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SUMMARY

Characteristics of parenthood and parental relationship towards gambling as predictors of
gambling of their male children

The researclof youthgambling in Croatia and the world have mostly been approached from a child's
%}]vs }( Al AX dZ]s ]+ ES §]}vU ] Jv op JvP Z]Jo —¢ %o E*% S§]
characteristicghrough differentway ofassessment and sedfissessmentThe imm@ct of parenthood
on a negative child outcomes has been proven through many researéhginfton, Loeber i Ttofi,
fiioV v & A« ] }vs U 7iioU & E] lhasiwelllas i danibling agia yislehaviour
(Gupta i Derevensky, 1997; Dickson, Derevensky i Gupta, 2000, Wood i Griffiths, 2002; Griffiths, 2003)
although literature hédingsin this fieldare rather moderate and recenthe aim of this research is to
provide an insight into characteristics of parenthood, particularly those related to relationship with
C}MUSEZ P u 0]VPU % E v3e[ 33]5p < 3}A EntBamblmyaRd.th¢ @iferancesC }( %o G
in perception between parents and their children. Moreover, the goal was to determine how those

Z E S E]*S] * A%o0]lv §Z (E <pv C }( SZ ]E Z]Jo & v[* P u o]vP
perception of parents and parenbodU v Z]o [¢ % Ee}v 0 Z E § E]*S] U A% E
to gambling explain the frequency of their gamblifigpe important attribute of this research is that
both, parents (n=244) and their male children (n=244) were involved, so comparigob v. % & v3§e|
perception and their childreselfassessmencould be done. Subsample of parents consists of n=126
mothers (51.6%) and n=118 fathers (48.4%). & v3<[ P & vP « (E}u ii 8} oi A]§Z §Z
Mage=45.98 (SEye=5.59) Age of boys rangefrom 14 to 19, with the average agedé#16 (Skye=1.21).

The research was conducted on a convenience sample in Split and Zagreb.

In order to conduct this research, a wide battery of instruments was used: (1) Questionnaire about
general and sociodemogaphic data, (2) Questionnaire of risk perception for the youth, (3)
Questionnaire of communication assessment about youth risks, (4) Questionnaire of assessment of

the experiences of a child with risky behaviour, (5) Questionnaire of family interactadityqttKOBI
~SHWESIE] U 1iiTeU ~0e Y *3]}vv |E -Ji0 %w<@ESVE}AZ AJPUE LZWE +35

EI1}A] U 1116eU ~b6e 'u o]vP &8]8nu e+« 0o ~: 0] U ,u] / ]Jv] U TiiieU -
§]1A]8] » ~+Z}ES v A ER]}yWUuI%w IB K ESYV Eo[ oo ocuassesbnant@ vSe[ o
}us P u o]vP A]8Z 3Z ]E Z]Jo ~Z]]i“ & ooXU Tii{SOGSflestepnszZ K |

Vv 0}}uU id606°U ~iie Yu *3]}vv ]JE }( Z]Jo [+ P u o]yFAi “3]A]DoXYeZ
2011), (11) General Problem Severity Subscale (GPSS) as a part of Canadian Adolescent Gambling



Inventory CAGI (Wiebe, Tremblay, Wynne and Stinchfield, 2010), (12) Questionnaire -of self
e ooy VS }( % E} 10]SC }( %o IEir gtilefen for figsyokjehhviBur 8nd (13) Questions
about whether they gamble together with their child

In order to reach the aforementioned goals, the following data analyses methodology was used: (1)
Descriptive statistics (means, standard deviatfoeguencies), (2) Wilcox range test, (3)gguare test,

(4) MannWhitney U Test with the calculation of effect sizes, and (5) Hierarchical regression analysis.

The results of the research have shown that parents doamtgambling that high as the Ks related
to psychoactive substances use and that they perceive gambling as a greater risk then their children
do. When compared to communication with their children, parents communicate more often about
substance use (alcohol, cigarettes, drugs) and obshavioural addictions, that is technological risks
such as Internet and video games, rather than gambling and they assess their communication more
(E <puvs 8Z 1E Z]Jo E v }X /v E o0 8]}v AJSZ % @& v3e[ %o E %3S]}v }(
related to gambling, the results show that parents believe sport betting to bertbst frequent with
the children, but also children sedsessed to gamble more frequehen their parents think soThat
difference is shown also in disciplining risky behawvinolwa way that parents report to be more prone
to disciplining the children, whereas the children do not have the same perception. As far as
psychosocial consequences connected to gambling, 88.0% of parents assess that their children do not
have any of tk consequences, while 64.3% of their children think so. The total of 8.4% of parents
assess low and medium level of the problem, while 21.6% of their male childrendassetsed to be
in this range of the problem. Finally, 2.8% of parents assessedhéiatmale children have serious
psychosocial consequences related to gambling, while 14.1% of childressseffses to suffer the
conseguences, which is significant. Related to differences between mothers and fathers, the results
show that the fathers ha&e a more positive attitude towards gambling, they gamble more often and
Z A ulE A 0}% % @E} o ue }vv & &8} P uo]vPX tZ v <p *3]}v]vP §Z
personal characteristics, parenthood characteristics, parenting related to youth lggnhttitudes
toward gambling, frequency and intensity of the problems related to parents gambling in prediction
of selt expressed gambling frequency of their male children, the results demonstrate that the
frequency of male children gambling cannot bes & | lu%o § o0C Gasgesdmanisipce o (
only 20% of the variance is explained in that way. However, the set of predictors which measures, from

Z]lo [+ % E+% S]A U 8Z ee eeu v3 }( (UulJoC Vv % E v3Z}} U v o
expression and selissessment of their attitudes and experiences while gambling, the results show
that frequency of boys gambling can be explained through inadequate parenting styles which include
E 3E] 3]A JVEE}0 V % Eul]ee]A vV e NS BZE @S]V AV FPu o]vPU



positive attitude toward gambling, experience of winning a great amount of money which motivates

the child to gamble more, which explains about 59% variance of criterion.

Key words gambling, adolescents, parentparenthood, risky behaviour
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1. UvOD U TEMU

Razvojem civilizacije, posebicazvojem tehnologija mi vi ig « } o] ] &]I] v]1Z %}v “ vi u
<} lvi i i v} } & I1A]Z @d2010vgodinee I}viu } JPE u v svk@liciu
kockanjau Hrvatskojmaloljetnicimasu zabranjenild u p3]Ju ]*SEV]A Viu]% E}+43} EJu U
svijetu govore o ioip v}e3] uo ]Z u YA} E]JHZJ}] %Y ¢ uwEa¥ado, Alesandre i
Griffiths, 2016 Kingma, 2008). % U *Si  }iwu e } & v] }o]l]]]IP E v -
A 0]l  }e3pu%Vv}eS] ] %o E pekqiajud}ol]y Gnpl Towle su doprinijeli] i}* pAli |
doprinose E 10] ]3] Méki odirji suitberalan pristup u orgamiranju S ET]'B E v *E& pu [}i]
se odrazio na porast dostupnosti igaka @& r {A}i § Zv}o}P]i 1}i] WE]dul%u v}es
igranju,intenzivna medijska promocijg,P o “ A Jvi}* & }i v{tjecEju®s]m evidentnog porasta

E}i ui *8 E P]*SE]E v]Z 1T I} 1l viUv euli « 1 vuE]8] ]Jviv] ~
% E}“]E]o] u} 0]5 3] ] u}Ppu v}ied] epEopPpUVE  JPWE w R}S}IA} «AJu JPQ
eE M Uu}lPp epi 0}A 8] %puS u Jvd Ev S ~} Iu U Jlo ]8]c % E I}
lo }u § ¢ I}i] ep v i “ eui “S v] pw puP}*8]18 oielJu } i ISJu ~indi Ju *X h ]
}Po &an, oni se pokagip v iviu p IE JE vipg 8 A}JA uo ]JZU § ep u EI
dobivanju novca kockanjem i lakom stjecanju bogatstva putem kockanja, ipak ponukale neke

}Joe v3 v JPEU ~ & A velC ] euEX TifieX "A oep BJi] Fu }vi] “VHEPT vi
E “]E& v}eS (viuv I} I viX

/[ 1} » uo Vv “3A} su 3E E Il }oiupl}iue } Ipi ploip JAvVvi pu & o]
1} 1 vi u}l }e8 A]8] SE iv]i v P 8]Av %}eoi ] Vv %oebrogjngd ]i ov} (1
istral]A vi Joi u *A]i § %o}l Ipipg A p *3}%pu % E} o u 8] VIP I} | vi 1} uc
(National Research Council, 1999; Hayer i Griffiths, 2014). Najnmtgeanaliza 44 studije o kockanju

mladih provedenih diliem svijeta, govori kako od 0.2% | i1Xi9 uo ]Z | }A}oi A I1E]S E]
%@E}ous vil}lvi ~ o0 JU oFE Vv E | E]((]8Z+U 11ideX h ,EA §el)]
E Ipos 8 11} « 061X89 «E vi}“l}o 1} 1 o}llo ]Jo} @& i v}u p 1]A}S
zadovoljava ks E]i | Ale}lp & I]Jvi % E} 0o u % }A Iv]Z « I} | vi se~Z] ]i “ ]

prije svega smatrau p“1Ju ( viu vijuX E Ju U uo ] ] ¢ W %uv} A }i ui E&] ploip
v P} “8} &} Jv i A}il ~> @&E] ] cHEXU TiFV IZ] Jiip* 97 SIEXU 61 LD AWV
Z]11i “] *uEXU 1170 ] Ju ip A]* % E} o u %}A 1 v]Z « 1} I viuv P} i
t] TAJE ] spEXU 1116V Z] 1i “ ] sHEXU 1iioeX Ke]Ju 3}P U uo ] ] u Z}u
opasnije za razvo}l ]oiv]i]Z % @E} o u %}A 1 v]Z « 1} | vi uU § I} up“l] E}
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Ju v]Il'lT & IA}i % &} o u 8] vIP I} I vi ~ @& A velC ] ']Jo upUITiiAV }v
t 08 ] *HEXU 1116V Z] Ui I JJPe @ X W ]i] éi+ quog rddd i » i

SIP] vi pdERN]VE E ¢ v veS8A v]l ] % E 18] E p %} CEijdiygik} ]i ov %
znanstvenihdiscipling za ]Iy A vi u JehpRermaX W}v ¢ odnosno bihevioraln@visnosti,

njihova povezanost sazvojem novih tehalogija motivibav U }A IA U v}A } o]l E]l]
%}V “vi U ]*3CE TJu} I I} Jeu} u}Po] %}vp ]3] IA v % E A v3]Av ] 3@

O utjecajimaroditeljstva na razvojne ishode djece paje brojni empririjski dokaziPasutako i u

obiteoiel}u }IEPT vip 3§ IS]JE v] ov Tv] E]I1] v] Ju v] ] 1}i] s ¢ %}l 1 0]

131 vi uo ]ZX E | €} 1% oisl %}v “viU 1} }v Ailv 1 } P}iU &1} ]
131 vi U %} 1T 0o ep Iv ivp %E ]IS]AYAS 1 ¥ IKv]$ wipnsrédno
Y% EJv]i 8] VIEU o]l 1i] 1} | E<11Z 158]Av}+3] % E]l ipip ] ]z 1} 1o

u} ] i vv ]Jv %E}A} vi c0} } vVIP AGE uv X "8 A}A] &} 18 oi } I} I vip

1} 1 vi E]I] MU % WWIA T v] e« p 3 0}e3] (Camphbell iisur., 2011p

]+SE 1MA vi PYAYE | U %o E]&ENICEUOS]IMVIRIU} pvi E} ]38 0i *» %E} o

kockanjem djece (Gupta i Derevensky, 1997; Jacobs, 2000; Winters i sur.YRafi?i sur., 2008). U

Hrvatskoj 32% mladih navokbko roditelji znaju za njihoypovremeno)l} | vi ~Z] Ji “ ] spEXU Tiii
M <v ] 009 uo ]Z I}i] I} Iig E }A]S3IwjhEditeljd GuptadE Pérévensky,

1997). U odnosu na rodiliske odgojne postupke posebno prediktivnim za kockanje mladih pokazalo

e 10}e3 Aoiip U Tl v anEBUIE VI}V P i vi ~ Ev 1]} Unipidp o U
razina roditeljskog nadzora (Vachon i sur., 2004). Prilikom interpretiranja ostitaka treba imati na
pHup | 1} ep }v] pPo Aviu } JA v] e u}]el 1}u i U & i}* pAlil v }e8 i )

roditeljskoj percepciji kockanja mladih (Campbell, 2009).

Temeljem u% ] @E]i*l]Z E Tpod & } Ale}l}i % E A o atskadj] tédrijskii saarmanja p , EA
}usi iplv  il] &} 15 0i*3A v E IA}iv ]Z} i U E Ipos & ]Jv}i uv]z
E 10] 13]Z } o]l %}v “ vi @E} 13 oijeee]ie bsobnodwi]\} BkBstva u praksi

radu s mladima s% E} o uJu [ % prwiZlazii u znanstveni intereautora ovog radaza

]*8E T]Akackamja kaoE]1] VIP % }WEYEPU i } 3Sv ul}S]A 1i Jo ]J+8E 1]38] }
% Ee% IS]JA E} ]3 0i U} up Ju %pv} u vi |woredths iskdstyithativ i U §

perspektivom djece.
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2.RODITELJSTVO

K15 0iU % %1} ] E} ]85 0i*3A} g «E 1“3 op [V E » IE} 13 Au %}A]
Hui 8v}e3]U & 0]PJiJU %}0]8] ] Jo] Tv v}e+3] } ]soselbno kadispiulpitafE]Ao ]o

djeca, odnosno razvojni ishodi djee d]i 1}u % }A]i 8] Ep“3A v}P E 1A}i <A1l } %
Ep“3A viP E 1A]18l } E T Ao « vi]J]lE Av]li v } 13 oislp «SEUISHEN
majke i oca, roditeljske odgv *3]0}A U § % E %o Jip | ] i 8]vieSA ~>ip 8]
}i“vi Avip]l (JVIE vip} 18 0i] ] €} 18 0i*8A % EJo iJo} »« U i}*« upA
E L] *3}P A o]l GE}i (1v] 11 1 YedednirgrifuudbeljiiuSiniEravaju na njene

E 10] 185 *% ISUvi “ v (pvli]i }18 0iJUvVv Vi vp «SEUISHEUU } v}

%}i Jv I} Jv } 13 0iX (JVIE vi } 1% 0i] }AJe] } *} 1}P}e%} E-<l]t
trenutnim Iv ve3A v]u *%}iv i u & & o]PJisllu ] (Jo}I}(sllu }Pu u I}i
vV I}u SE vusSlpy ~» Z (( €U TiiieX "8}P i v u}Ppu % }vp ]JS8] i

P ¢« A Jv uUS}E <01 i 8§ i

A ]
vilv vp
E ]i ci kpja {& w &&alojinterbktiji 8§ svojim

vU % E}ui Vi]A epued AU uli vi « « E
*3}P p }eviA] villv % @& } ETi ] $E ve(}EuU ]i Ep“SA p

MEpT vi uU & i opi 1} Jv u]

i o]Jv] ~D

Roditeljstvo,*ZA v} | } %}i uU % @E} <« ]Jo] pHo}P U <o}l v] i

}e} V]U Ep“3A
13i]i Y HATi | [} R ]VE E U % E 18] E ] ]+5E 1]A

11 & lo] ]8]Z %} E
“§} o e e3}i } I 31 U po}lP U %BiE]AJopbild w1} vie 1}i } E 0] }+3A
1}vE I5p « <A}ilu i JuX Z} 15 0i*8A} i % @E %}iv 8} 1 }i v}} v iA Tv]i]
ljude i emocionalno i socijalno i intelektualno (Martin i Colbert, 1997). Pojam roditeljstva se izuzetn

“1E}} (JVIE X <} %EAIU 3} i }op JAvi 1T i pU % @E pllu vi ] %

E (Jv]E vi Ao +3]8]Z Joi A U AE]i v}+8JU 1} ] }]Aoii Ao

materijalnog ulaganja napora, zbog nagrade uefjoc ov}i % }A 1 v}e3] ] }1]1Aoi ip

SIE

i & 3}A
] & IA}i ~Kp@v }JA] ] K & }A] U 1110eX E A v] u$}E] PYA}E |1} }A
U}l u} v i“JE Ju v}A &1 1} }]Aoi i E} 18 0i*8A X KeJu §}P U E} 1§ 0i+§,
Vi]Z}A} 1 “8] JA vi ] E]Pp i vi]z}A} } &1 vi U 1JA}8 ] & 1A}iU § A}
h }A}u sop ipg P}AYE]Ju} } &} 18 oiel}i EJi] ] «IE X /e8] HE}E] v & /

predstavlja i sve namjerne postupke i aktiviid®je roditelj poduzima i provodi kako bi osigurao sve

\Y

& Joi A U “8} *% W E} ]85 0icl %o}eSpu%l U 18] AVII%HI]] V% U} WV BV/ v
% E]o]l E} 15 0i*8A pvpd E [}i]Z » }+&A Epip } vielpk bdgojmisil.s § ] &}
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2.1. Teorije roditeljstva

AUAE u v & YE]I E)} ]S 0ic8A epu pAli | %} HEi iU Y% ]Z & 1A}iv]z
razvojnim fazama, ali i individualnim interpretacijama i/ili uvjerenjima (Martin i Colbert, 1997). Isti
auS}@E] v » %o} i ip v Jviv]pll}v &IA} 8§ }E]i U g }A}u sop ip 3
HETI M 3ol v ] %E}]Aoi v altlu-BAVIEE]E%OE}IU §E ulU J+8E Tpui u}X d
sistematiziraniset podataka, znanja I1}v % 3 eowilp } i “vi A vig ] % E A] vip v
(viuv Up}Alu sop ip E} ]88 0i*3A X d }E]i }} 18 0i] ] &} 18 oi*3Ap
Ju }o] I} Jvd E | Jielp 8 }E]ipU 8§ JE]ip Ep“sA v E luivuU 3 }IE]N
teoE]ipn ¢} ]Ji ov uE T U J}o}“l} v o]3] Ip & }E]ip ] 1}o}“lp & YE]iuX ,
Atou Jiel %+]Z}o}P]i U & YE]in % E]JAET v}+&]U *} ]i oviP u vi U & }a
P v §el] pnAi 8}A v}P %o }hurhaniBerawdtaGenetics Theofydok Martin i Colbert (1997)

e]e% uelp } 15 oiely 8 YE]INU [lo}“l & }E]i U I}PV]3]Av U 8 YE]i n vi

} VA Vv]Z &}E]I v sA}iv ]V }%]epi } 1% 0i]U &} 1§ oodrickgU E} 1% o

Vee VvIiEo0Av3v]iJu, gotesnli}ioteytiativni modeli koji obitelj promatraju kao
speS A ] 1}i] ulPpu v A} uZA 3 v v ]V %}lp“ 8] } i ov]8] *0}1 v}ed ( v}u
L Ji op udi i v & TA}i tiitdkva rdodela opisati detaljnije u poglavljima koja slijede.
KA IA} % E}u §E vi } ]88 0i] o 1*A v u & ipuli A vi %E]E} } 1§ oiel
u Ml Alev}ed] Jiu p pojPA]@ivd viA } Paley,]997) Kadh se govo obitelji
| } eped ApU : VIJA] ~T1i8e i (JVIE |} T]A] *ped A 1}i] %oE % Aoi }
E % E} pls]Avp Ep“SA vp i oJvp » }JPE v] v} % E}ui vi]AJu } E « ]Ju
e SEUISHEPU ]V Jv i 0O}R}VROX /vipANE@} |5 0i*3A} } ET A }A I A “JE}I |
Hl}iu e }v} % E}u SE | } %l}teoi ] u He} v]Z ] u p}AJev]Z } v}e i
socijalne okoline (Brofennbrenner, 1979). Vasta (2085)} @& Tv]u % E} i vipi li}v % 3p o

%o E]eSpu% p ]*3E T]A vipg } 18 oiel}P (pvl J}V]IE vi |} [Ju%eo lev l}o}
razumijeli obitelj i roditeljstvo potrebno je usmjerfipzornostv  u  pe} v} i 0}A vi i ]Jve3A v]Z
v i1l %}i JVIP i & & ] M}olv p 131y } E%e@ X KU} Spu ] 1} v]i E i
HEpT vi 1}i] s Jvs E | ]i] % E] up v ii ] pdi i Juip JIEWT vi p

(Vasta, 2005).
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2XiXiX 1}0}“lI] u} o E} ]§ oi*8A

Poimanje obitelji kao sustava temelji se na teoriji Uri@}v( v E vv E U }ev]A [}o}“l epe
§ JE]i oip *I}P E TA}i U % @& u I1}iui %}i ]Jv Uu]JlE}eped A pvus E “]
1}i] ploipg pipg pip } 18 oiU “]EM } 13 0iU % E]i 8§ oi U “l}opU ped VvIA |
dru“gA} ~2 ] & P}A U fifisX E}( v E vv E ~i666s su SE | 1} %o}e&}i
ep vpuiv 1 & 1A} JAI I W ~iei v Jo] A]* } & +0]Z }*} Uu}E ip ]i &
U}E ipg %} ET A 8] 1i § p vi Rjide}providiti Afijeme] ueobiteliskom domu, ali i u

EuPJu +} ]i ov]u }EuT viju ovetdodie, Boudet lid]zelac (2007) navode kako se

e} Jiov 1}o}P]i i & & ««8}i]} I}v VEE] v]Z IEUP}A ]o] *pes A U }
I}vS ledp pdi i 1}i] Ju v E 1A} i$88U v & v EuP}lu IEuPUlepe
e@E ]“3pU  MEWT v}i Jv]Al pu ] PEp% u I1}i] SAYE vi P}A u]JlE}epe
Boemmel i Briscoe (2001) opisuju mikrosustav kao sugigyma najneposredniji i najraniji utjecaj, a

ploipg pi } 183 oi ] }*8 0o }e} I}i p E 1A}ip i 88 Juip Alvp po}PpuX |
E 1]v] e A}eui Ev]U “3} Iv ] el %o}V “ vi }e} ploip Vv]Z p } v}e
povezana. Odras] HAi SHip %o}V “ Vi i §3 U o] ]38} } v} %oc]Z}0}“l }e} v
%}v “ vi E} 15 oi X s Tv} } JoiTi ul]lE}epes A i JIE A v I}vE I8 ]} v}e
E 1} oi X EuP E I]v eped8 A i u l}epes AUp AF §1A Tu]PER-FTA ]
“1E€ P «} ]i ov}P Y @Eul vi X KA & I]lv ploipg pi epei *3A} ] }e3u%v}ies
ep ATv 1 <} Jio]l Jip ] MPIE} v E 1A} i 88 X dp %E]% ipg i}* ]
Hed3 VIA U WSIE] ] EuP}X D 1}eped A i pel} AT v i Pl}epes A 1}i] ploi
}o I* Aip Jo] }ST A ip i 0o}A vi u]lE}epes A X du *% ip <} ]Ji ov so
E v} ui *3} E} ]8 0i U IA 0]3 & “l}o ] G pPiaXrabvojldigtets dieldju Pi}epe«3
%}e@E VvIU o] HA o]l  }% E]v}e (pvl J}V]E vip u]lE}epues A X E A
U lE}eped A}u |} v iPo} ov]ilu E I]viu 1}0}“I}P % E}*3}E X d i <}
neposredan utjecaj na djetetov razvoj, ali gaiug ui  A]“ ]Jo] u vi % }eE v} i opip] v
Ouvd P }e3 o]Ju *pue3 AJu i 88 X dp *% ip E Io] ]85 %}o]8]l ~v¢
I}viuel ] e0oXeU IpoSpE U Po} o]l ]i U AE]i v}e3]U vIEu 11 1}v] v I}

Au“slv }A  §estdnfdrakcija svih razina i sustava koja se zbiva razmjenom informacija tj.

[Yupv]l Jitu 8 Jv ull Jvs G I ]Ji U S& vel ]i I}i <« P g u W opu:
]li 0}AJu i V}P epe3 AUV } E v]v Jv § Eu]ldt@EUiglaci2808)}A E 1A}
130}“I] u} o E)} 1% 0i*3A v } 15 0i] Po |} v sped A I}i] « =« *3}i] }
ouvs ~o0VIA }]30i]°U %E] up %}e3}i] % E A] oi]A] } E 1 ]v

} 18 oielp 3 EplsSpE pXstWdvoj teprijAimiajg mezosustavi, odnosno stabilnost odnosa
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Jlu p & 10] 18]1Z }Yo]v %l}i Jv X h MAJEu 1}o}“I}P u} o } 18 oi] ]
funkcionirang Spu ] 1 } & Tpod 8§ <0}l v]Z 1 JA vi pvpd E u]ldHécdien®P 1} epes A
13y ov]Z AE]i v}ev]Z }E]i v3 i ] luoduE}o}“l]Z viEulX

2XiXTX WE} ev] u} o 8§ CEu]v v3] G} ]85 o0i*l}P %o}v “ vi

h % &} eviu u} op § CGu]v v8] E} ]85 0i*l}P %o}v “ vi ~ o0¢ICU i060:

E} 15 oi*3A} 1}i] hdivbBalraiju]bi foditeljaidjetetate } Joi bbiteljskog konteksta

] %o}e0i ] E} ]3 0i*8A I}i o % @E]Ju Ev} } vle v & 1A} i858 X KA i

nekoliko pretpostavki autora. Prvo, razvojni put pojedinca oblikuje nfego 0] v}e3 | %oe]Z}o}“lp
} &} 18U “8§} usi v E} ]85 oiel} (pvl J}IVIE vi X d I} %} ET A ip E 1A

E AT EA JIE o o] vie&]1}i i ATv 1 IA 0]% 8v) E} |58 ois8A} I}i
djeteta. Nadalje, US}E % E 5% }*3 A0i § U% @& u viU | } v] Jo} I}i EuP 1
e U v }o]lpui E} ]88 oi*3A}JU A i }oi &E ] %} u E vi } Joili a

kvalitetu njihovog odnosa] p 8}u i eu]eop A Tv} 1 }iiX3 SPA WBUA E v] } v}e]U
I %}eo vi ] ¢} ]Jiov UE T epu Ju v] ] %}A 1 v] + E} ]85 oi*S8A}u ] E} |8
V %}1]18]A v Jo] v P §]JA v v JvU ] 8} %}eE Vv}X E Ju U IA 0]8 8 &E v
E) 18 0i*8A} p p v dii I8]JAvp } E} ]8 €} ]88 0i ~2z ] & P}A U Tfifi
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