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OO0beKT uCCIeAOBaHUSA — POJIUTEIHCKO-IETCKUE KOH(IUKTHI M arpeccus
IIKOJIBHUKOB TMOAPOCTKOBOIO BO3pacTa MPU PaA3IMYHBIX TAaKTHKAX pa3pelieHHs
POJIUTENBCKO-AETCKOTr0 KOH(MIMKTA MPU AUCLUILUIMHUPOBAHUYU peOEHKa B CEMBE.

IIpeamer uccneqoBaHus — arpeccus MIKOJIbHUKOB MOJPOCTKOBOTO BO3pacTa
pU Pa3IMYHBIX TAKTUKAX Pa3pelIeHHs] POJUTENbCKO-IE€TCKOr0 KOH(IUKTA.

Heas ucciienoBanus — CTPYKTYpUPOBATh TEOPETUUECKUE MTPEACTABICHUS O
TAaKTUKaX pa3pelieHusi POJAUTEIbCKO—IETCKOrOo  KOH(JIMKTa U  arpeccuu
IKOJIbBHUKOB MOJIPOCTKOBOI'O BO3pACTa.

OcHoBHbIe pe3yabTaTbl. [IpoBeneHHOE UCCIEIOBaHHE  IO3BOJIMIIO

OTIPEJICIIUTh B3aUMOCBSI3U TAKTUK Pa3peIIeHUs] POIUTEIHCKO-IETCKOTO KOHMIUKTA
U pa3inyuus B NOKA3aTeNIsIX arpeCCUBHOCTH, KaK CO CTOPOHBI MAJIbUUKOB, TaK U CO
CTOPOHBI JIeBOYEK. JIjisi BBISBICHUSA B3aUMOCBSI3M TaKTHK JUCUUIUIMHUPOBAHUSA
JeTed W arpeccuu, OBbUIM BBISIBJICHBI CKPBITHIC B3aMMOCBS3U TIOKa3aTeleh ¢
MIPUMEHEHUEM MeTOoJa JIMHEWHON Koppemauuu Illupcona. Ypaanock BBISIBUTH
HaJIM4Yue MOJIOKUTEIbHBIX KOppESALUT B CTHIISIX POIUTEIBCKOTO
JTUCHUTUTMHUPOBAHMS U arpecCHM KaK y MaJbUMKOB, TaK U Yy JeBouek. Hambomee
pPaclpoCTpaHEHHBIMU BHUJIAMH Pa3pPCIICHHUS POJIUTEIBCKO-IETCKOTO KOH(IJIMKTA
MaTepsAMU W OTHAMHU SBISIFOTCS JUCUMIUIMHUPOBAHUE U IICUXOJOTHYECKAS
arpeccusi, TakKe€ MCIOJB3YIOTCSI M TeJEeCHble HakazaHus. OTbI, Takke Kak U
MaTepy 4Yallle HCHOJb3YIOT JUCHUIUIMHAPHBIE BO3JECHUCTBHS B OTHOUICHUU
U3MCHECHUN TIOBEACHHS JOYEPEN, a TICHUXOJOTMYECKYH) arpecCui0 OTIbl Yallle

HCIIOJIB3YIOT B OTHOICHU N CBIHOBEH.

Kiarwuessie caosa: TAKTHUKN PA3PEHIEHUA POJUTEJIBCKO-
HETCKOI'O KOH®JIMKTA, ATPECCHA, AT'PECCUBHOE
I[TOBEJIEHMUE, IIOIPOCTKOBBIN BO3PACT, BEPHLAJIbHAA
BUKTUMM3ALMA, AMCHUIUIMHA, JUCLHTATTVNIMHNPOBAHUE.

The attitude to the print advertising students with different cognitive styles:
resume / Elena Parchimchik; Faculty of Philosophy and Social Sciences,
Department of Psychology; scientific director I.A. Furmanov.

The object of the study is parent-child conflicts and aggression of teenage
schoolchildren under various tactics of resolving a parent-child conflict in
disciplining a child in the family.

The subject of the study is the aggression of teenage schoolchildren with
various tactics for resolving a parent-child conflict.

The aim of the study is to structure theoretical ideas about the tactics of
resolving a parent-child conflict and aggression of teenagers.



The main results. The study allowed us to determine the relationship
between tactics for resolving a parent-child conflict and differences in
aggressiveness indicators, both on the part of boys and girls. To identify the
relationship between tactics of discipline of children and aggression, latent
relationships of indicators were revealed using the linear method of Pearson's
correlation. It was possible to identify the presence of positive correlations in the
styles of parental discipline and aggression in both boys and girls. The most
common types of resolution of parent-child conflict by mothers and fathers are
discipline and psychological aggression, and corporal punishment is also used.
Fathers, like mothers, are more likely to use disciplinary action against changes in
their daughters' behavior, and fathers are more likely to use psychological
aggression against sons.

Keywords: RESOLUTION TACTICS OF PARENT-CHILD CONFLICT,

AGGRESSION, AGGRESSIVE BEHAVIOR, ADOLESCENCE, VERBAL
VICTIMIZATION, DISCIPLINE, DISCIPLINING.



CIHHUCOK UCITOJIB3OBAHHBIX UCTOYHHUKOB

1. bepkoseuw, JI Arpeccusi: npu4uHbl, NOCAEACTBUSA U KOHTpoJb. CIIO., 2001.

2. bokywm, /. Tlcuxonorus pa3sutus — 9-e uzn / 1. bokywm, I'. Kpaiir. — CII0.: [Tutep,
2005. — 940 c.

3. bopon P., Puuapacon /1. Arpeccus. CII06., 1997.

4. Topneesa T.O. MoTuBallMoOHHBIE (PAKTOPBI, BIUSIOIINE HA TOCTUKEHUS B yHEOHOU
JEeSATENbHOCTH, UJIM MOTUBALIMS 00yUYeHUS: TATh ycioBuil ycnexa // Ilcuxonorus B
By3e 2005. Ne4.-C. 3-28.

5. I'panoBckas, P. M. KoHdaukT u TBopyecTBO B 3epkaje ncuxoyorun. — M.: Te-
Hesuc, 2002. — 573 c.

6. Enukononos, C. H., Ilcuxomerpuyeckuili aHalu3 pPYCCKOSA3BIYHON BepcUU
Omnpochuka auarHoctuku arpeccuu A.bacca u M.Ileppu / Enukononos, C. H.,
Huoynbckuit H. I1. // Tlcuxonoruueckuit sxypHan. — 2007. — Ne 1. —c. 115—124.

7. KapabanoBa, O. A. Ilcuxonorus ceMeiHBIX OTHOIIEHUA W OCHOBBI CEMEWHOTO
KOHCYJIbTUpOBaHUs: yueOHoe mocooue / O. A. KapabGanosa. — M.: T'apgapuku,
2005. — 320 c.

8. MemepskoB, b. I'. bonpmoi ncuxonorundeckuit cioBaps / moa pen. b.I.
Memepsikos, B. I1. 3unuenko. — M.: [Ipaiim—EBpo3nak, 2003. — 672 c.

9. Hosropoamesa, A. Il. BuyTtpenHnue KOHQIHMKTHI OAPOCTKOBOro Bo3pacta / A.Il.

10. [InaronoBa, H.M. Arpeccus y nereii u moapocTkoB: yueOHuk aist By3oB — CIIO.:
Peus, 2006. — 336 c.

11.Pymsnuesa T.I'. Arpeccust u koHTpouib. //Bormp. ncuxonoruu, Ne 5-6, 1992.

12.Pymsaniea  T.I'. [loHaTne arpecCHBHOCTH B COBPEMEHHOH 3apyOeKHOM
ncuxosioruu. // Bonp. neuxonoruun, Ne 1, 1991.

13.dypmanoB M. A. Arpeccus 1 HacwIne: TUArHOCTHKA, MPOGUIAKTHKA, KOPPEKITHS. —
CII6., 2007.

14. ®ypmanos, 1. A. Buktumuzanusi MIKOJIbHUKOB CO CTOPOHBI OJHOKJIACCHUKOB
BuktumMuzanusi UIKOJIBHUKOB CO CTOPOHBI OJHOKJIACCHUKOB KaK HWHAUKATOP
COIMANIHO-TICUXOJIOTHYECKON  jAe3afganTanmuu  //  Apjanranmus — JIMYHOCTH
B COBPEMEHHOM MHpE : MEXKBY3. ¢0. Hayd. Tp. Capatos, 2011. Beim. 4. C. 95-105

15. ®ypmanos, U. A. JleTckas arpecCUBHOCTb: NCUXOJIMATHOCTUKA U KOPPEKLHUS. —
Mau.: Uneun B. I1., 1996. — 192 c.

16. ®ypmanos, WM. A. [QucnuniamHupoBaHuWe peOEHKA: TaKTHKU Pa3peIICHUS
ponutenbcko-aerckoro koHdmmkra / M. A. ®dypmanoB // llcuxomormdeckuii
xypHan.— 2008. — Ne 4(20). — C. 74-81.

17.®ypmanos, 1. A. CornacoBaHHOCTb TaKTHK pPa3pelieHUs pOIUTEIbCKO-AETCKOrO
KOH(QUIMKTa TpW JUCHUIUVIMHUpOBaHUU pebenka / W. A. ®DypmanoB //
[cuxomornueckmii )xypran.— 2009. — Ne 3. — C. 76-82.


http://www.phantastike.com/age_psychology/aggression_children/zip/

18. ®ypmanos, M. A. CouuanbHasi TNCUXOJIOTUS arpecCMd W HaCWIUs: Yy4eOH.
nocobue / U.A. ®ypmanos. — Munck: bI'Y, 2016. — 393 c.

19. ®ypmanos, M. A. CTpykTypa IUCUMILIMHAPHBIX BO3ACHCTBUN NpU pa3pelieHUU
poauTtenbcko-aeTckoro konpaukra / . A. @ypmanos // [lcuxonorus.— 2008. —Ne
3.—C.9-12.

20. ®ypmanoB, U. A. ®usnueckue HakazaHus B ceMbe U uUX mocueactsus / U. A.
®ypmanos // [lcuxonorust nns nac.— 2005. — Ne 11/12. — C. 52-57.

21. Xopuu, K, Hamm BHyTpeHHHne kKOHGAUKTB M.: Akanemudeckuid npoekt, 2007. —
224 c.

22. Bjorkqvist, K. Do girls manipulate and boys fight? Developmental trends in
regard to direct and indi rect aggression / K. Bjorkqgvist, K. M. J. Lagerspetz, A.
Kaukiainen // Aggressive behavior. — 1992, — Ne 18. — P. 117-127.

23.Crick, N. R. Children’s treatment by peers: Victims of relational and overt
aggression / N. R. Crick, J. K. Grotpeter // Developmental Psychopathology. —
1996. — Ne 8. — P. 367— 380.

24.Crick, N. R. Relational and oven forms of peer victimization: A multi-informant
approach / N. R. Crick, J. L. A. Bigbee // J. of Consulting and Clinical Psychology.
—1998. — Ne 66 (2). — P. 337-347.

25.Campbell, A. Sex differences in aggression: does social represen tation mediate
form of aggression? / A. Campbell, M. Sapochnik, S. Muncer // British J. of Social
Psychology. — 1997. — Ne 36. — P. 161-171.

26.Craig, W. M. The relationship among bullying, victimization, depression, anxiety,
and aggres sion in elementary school children / W. M. Craig // Personality and
Individual Differences. — 1998. — Ne 24, — P, 123-130.

27.0lweus, D. Peer harassment: A critical analysis and some important issues / D.
Olweus // Peer harassment in school: The plight of the vulnerable and victimized /
J. Juvonen, S. Graham (eds.). — New York, 2001. — P. 3—20.

28.0’Moore, M. Self-esteem and its relationship to bullying behavior / M. O’Moore,
C. Kirkham // Aggressive Behavior. — 2001. — Ne 27. — P. 269-283.

29. Whitney, I. A survey of the nature and extent of bullying in junior/middle and
secondary schools / I. Whitney, P. K. Smith // Educational Research. — 1993. — Ne
35. — P. 3-25.

30.Strauss, M. A. Identification of child maltreatment with the parent—child conflict
tactics scales: development and psychometric data for a national sample of
American parents. / M. A. Straus, E. M. Kinard, L. M. Williams // Child Abuse &
Neglect. — 1998. — Vol. 22, No. 4. — P. 249-270.

31.Harachi, T. W. Bullying in the United States / T. W. Harachi, R. E. Catalano, J. D.
Hawkins // The nature of school bullying: Cross-national perspective / P. K. Smith
[et al.] (eds.). — New York, 1999. — P. 279-295.



32.Coleman, P. K. Interpersonal correlates of peer victimization among young
adolescents / P. K. Coleman, C. P. Byrd // J. of Youth and Adolescence. — 2003. —
Ne 32. — P. 301- 314.

33.Victims and victimizers: The two faces of school violence / I. Hyman [et. al.] //
School Violence Intervention: A Practical Handbook / A. Goldstein, J. Conoley
(eds.). — New York, 1997. — P. 426-459.

34.Paquette, J. A. Gender differ ences in young adoles cents’ experiences of peer
victimization: Social and physical aggression / J. A. Paquette, M. K. Underwood //
Merrill-Palmer Quarterly. — 1999. — Ne 45. — P. 242-266.

35. Espelage, D. L. Research on school bullying and victimization what have we
learned and where do we go from here? / D. L. Espelage, S. M. Swearer // School
Psychology Review. — 2003. — Ne 32. — P. 365-383.

36.Mynard, H. Development of the Multidimensional Peer-Victimization Scale / H.
Mynard, S. Joseph // Aggressive behavior. — 2000. — Ne 26. — P. 169-178.

37.Roland E. School influences on bullying / E. Roland. — Stavanger, 1999. — P. 15—
56.



