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Sociometrijski status viktimiziranih
u~enika i siled`ija

Vr{nja~ko nasilje je naju~estaliji oblik {kolskog
nasilja u svetu (Popadi} i Plut 2007). Me|utim, mno-
gobrojna istra`ivanja nisu uspela da utvrde glavne
uzroke ovakvog pona{anja u~enika, niti da pomognu
u kreiranju nekog efikasnog preventivnog programa.
Upravo taj razlog bio je glavni motiv da se u ovom
istra`ivanju ispita sociometrijski status siled`ija i vi-
ktimiziranih u~enika. Pored toga interesovalo nas je
da li se socijalni status ovih grupa u~enika menja na
razli~itim uzrastima, u osnovnoj i srednjoj {koli.

Uzorak je ~inilo 216 u~enika 5. i 6. razreda osno-
vnih i 225 u~enika 2. i 3. razreda srednjih {kola iz
Beograda. Za odre|ivanje statusa siled`ije ili `rtve
kori{}en je upitnik iz istra`ivanja Popadi}a i Plutove
(2007), i to oni delovi upitnika koji se odnose na vr-
{nja~ko nasilje. Za ispitivanje socijalnog statusa ispi-
tanika kori{}ena je Morenova sociometrijska tehnika.
(Moreno 1962 prema Rajhvajn 2004).

Rezultati su pokazali da se u osnovnim {kolama
gotovo polovina, a u srednjim vi{e od ~etvrtine u~e-
nika ose}a kao `rtva. Visok je i procenat siled`ija u
oba tipa {kola, s tim {to je broj siled`ija ve}i u sred-
njim nego u osnovnim {kolama. Iako ranija istra`iva-
nja pokazuju da se zastupljenost siled`ijstva smanjuje
sa uzrastom, ovaj rad pokazuje da ono u ve}oj meri
postoji kod starijih srednjo{kolaca. Zbog ovoga,
smatramo da je potrebno da se u narednim istra`iva-
njima posveti pa`nja siled`ijstvu kod starijih srednjo-
{kolaca.

Nalazi pokazuju zna~ajnu povezanost skorova na
skali siled`ijstva i viktimizacije. Drugim re~ima, ovaj
podatak govori o tome da se sa ve}im stepenom
viktimizacije pove}ava verovatno}a da }e u~enik
istovremeno biti siled`ija, i obrnuto. Ova pojava je
obja{njena u ranijim istra`ivanjima, gde je identifi-
kovana grupa siled`ija-`rtava ili agresivnih `rtava,
u~enika koji su viktimizirani dok i sami zlostavljaju
druge u~enike (Olweus 1995).

Nije dobijena povezanost izme|u sociometrijskog
statusa i skora na skali koja je procenjivala sile-
d`ijstvo, {to govori da ispoljavanje siled`ijskih po-
na{anja ne odre|uje polo`aj u~enika u odeljenju.
Nalazi dobijeni u ovom istra`ivanju ne idu u prilog
teorijama da u~e{}e u siled`ijskim pona{anjima

zna~ajno odre|uje socijalni status u~enika. Kako je
ovde pokazano da siled`ijstvo, koje je samo po sebi
vrlo izrazit oblik pona{anja, nije povezano sa socijal-
nim statusom, budu}a istra`ivanja bi se mogla kretati
u drugom pravcu, ne tra`e}i odrednice socijalnog
statusa u~enika u oblicima pona{anja, ve} u nekim
intrinzi~nim faktorima kao {to su crte li~nosti ili vre-
dnosti u~enika.

Sociometric Status of Bullies and
Victims

The main goal of this research was to examine
the sociometric status of bullies and victims and the
differences betweeen these two groups. Additionally,
it was to examine this phenomenon in younger and
older children. The study included 441 children: 216
younger (11 and 12-year-olds) and 225 older (16 and
17-year-old) students.

This research has found a higher prevalence of
bullying than in earlier studies. There was a correla-
tion between scores on the bullying scale and scores
on the victimization scale, which confirms earlier re-
sults regarding the group of bully-victims, students
who are bullied while bullying others. The results
have also shown a significant correlation between the
score on the victimization scale and sociometric sta-
tus. However, this correlation is lower than expected,
considering the fact that bad social skills and a lack
of friends are basic characteristics of bullied children
(Olweus 1995). There was no correlation between the
score on the bullying scale and sociometric status.
This disagrees with our expectations: it was expected
that bullies would have higher social status than vic-
tims, because it is known from earlier researches that
they think they make friends easily and their peers
support them (Nansel et al. 2001, 2004; Demaray &
Malecki 2003 acc. to Veenstra et al. 2005). Conse-
quently, this may mean bullies assess their social sit-
uation as more positive than it really is. These results

ZBORNIK RADOVA 2011 PSIHOLOGIJA • 603

Milena Marinkovi} (1994), Beograd, Gradi{te 3,

u~enica 2. razreda Tre}e beogradske gimnazije



604 • PETNI^KE SVESKE 69 DEO III

agree on this: bullying or being bullied is not a sig-
nificant factor in assessing a pupil’s sociometric sta-
tus, and future researches should focus more on some
other factors (such as values or personality traits) re-
garding this topic.

Finally, significant age differences were shown:
there were, expectedly, more victims of bullying
among younger children. However, the older age
group held more bullies. This was shown to have
been caused by the growing prevalence of verbal vio-
lence with age. A surprising result came up regarding
sociometric status and the score on the victimization
scale - these two variables correlate only among the
older children. This result cannot be explained using
the available knowledge base, which lacks data on
bullying among older high-scholars. We think this
problem should be attended to in future researches.
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