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Parental Control and Warmth
in Relation to Children’s

Department of Addictology, First Faculty of Medicine, Charles
University
and General University Hospital in Prague, Czech Republic

Background | Foreign studies report relationships
between parental control and parental warmth on
the one hand and alcohol abuse among children
and adolescents on the other hand. Studies imply
that higher levels of maternal warmth and stronger
paternal control are associated with lower levels

of alcohol abuse among children and adolescents.
Aims | Research is needed to reveal the relationship
between parental control and parental warmth and
alcohol abuse among children/adolescents. The
study explores gender-specific differences in the
effects of maternal and paternal control and warmth.
Methods | Research data was obtained by using the
Czech version of the European Family Empowerment
Questionnaire. Logistic regression was used for

the statistical analysis. Sample | There were 2,571
participants. Following the exclusion of incomplete
questionnaires, the final sample comprised 1,697
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questionnaires. Results | Paternal control seems to
have a greater association with a lower prevalence
of alcohol abuse among children (an 18.8% lower
likelihood of lifetime alcohol use). Maternal control
seems to have a smaller association with a lower
prevalence of alcohol abuse among children (a 17.2%
lower likelihood of lifetime alcohol use). Maternal
warmth shows a greater association with a lower
prevalence of alcohol abuse among children (a 60%
lower likelihood of lifetime alcohol use). Paternal
warmth shows a smaller association with a lower
prevalence of alcohol abuse among children (a 26%
lower likelihood of lifetime alcohol use). Conclusions
| In the next round of the Unplugged programme,

it may be useful to conduct a follow-up study

of parental control and warmth using matched
parental questionnaires. The results of the study
could be utilised by prevention practitioners and
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Vychodiska | Vyzkumy popisuji vztah mezi
rodi¢ovskou kontrolou, vielosti a prevalenci piti
alkoholu u déti a adolescentl. Rozdil je také v tom,
od kterého rodice projevy kontroly a vielosti
pochazeji. Studie naznacuji, Ze matefska vyssi
vielost a otcovska vyssi kontrola je spojena s nizsi
prevalenci piti alkoholu u déti a adolescent(. Cile |
Cilem prace je zjistit, zda a jak tésny je vztah mezi
rodicovskou kontrolou a vielosti a prevalenci piti
alkoholu u déti v Sestych tfidach. Studie se zabyva
zvIast matefskym a otcovskym pusobenim na déti.
Metody | Standardizovany dotaznik vyplriovaly déti
za pritomnosti administratord dotazniku. Data byla
vyhodnocovéna statistickou metodou nelinearniho
odhadu logistickou regresni analyzou. Soubor |

Dotaznik vyplnilo 2571 déti, k vypoctliim po vyrazeni

neuplnych dotaznikl bylo pouzito 1697. Vysledky |
Pokud byla kontrola ze strany otce vnimana détmi

v maximalni mozné mite, pravdépodobnost, Ze

dité mélo zkusenost s napitim alkoholu, byla nizsi

0 18,8 %. Pokud byla kontrola ze strany matky,
pravdépodobnost byla nizsi o 17,2 %. Pokud byla
vielost ze strany matky vnimana détmi v maximalni
mite, pravdépodobnost, ze dité ve svém Zivoté uzilo
alkohol, byla 0 60 % nizsi. Pokud byla vielost ze strany
otce, tato pravdépodobnost byla 0 26 % nizsi. Zavér

| V pristim béhu sbéru dat by bylo vhodné provést
navazujici vyzkum na rodi¢ovskou kontrolu a vielost
se sparovanymi rodi¢ovskymi dotazniky. Zavéry
studie by mohly byt podkladem pro lektory primarni
prevence a dalsi odborniky.
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1 N¥OPIS DRUHE UROVNE

Pietiaipedie) dnjptiveridy stodicoesken febpsiies kespahyeatsro
apswatisea sitteajedstiornt albo b tdiicat kshdlahBidstpeanejis sedjsi
atiedipepiénagsjbinfubstace e ysezdddinit kioizag ran oa phhith alopedas
disteysaiypaoti Qebkigephialikailid EidweEs (Gifyoevys akoukerevat
Rt )it b deb dbu pnetz ctétinei flartidiaat e brzDileei Pedudrompabrt
(famuit)iGmeholetieloshis 3y evdicdlysienu kedtbyl tns ttjejichal Rebiem
Bpaeda [(RE3)piti alkoholu u déti v 6. tfidach na zakladnich Skoldch
a u déti ve 2. rognicich na viceletych gymnéziich v Ceské republi-
Aesdlfrtped étateyl yded] eatyothoc pdier{S (1 Epiewaramariiim gue gtanti
Berdeggeded from information available to the participant but not
to the researcher on the basis of identical instructions for all parti-
tipardtsl Kdnficeryidhlitték liratdethsuentrdnoféhdisiphddsdmbéatatg
pdavalloirtivdatdhastijhd thia dysprotiskes Meti imed roizkiiad séjidynsiy-
Jemis) ittmonmeded o phajidear padiistkotad Hadrsvyc trudinvoptioicest;
niHepaniotyidlityNg i stéji dtitoa of ifordent ko dhf¢erpatmvion
indikizhali ckibjariohisdy furaltiopapatthitmhe o Bthel.rex@bé¢h de vigi
Biarhabov atod dathjgeravtontn 2000) oWéthliany56i T kiseyr cher
donibpatiiesddaly infetenatioarttyak témdlitleatifyrthSopibdipa dis;
tegmiinaintyamizlyida leds ee, ooalateyjoiftvétdkce v roding, vztahy se
spoluzéky, $kolni prostfedi, sousedstvi. Porozuméni, jakou roli tyto
3peladwaske ghvofhusijh p EGirote ktiahithizilke vd-taktong thezego-
plexitly pojinedhovdist @itidie bdralert ol lmd noy sestitivering)iztd @)l -
-level data over multiple time points (within-group SGICs) without
Hoel lee eckrindeqdive stivdad [RERADapdetails snd irforrdod cebiedd
thd v xevprekysh teenariorgosity vef spoteatiak nedmon dxitd
krviraiméitiin goddedo antiuipate (Khistiedesan 6tetl 0 HXi ) i andtz
skittenttoplojeitudbyalicds pasthd bieh delvett aged st (SIS caynviek
ptilizekiinzesesre latkedighs. Wikio iffpido st & 85® 94 iétegeh-
Syrakay 6 IGsledisech itd rimarn(ck sh@ire paldika)prehrd nerickdivieladis
netd frdea fmicednaend ssenei graiastnehilenp resedritigTekzon dién
atoespoitglentl priznalo opakovanou konzumaci a pravidelnou
konzumaci piva uvadélo 15 %. Piti nadmérnych davek alkoholu
THeeSakG skierlir )oo psisksdrfiehc@Ordrinaki o exfl spkk Hitocb pedaieas
fétpatk ad tdi gids)edted krédl dromstéjempotiddoirhe3tod ivdfonmatidin
@2y] fivsespichdlent’. Mgaskrdascmdhasésfcfubts)davalitekd Sdysost
sapdots] 30 e shlibanb], @ pedbanérit 20 peakidd, 696 (G4 nanaik
ehala 26iiHjo PlestSEH nBh e/ piembverdenél stuelid ssazadrforjige pes-
timgian Si@lidyaviegivani tlhinadkviyati $éte k @ty gpoast O &) kb abéti
giufonaj(fedmidestdHpreviale reindth2a Ui ejefeh €413 jdome retdal-
ROOdirdiilssolet. al. 2010), five (Kristjansson et al. 2014), six (Grube
et al. 1989), and seven (Galanti et al. 2007), to eight (Damrosch
Pe8te Diladie &BSIC2R0ME ApSGKT pad Hakiseddo Hnétquéestira-
natreigkeutreemizacen pijyhie skéatitted wittud ddetiféjedspaikdbiot
(Grabledhah tP8AY ve skupiné chlapcli v 5 % pfipadu a ve skupiné
dévcat v 4 % pripad(. Ve 13 letech pili chlapci alkohol alespon
{enhhesotydiffé ne 8 tep i tasd (n @ déeta taf \c B e ptgpaldn ader kprinoic
skffirtirta lgdiphdltiea jejidHfprent epilosni2(3ouhtepaf addtdaticat
pldzrfaki, deme aprusédpilibbt vadiloy s wédesd i enhatahisionpeetitd
fen$sifuad ilityladiiikiéy anid giod mag: pélékarzceite jhle4e geoni;
Hdatarstasiodptadovitialelachkteyretrad, aHdisjon rates, resulting
in higher match rates (Yurek et al. 2008). Stability refers to the ca-
pacity of each element in the researcher-constructed question set

B RO BDIECNSKAKOPSFRQLAy time it is answered. Variabi-
L&WWA‘N*AEW@EU‘ﬁE&PWe options associated with
each element in the question set to differ sufficiently among the
respondents. Elements with proximate relevance to the respon-
denbpéridivhiol dhse safkarthae fiekvathieésgdbatioll doapiz@hdzvy-
seljeet Ma20[eRyeezp rubriniifd kiafr jh eesps poditentk dkonmhrartag ae
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jadea proidim ahaiujhtoira ttzlgsof/ bisi/ingr§ kerdnackbles seraracPii
ksidiitlam to K abil ity pakriakility atrd IpjexspejeEnetevpsion Geikeet
etiabr(2@1e) Hotuod whesh thén h Wydsé mof e ldofdath. (oaich glexim lof
HydaS$6jersaan atbrkimpodapd dobraateiristivdhat Bébdaibt iRamrets
ehialg 2060)T bagkinteraiEe@ @R versiiét pnatd nuyé dihiehastodess ¢hait
htedinstarndealire torihe swiatberdi€ 6a [sé zpasitilv éakd atdhéniatte-
hsihgtéomaplextysodjtmezaid&tefi uznavali autoritu svych rodicl za
legitimni. Mezi holandskymi adolescenty byla zpracovana studie
by fajinidseqorgvitiyos petcifids zhatsieeyyontech alkoHivlkRigs
pEGdotykajaci studyivandafisohblu soeitkela ofnitbieseuztddies
abisebsdd thd sepiltndf Yha [Middgrpretcald iz@06)e pemenuardt 42 @2}
verstiépséadtescKanidet (1Ad3} e dexheight a fesné tda A& |6rbaishd i
Kagionsd dldétodus of i chi ket dds toraroj g dhim dliveé ob lnvtvavid i
HEkbhotu dtriaa tado lefs teleyth doeonchobéns poetnateld ddoleséedts’
spisisoin npiesto@éthdidleseenfi tléinguaeestidvajh déavblest Hidgiatd
intd dyyids rodidants. Zetsvpsalitiat oynetia)i 78194yl Mbpossiale
dijadsp wimilez69 latifhe adopesigenitsPieldl&d6 \af thed ipahéioisskédre
adt BoliNie g 21 1) ptmédhstruaitiheaikolafc (K daldel 19V8, \or AIGNG.
RMeeniandigz4téjincitaveina. (20K3) &1 Saklte te patia rreterstaidkir aiokd
arch parett s Specye thddvas nodice, upzéh toeifitst dpeea | edvdicoof
tké koothelds noaline) ékerdiktyfrddostatethvaetiha piitd'zasta mf
bodtii ((n pedosdtdite fiestithedeylepidssupf hedfektinameditovihd
aiiteen nbshpaiovdhets, kiety. Jhm tadecaf@possible dyads mat-
ched was 69.95%. In a few cases (about 3%), Bthe code was wrong
and matching was not feasibleA (Fernandez-Hermida et al. 2013,
2. 1 Rpélicovstidimgalast af thtdvdniatkehs)it détmihat mat-
ching was less successful with more characters, but the difference
frao Grttherzbaghiiplois téay Wedosttie He fooonéary jekoheoftitditizisosf
Sichmigthiy k. @Onohtbat tbdicamuledtsefitide Slelduinkoeasedking
maidpiojnd dolbot remjein déle HessidapEladvi2ed B véddithesamée
namievisibstevaebysd forini gtdrete andsGpivan Kaiddp@kizd)
sadthsilnsuvarsa rdtedf jakbchiotpitisablaltdh e adngeitiit v keito-
lu v adolescenci (Kuendig, Kuntsche, 2006). Zhang (2006) ve své
Stidis anaidipie oftevasiey mlde jatudpratetadies faktackiasmati-
devdt nésedkyltijzikaldtaoctdlection paididée gz ko rpichodigs;
Niatioledals2800; VGalaDaratak 20006k svét tlid D inggare
seiktert aly 2@ thyLierdiati al. Q08I 5 @b a enesha deny of isitifio a thai-
Holydiéflerd b guaslipst (8o oduachd 42 @03 e anst adtin dd i | nkezdasin,;
pynibeisleddhingoratcdivazpay thal ke bje horaerdtit dveit voeti btegskop
PGHIs0 () idditifika abp posktk o awithiongiktns \GEGs, desg o\ 966
lyjebdaffsometyudd (thiedrdinsg of kbeys ldtakg Caldfst §26 T diaret]
EkBrnaoibe driéi) diffidoat kdastylyy mroepressmatie piéd| arkti an iah
2a0yKoVkiehd tekbpatyho ktedycipsadifigatbdidovskd wnitld s aised
fateth e pajrskgtwptiswosti) dp prolypze st amperddictt N goesak stidy)
ktledieb flacdefe ke win xoiedostt aq Ayf grsibplity shadyptachssisd rime
jalevhoejblogical dicopekéest (hpristdiltyypf2XiB)a et eele vanoertaithe
risponalevitt &m dneanmbdicofs ke eritdd i, arvain§on sks LS dbt foton
ahpitirarafichtieia gatesds i ovearyidigpitieth idislka dhuge | Aegsedrodi-
dovelided elustrolid ponifkbiomirataFhesipieaifike mosuo Crivé s tkidy
wéemesdy fadJotSi pocit vielosti ze strany rodic¢d, nejméné narazové
pily vétsi mnozstvi alkoholu. White (2000) ve vysledcich udava, ze
Foxilo kteréstienaditly véhekupiabareptieaspigicich,afidaviahetakécndp
nizérsttguedryielosti,aadimco Zexlgnkeers zacaly byitim v neply&ing
véla), nsshng aavhwiretkg labhrautiéls irectdesito dékermitettze mieh
oznadavatynoejratsins geeratielo SGSCych rodica.

b) the components of the SGIC that are attributable to the in-

creased error in linked pairs; and

(2) to calculate the efficiency of the anonymous linkage between

the two groups (children and their parents).
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2. NAERISRR KTy VRGN NEVEIA

DVA RADKY LOREM IPSUM .

Na problematiku vielosti a rodicovské kontroly je mozné se zamé-
fit také z hlediska genderového. Genderové role jsou dany nejen
Bididdadkpis jtitgih dnsontnéhervového systému, zranim CNS, fyzic-
kou vybavenosti, hormonalni specifitou - ale jsou podtrzeny jesté
Boolgtenalsye @hdabqiiaen Uit red@caby iprifstwent dildalta nd lei d dnarri
nelozerolgitddativMezizakhadn oizikosétzsdly quaskadinipt pediiitiss
Hélvitias dehje ol uptashitiacoieh éGterie etrdc202}otate padk o
nojspiateivdEhenelam ppiktupt) ketdteenunmedeiasaadedtipic Narn
kyp by b ta tiet doulsy midietakii van 5 odjieno gevsd wabjeouidtpiiso beni,
ocekava se, ze budou chapavé, naslouchajici, nesoudici, davéry-
Rogmdd maddlarer fer i ést @ rodajoiad g podporaticrdiayn (Wikjides
A6 EvEesbititys aliddd eqpidderaundastains dilad enistkalondtBozdiby
lupt s tepuodil apett ar vl rideusyymo lered k biti negslop igni kia atid
oeziema)j frarstipendjeindidbi idkailyimvehdvié naibopaté divies zlehpid-
BiohGiading, kgemméin tipatin @ bvataly sepeiris asatkiamuoiCaavie &t
gu a0 Reole dotegtanséhéntdienodribtesakdegoiispivauspites, kmom
qoji ressinosttianjipgstimtoreditostsdddiatés valiba di oot ek s/ gk
pésielviakqastiquizdemiun facoRtidmen aliscspchopudsivoldasp
eliguéleondey vataptatofiu duetdakdi kaomrespondua sedtd miod
wricddvydiarixledioel cim aliguisrastétbto glieek.iVaabse dicdearahl lapat
hizjoijatagrdubar @unasilsérshed i tduaptEiv eztilyn) seu tald, et
yriiad de glieek dathtepségkmtuwyaigrihitat Wrhlepek pend@g i digikaé
pinpinyenajivbltacinu b lize) vk tits iddtr seidojesuat, seisvyqui
durnvedélenassal@deniqetisie@@jLiatis as voluptam, quatin placid
que nos iliquas sitae. Et et laborrum adi quia sit laboruptas molup-
ta quatempor aut odis sinctatempos ius et porrum faceribera id
2a3strilgercia intis plaborr oreribu saepedi ctionsenis as exero de-
nimin ullant, aut la dolorru mquate nos aut laborepuda sim quidu-
Piadlasgradsymactizkuom eradiyigrsth ipsaanin qoydi lndead¢tdpstienai
téprgijeevateiresee) opdidosskdistis'elostiacpate dicasiigitirdkgholu
u déti. 2) Zjistit, zdali existuji rozdily mezi vielosti ze strany matky
2 2 ddadpisatietd preoviaddpidyiadiae oy bereBnZpstyak tés-
anisoydeiaonezi rodicovskou kontrolou a prevalenci piti alkoholu
u déti. 4) Zjistit, zdali existuje rozdil mezi rodi¢ovskou kontrolou
ristraop sedikype bieaypeadtajuisk p revakedii pit adkaleoU ne cittir,
seque ped experis es dolor sum que evelitiur aut etum quae rero
Néaledmédptytistaoveesingslepgajiprbypodtgme VidpditovsiidoriEt
letq utéveigd fekenné gata bos ghtiea calloohmlol wt d&En23i\GEei indte
lifetepelEndeapy s pik ) j6 s doje dalsisiids iqgreiealnoinpftigiicoh ot
reddt. 3o Roelidonshta ®ptsilatond Qg ifdambel saisle gupitin ttar
bdlquidiétoW)ptatsd minavikoort iyl gesatranis @tceglospojrarup st
psatdhenanpeti dikebditicurdéteiciat.

Empeliti tenda vendam qui del idunt quodit in conetur, sam ipicia
dicimpos se nonsgd ute corro eruntium rem natiassed magnatquis
3uLT DY ABYAODiIMYJe sequos maximustiis ratus diorumet
ullam, officatquam fugit ut por aut quam que sus sunt.

3.1 Sbér dat

2.2.1 Nadpis ctvrté Urovné, vic urovni neni v ¢asopisu povoleno.
Paltaidbipha reédddionpd stimznilibrrgipaté tieoimi, 2 gk bonichel nyi sté@joydat
stybjako gtojeitu Unplugged. Cely projekt probihal pod vedenim
doc. Gabrhelika. Prvni vina byla realizovana na viech vybranych
Bluod dentnumet za rtkuoskalriibb pode ifzsdh dijenh itstepitidi2) 18/201dh
Dletitisikoyphodupliadidhotead festardind b ptiiidp s miugyma-
tiEpriatiybraagdaskotddptadaled ipiedindaltady) dudostalupthtet
diélein fpramo\caun yosoe bilest i tUgta stohés shedbia Rra goleeby dijdiptatis
baplugged byl pouzit dotaznik Ceska adaptovana verze dotazni-
ku European Family Empowerment - verze pro déti a verze pro
rodice (Calafat, 2014).
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Rubidic quss ké skotettitd @ by haolodettianik vesy pl éssreméml olétimi sliedeos
edequlis etdrkamiptatater pikiliéstj aul3atd Baimj sivit@diséetast-
Madotszaiin byficoratret e mptky oo gide giok sitani pend asird
pita danem eelastsshd i de. @iagkys pif esorjeitpdeqoeviynodeyt anékydi
Mé pretke/m G ipiease ddos odse abychqfesod nirdél Az l@temaod
quiesit fland dletupiunessikép Kokyrgiesin digrdati doyerd oipsarkadigz ol
velis )i atenglyidikétjaklsgptatmehoviit (33 cansed modngtprquie
Bébaunt teanj & lubrdoditadissdo | (4), simh iddrsdl del ikt syoberdy, tevtijogd
k@ {Huiiestetaidifiké galohodestdalat msb e lesscirte s ateckinmed o
kiaminasdpaenkt Quakrse temsplda ptat (7), klade dliraz na to, abych
udélal/a presné to, co jsem tekl/a (8), nechava mé jit ven, kdykoliv
k@ Yuirddstobtimietilal/alore st dan tness talessidtats010), simiveiios
praaseqesonati e délatatakolhiljilébip,auptamneabuhetoud ddis
aténeeidnivd eléhatatiij oo ( 1Bghaeoridpaplisatuoiitiovepore
détérsit;13r Rar tid peossi o tlpp tédadil wighis rd ol updidrse i inaetrfastia-
hereampomepatiridieea, i lexptati radidy iplatity oy pdapili Coneni-
Viejét faektvedicent yjéol iemd ¢uddpairédd éhép latievadre  amidanplirthiy
vieh jerhgadapitedppidétia bérkatds elss im ateanyl coditeniotma testiemd
oepletis giroust dky Ba tendpee iz rugdyaje Skatd upytoo ddt ing tupakéms,
Alibpiate nrasehs godéptupti Bhhliyadbamiutatemod quissit lam vo-
lupturessi to bersperi dignationem ipsamus, odi odisqui atemquia
Retlidulvgka ielesh bijlepradatazakm &tepi giaptiipbgtinntpéavd;
byjddieitats dothby simavisitaé rht tarakéreadtropskd cihati oo ndstd-
tetise gdnatdartyisuniredipr dirdvel kikey wagmtisattejea jalpdatian
dibileks damtiaolyeadiae bylo mozno mit na mysli nevlastni matku
a nevlastniho otce, se kterym dité Zije): fikd o mné pékné véci (14),
mohu ji/mu snadno fikat véci, které jsou pro mé dilezité (15), se
skute¢né zajima o to, co déldm (16), mi déva pocit, Ze ji/mu na mné
zaleZi a Ze mé chce (17), mi dava pocit, ze to, co délam, je dllezité
(18), se zajima o to, co si myslim, a rdd/a se mnou o tom mluvi (19),
mi dava najevo, Ze mé ma rad/a (20), se mnou jednd laskaveé a vlid-
né (21). Dotazovani méli opét k vyroku pfisoudit jednu z moznosti
z nabizené $kaly — nemam (1), neplati vliibec (2), zfidka plati (3),
nékdy plati (4), vzdy plati (5). Z uvedeného vyplyva, ze ¢im vyssi
¢islo odpovédi, tim je pfedpokladana vielost vice pocitovana.

3.2 Vybérovy soubor a jeho nominace

Zéakladni soubor tvofi vsichni zaci zakladnich Skol a viceletych
gymnaézii v Ceské republice, ktei jsou v $esté t¥idé, v pfipadé osmi-
letého gymnazia jsou v prvnim ro¢niku. Podle Statistické rocenky
gkolstvi Ministerstva $kolstvi, mladeze a télovychovy CR (2014) se
v Sestych tfidach a primach ve Skolnim roce 2013/2014 nachazelo
pfiblizné 92 000 zakd, z toho 83 500 pfimo v Sestych tridach za-
kladnich Skol. Témér 49 % celkového poctu tvofily divky. Pfi vstupu
do nového skolniho roku bylo 76 % zak( 11 let a 22,5 % bylo 12
let. Pro potieby vyzkumu bude slouzit vybérovy soubor, ktery je
sestaven z zakud Sestych tiid zapojenych do projektu Unplugged
(Gabrhelik, 2013). Celkem se jednd o 2 571 zakd. Vybér skol a tedy
i zak( probéhl metodou randomizace. Skoly byly stratifikovany dle
pfislusnosti k méstské ¢asti/regionu a dle velikosti skoly. Nasledné
se nahodné pfifazovaly do jedné ze tii skupin (kontrolni, experi-
ment1 - probiha Unplugged, a experiment2 - probiha Unplugged
a jesté jiny ndvazny preventivni program). Nakonec bylo randomi-
zaci nominovano do studie 70 skol v Praze, v Brné, Brné-venkovu,
Tisnovsku a Prerovsku.

1 | Moluptaquis moditatius, soluptus.Orepediscium quaeprestia
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Partizipiiti k npiro jeetve itigel sggdid shyfttary phgovids respoedentada
arsvoerysansitkadycpeastidiv jpdoti tittaetnils dkehatiiet sléchad kéxdy:
M dapdidenjoes oyl piliatamce diseh K istainiygvanen ydijty raphedcd
nepbséagy audbgehetovabia kb dalidiblisiliese (Gfroaieoand dtemmat
pejighvie yicad sof ibé poy e k ok e riceaitd pod déagamaronangnt
Kadtity,. Rbidometl)-zadstgeod ki déqiineddbyrivistibtdicdnatiRea e
Boardx{IBBskazdém vyplnéni otazky odeslali odpovéd pfimo na
fakultni server.

A self-generated identification code (SGIC) is an anonymous identi-
fier generated from information available to the participant but not
B4H¥l esealytanalyzedhatis of identical instructions for all parti-
cipants. Confidentiality (a limited number of individuals collecting
Brarelyzingydhtacaoylan kv yhedeaplogiet ok hréalasdiuahstiydy, skidby
JEtis) & jgronnéded indbywakedrdie Hooooa (ztaiisl éqonus taroréHiiness;
nihitetgpohyRoktydtbe spoltefition jef wbjiarjtifipitg difohmlatioakdy
indivatdal siddpeivsitisi pfenatera) ajedndteeodbthedessarch gedigd
6Bjdemisoje\and dhjaihjpnhaodivibiraJe0R) DikiyH et 560 déssanahiers
pooditryo) je&tzanys ajfbiodatody pinat dépdel alembifii Haeppahtidipeius,
4. j tbaiddamy éspdddtasee sy ékaliasrafdbivitlych proménnych (vni-
mani déti rodiCovské kontroly a vielosti). Vyraz pravdépodobnosti
Menéjbledttageaf zaipgdshiliskidtmich helisaraent oew tidecpro-
pléxity @nskathmynis taaditd bgitdeodoflip Kitae sepsiiitgakdividealy
slevébt btzdonermapdti sls ¢ npe proiérn s fefit kitegdd 20 $51Cs) without
the need to acquire direct personal details and informed consent
that may compromise the anonymity of potential respondents
3ciHetikaillingness to participate (Kristjansson et al. 2014). In ad-
dition to longitudinal research, the advantages of SGICs can be
Btikaay thuesady e désiganaittifodiffevantystusdyibraseps (histivesdi-
&grda riGl€s, dig nebilyrenramd itieird panedase pdaiehajdivodbeds
néaxd bb thie p didaiiiguoatie thatgblegsskaily Qesiar vapy ipo nalart
anthiyi2080 Sb., o ochrané osobnich Gdajl. U déti byla anonymita
zajisténa tak, ze byly vedeny pod dvojitym kédem. Jeden byl vy-
GhadGi@mg yalitadasistdédf si samipimiavoel yobbabaife labd zadaty
Hetparditan digithy deriMey frorogderrentn(s ajedrsonfi iyt miatiem
a.gaZuistlitdididhe srstastomalnssmartséadf petze fanénide pilijie i
esaots]ionglabepdfshistiik(Qdatelnarent g bprgvodd) one or more
characters for an SGIC. The number of elements used for genera-
tingan SGIC varies from three (McAlister and Gordon 1986), throu-
4 SL(EIHENdez- Hermida et al. 2013; Kandel 1973; Lee et al.
2004; Wilson et al. 2010), five (Kristjansson et al. 2014), six (Grube
¥yl 989), dothzeiken G atddtsetilal. 2007) dti ergkita e ohradabi
4986 Haharicoéh ikiu 20660 tiohSGitncazibeP s aat ¢y limdSighestipo-
dair¢siizupoariiiovrasily, tha @ sveliyiadzaidben apdath orekpranditdi
(@rkteryattad88Wstradaly matku, otce nebo oba dva rodice (874
dotaznikd, 34 %). Zbylo tedy 1697 dotaznikd s Uplnymi rodinami,
kdelgsroé atifterk nidenzibat( gemdecvef dralily tersyinobdenaprirdidi
difégien v yuieoitéti& of difféient edeonents (seraresvyfitoramd tioe;
eaylfoséremée) tauky s§Rajidis o piyi atkohodass vé ko toyngypazeiad
pants. Stability, variability, and proximate relevance to the respon-
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dedsirprisihoshth 8l 0e7ipdtiMEarEkisZtg maéhkonedtiyets 16319 pdr
tiditition te &igbibby3 Vi iapilitgdiridsoxiboate Bilelarea)Gdinidd
51,61 %2860) ardntah.oled8ih Sor{8 hparétfdetaneven ch seopotigib of
tlab 66 IT) bestd00Kh 86)i pries rta ety cte) idticl Bh bt (ffedr 06 )\ reejdas-
thii gdhte2 Thieid 92 At)fidclay negradtégndékdyl veli@d sheb)y e 2hed
a@datsi,06de) pfeeniheiumévay offalsg pdsidves.matches incre-
asing complexity of the code.

Dotaznik sleduje celoZivotni prevalenci u dotazovanych déti.
We6 7o pudomviynytehad &t idies3 2196t uvepdoted nikay inkiirogé tee
pltGslkotiok\wo54 tlédti/ (63 %) psotmeitnéelyhetivofé fuksko. Ehlalie
dasesfiaubihdivkyydtizobth édialkiolyop redediurkiisilexpespekéivat e
rkutibnetvdiezKané akROINd bt sechédglt crtpoactde b klddnese 4 8,2
thé550idl v let te5T of Forea @9)dI a5t(B a7 86) thgidateddd bietse aliabtive
last Fivotéheapiteis-okrie]eHofid, 4 9o be rsafuil nz+Shrat|ol@9ddris
) edicd 16~ Ol est, WitH416 96 diftithdir adkodrats 18nd2brabe3? {ilidndds
thito pija@9-oa ticedsaSitaluakalble to match 73.6% of all possible
dyads, while 6% of the adolescents and 2% of the parents were
Rod Byyibicet ortdite to epinstdico thleaoHentfiédad al B 6548 lenid pobi
Béroboder-Héthtiglmatyal (20 t3a tistidlétare thd yaakdins@i@ ih aloith
had phogit siké egg thativaas ymd &Mool elfothin fi sy b preuledtid e
thgresef matsotidame biHy ckstiehihelinonabpiaf phenabild$rdatevgf
biettkyrserdbgjedhe duse fuesvietters of his/her name, and the
number of the month of birth. The rate of all possible dyads mat-
tohheete mua 16RO My ddie fswnaases éabmnit 3% dthw chodlkoatralozg
strdnyatoaihky vas uddfeajiier artrapeyitdeceijaletisik 2083,
kalG@2 B33 codipariskd kb theskat e stinadiy o tteejarks:thap nay-
tdvipiig eeeest Je s otk ks sftd av@tB T2 5O Oh aExqters e éh & déiffimients
imde natbiarjemal]. v ipikipaaléseenmtatbe t00%:atydd lehekfatylidgkaaf
Bdkuneloettab| (36 10)éthlité He poavplepiiy olb tlostSGECsindité seagHe
atkttiohg mie] BWheritdndedipeddide etat (%) koatkthejsasné
ditéh herphetbipents Hfoesd), the genditéenap 3Gl lasHandel (8933
aid thiEdbsukeed}.rate of matching was about the same (70 vs 74%).

SGICs are most often ksed inlongidysing studigstirackregren-
dents over multiple dataggllectionopaints (e.gnaBlgmroscbdd8e;

PiloHaRkBL#0Q0; Galapfipt al. 20q4 farube efsly1989; Kpisfjan-
pspriedat R8di4 Lee et al. 2004). SGICs are used less often for pai-
ring different groups (e.g., such as a parent and a child). Interestin-
AbRs E‘?%‘h‘%(f%‘* HdRROVEY AR loyrst depBELBEE R HaMR

ShelFoll{8&hfT) as opposed to within-group SGICs, e.g., 91.9%
by the off-one rule (the pairs of the resulting codes are declared

as Bmatches if they differ at most by one character (Galanti et al.
2007)). There has been no study specifically focused on SGICs used
foo thgppéirtngzahitwm et dp djtovpisoin eigdesirinenpaé erever izt
atkdheslulbedsftirbylee garkitac sée) aéfea spulity ptudkdovapsesichioe
pivet g thal dgi Gisplog arfiste dkyribijitprp rokéhoat ezee kivanyerba ke
eaqp{omdegit Srod v rdbt § wf releike0t3p30 460N prEU S TGS e
ekpdreiayitidueaif pdetiths whecpan3d@pased inteschetatdaeely rami:
W griizedé ot jel led thae @oEe il KEhevsmeaifilitéitin jo prae déypdy
debmestfalbosesdité napilo, 0 60 % nizsi. V pFipadé, ze je otec 100%

dent are associated with lower error and omission rates, resulting  (1)To  estimate  the  characteristics of the code
in higher match rates (Yurek et al. 2008). Stability refers to thsmkrat jsi v eh&IRCHSIkohol?and elements by analyzing
98ﬁ|5)(,0f each elemenwi%{;e research?r fl?rgtstructed qgegu%re set 6a)9Epéstsmg and wowﬁjﬁaracte%lg \c/){rc%% 0 detern@a%%e ove-
gQ&P@fement in the qués‘ﬁon set to dlf?@r/gufﬁaentlv arﬁoﬂq the 6C/?eased error |n3||ﬁked pairs; and1 /° 47 %

tedpomdents. Element$iith proximate3ietevance to thd4&pon-

(2) tol Galculate the effighency of the aRdhymous linkadedtsétween

dent pertain to the self rather than others (Schnell et al. 2010; Yu-
rek et al. 2008), e.g., the initials of the respondent’s own name are

the two groups (children and their parents).
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Bilevgire ailerm pdi geidey|bitzjistiecicr jseuventahiylab ddiucdi¢om
viobo rhohipihiat fodi¢oamskumeretosthpesdihvguderoatiptad qpidens
d plenatethaiqyitial lgotas it derié e téiddcbndddadsfobatieghatitqoe
tolyziatomd Ehea sk ra ipédove|i tena keturhjalsoi prirsemdé luifiia tea
\adlorrd ittt dou Gasttic teputaligadéitkane koltptd tististii entak se
k ni také pfistupuje. Ve spole¢nosti je velice akceptovand a dostup-
Ragakidkano &areldenosék e stivotd uptataqnani faedatéErdaamynedse
pdeyalentiestilobo|U dadédq, idergomjg patméria éijs letluptate vo-
lupta temodit, sectur? Atiuribus molendebitia voluptiume lit acid
Gile tedufajenrahnentzinmadidoV skeankbit tiabovate prenekedel it
bldcoBiakint,dgtibarnakejet i axtl ibineziumate fkaii o asicovs kon demitiae
bpus tond yrso dp dicdp ey pohépaané, zewittahm ée v rireuscausenogi
uiiesdstujecaioys fidaiinttaladi dssegitttie pitpujande nipdesea-
[eavce pidiabist luplude rdétiitHaceoiat fuomeé aliscip datohs kiskarltnely
Hinednossbd@ai sthipticky Wdhatmodi poevalen aiguitiedko nods
andidti danda hewes dkmitoap anaémgyarndxis isgediokadnbjubyla
ldnpralene istsaay ofcai] 9% petes Sidy datayaiksty pravelgpenp bt
gustezehydirEintébrasdipiatiirudigritkidhinlm bytxpérdoidigBde
Rokud 85 t@kolth Kontota diyiataet i tenypoa dey diel éak @t qomaty déi
pdedolbalgtths, 2 0Geviysti nstenkqotatiy ae stolunytatoe ppudly ghajed
gas ndsilprews skt dhit el kddoohu m déiigRiée it jalmorigrbasepatupy
4,6/ 9aterapdé Eed autie sinc@bénhypo tézyes pujendrs famdidbeskdd
kostiwlperbiglyrtistptaboyr oreribu saepedi ctionsenis as exero de-
nimin ullant, aut la dolorru mquate nos aut laborepuda sim quidu-
Giie, zetadirje svetattimepinpdidaieket ipedesi o prdalaad juitisalkt-
bolsinddpiaszda je ropdibmeetintisedsroaaetimvilassi vietosd biyly
podepieny dvéma hypotézami - vztah mezi dvéma jmenovanymi
parNadpis tetiurawyEinaidvadidstkye oramdpskyne spo-
waoe dsiprevalenci piti alkoholu u déti. Opét jsme pomoci pro-
ménné rodicovské vielosti byli schopni matematicky odhadnout
Prévatemsie@iti pdtmhaspeddgtiisVatato meeditféichitpu peond éraaton
sacstiejpdtb kuddris lmd alotelost e gtrarmyatidtlty 0084 dhegikddyrdm
ezl idietvidiSposiolreet tuegloye ¢ité dal diploy vighpsosard sdiotakt
Feitquiet ke ddé e a aerupl shgolbg kce Efib i) Bolud ibyss wjiéi nate
bletegtiebyial a s mpd ajoss @io Pebidipadpbeacittlby HybGian26cb-
kasiandad e lostiet steaessiteatily j tedypspojer@s pesipo i
pitiqlidhoblupdétioQhs hitpmténylpdarpatisre¢volorei ureruptisto
es et harumentiis seditio rporeiciat.

Fieohliti teaida vgpotsry quo ded zdlynt qysldid kd,chiertupiiaesipizéa
Hrainidro ssta diensieavateéco rrecratithié rtdstipnatia sBedudagoiateds
a ghi/tels pravoiépoddib mpsti seapids imBXOSbUsTdscatsisédiontnody
alldrpoth) crgfd enrefl gibmn g vé qeato gogteks jguratelné vyssi
u rodic¢ovské vielosti (zejména ze strany matky). Tento fakt kore-
gebhdlajdpie Sturtid GedafadavizQird)y hitesnnizsapopislanay pliidhalko-
Rokud dncigkcip e stoddiab nekpat & i@lostii tak bodiéonsketajhgnt-
stybjakid énditdliv rodicovské kontroly nekoresponduje s poznatky
studie Maresové (2012). Zde ovsem musime pfiznat, ze Maresova
bauzadryvalukaink rébs iaod@topske idsanttbtohitzr aritielnohigdratiab

tiéppdabinestiqujtiatkvbblptaddtetésisathlpre st dky vhidj et
kieydo GRA M )pui\dnitea (PAADEt, nobis ne pa pa dolecae di optati-
bus.

Limitem pfi vyhodnocovani dat bylo vyfazeni ¢asti vyplnénych
dotaznikd. Museli jsme vyfadit dotazniky od déti, kterym chybél
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Jetanquiroekituit§3ids &) a Rl aeatytautdetbtjeteespougdigesi rdetbarsis
kyedptiskyarh partigipatioi Mihillestinteptestaea turslsit s odihéduret
vipudits eelne pbtiuzosand nitiog o neyplqoisiatiud stdanilod détone
Eitnderommmisie byditeké, vgbvéd uftistickénsetpdyjue inverit aut odi
int pro tem culparum debis rese con con comnimo vellatemod
quissit lam volupturessi to bersperi dignationem ipsamus, odi
6d%AN Efdmquia net voluptatume nullupta consed moluptatque
latquunt, tem laborro vitatis dollor siminusdae. Et quaerna tempor
Riteak aquilyesto dati bytya stehareshia dtyid diygedsayn s okachiny el ot
biypionéayabybt tplaemesiminpgrocty ovéreny. Vztah mezi rodicov-
skou kontrolou a vielosti existuje (hypotéza ¢. 3 a ¢. 1). Pomoci
itiab g unezitodatitoetl aérobo sihanhyest ¢dessumadoliostsitivedioy
oeshashopuis, renvya&3i cofrbakiamt noilyi e sttranp tatoegatsipojenats odis
it preniatansiquibh allko looha lbod éid m parfiqremmdipe dobrsdstin feose
paslyiglkehotu fleypatsizd, 4p Terttp s etidopladusy i utefaictak
bibwg sjalan wcoodicoeskd ante loatiukal yality it rafrh mbelest] ueqsteaimy
weatkp ji gabjertaproiténp revidenarpiteblisolestuaodéton ridsn piane
déitmdapraditiveuediagityn des essimaio voloreh eniminc tistium
con eossimus, od quatemp erferuptatem voluptur auta naturitem.
Wisadkypraaabyaregtlyrbit homdldademaprm advguissiklamy va-
mpajieissettakeysp eoidicgrakiprie shyilss anayshodi/atisio iprtmlg o id
rietkookhpt atuoné m wléi p iy steadedoy tdlsp trankofuly Hoguitrjb ke ndlej
brdononé t s @l el kdio sjnpirinnsd a¢ dre yeneeniztkovpbol chiay apij tesite-
tatiiy @tay artd lecdedalsimo sl orrsiy ddlereseesdayiajrelét e @npltatedn
Wihd|est)edpitéad @buvysledky mohly doplnit vzdélani rodicl o vy-
chové jejich potomka.

Role autord | Tomas Jandac zpracoval data a vypracoval zakladni
text ¢lanku. Lenka Stastné a Lenka Richterova spolupracovaly na

vzniku ¢lanku a jeho revizich.

Konflikt zajma | Zadny konflikt zajma

1 | Moluptaquis moditatius, soluptus.Orepediscium quaeprestia
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Participation in prevention studies often requires respondents to
answer sensitive questions about their risk behavior, such as sexu-
al experiences or substance use. Maintaining anonymity appears
necessary not only to obtain valid answers (Gfroerer and Kennet
2014) but also to protect the participants and their environment
(family, school, etc.)—as generally required by Institutional Review
Boards (IRBs).

A self-generated identification code (SGIC) is an anonymous identi-
fier generated from information available to the participant but not
to the researcher on the basis of identical instructions for all parti-
cipants. Confidentiality (a limited number of individuals collecting
or analyzing data can link the responses with individual study sub-
jects) is grounded in the researcher’s moral claim to trustworthiness,
while anonymity (the collection of no identifying information on
individual subjects) is a functional attribute of the research design
(Bjarnason and Adalbjarnardottir 2000). With an SGIC, researchers
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more proximal than the initials of his/her grandmother’s name. In
addition to stability, variability, and proximate relevance, Schnell
et al. (2010) introduced the number of elements (complexity of
the SGIC) as another important characteristic that affects the mat-
ching rate. They identified an overall tendency which shows that
a constant decline in the number of false positives matches incre-
asing complexity of the code.

We found only two studies that reported on linking the
SGICs of two study groups, but neither of these studies
assessed the results of the linking procedure in experimental pre-
vention studies. Kandel (1973) used eight-character SGIC based on
the middle letters of first and last names, the date of birth, and the
last two characters of telephone numbers to match adolescents’
questionnaires with those of their parents and/or best friends
into dyads or triads. She was able to match 73.6% of all possible
dyads, while 6% of the adolescents and 2% of the parents were
not Bwilling or able to construct the code/ (Kandel 1973, p. 1070).
Fernandez-Hermida et al. (2013) used a ten-character SGIC in child

EWEIWWA %deEF'ER En\?@esof birth.

phmadvantrogafising SCIEs s that E,*ﬁlﬁ%tﬁ’éﬂ‘ﬁﬁé?’ﬂ?‘i%ﬁ‘*ﬁ‘é
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fRelieedd acquire direct personal details and informed consent
thabkney, GrBURIBNige JEMh RO RYNIbN B P LtRBER MewRRERE
bt thedn Nt olpeessttitl queitiripptadittistjensscroepels @iy, faraidy
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mascots or date of birth). One element can rowde one or more
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Bg&gﬁ& &L_, S@Qggfm three McAllsterand ordon 1986), throu-
g four (Fernandez- Hermida et al. 2013; Kandel 1973; Lee et aI
604
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Hibell, B., Ahlstréom, S., Balakireva, O., Bjarnason, T., Guttormsson, U.,
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parenta
E%!a‘t@ée@r%‘t McEhSIaRstion IRy t%ﬂ!ffeaauféﬁsnéb/ BRI ths
resslesdentsediieneantowith. proximate relevance to the respon-
dent pertain to the self rather than others (Schnell et al. 2010; Yu-

rek et al. 2008), e.g., the initials of the respondent’s own name are

the mother’s name, the day of the month of the child’s date of
birth (number), the first three letters of his/her name, and the
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