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TEST-QUESTIONNAIRE OF THE QUALITATIVE COMPONENTS
OF CYNICALNESS (CIN-1): APPROBATION RESULTS

The report presents the results of approbation of «Test-questionnaire of the qualitative components of cynicalness»
(CIN-1). Cynicism is considered as rather stable personality trait that reflects contemptuous attitude towards other people,
commonly accepted ethical, moral norms and values, which are manifested through emotions (irritation, disgust, anger,
aggressiveness, etc.); specific thoughts and reflections (distrust of others, rejection of other viewpoints); the corresponding
behaviour (impudent attitude to another person, intemperance, unscrupulousness, immorality, arrogance, scepticism, etc.).
Theoretical and methodological analysis of the literature on the development of macrostructure (model) of cynicismisis
performed as well. Basing on continual-hierarchical approach, the theoretical construct of the original study of psycho-
diagnostic procedure for the investigation of cynicalness componentsis is elaborated. The components of cynicalnessare
are explicated and described. The special emphasis is laid on the components, which reflect the peculiarities of psychic
activity of man, manifested in emotional, intellectual, motive aspects (qualitative cynicalness indices: CiUsts — adjusting
cynicalness component, CiEks — emotional (affective) component, CiKks — cognitive component, CiKos —conative (beha-
vioural) component). Each component is a bipolar continuum, the poles of which demonstrate the highest possible (posi-
tive pole) and the lowest (negative pole) cynicalness displays. The value of indicators for each of the individual parameters
shows the individual specificity of cynicalness of a person, its qualitative peculiarity. The approbation of the original psy-
chodiagnostic tooling, grounding on the psychometrical requirements, and the results of justifying validity and reliability

of the method are presented in the article.
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Statement of the problem. The rapid and compli-
cated changes that occur on the all levels of society func-
tioning are one of the main features of the life of a con-
temporary person. It is frequently noticed, that the result
of these alternations is the emergence of openly arrogant
attitude towards others, manifested in the cynical beha-
vior. Cynicism can take both characters: mass (characte-
ristic of psychological features of people in the communi-
ty) and individual character (display of psychological
traits of a concrete person — the propensity to cynical be-
havior).

The concept of «cynicism» is derived from the
names of ancient Greek philosophical school of Cynics
(cynics), whose members (Antisthenes, Diogenes of Si-
nope, Crates) preached disparaging views on generally
accepted moral standards and values that, in their view,
were out of the appropriateness. Subsequently cynicism as
a term was used to call the personal position that denied
the importance of public opinion and shame [3]. Cynicism
is typical for people who achieve their goals, even acting
in immoral way. K. Lorenz while explaining the pheno-
menon of cynicalness of an individual as personal phe-
nomenal occurrence, noted, that on the foreground of the
given problem raised the question of the destructive ten-
dencies in the development of the individual [4]. In the
works of S. Rubinstein cynicalness as the phenomenon is
referred to the moral, ethical component of personality
and is laid in the one line with qualities such as deceit,
rudeness, selfishness, immorality, envy, lack of principle
[9]. P. Sloterdijk believes that cynicism is found in the
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extreme displays of selfishness, neglecting of duties, anti-
social behaviour, immorality, etc. [12].

Nevertheless, despite the urgency of the problem, it
should be noted that the shortage of studies, specially
aimed at the investigation of the cynicalness, including its
nature, structure, features and etc., inhibits researchers
from the further elaboration of the given topic. Available
scanty works in modern psychology do not allow to form
a holistic view of cynicalness, as they reflect only some
peculiar individual aspects of this phenomenon. In psy-
chological science and practice emerges an urgent need
for studying this phenomenon, component-to-component
composition of its indices, psychological factors, etc. The
result of this deficiency is the lack of special psychodiag-
nostic instruments directed at studying the cynicalness, its
structural components and displays. The information
about the cynicism that can be obtained, using known and
widely spread methods, does not provide a complete un-
derstanding of cynicalness (tendency to cynicalness) as a
multilevel trait of a personality.

Thus, the purpose of this report is to explain the results of
the elaboration and approbation of the psychodiagnostic tool,
which is oriented on the working-out of the category and indi-
vidual psychological characteristics of cynicalness.

In the given scientific research, cynicalness is considered
as rather stable personality trait that reflects contempt to other
people, common ethical, moral norms and values, displaying
in emotions (irritation, disgust, anger, aggressiveness, etc.); in
specific thoughts and reflections (distrust of others, rejection of
other opinions); in shameless behaviour (defiant attitude to




another person, intemperance, lack of principle, immorality,
arrogance, scepticism, etc.).

It is well known, that each individual may face peculiar
situations, which at certain moments provoke the emergence
of the so-called "situational cynicalness" (it should be noted,
that the «dose» of such «provocative» situations for each
person is very individual). However, there are people whose
behavior and cynical thoughts and emotions, that indicate it,
often occur in different situations. In the situation, e.g. of
communication, that person reacts with the form of beha-
viour, similar to the behaviour of a cynical person. Conse-
quently, the tendency to cynicalness (tendency to cynicism)
can be shown as a stable personality trait.

Considering cynicalness as an integral complex per-
sonality property, it is possible to present it as a multilevel
holistic formation, that includes levels, which correspond
to continual-hierarchical structure of personality traits
[10; 11]. Among the levels of cynicalness the following
parameters are allotted: formally dynamic; content-
personal; socially imperative.

1. ..Formally dynamic level of cynicalness includes pa-
rameters, characterizing the need for cynical manifestations,
creativity, ease of occurrence, breadth of cynicalness, the
severity of cynical displays, spontaneity, stability, etc. Thus,
cynicalness is expressed by the dynamic characteristics, ex-
plaining the peculiarities of origin and course of cynicalness
and the form of its implementation. Crossing zone (section)
is a substructure of cynicalness qualitative characteristics,
that carry information about the emotional, cognitive, con-
ative, control and regulatory components.

2. Content-personal level. The components f cynical-
ness on this level reflect events and situations, which are
of particular significance to the subject. These characteris-
tics are closely related to the pivotal personality traits. On
a content-personal level cynicalness is found in characte-
ristics related to personality orientation, need and motiva-
tional sphere, values, ideals, beliefs, methods and pro-
grams of behaviour that determined by the particularities
of the orientation of a person (stable system of motives).

3. Socially imperative (normative) level describes
the features of cynical personality, which are formed by
the social, moral and cultural knowledge. Namely, these
take into account the requirements of society, group to-
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wards the content and displays of cynical behavior; pro-
pensity to cynicalness; guidelines on the cynical behavior;
strength and stability of the motivation to express the
cynical behavior.

According to one of the authors of this article, if we
consider the specific psychological characteristics through
the prism of these coordinates (structural levels), the in-
formation about each property and its multilevel parame-
ters cannot be represented equally on all levels. It is
noteworthy to admit, that it is connected not only with the
weakness of scientific elaborations of the relevant topic
(problem), but also with the complexity, uniqueness of
every psychological phenomenon under the discussion.
Regarding cynicalness, the author believes that the "core"
of this property is located on the content level of conti-
nual-hierarchical structure of the individual, but it turns
out on the all levels of the designated structure. In our
opinion, this approach to understanding of cynicalness
may explain its connection of the parameters with the
moral qualities of an individual. However, in this paper
we study mainly indicators of cynicalness of formally
dynamic and qualitative levels [11].

This work aims at studying those indicators of cyni-
calness, which reflect the peculiarities of psychic activity
of a person, manifested in emotional, intellectual, motive
aspects (qualitative cynicalness indices: CiUsts — adjust-
ing cynicalness component, CiEks — emotional (affective)
component, CiKks— cognitive component, CiKos -
conative (behavioural) component). The mentioned com-
ponents as meta-characteristics of individuality are re-
garded and analyzed in the works of O. P. Sannikova [10;
11]. It should be noted, that each of the options is a bipo-
lar continuum, the poles of which are the highest possible
(positive pole) and lowest (negative pole) displays of cyn-
icalness. The value of indicators for each of the individual
parameters reflect the individual specificity of a cynical
personality, qualitative features. Basing on the description
of parameters, the scales of test-questionnaire are worked
out.

Thus, summing up these works and theoretical data
about the cynical, the scheme of qualitative structure of
cynicalness as a stable personality trait is presented in
image 1.

-

The. emotional Componer{t The cognitive component
(Saturatlpn, strength F’f emot_mnal (judgment, associated with
experiences, associated with ol
cynicism) cynicalness)
( A
L Cynicalness J
Conative component Adjusting component (general
(presence of cynical behavioural acceptanc_e—tiejecnon of
manifestations ) cynicalness) D

Image 1. Qualitative indicators of cynicalness
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The stages of the original «Test-questionnaire of
qualitative components of cynicalness» (CIN-1).

The given test-questionnaire was elaborated accord-
ing to the psychometrical requirements [1; 2; 5; 7], which
contributed to the solution of such traditional tasks, as the
following: based on continual-hierarchical approach to
design the constructs of the original psychodiagnostic
method, directed to the studying cynical displays; to de-
velop testing procedures and working-out data; to prepare
stimulus material; to collect empirical data involving the
primary sample of standardization; to arrange the initial
verification test of the content validity of the question-
naire, and in the case of necessity, to correct the formation
of the unclear expressions; to carry out the factor analysis
of indicators, to justify the theoretical construct of the
given method, the structure of its indicators; to conduct an
approbation of the original worked-out questionnaire, to
collect data about the validity and reliability involving
major sample of standardization; to constitute the charac-
teristics of indices of test-questionnaire for the further
interpretation of test data.
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The given article presents the only results of final va-
riant of method, especially: the grouping of the indicators
into the factors (see table 1); the results of the testing final
version on the reliability and validity (see table 2).

The analysis of the Table 1 shows that grouping of
indicators of factors confirms the theoretical construct of
the test-questionnaire CIN-1. Thus, the final material of
the stimulus material of original «Test-questionnaire of
qualitative components of cynicalness» (CIN-1) contains
40 questions (10 for each indicator). Structure of the giv-
en method includes: written instruction; list of items; de-
signed form, which has four possible answers to each
question; keys for processing the received data. Calcula-
tions of individual assessments for each of the indicators
(components) concludes the summation of scores for each
of the indicators. Maximum high score for each indicator
is 40 points, minimum — 0 points. The average sum of
scores for all scales forms a total range — a composite
assessment of predisposition to cynicism (CIN): CIN =
(CiUs + CiEk + CiKk + CiKo): 4.

Table 1.
The results of the factor analysis (four factor model)
Grouping of the indicators of cynicalness
Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4

Indicator | Fact. weight | Indicator | Fact. Weight| Indicator [ Fact. weight | Indicator | Fact. weight
CiUst/ 559 CiEk 9 504 CiKk 5 454 CiKo 8 678
CiUst 9 463 CiEk5 502 CiKk 6 384 CiKo 2 583
CiUst 8 357 CiEk 1 434 CiKk 9 375 CiKo7 582
CiUst 1 344 CiEk 8 431 CiKk 3 359 CiKo 4 461
CiUst 4 358 CiEk 2 417 CiKk 4 355 CiKo 5 252
CiUst 10 320 CiEK 6 394 CiKk 10 246 CiKo 10 351
CiUst 6 312 CiEk 3 374 CiKk 1 322 CiKo 6 436
CiUst 5 302 CiEk 10 309 CiKk7 -225 CiKo1 426
CiUst 3 299 CiEk7 -308 CiKk 2 -362 CiKo 9 212
CiUst 2 281 Ciek 4 -334 CiKk 8 -445 CiKo 3 -407

Note. Hereinafter shortenings for the components of cynicalness: CiUsts — adjusting component, CiEks — emotional (affective)
component, CiKks — cognitive component, CiKos — conative (behavioural) component.

For the justifying reliability and validity of the origi-
nal test we chose: a) the reliability of the parts of the test
(test measures internal consistency of the test content); b)
test-retest reliability (method of repeated testing 3 months
later — checking the stability of test results in time period);
c) reliability of the parallel forms (consistency testing of
responses to different tasks) [1; 2; 5; 7; 10].

As a parallel form we have chosen:

1) 16-PF R. Cattell questionnaire [6]. This technique
is one of the most common methods for assessing the
individual psychological characteristics of personality, both
abroad and in our country, and is designed to describe a wide
range of personality traits. We know that this test diagnoses
16 primary personality factors that combine in a wide range
of characteristics of various types — from the properties of the
temper of the mental level to the traits of an individual. Each
factor is bipolar continuum, the opposite poles are
represented by a number of more detailed characteristics.
With the purpose of solving the particular problem (parallel
test) we chose factor G («Expedient/Rule-Consciousy). Low
score for this factor is to characterize the person as unprin-
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cipled, immoral, disorganized, irresponsible, low agencies in
relation to social norms. These qualities can also be characte-
ristic of cynical people.

2) Cynical Distrust Scale (technique authorized by
Cook, Medley) [8].This methodology is designed to study
the three individual hostility diagnostic scales — cynicism,
aggression and hostility. This technique as a parallel test
we have chosen for the presence of scale cynicism. High
scores on this scale indicate a tendency to neglect attitude
to moral and ethical values of society, distrust of the abili-
ty of others to carry out highly-moral and altruistic deeds,
doubts about the high level of their competence in all
areas of activity, the tendency to explain the reasons for
the behaviour of others, the presence of their negative
traits or selfish intentions.

3) To test the original test for the validity of the ques-
tionnaire we used the author's version of the method «Self-
assessment of the parameters of cynicalness» (CIN-2B). At
this point it may be the most accurate means of identifying
the level of cynicism. Choosing of the psychodiagnostic pro-




cedure is conditioned by the fact, that it is based on direct
assessment of cynicism as a personal quality.

The study was conducted on the base of the South
Ukrainian National Pedagogical University named after
K. D. Ushinsky and the Odessa National I. I. Mechnikov
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University. Standardization sample included 204 persons
aged 23- 35 years. Table 2 presents the correlation coeffi-
cients between indicators of the same name of predisposi-
tion to the cynicalness, that were obtained by the use of
methods outlined above.

Table 2

The values of correlation coefficients that obtained when testing the reliability and validity of «Test-
questionnaire of qualitative components of cynicalness» (CIN-1) by the methods of parallel test and test- retest

Scales Methods of testifying the reliability and validity of test-questionnaire
in test Test-retest reliability Reliability of parallel forms (n=204)
(X —Xp), (n=180) Cynical Distrust Scale G-factor of 16-PF Self-assessment of the pa-
(Cook, Medley) R. Cattell questionnaire | rameters of cynicalness

CiUst 44T 367 240** 450**

CiEk 560** 279** 345** 362**

CiKk 343** 334** 289** 234**

CiKo 445%* 423** 368** 299**

Note: 1. Signs x | — xll indicate the value of correlation between the results of the first and second tests. 2. Zero and commas are
omitted. 3. The level of correlation coefficient: * —r < 0,05; ** —r <0,01.

The comparison of test-retest-reliability (retest) and
parallel forms with the results of the original test ques-
tionnaire (see table 2) suggests high enough validity and
reliability items, presented by psychodiagnostic methods,
elaborated for studying the individual psychological cha-
racteristics of cynicalness (stable disposition of the indi-
vidual to cynicism). Thus, the results of proving the relia-

bility and validity of «Test-questionnaire of qualitative
components of cynicalness» (CIN-1) indicate the possibil-
ity of its usage not only in the scientific research but also
in practical use.

Generalizing the results in the table 3, the characte-
ristic of original psychodiagnostic methods is given as
well.

Table 3

Manual «Test-questionnaire of qualitative components of cynicalness» (CIN-1)

The system of main
positions

The characteristics of the method

I. General information
about the method

«Test-questionnaire of qualitative components of cynicalness» Authors: O. Sannikova, I. To-
palova (2015).

I1. Diagnostic purpose

Diagnoses of 1(ualltat|\(e_ components of the propensity to cynicalness. Adjusting (CijUst),
emotional (CiEk), cognitive (CiKK), conative (CiKo); general indicator of predisposition to the
cynicalness (CIN).

ITT. Purpose

For differential diagnosis, for scientific research.

IV. Short description of
the method (complete-
ness)

Standard instruction for the respondents, including 40 questions (10 for each indicator; form
for responses based on the principle of choosing of one of the four answers: «surely, yes»,
«possibly yesy»,«possibly not», «surely, noty»). The result is calculated in points. Maximum
value — 40 points for each scale.The overall index —a composite score.

CIN = (CiUs + CiEk + CiKk + CiKo): 4

V. Standardization
scales

Standardization was conducted on a sample of students from different universities of Odessa
city (204 persons). Results of verification methods for validity and reliability higher (r<0.01).

VI. Requirements for

Dla?(nostlcs can be arranged by a psychologist and researcher, practical psychologist, specialist

users worker, with appropriate training

VII. Sample For adults 18 to 40 years. It is used strictly individually.

VIII. Characteristics of [There are not strict limitations in time with the test-questionnaire (30-40 minutes). Not appli-
the study period cable in stressful conditions (exam situation, the emotiogenic events in the life of the respon-

dents).

IX. Situation of the re-
search

For prq%tllcal purposes it is desired situation of the «client». For scientific purposes «expertise»
is possible.

X. Availability of the
Parallel texts

The modified author’s method«Self-assessment of the parameters of cynicalness» (CIN-2B);
Methods Cynical Distrust Scale (Cook, Medley); G-factor of 16-PF questionnaire (R. Cattell).

XI. Contribution of the
co-authors

Development of the methodological principles and concepts, on which the theoretical construct
is based, development of strategic objectives and management of the standardization process
of the given technique belongs to O. P. Sannikova, Doctor of Psychological Sciences, Profes-
sor; setting intermediate objectives, participation in statistical processing of data, setting inter-
mediate objectives, conducting empirical procedures, analysis of works, mathematical work-
ing-out of data on the all stages of the survey is carried out by the aspirant I. Topalova.
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Onvea Ilaeniena Cannikoea,

O0OKMOP NCUXONIO2IYHUX HAYK, NPoghecop, 3a6i0yeay Kageopu 3a2aibHoi ma OughepeHyiaibHol NCUxonoaii,

Tonanosa Ipuna Ilanmeniiena

acnipanm xageopu 3acanvroi ma oughepenyianbHoi ncuxonoaii,
ITig0ennoyxpaincokuil HayionanvHuil nedazoziunuil yuisepcumem imeni K. JI. Ywuncovroeo,

eyn. @onmarcvra oopoea, 4, m. Odeca, Yrpaina

TECT-OIIMTYBAJIbBHUK SIKICHUX KOMITIOHEHTIB
IUHIYHOCTI (CIN-1): PE3YJbTATHU AITPOBAIIII
Y noBiJOMIICHHI HaBeJEHO pe3ysbTaTH ampoOamii «TecT-onuTyBalbHUKA SKICHMX KOMIIOHEHTIB LIMHIYHOCTI»
(CIN-1). HuuiyHicTh PO3MIIAMAAETHCS SK JTOCUTh yCTaJeHA pruca 0COOMCTOCTI, IO BiJOOpaKy€e 3HEBAXKIIMBE CTABJIEHHS
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IO 1HIMUX JIFOAEH, IO 3aralbHONPHHHATHX ETHYHUX, MOPAITEHIUX HOPM 1 IIHHOCTEH, 10 BUSABISIETHCS y eMOIIisIX (po3.-
paryBaHHs, OTH/a, THIB, arPECUBHICTh TOIIO); Y CHEUU(IYHUX AYMKax Ta MipKyBaHHSX (HEIOBIpa JI0 iHIIMX, HEMPHUH-
HATTS TO3MINI IHIIMX); y BIANOBIAHIA MMOBEMIHII (3yXBaje CTABICHHA J0 IHIIOI JIFOJWHU, HECTPUMAHICTD,
Oe3NPUHINIHICTh, OE3COPOMHICTb, aMOpANbHICTh, HaxXaOHICTh, CKENTHUIM3M TOIIO). 3AIHCHEHO TEOPETHKO-
METOIOJIOTIYHUI aHaJIi3 JIITepaTypH 33111 PO3poOKH MaKpOCTPYKTYpH (MOei) nuHiYHOCTI. Ha 0CHOBI KOHTHHYaJIbHO-
IEpPapXiYHOrO0 MiIXOMy pPO3pOOJIEHO TEOPETUYHUIH KOHCTPYKT OpPHIiHAIBHOI IICHXOJIarHOCTUYHOI HpOLENypH
JIOCIHI/PKEHHS! KOMITOHEHTIB LUHIYHOCTI. EKCIUIIKOBaHO Ta ONMMCAHO KOMIIOHEHTH LUHIYHOCTI, sIKi BiOOpaXkaroTh
0OCOOJMBOCTI MICUXIYHOI aKTHBHOCTI JIFOIMHH, 110 BUSABISIETHCS B eMOMINHIH, 1HTeNeKTyalbHIH, pyXoBil chepax (sSKicHi
moka3Huku IuHIgHOCTI: CiUsts — HactaHoBHUI kommoHeHT nuHigHOCTI, CiEks — emomiitanii (adeKTHBHMIT) KOMITO-
HeHT, CiKks — korHiTuBHMI KommoHeHT, CiKos — KOHaTUBHUH (ITOBEAIHKOBHI) KOMIOHEHT. KOXEeH 3 KOMIIOHCHTIB
SIBIISIE COO0I0 OIMOIIPHUN KOHTHHYYM, Ha MOJIOCAX SKOTO PO3TANIOBYIOTHCS MAaKCUMAaJIbHO BUCOKI (JOIAaTHUI mOmoc) i
B Kpail HU3bKi (Bi €MHHI TIOJIOC) MPOSBU IIUHIYHOCTI. 3HAUCHHS ITOKA3HUKIB 32 KOXHHUM 3 TIapaMeTpiB BiZOOpakaroTh
IHAUBIAYaNbHY crenugiky HUHIYHOCTI OCOOMCTOCTI, 1i SIKICHY CBO€EPIIHICTB. 3MiHCHEHO amnpolariio OpUTiHAILHOTO
MICUXO/11arHOCTHYHOT'O 1HCTPYMEHTApIIo 32 yCiMa BUMOTAaMH IICUXOMETPHUKHU Ta HA/IaHO Pe3yJbTaTH MEPEeBIPKU METOIUK
Ha HaAIAHICTE 1 B AHICTE.
Knrwowuoei cnosa: NMHIUHICTh, KOHTUHYAJIBHO-1€PAPXIYHUHN MiJXiA, CTPYKTYpa UIMHIYHOCTI, HAAIHHICTh, BaJIiJHICTb.

Onvea Ilasnosna Cannukosa,

OOKMOp NCUXONI02UYECKUX HAYK, npogeccop, 3asedyrowuti Kageopuvl odwell u ouggepenyuanvHol ncuxorozuu,
Tonanoea Ipuna Ilanmeneeena

acnupanm Kageopul odueli u ougdepenyuanbHol NCUXor02ulU,

FOoicnoykpaunckuil Hayuonanvusili nedazocuueckuti yHusepcumem umenu K. /. Ywunckoeo,

ya. @oumanckas oopoea, 4, e. Odecca, Yxkpauna

TECT-OITPOCHUK KAYECTBEHHbBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB
HUHUYHOCTH (CIN-1): PE3YJIbTATBI AIPOBALIUN

B coobuiennu npuBeieHs! pe3yabTaThl anpodanun «TecT-onpocHnKa Ka4eCTBEeHHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB IIHHUYHOCTI)
(CIN-1). IuHHYHOCTH paccCMaTPUBACTCS KaK JOCTATOYHO YCTOWYHBOE CBOHCTBO JIMYHOCTH, KOTOPOE OTPakaeT MmpeHeo-
PEKHUTENFHOE OTHOIICHHE K JPYTHM JIFOJSM, K OOLIETPUHATHIM 3THYECKUM, MOPAILHBIM HOpPMaM M LIEHHOCTSIM, 4TO
MPOSIBIISIETCS. B omoyuAx (pa3IpaXeHre, OTBPAIICHHE, THEB, arpeCCHBHOCTh M TOMY IMOJ00HOE); B CHEHH()UISCKUX
MbICAAX U paccysxcOerusx (HemoBepue K IPYTUM, HEIIPHUATHE TTO3UIIH JPYTUX JFOIEH); B COOTBETCTBYIOIIEM 1O8e0eHUU
(mep3koe OTHOIICHHE K PYTOMY YEIOBEKY, HECACPKAHHOCTBH, OCCIIPHHIUITHOCTD, OECCTHIICTBO, aMOPAIBLHOCTh, Ha-
XaIIbHOCTh, CKeNTHIM3M). OCYIIECTBIICH TEOPETHKO-METOAOIOTHICCKUN aHAN3 JINTEPaTyphl A pa3pabOTKH MaKpo-
CTPYKTYpHI (MOAeIH) MUHUIHOCTH. Ha OCHOBE KOHTHHYaJIFHO-HEPapXUIECKOTO TMOAX0Ja pa3paboTaH TeOpEeTUICCKUI
KOHCTPYKT OPUTMHANbHON MCUXOUArHOCTUUECKON MPOLEIyphl UCCIEIOBaHMsI KOMIIOHEHTOB IMHUYHOCTH. Excruiu-
POBaHbI 1 OMKCAaHbI Ka4yeCTBEHHbIE MokaszaTenan unHudHocTH: CiUsts — ycraHOBOYHBIA kKoMnoHeHT nuHu4HoCTH, CiEks
— sMoIMoHaIbHbIH (addekTHbIi) kommoHeHT, CiKks — korautuBHbIi kKoMmoneHT, CiKos — koHaTuBHUI (1OBeaCHYEC-
ckuil) KOMIOHEHT. Kax/pIii U3 KOMIIOHEHTOB MPEJCTABIISACT COOOH OWMIONIPHBIA KOHTHHYYM, Ha IMOJIOCaX KOTOPOIO
pacrosiaratoTcsi MaKCUMalbHO BBICOKHE (IIOJIOKHTEIBHBIA TOTIOC) M KpaiiHe HU3KHe (OTPHULATEIbHBIN MOJII0C) MPOsB-
JICHUS] IMHUYHOCTH. 3HAYESHHUs MOKa3aTeliel N0 KaKA0MY M3 NapaMeTpoB OTOOPaKAOT MHIMBUAYAIbHYIO CHELUPUKY
LIMHUYHOCTH JINYHOCTH, €¢ KayecTBEHHOe cBoeoOpasue. OcylecTBiIeHa anpodaius OpUrHHAIBHOTO NCHXOINarHOCTH-
geckoro «TecT-onmpocHUKa Ka4eCTBEHHBIX KOMIOHEHTOB UHHYHOCTH» (CIN-1) B COOTBETCTBHH C TPeOOBAHUSIMH IICH-
XOMETPHKH, MPEACTABIIEHBI PE3YJILTAThI IPOBEPKU METOJIMKH HA HAJIEKHOCTh U BAIUIHOCTD.

Kniouesvie cnosa. IMHUYHOCTh, KOHTUHYAJIbHO-UEPAPXUUECKUM NOJIXOJ, CTPYKTYpa HUHUYHOCTH, HAJAEKHOCTbD,
BaJIMAHOCTD.

IHooano do pedaxyii 13.08.2015
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