULIY Bpllle HACWU/be UCIUIAHMPAHO, X/IaIHOKPBHO 1 6e3 emonuja.’

[cuxmdko Hacw/be ce MOXKe MCHO/BMTY Ha Pas3InMduTe HaulMHe - 3aCTpPAIlVBAbEM,
KOHTVHYVMPAaHUM KPUTUKOBambeM, IIOTLEHBIUBAbEM, OMaIOBaXKaBambeM, BepOaTHUM 37I0-
CTaB/baHEM, NUCIIO/baBAMmheM 37I0CTAB/hAuKOl ayTOPUTETA, HEINONITOBAkEM KPTBE, 37I0Y-
HOTpeOOM IOBeperha, MUHUMUSUPAbeM IMIHOCTI KPTBE, IIOPULIAtkheM I IpebaljBameM
KpUBHIe 3a Hacwbe (Koje je NMPUCYTHO KOJ CBaKOr OONMKa Hacuba), M3OMAIMjOM U
y3HemupasameM (Ignjatovi¢, 2011). V IToce6HOM IPOTOKOTY O HOCTYIAHY MOMNALINjCKIAX
cmy6eHrKa y CIydajeBUMa HaCyba HaJ| )KeHaMa y IIOPOAMIIN 1 Y TAPTHEPCKUM OFHOCH-
Ma, TICUXIYKO Hacube je fedMHUCAHO Kao HapylLIaBame CIOKOjCTBA XXPTBE IIpeTHaMa I
IIpYMEHOM MeTOfa 3aCTpalliBama ca win 6e3 ynorpebe opyba 1 opyxja Kojuma ce Mory
13a3BaTy TeTIeCHe TIOBPETIE, a YK/bYUyje MOHIDKABabe JKPTBe, KOHTPO/ICAhe HeHOT TI0Ha-
ama, yckpahupamwe nHpopManyja, IocpaM/bliBaibe ¥ OMaOBaXKaBatbe, OKPUB/BUBASE,
U30MAIVjy Off TIpujaTe/ba ¥ TIOPOJMIie, MAHUITYTAIV}Y /IEIJOM ¥ OMa/loBaXKaBame KPTBe
Y POANTE/BCKO] Y103y, oHeMoryhaBame MpUCTYIa HOBLY U APYrUM JOOpUMa Koje yTude
Ha MEHTAJIHO U eMOTUBHO cTambe XpTBe (Special Protocol on Conduct of Police Officers
in Cases of Domestic and Intimate Partner Violence Against Women, 2013, str. 4). Kao
crienudryaH OOMK IICHXMYKOT HAcl/ba HAaBETEHO je KOHTPOJIMCabe SKPTBe IpahemeM,
OffHOCHO yxobemeM, Iporamare 0cobe, I0jaB/bUBabe Ha MECTy pajia WIM CTAHOBamba,
y3HeMupaBajyhy mo3usy, mucMa 1 MOpyKe 1 yHUINTaBambe KPTBIUHE UMOBMHe. [Icuxmndko
u GpU3MYKO (POSHO 3aCHOBAHO) HAaCM/be Ce MOTY jaBUTU BEOMa PaHO, jOII Y afjO/IeCLIeHT-
HOM Y3pacTy y CpefiiblM IlKonaMa 1 Ha daxynrery (Smith, White & Holland, 2003, str.
1104-1109). Ckopo cBaka Apyra >keHa TOXKMBeJIa je HeKV OO/INK IICHXIYKOT HaCu/ba Y TI0-
POAMIIN: IOHVKABabe M OMAIOBaKaBatbe, 3071}y, IIPeTHbe 1 3aCTPallMBambe I CIMIHO
(National Strategy for Prevention and Elimination of Violence against Women in the Family
and in Intimate Partner Relationship, 2011, str. 11-17). ITporamarme Kao 06IMK IICHXNY-
KOT Haclba je Hajuenrhe BpIIEHO 3BambeM TeleOHOM ¢ pasmMInTiIM MOTUBUMA (IIPeTibe,
IIpOBepaBamba, ylehUBamba), 3aTUM Ca4eKIBabeM UCIIPell MeCTa CTAHOBAba VI YIIaJabeM
y kyhy, ogHocHo cran, mpahemeM, cramwem nperehux nnu yspempusux CMC mopyka,
CayeKyBameM II0CTIe MOCTIA VIV JOTAacKOM TTOYMHMOIIA Ha PATHO MECTO, OfHOCHO (aKyr-
TeT, WIN Kao Iporamare Ha cBe HaBeleHe HaunHe (National Strategy for Prevention and
Elimination of Violence against Women in the Family and in Intimate Partner Relationship,
2011, str. 11-17). IIporamarse 1 /by60MOpa IPECTAB/bajy BUCOK PU3NUK 32 HACH/bE Ca Telll-
kuM 1 cMptHIM nocnepuuama (Lee, Thompson & Mechanic, 2002, str. 530-534).

Hacmme Hap )keHaMa OCTaB/ba CHaKHE TMOCTEAMIe Ha TICUXMYKO 37IpaB/be XKeHa.
ITcuxyyko Hacuwbe IpeTXoay (GM3MYKOM HACWbY, a1y MCTOBPEMEHO IpefcTaB/ba U

9 KO,II HEIICUXOIIATCKMX HACUM/THMKA C€ jaB]I)a TpI>Ka CaBEeCTU Kaj nobe A0 cMIp€ma EMOTUBHOI
Ha6oja HaKOH M3BPIIEHOT [i€/1a HaCM/ba, JOK C€ KO IICUXOIIaTCKUX HaCI/I]’IHI/IKajaBTba 3aJ0BO/bCTBO
yonen Bpui€kba Hacu/ba M NOTIIYHO OJICYCTBO CMHaTI/Ije U T'prKe CaBECTH, YCIe[ dera je MHOTO
y‘{eCTa}II/IjI/I pennaBu3aM Ko IICUXOIATCKMX HaCM/IHMKA. Hencuxomatckn HacIHMIOM BplIe
Hacwbe yCne[ IICUXNYKOr HafpaXkeba 13a3BaHUM OI[peI—)GHI/IM IIOBOJIOM, NJOK KO IICUXOIIAaTCKUX
HaCMJTHMKA HE l'IOCTOjI/I onpel')eHM IIOBO/J (HaCI/I}'be C€ Bpuin 13 Sa,IIOBOH)CTBa).
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meroy nocnesuny. TokoM Tprubewma Hacuba KeHe ocehajy crpaX, HecUIypHOCT M
6ecriomohHocT. TepMuH ,,IICUXOTIOIKY ITOroheH KOpMCTH ce fja OU ce OIMCaIo MCKYCTBO
JKeHa Koje TPeHYTHO HMCY DM3MYKH MM CeKCYalHO 37I0CTaB/baHe, amu ocehajy crpax u
6ecriomohnoct (Coker, Smith, McKeown & King, 2000, str. 553). IIcuxosonika pam1BOCT
oxpebyje ce kao KOHTMHyMpaHa MepleMLyja >KeHa 0 0CeT/bUBOCTY Ha (QU3NYKY U IICH-
XMYKY OIaCHOCT, IeMOpa/M3alujy 1 rybuTak KOHTpO/Ie Y OHOCY Ha MYLIKOT ITapTHepa
(Coker, Smith, McKeown & King, 2000, str. 553). XKeHe »pTBe HCHUXIMYKOT HACH/bA Ue-
CTO HICY HU CBECHE Jla Cy MY M37I0)KeHe, TEIIKO MHIMKYjy OBY BPCTY Hacu/ba U CTOTA je
IIpMjaB/bUBakbe BEOMA PETKO.

EMOTMBHO Hacu/be YK/bydyje eMOLMOHA/IHEe IPeTHe U ONTYKOe, eMOIMOHATHO
yliemBambe, CTBapame KOHPY3Mje 1 HeCUTYPHOCTY KOJI XPTBE, TOCECHBHO TIOHAIIAMbe,
HOCTaB/balbe HepealHMX JM HeOCTBAPUBMX OYeKMBamba Off XXPTBe, HENCIymhaBame 06e-
hama, eMOTMBHY pe3epBMCaHOCT, ycKpahuBame NaKie, €MOTMBHY PaBHOJYLIHOCT
(Ignjatovi¢, 2011; McManus, 2013). EMOTMBHO Hacu/be je BeoMa CYIITIIHO J TEIIKO I'a je
IIPETIO3HATH, T1a je CAMMM TUM OTEXaHO U HeroBO UCTPAXKMBAe.

ExoHOMCKO Hacmbe mofipasyMeBa HaCH/THO Ofy3VIMam-e HOBIIA U BPETHUX CTBapH,
KOHTPOJICame 3apajie 1 IpHMarba, TPOIIeHhe HOBIIA MCK/BYINMBO 32 3aJ0BOJbEH-E COII-
CTBeHUX NOTpeba, HencIymaBambe 06aBese N3Ip)KaBamba Heobe3behennx wianosa mopo-
nute, 3abpaHy YIaHy MOPOJANIIE /Ia PACTIONake CONICTBEHNM /TN 3ajeHUIKIM ITPUXO0-
IvMa, 3abpaHy YWIaHy HOPOAMLiE Ia Ce 3aII0C/II M OCTBAPU COIICTBEHY 3apapy (Kako 6u ce
CTBOpMITa/cavyBasa 3aBMCHOCT Off 3710CTaB/bava), Ofly3MMarbe CPEiCTaBa pasia, HAMeTambe
o6aBese CTa/JHOI IIOJHOLICHA [eTA/bHMX M3BElTaja O TPOLICIY HOBIA M CIMYHO
(Vasiljevi¢, 2008; Ignjatovié, 2011; Klasni¢, 2011; Lown, Schmidt & Wiley, 2006). ¥ IToce6-
HOM IIPOTOKOJIY O TIOCTYIIatby IONMIMjCKUX CTy)KOEHNMKa Y ClTy4yajeB1Ma Hacu/ba HaJl JKe-
HaMma y IOPOAMIY U Y TIAPTHEPCKMM OJHOCKMA, eKOHOMCKO Hacu/be je AeMHICAHO Kao
006/IMK IICUXMYKOT HaCK/ba KOje IIofipasyMeBa HejefHaKy JOCTYIIHOCT 3ajelHIIKIM Cpefi-
CTBMMa, ycKpahuBarbe 111 KOHTPO/IMCatbe IPUCTYIIA HOBLLY, CIIpeYaBakbe 3aIlol/baBatba
umt 06pa3oBama ¥ CTPYYHOI HAIPeioBalba, 3aTUM, yckpahnBarbe IIpaBa Ha BJIaCHMUIIT-
BO, IIpUCH/baBalbe Jla Ce OffpeKHe BJIACHMINTBA, OTyDeme cTBapum 6e3 carlacHOCTH U
tome caHo (Special Protocol on Conduct of Police Officers in Cases of Domestic and
Intimate Partner Violence Against Women, 2013, str. 5). Ekonomcko Hacmbe je Hajuenthu
HpaTuial 0CTaaMx o6/MKa Hacu/ba Y HOPOSUII. VI3/I0KEeHOCT HACU/bY MOXKe CIIPEUUTH
JKeHy 7la TIoCTaHe eKOHOMCKM HesabucHa (Lown, Schmidt & Wiley, 2006). JKena koja je
u3noKeHa GM3MIKOM HaCH/by IIPETXOJHO je TpIle/a ICUXIYKO M eMOTUBHO Hacube Koje
je eckanmpasno u J0Beno K0 eKOHOMCKE 3aBVMCHOCTHU XPTBE Off CBOT HacunHuka. C apy-
re CTpaHe, ersucreHuujanuu npobmemu (Mrsevié, 2011, str. 25-26) cy Hajueuthu pasior
0CTajama y HaCUITHO]j 3ajeHuIM (MHOTe XPTBe HacH/ba HeMajy Kyfia fia Oy, HUTU MMajy
CpeficTBa 3a XMBOT). EKOHOMCKO Hacu/be Hafi KeHOM y MOpOAMIN y BehuHM caydajeBa
BPILY HeH MYLIKY TAPTHEP WM CYNPY>KHUK. YKeHM PTBY €KOHOMCKOT Hacu/ba Ce Orpa-
HIYaBa TPUCTYII peCypcuMa ¥ OHa Ce CTaB/ba Y 3aBUCTAH ITO/I0KAj ¥ OfHOCY Ha MYII-
Kaplia YIPKOC beHuM o6OpasosHuM nocturayhnma. IIpema nopanuma s CuHTeTH30-
BAaHOT M3BellTaja O pajly LieHTapa 3a couujanuu pax y Cpouju 3a 2012. roguny, Hajsehy
HOATPYILY XpTaBa Hacuba dnHe >keHe (68,1%), of dera Buire of fBe TpehnHe ompacie
xKeHe (32,8%). [ITpema BpcTM JOMMHAHTHOT Hacuba, Hajuemhe Tpre Gpu3n4ko Hacube,
3aTUM CTIeAV TICUXMYKO HAacu/be, 3aHeMapuBame U Ha Kpajy ceKcyanHo Hacmbe. Iloparu
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3a eKOHOMCKO VI eMOTHBHO Hacube Hucy HaBegeHn (Synthetic Report on the Operation of
Centers for Social Work in Serbia for 2012, 2013, str. 68).

s PpE€YEHOrI MOXE ce YO‘{I/ITI/I Ja ICUXMYKO M €MOTUMBHO HaCH/bE I/IMa]y CIn4-
He MHMKATOpe, LIITO OTeXaBa XPTBU [a UX pasnukyje. To, Takobe, oTexxaBa HUXOBO
UCTPXUBAE jep aKo )KPTBA He MO>Ke JIa [IPEIIO3Ha KOM BUAY HACI/bA je M3/I0XKeHa Hehe
mohu fia ra npujaBu u objacHM. 3aTUM, €KOHOMCKO Hacube ce fedMHMIIEe Kao 0O/IUK
ICUXIYKOT HACW/BA, LITO MOXKe OUTI PasyIor OfCyCcTBA MOfaTaKa O 3aCTYIUbEHOCTI OB
BpcTe Hacuba. HeomxoHO je M3pafanTyt IPOTOKOJIE U HAL[PTe CTPaXKIBamba Koju he Ha-
IIpaBUTN jaCHy pasnMKy I/I3Meby IICUXUNYKOI, EMOTMBHOT 1 €EKOHOMCKOT 3/I0CTaBJ/balba.

[TpujaBpuBame HacKU/ba y HOPOAMIIV U YJIOTa MO/INIINje

[Monmuuuja je cmyx6a Koja je 3afy>KeHa 3a 09yBaibe jaBHOT pefja I MUPA, CUTYPHO-
CTV U TIOpeTKa, 3a cy3bumjara KpuMuHamureta (Simovi¢ & Zekavica, 2012, str. 43-52)
U IOPBU Jp>KaBHM OPraH KOjU MHTEpBEHMIIE y CIydajy NpyjaBe Hacuba M KOjU yIasu
y chepy mpusarHocTy nopoputie. IToce6HO je 6MTHA [ielaTHOCT KOjy MOMMINja Hpes-
y3UMa IIPUIMKOM NIPUCTYTIama Jely, IPUKYI/bamba I0fjaTaka O XXPTBU U ITOYMHMOLLY, a
HApOYNUTO je 3HAYajaH HAUMH IIOCTYIamkha U pearoBama IOMMIVjCKIX CITY>KOeHMKa, jep
yTude Ha peryauBuparme Hacwba.!? TIpuaMkoM mocTymama y caydajy mpujaBe Hacuba
Y IOPOAUIIN IOMUIMja MOPA BOAUTI padyyHa O HAuMHY IOCTyIama U IPUCTYITy XPTBU
U HOYMHMOLY/HACUITHUKY. Tlonmuumjcku cay>kOeHuny Koju MOCTYIajy Mo MpujaBu 3a
HacKbe Y HOPOAMIIY MOpajy OUTH Ma>K/bUBM ¥ 00a3pMBU y KOMYHUKALWjU, HAPOIUTO
aKo CLIeHU Hacuba IPUCYCTBY)Y U fena. Ilo momacky Ha MecTo KpMMMHaIHOr forabaja
HajOuTHMje je ocuryparu 6e36eTHOCT KpTBe 1 00y3AaTH HACUTHMKA YKOJIMKO je Hacusbe
y ToKy (Zarkovié, 2012). ITocTynare NOMMIMjCKUX CyKOEHNKA Y CTydyajeBMMa Hacu/ba
y IOPOAMIIN U IAPTHEPCKUM OfHOCKMa feduHICcaHO je wiaHoBMMa 14, 15 1 16 3akoHa 0
CIIpedaBaby HacUba Y MOPOAVLIM U CTaHfAapan3oBaHo [TocebHuM npoTokonoM Munu-
CTapCTBa YHYTPAIIBIX IOCTOBA O IOCTYAlbY MOMNIINjCKUX CITY>KOEHMKA Y CTyYajeBuMa
Hacu/ba Hajl )KeHaMa y IIOPOJUIN U y TAPTHEPCKMM Of[HOCUMA.

Cse Ji0 cefampeceTux rofyHa XX BeKa CMaTpaso ce fla je Hacu/be HaJl >KeHaMma y
OKBUPY TIOpOJUIie IIPMBATHA CTBAp, [a Ta pellaBajy UCK/bY4MBO OpavyHy MApTHEPU U Aa
HeMa ToTpefe 3a MHTEPBEHIIM]OM [p>KaBHUX OpraHa ¥ MHCTUTyuuja. [IpaBo Ha mpusar-
HOCT 61710 je rapaHTOBAHO Kao jef{HO Off OCHOBHVX JbY/ICKUX IIpaBa 1 y BehuHM seMarma y
CIy4YajeBMMa Hacuba y MOPOAMIIM Tonuiyja Huje nHTepBerncana (Konstantinovié-Vili¢
& Petrusi¢, 2005, str. 3). [Tomnuuja Huje 6uma 3aHTEpeCOBaHa ja MHTEPBEHNUILIE Y CITYYajy
Hacnba Hajj KeHaMa M IpeMa MajoM Opojy M3BplLIMIalia je Ipefy3suMaHO KPUBUYHO
romeme. MehyTnm, TakaB offHOC IpeMa Hacuby Y HOPOAULIN je mpoMemeH. UranoM 10
[TopopuyHOr 3aKOHa 3a6pameHO je Hacube Y MOPOAMIM, TOK Cy WwiaHoM 197 meduHu-

10y nocapaimsoj mpakcy IOCTYIAka IPUINKOM IIpMjaBe HACU/bA Y MOPOAMIM, HAa[JIeXHU I10-
NULUjcKY CmyX6eHnty cy y BehuHu ciydajeBa caMo M3pULAIIA OMIOMeHe HACHIHNUIVIMA U Jia-
BaJIU CaBeTe JKeHaMa Jia ,0y/y Ioc/ylHe u ,,He n3as3uBajy Hacube. [ToMMImjcKu Cy>KOeHnIm
HIICY JKele/nt fia ce GaBe IIPUBATHNUM IPOGIeMIIMa CYIIPY)KHIKA I Jid 3a/1a3€ Y MHTUMY [HOPOAN-
ne. [Toehawem 6poja HacK/ba y MOPOAUIIN CA CMPTHIM MCXOJOM JOLIJIO je [0 AOIyHe 1 U3MeHe
3aKOHa KOjU Cy Y 3HAYajHOj MEpPY PeryIMcani HaduH HOCTyIama HONNLUjCKUX CIy>KOeHnKa Y
CIIy4ajy mpujaBe HaCUba Y MOPOJMLIN.
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CaHM I0jaM Hacu/ba y IOPOJMIM U BPCTE HaCK/ba. 3AKOH O CIpeYaBalby Hacu/ba y I10-
ponyuy u3 2016. roguHe TPOIIMPHO je CIMCAaK KPUBUYHUX Jie/la KOja Cy OBMM 3aKOHOM
obyxsaheHa 11 MOCeOHMM YIAHOM yKa3ao Ha IIpelo3HaBaibe Hacwba (wiaH 13). MuHnu-
CTapCTBO YHYTpalIbuX mociosa Perrybmuke Cpbuje je 11. pebpyapa 2013. roguse foHen0
IToce6aH MPOTOKOI O MOCTYIAY IOMULMJCKUX CITY>KOeHMKa Y CTy4YajeBMMa Hacu/ba HaJl
>KeHaMa y IIOPOJMIIY 11 Y IAPTHEPCKMUM OFHOCKMA, KOjUM je YKa3aHO Ha 3aKOHCKe 06aBese
HONMIIVjCKMX CTy>XOeHNKa y CTy4YajeBuMa Hacusba y mopoaniy. [IpoTokonoM cy, Takobe,
neduHMCaHe BPCTe HACWbA Y TIOPOAYLIN I IIapTHepCKuM ofHocuMa (Special Protocol on
Conduct of Police Officers in Cases of Domestic and Intimate Partner Violence Against
Women, 2013). 3arum je aBrycra 2013. roguse popmupana u Pagna rpyma 3a mpahere un
KOOPAMHALN]y aKTUBHOCTY IO/IMIMj€ Y CTy4ajeBMMa HaCU/ba Y IIOPOMVIINL.

MHore >xeHe )XPTBe Hacu/ba y IMOPOAUILIM y3[p>KaBajy ce [a IpujaBe HaCUIHUKA,
crpaxyjyhu ga he ,06pykaru® cBojy melyy u cTurMaTtMsoBaTu UX y 3ajemHMIM, a he ce
cuTyanuja noropiatu 1 ia he ce Hacybe mojadyaTy ako IpyjaBe CBOI HACUIHMKA; XKeHe
JKPTBe Hacu/ba HeMajy IToBepetba y IONUIMjCKe CTy>KOeHNKe 1 cTpaxyjy fa he of mux fo-
OUTH IIPeKOp a HACMIIHUK CaMo yIo3opese (Simeunovi¢-Pati¢, 2012). Op ykynHor 6poja
JKeHa Koje Cy JMOoXKMBele Hacuwbe, 2% je NpUjaBUIoO TOCTeNbY HACUIHYM VHINUJEHT He-
KoM of, yapyxkeba (National Strategy for Prevention and Elimination of Violence against
Women in the Family and in Intimate Partner Relationship, 2011), a npunukom npujase
Hacupa y Hopopuuy BehnHa >xeHa >XpTaBa Hacu/ba y IIOPOAMLIM IIpey3uMa Ha cebe ofi-
TOBOPHOCT 3a OHO IITO Ce IOTOAWJIO I 32 OHO IITO UM je IapTHep ypanuo (Straus, 2014).
MebyTum, oBa CTaTUCTIKA U IpaKCca je IPOMebeHa.

Hentpy 3a conujanumu pap je y 2011. ronyam npujasbeHa 8.526 >XpTBa MOPONY-
HOT J IAPTHEPCKOT HACW/ba, IITO je 3a 5.085 Bumre Hero y 2006. roguan (3.441),
ko 1). Tlopact npujasmusama xprasa y LleHTpy 3a colujamtm paji MOXe ce 06jacHUTH
nenosameM Ilopopudnor sakoHa Koju ce mpumemyje o 2006. rogune. 3atum, LenTpy
3a coumjanHy pap je y 2016. ronyHy npujaBbeHo 23.218 kpTaBa MOPOAMYHOr U Iap-
THEPCKOT HacWba, WITO je 3a 14.737 (36,5%) Bume Hero y 2011. rogyan. OBaj mopact
[IpUjaB/bIBaba )KPTaBa MOXKe Ce JOAATHO 006jacHNTH JoHOIIeheM [Tocebanor mpoTokoa
0 IIOCTYIakby MOMUIMjCKUX CITy)XOeHNKa y ClTy4yajeBlMa Hacy/ba HaJj KeHaMa y IIOpOJH-
LV ¥ Y HapTHEPCKUM ofgHocuMa u3 2013. roguHe u fenoBatmeM Pagne rpyie 3a mpaheme
U KOOPAIMHALINjY aKTUBHOCTH IIONIMIMjE Y CIy4YajeBUMMa HaCU/ba Y MOPONMUIIN.

JKene cBux crapocHux f06a Buile TpIie CBe BPCTe Hacu/ba Hero mymkaprm (The
Synthetic Report on the Operation of Centers for Social Work in Serbia for 2012, 2013).
Hajsacrymwsennje je pusnako (44,3%) u ncuxndko Hacunbe (27,8%), Kao 1 3aHeMapuBarbe
(21,9%), {Tabena 1}. 3acTymmbeHocT kaTeropuja ,,3aHeMapuBarbe™ i ,IPyTo" MHANKATIE-
HO je 3a UCTPaKMBake EMOTUBHOT U €KOHOMCKOT Hacu/ba y nopoguuu. Haume, kako ose
JiBe BPCTe HaCK/ba HIUCY U3/IBOjeHe, MOIJIO 01 ce IIPeTIIOCTABIUTI fla MX KPTBE CBPCTaBajy
y 3aHeMapuBame MU Jla He MOTY fla MX jaCHO Ae(MHUITY, ITa MX CBPCTaBajy IOf ApyTe
06/1MKe Hacu/ba.

OusnYKO HaCKH/bE je Haj3acTyIUbeHMja BPCTa HACWU/ba, 3aTUM IICUXMYKO HACU/be U
samemapusame ([padukon 2) 3a pasmiky off moflaTaka 3 MPETXOHNX FOJUHA, U3BEIITaj
u3 2016. roguHe o6yXBaTa U IIOfaTKe O IIpYjaB/bUBamy eKOHOMCKOT Hacuba (2%), WTo
IpeAcTaB/ba OMAaK y UCTPKUBamby oBe BpcTe Hacuba (Report on the Operation of the
Centers for Social Work for 2016, 2017). Iogauu us 2011. n 2016. rognHe cy yseTu fa 6u
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Cce BUJIETIO Ja JIM Cy JOHOIIee [10ce6HOT IIPOTOKO/IA O MOCT YAy MOMNIMCKUX CITYK-
6eHnKa y crydajeBMMa Hacu/ba HaJl )K€HaMa y MOPOAULIM U ¥ IAPTHEPCKUM OFHOCKMA I
IToce6HOr ITPOTOKO/IA O MOCTYIIAKY LIeHTapa 3a COLMjaTHN Paji - OPTaHa CTapaTe/bCTBa
y cy4ajeBMMa Hacuba y IOPOJMIM 1 YKeHaMa y IIapTHEPCKNUM ofHocuMa u3 2013. ropgu-
He, Kao 1 usMeHe u gonyHe [lopoguanor sakona us 2011. u 2015. roguHe, yTunan Ha
noBeharbe IIpyjaB/bUBama CIy4ajeBa HacKba. V3 IpUIoKeHNX ITofaTaKa ce BIY Ja Cy ce
IIpefy3eTe 3aKOHOZJaBHE Mepe II0Kasasle Kao eyKacHe y 3aIlTUTY U NIPY>Karby IIOAPIIKe
JKpTBaMa Jia IIpMjaBe Hacube .

Bpoj perncrpoBaHux fera Hacupa y mopoguiy mosehaBa ce U3 rofuHe y TOLUHY
[Ta6ena 2), mrro ce moxe objacuutn eduxacuonthy sakoHOTABHUX Mepa U OMIITIM TIO-
PAacToOM OCeT/bMBOCTH APYLITBA Ha C/IyYajeBe Hacwpba y nopopuuy. Hosembpa mecerna
2016. ropune, Braga Penry6nuke Cp6uje ycBojua je 3aKOH O CripevaBamy Hacuba y IO-
pomuLy, Koju je 3amodeo ca mpumMeHoM 1. 6. 2017. roguue. ITonmuimjcku cy>xOeHnIm Ha
teputopuju Perrybnuke Cp6uje of aHa mpumene sakoHa o 31. 12. 2017. roanHe, foHenn
¢y yKynHo 13.808 xuTHUX Mepa, off 4era 4.469 Mepa IpMBPEMEHOT y/la/berba YIMHMOLIA
u3 cTaHa 1 9.339 Mepa puBpeMeHe 3abpaHe YIMHIUOITY /ja KOHTAKTUPA XPTBY HACH/ba U
IpuIasn joj. YKyIaH 6poj Ipomy>KeHNX XUTHUX Mepa usHocu 7.762 (Sector for Analytics,
Telecommunication and Information Technologies of the Republic of Serbia).

Jo HajBeher nopacTa mpujaB/buBamba HACU/bA Y HOPOLVIIN BOLLIO je y 2015. ropuHy,
Kajja je peructpoBano 1.570 fefra Buile HETO y MPETXONHOj TOAVHMA , a pacr
je HacTaBbeH 1 y 2016. u 2017. roguuu. Ilopact 6poja mpujaBpuBama OBOT KPUBUIHOT
Jie1a MOXe ce 00jaCHUTH yTUIIajeM YCIIOCTaB/beHIX MeXaHM3MIMA 3aIITHTE Off HOPOANY-
HOT HaCyba, IIpe CBera JoHolIemeM [Toce6HOr MPOTOKOTIA O MOCTYIAbY IMOMULNCKIUX
cny>x6eHNKa y CITy4ajeBMMa Hacyba HaJ| )KeHaMa y MOPOAUIM M Y IAPTHEPCKUM OJHO-
cuMa u fenoBameM Pajie rpyie 3a npaheme 1 KOOpAMHALNjY aKTUBHOCTY MOMULIKjE ¥
CIIy4yajeBMMa Hacu/ba y MOPOANLIN, YMME je, IIOPEeN, 3aKOHOJABHE PerynaTuBe, Ipy>KeHa
HOpIIKA XPTBaMa fia mpujaBe Hacube. Moro 6u ce, Takobe, pehn ma 6u yBobewe fo-
JATHUX, BAH3AaKOHCKMX MePa, 110ja4yasIo Ie/IoBarbe 3aKOHOABHMX pellletba. YCIOBHE OCY-
fie, IPYLITBEHO-KOPUCHY Paji, HAJIOKHAJIa IITeTe )XPTBY, CAMOOPraHu3oBame rpahana y
OCyU KpYIMMHAJIUTEeTa, MOIJIM OV IIOBOJBHO Jja YTUYY Ha IIPeBEHIIVjy Hacu/ba Y HOPOJV-
u (Mrvi¢, 1994, str. 100-101).

3ak/byyak

Hacmme y mopopmiy Kao MHAMKATOp POJHO 3aCHOBAHOI Hacu/ba IpelcTaB/ba
0361/baH IIPO67IeM KOju CHaXKHO IIPOKMMa Hallre ipyiuTso. [lopoamuiia n gabe pefcrasba
MecTo (penpopyKIijuje) pofHO 3aCHOBaHOT Hacuba. [Topen ¢uanyukor Hacupa Koje Jio-
CTIDKE JpacTUdHe pasMepe 1 Koje cBe delnhe MMa CMPTHM MCXOJ KPTBe, BEMUKY IIPO-
671eM TpeficTaB/ba HacUbe Koje je TelmKo younmTu. IICHXMYKO, eMOTMBHO M €KOHOMCKO
Hacube U Jajbe 100Mjajy MajTy MaXKby CTPYYHe jaBHOCTH, I1a ce 0 BbuMa Mao 3Ha. OBI
06IMIY HacW/ba MOTY VIMAaTH TellKe TpajHe MOCIeAULie IO 3paB/be XPTaBa M MOTY II0-
BPATHO M3a3BaTy HeraTVBHe Noceanie (>keHe XPTBe yTOTOAMIIbEr Hacu/ba CBe delhe
[I0CTajy yOulie CBOjUX HACUTHIKA).

Y pomahoj nmureparypu nma Maio MCTpaXuBama Koja ce 6aBe pobreMoM Hacuba
HaJ| )KeHaMa y ITOPOJMIIM ¥ OHA Ce YIIABHOM CBOJi€ Ha aHA/IM3Y CafprKaja Cy/ICKUX CIMca
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y ClydajeBMMa Kafi je IOKPEHYT IIPEKPLIAjHN/KPUBIMYHN IOCTYIAK, aHAIN3Y CIyxbe-
HUX O€/IEeIIKY V1 3aIVICHUKA U M3BEIITaja MOIUIIUjCKUX CTy>KOeHNKa KOjU MOCTYIIAjy IO
IIpMjaBy O HACW/BY Y MOPOAUIIN. Y HAyYHOM JMCKYPCY IOCTOjU CAIIACHOCT JIa je Y3POK
Hacyba HejeHaK ogHoc Mohu nsMely MyInkapana u >keHa, OZHOCHO Y IHaTpUjapXaTHOM
cucremMy BpefHOCTI. PU3MYKO Hacu/be je U Jla/be Haj3acTyIl/beHNja BPCTa HACUIba, a Ihera
Ipare 3aHeMapuBambe I IICUXMYKO Hacuwbe. IIpernsHuX ImojaTaka o CBUM O6mMimMa
Hacwba (IICUXNYKOM, EMOTVIBHOM JI eKOHOMCKOM) HeMa. JKpTBe Hacuspa (HajepoBaTHIje)
He NPEeNO03Hajy eMOTUBHO U eKOHOMCKO HaCWU/be, I1a UX INePUUIINPAjy Kao 3aHEMapuBarbe
WIN He MOTY Jia VX IIPeIO3Hajy, T1a UX CBPCTaBajy y Apyre BpcTe Hacwpa. ¥ 6yayhHocTH
Tpeba OCMUCIUTY METOLONOIN)Y UCTPAXKVBaba CBMUX BPCTa HaCU/ba Y MIOPOAUIY KAKO
6u ce Taj Ipo6IeM mTO 60/be YIIO3HAO 1 KaKO 611 ce 0CMMC/IIIA TPAKTUYHA pelerba. Vs-
paja IPOTOKO/IA UCTPAXMBabha OAKIIaIa OU MCTPaKMBAYNMa IIPELU3HO AepUHICabe
MHAMKATOpa CBUX BPCTa HACW/ba, KOjU OU [ja/be OMOIIM XXPTBaMa Aa MPEIo3Hajy 06-
JIMK HAaCH/ba KOMe Cy M3/I0)KeHE U CAMMM TUM OJIAKIIAJIO BIXOBO UCTPaXKuBambe. Takohe
cy motpebHa AyOMHCKA KBA/IMTATHBHA MCTPAXKIMBAA KAKO OU Ce MCTPAXKIIO CXBATAhe
U TeplLeNyja )XpTaBa IICUXMYKOL, eMOTUBHOT 11 eKOHOMCKOT Hacwba. Ca mpyre cTpa-
He, moBehame CTOIle IpUjaB/BMBaba KPUBUIHOL Aela Hacwba y mopoaniu y Cpbuju
IpeACcTaB/ba MHANKATOP OcBemNBaba )KPTaBa U IPOCTOP 3a IPODUIAKCY U IPEBEHIIN)Y
CBUX BPCTa HaCU/ba.

Y Peny6muuu Cpbuju Iopogudannu 3akon u3 2005. rofuHe NpBOOUTHO HIUje [A0O
pesynTare, T1a Ce HAKOH CTyIIalba Ha CHAry OBOT 3aKOHa 0Oe/leXku IOopacT Hacuba y Io-
pomyuy. Tek HAKOH IITO je MMHMCTApPCTBO YHYTpAIlbUX 1ocnosa 2013. rofnHe HOHENIO
ITocebaH IIPOTOKOI O IIOCTYIAbY MOMULINjCKUX CITy)XOeHIKa Y CTydajeBIMa Hacu/ba Haf
>KeHaMa y IIOPOAULIN I Y TAPTHEPCKMM offHOCHMa 1 odopmuio PagHy rpymy 3a mpaheme
U KOOPAMHALIM)Y AKTUBHOCTH ITOJIMIIMj€ Y CTydajeBIMMa Hacljba Y IOPOIMIIN, JOLIJIO je O
nopacra 6poja IpujaB/buBaka KPUBUYHIX Jela Hacuba y nopopuun. Hajsehn mopacrt
6poja mpujaB/pUBamba OBOI KPUBUIHOT Aela Oemexxn ce y mepuopy 2014-2015. roguse,
IITO CBEJOYNM y IPUIOT e(pUKACHOCTU Mpefy3eTux Mepa MMHUCTApCTBA YHYTPAIIBUX
nocnosa. MehyTum, crome Hacupa ce 1 fabe He cMambyjy. Kako 3akoHOmaBHa pelliera
I Mepe IOCTOje, HEOIIXO[HO je Jla/be IPY>KaTu MOAPIIKY XPTBaMa Jia IIpujaBe Hacube.
ITorpebHO je yBecTM [OfaTHe IPEBEHTMBHE Mepe YTHUI[aja HA MOYMHUOLE KPUBUU-
HOT Jlefia Hacuba y mopopuuy. Takobe je HeonxopnHo (M ajbe) jadaTu CBECT LpYLITBA O
036m/pHOCTH ITpob/eMa (CBUX BPCTa) HaCM/ba Y IIOPOAULIN U jaBHU AUCKYPC ,0CI0001M-
T CTera MaTPMjapXaTHOCTH .
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VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN IN THE FAMILY®

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: Violence against women in the family is a problem affecting our society in
which the roots of patriarchy continue to be the source (of reproduction) of gender-based
violence. The paper presents some of the domestic research on violence against women in
the family in order to see which forms of violence they are targeting. Also, on the basis of
secondary material, forms of psychological, emotional and economic violence are described,
which victims of violence find more difficult to recognize and are thus not aware of being
exposed to them. Based on the data of the Ministry of Interior of the Republic of Serbia, data
on registered acts of domestic violence in the period from 2013 to 2017 are presented.

Keywords: family violence, women

Introduction

Domestic violence is a specific type of violence that affects women most often and is
one manifestation of discrimination against women and the removal of basic human rights
and freedoms.* The very understanding of the concept of family violence did not have the
appropriate weight in the past, and it was not sufficiently problematized, both in theory and
in practice (Mileti¢-Stepanovi¢, 2005). Family relationships were viewed as a private matter
(Mili¢, 2007; Vasiljevi¢, 2008), with which the state and the law should not intervene, and
the view was that the cases of violence should be regulated by a husband and wife “among
themselves”. The United Nations Declaration on the Elimination of Violence against Wom-
en states that violence against women is a manifestation of historically unequal relation-

! sanela.andric@kpa.edu.rs

2 srdjan.milasinovic@kpa.edu.rs

3 This paper is the result of the participation in the scientific research project II1 47017 "Security and
Protection of the Organization and Functioning of Educational System in Serbia (Basic Principles,
Principles, Protocols, Procedures and Resource)" financed by the Ministry of education, science
and technological development of the Republic of Serbia.

4 The right to the inviolability of human integrity, the right to personal freedom, the freedom to
decide on the birth of children and the like (more details: Simovi¢ & Zekavica, 2012, pp. 296-304).
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ships between men and women, leading to the domination of men, discrimination and the
prevention of the full development of women, and that violence against women is one of the
essential social mechanisms by which they are forced to remain in a subordinate position
in relation to men (Declaration on the Elimination of Violence Against Women, 1993). In
our society, where traditional patriarchal notions of marriage, family and family relations
are deeply rooted (Mileti¢-Stepanovi¢, 2005; Mili¢, 2007), violence against women has long
been tolerated and even supported and justified in the social community. In the patriarchal
order, male members of the family are considered to be absolute bearers of authority and
power, both economically and socially, while women are at the bottom of the hierarchi-
cal scale (Mili¢, 2007). Violence against women was considered a desirable and legitimate
means of “disciplining disobedient women’, it did not have a form of dysfunction and dis-
order of family relationships and was not reported. This understanding of violence against
women in the family dominated until the sixties and the seventies (Konstantinovi¢-Vili¢
& Petrusi¢, 2005, p. 3). Before non-governmental organizations and feminist movements
pointed out the problem and the prevalence of violence against women in the family to the
general and scientific public, there had been no significant studies on the topic in the scien-
tific literature. The Family Law of the Republic of Serbia from 2005 prohibited (Article 10)
and defined (Article 197) domestic violence and prescribed protection measures (Article
198) against a member of the family who performs violence. The Law on the Prevention of
Domestic Violence from 2016 expanded the list of crimes considered to be domestic vio-
lence, providing formal legal support and protection of victims of domestic violence. Do-
mestic violence is also defined and prohibited by the provisions of the Criminal Code from
2016 (Article 194) and the Law on Public Order and Peace from 2018 (Articles 3 and 9).

Results of previous research on violence in Serbia

The results of the first studies on violence against women draw attention to a high
incidence of violent behavior towards women, and the negative position of women is ex-
plained as a consequence of the patriarchal order and patrilinealism. In scientific research,
the connection between patriarchy and violence against women has been undoubtedly
proven (Mileti¢-Stepanovié, 2005, p. 23). The first study on violence against women in
our region carried out by Vera Ehrlich in 1971 showed that in Serbia between the two
world wars there was violent behavior towards women in 85% of families, which indicates
a high degree of acceptance of the pattern of violent behavior in the family. There was
no strategy for the fight against violence, and there was no awareness of the presence of
violence (Mileti¢-Stepanovi¢, 2005, p. 28). Vesna Mileti¢-Stepanovi¢ conducted a survey
on seven types of acute violent behaviors in the family: denying attention, denying money,
denying the freedom of movement, shouting/insulting, threats, throwing/breaking things
and physical violence (Mileti¢-Stepanovi¢, 2005, p. 29). An index of violence was also
designed to study the frequency and cumulativity of violence. An analysis of these seven
types of active violent behaviors has shown that violence exists in 80% of families. When
this data is compared with the research carried out by Vera Ehrlich in 1971, it is obvious
that there has not been much progress in reducing violence against women, only 5%. The
findings of Bet Denich on the peculiarities of patrilinear societies in the Balkans point to
the conclusion that the unfavorable position of women is a consequence of patrilinealism
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embedded in the structure of traditional societies (Mileti¢-Stepanovié, 2005, pp. 29-30).
Also, Vesna Nikoli¢-Ristanovi¢’s research on violence in marriage showed that violence
primarily affects women, which is primarily influenced by the socio-demographic charac-
teristics of the perpetrators and victims and the ruling power relations between the sexes
(according to Kosarac & Corluka, 2018, p.257). An overview of the first studies on family
violence showed that the authors mainly focused on active, physical violence.

Biljana Simeunovi¢-Pati¢ conducted a research on the homicide of heterosexual part-
ners, analyzing the court records of the District Court and municipal courts in the territory
of the city of Belgrade for the period 1985-1993 (Simeunovi¢-Pati¢, 2002, pp. 5-9). The
results of the research showed that, in the observed period, 13 men and 78 women were
killed, and that the abuser in both cases was an intimate partner or a spouse. This research
confirmed that women are most likely to be hurt by their male partners. The Victimology
Society of Serbia conducted a survey on domestic violence in the Republic of Serbia when
it has not yet been incriminated as a criminal offense (National Strategy for Prevention and
Elimination of Violence against Women in the Family and in Intimate Partner Relationship,
2011, pp. 11-17). The results of this study showed that every third female respondent was
physically attacked by a family member, usually the partner or spouse. Every fourth female
respondent experienced threats of severe physical violence, murder or serious bodily harm,
while every other female respondent experienced some form of psychological violence in
the family, and in most cases the perpetrator was the partner or spouse. This research cov-
ered psychological violence. Furthermore, 9% of female respondents experienced sexual
violence, and the abuser was usually the partner or spouse. In more than 70% of cases of
domestic violence, the abuser is a current or former partner or spouse.

The rates of violence being reported to the competent authorities are low. The last
incident/violence was reported by only 17% of respondents®, 10% to social work centers,
15% to health care institutions, while 4% of violence cases did not have a court epilogue.
The degree of children victimization in the violence over their mothers is also high.°
The research in the field of criminology conducted by Vesna Nikoli¢-Ristanovi¢ in 2002
showed that female violence victims most often come from family communities where
they have suffered long-term violence (according to Simeunovi¢-Pati¢, 2002, pp. 5-9).

In 2003, in the territory of the City of Belgrade, within the Women’s Health Program
of the Autonomous Women’s Center, a survey on domestic violence against women was
conducted (National Strategy for Prevention and Elimination of Violence against Women
in the Family and in Intimate Partner Relationship, 2011, pp. 11-17). The analysis of the
obtained results showed that 23% of the respondents stated that they had experienced
physical violence,” 6% reported sexual violence and the perpetrator was the partner, 24%

> Women who are victims of violence endure the violence of their partners until it culminates, and
in most cases the last event (the most violent event) is reported.

¢ Children may be exposed to direct and indirect domestic violence. In the case of indirect violence,
children experience psychological and emotional consequences due to their presence during
violence against their mothers, while in the case of direct violence, children are direct victims of
domestic violence.

7 The respondents’ statement that they “had contact with physical violence” and not that they
“experienced physical violence” is indicative. Such a response formulation tells us that there is still
fear and shame regarding the recognition and reporting of domestic violence.
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experienced physical or sexual violence during life, while 4% experienced sexual violence
12 months before the survey. It is a worrying fact that as many as 78% of physically abused
women have never requested the help of competent authorities and services.

A 2005 study on aggressive behavior of men showed that it is present in 82.7% of
families, and is manifested through shouting, insulting, physical violence and denial of
movement (Dragi$i¢-Labas, 2016, p. 46). In the study conducted by the Victimology So-
ciety of Serbia on the territory of the Autonomous Province of Vojvodina in 2009, 65%
of the total number of female respondents survived some form of domestic violence after
adulthood (National Strategy for Prevention and Elimination of Violence against Women
in the Family and in Intimate Partner Relationship, 2011, pp. 11-17), and the perpetrators
of physical violence were mostly current or former partners.

The Roma Women's Center “Bible” conducted a research in predominantly Roma settle-
ments in the territories of the cities of Belgrade and Kru$evac in 2010, (National Strategy for
Prevention and Elimination of Violence against Women in the Family and in Intimate Partner
Relationship, 2011, pp. 11-17). The results showed that all female respondents were exposed
to some type of domestic violence, mostly physical, psychological, economic and sexual, and
90% of respondents said that children were present during violence or exposed to violence. As
we see, this research has encompassed both psychological and economic violence, which is a
step forward in the study of these types of violence. The reason for non-reporting violence to
competent authorities and services among Roma women is the fear that they will not receive
adequate protection from the perpetrators. As many as 90% of respondents said that victims
would talk about violence when they could no longer tolerate abuse.

Sladjana Dragisi¢-Laba$ has investigated the correlations between the use of alco-
hol and violence against women in partnerships (Dragi$i¢-Labas, 2015, pp. 259-273). The
abuse of alcohol is the most common cause of violence and criminal behavior. Intoxication
prevents inhibition, so there is a “release of all brakes” as a result of alcohol use, the social
inhibition for aggressive actions and deviant behavior is reduced, there is interference with
cognitive data processing, which leads to inaccurate and poor assessment of the situation.

From the above examples, we can see that domestic research predominantly deals
with physical violence against women, while forms of psychological violence are inciden-
tally included in several surveys. Physical violence is the most extreme type of violence
and can often have a fatal outcome (Lee, Thompson & Mechanic, 2002; Simeunovi¢-Pati¢,
2002); however, there is lack of research on the psychological, emotional and economic
violence in professional literature. These types of violence can also leave harmful effects on
the psychological health of victims (Coker et al., 2002; Devries et al., 2011). The victims of
psychological, emotional and economic violence are affected by depression, posttraumatic
stress disorder, increased anxiety, behavioral disorders and suicidal thoughts, and general-
ly have a greater prevalence of symptoms of mental illness and mental problems (Coker et
al., 2002; Devries et al., 2011; Ramon et al., 2015). Unlike physical violence for which there
is material evidence (photo documentation, medical reports), psychological, emotional
and economic violence are less visible and difficult to define (Ramon et al., 2015), hence
the research is more difficult. However, it is necessary to conduct a more comprehensive
qualitative research on these types of violence in order to clarify their indicators more
clearly. This would make it easier to identify them and prevent harmful consequences for
the mental health of victims and escalation into physical violence.
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A brief overview of the feminist understanding
of gender-based violence

Non-governmental organizations and feminist movements first drew attention to
the problem of gender-based violence (Vasiljevi¢, 2008; Ignjatovi¢, 2011; Mrsevié, 2011;
Cickari¢, 2018), the violence of a superior man over a subordinated woman. The femi-
nist approach emphasizes that violence against women reflects gender inequality and the
dominance of a man over a woman, that is, a mechanism used by men to maintain control
and demonstrate power. Due to the feminization of education and the increase in the
number of women in the labor market, as well as on the leading functions in society, the
traditional role of the man as a bread winner and head of the family and the woman as a
devoted mother, wife and housewife fade (Andri¢ & Milasinovié, 2017). This leads to feel-
ings of insecurity among men, which in turn leads to the fact that in patriarchal societies,
as in the case of Serbia, the family remains the field of manifestation (and reproduction) of
gender-based violence (Mileti¢-Stepanovi¢, 2005). Violence “persists” as a form of social
control and “discipline of disobedient women”

The feminist approach drew attention to the problem of domestic violence and ini-
tiated changes in the treatment of domestic violence that has long been tolerated. This
approach addresses the problems of marriage and family through the analysis of tradi-
tional societies, gender roles, male domination, sexuality, sexual freedom and female
identity. Basic criticisms concerned the different roles and significance attributed to men
and women in marriage (Vasiljevi¢, 2008, p. 95), that is, the traditional concept of mar-
riage and family as institutions that reproduce gender categories and the subordination of
women. Marriage reproduces gender roles as a relationship between a superior man and
a subordinate woman. This approach also deals with the position of women in education,
public and political life, marginalization of women and the like (Mrsevi¢, 2011).

Feminist theories have emerged as a critique of the patriarchy and the patriarchal
concept of marriage, family, and gender roles, which produce and maintain inequality be-
tween men and women. The categories of gender/sex, power, influence and control are key
to understanding partner violence (Ignjatovi¢, 2011, p. 58; Cickari¢, 2018). These theories
emphasize that this is a power struggle between pre-unequal sides. A key role in under-
standing all forms of male violence against women is found in the social status of genders,
in which the power of a man in the family is part of a wider system of power. Women
adopt the gender role of a subordinate wife, mother and housewife through socialization,
and get used to the subordinate position, accepting it as “completely natural and normal”.

Within the framework of the feminist approach to violence against women, there are
efforts to build a feminist model that would maintain basic feminist assumptions about
the root of violence (patriarchy, gender roles, unequal power relations) in combination
with other approaches in order to understand the different forms of violence. This model
retains the focus on the patriarchal oppression of women, but recognizes the existence
of various causes of violence, with the emphasis that this approach does not call for the
decriminalization of violence against women, but for research into practice and for the
extension of theoretical concepts, while creating programs that meet the differences in
violence and the decisions of victims (Ignjatovi¢, 2011, p. 62). This concept is primar-
ily designed to deflect attacks on feminist theories about violence against women that
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put emphasis on patriarchy and unequal power relations between men and women as
the main cause of violence. This is why a model is offered that allows for the existence of
various factors that influence the occurrence of violence against women, but the main em-
phasis is still on the patriarchy and sex/gender categories and gender roles, and unequal
power relations.

The basic advantage of feminist theories is reflected in the historical and cultural
context of observing violence against women, which contributed to reducing the impact
of the theory of “individual psychopathology” of the victim and the perpetrator and re-
ducing the blame of victims for provoking violence. The aim of the feminist approach
and intervention is to empower women to escape from their predetermined and socially
constructed roles. However, this approach does not deal with other forms of domestic vio-
lence or violence performed by women, but it has had a strong impact on the perception
of violence against women as a consequence of patriarchy and unequal power relations
between men and women (Ignjatovi¢, 2011, pp. 62-63).

Psychological, emotional and economic violence

Domestic violence occurs in various forms and includes physical, sexual, psycho-
logical, emotional and economic violence. It involves violence against partners (spouses),
children and elderly people (Dragisi¢-Labas, 2015, p. 259). According to a WHO study
that included 21 countries, more than 10% of people experienced a psychological trauma
as a victim or witness of violence (Dragi$i¢-Labas, 2015, p. 264). The risk factors of do-
mestic violence that are mentioned are: alcoholism, personality disorders - antisocial and
narcissistic personality disorders, schizophrenia - paranoid form, then bipolar affective
disorder - manic form and posttraumatic disorder (Dragisi¢-Laba$, 2015, p. 261). Un-
like physical violence for which there is material evidence,? psychological, emotional and
economic violence are forms of violence that are more difficult to spot and more difficult
to pinpoint and incriminate (Ramon et al., 2015). These kinds of abuse represent a very
subtle form of violence that most often leads to physical violence and includes victim-
ization, neglect, spiritual and intellectual abuse. Female victims of domestic violence are
often not aware that they are exposed to these forms of violence. There are two types of
abusers in the family: non-psychopathic and psychopathic ones (Radulovi¢, 2005, p. 13).
Non-psychopathic abusers are reactive and commit violence due to an increased emo-
tional excitement, in stressful situations, while psychopathic abusers commit violence in a
planned, cold-blooded and unemotional manner.’

Psychological violence can be manifested in various ways - intimidation, continuous
criticism, underestimation, degrading, verbal abuse, a manifestation of abusive authority,
a disrespect of the victim, an abuse of trust, a minimization of the victim’s personality,

®

Medical documentation, photographs, videos, records and reports from police investigations.

©

Non-psychopathic abusers experience remorse when the emotional charge has settled after the
committed act of violence, while psychopathic abusers experience satisfaction due to violence
and a complete absence of empathy and remorse, which is why recidivism is more frequent with
psychopathic abusers. Non-psychopathic abusers commit violence because of psychological
irritation induced by a certain cause, while with psychopathic abusers there is not a specific cause
(violence is done out of satisfaction).
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the denial and transfer of guilt for violence (which is present in every form of violence),
isolation and harassment (Ignjatovi¢, 2011). In the Special Protocol on Conduct of Police
Officers in Cases of Domestic and Intimate Partner Violence Against Women, psycho-
logical violence is defined as a violation of victim’s tranquility by threats and the use of
intimidation methods with or without the use of the means and weapons that can cause
bodily harm, including the humiliation of the victim, controlling victim’s behavior, deny-
ing information, embarrassing and belittling, blaming, isolating from friends and family,
manipulating children and degrading the victim in a parental role, disabling access to
money and other goods that affect the mental and emotional state of the victim (Special
Protocol on Conduct of Police Officers in Cases of Domestic and Intimate Partner Vio-
lence Against Women, 2013, p. 4). As a specific form of psychological violence, following
victim’s movements, that is, stalking, harassing a person, appearing at the place of work or
residence, making disturbing calls, sending letters and messages and destroying the vic-
tim’s property. Psychological and physical (gender-based) violence can occur very early,
even in adolescent ages in secondary schools and at college (Smith, White & Holland,
2003, pp. 1104-1109). Almost every other woman experienced some form of psychologi-
cal violence in the family: humiliation and degrading, isolation, threats and intimidation,
and the like (National Strategy for Prevention and Elimination of Violence against Wom-
en in the Family and in Intimate Partner Relationship, 2011, pp. 11-17). Harassment as a
form of psychological violence is most often performed by phone calls with various mo-
tives (threats, checking, blackmailing), then by waiting in front of the place of residence
or breaking into the house or apartment, by stalking, sending threatening or offending
SMS messages, waiting for the victim after work or appearing at the victim’s workplace, or
faculty, or as harassment in all of these ways (National Strategy for Prevention and Elimi-
nation of Violence against Women in the Family and in Intimate Partner Relationship,
2011, pp. 11-17). Harassment and jealousy pose a high risk of violence with severe and
fatal consequences (Lee, Thompson & Mechanic, 2002, pp. 530-534).

Violence against women has a strong impact on the mental health of women. Psycho-
logical violence precedes physical violence, while simultaneously representing its conse-
quence. During the violence, women feel fear, insecurity and helplessness. The term “psy-
chologically affected” is used to describe the experience of women who are not physically
or sexually abused at the moment, but feel fear and helplessness (Coker, Smith, McKeown
& King, 2000, p. 553). Psychological vulnerability is defined as a continuous perception of
women of being sensitive to a physical and psychological danger, demoralization and loss
of control in relation to the male partner (Coker, Smith, McKeown & King, 2000, p. 553).
Women who are victims of psychological violence are often unaware of being exposed to
it, find it hard to point out this type of violence and, therefore, they rarely report it.

Emotional violence includes emotional threats and accusations, emotional black-
mail, creating confusion and inducing the feeling of insecurity, possessive behavior, set-
ting unrealistic and unattainable expectations of the victim, failure to fulfill promises,
emotional reservation, deprivation of attention, emotional indifference (Ignjatovi¢, 2011;
McManus, 2013). Emotional violence is very subtle and difficult to pinpoint, and hence
its research is difficult.

Economic violence involves a forcible seizure of money and valuable things, con-
trolling earnings and income, spending money solely for the satisfaction of one’s own
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needs, failing to fulfill the obligation to support uneducated family members, ban-
ning a family member from own and/or joint income, banning a family member from
engaging in employment and achieving own income (in order to create/maintain
dependency on the abuser), seizing labor resources, imposing the obligation to con-
tinuously submit detailed reports on the spending of money and the like (Vasiljevi¢,
2008; Ignjatovi¢, 2011; Klasnié, 2011; Lown, Schmidt & Wiley, 2006). In the Special
Protocol on Conduct of Police Officers in Cases of Domestic and Intimate Partner
Violence Against Women, economic violence is defined as a form of psychological
violence that implies unequal access to joint means, the denial or control of access to
money, the prevention of employment or education and professional advancement, the
denial of property rights, forcing someone to renounce ownership, the confiscation of
items without consent and so on (Special Protocol on Conduct of Police Officers in
Cases of Domestic and Intimate Partner Violence Against Women, 2013, p. 5). Eco-
nomic violence is the most frequent companion of other forms of domestic violence.
Exposure to violence can prevent a woman from becoming economically independent
(Lown, Schmidt & Wiley, 2006). A woman exposed to physical violence had previ-
ously suffered from psychological and emotional violence that escalated and led to
the economic dependence of the victim on her abuser. On the other hand, existential
problems (Mrsevi¢, 2011, pp. 25-26) are the most frequent reason for staying in a vio-
lent community (many victims of violence have no place to go, nor do they have liveli-
hoods). Economic violence against a woman in the family is in most cases performed
by her male partner or spouse. A female victim of economic violence is denied free ac-
cess to resources and she is placed in a dependent position compared to a man despite
her educational achievements. According to the Synthetic Report on the Operation of
Centers for Social Work in Serbia for 2012, the largest subgroup of violence victims
consists of women (68.1%), more than two thirds of whom are adults (32.8%). Accord-
ing to the type of dominant violence, they most often suffer physical violence, followed
by psychological violence, neglect and ultimately sexual violence. Data for economic
and emotional violence are not listed (Synthetic Report on the Operation of Centers
for Social Work in Serbia for 2012, 2013, p. 68).

It can be noted from this that psychological and emotional violence have similar
indicators, which makes it difficult for victims to differentiate between them. This also
complicates the research, in case that the victim cannot recognize the type of violence she
is exposed to, she will not be able to report it and explain it. Further, economic violence is
defined as a form of psychological violence, which can be a reason for the absence of data
on this type of violence. It is necessary to develop protocols and research plans that will
clearly show the difference between psychological, emotional and economic abuse.

Reporting domestic violence and the role of the police

Police is a service in charge of preserving public order and peace, security, com-
bating criminality (Simovi¢ & Zekavica, 2012, pp. 43-52) and is the first state authority
to intervene in the event of reported violence and to enter the sphere of family privacy.
The activity of the police in dealing with the act, collecting data about the victim and
the perpetrator, is particularly important, and the way the police officers act and react
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is particularly significant, as it affects the recurrence of violence.!® While acting on the
reported domestic violence, the police must take into account the manner of treatment
and approach to the victim and the perpetrator/abuser. Police officers acting on reported
domestic violence must be careful and cautious in communication, especially if children
are present in the violence scene. Upon arrival at the crime scene, it is essential to ensure
the safety of the victim and to restrain the perpetrator if violence is ongoing (Zarkovi¢,
2012). The conduct of police officers in cases of domestic and intimate partner violence is
defined in Articles 14, 15 and 16 of the Law on the Prevention of Domestic Violence and
is standardized by the Special Protocol of the Ministry of the Interior on the Conduct of
Police Officers in Cases of Domestic and Intimate Partner Violence Against Women.

Until the seventies, it was considered that violence against women in the family was
a private matter, solved solely by marital partners and that there was no need for interven-
tion by state authorities and institutions. The right to privacy was guaranteed as one of the
basic human rights and the police did not intervene in the cases of domestic violence in
the majority of countries (Konstantinovi¢-Vilic & Petrusi¢, 2005, p. 3). Police were not in-
terested in intervention in cases of violence against women, and a small number of perpe-
trators were prosecuted. However, such attitude towards domestic violence has changed.
Section 10 of the Family Law prohibits domestic violence, while Article 197 defines the
concept of domestic violence and types of violence. The Law on the Prevention of Do-
mestic Violence from 2016 expanded the list of crimes that were included in this Law and
pointed to recognizing violence in a specific article (Article 13). On February 11, 2013,
the Ministry of Interior of the Republic of Serbia adopted a Special Protocol on Conduct
of Police Officers in Cases of Domestic and Intimate Partner Violence Against Women,
pointing out the legal obligations of police officers in cases of domestic violence. The Pro-
tocol also defined the types of domestic and intimate partner violence (Special Protocol
on Conduct of Police Officers in Cases of Domestic and Intimate Partner Violence Against
Women, 2013). Then, in August 2013, a Working Group was established to monitor and
coordinate police activities in cases of domestic violence.

Many women who are victims of domestic violence refrain from reporting abusers,
fearing that they will “disgrace” their children and stigmatize them in the community,
that the situation will worsen and that violence will increase if they report their abuser;
Women who are victims of violence do not trust the police officers and fear that they will
be reproached and that the abuser will be only reprimanded (Simeunovi¢-Pati¢, 2012). Of
the total number of women who have experienced violence, 2% reported the latest violent
incident to some of the associations (National Strategy for Prevention and Elimination
of Violence against Women in the Family and in Intimate Partner Relationship, 2011),
and in reporting domestic violence, the majority of female victims of domestic violence
expressed self-responsibility for what had happened and what their partner had done to
them (Straus, 2014). However, this statistics and practice has changed.

10 Tn the previous practice of acting on reported domestic violence, police officers in most cases
merely admonished abusers and advised women to “obey” and “not to provoke” violence. Police
officers did not want to deal with the private problems of the spouses and invade the intimacy
of the family. An increased number of violence cases in the family with fatalities resulted in
amendments to the laws that significantly regulated the manner in which police officers act in the
event of reported domestic violence.
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In 2011, the Center for Social Work had 8,526 reports of victims of family and part-
ner violence, which is 5,085 more than in 2006 (3,441), {Graph 1). The increase in the
number of cases reported to the Center for Social Work can be explained by the imple-
mentation of the Family Law that has been in place since 2006. Then, in 2016, the Center
for Social Work had 23,218 reported cases of family and partner violence, which is 14,737
(36.5%) more than in 2011. This increase in the number of reported cases can be further
explained by the adoption of the Special Protocol on Conduct of Police Officers in Cases
of Domestic and Intimate Partner Violence Against Women from 2013 and the operation
of the Working Group for Monitoring and Coordination of Police Activities in the Case
of Domestic Violence.

Women of all ages suffer from all types of violence more often than men (The Syn-
thetic Report on the Operation of Centers for Social Work in Serbia for 2012, 2013). The
most frequent are physical (44.3%) and psychological violence (27.8%), as well as neglect
(21.9%), [ Table 1]. The representation of categories “Neglect” and “Other” is indicative for
the study of emotional and economic violence in the family. Namely, since these two types
of violence have not been singled out, it can be assumed that the victims classified them
as neglect or that they could not clearly define them, so that they classified them as other
forms of violence.

Physical violence is the most common type of violence, followed by psychological
violence and neglect (Graph 2]. Unlike data from the previous years, the 2016 report also
includes data on the reported economic violence (2%), which is a shift in the research of
this type of violence (Report on the Operation of the Centers for Social Work for 2016,
2017). Data from 2011 and 2016 were taken to see if the adoption of the Special Protocol
on Conduct of Police Officers in Cases of Domestic and Intimate Partner Violence Against
Women and the Special Protocol For Action of The Centre for Social Work — Custody Au-
thority in Cases or Domestic and Intimate Partner Violence against Women from 2013, as
well as the amendments to the Family Law from 2011 and 2015, influenced the increase in
reported cases of violence. The information provided shows that the legislative measures
have shown to be effective in protecting and providing support to the victims of reported
violence [Graph 2).

The number of registered acts of domestic violence increases year by year [Table 2},
which can be explained by the effectiveness of legislative measures and a general increase
in social sensitivity to the cases of domestic violence. In November 2016, the Government
of the Republic of Serbia adopted the Law on the Prevention of Domestic Violence, which
began on 1 June 2017. Police officers on the territory of the Republic of Serbia, from the
date the law began to be applied until December 31, 2017, brought a total of 13,808 emer-
gency measures, 4,469 of which were the measures of temporary removal of the perpetra-
tor from the place of residence and 9,339 were the measures of temporary prohibition to
the perpetrator to contact the victim of violence or approach her in any way. The total
number of extended emergency measures was 7,762 (Sector for Analytics, Telecommuni-
cation and Information Technologies of the Republic of Serbia).

The largest increase in reported domestic violence occurred in 2015, when there were
1,570 registered cases more than in the previous year [Table 2), and the growth of this
number continued in 2016 and 2017. The increase in the number of reports of this offense
can be explained by the impact of the mechanisms for the protection against domestic
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violence, primarily by the adoption of the Special Protocol on Conduct of Police Officers
in Cases of Domestic and Intimate Partner Violence Against Women and through the
operation of the Working Group for Monitoring and Coordination of Police Activities
in the Case of Domestic Violence, which, in addition to the legislation, provided support
to the victims who reported violence. It could also be argued that the introduction of ad-
ditional, extra-legal measures would enhance the implementation of legislative solutions.
Conditional convictions, community service, compensation for victims, self-organization
of citizens in condemning the crimes could have a positive impact on the prevention of
family violence (Mrvi¢, 1994, pp. 100-101).

Conclusion

Domestic violence as an indicator of gender-based violence is a serious problem that
strongly permeates our society. The family still represents the place (of reproduction) of
gender-based violence. In addition to physical violence that is reaching drastic propor-
tions with an increasing number of mortal outcomes, the major problem is violence that
is hard to perceive. Psychological, emotional and economic violence continues to receive
little attention from the professional public, so little is known about them. These forms of
violence can have severe lasting consequences on the health of the victims and can lead to
negative repercussions (female victims of long-standing violence increasingly become the
murderers of their abusers).

There is little research in domestic literature dealing with the problem of violence
against women in the family, and it is mainly reduced to the analysis of the content of court
files when misdemeanor/criminal proceedings have been initiated, the analysis of official
records, files and reports given by police officers acting on reported violence in the fam-
ily. In scientific discourse, there is an agreement that the cause of violence is an unequal
power relationship between men and women, that is, in the patriarchal system of values.
Physical violence is still the most common type of violence, accompanied by neglect and
psychological violence. There is no precise data on all forms of violence (psychological,
emotional and economic). Victims of violence (most likely) do not recognize emotional
and economic violence, they perceive them as neglect or cannot recognize them, and thus
classify them as other types of violence. In the future, the methodology for researching all
types of domestic violence should be designed in order to better understand this problem
and to develop practical solutions. The development of a research protocol would make
it easier for researchers to define precise indicators of all types of violence, which would
further help victims recognize the form of violence they were exposed to and thus ease the
research. Deep qualitative research is also needed to explore the perceptions and under-
standing of the victims of psychological, emotional and economic violence. On the other
hand, an increase in the rate of domestic violence being reported in Serbia is an indicator
of victims’ increased awareness and it represents an area for prophylaxis and prevention
of all types of violence.

In the Republic of Serbia, the 2005 Family Law did not originally provide results and
domestic violence increased even after the application of this law. It was only after the
Ministry of the Interior passed the Special Protocol on Conduct of Police Officers in Cases
of Domestic and Intimate Partner Violence Against Women in 2013 and established the
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Working Group for Monitoring and Coordination of Police Activities in the Case of Do-
mestic Violence that there was an increase in the number of reported crimes of domestic
violence. The largest increase in the number of reported criminal offenses was recorded in
the period 2014-2015, which testifies in support of the efficiency of the measures under-
taken by the Ministry of Interior. However, the rates of violence still do not decrease. As
legislative solutions and measures exist, it is necessary to continue to provide support to
the victims who report violence. It is necessary to introduce additional preventive mea-
sures which would influence the perpetrators of the criminal act of domestic violence. It is
also necessary (to continue) to strengthen the awareness of the society about the serious-
ness of the problem (of all types) of domestic violence and to “free the public discourse of
the patriarchal constraints”.
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Ipaduxon 1. KprBe Hacwpa y nopopuim y LlenTpy 3a conujanau pag (2006, 2011, 2016)
Graph 1. Victims of domestic violence at the Center for Social Work (2006, 2011, 2016)
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Ipaduxon 2. IIpujae Hacu/pa y MOPOIMIIN IIpeMa JOMMHAHTHO] BpCcTH Hacusba (2011, 2016)
Graf 2. Reporting domestic violence acording to the dominant type of violence (2011, 2016)
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Sanela D. Andri¢, Srdan M. Milaginovi¢, Nasilje nad Zenama u porodici

Tabena 1. CTpykTypa KpTaBa Hacuba y HOPOANIIN
IIpema HOMI/IHaHTHOj BpPCTI Hacu/ba
Table 1. The structure of victims of domestic violence
according to the dominant type of violence

CTapocHe rpyne »pTaBa Hacu/ba y mopoauLu/
q Age groups of victims of domestic violence
OMMVHAHTHA
BpCTa Hacumba / . Oppacnun/ Crapwujun/
. JOeua/ Children | Mnagwn/ Young
The dominant Adults Older e
. £ viol (0M17) (18X25) 26864 Y|
ype of violence ( ) (64 =) In total
m/m x/f m/f | x/m wm/f x/f m/m x/f
HA3
- :’;":M"'IIZ‘/’ 585 | 596 | 77 | 246 | 248 |1.912 | 134 | 333 14;3 10
0 [0 0, 0, [ 0, [o) [ 4
<= BACK Physical violence 142% [ 144% | 1,9% | 59% | 6,0% [46,3% | 3,2% | 8,1% 44,3%
coummomnel | 50 | sa | o o | 1| o |2 | |
Y 15,4% | 60,2% | 0,0% | 6,4% | 0,6% | 13,5% | 1,3% | 2,6% !
Hacube 1,7%
E;'c":r"t'l*f 435 | 490 | 99 | 162 | 196 | 876 | 75 | 262 1233 f)
o 16,8% | 189% | 3,8% | 6,2% | 7,6% |33,7% | 2,9% |10,1% !
Psychic violence 27,8%
3aHemapuBame/ 741 702 52 53 46 173 108 170 1283':’)
Neglect 36,2% | 343% | 25% | 26% | 23% | 85% | 53% | 83% ’
21,9%
Tpyro/.Other 68 52 10 42 33 77 43 73 1%%80
Py 17,1% | 13,1% | 2,5% | 10,6% | 83% | 19.3% | 10,8% | 183% | 30,
YiynHo/ In total 1853 | 1.934 | 238 513 534 |3059 362 842 9325
y 19,9% | 20,7% | 2,5% | 55% | 5,7% |32,8% | 3,9% | 9,0% | 100,0%

V3Bop: CMHTeTM30BaHN U3BEIITAj O Pay IleHTapa 3a cotyjanam pajy Cpouju 3a 2012. ropuHy.
Source: The Synthetic Report on the Operation of Centers for Social Work in Serbia for 2012
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Tabesna 2. PerucrpoBaHa KpUBIMYHA Jejla Hacu/ba y mopopuy (2012-2017)
Tabela 2. Domestic violence crimes registered (2012-2017)

lfopuHa/ Bpoj perncrpoBaHux gena/
Year Number of registered acts
2012. 3657
<= HA3AJI 2013. 3668
<= BACK 2014. 3774
2015. 5344
2016. 6244
2017. 7095

WsBop: Vb opmatop o pagy MuHucTapcTBa yHyTpaIlbux MocnoBa u CeKTop 3a aHaIUTHKY,
Te/IeKOMyHMKaloHe 11 nHdopMarone Texuonoruje Pernybnuke Cpbuje.

Source: Work Information Booklet of the Ministry of Interior and the Department for
Analytics, Telecommunication and Information Technologies of the Republic of Serbia
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