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The Family Adaptation Scale has already been translated into Serbian
and used on a sample of families in our country. Despite its frequent
usage in Serbia, its factorial structure and predictive value has never
been explored. According to theoretical background, FAS was
composed of items from two aspects of adaptation (inner and
external) and global appraisal, but they are loading one latent variable.
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of risky behaviour. We performed these analyses in two samples:
high-school and university students. Using the Principal component
method, we extracted only one factor in both samples. Reliability
analysis showed very high internal consistency. However, predictive
validity is very small and suspicious.

KEYWORDS: Family adaptation scale, psychometric characteristics, high-school
and university students.

INTRODUCTION

During the last two decades, we can notice the trend of exam-
ination of mental health and good functioning through the in-
dicators of the so-called positive mental health. In this sense,
the most commonly used term is subjective well-being (Stano-
jevi¢, 2012). It refers to “the individual's cognitive or affective
assessment of one's own life“ (Diener & al., 2002, p. 63). Cogni-
tive assessment is primarily concerned with the concept of
satisfaction (satisfaction with life, satisfaction with marriage,
job satisfaction, etc.) while the emotional aspect implies the
frequency with which people experience pleasant (such as joy)
or unpleasant emotions (such as depression) (Diener & al,,
1997). From this point, we can conclude that there are three
basic components of subjective well-being (Diener & al., 1997):
satisfaction, pleasant emotions, and low levels of unpleasant
emotions. These three components constitute one global fac-
tor of interconnected variables. Each of these components can
be separated into parts. Global satisfaction can be divided into
satisfaction with different domains of an individual's life: rec-
reation, love, marriage, friendship. Pleasant emotions can be
divided into specific feelings: joy, love, pride. Unpleasant feel-
ings can be separated into specific emotions: shame, guilt, sor-
row, anger, anxiety. Each of these parts can be divided into
even smaller parts (Diener & al., 1997).

Subjective well-being is usually measured by self-reported
techniques. Initially, satisfaction measurements of life or hap-
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piness were made up of only one item by which the respond-
ent should determine the overall assessment of one's own life
(Diener & al., 2002). More recently, scales with a larger num-
ber of items have appeared, the most famous of which is the
Satisfaction with Life Scale (Diener & al., 1985). This scale has
been translated into many of languages and used in many sur-
veys. The construct of “life satisfaction” was examined in rela-
tion to many other constructs, in particular with indicators of
disease and health (Stanojevi¢, 2019). In various studies, a neg-
ative correlation was obtained between satisfaction with life
and depression (Blais & al., 1989; Guney & al., 2010; Koivu-
maa-Honkanen & al., 2004; Saunders & Roy, 1999, Stanojevi¢ &
al,, 2014), anxiety and general psychological distress (Arrin-
dell & Ettema, 1986, according to Pavot & Diener, 1993), anxie-
ty and helplessness (Guney & al., 2010) and a negative affect
(Larsen & al.,, 1985; Smead, 1991, according to Pavot & Diener,
1993), while positive correlation was obtained with a positive
affect (George, 1991), self-esteem, and quality of family rela-
tionships (Raboteg—éaric’ & al., 2009). Satisfaction with life was
also examined in relation to the personality traits (Hos-
seinkhanzadeh & Taher, 2013), affective temperament (Jaredi¢
& al., 2017), as well as many other variables.

The presence of a positive and negative affect, as an emo-
tional component of subjective well-being, was assessed by
various instruments, among which, perhaps, the most popu-
lar are the scales PANAS (Watson & al., 1988) and PANAS-X
(Watson & Clark, 1994). As might be expected, research has
shown that negative affection was positively, and positive af-
fection negatively correlated with measures of anxiety, de-
pression, distress and dysfunction (Crawford & Henry, 2004,
Watson & al., 1988).
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SATISFACTION WITH FAMILY

In an effort to determine factors associated with quality fami-
ly life, researchers have focused on variables related to the
satisfaction with family. Satisfaction with family has been di-
rectly related to many other well-being variables, both global
and family-specific, like family cohesion, communication, ad-
aptability, and other indicators of family life quality (Poff, Za-
briskie, Townsend, 2010).

However, tradition of family satisfaction researches is not
too long. Zabriskie and Ward (2013) claimed it began in the
1970s with the Family Life Questionnaire (Guerney, 1977),
while the 1980s brought a variety of new approaches to the
measurement of family satisfaction. The most known was Ol-
son’s (1979) Circumflex Model of Marital and Family Systems.
The scale was based on that approach was Family Adaptability
and Cohesion Evaluation Scale (FACES), with several revisions
in past few decades. In the 1980s McCollum and associates de-
veloped well-known scale named Kansas Family Life Satisfac-
tion Questionnaire (McCollum, Schumm, & Russell, 1988;
Schumm, McCollum, Bugaighis, Jurich, & Bollman, 1986). This
scale measures family satisfaction based on a differential ap-
proach and asks how satisfied or dissatisfied the respondents
are with specific relationships (i.e., marital, parental, relation-
ship among siblings). Also, respondents are asked to assess
global satisfaction with family relationship. Another scale was
developed with aim to provide measure of global satisfaction,
but with respondent’s family of origin. It is a Likert-type Fam-
ily Satisfaction Scale (Carver & Jones, 1992) with 20 items.
With aim to encompass affective aspect of satisfaction with
life and family as a domain, Barraca, Yarto, and Olea (2000)
developed the Family Satisfaction by Adjectives Scale. That
scale consisted of 27 items and was widely used for measuring
affective component of family satisfaction.
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FAMILY ADAPTATION SCALE (FAS)

Family Adaptation Scale was developed at the end of 1980s
(Antonovsky & Sourani, 1988). Using this scale, each family
member estimates how satisfied they are with the family's ad-
aptability in the environment and how satisfied they are with
the family, independently from objective indicators that can
indicate that certain maladaptive behaviours are present. The
scale consists of 10 items to which the respondents answer by
estimating on a scale of 1 (Not satisfied at all) to 7 (Completely
satisfied). In original study (Antonovsky & Sourani, 1988) au-
thors did not offered the answer “completely dissatisfied”, but
we choose to use same answers as in many studies in the Ser-
bian sample. The theoretical range of scores is from 10 to 70, so
the higher score achieved on the scale indicates higher family
satisfaction, and the lower indicates less satisfaction with the
family. The five items of this scale are related to satisfaction
with the inner adaptation of the family, two to the family's ad-
aptability to the environment in which they live, and the re-
maining three are general and capture both of these aspects of
adaptation. We did not used additional item for global apprais-
al of satisfaction with family life, due to our research aim and
simplicity of analyses we aimed for. The reliability of the scale
measured by Cronbach’s a, on the sample of adult respond-
ents from Israel, was 0,87 (Antonovsky & Sourani, 1988).

The Family Adaptation Scale has already been translated
into Serbian and used on a sample of families in our country.
Despite its frequent usage (Jaredi¢, 2016; Miti¢, 1997; Mini¢ &
al., 2011; Pavicevi¢ & Krsti¢, 2013; Pavicevi¢ & Mini¢, 2011a;
Pavicevi¢ & Mini¢, 2011b; Stanojevi¢, 2019) its factorial struc-
ture and predictive value has never been explored. According
to theoretical background, FAS was composed of items from
two aspects of adaptation (inner and external) and global ap-
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praisal, but they are loading one latent variable (Antonovsky &
Sourani, 1988).

METHOD

MEASURES

SAMPLE

Main aim of this study was to investigate some psychometric
characteristics of Family Adaptation Scale (Antonovsky &
Sourani, 1988) in two samples: high-school students and uni-
versity students. Namely, we wanted to explore factorial
structure and reliability of the scale, as well as its predictive
validity in relation to some aspects of risky behaviour of
young people. To explore factorial structure of FAS, we per-
formed Explorative Factor Analyses (EFA); reliability was ex-
pressed with Cronbach’s a; predictive validity was tested by
calculating significant differences between respondents who
reported different types of risky behaviour.

Main measure in this research is Family Adaptation Scale
(Antonovsky & Sourani, 1988). This scale is already described
in detail.

We measured risky behaviour with several questions about:
smoking cigarettes (never, sometimes, on regular bases),
drinking alcohol (never, sometimes, on regular bases), taking
drugs (never, sometimes, on regular bases), practicing unsafe
sex (never, sometimes, on regular bases), getting into fights
(never, sometimes, on regular bases) and stealing (yes/no).

The sample consisted of 816 respondents, divided in two
groups: high-school (N=434 or 53,2%) and university students
(N=382 or 46,8%). Samples were uniform in percentage of
males/females, 51% of females in high-school and 52% in uni-
versity student sample. Average age of high-school student
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was 17,3 and of university students 20,6. Respondents were in-
formed about the research and anonymity of collected data
was guaranteed. Data were collected in schools and faculties
in Central Serbia and Kosovo and Metohija.

RESULTS

Firstly, we performed two separated explorative factor analy-
ses, Principal Component Method, so we could get an over-
view in structure of FAS (Antonovsky & Sourani, 1988) in both
samples. As a minimal value of factor loadings we used ,03. To
assess suitability of data for factor analyses, we performed
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of Sampling Adequacy and
Bartlett's Test of Sphericity. Results of these tests are shown
in Table 1.

TABLE 1:

KAISER-MEYER-OLKIN AND BARTLETT'S TEST

KAISER-MEYER-OLKIN MEASURE OF SAMPLING ADEQUACY.

HIGH-SCHOOL | UNIVERSITY
933 939

BARTLETT'S TEST OF SPHERICITY DF 45 45

APPROX. CHI-SQUARE 3279,84 3530,33

SIG. ,000 ,000

Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin and Bartlett's Test showed that our
data are suitable for factor analyses procedure. Principal
Component Analysis showed that, in both samples, we ex-
tracted only one component with eigenvalue above 1,00. That
factor can explain about 65% (in high school student sample)
or 71% (in university student sample) of variance of satisfac-
tion with family. These data are shown in Table 2. and Table 3,
correspondingly.
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TABLE 2: TOTAL VARIANCE EXPLAINED (HIGH SCHOOL STUDENT SAMPLE)

INITIAL EIGENVALUES EXTRACTION SUMS OF SQUARED LOADINGS
COMPONENT % OF | CUMULATIV % OF o
ToTAL o ToTAL CUMULATIVE %
VARIANCE E% VARIANCE
6,480 | 64,803 64,803 6,480 64,803 64,803

,739 7,391 72,194
,662 6,625 78,819
495 4,948 83,767
,383 3,828 87,595
371 3,712 91,307
263 2,625 93,932
231 2,314 96,246
194 1,945 98,191
10 181 1,809 100,000
Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis.

O O N o] L M| W N -

TABLE 3: TOTAL VARIANCE EXPLAINED (UNIVERSITY STUDENT SAMPLE)

EXTRACTION SUMS OF SQUARED
INITIAL EIGENVALUES
LOADINGS
COMPONENT
TOTAL % OF CUMULATIVE ToTAL % OF CUMULATIVE
VARIANCE % VARIANCE %

1 7,145 71,453 71,453 7,145 71,453 71,453
2 637 6,369 77,822
3 524 5238 83,060
4 374 3,744 86,804
5 287 2,868 89,672
6 258 2,578 92,250
7 244 2439 94,688
8 210 2,096 96,785
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TABLE 3:  TOTAL VARIANCE EXPLAINED (UNIVERSITY STUDENT SAMPLE)

9 ,184 1,838 98,623
10 ,138 1,377 100,000
EXTRACTION METHOD: PRINCIPAL COMPONENT ANALYSIS.

Scree plot also indicated that FAS item are loading at one
factor (Graphics 1. and 2).

Scree Plot

4=

Eigenvalue

0

T T T T T T T T T T
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 g g 10

Component Number

GRAPHIC 1: SCREE PLOT FOR HIGH-SCHOOL SAMPLE

In Table 4. we presented data about item loadings. We can
see that they are pretty high, and that they are somewhat
higher in university students sample.
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TABLE 4:  COMPONENT MATRIX FOR BOTH SAMPLES

COMPONENT 1

?AI'?A:-LISECHOOL STUDENTS UNIVERSITY STUDENTS SAMPLE
ITEM 3 864 ,885
ITEM 10 855 860
ITEM 5 ,845 ,855
ITEM 9 ,843 854
ITEM 7 ,833 ,853
ITEM 2 829 850
ITEM 1 ,308 850
ITEM 4 ,755 841
ITEM 6 ,738 827
ITEM 8 ,656 /73
Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis.

DESCRIPTIVE ANALYSIS

With aim to provide complete descriptive data about FAS, we
firstly performed Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, its statistics was
significant for both samples (Table 5), meaning that our data
significantly step out of normal distribution.
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Scree Plot
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GRAPHIC 2: SCREE PLOT FOR UNIVERSITY SAMPLE

TABLE 5:  KOLMOGOROV-SMIRNOV TEST SEPARATELY FOR HIGH-SCHOOL AND UNIVERSITY STUDENTS

KOLMOGOROV-SMIRNOV

STATISTIC DF SIG.
HIGH-SCHOOL STUDENTS 199 434 ,000
UNIVERSITY STUDENTS 212 382 ,000

However, Kolmogorov-Smirnov test is usually significant
whenever we have large samples, which is the case in the pres-
ent research. Therefore, we were looking at skewness and
kurtosis (Table 6) whose ranges are above normal distribu-
tions values.
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TABLE 6:  DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS
SAMPLE N MIN Max M SD SKEWNESS KURTOSIS
HiGH-scHooL 434 (1000 |70,00 |59.94 [11,93 |-1,991 4,100
STUDENTS
HiGH-scHooL 382 1000 |7000 |59.80 1275 |-2,025 3,919
STUDENTS
RELIABILITY ANALYSIS
We tested reliability by calculated Cronbach's a. In our re-
search, obtained coefficients were a=,94 (high-school sample)
and a=,95 (university sample). Total-item correlations were
moderate to very high (high-school sample) and very high
(university sample). Those data are shown in Table 7.
TABLE 7:  ADDITIONAL DATA IN RELIABILITY ANALYSES
ITEM-TOTAL CORRELATION CRONBACH'S ALPHA IF ITEM DELETED
(HIGH-SCHOOL (UNIVERSITY (HIGH-SCHOOL (UNIVERSITY
SAMPLE) SAMPLE) SAMPLE) SAMPLE)
ITEM 3 749 809 930 949
ITEM 10 772 808 929 949
ITEM 5 817 803 926 948
ITEM 9 698 780 932 949
ITEM 7 ,800 819 927 948
ITEM 2 684 730 934 952
ITEM 1 792 828 928 947
ITEM 4 590 809 937 948
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TABLE 7:  ADDITIONAL DATA IN RELIABILITY ANALYSES
ITEM 6 794 ,850 ,928 947
ITEM 8 ,812 ,812 927 ,948
PREDICTIVE VALIDITY
Predictive validity of FAS was tested by calculating significant
differences between respondents who reported different
types of risky behaviour. We measured: smoking cigarettes,
drinking alcohol, taking drugs (light and heavy separately),
practicing unsafe sex, getting into fights and stealing.

As we can see in Table 8 we have not obtained any differenc-
es between respondents who do not smoke cigarettes, smoke
sometimes, and smoke on regular bases, in both samples.

TABLE 8:  SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN RESPONDENTS WHO DON' T SMOKE CIGARETTES, SMOKE
SOMETIMES, AND SMOKE ON REGULAR BASES (KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST)
HIGH-SCHOOL SAMPLE UNIVERSITY SAMPLE
N | MEAN RANK N | MEAN RANK
NEVER 2951221,98 CHI-SQ. | 1,20 | NEVER 2411193,03 CHI-SQ. | 47
SOMETIMES | 56 |209,75 DF 2 | SOMETIMES |59 |195,24 DF 2
REGULARLY |83 |206,81 As.SIG. |,55 | REGULARLY |82 |184,30 As.SiG. |,79
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Table 9. shows that we have not obtained any differences in
satisfaction with family between respondents who do not
smoke cigarettes, smoke sometimes, and smoke on regular
bases, in both samples.
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TABLE 9: SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN RESPONDENTS WHO DO NOT DRINK ALCOHOL, DRINK
SOMETIMES, AND DRINK ON REGULAR BASES (KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST)

HIGH-SCHOOL SAMPLE UNIVERSITY SAMPLE
MEAN MEAN
N RANK N RANK
NEVER 80 |236,16| CHI-SQ. |5,10 | NEVER 76 120538 | CHI-SQ. | 1,534
SOMETIMES | 323 (216,80 | DF 2 SOMETIMES | 285 [ 188,31 | DF 2
REGULARLY |31 [176,61|As.SIG. ,08 REGULARLY 21 [184,52| As.SIG. |,46

Although we offered three answers on question about tak-
ing light drugs, our respondents choose one of two answers:
never and sometimes. So, we tested potential differences be-
tween those two groups. Table 10. shows that significant dif-
ferences were not obtained, in both samples.

TABLE 10: SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN RESPONDENTS WHO DO NOT TAKE LIGHT DRUGS, TAKE
THEM SOMETIMES, AND TAKE THEM ON REGULAR BASES (MANN-WHITNEY U TEST)

HIGH-SCHOOL SAMPLE UNIVERSITY SAMPLE
MEAN MEAN
N N
RANK RANK

NEVER 364 193,04 IL\J/IW 4940,5 | NEVER 364 1193,04 {\JA-W 23515

soMETIMES | 17 | 147,32 | WILCOX- | 5405 5 | somemimes | 17 | 147,32 | WILEOX- | 5504 5

W W

4 -1,56 Z -1,68
ASYMP. 119 ASYMP. 09
SIG. SIG.

We obtained same type of answers when we asked about
heavy drugs, so our respondent grouped in two groups, again.
But this time, we obtained significant differences in
high-school student sample (Table 11). Respondents who did
not take heavy drugs had higher satisfaction with family. In
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university student sample, significant differences were not
found.

TABLE 11: SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN RESPONDENTS WHO DO NOT TAKE HEAVY DRUGS, TAKE
THEM SOMETIMES, AND TAKE THEM ON REGULAR BASES (MANN-WHITNEY U TEST)

HIGH-SCHOOL SAMPLE UNIVERSITY SAMPLE
MEAN MEAN
N RANK N RANK
NEVER 432121841 [\JA'W 38,50 | NEVER 364 (193,04 w-w 2351,50
SOMETIMES |2 | 20,75 a'LCOX' 41,50 | SOMETIMES |17 | 147,32 w'LCOX' 2504,50
Z -2,229 Z -1,68
ASYMP. 03 ASYMP. 09
SIG. SIG.

When we talk about getting into fights, Kruskal Wallis test
showed that there were not significant differences in family
satisfaction between respondents in both samples (Table 12).

TABLE 12: SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN RESPONDENTS WHO DO NOT FIGHT, DO IT SOMETIMES,
AND DO IT ON REGULAR BASES (KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST)

HIGH-SCHOOL SAMPLE UNIVERSITY SAMPLE
MEAN MEAN
N RANK N RANK
NEVER 324 1221,40 | CHI-SQ. | 3,355 | NEVER 326 (194,54 | CHI-SQ. | 1,744
SOMETIMES | 101 |211,18 | DF 2 SOMETIMES |52 |[174,70 | DF 2
REGULARLY |9 147,94 | As.SIG. |,187 | REGULARLY |4 162,25 | As. SIG. |,42

However, when we look at satisfaction with family in
groups of respondents who steal and do not steal, we found
significant differences in samples, high-school and university
students (Table 13). Respondents who did not steal had signif-
icant higher satisfaction with family.
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TABLE 13: SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN RESPONDENTS WHO STEAL AND DO NOT STEAL
(MANN-WHITNEY U TEST)
HIGH-SCHOOL SAMPLE UNIVERSITY SAMPLE
MEAN MEAN
N RANK N RANK
vEs |82 |181,99 w-w 11520,50 | ves |11 |147.32 L"f'w 1155,000
No |328 211,38 w'LCOX' 1492350 | NO |367 |193.04 | WiLcox. W | 1221,000
z 201 z 2426
Asymp. | 044 ASYMP. 015
SIG.

Kruskal-Wallis test showed that there were significant dif-
ferences in family satisfaction between groups of respondents
who do not practice unsafe sex, do it sometimes, and do it on
regular bases, but only in university students sample
(Table 14).

TABLE 14: SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN RESPONDENTS WHO DON T PRACTICE UNSAFE SEX, DO
IT SOMETIMES AND DO IT ON REGULAR BASE (KRUSKAL WALLIS TEST)

HIGH-SCHOOL SAMPLE UNIVERSITY SAMPLE
MEAN MEAN
N RANK N RANK
NEVER 315 1220,43 | CHI-SQ. |,695 | NEVER 199 (214,42 | CHI-SQ. | 18,114
SOMETIMES |91 |208,13 | DF 2 SOMETIMES | 135 | 165,21 | DF 2
REGULARLY |28 [21502 |As.SIG. |,707 | REGULARLY |48 |170,40 | As.SIG. |,000
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Then, we performed three Man-Witney tests to determine
between which groups, in the university sample, we obtained
those differences. These tests showed that respondents who
do not practice unsafe sex have significantly higher satisfac-
tion with family then those who do it sometimes (Z= -4,03,
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p <,01), and do it on regular bases (Z=-2,46, p <,01). There was
no significant difference between the last two groups.

DISCUSSION

The main aim of this study was to investigate some psycho-
metric characteristics of Family Adaptation Scale (An-
tonovsky & Sourani, 1988) in two samples: high-school stu-
dents and university students.

The results we obtained indicated that we can use Family
Adaptation Scale in both samples. Factorial analyses showed
that, in both samples, all items of FAS are loading at one factor,
with high percent of variance. This is an important result be-
cause the scale was developed with five items which are relat-
ed to satisfaction with the inner adaptation of the family, two
to the family's adaptability to the environment in which they
live, and the remaining three are general and capture both of
these aspects of adaptation (Antonovsky & Sourani, 1988). So,
theoretically, we could expected one, two or three factors.
However, our results showed, without any doubts, that we can
talk about one latent variable.

Reliability analysis indicated that FAS is a highly reliable in-
strument for high-school (a=,94) and university students
(a=,95). In earlier studies, reliability of FAS was also very high,
but somewhere smaller then in our research. In parental sam-
ple Cronbach’s a was ,874 (Antonovsky & Sourani, 1988),
while in student sample it was ,864 (Pavicevic & Krsti¢, 2013).

To test normal distribution of FAS, we performed a few
tests: Kolmogorov-Smirnov, skewness, and kurtosis. Kolmog-
orov-Smirnov test was significant in both samples, and skew-
ness and kurtosis values were significantly above normal dis-
tribution values. Kurtosis values are even out of ranges that
are allowed to be used for confirmative analysis and structur-
al equitation modelling analysis (Tabachnick & Fidell, 2001). In
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the original study, Antonovsky and Sourani (1988) noticed re-
spondents’ proneness to choose extreme positive answers,
and they did not even offer the answer “completely dissatis-
fied”. Although they did not report new distribution data, it
was an attempt to make kurtosis somewhat lower. However, it
is usual in Likert type of scales to have same levels of positive
and negative answers, and the Serbian version of FAS was
used in that way. However, we cannot recommend data ob-
tained with this scale to be analysed in parametric tests, con-
firmative analysis, and structural equitation modelling analy-
sis. However, several non-parametric tests can be used in fu-
ture research.

According to the suggestions above, we performed non-par-
ametric analyses to test significant differences in family satis-
faction between groups of respondents who are prone to some
forms of risky behaviour. We expected to obtain different FAS
scores in groups with different level of risky behaviour. That
would be a certain evaluation of FAS predictive validity, at
least related to risky behaviour of young people. However, we
did not obtained significant differences in satisfaction with
family between groups of respondents (in both samples) who
reported that they do not smoke cigarettes, drink alcohol, take
light or heavy drugs, and gets into fights, and those who re-
ported that they are prone to this types of risky behaviour
sometimes or regularly. On the other side, we obtained signif-
icant differences, in both samples, when we compared groups
of respondents who steal and do not steal. Respondents who
reported that they steal had lower satisfaction with life, in
both samples. Also, in university sample, we obtained signifi-
cant difference between groups of respondents who practice
unsafe sex. Respondents who never practice unsafe sex had
significantly higher satisfaction with family then those who
do it sometimes and do it on regular base. In summary, we can
conclude that we cannot be sure in predictive validity of FAS,
especially for risky behaviour. We may count on its predictive
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value for certain types of risky behaviour in university stu-
dent sample. For high-school students, its predictive value is
very small or non-existent. We can explain this later result if
we remember that high-school students are in middle of ado-
lescence, which is characterized as life period when young
people are turning more from family to peers. Also, this is life
phase when the young want to try many things and are more
prone to risky behaviour. However, we have to conclude that
predictive validity of FAS is pretty small, especially in
high-school sample.

CONCLUSION

Based on our data, we can make several highlights: FAS is re-
liable scale with clear one-factor structure; FAS significantly
steps out of normal distribution and its data can be analysed
only with non-parametric tests. Predictive validity is very
small and somewhat better in university then in high-school
sample.
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JPATAHA 3. CTAHOJEBUR

YHWBEP3UTET Y MPULLTUHU CA NPUBPEMEHWM CEAULLTEM
Yy KOCOBCKOJ MUTPOBULN, DUTO30GCKN GAKYITET

OnuBEPA b. PAOOBUHR

YHUBEP3UTET Y MPULLTUHWN CA NPUBPEMEHUM CEAULLTEM Y KOCOBCKOJ MUTPOBULU,
DUTO30GCKN GAKYNTET

MwuprocnaAB XK. KPCTUR

YHWUBEP3UTET Y MPULLITUHU CA NPUBPEMEHUM CEAULLTEM
y KOCOBCKOJ MUTPOBULLN, PUMTO30DCKN GAKYNTET

PE3VIME HEKE MCUXOMETPUICKE KAPAKTEPUCTUKE CKAJIE NMOPO-
LONYHE ADANTALMIE HA Y30PKY MJIAOMX Y CPEMIU

[maBHU 1IW/b OBe CTyAUje OUO je UCIUTATH HeKe IICHXOMe-
Tpujcke Ckase mopoguyHe afanranuje (Antonovsky & Soura-
ni, 1988) Ha y3opuuMa CpAmOIIKOIalla U CTyleHaTa. Hanme,
JKEJeNTM CMO J1a UCIUTaMO (aKTOPCKy CTPYKTYpy H IIOy3fa-
HOCT OBe CKaJle, Kao B BbeHY NPefUKTHBHY BIHHOCT ¥ OJHO-
Cy Ha HeKe acCIlekTe pU3WYHOTI IIOHAlllaka MIagux. [la ducmo
YTBpAWIN (aKTOPCKY CTPYKTYpy CKaje, CIPOBENIM CMO [iBe
0[lBOjeHe eKcIulopaThBHe ¢akTopcke aHamuse (EDA); moysna-
HOCT je upaxxeHa KpoHDaxoBMM a KoePHUITHjeHTOM, a IIpEeIHK-
THBHA BJIMJHOCT UCIHTAHA je M3padyHaBameM 3HAYajHOCTH
pasnuka u3Mel)y rpyma Koje Cy IpHjaBHUJIe PasIHUYUTE HHUBOE
PHU3HYHOT IIOHAIlamka.

Ananusa rIaBHUX KOMIIOHEHTH IIOKa3asa je, y oda y30pKa,
Ila ce MOXXe eKCTPAXOBaTH CaMo jelaH HaKTOp KapaKTEPUCTHY-
He BpenHOCTH u3HaA 1,00 1 fa ce BUMe MOXe 0DjaCHUTH OKO
65% (xon cpenmolkonaa) 1 71% (kop cTyZeHaTa) BapHjaHce
3a70BoJbCTBA HopopunoM. [loysganocT je y oda y3opka dumia
BpJIO BHCOKa 0=,94 (Kof cpelmollIkonana) u a=,95 (kof cTyne-
Harta). ToTasn-ajTeM Kopenaluje KpeTajie Cy Ce Off yMepeHUX 10
BpJIO BUCOKUX (KOJI Cpe[IihOIIKOIalla), OJHOCHO Y OIICETy BHCO-
KUX U BpJIO BUCOKUX (KOJ] CTyZleHaTa). TeCTOBH HOpPMaTHOCTH
OUCTpUOyIIHje OMIM Cy 3HaYajHU Y 0da y30pKa U IOKa3alH Cy
Jla TIofJaIl¥ 3HadajHO OJCTYIIajy OJl HOpMallHe OUCTPUOyIIHje.
BpemHOCTH KypTO3HMCa Yak Ipejia3e M Hajuinpe nebHHHUCAHE
BPeIHOCTH 3a CIpoBoheme KoHPUpMaTHBHE GAKTOPCKe
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