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ATONMECHEHTCKE BPIIIbAYKE I'PYIIE
1 3JIO0YIIOTPEBA JPOTE

Caxerak: 3moynoTpeba ipore je BakaH mpo6iem caBpeMeHor foba. ITocrennie koje
OHa MMa 3a IPYLITBO, AP>KaBy U 3/IpaB/be IOjefiHalla 3aXTeBajy TeMe/bHA U XMTHA Hay4-
Ha MICTPa)XMBakba CBUX HEHUX acliekaTa. VcTpaxuBamwe eTuonoruje s1oynorpeba gpo-
re y momynanuju Miaagux y Cpbuju jemas je of TakBux npojekata. OBo UCTpaKuBabe je
00aB/bEHO Ha peNpe3eHTaTHBHOM y30pKY off 1287 y4yeHnnka cpepmux mkona y beorpany,
TIOJIe/beHNX Y fIBE TPYTIe: OHe KOji 3/10yHoTpeb/baBajy ApOTy U OHe KOji HEMajy KOHTAKT
¢ gporom. ITusb pazia 610 je na ce upeHTUPNKY]jy pusudHy GaKTOpy YHyTap BPLUIBHAYKUX
IpyIna Koju MOTY MMaTH IPEAMUKTUBHY BPEHOCT 1 IIOCTY>KUTY KaO OCHOB 3a IIPEBEHTUBHE
UHTepBeHLuje. AHa/M3a ITofaTaka ypaheHa je KaAHOHIYKOM AVCKPYMUHATYIBHOM aHaJIV-
30M, II0CeOHO 3a Iedake I [jeBOjKe. Pe3ynTaTy ucTpaskmuBama Cy Iokasaau ga Kox ajio-
JlecLieHaTa IOCToje Tpy 0b/MKa 3/moynoTpebda gpore: 1) camo kopuuherve, 2) kopuuiherve
u paciiyparee u 3)camo paciiyparwe gpoie. [IpefMKTOpYU TUX IIOHAIIAbA KOjU TIPUIIAAAjy
BPIIBAYKMM IPyTIaMa Cy: IPUTHUCAK TPYyIIe Ia Ce KOPMUCTHU IpOTa, OllaKarbe MOojeiNHIIA
fia WIAHOBMY TPyIle KOPUCTE JPOry, Kopuliherme aIKoXoma y rpymnu, 6aB/berbe MojefHNIX
Y/IlaHOBA I'PyIle KPMMMHAJIOM I TIO3/THBAH CTaB YWIAHOBA IPyIIe IpeMa KpLIeihy 3aKOHa.
[TpennKTOPCKY yTUIIAjV OBYX BapUjabIy pasIuKyjy ce 3aBUCHO Off 00/uKa 3710ymnorpebda
[pore I Off II0/Ia UCTIMTaHMKa.

Kipyune peun: 3nmoynorpeba gpora, aiofeclieHT!, BPIIBadKy YTULAj 1

I YBop

Y naykama Koje ce 6aBe IpOyJaBarbeM JIeBIjaHTHIX IIOHAITAH:a CMAaTPa Ce /ja Cy M/Ia i
y TIepMOLy aI0/eCLIeHIINje HajBHIIIe U3/I0KeH MHOTOBPCHIM (aKTopyMa Koju nosehasajy
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BepoBaTHONY [eBMjaHTHOT IIOHaNIaba. Meby b1Ma BeoMa BaXKHO MeCTO 3ay3UMajy YTULAjI
BPIIBAYKIX IPyIa. Pajy ce 0 ManuM, IpujaTe/bCKUM TPYIIaMa, Koje KapaKTepuINy a) mo-
ceOHM IM/beBM TPYIIe yCMepeH Ha 3a6aBy U 3ajeHIYKe HaulHe Kopuinhemwa cnoboy-
HOT BpeMeHa, 0) 3ajeqHidyke notpebe Kao WITO ¢y MoTpebda 3a adpupmManmjom, adheKTuB-
HOM BesaHouhy, camoctanHourhy, ocno6abarme o cTamTHOT POJUTEBCKOT HAfBOPA U
IIpyTe, 1I) HEMOCTOjambe (CeM M3y3eTHO) CTPOIMX XMjepapXUjCKIX OfHOCA, Ji) HaI/IallleHO
KOH(OpMIpatbe HopMaMa IPyIIe, OTIIOP HOpMaMa OfPac/IiX U MHOTA IpyTra CBOjCTBA KOja
Cy 3a IIpefMeT OBOT pajia Mame 61THa. Hekn ncTpakuBady OBUX T3B. BPIIBAYKNX IPYIIA,
meby muma Pot (Rot, 2010a, 2010b), Jlebenuna-Mansonn u Punnjam (Lebedina-Manzoni
i Ricijas, 2013) u gpyry, moce6HO HaINalIaBajy IOCTOjatbe IPYIHIX HOPMM KOje YTU4Y Ha
OIHOCE YWIAHOBA IPYIIe IIpeMa pOAUTe/bYIMA, HACTABHUIIVIMA U [PYTUM OfpaciuMa. AKO Cy
Te TpyIe BehHOM cacTaB/beHe Off WIaHOBA JeBMjaHTHOT IIOHAIIaha OB HOPMe MOTy OUTH
OLITPO CYIPOTCTAB/beHe OMNIITUM [IPYLITBEHNM BpPeJHOCTIMA.

MHory HayYHMIY TUM IpyIIaMa Jajy IPUOPUTET Y OBHOCY Ha (haKTOpe yoKe VI Iype
conmjanHe CpefiuHe, Ha IpUMep IOPOAULIe, T1a 1 paKTOpe TMNIHOCTH Kafla je Y MUTABY
IeBMjaHTHO IOHamame. JlormuHo je MehyTum, ouexkuBaru fa usMebhy mopoguyHmx u
BpLIBKAYKUX paKTOpa MOCTOjM MHTEPAKIIMja I A Y TOM C/Iy4ajy IIOCTOjU Hajjavun U Hello-
CpemHM yTHIaj ¥ jeHuX 1 ipyrux (Zapolski, Clifton, Banks, Hershberger & Aalsma, 2019).
[IITaByire, HEKM MCTPAXKMBAYY CMATPAjy [a Ce yIora BpIIbaKa y 37I0yoTpedu Ipore He
MOJKe pa3yMeTH M30/I0BaHO, Beh caMo Kao fieo mumper KOHTEKCTa KOji CBaKaKo YK/bydyje
nopopuny (Andrews & Hops, 2010). Mnak, Hajsehu 6poj uctpaxusada 6aBuo ce ynorom
BPIIBAYKIX TPYIIA Y 370yIIOTpebu Apore, He mopexehm To ca 3HaYajeM HOPOANIHNX MIN
HeKMX Jpyrux ¢akropa U He IUCKYTYjyhu cHary Tux yTuijaja y ofHOCY Ha Heke Apyre.
CBa Ta UCTpakxuBama I10/1a3e Off XUIIOTe3€ [ja Cy BPUIHAYKU YTULAjU Y a/I0NIeCLIeHTHOM
HepUoJy pasBoja IIoce6HO BaXKHU 3a TIPOLIecC COLMjantusalyje YOIIITe, alu 1 3a IeBUjaHTHa
HOHallaba Koja YK/bYdyjy U 3710y1norpeby fpore. Ty Tesy 0 Ba)KHOCT BPLLIIbadKIX IPyIIa y
kopuirhemy U 3710yIIOTpeO CYIICTAaHIIM 3aCTYIIajy MHOrOOpojHY ucTpakusadu (Andrews,
Tildesley, Hops & Li, 2002; Angulski, Armstrong and Bouffard, 2018; Bauman & Ennett,
1994, 1996; Cox, Criss, Harrist & Zapata — Roblyer, 2017; Lebedina-Manzoni i Ricijas, 2013;
Mehta, Alfonsko, Delaney & Ayotte, 2014; Studer, et al. 2014; Tsakpinoglou & Poulin, 2017).

Behuna tux pagosa npuxsara fedunniujy CBeTcke 3apaBCTBEHe OpraHu3alllje o
3710yIIOTpeOV CYICTaHLU Kao IIOYeTHY, a/li Y OIlepaljyiOHa/IM3alij) CBOT IIPUCTYIIA [ajy
KOHKpeTHUje ofipebeme Tor mojma. 3a ckopo cBe Te pafioBe, Takohe je KapaKTepuCTUIHO
fia IIepMONLy afioNeCLieHIIMje IPU/ajy M3y3eTHY BaKHOCT. MacoH u cap. (Mason, Hitch &
Spoth, 2009), Ha npuMep, TBpAe fa Ipenas U3 Cpefibe Y KaCHY aJo/lecLieHIINjy JOHOCK
n3a3oBe Koju nosehaBajy pusuk 3a eMoluoHanHe, colujanHe u 6yxejBropaite mpobe-
Me, ApHet (Arnett, 2006) na je 3aBplIeTax afgonecleHIMje noce6aH pasBojHU IEPUO,
Jle6enuna-Mansonn u Puijanr (2013) fa je agornecrieHnuja mpoMeHaMa HajIOA/IOKHIje
pasfo6/be y YOBEKOBOM XXMBOTY. UakK U Kajja eKCIUTMIIUTHO He KaXKy KOMUKY BaXKHOCT
IIPUZQjy afoIeceHIUjI, TO Ce BUAU U3 YNMIbeHMIIe Ja CY CBY IJXOBU PaloBM KOHLIEH-
TPUCAHU YIIPaBO Ha Taj nepuoy. HapasHo, y TOM aflofieCIieHTHOM IIepUOAY flelllaBajy ce
YTHULIj! M MHOTVX APYTVX PU3NYHMX (paKTOpa Ha 3/I0YIIOTPeDY Apore, aju je 3a CBe pajjoBe
6e3 M3yseTKa, 3aje[HIYKO Ja IPUMAT J]ajy — BPIIMBAYKNM YTUIAjUMa. Y THUIaj BPIIbHaKa,
CaoIITaBajy HEKM Of IbUX, CMaTpa Ce jeJHOM Of Hajjauux IeTEPMUHAHTI MaIO/IeTHIY-
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Ke IeMMHKBeHIuje 1 3noynoTpebe cyncranuy (Reed & Wilcox Rountree, 1997). Anen
u capaganny (Allen, Changuo, Sweddo, Schad & Marston, 2012) TBpze ga je ynorpeba
CYIICTAHIIM y TPYIIM BPIIIbAKa jeflaH Off HajjaunX IpeNKTOpa TMYHe yIOTpebe CyICcTaH-
1. Ckopo naeHTMYaH ctaB uMajy bayman n Exer (1996) u joir Hekn aytopu. Haxanocr,
Te CaI/IaCHOCTH HeMa Kafja Ce pajiil O Olepal[MOHa/IN30BabYy [10jMa ,yTUIIAj BPLIkaKa
JemHM Taj IOjaM OIIE€pALMOHANIN3Y]Y MICK/bY4MBO KA0 TPYIHM IPUTUCAK, APYTU KAO Bep-
6aHy 1 HeBepOaIHy KOMYHUKAL]Y Y IPYIIN, IPU 4eMy IPYIIHM IPUTHACAK HeHUIIY Kao
Harosapambe I IIOACTUIabe aflolleClieHTa Ha Kopuiihere pore. AyTopu IpUXBaTajy Aa je
yTH1aj BPUIKHAaUYKMX I'PyTIa Ta CBeyKYIIHA KOMYHUMKAIVja YHyTap IpyIle, /iy HaI/lallaBajy
[ia Iopef, IMPEKTHUX IIOCTOje M MHAMPEKTHU IPUTUCIY KOjUX ITOjeIMHALL Hje CBEeCTaH.
bayman u Enet (Bauman, Ennett, 1994) sax/py4nnu cy fa cy yBepera 1 Iepliellluja afo-
JIECLIEHTA O IIOHALIAY NPMjaTe/bCKMX YIAHOBA IPyTIe BayKHMja 3a yTHULIAj IPYIIe Ha IbJIIX0BO
IIOHAIIAIbe, HETO KAKO Ce TV YWIAHOBM CTBAPHO IOHAMIAjy. [Ipyrum peunma jja je nepuemniuja
Jia TIpyjaTesblt KOPMUCTE APOTY Y BICOKOj KOPEIALMjI ca COICTBEHNM KopulitheweM, He3a-
BJCHO Off TOTa JIa JIY je OHa TayHa WA He.

PesynraTu ucTpakuBama yTuliaja Manux, HeopMaaHUX Ipyla BpIImbaKa, jacHO
II0Ka3yjy [ja Te IpyIie Ha IIOHaIIarba CBOjMX YIAHOBA JIeyjy Ha BUILE HA4lHA KOjy IPEBa3-
Jla3e HerloCpeHM IpuTHcak rpyme. bayman u Ener (Bauman, Ennett 1996, str,190) naBoge
fia rpyIie a) omoryhasajy jakiny ZoCTymHOCT fpore, 6) omoryhasajy yueme kopuirhema
pOTe II0 MOJIeNTy COLIMja/IHOT y4erba, IT) IIOACTUYY Jja WIAHOBMU I'PYIIe IMajy MCTa BepOBaba,
CTaBOBe, BPEIHOCTM U pallOHAIN3alL[Yje 33 IbeHY YIIOTpeby U ) HOCTIDKY Aa Kopuirhermse
Ipore Urpa BaXKHY y/Iory y ocehamy npunagaoctn u nnentndukanuju ¢ rpymnom. ITocroje
jaCHM MCTPa’KMBAYKM IOKA3M [ja CBAKO YCIOCTaB/bakbe IPYIHIX HOPMMU, CBAKO OIIaXKarhe
[ia ce BIACTUTO MOHAIIakhe PAa3/IMKyje Off IIOHAlIamba OCTaANX YWIAHOBA IPyIe WM TUX
HopMU, HarpahuBame 3a ocTHU3ame IPYIHNUX LM/bEBa, CBAKO HAaroBapamwe Off CTpaHe
4JIAHOBA I'PYIe IPeCTaB/bajy IpUTICAK Ipyne. Tu mpuTucuy MMajy sHa4ajaH yTuiaj Ha
jeZHOOOPA3HOCT Y IPYIN I HAPOUUTO KOH(OPMI3AM Ca CTABOBYMA U TOHAIIAKkYIMA TPyIIe
Kao nenuHe. Y fo6po CTPyKTypupaHnM HeOPMaTHUM IPyIIaMa CBAKO OACTYIIAbe Off Te
jenHOOOpasHOCTM HOMIeXKe caHKIMjaMa. Te caHKIuje y HApKOMaHCKMM IpyIlaMa HeKafia
MOTY OMTV U HACVITHOT KapaKTepa.

W3 cBera mITo je pedyeHo o IPYIHUM IIPUTHCIIMMA, MOYKE Ce 3aK/bYYUTH Jla Ce Pafiyi O BU-
IIeMMEeH3OHATHOM KOHCTPYKTY KOjI IIOCTOjI Y Pas/ININTIM OO/INIuMAa 1 MaHKU(pecTyje
cey pasmudTUM Iofpydjuma. Vnak, AypeKTHY VIV MHAVPeKTHY IIPUTVICIV VI CBY OCTaIN
Ha4yVHM IIPETXO/IHO HaBeJIeH) HICY U jeJHU HauMHY KOjiMa BpIIbadKe IPyIIe eyjy Ha
3noynotpeby gpore. [IpumagHOCT TUM IpyIaMa ce 4ecTo I0jaB/byje Kao CYIpecop MIn
Kao MefujaTop nsMeby nojegunux daxropa u snoynorpebe. OcuM Tora, Ta IPUMAFHOCT
MO>Ke MMAaTH yJIOry IPOTeKTUBHOT (akTopa. VcTpaxusaun cy, Ha IpuMep, OTKPUIN Ja
j€ MPUIaJHOCT MO3UTUBHYM IpynaMa’ mpoTeKTUBHY GaKTOP 3a YCIEX y KON, GeKatbe
oI IIKOJIE, TPEKIJiE Y IIKO/IOBAlbY M HalyIuTambe mKoste. CBa Ta IOHalIamka Cy, HapaBHO,
y KOpenanuju ca 37oymnorpeboM gpora.

C npyre cTpaHe, IpUIAgHOCT IPyHaMa IIPOo6IeMaTHIHIX TOHAIIA b3, a/I) jOLII U BUIIIE
Off TOra Off6a4eHOCT Off BPIIHAYKIUX IPYIIA, IpeMa pe3ylTaTiMa UCTPaKUBatba, CHOKHO

4 TepMuH KojuM Ce Of{Bajajy BpLIKAYKe TPyIe 4uju Cy wiaHoBu 6e3 mopemehaja u mpobnema y
HOHALIAKY Off TPYIIA YNjH Cy WIAHOBYU IPOOIEMATIIHY afONeCIeHT WIN IIPECTYITHNUIN.
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yTude Ha HU3 Ipo6jIeMa y KoM, a he ce To ofpasuru u Ha 3m0ymnorpeby gpore. 3a-
npaBo To he mpepcrap/baTy fOATHE HAUVHE YTULIAja TPyIIa Ha 370YIIOTpe6y Apore mopey
onnx Beh momenyrux. Bapron u Bapron (Bartol & Bartol, 2009) Ty ogbadeHocT of rpyIme
cMarpajy HajBehyuM reHepaTopoM KpMMIHATIA, a/I)i HE CAMO Y a[J0/IeCLieHTHOM IIEPHOAY
HEro 1 KacH1mje. Bpjio cimyan cTaB HOCTOjU 1 Ka/ja je y MUTabY IPUIaSHOCT HEraTUBHIIM
BpuImaykuM rpymama (Radulovié, 2014).

Vimajyhn y Buny cBy cnoxxeHoct penaryja nsmel)y agonecrieHTHIX BPIIHAYKIX CPyIIa
u 3710ymoTpeba pore, 0 4eMy je Harpes 611710 TOBOPA, TOTMYHO je IIPETIIOCTABUTH [ja Ce Y
OKBUPY je[THOT ICTPAXXMBalba, KAKBO jé OBO MOTY MCTP)KUTH CaMO HajBaXKHMjI ACIIEKTI
yTHIIaja THX Ipylla Ha 3/10ynoTpeby Apore y HammuM ycnosuma. Ha HapegHuM crpaHa-
Ma 6uhe BU/BMBO KOji CY TO aCIIeKTH y IUTAY U MO/ HOKa3MBakha HIXOBE YIOre ¥
3moynoTpebu gpore. Y 0BOM MOMEHTY JJOBOJBHO je pehu fia je mpemeT paja aHanmsa jio-
IPMHOCA BPIIHAYKIX IPyIIa pas3nukama namehy ajoneciieHara Koju 310ynoTpebbasajy
U He 3/10ynotTpe6mpaBsajy gpory. Ilog mojMoM ,,zonpuHoc” MoApasyMeBa ce CIocOOHOCT
Bapujabmu oBux rpyma fa OyAy MpefuKTOpM TUX pasianKa. Bpiumadke rpyre omepanuo-
Ha/IM30BaHe Cy Bap1jabamMa Koje ce MOTy CBPCTaTy y YeTupu Kareropuje: 1) mpumnagHoct/
HEIPUIIAHOCT IIPMjaTe/bCKMM IPyNama, 2) AMPEKTHI IIPUTUCIM TPYILE, 3) MHANPEKTHU
HIPUTUCLY TPYTie U 4) IPUNIAfHOCT HEeKMM IT0CeOHMM IpyliaMa Tj. HaBUjadKyM rpymama. Y
noce6HOM ofie/bKy Ouhe GmyKe onmcane ce Te Bapujabie.

3noynorpeba Apore, reHepaIHO y3eBIin, ofpebeHa je Kao 61710 Koje MOHAIIAbe CAaHK-
myonucano Kpyusuanum sakonnkom Perry6mmke Cp6uje, y ImaBu 23 ,,Kpusnyna ferna npo-
TUB 37paB/ba bynu’ (Wi 246, 246a u 247), a xoje je Moryhe Ha agomnecieHTCKOM y3pacty. C
0031pOM Ha Ty OKOTHOCT 3710y1I0Tpeba apore je 6/moxe ogpebena kao 1) yHoc y oprannsam
6110 Koje KO/IMYIHe 1 BPCTe CYIICTAHIM M3 IpyIle KaHabuHoua, nenpecopa LITHC-a, ctu-
My/IaHCa WM Xa/TyLJHOTeHa 11 2) Y4eCTanoCT Ipoyaje, Hyhemwa, faBarba 1 1103ajM/bIBatba
Jipore APYIMMa, Te IIOCPeRoBatba Y KYIOBIUHI VIV IIPOARJH 1 p)Katbe JPOre pajyi Ipofaje
(mpenpopaja pore). Y UTepaTypy, a1 Y IIPaKCcH, 0c1oO6oheH cTporyx npasuia mpaBHe
TEpMIHOJIOINje, Ta fjBa ITOHAIIIA A ce Ha3MBajy Kopuinherse 1 pacTypatbe (yIoBarbe) Apore.

C 0631poM Ha CBe TO IITO je HallpeJ U3HETO, IIPeAMeT OBOT MICTPAKMBatha FeHePaTHO
ce MoxKe fiepVHICATI Ka0 Y THI[Aj BPIIHAYKIX IPYIIQ, IbUXOBUX JUPEKTHUX U MHVPEKTHIX
HPUTHUCAKA, Te IPUIATHOCTY HEKUM IOCeOHMM IpyliamMa, Ha 3/10ynoTpeby gpore. Iusb
paga je npeHTI(UKOBabe pU3NYHMX (PAKTOPA OBUX IPYIIA KOjIf MOTY MMATH IPEJUKTUBHY
BPEJHOCT ¥ IIOCITY>KUTY KA0 OCHOB 3 [IPEBEHTUBHE IHTEPBEHLVIj€ Y TOM JIeTy.

II MeTopne

1. Bapujadne

Y BehunM ncTpaknBama Koja Cy HaBeieHa y YBOJTHOM JIeTTy OBOT Pajia ICTPaKMBAYY Cy
Bapujabiie BPIIHAYKMX IPyIIa O}pasiy Ha OCHOBY TeOPUjCKIX KOHIIEIIaTa COLMjaTHOT yYerba,
nudepeHLnjanTHe acoLjaninje U T3B. COLMjaIHe cenekuuje. Tu KoHenTn kopuinhern cy
u'y oBoM papy. IToce6an yTuiaj Ha us6op Bapujabnu umano je cxsarame Cum 1 Kox (Sim
& Koh, 2003) o cTpyKTypu 1 IPUPOAYU BPLUIHAIKUX IPUTUCAKA. PesynTar cBera Tora je
nsbop crenehnx Bapujabmm:
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. TIPUITATHOCT/HENIPUIIAHOCT I'PYIIN BPIIHAKa;

. IPUITAJTHOCT/HENTPUIIAHOCT HaBUjadKUM IpyTIaMa;

. HaroBaparbe Off CTpPaHe YIaHOBa IPyIIe a UCIIUTAHUK KOPUCTH SPOTY;
. kopuinheme aJIKOX0/Ia y TPyI BpIIbaKa;

. Kopuirheme [pore y IpyI BpIIbaKa;

. KPMMJHAJTHO [IOHAlllakbe YIaHOBa TPyTIe;

. KOIIKarbe Off CTpaHe YIaHOBa IpyIIe;

. yuemhe IojefMHNX WiIaHOBA IPyIIe Y GU3UYKOM HaCUIBY;

X g U W

9. CTaBOBU YIAHOBA I'PyIie IIpeMa KpIIemhy 3aKOHa;

10. moppIIKa off CTpaHe YWiIaHOBA IPyIle y TEUIKUM MIN HelIpUjaTHUM CUTYalljama.

Tux mecet Bapujabmy nsabpaHMX Ha OCHOBY IIPETXOHMX MCTpakuBama Beher 6poja

ayTopa CacBMM Cy JOBO/bHE I IIOKaXXY Y/IOTY BPITHadyKIX YTHI[aja y 37I0yHOTpeby gpora.
3a mpoueny Te 3noynorpebe kopuurhene cy cnenehe Bapujabie:

1. xopunthemwe fgpore gepuHICaHO Ka0 CaMo MOHEKaJl, C BpeMeHa Ha BpeMe VI TIpK
ocehamy moTpebe yHOC y opraHusaM 6110 Koje KOMu4mHe ¥ BpCTe Apore 13 HaBe-
JieHe YeTUPHU IpyIe’;

. IpOfiaja gpore Apyrum ocobama’;

. Hybeme fipore pyruma;

. laBakbe Ipore IpyTuMa;

. TI03ajM/bUBaIb€ IPOre APYIUMa;

. TIoCpeJioBame y KYIIOBUHI U IPOJiajy Apore;

. IpXKambe Ipore paiu mpoyaje (Iperpoyaja apore).

AHanmsa guctTpubynje HaBeleHMX Bapujabii IoKasana je u3pasuTo 3aKpuBJbebe

NN U s LN

Ka OITOBOPUMA ,He KOPUCTUM APOTy” M ,HIUCaM HujefHOM . Y TOM OO/IMKY OHe ce HUCY
MOTI7Ie KOPUCTUTH 1 3aTO Ce IIPUIIIIO KOHCTUTYMCaby HOBMX Ha OCHOBY y/Ia3HMX IOfIaTaKa
o xopuihewy 1 pacrypamy. [IpumeHoM oarosapajyhux mocrynaxa u ysumajyhu y 063up
OArOBOpe Ha CBAaKO IUTalbe, JOOMjeHa Cy YeTHpH KIacTepa IOHallaba U TO:

1. camo kopumtheme gpore

2. xopuithebe 1 pacTypame

3. caMo pacTypaibe 1

4. 6e3 MKaKBOI KOHTAKTa Ca JJPOTrOM.

IIpBe Tpy Kareropuje cy ,,aucti” obmuuy 310ynorpeda gpore. Y KaTeropuju ,,camo
KOpUCTe Ipory” Cy IOjefiUHIIN KOjI {loHeKay, ¢ 8pemeHa Ha épeme VN tpu oceharwy tiotipe-
de yHOCe IpOTy y OpraHmM3aM, ajiii Ha CBaKO IMNUTambe O PACTyparby UMajy OATOBOD ,,HUCAM
HYjeqHOM . Y Jpyroj KaTeropuju ,KOPIUCTE M PacTypajy” Cy CBM HOjeIHALV KOjU Kopucitie
gpoiy ¥ Koju Cy MaKap Ha jeHO INTambe O PaCTyPatby OATOBOPUIN ,,jecaM jefHOM [0
»jecam Buiie myta“. Y tpehoj kaTeropuju ,,caMo pacTypajy Apory” Cy ajoeCLieHTI KOjit He
y3umajy gpoiy, alv Koju je, Ha 6110 KOju Off LLIeCT Ha4MHa, paciiiypajy. YeTBpTa Kateropuja
je 3aIpaBo APYIM IIOJI KOHTUHYYMa 3/I0yIoTpeba gpore. Y mb0j HeMa HUjeJHOT C/Iydaja

5 ledpunniuja gpore CBeTcke 3apaBcTBeHe opranusanuje (Bukeli¢, 2004)

¢ Opnocu ce Ha ipory us HaBefieHe dyeTnpu rpyie. OBa Bapujabia 1 IPeOCTA/NX [eT Cy NHTepPBaI-
HOT KapaKTepa ca HyMepucameM: 1. HucaM HUKaza, 2. jecaM jeIHOM, 3. jecaM /iBa IIyTa, 4. jecam Tpu
mmyTa 1 5. jecaM BuIe IyTa.
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kopuinhema 1 pactypama gpore. Ta kareropuja je Beoma BaXkHa, jep CIyXu 3a mopeherse
ca ocrasie TpH.

2. Y3opax agonecyeraitia, UHCIUPyMeHiYU U HOCTLYAaK UCMPANusarea

Ysopax ajoneciieHara y 0BOM UCTPaKMBalby je ABOETAIIHM C/Ty4ajHN Y30PaK yYeHMKa
cpenmux mKosa y beorpany Bennanne 1287 yyeHnxka. Y IpBoj eTany CIy4ajHUM U360poM
ofabpaHe Cy, IPONOPLMOHATHO ydenrhy BpcTe MIKO/IA Y YKYITHOM Opojy Cpelb1X LIKOa
y beorpany, 3 rumHasuje, 6 CpebyX CTPYYHNX IIKO/IA ¥ 1 yMETHMYKA NIKOMA. YHYTap TUX
IIKO/Ia, TaKoDe C/TyuajHMM IIOCTYIIKOM, M3a6paHoO je MO jeTHO Ofie/berbe Y CBAKOM pasperny.
Y muMa je ucnmrTa"o yKymHo 1287 yueHnka.

CTpyKTypa TOr y30pKa II0 y3pacTy jara je y ITpoceyan yspacT y y30pKy je
17,04 rop. y3 cTaHmap/iHO OfCTyname of 1.147.

CrpyKTypa y3opKa IO IOy fiaTa je y

OpHoc nosa 1 y3spacTa UCIMTAaHUX Y4EeHMKa JIaT je y

W3 usHeTnX mogaraka o CTPyKTypH Y30pPKa II0 y3pacTy 1 IOy, Te II0 OFHOCY II0/Ia 1
y3pacTa MO>Ke Ce 3aK/bY4UTH Jja CTPYKTYPa y30pKa II0 BAXKHIM JIeMOrpadcKIM 0benesxjuma
He OJICTYIIa Off HOpMaJIHe AUCTpuOyLuje TUX obeexja y MOMyIaliji y9eHNKa CPebIX
HIKOJIA.

CBM IOfALM O 37I0YNIOTPeOM Apore 1 BPIIMHAYKIM I'PYIIaMa Jieo CY jeHOT IMper
YIMTHUKA IT0CeOHO KOHCTPYMCAHOT 32 MCTPaXXMBambe Te 310ynorpebe. [IprMeHa ynuTHIKa
je IpeTXOHO IIPOBEPEHA y jefIHOM UCTPaKMBamy Ha 833 MICIMTAHMKA Y a/I0/IECLLEHTCKOM
y3pacTy. BanmuaHOCT muTama o 3710y1oTpetu pore TeCTUpaHa je paKTOPCKOM aHATU30M.
Cpa nutama 1Masa Cy BeoMa BUCOKe M/IM BMCOKEe KOpe/alije C IIPBOM ITTaBHOM KOMIIO-
HEHTOM Jj001jeHOM ToM aHanu3oM. [ToysjaHoCT 0OBe KOMIIOHEHTe ;00jeHe Ha OCHOBY TUX
nuTama 6ma je .8997. Ilurarma 0 BpIIKHAYKIM IPyIIaMa HICY IIPOBepaBaHa CTaTUCTUIKIM
MeTOJaMa, /Il CY Y IIPETXOHO IOMEHY TOM MCTPaKIBalby JOOVjeHN BalUIHN 1 IIOy3/IaHN
pesynTaT! Ha OCHOBY IbUX.

VcrpakuBame je CIIPOBEfIEHO Y3 IIPETXOIHO 0fj00perbe HaflIeXKHNUX IIPOCBETHUX
MHCTUTYIMja M YIIpaBa cBake IKosie. CBY MCIIUTAHNUIM OUIIN Cy YTIO3HATH C TTIO0ATHIM
L/beM UCTPAXXMBaka, Kao 1 MoryhHourhy na of6ujy fa y memy yuectsyjy. IIpukyrparme
ToflaTaka 6110 je TPYITHO U OJIBUjaJIO Ce Y OKBMPY je[THOT IITKOJICKOT yaca. CBY OArOBOpY Ha
IUTamba y yHUTHUKY Cy CAMOMCKA3!) yYeHNUKa IaTU Y aHOHUMHO] cuTyauuju. Ilpukyrbame
mojfaTaka 06aBUIIN Cy TICMXOJIO3Y Y MIKOTaMa.

OcHoBHa aHa/M3a ojaTaka je ypaheHa MeTofaMa TeCKpUITYBHE 11 HellapaMeTpPIjcKe
crarucruke. TecTupare ogHoca 13Mehy Bapyjabmy BpIImbadKuX rpyIa 1 Tpy 06/11Ka 3710-
ynorpeb6a gpore ypaheHo je KAHOHIYKOM JVICKPMMUHATUBHOM aHATM30M KOja je jeHa
Of1 HajIIOy3aHVj X MYITUBAPUjaTHUX METO/A 3a UCIIUTUBAbE Pa3/iuKa usmehy rpymna
cybjexara.

III Pesynratn

Pesyrraru nctpaxxnsara 6uhe n3noxxenn y asa fea. Y mpsom 6uhe mpukasaHu OCHOB-
HY (peHOMEHOJIOLIKY IIOfIAIN O TPY 0O/IMKa 3710yIoTpeba gpore. Y npyrom geny 6uhe npe-

7 Cronbach alfa mmu TecT nHTepHE KOH3MCTEHTHOCTH.
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3€HTOBAHI PE3Y/ITATH O HOIPUHOCY BPILIKHAYKIX IPYIIA IIOjeANHIM Off TUX 06/mKa. 360r
MPETIIOCTABKE JIa ITOJIHE Pas/IiKe MOTY OMTH Off 3HaYaja 3a Taj OHOC, oBa aHanu3a he Guru
06aB/beHa MOCEOHO 3a jefaH U [PYTH 0TI af0jIecIieHaTa.

1. OcHOBHU (heHOMEHOTIOLIKY MTOFALN TPY OO/IMKa 370yIoTpeba spore

Kako je panuje 6110 HaBeleHO, U3BOPHM IIOJAIIM O 3/I0YIIOTPeOU POre OKA3a/IM CY
Jia KOJI ajio/ieclieHara II0CToje Tpu o0/mKa 3710ymnoTpeda pore. Y4ecTaIoCT THX IIOHAIIAba,
fiata y ppeKBeHIMjaMa 1 IPOIleHTYIMA Ha/lasy ce y ITopep wux oBa Tabena ca-
Apxxu ¥ 6POj OHMX KOji Cy CaMo Mpobau LpOry, Kao ¥ OHUX KOjii HUCY MIMaJIi HIKAKaB
KOHTAKT Ca IhOM.

3a aHa/nM3y OJHOCA C BPLIKHAYKMM IPylIaMa BaXKHa Cy MOHallIamka 10f 6pojeBnma 1,
3,4.u5. MsHesaBMCHo OJ] aHA/IM3€ OBMX OJJHOCA BaJba 3aIIA3UTH JIA je YKyIIlaH
6poj yueHMKa CpefbX IIKO/Ia y3pacTta of 15 1o 19 roguHa Koju 310ynoTpebpasajy Apory
264 wmu 20,5%8 . Ox Tor 6poja kopuctu gpory 228 wu 17,71°% . Bajpa 3anasutu fa of
yKyIHOT 6poja of 1287 ncnuTanux y4enuka mux 181 mwmu 14,07% nunyje gpory. To je,
6e3 cyMIbe, BPJIO JIOLI pe3y/ITaT KOjU 3aXTeBa XMUTHE IIPeBEHTUBHE UHTEPBEHLje. 3a OBy
aHa/IM3y BeoMa je BaKHO mcTahy fa y KaTeropuju Koja CIy)um Kao OCHOB 3a opeheme ¢
obmnyMa 31oynorpebe, fakie y KaTeropuju ,0e3 KOHTaKTa ¢ JporoM” IOCToju 966 uin
75,05% McnnTaHMKA IITO je BUILe HETO JOBOJ/BHO 3a CBe BpcTe nopehema. Y obmunnma
IIOHAaIIamka 3, 4. ¥ 5. He II0CTOje Pas/IMKe II0 IIOJTy.

2. Bpurmauke rpyte u 3noynorpeba gpore

Opnnoc nsmeby BpiIbaukux rpymna u Tpu 06/1MKa 370ynorpeda gpore UCIUTIBAH je
KaHOHMYKOM [IMCKPYMIHATUBHOM aHAIM30M. Ta MeToia Ha OCHOBY MHTepKOpeanmja
y CBaKOM Off iBa CKyIla Bapujabu u Kpockopenanuja nsmehy ckynosa, ngentuduxyje
JIATEeHTHY AVIMEH3Wjy YHyTap Bapujabiy rpyma Koja je OArOBOpPHA 3a IIOCTOjabe pasnKa
usMeby ajjonecuenara Koju 3noynoTpeb/paBajy 1 He 310ynoTpeb/baBajy apory. VI faspe, 3a
CBaKy Bapyjadiry Ipyla yTBpAU BeHY CIOCOOHOCT IPeVIKIje OBYUX pas/nKa.

Kako je paHuje pe4eHo 0Ba aHa/MM3a Pa3/IMKa je yIuEbeHa 3a CBAKY Off TPU O6/MMKa
3moynoTpe6e 1 T0 moceGHO 3a HedaKe U eBojKe. Pe3yiTary Te aHanuse JaTi Cy y HapesHe
nse Tabemne!l”,

/3 noparaxa nnpukasanux y| Tabemu 5Bubuso je a Koj cBakor 06/1mKa 37oynorpebe
TIOCTOj TIO jefHa AMCKPUMMMHATHBHA QYHKIIMja dNja je KAHOHMYKA Kope/alnuja CTaTu-
CTUYKM 3HaYajHa.

ITpema go6ujeHNM pe3ynTaTuMa HaBeAeHNM ,,caMo kopututhetse gpore” u
KOJI iedaka 1 KOfj ieBojaka JOMUHAHTHO je ofpeleHo ypaBo ,,kopuiihereM Apore 4iaHOBa
Bpimauke rpyme”. Kop feBojaka, Ha pasinke y ToM Kopuiithery Bp/Io CIM4aH YIIUB UMa
U IIPUTVCAK TPYyIle U3PasKeH Kao ,,HaroBaparbe fja ce ;pora y3me".

»~Kopuurheme u pacrypame apore” kao nocebaH BIJ 3710ymnoTpede je, IO CBEMY
cynehu, 3HaTHO 3mohynHMju 1 Texxu o6nuk nmopemehaja. Pasiuke y ToM IOHaIIaby BpIO

8 36up nonamama 3, 4 u 5.
® 36mp nmoHaruama 2 1 3.

10y oBOM Ofie/bKY, ITa HU Y pafiy Y Lie/IMHI HUCY IITaMIIaHe MaTpPULie MHTEPKOPeIaLiyja 1 KpoCcKope-
nanyja, Te jour Heku mparehu mogary, jep 6u TO 0Baj paj MpeBuIle ONTepeTIIO OpojeBuMa.
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cHaxHo ozipebyje, Takobe, kopuirheme gpore of cTpane WiaHOBa TpyIIe, anu U GaB/bebe
TYX WIAHOBA KPMMMHAJIOM U IIOHOBO, IIPUTHUCAK IPyIle Ha Kopuiuhere fpore.

Tpehu 06k 3moynoTpebe, ,,caMo pacTypame fpore’, U3Iefa fja je HajBUIIe U3/I0-
KEHO yTUIIajiiMa BPIIbauKux rpyma. CKopo cBe BpIIbadke Bapujabie 1NMajy yena y ToMm
[IOHAIIAKY TP YeMY Cajj BUIIE HIjje JOMUHAHTAH YTULaj ,,kopuirherba gpore o cTpaHe
4IaHOBA IPyIIe’, jep je ,AeaTHOCT IPYyIIe ANIoBambe Apore. YTuuaj ,kopuirhemwa gpore y
rpymn” je caji CKOpo HOTIIYHO U3jefiHaueH C ,IIO3UTUBHUM CTaBOM IPYIIe O KPIIeHY 3aK0-
Ha“, Ta curyanmja je KapaKTepUCTHKA 32 [leTaKe, a 3a AEBOjKe je TO U [jajbe OIlaKambe Ja Ce
»YIaHOBMU IpyIle 6aBe KpMMIUHanIoM . YomuTe, Moxke ce pehn fia ce oBaj By 3noynorpebe
[I0CTa pas3/mKyje u3Mely MYILIKOT 1 >KeHCKOT 10714 a[j0/IeCLieHaTa, 1 TO 3HATHO BIIIIE Hero
y IIpeTXO/IHA IBa [TOHAIIAka. Y Ty Pas/IMKy Ba/ba yOPOjaTi U MOAATAK fia Ce edaliy KOju Cy
»4JIAHOBY IpyIle HaBujaua” 6aBe pacTypameM apore. Ta Bapujadia, HauMe, jeIMHO Y OBOM
CITy4ajy uMa KoeUIVjeHTe KOjII CY IPEfUKTOPY Te BPCTe IMOHaIaba. !

IV Iuckycuja

Kapa ce unTa mmreparypa o yTiijajiuMa BpLIbayKIX IpyIa Ha 3710ynoTpeby Apore,
BpP7I0 6P30 ce CTeKHe YTHMCAaK O CHAKHVM VI HETIOCPEHUM YTHI[ajuMa TUX IPYIIa Ha OBO
noHamasme. lllTaBuine, HeKM ayTOPU CYy USPUYMUTO TBPAVIIN [ia je Y afjoNeCLieHIj I Taj
yTUIIj Hajjaulr, Hajeehi, Ta ce yora mopopuiie moMepa y Ipasly Bplimbadkyx rpyma (Allen,
Donohue, Griffin, Ryan & Turner, 2003; Krosnick & Judd, 1982; Van Ryzin, Fosco & Dishion,
2012) n 1a oHe MMajy IpeCyAHY YIOTY y IeBUjaHTHIM MOHAIIamkyMa pasHe mpupope. OBo
UCTpKUBaIbe IIOKasyje, MehyTum, ga To Huje H6a Tako. Jep geceT Bapujaby BPIIHAIKIX
TPyTIa, ofabpaHyX Ha OCHOBY TBPHEBM Y IUTEPATYPH fla Cy OHe HajOOTbI PETIPe3eHTH yTHIaja
TOT HOZIPYYja, AAJI0 je KAHOHMYKe KOopealyje pefa BemanHe of .324 no .547. To, mpakTmd-
HO, 3Ha4M J1a Cy Te Bapujabiie 61te y cTamy fa objacHe cera usmely 10,5 11 29,9% Bapujance
pasnuka usmehy agoneciieHara Koju 310yIoTpe6/baBajy pOry ¥ OHMX KOju HeMajy 610
KaKaB KOHTAKT € AporoM. IIpuroBop fia je To Mox/a 360r paldniameHOCT 37I0yHoTpede
Ha TIojeiyHe 0O/IIKe He CTOjI, jep je CMJaH pes3ynTaT fobjeH 1 3a IieNnHy HoHamrama. He
CTOjM HU IIPUTOBOP Jia HUCY U3abpaHe IpaBe Bapujadiie, jep cy oHe Hajuenrhe moMumaHe
y muTepaTypu. EBeHTyanmHO ce MOXKe IPUrOBOPUTH A je Mau Opoj TUX Bapyjadiu pasyior
3a HIDKe KaHOHMYKe KOoperalje, a/iil HeKJ Off ayTopa KOju Cy BplIibauyke yTHIjaje IIporia-
IIaBajIy [TTABHOM €TVOIOIIKOM OfIpETHUIIOM KOPUCTWIN CY U Mamby 6poj TUX Bapujabnu
(Andrews et al., 2002; Andrews & Hops, 2010; Bauman & Ennett, 1994).

Hmnax, He Moxxe ce pehu fia je 300r Tora oBaj pesynrar Mame BpefaH. Eberosa ocHOB-
Ha BPEIHOCT je peajIHOCT IoflaTaKa Ha KOj/Ma Ce TeMe/b) I IOY3JaHOCT ¥ KBa/JIUTET
puMemeHe Metogie. Iberosa moce6Ha BpeIHOCT je IITO IIOKa3yje fa je yIora BpIIbadkIX
rpylia pas3janynTa 3aBUCHO Off 00/IMKa 3710yII0Tpeba fpore 1 I0ceGHO, 3aBUCHO Of HOJIa.
OBo mocenme je U3y3eTHO BaXKHO, jep MIOKasyje Aa eTHOOMWKY (aKTOPU 3/I0YIOTpe-
6a pore HUCY MU He MOpPajy OMTV MCTHU KOJ, jefHOT ¥ IPYTOT II0JIa U Jia Ce, CaracHo

11 3HauajHN KAHOHMYKM AUCKPUMUHATUBHU KOe(PULUjEeHTH 1 KoeUIMjeHT Kopealuje KOf, 110-
Halllaka ,KOPICTe U PacTypajy ApOory” MMajy MUHYC IMpe3aHK IITO IPAKTUIHO 3HAYN JIa OBY Bp-
CTy 37I0yIOTpe6a Ipore yIpaXKibaBajy fiedaliyt Koji HUCY WIAHOBM HaBUjadKMX IPyIa. 3a WIaHOBE
HaBUjauyKIUX IPYIIA ,,pe3epBUCAHO” je MIOHAIIabe MAeHTUPNKOBAHO Kao ,,CaMO pacTypambe fpore®
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TOMe, IIPEBEeHTHUBHE aKIlje TOT TOHAIIaka MOpajy mpwiarohasaru oBuM pasmnkama. Kao
WITYCTpalMjy TUX pas/iKa Baj/ba HaBeCTH Jla YTUIAj ,,HaroBapama Ha Kopuirheme fpore’,
Kao HajOo/ba Mepa MPUTIUCKA TPYIIe, He IOCTOjI KOJ MOMaKa KOji ,CaMO KOPUCTe APOry”
(-.120 1 .277), a a je CHa>kaH, AMPEKTHY IPeIMKTOp KOx feBojaka (.513 n .677). VI pame,
3a ,,caMo pacTypame pore” Koj ieBojaka je OMTHU IPefUKTOp 6aB/berbe WIAHOBA TPYIIe
kpuMuHajnaoM (.671 n .820), TOK je KOJ fedaka Taj IPeAMKTOPCKI YTHULIAj Tofe/beH usMeby
kopuirhema gpore y rpynu (.429 1.710) 1 cTaBOBa WIaHOBA IPyIIe IIpeMa KpIIehYy 3aKOHa
(.510 m .560)"2.

Inepajyhu mojennuaune BpefHOCTU THX KoeduinjeHata Moxke ce pehu ma mocrojn
HEKOJIVIKO Bapyjab/y BPIIbAYKIX IPYIIa KOje HECYMEbIMBO JJOIPMHOCE 37I0yIOTpebu Apo-
re. To cy y mpBoM peny ,,kopuirhere gpore y Ipynu Bplilbaka’ Koja je IPeAUKTOp CBUX
obrka 3noynorpeba kop 06a mona. To je yHuBep3anHu pusudHM GaKTOp Y BPLIbHAYKIM
rpylama, jep HOCTOjU Y CBUM OO/IMI[MMA 37I0ymoTpebe U KO ledaka U KO ieBojaka. Taj
YHUBEP3a/THU IPEANKTOPCKY KapaKTep HeMa BHIIeE HU jefjHa Bapujabiia, ai Hif Majio He
Tpeba IMOTLEHNTH CHATY ,,HaroBapamwa Off CTpaHe YWIAHOBA IPYIIe fla Ce KOPUCTHU MU AUITYje
fpora” U ,,0Ia)karbe affO/eCIIeHTa Ia YHy Tap IPyIle OCTOje WIAHOBY KOj! Y/He KPVUBUYHA
nena‘. IIpBa of Te ABe Bapujabye HMje MPEAUKTOP CaMo KOJ fiedaKa Kojii KOPIUCTe POry U
IeBOjaKa Koje AVIyjy ApOry, Majia je y KOpeJallijy ¢ OfroBapajyhuM JMCKpUMIHATYBHIM
¢dyHKUMjaMa, a [pyra je IPMINYIHO CHaXKaH IIPEAMKTOP Kof 06a Ioya U KOf ,,kopuirhermba
U pacTypama ipore” 1 KOJi ,CaMo pacTypama gpore’, ai HeMa yTHIaja Ha pas/uKe KO
»camo Kopuinhema gpore®

Ocrase Bapnjabie HeMajy TaKO MIMPOK OIICET [e/I0Baba I IPEFUKTOPHU Cy CaMO Y
THOjeAMHMM 06/MMIIMMA 3TI0YIIOTPpebe KO ledaka M fieBojaka. To ¢y ,,kopuinheme ankoxo-
J1a y TPyIIN’, ,,yI€CTBOBAbE WIAHOBA IPYyIIe Y PU3NUKOM HACUBY U ,,OllKAHE /1A WIAHOBI
TpyIle MMajy MO3UTUBAH CTaB IIpeMa KpIIehy 3aKOHa

V 3akpydak

Bpuimayke rpyme HeCIOPHO ¥IMajy BeoMa BaXkaH yTHIaj Ha 3710ynoTpedy npore. Taj
3aK/by4aK IIPOM3/IA3M U3 pPe3yaTaTa Koju IoKasyje fa Cy AMPEKTHY U MHAUPEKTHI IIPU-
THMCIV OBUX IPYIIa, MAaHI(ECTOBAHNU Y BUJY ,Haropapama Jja ce KOPUCTHU Apora” WIN ¥
ollaKamy II0jefIMHIIA [ ,,WIAHOBY FEroBe TPyIle KOPUCTE IPOTY, fa ce ,0aBe KPUMU-
HajsioM’, fia ,KOPUCTe aJIKOXOJI WU Ja MMajy ,IIO3UTUBAH OJHOC IIpeMa KpIIEHY 3aK0-
Ha” IMPeKTHU IPeAMKTOpY pasnuka usMely amonecieHaTa Koju 3110yHoTpe6/baBajy 1 He
3noynoTpebpasajy gpory. Taj ommTy 3aK/by4yak He MeHha HI YMEEHNIA A Ce YTULIAju
THX TPyIa Pa3/INKyjy 3aBUCHO Off 00/IMKa 3710yII0Tpebe 1 joLI BUIIIe 3aBJICHO Off TIOJIa, a/ln
3HATHO YC/IOXKIbaBajy y0Ty TPYIHUX YTHUIIAja, I1a ¥ OIFOBOPA Ha NIUTabe O IPUPOAK U
MIOPEKITy TUX yTUIIaja.

OBo mocienme je HaBefeHO 360r TOra LMITO TEOPUjCKM MHAMKATOPHU KOjI Ce de-
CTO NOMMUILY Kafla Cy yTULaju TPyNa y NUTabY, MMajy 3Ha4ajHUX mpasHuHa. Teopuja
nudepeHIUjaTHIX acouMjayja uMa KIacudaH IpobieM, UCTH Kao U KOJ MasoneT-
HITYKOT IIPeCTYIHMIITBA, Aa 00jacHM II0YeTaK ydermha KpMMIUHATHOT IIOHALIAba Y HEKOj

12Y 06a ciry4aja mopejie ce KAHOHUYKM JUCKPUMUHATUBHY KOe(DUIVjeHTH, jep OHY [IOKa3Yyjy CHary
IojeAMHaYHe Bapyjabie y IPOrHO3Mpamy TOT IOHAIlaKka Kafja Cy YTULjU CBUX LPYTUX KOHTPO-
JIMCAHM.
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»IIPBOHACTA/I0]” TPYIN, @ TEOPUja COLMjaIn3aIije 1 TeOpuja ceneKiuje, nax, ga objacHe
3aIITO a0/IeCLEHTU 61/Ipajy Ia 6y11y YIAHOBU OAlll TUX HETaTVBHUX rpyma. CnnyHa nTama
IIOCTaB/bajy Ce U 3a HEKe JJpyTe Teopuje, Ha IPUMeP 3a TEOPUjY COLMja/THOT y4erha, TEOPUjy
paruoHanHor u3bopa.

Vimajyhn To y BURY, Ipe; MCTpaXkyBadMMa CTOj| KpyIlaH 3afaTak: 1) ia yTBpfie cTBap-
HY Y/IOTY BPIIauKIX IPYIIa y 37I0YIIOTpe6u Apore 1 UCTOBpeMeHO Haby Ba/baHa Teopujcka
objalmeHa 3a TO 11 2) Ia yTBPAE 1 JOKKY KOje BPCTe IPEeBEHTUBHIX NHTEPBEHI[Vja MOTY
CIIPpEYNTN IV CMAabUTU TO IIOHAIIIAbE.
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ADOLESCENT PEER GROUPS AND DRUG ABUSE

Abstract: Drug abuse is an important problem of the modern age. Impact that drug
abuse has on society, the state and the health of individuals requires fundamental and
urgent scientific research on all its aspects. Research into the etiology of drug abuse in
the youth population in Serbia is one of such projects. This research was carried out on
a representative sample of 1,287 secondary school students in Belgrade, divided into two
groups: drug abusers and those who do not have contact with drugs. The aim of this paper
was to identify risk factors within peer groups that could have a predictive value and serve
as a basis for preventive interventions. Data analysis was done with canonical discriminant
analysis, separately for boys and girls. The results of the study have shown that among
adolescents there are three forms of drug abuse: 1) use only, 2) use and distribution, and 3)
drug distribution only. The predicates of these behaviors belonging to peer groups are: the
pressure by group on members to use drugs, the perception of an individual that members of
the group use drugs, the use of alcohol in the group, the involvement of certain members of
the group in crime, and the positive attitude of members of the group towards law violations.
Predictive effects of these variables vary depending on the type of drug abuse and of the
gender of respondents.

Keywords: drug abuse, adolescents, peer influence

I Introduction

In the sciences that study deviant behavior, it is considered that young people in
adolescence are most exposed to various factors which increase the likelihood of deviant
behavior. Among them, the influence of peer groups is very important. These are small
groups of friends characterized by a) a special group of goals aimed at fun and shared
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leisure activities, b) common needs such as the need for affirmation, affective attachment,
independence, release from constant parental control, and others, ¢) the absence of strict
hierarchical relationships (except extreme); d) a pronounced conformation to group norms,
resistance to adult norms and many other features that are less relevant to the subject of
this paper. Some researchers of these so-called peer groups, including Rot (2010a, 2010b),
Lebedina-Manzoni and Ricijas$ (2013), and others, particularly emphasize the existence of
group norms that affect group members’ attitudes toward parents, teachers, and other adults.
If these groups are mostly composed of members of deviant behavior, these norms can be
sharply opposed to general social values.

Many scholars prioritize these groups over narrower or wider social settings, such as
families, and personality factors when it comes to deviant behavior. It is logical, however,
to expect that there is an interaction between family and peer factors and in that case there
is the strongest and immediate impact of both (Zapolski, Clifton, Banks, Hershberger &
Aalsma, 2019). Moreover, some researchers believe that the role of peers in drug abuse
cannot be understood in isolation, but only as part of a broader context that certainly
involves the family (Andrews & Hops, 2010). However, most researchers have addressed
the role of peer groups in drug abuse, not comparing it to the importance of family or other
factors and not discussing the power of those influences over others. All these studies start
from the hypothesis that peer influence in the adolescent period of development is especially
important for the process of socialization in general, but also for deviant behaviors that
include drug abuse. This thesis about the importance of peer groups in substance use and
abuse is advocated by many researchers (Andrews, Tildesley, Hops & Li, 2002; Angulski,
Armstrong and Bouftard, 2018; Bauman & Ennett, 1994, 1996; Cox, Criss, Harrist & Zapata
- Roblyer, 2017; Lebedina-Manzoni and Ricija$, 2013; Mehta, Alfonsko, Delaney & Ayotte,
2014; Studer, et al., 2014; Tsakpinoglou & Poulin, 2017).

Most of these papers accept the World Health Organization’s definition of substance
abuse as an initial one, but in the operationalization of their approach they provide a
more specific definition of the term. For almost all these papers, it is also characteristic
that they give adolescence the utmost importance. Mason and associates (Mason, Hitch
& Spoth, 2009), for example, argue that the transition from middle to late adolescence
brings challenges that increase the risk of emotional, social and behavioral problems,
Arnett (Arnett, 2006) argues that end of adolescence is a distinct developmental period,
Lebedina- Manzoni and Ricija$ (2013) say that adolescence is the period most susceptible
to change in human life. Even when they do not explicitly state the importance they attach
to adolescence, this is evident from the fact that all their papers are focused precisely on
this period. Of course, during this adolescent period, many other risk factors affect drug
abuse, but it is common for all papers to give primacy to peer influence without exception.
Peer influence, some of them say, is considered one of the strongest determinants of juvenile
delinquency and substance abuse (Reed & Wilcox Rountree, 1997). Allen and colleagues
(Allen, Changuo, Sweddo, Schad & Marston, 2012) argue that substance use in the peer
group is one of the strongest predictors of personal substance use. An almost identical
view is taken by Bauman and Ennett (1996) and some other authors. Unfortunately, there
is no such consensus when it comes to operationalizing the term “peer influence”. Some
operationalize this term solely as group pressure, others as verbal and non-verbal group
communication, defining group pressure as coaxing and encouraging adolescents to use
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drugs. The authors accept that peer group influence is the overall communication within
the group, but emphasize that in addition to direct, there are indirect pressures that the
individual is not aware of. Bauman and Ennett (1994) concluded that adolescents’ beliefs and
perceptions of the behavior of group members are more important for the group’s influence
on their behavior than how those members actually behave. In other words, the perception
that friends use drugs is highly correlated with own use, whether or not it is accurate.

The results of a study on the impact of small, informal peer groups, clearly show that
these groups influence their members’ behavior in a number of ways that go beyond the
immediate group pressure. Bauman and Ennett (1996: 190) state that groups a) make drug
availability easier, b) allow the learning of drug use to be modeled on social learning, c)
encourage group members to have the same beliefs, attitudes, values and rationalizations
for use, and d) they achieve that drug use plays an important role in their sense of belonging
and identification with a group. There is clear research evidence that any establishment of
group norms, any observation that one’s own behavior differs from the behavior of other
group members or those norms, any rewards for achieving group goals, any persuasion by
group members represent group pressure. These pressures have a significant impact on group
uniformity and especially conformism with the attitudes and behaviors of the group as a
whole. In well-structured informal groups, any departure from this uniformity is subject
to sanctions. These sanctions can sometimes be violent in drug groups.

From all that has been said about group pressure, it can be concluded that this is a
multidimensional construct that exists in different forms and manifests itself in different
areas. However, direct or indirect pressures and all the other ways outlined above are not the
only ways peer groups are influencing drug abuse. Belonging to these groups often appears
as a suppressor or mediator between particular factors and abuse. In addition, belonging to
a group can act as a protective factor. Researchers, for example, have found that belonging
to positive groups? is a protective factor for success in school, preventing students from
skipping classes, interrupting their schooling, and leaving school. All of these behaviors, of
course, correlate with drug abuse.

On the other hand, belonging to groups with problematic behavior, but even more so,
being rejected by peer groups, according to the research, strongly influences a number of
problems at school, and this also affects drug abuse. In fact, this represents additional ways
for groups to influence drug abuse beyond those already mentioned. Bartol and Bartol
(Bartol & Bartol, 2009) consider this rejection by the group the biggest generator of crime,
not only in adolescence but later as well. There is a very similar attitude when it comes to
belonging to negative peer groups (Radulovi¢, 2014).

Considering all the complexity of the relationship between adolescent peer groups
and drug abuse, as discussed above, it is logical to assume that a study such as this one
can investigate only the most important aspects of the impact of these groups on drug
abuse in our environment. The following pages will show what aspects take part in this
and the model of proving their role in drug abuse. At this point, it is sufficient to say that
the subject of the paper is an analysis of the contribution of peer groups to the differences
between adolescents who abuse and do not abuse drugs. The term “contribution” refers to
the ability of the variables of these groups to be predictors of these differences. Peer groups

4 A term that separates peer groups whose members are free from disorders and behavioral
problems from groups whose members are troubled adolescents or offenders.
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are operationalized by variables that can be classified into four categories: 1) belonging/non-
-belonging to groups, 2) direct group pressure, 3) indirect group pressure, and 4) belonging
to some special groups, i.e. sports fan groups. In a separate section, all these variables will
be described in more detail.

Drug abuse is generally defined as any conduct sanctioned by the Criminal Code of the
Republic of Serbia, in Chapter 23, “Crimes against human health” (Articles 246, 246a and
247), that is possible at an adolescent age. In this context, drug abuse is more closely defined
as 1) the intake of any amount and type of substance from the group of cannabinoids, CNS
depressants, stimulants or hallucinogens, and 2) the frequency of sale, supply, giving and
lending of drugs to others, and mediation in buying or selling and holding drugs for sale
(drug resale). In literature, but also in practice, free from the strict rules of legal terminology,
these two behaviors are called drug use and distribution.

Given all the foregoing, the subject of this research can generally be defined as the
influence of peer groups, their direct and indirect pressure, and the influence of belonging
to some specific groups on drug abuse. The aim of the paper is to identify the risk factors of
these groups that can have predictive value and serve as a basis for preventive interventions
in this area.

IT Methods

1. Variables

In most of the research cited in the introductory part of this paper, researchers have
selected peer group variables based on theoretical concepts of social learning, differential
association, and so-called social selections. These concepts were also used in this paper. Sim
and Koh’s (Sim & Koh, 2003) understanding of the structure and nature of peer pressures
had a particular influence on the choice of variables. The result is a selection of the following
variables:

1. Belonging/not belonging to a group of peers;
. Affiliation/non-afhiliation with sports fan groups;
. Soliciting others to use drugs by group members;
. Alcohol use in the peer group;

. Drug use in the peer group;

2
3
4
5
6. Criminal behavior of group members;
7. Gambling by group members;

8. Participation of individual members of the group in physical violence;
9. Attitudes of group members towards violation of the law;

10. Support by group members in difficult or unpleasant situations.

These ten variables, selected from previous research by a large number of authors, are
sufficient to demonstrate the role of peer influence in drug abuse. The following variables
were used to evaluate this abuse:
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1. Drug use defined as only occasional, from time to time or when one feels the need
to take any amount and type of drugs from the four groups>;

2. Selling drugs to others®;

3. Offering drugs to others;

4. Giving drugs to others;

5. Lending drugs to others;

6. Mediation in the purchase and sale of drugs;

7. Holding drugs for sale (drug resale).

An analysis of the distribution of these variables showed a pronounced curvature
towards the “Does not use drugs” and “I have never” answers. They could not be used in this
form and therefore new ones were created based on the input data on usage and dispersion.
By applying appropriate procedures and considering the answers to each question, four
behavioral clusters were obtained:

1. Drug use only
2. Use and distribution
3. Drug distribution only and

4. No drug contact.

The first three categories are “pure” forms of drug abuse. The “Drug use only” category
contains individuals who sometimes, from time to time or when they feel the need, take drugs,
but answered each question about distribution with “I have never”. The second category,
“Use and distribution”, contains all individuals who use drugs and who answered at least
one question on the distribution with “I did once” to “I did more than once”. The third
category, “Drug distribution only” holds adolescents who do not take drugs, but who, in any
of the six ways, distribute it. The fourth category is actually the other pole of the drug abuse
continuum. There is no drug use or distribution. That category is very important because
it is used for comparison to the other three.

2. The sample of adolescents, instruments, and the research process

The sample of adolescents in this study is a two-stage random sample of 1287 high
school students in Belgrade. In the first stage, in proportion to the participation of the
type of school in the total number of secondary schools in Belgrade, 3 grammar schools,
6 vocational secondary schools and 1 art school were randomly selected. Within these
schools, also by random procedure, one class in each grade was selected. A total of 1,287
students were surveyed.

The structure of this sample by age is given in[Table 1] The average age in the sample is
17.04 years. with a standard deviation of 1,147.

The structure of the sample by gender is given in[Table 2]

The gender and age ratios of the students surveyed are given in[Table 3]

5 Definition of drugs by a World Health Organization (Bukeli¢, 2004)

6 It relates to drugs from the four groups mentioned. This variable and the remaining five are of
interval character: 1. I have never, 2. I did once, 3. I did twice, 4. I did three times, and 5. I did more
than once.
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From the presented data on the structure of the sample by age and by gender, and
by gender and age ratios, it can be concluded that, in terms of important demographic
characteristics, the structure of the sample does not deviate from the normal distribution
of these characteristics in the population of high school students.

All data on drug abuse and peer groups are part of a broader questionnaire specifically
designed to investigate drug abuse. The use of the questionnaire was previously verified in
one study of 833 adolescents. The validity of questions on drug abuse was tested by factor
analysis. All questions had very high or high correlations with the first major component
obtained by that analysis. The reliability of this component obtained based on these questions
was .8997. Questions on peer groups were not checked by statistical methods, but valid and
reliable results were obtained in the aforementioned research.

The survey was conducted with the prior approval of the relevant educational
institutions and administrations of each school. All respondents were aware of the global
goal of the research as well as the opportunity to refuse to participate in it. Data collection
was group-based and took place within one school class. All answers to the questions in
the questionnaire are self-statements of students given in an anonymous situation. Data
collection was performed by psychologists in schools.

Basic data analysis was done using descriptive and non-parametric statistics methods.
Testing the relationship between peer group variables and the three forms of drug abuse
was done by canonical discriminant analysis, which is one of the most reliable multivariate
methods for examining differences between groups of subjects.

1T Results

The results of the research will be presented in two parts. The first will provide basic
phenomenological data on three forms of drug abuse. The second part will present results on
the contribution of peer groups to some of these forms. Due to the assumption that gender
differences may be relevant to this relationship, this analysis will be performed separately
for one and the other gender.

1. Basic phenomenological data of three forms of drug abuse

As noted earlier, the original data on drug abuse showed that there are three forms
of drug abuse with adolescents. The frequency of these behaviors, given in frequencies
and percentages, is found in[Table 4] In addition to this, the table contains the number of
individuals who have only tried drugs, as well as those who have had no contact with them.

The behaviors under numbers 1, 3, 4 and 5 of Table 4 are important for the analysis of
relationships with peer groups. Regardless of the analysis of these relationships, it should
be noted that the total number of high school students aged 15 to 19 who abuse drugs is
264 or 20.5 %3. Of these, 228 or 17.71%° use drugs. It should be noted that out of a total of
1,287 students surveyed, 181 or 14.07% are drug users. This is, without a doubt, a very poor
result that requires urgent preventive interventions. For this analysis, it is very important
to point out that in the category that serves as a basis for comparison with forms of abuse,

7 Cronbach’s alpha or internal consistency test.
8 Sum of behaviors 3, 4, and 5.

9 Sum of behaviors 2 and 3.
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therefore, in the category “No drug contact’, there are 966 or 75.05% of the respondents,
which is more than sufficient for all types of comparisons. There are no gender differences
in behaviors 3, 4, and 5.

2. Peer groups and drug abuse

The relationship between peer groups and the three forms of drug abuse was examined
by canonical discriminant analysis. This method, based on the intercorrelations in each of
the two sets of variables and cross-correlation between sets, identifies a latent dimension
within group variables that is responsible for the differences between adolescents who abuse
and do not abuse drugs. Furthermore, for each variable, the group determines its ability to
predict these differences.

As stated earlier, this analysis of differences was made for each of the three forms of abuse,
separately for boys and girls. The results of that analysis are given in the two following tables!?.

From the data presented i itis evident that for each form of abuse there is one
discriminant function whose canonical correlation is statistically significant.

According to the results reported in[Table 6] “Drug use only” with both boys and girls
was predominantly determined by “Drug use in the group”. With girls, the differences in
this use are very similar to the group pressure, expressed as “Soliciting drug use”.

“Drug use and distribution” as a particular type of abuse is, by all accounts, a much
more malignant and serious form of disorder. The differences in this behavior are strongly
determined by the use of drugs by the members of the group, as well as by group members
being engaged in crime and, again, the pressure of the group for drug use.

The third form of abuse, “Drug distribution only”, appears to be most exposed to
the influence of peer groups. Almost all peer variables are involved in this behavior, with
the influence of “Drug use in the group” being no longer dominant, since the “activity”
of the group now is drug dealing. The impact of “Drug use in the group” is now almost
completely equated with the “positive attitude of the group to law violation” This situation
is characteristic of boys, and for girls it is still a perception that “group members are engaged
in crime”. In general, it can be said that this type of abuse differs considerably between male
and female adolescents, much more than in the previous two behaviors. The difference is
that boys who are “fans” are involved in drug distribution. That variable, in this case alone,
has coeflicients that are predictors of this type of behavior.!!

IV Discussion

When reading the literature on the effects of peer groups on drug abuse, one very
quickly gets the impression about the powerful and immediate effects of those groups
on this behavior. Moreover, some authors have explicitly argued that in adolescence, this
influence is the strongest, the greatest, that the role of the family shifts toward peer groups

10 Tn this section, even in the paper as a whole, the intercorrelation and cross-correlation matrices
and some other supporting data are not given, as this would overburden the paper with numerals.
11 Significant canonical discriminant coefficients and correlation coefficients for drug use and drug
abuse have a minus prefix, which practically means that this type of drug abuse is practiced by boys
who are not members of sports fan groups. The behavior identified as “Drug distribution only” is
reserved for the members of sports fan groups.
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(Allen, Donohue, Griffin, Ryan & Turner, 2003; Krosnick & Judd, 1982; Van Ryzin, Fosco &
Dishion, 2012) and that they play a crucial role in deviant behavior of various nature. This
research shows, however, that this is not quite the case. Because ten peer group variables,
selected on the basis of claims in the literature that they best represent the influence in the
area, yielded canonical correlations of the order of magnitude .324 to .547. This practically
means that these variables were able to account for only between 10.5 and 29.9% of the
variance between the adolescent drug abusers and those without any drug contact. The
objection that this may be due to the breakdown of the abuse into individual forms is not
valid, as a similar result was obtained for the whole behavior. There shouldn’t be complaints
that the right variables were not selected, as they are the most frequently mentioned in the
literature. It may be argued that a small number of these variables are the reason for the
lower canonical correlations, but some of the authors who have identified peer influence as
the major etiologic determinant also used a smaller number of these variables (Andrews et
al., 2002; Andrews & Hops, 2010; Bauman & Ennett, 1994).

Still, this result cannot be said to be less valuable due to this. Its core value is the reality
of the data on which both the reliability and the quality of the method used are based. Its
particular value is that it shows that the role of peer groups varies depending on the form
of drug abuse and, in particular, gender. The latter is extremely important because it shows
that the etiological factors of drug abuse are not or may not be the same with both genders
and that, accordingly, the preventive actions of that behavior must be adapted to these
differences. As an illustration of these differences, it should be noted that the influence of
“Soliciting drug use”, as the best means of group pressure, does not exist with boys who
only use drugs (-.120 and .277), and that it is a strong, direct predictor for girls (- .513 and
.677). Still, for “Drug distribution only”, with girls, an important predictor is the involvement
of group members with crime (.671 and .820), while with boys, this predictor influence
is divided between group drug use (.429 and .710) and group members’ attitudes to law
violation (.510 and .560)!2.

Observing the individual values of these coeflicients, it can be said that there are several
variables of peer groups that undoubtedly contribute to drug abuse. These are, first and
foremost, “Drug use in the peer group” which is a predictor of all forms of abuse with both
sexes. It is a universal risk factor in peer groups because it exists in all forms of abuse with
both boys and girls. This universal predictor character is no longer a single variable, but the
power of “soliciting group members to use or distribute drugs” and “perception that group
members engage in crime” should not be underestimated. The first of these two variables is
not a predictor only for boy drug users and drug-distributing girls, although it is correlated
with appropriate discriminatory functions, and the second is a fairly strong predictor for
both genders and for “Drug use and distribution” and “Distribution only”, but there is no
influence to the differences with “Drug use only”.

Other variables do not have such a broad scope of action and are predictors of only
some forms of abuse with boys or girls. These include “Alcohol use in the group”, “Group
members engaging in physical violence” and “Perception that group members have a positive
attitude to law violation”

12 In both cases, canonically discriminant coefficients are compared because they show the power
of an individual variable in predicting that behavior when the influences of all others are controlled.
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V Conclusion

Peer groups undeniably have a very important influence on drug abuse. This conclusion
comes from the result that shows that the direct and indirect pressures of these groups,
manifested in the form of “soliciting drug use” or in the observation of an individual that
“group members use drugs’, “engage in crime”, “use alcohol” or that they have a “positive
attitude to law violation’, are direct predictors of differences between adolescents who abuse
and do not abuse drugs. This general conclusion is not changed by the fact that the influence
of these groups differs depending on the form of abuse and even more depending on the
gender, but they significantly complicate the role of group influence, including the answers
to the question about the nature and origin of this influence.

This last claim is stated because the theoretical indicators often referred to when
group influence is concerned have significant gaps. The theory of differential associations
has a classic problem, the same as that of juvenile delinquency, to explain the beginnings
of learning criminal behavior in some “primordial” group, and socialization theory and
selection theory, in turn, to explain why adolescents choose to be members of these negative
groups. Similar questions are raised for some other theories, for example, the social learning
theory, the rational choice theory.

With this in mind, researchers have a major task: 1) to identify the real role of peer
groups in drug abuse and at the same time to find valid theoretical explanations for it and
2) to identify and prove what types of preventive interventions can prevent or reduce this
behavior.
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APPENDIX / ITPMJTIO3U

Tabena 1. Y3pact yuenuxa y ysopky / Table 1. Student age in the sample

Topuue yspacra/ Age
ITpocedan Crang.
Ykynno/ | yspact/ Average | Opcrymama/
15116 117 18 1191 20| ") age Standard
deviation
1
N 35| 290| 381| 365|112 4 1287 17.04 1147
% | 10,5]22,5[29,6] 28,4] 8,7 0,3 100,0

Tab6erna 2. Crpykrypa y3opka 1o nony / Table 2. Sample structure according to gender

Jedann/ Boys 611 47,47
Jesojke/ Girls 675 52,45
Henosnaro/

Unknown 1 0,08
Ykymuo/ Total 1287 100,0
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Tabena 3. Opnoc u3mehy nonma u yspacra yyeHnka y ysopky /
Table 3. Student gender and age ratios in the sample

ITon/ Gender
Yopact/ Age | IKemciu/ Fe- Mymxknu/ Male | Ykynuo/ Total
male
N % N % N %

15 rop. /y. 71 10,5 64 10,5 135 10,5
16 rop. /y. 143 21,2 147 24,0 290 22,5
17 rop. /y. 200 29,6 181 29,6 381 29,6
18 rop. /y. 198 29,3 166 27,2 364 28,4
19 rop. /y. 60 8,9 52 8,5 112 8,7
20 ron,. /y. 3 0,4 1 0,2 4 0,3
Yicynro/ 675 100 611 | 100 | 1286 | 100
Total

Ta6ena 4. OcHOBHU TOfALY O 37I0YIIOTPe6M fpoOre y Y30PKY afosecrieHara/
Table 4. Basic data on drug abuse in the sample of adolescents

Bpcra nonamama/ Type of behavior N %

L. Bes nkakBor koHTaKTa ca fgporom/ No drug contact 966 | 75,05

2. | Camo mpobanu — Hema Kopuithera 1 pacTypama/ 57 4,44
Only tried - no use or distribution

3. | Camo kopucre fpory (Hema pactypama)/ Drug use only 83 6,44
(no distribution)

4. | Kopucre n pacrypajy gpory/ Drug use and drug 145 | 11,27
distribution

5. | Camo pacrypajy (nema kopuithera)/ Distribution only 36 2,8
(no use)

Ykynno/ Total 1287 | 100,0
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Tabena 5. OcHOBHU ITapaMeTpy KaHOHMYKe AVCKPUMUHATUBHE aHaJIM3e 3/10yIoTpeba
Jipore Ha OCHOBY Bapmja0/i BpIIbayKuX rpymna/

Table 5. Basic parameters of canonical discriminant analysis of drug abuse based on peer
group variables

Bpcra 3noynorpebe gpore/ Type of drug abuse

OcnosHu napamerpu/ Camo xopucre/ KOPMC.Te " Cal\.m .

<= HA3AL Basic parameters Use only pacrypajy/ Use | pacrypajy/ Dis-
and distribution tribution only

<4m BACK N % N % N %

Bpoj dynkimja/ Number 1 1 1 1 1 1

of functions

Kanomtia kopenauitjal | 365 | 459 | 457 547 | 410 | 324

Canonical correlation

;Zﬁﬁ‘;"a lambda/ Wilks™ |~ g9 | g01 | .82 760 | 877 | 912

Huso suasajuoctit/ Sig- | 599 | 900 | 000 000 | .000 | .004

nificance level
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