
11. NEMZETKÖZI MÓDSZERTANI 
KONFERENCIA
PARADIGMAVÁLTÁS 

AZ OKTATÁSBAN ÉS A TUDOMÁNYBAN

KONFERENCIJA
PROMENA PARADIGME 

U OBRAZOVANJU I NAUCI

11TH INTERNATIONAL 
METHODOLOGICAL CONFERENCE

CHANGING PARADIGMS 

IN EDUCATION AND SCIENCE

   

SZABADKA

SUBOTICA

SUBOTICA 

2022



.

11. Nemzetközi Módszertani Konferencia
Paradigmaváltás az oktatásban és a tudományban

Tanulm

4.

Szabadka, Strossmayer utca 11., Szerb Köztársaság.

Promena paradigme u obrazovanju i nauci
Zbornik radova

4. novembar 2022.

11th International Methodological Conference
Changing Paradigms in Education and Science

Papers of Studies

Date: November 3-4, 2022
Address: Hungarian Language Teacher Training Faculty, University of Novi Sad, 

Subotica, Strossmayer str. 11, Republic of Serbia

Szabadka Subotica Subotica
2022



 
 

 
 

 
a 

 
Kiadó 

Újvidéki Egyetem  
 

Szabadka 
 

 
 

 
Subotica 

 
Publisher 

University of Novi Sad 
Hungarian Language Teacher Training Faculty 

Subotica 
 
 
 

 
Odgovorni urednik / Editor-in-chief 

 
 

ednici / Editors 
Márta Törteli Telek  
Éva Vukov Raffai 

 
 

 
Attila Vinkó 
Zsolt Vinkler 

 
+381 (24) 624 444 

magister.uns.ac.rs/conf 
method.conf@magister.uns.ac.rs  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ISBN 978-86-81960-20-2  



 
 

 
 

 
 

 
A konferencia elnöke 

 
mb. dékán 

 

Predsjedatelj konferencije 
Josip  

v.d. dekan 
 

Conference Chairman 
Josip  

acting dean 

 
Organizacijski odbor / Organizing Committee 

 
 Elnökök / Predsjednici / Chairperson 

 
Márta Törteli Telek 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia 
 

Éva Vukov Raffai 
University of Novi Sad, Serbia 

 
 

 /  
 

 
Fehér Viktor 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia  
 

Eszter Gábrity 
University of Novi Sad, Serbia 

 
Beáta Grabovac 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia 
 

Szabolcs Halasi 
University of Novi Sad, Serbia 

 
Rita Horák 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia 
 

Laura Kalmár 
University of Novi Sad, Serbia  

 
Cintia Juhász Kovács 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia 
 

Zsolt Námesztovszki 
University of Novi Sad, Serbia 

 
János Samu 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia 

Márta Takács 
University of Novi Sad, Serbia 

 
Judit Raffai 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia 
 

Márta Törteli Telek 
University of Novi Sad, Serbia  

 
Zsolt Vinkler 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia 
 

Attila Vinkó 
University of Novi Sad, Serbia 

 
Éva Vukov Raffai 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia 
 
 

  



 
 

 
  

 
Tajnice konferencije  
Conference Secretary 

 
Brigitta Búzás 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia 
 

Viola Nagy Kanász 
University of Novi Sad, Serbia  

 
  

 
A konfere  

konferencije  
Conference Editorial Board 

 
Fehér Viktor 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia  
 

Laura Kalmár 
University of Novi Sad, Serbia  

(International Scientific Conference) 
 

Cintia Juhász Kovács 
University of Novi Sad, Serbia  
(ICT in Education Conference) 

 
Zsolt Námesztovszki 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia  
(ICT in Education Conference) 

 
Judit Raffai 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia  
(International Scientific Conference) 

 
Márta Törteli Telek 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia  
(International Methodological Conference) 

 
Éva Vukov Raffai 

University of Novi Sad, Serbia  
(International Methodological Conference) 

  



 
 

 
Tudományos programbizottság  
Znanstveni i programski odbor  

Scientific and Programme Committee 
 
 

ca / Chairperson 
 

Judit Raffai 
University of Novi Sad, Serbia 

 
 

A tudományos programbizottság tagjai 
 

Members of the Programme Committee 
 

Milica Andevski 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

László Balogh 
University of Debrecen, 

Hungary 
 

 
Lithuanian University, Kauno, 

Lithuania 
 

Ottó Beke 
University of Novi Sad 

Serbia 
 

 
University of Bratislava, 

Slovakia 
 

Annamária Bene 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

 
Josip Juraj Strossmayer 

University of Osijek, 
Croatia 

 
Rózsa Bertók 

University of Pécs, 
Hungary 

 
 

University of Novi Sad, 
Serbia 

 

Éva Borsos 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

 
University of Szeged, 

Hungary 
 

Eva Dakich 
La Trobe University, Melbourne, 

Australia 
 

Zoltán Dévavári 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

Péter Donáth 
Lóránd Eötvös University, 

Budapest, Hungary 
 

Róbert Farkas 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 
 

Noémi Görög 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

 
University of Novi Sad 

Serbia 
 

Erika Heller 
Lóránd Eötvös University, 

Budapest, Hungary 
 

Rita Horák 
University of Novi Sad,  

Serbia 
 

Hargita Horváth Futó 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

Éva Hózsa 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

Szilvia Kiss 
University of Kaposvár, 

Hungary 
 

Anna Kolláth 
University of Maribor, 

Slovenia 
 

Cintia Juhász Kovács 
University of Novi Sad, 

 Serbia 
 
 



 
 

Elvira Kovács 
University of Novi Sad  

Serbia 
 

 
University of Primorska, Koper, 

Slovenia 
 

Imre Lipcsei 
Szent István University, Szarvas, 

Hungary 
 

Lenke Major 
University of Novi Sad 

Serbia 
 

 
University of Belgrade, 

Serbia 
 

Pirkko Martti 
University of Turku, Turun 

Yliopisto, Finland 
 

 
Josip Juraj Strossmayer 

University of Osijek, 
Croatia 

 
Éva Mikuska 

University of Chichester, 
United Kingdom 

 
 

Josip Juraj Strossmayer University 
of Osijek, Croatia 

 
Margit Molnár 

University of Pécs, 
Hungary 

 
Ferenc Németh 

University of Novi Sad, 
Serbia 

 
 

University of Zagreb, 
Croatia 

 
 

University of Mostar, 
Bosnia and Herzegovina 

 
 
 

Lidija Pehar 
University of Sarajevo, 

Bosnia and Herzegovina 
 

 
Josip Juraj Strossmayer 

University of Osijek, 
Croatia 

 
Valéria Pinté  
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

 
University of Zadar, 

Croatia 
 

Zoltán Poór 
University of Pannonia, 

Veszprém, Hungary 
 

 
University of Zagreb, 

Croatia 
 

Zoran Primorac 
University of Mostar, 

Bosnia and Herzegovina 
 

Ivan Prskalo 
University of Zagreb, 

Croatia 
 

 
University of Trnava, 

Slovakia 
 

Judit Raffai 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

János Samu 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

László Szarka 
University Jan Selyeho, Komárno, 

Slovakia 
 

 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 
 
 

Márta Takács 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

Viktória Zakinszky Toma 
University of Novi Sad 

Serbia 
 

János Tóth 
University of Szeged, 

Hungary 
 

 
University of Belgrade, 

Serbia 
 

Éva Vukov Raffai 
University of Novi Sad, 

Serbia 
 

 
University of Zadar, 

Croatia 
 

Julianna Zsoldos-Marchis 
-Bolyai University,  
Cluj-Napoca, 

Romania  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

   
Szaklektorok / Recenzenti / Reviewers 

 
Ottó Beke 

(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 
 

Annamária Bene 
(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 

 
Eszter Gábrity 

(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 
 

Noémi Görög 
(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 

 
Szabolcs Halasi  

(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 
 

Katinka  
(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 

 
Rita Horák 

(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 
 

 
(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 

 
Laura Kalmár 

(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 
 

Elvira Kovács 
(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 

 
Valéria Krekity Pintér 

(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 
 

Ana Lehocki-  
(J. J. Strossmayer University in Osijek) 

 

Lenke Major 
(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 

 
Laura Kalmár 

(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 
 

Ferenc Németh 
(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 

 
Zoltán Papp 

(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 
 

Leonóra Povázai-Sekuli  
(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 

 
Judit Raffai 

(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 
 

János Samu 
(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 

 
Márta Takács 

(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 
 

Viktória Zakinszky Toma 
(University of Novi Sad, Serbia) 

 
 

 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

  



 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
The authors are solely responsible for the content. Furthermore, statements and views expressed in 

the contributions are those of the authors and do not necessarily represent those of the Editorial Board 
and the publisher. 
  



 

 
 

A KONFERENCIÁK TÁMOGATÓI / POKROVITELJI 
KONFERENCIJE/ CONFERENCE SPONSORS  

 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 



222

, Zagreb, Republika Hrvatska
irena.klasnic@ufzg.hr, marina.duranovic@ufzg.hr, tomislava.vidic@ufzg.hr

PROMJENA PARADIGME OCJENJIVANJA 
ISKORAK U NEPOZNATO

-

menzionalni konstrukt, trebala predstavljati. 

dionika odgojno-obrazovnog procesa.

otvaraju prostor za pomake naprijed.

ij

1. Uvod

dogovoreni

tvenicima, kreatorima obrazovnih 

koristiti svim dionicima u obrazovanju i kreatorima politike (Arsyad Arrafii, 2019). Obrazovne politike 

ispravnog funkcioniranja obrazovnog sustava, a ujedno i  sredstvo kontrole kvalitete (Gergen i Gill, 
2020). I danas, ocjenjivanje je jedna od najukorijenjenijih praksi u obrazovnim sustavima diljem svijeta, 
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ije i emocije svih dionika odgojno-
 

 
U dokimologiji, razlikujemo sumativno i formativno (pr)ocjenjivanje. Formativnim procjenjivanjem 

di na kraju nekog odgojno-obrazovnog ciklusa. 
 
2. Ocjena 

 
  

(Feldman, 2018, str. 21) 
 

ako za svoj rad 
anja, a za to ne dobiju ocjenu.  

 temeljiti na akadem
njihovim ovladavanjem ishodima zimanja u obzir  napor i 
radne navike jer to djeluje zbunjuj  Dyrness, 2008; Wormeli, 2006). 
U koji se bave ocjenjivanjem  

  (Randall i Engelhard, 2010). 
 dogovoren oblik 

 i/ili napretku 
kako bi i jedni i drugi mogli  
daljnji napredak.  

2015; Guskey i Link, 2018), 
nastavni predmet (Prøitz, 2013), Tierney,  Simon i Charland,  2011), Guskey 
i Link, 2018) Randall 

Simon i sur., 201 (Guskey i Link, 2018, Simon i sur. 2010), 
 (Kunnath, 2017), radne navike (Guskey i Link, 2018) ili kombinacije 

 zabune 
i ma,  i roditeljima (Randall i Engelhard, 2010). Ocjene i njihove 

kognitivnih i 
nekognitivni imaju (Brookhart i sur., 2016). 

nje Ocjenjivanje bi trebalo imati za cilj po
a ne dobivanje dobre   

, 
 

 
Nadalje, ocjenjivanje podrazumijeva kategoriziranje i diferenciranje te se oni eksplicitno ili 

implicitno rangiraju  (Låftman, Almquist i Östberg, 2013). 
je u  ocjena kriterij odabira 

prijatelja i sredstvo rangiranja u razrednom kolektivu. 
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predstavljati.  
 
3.  

U  ocjenjivanju 
ocjenjivanja. Brookhart 

potvrdile  u valjanosti i pouzdanosti ocjena. U 
  temelje na 

svojim osobnim uvjerenjima i podr
(Randall i Engelhard, 2010). 

Postoji niz  (Jönsson 
i Balan,  

 u radu), ali i  osobnosti (npr. spol ili socio-ekonomsko 
(Arsyad Arrafii, 2019). 

, 
obrazovanja (Randall i Engelhard, 2009), a u primjernog a i niskog  vjerojatno 

i nisko
(Randall i Engelhard, 2010) ocjena se koristi kao kore . 

Neki  dozvoljavaju  neuspjeh 
iti  (Dyrness & Dyrness, 2008). Upitno je u kolikoj 

 
 

arijabi
 suradnici (2012) navode da se otprilike 40% ukupne varijance ocjene 

, a ne  koje su ocjenjivali. 
prisutnosti velike varijabilnost u ocjenjivanju 
su   (Arsyad Arrafii, 2019). 

Sun i Cheng 
ocjena usko povezana s m s obziro , ispunjenje zahtjeva 
i ostvarenu kvalitetu i (2) navikama, stavovima i motivacijom  m, procesom  
i  posljedice 
ocjenjivanja n .  

kako su pojedine skupine ( eg socio-ekonomskog statusa) u 
Bygren, 2020). Protivínský i Münich (2018  u 

ocjenjivanju koje nastaju kada sustavno  spola, ali ne zbog 
ika namjerne ili nenamjerne diskriminacije, a t

prosjeku,  
 iste. 

stereotipna vjerovanja o 
 intelektualno 

kompetentnije, dok su komunikativnije i verbalno kompetentnije) 
pristrani prilikom evaluacije njihovih uradaka. 
 

 

druge postoji znatan otpor takvim 
nastojanjima i djelovanju (Gergen i Gill, 2020).

 

 
m 

ocjenjivanju (Brookhart, 1993; McMillan, Myran i Workman, 2002), znatne promjene su rijetke. Kritike 
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 , ali 
kamen temeljac obrazovnog sustava (Anderson, 2018) te se ocjenjivanje smatra sastavnim dijelom 
potrage za boljim obrazovanjem (National Research Council, 2001).  

Nadalje, globalni trend reformi  stavlja 
na mjerenje i kvantificiranje  oblike sumativne procjene, bilo da se radi o 
ocjenjivanju ili testiranju s visokim ulozima (eng. high-stakes testing), odnosno  
institucionalne posljedice  (Högberg i sur., 2019). Isti 

usmjerene  i ocjenjivanja   smanjilo 
enika o potencijalno mo  imati negativne nuspojave na zdravlje 

  e. 
Kao poseban problem, u svjetskim razmjerima, spominje se i inflacija ocjena. Pod pojmom inflacija 

ocjena podrazumijeva se fenomen nesrazmjera i ocjena koje su dodjeljivali 
vanjske procjene novije

zbog stvarn
natjecanja 2019).  

Naglasak  

dokimologije je neophodna kako bi se, ako je potrebno, mijenjala paradigma ocjenjivanja. 

pro
uspjeha za sve 

 osnovi brojnih kvantitativnih, a danas sve 
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A CHANGE IN ASSESSMENT PARADIGM  A STEP TOWARDS THE UNKNOWN 
 

Abstract  
Assessment of 

practice. Whether expressed in a summative or formative form, grades send a message to students, 
teachers, parents, scientists, education policy makers and the local community. Scientists and experts 
have not taken a unanimous stand on what a grade, which is a multidimensional construct, should 
represent. A vast body of research has revealed huge variations in validity and reliability of grades that 
teachers give students. There are frequent negative connotations and emotions felt by all stakeholders 
in the educational process associated with grades and assessment. 

Greater awareness, preparation and competence of teachers at all levels in the field of docimology is 
crucial in order to, if necessary, change the assessment paradigm. Pluralism of docimological solutions 
which have been devised based on a vast number of quantitative, and, more recently, qualitative studies, 
creates space for advancement. 
 
Keywords: assessment, docimology, pluralism, students, teachers 
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