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Ancmpaxm

OcHoBHaTa IIeJT Ha OBa HCTpaKyBambe Oerre 1a ce
oIlpeqaT pu3nK-(PpaKTOPUTE KOU MOXKE JIa MOCIY-
JKaT KaKo TPEIU3HM HMHIWKATOPH Ha HACHITHO
OITHECYBamk€ Kaj YUYCHHITE OJf OCHOBHOTO H
cpeaHoTo oOpaszoBanue. VcTpaxyBameTo Oeriie
CIIPOBENEHO Bp3 mpumepok oa 1209 yuenuimy,
noMery TPUHAECET M CeIyMHACCETIOIUIIIHA BO3-
pacT, BO IET PEeTHOHU BO cOCTaBOT Ha Denepariy-
jata Ha bocHa 1 XepueroBuna. OTeHyBamkETO Ha
pu3uK-pakTopuTe Oellle U3BPIICHO CO TOMOIII Ha
COPHM  (cTpykTypHpaHO OIICHyBamke Ha
PHU3UKOT OJf HACHJICTBO Kaj MIIJMTE), ajarka
KOpUCTEHa 3a MEpeme Ha HHBOAaTa Ha PU3HK-
(hakTopHTE, TIO ITO, COOpaHHUTE MOAATOIM Oeca
00paboOTeHN TPEeKy perpecuBHa aHaIu3a Co
romomt Ha SPSS 12.0, makeToT 3a cTaTUCTUYKA
oOpabotka Ha mojarouute. Pesynrature TmO-
Kakaa JieKa I10jaBaTa Ha HACHIIHO OJHECYBambe,
aKaJIeMCKUTE JTOCTUTHYBama, HECITOCOOHOCTA 3a
KOHIICHTpAIMja, aJIKOXOJIU3MOT, MCTOpHjaTa Ha
JIOMAITHOTO HACWJICTBO, KaKO M pPOJUTEJNICKaTa
paszmenba, ce TTaBHUTE MMOKa3aTeNH 32 HACHIIHO
OJTHECYBaME Kaj TOPECIIOMEHATHTE YICHHIIN.
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Abstract

The primary goal of this research was to
ascertain which risk factors could serve as the
most precise predictors of violent behaviour
among elementary and high-school students.
The research was conducted on a sample of
1209 students, between thirteen and seventeen
years old, in five cantons of the Federation of
Bosnia and Herzegovina. The risk factors
assessment was done by means of SAVRY
(Structured Assessment of Violence Risk in
Youth), a tool used for gauging the levels of
risk factors. With the help of the SPSS 12.0
Statistical Procedures Companion, the collected
data was processed by employing regression
analysis. The results indicate that the onset of
violent behaviour, academic success, inability
to concentrate, abuse, history of
domestic violence, as well as parental
separation, are the main predictors of violent
behaviour among the aforementioned category
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OBue pesynratu ¢GopMHpaaT LBpPCTa OCHOBA 3a
WHO TUIAaHWpame Ha TPETMAaHU U aKTUBHOCTH CO
LIeJT 1a CE CTIPEYN TaKBO OJTHECYBAbE.

Knyunu 360posu: nacunno oouecysarbe, puzuk-
gaxmopu, noxazamenu

Boegeo

[IpobneMoT Ha HACHIICTBO KaKo colHjalieH ()eHo-
MEH € pa3paboTyBaH Of CTpaHa Ha MHOTY (hHIIO-
30¢u. HacmmHoTo oHecyBame moMery moMIIa Ti-
Te Jielia U aI0JIeCIICHTUTE JIOBEC 10 3rojieMyBa-
e Ha 3arpmKEeHOCTa BO MOCIIETHATE HEKOJIKY To-
auHA. HacumHoTo onmHecyBame, 0cOOEHO momery
MJIQJIMHATA, € JIeJT O/ HAIlIETO CEKOjTHEBHE U UMa
rotrpeba o7 mocedHa METOIOJIOTH]ja Koja TH 3eMa
MPENBU]] HETOBUTE TIPHIUHHUTEIH, KapaKTCPUCTH-
KUTEe Ha aJlOJICCLICHTHATa 100a, KOHIENTOT Ha
PHU3KK M 3aIITHTHHUTE (haKTOPH KAKO MMOKA3aATEIIH
Ha HACHJIHMUYKO OJTHECYBame, KaKO M HETOBUTE
BUJIUTMBH ¥ HEBUIUTMBH (POPMH Ha MaHU(eCTAIH-
ja. JleHec, Hue )KMBEeMe BO CBET KaJie IPOOIeMOT
Ha HACHWIICTBOTO IOCTaHA CEKOjJHEBHE KaKO pe-
3yATaT HAa WHTEpaKiyjata MoMely HWHIUBUTYA-
HUTE YOBCUKH KapaKTEPUCTUKU, Mel'yceOHUTE O1-
HOCH BO COCTaB Ha COIMjaTHUTE TPYNHU, KaKO U
conjanaute u Kynrypaute Hopmu (1). Cropen
CBerckaTa 37paBCTBEHA OpraHW3aIlja, HACHIIC-
TBOTO € Je(UHUPAHO KAaKO HAMEPHO H3Pa3yBarhe
Ha (pU3MUKA CHJTa WIIM MOK CO LIel JIa Ce 3arlialii
caMHoT cebe, apyra JMYHOCT, TPpyTia WK OMLITeC-
TBO, M € MHOTY BEpOjaTHO Ja pe3ynTupa co (u-
3U4YKa IOBpEaa, CMpPT, JIMINYBAbEe WU IICUXUYIKO
WA pa3BOjHO pacTpojcTBo (2). Majku tv mipen-
BHZ (OPMHUTE Ha HACHIICTBO WIIM 3JI0yTIOTpebaTa
nomery MiajuHaTta, MOXe Jia ce 300pyBa 3a jBa
TUTA HACWICTBO - JUPEKTHO U UHIUPEKTHO. Jlu-
PEKTHOTO HACHIICTBO BKIydyBa HAITCTYBahC
IMPEKYy YCCTU U KOHCTAHTHU IOBPEIU, KaKO HITO
ce msmukaTa 370ynoTpeda, BepoaaHara erpaia-
myja ¥ ci1. Ox mpyra cTpaHa, HHIUPEKTHOTO Ha-
CHJICTBO BKITyYyBa HAIITETYBamhe MPEKY WHIH-
PEKTHU CPEJICTBA, KAKO IITO CE MPOIIUPYBAHETO
Ha 0300pyBamaTa MmoMery COy4eHUIIUTe Ha JTHY-
HOCTa, COLIMjaIHATa U30JIalMja Ha IPYTUTE JIHIa U
ci. (3). HacuicTBoTo mmomery MiTaguTe JIMIa € pe-
3yJITaT Ha CTOjyBamkhe¢ HA BHATPEITHUTE TIEPCOHA-
HH (HaKTOPH, CEMEJHUTE U OMIITECTBCHUTE OJIHO-
CH, KaKo | COIMjATHUTE (DaKTOpH, U TOA € eIHa O
HajUCTaKHATUTE ()OPMU HA HACHJICTBO BO €IIHO
OIIITECTBO, KOE HaHecyBa INTETa HE CaMO Ha
KPTBUTE, TYKY W Ha HUBHHUTE TIPHUjATEIH, CEME]-

of students. These results form a solid
foundation for future planning of treatments and
activities with a goal to prevent such behaviour.

Key words: violent behaviour, risk factors,
predictors

Introduction

The issue of violence as a social phenomenon
has been tackled by many philosophers. Violent
behaviour among younger children and
adolescents in the last few years has lead to an
increased  concern. Violent  behaviour,
especially among adolescents, is a part of our
reality requiring a specific methodology which
takes into consideration its causes, the specifics
of adolescence, the concept of risk and
protective factors as predictors of violent
behaviour as well as its overt and latent forms
of manifestation. Today, we live in a world
where the problem of violence has become a
commonplace as a result of the interaction
between the individual human characteristics
and the interpersonal relations within the social
groups and the social, as well as the cultural
norms (1). According to the World Health
Organization, violence is defined as a deliberate
exertion of physical force or power where the
goal is to intimidate, oneself, another person,
group or community, and it is highly likely to
result with a physical harm, death, deprivation
and psychological or developmental disorder
(2). Bearing in mind the form of violence or
abuse among adolescents, there are two types of
violence, direct and indirect. The direct violence
entails exposure to frequent and constant harm,
such as physical abuse, verbal denigration, etc.
On the other hand, indirect violence entails
exposure to harm via indirect means, such as
spreading rumours among one's peers, socially
isolating another person, etc. (3). Violence
among adolescents is a result of interlocking
personal factors, family and community
relations as well as social factors, and it is one
of the most prominent forms of violence within
a society, which inflicts harm not only upon the
victims, but their friends, families and the

70

JOURNAL OF SPECIAL EDUCATION AND REHABILITATION 2012; 13(3-4): 69-84
DOI: 10.2478/v10215-011-0026-2



TICUXOJIOUIKO-ITEJAI OLLIKHU ITPETJIE]]

CTBOTO ¥ OMIITECTBOTO KaKO IemHa (4).

IToumure ,,arpecuBHO® U ,,HACUJIHO® OJHECYBa-
bC WM YeCTO C¢ CHHOHMMM WITH BOOIIIITO HE CE
OJUCKH, IITO HE MOXKE Jla € KOPHCTH KaKo U3-
TOBOp 3a J]a HE ce MPHUCTAlH CEPHO3HO Ha IMpPO-
0yieMoT. ArpecHjata € OCHOBa Ha HACHJICTBOTO,
HO ce MPHMEHYyBa CaMo TOTall Kora KOHTUHYU-
paHO ce KOPHCTH CO IIeN Jia ce JIOCTUTHE MOK
WIKM JOMHUHANWja Bp3 Apyra JUYHOCT. TakBUTE
JOJTOTPajHU M EKCTpeMHH (OpMH Ha HACHII-
CTBO c€ IOBOOOMYAaeHU NOMery TOCTapH Jela u
aJI0JICCLICHTH OTKOJIKY Kaj momjaaute nera (5).
HacunctBoTo BKIy4yBa €KCTpeMHHU (OpPMH Ha
arpecdja ¥ MHOTY aBTOPH KOH c€ CIIpaByBaaT coO
OBHE MPOOJIEeMH cMeTaar Jeka cekoe MaHudec-
TUpamke Ha HACHIICTBO CEKOTralll MPEeMUHYBa BO
arpecuja, I0/eKa cekoe MaHu(ecTupame Ha ar-
pecHja He ceKorall € MOTTHKHATO Of HACHIICTBO
(6). MHOTY aBTOpM HarjacyBaaT Jieka IpoOire-
MOT Ha HACWJIHO OJTHECYBame HE MOTEKHYBa O]
CBOJOT 3a4YETOK, TYKYy TOA 3alOYHyBa O]l MHOTY
noonamHa. HacuiaHaTta TMYHOCT O KOPUCTH Ha-
CHJICTBOTO KaKO ajaTKa U CPEeICTBO 3a CIIpaBy-
Bamke CO MpOOJIEMHUTE KOW TOj/Taa Beke TH JO-
JKHMBeas/a BO MHHATOTO, KaKo IITO ce: HelIoCcTa-
TOKOT HAa KOMYHHKATUBHH BEIITHHH, HECTIOCOO-
HOCTA Jla ce IEMOHCTPHpa MPOIIKa, HACKATa ca-
MoJ0BepOa u xenbdaTa fa ce JOCTUTHAT OJpee-
HH COLIMjaIHU CTaTyCH NPEeKy KpUMHHAIHU aK-
tuBHOCTH (7). [lopacToT Ha HACHIIHOTO OJTHECY-
BamkC BO HAIlaTa CPEMHA MOXE J]a C€ TPHUIIHIIE
Ha MHHATH TPAyMaTUYHU UCKYCTBa HU3 KOH TO-
MHUHaJe MiaauTe nyre. Tue mopacHane BO Boe-
HHU ¥ TIOCTBOEHH IEPHOAN Ha COLMjaNHa MOJeN-
0a, qpacTUYHa MPOMEHA Ha HAYMHOT Ha KOjIITO
(YHKIIMOHUPAJIO CEMEjCTBOTO, KAKO U HETOBUTE
BPEHOCTH M HMCUYC3HYBAHETO HA COIMjaTHUTE
WHCTUTYIMH OJITOBOPHU 32 Pa3BOjOT HA MIIAJIU-
Hata. BoeHuTe Tpaymu, COIMjaIHUTE MPOMCHH,
BHCOKOTO HUBO Ha HACHJICTBO BO OIILTECTBOTO,
JIECHO JOCTalHUTE APOTH, HeedukacHOCTa Ha
COLIUjaJTHUTE CITY>KOH, MTOPACTOT HA IOMAIIHOTO
HACHUJICTBO M MICTOTO TIPUKAKAHO BO MEIUYMH-
TE, Ce CMeTaar JieKa BIIHMjaaT 3a 3roJieMyBarkhe Ha
HACUJIHOTO OJTHECYBame Kaj MmomiiajaTta MoImy-
nauyja. lleMuTe Ha omHecyBame, BKIYUyBajKu
ro U HAaCHWJICTBOTO, C€ MPEAMET Ha KOHCTAaHTHA
NpoOMEeHa HU3 XUBOTOT Ha €/IHA JIMYHOCT. AJO-
JIECIIEHTHATA W MJiaJlaTa BO3pPacT ce MEPUoIu
Kajie HACHJICTBOTO, 3a€IHO CO Jpyrute (Gopmu
HAa OJTHECYBAE CE YECTO MOBeKe Mo3Hatu (4).
PeneBanTHHMTE HCTpa)kyBamba Ha OBaa TeMa IO-
Ka)XyBaaT OpOjHH PU3HK-(aKTOPU KOU MOXKE Ja

community as a whole (4).

The notions of "aggressive" and "violent"
behaviour are either very often synonymous or
are nowhere near distinct enough, which cannot
be used as an excuse for seriously tackling the
issue in any case. Aggression is the basis of
violent behaviour, but it only comes into
prominence once it is consistently applied in
order to achieve power and dominance over
another person. Such long-term and extreme
forms of violence are more common among
older kids and adolescents than among younger
ones (5). Violence entails extreme forms of
aggression, and many authors who deal with
these issues consider that every exhibition of
violence always pertains to aggression, whilst
every exhibition of aggression is not always an
indication of violence (6). Most authors stress
that the problem of violent behaviour is not
rooted in its onset rather, it starts much earlier.
A violent person uses violence as a tool and
means of dealing with problems he or she had
already faced in the past, such as: lack of
communication skills, disrespect of others,
inability to demonstrate forgiveness, low self-
esteem and the desire to reach a certain social
status by means of criminal activities (7). The
increase of violent behaviour in the milieu can
be attributed to past traumatic experiences that
the adolescents had gone through. They grew up
in a war and post-war periods of social
disassociation, drastic change in the way a
family functions as well as its values and the
declining number of social institutions in charge
of youth development. War trauma, social
changes, poverty, high levels of violence in the
community, easily accessible opiates, the
inefficiency of social services, the increase of
domestic violence and the one depicted in the
media are all thought to factor in the increase of
violent behaviour among the younger
population. Behavioural patterns, including
violence, are subject to constant flux throughout
the life of an individual. Adolescence and
young adulthood are periods wherein violence,
alongside other forms of behaviour is often
more prominent (4).
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JOBEJaT 10 HACWIIHO OJHecyBame. | opecriome-
HaTtuTe (AKTOPH HAJUECTO C€ MPEABECHHUITH CO
KOU CE€ OBO3MOXYBa OIICHYyBamke€ Ha MOXKHOCTA
3a MojaBa Ha HApPYIICHO OJHECYBamE KaKO M Ha-
CHJTHO OJTHECYBambe BO (OpMa Ha HEMOCAKYBaHO
oJHecyBame. Pusnk-dakropute camo ja 3roie-
MyBaaT BepOjaTHOCTa Ha II0jaBaTa Ha HaCHII-
CTBO TIOMEl'y MIIaJIITe, HaKO THE HE Ce AUPEKT-
HU TIPpUYMHUTENN Ha WCTOTO, HAMpPOTHB, THE
MOJKE caMo Ja IpUAOHecaT 3a TAKBOTO OJHECY-
Bame (8). Wasserman M cop. yKaxyBaaT JeKa
oBHe (pakTOpH TO HapyIIyBaaT HOPMAJIHUOT CO-
IHjajeH pa3Boj U ro 3abaByBaaT GOpPMHUPAHBLETO
Ha TIPOCOIMjaTHATEe (DOPMH Ha OJHECYBame, U
THE, HAMECTO J1a JOHecaT MopacT Ha WH/NBH-
yalTHUTe CTAaBOBHM M BEpyBama, 3acIHO CO
OKOJIHOCTUTE, ja TOTTHKHYBaaT I0jaBaTa, pas-
BOjOT M MOBTOPHOTO MOjaByBamke HAa HAPYIICHO
onHecyBame. [IpucycTBOTO Ha TakBHTE (PaKTO-
pP¥ BO JKHBOTOT Ha MIIQAWTE JIMIA HE CEKOTall
MOKa)KyBaaT JIeKa Taa JIMIHOCT Ke TOKaXe KpH-
MUHAJTHO OJIHECYBaH-€, HO MOKa)KyBaaT TOBUCOK
PU3UK U MOXHOCT 32 (DOpMUPake U Pa3BUBAKE
Ha TaKOB THII Ha OAHCECYBALC, HUITO T'M IIPpaBU
THE (PaKTOpW BEPOJOCTOJHH TOKa3aTeIN Ha Ha-
CuIHO opHecyBame (9). Pusuk-dakxropure
BKITy4yBaaT JOMOJHUTEIHO 3HAYCHe, H CEe JIBU-
JKat Off €IHOCTABHU CTATUCTUYKH BPCKH CO pac-
TPOjCTBOTO, MPEKY MPEAUCIO3ULIUN KOH Pa3BHU-
Bame WK (HEeryBame) Ha TaKBU PacTpojcTBa W,
KOHEYHO, 10 MEXaHW3MH OJTOBOPHH 32 HETOB
pa3Boj win mpeBeHTHBA. J[OKONKY ce Mo3HaTH
OKOJTHOCTHUTE M PU3HK-(DaKTOpUTE KOU CE BCYII-
HOCT KJIYYHHU 3a TI0jaBaTa Ha HACWIIHO OJTHECY-
Bame Kaj JIMIaTa, MOXe Jla Ouje J0cTa KOpuc-
HO, 0cOOCHO KoTa cTaHyBa 300p 3a (popmymupa-
€ Ha MHTEPBEHIINN KaKo ¥ CO3/1aBame Ha Tpe-
BeHTHBHA cTpaTernja (10).

3eMajku TO IPeaBU TOPEHABEACHOTO, IeNITa Ha
OBOj TPYA € Jia ce ONpENeNr KOU PU3UK-(PaKTo-
pu TIpHOHECYBaar 3a IojaBaTa Ha HajHACHUIHO
oJlHECYBamE MOMery ydeHuluTe. Peanu3zanmja-
Ta Ha TakBaTa IIell moIpa3dupa NoCTaByBame Ha
MOKa3aTeNll Ha HACUIITHO OJHECYBame BP3 IOTO0-
JIEM penpe3eHTATUBEH MPUMEPOK.

Memooonozuja

IIpumepox

HctpaxyBameTo Oerle CrpoBeeHO BO MET PEruo-
HU TIPEKY COMIACHOCT Ha PENIEBAHTHUTE MHCTUTY-
1y, BKIydyBajku ru: Tysna, Llenrpamna BocHa,

Works pertinent to this matter indicate
numerous risk factors which can lead to violent
behaviour. The aforementioned factors usually
serve as predictors based on which one is able
to evaluate the possibility of behavioural
disorder, as well as violent behaviour as a form
of unwanted demeanour. Risk factors only
increase the probability of violence amongst
youth, though they are not the direct cause of it,
they can only contribute to such behaviour (8).
Wasserman et al. points out that these factors
disrupt normal social development and inhibit
the formation of pro-social forms of behaviour,
and that they, instead, give rise to individual
attitudes and beliefs which, as well as
circumstances, foster occurrence, development
and recurrence of behavioural disorders. The
presence of such factors in the life of a young
person does not necessarily indicate that he or
she will exhibit criminal behaviour, it rather
shows a higher risk and the possibility that such
type of behaviour will form and develop, which
makes those factors reliable predictors of
violent behaviour (9). Risk factor encompass
additional meanings as well, ranging from
simple statistical connections with the disorder,
through predisposition towards developing or
(nurturing) such disorder and, finally, to actual
mechanisms responsible for its development or
prevention. Knowing the circumstances and
which risk factors are exactly the ones crucial
for the emergence of violent behaviour in a
person, can prove to be quite beneficial when it
comes to formulating interventions as well
coming up with a prevention strategy (10).
Having the aforementioned in mind, the goal of
this paper is to determine which risk factors
contribute the most to violent behaviour
amongst students. The realization of such goal
implies establishing the predictors of violent
behaviour over a larger representative sample.

Methodology
Research sample

This research was conducted in five cantons
with the consent of relevant institutions,
including: Tuzla, Central Bosnia, Herzegovi-
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XepuerouHa-Hepersa, VYra-Cana u 3amamgHa
Xepuerouna. [Ipumepoxort ce coctoerie oa 1209
VYSHHITM, W MAIIKH ¥ JKEHCKH, ¥ HCTHOT Oere
JIeUHUpaH CIIopes:
1. yYCHHWIM O] OCHOBHOTO YYWJIMINTE BO 7-MO U
8-Mo oJijIeNIeHHE;
2. yuenuru on 1-Ba, 2-pa u 3-Ta roguHa BO
CPEeIHOTO YUWITUIIITE;
3. Bozpact oz 13 mo 17 roguxu.
JIBe OCHOBHM YUWJIMIIITA, CO IO JIBE OJIICIICHH]a BO
COCTaBOT Ha THE YUIJIMIIITA, 110 CIy4acH u300p Oca
n30paHy Off IPETXOHO CrIoMeHaTHTe pernoHu. O
Tysna, Llearpanna bocHa u 3amamgna XeprieroBuHa
Oca m30paHy 110 JBE YUIIIMINTA, ToJeka o1 XepIie-
roBuHa-HeperBa n YHa-Cana Gea u30Opanu 1o ef-
Ho yummre. [lo enHo onneneHue of cekoe of
TOPECTIOMEHATUTE CPEIHU YUMIUINTA Oerie u30pa-
HO 1o ciydaeH m30op. [lpumepokor compikere
555 (45,9%) mamxu n 624 (51,1%) >xeHckn ydec-
auny. TaGemata 1 ja mokakyBa CTpyKTypara Ha
MPUMEPOKOT BO OJHOC Ha TIOJIOT ¥ BO3PAcCTa.

Tabena 1. Cmpyxmypa Ha npumepox chnopeo
N01068aMaA NPUNAOHOCH U 803PACTNA

na-Neretva, Una-Sana and West Herzegovina.
The research sample was consisted of 1209
students, both male and female and defined as
follows:

1. 7" and 8™ grade elementary school
students;

2. 1%, 2" and 3" grade high school students;

3. between 13 and 17 years old.

Two classes of two schools were randomly
selected from each of the aforementioned
cantons. From Tuzla, Central Bosnia and
West Herzegovina were selected two high
schools, whilst both Una-Sana and
Herzegovina-Neretva provided one apiece.
One class was randomly selected from each of
the aforementioned high schools. The sample
featured 555 (45, 9%) male and 624 (51, 1%)
female participants. Table 1 shows the sample
structure with regard to gender and age.

Table 1. Sample structure with regard to gender
and age

OCHOBHO y4mHmite/ CpenHo yuyuiumire/ BxymHo/
o/ .
Gender Elementary school High school Total
N % N % N %
Marukn/Male 355 49,9 200 40,2 555 45,9
Kencku/Female 357 50,1 297 59,8 654 54,1
Bkymo/Total 712 100,00 497 100,00 1209 100,00

AJlaTKa 3a oLleHyBambe

Co 1en na ce cobepat momaToIy, Oeme KOprc-
TeH MOAUGDUIMPAH MpaIAHUK 32 OLCHYBame
Ha HHUBoara Ha pusuk-pakTopure, COPHM-
OLIEHYBame Ha PHU3UKOT, CTPYKTypHUpaHO olLe-
HYBamb€ Ha PU3HKOT O]l HACHJICTBO Kaj MJIaJuTe
— Tlcuxomoniku pecypcu 3a oleHyBame, Dio-
puna, CAJl (2006). Toj mokaxxkyBa yOeauTeHUA
METPUUYKU KapaKTEPUCTHKH: BHATpEIlHa KOH-
sucteaTHocT 0.84 (11), curypuoct 0.74 (12).
COPHM ce nokaxxyBa Kako HajcOO/ABETHA ajart-
Ka 3a OLICHYBame MOopagd Toa IITo € Oa3zupaHa
Ha eMITMpUCKA M MPOQECHOHANHA JINTEPaTypa,
TH 3eMa TIpPeBU] pa3BojHUTE (PaKTOpH U ja Ha-
rJlacyBa JUHAMHUYHATA M YECTO KOHTEKCTyaslHa
npupoja Ha pusukor (11). [IpomennuBure Kou
ce MPUMEHETH BO OBa HCTPAXyBame ce Kilacu-
(unmpaHu BO YETUPU KaTETOPUH, BKITyTyBajKH:
UCTOPUCKH PHU3UK-(PAaKTOpH, WHAWBUAYAITHO-
KJIMHUYKH, COLMOKOHTEKCTYAJIHH M 3aLITUTHH
¢akTopu. OBa HCTpaxXyBame BKIy4YyBa PHU3UK-

Assessment tool

For the purposes of the data gathering a
modified questionnaire for the evaluation of
levels of risk factors was employed; "SAVRY"
the risk assessment form “Structured
Assessment of Violence Risk in Youth*

Psychological Assessment Resources, Inc,
Florida, USA (2006). It shows assuring metric
characteristics: internal consistency 0.84 (11),
reliability 0.74 (12). SAVRY proves itself to be
the most suitable risk assessment tool because it
is based on empirical and professional
literature. Furthermore, it considers the
developmental factors and stresses the dynamic
and often the contextual nature of the risk itself
(11). The variables which are employed in this
research have been classified into four
categories, including: historical risk factors,
individual-clinic, socio-contextual and
protective factors. This research utilized risk
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¢akxTopu Kou omndakaar oueHyBamke Ha 26 He3a-
BUCHHM ITpoMeHMBHU. IIpomennuBute 6ea panru-
paHu Kako: 1. HU30K pU3UK, 2. CpPeleH PU3UK U 3.
BUCOK pu3uK. OATOBOPOT HA CEKOE Mpaluame Oe-
1Ie Ipe3eHTHPaH BO (popMa Ha Koja BapHparie o
HaJIIOBOJICH (HM30K PH3MK) 10 HajHEMOBOJICH
(Bucok pu3uk). Ha Toj HauwmH, omrosopure Oea
KIacU(QUIIMpaHd BO Pa3MYHUA PH3HUK-HHUBOA,
BKJIy4yBajKH HUCKH, CPEJHU M BUCOKH HHUBOA.

Karteropuja I ce ogaecyBa Ha HCTOPUCKUTE PH-

3UK-(DaKTOPH U TH BKIyYyBa CICIHUTE JIECET:

1. Hcropuja Ha HeHacwiHa omopana (1. 6e3 HeHa-
CHJIHA 0J10paHa; 2. IOMAJIKy O] TIeT HEHACUITHH
omOpaHm; 3. MeT WIN MOoBeKke HEHACWITHU OI-
Opann);

2. IloyeTok Ha HACWITHHYKO omHecyBame (1. 0e3
HACWJIHO OJTHECYBame Ipei 14-rofMIiinHa BO3-
pacT; 2. IpB aKkT Ha HacWICTBO Tmomery 11 u 13-
TOJIMIIHA BO3PACT; 3. MPB PETUCTPUPAH aKT Ha
HAcWICTBO mpex 1 1-roauiHaa Bo3pacr);

3. [Ipumena Ha auctMIUIMHCKU caHKuuu (1. cie-
Ielhe Ha MaHJaTHTe W TPETMaHUTE OAPEICHU
O]l CyJIOT; 2. HEIIOYWTYBamke¢ HA MAHJATUTE W
TPETMaHHUTE TTOMANKY OJ TPHUIATH; 3. HETOYH-
TYBamhe Ha MaHJATHTE U TPETMAHWUTE TPUIATH
1 TIOBEKe);

4. Uctopuja Ha camomnoBpenyBame (1. 6e3 camo-
MOBpEyBame; 2. MMa HCTOpHja Ha CaMo-
MOBpEyBamke; 3. MMa HCTOpHja Ha CEPHUO3HO
CaMOTIOBPETyBambE);

5. CBemoueme Ha AoMamiHO HacwicTBo (1. Hema
ITOCBEIOYECHO JOMAITHO HACHIICTBO; 2. Ha TIe-
PHOIM TOCBEIOYMII/a TOMAIIHO HACHICTBO; 3.
TTOCBEI0YMII/a XpOHUIHY HAllau Ha arpecrja u
TeIky (popMu Ha JIOMAIITHO HACHJICTBO);

6. Mcropuja Ha 3moynotpeda Bo merctBoto (1. He
MOCTOM (PU3MUKa 37I0yNOTpeda W/UiK 3armocTa-
BYBamb¢; 2. PETKH WU Oard Cirydan Ha (hHU3HUI-
Ka 3710ynotpe0da W/Win 3al0CcTaByBambe; 3. Xpo-
HUYHH WY TEIIKHU CITydad Ha (HU3HUKa 370YTI0-
Tpeba W/HiK 3a0CTaByBabhE);

7. Pogurenu/cTapareny KOM N3BPIIMIC KPAMUHAIT
(1. He MOCTOM MCTOpHja HAa POIUTENH/CTapaTe-
T KOW M3BPILAIIE KPUMUHAT, 2. IOCTOM UCTO-
puja (IOMaJIKy O] TIET CIIy4an) Ha POIUTENN/C-
Tapareny KOW W3BpIIIIe KPUMHHAI Ha IepHO-
IW; 3. IOCTOW MCcTOpHja Ha (ToBeKe o IeTmna-
TH) POANTENH/CTapaTeN KON U3BPILIIIIE TEKOK
KpUMHUHAN);

8. Cenapanmja on poxutenure (1. HUKOramr He
Ow1/a pa3zernen/a; 2. Owl/a pa3ielicH/a Ha orpa-
HUYeH mepuof; 3. Omi/a pasiener/a Ha moIor
nepron);

factors which encompassed the evaluation of 26

independent variables. The variables were

ranked as: 1. low risk, 2. moderate risk and 3.

high risk. The answer to each question was

presented in the form ranging from the most
favourable (low risk) to the least favourable

(high risk). In that way, the answers were

classified into different risk levels, including

low, moderate and high levels.

Category I refers to the historical risk factors

and includes the following ten risk factors:

1. History of non-violent offenses (1. no non-
violent offenses; 2. less than five non-
violent offenses; 3. five or more non-violent
offenses);

2. Onset of violent behaviour (1. no violent
behaviour before the age of 14; 2. first
recorded act of violence between the ages of
11 and 13; 3. first recorded act of violence
before the age of 11);

3. Obedience of punitive sanctions (1. obeys
court mandates and treatments; 2. disobeyed
court mandates and treatment less than three
times; 3. disobeyed court mandates and
treatment three times or more);

4. History of self-harm (1. no self-harm; 2. has
a history of self-harm; 3. has a history of
serious self-harm);

5. Has witnessed domestic violence (1. did not
witness domestic violence; 2. Ha witnessed
an occasional manifestation of aggression
and/or a single act of violence; 3. Has
witnessed  chronic  manifestation  of
aggression and severe forms of domestic
violence);

6. History of childhood abuse (1. no physical
abuse and/or neglect; 2. rare or mild cases
of physical abuse and/or neglect; 3. chronic
or severe cases of physical abuse and/or
neglect);

7. Parental/guardian criminality (1. no history
of parental criminality; 2. has a history of
occasional (less than five cases) parental
criminality; 3. has a history of severe (more
than five cases) parental criminality);

8. Separation from parents (1. has never been
separated; 2. has been separated for a
limited period; 3. has been separated for a
longer period);

9. Family situation (1. living with both
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9. Cemejna curympanocT (1. xuBee co aBajiaTa
pOIUTENH; 2. KHUBEE CO €IeH POoJuTelN; 3. He
JKHBEE CO POJTUTEIIN);

10. Axkanemcku yerex (1. He3HaYUTETHU IPEUKY; 2.
MMa yMEPEHH TPEYKY; 3. MMa TEIIIKH TPEYKH);

Kateropuja Il ce omHecyBa Ha COIMMOKOHTEKC-
TyaJHUTE PU3HUK-()AKTOPH U TH BKIy4dyBa CIel-
HHUTE IIECT PU3HK-(AKTOPH:

1. Coyuennnu aenmukBeHTH (1. HE ce coLujanu3m-
pa co JNEeNMKBEHTHH COYYEHHIH; 2. MEePUOANY-
HO C€ COLMjaIM3Upa CO ACIUKBEHTHH COYJIEHHU-
1M 3. 4eCTO Ce COLMjan3upa CO AENUKBEHTHU
COYYEHHIIN);

2. OnbuBame o1 cTpaHa Ha coyueHunute (1. He
NOCTOU 0J0MBam-E O] CTpaHa Ha COYUCHHULIUTE;
2. yMepeHo o0uBame Of CTpaHa Ha COyUYECHH-
mure; 3. U3pasuTo OAOMBAaEKE Of CTpaHa Ha
COYYCHUIIUTE);

3. Ctpec u cupoManiHo npuiaroayBame (1. cmad
CTpec; 2. yMepeH CTpec; 3. yMEpeH 10 CuieH
cIpec);

4. HecoonBerna poaurencka kouTpona (1. coon-
BETHA TPIKa U Ha30p; 2. NOHEKaJe yMepeHa
TpIXKa M HAA30p; 3. U3PA3UTO HECOOIBETHA
TpIKa U Ha/130p);

5. Hemocrarok Ha momapuika (1. mpucycTBo Ha
NOAJpPIIKA; 2. TPHUCYCTBO HAa HECOOABETHA
MoJAPINKa; 3. O€3 MOAIPIIKA);

6. Hedyukrmmonamso ommrecTBo (1. HUCKH HUBOA
Ha KPUMHHAJ, CHPOMAILUTHja U HACHJICTBO BO
OIIITECTBOTO; 2. YMEPEHH HUBOA HA KPUMH-
HaJl, CHpOMAIlTHja W HACHJICTBO BO OIILITEC-
TBOTO; 3. BUCOKM HMBOA Ha KPHMHHAJ, CHPO-
MallTHja ¥ HACUJICTBO BO OIIIITECTBOTO).

Kareropuja III ce ogHecyBa Ha MHAUBUAYAIIHU-

Te KJIMHUYKH PU3HK-QAKTOPU M TH BKIY4yBa

CIICTHUTE JIECeT:

1. Herarusen ognoc (1. omHOCH KOM HE Ce TIOBP-
3aHM CO HACHJICTBO M KPHUMHHAI; 2. OAHOCH
MOBP3aHM CO KPUMHUHAI M HACWICTBO; 3. Oe3-
YCIOBHO TipH(akarme Ha OAHOCH U BPETHOCTH
TIOBP3aHH CO HACHJICTBO);

2. Tlpudakame Ha pr3uIH/UMITYIICHBHOCT (1. He
TIOKa)KyBa IIPOOJIEMH TTIOBP3aHH CO UMITYJICHB-
HOCT; 2. TIOKa&)XyBa MOMAJIKy TEIIKH CIy4au
Ha PU3UK U MMILYJICUBHOCT; 3. CKJIOHOCT KOH
PHU3UK ¥ UMITYJICHBHOCT);

3. 3noymorpeba Ha amkoxon (1. He mocTom
370ynoTpeba Ha aJKoXoi;, 2. yMepeHa 370-
ynoTtpe0a Ha ajJKoxXoj; 3. BUCOKA 3JI0YIOTpe-
0a Ha aJKOXO0N);

4. 3moymotpeba Ha orojHU cpeactsa (1. He moc-
TOM 3J7I0ynoTpeda Ha OIOjHM CpEACTBa; 2.

parents; 2. living with one parent; 3. not
living with parents);

10. Academic success (1. no significant
hindrances; 2. has moderate difficulties; 3.
has severe difficulties);

Category II refers to the socio-contextual risk

factors and includes the following six risk

factors:

1. Peer delinquency (1. does not socialize with
delinquent peers; 2. occasionally socializes
with delinquent peers; 3. often socializes
with delinquent peers);

2. Peer rejection (1. no peer rejection; 2.
moderate rejection; 3. severe rejection);

3. Stress and poor adjustment (1. mild stress;
2. moderate stress; 3. moderate to severe
stress);

4. Inadequate parental control (1. adequate
care and supervision; 2. fairly adequate care
and supervision; 3 highly inadequate care
and supervision);

5. Lack of support (1. presence of support; 2.
presence of insufficient support; 3. no
support);

6. Community disorganization (1. low crime,
poverty and levels in the
community; 2. moderate levels of crime,
poverty and violence in the community; 3.
high levels of crime, poverty and violence
in the community).

Category III refers to individual-clinic risk
factors and includes the following ten risk
factors:

1. Negative attitudes (1. attitudes not related
to crime and violence; 3. attitudes related
to crime and violence; 3. clear acceptance
of attitudes and values related to violence);

2. Risk taking/impulsiveness (1. shows no

violence

problems related to impulsiveness; 2.
shows less severe cases of risk and
impulsiveness; 3. prone to risk and
impulsiveness);

3. Alcohol abuse (1. no alcohol abuse; 2.
moderate alcohol abuse; 3. severe alcohol
abuse);

4. Substance abuse (1. no substance abuse; 2.
moderate substance; 3 severe substance
abuse);
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yMepeHa 3JI0ynoTpeda Ha OIOjHH CPEACTBa; 3.
BHCOKa 3JI0yTIoTpeda Ha OTI0jHU CPEIICTBA);

5. Cras KoH 3710ynorpedara Ha OIOjHH CPENCTBA
(1. HeoxpaOpyBauku; 2. OETyMHO OXpaOpy-
BauKH; 3. [EJIOCHO 0XpaOpyBayuKku);

6. CnpaByBame co TrHeBoT (1. mokaxyBa coop-
BETHH BEIITHHH 3a CIPaByBamb€ CO THEBOT; 2.
MMa yMepeH! MpoOJIeMH TPU CIIPaBYBambE CO
THEBOT; 3. MMa CEepHO3HH MNpOoOJIeMH MpU
CIpaByBambe CO THEBOT);

7. Hucko HMBO Ha coudyBctBo/BUHA (1.
MOKa)KyBa COOIBETHO COUYYBCTBO/BHHA; 2.
MOKa)KyBa yMepeH HEJIOCTUT Ha
COYYBCTBO/BUHA; 3. TIOKaXyBa  BHCOK
HEJIOCTHT Ha COTyBCTBO/BUHA);

8. Henoctur Ha xonnentpanuja (1. Hema mpo-
OneMH cO KOHLICHTpAaLMjaTa; 2. yMEpeHH I10-
TEIIKOTHH TIPU TIOCBETYBamkbE¢ BHUMAaHHE; 3.
CEpHO3HH TMOTEIIKOTUH TIPH TI0CBETYBaHhE
BHUMAaHUE);

9. HeBpamuoTexeHOCT (1. O3UTUBEH OAHOC KOH
WHTPEBEHLIMjaTa U TpeTMaHHTe; 2. IEPUOANYHO
HETaTUBEH OJHOC KOH WHTPEBEHIMjaTa H
TpeTMaHuTe; 3. YEeCT HEraTHUBEH OIHOC KOH
WHTPEBCHIIMjaTa v TPETMAHUTE);

10. Akamemcka mocBeTeHOCT (1. 3rojleMeH WHTe-
pec 3a akaJleMCKa II0CBETEHOCT; 2. HU30K MH-
Tepec 3a aKaJeMCKa [IOCBETEHOCT, IpudaTiu-
BO IIPHCYCTBO U UCTIOJHYBaHkE HA YUWIHIIHH-
Te 00BPCKY; 3. HU30K HHTEPEC U TIOCBETEHOCT,
OTCYCTBO, JOLIHCHE M WUTHOPHpAEe Ha Y4UH-
JIMIITHATE OOBPCKH).

3aBucHaTa NpoMeHNWBa Oemre aeuHUpaHa

KaKo 00Bp3yBauka BO IOCJIEIHUTE LIECT MECELH

n Oeme nepuHHMpaHa TIPEKy CpeAcTBaTa Ha

cienHuTe Kateropuu (1. He OCTOM YMH Ha Ha-

CHJICTBO; 2. €lIcH WM [Ba YMHA HA HACUIICTBO;

3. TpH WY TIOBEKE YMHA HAa HACHUJICTRBO).

Ha oBa uctpaxyBame My mpeTxojenic MUIoT-

UCTPaKyBame KOE MOKaXa JeKa YUSHUIIUTE HIIH

HE OJrOBOpHJIC Ha HEKOM Ipallama WIN OArO-

BOpWJIC Ha TAaKOB HAYMH IITO HE MOXE J1a CE€ MH-

teprperupa. [Ipobnemure Oea mMOBp3aHU CO

MIPOMEHJINBATA ,,aJIKOX0JI/3JI0yTIoTpeda Ha OTO0j-

HU CpeACcTBA“, MOpagu IITO HMCTaTa MOJOLHA

Oeme mMoauduuupaHa, MOJeNeHa Ha JBE pas-

JIMYHH [TPOMEHJIMBH.

Cpeacrna 3a coOupame
U IIpouiecHpambe Ha NoJaTonuTe

CoOupameTo Ha MOAATOIM KOHEYHO 3aroyvHa 110
M30UPAETO HA THIIOT HA M3BOPOT 33 MOAATOLU

5. Attitude towards drug abusers (I.
unsupportive; 2. partially supportive; 3.
completely supportive);

6. Anger management problems (1. shows
adequate anger management skills; 2. has
moderate problems with anger
management; 3. has severe problems with
anger management);

7. Low levels of empathy/guilt (1. shows
adequate  empathy/guilt; 2.  shows
moderate lack of empathy; 3. shows severe
lack of empathy);

8. Lack of concentration (1. no problems
concentrating; 2. moderate difficulties
with paying attention; 3. severe difficulties
with paying attention);

9. Maladjustment (1. positive attitude
towards intervention and treatment; 2.
occasionally negative attitude towards
intervention and treatment; frequently
negative attitude towards intervention and
treatment);

10. Academic dedication (1. increased interest
and academic dedication; 2. low interest
and dedication, acceptable attendance and
completion of school assignments; 3. poor
interest and dedication, skipping classes,
being late and ignoring  school
assignments).

The dependent variable has been defined as
committal in the past six months and has been
further defined by means of the following
categories (1. no acts of violence; 2. one or two
acts of violence; 3. three or more acts of
violence).

This research has been procured after a pilot
research which had shown that students either
haven't responded to some questions or have
done it in a manner which cannot be interpreted.
The problems were related to the
“alcohol/substance abuse” variable, which is
why it was later modified, i.e., split it into two
different variables.

Means of data gathering
and processing

The data gathering ultimately commenced after
choosing the data source (self-report), defining
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(caMOCTOjJHHOT HM3BEINTa) ), NePUHUPAHETO HA MITa-
JlaTa TIOMyJIalyja oJf OCHOBHOTO W CPEIHOTO Y4H-
JHINTE W ONPENETyBalETO Ha MPHUMEPOKOT KOj
Tpebamie 1a Ouge BKIYYEH BO HCTPaXKyBarbeTo.
[Nonarorure 6ea coOpaHu MPEKy YYCHHITN KOH Ca-
MH IO TIOMOJIHYBaa aHOHUMHHOT TIpaIaiHuK,. Tec-
THpameTo Oellie CIIPOBEICHO BOJIOHTEPCKH.
CobupameTo Ha ITOIATOIUTE, OTHOCHO TECTHPARhE-
TO Oelle CIPOBEICHO BO YYWIMIIHA CPEUHA CO
nomom1 Ha ,,COPHM®, anaTka 3a HCTpa)KyBame
KOja Ce KOPHCTHU 3a MEPCH-C¢ Ha HUBOATa Ha PU3MK-
(haxTopuTe, KOja Oelle CrerujaaTHo MoAupHUIIIpa-
Ha 3a IeTa Ha OBa MCTPaXyBame. YUYEHHKOT IO
TIOTIOJTHYBAIlIe TPANIATHAKOT BO TEKOT HA €IeH
HacTaBeH 4ac (45 MUHYTH).

CraTHcTHYKA aHAJIN3A

CobOpanuTte ogaTory 6ea rpenagcHu 3a JIaTCHT-
Ha a”anu3a. OLeHyBameTO Ha IPEABUIIMBUTE
BPEAHOCTH Ha PH3HUK-(aKTOpUTE BO OJHOC Ha
HACHIIHOTO OJIHECYBame Oelle MOCTHTHATO CO
perpecuBHa ananu3a. llenra Ha perpecuBHaTa
aHanmM3a Oerre fa ce U3rpajy Bpcka momery rpy-
raTta Ha HE3aBHCHM IPOMEHIMBU U €JHA €IUH-
CTBEHA 3aBHCHA IpoMeHIMBa. Bo oBaa aHanmm3a,
HE3aBUCHUTE TPOMEHJIMBH C€ O3HAUYCHH KaKo
,»[IPEIBECHULIN ", TOJIeKa 3aBHCHATA MMPOMEHINBA
€ HapeuyeHa ,KpuTepuyMm. AHamuzaTa Oere
crpoBeeHa co nmomor Ha SPSS 12.0.

Pezynimamu

OnpenyBame HA MOKAa3aTeJMTe HA HACUJIHO
OoHecyBame MoMerly y4eHUI[UTe 01 OCHOBHO-
TO U CPETHOTO YUYHJIHMIITE

PerpecuBHata aHanu3a Oemie KOpUCTeHA na ce
TECTHpaaT M ONpEAENaT PHU3HK-(PAKTOpUTE KOU
CO3/1aJ10a BPCKa CO HACHIIHOTO OJIHECYBAME, O-
HOCHO, KOoU (hakTopu ce MoKazaTenyd Ha TaKBOTO
onHecyBame. Kako 1mTo Moxke jacHo n1a ce 3abere-
XM Ooff Tabenara 2, MOCTOM CTATHCTHYKU 3HAUM-
termHa Bpcka (0.000) co mynTurmmuTeH Koehu-
IMeHT Ha Kopenamuja on 0.822. Tabemara wmcto
Taka MOKa)KyBa Jieka KOS(HLHEHTOT Ha Ompese-
JyBame, KOj TO MOKaKyBa HUBOTO HA 3aeTHUYKH
BapHjallil Ha KPUTCPHUYMUTE M IPOMCHIIMBHUTE
Mmokazaren Ha pusuk-¢aktopure, ¢ 0.676, mTo
npercraByBa 67% Ha 3Apy)XKeHa BapHjauuja.
CranpapaHaTa MapriHa Ha rpelika Ipy IporHosa
Ha kputepuymute € 0.43, mTO TO TOKaxXyBa
HUBOTO Ha HECUTYPHOCT IIPU CIIPABYBAE CO KPH-
TEpUYMHTE 32 26-T€ MPOMEHIMBH MTOKa3aTEeNH.

the youth population of elementary and high
school ages and determining the sample which
was to be included in the research. The data was
gathered with the help of students who
completed the anonymous questionnaire. The
testing was conducted on a voluntary basis.

The data gathering, or the actual testing, was
conducted in a school setting by means of
“SAVRY”, a research tool used for assessing
the levels of risk factors, which was specifically
modified for the purposes of this research. The
student completed the questionnaire during a
single class period (45 minutes).

Statistical analysis

The collected data was subjected to latent
analysis. The evaluation of predictive values of
risk factors in regard to the violent behaviour
has been accomplished by a means of
regression analysis. The goal of the regression
analysis was to establish the link between a
group of independent variables and a single
dependent variable. Within this analysis, the
independent  variables are labelled as
“predictors”, whilst the dependent variable is
named as “criterion”. The analysis was
performed by means of SPSS 12.0.

Results

Ascertaining the predictors of violent
behaviour amongst elementary and high
school students

We used regression analysis to try and
determine which risk factors had relation to
violent behaviour, that is, which factors
represented predictors of such behaviour. As it
can be clearly seen from Table 2, there is
statistically significant link (0.000) with a
multiple correlation coefficient of 0.822. The
table also shows that the coefficient of
determination, which indicates the level of joint
variations of criterion and predictor variables of
risk factors, stands at 0.676, which accounts for
67% of joint variation. The standard margin of
criteria prognosis error is 0.43, which shows the
level of uncertainty when dealing with 26
predictor variables.
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Tabena 2. Pezynmamu 00 pecpecueHama aHaiusa

Table 2. Regression analyze results

2 CraHmapaHa Tpemka Bo MporeHKaTa/ .
R R The standard error of estimate F df1 df2 Sig. F
0,822 0,676 0,43 94,817 26 1182 0,000

[IpomennuBHTe TIOKa3aTeny 6ea cocTaBeHH 011 26
TIPOMCHJTBH KOW TO OITHITIaa PU3UK-PAKTOPOT Ha
THE yYEHHIIM KOM BO MHUHATOTO MMaa H3BPIICHO
JIeNo Ha HacWiIcTBO. [IpoMeHIMBHUTE KOU ce HEeol-
XOJIHU 32 TIPEIBUIYBar-¢ Ha HACHIHO OIHECYBa-
e ce MPUKaKaH! Bo TabenaTa 3.

Tabena 3. Pezyimamu 00 pecpecusHama ananusa
30 KpUmepuymom Ha HACUIHO OOHECY8albe

The predictor variables were comprised of 26
variables which describe the risk factor of
those students who have committed an act of
violence in their past. The variables which are
crucial for predicting violent behaviour are
listed in Table 3.

Table 3. Results of the regression analysis for the
criterion of violent behaviour

Hecranpapausupan Crangapusupas
Koe(HIHeHT/ KoepuIHeHT/
) (R Non-standardized Standardized
pome coefficient coefficient t R Sig.
Variables
Maprusa Ha
B rpemika/ Beta
Margin of error
Coyuenuni aenukBentH / Peer delinquency 0,006 0,015 0,074 -0,588 0,048 0,091
OpbuBame oz coydenuuu / Peer rejection 0,053 0,027 -0,034 -0,200 0,124 0,121
Crpec i CHpOMALIHO NpiIAroyBar,e/ 0,003 0,019 -0,038 0271 | 0,021 | 0,039
Stress and poor adjustment
Ponurencka konTpona / Parental control 0,005 0,022 -0,004 -0,260 0,159 0,795
Henoctur Ha nomipuka / Lack of support 0,019 0,030 0,013 0,670 0,012 0,503
Aesoprauusauja Ha OITECTBOTO/ 0,014 0,020 0,018 0976 | 0,145 | 0329
Community disorganization
Heratusnu craBoBu / Negative attitudes 0,42 0,036 0,023 1,182 0,046 0,237
Pusuic u pmmyncusHoct/ 0,110 0,021 0,107 5262 | 0,026 | 0,000
Risk and impulsiveness
3noynorpeba Ha ankoxoiu / Alcohol abuse 0,076 0,019 0,082 0,062 0,421 0,547
3noynorpeda a orojin cpencTsa/ 0,003 0,056 -0,001 0,061 | 0,124 | 0952
Substance abuse
OpHOC cripemMa KOPUCHUIIMTE Ha Apora/
Attitude towards drug abusers 0,049 0,044 -0,025 -1,115 0,154 0,265
CnpaByBame co rHeBOT / Anger management 0,010 0,018 0,011 0,573 0,069 0,567
HuBo Ha couyBctBo / Level of empathy 0,058 0,023 0,047 0,124 0,214 0,062
CinaGa criocoGHoCT 32 KOHUCHTpaLHa/ -0,051 0,023 -0,039 2273 | 0325 | 0,023
Poor concentration skills
Heypamuorexxenoct / Maladjustment 0,022 0,025 0,017 0,915 -0,069 0,360
AKazemCia ocBeTeHoCT/ 0,019 0,023 0,017 0,824 | 0,120 | 0410
Academic dedication
Hcropuja Ha senachutni o1Gpar/ 0,618 0,019 0,622 32,636 | 0,670 | 0,000
History of non-violent offenses
TToueTox Ha HACWIHO OfIHECyBare/ 0,030 0,029 0,024 1,058 | 0,124 | 0,290
Onset of violent behaviour
Toxopysaine criopejt kasHeHuTe Mepiu/ 0,066 0,027 0,048 0425 | 0,027 | 0075
Abiding by the punitive sanctions
Hetopuja na camo-nospezysarse/ 0,009 0,028 0,006 0328 | 0035 | 0,743
History of self-harm
Caenouerse Ha 1oMallIka 310ynoTpeGa/ 0,074 0,029 0,052 2,555 | 0384 | 0,011
Witnessing domestic abuse
3noymnorpeda Bo aercrBoro / Childhood abuse 0,025 0,037 -0,014 -0,690 0,104 0,490
Pomren Kou BpuIar kpmsiiia/ 0,004 0,046 -0,002 -0,090 | 0,141 | 0928
Parental criminality
Pasnen6a on ponurenure/ 0,113 0,026 0,086 4390 | 0421 | 0,000
Separation from parents
Curynpasioct 1 cemejeTaoto/ 0,058 0,047 20,029 -L1s2 | 0,107 | 0211
Family situation
AxaneMmcku ycnex/ Academic success 0,009 0,025 0,007 0,390 0,245 0,049
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Tabenara 3 jacHO ru npeIara CIeIHUTE TPOMEH-
TMBU Mel'y Haj3HAYajHUTE ITOKA3aTeNH: MPBO aKT
Ha HacwictBo (p<0.00), akameMcku ycrex
(p<0.049), cmaba crocoOHOCT 3a KOHIIEHTpAIlHja
(p<0.02), 3moymnotpebda Ha ankoxoi (p<0.00), cBe-
JoYeH-e Ha JoMaIHa 3moynorpeda (p<0.01) u pas-
nenda ox poaurenute (p<0.00). 3emajku ja npen-
BUJI TojleMUHAaTa Ha Oera-koedrmentor (0,622) u
koetuuuentor 3a kopenaiuja (0,670), Hajuspa-
3€HUOT MOKAa3aTell Ha HACHIIHO OIHECYBame € TI0-
YEeTOKOT Ha HACWIHO OjHecyBame. OcTaHaTHTe
NPOMEH/IMBH MMAaaT 3HAYMUTENIHO IIOHM30K Oera-
KOSUIIMEHT W KOe(HLMEHT Ha Kopesaluja, IITO
T HAMaJTyBa HUBHHTE BJIMjaHMja BP3 IPOMEHIINBA-
Ta Kpumepuym, HO C€ CENaK CTATUCTUYKH 3HA4aj-
HH.

Huckycuja

Pegynrature mokakaa Jeka IIeCT HPOMEHIMBU
MMaaT HajroJIeMO BIIMjaHHE BP3 HOTTHKHYBAHETO
Ha HaCWJIHO ofHecyBame. [lomely mcTopuckure
pH3HK-(aKTOpH Ce ClelHHUBE: TIOUYETOK HA HACHII-
HO OJIHECYBam€, aKaJIEMCKHU YCIIEX, CBEJOUCH-E Ha
JOMaIlIHa 3710ynoTpeda u pasnenda ox pomuTenu-
te. VicTopuckute puU3HK-(QaKTOpH ce TeMenar Bp3
MHHATOTO OJTHECYBAI-€ U MCKYCTBa, KaKko IITO ce
MHHATH MaHu(ecTauuuTe Ha HacwicTBO. OBue
(baxTopH Cce BKJIYyYEHH HOpaay LITO IMOCTOEYKaTa
EMITMpPHCKa JINTepaTypa yKaXKyBa Ha BpCKa IOMe-
I’y HUB U 3rOJIEMEHUOT PU3UK Ha HACHJICTBO, KaKO
U pelyIrBU3aM Kaj Miaaure. MHOTY aBTOpU Be-
pyBaaT Jeka UCTOPUCKHOT PU3HK MMa KOHTHHYH-
paHa CTaTUCTHYKA BPCKA CO MAHOTO HACHIIHO OJ-
HeCyBame U JIeKa MCTUTe MOXe J1a Ouiar JocTa
KOPHCHHU NP YTBPYZABamkE HA HUBOTO HA pejaTH-
BEH pU3HUK. PaHHOT 3a4€TOK Ha HACUJICTBO/AENINH-
KBEeHIMja (0COOCHO Mpel YeTUPUHACCETTOIUIITHA
BO3pACT) € HapajlelieH CO PeLUIUBHU3MOT U TH
MpeTcKakyBa M JiBaTa TUIA Ha XPOHHYHO M Ce-
pro3Ho HacwicTBo (13).

HctpaxxyBambeTo CHpPOBENEHO Off CTpaHa Ha
Farrington, ykaxxyBa neka oxkony 50% ox MoMYH-
wata, nomery 10 u 16-roguimHa Bo3pacT Kou
Ousie ocyneHH 3a HaCHJICTBO, MOZOIHA BO HUBHH-
T€ THHEJLIEPCKU TOAWHHM YECTO IMOBTOPHO Owuie
ocymyBaHHM 3a Apyr Bun HacwicTBo (14). Criopen
UCTpaKyBameTo crpoBeieHo of crpana Ha Elliot,
50% ox momiagara momnynaluja KO nMaaT U3Bp-
IIIEHO HaCWJICTBO Tipe 11-roxuiiHa Bo3pacT, mpo-
JOJDKYBaaT J1a BpLIAaT HACHIICTBO M KaKO BO3PACHU
maaaoct (15). 3a Bpeme Ha 0Ba UCTPaXKyBambe,

Table 3 clearly suggests that the following
variables are among the most significant
predictors: first act of violence (p<0.00),
academic success (p<0.049), poor concentration
skills  (p<0.02), alcohol abuse (p<0.00),
witnessing domestic abuse (p<0.01) and
separation from parents (p<0.00). Considering
the size of the beta coefficient (0,622) and the
correlation coefficient (0,670), the foremost
predictor of violent behaviour is the onset of
violent behaviour. Other variables have
significantly lower beta and correlation
coefficients, which lessens their impact on the
criterion variable, but are still statistically
significant.

Discussion

The results have shown that six variables have
the largest impact for the onset of violent
behaviour. Among the historical risk factors
are: the onset of violent behaviour, academic
success, witnessing domestic abuse and
separation from parents. The historical risk
factors are based on past behaviour and
experiences, such as past bouts of violence.
These factors are included since the existing
empirical literature indicates a connection
between them and the increased risk of
violence, as well as recidivism among
adolescents. Many authors believe that the
historical risk factors tend to have consistent
statistical link with future violent behaviour
and that they can be quite helpful with
establishing the level of relative risk. Early
onset of violence/delinquency (especially
before the age of fourteen) runs parallel with
the risk of recidivism and predicts both chronic
and serious bouts of violence (13).

A study conducted by Farrington suggests that
about 50% of boys, between the age of 10 and
16 years, who have been convicted on the
account of violence, often end up being
convicted again on the account of another
crime later in their youth (14). According to
the research conducted by Elliot, 50% of the
younger population who have committed an
act of violence before the age of 11 will
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cabuOT aKaJIeMCKH yCIex Oellie JOKaKaH JIeKa €
BakeH mpenBecHUK. OBa NCTpaXKyBambe Ce COBIA-
fa co OHHe KoM Oea CIIPOBE/ICHN Ha UCTa TeMa Ol
JPYTH UCTPKYBAUH, KAKO IITO € IHO UCTPAKY-
Bame (Farrington, 1989) xoe noTBpayBa aeka cia-
OMOT aKaJeMCKH YCIEeX WU MPOOJIEMHTE BO €IIy-
KallfjaTa UMaaT TJIABHO BJIMjaHHE BP3 HACHITHOTO
OJIHECYBahe¢ BO aJIOJICCIICHTHUOT IEpHON. Y4H-
JIMIIHUTE POOJIeMH (HUCKH OLICHH M HEPEIOBHO
MPUCYCTBO), KOU CE jaByBaaT BO TEKOT HAa paHUTE
(a3 o7 00pa30BaHUETO, HOCAT 3rOJIEMEH PU3UK
BO MJIHMHA 33 TIOHATAMOIITHO HACHJICTBO U JICITUH-
kBeHja (16). Farrington motBpau gexa cnabuor
aKaJIeMCKH yCIeX MOXe Jia ¢ Pe3yJTaT Ha HHTe-
JICKTYaITHA OTPaHUYyBarha MIIH, KaKo BTOPO, 3apa-
I HEJIOCTUT Ha MHTEPEC, MOCBETCHOCT U APYTHU
MITKOJICKH TIpoOireMu. OBHe TIpobIeMHy ce CaMH TI0
cebe pu3KK (haKTOPH 32 HACKITHO OJTHECYBAHE I10-
Mery mmaaute nuia. Cry4ajHo, aHamM3aTa Ha 0Ba
WCTpaXyBambe HaBelyBa Jia ce TOTCHIUpA BaX-
HOCTa Ha CEMEJHOTO HACHJICTBO M 3J10yIOoTpedaTa
KaKko TMPOMCHJINBA. XPOHOJOMIKH, HACHIHUTE
aJIOJIECLICHTH YE€CTO CE CBEMIOIM Ha HACHIICTBO BO
HUBHHUTE JOMOBH. JIOMAIIHOTO HACHJICTBO HCTO
TakKa ce TIOBpP3yBa CO HACHIIHOTO OJJHECYBAFbC 3a
BpeMe Ha aJOJICCIICHTHHUOT TEPUOA U 3PEiocTa
(15). Mnamure iryfe KOu 4eCTO ce CBEJOIH Ha JI0-
MalllHa 3JI0yrnoTpeda, € MOBEPOjaTHO J1a KOPUCTAT
HACWJICTBO KaKO CPEICTBO 3a CIIPaByBalkE CO
BHaTpenrHaTa 6opba. Bo MHOry ciydam Hacwi-
CTBOTO C€ 3aCHITyBa U MHOTY TIOYECTO C€ KOPHCTH.
Panata paszen6a ox poaUTEIUTE WUITH CTapaTeIIH-
Te€, YECTO € TI0Ka3aTeN 3a HEMOYKHOCTA Jia ce 00e3-
Oeau TprkiMBa atMoc(epa, YyBCTBO Ha CHTYp-
HOCT, TIOJUIPIIKA, XpaHa U JIPYTH OCHOBHH MOTpE-
6u 3a exHo nere. [loHaramy, IOCTOM 3HAYUTENCH
Opoj Ha JI0Ka3u KOM MMOKa)KyBaar Jieka paHara oji-
BOCHOCT OJI POJUTENINTE WIIM CTapaTeluTe BOAW
KOH 3TOJIEMCH PU3UK 32 WJIHA JICIMKBEHIIMjA U Ma-
HUECTHPake Ha HACWIHO omHecyBame (14,17).
Hcrtute aBTOpH MMaar 3aKiy4eHO JeKa pOAUTEN-
cKkarta pasnenda mpe] IeCETrOMIIHA BO3PacT Ce
MOBpP3yBa CO HACHIICTBOTO MaHU(ECTUPAHO HU3
QJIOJICCIICHTHHOT TIEPUOJ] U BO paHaTa 3peJiocCT.
Hekonky uctpaxyBama cripoBesnieHd Bo EBporia
MMaar MOTBPACHO JieKa paHaTa cernapaiyja (mome-
fy JieceT W TPUHACCETTOJIUIITHA BO3PACT) M YKUBO-
TOT BO pacTypeHH CEME|CTBA FJIM CEME]CTBA Ha Ca-
MOXpaHH POJUTEINH, BO WJIHHMHA IPEAU3BHKYBaaT
HAaCWJIHO OJHECYyBame Kkaj Miagute Jymra (14).
Jlpyro ucTpaxkyBame CrpoBeaeHO Bo Unkaro Bp3
Jera co ahpoaMeprKaHCKO MOTEKII0, TIOKaXa Jieka

continue to do so in their adulthoods (15). Poor
academic success has proven to be an
important predictor during the course of this
research. The results of this research coincide
with the ones that were procured by other
researchers on this topic, such as the one
(Farrington, 1989) which states that weak
academic results or educational problems have
a crucial impact over violent behaviour during
adolescence. School problems (poor grades
and attendance), which occur during early
stages of education carry an increased risk of
future  manifestation of violence and
delinquency (16). Farrington stated that poor
academic success could be the result of
intellectual limitations or, secondarily, due to
lack of interest, commitment and other school

problems. These problems alone are risk
factors for violent behaviour among
adolescents. Incidentally, analysis of this

research requires us to stress the importance of
family abuse in its role as a variable. Violent
adolescents have often witnessed violence
within their homes. Domestic violence is also
found to be related to violent behaviour during
adolescence and adulthood (15). Young people
who have often witnessed domestic abuse are
more likely than others to employ violence as a
means of dealing with inner struggle. In many
of those cases, violence gets stronger and used
even more frequently. Early separation from
parents or guardians is usually indicative of the
inability to provide a loving atmosphere, sense
of security, support, food and other basic
necessities for a child. Furthermore, there is a
significant amount of evidence which indicates
that early separation from the parents or
guardians leads to an increased risk of future
delinquency and exhibition of violent
behaviour (14, 17). The same authors have
concluded that parental separation before the
age of ten is connected with violence during
adolescence and early adulthood. Several
studies conducted in Europe have established
that early separation (between ten and thirteen
years old) and living in separated families or
families with a single parent, causes future
expression of violence among adolescents

80

JOURNAL OF SPECIAL EDUCATION AND REHABILITATION 2012; 13(3-4): 69-84
DOI: 10.2478/v10215-011-0026-2



TICUXOJIOUIKO-ITEJAI OLLIKHU ITPETJIE]]

3aMUHYBAbETO O JAOMOT TPE IeCHACCETTOIUII-
Ha BO3PAcCT € AUPEKTHO MOBP3aHO CO 3rOJIEMEHOTO
HHMBO Ha HACWJICTBO M Kaj /iBara moja (18).

WuauBuyanHo-KIMHAYKATE PH3HK-(GAKTOPH TH
BKITyuyBaaT THe (akTopH kou ce (okycupaar Ha
OJTHECYBAHETO TIOMEl'y MJIaJuTe Jyfe U ce MOBH-
KyBaaT Ha KIyYHHOT arlCeKT Ha HACHJIHO U TICUXO-
JomKo (yHKIUOHHpame. [pyr BakeH (akrop,
KaKo IITO MOKa)ka pe3yiITaToT, € HeJJOCTATOKOT Ha
KoHIIeHTparrja. CHpOMAITHUTE BEIITHHHU 33 KOH-
LCHTPUPAkhe M XUIICPAKTUBHOCTA CE HABCIICHU
Kako (haKTopW KOW TIPEIBHIyBaaT HACHIICTBO 3a
BpeMe Ha JETCTBOTO KaKO U aJIONIECLICHTHUOT TIe-
puon u 3penocta. 'oneM Opoj MCTpakyBama I0-
Ka)XKyBaaT JeKa HEIOCTUTOT Ha KOHIIEHTpaIlHja
BOJM JI0 M3Pa3eHO acOLHjallHO OIHECYBame M
IPYyTH OMXEjBHOPATHH TIPOOJIEMH 3a BpeMe Ha
anonectienijata (19). 3noynorpedara Ha aiko-
XOJI HCTO TaKa Ce TMOKaXka KaKo MMPOMEHITUB TIOKa-
3aren. [loBeke ucTpakyBaun KOHCTaHTHO YKaXy-
Baar Ha (paKTOT JieKa 370yNnoTpedaTa Ha aaKOXOJ
MPETCTaByBa TOJEM PU3UK-(DAKTOp HA HACHITHO
onmHecyBame (20). ABTOpHTE Ce coracyBaar JeKa
BO HAJjTOJIEMHUOT JIENT O CITyJanTe, 370ynoTpedara
Ha aJKOXOJ TIPETCTaByBa PH3HUK-(PAKTOpP HCTO
KaKo M 3JI0ynoTpedara Ha OMOjHH cpenacTBa. Bo
0Ba UCTPaXyBame, PU3HK-(PaKTOPH KO criaraatr
BO JOMCHOT Ha HUCTOPHUCKHUTC WU WMHAWBUAYATHO-
KJIMHUYKUTE PU3HK-(aKTOPH 32 HACHITHO OJTHECY-
Bambe MOMEry YUCHHITUTE, ja JOKa)KyBa HHUBHATA
npeaBUAyBadKa CIOCOOHOCT, INTO € CIPOTUBHO
Ha COITMOKOHTeKcTyamHuTe (haktopu. Mcrpaxysa-
HETO CIIPOBEJIEHO 0f cTpaHa Ha Penney, Lee u
Moretti, mokaxka Jieka pU3MK-PaKTOPUTE BO UCTO-
PHCKHOT W WHIUBHIYATHO-KIMHIYKHOT JOMEH
BJIMjaaT BP3 HACHJIHOTO OJTHECYBambE U PEIUIUBHU-
3aM, JIOJIeKa COIIMOKOHTEKCTYaJHUTE PH3HK-(aK-
TOPH Ce TIOKa)kaa Kako CKOpo He3HauuTenHu (21).
OBa uCTpaKyBame MMa HEKOIIKYy OTpaHHYyBamba
Kou Tpeba J1a ce 3eMar IpeBHU/I IPH HHTEPIIPETH-
pame Ha pesynrarute. Hajnpso, kako mto e 3abe-
JI©KAHO BO TIOTIIABJETO ,,JIHCmpyMenm 3a oyeHy-
sare “;, COPHM-mHCTpYMEHTOT Oelire m3MEHeET 3a
HeiTa Ha OBa HMCTpaXyBame, MTO Tpeba ga ce
3eMe MpeIBUA 3a BpeME Ha TOJNKYBame Ha IIPO-
MEHJIMBUTE KOW C€ MOMU(DHIIMPAHW M TIOBP3aHU
CO WHAMBUIYATHO-KIMHUYKUTE PHU3UK-(PAKTOPH.
Bropoto orpanuuyBame € MOBpa3HO cO (DaKToT
JleKa OBa Ce MHAWBUIyaJlHU W3BEIlTal HA CAaMUTE
YUSHHIT W JIeKa TIOCTOM MOYKHOCT Jia Ce Jaje
caMo COIMjaTHO MocaKyBaHu onrosopu. Ce Bepy-
Ba JieKa MJHOTO HCTPaKyBame Tpeba /a Th 3eme

(14). Another study conducted in Chicago on
African-American children indicates that
leaving home before the age of sixteen is
directly related to increased level of violence,
both men and women (18).

Individual-clinic risk factors include those
factors which focus on the behaviour among
adolescents and refer to the key aspect of
behavioural and psychological functioning.
Another important factor, as shown in the
result, is the lack of concentration. Poor
concentration skills and hyperactivity are listed
as factors which predict violence during
childhood as well as adolescence and
adulthood. A large number of studies suggest
that the lack of concentration leads to high
level of antisocial behaviour and other
behavioural problems during adolescence (19).
Alcohol abuse has also shown to be a
predictive  variable. Multiple researchers
consistently point out the fact that alcohol
abuse represents a large risk factor of violent
behaviour (20). The authors agree that in most
cases the alcohol abuse represents a risk factor
just as much as the substance abuse. In this
research, the risk factors belonging in the
domains of historical and individual-clinic risk
factors for violent behaviour among students
have demonstrated their predictive value as
opposed to the socio-contextual factors. A
study conducted by Penney, Lee and Moretti
has shown that the risk factors in the historical
and individual-clinic domains affect violent
behaviour and recidivism, whilst the socio-
contextual risk factor have proven themselves
to be nigh insignificant (21).

This study had several limitations that should
be taken into consideration in the interpretation
of the results. First, as noted in the chapter
“Instrument for the assessment” the SAVRY
instrument was modified for the purposes of
this study, which should be take into
consideration during interpretation of the
variables that are modified and related to the
individual-clinical risk factors. The second
limitation relates to the fact that these are the
students’ self-reports and that there is a
possibility to provide only socially desirable
answers. We believe that in future the research

HAEDEKTOJIOLUIKA TEOPHJA U ITPAKTHUKA 2012; 13(3-4): 69-84
DOI: 10.2478/v10215-011-0026-2

81



PSYCHOLOGICAL AND PEDAGOGICAL SURVEY

MPEBU JOTIOTHUTETHUTE HHOOPMAIIUH O] YUH-
TEJIUTEe, KOU Haj00po To Mo3HABAAT OHECYBambe-
TO HA YYEHHIIUTE 32 CUTE OBHUE €PEKTH IO MUHH-
MyM. TperoTo orpaHuuyBame Ce OIHECyBa Ha
(hakTOT JeKa CTPAXKYBAKHETO HE Oelie MOYKHO J1a
ce CIIpPOBENE BO CUTE peoHM Ha buX, Taka mro
0B € Penpe3eHTaTUBEH MIPUMEPOK.

3axnyuox

3eMajku ja TIpeaBHI IeNITa HA OB HCTPAKyBarbe
Jla ce OfIpeNiaT PU3UK-(PaKTOPUTE 32 HACHIIHO OJ1-
HECYBame MOMEry YUCHHUIIUTE OJ OCHOBHOTO H
CpeqHOTO 00pa30BaHUE, KAKO  UCTPAKYBAETO U
pe3yaTaTuTe caMu 1o cebe, MOXKE CO CUTYPHOCT
Jla ce 3aKITy4d JieKa PaHHOT MOYETOK Ha HACHITHO
OJTHECYBamhe, IPOOJIEMHUTE TIOBP3aHH CO HEIOCTH-
TOT Ha KOHIICHTpaIdja, CIa0HOT aKaJIeMCKH YcC-
MeX, CBEJOUCHETO HA JIOMAIIHOTO HACHIICTBO,
pazaenbara of pOAMTENUTE U 3710ymnoTpedara Ha
AJIKOXOJIOT, TH TIPETCTaByBaaT HajCHIHUTE PU3HK-
(akTopy KOU BOJAT JI0 HACHITHO OJJHECYBAH-E IO~
Mery ydeHuImTe. Pe3ynrature mokaxyBaar Jeka
CEepHO3HO Tpeba Ja ce 3eMar NpeIBH/I U JIa Ce OT-
cTpaHaT ropeHaBeneHuTe (aktopu. [ Temajku
JieKa pe3yJTaTUTE Ha OBA UCTPAXKYBambe MOKAKY-
BaaT JieKa PU3NK-(aKTOpPUTE HA HACHIIO OIHECY-
BalkbC IMOTCKHYBaaT O4 UCTOPUCKUOT M HWHIUBH-
JyaJTHO-KITMHUYKHOT JIOMEH, IPOrpaMHTe 3a TIpe-
BEHITMja Tpeba Ja ce Mperu3upaar, CHCTEMaTCKH
u ceondarHo. bunejku ce pabotu 3a cripaByBame
CO YYCHHIIH, c€ cMeTa JIeKa YUMIUIITHATE Iporpa-
MU TpeOa Aa BKIy4aT MEpPKH Ha MPEBEHTHBA, KaKo
W MHTEpBEHIHja, cO el Ja ce co3aane Oe30eqHa
cpenuHa 3a camure yueHund. He mocrojar motpe-
OW J1a ce TmocTaByBaar MpaBwiia Ko Tpebda ma Ou-
1at (GOPMYJUPAHU BO COTJTIACHOCT CO MO3UTHBHH-
T IPUHLIUIHN U Tpeda a ce JIECHO Pa3OupInBH U
onpxmBh. Tue Tpeba MCTO Taka Jja ce cTpemaT
KOH TIOTOJIEM Pa3B0j, KaKO TPYIMHUA HOPMH, IITO
3HaYM Jieka Tpeba ga ounart npudaTeHu o CTpaHa
Ha MHO3HHCTBOTO M JOOPOBOJIHO Jia CE CIIe/ar.
Pa3BojoT Ha COIMjaTHUTE BEIITHHHU, pa3pelryBa-
BETO Ha COLMjaJIHUTE MpoOJieMHu, eMIlaTHjaTa,
CIIPaBYBAaWETO CO THEBOT, YUCH-ETO HAa YUCHHIIUTE
3a TEKHHATA W IIMPEHETO Ha HACHUIICTBOTO BO
CBETOT, 3aeTHO CO IMPOLIECOT Ha 3rOJIEMYBambETO
Ha CMHCJIaTa 3a OATOBOPHOCT Mel'y HUB, Tpeba 1ma
TO OMpe/esIaT HACTOjYBAETO 32 CO3/IaBabEe U pe-
anM3alnyja Ha IPEBEHTHBHUTE MPOrpaMu. 3eMajKu
TO MPEABUI TOPECTIOMEHATHOT (DaKT, JieKa Hajro-
JIeM JIeNl OJl PU3HK-(PAaKTOpUTE Ce CO3IafCHH BO
WCTOPUCKH W WHIMBUIYATHO-KIIMHAYKA JIOMEH,

should take into consideration additional
information from teachers as the best
connoisseurs of the students’ behaviour, to
reduce these effects to a minimum. A third
limitation relates to the fact that the research
was not possible in all cantons in FB&H, thus,
the sample of respondents was representative.

Conclusion

Considering the goal of this research to
ascertain the risk factors for violent behaviour
among elementary and high school students,
as well the research itself and its results, it
can be safely concluded that the early onset of
violent behaviour, the problems related to
lack of concentration, poor academic success,
witnessing domestic abuse, separation from
parents and alcohol abuse serve as the most
common risk factors which lead to violent
behaviour amongst students. The results
indicate that we should seriously consider and
deal with the aforementioned factors. Seeing
as the results of this research point out that
the risk factors for violent behaviour come
from the historical and individual-clinic
domains, the preventive programs need to be
precise, systematic and comprehensive. As we
are dealing with a student population, it is
considered that school programs should
include preventive, as well as intervention,
measures in order to create safe environment
for them. There need to be a set of rules
which ought to be formulated in accordance
with the positive principles and should be
easily understandable and upheld. They
should also tend to develop into larger group
norms, which mean that they should be
accepted by the majority and voluntarily
followed. The development of social skills,
resolution of social problems, empathy, anger
management, teaching students about the
gravity and the spread of violence in the
world, alongside the process of increasing the
sense of responsibility among them, should
all determine the endeavour of creation and
realization of preventive programs. Conside-
ring the aforementioned fact that most of the
risk factors find home in the historical and
individual-clinic domains, it is considered
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ce CMeTa JeKa MHTEpBEHIMHTE Tpeba ma Owmmar
HACOYEHH KOH ITOMAJIUTE JIela, ¥ UCTUTE 1a OumaT
U3TPaJICHN 3eMajK TH MPEABU]T U KPATKOTPAjHUTE
U JIOJATOPOYHHTE e()eKTH, KaKO U Jia Ce UICHTU(H-
KyBaaT HOBHM MOJICJTH Ha akimu. McTo Taka e goc-
Ta 3HAYajHO Jia CE 3aCHJIM U 3al[BPCTH yJoraTa Ha
CEMEjCTBOTO KaKO CTOJIO Ha OIMIITECTBOTO, Ja CE
pa3BHUBaaT POAUTEICKUTE CIIOCOOHOCTH, Ja CE I10-
JOOpaT MOCTOCYKHUTE 3IPABCTBCHH U COIMjATHU
YCIyTH, J1a C€ MOoA00paT YYMIHUIIHUTE MPOrpaMu
W CTPaTeTHH CO IIeJ J1a Ce 3al[BPCTH OTIOPHOCTA
MPOTUB HACUJIHOTO OTHECYBAIbE.
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