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IIPOLIEHA PECYPCA JIEIIE VI MJTATTUX
Y CYKOBY CA HOPMAMA 3AJETHUIIE>

Caxerak: Y pajly je IpMKa3aHO MCTPaXMBame CIPOBEEHO Yy LW/bY aHa/IN3e 3a-
CTYIUBEHOCTU pecypca felle ¥ MIafiuX y CykoOy ca HOpMaMa 3ajefHMIe Y pasmndnu-
TYM JOMEHMMa, Kao 1 Pa3Boja MHCTPYMEHTA 32 IbMIXOBY 00yXBaTHY U Op3y IpOLeHy y
UCTpaKMBaIbMIMa U MPEBEHTUBHUM NIpOTrpaMyMa. YOUTHUK JIucTa cHara fielle M Mafinx
y cykoOy ca Hopmama 3ajenuuie — JICI je mpuMerbeH Off cTpaHe 32 CTpyumbaka 13 9 IeH-
Tapa 3a COLMja/IHM paf] y IpolLieHn 67 ocobe y3pacTa of 11-20 roguna ynyhennx 36or
CyMIbe Ha aHTVCOLMjalHO MoHallame. JJoOujeHa je HajBeha sacTymbeHOCT pecypca y
BPIIHAYKOj IPYIIN ¥ MOPOJUIH, a HajMama Ha mocmy U y mkonu. JIC1 je mokasao BUCOKY
IIOY3JaHOCT ¥ HOOPY KOHCTPYKTUBHY, KOHBEPreHTHY ¥ KPUTEPUjYMCKY Ba/baHOCT, Kao U
KOPMCHOCT y IpaKTU4YHOj mpuMeHn. Ha ocHOBY cyrecTuja cTpyumaka, JIC1 je peBunupan
y ynutHuk JIC2.

Kipyune peun: fieria y cykoOy ca 3aKOHOM, pecypcu Aelle, IPOTeKTUBHIU (HaKTOPH,
IIpOIleHa CHara.

YBopg

JenHO O OCHOBHMX IMTalba KPUMIHOJIOTYjE je HaunH epUKacHe NpeBeHInje Kpu-
MuHaIa. VcTpaKuBarba aHTUCOLMja/IHOT IIOHALIaba CY ce TokoM 20. Beka BehnHoM ¢o-
KyCHpala Ha pasyMeBaibe HauMHa U [POLeca KOji JOBOJE 10 U3BPILIEHA, OIPXKaBarbha
U ecKajanyje KpuMuHaia, fajyhn ysun y daxrope pusuka u wuxoBy mehycobHy am-
Hamuky (Hrnci¢, 2009; Rutter, Giller & Hagell, 1998). OBaj mpuctyn je Harmamrasas u
y yubenninma y Hamoj cpepmun (Ljubici¢, 2012). Mmak mokasano ce fa mena M MIagu

! jhrncic@gmail.com

2 gordana.marcetic@gmail.com

3 OBaj paj je pesy/Irar UCTpaXXUBakba Ha IPojeKTy,Kpumutnan y Cpbuju: peHomenonoruja, pusn-
11 1 MoryhHOCTM conmjanHe UHTepBeHIMje  Koju GuHaHCKpa MUHUCTAPCTBO IPOCBETE, HAYKe
U TeXHOJIOLIKOT pa3Boja Pemy6nuke Cp6uje, 6poj 47011.

4 JlenMMUYHY U TIPEIVMUHAPHY PE3YITATH UCTPAXKMBAHA IPUKA3AHOT Y PAfy Cy CAOIMIITEHN Ha
CTPYYHO-Hay4HOM cKyIy ncuxonora Cp6uje ,, CTpyKOBHM UAEHTUTET IICUXOTIOra 1 MehypecopHa
capazma’, 3marnbop, 27-30.05.2015. (Marceti¢, Radunovi¢, Hrnéi¢, 2015).
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ca BIICOKMM DV3MKOM 3a aHTVCOLIMja/IHO [IOHAIAthe MOTY /Jja Ia He UCIOo/be’, peHOMEH
KOjM je Off CYIUTMHCKOT 3Ha4aja 3a IVIaHMPambe U peannsalyjy IpeBeHTMBHIX Iporpama
360r MMIIIMKALIMja Ha 3aIITUTY Aelle M OMIafuHe y pusuky. Ja 6u ce objacHune pasmm-
Ke Y MCXOIMMa YBOAM Ce KOHIIENT ,,paKTopa 3alITUTe UK ,,IPOTeKTUBHUX (aKTopa”
KOj¥ TIOCIIENITYjy IIPOCOLMja/THO TIOHAIIAbe, @ MOTY Ce MCIIO/bUTH Kao forabaju, mporeci,
OKOJIHOCTH, PECYPCU WM OFHOCH, KOjU Ce jaB/bajy ¥ Ha MH[MBUAYATHOM U Ha MHTEP-
[IEPCOHATHOM HMBOY, Y OKBUPY HeIllocpenHe 1 mupe counjante cpenuue (Hrndié, 2009,
str. 122-127). Ayropu pasnukyjy pupektHe u npuryuryjyhe® dbaxrope samrure: gupex-
THU npepBubajy HuUCKy BepoBaTHOhY HeraTMBHMX MCXOZa He ysuMajyhm y o63up mpy-
re dakTope, 0K mpurymyjyhu cMamyjy BepoBaTHOhy HeraTMBHOT MCXOfia Y IIPUCYCTBY
daxropa pusuka’ (Losel & Farrington, 2012, str. S9). ®akropy 3auITUTe MOTY UMATH Ca
daxropuma pusuka u nuHeapan® wm venmueapan® ogxoc (Farrington, 2003).
VcTpakuBamwa IPOTEKTUBHUX (aKTOpa Cy yTUIala Ha KOHIENTe IIpeBeHIuje
QHTHCOLMjaTHOT TIOHAIIakha 1 TOIPUHENa IIPOMeHN TapagurMe off poKyca Ha mpobieM
Ka OKyCy Ha pelllerbe, Off HaI/lacKa Ha pU3MIIMMa Ka Harmacky Ha cHare (De Shazer, 1985;
Henggeler, Schoenwald, Borduin, Rowland & Cunningham, 19981!°). PasymeBate mpo-
TEKTMBHUX (DaKTOpa I IPOoLieca BUXOBOT Jlell0Bamba faje CMepHIUIIE 32 MHTePBEHIINje Koje
pasBujajy KamanuTeTe ocobe, IeHe HeloCpeHe OKOMMHe I Inpe 3ajefnHuie. Harmacak Ha
pecypcuMa U KOMIIeTeHI[MjaMa 11 MCTULae MoryhHocTH, crioco6HocTu 1 mocturayha,

w

Mexnonann (MacDonald, 2006) naBonu Tpu cryamje cuposenene y Tucuny (Enrnecka) y
KojuMa je oko TpehyHa ycnMTaHMKa U3 OIILITE TIOMYyJIalyje feluia UCTU TUIl 1 6poj dakropa
PpU3MKa Kao ¥ OHM KOjy YeCTO PeLUINBMPAjy KPUMBUYHA Jlela.

=N

Enrn. ,buffering®

~

Hucka peakTMBHOCT ayTOHOMHOT HEPBHOI cucreMa je (GakTop pHU3MKa aHTMCOLMjaTHOT
noHammama (Rutter et al.,, 1998), a Bucoka peakTMBHOCT IITUTY M/Iafie KOjU HUCY KPUMMHA/IIIN
MaKo MMajy KpuMmHaiHe odeBe (Brennan et al., 1997), kao u ogpacie Koju cy ogycTamm of Kpu-
muHanHe Kapujepe (Reine, Venables & Williams, 1995). IToctojame gobpe 11 cTabuIHe TO3UTUB-
He eMOTMBHE Be3e Ca IOApXKaBajyhoM MpocoLjaTHOM OPaciioM 0cO60M BaH IMOPOANMIIE MOXKe
[a CMambl HeraTHBHU edeKaT ofbalBama O CTpaHe IOPOJNIIe U BPLIbAKa, Koje HACTaje Kao
MoC/IeyLa aBep3BHOT OHaIIamba fgerera (Anthony, Alter & Jenson, 2009).

o

Kap je ogroc nuueapaH, GakTopu pusnKa IpeCcTaB/bajy CyIPOTHOCT paKTOpUMa 3aIUTUTE — CTa
Bapujabna je 6GuIonapHa, Ha jeTHOM Kpajy KOHTHHYyMa je GpakTop pusuKa, a Ha IpyroM Gaktop
3aIlTHTE, HIP. (He)Ipy>Kerbe ca aHTUCOLMjaTHUM BPUIHalMMa, (He)KOH3VCTEHTHO KaKibaBatbe
OfI CTpaHe POANTEba, (Je3)MHTErPUCAHO CYCeHCTBO.

©

HenmueapaH ofHOC 3Ha4M [a Y jeTHOM [ie/y IIOKa3yjy MOBE3aHOCT ca GaKTOpMMa PUSMKA i ¥
npyrom He. IToBeharbe MHTeNMIeHIINje OF CPEABYM Ka BUCOKUM BPEFHOCTUMA je IOBE3aHO ca
CMambemeM aHTHMCOLNjaIHOT [OHAIIAka, HOK IbeHO MoBeharme O HIDKMM Ka CPefbIIM BPEHO-
CTMMa MOXKE Jla HeMa OBaj edexar (Knezevié, 2003; Rutter et al., 1998). ITon uma HenuHeapaH
OffHOC Ca TeXJMHOM aHTHCOLMja/IHOT IIOHAIIAba, TAKO Ja je MYLIKM IION (aKTop pMU3NKa, FOK
je SKeHCKY TIOJI YTONIMKO CHaXHUjH MPOTEKTUBHM (PAKTOP YKOIMKO aHTHCOLMja/THO IIOHAIIAbe
BUIIIe YK/bY4Yyje HaCH/be, PeLMUBU3aM 1 HacTaBaK KpuMuHanHe Kapujepe (Gehring & Boisvet,
2015; Rutter et al., 1998).

10 [Ipyru of ZeBeT LeHTPaIHUX MpUHIMIa MyITHCHCTEMCKe Tepalinje IIacu ,, [epaneyTcku KOH-
TaKT!U HAITALIaBajy MO3UTUBHO 1 PoKycupajy ce Ha cHare (Henggeler et al., 1998, str. 28). Myn-
TUCUCTEMCKA Tepamuja je jefaH of HajepuKaCHUjUX TPeTMaHa MIAiuX ca 030M/bHUM, XPOHMY-
HMM U HACWTHUM aHTHcolujanHuM noHanramweM (Hrndi¢, Radojici¢, 2016)
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nosehaBajy Hafy, MO3UTMBHA OYEKNBaa Off MHTEPBEHIMje, CAMOIIONITOBAkE I CaMO-
eduxacHoCT 0cobe, ajy HOBe MOIyhHOCTM APYLITBEHOT I/IAHNPalba M YMPe)KaBarba pe-
cypca (Jagers, Sydnor, Mouttapa & Flay, 2007; Rutter et al., 1998).

Jox cy akTopy pusyKa 3a aHTHCOLIMja/IHO ITOHaIIambe Maaaux y Cpouju uctpaxmn-
BaHM y PasIMIUTUM CUCTeMuMa Koju ux oapebyjy (Bugarski, Ristivojevi¢, Pisari¢, 2016;
Ljubici¢, 2010'), ucrpaxusame dakropa samrute cy petka (Pavlovi¢, Zuni¢-Pavlovié,
2008) u He obyxBaTajy pasnudnte crcreMe'?. Jeman on moryhux pasiora je u HegocTa-
TaK ajleKBaTHOI' MHCTPyMeHTa. VIHCTpyMeHT! ce 6aBe IPOLICHOM II0jeAMHaYHUX (aKTo-
pa samrrute (Henry, Tolan, Gorman-Smith & Schoeny, 2012), mpoBepoM IIpeTIOCTaBKI
maror uctpaxusama (Herrenkohl, Lee & Hawkins, 2012; Pardini, Loeber, Farrington, &
Stouthamer-Loeber, 2012) nnu 06yxBaTHOM IIpoLeHOM (haKTOpa PU3MKA U 3ALITUTE OF
CTpaHe CTPy4baKa Ha OCHOBY MHTEPBjya ¥ IPYTUX PAaCIONOKUBUX HOfaTaKa pajy Ipu-
MeHe y IIPaKTUYHOM pPafy, Kao LITO Cy mupoko Kopuuthenu nucrpymentu Washington
State Juvenile Court Assessment!3 [WSJCA] (Barnoski, 2004) n Structured Assessment of
Violence Risk in Youth!? [SAVRY] (Borum, Lodewijks, Bartel & Forth, 2010). WSJCA
ce 6aBM OMIIOTapPHOM IIpoLieHOM (aKTOpa pelUAMBU3Ma, TAKO Ja MCTa NUMeH3Mja Ha
jemHOM Kpajy Mepu (akTOp pusNKa, a Ha APYyroM (GakTop 3alITUTe, Te He 0OyxBara ¢ax-
TOpe Koju umajy camo mrute. SAVRY ykibydyje U 0fBOjeHy IIPOLIEHY IIeCT IPOTEKTUB-
HUX (aKTOpa, almu ce OFHOCH caMo Ha Hacwbe. O6a MHCTPYMEHTa 3aXTeBajy TeMe/bHY
00yKy 3a IIpMMeHY, LIITO HMje IAKO Peay30BaTi y HALIOj IPaKcu 360r XPOHMYHOT He-
[IOCTaTKa CTPYYHOT Kafipa y pe/eBAHTHUM MHCTUTYLMjaMa, KOjU pe3yATHpa pajHOM
npeonTtepehenomhy 3anocnennx.

ITorpeba 3a mHCTpyMeHTOM Koju oMoryhaBa Op3y IpolieHy pecypca MHAVBUAYE,
HopopMIie, BPIImHadKe IPyTIe, IMKOICKOT 1 MOCTOBHOT OKPY’Kela 1 INNpe 3ajefHuIle U
MOXe ce IIPMMEHNTH II0CTIe KpaTKe 00yKe JOBeIa je o pa3Boja 1 MUIOTHPatba YIUTHIU-
Ka /lucitie cnaia geue u maagux y cykoby ca nopmama 3ajegnuye — JIC1 (Hrncié, 2009).
VIHCTpYMeHT MMa 3a L/b OOYXBAaTHO, CUCTEMATCKO U OP30 IpOLiebUBabe COLMjaTHIX
U MHAVBUZIyaTHMX pecypca Jielie ¥ MIaiux KOjy YMHe Mambe IIPecTyTie U/ Uay KpUBIIHA
Jiena WM Cy 33 TO OCYMEbMUYeHN. 3aCHOBAH je Ha IIperiefly MCTPaKMBamba JUPEKTHUX U
npuryuryjyhux ¢axropa samrure gerera, Kako MHAMBUYATHIX TAKO M CUCTEMa KOjuMa
npunaga (Hrnci¢, 2009), u Ha iperieny Bpyrux pecypca Koju Cy ce IToKa3a/Iu Kao K/byYHU
y IwiaHupamwy u peanusanuju mosutrnsHe mpomere (Hengelller et al., 1998, str. 31), a koje
MOXKEMO Ha3BaT! 0OYXBaTHUM TepMUHOM ,pecypcu‘. Cepxa JICI je ma ycMepn mctpa-
JKMBade U MpaKTUIape Ha TPOIeHy KapaKTePUCTHKA JleTeTa ¥ HeroBe CpeiiiHe Koje Cy
3HAYajHM OC/IOHIM 3a Pa3BOj MPOCOLMjaTHOT U CMalberhe aHTHMCOLMjaTHOT ITOHANIAKa,
Kao 1 Ha Kopuiiheme oBe NpolieHe y IIaHNpaby, npahemy 1 eBaayaluju IpuMebeHNX
MHTEPBEHIIMja y JIOKa/JHOj M IIMPOj 3ajefHULM, YK/bYdyjyhyu HMOpOAMYHM, IIKOICKIM,
37paBCTBEHM U TIPABOCY/IHY CHCTeM M CHCTEM COoIlMjaHe 3amTnTe. [Ipolena ce Bpmm Ha

11 Jby6uunh (2010) uctpaxkyje MOpOAMYHM U WUMPK FPYLITBEHU KOHTEKCT [JOK ce Byrapcku u cap.
(2016) 6aBe akTOpMMa pM3MKa Ha MHAMBYUAYATHOM HUBOY Kao ¥ Ha HUBOY IIOPOAUIIE, LIKOJIE,
BpLIIbauKe IPyIIe U MNpe 3ajeqHNULIE.

12 Vlcrpaxkuawe [Tasnosuh, XKyuuh-ITapnosuh (2008) ce 6aBu mporexTuBHMM (pakTOpUMA y
IIKOJIN y KOHTEKCTY IIKO/ICKOT HACI/ba.

13V npesony ,,IIpoueHa off cTpaHe Ma/IOJIETHUYKOL CY/ia Ap)KaBe BalrHIToH

14y npesony ,,CTpyKTypucaHa IpolieHa pusyKa 3a Hacube KOJ| MIajuX .

987



Jacua X. Xpuunh, [opgana H. Mapuernh Pagynosuh, [IporeHa pecypca mele ¥ MIafjiXx...

OCHOBY pacIIONIOK/Be JOKyMeHTal[yije I pasroBopa ca IeTETOM, HberoBMM POIMUTE/bIMA
U ApyruM 3HadajHuM ocobama. JIC1 Mory fa mpuMeHe COLMOIO3N, COLVjaTHN PafHULIL,
IICUXOJI03M, TICUXWjaTPH, TIEaT03! 1 CPOJHE CTPYKe.

Bpoj mete 1 MIafux 1 BUXOBUX IOPOAMLA KOjut 611 Mor/ umatn fobpoburt ox JICL
je sHaTaH. [locnepmux roguHa je perucrposano mpeko 3000 KpMBMYHUX IIpKjaBa Mao-
JIeTHMKA, Off KOjix oko 2000 mo6uje kpusuuny cankuujy (Republicki zavod za statistiku
Republike Srbije, 2017). Vima joru 6apem TOIUKO HeNpujaB/beHNUX MpeKpIilaja I KPUBUU-
HUX Jlefia MIaIMX Y IOPOAMYHOM, HIKOJICKOM U jABHOM OKPY>KeHY, a Hije 3aHeMap/bIB HI
6poj fietie Koju HUCY KPUBUYHO IOBEHM 300T KpUBIYIHE HEOAroBOpHOCTH. O TOME rOBO-
PY ¥ BIICOKO IIPUCYCTBO BpIIBHAa4YKOr HacKba y HaumM mkonama (Hrnci¢ i Loncar, 2016).

VlctpaxuBame IpUKa3aHo y pafly MMa 3a IWb: 1) yHOpegHY aHaIM3y IpUCYCTBA
pecypca melie 1 MIafuX y CyKoOy ca HOpMaMa 3ajeffHIL[e y Pas/INInTUM cucteMuma (1H-
AUBUJya, IOPOLUIIA, BPIIbALY, MIKOJIA, II0CA0, IIIIpa 3ajefHNLIA), 2) eBalyallljy II0oy3/a-
HocTu 1 Bajpanoctu Jluciiie cuaia geue u mnagux y cyko6y ca nopmama sajegruye — JICI;
3) aHa/m3y KopucHOCTH U puMer/buBocTy JIC1 y cBaKOJHEBHOj IIPAKCH, U 4) peBU3NjY
JIC1 y cxmapy ca pe3ynTaTuma.

Merton

VIHCTpyMeHTH IpoLieHe

Jlucitia cHaia geue u MaAagux y cykoby ca Hopmama 3ajegruue — JICI

JIC1 ayropke Xpuuuh, J. (2009, str. 201-203'°) uma 3a wwb cucreMaTny-
HO IIpUKyIUbale IOfaTaka 3a Op3y, IperjefiHy M OOyXBaTHY IPOLEHY Of CTpaHe
CTpy4maKka aKTyelTHUX (paKTopa 3allTUTe M APYIUX pecypca KOf Jielle M MIafiuX Koju
IIOKA3yjy aHTMCOLMja/HO IOHAIIabe MM Cy IO CYyMIbOM Ja ra umajy. CTpydmax
MO>XKe Jja IIPUKYIba MHPOPManyje U3 CBUX PACIIONIOKUBUX U3BOPa, YKbY4yjyhu nckas
U TIOHalllalbe MyIafie 0cobe ¥ BeHUX POAUTe/ba U HACTaBHUKA, IIKOJICKe OlieHe, Hocje
uTH. VIHCTpyMeHT y cBOjoj koHa4yHOj popmm ob6yxBaTa 51 CTaBKy, Koje NpefiCTaBbajy
ollepallOHaIM3aLMjy Bapujabiu Koje Cy y NPeTXOZHMM MCTPaXKMBamUMa JielloBae
Kao (akTOpyM 3alUTUTe Ha HUBOY MHAVBUAYe (BMCOKA MHTEIUICHIIM)a, IIPUjaTaH TeM-
IlepaMeHT, HIDKa moTpeba 3a HOBMM jorabajuma m y36yhemweM, cTUI/BMBOCT M UH-
xubupanoct!®; ocehawe camoepukacHOCTM y TOCTM3aY NMO3UTUBHMX IM/bEBA U Y
n3beraBamy HEKe/bEHUX JICXOHA, IO3UTUBAH NMPUCTYN IUIaHMpamy u OynyhuocTn),
nopopuie (popuTe’bM Koju He OfoOpaBajy aHTUCOLUjalHO IIOHAllame, e(UKACHO
HaJI/Ieflajy KpeTame JeTeTa, PeryIuily AUCLUIUIMHY Y HOPOAUIIY Y VIMajy IO3UTUBaH
OIHOC Ca JeTeTOM, a I0CeOHO CTabM/IaH, TOIIA0 Y XapMOHIYAH OJHOC JleTeTa Ca jefJHUM
porutebeM; nopehana OfroBOPHOCT y IOPOAULIN, IIPAKca IIOPOAUILIE Ja TPAXKM eKCTep-
Hy noMoh, yMepeHU eKOHOMCKY pecypci IOpofulie), BpIibadke Ipyle (IIpocoLujaata

15 JIC1 ce opurnzanto 3Bao JIucra cHara jiele 1 MIAfiUX y CyKoOy ca 3aKOHOM U 1Mo 55 CTaBKu
(Hrnci¢, 2009, str. 201-203), anu je 3aTUM JjofiaTa CTaBKa ,,Honp)KaBajth n HO)ICTI/I‘{YhI/I OJJHOC
ca HaipeheHMM® a IeT CTaBKM M30CTaB/bEHO U3 a/bUX aHA/IN3a jep Cy ce IIOKasaje HejacHUMa y
HpaKTUYHOj IpuMeHN. Kopurosanu MHCTPYMEHT je IpenMeHoBaH Yy JIucra cHara jierie 1 MIaiux
y cykoby ca HopmaMa 3ajeguutie — JICI.

16 TTop muxubupanouhy ce mogpasymeBa TeHAEHIMja [ja Ce CTPAXOM pearyje Ha HeIO3HaTe JbyJe,
objexTe U CUTYaLMje, KO U Ha MPETHY Ka3HOM.

988



Coyuonowxu tipeineg, vol. LII (2018), no. 3, cTp. 985-1019

BpILIbaYKa TPyIa, HeofoOpaBarbe aHTUCOLNMjATHOT [OHAIIAkA Of CTPAHe BPIIHAKA);
mKose (ycrex y MIKOJM, TOSUTMBAH €MOTUBHM OFHOC IIpeMa IIKOIM, MCKYCTBA KOja
HOAICTUYY OfTOBOPHO IOHAIIAMbe, MOCBeNeHOCT MIKO/M, YK/BYYEHOCT y paspeiHe aK-
TUBHOCTH, Kopuiithewe pecypca IIKOIe U 3ajefHuIie) u mupe 3ajefHute (fobap ogHOC
ca GapeM jegHOM ofpacioM 0cob6oM, fOOPM COLMjaTHM OFHOCK Ha IOCTY, IIOBe3a-
HOCT Ca COLMjaTHMM MHCTUTYLMjaMa, Pa3HOMMKO U IIMPOKO COLMjaTHO yMpPeXaBambe,
IPUCTYI IPOCOLMjATHNM PeCypCuMa, OCa0 KOjU YK/bYdyje [a/by eAyKalujy U HOBe
moryhHocTtn, gobap ogHoc ca HegeBujaHTHUM mapTHepoM) (Hrndié, 2009, str. 122-125,
Losel & Farrington, 2012). Yk/by4eHo je U IeT CTaBKM KOje Cy e Y IPeBeHTUBHNM IIPO-
rpaMyMa IoKasajie Kao OC/IOHIIN 3a IVIAaHMPatbe IO3UTUBHE IPOMeHe (CIIOPTCKE 1 yMeT-
HI4YKe crocobHOCTH, Hobap OfHOC fja HefeBUjaHTHOM Opahom n cecTpama, mobpa uc-
KyCTBa y HApTHEPCKUM OJHOCKMa, MHTepecaHTaH nocao; Hellinger et al., 1998, str. 31).
Ha cTaBKe ce oAroBapa IMXOTOMHO, TaKO fia OATOBOP ,,fa“ 3HAUN [a MPOLeHIBAY NMa
[OfjaTKe KOjit yKa3yjy Ha IOCTOjalbe HaBeeHOT Pecypca, JOK OATOBOP ,He™ 3HauN f1a OH
HeMa TaKBe [ofiaTKe, 6e3 063upa Ha TO [ja /I HeMa JOBO/BHO IIOfaTaKa MIN MM TI0JaTKe
KOjU yKasyjy He HeffocTaTak Tor pecypca. CTaBKe Cy OpraHM3OBaHe y LIECT KaTeropuja:
Oco6a - 12 craBku (HHp. ,Ilo3uTuBaH cTaB npeMa IVTaHupamwy u 6ynyhnocru); Io-
poguua — 13 craBku (Hup. ,,Poputesn edukacHo aucuninnyjy gere®); Bpuvayu -
6 craBky (HIp. ,3HauajHe eMOTMBHE Be3e ca pyrapuMa Kojyi HeMajy aHTWUCOIVjamTHoO
nonamamwe”); llxona - 8 craBku (uup. ,,Ilogpxasajyhu u mogcruayhn ogHoc ca 6apem
jemHUM yumrebeM/HacTaBHUKOM ); ITocao!” - 5 craBku (Hup. ,,Ilocao goxuBpaBa Kao
nurepecantan”) u Oxpyscerve — 7 craBku (HIIp. ,[JoOPpU CHIOPTCKM pecypcu 3ajenHue”).
YKymaH CKOp, KOju ce mM3pavyyHaBa cabupareM IIOSUTUBHMX OATOBOpA, yKasyje Ha
BepoBaTHONY ITO3NTUBHOT MCXOIA, IOK CBAaKa CTABKA yKasyje Ha (GaKTOp 3aIUTUTE KOjI
MO>Ke OMTHU OC/IOHAL Y IVTAHUPAkY MHTEPBEHIINja 3 Ielly 1 MIafe.

Ckana 3a iipoyeHy pusuka 3a cyko6 ca 3akoHom kog geue u maagux — CP1

CP1 aytopxu Xpuunh, J., Kerapan H. u ITamomwa Vrwarosuh, T. (2008) HamemeHa je
CTPYYHUM pafHULVIMA 3a IPOLIeHY PU3MKa KOJ AeTeTa/MIaje ocobe 3a oYeTak, HacTa-
Bak 1 pofy6/buBame cykoba ca sakonom (Hrnéié¢ i Zegarac, 2008, str. 288). Campxu 72
CTaBKM, OPraHM30BAHUX Y feBeT cybckana's. HaunH mporere je uctu xkao 3a JIC1. Ajremu
Cy HoHpepucanu y pacnony of 1 o 3 (1 - cmab, 3 — u3pasuT) Ha OCHOBY Ha HUXOBOT
3Ha4yaja 3a HaCTaHAaK J PasBOj aHTUCOLMja/HOT IIOHAIIAba, YTBpheHor y nmpeTxogHuM
ncrpaxuBamnuma (Hrndi¢ i Zegarac, 2008, str. 290). Y oBoM ucTpakuBamy CP1 je moge/seH
Ha jBa fena. I[Ipsu geo cappxu cybekany ACII — AHTHCOLMjalTHO NTOHAIIake JeTeTa/
Miazie ocobe, Koja ce cacToju ofi 14 MHAMKaTOpa 3a fujarHosy mopemehaja moxamama y
yxeM cmucny no knacuéuxanyju DSM-IV (American Psychiatric Association, 1994, dg.
312.8) u uma noyspanoct Kponbax a=.77. [Ipyru geo je CCP1 xoja je cactaB/beHa of 58
cTaBKM U3 ocaM cybckana CP1 6e3 ckane ACII, koje omucyjy gakrope pusmka 3a mode-
TaK aHTUCOLMja/IHOT IIOHAIIAkba; beHa II0Y34aHOCT je Kponbax a=.92.

17 3akoH o pagy y wiany 24, cr. 1 npegsuba na ,,...pajiH1 OTHOC MOXe JIa Ce 3aCHYje ca JINIEM Koje
uMa HajMame 15 rofuHa KMBOTA U MCIybaBa ApyTe yCIoBe 3a paj Ha ofpeheHnM mocnoBuMa,
yTBpbheHe 3aKOHOM, OfHOCHO IPAaBIIHMKOM O OPTaHM3AIMjM M CUCTeMaTU3ALyji mocmoBa (y
IarbeM TeKCTy: mpaBwiHuK)“ (Zakon o radu, 2005-2017).

18 Tleta/pHuju onuc je aat y Maréeti¢ Radunovié, Hrnci¢, Zegarac (2014).
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Crana unguxaiiiopa xpoHuyuinieifia aniiiucoyujantoi ionawarea — CHUXI1

CHX1 ayropku Xpuunh, J. n JKerapany H. (2008) HamebeHa je CTPYYHNMM pagHuU-
L/IMa y CBPXY IIPOLIEHE Mepe Y K0jOj jeé aHTUCOLMjaTHO TIOHAIIAbE ITOCTA/I0 CTPYKTYPH-
CaHO, Tj. KOJMKO je TOCTANO [ie0 KMBOTa feTeTa/Maame ocobe (Hrndid i Zegarac, 2008,
str. 293). XpoHUIINTET WM CTPYKTYPUCAHOCT je OllepaliMOHaIN30BaHa IPeKo TPajama,
Y4YeCTasioCTH, Pa3sHOBPCHOCTM M TeXMHE aHTMCOLMjaTHOT IOHAlllama, MPOleHeHNnX
Ha IeTocTeneHoj ckamm. IlpoleHa npBa Tpu MHAMKaTopa je kaHturatuBHa (0 = Hu-
CKO TPUCYCTBO, 4 = BUCOKO IPUCYCTBO), IOK Ce TeXVMHA aHTYCOLMjaJTHOT IOHAIIAba
IpOoliebyje KaTeroprucameM HajTe)XXer II03HATOT KPUBIYHOT fIejIa MiIajie 0cobe y jeHy of
HeT HOHyheHMx KaTeropuja: MaKiy UMOBUHCKM NpecTynu'®, TeXXn MOBIMHCKM TIPeCTy-
1120, IMOBMHCKY IIPECTYIIN ca elleMEeHTIIMa HaCu/ba, HACVIHA JIeJIa VI IIPOMET pore 1
tewrko Hacwbe. Ckanma nMa Hucky noyspanoct (Kponbax a =.65).

Jluciti 3a esanyauujy ckana upoyete.

Koncrpynucana ra je Mapueruh Pagynosuh I. (2012) 3a moTpebe ucrpaxusama Ka-
paxtepucrtuka ymurayka JIC1, CP1, CMIX1 u YnuTHuKa pognre/bckor Hansopa (Marcetié
Radunovié, Hrndi¢ i Zegarac, 2014). Cappsxu cefilaM CTaBKU Koje ce OTHOCe Ha COLMO-Tie-
Morpagcke KapaKTepUCTUKe CTpy4Yrbaka 1 dyetupu Ha npoueny JIC1. Kopucnocr JIC1 ce
Ipoliewyje MpeKo MuTama: ,,/a n1u je kopuciian y gobujary niogaitiaka 3a Komunetmuparoe
iloueitite tipoyeHe?“ (OATOBOP Ha METOCTeNeHoj ckamu JIukeproBor Tnma, 1 = y noTiy-
HOCTM He, 5 = y IIOTIIYHOCTH Ja) U MUTama: ,Koju cy pasnosu xopucrocimiu?“ (moryhHocT
MynTUIIIor n360pa usMely mect monyheHux u jegHOTr OTBOpEHOT OfiroBopa). Temkohe
y IPVMEHM Ce TPOIiebYjy IpeKo MUTama: »/la nu cilie umanu ihewkohe fapunukom upu-
mene? (MUXOTOMHU ofroBop) u ,,Koje cy o itiewixohe 6une?” (MOryhHOCT My/ITUIIIOT
nsbopa n3Meby et noHyheHux u jeTHOr OTBOPEHOT OATOBOPA).

IIponenypa

Haxon nndopmucama 11 ommITHHCKYX LeHTapa 3a couyjanuu pag [LICP] y Cpbuju
0 LWBEBMMA ¥ HA4MHY CIPOBODhema MCTpaKuBama, M30paHNUX 110 OTBOPEHOCTH CTPY-
4aka 3a CIpoBobheme MCTpaKuBamba, Of IIX je TpaXKeHa CarIaCHOCT 3a pealn3oBame
ucrpaxusama. JJobujena koja geser IICP-a u3 yetnpu rpapa: beorpap (onmrrune Hosu
Beorpag, O6penosau, [Tamryna, Pakosuiia, 3Be3napa, 3eMyH), Yxule, 3peraHnuHa u
Benuxo Ipapumre. Ilponeny cy msspumia 32 crpy4Ha pagHuka Cryxo6e 3a 3alITUTy
mene u majgux LJCP-a, of 26 mo 65 ropgmua crapoctu un BehuHom xenckor nona (N=29),
Koju cy mo o6pasoBamy 6y nefaro3u (N=10), coumjanuu pagauny (N=10), ncuxono-
3u (N=7) u cnenujanuu neparosu (N=5). HakoH o6yke, IpyMemUBay Cy HaBefieHe IH-
CTPYMeHTa TOKOM YeTupu Mecenia paga y LICP-uma, y3 penosHo npaheme Ha cacTaHI[uMa
n myteM tenedona. Ha kpajy cy nonyumnu /lucili 3a esanyauyujy ckana ipoueHe.

19 TlogpasymeBa NMOBMHCKe IIpecTyIle Major 3Ha4aja. [leso Major 3Havaja je nedurncano y Kpu-
BIYHOM 3aKOHIUKY (2009) koju je Ha cHasu y Pery6muum. Cpbuju, Kao o Koje Hocu obenexja
KPMBMYHOT JIe/Ia /Il TO HUje aKO »...je CTelleH KPMBMIe YUMHMOLIA HU3AK, aKO Cy LITETHE II0-
CriefiuIle OfICY THE M/ He3HATHE M aKO OIIITA CBPXa KPMBMYHNX CAaHKI[Mja He 3aXTeBa U3PUIjakhe
KpMBUYHE CaHKIyje, 9. 18, cT. 2.

20 TToppasymeBa MMOBMHCKe IIpecTyIie (e3 eJleMeHaTa Hacu/ba KOjii Cy Ae(pUHICAaHN Ka0 KpUBUYHA
nena y KpusuunoM 3akonuky (2009).
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Y3opax

[Tpouemene cy 67 mnazge ocobe y3pacta of 11-20 rognua (M=16.11 r. SD=1.62 r;
81.8% ucmop 18 ), ox xojux je 92,5% N=62) 6uno myukor nona. Hajsumre ux je 6umo
u3 Beorpaga (65.7%), ma us Yxunna un 3pemannna (mo 14.9%), a HajMame u3 Benukor
Ipagyumra (4.5%). Oun cy ynyhenn y IICP on ctpaHe mikose 360r MCIIOBEHUX IMPO-
6neMa MOHAIIAKY WIM OF CTPaHe TYXXMIALITBA WM BUILET CyAa 3a MaJO/ETHUKE jep
Cy TIpujaB/beH!, ONTY>KeH!U U/VIM KPUBUYHO CaHKI[MOHMCAHU 3a MpeKplIajHa U Jena
KpuBMYHa. VIcTpakuBauy Hucy 6mnu y moryhHoctn ma moby mo momartaka o TauHOM
6pojy M peneBaHTHUM KapaKTepUCTUKaMa CBe Jelle ¥ MIaAVX KOji CY TOKOM Iepuofa
uctpaxxusama 6unn yryhenn y Hasegere IICP-e 360r TajHOCTM OBUX IIOfaTaKa.

o mporenn cTpy4maka, aHTUCOIjaTHO TIOHAIIAbE je PETMCTPOBAHO CaMO jeTHOM
Koz 43,3% (N=29) ncnuraHuka, peTKo Ui HoHeKax Kof mux 26,8% (N=18), a yecto nin
BeoMa 4ecTo Kof 16,4% mwux (N=11). VICK/by4nBO MMOBUHCKY TIPECTYIIN Cy eBUJICHTU-
pann kox 31,4% (N=21) ucnuraHuka, oK je Kox 55,2% (N=37) perncrpoBaHo Hacube
VWIN TpoMeT apore; 3a wux 13,4% (N=9) Hema noparaxa. Tpajare aHTMCOLMjalTHOT
[IOHaIIamka je Kox 26,9% (N=34) ucnurannka 6uo Kkpahe ox Mecer; naHa, Kop Brx 23,9%
(N=16) mameby 1 n 6 mecenn, a gyxe of 6 meceru ko 38,8% mux (N=26); 3a 10,4%
(N=7) HemocTajy mOKAIIL.

Ciaimuctiuuka obpaga iiogaimiaxa
Cratuctiuka obpaja npuMeHoM Iporpama SPSS 22 je o6yxBaraja IeCKpUITUBHY

CTATUCTUKY, KoeduimjeHT KoH3ucreHTHOCTH Kponbax o, ITmpcoHoBe KoedurimjeHTe
Kopenanuje, aHa/In3y ITTaBHUX KOMIIOHEHTH U XUjepapXMjCKy MYITUIITY PETPECH]y.

Pesynrarn

3acTyI/beHOCTH Pecypca Jiele M MIagnux
y cyKoOy ca HopMaMa 3ajegnuiie Ha JIC1

PacrioH mosuTHMBHIX OATOBOpa O CTaBKaMa je 6110 of 4,5% 10 89,9%. (Ta6erna 1), TIOK

je Ha ynutHUKY JIC1 mpoceyHo peructposano 53,8% pecypca y paciiony ofi 4 o 51
. Cpenmbe BpeTHOCTU Ha KaTeropujaMa cy TpaHcopMucaHe y IPOLEHTE Y OFHOCY

Ha MaKCMMaJlHV CKOp Ha KaTeropuju fa 6u ce omoryhumo nopeheme nsmeby xareropuja

(TaGena 2]

Ioyspanoct u BabanocT ynurHuka JIC1

Koeduimjentn nnrepHe konsucreHnuje Kpor6ax a cy nokasanu Beoma BUCOKY I10-
yapmanoct JIC1 u yMepeHe J10 BUCOKe MOY3aHOCTH HheHux Kareropuja [TaGena 2)

Paju npoleHe KOHCTPYKTUBHe Ba/baHOCTH ypabeHa je ananusa uniniepkopenayuja
usmel)y Kateropuja u uene ckane u aHanusa inaenux komiloneninu. Kopenauuje cy yme-

peHe 1o BMCOKe, 3y3eB KaTeropuje Ilocao, koja nma Hucke xopenanuje ca JIC1 u octa-
numM Kateropujama [Taberna 3

Kako je ysopak cyBuiie Maj 3a paKTOPCKY aHa/IN3y Ha HUBOY CBUX CTaBKM, CIIPO-
BeJleHa je aHAU3a I1a6HUX KOMILOHEeH iU Ha CTAHAAPAU30BaHMM CKOPOBIMA, I7I€ j€ OIHOC
jemuHMIA aHanu3se u ucnutanuka Behn ox 1:10. KMO mepa anekBaTHOCTY Y30pKa M3HO-
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cn .792, a BapTieToB TecT chepnuHOCTH je CTaTUCTUIKK 3HadajaH (p<.001). [Jobujene
IiBe IJIABHEe KOMIIOHeHTe objalimaBajy 74,65% Bapujance. IIpBa objammasa 56,45%
BapujaHce, ca Hajsehnm paxropckum ontepehemnma Ha Kareropujama Iopoguua, Oco-
6a u Illxona, a 3atuM Ha Kareropujama Bpurwayu u Oxpyscerve, [ok Kareropuja ITocao
vma Hucko sacuhere [Ta6ena 4). [Tpyra o6jamrmasa 18,2% Bapujace 1 BOMe je BIUCOKO
sacuhen kareropuja ITocao.

KonBeprenTHa Ba/baHocT ynutHuka JIC1 je mpouemeHa Ha ocHOBY IImpconosor
koedummjeHTa Kopenanuje koju uma JICl ca ckamaMa 3a IIPOLEHY aHTYCOLVjaTHOT
noHamrama (kateropuja ACII n cxama CMX1) n ckanoM 3a nporeHy ¢akropa pusuka 3a
wera (ckama CCP1) [TaGena 5).

Jla 6u ce mpoBepuio Kpurepujymcka BapaHocT JICI 3a peyKIfijy aHTUCOL{MjaTHOT
HOHAIllalha KaJa Ce KOHTpolMile [ejcTBO (akTopa pusuka, ypabena je cepuja
XUjepapXujcKuX MyTIMIUIMX perpecuja y Kojuma je Kpurepujym Omma cybckama ACII
(cxama CUIX1 Huje mpuMerseHa 360T HICKe IIOY3AHOCTH). Y IPBOM KOPAaKy je YHeceH
ckop Ha CCP1, y gpyrom Ha JIC1 nay Ha BeroBUM KaTeropujama .

[Mpumenpusoct ynutanka JIC1 y mpakcy u KoHcTpyncame JIC2

Amnanmsa BapujaHce 3a IOHOB/bEHA Mepeba je IT0Ka3ala CTaTUCTIYIKY 3HAYajHy pas-
MKy y mporenn KopucHoctu ymmtauka JIC1, CP1, CUX1 [Wilks’ A=.61, F(4,25)=4.01,
p<.05, n?=.39; snavajHoct MewmmjeBor Tecra chepuynocTu p=.27], rje je yUUTHUK
JIC1 npouemeH Kao 3HayajHO KopucHUju of CMX1 (M=4.03, SD=.96 nacpam M=3.37,
SD=1.03; p<.01). Crpyumanu cy cMaTpanu ga um JIC1 3aucra momake jja ce mpucere Koje
CBe pecypce NMajy Aela 1 MIaAN y Cykoby ca HopMaMa 3ajeffHuIIe .

Hajsnauajunja Temkoha ca KojuMa Cy ce CTpydmalyl CycpeTany je Ouaa HefocTa-
TaK BpeMeHa 3a kopuirhemwe nHcTpyMeHara (46,9%, N=15). Tpoje je cMaTpaso ga nocroje
reurkohe y mpumenn JIC1: HejacHe cTaBKe (ped ,IIPOCOLIUjATHO U CTaBKe ,,/IHX161paHocT
VIV CTPEIIha y HEeM3BECHVM U HEMO3HATUM CUTYyalujaMa“) i CTaBKe 3a Koje je morpebHa
IIPOLIeHA Off CTPaHe CTpy4rbaKa Ipyrux npoduia, Hajuenthe rcyxosora (,, Bicoke mHTemeK-
TyajIHe CIIOCOOHOCTH, ,, YMETHUYKY T/IeHTN ; U ,,]103uTNBHO fepuHMCabe HETOBOBHIX
OKOJTHOCTH Kao n3a3oBa“). Takobe, Tpa>kusm cy #a ce MOjacHM [ja /It OATOBOP ,,He 3HAYN
fia ocoba HeMa Taj pecypc WM Ja HeMa JOBO/BHO IIOfiaTaka 3a yTBphuBame HaBeleHOT
pecypca; Kao 1 fia JIi ce OfiTOBOP ,,Ja” flaje Kajia ce IIOHAIarbe CaMO jefJHOM II0jaBU VI
je moTpe6OHO fa ce wenrhe mojas/byje Hero He HojaB/byje. OBe fuIeMe, pasjalibeHe TOKOM
UCTpaXIBama, YKas3aje Cy Ha norpedy 3a pepnsnjom JICL. PeBunupan ynuthuk JIC2, ay-
topa Xprunh, J. uMa cymruacku ncre craBke kao JIC1, koje cy o morpebu Kopurosase y
LJ/bY Ja/be OIlepaliOHa/IN3allje, a yBeleHa je M MOryhHOCT OfiroBopa ,,He 3HaM 11 Ofiro-
BOpa OTBOPEHOT THIIA . Mory ra npyMeHUTH COLMONO3M, COLUja/THI paJIHNALIN,
IICUIXOJIO3M, IICUXUjaTpy, IeJar0o31 M CPOJHE CTPYKe.

Huckycnja

VctpaxuBamwe MHCTpyMeHTOM JlucTa CHara jielie M MIaiux y Cykoby ca HopMama
sajeguuie -JIC1 mokasano je ma HajBehy 3aCTyI/beHOCT pecypca y BPIIEHAYKOj IPymn,
Ifie ¢y Hajuernhe IMO3SUTMBHO IpOlleeHe 3HaYajHe eMOTHBHE Bese ca Apyrapuma Koju
MMajy MPOCOLMjaTHO TIOHAIlake a Hajpehe HeomoOpaBame aHTHCOLMjaTHOT MOHAIIAbA
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Off CTpaHe BpIIIkaKa. BICOKO je pUCycTBO U pecypca y HOpopuuy, Hajuemthu cy so6pu
eMOTVBHII OHOCHU POJUTe/ba IIpeMa AeTeTY U Heof00paBae aHTHCOLja/THOT [IOHAIIIAHbA
mereta, a Hajpehu fOOpU eKOHOMCKH pecypcrt U epMKACHO AUCLUIUIMHOBAE Off CTPAaHe
POnNTesba, IITO je y CKIafly ca Hajla3lMa fia Cy yMepeHM eKOHOMCKH pecypcu (GaKTop 3a-
mnte (Losel & Farrington, 2012) 1 fja je y kopeHy aHTVCOIIMja/THOT TOHAIIAkba HeeuKac-
HO auciuminHoBamwe fetera (Patterson, Reid & Dishion, 1992). Hajmama 3acTymbeHOCT
MIO3UTMBHUX MICKYCTaBa Ha IIOCITY je Y CK/Iafly ca y3pacToM McnuTanuka. Hucko npucycrso
pecypca y HIKOJICKOM OKPYXKeIbY je y CKIay ca Ha/la3uMa IPeTXOHUX MCTPaKMBamba Ia
je Hucka nosehenoct mkonu npeguxrop (Herrenkohl et al., 2012) a Bucoxa mpoTeKTuB-
H1 (pakTop aHTHCOLMjanHOr oHamawa (Hoge, Andrews & Leschied, 1996, Henry at al.,
2012). Vmak, Buie off MOJIOBMHE UCIMTAHMKA je MMasIo IoApxkasajyhu ofHoc ca 6apem
jemHuM yuute/beM/HacTaBHUKOM. Hajuemrhe mupmBupyanHe xapakrepuctnke cy Omie
CIIOPTCKe CIIOCOOHOCTH, Y CKIAY ca Hala3MMa Aa MIajie ca aHTUCOLMja/THUM IOHAIIAbeM
KapakTtepuiry gobpe HeBepbane crocobroctu (Hrncic, 2009, str. 97-98). Hanas ga ckopo
nBe Tpehnne ucnurannka nma nogpxkasajyhu n nogctuayhn ogHoc ca mpocounjanHum
ofpaciMa 13 OKpy>Kemha yKasyje Ha 3HadajHe pecypce y OBOM JloMeHy. Brucoko mpucy-
CTBO CNIOPTCKMX M KYATYPHUX Pecypca y 3ajeflHUIN He YyAu jep Cy MCIMTAHUIIM YITIaB-
HoM 13 Behux rpagoBa; Mehytum naneko je pehe wuxoBo Kopumurherbe 1 pacIoIOKNBOCT
mporpama 3a miage. Hamasu ykasyjy na je geun u Miafgyuma moTpebHa JofaTHa HOAPIIKA Y
IIKOJIOBalby U Kopuinhemwy pecypca 3ajeqHMIIe.

ITokasana ce Bucoka noysganocty ynutauka JIC1 u conuaHa IOy3HaHOCT HeroBuX
Kareropuja. Maja ce Hasas Moxke 06jaCHUTI ,,xa/10 epeKTOM 2!, II0y35aHOCT je OUeKMBaHO
BIIIIA KOJ KaTeropuja ca xoMoreHnjuM craBkama (Illxona, ITopopya, [Tocao) u Hyxa Kox
Kareropuja ca xereporeHnjuM ajremuma (Ocoba, Okpyxere, Bpumar). Takobe, ananmu-
3a 0AroBOpa 110 cTaBKaMa 1 Kopenanuja uaMely JIC1 1 kareropuja nokasyje ga pesynTaTi
OZIrOBapajy TeOpujcKUM odeKuBamyMa. VHTepkopenamnuje nsMmely xateropuja ¢y y cxia-
Iy ca HamasuMa Iletepcona u cap. (1992) n mpernenne cTypuje Mectena n KoyrcBopTa
(Masten & Coatsworth, 1998) fa HOpOAMYHN OFHOCH YTUYY Ha KapaKTEPUCTUKE AETeTa,
IbEroBe MIKOJICKE VM BPIIbadyKe OfHOCE, JOK CY pecypcy OKpy>Keka HajBMIle IIOBe3aHe ca
VCKYCTBMMA Y LIKOIOBamY. TrMe ce Moxke 06jacHUTH U HajBuIIe 3aculiere IPBOM I/IaB-
HOM KOMIIOHEHTOM Kateropuja Ilopopguna, Ocoba, IlIkoma u Bpumary, kao 1 To ga oHa
objamrmaBa BIIIIE Off II0/1a BapUjaHCe; IOCTIEAbE je y CIafy U ca Ha/lasoM Aa je CYKI[eCHB-
HO mnu cumyntano MebynejcTBo mporekTnBHNX (akTopa agntnBHO (Losel & Farrington,
2012) u ga MOXe [ja MyITUIUIHKYje BUXOBO mojenuHavHo fejctBo (Howell, 1995). Pera-
TMBHO He3aBIICHO JieJIOBambe Kareropuje Ilocao ce Moxe objacHuTH mmoBesaHouhy KBajm-
TeTHOT 3amolibaBamwa y Cpbuju mpe cera ca MoryhHocTyiMa samoupaBama, mro JIC1
HIje 06yXBaTao; UIIAK pe3yaTaTe Tpeba y3eTu ca Ompe3oM jep je Mamu Opoj UCIUTAHUKA
MMao NO3UTHMBHE OfTOBOPe Y 0BOj Kateropuju. Pazy MoryhHOCTM yK/byunBatba BUILIE UC-
IUTaHMKA Y OBY KaTeropyjy, KOPUroBaH je yIUTHUK Tako jia ce y JIC2 oBa kaTeropuja sose
PajgHo aHra)koBame 1 yK/bydyje M XOHOPApHU U BOTIOHTEPCKY pajl.

Bucoxa neratuBHa Kopenanyja JIC1 ca ckanoM dakTopa pu3MKa 3a aHTUCOLMjaTHO
noHamamwe CCP1, ckanmom anTnconmjansor noxamamwa ACII n ckajoM XpoHMIMTETA
CHX1 ykasyje Ha COMMHY KOHBEPTeHTHY Ba/baHOCT YIUTHMKA.

21 Xano eexar” ajresb gedyHMILE KAO ,, ... TEHAEHLM]Y [1a ce 0CO0€ KOjy Cy BUCOKe (MM HICKE) Y je-
IHOj 0671acTH OLIEHYjy Kao BUCOKe (My HuCKe) y cBuM fpyrum obmactuma“ (Fajgelj, 2013, str. 405).
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Cxana JIC1 u mene xateropuje Oco6a, Ilopopuua, Bpumari u ITocao fajy sHayajan
JIOIPMHOC Objalllibetby BapujaHCe aHTMCOLMjaTHOI MCXOfia M Kajla ce KOHTPOJMIIe
yrunaj CP1 u TiMe 1mokasyjy Bo0py KpuTepyjyMcKa BalMZHOCT. VIHTepecaHTHO je ha
Kateropuja llIkoma HeMa OBakKaB yTHUIIAj YIIPKOC Ha/lasMMa IPETXONHUX MCTPaXKUBarba
(Hrn¢i¢, 2009), mro 6u Tpebano gabe NCTPaKUTIH.

VicTpakuBarbe CIPOBEJEHO Y OKBUPY PENOBHUX IIOCTIOBA CTPY4YbaKa y COLMja/IHO]
3allTUTH Ha Y30PKY KOPMCHMKA — Jlelie ¥ M/IaJuX 13 feseT onmtuHa y Cpoujn ynyhennx
Ha IIPOLIeHY 300T CyMIbe Ha IUXOBO aHTHCOLMja/IHO MOHALIAke, Jaje 00jeKTHBaH yBUL
y cBojctBa JIC1 npuimkoM IpuMeHe Y pealHUM OKOMHOCTUMA. VaK, TeHepanmusamnujy
HaJ/la3a OTPAHMYABA PENATUBHO Majla BEIMYMHA Y30PKA U BberoBa IPUTOSHOCT, jep je ce-
JIEKIIMOHMCAH 1 110 OMIUTYHAMA U 110 YK/by4eHuM ucnutanunuma y CP-nma.

3aK/byyak

PasznmuunTo mpucycTBO pecypca jielie ¥ MIaiuX y CykoOy ca HopMaMa 3ajefHuLie
I06MjeHO Y pa3nMunTUM JOMEHMMa [0Kasyje 06/1acTyt OCIOHIIA, anu U 06/1acTi y Kojuma
je moTpe6OHa fofaTHa mozpiuka. JJo6pa KOHCTPYKTMBHA, KOHBEPIeHTHA U KPUTEPHjyMCKa
Ba/baHOCT JIMcTe cHara Jielie ¥ MIauX y cykoby ca HopMmaMma 3ajenHute — JIC1, kao
U eHa KOPUCHOCT y MPaKTUYHOj IPUMEHU Cyrepuile YIOTPeO/bUBOCT YIUTHUKA Y
UCTpaXkKBamMMa 1 npakcu. Kopekiuje cyrepucanmx HeflocTaTaka y peBUAMPAHOM MH-
crpymenty JIC2 - JIucra cHara felie ¥ MIafuX y CyKoOy ca HopMaMa 3ajefHiule — Bep3uja
2.0, Tpebao 6 fa yHaAIIpeny OBy YHOTPeO/bUBOCT.

VicTpakmBamse je CIIpOBEfIeHO Ha MakbeM M IIPUTOIHOM Y30PKY IIPOLIEIEHOM Y pe-
QJIHMM OKOJIHOCTVIMA Off CTpaHe CTPy4ibaKa pasnuuntux npodua. IloTmyHuje pesysn-
tarte Ou fjano ucTpakupamwe ymutHUKoM JIC2 Ha BehuM 1 penpeseHTaTMBHUUM y30p-
I1IMa, KOjU YK/bYUYyjy U ClieuduuHe y30pKe 1 OIIITY IOmynanujy. JIOHrUTy[HAIHO
UCTpaXuBamwe 6U 1a/io YBUJ y 0CET/BMBOCT 1 mpeaukTuBHOCT JIC2, Kao ¥ eBeHTYaIHN
MOJIEPATOPCKM YTHUIIAj pecypca 3a aHTUCOLVjaTHU VICXO,.
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ASSESSMENT OF RESOURCES OF CHILDREN
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(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: The paper presents a research conducted in order to analyze the re-
presentation of resources of children and youth in conflict with community norms in
different domains, and to develop an instrument for their comprehensive and rapid
assessment in research and prevention programs. A questionnaire, the List of Strengths of
Children and Youth in Conflict with Community Norms - LS1, was applied by 32 experts
from 9 centers for social work in the assessment of 67 persons aged 11 to 20, referred
there due to suspicion of antisocial behavior. The highest representation of resources was
obtained in the peer and family groups, and the lowest at work and at school. The LS1 has
shown high reliability and a good constructive, convergent and criterion validity, as well
as usefulness in practical application. Based on expert suggestions, the LS1 was revised in
the LS2 questionnaire.

Keywords: children in conflict with the law, resources of children, protective factors,
assessment of strengths.

Introduction

One of the basic issues of criminology is the how to effectively prevent crime. Studies
of antisocial behavior during the 20th century focused on the understanding of the
methods and processes that lead to the execution, continuation and escalation of crime,
providing insight into risk factors and their mutual dynamics (Hrn¢i¢, 2009; Rutter, Giller
& Hagell, 1998). This approach has also been emphasized in textbooks in our environment

! jhrncic@gmail.com

2 gordana.marcetic@gmail.com

3 This paper is a result of work on the project “Crime in Serbia: phenomenology, risks and oppor-
tunities for social intervention” financed by the Ministry of Education, Science and Technological
Development of the Republic of Serbia, number 47011.

4 Partial and preliminary results of the research presented in the paper were announced at the sci-
entific conference of the psychologists of Serbia “Psychologists’ Professional Identity and Interdis-
ciplinary Cooperation”, Zlatibor, 27-30.05.2015. (Mar¢eti¢, Radunovi¢, Hrncié, 2015).
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(Ljubici¢, 2012). Nevertheless, it has been shown that children and young people with a
high risk of antisocial behavior may never manifest it>, which is a phenomenon essential
for the planning and implementation of preventive programs, due to the implications for
the protection of children and youth at risk. In order to explain the differences in outcomes,
the concept of “protection factors” or “protective factors” that promote prosocial behavior
is introduced, and can be manifested as events, processes, circumstances, resources or
relationships that occur both at the individual and the interpersonal level, within the
immediate and wider social environment (Hrnci¢, 2009, pp. 122-127). The authors
distinguish direct and buffering protection factors: direct factors predict a low probability
of negative outcomes without taking into account other factors, while buffering factors
reduce the likelihood of a negative outcome in the presence of risk factors® (Losel &
Farrington, 2012, p. S9). Protection factors and risk factors can have a linear” or non-
linear® relationship (Farrington, 2003).

Research on protective factors has influenced the concepts of antisocial behavior
prevention and contributed to the paradigm shift from the focus to the problem to
the focus to the solution, from the emphasis on the risks to the emphasis on strengths
(De Shazer, 1985; Henggeler, Schoenwald, Borduin, Rowland & Cunningham, 1998°).
Understanding protective factors and their action processes provides guidance for
interventions that develop the capacities of a person, his/her immediate environment
and the wider community. Emphasizing resources and competences and highlighting
opportunities, abilities and achievements increase hope, positive expectations of the

w

MacDonald (MacDonald, 2006) lists three studies conducted in Teesside (England) in which
about a third of respondents from the general population share the same type and number of risk
factors as those who frequently recidivate crimes.

=N

A low reactivity of the autonomic nervous system is a risk factor for antisocial behavior (Rutter
et al., 1998), while high reactivity protects young people who are not criminals even though they
have criminal fathers (Brennan et al., 1997), as well as adults who have given up their criminal
careers (Reine, Venables & Williams, 1995). The existence of a good and stable positive emotional
relationship with a supportive prosocial adult outside the family can reduce the negative effects
of the family and peer rejection, which arises as a result of the child’s aversive behavior (Anthony,
Alter & Jenson, 2009).

When the relationship is linear, risk factors represent the opposite to the protection factors - the
same variable is bipolar, at one end of the continuum is a risk factor, and on the other is a pro-
tection factor, for example, (non)socializing with antisocial peers, (un)consistent punishment by
parents, (dis)integrated neighborhood.

~

=)

A non-linear relationship means that they show connection with risk factors in one part, but in
the other they do not. The increase of intelligence from medium to high values is associated with
a decrease in antisocial behavior, while its increase from lower to middle values may not have the
same effect (KneZevi¢, 2003; Rutter et al., 1998). Gender has a non-linear relationship with the
gravity of antisocial behavior, so that the male gender is a risk factor, while the female gender is a
stronger protective factor if antisocial behavior involves violence, recidivism and the continuation
of a criminal career (Gehring & Boisvet, 2015; Rutter et al., 1998).

The second of the nine central principles of multisystemic therapy says that “therapeutic con-
tacts emphasize the positive and focus on strengths” (Henggeler et al., 1998, p. 28). Multisystemic
therapy is one of the most effective treatments for young people with serious, chronic and violent
antisocial behavior (Hrnci¢, Radojici¢, 2016)

©
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intervention, self-esteem and self-efficacy of a person, giving new opportunities for social
planning and networking of resources (Jagers, Sydnor, Mouttapa & Flay, 2007; Rutter et
al., 1998).

While risk factors for antisocial behavior of young people in Serbia have been
studied in various systems which define them (Bulgarian, Ristivojevi¢, Pisari¢, 2016;
Ljubici¢, 2010'°), research on protection factors has been rare (Pavlovi¢, Zunié-Pavlovi¢,
2008) and it has not included diverse systems!!. One of the possible reasons is the lack of
an adequate instrument. Instruments deal with the estimation of individual protection
factors (Henry, Tolan, Gorman-Smith & Schoeny, 2012), testing the hypothesis of a given
research (Herrenkohl, Lee & Hawkins, 2012; Pardini, Loeber, Farrington, & Stouthamer-
Loeber, 2012) or a comprehensive assessment of risk and protection factors performed
by experts based on interviews and other available data for the purpose of application
in practice, such as the widely used instruments the Washington State Juvenile Court
Assessment [WSJCA] (Barnoski, 2004) and the Structured Assessment of Violence Risk
in Youth [SAVRY] (Borum, Lodewijks, Bartel & Forth, 2010). The WSJCA deals with a
bipolar evaluation of the factors of recidivism, so that the same dimension, at one end,
measures the risk factor, while at the other it measures the protection factor, and does not
include factors that are only protective. The SAVRY includes a separate assessment of six
protective factors, but it only applies to violence. Both instruments require a thorough
training for the application, which is not easily implemented in our environment because
of a chronic shortage of skilled professionals in the relevant institutions, which results in
work overload.

The need for an instrument that enables a rapid assessment of the resources of an
individual, family, peer group, school and business environment and the wider community
and that can be applied after short training has led to the development and piloting of
the questionnaire, List of Strengths of Children and Youth in Conflict with Community
Norms - LS1 (Hrnci¢, 2009). The instrument’s aim is to comprehensively, systematically
and rapidly assess the social and individual resources of children and young people who
make lesser offenses and/or crimes or are suspected of doing so. It is based on a review
of research on direct and buffering child protection factors, both individual and of the
systems they belong to (Hrn¢i¢, 2009), and on a review of other resources that have proven
crucial in planning and implementing a positive change (Hengeller et al., 1998, p. 31),
which can be referred to by a comprehensive term “resources”. The purpose of the LS1 is
to guide researchers and practitioners in assessing the characteristics of a child and his/
her environment, representing an important backbone for the development of prosocial
and the reduction of antisocial behavior, as well as in the application of this assessment
in planning, monitoring and evaluation of applied interventions in the local and wider
community, schools, health and justice system and the social protection system. The
assessment is based on the available documentation and interviews with the child, his/
her parents and other significant persons. The LS1 can be applied by sociologists, social
workers, psychologists, psychiatrists, pedagogues and related professionals.

10 TLjubi¢i¢ (2010) explores family and wider social contexts while Bugarski et al. (2016) address risk
factors at the individual level and the level of family, school, peer group and wider community).

11 The research Pavlovi¢, Zunié-Pavlovi¢ (2008) deals with protective factors in schools in the con-
text of school violence.
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The number of children and young people and their families who could benefit from
the LS1 is significant. In recent years, more than 3,000 criminal reports of minors have
been filed, about 2000 of which have received criminal sanctions (Statistical Office of
the Republic of Serbia, 2017). There are at least as many unreported misdemeanors and
criminal offenses of young people in the family, school and public environments, and
the number of children not prosecuted due to being minors is not negligible. This is also
reflected in a high presence of peer violence in our schools (Hrn¢i¢ and Loncar, 2016).

The research presented in this paper aims at: 1) a comparative analysis of the presence
of resources of children and young people in conflict with community norms in different
systems (person, family, peers, school, work, the wider community), 2) an evaluation of
the reliability and validity of the List of Strengths of Children and Youth in Conflict with
Community Norms - LS1; 3) an analysis of the usefulness and applicability of the LSI in
everyday practice, and 4) a revision of the LS1 in accordance with the results.

The method

The instruments of assessment
List of Strengths of Children and Youth in Conflict with Community Norms - LS1

The goal of the LS1 author Hrn¢i¢, J. (2009, pp. 201-2013'2) is a systematic collection
of data by which experts quickly, transparently and comprehensively assess current
protection factors and other resources of children and young people who show antisocial
behavior or are suspected of showing it. An expert can collect information from all
available sources, including the statements and behavior of a young person and his/her
parents and teachers, school grades, files, etc. The instrument, in its final form, contains
51 items, which represent the operationalization of the variables that in the previous
research acted as protection factors at the level of a person (high intelligence, pleasant
temperament, lower need for new events and excitement, shyness and inhibitivity'3, the
feeling of self-efficacy in achieving positive goals and in avoiding unwanted outcomes, a
positive approach to planning and the future), the family (parents who do not approve
of antisocial behavior, effectively monitor the child’s movement, regulate discipline in
the family and have a positive relationship with the child, an especially stable, warm and
harmonious relationship of a child with one parent, increased responsibility in the family,
family practice to seek external assistance, moderate economic resources of the family),
peer groups (a prosocial peer group, peers who disapprove of antisocial behavior); the
school (school achievements, positive emotional attitude towards school, experiences that
promote responsible behavior, school dedication, involvement in class activities, the use of
school and community resources) and the wider community (a good relationship with at
least one adult person, good social relations at work, a connection with social institutions,

12 The LS1 was originally called the List of Strengths of Children and Youth in Conflict with the Law
and had 55 items (Hrn¢i¢, 2009, pp. 201-203), but then the item “A supporting and encourag-
ing relationship with the superior” was added and five items were omitted from further analysis
due to being unclear in practical application. The revised instrument was renamed as the List of
Strengths of Children and Youth in Conflict with Community Norms - LS1.

13 Inhibitivity means the tendency to react with fear to unknown people, objects and situations, as
well as to the threat of punishment.
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diverse and broad social networking, access to prosocial resources, a job that involves
further education and new opportunities, a good relationship with a non-deviant partner)
(Hrnci¢, 2009, pp. 122-125, Losel & Farrington, 2012). Five items that have proven to
be a good support for planning a positive change in the preventive programs were also
included (sports and artistic abilities, a good relationship with non-deviant brothers
and sisters, good experiences in partner relationships, an interesting work, Hellinger et
al., 1998, p. 31). The items are assessed in a dichotomous manner, so the answer “Yes”
means that the evaluator has data indicating the existence of the said resource, while the
answer “No” means that he/she does not have such data, regardless of the whether there is
insufficient data or there is data indicating the lack of the resource in question. Items are
organized into six categories: Person - 12 items (e.g., “A positive attitude towards planning
and the future”); Family - 13 items (e.g., “Parents effectively discipline the child”); Peers - 6
items (e.g., “Significant emotional relationships with friends without antisocial behavior”);
School - 8 items (e.g., “A supporting and encouraging a relationship with at least one
teacher”); Work!? - 5 items (e.g., “Experiences work as interesting”) and Environment - 7
items (e.g., “Good sports resources in the community”). The total score, calculated by
adding up positive responses, indicates the probability of a positive outcome, while each
item represents a protection factor that can act as a support in planning interventions for
children and young people.

Risk Assessment Scale for Conflicts with the Law for Children and Youth - SR1

The SR1 by authors Hrnéié, J., Zegarac N. and DZamonja Ignjatovi¢, T. (2008) is
intended for expert risk assessment for a child/young person to begin, continue and
deepen conflicts with the law (Hrn¢i¢ and Zegarac, 2008, p. 288). It contains 72 items,
organized in nine subscales!>. The estimation method is the same as for the LS1. The
items are weighted in the range of 1 to 3 (1 - weak, 3 - pronounced) based on their
importance for the emergence and development of antisocial behavior, as established in
previous research (Hrnci¢ and Zegarac, 2008, p. 290). In this research, the SR1 is divided
into two parts. The first part contains the ASB subscale - Antisocial behavior of a child/
young person, consisting of 14 indicators for a diagnosis of behavioral disorders in the
narrow sense according to the DSM-IV classification (American Psychiatric Association,
1994, dg. 312.8) and has the reliability of Cronbach’s a = .77 . The second part is the SSR1
consisting of 58 items from eight subscales of the SR1, without the ASB scale, that describe
risk factors for initiating antisocial behavior; its reliability is Cronbach’s a = .92.

Scale of indicators of the chronicity of antisocial behavior - SIC1

The SIC1 by authors Hrnéi¢, J. and Zegarac, N. (2008) is intended for professionals
for assessing the extent to which antisocial behavior has become structured, i.e., how
much it has become part of life of a child/young person (Hrn¢i¢ and Zegarac, 2008, p.
293). Chronicity or structuredness is operationalized through the duration, frequency,

4 Labor Law in Article 24, para. 1, stipulates that “.. employment may be established with a person
who has at least 15 years of age and meets other conditions for work in certain jobs, as defined
by the law or the rulebook on the organization and systematization of jobs (hereinafter: the rule-
book)” (Labor Law, 2005-2017).

15 A more detailed description is given in Marceti¢ Radunovi¢, Hrnéi¢, Zegarac, 2014.
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diversity, and weight of antisocial behavior, estimated on a five-step scale. The assessment
of the first three indicators is quantitative (0 = low presence, 4 = high presence), while the
gravity of antisocial behavior is assessed by categorizing a young person’s most serious
criminal offense into one of the five categories offered: lesser property offenses!®, serious
property offenses!’, property offenses with elements of violence, violent acts or drug
trafficking and severe violence. The scale has a low reliability (Cronbach’s a = .65).

Evaluation Sheet for the Evaluation Scale

It was constructed by Mar¢eti¢ Radunovi¢ G. (2012) for the purpose of investigating
the characteristics of the questionnaires LS1, SR1, SICI and the Parental Control
Questionnaire (Marceti¢ Radunovi¢, Hrnéi¢ and Zegarac, 2014). It contains seven items
that relate to the socio-demographic characteristics of the experts and four to the LS1
assessment. The usefulness of the LS1 is assessed through the question: “Is it useful for
gathering data needed to complete the initial assessment?” (a response is given on a five-
step scale of Likert type, 1 = not fully, 5 = yes, completely) and the question: “What are
the reasons for its usefulness?” (a possibility of multiple choice between six offered and one
open answer). Difficulties in application are assessed through the question: “Have you had
any difficulties in applying it?” (a dichotomous answer) and “What were the difficulties?” (a
multiple choice between five offered and one open answer).

The procedure

After informing 11 municipal Centers for Social Work [CSW] in Serbia about the
goals and the method of the research, selected according to the employed professionals’
openness for conducting the research, they were asked for consent for conducting the
research. Nine Centers for Social Work from four cities gave their consent: Belgrade
(Novi Beograd, Obrenovac, Palilula, Rakovica, Zvezdara, Zemun), UzZice, Zrenjanin and
Veliko Gradiste. The assessment was carried out by 32 professional employees of the CSW
Protection Service, aged 26 to 65, and mostly of the female gender (N = 29), who were,
according to education, pedagogues (N = 10), social workers (N = 10), psychologists (N
= 7) and special pedagogues (N = 5). After the training, they applied these instruments
during four months of work in the CSWs, regularly monitored at meetings and by
telephone. In the end, they completed the Evaluation Sheet for the Evaluation Scale.

The sample

They assessed 67 young people aged 11-20 years (M = 16.11 y, SD = 1.62 y, 81.8%
were under 18), of which 92.5% (N = 62) were male. Most of them were from Belgrade

16 Tt implies property offenses of lesser importance. An offence of lesser importance is defined in
the Criminal Code (2009), in force in the Republic of Serbia, as an act that carries the penalties
of a criminal offense, but that is not one “if the degree of perpetrator’s guilty is low, if the harmful
consequences are absent or insignificant, and if the general purpose of criminal sanctions does
not require the imposition of a criminal sanction.” Art. 18, para. 2.

171t implies property offenses without the elements of violence that are defined as criminal offenses
in the Criminal Code (2009).
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(65.7%), then from Uzice and Zrenjanin (14.9%), and then from Gradiste (4.5%). They had
been referred to CSWs by schools because of behavioral problems, prosecutors or higher
juvenile courts because they were reported, accused and/or penalized for misdemeanors
and criminal offenses. The researchers were not able to gather all information on the exact
number and relevant characteristics of all children and young people referred to these
CSWs during the research period, due to the confidentiality of these data.

According to the experts’ assessment, antisocial behavior was registered only once
with 43.3% (N = 29) of subjects, rarely or sometimes with 26.8% of them (N = 18), and
often or very often with 16.4% of them (N = 11). Only property offenses were registered
with 31.4% of respondents (N = 21), while violence or drug trafficking was registered with
55.2% (N = 37); for 13.4% (N = 9) there are no data. The duration of antisocial behavior
was shorter than a month with 26.9% (N = 34), between 1 and 6 months with 23.9% (N =
16) and longer than 6 months with 38.8% (N = 26); for 10.4% (N = 7) the data are missing.

Statistical data processing

Statistical processing using SPSS 22 included descriptive statistics, the consistency
coefficient Cronbach’s a, the Pearson correlation coefficient, the analysis of the main
components and the hierarchical multiple regression.

The results

The representation of resources of children
and youth in conflict with community norms on the LS1

Positive item responses ranged from 4.5% to 89.9%. [Table 1], while on the LS1

uestionnaire, 53.8% of the resources were registered in the range from 4 to 51

. The mean values in the categories are transformed into percentages in relation to the
maximum score in the category to allow comparison between categories [Table 2)

Reliability and validity of the LS1 questionnaire

The internal consistency coeflicients Kronbach’s a showed a very high reliability of
the LS1 and a moderate to high reliability of its categories [Table 2].

In order to evaluate the constructive validity, an inter-correlation analysis between
the categories and the entire scale was made and an analysis of the main components.
Correlations are moderate to high, with the exception of the Work category, which has low
correlations with the LS1 and other categories .

Since the sample is too small for factor analysis at the level of all items, an analysis of
the main components on standardized scores was conducted, where the ratio of the analysis
units to the respondents is greater than 1:10. The KMO measure of sample adequacy is .792,
and Bartlett’s test of sphericity is statistically significant (p <.001). The two main components
obtained explain 74.65% of the variance. The first explains 56.45% of the variance, with the
highest weight factors in the Family, Person and School categories, and then in the Peers and
Environment categories, while the Work category has a low saturation (Table 4]. The other
explains 18.2% of the variance and it is a highly saturated Work category.

The convergence validity of the LS1 questionnaire was estimated on the basis of
the Pearson coefficient of correlation between the LS1, the scales for assessing antisocial
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behavior (the ASB category and SICI scale) and the scale for assessing its risk factor (the
SSR1 scale)

In order to verify the criterion validity of the LS1 for the prediction of antisocial
behavior when the effect of risk factors is controlled, a series of hierarchical multiple
regressions in which the criterion was the ASB subscale (the SIC1 scale was not applied
due to low reliability) was made. In the first step, the score in the SSR1 is applied, in the
second step, the score in the LS1 or in its categories .

The applicability of the LS1 questionnaire in practice
and the construction of the LS2

The analysis of the variance for repeated measurements showed a statistically
significant difference in the usefulness of the questionnaires LS1, SR1, SIC1 [Wilks’ A =
.61, F (4.25) = 4.01, p <.05, n2 = .39; the significance of the Mauchly’s sphericity test is p =
.27], where the LS1 questionnaire was estimated to be significantly more useful than the
SIC1 (M = 4.03, SD = .96 versus M = 3.37, SD = 1.03; p <.01). Experts have found that
the LS1 really helps them remember all the resources that children and young people in
conflict with community norms have available.

The most significant of the difficulties experienced by the experts was the lack of time
to use the instruments (46.9%, N = 15). Three of them found that there were difficulties in
applying the LS1: unclear items (the word “prosocial” and the item “Inhibition or anxiety
in uncertain and unknown situations”) and the items that require expert assessment of
other profiles, most often psychologists (“High intellectual abilities”, “Artistic talents”, and
“Positive defining of adverse circumstances as challenges”). They also asked to clarify
whether the answer “No” meant that a person does not possess a resource or that there is
not enough data to determine the said resource; as well as whether the answer “Yes” should
be given when behavior has only occurred once or it is needed to appear more often than
not. These dilemmas, clarified during the research, indicated the need for the LS1 revision.
The revised LS2 questionnaire, by Hrn¢i¢, J., contains essentially the same items as the
LS1, adjusted as needed for further operationalization, “I do not know” and open-type

responses were also introduced [Questionnaire),. It can be applied by sociologists, social

workers, psychologists, psychiatrists, pedagogues and related professionals.

Discussion

The research using the instrument, the List of Strengths of Children and Youth in
Conflict with Community Norms - LS1 has shown the highest representation of resources
in the peer group, where positive emotional relationships with friends with prosocial
behavior were most often positively assessed, while the peer disapproval of antisocial
behavior was least often positively assessed. There is a high presence of resources in the
family, most often good emotional relationships of the parents and the child and the
disapproval of the child’s antisocial behavior, while good economic resources and efficient
discipline carried out by parents appear least often, which is in accordance with the findings
that moderate economic resources are a protection factor (Losel & Farrington, 2012) and
that at the root of antisocial behavior is the ineffective disciplining of the child (Patterson,
Reid & Dishion, 1992). The lowest representation of positive experiences at work is in line
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with the age of the respondents. The low presence of resources in the school environment
is in line with the findings of previous research that a low commitment to school is a
predictor (Herrenkohl et al., 2012), while a high commitment is a protective factor of
antisocial behavior (Hoge, Andrews & Leschied, 1996, Henry at al., 2012). However, more
than half of the respondents had a supportive relationship with at least one teacher. The
most common individual characteristics were sports abilities, in accordance with the
findings that young people with antisocial behavior are characterized by good non-verbal
abilities (Hrnci¢, 2009, pp. 97-98). The finding that almost two thirds of respondents have
supportive and encouraging relationships with prosocial adults from the environment
points to significant resources in this domain. The high presence of sports and cultural
resources in the community is not surprising, since the respondents are mainly from larger
cities; however, their use and the availability of youth programs are far less common. The
findings indicate that children and young people need additional support in education
and the use of community resources.

A high reliability of the LS1 questionnaire and a solid reliability of its categories
were demonstrated. Although the findings can be explained by the “halo effect”!, the
reliability is expectedly higher for categories with more homogeneous items (school,
family, work) and lower for categories with heterogeneous items (person, environment,
peers). Also, the analysis of the responses by item and the correlation between the LS1 and
the categories show that the results match the theoretical expectations. Intercorrelations
between the categories are in accordance with Peterson et al. (1992) and a review study
of Masten and Coatsworth (Masten & Coatsworth, 1998) that family relationships
influence the characteristics of the child, his/her school and peer relationships, while
the environment resources are most closely related to educational experiences. This can
explain the highest saturation of the first head component of the family, person, school
and peers categories, and the fact that it explains more than half of the variance; the latter
is consistent with the finding that a successive or simultaneous interaction of protective
factors is additive (Losel & Farrington, 2012) and that it can multiply their individual
effects (Howell, 1995). A relatively independent operation of the work category can be
explained through a connection between good employment in Serbia and, above all,
employment opportunities, which the LS1 did not include; however, the results should
be taken with caution, since a small number of respondents had positive answers in this
category. In order to include more respondents in this category, the questionnaire was
revised so that this category is called work engagement in the LS2 and it also includes
part-time and volunteer work.

A high negative LS1 correlation with the SSR1 risk factor scale for antisocial behavior,
the ASB antisocial behavior scale and the SIC1 chronicity scale indicates a solid convergent
validity of the questionnaire.

The LS1 scale and its categories person, family, peers and work make a significant
contribution to explaining the variance of antisocial outcome when the impact of the
SR1 is controlled, and thus demonstrate a good calibration validity. It is interesting that
the school category has no such impact despite the findings of previous research (Hrnci¢,
2009), which should be further explored.

18 “The halo effect is defined by Fajgelj as “.. a tendency of people who are high (or low) in one area
to be rated high (or low) in all other areas” (Fajgelj, 2013, p. 405).
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The research conducted within the regular work of social work experts on a sample
of beneficiaries - children and young people from nine municipalities in Serbia referred
for suspicion of antisocial behavior, provides an objective insight into the properties of
the LS1 when applied in real-life situations. However, the generalization of the findings
is restricted by a relatively small sample size and its suitability, given the selection of
municipalities and the respondents in the centers for social work.

The conclusion

A different presence of resources of children and youth in conflict with community
norms obtained in different domains shows the areas of support, but also the areas in which
additional support is needed. A good constructive, convergent and criterion validity of the
List of Strengths of Children and Youth in Conflict with Community Norms - LS1 and its
usefulness in practical application suggest the usefulness of the questionnaire in research
and practice. Corrections of the suggested shortcomings in the revised LS2 instrument -
List of Strengths of Children and Youth in Conflict with Community Norms - version 2.0,
should improve this usability.

The research was conducted on a small and suitable sample evaluated in real
circumstances by professionals of different profiles. More complete results could be
provided with the LS2 on larger and more representative samples, including specific
samples and the general population. A longitudinal research would provide insight into
the sensitivity and predictability of the LS2, as well as a possible moderatory impact of
resources for antisocial outcomes.
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APPENDIX / ITIPMJIO3

Tabena 1: Yuecramoct pecypca getie n muagux Ha JIC1 (N=67)
Table 1: The frequency of children and youth resources on the LS1 (N = 67)

Ocob6a/ Person N %
1 Bricoke uHTEneKTyanHe cnocobHocTn/ 19 | 284
| High intellectual abilities )
2. Cnoptcke cnocobHocTw/ Sports abilities 56 | 83.6
3.| YmeTHnukm TaneHTn/ Artistic talents 11 16.4
MpwujaTaH TemnepameHT Koju nobyhyje no3nTrBaH o4roBop
4,| KOAAPyWX/ y . 40 | 59.7
A pleasant temperament that arouses a positive response in
others
Huje nspaxeHa notpeba 3a y36ya/byBiM 1 pU3NUYHUM
5.| porahajuma/ 28 | 41.8
No strong need for the exciting and risky events
NHX1OMpPaHOCT Nnn CTpenta y HEM3BECHUM U HEMO3HATAM
6.| cutyauumjama/ 32 | 478
Inhibition or anxiety in uncertain and unknown situations
EdrkacHOCT y nocTr3ary NO3UTUBHUX LnrbeBa/
7. . . . . 37 55.2
Efficiency in achieving positive goals
EdukacHocT y n3beraBamy HEXeSbeHMX ncxoma/
8. . . L 33 | 493
Efficiency in avoiding unwanted outcomes
9 Mo3uTrBaH cTaB Npema nnaHvparby 1 6yayhHoctun/ 46 | 687
‘| A positive attitude towards planning and the future )
KoHCTpyKTUBaH NpucTyn pellaBaky npobnema/
10. . . 35 | 52.2
A constructive approach to problem solving
1. Be'l.UTI/IHe npocoumjanHor noHawama/ 44 | 657
Skills of prosocial behavior
Mo3nTUBHO fedpUHNCatbe HEMOBOJbHMX OKOJTHOCTY Kao
12.| wn3asosa/ 27 | 40.3
Positive defining of adverse circumstances as challenges
Mopopuua/ Family N %
13 PopuTerbu nMajy no3mTriBaH O4HOC Npema aeTeTy/ 63 | 940

Parents have a positive attitude towards the child
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14.

Pogutersn epukacHo Haarnepajy gete/
Parents effectively monitor the child

41

61.2

15.

Poguterbn epukacHo gucumnnuHyjy nete/
Parents effectively discipline the child

40

59.7

16.

Poputersu He ogobpaBajy aHTVCOLMjanHO NoHaLlame feTeta/
Parents do not approve of the child’s antisocial behavior

62

92.5

17.

NocToje jacHa npaBuna y nopoanun/
There are clear rules in the family

43

64.2

18.

CTtabunaH, Tonao 1 XxapMoHMYaH ofJHOC Gapem jegHor
poawvTerba npema getety/

A stable, warm and harmonious relationship of at least one
parent to the child

60

89.6

19.

MNMoceeheHocT neteta nopoanum/
The child’s devotion to the family

53

79.1

20.

MNosehaHa ogroBopHoCT AeteTa (6pura u nomoh gpyrmuma)/
Increased responsibility of the child (care and assistance to
others)

39

58.2

21.

Mopoauua Tpaxu nomoh of OKONUHe Kafa je noTpebHo/
The family seeks help from the environment when needed

52

77.6

22.

MpocoumjanHe KapakTepuCTUKe Apyre fele y nopogmun/
Prosocial characteristics of other children in the family

52

77.6

23.

Moap»<aBajyhn ogHOCK fieTeTa ca ApyroM AeLoM y nopoanLm/
Supporting relationships with other children in the family

53

79.1

24,

YnaH npoLwvpeHe NopoAauLe MMa 3HauajHy NoapKasajyhy
Yory y XuBoTy feTteta/

A member of the extended family has a significant support-
ing role in the life of the child

44

65.7

25.

[obpuy eKoHOMCKM pecypcu nopoauLe/
Good economic resources of the family

39

58.2

Bpuwraun/ Peers

%

26.

BehuHa gpyroBa/vua nae pegoBHO y WKony/
Most friends attend school regularly

55

82.1

27.

3HayajHe eMOTVBHe Be3e ca Apyrapurma Koju Hemajy
aHTUCOUMjanHo noHaware/

Significant emotional relationships with friends without
antisocial behavior

58

86.6
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Heo,qo6paBa|-be aHTI/ICOLl,I/IjaJ'IHOI' NOHallakba o CTpaHe

28.| Bpuwrbaka/ 45 | 67.2
Disapproval of anti-social behavior by peers
[lo6ap 1 KBanuTeTaH OHOC Ca bapeM jeaHUM
29.| npocouunjanHum BpLHakom/ 62 | 925
A quality relationship with at least one prosocial peer
30. Jobpa MCKyCTBA Y NapPTHEPCKVIM anogmma/ 4 | 657
Good experience in partner relationships
31 [lo6ap oaHOC ca HefileBUjaHTHMM NapTHEPOM/ 41 | 612
‘| Good relationship with a non-deviant partner '
Llikona/ School N %
32. Ycnexy wkonu/ Good school achievements 26 | 388
33 Mo3nTBaH eMOTMBHU OFHOC Npema LKonu/ 28 | 418
| Positive emotional attitude toward school '
34 MocBeheHOCT WKONM U LWKONCKUM aKTUBHOCTUMA/ 25 | 373
‘| Commitment to school and school activities ’
35, yKrbyquOCTy paspepHe E'lK.TVIBHOCTI/I/ 2 | 328
Involvement in class activities
36.| YkmyueHocTy cekumje/ Inclusion in school sections 19 | 149
37.| Harpage v npusHama/ Prizes and awards 12 17.9
Kopuwhere gpyrux pecypca wkone (pekpeaTtnsBHumX,
3g.| KYTYPHNX, 3APABCTBEHMX. )/ 25 | 373
| The use of other school resources (recreational, cultural, ’
health...)
Mopp:xaBajyhu n noactuuyhn ogHoc ca 6apem jeaHUM
39, yLII/ITEJ'bEN!/HaCTaBHI/IKOM/ ' . o 38 | 567
A supporting and encouraging relationship with at least one
teacher
Mocao / Work N %
40. Mocao ROXMBIbaBa Kao NHTepecaHTaH/ 2 | 328
Sees work as interesting
Mocao ykbyuyje HoBe MoryhHoCTH (HanpeaoBarbe, Coll.
a1, KOHTaKTW, MyTOBatba...)/ 12 17.9

The work includes new opportunities (promotion, social con-
tacts, travel...)
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42.

Mocao Koju omoryhasa gamy egykauujy/
The work provides further education

12

4.5

43.

[o6pwu coumjanHu ogHOCKU Ha nocny/
Good social relations at work

17.9

44,

Mopp:xaBajyhu n nogctnuyhm ogHoc ca HagpeheHnm/
A supporting and encouraging relationship with the superior

15

224

Okpyxemwe/ Environment

%

45.

[o6pwu KynTypHU pecypcu 3ajeaHuLe/
Good cultural resources of the community

50

74.6

46.

[obpw cnopTckn pecypcu 3ajegHuLe/
Good sports resources of the community

54

80.6

47.

MNporpamu 3a mnage y 3ajegHuym/
Youth programs in the community

23

34.3

48.

YKIbyuyeHOCT Mnage ocobe y npocoLmjanHe akTUBHOCTM BaH
wKone/

Inclusion of the young person in prosocial activities outside
the school

24

35.8

49.

Mopp»asajyhu n nogctnuyhm ogHoC ca npocoumnjanHum
ofpacsiima 13 oKpyxera/

A supporting and encouraging relationships with prosocial
adults from the environment

43

64.2

50.

Kopuwhere pecypca 3ajegHuue of cTpaHe mnage ocobe/
The use of community resources by the young person

25

37.3

51.

Pa3HonuKa 1 WwrpokKa coymjanHa ympexeHocT mnage ocobe/
Diverse and broad social networking of the young person

14

20.9

" ’eHux Kareropuja (N=67)

Table 2: Descriptive statistics and internal consistency of the LS1 scale

nd its categories (N=67)

Tabena 2: leckpuITUBHA CTaTUCTUKA Vi MHTEPHA KOH3UCTEHTHOCT cKaje JIC1

MNpoceyHo
KaTeropuje/ M D Max. Ckop/ nzcmcygs(g/ Y KpoHb6ax a/
Categories Max. Score | PEYP ? Cronbach’s a
Average Presence
of Resources (%)
JIC1/ LS1 27.42 | 10.68 51 53.8 .93
Ocob6a/ Person | 6.01 2.99 12 50.0 .76
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ey 957 | 3.07 13 736 82
Family

AR 455 | 168 6 75.8 76
Peers

ey 278 | 263 8 348 86
School

MNMocao/ Work .96 1.52 5 19.2 .85
Oz 348 | 2.10 7 49.7 78
Environment

Tabena 3: IIupconosu koedunnmjentu kopenanuje usmeby JIC1 u kareropuja JIC1 (H=67)
Table 3: The Pearson correlation coefficients between the LS1 and LS1 categories (N = 67)

Kateropuje/ Okp/ Jic1/
Categories Mo/ F Bp/ P LWk/ S Mc/W E LS
Ocoba/ Person T77 556" .702™ 124 521 .883"
Mopoayua (To)/ / 691" | 6527 | 122 | 546" | .898”
Family (F)
Bpwroaum (Bp)/ / 478" | 52 | 349" | 719"
Peers (P)
Lkona (LLUK)/ o x+
School (S) / .168 624 .851
Mocao (Mc)/ .
Work (W) / 112 .256
Okpy»xere (Okp)/ 692"
Environment (E) ’

* 3HavajHa Ha HMBOY .01. ** 3HavajHa Ha HMBOY .001.

* Significant at the level of .01. ** Significant at the level of .001.

Tabena 4: IIprkas MaTpulle CTPyKType IIaBHUX KOMITOHeHTH (N=67)

Table 4: The structure matrix of the main components (N = 67)
Kateropuja/ Category ®akTop 1/Factor 1 ®akTop 2/Factor 2
Ocoba/ Person 877 012
Mopoauua/ Family .901 .025
Bpwrauwn/ Peers .746 167
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Llikona/ School .848 -012
Mocao/ Work .165 935
Okpy»xerbe/ Environment 717 -420

Tabena 5: [InupconoB KoeduumjeHT Kopenanuje u3Mely kopuirheHUX MHCTpyMeHaTa
Table 5: The Pearson correlation coeflicient between used instruments

[TnpcoHoB KoeduuMjeHT Kopenaryje/
Pearson correlation coefficient
Wuctpyment/ Instrument
CCP1/ ACTI/ CUX1/
<= HA3A/| SSR1 (N=67) | ASB (N=67) | SIC1 (N=53)
1. JIC1/ LS1 (N=67) -.784" -.701" -.554"
= BACK 1 CCP1/ SSRI 720" 775"
3. Kateropuja AHTHCOIMjaTHO
no”amame (ACIT)/ 647"
Antisocial behavior category (ASB)
“tp< 001
Taberna 6: Xnjepapxmjcka My/ITUIIIa perpecuja, KpuTepujyM je kareropuja ACIT
Table 6: Hierarchical multiple regression, criterion is the ASB category
Kopak/ | lNpepukrop/ Kymyn./ Denta/ | bera/ | F npomena/
Step Predicotor Cumul.R? | DeltaR? | Beta F change P
:tzgpa"/ CCP1/SSR1 519 519 440 | 70.007 (1,65) | <.001
ft:gpa” NC1/LST 553 049 | -355 | 7.245(1,64) | <.01
2 kopak/ | Ocoba/ 580 062 | -351 | 9413(1,64) | <.001
step Person
<m HA3AJL
ft:"pa"/ E;n':’icl’”"'”a/ 591 072 | -430 | 11.299 (1,64) | <.001
<= BACK P y
2 xopak/ | Bpuirbauw/ 573 055 | -278 | 8.183(1,64) | <01
step Peers
2 kopak/ | Llikona/ .520 001 | -044 | .163(1,64) | >.05
step School
2 xopak/ | Tlocao/ 552 .033 | -183 | 4761(1,64) | <05
step Work
2 kopak/ | Okpyxerbe/ 541 .022 190 | 3.129(1,64) | <10
step Environment
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Ynutauk/ Questionnaire

JIC2 - JIucra cHara fielje 1 MIaJiiIX y CyKoOy ca HopMaMa 3ajefjHn1ie
LS2 - List of Strengths of Children and Youth in Conflict with Community Norms

IInb OBOT YHNMTHHUKA je NpOLieHa KapaKTepuUCTHKa fieTeTa/Miafe ocobe u meHe
cpefiHe Koje Cy ce II0Kasajle Kao 3Ha4ajHU pecypcy 3a pa3Boj affallTUPAHOT U CMamberbe
AHTHCOLMja/THOT TIOHAIIamba. [I0MmymhaBajy ra MCTpaKMBAYM ¥ MPAKTUYAPU HA OCHOBY
PacHonoXnBe JOKYMEHTaLje ¥ pasroBOpa ca MIAZIOM 0COOOM, HeHM POfUTE/bIIMA I
LpyT¥M 3Ha4ajHIM ocobama. MoxKe fa ce IpYMeHN pajy IpOLieHe, IVIAHNpatba, paherma
U eBaJTyalyije MHTEPBEHIIja.

The aim of this questionnaire is to assess the characteristics of a child/young person
and his/her environment that have proven to be significant resources for the development
of adapted behavior and the reduction of antisocial behavior. It is filled in by researchers
and practitioners on the basis of available documentation and interviews with the young
person, his/her parents and other significant persons. It can be applied to assess, plan,
monitor and evaluate interventions.

Monumo Bac 5a npBo yHecere crefehe mogarke/
Please enter the following information first:

Harym mpouene/ Date of assessment ___/_/

Vime u pesnme koprcHuka/ Name and surname of the beneficiary

IT1OJI/ GENDER: M/ M JK/F Y3pact/ Age

Vime u ipe3nme ocobe koja momymasa/ Name and surname of the examiner

[10JI/ GENDER: M/ M X/ F Yspact/ Age

Ycranosa/ Institution

Mecro/ Place

O6pasoBame/ Education

®ynkimja y ycranosu/ Position in the institution

Monumo Bac fia 3a pecypce 3a Koje HeMaTe JOBO/BHO IIOfaTaKa, 3a0KpyxuTe ,,He
3HaM . OIleHNTe CBaKM pecypc Koju Mo)KeTe Jla IPOLeHNTe 3a0KpyXIBameM ,,[la“ mmu
»He® Oprosop ,,[la” ce maje kana je jacHO fa IOcCefyje HaBeIeHN Pecypc, Kao 1 Kaja je
pecypc dernhe IpucyTaH Hero OCyTaH.

For resources with insufficient data, please circle “I don’t know”. Assess each
resource that you can assess by circling “Yes” or “No”. The answer “Yes” is given when it
is clear that the person owns the specified resource, and when the resource is more often
present than absent.
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Monmumo naxpuBo HpO‘H/ITajTe OBy III/ICTY " OATOBOPUTE Ha CBaKY CTaBKy.
Please read this list carefully and respond to each item.

OCOBA/KOPUCHUK/ PERSON/BENEFICIARY

Mpouena/ Assessment

MNMocepnyje BYcoOKe NHTeNEKTyanHe CNoCO6HOCTH
(1Q nsHap 120)./
Has high intellectual abilities (IQ above 120).

Ia/Yes He/No
He 3Ham/ | don't know

Vma cnopTcke cnocobHocT./

Ha/Yes He/No

Constructively solves problems (considers
alternative solutions, applies the most effective one).

2. .
Has sports skills. He 3Ham/ | don’t know
Mma ymeTHMUKNM TaneHart 3a Clinkarbe, My3uKy,
3 nuncame, nnec, rymy... / Oa/Yes He/No
‘| Has an artistic talent for painting, music, writing, He 3Ham/ | don't know
dancing, acting...
Mma pobpy HapaB (NpujaTHO NMoHallakbe Koje
4 | ocTaBma fnobap ytncak)./ [a/Yes He/No
‘| Has a good nature (pleasant behavior that leaves He 3Ham/ | don’t know
a good impression).
5 MNMoHalua ce npumjaTHO, coumjanHo aganTnpaHo./ Ha/Yes He/No
“| Behaves in a pleasant, socially adapted manner. He 3Ham/ | don’t know
MoKa3yje M3pasnT onpes Unu y3ap»aHocTy
6.| HEVI3BECHNM 1 HeMO3HATUM cuTyaumjama./ [a/Yes He/No
"| Shows extreme caution or restraint in uncertain He 3Ham/ | don’t know
and unknown situations.
Hema inpe6y 3a y30yQ/bMBMM M PU3UYHUM [la/Yes He/No
7.| morahajuma./ He 3Ham/ | don’t know
Doesn’t have a need for exciting and risky events.
EdukacHo ocTBapyje NO3NTUBHE LMbeBe Koju Cy
8 My/joj BaxkHW./ [a/Yes He/No
'| Effectively achieves positive goals that are He 3Ham/ | don’t know
important to him/her.
EdukacHo nsberasa pusnyHe cutyavmje
9 OfHOCe 1 ofynupe ce HeraTMBHUM yTuuajuma./ [a/Yes He/No
"| Effectively avoids risky situations and He 3nam/ | don't know
relationships and resists negative influences.
KoHcTpyKTUBHO peluaBa npobneme (pa3matpa
anTepHaTiBHa pellersa, npumetbyje [la/Yes He/No
10.| HajedukacHwmja)./

He 3Ham/ | don't know
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11.

Bungm HenoBorbHE OKONTHOCTU Kao 13a30Be Uin
noacTMLaje 3a Aarby Pa3Boj, BUAM NO3UTUBHE
acnekTe HeyTpanHuX cutyaumja./

Sees adverse circumstances as challenges or
incentives for further development, sees positive
aspects of neutral situations.

HNa/Yes He/No
He 3Ham/ | don't know

Mma no3nTrBHa ouekrBarba of 6yayhHoCTy

N KOHCTPYKTVBHE NIaHOBe 3a yHanpehere
XMBOTa (egyKaLujy, 3anoL/baBarbe, OCHUBAHE
nopopauue, nyToBama...)./

Ha/Yes He/No

L= Has positive expectations from the future and He 3Ham/ | don’t know
constructive plans for the improvement of life
(education, employment, family establishment,
travel ...).
HewrTo apyro, wra/
13.| Something else, what:
nopoauLA/ FAMILY MpoueHa/ Assessment
bapem jegaH poauTesb Ma NO3UTUBAH OAHOC
14 npema getery./ [a/Yes He/No
“| Atleast one parent has a positive attitude He 3Ham/ | don’t know
towards the child.
bapeMm jegaH poauTesb Ma cTabuiaH, Tonao u
15 XapMOHMYaH OJHOC Npema geteTy./ Ha/Yes He/No
‘| At least one parent has a stable, warm and He 3Ham/ | don’t know
harmonious relationship with the child.
16 Poputersu epukacHo Hagrnenajy gete./ [a/Yes He/No
“| Parents effectively monitor the child. He 3nam/ | don't know
17 MNocToje jacHa npaBunay nopoanun./ Ha/Yes He/No
‘| There are clear rules in the family. He 3nam/ | don't know
Poputersu gocnenHo Harpabyjy nowToBatrbe u/
UNY KaX<KrbaBajy KpLuetbe npasuna./ Ha/Yes He/No
18- . . 1,
Parents consistently reward obeying the rules He 3nam/ | don't know
and/or punish the violations.
PonuTeru majy HeraTvBaH OfHOC Npema
19 aHTVCOUMjanHOM MoHallamby./ Ha/Yes He/No

Parents have a negative attitude towards
antisocial behavior.

He 3Ham/ | don't know
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Mopopawnua Tpaxku nomoh of OKoNMHe Kaga je
notpe6Ho./ Ha/Yes He/No

The family seeks help from the environment He 3nam/ | don't know
when needed.

20.

MNMopoauua nma gobpe matepujanHe
21.| moryhHoctn./
The family has good material resources.

Ha/Yes He/No
He 3Ham/ | don't know

2 MoceeheH je nopoanuwn./ [a/Yes He/No
'| Is dedicated to the family. He 3nam/ | don't know
VIMa 3HauajHe oAroBOpHOCTM NpemMa Apyrum
53| W1aHoBMMa nopoauLe (npy»<a 6pury n nomoh)./ Ha/Yes He/No
*| Has significant responsibilities towards other He 3nam/ | don't know

family members (providing care and assistance).

24 bpat /cectpa cy coumjanHo agantupanHn./ Ha/Yes He/No
‘| A brother/sister is socially adapted. He 3Ham/ | don't know
MoppaBajyhn ogHOC ca HeileBWjaHTHUM GpaTom
25 / cectpom./ Ha/Yes He/No
‘| A supporting relationship with a non-deviant He 3Ham/ | don’t know
brother/sister.
HepeBurjaHTaH unaH npolnpeHe nopoauLe
2% nogp>kaBa 1 nofcTnye ocoby./ Ha/Yes He/No
| A non-deviant member of the extended family He 3Ham/ | don’t know

supports and encourages the person.

HewTo apyro, wra/
27.| Something else, what:

OKPYEHE/ ENVIRONMENT

Bpwauu/ Peers MpoueHa/ Assessment
28 BehuHa gpyrapa ocobe nge pefoBHoO y WKony./ [a/Yes He/No
‘| Most friends attend school regularly. He 3nam/ | don't know

Mma pobpe gpyrape Koju Hemajy aHTUCOLUMjanHO
29.| noHawame./
Has close friends without antisocial behavior.

Na/Yes He/No
He 3Ham/ | don't know

[Lpyrapu He ofgo6paBajy aHTUCOLMjanHO
30.| noHawame./
Friends do not approve of antisocial behavior.

[a/Yes He/No
He 3Ham/ | don't know
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Mma gobap ogHoc ca 6ap jegHum fobpo
coumjanmsoBaHuM gpyrapom./

Ha/Yes He/No

31 He has a good relationship with at least one He 3Ham/ | don’t know
well-socialized friend.
Mma pobpa nckyctsa y ogHoCKMMa ca
32 HefeBUjaHTHUM napTHepom/muma./ Ha/Yes He/No
‘| Has good experience in relationships with He 3Ham/ | don’t know
a non-deviant partner.
TpeHyTHO UMa fobap OAHOC Ca HefleBUjaHTHIM
33 napTHepom./ Ha/Yes He/No
‘| Currently has a good relationship with He 3Ham/ | don’t know
a non-deviant partner.
LLikona/ School MpoueHa/ Assessment
34 YcnewaH/a jey wkonu./ Ha/Yes He/No
‘| Has good school achievements. He 3nam/ | don't know
35 ViMa no3uTmBaH ogHOC Npema WwKonwu./ [a/Yes He/No
‘| Has a positive attitude towards the school. He 3Ham/ | don’t know
MNMoceeheH/a je WKoNW 1 WKONCKNM [la/Yes He/No
36.| akTMBHOCTMMA./ He 3Ham/ | don't know
Is dedicated to school and school activities.
37 YK/byueH/a je y pa3pefHe akTUBHOCTW./ Ha/Yes He/No
| Isincluded in class activities. He 3Ham/ | don't know
38 YKrbyueH/a je y WKoncke cekunje./ [a/Yes He/No
‘| Isincluded in school sections. He 3Ham/ | don’t know
YKIbyyeH/a je y BaHHacTaBHe akTUBHOCTU Y
KoMK (KynTypHg, CNOpPTCKe, peKpeaTnBHe, [la/Yes He/No
39.| apywTtBeHe akyuje...)./ K
. . . S He 3Ham/ | don’t know
Is involved in extracurricular activities in school
(cultural, sports, recreational, social actions...).
40 OcBojno/na je Harpage u npu3Hamwa./ Ha/Yes He/No
‘| Has won awards and recognitions. He 3Ham/ | don’t know
Wma nogpxasajyhu ogHoc ca 6apem jegHUM
P yuntesbem/HacTaBHUKOM./ Ha/Yes He/No

Has a supporting relationship with at least one
teacher.

He 3Ham/ | don't know
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42.

PapHo aHraxoBatbe/ Work engagement” MpoueHa/Assessment
AHraxyje ce y pafy Koju JOXVBSbaBa Kao
VHTepecaHTaH./ Ha/Yes He/No

Is engaged in work that he/she perceives as
interesting.

He 3Ham/ | don't know

43.

Mma pafiHO aHrakoBatbe Koje yKibyuyje
epyKkauujy./

Has a work engagement involving further
education.

Ia/Yes He/No
He 3Ham/ | don't know

44,

Mma pagHoO aHraxoBatbe Koje yKibyuyje HoBe
MoryhHoCTu (HanpefoBatbe, counjanHe
KOHTaKTe, NyToBaha...)./

Has a work engagement that includes new
opportunities (promotion, social contacts,
travel...).

Ha/Yes He/No
He 3Ham/ | don't know

45.

Wma pobpe ogHoce y pafHoj opraHu3auuju./
Has good relationships in the work organization.

Ia/Yes He/No
He 3Ham/ | don't know

46.

Mma noapxasajyhn n nogctnuyhu ogHoc ca
HagpeheHum./

Has a supportive and encouraging relationship
with the superior.

Ha/Yes He/No
He 3Ham/ | don't know

47.

Linpe okpyxewe/ Wider community MpoueHa/ Assessment
YK/byueH/a je y KOHCTPYKTUBHE aKTUBHOCTU

y 3ajefHuUUM (CNoOpT, eayKauuja, KynTypa,

APYLUTBEHe aKuuje, Apy*etba)./ Ha/Yes He/No

Is involved in constructive community activities
(sports, education, culture, social action,
socializing).

He 3Ham/ | don't know

48.

Mma pobap nopp<asajyhu ogHoc ca bapem
jenHOM HefileBMjaHTHOM OZiPAC/IOM 0CO6OM 13
OKpyxema./

Has a good supportive relationship with at least

one non-deviant adult person in the community.

[a/Yes He/No
He 3Ham/ | don't know

49.

[oCTynHW 1 KBanUTETHU KyNTYPHU pecypcun y
3ajegHuym./

Quiality cultural resources available

in the community.

Ha/Yes He/No
He 3Ham/ | don't know

* Ilop pagHVIM aHTa)XOBAEM Ce IIOfpasyMeBa 3all0C/Ielbe, XOHOPAPHI II0CA0 I BOTIOHTEPCKH paj./

Work engagement includes employment, part-time work and volunteer work.
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50.

[OCTYNHN 1 KBaNUTETHN CMOPTCKM pecypcu y
3ajegHunun./

Quality sporting resources available

in the community.

HNa/Yes He/No
He 3Ham/ | don't know

[oCTynHU 1 KBanUTEeTHN NPOrpamu 3a Miage y
3ajegHuum./

HOa/Yes He/No

>1. Quality youth programs available He 3Ham/ | don't know
in the community.
55 Kopuctn pacnonoxumse pecypce 3ajegHuue./ Ha/Yes He/No
‘| Uses available community resources. He 3nam/ | don't know
HewrTo gpyro, wra/
53.| Something else, what:

1019





