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33930L 30Dobos 30mm3g6930l baymgsed@mmnsbo 3mogmal Lo 3gmagzo Mo Labdmda 0bLE M-
396@0b - oo byyogmoal Lagzmazn abbEEN3g6@0bs (The Big Five Inventory (BFI); John &
Strivastava, 1999) o 306m36930b dgboggabgdgmo sm@gdamgdosbo gombzs@ob (Ten item of Per-
sonality Inventory (TIPI); Gosling, Rentfrow, & Swann, 2003) Joormm 396bosms gbadm8g@&mma

Bobaboomgdmgdol dgbBogms. ©oeo byogmmab  bLszgmagzn 0BLEENIG6EG AL  Jooemo
396006@0b 33mg3090 3mbobormgmdal nmgdms 866 s©s80s6n, 30Hmzbgdals dgbaggabgdgma

smEgdmmagdnsba jombgzemal Jomormma gg@bool dgboddbgmowm asbbmMsngmgdam  33mg-
3590 30 - 377 s@s80560. 33mg30L Bggagdal mobsbdom, mMoagg jombge®ab god@mmamo

LEONIG PGS 08gmEgL bbgs FMmEN©gddo sMbgdnmo byomagsd@m@osba 8mmgmal LEma-
J&Mb, babommdal 8shz969dmgdo ©3309gmBomgdl dommzbamo jombzomgdabmgol dabo-
o™ M93m39begdmm 8603369mmdal, od(zs gb 8sB39698mgda Bgomgdom ©adamos
306m3zbgdab dgboggabydgmo smEgdnmagdnsbo jombgsmal dgdmbgggsda. abb@Mndgb@gdals
3oeomdsdy 89@y3amgdb cmaegn®o 3ogdatoe ogmGogeer bogeManrys, Mamg3ebdan
3MbLEOJ@9d0sb: 396dmm, 306mm3bgdal og39MLoem dobobosmgdmgdmsb, gdmoy® abd)g-
9d@bs s 9d3bned&mE0sbo dmwgmal 6036g3006. @sL3360L Lobom dgadmgds nogdgsl, Hmd
oo bygognmab bs3gmggo mMngg joobgsmal JoMornmoa gg@bos, doMomsn Gogd@meyeo
LEONIG ML, bbgs 3mBLEENJEgdmsb godmgmagbormo mman3n®o 3o3306M0bs s babmmdal
80333636@360[} 353m, EUOdegbo a30dmgoygbmm aaagggmao 39(3b0gPgmo s 3gmggoma bag-
d0sbmdobogals.

Ls3336dm bLagygzgdo: 306m3bgd0L byymgsed@mmasbo Imegmo; oo bymgnma bsggmago
0bbEM3968g00; BLodm3gGEPma dobsbosmgdmgda.
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dgbagsman

306mgbgds IMagamalbdgd@nsba 3mbLEEMJG0s, Mmdmoal dgbBsgmabs d33mg3-
960 306Mmgbgdol  Lbgowsbbgs ogmnal  gofMamgddo  (300emmdgb.  3ocmzbgdal
03 3Mogomayzgmgbgdol dgbobbBsgmaew d943bnmo ©owo byomgnmol dmegmo beyo
3NEYOYmI© bogg@mbsmy® 3ommazbam 60dsbl - g4LEMeggMLosL, ByaMmE@adAL,
39000mbobabogMgdol, 3gmomasbbymdabs! s asdmzmomgdobs@dn masmdalb sgMmo-
3693L. mommgmo gb 60dsbo 30, megal dbGog, 943L sb3gd@L dmazegl (Goldberg, 1993;
John & Srivastava, 1999). bygoo 3o6mgbemo 60dbol dgbobbogmom zombgemgdol dg4d6s
1980-0560 Bmgdowsb 0bygds (Costa & McCrae, 1992) oo mmgobsmzolb oo bnmgmmol
3oobgedal Modgbodg ggMbos ©s Lbgomsbbgzs 9bsdyg sad3@omgdama goM0sb@o
o@bgdmdl (dsg. Leung, Wong, Chan, & Lam, 2013; Ubbiali, Chiorri, Hampton, & Dona-
ti, 2013). 30mbgomol d0Mzgmo aosbobygmma 39Mbos (NEO PI-R) 240 wpgdamgdabasb
Jdgoagds s, ™mMngobomabash gs6Lbgsggdom, bgzmm@nbdal, gdLEMaggMboobs ©s
30dm0mgdobsdo  mosmdolb  Jumgdbmeb gfmee  ggmomasbbymdabs ©s  3gmoem-
LobabogMgdol Jnmgdal omgmal Ladyomadsl odmggs (Costa & MacCrey, 1992).
dmgg0sbgd0m  byomxsd@mmosbo dmmgmol  dgbogabgdmon o3&mMgdds  gombgsmal
60-gdmadosbo ggMbos dgddbgl (NEO-FFI; Costa & MacCrey, 1992) &mdgmbscs
goobgomol 44  (John & Strivastava, 1999), 30, 15, 10 s 5 ©gdymgdosbo 396MbLogdal
d943bs 3m3yzs (Gosling, Rentfrow, & Swann, 2003; Soto & John, 2017). 306m369d0b 83 bymo
60360l gbagabgdgmo 3ombgamgdol dgdmgmgdsl 3Gsd@n3nmo ©s6ndbamgds o3l o
33069 @Mmmdn 33mg30L dmbsbomol Jgbobgd 8o4bodsmmEmo 0bgymmdsz00l Im3mzgdab
0bobogl 0bbow, od(3e gobamzamallbobgdgmos, Gm3 Moz NEGm Jz06gs Jombgamab
©gdmgdsms MamEgbmds, doo N@Mm J300H9ds 0d0b dsbbo, GmMm3  mommgmma
306mgbgmo 60360l gdzbogg sb3gd@nb dgbobgd 53mBByHeg 0bgmMIs(305L Bngomgdo.

bgon 3oMmgbamo 60dbal bnggMbomymmds Lbgomabbgs J39ys653n 88 60d6gdals
36bgdmdom sbEYYMEgds. 385Lmsb, 55 J399o6530 Ro@omadym 33mgzems sbamobo
203bFMMGAL, MM Jomgda o 3o3gdn  860d3b69mmzgbom  gobLbbgeggdnsh oo
byorgymob 3ommgbyymn 6ndbgdab dnbgogom - Jomgdl 39mamasbbymdal, 6gomm@nbaal,
94390 boabs s 3gmambobrabngMgdol bzsmabg dgosmgbdoo dsmamn 35R3969mgdoa
57d300. gb asbbbgeggds g3mbmdngynma 3gmamomgmdal, gsbsmmagdabbgmdnbsbgomdmdobs
©d gobLaEo s babaMmdmogo (3bmzMgdal Jgbadmgdmmdol 3ommdqddn BE™ mgsem-
LoRobms  (Schmitt, Realo, Voracek, & Allik, 2008). 39m@qcob asgmgboom, bLgbors
MO0 gMonbbgomdal 0b@gbbagmds 0(33mgds, o3z BogGos, Hm3, own byyomgymab
306mgbgm bndobms dabggzom, Jomgdabs s 3o(3980b YHMNgMoasblbbzeggds gmobogds
©d dgmEEgds Jggysbsms Mdmegmgbmdado.

1

03@™MM9dab 3960d3bs: nbamaby@n §qM8nbab, agreeableness-ob dgbo@yzabom JoGormm 9bs3a
bdofow godmygbgdymoa &gfdnbal - msbbdmdobawdn 3bomds - ba(33mewm, 304gbgdor G gFanbl
- 39o0asbbymdes.
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oo bygogamo © 9430535d@mMns6n Impgema

mg4bogneo 3ndmmgbob msebobdow, 30fmgbgdsms YHmagMobbgomds badg@yzgmm
96530 a93mygbgdmm  bgboMmsg bLabgmgdda sabobgds. Bomo gogom@zmabs o
Bod@MOma sbsmabom ©sdnds39d0b dgmgasw, bamo dsDabyMmo ommzbaemon badsbo
a53magmazs (Goldberg, 1990; Norman, 1963). 3mgg0565d0m Lbgsabbgs 96530 oMbgdmema
BgobsMmsgn Labgmgdal sbom0Dds s gosLabx 303 sh39b6s, MM oMo bymo, sMsd o
943b0 35DobyMo GogdB MM sMbLdmMAL - gumBAmggmmds-magdmsdmmds, gdmogmmds
(69360 0Dl badoMob3omme), 3gmomasbbymds (3sbob bLadnFobdoMmmm), gdbEMe-
3960b0s, 39m0mbobonbngMgds ©s asdmzamadobsdn mosmds - s 93 BodGmMgdab
MBogg@bomymmds 10-bg 398 96sdg Bo@omgdam 33mg3z0d0 abBcwgds (Lee & Ash-
ton, 2008). o 943bgymdo dgdagomo mommgmemo bodsbo mob sb3gd@L Imazegh wo
53 6036980L dgbogzobgdmow dgddboma abbGEMMBg6G0 Mmamz mz00msbgsmndals, abg
bbggdab dggobgdal bagmdgzgmdg Bomgdam nbxm®ds30sl gg3dbgds. Hmame(z bgbo, o3
M6 Byommby oyFmmbmdom domgdymo dgmgagdo 3mEgmomgdl gHmdsbgmmsb (Ashton
& Lee, 2009). g3@mbabs o mob 33mg300006 (2009) Rsblb, HmI oo gd3Lgmmab obgoma
6036960, Mmammgdozes 94bEMsz9MbL0s, 3gmomboboobogmgds s gsdmnmgdobawdo
moomds, oo bymgnmalb dgbodsdaol 603653L «303d0Mmgds. oo gd3bgnmal gom-
mgddo godmymgnmo g4LEGMeggMbos MofMymyomae 393906 gds o bumgnmob
69360m@0bAL. gb 0 3965L3b6gm0 oEgdoMI© 3MEgmMNMgdl owa gd3Lgmmal gdmzo9-
Amdsbmob, gmmbmggmmds-megzdosdmmds 3o dbmmme oo bymgmmob  3gmoen-
35669mdabmob s3m bl @ewgdno 3ogda@b.

oo bygogumo s 36gma GMasws

306Mm3b9d0lb  33mggzs dbmmme MboggMbsmn@o s dgmeMgdoo bgo@Hamamo
30Mmzgbmmo  doboboomgdmagdol  dgbbagmoo o6  dgdmogemamgds.  LemznsmyMo
239Mbogemn  3ommzbymo  Foboboomgdmgdol 8odotor 933mg3Mgdal  onbGgMgbgds
21-g9 Lo 3MboL OLABYNLoESL nDFMEgds. 3ommebo ©s Mom0sdbo (2002) bmznsmyMowo
2396boggm 30Mmgbym 60d693L - Bof(30L0DB3L, 3s30539emabIbS s BLogm3smasl ,86gma
BM0o0b” bLabgmom 99Mm0569896. bat(30b0DToc godm@mRgmmo s@sd0sbgda bszmmata
M30658gbmdol  MBIgbom, dobodymomgdal G9bwgbsnoms ©s gMmebmombymmdom
boboom®gdosh. bofm(30Lb0D30 EoEgdomsm 39330Mmgds gdbEMazgMbasbs s asdm(z-
0mgdobodn m0smdsl, geMymagomsm 3o - 3gmomasbbymdsl (Paulhus & Williams, 2002).
8530539m0D30 bobosmgds 3Mbggbs0nma dmMamabes s g8mzonEmdalb bLodboMno, Ma(s
30bbab JobomBgge0 6960L3ngFn Ladmsmgdal 4o8mygbgdobs @s godsGmgdsda gbdamgds
53 60960l 3dmbg 553006l (Christie & Geis, 1970). gb s©s8056580 39m0masbBymdabs wo
3900mb0bEnbogMgdab- sdsmn s bggmmEndIob dsmaman 35h3969dm0m godmamBbgzasb
(O’Boyle, Forsyth, Banks, Story, & White, 2014; Paulhus & Williams, 2002). gbogdm3scns
3b@obmznsmyMa (39300 ©s 3G0dnbsm&n 3oLbbMoggdgdom 3emnbogds (Neumann, Hare,
& Pardini, 2015). gb 883056900 ©sdsemo 3gmomboboabogfadoms s 3gmamasbbymdom
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©d domamo g4bEMezgmbooms s 3sdmzeomadobsmdn mosmdoom gsdmambggznsb (O’Boyle
et al., 2014; Paulhus & Williams, 2002).

o byoganmobs ©s 3bgmo  GMosal gFmmogmoegdomal  33mgzecms  dg@o-
obomnbasb (O’Boyle et al.,, 2014) RsbL, HmI bmgnomyGom s39@Mbomma oGmazbamao
6036960L 356M05300L 30-63% ©owo bymgmmol 60dbgdom abbbgds. gsbbsgmomtgdom
36093b9mmgsbo 3Mgod@mmn 3gmomasbbymdss. bmoa dsbabyn 60360l (39mm39Mema
ab3gd@gdn GLogm3smanl Jmmocms goMoaszonl - 88, bmmm Bafm(30L0D3ol  Jumooms
3560300l 42 36m396@L bLbaL. dbgsgbo dgmgagdo ©owo byogymolb 60dbgdob
6039Mbam® ©obdmbazngdow gobbomszol badmsmgdsl odmgge.

oo bymngymo ©d gdmEogmo 0bGamadge

98mE0Mo 0bBgmgd@n, Mmam®z bodsbo, 30Mmgbym Bndsbmes ogMmamjool baggmd-
39d0s s bogymaemo s g963g3m3Ygmeyzgdal gdm(30980L a0a98sLs oDy aogmabals
3mbEgbal MbsfMom zmabrgds (Petrides & Furnham, 2003). g3mono 0bGgmgd&o 15
ab3gd@Lb dmazegl, MmImgdo 4 Gog@™MElb goMdgdm geHmnsbogds - gdmoymmds,
Lo gnomMEmds, M30m3MbGMMEMn s 3oMasw ymebs (Petrides, 2009). jofMasm ymgbal
B3Iy Bomamo Jumobl 3gmbg s@ednsbgdo magoaxgmgdnmagdo 3606, (3bmgMgdoc
30ogmgnmgdo, 3mboGonmn  gdmz0980L  aob30b396 BoMgzombo (Baudry, Gryn-
berg, Dassonneville, Lelorain, & Christophe, 2018; Petrides, Pita, & Kokkinaki, 2007; Petrides,
2009). ogocmzmb@mmmal god@m@mdg domama Jamol 3Jmby 0@5305693L L zmmsemo
99m(30930b 35Gmzgob Mboma gsdmombggm, Moz bEMbym LoGd(3090msb6 gBgdE Mo
a033moggdsda(y mbymdo bgmb (Baudry et al., 2018; Petrides et al., 2007). 93mz0n@mdal
BoJ@MM0 0©83056L Ly zmmetn s bbgoms gdmzngdal gogqgdsdo gbdotigds, gddsmonm
3m0bgds s 83 60360b Igmmdgmb 93948 mc0 3mIMbogs00bs s sbemm MMHMngMHombal
obodysMgdmow gdm30960b g53myqbgdsdn ¢Bymadl bgmb (Baudry et al., 2018; Petrides
et al., 2007). Lmgosmy@mds Laggmeto gdmzngdol Jotmgabs s LmgosmyEo 3m-
&9d®9d0L  ©sbedysmgdmem domo guqd@ucn gsdmygbgdom gmabwgds. 83 badboom
a0dm@mBgmemo  s©sdnsbgdo sbgMbgdgb aMmbBEmggmo s 83mgb@ o 3m3bozszns
3dmbrogo g563g3m3Ymygdmab o aogmgbs dmobmobmb dsm gdm(z09ddg (Baudry et
al., 2018; Petrides et al., 2007). g3mzonMo ab@gmad@ob 3M0@0n3mbgda 3ol 3ocmzbgdols
Lbgowabbgs ob3gd@nlb 3m3dabssno gobobamaezgb (8sg., gdmsogma LEsdommdabe
©d 0b6@gmgddob 3m3dabszns)  (Eysenck, 1998), omdis 3g@osbomo@oim®o 33mmg3e
3bymxb, B3 gdmon®o abdgmgdd&o Nuc™m 3g@0s, oMy dsbabymo oMmgbymo
60dbgdol L3gz0xkngnGn 3m3dabssos (Andrei, Siegling, Aloe, Baldaro, & Petrides, 2015).
98mEoco 0b@gmad@o o dobo (3omzgnmo sb3gd@&gdo bgasGoyHem v39330M©gdnsb
69360m&0bAL, bmemm oo byomgnmolb ©sbsmhgb 60369dmsb 3033060 ©o©gdomo ©s
3609d3b9mmgabos (ob. Greven, Chamorro-Premuzic, Arteche, & Furnham, 2008; Mikolajczak,
Luminet, Leroy, & Roy, 2007; Petrides, Vernon, Schermer, Ligthart, Boomsma, & Veselka, 2010).
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30dnbstMg 33mg3s

oo byoggmol bszgmggo jombgemgdo Bomds@gdom godmaygbgds 30cMmgbgdabs
©d 0beogomsmyma gsbbbgeggdal gLogdmmmanol gofamgddo RsGomgdam 33mg-
39630, bmmm  JoGogmo  396MLogdolb  BLodm3g@Emema  obobosmgdmgdol dqbobgd
0bgym@3s(300 domosb dboMons. 330@m3 bnbsdwgdemg 33mggzobal 30bbsw ©agabobgom
306mgbgdal byyogs@mmosbo dmmgmal baggmaggo mfn Lbgswabbgs abbE®mndgbE el
gLbogm3g@Eamo dabobosmgdmagdal dgbbagms. gl ombgefgdos: oo baymgmmob
boggmggo 0bbB®Mdgb@o (The Big Five Inventory (BFI); John & Strivastava, 1999) wo
306m36930b dgbogabgdgmo sm@gdnmgdosbo gombgsma (Ten item of Personality Inventory
(TIPI); Gosling, Rentfrow, & Swann, 2003).

meogg  0bbEEMIGEEOL IMIbsgdal  3Mm(zgbo  0EgbGNEOE  bofadstms s
3mo(39300 353ga Logggby@gdb: (1) oMz 9893%g IM3bses nbLEEMMI6Egd0lb M-
M0 ©33M9 3009890 056Ma3560; (2) MefMadebolb dgxaMgdolb dgdwga 3o - 3oobzomgdal
3oMggmo bodymdam 396MbLogdo; (3) goedmbdps JoMmemn 356Mnsb@al Jobssmbmdmagan
dgbods80bmds nbgmabn® 3060568 06; (4) gombgamab badymdsm 39Mbos, Jobssmbmdmagn
35momdol mgzombabMobom, dgogebglb gdb3gmEgdads: abobo mommgmm ©qdemgdsl
3003990369300696 03 30Gm3zbmm 60dsbl, MmIgmba(s, smo sBGom, Bmsgos ©gdmmagds
(bo3o gdL3gMG0- oo bamgymalb bszzmggo abLEOYg6EG0L, bemem byyma g4L3g@HEG0-
306m36930L gboggabgdgmn smEgdymgdnsbo 3ombgsmal dg8mbgggedn). ©gdmmadgdo,
Mmdmgdoi  9db3gMEgdalb  dggobgdol sMogMmggzemmsbadom  asdmoMmAgmms, gow@s-
3mdogms; (5) omm@ Mo 3gmggzol (40 dmbsbomg- oo byomgamal bszgmaggn abLE-
13960, beagnm 30 3mbsboemyg - 30Hm3gbgdal dgbogabgdgmoa somEgdnmgdosbo joob-
3060b dgdmbggzedn) Jgmgagdol Logudzgmbdy gobobodmg®s bLiomgdol Lobommds.
©90mmgdgdo, Mm3magdoi biomgdol Lobmmdsl 83306M9ds, bagmdgmMgo dggsbus
5 dgozgoms (dgozgoms 2 pgdamgds oo byomgnmob bsgzmggo 0bbEMm8968 006,
bomm badn @gdamgds- 306m36930L dgbaggabgdgmn smEgdamgdnsbo jombzscnwsb).

3080656 33mag3s Imazegh mE NHmogmmsdma0gdgm 65Bomb. mommgyma

bobomo  (39m3gmmo  0bLEGEOMAG6EGNL  FLodmIgGHma  Jobsbosmgdmagdol  33emg39L
qo3mds.

306390 5350@0

33m930L 30M3g9mo bsBoemolb 30Dsbo oo byyogmmol Lsgzmagzo 0BLEGMN3g6E L
(The Big Five Inventory (BFI); John & Strivastava, 1999) gbodmdg@mma dobsbosomgdmagdols

dg3mb3gdes: 39Mdmm, Bod@mEmma bEMIGNMob gobbabmgms, dobogsbn dgmabbdgde-
mmdol o@agbs s gomomdol dgdmbdgds.
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33930l dgomea

33mg30b Imbsbamggdn s 3GM(3909MS

3393980 Imbobomamdos 866 swsdosbn: 550 Jomo ws 303 8sdszszn (13-8s
3mbobomgd bgbo o6 Fogmams). dmbsbomgms sbogo gofnamgdes 17-0sb 69 Bmsodwg
(Mob0dn=25.65, SD=10.47). 33mg30b  3mbsbomagms  mdGMogmgbmdsl  bLEmogbBgdo
399003960096 (51.3%), b ©@sbsfRgbo 8mbobamggdowsb 36.2% - mdscmmgbo, 6% -
Lodmamm s 6.5% 3mmagxol3Gimaggbogmoa gobsomgdals 3Jmbg asbmoaom.

3393930 dmbsboemgmds bgdoymagmmdomo oym. dmbsbomggdol 33mgzedo dmboe-
Bomgmdobogol 3m33g6Laznsl o6 965bEeMgdal o6 0mgdwbgb. jombzemgdal swdo-
BabEFnmgds b (30gmegdmms abpngnEsmafen 56~ 330609 KxanBgddo. Joombzsmol
d93L9d0L bEIbEIGGMmo 0bLE® 500 Bm(39dnmo ogm Fombzocolb ababyalda. Logo-
mgdob dgdmbgzgzadn 0bbEMYdGogn bgdoMomss GoMogdmms. 3gmagzolb dmbsbormggdl
LEO3oBMdEBYL FombgeMmb: mommgnmo ©gdymgdal asLBzMagdsm b smgbndbsm
03630, BMBgemos yzgmedg Ig@ow dggbedadgdmms gdemgdsdy domn @emobbdgds/se
©05056bdgd0L batnbbl.

33mg30b abbEMy396§ 900

byorgog@mmosbo dmmgemn. owa byogmmalb bogzmggn obbEON3gb&o (The Big
Five Inventory (BFI); John & Strivastava, 1999) dmo(303L 44 ©gdmgdsl. ©0gdymgdgdo
BobEgds mongzg®@@ob 3ol bymdsmosbn Lismom, bowsi 1 60dbsgb ,LEMmos
o6 ggoobbdgdan“ o 5-“LEmmos 39m6b3gda". zombgen bmIagh bym oGHmgbeyem
60356L: godm3nmgdobsodo mosmdab (10 gdamgds), 9JbEMo396MLasL (8 gdmmgds),
3900ma5669mdab (9 @gdnmgds), 3gmombobonbngfmgdsbs (9 pgdnmgds) @s byzmim@nbalb
(8 @gogegds)-

3byemo §Fmno@s. dbgma GMosol baggmggew aodmgoygbgor dbgma GFnswals dg-
boggobgdgma dmgmyg goombgamo  (Dark triad of Personality (D3-Short); (Paulhus, 2013).
300bgs60 dma(3o3L 27 gdmgdsl, Bmdmgdas 0dm3gds mn3gMmE ol 3ol bnmdsmasba
bgomom, bows 1 00badbagl ,bogmomm of 3900663980 @s 5 - ,bE Mmoo 3905663 980".
300bzom0ab 9 ©gdnmagds dmagh 8s30039mndAL (,Mo(3 Mbos ogox©al, go3mgbosba
053056930 396 8bomgl Mbos gosndamm®); 9 @gdmmgds - baM3060DL (003056980
®3056, HM3 M0EIMO 396 85 dmn”) s 9 - Bbogdm3smasl (,80bowsglb babogsmm
Lo@mo30980).

99miogmo 0bB9eggdo. g8mEog@oe 0b@gegd@ob bogsegsor 3e8mgaggbge gdm-
3060 0bBgmgd@ob, Bmame(g 3oGmabamo 60dbob, bs3zmgge goombzscal (Petrides, 2009)
Jocormo 396Loolb dmgmg gm@s, Mm3gmog 3gddbomos JoMormmo 3G3gmo 396Mbonb
(Martskvishvili, Arutinovi, & Mestvirishvili, 2013) boggydggmdy. 3oobzomal mEogabsmyma
39Mbool sMsE, doMommoa gg@bosis dmoiegh 30 ©gdamgdsol, Gmdgmoa Gobogds
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00 bgogamob baggmggo goobzsmgdol Jomorgm 39Mbosms gbogdmdg@myma dsbsbosmgdmgdo

m0396M80b G030l 7 domasbo bzsmom (1- bEmamosm of 59000669980 s 7- bEHmemos
3999663930) @5 0dmggs Ladmamgdsl, dgxsbogl gdman®o abdgmgddob 4 dofMomswa
B3d&™M0 (98moncmmds, bmosma@mds, 3oMasm ymxybs s mz003mbGHm™MmO) ©
98m0M0 068 gmgd@&ob bagHom 3sRz9698gmo.

30mmzb6980b 9530 Rsg&mMmosbodmmgemn. 9d3baod@mEnsbo dmmgmab dgbogsbgdmaw
353m30949b90 9d3bged@mEnsbo dmogmoal dgbogsbgdgmo gombgemal HEXACO-PI-R

(Ashton, & Lee, 2009) Jotoreo 3mgmyg gg@bos. joobgsto Bocdmowma bl ogomsbgsmadals
&03ab Logzmaz 0bLE®MIgbEGL, Imazegh 60 gdyMmgdsl s Lodmsemgdslb odmggzo,
dg530bEglb 306m36930L 6 doMomswn obsbosmgdgma: anmbBOggmmds - Mmegdmedemmds;
3900mb0bEnbngMgds; 3gmomasbbymds; bgzmm@nbdn; gdb@maggmbos.

3mbs(393ms 365mnba

3mbo(3990m0 36smobab 3oMggm 983Dy oo baymgymal bsgzgzmggo 0bbEEMdgb@0b
B3JMOYma LB IGO0l Jgbedmbagdmae gsdmznygbgom doMomawn 3M33Mbgb@gdal

god@mOma sbomadol (Principal Component Analysis) dgomo. dogbgosegsm 0dabo,
™3 9339 3Mbgdmma 30MHmabyma oboboomgdmgdol nwgb@ogoomgdobmgal ©ads-
3bEYMYdgmo Gog@mEmmo sbamnbob (Confirmatory Factor Analysis) 4o8myqbgds 3tim
80b56396mbomns, 33mgzoms MIMagmabmdadn ©edeEabBMmgdgma God@mGmoa sbo-
mabob godmygbgdobal domgdmmo dgogagdo sGemsbdndwgztamos. LEmMgw s808m3,
333ma3omms bsboemo god@mMma s6semabob 83 dgomeol oo bamgnmol odstim
353mYq6980L 30D56d9bmMmbammdsl Lomyymeo d00Rbygl (dog. ob. Borkenau & Ostendorf, 1990;
McCrae, Zonderman, Costa, Bond, & Paunonen, 1996; Vassend & Skrondal, 1997).

Lobmmdal Jgbedmbdgdmom asdmgznygbgor 3MMbdsbals smes, Gm3gmoi ©gde-
93960l Fobogsbo  Fgmebbdgdymmdol  dgbogabgdgmo  LodmIns.  0bLEEMI96ENL
35m0mdol dgbadmbagdmom agnmgamgm 3mMgma(309d0 oo bgognmoab bs3gmaggo
0bbE®896@ 00 3ggobgdnm god@mmgdbs s mgmmanma bagsfonmgs 3mbLE M8 gdL
dmab.

3933930

33930boL godmygbgdmmo yggmes obbEENIgbE ol smbgMomn LGo@obGngabs ©s
Lobmmdol 85R39690mgdn abgzg, Bmam dgMhgzolb dobabosmgdmgdo, dm393mmas
sbGoedo N1 (oo bayoggmal bszgmggo 0bbEEMIgbG0) s (3bFardao N2 (339300
30639 65bnmdn 30dmygbgdmmn yzgms @ebsmRgbn nbb@Mmdgb@n).
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00 bgogamob baggmggo goobzsmgdol Jomorgm 39Mbosms gbogdmdg@myma dsbsbosmgdmgdo

B3JmAgma s6smado

00 byoggmab bs 3gmgg0 0bbEGNdg680b gdymgdgdadaMomswn 3m33mbgbEgdals
god@mOma sbsemabol (Principal Component Analysis) dgomeolb g0dmygbgdom ©age-
39303901. 960Dl Ro@omgdadeg dmba(393980 BoJEMOYma sbsmababogol asdm-
bogamdol cmgombab@maboor g399mbE3gm. Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin-ob (Kaiser, 1970, 1974)
3oR396989m0 (.85) sgds@gdmms g3m3gbrgdae .6-b o Bartlett-ob &qbGob (p<.001)
(Bartlett, 1954) dgmgaqgdo LEsGbE0zNGe 360d3bgmmzsba aym, Goi dmbsggdoms
B3JGMOYmo s6smobabmgol ge3mbagamdsl ssb@ncgdl.

doMomon  3m33mbgb@gdol god@mEMma  sbsmabdabsl, goModsgbaol d&mbgaom,
30dm0339ms 9 doMomawn 3m33mbgb@a 1-25 3g&0 3ot bmboom, Bmdmgdos mbazgdoms
3560089mmdob 14.3%, 9.5% 7.3%, 5.5%, 4.9% 3.5%, 2.9%, 2.7% 2.4% bLbows.
Screeplot-obb d93mB3gds3 (3boym 3339060 gofEsdgbs dgbmog 3m33mbyb@nl dgdwga.
30&9mab Catell’s (1966) @qbBolb (scree test) aodmygbgdal Logydzgmdy, dgdwmamadn
3bomababmzgol @og@mzggom S dofomewn 3m33mbgb@n, Gm3magdo(y 3oMsemgmMmds god-
BOMENds 5bomnD3o(3 @os@sbE M. aMamamuEa sbsmoboo gsdmgmobos dbmemme
5 3m33mbgb@n, Mm3gmms oo Bmbsz sdoMmdgds dgbadsdal dohzgbgdmgdl 0dsgg
Bm3ab, dg3mbggzom oggbgMaMgdem 3mbs3gdms ds@Mn30b bogndggmbyg (44 (33ma0n
* 867 dmbsboemgby)

dofomsmon 3m33mbg6Egdal god@mEmma sbammababsls, 30610854Lob dGbg0m, gsdm-
033907 bymo doMomsmo 3m33mbgb@a. 30Mz9ma & god@mmn gnmto Bmboo (eigenvalues):
14.25, 9.45, 7.29, 5.53, 4.99. byyon gog@mea bbbob (33me@gdalb @abdgfmaal bszdsme
86093b69mmgs6 Bomb: 396dme, Imbsggdms goMoasznalb 41.52%-b. yzgme ©gdmmads
BomImmagboemns g3od@mEm LogM(39dg Ladmsmm 8sB39698mom (communality) 0.41.

®00mMgNmo B3JEMMob  gbadsdabo ©gdmmgdgdol Rsdmbomgsma  dm39dmmos

sbGomdo N3. 980096037 gdnmgdsl God@memmo ©s@goMmmgs o3l ghomdg g8
Bod@MMDy. dogomoma, 26-g s 16-g @adymagdgdo dgd4daggdmmos gdb@Mmaggmboal
RB9dB™MM0b qboggsbydmow (88 God@mmdg Bomo Gog@mEmmo s@gznMmgss: 169 s
.282), 09330 mF039 0909 gdsb g&m domamo 0o 30Mmgs sJ3b 3gmamboboobogMgdol
B3d™MODy (593 s .439); sbggy, 35-g ydymgds, MmBgmos 3gd4doggdmmoas 3odm(s-
omgdobsodo  mosmdab  (.250) god@mMal  dgbogobgdmom, Fogmod  ©gdymagdol
MBOM  Jomamo  dG30Mmzd 043L  gdLEGEMO39Mboal  gsbLabMzMal  MzgembabFHobom
(.370). s@bobodbagos, MM mommgygmo gb ©gdnmgds 03 Gog@mMgddyi Indomal,
G3gems gobadmss(z o0l dg4dbomon. smbsbndbogns 3gmeg gdygmgds(s, HmIgma s
3900masbBymdol god@mGal gobsdmdswss dgdndseggdamao, dogad domnsb adsemo
©38300m35 8d3L 98 God@MEMDg. mM3sgn sG3z0Mmmzs 543L 3g-15 s 89-11 gdnmgdgdl,
303653 NBM™M oo Bagd@mEmma bmbs o300 03 Bog&mMgddy (30dm(3rmgdobawdn
@0omds s 9dbEMa39Mb0s), Mol gsbodmBowss 3mbBmmgdnmasabobo.
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GbFoemo N3. wowo baogaemob b 3gemgzo 0bb@@Hadgb@ol god§me gemo bB&Hmd§ams

JJooee-
Lobo-
LogMgds

bg36mE0b3n

a0dm(300-
mgdobowdn
00omdos

3Jon-
3566ygmds

q4L@ce-
39Mbos

16

dgg0obgs_28
3qg00bgs_3

3q300b3s_33
dqg00bgs_23
Jqg00bgs_26
dgg00bgs_18
Jqg00bgs_38
dggnobge_8

dqg00bgs_16
dqg00bgs_43
3gz00bgs_39
Jqg00bgs_19
dggnobgs_24
Jqg0obgs_14
dggoobzs_9

3qg00bge_34
Jqg0mbgs_4

dgg0obgs_29
3qg00bgs_20
39300b3s_30
dqg00bge_25
Jdqg00bgs_5

dgg00bgs_40
Jqg0obgs_44
3q30mbgs_41
dqg00bgs_15
dqg00bgs_10
3gg00bgs_2

Jqg0obgs_17

.716
T
.708
.627
.593
.558
478
467
439
.384

395

744
695
622
599
563
556
504
492

.348

.674
.655
.633
.614
.598
.581
547
489
.295

129
.690

169

.282



00 bgogamob baggmggo goobzsmgdol Jomorgm 39Mbosms gbogdmdg@myma dsbsbosmgdmgdo

3ggombgs_32 638
3ggoobgs_27 625
Bggombgs_22 606
Bggombgs_12 594
3ggoobgs_7 488
Bggombgs_42 458
3ggoobgs_37 457
3ggombgs_13 408
3ggombgs_36 566
3ggoobgs_6 564
Bggombgs_31 563
3ggoobgs_21 561
3ggoobgs_1 518
Bggombgs_11 426 517
3ggoobgs_35 251 370

Bog&MM9d0b godmymenl Igommeon: 3Gab303mo 3m33mbgb@gdal s6smmada
36bgab 8gommo: goModsgbo 3o0Dgfal bm@8smadaznnm

361b3900L Mom@gbmds - 7

[.30]-%g bogmgdo god@mtrmma Bmbs 658396980 o6 >&ab

356360m3dab obsbasmgdmgda

0o bymgnmolb gogd@mmgdol dojbodsmafo ©s Fobodsmyma dohggbgdemado,
Lodmomm  sGomdg@ngnmo s LEIBEIMGNm goEsbMs, sbgzy, obGommdabs ©s
3030l (skewness, kurtosis) 3oh396qdmagdo 3mz93moas (3bGomda N1. 3mmdmamEmg-
LBoMmbmgol (KS) Ggb@ob d53mbEdgdsed (sboym, HmMI oo bymgmmol Foombzsmdo
393mygmagomo  Bogd@mmgdalb  3ohggbgdgmaos  Lobdofmg bBmEBsmyMo  asbsboemgdal
Lobgl o6 0mgdl (ab. Lysmo N1). mommgnmo Gogd@mMobogalb gb 8sBgz96939ma by
a58moym@mgdmes: gdb@meggmbos KS (866)=.06, p<.05; 390nmasbbymds KS(866)=.06,
p<.05; 3900mboboobogmgds KS(866)=.06, p<.05; 6936mE0b3n KS(866) =.06, p<.05
> godmeomgdobsdn mosmds KS(866)=.05, p<.05. Lymesmndyg N1 3mzgdgmos
Bod@™MMgdals Jmmoms goboboemgds
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boymsamn N1. oo bromgmemol god@mEos Jmengdob gsbsboemgds

2 - we - .
- 5t — L
o L L [
= il
45 B i
2
20
1|
‘—H—‘ T T T T Y T
288 100 ano %00 e 150 & 100
afediezton: nrabianbs
i -~
0] —
| 10 = e
— r -
Tl 4] L
4] L H
1
2
20
1|
T T T
20 100 400 500 80 fo 10 oo s
pmagaligeobogfigda Eaafmdabio
% an =
o,
%= Kb
5o HbE
e
20
10

280 100 400 5.00
2eBmgmoEgbotemlo mosmbs

L3bEMmdnb 39dmbIgds

Joobge@al dabsgsbo Jgmabbdgdmmmdol  gobbodmgmol 3abboom, dg30dmb3gom
(39M39Nmo  Bogd@mEgdalb  Lobommds. bLobpmmdalb dgbsdmbBdgdmon  gsdmgoygbym
36OmMbdsbab semgzs, HMIgmo(3 4308396530, o9y Modgbow gBgd& Mo dBmdagl jombgsmal
©q59mgd9d0 ©8/sb 3ombzemdo godmymaomon bzsmgda gMmmbs ©s 08539 3MBLEGMMJEL.
LobmMMdnb 3ohggbgdmmgdo 3ofnoMgdws .68-s6 .79-30y. yggmadg @adsma doRzgbgdgmo
503moBbs gdbEMaggMbosls, bmmm yzgmedy domamo - bggemEndab.
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00 bgogamob baggmggo goobzsmgdol Jomorgm 39Mbosms gbogdmdg@myma dsbsbosmgdmgdo

Lgbos YAmNgMMa36bbza398s awa bymgymal
306Mm3bxmon 60dbgdab dabgrzom

Lggbob Bobgogoo gobbbgseggdal FgbodmbBIgdmewm aodmgzoygbgor LEYy6EEL ¢
360 gM0ndo sdmyyzogdgmo dgmbggabomgol. LESGLEN MM 360336gmmzgeba 3sob-
bbgeggde 56 og0dLaMEs Bbmemm 94LEMS39ML0NL BJBMADY. PsbsMRgbo BodG™Mgdal
dobg3000 30 903mMAbS, H™M3 Jomado Ru®m domam Jumgdlb sgmm3z9d96 93 gog&mEgddy:
3900mas66gmds, 3900mboboobogfMgds s 6g3m@0bdn, bmmm 3535353900 Jomgdmsb
Jdgatgdoo agmm domama 3583969dmgdn odzo gedmzamgdabodn mosmdal god-
Bmedg (ab. (3bGamo N1).

3mbLbEAYIGYmo gomomds

3930960 0o bymgnmal ggod@mmgobs s mgmMammoew bagaMaymag bbgos
(330050098056 3m(393m0s (3bGnmdo N2. oo bgognmob bamogg 3od@mmadgbadmms

809356098mEgb  33mg30Lsb asdmygbgdmma Logzmggn 0bLEGEMNIgbGgdom gsbmIaem
god@mMgdl: 3gedme, bom30L0b3n EsEgdom FMEgms30adas gdLEMeggMbasLY o

353m(300m730b5©30 M0oMBILMSL @S YYIMYMGBo FMEGS(305305 3gonmasbbymdsbmab.
0bg39, 39m0masbBymdal Mafmymagnmo 139330MEgds 3s30039mnddo s RBLogdm3smas
©5 gLogm3smns EaEgdomemss s 3e3d0Mgdema  asd3mzamgdobodn Mnomdsbmsb.
93m@Eogco  abBgmagd@o  bgasonmMow '3303806@360 63360’)@0%8[), boeme oo
byogamob ©sbs@Rgb 60365dmsb gdmzan@a 0bBgmgd&ob 3ogdoto owgdomo o
LEGLEZYMs© 3603369mmmza60s. Moz dggbgds 9d3bagod@mEnsba dmegmom asbdmae
58039 3mbbEOMJ&gomsb Fadommgdsl: gmGgmaiogdo ©owgdomo, LELEGNLEFYMo©
3609369mmgsbos s 3gMygmdl .39-056 .89-3m 7. yzgmedy @edsmn 3mEgms(3059503Rbg3s
99mzon&o bLEdomEmdabs s 6g3MmE@nd3al doRz969dmgdL dmEal (.39), HmIgma(s
LEOGOLEIYMdE 33mez 360336gmmzgabas, bomm yzgmadg domamo - gdb@Mogg@boal
B3dB™MgdL dmEab.

dgmeg 65baema

33mg30L 8gmeg Bobamob 80bsbo nym 3ommgbgdal dgbogsbgdgmo smmgdmmgdasbo
goobgomol  (Ten item of Personality Measurre (TIPI; Gosling, Rentfrow, & Swann, 2003)
xbogdmdg@Emma dobobosmgdmgdal d9dmbdgds: 396Mdme, Bod@memnma bgMn&neab
356bbE3gMs, dnbogsbn Jgmsbbdgdmmmdal @ewagbs s 3omomdal dgdmbadgds.

33g30b dgomeo

33m330L 3mbsbnmggdn s 3Mm(390Ms

3393530 3mbobomgmdws 377 s©sdnsbo: 168 Jomo s 169 353 35(30. 3mbabamgoms
sbogo goMnomgdos 16-sb 58 bemadwmg (Mabbdn=20.58, SD=5.30). 33mg30L 8mbsboemgms
M3Eogmgbmds (66.2%) LENIbGo oym; 30.0% - MBsmemgbo, 2.7% - Ladysmm, beenm
1.2% 3mmgxol3Gimggbogmo gsbsomgdal 3Jmbg asbmoam.
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3393530 Imbsbomgmds bgdoymgmmdomn agm. dmbsbomaggdo 33mg35d0 dmbsbo-
mgmdabmgol 3m339bLo300Ls s 8babMoNEgdal o6 0mgdwbgb. 3ombgzsemgdol swdo-
BabEFnmgds bmG(30gmegdmms 0bpngnEsmafse 56~ 330609 KxanBgddo. Joombzsmob
d93L9d0L LEbsME Mo 0bLEGMYJG o0 RoGotms Jombzemalb wobobynlbdo. 33mg3ob
3mbobomggdl Bommmagbobgb j0mbzemb: mommgnmo ©gdmmagdal asbbzfng oo xbos
2mgbadboc Moasbgn, HmIgmoi yzgmodyg dg@owm dggbodsdgdbmms ©gdmmgdady domo
305663 9d5/66 MBI gdals bamnbbl.

33mg30b abbEMy396§900

306m36930L dgbogabgdgmo sm@gdamgdosbo gombgsto (Ten item of Personality
Measurre (TIPI); Gosling, Rentfrow, & Swann, 2003) dmo(so3b 10 @gdmadsl, HmImgdacs
gobegds monzgmEob Godob bymdsmosbo Lismom, boswsi 1 603bsglb L& 9emosm
3 390006bdg80" o 5 - ,bEymoo@ 59mobbdgda”. 30mbzsfn DmBaglh byyor 3ommgbem
60dobl: godm(zomgdabodn masmdsl, gdbEMmagg@basl, 3gmamasbBymdsl, 3gomnmbab-
©0bngMgdobes s bg3mmEnbAL (nomgmmo God@mmal gobsbdmBsw dmbmogdemoas mta
CHERHIGHIEDR

baogod@mmnsbo dmogemo. oo bamgnmol 3oGmgbyma badbgdo dgzogsbgm
33m930L 30639 656oemdo godmygbgdymo oo bmgnmab bs3gmggn 0bbE®dgb&nm
(The Big Five Inventory (BFI); John & Strivastava, 1999).

3ommgbgdob 9536 Bsd&mmosbodmmgmn. 943bxod@mEnsba dmmgmoal dgbegsbgdma
a58m3049690 qd3bged@mEnsbo Immgmal dgbsggabgdgmo joombgzsmal (HEXACO-PI-R;
Ashton, & Lee, 2009) 3&@gmo 3gMbos. gombgsto Bomdmsemaqgbl mgomsbastndal
B03ab baggmags 0bLEGEMN3g6BL, Imazegh 100 gdmmgdsl s Ladygomagdsl odmggs,
dgg30bEgl 306m3b930L 6 doMomswn sbsbosmgdgma: anmbBOggmmds - Mmegdmedmmds;
3900mbobnbogMgds; 3gmomasbbymds; 6930im@0bdn; gdLb@MeggMbos. mommgmma do-
bobnsmgdgmo dma(303L Mmab-mmbo @gdymgdoc godm3am mmb-mob sb3gJEL s, gofms
330bo, 3oobzeomdo 3m393mmos ©s358gdoma bgams.

3mbs(393ms 365mnbn

oo bymgnmob smgdymgdosbo jombgamal god@mEmma LEMNIE Mol aobbo-
LodmgMaE gs8mznygbgom doGomswn 3mB3mbBg6Egdal gad@mEmma sbsmabal (Principal

Component Analysis) dgomeo. Lobmmdal dgbedmbIgdmem godmgzgoygbgo 3GIMBdsLAL
3, 0bbEEYMIgbG0b gomoEmdol dgbedmbdgdmaw 30 @sgomzgamgm 3mEgma(309d0
®oo bgoggmeb baggmgge 0bb®dgbdom domgdym Jamgdbs @ oo gdzbygmoab
Bod@MOms Jumgdlb dmab.

3993930

353mygbgdmmo 0bbEM396@8gdolb smbBgMoma LESEGLEN b s LbEMMdal Jo-
B39690magdo abggg, Bmamm dgmhggal dobobnsmgdmgda, dmzgdymos (3bGomdo N4
(306m36930L  dgboggabgdgmo sm@gdamadosbo Fombzsmobsmgal) s bGomdo N5

(33m930L 3gmerg Bobada go8mygbgdyymo yzgmes sbschgbn 0bbGEMMdg6@n).
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B3JmAgma s6smado

306mgbgdal dgbogobgdgmo sompgdnmgdasbo jombgemol ©gdnmgdgda doMomown
3mM33mbgb@gdol Bog@mG o sbsemabals (Principal Component Analysis) dgomeol ao-
dmygbgdom 0535391303900, SBamnbal Ao oemgdsdwmyg dmbao3g3gd0 god@myma sbo-
mobobomgob godmbamgamdol mgembsdmaboo dg30dmbagm. Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin-ob (Kai-
ser, 1970, 1974) 35R396989m0 (.59) yobmmgmgds Mg3mdgbogdnm .6 35h396989mb o
Bartlett-ob 8qb@0b (p<.001) (Bartlett, 1954) 399980 bLGs@nbE03HMow 860d369mmzs60
0ym, (33 Imbo393ms Gog@mEnmo sbomnbobmgal godmbsgamdal sob@nmgdl.

dofomsmn  3m33mbgb@qdol  god@mEmma  sbamnbabsl, gocadsjbol dGubgoom,
30dm0339ms 5 doMomsewn 3m33mbgb@n 1-25 89&0 oo bmboom, Mmdmgdos dmbs(zgdms
3560889mmdol 24.83%, 19.26%, 12.38% s 11.29%-b bLbows. Screeplot-obs d93mb35ds3
3booym 8339060 goMmse@gbs dgbmmg 3m33mbgb@ b d98maa. 398 gemal Catell’s (1966)
&qb@ab (screetest) 30dmygbgdab 3939 dg3gmn sbsmababmgal sg@mzgm S dofomawn
3m33mbgb@o, HmImgdai 3oMomgmuMmds GoGmEMmIs SBosmabId(3 ©adEILEGME..
3oMamamMo sbamnbom aodmgmobos Ibmmme 5 3m33mbgb@n, Mm3gmms 3mota
Bmba(s 0dofdgdws dgbadadal dohggbgdmgdl ndsgg mBol dgdmbggznm oy gbgfMnfgdeem
3mba(39305 do@Mo30L baggmdzgmdyg (10 (33me@o * 337 dmbsbomgby)

dofomon  3m33mbgb@gdal god@mEMma  sbsmababsl, goModsgbaol d&mbgaom,
358m0339m9 bymo dooman 3m33mbgb@ . 30Mggmn 5 ggod@mMo gymEa Bmboo (eigen-
values): 24.38, 19.26, 12.38, 11.29, 9.83. bsymo god@mn bbbob (33memgdal ©obdgManl
bogdome 860336gmmgab Bomb: 396Mdme, dmbszgdms goMoszonlb 77.13%-b. yggmo
©gdmmgds BoM3mmagbomos god@mEmm LogM3gdg Ladysmm dohggbgdemoom (commu-
nality) 0.77.

00mgqmo  god@mmol dgbodsdobo wgdmmgdgdal Rsdmbomgsmo Bmzgdmmas
3660mdo NB. god@&mEmmo sbamnbob dgogasm bsgdsmm basmgmoa bEnEJE M Jogomgo.
9439 ©gdnmgds 39domdl 03 god@medg, MHmImal gobsdmdswsagss dgdndsggdamo.
dbmmme  dgbnog dggombgel, Gmdgmoai gedmeomgdobsdn mosmdal god@mmb
8093990136905, 593L 3gmEewo (01330 8(3067) G ZMMZs 9dLBMag3gMbaol bomady(s.

GbFocemo N6. 306m369800b dgbsoggobgdgemo so@gdmmagdosbo joobzsmal
BoJEmH o bE® g gee

2dbe - 65 Jgooe- J— 3o8m@romy-
Lobo- b0bodon
396bos &0b3a bogthgds ao6Bgymds 0omds
dggoobzs_6 .906
dggnombgo_1 .836
dggombgo_4 .864
dggoobgs_9 .850
dg30mbgo_3 .860
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00 bgogamob baggmggo goobzsmgdol Jomorgm 39Mbosms gbogdmdg@myma dsbsbosmgdmgdo

dggoobgs_8 .845

dggoobgs_7 .832

dggombgs_2 .805

dgg0mbgo_10 .861
dggoobgs_5 372 .709

B3dE™MMgdab godmymeznl gomeo: 36nb303ma 3mI3mMbgb@gdal sbaemaba
36bg0b Jgomeoa: gomodsgbo 3oadgHal ben@dsmadsaznnom
3663980l Mompgbmds - 5
[.30]-%q Bo 30 Roq@mMmmo Bmbgdo boRgabgdo o s&0ls
0 0932900 Bog@mMO Y ) 3909

356360mgdab dobsbnsmgdmgda

306mgbgdal dgbagabgdgmo sm@gdamgdosbo 0bbE®dgb@ ol god@&mmgdal dsjbo-
oo s dobodsemm@o 35R3969dmgda, bLadysmm sG0mBgBo3nmo s bGsbrsMmEmma
3005bMs, 51939, sbMammdbobs s 3030l (skewness, kurtosis) 3oh39695mgdo dm(393mmas
bGoedo N4. 3:mm3mamEmg-bdombmgal (KS) &qb ol d98mbagdsed (3bswmym, Gm3 oo
bayogmmol 3oombzstda gsdmymgamo god@mmgdal dohzgbgdgmos bobdofg bn@dsmyma
306560mgdol Lobgl o6 0wgdL. Mommgnmo God@mEabmgalb gL dohz96989mo sbg
398mayn@gdmes: gdb@meggmbos KS(377)=.10, p<.01; 390m0masbbymds KS(377)=.09,
p<.01; 39m0mbobrabngmgds KS(377)=.15, p<.01; bgzcem@nbda KS(377)=.15, p<.01 s
393m(300mgd0bowdn mosmds KS(377)=.10, p<.05.

L3bmmdal 39dmBIgds

300063560l Jobogsbo dgmabbdgdymmdal gobbodrmgmal 80bboom, dg308mbBIgor (3o
3990 G548 mMMgdob babommds. Lobmmdal dgbedmbagdmaw asdmaznygbgo 3GIMbdsLAL
omags. Labmmdal doRggbgdmagdo gofnnfgds 47-ob .72-83rg. yzgmadg wodsema
35h396909m0 5dmahbrs 3gmnmasbBymdsl, bmmm yggmedy damamo - bgzmm@obabe
3 94bBMoggMbasl.

Lgqbord YAcngMcgsbbbisgz9ds owa byomgymab ggod@mmgdab dabgozem

Lggbol dabgogom aobbbgzeggdgdal dgbedmbdgdmaw asdmgaoygbgo LEMLYBEL ¢
3M0@gfondn sdmyzoegdgmo dgMhgzgdobmgal. LESEGOLEGN Mo 860d3b6gmmzseba
356Lbgs3985 ogngboMmes IbmmmE 3gomnmasbbymdolb god@mmdg, MmMBgmdys Jomgdl
MRcm oo 35R3969dmgdn ddzm, goMg 853535(390L. obsMAgBn God@mEgdal
dobgoz00, Ldgbos HOMNgMmasbbbgseggds LEEGLE N YMs© Lobom 56 sm8mRbos (nb.
3bG0eo N4).
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33moEMAS

3MPgma30960 306mzbgdal soEgdamgdasbn Joombzsom gobmdom god&mEgdbs
©5 943bgod@mmnsbn dmegmabs s oo byogmmol bszgmaze abbGMdgbdom
30bm3om Bod@mEgdL dmMob dmzgdmos (3bGomdn N&. bbgswabbgs nbbE®mdgbsnm
a0dmdoemn  3bgsgbo  3mbLEENJEgo0  LEIGLE M 3bndzbgmmzeb  ©oEgdom
39305805 gPMIsbgmmsb. jmEgms3ngdo @R®m  dsmsmos oo bamgmmob
Lo ggmazn 0bbGENIgbGnm gobmBam RBJBMMJdML, 3oy 9J3LnsdE™M0s60 Immgmom
30dm3oem Rod@MEAGo:Nb.

d993980b g5bbamgs

oo bamgnmolb bsggmagzo m™Mogg joobzemal (oo bamgymal bsggzmggo
0bbEBENAG6GO s 30Mm3bgd0lL Igbogabgdgmo smEgdmmgdasbo jombgsetn) JoMorme
396b0sdn JgmEEgds 0bgmaby@mgbmgseb sbsmmmada sMbgdmmo bamo doMomswo gog-
B™Fo. oo byogymob bsjgmgzo 0bbGMN3g6G L Gog@mEnma sbamabals dgmgaewm
3m8mAbs, MHmI ©gdnmgdgdol Mdmsgmgbmds (Mo8gbndg asdmbszemabol goMwms) od
B3JBHMODY 083060090, MmMIgmms aobabmdowsy oMol dgdndeggdmmoa. Mo dggbgds
306mgbgdal dgbogabgdgm s0mEgdnmgdash 3ombgemb: ooz LEYmos godmyzgoneo
baogoddmmasbo  LEONJENMs dogomgm. TbmemmeE  gho  dYmgdslb  (Igbmorg
©gdmgds) 3gmbos mMmsgn ©GZ0MMzs MG Lbgswsbbzs God@mmdg, 8ogmsd gb
©3@3060mzs domnsab 330695 08 Gog@mMdy sMbgdnm s z0MHmzgobmsb dgmemgdom,
Aol gobabmBos(z Mol 3930353904 emoa. Bbasgbo G gbwgbz0s dgbadmms sgblbbom 0d
B3JGom, HmIgmaz Lbgs 3mbLEMNJEgdmsb gmEgmaonn 303d0Mgdal d93mb3gdabol
M99 33mggedag asdmgmnbrs s o byymgnmal 3oHmgbam Badsbms dmmab
mOomambsma@mo 3933060b soMmbgdmdsol ssb@nmadl (DeYoung, Peterson, & Higgins,
2002).

oo byomgamob  bsggmggo 0bLEGAM3G6GAL  GoMamgdda  asdmymggomo s
306m369d0L  dgbogobgdgmo somEgdmmgdosbo  3ombgsmoo dowgdama god@memgdab
Jamoms aobsbomgds of oMol bm@mdsmyMa, Mo, geomn 3bMng, dgndmgds 3zmagzal
dgeRggoL sbsgzob goMaszommmdam (33mgg0lb dmbsbomgms sbagn 17-ob 55-bmasdy
356006098, 353603 dbd3MEMNZg0 KAMNRJO0 MBIdMSE o6 aym asbsbogdmma) o,
dgmeg 3bM0ng, s0Egdmgdnsbo ombgamalb dgdmbgzgzedn dmbsbomagms o3 nby oo
GomEgbmdom sobLBsL. o¢dse, smbabodbsgos, Gmd, ©gdnmgdosms Ladzafal asdm,
33ma30L 3gmég bobomob dg@mAgzol dmzmmmds LEMmosm bs3dsMnbos God@mEmmo
3bamnbob Robo@emgdma.

oo byomgnmal Lszgmggo 0bbE®IgbEab abggg, BmamG 3ocmzbgdol dg-
Loggabgdgmo smEgdnmgdosbo  Fombzsmob Jodormmo 39Mbogdolb dobogsbo dgomsbb-
39dmmdals 3ohg969dmgdo, doMomoes, obmmgmgds o6 ©3dsgmazamadl  3oMmg-
bymo  Joobgzemgdabomgol  Mg3mBgbogdyem  (.70) 860336mmdsl  (Nunnally, 1978).
03 smEgdnmgdosbo jombgemal dgdmbzgszeda gb 3sh39bqdmado 8d30Ms@ MRO™
©odomOs, Mo o3  3ombzofmdn dgdsgem ®gdmmgdsms bLodioGom (2 ©gdmmagds
®00mgne God@mmdg) dgodmgds s0bLbsL. abag sembobadbagos, ®m3 10-bg bszmada
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©90mmgdal dg8mbizgzedo Lobmmdal 85h39690gma dgbadmgdgmos 0.5-%g bogmgdo
0ymb. Imgmyg 3ombgzemgdobogol odobsbnsmgdgmo @omgdocmn dbstggdal dogbgosgewm
(5080b0b@MnMgdal LodsMmEngg, bab38mzmg MmAdo Ro@omgdal Bgbadmgdmmds ©s +.9.),
a0bomzmabB0bgdgmos LabpMMBSLMSL s 3o3dnMmgdama bamzgbgda.

Lggbos MMM sbLbgsg9dsLMSE6 s 3o3d0Mgdym 3mobogn® b5dMm3dn (Macco-
by & Jacklin, 1975) bobasbdnmos, Gm3 33980 Jomgdmsb dgomgdom sbg@Emmgdo,
sgMgbommgdo s gdmEoncon LESdomnMmgdo oG0sb. Bz9b BogM Jomadyemo dgwg-
30, OmMImolb 0obobIows3, Jomgdo dgomgdom Fomom Juymgdl safm3zgdgb 3gorne-
LobEabogMgdol, bg3eim@addobs s 3gmomasbbymdols bjomgddyg, dggbedsdgds od
06 gM 3nm@nGgmo 33emg3zob (Schmitt et al., 2008) dqwgaqdl, HmIgmdai 55 J3q9sbos
3mbobomgmdms, m913(39, 93 33mg30L MobobIaw, Jomagdol gdbEMaggMbaal dohgg698gema
PO Jomamns, gy 353535(3900bs, Rzgbl 33ma353030 30bbLbgsz9ds, 9dLbEMo39MboAb
dobgez00, LESGOLEGFNs Lobom o6 sMdmAbs. sbg3g, B39b0 33mg30L Jgmgagdo
90obogds  33mg3z0lb Imbo393gdLb (Chapman, Duberstein, Sorensen & Lyness, 2007),
Mg s 05bsb3o@a(s, Jormgdlb padm sbsbosmgdm byzmm@nbdabs s jgmomasbbymdbab
30Mmzbmmo 60dbgdo, 300060 - 3o390L. Moz dggbgds gedmmamgdobswdn mosmdab
30R39690mgdL:  3MmENEM0Esb  3NmEMMmsdg gb dgogagdo SMemsb3ndgzMmos.
03 Bobsomdmgamdmoago dgmgandol sbbbs dgbodmgdgmoas ndom, GmM3 Jomgdo oo
35h39698emgdL 03mgbgb gdm(30930bo©dn, bmemm Fsds3o(3900 - 0©ggdnbo©dn @osmdab
0gombodMobom (Costa, Terracciano, & McCrae, 2001; McCrae & Terracciano, 2005).
30dm3000m9d0bado Mosmdal god@mmo 3o o3 sb3gd@gdalb gMmIsbgmabasb 3335mMew@
303053600 LadMomgdal o6 ndmgge.

dmbommEbgmos, mMngg 0bLEENIg6G 0 3sdmBnmo oo byymgnmab gad@mmgdo
33m930boL  g8dmygbgdamoa boggmgsgo 0bbEEMNI6EG oo asdmor (33emeadl dog-
3oMmgdmegl. Bzgbn 33mmg30Lb dgmaagdo dgqbsdedgds sMLgdmm dmbs(3gdgdL - Bom-
30b0D30 EIEgdom FMEgms305800 gdLEMggMbosbs s godmnmgdobswda mosm-
Bobmsb o MoMymmom JmEgms(300d0s 3gonmasbbymdabmeb (3sy. O’Boyle et al., 2014;
Paulhus & Williams, 2002). 5bg3g, 3530539m0bdab bzomsdg domsma 3sh3969dmgd0l dmbg
0bngomgdo 3900masbbymdol sdsmo 3sRz965dmam asdmomBggzosb (3sg., Kessler, Ban-
delli, Spector, Borman, Nelson, & Penney, 2010; Lee & Ashton, 2005; O’Boyle et al., 2014; Paul-
hus & Williams, 2002). ®s5 399690s gbogm3smnsbosb wowo bamgmmolb 3ndstmmgdsb:
Rggbo 33mazolb dgmgagdo gosbswgds 03 33magzelb dgmgagdl, GmImolb cmobsobdsws(s,
gLbogm3omos  aMygmgomem 39380M©gds  3gmamasbBymdsl, bmmm wewgdomew -
a0dm300m9doba©do moomdsl (3sg. O’Boyle et al., 2014; Paulhus & Williams, 2002).

R3gbo  33mg30b 89mgagdoe  ILGYMRIBS, Om3 gdmEeg@e 0bGgmgdde wo
dobo sb3gd@gdn bgas@ontem 39390 gds byzmmE0DIL, bmemm oo bamgnmob
©5656MRq6 6036gdmsb g3m09M0 068 gmgd@&ob 3933060 s©gdomo ©s LG EGNLE NMs©
36093bgmmgabos (doa. Greven et al., 2008; Mikolajczak et al., 2007; Petrides et al., 2010).

(3 d99bgds mEogzg 0bLEEN396E 00 gobmBnr owo byyomgmol god@mEgdbs ©s
993b53594EME086 BmEgmdn asdmymegnm Badsbmes MMmngMmIndsmmgdsl: 3mEgmas0gdo
©ogdomo, dmogfo s LEGLEN NG 860336gmmmgebas, Mo gomsbswgds w339
26bgdmmo  33mg30lb dggagdl - oo gd3bgmmol obgoma 60dbgdo, Hmam@gdazss
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9dbEGegz9Mb0s, 3gmombaboabngfgds s godm3amgdobadn mnomds, oo bmgnmal
Jgbodadal 603698L  m303d0M@gds. oo  gdsbgmmol  gaMamgdda  gsdmymegnema
q94LGMO39Mb0s MoMygmPomsE 393306 ds oo bymgymalb 6g3EmB0DaL. gl ¢ 3e-
bobgbgma oEgdomo  JmEMgmomadlb owo gd3bagnmal  gdmEonEmmdsbomsb.  gumm-
bORgmmde-0033@admmmds 3o @omo bamgnmal 3gmomasbbymdsbmab s3mgbl swgdom
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Abstract

The goal of the study is to examine the psychometric properties of the Georgian versions of the Big
Five Inventory (BFI; John & Strivastava, 1999) and the Ten Item Personality Inventory (TIPI; Gosling,
Rentfrow, & Swann, 2003), the two instruments measuring the Big Five model. 866 individuals partic-
ipated in the study examining the Georgian version of BFI and 377 individuals in the development of
the Georgian version of TIPI. According to the results, the factor structure of both instruments replicates
the five-factor model observed in other cultures. The reliability coefficients correspond to the minimum
levels recommended for personality questionnaires/inventories. However, these levels turned out to be
lower for TIPI. The instrument validity is proved by their logical correlations with the theoretically
relevant constructs, namely with the Six-Factor model, aversive personality traits, and emotional intelli-
gence. We can conclude that due to the factor structure, expected relationships with other constructs and
statistical significance, the Georgian versions of both instruments measuring the Big Five can be used

for future research.

Key words: Big Five model of personality, BFI, TIPL, Psychometrics

Introduction

Personality is a multidimensional construct examined from the perspective of different per-
sonality theories. The Big Five model was developed to study its versatile nature and comprises
five culturally universal personality traits: Extraversion, Neuroticism, Agreeableness, Conscien-
tiousness and Openness to Experience. In addition, each of these traits has six facets (Goldberg,
1993; John & Srivastava, 1999). The development of questionnaires/inventories to study the five
personality traits started in the 1980s (Costa & McCrae, 1992). Today we have several versions of
Big Five questionnaires as well as the versions adapted for different languages (e.g. Leung, Wong,
Chan, & Lam, 2013; Ubbiali, Chiorri, Hampton, & Donati, 2013). The first revised version (NEO
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PI-R) includes 240 items and, as opposed to the original version, makes it possible to count the
scores on the agreeableness and conscientiousness dimensions along with the dimensions of Neu-
roticism, Extraversion and Openness to Experience (Costa & MacCrey, 1992). Later, the 60-items
version was developed to assess the five-factor model (NEO-FFI; Costa & MacCrey, 1992). This
was followed by versions including 44 (John & Strivastava, 1999), 30, 15, 10 and 5 items (Gos-
ling, Rentfrow, & Swann, 2003; Soto & John, 2017). The development of the short versions of the
questionnaires/inventories measuring the five traits is obviously of great practical importance. They
enable researchers to obtain maximum information about research participants in a short period of
time. However, it has to be noted that a smaller number of items in the questionnaire decreases the
probability of obtaining comprehensive information on all the six facets of a personality trait.

The universal character of the five personality traits is confirmed by their existence in different
countries. In addition, the analysis of studies conducted in 55 countries shows that there are signif-
icant gender differences across the Big Five personality traits; in particular, women score higher
on the Agreeableness, Extraversion, Neuroticism and Conscientiousness scales. This difference be-
comes even more salient with economic well-being, accessibility of education and the increased
opportunity to lead a long and healthy life (Schmitt, Realo, Voracek, & Allik, 2008). Despite the
fact that the intensity of gender differences changes under cultural influences, the differences be-
tween men and women across the Big Five personality traits are obvious and are observed in most
countries.

The Big Five and the Six-Factor Model

According to the lexical hypothesis, individual differences are reflected in the adjectives used
in everyday language. After filtering the adjectives and subjecting them to factor analysis, five
personality traits were identified (Goldberg, 1990; Norman, 1963). Later analysis and the revision
of adjectives in different languages showed that there are six, rather than five basic factors: Hones-
ty—Humility, Emotionality (versus neuroticism), Agreeableness (versus anger), Extraversion, Con-
scientiousness and Openness to Experience. The universal character of these factors is confirmed in
the studies examining over 10 languages (Lee & Ashton, 2008). Each trait in the Big Six comprises
four facets. The instrument measuring these traits is based on the information obtained through
self-reports and others’ assessments. As a rule, the data obtained from the above two sources are
interrelated (Ashton & Lee, 2009). The study conducted by Ashton and Lee (2009) shows that some
of the Big Six traits (Extraversion, Conscientiousness and Openness to Experience) relate to the
corresponding traits in the Big Five model. Extraversion in the Big Six model negatively correlates
with Neuroticism in the Big Five model, and the latter positively correlates with Emotionality in the
Big Six model. As for Honesty — Humility, it shows positive correlation only with Agreeableness
in the Big Five model.

The Big Five and the Dark Triad

Personality studies are not limited to universal and, relatively, neutral personality characteris-
tics. Interest in socially aversive personalities intensified at the beginning of the 21% century. Ac-
cording to Paulhus and Williams (2002), Narcissism, Machiavellianism and Psychopathy form the
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constellation of the ‘Dark Triad’. People with narcissistic personality believe that they are superior
to others. Such people are manipulative and are characterized by grandiosity. Narcissism positively
correlates with Extraversion and Openness to Experience and negatively correlates with Agreeable-
ness (Paulhus & Williams, 2002).

Machiavellianism is characterized by poorly developed conventional moral principles and
weak emotionality which helps the individual to use and justify any means used for his/her own
purposes (Christie & Geis, 1970). People with this trait score low on Agreeableness and Consci-
entiousness and high on Neuroticism (O’Boyle, Forsyth, Banks, Story, & White, 2014; Paulhus &
Williams, 2002). Psychopathy is manifested in antisocial behavior and criminal tendencies (Neu-
mann, Hare, & Parlini, 2015). People with the psychopathic trait score low on Consciousness and
Agreeableness and high on Extraversion and Openness to Experience (O’Boyle et al., 2014; Paul-
hus & Williams, 2002).

The meta-analysis of the studies concerning the relationship between the Big Five and the
Dark Triad (O’Boyle et al., 2014) shows that the Big Five traits explain 30-63% of the variance of
socially aversive personality traits. Agreeableness is an especially significant predictor. Individual
facets of the five basic traits can explain 88% of the variance of psychopathy scores and 42% of the
variance of narcissism scores. Similar results confirm the existence of the Big Five traits as univer-
sal dispositions.

The Big Five and Emotional Intelligence

As a trait, emotional intelligence lies at the lower levels of personality hierarchies and is man-
ifested in the ability to understand one’s own and other people’s emotions and influence the way
other people feel (Petrides & Furnham, 2003). Emotional intelligence comprises fifteen facets unit-
ed around the four factors: Emotionality, Sociability, Self-Control and Well-being (Petrides, 2009).
People rating high on the Well-Being factor are self-confident and tend to experience positive emo-
tions (Baudry, Grynberg, Dassonneville, Lelorain, & Christophe, 2018; Petrides, Pita, & Kokkinaki,
2007; Petrides, 2009). Individuals scoring high on Self-Control demonstrate the ability to control
their own emotions, which helps them effectively cope with stressful situations (Baudry et al., 2018;
Petrides et al., 2007). Emotionality helps people understand one’s own and other people’s emotions.
It is manifested in empathy and enables the person with this personality trait to use emotions for
effective communication and establishing close relationships (Baudry et al., 2018; Petrides et al.,
2007). Sociability is manifested in controlling one’s own emotions and their effective use for estab-
lishing social contacts. Individuals with the above trait establish sincere and authentic communica-
tion with the people in their environment and influence their emotions (Baudry et al., 2018; Petrides
et al., 2007). Critics of emotional intelligence consider it as a combination of different personality
dimensions, such as emotional stability and intelligence (Eysenck, 1998). However, meta-analytical
studies show that emotional intelligence is more than a specific combination of basic personality
traits (Andrei, Siegling, Aloe, Baldaro, & Petrides, 2015). Emotional intelligence and its individual
facets negatively correlate with Neuroticism, but show positive and statistically significant cor-
relations with the rest of the Big Five personality traits (Greven, Chamorro-Premuzic, Arteche, &
Furnham, 2008; Mikolajczak, Luminet, Leroy, & Roy, 2007; Petrides, Vernon, Schermer, Ligthart,
Boomsma, & Veselka, 2010).
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The current study

Even though Big Five questionnaires are successfully used in personality studies and the psy-
chological studies on individual differences, information on the psychometric properties of the
Georgian versions is quite scarce. For this reason, the present research aims at examining the psy-
chometric properties of two different instruments: The Big Five Inventory (BFI; John & Strivastava,
1999) used to assess the Big Five dimensions and the Ten-Item Personality Inventory (TIPI; Gos-
ling, Rentfrow, & Swann, 2003).

The development of both instruments was identical and comprised the following stages: (1) At
the first stages two independent translations for each instrument were prepared; (2) After compar-
ing the translated versions, the final version was agreed upon and the first working versions were
prepared; (3) The content correspondence between the translated and the English versions was
determined; (4) Experts assessed the content validity of the working version of the questionnaires.
For this purpose, they had to assess which trait, in their opinion, was measured by which item. Three
experts worked on the Big Five Inventory (BFI) and five on the Ten-Item Personality Inventory
(TIPT). The items with inconsistent assessments underwent revision; (5) Scale reliability was deter-
mined using the pilot study results (40 participants for BFI and 30 participants for TIPI). The items
decreasing the scale reliability were assessed for the second time and revised - 2 items were revised
in BFI and three in TIPI inventories.

The given study consists of two independent parts. Each of them serves the examination of
psychometric properties of each instrument.

Study 1

The objective of Study 1 was to examine the psychometric properties of the instrument assess-
ing the Big Five Inventory (BFI; John & Strivastava, 1999), in particular, to determine the factor
structure, internal consistency and validity.

Research method
Participants and procedure

866 individuals participated in the study, out of whom 550 were women and 303 men (13
participants did not indicate their gender). The participants’ age ranged from 17 to 69 (M, =25.65,
SD=10.47). The research participants’ majority (51.3%) was composed of students; out of the rest
of the participants 36.2% was with higher education, 6% - secondary education and 6.5% - college/
vocational education.

Participation in the study was voluntary and the participants did not receive any compensation
or reimbursement. The questionnaires were administered individually or in small groups. The stan-
dard instruction for the completion of the questionnaire was provided at the beginning of the ques-
tionnaire. When needed, oral instructions were also provided. The research participants were asked
to express the extent of their agreement/disagreement with the questionnaire items by indicating the
corresponding number along the item.
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Research instruments

The five-factor model. The instrument measuring the Big Five (The Big Five Inventory (BFI);
John & Strivastava, 1999) contains 44 items. The items are evaluated using a five-point Likert
scale, with point 1 indicating ‘Strongly disagree’ and point 5 - ‘Strongly agree’. The questionnaire
measures five personality traits: Openness to Experience (10 items), Extraversion (8 items), Agree-
ableness (9 items), Conscientiousness (9 items) and Neuroticism (8 items).

The Dark Triad. The Dark Triad was measured with Dark Triad of Personality (D3-Short)
(Paulhus, 2013). The questionnaire contains 27 items that are evaluated using a five-point Likert
scale with point | indicating ‘Strongly disagree’ and point 5 - ‘Strongly agree’. 9 items measure
Machiavellianism (‘Whatever it takes, you must get the important people on your side.”); 9 items -
Narcissism (‘People see me as a natural leader.”) and 9 items — psychopathy (‘People often say I’'m
out of control’).

Emotional intelligence. Emotional intelligence was assessed using the short form of the Geor-
gian version of the Trait Emotional Intelligence Questionnaire (Petrides, 2009). The short form
of the Georgian version was based on the extended Georgian version (Martskvishvili, Arutinovi,
& Mestvirishvili, 2013). Similar to the original version of the questionnaire, the Georgian ver-
sion contains 30 items evaluated on a seven-point Likert scale (1- ‘Strongly disagree’, 7- ‘Strongly
agree’). It measures the four emotional intelligence factors (Emotionality, Sociability, Well-Being
and Self-Control) and global emotional intelligence.

The six-factor model. To assess the six-factor model we used the short Georgian version of
HEXACO-PI-R measuring the six HEXACO personality traits (Ashton, & Lee, 2009). The inven-
tory is a self-report instrument containing 60 items, assessing 6 personality dimensions: Honesty
— Humility, Conscientiousness, Agreeableness, Emotionality, Extraversion, and Openness to Expe-
rience.

Data analysis

At the first stage the Principal Component Analysis method was used to determine the factor
structure of the Big Five instrument. Even though it is more advisable to apply Confirmatory Factor
Analysis for the identification of the existing personality characteristics, the results produced by
Confirmatory Factor Analysis are inconsistent in most studies. For this reason, part of researchers
questions the suitability of the application of the above method to the Big Five (Borkenau & Os-
tendorf, 1990; McCrae, Zonderman, Costa, Bond, & Paunonen, 1996; Vassend & Skrondal, 1997).
Cronbach’s alpha was used as a reliability measure. It is the method measuring internal consistency.
In order to determine the validity of the instrument correlations were computed between the factors
measured with the BFI and theoretically relevant constructs.

Results

The descriptive statistics and reliability coefficients for all the instruments used in the study as
well as the sample characteristics are presented in Table N1 (the Big Five Inventory) and in Table
N2 (the rest of the instruments used in Study 1).

34



‘60> dx 10" > d 100" > d s SN (A

#xb9° 0T~ 145 [ ¥0™- 81/28 €T vL8I1 3 (429 LL S6 sousLadxy 01 ssouuadQ
ST #x8€7" #xL8 Fe3 %CC 81/T8 1er vLsl o §9'¢ S8 S6 SSOUSNONUAIOSUO))
10°- #x97" wxlT w2 1S - 81/28 €T vL8I1 9¢ 98¢ oL S6 $SOUQqRAAISY

#xSE kO wxlV 0T #2608 81/28 1T L8l 8L 80°¢ 68 S6 UOISIOABIXE
80 #2608 <0~ wxLT Y0 81/28 €T vL8I 99’ Iee €8 S6 Anjreuonows
S0 or- 6l #xEC xSC 81/28 €T vL8I1 ¥9’ 18°¢ ¥8 S6 Arung-£)souoy

[9POJA 10308 I-XIS
w2V’ w2 ]S #xSP° #2607 #x 1S 9/¥6 €L S0y 6 LO'S €L 6¢l [8qO1D
QouadI[[oIul [RUOHOWH

#29T SO I #2SE"" w2 (€ S9/5¢€ <y 091 8 LST €8 0¢l ansodwo))
0T ol 0 #2E€7" 91 §9/5¢€ «wy 091T 8y LI'C 8L 0¢l AyredoyoAsq

#28¢ 0 or #2ST" #x TP S9/5¢€ wy 09°1¢ 19 ¥8'C oL 0¢l WSISSIOIBN
10~ 60 ST #2€0 LT S9/S¢ «wy  091T vS ILe o 0¢l WSTUBI[[OARIYORIA

peLLL jred
suag1
omo%muuﬂ“mwwu WISIONOINAN .MMMMMMW SSQUQ[QBARITY  UOISIdABNXH WNW MMMN as . " as w v JoN
By 0

SUOND]2.4100 PUD AIUISISUOD [DULDIUT ‘SOUSTDIS 2413d119S2(T TN 219V

10" >y “100" >Ayesese “IION

Psychometric Properties of the Georgian Versions of the Big Five Questionnaires

oS’ 965"~ 00°S o'l yT #%xx9C°€ 99° e 09 L8E SL SL SL 6 05S/€0¢  @oudtddxy 03 ssouuadQ
1s- T 881 00'1 (8 % €570 €8’ LL'T 8L 79T oL LL LL 8 0SS/€0€ WSIONOINAN
890~ 98- 00°S 961 LT s [87€ oL 88°¢ €9°  0L'¢ LL 8L €L 8 08S/€0€ SSOUSNONUIIOSUOT)
6LE ™ we- 00°S €e'l 34 w4k (197 LD 98¢ LS 6S¢ L YL 09 01 0S$/€0€ SSOU[qeaAITY
1cr- ¥0C- 00°¢ 8¢'1 LO 0’1 69 [433 9" LEE 89 69 89 6 08S/€0€ UOISISABDXH
SOSOMNG]  SSOUMSNS XeN N 2o 7 as nw ds U [BOL  UdWop  UWN sutont - USWOM
10o8d JoN  jueN
USWOA wN 0 § YonquoL)

149G 40f Aoua3s15U0D [PULIIUI PUD SINSDIUL SOYS VIS 241314052 "[N 2]9BL



Khatuna Martskvishvili, Natia Sordia, Aljoscha Neubauer

Factor analysis. The BFI items were subjected to principal component analysis (PCA). Prior
to performing PCA, the suitability of data for factor analysis was assessed. Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin
(Kaiser, 1970, 1974) value (.85) exceeded the recommended value of .6 and the Bartlett test
(p<.001) (Bartlett, 1954) reached statistical significance, which confirms the suitability of the data
for the factor analysis.

The principal component factor analysis with Varimax rotation revealed the presence of 9
components with the eigenvalue exceeding 1, explaining 14.3%, 9.5% 7.3%, 5.5%, 4.9% 3.5%,
2.9%, 2.7% 2.4% of the variance respectively. The scree plot showed a sharp change after the fifth
component. Based on Cattell’s (1966) scree test, 5 principal components were retained for further
analysis. The existence of those components was also confirmed by the parallel factor analysis
which extracted only 5 components with eigenvalues exceeding the corresponding criterion val-
ues for a randomly generated data matrix of the same size (44 variables * 867 participants). The
five-component solution explained a total of 41.52% of the variance. The eigenvalues for the first
5 factors were 14.25, 9.45, 7.29, 5.53 and 4.99. All the items were represented in the factor space
with the communality 0.41.

The list of items corresponding to each factor is presented in Table N3. Several items loaded
on more than one factor. For example, items 26 and 16 had been developed to measure the Extra-
version factor (corresponding loading - .169 and .282), but both items loaded higher on the Consci-
entiousness factor (.593 and .439). Also, item 35 which had been developed to measure Openness
to experience (.250) loaded higher on Extraversion (.370). It has to be emphasized that each of
these items also loaded on the factors it was meant to measure. However, item 2, which had been
developed to measure Agreeableness, loaded very low on the given factor. Items 15 and 11 loaded
on more than one factor, but they loaded higher on the factors (Openness to Experience and Extra-
version) they were meant to measure.

Table N3. The factor structure for BFI

Openness to

Conscientiousness Neuroticism Agreeableness  Extraversion

experience
Item 28 716
Item 3 11
Item 33 708
Item 23 627
Item 26 .593 .169
Item 18 558
Item 38 478
Item 8 467
Item 16 439 348 282
Item 43 .384
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Item 39
Item 19
Item 24
Item 14
Item 9

Item 34
Item 4

Item 29
Item 20
Item 30
Item 25
Item 5

Item 40
Item 44
Item 41
Item 15
Item 10
Item 2

Item 17
Item 32
Item 27
Item 22
Item 12
Item 7

Item 42
Item 37
Item 13
Item 36
Item 6

Item 31
Item 21

Item 1
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395

744
.695
.622
599
.563
.556
504
492

674
.655
.633
614
598
581
547
489
295

129
.690
.638
.625
.606
.594
488
458
457
408

.566
.564
.563
561
518
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Item 11 426 517
Item 35 251 370

Factor extraction method: Principal Component Analysis

Rotation method: Varimax with Kaiser normalization
Rotation number — 7
Loadings below |.30| have been suppressed

Score distribution. Table N1 shows minimum and maximum scores, mean and standard
deviation, skewness and kurtosis for BFI. Kolmogorov — Smirnov (KS) test showed that in the Big
Five Inventory the frequencies of the factor scores were not normally distributed (See Figure N1),
in particular, Extraversion KS (866) =.06, p<.05; Agreeableness KS (866) =.06, p<.05; Conscien-
tiousness KS (866) =.06, p<.05; Neuroticism KS (866) =.06, p<.05 and Openness to Experience KS
(866) =.05, p<.05. The factor score distribution is presented in Figure N1.

Figure N1. Factor score distribution for the Big Five
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Reliability. The reliability of each factor was assessed to determine the internal consistency of
the questionnaire. Reliability was measured using Cronbach’s alpha. Reliability coefficients varied
from .68 to .79 with the lowest coefficient for Extraversion and the highest for Neuroticism.

Gender differences. The independent sample ¢ - test was used to assess gender differences.
The difference was statistically significant for all the factors except Extraversion. As for the other
factors, women scored higher on Agreeableness, Conscientiousness, and Neuroticism, whereas men
scored higher on Openness to Experience (See Table N1).

Construct validity. Correlations between the Big Five factors and theoretically relevant vari-
ables are presented in Table N2. All the Big Five factors were related as hypothesized to the factors
measured by the research instruments. In particular, Narcissism positively correlated with Extraver-
sion; Openness to Experience is negatively correlated with Agreeableness; Agreeableness negative-
ly correlated with Machiavellianism and Psychopathy and Psychopathy positively correlated with
Openness to Experience. Emotional intelligence is negatively correlated with Neuroticism, but its
correlation with the other traits of the Big Five was positive and statistically significant. As for the
correlation with the same constructs measured with the Six-Factor model, correlations turned out
to be positive, statistically significant and varied between .39 and .89. The weakest correlation ob-
served between Emotionality and Neuroticism (.39) was still statistically significant. The strongest
correlation was observed between the Extraversion factors.
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Study 2

The objective of Study 2 was to examine the psychometric properties of the Ten-Item Person-
ality Inventory (TIPI), (Gosling, Rentfrow, & Swann, 2003); in particular, to determine the structure
of factors, internal consistency and validity.

Research method

Participants and procedure

377 individuals participated in the study, out of whom 168 were women and 169 men. The
participants’ age varied from 16 to 58 (M,,=20.58, SD=5.30). The majority of the research partici-
pants (66.2%) was comprised of students; 30.0% was with higher education, 2.7% - secondary, and
1.2% - college/professional education.

Participation in the study was voluntary and the participants did not receive any compensation
or reimbursement. Questionnaires were administered individually or in small groups. The standard
instruction for the completion of the questionnaire was provided at the beginning of the question-
naire. The research participants were asked to express the extent of their agreement/disagreement
with the questionnaire items by indicating the corresponding number along the item.

Research instruments

Ten Item Personality Inventory (TIPI) (Gosling, Rentfrow, & Swann, 2003) comprises 10
items which are evaluated using a five-point Likert scale with point 1 indicating ‘Strongly disagree’
and point 5 - ‘Strongly agree’. The questionnaire measures five personality traits: Openness to expe-
rience, Extraversion, Agreeableness, Conscientiousness and Neuroticism. All factors are measured
with two items.

The five-factor model. To measure the Big-five factors we used The Big Five Inventory (BFI;
John & Strivastava, 1999) used in Study 1.

The six - factor personality model. To assess the six-factor model we used the extended version
of HEXACO-PI-R (Ashton, & Lee, 2009). The inventory is a self-report instrument containing 100
items and assessing 6 personality dimensions: Honesty — Humility, Conscientiousness, Agreeable-
ness, Emotionality, Extraversion, and Openness to Experience. Each trait comprises four facets
measured with 4 items. The instrument also contains an interstitial facet.

Data analysis

The Principal Component Analysis was used to determine the factor structure of the TIPI.
Cronbach’s alpha was used as a reliability measure. In order to determine the validity of the instru-
ment the correlations were computed between the scores obtained with TIPI and the scores of the
Six factors.

Results

The descriptive statistics and reliability of the instruments as well as the sample characteristics
are presented in Table N4 (for TIPI) and in Table N5 (for the rest of the instruments used in Study 2).
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Factor analysis. The TIPI ten items were subjected to principal component analysis (PCA).
Prior to performing PCA, the suitability of data for factor analysis was assessed. Kaiser-Mey-
er-Olkin (Kaiser, 1970, 1974) value (.59) exceeded the recommended value of .6 and the Bartlett
test (p<.001) (Bartlett, 1954) reached statistical significance, which confirms the suitability of the
data for the factor analysis.

The principal component factor analysis with Varimax rotation revealed the presence of 5
components with the eigenvalue exceeding 1, explaining 24.83%, 19.26%, 12.38% and 11.29% of
the variance respectively. The scree plot showed a sharp change after the fifth component. Based
on Cattell’s (1966) scree test, 5 principal components were retained for further analysis. The ex-
istence of those components was also confirmed by the parallel factor analysis which extracted
only 5 components with eigenvalues exceeding the corresponding criterion values for a randomly
generated data matrix of the same size (10 variables * 337 participants). The five-component solu-
tion explained a total of 41.52% of the variance. The eigenvalues for the first 5 factors were 24.38,
19.26, 12.38, 11.29, 9.83.

The list of items corresponding to each factor is presented in Table N6. The factor analysis
produced quite a clear structure. All the items measure the factor they are intended to measure.
Only the fifth question that loads on Openness to Experience, also loads (but to a small extent) on
Extraversion.

Table N6. The factor structure for TIPI

Openness to

Extraversion Neuroticism Conscientiousness Agreeableness .
Experience

item_6 .906

item 1 .836

item 4 .864

item 9 .850

item 3 .860

item 8§ .845

item 7 832

item 2 .805

item 10 .861
item _5 372 709

Factor extraction method: Principal Component Analysis
Rotation method: Varimax with Kaiser normalization

Rotation number - 5

Loadings below |.30| have been suppressed.
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Score distribution. Table N4 shows minimum and maximum scores, average and standard
deviation, skewness and kurtosis for the TIPI. Kolmogorov — Smirnov (KS) test showed that in TIPI
the frequencies of the factor scores were not normally distributed, in particular, Extraversion KS
(377) =.10, p<.01; Agreeableness KS (377) =.09, p<.01; Conscientiousness KS (377) =.15, p<.01;
Neuroticism KS (377) =.15, p<.01 and Openness to Experience KS (377) =.10, p<.05.

Reliability. The reliability of each factor was assessed to determine the internal consistency of
the questionnaire. Reliability was measured using Cronbach’s alpha. Reliability coefficients varied
from .47 to .72, with the lowest coefficient for Agreeableness and the highest for Neuroticism and
Extraversion.

Gender differences by Big Five factors. The independent sample 7 - test was used to assess
gender differences. The difference was statistically significant only for Agreeableness, on which
women scored higher than men. The difference was not statistically significant for any other factors
(See Table N4).

Validity. Correlations between the factors measured by TIPI and the factors measured by
the instrument assessing the six-factor model and the Big Five are presented in Table N5. Similar
constructs measured by different instruments positively correlated with each other. The correlations
were statistically significant. Correlations were stronger with the factors measured by BFI than with
the factors measured by the Six-Factor Model.

Discussion

The Georgian version of both questionnaires (The Big Five Inventory and the Ten Item Per-
sonality Inventory) replicate the five-factor structure of the English versions. The factor analysis
of the Big Five Inventory (BFI) shows that most items (with a small exception) load on the factor
they are meant to measure. As for the Ten Item Personality Inventory (TIPI), it also shows a clear
five-factor structure. Only one item (Item 5) loads on two different factors, but to a much lesser
extent compared to the factor it is supposed to measure. This can be explained by the tendency also
observed during the calculation of correlations with other factors and confirms the non-existence
of orthogonal relationship between the Big Five personality traits (De Young, Peterson, & Higgins,
2002).

The factor score distributions for BFI and TIPI are not normal, which can be explained by
age variance (the research participants’ age ranged from 17 to 55, but age groups were not evenly
distributed) and, in the case of TIPI, by a small number of research participants. However, due to
a small number of items, the sample size in Study 2 is big enough to carry out the factor analysis.

The internal consistency levels of the Georgian versions of BFI and TIPI mostly approximate
or meet the reliability level of .70 recommended for personality inventories/questionnaires (Nun-
nally, 1978). However, reliabilities are definitely lower in the case of TIPI, which can be explained
by a small number of items in this instrument (2 items per factor). It has to be noted that if the num-
ber of items is below 10, the reliability level may be less than 0.5. Even though short questionnaires
have many advantages (they are easy to administer, are less time-consuming, etc.), we should not
overlook the reliability-related imperfections.
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A classical work on gender differences (Maccoby & Jacklin, 1975) states that men are more
assertive, aggressive and emotionally stable than women. In our study women score higher on Con-
scientiousness, Neuroticism and Agreeableness, which agrees with the results of the cross-cultural
study (Schmitt et al., 2008) covering 55 different countries. However, according to that study, wom-
en score higher on Extraversion than men, whereas our study did not show statistically significant
gender difference on the extraversion dimension. The results of our study are also consistent with
the findings of another study (Chapman, Duberstein, Sorensen & Lyness, 2007), according to which
Neuroticism and Agreeableness are the personality traits more typical of women than men. As for
Openness to Experience, the findings are inconsistent and vary across cultures. Likewise, incon-
sistencies can be explained by the fact that women score high on Openness to Emotions, whereas
men score high on Openness to Ideas (Costa, Terracciano, & McCrae, 2001; McCrae & Terracciano,
2005), but Openness to Experience does not differentiate between these two forms.

The Big Five factors measured by both instruments predictably correlate with the variables
measured with the instruments used in the study. The results of our study correspond to the existing
findings: Narcissism positively correlates with Extraversion and Openness to Experience and nega-
tively correlates with Agreeableness (O’Boyle et al., 2014; Paulhus & Williams, 2002). Also, indi-
viduals scoring high on Machiavellianism score low on Agreeableness (Kessler, Bandelli, Spector,
Borman, Nelson, & Penney, 2010; Lee & Ashton, 2005; O’Boyle et al., 2014; Paulhus & Williams,
2002). As for the relationship between Psychopathy and the Big Five, our findings support the re-
sults of the studies according to which Psychopathy is negatively related to Agreeableness and pos-
itively correlates with Openness to Experience (O’Boyle et al., 2014; Paulhus & Williams, 2002).

The results of our study confirm that emotional intelligence and its facets are negatively related
to Neuroticism, but the relationship between emotional intelligence and the other Big Five traits is
positive and statistically significant (Greven et al., 2008; Mikolajczak et al., 2007; Petrides et al.,
2010).

As for the relationship between the Big Five factors and the traits in the Six-Factor model
measured with both instruments, the correlations are positive, strong and statistically significant,
which corresponds to the results of other studies, i.e. the Big Six traits like Extraversion, Conscien-
tiousness and Openness to Experience are related to the corresponding traits in the Big Five model.
Extraversion in the Big Six model negatively correlates with Neuroticism in the Big Five and the
latter trait positively correlates with Emotionality in the Big Six. Honesty — Humility shows posi-
tive correlation with the Agreeableness in the Big Five (Ashton & Lee, 2009). In some cases, the
correlation is not strong enough (e.g. the correlation between Emotionality in the Six-Factor model
and Neuroticism in the Big Five model), which can be explained by the difference in the facets of
the factors measured by these two models.

Conclusion

The results of our study show that the Georgian translations of the Big Five Inventory and
the Ten Item Personality Inventory replicate the properties and tendencies of the corresponding
non-Georgian versions. The results related to gender differences are similar to those that are ob-
tained through the administration of the Big Five inventories in different countries. These results
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can be also theoretically justified. The significance coefficients correspond to the minimum levels
recommended for personality questionnaires/inventories. Certain flaws observed in the case of TIPI
can be explained by an extremely small number of items. Both instruments used in the study are
valid, which is proved by their hypothesized relationship with the theoretically assumed constructs
as well as the constructs measured by other instruments. No norms have been assessed for any of
the questionnaires within the framework of the given study, which makes it impossible to use these
instruments for individual assessment and/or consulting. However, it is possible to use the current
versions of the questionnaires for research purposes.
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65%0 oMby sbadzaemn
03569 %o30b60d30em0b babgermdob mdoerobob bobgemdbogm mboggmbodgdo

365L@ LS JoBnsdzoma
03569 xogobodgoemol bsbgenmdol mdoemobol bobgemdbogm @boggmbodgdo

33bgMmsg@o

LEOG030 gobbomumos scddmmo bBoadob 3MbLEGEMNIG0, Joormm 3m3nma30880 bmgas-
@ ©a(339mol bLEIGNLME ©s39380Mgdnmo smddamo bGnadol Lsmoal dg4360b
09893980 o dgrgagdo. Liomado gs8mygbgdymo gdMmgdgdal MdgGgbmds gymdbgds
begooma@ee og33gmab BEsGMLab 8mby ©®s80569dmab Ro@oMmgdnmo m3z0bgdMoga
3529300 8909373L- @go:9mgdgdab ggbdg@Gaere dg8obgdeb dgdrga 33egzodo 8mbsbocmgmds
dongm  263-35 Legosma@o og)339mob LEsGLOL 3gmby dmdomadgd. LmnsmyMae
0993390 LEIGYLMSE ©d3o3d0Mgdama dsxmddgmo bLE0adalb bzsmsdn, 3Mabz03mma
3M33mbyb@ ol Bod@mM o sbamnbab dgmgas, 3sdmgmnbos mMa gog@mmn: bgas@ondo
3m3yMmmdob o¢gds (9 gdmmgds, 0. =.87) s 0b@gMbomabgdmman bBnads (8 gdymgds, 0=.81).
0560 b 3orolb dabsogsba dgmabbdgdymmmdal 8sBg969dgma b 3domm omamos (17 @gdmmgds,
0=.89). moM0dnmom (36m3Mgdsbmab ©s393d0Mgdmmo s ddnmo bBngdalb Lbgs LodmBabagsb
a56Lbgsg9d0m, bzomadn 393080690 smddmmo LGgMgME03gdobadn Mebbdmdal sdbabggmo
©9dnmagdgdai, Gmdmgdo LEEgdL 6@ YMBomaDgdal  gobbmBamgdedn  gogMmsbs.
535bmoboagy, Lagmabbdms, Hmd, smddamo b ogdab dgbobgd sGLgdymo Lbgs MmgmGomo s
9830M0gmo 33mmg3980bo356 3ob6bbgszqd0m, Lodmagammm bLEngds@odssnnlb d0dn, dgbadmms
Bgas@omn Im3ymmdal smddab god@mmda dmgdqL. gb a395306gd0673L, HmB bgas@oyca
3m3Y4Mmdob o gds 3mb(393@MomuMmem 59Mm05b67dL bGnadob Hmamm (3 sbmobogm s Bombyem
303m300mgdsl, abg dm3agomdn Babsbbom asbdg®g@nm LEngdsGodazosbss. 33mggab ob
B©ogws, Hm3, sbbboma god@mEnma sbsmabab bBsGabE N NMa M3gMszanl 3o, s6ss
3m3999mo 3mbgnMmsGmEmnmn ggod@mEmo sbamnbob dgmgaqdo.

Lag3zs6dm Logyggdo: bLmnsmaMae ©M339c0b LEIGNLME ©s303d0Mgdmma seddmmao
LEads, 6yas@oyMa Bm3yHmdab s¢dds, LBngdnl b@gMbarmabgdes.



> ddgema bBoadab 3mbLE GGl dgbbBogms...

LomaModalb gobbadm3Mgdabawdn bbgsobbzs doamds s@bgdmadl, dobo 068 M©ab-
(3030bnF0 babosmnsb godmdnbsmy. 1995 Bgmb 3m39635396d0 Ro@omgdmmo bmzns-
&0 30bg0maMgdal dbmeggmoam badn@nb gamamgdda donmgl s @3 30(39L LomaMadal
36535 a36DmBomadosbo gobbabdmygMmgds. o3 ¢3065L369mal dobgogom, bLomsmadyg smo-
Bgmgds Lbgowabbgs bLabob gMmsbgmmsb ®s3e33nmgdamo ©gd3Mogsznal Ggmdnbom
©5 39(396@0 ©30L3al LoEaMmadgbmeb s 3ogd0Mgdym LB 0adsdy, w©abzMmndabsznady,
©3(339mdabs ©s bmgosmy® gbimmbosdg (United Nations, 1995). o3 (3e, dmgsmaw,
Loeo@ndol s6smababsl bogmgdom gbdgds boba dab bmgosmn® s Bbogmmmann®
306Dm30mgdgdl, Mo@asb doma gobdmdgs Momos. domn gddoMoymae Jdgbbsgmal
LoMormmob dogmbgosgem, 35063 860d36gmmzebos Lomse®ndaols s@eds@gMmoserm@n as6-
Bmdomgdgdolb 33magze o dggabgds. Bobssmdwga d93mbzgzsdn, Mammgdgmymegoemn
hgds LomaMmodals gobLabmgMgdgdbs s smbgMgddn godmymegnmoa obgmo ggbm3dgbgdo,
Mmam®gdozes boads, bmosmamo gqbgmabos, @s gLogdmemmaon® 3gomomuomgmdsbosb
5393900 gdmmn  bbgs sb3gd@gdo. s3sL 3o dgodmgds ob Im3yzglb, HGmd dbmemme
oG gFnom  obdofmgdady  aodnbbyma  ab@gMggbzngdo  mofnda  dmbabmagmdbal
3amdatgmdol gobomdxmdgbgdmoem 5Mobo3dstnbo agmb. 83 §8s3%g bods®mggmmdoa
B64(30mboMgdL gymsemo bmgosmymo ©sbdsmgdal 3Gmamsds/bastibgdm dgdbgmds,
Amdgmbag bmgnomuMao o (339mn mgsbgdol 3mbszgdms dsbsdo Mgaab@mamgdamao
500530567930 009396. 0boba bmznsmyMa® o339 bobgmbmogdom 56086 (56mdacmo
5 sdsmn Lbmomggmbmdagn®o bLEsGLAL 3dmbgms Labmaswmgdfog xanxrb dog-
3993698056. bogoBmnggmmadn o3 xaMyalb GLogdmbmgosmy@o Jobsbosmgdmgdal dgbobgd
3mba(3939d0 boMns. 530@m3 Im(393mmn 33mg3e meMadamam J3bmaMgda s©sd0sbgdab
393m30mgdolb bom®m3abgnmon dgbbogmolb wobygdal absdg gMo-gma 3oMggma
bodogos.

IBOM 3mb3Mg@ e, BaMdmmagbomo 33emg30Lb doDobos Ladstmzgmmdo dsbmg-
900 bgosmymae 3390l bBsGLob dJmbg dmdomsdggddn bE0adal semddsbmab
0535380693 mmo gs3mamgdobs s gobzgdol dgbBogmos s bmnsmyGom o 3-
390b bGdBMLbmMb s 3o3d0Mgdmma s ddmo bgoadalb badmda 0bbEMxdgb@ob dg436s.

LEnadab 3¢gds > Jabon nbGgMbIMDyd

LBOadsL gobbadmgMmeggb Mmam® (3 ©H3056@ M0, LmosmuEa bm@m3gdowsb go-
abMoamn Jobobnocmgdmal Jmbsl, MGm3gmoi 333906 ©ob3Mgon@gdemos. ol so-
800bL Lbggdobogeb goblLbzoggdmmb o bogmgdem LabaEmzgmb boob (Goffman, 1963);
LE0adob dgbobgd s@ObLadym qBabaznsms 13g@gbmdsl dgdmgan mMo LagMom gemg-
396@0 sbobnsmgdl: ¢Babsmgbow, abobo 50bBndboggb 0dsl, Mm3 dsbBoads@ndgdgma
60dobo gobLbgogmgds 0dabogsb, Mo Labmaswmygdsdo ,bm&mdor”, ,d00gdnman” nog-
mgds. 3gmeg: Rzgmmadcog, LEadob gs63LsbrmgEmgm Jobobosmgdgmmsb bbgs bdg-
9mB03980(350 03353306 9dmmo. amx3dsbo (1963) Lszdome (3bowsw ombndbsegl, Mma
LE0ad0lL 5MLgdMdS gEabbImMdL aodomgobnMgdgmo s@FndnBobs s bGgMgmE@ndgdal
MOM009M03ggd0b 3OmqLb. bBngds bgasGoym® go3mgbsl sbegbl Ladabbal bsgby.
3bgogl sBAL aodmmg3edl gmbbos, m@absi 90badbsgh, ™I LGnads@odbozonbsal
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0g99mobbdgds 3obG0ads80dgdge 60dsbmsb sLmnMgdama bags@ontn dggebadgdabe
5 bEBYMgMB035d0L sMbgdmds (Jones et al. 1984). bLgngds@odozs bogds LmznsmyMa
MA00gM0mMgdabol. ob dgadmgds domosb sd3oMa@ godmabs@mb obgmn 4dgmgdgdoo,
MHmamgdo(zos YMmngonmdobsmgol megal sGngds, bLmnomuMa Mofymas, ©abgmg-
0309, ©9313560Ds(300 @ ©g3gMbmbamndszns (Dovidio et al., 2000; Herek, 1999).
335bmab gfmaw, bngdsd dgndmgds nhabmb mago dbydnd s dbgmow dgbedhbgg gme-
396d0(3. Jogdmoma, 5Md39MdaMa 3m3mboajsznal s®bgdoo (Hebl, Tickle & Heatherton,
2000).

BFo@a309ma©, bEGngds gobabodbmaMmgdmes gmm Jg@ow dsLEG0gds@ndgdmgdals
39Mb399B 030056, s oM mozem  LE0adsGobgdamal  °mddgddy  aYMLbmbao.
0993(35, 50bdbndbsgns, MM syyz0mgdgmo bymoi o6 oM0b, Labmasmgdol dnge
LEB0ad580DgdYmn 0brogomgda LEngdal aby 068 gbLonEMsE asbn(300EbL, MmamE (s
qL 3mbammebgmos. 830@m8 dmem AL RRGM od@onFen dqobbagmosb smddmmao
LE0gdob (369850, 3393900 vLEYMYSL, EMI, Lobdmasmgdol FogH gsdmbs@yemo
LE0adob 0bBgbLbagmdal Bombgoags, doManbomadgdnmo xangob Bgzmgdo LE0adol
3 ddob meg0bgdnMgdgdom dgbodmms  bLsjdome 360336gmmmabom asbLbgssgdm©bgb
(Corrigan & Calabrese, 2005; Crandall, 1991). smddgmo bGoadolb dgbobgd 33939330
bobo gbdgds DAL 0als dgbobgd, Hm3 Mmommgme nbmngnlb dgndmagds smgbndbgdbmwal
LE0adobawdo LgbLoGoMEMdaL bbgsmsbzs mby (LB 0adabowda bybbogoymmds 6ndbazlb
03sb, 09 Modmgboe bgdmddgrgdl bBnads ngb&mdadbyg) (Major and O’Brien, 2005).

LB0adob dsmddobs s 30Mmzgbgdadg Fabo Bgaszmgbol 3Gm3gLal assbasmabgds
dgbadmgdgmoas 3MommMabs s Mongmab B0 d93m3s3909em Imegmdo god8mymeneno
LE0gdab 838 M Bo3ob YA gHcd3ggdom: oMggmoas bagsmm bEnads (public stigma),
Amdgmog 3nmobbdmdlb babmgasmmgdol Mgadosl 3sbGngds@ndgdgma dobsbosmgdmal
3dmbg 905805698%7. 0b 99M05698L 503439 gdolb 3maboGoy®, sx3gd@&me ©s J(39300
95J(3090L. 3BomEobs s MooEgMob dmegmdo dgdmmsgsabgdmma bLBoadalb dgmeg
Lobg 30 mgomb@ngdss (self-stigma). gb m3065b36gmn 1339 sbobagb 08 bmgnsn® o
gLbogmmmgon® 95394@&q0b, HmImgdai LEadob bLsdoDbgs. o ngmmabbdgds Mmams
LE0gdoB0D(300L LB BB Ymxybal gbobgd (3mEbs, 0Ly LE0adsbmsb s 3ogzdaMgdymo
Bggo@omco MBIgbgdabs o gob3gdal 068 Mbomadgds. mgomb@nadal sdmbagamas
Logamm bEoads. 93@mMMgdol Jobgmzom, LGngds mz0mmdadg Jgbadmms badgzemow
bgdmgdggdgb: 1) dmJdgmgdom godmbso@mmo bBoads (enacted stigma), Go3 anobbdmdl
LE0adoG0DYdNO 5580560L bgas@om® Fm3yMmdsl; 2) gobzonmo bgnads (felt stigma)
- LEBNgdsBnbgdmma oMol Jog®m LG0adsG0Doz0alb godmznmmgdal asbmdogMmgds o
Lodm3agmme Babobbom aobdatg@s; 3) nb@gmbomobgdmmo LGogds - bLabmgswmgdal
3096 g33mba@mmo bgas@omcn 0sdm3ogdamgdgdol domgds, Jobo mgocmmdal/Lgymezals
bobomom aodd(3930 ©d 30Mmzbymo moMmgdmmgdol 80bnggds, Mobai meb sbmoglb
300006 gdmgdal 398306988 8 Gbogmmmann®o pab@mgbo (Herek, 2007; 2009).

Lobsed NFH™M gBIMNEOE gsbzobomsgm LEadal smddobs o 6B FMbamaDdgbals
36m39bL, Mbos sm3b0dbmm, MM badgbngm Mo gMmsGn@msdn smddnmoa bEngdabs
5 dobo dgdsaqbgmo sb3gd@gdal gbobgd (3ombobs gobLadmzMgdgda o6 sMLYEMAL.

dogomomsm, bmagxrgd osmddgmoa LB0ads Mz0mbEgdsbmsbss gsngnzgdymo, dmaxgH
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30 06@9Mbsmabgdmma bgogdss mzgomb@ogdalb bobgmbmogdoom dmblgbogdmma. dogs-
momoE, 39Mg30L, gomab, 3masbol s Lbzgdob (Herek GM, Gillis JR, Cogan JC, Peilian
Chi, Xiaoming Li, Junfeng Zhao, and Guoxiang Zhao) 8096 asdmymegznmo bBoadal Lobggddan
0b6@gebsmobgdymo bGoads LEmmgo mznmb@oadol babgmomss (self-stigma) (36mdocemo.
33@™MMgd0b  3ogH 096G 0g8030MgEYmo  ©sbsMmAgbo mEn  Godalb LE0ads go Mab
3mgddggdom godmba@moa bGnads (enacted stigma) o sddmmo LGoads. 8mddgwgdooc
asdmbas@ o bLGogds 0bgs obsbosmgdamon, Mmames 3Gomeobs ©s MonEgMob
bgdmon smbgFom dmegmdo. smddgmo bLEngds 3o msgobo dobss@boo gobzwoem (felt
stigma) LEBoadslb YGMEEgds. 3gMdmE, s3@8™MMgdn smddnm bEnadsw ammabbdmdgb
LE0adob  LYdogd@mE  aobmdogFadsl, o dgodmagds  gsbsdoMmmdgdoglb  abgmo
356(300980L  gobg30maMgdal, BmamMgdozss bEGads@adsznalb dodn, mzomasblbbsbmasb
03353806930 dgmmgs sbos abGMabo doMsm NMMngMmmdgddo.

LB0gdabobGFMO3gALMbamMHnobdgd@gdal 3owg3nEmmIg@oMmagmmgswsd;zgomn
©gg0bozns a3b30gds LomaModolb smddgmo LEogdol dgbobgd os@MbLgdam 33mg398d0.
dogomoma, bmznomy@o obdofmgdal 3Mmamadsda Rofmemma 306gdal dmbsbamgmdom
Bo@omadam 333030 3@ Mdgmads s demgbabgg@ds (Stuber and Schlesinger (2006) 3 5dmy3qL
LE0gdob M0 BMEIs: 0 bG™MBaL bLGNgds (Mo(3 g5bnbsdrgMgdmms, Hmamt(3bgas@onmo
LEJMIMEG03gd0b BB MBomDGds) s FM3yHMIsLmb s 3o3d0Mgdama LB nads (treatment
stigma) (Gm3gmo(s gmeobbdmdlb 080b 30dlb, ®m3 bbzqdo (3ms© 3maqg3ymHmdasb). Mmam(s
3bgog3m, gb 93@™Mgdo 0gbBmdal bEnadsl nb@gmMbomabgdmm LEBadsl ognzgdgb,
Bgago@on®o dm3ycmdol dado 3o LEadab (3ommg3g Lobgss asdmymeomoa. JEMabEnbs
3039mbmbo s bggbo Mom0s8bo Meg056m 3339830 boemsFndab semddmemo bdngdalb m
356bDmM3nmgdsl godmamhBgzgb: 1) bBoadob 0b@gMmbomabgds/0b@gMmbamadgdamao bgngds:
a9mabbdmdgb LomaMmadgbmsb ©s393d0Mgdamo abgmn bgasG oMo asbigdol Jmbsb,
Mmam®gdozes boMzbgomo, dg3dmbgds 96 L Fmmata maz0lb gabbbgeggdmmem smdds; 2)
bgas@onmn 3m3ymmdol smdds/scmddnma bgas@onma dm3ymmds (experienced stigma). gb
1 3560b36gmn aneabbdmdl 0brogomals Bmaswm smddsl ol dodamor gobbmezngmgdae
35bB0ad580D9dgm 3mMJ3q00gd9dmsb s 393300 gdao.

LEB0adnlb  abBM3gAbmbomyFn  sb3g98gdal Lbgosobbgsbontn Lobgmmagds o
MA009M030083 33500 Babss@bo bgmb o ¢dmal bGngdal nb@gHbomabgdol 3Gm(3gLob
smBg@sb. 3oModom, 3x0dOmdo, gL q3968L3bgme  MYRGMm  mzemboBabml  gsboob
306mgbgdol BogM LEGngdolb omgdal 03 Jobobnsmgdmgdl, Gmdgmms asdmggdabscs
0bobogbgb 30bbow s3@™MEMgéa bgdmm smbgfamn §gfMdnbgdol Jgdm@Eeboom. LGngdal
dgoz0bgdal 3Mm39L0L sebsbgMmam Lagggbm@gdMog dmegmb BoMm3mawagbgb 3mMoasbo
> Mom (Corrigan & Rao, 2013). s3@mcMgdolb dobgogom, mezosdnmggman 0boognwds
Mbos  0(3mEaL/assbmdagmmlb Logsmm bLE0adol sMbgdmds, Jgdwgy @ogmabbaml/
305Mmb/3oommb, o 3053d0Mmb bsgmmsm megl s dgomzgabmb s@bgdamoa bggs@om®o
033m30©gdnmgdgdo. yzgmoxk g 5dsb 3o Imdyzgds mgommomgdamadol od(3Mmds s
LoBMadEMYdabogseb aofnygs. 3mEMoasbal s Mamb (2013) dogM smbgHama gl dmogmo
»O8@™M3 39(390m” 9539&0b Lobgmomss (“why try” effect) (56mdoemo s Imogos0cgdaemo
0o m0ygdab mgm@osl gyfebmds. csMmnygdol cmgm&nals obgogom, nbrognwgdabsmgals
Go0dg  Labgmolb  d96439398/nofmnygdol  BogzMmed  dgodmgds  0dmddgomlb  dom
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4(3935L0 8 a9b(30090Dy. BMEOGN(30MgdMmo 03Mmnygdol mgm@os LB 0adsh megewm
LE0gdsB0DgdNm™Ms 39ML3E03980s6 gobabomsgh s 99(396@L oo gsdm(3@amgdady
Lgedlb (Link at al, 1989). Lobgmbmegds ,He@m3 gg(3oEm” gs8mbo@ogh bgas@ono
©33m309dnmgdol  domagdobs s dgmzobgdolb 08 dgwmaal, Gmogbsi 30Mmzbgds
0% g693L dob Fadodon godmm I JonbyMgmn@gdgm asdmbomdzedgdl s Lsgymao
3900mEmgmdal gobadxmdgbgdmo 3o s@s® 0d6dz0l, s®adgm LEmosw 3sboyo
bgdo.

s@bobndbagos, Hm3 LoeMm0dgbmab ©s3o3doMgdmma LBoadalb dgbobgd sMLgdymo
3393960b939&qbmds533-30sho@omgdemn,139&gbow, MofMnd oG mbgmsddmdmaddy,
Mm3gdas babgmdbogm sb3sMgdal 3Hma@medgddo nmqdgb 3mbsbomgmdsl (McCormack,
2004; Nelson, 2002; Seccombe, 1999; Stuber and Schlesinger, 2006). dsgsmomsw, bBdgMobs
3 dmgbobagmol 3393530 godmzmnbs, HmI LabgmdBogm @obdsmgdol 3GimaMadgdda
3mbaBomgmds mEn Labob bGoadolb Bysmm dgadmads asbwagb: 3oM3gmo - gbss nEgbGmbab
LE0gads, M3 gmabbdmdos 0dsl, MM3 33mmgz0lb dmbsbamggdo nmgobgdwbgb bgas@nn®
LEIMIMEG03gdL; BgmEg 30 0ym FmM3YMMBSLMSb s 30330 gdmma bBogds (Treatment Stig-
ma), ®s(3 geobbdmds bgas@ommsm dmycmdob dodb. sembndbyma 33mmg30b Bobgogoom,
03006980 bLB0adsb gobo(3056 Hmam(s Lasggb&mgdals Im3LabyMyg 39MLmbamabagsb,
abg bLodmgamgdabsgsb (Stuber and Schlesinger, 2006).

33m9g30b Igomemmmmans

seddqmo bLBoadobs s Jobo gobbmBamgdgdol dgbobbogmow 33mggz0lL dgMgemma
dgomEmmmaos 30dmgaygbgom. megmednfmazgmom, RsGemms m30bgdMnzn 33mgszs 0dab
aoboM 339350, asboiads oy oM LmnomuMae o (339malb LEIGNLMSD ©o3o3-
domgdamo  smddnmo bGngds JoMomm 3m3mmagnada. 83l gofEs, ®30LgdMngo
33m930L5L go8mzmgbomds 1gdgd3ds dqbabbagmo 3mbLEMJdnb dobssmbmdMnzowm @39,
obabosmgdal dgbadmgdmmds dmag(3e. 3935633090, babosmgdms oY) 56 s Jdmema

LEoads 3gmggolb dmigdnem  3mbEgdLEdoi 08539 gobbMBnegdgdoc/sbdgd@gdom,
Bmam® s qb s ddmmo bGogdob MmgmEomem dmgrgdLs s 33emg3q6dns bomdmmagboema.
s ddnmo bB0adalb dmegmdn smddgmo bgasGonmn dm3ymmdabs s LEngdob 6@ M-
Bomabgdol  3obbdmInmgdgdal  goedmymasl wm33g Logdem gd3nGammo  Logydggmo
343L (dogomoms, Pryor & Reeder, 2011; Herek, 2007; 2009; Jacoby, 1994; Scambler, 2004;
Mickelson, 2001); oxdi3o mommgmmo 3sb@ogds@odgdgmo 60dbol dodsmo smddmema
LEB0adolb sb394&gd0/aobbmBamgdgda Jabss@MbmdMogaw dgndmads asbbbgszgdmuogl;
339mobbdmdor 0dsb, Gm3, dsgsmoms, LydbysmaEa M3oMgbmdal Bosdmdswmagbmal
3096 o ddmmo obymMndsbsznnlb dg8mbggggde @s dobgMama LG gMgm@ndgdo dgodmads
360d36g9mmgbom  aobLbgoggdmegl  LmnsmyGom  ©ay339mol  LGs@bolb ddmby
3060m36980L bLEGngdolb omddabogsb. 3g@n(s: 3x0JMMdm, gMmo ©s 03535 B030b LGnadab
dgbboagmol Mmbsy 3gbmdgbol 3EmUL 3nmE O msm Mbogg@bamn@mds asaqgdsd bos
3d9a35933mb (856Ls 3P gdoom 30, 3MB MM RANBRM0 s Jo3d0MgomabGngdab babgd
- %a3989M3s bLE0adsd), Mowasb LmnsmaEo Mg3MgbgbEs(30900bsgsb aqbgMmamgdmem
3MbLEEYJBL gobzabomogm. smbodbyman bLsgombo, dmbgdogns, M3o3doMmgds Lbgs
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439956530 3(3bmzMgd meMmodms xamygdol smddmmo LEogdolb gobsdmda bgsmgdol
bodoGmggmmadn go8mygbgdebmeb ©s393d0Mgdmma gomomdol 3GmMdmadsby(s. vqosb
353m30bsMg, 83 33mggz0bol, 030b9dM03 33mg30bg oRdbgdom, dg0ddbs gdymgdgda
s@ddnmo bEGadob asbobdmdn Lysmal 3MbLEGMEFMYdabomgal. ©gdymgdgdal gqL-
396M@mo  dgiobgdob dgdwga 3o, Lismolb domm@oamgdobs s ©abggbol dobboo,
omEgbmdMagn 33mmg3s Rs@omMs.

dmbo(399930b dgammz980b mg0bgdMng0dgomegdowsb bom®dobgmma nb@gmzangdal
Ro@ofgds g4zgmodg d0Dobdgbmbam dgommsw dngahbagm. Lom@3abgnma abGgfMzgonl
BomBotmgabomgol Bobobbam dmdbswes bobgzMmaw LE®YJGNGMgdnmo abGgMzonl
abs333ma30. 0b@gMgoyy d0dabotigmdos Lodmsmmm 30-40 Byonl aobdsgmmdsdo.

33935 3obbmM(30gmes 33ema30L gornzob 3M0b303960b dogbodsmyMo o(3g00m.

Ly Bo@omes 17 bomMdabgmmo 0b@gMz04). yzgemes Hab3mbrgbGn Mggab@mamgdmemao
0gm ,bmEosmu@em (3390 mxobgdol Imbszgdmes gfMmnsb dsbadn”. asdmbszombo
9momdmomdal b93Mgdo  L3gEosmNMm s Momo bgmdabebzpmd  3587gamE0sb
309399913693006, G0l g5dm(3, 53 dg3mbgggeda Mg 3m3gbgdamoas dgmbgzol stssmdsmyma
3gom@gdal 30dmygbgds: 30bbmdMaga sbyy dgxgabgdomn dg@mbggs s bLEadonmo dgMmhggs
(byemadg, 2008). Mgb3mbogb®gdal dmbadagdmow asdmgaygbgor g.6. cmgmol anboal
3606(3030.

3mbo(399930b gobosbomabgdmam sg0mhngom mgds@ Mo sbamabobdgmmmmemann o
dnam3ds. 33ma30LoL babobBsm gob3babmgGgm, smddnma LGngdal AmIgmao sb3gdda/
306dm3omgds 33506@gMgLgdos 068 gM30mqd0l sb6smnbabal, s308m3 mgdgdol godmg-
mabol 3Gm39L0 398 gboe aEYJEIYM bobnomb sGomgdws. gsdmgmgbamn gdgdals
Lobmmdol dgdmb3gdol dobbom 11 GFMabiLMA3GN gobosbomobgdmow gswsggnm
©33my 300989 333emg35Mb. 3Mmamads SPSS 21-30 3mEoMgdam gcmsdgolb dmab
aodmgmgamago  303sb  3mgy03096@0. 398x8obgdmadl  dmEnl  @ebbImdol  Bomamo
35h39698gmo godmzmnbs, kappa = .74, p<.05.

33mg30L GamEgbmdmng bobommdo bmsnsmmm@ae ogy33gmal LESGNLESL ©s3o3-
Jogdmo s ddnmo bnadolb bzsmob Jobsbosmgdmagdo gosbsmabEs 263 Mgbdmbogbdnb
3mbo(399Dg @oymbmdam (184 Jomo, 79 3535 35(30, bodmammm sbsgn - 44,4; SD=16.5). yggmes
domgabn Mgaob@Mafgdmma aym ,Lbmosmy@se ©on3gmn mgobgdol dmbszgdos
960056 d5Dsd0”

3¢gdd3ygmao bngdob bzsmalb 3mMbLEMMAMgdab 58539d0: 1) qdnmgdgd0l 9d4-
3539085 - JMabE0bs F03gmbmbal LoemseMndol smddmmo LE0adalb bgsmowsb (Perceived
Stigma of Poverty, Mickelson, 2001), 0350 93&™MM0l bgdommznm, dmngaznfms by
©gdnmgds, bmmm, ab@gMzo9gdal dgogagdol gomgemobbabgdom, dgdmdogos o
059358 ©865MRgb0 17 ©gdnmgdgds (byyem - 22). Hab3mbra6@8gdL ©gdnmgdgdobswdon
®0b6b3mdob bofmabbo Mbws Jgggobgdobsm ghmomsb d30domnsb bLismady. JMob@nbs
3039mbmbab b jomado gsdmymaznmos mMo asbbm3nmgds - bgas@&onmo dm3ymHmdob smdds
(experienced/enacted stigma) 0o bB0gdob 068 gMbsmndgds (internalized stigma). bgogdobs o
LE0gdab bLbgs babggdab gynbo30gdol Jodmbomaabs s MmgobgdMngo 33mg30L dggagdal
30m35mnbBabgdom, 068 gMmbsmadgdamo bBoadob go6bmBamgdslb agmds@gm smddnma
LEIPIMEB03gd0bodo Mebbdmdol gmgdgbdos. gL ob3gd@n Bozgmbmbobs s Lbges
338mM980L smddyma bLBG0adolb Lismgdda ymzgmmazal o sMab gsmgamobbobgdmemao
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(Bogomoma, gomgsmobbobgdyemos Li Li, Sung-Jaec Lee, Panithee Thammawijaya, Chu-
leeporn Jiraphongsa & Mary Jane Rotheram-Borusa-ob 309 2010 6emol 6536m3d0, Hm3gemas
qbgds v03 0bggdnol 3dmby 9d056980L 0b@gMbamabgdama LE0adol JgbBsgmosl).
odzs, h3gb 350d0mdo, Gm3 0b6@qgMmbsmadgdam LEGgdsdo oMs bmmme ods
begosma® LG NLbmb ©s3o3d0Mgdama bgas@onma gdmz09d0L 068gMHbsmndyds,
363900 1BEB0gdoG0dgdME bm (300N 000 bGMdLMSE s 333d0Mgdmmo bggMgmEndgdal
domgds/aobostgdss dgodmagds dgomegl. 830@md 3930896900 8badbaema sb3gd@o
0b&gMbomabgdamo bBnadnlb gobbmBnmgdada. 2) @gdmmgdgdal gdb3gMEmn dgxsbgds
- bgomob Fabss@bmdMogo gomamdols d53mBdgdal dobbom, mocmmgemo boms dgogsbs
smds g4L3gMGs, MMBmgda(z bmznsmy® gbodmmmagonsdo, 30Mm36930L Gbodmmmmansdo,
dOmobs 8 mMasbods300b GLogmmmaonsdn, GLogmmmann® sborGm3mmmansbs ©s
gbogmemgoal bLbgs 3mb396@Mo(309830 3936096 33mg398L 88oc5d96. 54L3gMHE gL
30bm3E0m, 350596930800, BmMBgm 356DMBomadsl sbobsgws yzgmedy 3@ momm-
900 ©gdmads; d99mga 30 gdmgdal g56bm3omgdsbmeb dgbedsdobmdal bamabba
900056 Jg0dom0sb biomodg dggxebgdnbom. gdL3g@mEos dggebgdgdo sdydsgms
LEGLBZYH 3ma@msdsdo SPSS 21. s80L dgogasw, 83 98s3dg smddnmoa LEB0adol
bgomob gzgme ©gdnmagds dgbsmhnbrs; 3) badomm@E g 33maggzs - badamm@g 3zmggabsb
Ro@ofs sbbboma (,94L3mmEMsGMENm”) God@mEnma sbsmada s gosbomados
©909mgd930L dnbsgsbo dgmebbdgdmmmdab bamabba.

33930b dggagda

bgdmm 5mbadbmymons, Hm3 394MHbmdom s Jdnmo bgogdalb Imegmgdl, Mmdmgdda(s
dgdgan ™m0 sb3dgd@n/asbbdbmamgds asdmaymaezs: byas@onmn dm3ymmdal s Jds (enacted
stigma/experienced stigma) 0o b ngdob 0b@gMbomabgds (Internalized stigma). 0b@qFg0m9dals
3bomnbolb Jgmgasw 9mdmBbrs, MM bsgsmzggmmda  d3bmaMgdo  bmgnsmy@am
©59(3390b LESBYLOL 3dmbg Bmbabemgmds smadzedl, Hmd bLabmasmgdsdn dsc dndsto
LE0ads sAbgdmdL. 835Lmb, 33mgz0L dm3gdnm 3MbEgJLEIa aodmazmabros bLBoadol
3 d30b bgdma sxmbadbyyma mMo sb3gd@o.

69338090 3m3yMmdab >pgds

639800 3m3ymmdol 5ddsbmsb s 3ogdomgdama mgds ameabbdmadl bmzosmy-
o0 39)(339malb  LGOGYLOL  asdm Lbzgdol FagMm asdmgmgbomo ol 3Hndabssnol
ab bbgs Gondg babob Bgas@onmo @adm3ngdnmgdal smddal 353mbgg398L. 83 mgdsd
3059Mm05bs obosmbgdn, MmImgddn as@dmzgdnmos Mgbdmbogb@&qdol @dmsmm
3ob&ngds@ndgdgmo gsdmzeamgds.

Legoomn@o @og (3390l bgodbol dmbg s0sd056580 5¢bndbaggb Lbggdals Jog
053533069890 Im3ymmdobs s ©sdm3ogdamadal d58mbg9398b. 0bobo dommocmgdgb
Lodmaomgdal bbgs Bggcgdal 80gM domon gooyzal, docmmsb 3mbEog@&nbogsb msgal
36000960b dgdmbggz9ddyg. sbgm bmgnsmy q4bgmmdasl 3o g3mbmdogn® Lowybdamgda
(3bm36g6slL, @adam bmznmgimbmdnz e LGGLL s BYMaLs oy bbgs do@gmnsmua
6030980L 561 dmbsb 39330693 46.
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#0000 obgomo bsembo, o0, s og3b s @ob306006. Mmodwgbxg® do3d30 dmbmems
Gomomoo. sdob gerobdo ymaoems, mmd oMo ogzb, dmoon, o6 ©ogmdsbmor. Godwogb xgm
303d30 dmbmems Gomoemoo. dgogn smbbgbo dgoemm, Gmd gb of oMol boboggnmm. 6o
3o43b?! G Mbos oa(306mb 96 Goms30” (B, 44 6emols).

9L3MbY6Ggd0 bInFow 5mbndbogwbgb ,bgdmwab yumgdalb” dgdmbszgzgdl, Mobs(s
1393300985 ©353(3060989m0 ©sIM 30qdmgds, domo adsm Gqbsw doRbggs. Lm-

(30SMYMS©  ©59)(339c0b  BEOGLOL 3dmbg 908056950l vmddoom, doma LEGsGYLo
bbggdobomzol ads 360bgdmaw dooRbyges.

»098m @56 Y 90l d9dcbg939800. 96 ben (308 @ s o (359em0 bt s gbs s ob s
3o0b (3 0gosb, dmGowsb 3304mMmgdab Gs. sbems, Gmd dgbgosg osdosbl @s obgombsomswo
dgdmabgoogl, gbems 0dob Lodyzngmom Goms wbos, Mmd ©sgsdzomsm, bm?! sbgomn

dgbgggdo odg0” (3gem,55).

LEB0adnlb s gdals dm(zgdmemo sL3gd@n v3mgbl abgor m7gdgdl, Mm3mgdaz LGngdob
(36905b056 IgoEEmEss ©s3ogdatgdama. 3amobbdmdo, BobBogds@odgdgma bad-
Bob gmbol aodm Lbgs 30Mm3zbyma Foboboomgdmgdal gomagabymgdal, ©s360bgdal,
bgas@onmom dgxsbgdol dgdmbzgzgdl. LmnsmuMom ©om33gmalb LEsGMLob dJmby
gLb3mbgb@gda 5mbndboggh, Mmd Lodmgswmgdal Bg36igdol ©sdmzowgdnmgds dom
30856 0(33mads 3sb 3g3ga, Mo(3 390839096, B™3 5@b0dbymn bGs@bob do@oMgdmgdo
56056, domo smddom, s30b dgdga bombo bogmgdom oxgalgdlb dso  3oMmgbeym
dobobinomgdmgdl, gobsommgdol @mbgbe oyy bbgs dgbodmgdmmdgdl.

»0b0bo g@mm Dgdmoob 0ymmgdosh. gsdogons, gogzeoc, bsbsoermdo Gm Gowms(s
383000005, M08y, Gmgme socgb s gbgon Goms3gd0, 0dsmo godmdsbgeGio 3uEma Hmam
@b s ngodmb s gbgomo Goms 3980 (Jogom, 37 Eemab)”

LEB0ad0b yEba(309830 Jomnmgdamas, H™3 bGngdab bdoMow gMmzal g BsmnE/
bezoddo gmbLEEMaMgdgm bENadsGodbgdnm nEIbEMILS s o@MomNEm SoMmzbaem
0096@™dsL dmMob gabbgms. 3ol 8sgomomgdo bLmznsmuMom @ogy(33gmal bGsdmbal
3gmbg gL3mbrgb@gdal BomMs@ngdars 3gobadbgds. obobo doymomgdgb Labmaswmgdal
6936930b 6oM3mEagbody, Mm3mal dobgogoms(s, bmznsmuMow o339 gdo gbygmam,
»806d6°, gsmbonmgdgm, , (399050 asbgnmsmgdam” 30mmgbgdgdowm 800Rbgz0s6. Mgb-
3mb®768)gd0 5b0dbmm LG M MG n3gdL 56 0D, M (3 30MGMSEN® S 8GO ©
0096@™dgdL ImMals oMo 3mba M gb@mmmmdal dohggbgdgmos.

»0MZ0I®, JHMSIHD0, M3 Ym3geogol doernsb (3mosw db3wgds gaemdy, omal,
md bmgooma@mom o 339cm0 oM 30mgdmmo@ 3gmboso 30bduFo swodnsbgda. b,
30bdwmo, bobemo ommoggdgmo s Moss. dommes gagon 3gmbosm, smdsbyemo oy
Mooy sbgmo. dogcd, 89 o (30 bobemo dogzb, o6 60dbogl 0dsl, Gmd omemseggdge
bobendo gisbmgmmd, gommgibogo §obboidgmo dozg00 @ o.d. gb 0dob 60dbsogl, Hmd
@BESmm© 3(36M360mME 30GoMms s goum gdmbE gdgen bobendn, o gd ... bbgs wobsmhgbn
0bgoo ss9mo” (g, 19 Eerals).
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sbg Om3, bmosmy@sm o339l bEoGMLbmab ©szezdamgdama  Bgas@onco
3m3ymdal 5 ddal mgds dma(303L LGS NLOSE 353306 gdmmo @l 3MEdabsznnbs oy
bbgs o303 (3069090 83M 30y gdal godm(3amgdsl; s3Mgmay, dsb@ngds@obgdgm
LEIG ML 353300 gdmma bbgoobbgs babob Byas@nnEn MB3gbal sALgdMbSL.

LEngadab nb@gMbsmnbgds

s@ddnma bEngdob gmeyg sb3dgd@n, MmIgma Bggbo 33mggz0L Lagsbos, LB0adal
06 gcbomnDgds s dobmsb s 303d0Mgd0m asdmamagbormn mgdgdos. LBoadolb 0bGgm-
Bomadgds  agmobbdmdl  BobBoadsGodgdgma  gsdmzmnmgdgdaobscmgol  gdmayMa
3603369mmdals 30bnggdal, LEnadob gdmEor® mbgdg asbiEwsl, Msbsi gMomgal
Lo 3bgomab, bgMzommmdal, Imdsgsmdo 3m@qb(30Ma 3306930l dndn, EsEbgMmmds,
3000308, 30bodbyemn  babob  Bgae@oy®  gdmEon®  Mgegd30gdmsb  gHmow
3005305635 dg0dmgds onbymb semddmmoa bgge@on®o LG MgMEG035d0l aobosMgds. sbgmo
dgo30bgdal bBoads 1339 Lomealb EmMbybdy asbozwgds.

MmamMi GMebb3M03@gdol  sbomobolb dgmggem  asdmgmabrs, LmzosmmEow
©3(3390b bEGMLal 3dmbg Mab3mbrgb@gdn, gfma dbng, dgodmads ablgbgdwbgb
bgas@onmo 3m3ymmdol s ©sd(306M930b dgdmbzgzgdl, bmemm, 3gmeg dbfog, 068 gm-
BomnDgdol dgdmbgggzedn 3 godmmamgdsl msz0sbm LoM(sbgama®, Mme33mygemgmdal
Jdgmobgae s Lo ggmemno magzal ,dsm mbybg” (393w d0oRbg3byb.

»80a8658, d9359h60y, 03000 G5, B 339 E5em MbYD g 3900 5 3o 8§ j0gs.9y
2300mb 3086Md960, Hmd gFHm0o 3o 5618, H8wg60d9 boggbamoo 439300 Bsggwo” (3o,
57).

Legoomn@om oggmal LEsGNLOL Jmbal godm, bgas@onco 360dzbgmmdbals
o350 LEIGNLAL oGoMgdmals dngfM Fobogdgdol 0ol sbemoglh ByMgoymmds ©s Lbgos
MoymPomo gdmzosi. Mgbdmbogb@gdo Bdofow domamgdgh ©sdbgmmmmdal, dadab,
amob@gogomob dgbabgd. 8basgbo bggs@oyma gdm0gda dgndmgds 0b39309L oMmg-
b aonxsby@gdsbmeb, mgommamgdymgdol @ed(3MIMdsbmab ©s39330Mgdmm asb(3-
ob. sbgom dgdmbgggzedo LmnsmaMom ©on339mab LESGMLo LgaMeaMmgdemals
3603369mmdsl ndgbb.

dgogobgdmmo bgas@omo sbMgdo s gdmz0gd0 dgadmgds 9 3033060gdmogl cgoom-
0dmms(30L(3. 0689309330 353mgmabrs, ™3 bmznsmuFsem @ayy(339ab bGs@nbal
34mbg dgodmgds moglh  9MnEgdal Lodmgsmgdal Lbgs bg3Mmgdbmsb 3mbEsd@L,
mbammEbgmo Bygs@oymo 3m3yMmmdol asdm. o3 ©@MmL domdo 0b@gMmbomabgdamaos
3m@ 90630060 oMmymgnbs s LB nadsdodsznal dmemmaba.

»058096 %90 YymRoems, 3080Myg. s0, MaGmI?! Gobogal?! ymanmo gag0:n Msdy, Gmd
5363980 ©o, bgMmgomemmdols gsdm, o3 dodnbos, obg gogesmgbyd, 30jMmmd, s0, sbms
@S G0 3509b@9ds, sbems bm Moms (3ol o6 g8 yg006. dodocms gom. Gomsz dodn dogzb.
30, Mmgm@ 06989..." (dogom, 44 Eemobs).
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3535bosdy, LEBadob 0b@gMbarmnbgdol Lgxboznal MamazsbB Mo mgdgdo (35m-
Lobo@ godmogmabs LmzoomuMon ©oy)339mal LEsGMLAL 3mby HyLdmbogboms nb-
G930 930.

Lgdmab g3g@mAgma 365mnbab dggagdo:
3M0b(303yma 3m33mbg6@8gdabl 365maDda (PCA)

22 093 gdab god@memnmo sbomabo gsbbm 30gmos 360b3034mma 3m33mbgb@gdals
3bomnbal qdbozom 3Mmamads SPSS 21-dn. 3M0bz03mo 3m33mbabGgdol sbsemabal
30dmygbgdobamgnl 3mbs(39dgdal dgbodadabmds dgdmbadws. ymGgmaogdals (3bGoeds
ohggbs, ®m3 0.3 s 3sbdg g@n MM gma300b 3mgR0(3096@0 BodboMogdmes. Kaiser-Mey-
er-Olkin (KMO)=.9, Gs(3 693m396@gdmem doh396989emDdg - 0.6- by - Jomamas (Pallant, 2013).
LEOGOLEIYMoE 3603369mmzgsbas Bartlett’s test of sphericity, p < .05, Go(3 v05LE ML
3mba(393980b gog@mMMgdo oymggal doDebdgbmbammdsl. god@mmgdal Memmgbmdal
dgbobgd ©abygbolb godmbo@ebsm ©o39yMogboo Kaiser’s criterion (eigenvalues 1-%g
doman), screeplot-ob gMo303L, 535Lmabsagyg, Rogs@omgo parallel analysis (MonteCarlo PA),
o35(3 dbg3g oh39bs, MM 0dogg BmBal Jgdmbggzom 39bgMoMgdmmo dmbs(393900wsb
dbmmme ™o 3m33mbgb@ ol eigenvalue omgdo@gdmes dgbodsdal 3o gMnsmnE
3603d369mmmdab (22 (33mmewm0, 263 Hgbdmbogbdn).

353mymgzomo m&o god@men bbbows gomnsdgmmdab 44.9%-b (37%, 7.96%). ao6 3394~
o ©qdmgdgdal sdmmadol 396 gb doR396989m0 go0DeMmEs s 36 dosmbos 48.5%-b
(38.7%, 9.7%). a53mymgnmo mMo gad@m@ab 068936 9@ s(300b Jobbom, gobbm(sogmes
oblimin rotation, Gobo sbsmnbob dggae0s3 bismnwsb sdmgomgm bmma gdmmagds. 3g-3
©d 39-15 ©gdnmgdgdo sM(39600 ROJGMEAL of dgqLodsdgdbmes (smobmmgl dogmdzbos
0030 330698 mmo@ 0dol godm, Gmd bLmnomu@moo o339l bGodabo dodsl;
395046m3, bbgs s@sdnsbgdo LEmmow nfmmdgb odob dgbobgd, Gmd Leznsema@mso
593390000 b&o&nbob dmbggdo domds 3980 oM1056). 3g-14 0gdmgdsol yggmodg odsema
Bod@mOmo bmbs 3mbws (.3) = (smsm dx gms, Gmd bmzosmu@mom @om 3390l bGsodablb
mEybdg 0ogb wsgombgz). sbgzg, Lzsmowsb ngbs s8mmgdmma MmMo MEGIdsg0 G goHMNZab
3dmby @odgmgdeE; 39Mdme, 87-16 @ydaegds (ymgome dgdmbzgzgdo, Hmmgboi
bb3gdL Fgdomsb amongmomdobogol mogn samamgdosor 0dolb gsdm, Gmd bmznsenama
393390000 bGoGbo dog3b - .5 s .3 goJGmEmen 6mbgdoom) s 3g-18 @gdamgds (o3l
LobmgsEmgdal LEMMEsbmgsb BgzMem 396 336Mdbmd 0dolb godm, MM LmnsmMo©
593390l b o@mbo 8o43b, .47 @s .32 gog@mmmmo bmbgdom). s3ab dgogaswm, bismasda
ofbs 17 @gdnmgds. ©gdnmgdgdo dmzgdnm ™ 3mddmbybd by Logdeme domswma
Bod@MOma Bmboo gobmags. 3ogd@mEgdL dmEolb badmsmm bodmogmol jmgmszos
393mgmabes (r = .49). 3Gabzn3ymo 3mI3mbgb@gdal s6smabds godmagmabs bgomal
mOGsdBmEnsbo bEHYJGnEs: gPolb bommaw dgqLodsdgds bgasGogma dIm3yEmdab
50430l dobssmbol s3babggmo gdmmgdgda, gmegh 30 - bGadolb 068 gMbamadgdabs.
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gbGaema 1: bmgosmymao o 339mob LEGMLME ©s393d0Mgdama smddnmo bEngdal
Lgomo: Pattern & Structure Matrix, 3G06(303gmo 3mI3mbgb@gdab s65mada
(1 - 6ga>380Mn IM3yMmdab 5¢mdds, 2 - bLGoadab n6GgMbsmndgds; Rod@mE DY

dofMams@n ©3§3060m39d0 >mbadbymas Igds. @gdumydgdo dmzgdmemos dgdm ;-

mgd o)
3 3 Pattern Structure C lif
©9°IRIe° coefficients coefficients Omunaties
1 2 1 2
3530300, Hm3d 5©sd0sbgdn .850 -.083 |.809 333 .660
Bygbmgeb Bgddg
DOMYMBoms© bondOHmdgb
003056900 bgas@ oy .826 -104 | .775 .301 .610
03m30gdamgdsl ohgbgb
Rgdadn
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Abstract

The article concerns perceived stigma, construction of the scale measuring social vulnerability status re-
lated to perceived stigma in Georgian population and the obtained results. Most items were developed on
the basis of qualitative research conducted with the people holding social vulnerability status. Following
an expert assessment, 263 citizens with social vulnerability status participated in the study. After apply-
ing the principal component factor analysis to the scale measuring perceived stigma related to social
vulnerability status, two factors were identified: enacted stigma (9 items, a =.87) and internalized stigma
(8 items, 0=.81). The intrascale agreement coefficient turned out to be quite high (17 items, 0=.89).
Differently from the other scales measuring poverty related perceived stigma, the items on agreement
with perceived stereotypes were also included in the scale. The above items fell under the dimension of
internalized stigma. Also differently from other theoretical and empirical studies on perceived stigma, the
fear of possible future stigmatization fell under the enacted stigma dimension. We believe that the dimen-
sion of enacted stigma comprises conceptually past and present stigmatization experiences as well as the
anticipated stigmatization. In addition to exploratory factor analysis the confirmatory factor analysis was

not applied in the study, which could be considered its certain limitation.
Key words: perceived stigma related to social vulnerability status, enacted stigma, internalized stigma.

There are different definitions of poverty which can be explained by the fact that poverty is ap-
proached from the perspective of different disciplines. The World Summit for Social Development
held in Copenhagen in 1995 adopted a multidimensional approach to poverty and defined it in terms
of interrelated forms of deprivation. The emphasis was made on poverty related stigma, discrimina-
tion, insecurity and social exclusion (United Nations, 1995). However, when analyzing poverty, its
psychological and social dimensions do not get enough attention, presumably due to measurement
difficulties. Despite the empirical difficulties, it is still important to study and assess the non-ma-
terial dimensions of poverty. Otherwise, we may overlook some important phenomena referred to
in the definitions and descriptions of poverty, like stigma, social exclusion and other dimensions
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related to psychological well-being. As a result, limiting oneself to the material intervention aimed
at the improvement of the situation of poor people might not be enough.

The financial social assistance program/social allowance program is being operated at present
in Georgia, covering socially vulnerable families registered in the database. Socially vulnerable
people belong to the group with low socio-economic status. The information available about the
group’s psycho-social characteristics is extremely scarce. The present research is one of the first
attempts to carry out an in-depth analysis of the experiences of those people who live in poverty.
More specifically, it aims at studying stigma-related experiences and perceptions of Georgian cit-
izens holding social vulnerability status. Another objective of the given research is to develop an
instrument measuring perceived stigma related to the social vulnerability status.

Stigma perception and its internalization

Stigma is defined as a deeply discrediting deviant attribute, the attribute that deviates from
social norms. It makes the person different from others and less desirable (Goffman, 1963). Most
definitions of stigma have two common elements: Firstly, the stigmatizing attribute is different
from what is thought to be a ‘norm’, ‘acceptable’ in the society; secondly, stigmatizing attributes
are usually related to other stereotypes. Goffman (1963) clearly states that the existence of stigma
implies the interaction between the discrediting attribute and stereotypes. Stigma negatively affects
the target’s image. Jones shares the above idea and states that stigmatization implies the existence
of negative evaluation and the stereotypes associated with the stigmatizing attribute (Jones et al.
1984). Stigmatization takes place during social relations. It can be clearly manifested in social re-
jection, discrediting behavior, dehumanization, depersonalization and avoidance of certain behavior
(Dovidio et al., 2000; Herek, 1999). Sometimes stigma is manifested in mild and subtle forms, like
non-verbal channels (Hebl, Tickle & Heatherton, 2000).

Traditionally, stigma was mostly viewed from the perspective of stigmatizer rather than the
perceptions of the stigmatized person. It has to be noted, however, that the individuals stigmatized
by society might not experience stigma as intensely as expected. For this reason, in recent studies
the focus has shifted to perceived stigma. Research shows that the members of marginalized groups
may significantly differ in terms of their perception of stigmatizing experience irrespective of the
intensity of stigma manifested by society (Corrigan & Calabrese, 2005; Crandall, 1991). It has been
demonstrated that individuals differ in terms of their sensitivity to stigma, which means that stigma
affects self identity to a different extent (Major and O’Brien, 2005).

The perception of stigma and its impact can be analyzed using Pryor and Reeder’s model
which refers to two types of stigma and their interaction. One is public stigma which is society’s
overt reaction to people with stigmatizing attributes. It involves the perceivers’ cognitive, affective
and behavioral reactions. The other type is self-stigma which refers to the social and psychological
impact of stigma on the target person. This includes the person’s knowledge of being a target of
stigmatization and the internalization of stigma-related negative beliefs and feelings. Self-stigma
stems from public stigma. The authors believe that stigma can affect identity in three different
ways: 1) Through enacted stigma which implies the negative treatment of the stigmatized person;
2) Felt stigma which implies the awareness of stigmatizing experience by stigmatized person and
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its anticipation; 3) Internalized stigma — acceptance of the negative attitudes manifested by society
and their transformation into part of identity/self. Internalized stigma becomes part of the person’s
system of values which is accompanied by decreased self-esteem and psychological distress (Herek,
2007; 2009).

Before analyzing the perception and internalization of stigma in more detail, we would like
to emphasize that there is no common definition of perceived stigma or its dimensions. Perceived
stigma is sometimes equalized with self-stigma. At other times the internalized stigma is labeled as
self-stigma. For example, among the types of stigma distinguished by a number of authors (Herek
GM, Gillis JR, Cogan JC, Peilian Chi, Xiaoming Li, Junfeng Zhao, and Guoxiang Zhao), inter-
nalized stigma is known as self-stigma and the two other types of stigma are identified as enacted
stigma (Stigma manifested in action) and perceived stigma. Enacted stigma is described in the same
terms as in Pryor and Reeder’s above mentioned model. As for perceived stigma it has the same
meaning as felt stigma. In particular, perceived stigma is understood as the subjective awareness
of stigma which might result in the fear of stigmatization, anxiety accompanying self-disclosure or
distress in personal relations.

Research on perceived stigma of poverty contains even more overlapping definitions of stigma
related interpersonal aspects. For example, in one of the studies (Stuber and Schlesinger, 2006)
conducted with the participation of the recipients of social assistance researchers singled out two
forms of stigma: identity stigma defined as the internalization of negative stereotypes and treatment
stigma, i.e. the fear of negative treatment by others. As we see, researchers identify identity stigma
with internalized stigma, whereas the fear of negative treatment is considered a separate form of
stigma. Mickelson, K. D and Williams S.L (2008) single out two dimensions in perceived stigma of
poverty. These are 1) Internalization of stigma/internalized stigma, which implies poverty-related
negative feelings like shame, bewilderment or perceiving oneself as being different from others;
2) Experienced stigma which is the perception of negative treatment/perceived negative treatment.
The latter term refers to the individual’s general perceptions of the stigmatizing actions directed at
oneself.

Different naming of stigma-related interpersonal aspects and their overlapping meanings do
not prevent researchers from the description of the internalization of stigma. We believe that such
a multiplicity of meanings will better reveal those characteristics of the perception of stigma which
the cited authors try to highlight through the introduction of the terms described above. To de-
scribe the internalization of stigma, Corrigan and Rao presented a multi-level model (Corrigan &
Rao, 2013). According to the model the individual first needs to be aware of public stigma, then
recognize and accept it, relate it to oneself and internalize the negative attitudes. This results in the
decreased self-esteem and the person’s exclusion from society. The model described by Corrigan
and Rao (2013) is known as the ‘why try’ effect and is based on the modified labeling theory. The
modified labeling theory says that labeling people may affect their feelings and behavior. The mod-
ified labeling theory views stigma from the perspective of stigmatized individuals and emphasizes
their experiences (Link at al, 1989). The words ‘why try’ express the outcome of the acceptance
and internalization of the negative attitude when the person believes in the discrediting expressions
about oneself and instead of trying to improve his/her well-being becomes totally passive.
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Most studies on the perceived stigma of poverty are conducted in the US. Most of them focus
on poor single parents who are covered by welfare programs (McCormack, 2004; Nelson, 2002;
Seccombe, 1999; Stuber and Schlesinger, 2006). For example, the study conducted by Stuber and
Schlesinger shows that participation in welfare programs can become the source of two types of
sigma: identity stigma which means that research participants internalize negative stereotypes and
treatment stigma which implies the fear of negative treatment. According to the above study, the
poor are stigmatized by agencies’ staff and society (Stuber and Schlesinger, 2006).

Research methodology

Mixed research methods were used to study perceived stigma and its dimensions. First was
conducted qualitative study to find out whether the perceived stigma related to social vulnerability
status is experienced by Georgian population. In addition, the themes revealed in the qualitative
study made it possible to better describe the content of the construct under study and to find out
whether perceived stigma has the same aspects/dimensions in the given context as in the theoret-
ical models and other studies. In the model of perceived stigma there is enough empirical ground
for distinguishing the enacted stigma and internalized stigma dimensions (for example, Pryor &
Reeder, 2011; Herek, 2007; 2009; Jacoby, 1994; Scambler, 2004; Mickelson, 2001). However, the
dimensions/aspects of perceived stigma may have a different content in the case of each stigmatiz-
ing attribute. For example, the cases of social discrimination and attributed stereotypes perceived by
sexual minorities may significantly differ from the perception of stigma by person with social vul-
nerability status. Moreover, when studying one and the same stigma we have to question the cross
cultural universal meaning of the phenomenon (especially in the case of stigmas related to specific
groups, i.e. group stigma) because we deal with the construct generated from social representations.
This, naturally, raises the question of the validity of measurement instruments, i.e. whether the
instruments used to measure perceived stigma in the poor groups of other countries are valid for
Georgia. Due to this, the items of the scale measuring perceived stigma in the local population were
formulated on the basis of qualitative study. After the items were subjected to expert assessment
quantitative study was conducted for the pilot testing and improvement of the measurement scale.

In-depth interviews were selected as an appropriate qualitative method for data collection. A
semi-structured interview guide was prepared for in-depth interviews. The length of the interview
was appoximately 30-40 minutes. The principles of research ethics were maximally observed.

The number of in-depth interviews made up 17 in total. All the respondents were registered
in the unified database of socially vulnerable families. Due to the fact that potential respondents
belonged to a special category which was not easily accessible, it was decided to use non-probabil-
ity sampling techniques: judgmental or purposive sampling, convenience/accidental sampling and
snowball sampling (Bryman, 2012).

The qualitative data were analyzed using thematic analysis. Since it was known in advance
which dimensions of perceived stigma were the focus of our interest, the themes were mostly iden-
tified through deductive reasoning. Later, 11 transcripts were provided to an independent expert.
The Kappa coefficient was calculated for the phrases coded in SPSS 21. The calculations showed a
high degree of interrater agreement (kappa = .74, p<.05).
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In the quantitative segment of the study were analyzed the characteristics of the scale measur-
ing perceived stigma-related vulnerability status. The data subjected to analysis were obtained from
263 respondents (184 female respondents, 79 male respondents, mean age - 44,4; SD=16.5). All of
them were registered in the unified database of socially vulnerable families.

Construction of the scale measuring perceived stigma: The process of scale construction
comprised several steps: 1) Development of items from the scale used by K. Mickelson to measure
Perceived Stigma of Poverty (Mickelson, 2001). With the author’s consent, five items were modi-
fied and 17 items were developed and included in the scale based on interview data, which finally
made up a total of 22 items. Respondents were asked to express their agreement with the items
using a seven-point scale. Kristin Mickelson’s scale comprises two dimensions: enacted stigma (ex-
periencing/perceiving negative treatment) and internalized stigma. Having considered other defini-
tions of stigma and the results of relevant qualitative studies, another component — agreement with
perceived stereotypes was added to the dimension of internalized stigma. This component is not
always considered by Mickelson and other authors in the scales measuring perceived stigma. Differ-
ently from most studies, Li Li, Sung-Jae Lee, Panithee Thammawijaya, Chuleeporn Jiraphongsa &
Mary Jane Rotheram-Borusa included this component in their work of 2010 studying internalized
stigma in the people with HIV. However, we believe that internalized stigma is not limited to the
internalization of negative emotions related to the low social status. It might also involve the accep-
tance and sharing of negative stereotypes related to stigmatized social identity. For this reason, we
included the above aspect in the dimension of internalized stigma; 2) Expert assessment of items: To
estimate the content validity of the scale, each scale was assessed by 10 experts conducting research
in different fields of psychology: social psychology, personality psychology, industrial and organi-
zational psychology, psychological anthropology, etc. The experts were asked which dimension was
expressed best by each item. After that they assessed correspondence of the item with the dimension
using a seven-point scale. The expert assessments were processed using SPSS 21. As a result, all
the items of the scale measuring perceived stigma were retained; 3) Pilot study: Exploratory factor
analysis was conducted during the pilot study to examine inter-item agreement.

Research results

As noted above we based ourselves on the two-dimensional models of perceived stigma com-
prising enacted stigma and internalized stigma. The analysis of interview data showed that the peo-
ple with social vulnerability status living in Georgia perceive themselves stigmatized by society. In
addition, the two above dimensions of perceived stigma were also identified in the given research.

Enacted stigma

Enacted stigma/experienced stigma implies the perceptions of discrimination or some other
negative attitudes manifested by others due to the person’s social vulnerability status. This theme
comprises the contents reflecting respondents’ direct stigmatizing experiences.

The people with social vulnerability status mention the cases of degrading treatment and hu-
miliating attitudes manifested by other people. They report the cases when they were excluded and
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avoided by members of their society and relate the facts of social exclusion to their economic hard-
ship and low socio-economic status, the fact that they are deprived of money and material resources.

‘There are people who ridicule those who have nothing. [ can't even remember how many
times my child has come home in tears. In their class it is like this: if she/he has nothing let’s not get
close to them. The child has returned home in tears so many times. I explained that there is nothing

laughable. If I have nothing, how can it be ridiculed or something?’ (44 - year-old woman).

Respondents often note that they are looked down upon which is manifested in humiliating
treatment, considering them people from a low class. People with the social vulnerability status
believe that their status is perceived as degrading.

‘It often happens that we are looked down on by others. You are socially vulnerable, this and
that, and they still look at you from there, from the distance. When you look at someone, they look at
you in such a way, that everything becomes clear and no humiliating words are needed. This is the

way they look at you.’ (55 -year- old woman).

The above aspect of stigma reveals the themes closely related to the concept of stigma, in par-
ticular, the devaluation, discreditation and negative evaluation of other personality aspects due to
the presence of stigmatizing attribute. According to the self-reports of the respondents with social
vulnerability status, the society changes its attitude to this category of people after learning that they
hold the above status. According to their perceptions, people value less their personality character-
istics, education and other abilities.

‘They look down upon us. When you take something from the canteen, they say: How did
they take it? And things like this. How can you eat the bread baked by them, and things like that.’
(37-year-old woman).

It is noted in the definitions of stigma that stigma is often accompanied by the difference be-
tween the stigmatized identity constructed in the virtual socium and the actual personality identity.
This is also observed in the narrative of respondents with social vulnerability status. They point to
the representations of the society according to which the socially vulnerable are ‘dirty’, uneducated,
underdeveloped people. The respondents do not agree with such stereotypes which points to incon-
gruence between the actual and virtual identities.

‘What always hurts me very much is that the socially vulnerable are thought to be necessarily
dirty, that they are dirty people with untidy homes and something like this. It is really what they
think, that they do not take a bath, and something like this. But if I live in a bad house this does not
mean that it is untidy, or that we wear untidy clothes, and so on. This means that I live in a small,

unrepaired home, but... nothing special, otherwise.’ (19-year-old woman).

Therefore, the enacted stigma related to the social vulnerability status involves the experiences
of status-related discrimination and degrading treatment as well as other negative beliefs about the
stigmatizing status.
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Internalized stigma

The second aspect of perceived stigma which is the focus of our attention is internalized stigma
and the related topics. Stigma internalization implies the attachment of emotional meaning to stig-
matizing incidents, emotional experience of stigma which is accompanied by the feelings of shame,
nervousness, the fear of potential humiliation in the future, confusion, and self-isolation. Along with
the above negative reactions, the person might start sharing perceived negative stereotypes. In this
case of internalization the stigma is already experienced at the level of self.

As shown by transcript analysis, the respondents with social vulnerability status might expe-
rience negative treatment and humiliation. On the other hand, in the case of internalization, they
regard the above experiences as shameful for themselves. They believe that their self-respect is hurt
and that they have ‘fallen low’.

“You know what I have noticed? That I am already down there and it hurts. 1 feel that I have
slided not only one siep, but several steps down.’ (57-year-old woman,).

Self-attachment of a negative meaning due to social vulnerability status by the status holder is
accompanied by nervousness and other negative emotions. Respondents often report that they feel
confusion and fear, that they are deeply hurt. Experiencing such negative emotions might evoke
the emotions related to the diminished sense of self and decreased self-esteem. In the case like this
holding social vulnerability status becomes degrading.

Internalized negative ideas and emotions might be related to self-isolation. The interviews
show that people with social vulnerability status might be avoiding contact with other members of
society due to expected negative treatment. This means that they have internalized the expectation
of potential rejection and stigmatization.

‘I have cried so many times. But why? What for? It sometimes happens that I go to bed and
can t sleep until morning because of being nervous. And I think to myself that when a new day be-
gins, someone is definitely going to say something. I am scared. I have a fear ... How it is going to
be this time . . .’ (44-year-old woman,).

To conclude, the themes relevant to stigma internalization are clearly manifested in the respon-
dents with social vulnerability status.

Factor analysis at the scale level: Principal Component Analysis (PCA)

The principal component analysis (PCA) was performed to carry out the factor analysis of 22
items with the use of SPSS 21. Data correspondence was verified to carry out the PCA. The correla-
tion matrix showed that the correlation coefficient was 0.3 and above. Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO)
= .9, which is above the recommended showing of 0.6 (Pallant, 2013). Bartlett’s test of sphericity
was statistically significant (p <.05), which proves the advisability of the application of factor anal-
ysis to the data. To decide on the number of factors we used Kaiser’s criterion (eigenvalues greater
than 1), screeplot and carried out parallel analysis (Monte Carlo PA), which showed that from
arandomly generated data set of the same size the eigenvalue of only two components exceeded
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the criterion value (22 variables, 263 respondents).

The two extracted factors explained 44.9% of variability (37%, 7.96%). After removing certain
items, the above showing increased and reached 48.5% (38.7%, 9.7%). Oblimin rotation was car-
ried out to interpret the two identified factors. As a result, five items were removed from the scale.
Items 3 and 15 did not load on any of the factors (‘7 have never felt humiliated because of holding
social vulnerability status’; ‘I think people are right when they think that the holders of social vul-
nerability status are lazy.”’). Item 14 showed the lowest factor loading (.3) (‘7 no longer believe that
1 will ever manage to get rid of social vulnerability status.’). Two items with double loading were
also removed from the scale: Item 16 (‘It sometimes happened that people avoided me because of
my social vulnerability status’; factor loading - .5 and .3) and item 18 (‘I dont feel as a normal
functioning member of society because I have social vulnerability status’; factor loading - .47 and
.32). As aresult, 17 items were retained in the scale. The items loaded quite high on the two iden-
tified factors. The inter-factor correlation turned out to be moderate (r = .49). The principal compo-
nents analysis showed a two-factor structure of the scale, in which one of the factors corresponded
to the enacted stigma and the other one to the internalized stigma.

Table 1. Perceived stigma scale related to social vulnerability status: Pattern & Structure Matrix, PCA
(1 - enacted stigma, 2 - internalized stigma; major factor loading is printed in bold. The table
includes shortened version of the items):

Pattern Structure .
Item . . Communalities
coefficients coefficients
1 2 1 2
I have heard that people say bad things 850 -.083 |.809 333 .660
about me behind my back
People show a negative attitude toward | .826 -.104 | .775 301 .610
me
Personally I have been ridiculed 763 -.023 |.752 350 .566
Others do not treat me as equal to others |.716 -.009 |.712 341 507
I am afraid to be insulted 662 .017 .684 396 450
Others look down on me .645 .080 670 341 473
It has sometimes happened that my .628 .053 .661 456 429
family member was feeling nervous
when returning home
I prefer to contact people less outside 578 .097 .654 360 398
People have tried to deceive me 576 174 625 .380 460
I mostly agree when they say that people | .004 792 391 793 .630
with social vulnerability status are less
educated compared to them
I sometimes feel guilty .015 745 380 753 .567

69



Nazi Pharsadanishvili, Anastasia Kitiashvili

It is true that the holders of social .023 .684 358 .695 484
vulnerability status are less able to

achieve success

I feel different from other members of 195 .638 507 733 567
society

I am sometimes ashamed of myself .085 .629 .393 670 455
I somewhat agree with the people who 256 483 492 .608 419

think that those with social vulnerability
status are dirty

I’d rather people did not know about my |.276 464 .503 599 417
social vulnerability status
I am not worried that I belong to the ~123 449 .097 .389 162

group of socially vulnerable people

Scale reliability and descriptive statistics measures

The reliability analysis of the whole scale and its separate dimensions showed quite a high
intrascale agreement: 0=.89 (17 items) for the whole scale of social vulnerability status-related
perceived stigma; 0=.87 (9 items) for the enacted stigma subscale and a=.81 (8 statements) for the
internalized stigma.

The scores varied from 1 to 7 on the enacted stigma and internalized stigma dimensions
(M=2.7, SD=1.5; M=3.4, SD=1.5). The scores also ranged from 1- to 7 for the whole scale of social
vulnerability status related perceived stigma (M=3, SD=1.3).

Conclusions and limitations

The existence of poverty-related stigmatizing experience and the internalization of stigma was
also confirmed in the case of the population with social vulnerability status living in Georgia. As
opposed to the other instruments measuring poverty-related perceived stigma, the items on the
agreement with stereotype/acceptance of stereotype were also included. It is very important that the
theory-based assumptions, thematic interview analysis results and expert assessments of items cor-
respond to the results of Principal Component Analysis. In particular, the items on agreement with
stereotype were loaded on the stigma internalization factor. In contrast to the previous research on
the perceived stigma and our assumptions, the items on fear of possible/anticipated stigmatization
fell under the enacted stigma dimension (e.g. I am afraid to be insulted, I prefer to contact people
less outside). For example, for Herek, G. M., Gillis, J. R, and Cogan (2009), the fear of possible
stigmatization is experienced at the affective level, rather than at the level of perceived behavior,
whereas Stuber and Schlesinger (2006) single out the fear of negative treatment as a separate con-
struct. The fact that in our study the fear of anticipated stigmatization has fallen under the dimension
of enacted stigma looks quite logical. Stemming from the above, we believe that the dimension
of enacted stigma comprises conceptually interrelated constructs and in addition to the past and
present stigmatization experiences includes the anticipation of negative treatment and humiliation.
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The present research on the perceived stigma in the population of Georgia with social vulnera-
bility status significantly contributes to the theoretical and empirical knowledge about the construct
in question. In addition, the instrument developed to study the perceived stigma of the population
living in poverty makes it possible to increase the versatility of future research.

Due to technical difficulties, it was impossible to carry out confirmatory factor analysis and,
consequently, present the corresponding results within the framework of the given study, which can
be considered a major limitation of the research.
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LgoMegdeo ©obdamgds; Mabammgbmgsb 353d390L sbobosmgdm bBIbsbmsb dgomsbb-
8930, ©sdbatg BIbgdabe s MHmab LbmEmewm as8mygbadol 3Gmdmads (Bavin, 2009).
©5358)gd0m, 6. 08gadab 339303, MM3gemas 39gbgdmes 3-5 bemal Jomggmo 53339000
boM5803980L Fgomgdsel gbdsbgma, a9Mdsbgmon, nbamabgmo s gdMogmo 35393930l
8096  ©a35mgdol  JgbEmmgdobmeb (ogomgds - LowyggnGo LyMomob ombBgmo),

75



0606y @mEady, ®e856 goamdndy

30dmogmabs, Mm3  Jomomm gbsdg Immdsmn Imbammadobomzgolb 6odsbomdemnzas
ao6bbgoggdmmo  306mbdmIngMgds. Limmedogm sbsgdn Jodmggma ds333930Lb 30%
0y4gbgdb bmmme B3bob byzg@om s 9byzg® BMEIgdlL, asbbbgszgdoom - gb3sbgemao
©d 0bgmobgmo 35333980306, 53 sbogolb 38393980 BIbaLEABESE FM@BgdL, a9bab
b360L606gL Mog0bnGme® 04gbgdgb MmamE (3 8mdMomdal B3bgdmsb, abg 3gM(393@mea
3mddggdgdol d0dstornmgdol godmbobs@ogew. sbg3g, W335 Mo30bBma© dgydmosm
3b0dbmb 3o da(zns dmabemmdomo d@bgal (9Mas@ommo gmm™3ob) s amsdsd oz memo
Bm®Iob-3mb@od@nb g98mygbgdom (0dgwady, 2017).

o) 39393egd0m Levelt-ob 3mabo@og&n dmegmol dobgogom smbodbmmo dmbo-
(399980L 5bLBSL, sMBmMABEgds, MM Lbgowsbbazs gbobmgal asbbbzsgzqgdmma Loggby®as
©gB0EoGYMo. 83 dmegmol dabggom, gobbbgeggds gbol asggdsbs s 3Mmoedasb
dmfolb L3gog03Mos. gbolb asggds 0bygds LabamdGm ob sbgMoamo dgbsegmoo,
Mmdgmo(s 393amd 3oMonddbgds 3mb(393@em, bmmm 3Gmmnd30s 0bygds 3mb3g3@nm
©> 999098 0mgdlb mogabo dgboedsdabo Logyzol @mEIsL. mommgym  bLoggba@mb
#9674 30mbocgdobomgal bagom gobbbgeggdama boh e g od3b s gb 3Gm(3gLbo doremnsbow
33@mMBoGns (ob. byGoma 1.1.) (Levelt, 2009).

Ly@soa 1. Levelt-ob gbol goggdobs s 3Hmoadzoob 3mabodonmo dmamgmo:

3mb6393@smada30

©0b3y@bob 3mpgemo;
30689dL@ Y gfo 3mebs;
96@303mm3g@ns s 3.3.

3sbogbab === =-t---- -————--

dm3bogds (-l

= [3mbo@mMaban

A

39635mu@Mab Babs 3sbyba ©539935393ma J98ymdabgds
A 4 1

gmEInmagds
v

Iaﬁoabéndmgn JMQ"636°I' 7 dmbdgbomab 3339339

3sbobab3dggdgmo babGgds

byedeggere bAaddaas
P
|gm5m@manmﬁn JMQnﬁabal

8mbgdognMo 3gads

(306&305;33@333@330) xmbgozna Mogn
1
>RGN NmI(30d dmb3dgbs
I » Bo@dmangds —
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9bmdMogo bamgdol aobznmomgdom, smgabgdoms ©s mnbazob@Mo mo30bgd4-
M9d0m Jofmggma 3936096980 3mwdngem 0689 gbogdmobgb. %M 3owgz 1953 Bgmb
5. 8mboogs 033mag3s byl LBsgmolb 3Mm3gLob Bbodmmmgone dmbgdsl (dmbasgs,
1953), . bomadgd 30 megobo 653Mm3n doydmgbs 3mbG LG NEsL (56980l g3dazqbab
mbBmagbgbob gom33939L (bamadg, 1953). ngn 033mggzs Lobgmem 3gMamedo (3693930b
on@mgdalb 3Mm3gblbai (Bsomodg, 1956). ggb@amEo 39&y3z9mgdol doMggmemmdals
gbogmemmgon@o d496930b bsjomboo ©onb@gMgbos . Msdodznmo (Msdndzoemn, 1956).
J- 8mogbob 08s3g Bgerb 308md3gybgdamoe g3mage gbgdmes Byfomo 89@y3gmgdel
35630006980L Bbogdmmmgon® bsgombgdlb (dngsbo, 1956). sbabgmgdal 3Gmzgboo
1957 Bgmb @onb@gmgbs o. ds0bom@sedzamo ©s bssms dobo gbodmmmann@a dm6qdabs
3563393 (d50bn@edgaman, 1957). 6. 0dgmsedal 08539 bgmb gsdmdz94bgdmmo 6536m38n
qbg0m@s 353330L ngf mEn gbol gBmAmYmo omgmadol 3Hm35L0L BLboJmemgon®
3bom0dL (08gmadg, 1957). 53539 3gMomedo a. IFgomndgomo (300mmdos 398 Y939emqdob
obgo 39(30m38980L BLogmemmaonEn d46950b Jocmnmgdsl, Hmam@gdozss 3mb@sdabsz0s
©d LYSLB OGNS, 6. FMgmoedzomds Lzos ogbbbs d53d30L 358 y39egdsda bLodygob
FMEOIommE-aModo@03nmo (33momdob ©ababyabol gbojmemmgom®o dmbgds (d6g-
madgoemon, 1956). 53039 89360960l 1962 bgmb asdmd3zgybgmmo 653GM38n mb@mag-
6530 Lo y3zob aNRmadol GLbogmmmann® 394560BAL gbgds (fMHgmsedgzamo, 1962).
mo30b  33mg30%g @oyMEbmdom, 6. 0dgmsedg mEo gbal @omgmadol gmdgdwgdmey®
399960%30@ g56bgymdob (36985L 8masdMdL. 88539 3g(360960L 1963 Byl Ro@omgdmma
330935 gbgdmes Jofomm Lymmado Gybyymo 6ol mgdbogolb ongmgdolb Dmangmo
gbogmemmagom@o bszombolb gomizzgzeb (0dgmsedg, 1963). sbgzg 860336gmmmgsbos b. 0dg-
©dob 30ge 3-5 Bemals Jomormmgbmgsebo 303339800 bato@nggdol gbodmmabazob@ o
abamnbo s dgmgagdal dgoamgds nbamoby®, aqMdsbaym, gdMamm s qb3sbyMgbmgseb
3533305 baM58n393mb 08539 dobamal god8mygbgdom (0dgwsdyg, 2017). b. g gmsedzamal
33mg30L dobgogom, Bobswsgdol Rsdmysmndgds, Mm3gmbsi 9sd0sbo dndsGmsogh
sBM0b godmboba@ozom, mz0mbgdama 3Mm3gbo o6 oMol (FMgmaedgormn, 1965). gbmd-
M030 3Mm39L0L Gbodmmmaonma 394s60D30L a6 33935L (30MMdEs ©. Msdndzomo
(6530d30em0, 1980).

960b gobg0momgdal b3g 3053039600 oM@ggz0Ls s bmMmIsmnEon gobzomsmgdama
96mdMogn @bofmol dJmbg Jommmgbmagsebo d53330L gbobs ©s g@yzgmadol magzo-
LydE9daL M0bazabEME s bgoMmgzbodmmmann® s6smobMsb s 3s3d0Mgdom 3gmags
o Bo@ofMgdyms. sebndbyymon 33mggs 30 3603369mmM356 ©0536mLEG NG nbgm@mdszasl
3ma35bmEgdL 03 oM 3965d0L 0xgMgbznMgdom, MmAmgdoz JoGoyym 9bsdg Bme-
dofn 35333980bmz0b sMbgdomons. dobo bgoMmgbogmmmann®a 8gdsbobddal sbLEs 3o
053396356985 LEMGow Ratgzolb aqgadal dgddaggdabs s, dgbodsdabow, dogdzms sdo-
m0@o(300L 3Gm(39Lab LoMa gdmnsbmdolb asbMwsdo.

33mg30b dndsba

4 9936 gbommo 960b oM m3930L 0bgz0L& Mo s bgoGmabodmemmanm@mo sbseodo
Jomormemgbmzob 4-6 6emols sbsjob 3s3d3980056;
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V' 9gb3& gbomemo 9bob oM m5930b cmbgz0b@ o oo bgommabodmemaonmo sbsemodob
dgogagdolb dgwomgds obogol dgbodsdobso gobgomomgdaemo gbmdGogo mbstnl
3mbyg 303d3980L dmbs (39398056 - 960l 3mI3mbybB gdal (Gmbmemans, bgdsbdo o,
bobGogbo, dmEmmmagos s 3Mogdadogs) dobgwgno sdz98mema dgzomdgdal
30035em0b6069300).

33930l 5dm (356580

- bomdomamse  gobgocmomgdamn  gbmdmogn  mbomobs o  gbol  b3gz09903960
@M 0593900b 84mbg 4-6 Eenb 3o3d3980L gbmdFHog0o 3Gm@ 300l obgz0ob&amo
3bsmnBd0 s WMmongFHndgosmgds;

- 9db3mgbogemo 6ol L3gzogogmcio ommgggobolb yzgemsody bdomow godmagemgboemn
dgmdgdol cmobggzob&a@mo s bgommabodmemaonma sbsemodo;

- sbsmndo godmgemgbocemo bod3§mdgdol dgbodsdobo jmaboBommo dmmgenlb oo a-
mgddo.

33mg30b dgomen, 3mbsbamggda s 3MM(390M

3309300 ML 35dmgnygbgm 3mbGEmmmamadymn ©s33060M3900b dgmmeo. 3330l
3mbsbomgqgdol gg@domaEno J3930L 3GBmgmamgdobomgol ©ogagadge L3goomy®o
535mdgd0. 33 g30L @MML 3533300 8@ Yy39mgdsb 30bgMoom bdab BsdBgHn s3sMs@no.

3393530 dmbobomgmdebgb q4L3Mmgbommo gbob osMmggzabs ©s bmE®dsmmEor
3563000698 mn 9bmdMogn bofal 8dmby 4—6 Bemall ds3d3900, Lygem 40 dmbsbocemg
(moomgnm  ganydo - 20 dmbobomg). 3gmggzedo gdL3Mgbogmo gbs gobogdmes
FOEOHONE s dMdRm@Iom@  Loduozneda. 3ofMggmoa  domasbo  ammabbdmdws
35333056 B0bsbBsMasbbabmgmnm, FobobdodsMmmm Jdgogdsb: Fombggdo ds53330L
sbmmmas®gdm3z0bs o 0689 gLgdal gbobgd (10 Byomn); bogg@&mEo byMomab smbgms
(5 Bgon); Igmg, sMogmMBsmmma LoGgsns 3o amobbdmdos 35333006 gMmswm
mog0bmgsm s d98mddgmgdom msds3L (15 bayoo).

3393530 hammgab 3MnBgMmamdgda aym:
e 5533300 obogo 4—wob 6 Brmadry
o 94L3Mgbogmo 9bab L3g30GN3NMO PIME3g30L Nsgbmbo;

o Logmb@&mmm ganxzobogal - bn@dsmymow aobgnmamgdnmo gbmdfngn ¢bamoal
otbgdmds;

o bodgdyzgmm Mmool s@bgdmds, 396dme - gmadgb@ecmmo gMsbyma dg@y-
39emadobs.
a3%dmMaibgob 360089M0mdn agm:

o 05b63bmada gLogognEn gobgzomemgdol bbgs mammazgzgdol sGLgdmds;

e 0b63bmado gbom 3Mnbymon 56 39698 039M0 dgmdamgmds;
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Be@mBomMom gobgnmomgdamo gbmdMaga bamabes s gbob b3g0goznMa emmzggalb djmby...
dgmhg3530 353330L Romagab 3Mm(zgyMms:
1. 353d30L asobgomamgdal bL3Mobobgo s ByzMmmmmaonma dggebgds bggmmmmanl
dng;

2. 453930b g9630006M980L ©0sabMLEG 0 s bgomagbojmemmaals dog;
3. 303d30L dggabgds 3533300 gbojos@&al dog;

3608 96M0dgd0b 3 3d5ymegnmqgdalb dg3mbzq3530 853d30b RsMmmgs 33mmg35da:

e 353d30b ggMdama@o 3Mmedoolb bEONJENENma/mobagzgob@nmo s bgoMmgbo-
Jmmmaon®o sbamabo;

3mbs(393m> Lobynbon ©>dndsggds

Lobyob Eobedndoggdgm Fobamsl Bamdmawagbrs 353830L dg@&yzgmgdol bmgzsbo
Robobgmo  (b3ob RsdBgMo  s3sMo@om). dgdamd  dm3gdnmds  Rsbsbg@mds  Foomm
BgMommdomo 603430l babg, BHmgmo(s eddagms 93 3Mo@gfandgdol dobgogaom:

1. 8533300 dog Jormnaba asdmygbgdmmo bo@ygol g33035mgb@gdal, 398 y39emgdol
boboggdals (GOQ"G‘)Q’JO)' 960 3bgmabgseb 3obbbgeggdama bo@yzgdol Mommgbmds;
a56bbgoggdamo Lodygzgdal Mompgbmds =

domosbo Lo ygzgdolb Momogbmds

(Hedge & Maul, 2006)
a0obbbgoggdmo Lo@yzgdalb Mommgbmds

2. dg3omdal  B03gdo (baSoB@od{j@o, LOBGOJLYMn, FmMbyGozYMo, 3Mogdsdyymo,
ImORMEMa09M0) ©d docn Jomnsbo Mommgbmds gbol 3m83mbg6@gdal dobgogom;

3. a93mbsmg3zedal Logmdob Lodmomm 85R396909m0 FMEIsEH S SMOFMEIsm®
Lo@d(30530; god8mbamgzadal Logfmdy =

O e399980b Jorepasbo G3mRIBMES 1y oe & Maul, 2006)

3MD580b dormnsbo Momwgbmds

dma300b9800 oo dmmmmdol  MomEgbmdmoza dobamolb  obedmdsggdme
a0dmgaygbgm LESGNLGNNG0 3o3980 - SPSS-23 s STATA, xaqgmedmobo o
®a18d03b00s @0b0bobmgol sm0mgdgmo smbgfmoma LEEGOLENNGH Igommeygdo,
©539d53960b 3Mm (3930 go8mzaygbgo badgsmmms dgEagdals gmmeo, 3mb3Mg@mma©
30 - T-3608g60ndo (Independent Sample T-test), sbggg - 3MmEgmaz0nco ©s Mgacgbama
3bomnba, dgmgagdol sbbbBsL 30 dg39(30090 6oL 3mabo@onEm—bgommagbojmemmaan®o
dmEgmgdal gofmamgddo.
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33a30b dggagde

R3980S JnEs3dmbs(393ms dgrsmgds:

1. be®3senm@o gbmdMogo mbatol 3dmby do3d3980b dg3mbggzedn sMbgdama babgmagdol
353myqbgds 3603369mmzgboe LFsMdmAL g53mygbgdyyma ba3gombabgmagdabs (t (19)
=7,37, p<0,001) s bgobsmmsgn babgmgdal Homogbmdal (t (19) = 10,74, p<0,001).
535bmsb, bgdsbGogznmMa dgzEmIgdo smgds@gds MG ognmaion®ml (t(19)=-4,07, )
p<0,001

©0536535 1: 6mmdob dgdmbzgzedo godmygbgdmemo 898 y39cgdob boboemgdal oo
©3d3989m0 dg30mdgdols §o3gd0l gmcdsbgomnbgseb 360dgbgemmazbs

306bb35398 @m0 6ygomgdo.

60

50

40

30

20

sflbnBomoBogaambsbnemo stbgBomobyobsfogo bgdabiho 3ol s@@nmmagos

94L3Ggbommo gbol oMmm3zgz0lb dgdmbggzeda s@mbgdoma bLobgmadolb gsdmygbgds
36093b69mmgba smgds@gds bo(zzombabgmgdlbs (1(19)=3,87, p<0,001) s bgmbstmsg
Lobgmadl (1(19)=7,95p<0,001). 5680 3mms 309960 dg(30m3gdo bLFsGdMBL BMbmEma oy @b
(1(19)=4,628,p<0,001) o ULgdsbGogy®lb (1(19)=4,38, p<0,001), Lab@ogbaGa 3o —
L3sbG0gm@L 1(19)=4,191, p<0,001).

©033633 2: 9/63Ggbomenn gbol o mg930L 8fmbg 3o53d5980b ogH gsdmygbgdmena

396439980l 6360mgdol s wsdz9dmemn dgzmdgdab Bo3gdab
9 0dsbgomnbgseb d60dgbgemmzbs gsbbbzsezgdmemn byzommgda:

50
a5
a0
35
30
25
20
15
10
5 . _
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2. bm®3ob dgdmbggzedo godmbaomd3e80lb bog@mdol b msbmeb gMmew 360336gmmsbaw
03589805 353mygbgdemn Bo3gombabgmgdal (F(5) = 15,609, p< 0,001), s6bgdoomo
bobgmadal (F (5) =6,401, p<0,005) s 36980l (F(5)=18,542, p < 0,001) Gompgbmds.
0353000mmom, 0DMEIdmEs 333980 bobgsdbyma (F(5)=3,116, p<0,05) o
3&oads@mmo dg3emdgdab (F(5)= 4,629, p<0,001) meogbmds.
94L3Egbommo 960l sME3930L AML g88mbsmd3580lL bogMmdalb BEESLmSL gMmsew

36093b9mmgba 038 gds 35dmygbgdeman sMbgdomn babgemgdabs (F (5)=3,153, p<0,05)

5 B36780L (F(5)=4, 219, p<0,05) Gom@gbmds. ndsgmMmmuma, 0dM©gdmus sdggdmma

Lob@ogbmEo dg3mgdal (F(5)= 4,061, p<0,05) mwgbmds.

3. bm@3ob dgdmbggzedo ds3d30L Bogm  asdmygbgdymo LoGyzgdol am@gbmdal
BOELmSL ghme 360d369mmgbaw 0ds@gdos boggambabgmagdol (F(4)=27,146,
p<0,001), s6bgdomn bLobgmagdob (F(4)=14,702, p< 0,001), 36730l (F(4)=30,955,
p<0,001) s Dgbsmmago babgmagdal (F(4)=3, 894, p<0,05) Mommgbmds. 53sbmsb,
0bOEadmms 5339040 3Msadsdmo dqi3emdgdol (F(4)=4,708, p<0,001) Gom-
©qb6mds s godmbamggzedalb bogmdg (F(4)=18,893, p<0,001).
94L3EAgbonmo gbolb sM@gg30L dJmbg d53d3980L dgdmbggzeda oo dogM asdm-

496969ma  Lo®yY3900L MomEgbmdbol BOHEsLMb gHmow 860d36gmmazbo 0ds@gdws

bozg3ombobgmadal (F(5)=49,472,p<0,001), s6bgdoon babgmgdab (F(5)=12,029, p<0,001),
b36980L  (F(5)=41,730, p<0,001), bgobstosgn bLobgmagdol (F(5)=12,788, p<0,001)
omEgbmds. 585Lmsb, ndMEYdMmEs sdz9dmmo bob@edbyma dg3mdgdal (F(5)=4,304,
p<0,05), dmEmgmmmangmo dgiemdgdal (F(5)=39,224, p<0,05), as3mygbgdnmo asobbb-
353980 bo@yzgdob GMomwgbmds (F(5)=6,630, p<0,05) o asdmbsmgzsdal Loamdg
(F(5)=4,345, p<0,05).

4. 203mbsmg3zedob LogMdg FMEBomH ©s oMs GmEmBomm bodmsznsdn 360d369-
mm3bo gobbbgegmgds gHmdsbgomnbash, Hmame i bm@dal (1(19)=3,897, p<0,001),
abg - 94b3Egbomma gbob aMmggzobab (1(19)=4,250, p<0,001).

©0336335 3: x39950m0 do@sdmbs (39900 RMEIsaE 5 9FHSRMEIS M
bo@woznado godmbsmzadol bogmdol dsohg96493emo

6
4

B gemdaereyio bodimoegos
2

O afagoidagmmio bodmppos
0

Beatdda Aduatgbormen ghob
@aOe3Ig
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R3980> ImMob Imbs(39dms JgaMgds:

5. Bbm@Bomyc o gdb3Mgbogemo 960l eMmgg30Lb 8dmby xaMBgdL dmEal 3bndz-
bgemmgabo  gobbbgaggdes  ©0dg9dmmo  dgzemdgdal  dobgogoo  (F(1)=15,106,
p<0,001). gb ™G0 xanxr0, 39@Y39mgdolb 65bnmgdal g53mygbgdalb mgambsdHaboom,
18609d3b69mm@ aobbbgegmgds gMmdsbgomnbgsb.

©0336335 4: 399500 gm0 Hngsbbbgeggds 398y3z9mgdolb 6s60cmgdals
830dmygbgdobs s wsd3z9dmemn dg30mdgdob dobgogoon.
200

100 D66

0Bob baggogognto @atogas

gdeygbgbeero @dgnbiyeo Gjp@migbol
dnéyanergbol Bforngo orpghieits

6. gdLdMmgbonmo gbob aMmggz0bs s BmEMBsmyMman asbgomsmgdmma gbmdmagan
MBofolb dJmbgy xango gem3sbgmabasb 860d3bgmmabo asbbbzogwgds M@0 -
ma(30960 dg(30m3780L (1(38)= - 4,65, p<0,001), gmbg@ongnco dgem3dgdol (1(38)=
- 2,48, p<0,05), LobBogLyMa Ig3emIgdals (1(38)= - 3,67, p<0,001), 458mbsmngzs3al
Log®dabs (1(38)= 3,62, p=0,001) s 8omosbow ©sd39dmmo dg(3mMBgd0lb Momuy-
bmdal dobggoo (1(38)=- 5,36, p<0,001.

©03360333 5: bm@Hdoma® o 94636 gbomemo gbob oM mz950b mby xameugdb
dmmob 860d369cvm3060 356Lb 35598980

B B

5 pfbamgbomeo fiol @afogggs
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7. x%a39590L dm@ob dmbszgdms sbamabom asdmzmnbs, Mmd bm&m3nb dgdmbggzsedo
353mbomggedal  LogMdg 860d3bgmmgbo  omgds@gdmems  9dL3Mgbomma  gbab
oMM3930L EMML asdmbsmgzedal boamdgl, Mmam@ gmmdsa® (1(38)=3,624,
p<0,001), obg sGogm@domu® bodmsznsdo (t (38)=3,569, p<0,001).

©0336333 6: 3999386 dmmob dgosmgds gmEdscram s ofmogmmdsmmm
bo@woznada godmbsmgzedol bogmdol dobgogno.

B gfbammbomenn 960l @ateaggzs

[=2]

F-S

o - H Beatdly

k2

TR U (] g ridagm o
bn@fpgnb b[:@:ps( W

8. Mgamgbymo sbamnbob badysmgdoo dmmnsbaw bamdzsodn bo@yzgdolb Momogbmdobs
5 g5dmbomdgedal bLongMdob dobgogom dgagzadmoas goBabobbomadg@yzgmgmo dgs-
m38380L G 039d0 dbmemm bm@3al 35dmbzgzeda (F(5)=19,782, p<0,001).

3d9093980b 0b@gM3MHg§s (30

33m930L dgegase domgdym dmbszgdms sbomabom godmzmnbos, Gm3 bm&mds-
o gobgnmamgdama gbmdMngn bafal s gdbdMgbogma gbols oMmmagzol dgm-
by 3039398056 sMbgdomn Labgmgdalb Mommgbmds 360d369mmgbo LdsGdmdos ba(s-
3ombobgmgdabs s Dgobsmmago Lobgmgdol gsdmygbgdsol. o3 ©3560L369malb dgdmb-
393590 gL d1bgdMogns, oy gogomgamabbobgdm GmI JoMmmm 96sdo Bobosmowgdal
dmagomn 6360 J393mgdemge, HmIgma(z, dofMnmas, sMbgdomo babgmom gsdmaba@gds.
dgbodsedabo, ab Bobswawgdal smamgdgemo 3m83mbgb@os, GmBmalb asfmqdgi dnbe-
o@bab sbobgs dgdmgdgmos. 835Lmsb, sMbgdomo babgmo bLogbolb 0860d36gmo0s ©s
doboombob  agodbomgdobomgal Mgcm dg@owm 860d36gmmasbos, goMg - bozgom-
Lobgmo. 88 ™ gangklb dmEab gsbbbzoggds Mommgbmdmogos, Moz asdmabodgds
3980 ©d39dmmo dg3mdnms s 3odmbsmggadal Logmdol LodznMmom. dgbedsdobac,
dgagz0dmos godgom, Mm3 gdLb3mgbogmoa gbolb b3g0x8039M0 sMM3g30L 8dmby 353330l
96mdMngn gobzomaemgds bmMdsmamol dbgszbo 396mbdMngHgdom Fndmnbomgmdbl.
od o6 a3bzgds gbolb 3@03yMma asbznmamMgds, sMsdge hggb Bobsdgs Mbomol Mamm
bobamdmogo Mmool gs68s3mmmdadn smgzabygds, Moz gosbbdgds Dgdmm 8myzebae nwgsb
(Bavin, 2009).

bm@mdsmuMo gobznmamgdamo gbmdmogo nbsmol dmbg ds3d3980l dgdmbgzgzsado
5@dmAbs, MM Lydsb@ognmn dgemdgdo LFsMdMAL sME0znmaan®b. b dgwgan
mbommEbymos, Momasb 53 sbsjmdmagn xamgabogob (4—6 Bgmo) mgdbogmbals god-
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©oEM930L 3Om39L0 333 od&onMo© d0dmabamgmdl, 35d0b Mmzs Lodyzab LEmMsw

Bomdmmndds o3 3gMom@obmgal ¢339 >M30mgdgmos. Lobabssm8ogam dgogan azedsb
q4L3Egbonmo gbob emM3g30L 3dmby 3533390006, smIMAbES, GMA 83 dgdmbgggzseda
3MB0gMmo30mMmo dgaemdgdo FoMmdom a3bzmgds, Mo ©3e3doMmgdamoas dggMams
BoImmnddol gbotol smgobgdol 3Gm(3gLob gobsbamdmnggdobmab. Imbsggdms sbs-
maboo  godmgmnbrs, Gm3  gsdmbomgzedal Log@dal bEELLmSL gMmem Bm®dab
d93mbgg3090 0358900 30dmygbgdmn bozgombabgmgdal, s@bgdomon bobgmgdobs wo
b36930b MomEgbmds. gb 3bgdMngns, Mawash godmbsmgzsdal bog@mdal @obsmgmgma
a3306M098s IMmMRq8980L Mom@gbmdal asbbodmg®s (8g@o ImEmaygds ¢39330MEgds
MBemm afmdgm a5dmbomd3e8L). ImEggdgdol oo Memmabmds 3o doMEsdom oMol
©5303d06gdmmn sMbgdomo Lobgmgdal, bozzombabgmagdobs ©s D3bgdal, saMgmzg
- bgogbgdolb, 3Ggn0dbgdobs o og30dLgdol MomEgbmdsbmab. dgbedsdobsw, oy
agcmm 39@0 sMbgdoma bobgmo, Bazzombobgmo s B3bs 3sdmnygbadmms, dom 3o
0dMEgdms ImMHB935d0L Mommgbmds ©s, dgbodsdabaw - godmbsm]gadalb Log@dy(s.

94L3Egbommo 9bal sMEgg30L 3dmby 35333900l Jgdmbggszedo godmbamgzadals
Log®dal BEsLMSb gMmoE nbdMgdmms >Mbgdoma Lobgmagdobs s D360l asdm-
49b9d0lb Momegbmds. ods LonbGEgbms, MeGMI o6 oMB8mAbrs gs3mbsmd3sdal
LogMdg s3933069dmmo 3oMggm Jgdmbgzgzedan (bmmas) bgobasmmsgn babgmgdal o
94L3EgLommo 960l IME3930L EAHML Dgobasmmazn Labgmadabs s bagzombabgmgdals
omEgbmdolb DOHELMSB. 33 BB ol sbLbsz Jgbadmgdgmos, oy gobgomgzamabbobgdo,
™3 g0dmygbadagma Dgobstmago babgmgdal Gomogbmds 360d36gmmgbow Asdm@hgds
3Mbgdomo Lobgmgdobs s B36gdab g98mygbgdal 393mbzgzgdl. dgLodsdnbow, bsgmgdo
353mgbs 3mabnbs godmbsmgzedal bog@mdgbdy. ngngg dgodmads nogdzsal gdbdmgbomma
6oL @oMMgg30L ML, Bozgombobgmgdol Gommgbmds oM of w3o300M©gds
30dmbomnd3o30b  bsl. gb  asdmbzgmmos  gbob  L3g0G0gNM0  eMmzg30Lb  3dmby
3533839800 LondFabmgol sdsbsbosmgdgmo dmzmy Babswawgdgdabs s Bobomowmgdal
dbmmme s 30mgdgmo Bgzmgdol godmyqgbgdom. 535Lmsb, bgpboMmsg Labgmadbs wo
Bo339mbabgmgdl bs3mgdn dmGRgdnmo o 3z0mmzgs sdgm. Lbgoggstom Mmd godgom,
bozgombobgmagdo o  Dgobsmmego  bLobgmgdo Bs3mgdo  MomEgbmdol  dmMeqdsl
9030396, 50bgdoom Lobgmms s BIbsmsgsb gobbbgsggdom. dgbsdsdabew, doma gogmgbs
Boboogdal bogmdgbg bszmadas.

mE039 ®aNBRoL dgdmbzgzedn god8mbsmdzedal Log@mdal bEMEoLMSE ghmowm 0bM-
©gdmeEs LabBodbyco dgmdgdal Momegbmdsi. gb d¢bgdMogos, omash gmdgemo
30dmbomnd3sdo qucmm Gom a®meds@oinm LEGNJGnEbmebss s 3o3d0Mqdmmo o,
dgbadsdnbow, 398 3mmbmzgbsl xyqgbgdl 35333980, 58 mmbm3zbgdmab gomdzmaggdmmds
30 a0dmabs@s LbmMgo LobGejbymo dgmdgdol godMmom gsdmbsmdzsdal bogmdal
358 905bmsb ghmoc.

RaNB9d0L ogbom 3mba393ms sbamabac godmgmabos, HmI mEngg dgdmbzgzsdo
30dmbomd3sd0l Log@dg gmEdomn® LoGme0odo 8mgds@gdmms  sMogm@mIsmuyMb.
b 3dbgdMnz0s, MoEadb GmMsmamo bodmsezns 353330L 398 y39mgdol oMmsedamo
1,36M3MIOGMEMNS”, 3MRMMIsen® boGmsznsdn 3o gbmdMngn 3GmM@N 300 dmmnsbaw
353d30L  6gd0bge  admgomgdamoa. dgbodsdobo, ™mMogg kAP0 SMOFMEIsm©

84



Be@mBomMom gobgnmomgdamo gbmdMaga bamabes s gbob b3g0goznMa emmzggalb djmby...

Lodd(30530 mDoMmEgdo dmgmg BMsbgdal g8dmygbgdom dgdmoggemambab.

RANBI0L 3mbs(398ms sbomnbom gsdmgzmnbms, M3 asdmbsmggedol Loamdg
Amam®i goOdsmam, oby  sfogm@dsmy®  Lodusnsdn  bm@dob  dgdmbgggzedo
bgo@dmdws gdL3Mgbommo gbol EsMm3930L 3Jmbg xamgmolb 3mbszgdl. gb dgwggo
SBLmEm@GMFo@ mmangn@s s dggbedsedgds mMogg xamBob gedmbsmdgadal bogmdal
35h39650gmb.

30bbogmMgdom o yMomgdol ao3sdsbzamgdm mMo xanBolb YEOHmago-
a5o6Lbge3935by, o aodmabs@s sMEn3nma30m©0, Bmbgdognma, LabdslbmEo dgs-
©om3gdom, dgmdgdol Jmmosbn GMompgbmdoms ©d gsdmbsmdzedal Loa@Mdom. gb
a0bbb3zeg9ds  sdLmmuB MM dgqLodsdgds  Joomma gbob  L3gogagel. Jzgdmom
Jdgstgdom gMmee 3obadMgdor Jomomn gbal dsbsbosmgdmgdlbs s 03 dm-
obmgzbgddy, BmIgmos(z gbs dgadmgds ¢ygbgdogl JoGmumsan dmdsd 0bongomgdl.

Jos@agma 96a0b Mayymo gmbmmmaons
madgbody dogoemomn

B Jomoggmamo gbgdobomgol @sdsbolboomgdgemns bdmgobos bod306 9 o 00b6bdmgsboms
bombgg. 006bdmgsboms bobBgdgdobozol 60dsbomdemogos ,30339bommao 433906980
(86393803980: 3 & 3 6 & y) (Bgodendzgamo, Jommggmmmmaoaol bogombgda, 1992).
sbgoo dgzgomo 00bbdmgbgdo sbw s8MmM3§ogg80 3dsbobosmgdgemas dbmemm e
08 gmomem-30339b0960 9bgdoborgol. ogo of dmgdmzggds cmobodgrommazy g3 m3men
9693 (ggogdeadgamo, 2007a) (ggodcodgoema, 2007b).

B Jomogmdo gdomsgmgbo gmbgdogamo dmgmabgdos sbodogmszns, @obodoemssos,
d98om9b0b0, b9dbBodm309, G gomd 300, 6dm3z60L 33939, dagM0b Bommgs, dagmoms
dgmbyds, sbsmmgons. sebsbodbsgns, Gmd dmgxgm ghmbs s 0dsgy bodygsdo g o-
@@ bbgomobbgs bobol (33emoemgdgdocs brogds.

LEmEgE JoBogma gbal Goyymo gmbmmmanom s0blbgds g4b3Mgboyema gbab
©Mm3930L 3Jmby JoMormabmgsb 3533390056 bm@mBobagsb 860d36gmmagbow aobbbge-
3900m0 Bmbg@ognMo s sMB0gnmaoncn dgiemdgdol dgdmbzgzgdo. dsgomoma,
BmMbyB039M0 dg(30m37809: ,05Log8360bggMaY, ,,3LxbGsgm", ,,0bms boemozmb (376830
96> Ba300g. B335m m(3bsgd3L 33MombY, ,,35m3n, M3bs(3d 3003353y, 3dngzgdam®.

Jsoamo 96ab Aorma babgsgbo

sbsemo Josmormemobogol GMmswozomen g@meds@ozodo gosdmymancnos 10 g8 ysz9emgdob
bs60cmn: 56l gdomo bobgemn, dgobomosgn bobgmo, Gozbgooman babgmo, bs330mbsbgera,
v3bo, 9960dyws, 056 S Mo, bsbnms 3o, 3o3domn, dm@Holigdmema. cnomgaemo 898Y34-
ol boboo s doomn Bomdmgds bsgdoma dbgemons.

dogomoms, smbgdooo babgemo:

* ombgdoor bobgmb gobosbosmgdor dobo dobssmbobs s ggmmdols dobgmgno. dobssmbols
dobgoz0m, 6L gdooo bobgemgdo ngmas s@odosbms s oMo - ssdnsbos (baemogmo
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@5 qbyenm, bsgmmomo s bodmgowm, 3mb 3 gdmemo s s8bBFMogdmera, 3Mmgdomo,
bogmogmgdoms, dmgdgwgdolb bobgemgdo) xgmangdsw. 9dsbomeb, ombgdocmn bsbgemn
m@ds (33598000 Lo yzss. Jomormen gbsdo ngo ozzemgds dHmbgobs s Mmorzbzol

dobgogom. BEHsoz09em Jomormem gbsdo godmaymas 7 dGrbgs.
% ombgdooo bobgemob gadgdy 3G 9bgol 60dbol omogobol dgodemgds bbgswsobbgs

Jobmbdmdngm gds s61bgdmE gl (Gogscrnmac, d9359(39, 830MmAH3s8980 5 5.d). 585bmsb,
3L gdmdl  mobgdmemosbn Smubggdors, Mmdgemos dgdmbgggsdo wsds@gdocmn
Egbgdob godmyabgdos bagomm.

% ombgdoon bsbyemob @ozbzo dgodmgds ogmb s@ocmdgdogmemo s amsdsdogmmo.
sm0mdgdogmemo Gobzo (3oem39 bodyzno godmazgds, amodsdogmma jo obmogl
bodygob ommdsb (Bogdgn — do5d3980). 9H08sbgols m30mab3nmgdgb oaM 9039
amodoGogmmbs o bgdobBogmm @oibsb. gMmeds@ogmemn Gobgo b3goemamo
60d6oor godmoboBgds, bgdsbBozamo go bodyzolb dobssmbomos gowdmzgdmemo.
amodoGogmmn Gobgo, mogob dbfng, mmagemns: dbmemdoma ©s dFmsgemmdnoo.
Jomormendo dogemmdomn Gosbgo M g35608 -980860 s bsmmsbosbo. gdnsb dmsg-
mmBoob og3b 7 3@ b g0, 63 056056L — B. 8956 bomnsbos 2 (bobgem. Eme), msbosbo
- 3 (Gmob. dogz. bom). Jomormendo Lobgmol dmsgenmdooo Gosbgol Esmdmgds
93mm39em 9698086 dgmor gdoo goblbgoz98 memos.

Jomormemn gbobomgol ©sdsbsboscmgdgemo Gormemo bobGogbamo Egbgdoor snoblbbgds
94L3Mgboyma  gbob  aM@ggz0lb 3Jmby  JoFormmgbmgab 3533398056 BmEBnbogsb
3609369mmgba asbbbgzeggdmma bob@sdbyMa dgzmdgdal dgdmbggggdo. dsgsmomac,
LobBodbyGn FgEEmBgdos: ,adoi 3Mab 3389d0%, ,,35Pd9Ms30 EIzEmm 3a(zd ©d
d936350".

B0bos®gdg80 JoMmoym 96530
dogomoomo!

2 Jomormendn  Bobowomgds, 8398 mgdol  dobgogom, Lsdo  bLobobos: domBogo,
dgmb ydmmo o Hormemon.

% dom@Bogo boboswowgds dgodmgds oymb gmodgdswggbernsbo, mmdgdswagbemosbo,
bo8dgds g gbmnsbo, mambdgdswggbemosbo.

% mogemo bobswswyds dgoggds mmo ob dg§o 3m33mbgbBobagsb (6930 bobssmg-
30bgsb). ngo dgndmgds nymb Gormemn 0sb6ymdacemo s Goraemo J396ymBoco. Jo6-
oamdo dmgxgm agbgmgds obgoo Gormemo Bobssmgds, Loworz gMmommmmms o
33593b 05664mdo3 @5 J39649mBs(3. sbgor Bobssmgdolb dgmormenl mbmwgdgb. dobdo
JPnEmams© 80dmygbgdmmos dogmogdgemo s dog5999856 98 gemn 303906 9d0.
3800 s0bLbgSs 94b3Mgbomn 96ol ofmmgg30Lb 3dmby JoFmmgbmgseb d53d390mab

bm@3abogob asbbbzoggdmmo 8603369mmzbom 3o@oMs Bobomowmgdgdol asdmygbgdal

d93mbgg3900. Jogsmoma, 30dmygbadamn Bobomswgdgdal Logmdy:

333mg3560: 5= La 0domgds 35§3?* 54L3Mgboymo 96l sMmggzoL 3Jmbg d53330L
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3sbbo ,, = damsbda“; ,,d96g ab 9bos sogammb,

333m93560: 5,=Ld 0d3mgds 35§ ?* bnMIseNFoE 3obgnmsmgdmma gbmdMngn ¢bamal
3gmbg d53d30: ,,- 363569 damab3a Rs3dgMarms s 0damgds”. ;358> ndamygds, AmI
Ro@lb d0g336mb s 5393 mdogammb™.

dgbedsedabow, domgdama 3gmgagdo LEmow s0bbbgds JoMayma 960l moby-
30b@yMa Isbobasmgdmgdoor. Ladmmmme, dgazadmos gmgdzem, Gm3  JeBommoa
960bm30L  adsbobosmgdgmos LbmMgo Gommo  gmbmmmaons, bobdsjbo, dbgmow
BomImbomddgm dggmoms xanxgdo, Mommo Bobssewgdgdal Bomdmgdal 39ML3gdE0ge,
by 3 LodAMGL Jomggmo gbsm3g(36ngMgda.

Levelt-ob 398 y39mgdolb 3mabo@on®o dmegmoab (ob. LyGscmo 1) geMamgddo mo
%3580b YO0 gHNgsbLbgsggdal 0b@gM3cgE0Mgdabols smdmgshagbo, Gma 3Gmdmgdy®
Mamemb dgodmgds Bomdmowagbogl aMmsds@ogmmo, gmbmmmgom®o jmoomgdol o
335890000 gmbg@nznco agadol sMBognmazonl  Loggbaa. Jgbedsdobsw, gbo-
by o dg@Y3gmgdob mgMadool ggads dm(zgdmmo ©B0(308900L 3oMzggmomdals ao-
»3omabbobgdom ¢Mbos @o0g9admb. ©eMmbINbgdoc dgazndmas gogzem, Mm3d 3gmagzoal
d9093900 900 M0 30 gHNMSS @ mm0sbaw ablbgds Jotormn 960l L3g(zng0goo.

b 3369

33m930L dgegase domgdmmo 3mba3gdob 068 gM3Mg@ 3000 dgazndemoas asdmgo-
Bobmm mobo bmgsmn ©sbygbs: 1. g4bdMgbommo gbol osMmggzs oG ammobbdmdl

q960b  5@03ym  gobgzomomgdol. 83 ©MML  9bob  omGmgds  gobobgmdmnggdmmos.
2. 94b3Mgbomo gbolb sM@gg30L EOHML gs3mgzmgbom ©gBEGMS dMmzomo ©sIm-
300g0mos 3mb3Mg@ e gbsbs s dab BngM dogd30bomgal Boygbgdmem dmmbmgbgdby.
3. Jodomo dmmdsma gdbdmabogmo 960l omm3gz0Lb 3dmbg d5333980bmgals sds-
babosmgdgmos 3nMse@qbom gmbg@nin®o, sGognmsonma, bobGsdbyma dgemdgdo
©d dmgmyg bobswomadgdom Logdstn; 4. Joommgbmgseb 3533300 3m3yms(300do,
Levelt-ob 3mabo@og@n dmegmal dobgogom, ©ggaEadymo Gammos afMsdsdongyemo
©5 gmbmmmaoy®o 3mEoMgdol LoggbyMo s ©ods@gdom - gmbg@ozymo a39adab
>MG0gma300b Laggbyo.

B 33mmg30b bodgibogmm momgdaemgds - j3cm930b bodwscmgdoo dogomgor gbob
b3giogogamo ommaggob ddmby ds53d3980bmg0l  sdsbsbosmgdgemo 3Hmanemo,
mmdgemory mbogocrmmos Jomomemgbmgsbo o53d3980L 3m3mems;00bogol. sdsbomab,
33maze  bodmomagdolb  g30dmggb, 0obsdgommzg  gmabodonmo  gbogmenmanobs
@s  bgommabogjmemgool  gomamaddo, gbmdmogo  3m33mbgb8gdol  sbsemobdals
@obdomgdom, Jogagmommor gbol gobgomomgdols b3gz300049M0 oM mzg30L MHmb
960l ygmaboBoamo bEE 9 G amol 3GmEmagdam Gammbdyg. smbodbmemn dgwgagdo
D60 om0 @5 30639005 oM megbmgsebo 3m3mems300borgal.

B 330m930b 3Msg03mcmo oM gdeemgds - 5bndbaemo 33955 Lodmamgdsl dmasz 399l
dg3486500 LommogbGoznm dmpygemo, o Gmamt @bos Rsbogdmmgl  d03d30m0
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g6o @5 Moy e 0b@dgm3m g8 nmgdmmal dowgando. domgdmmn dgwgagdob
bgommabojmermaonmo  sbsemodo o bodmoemgdol  dmazi399L 356365 mammo
g60b b3gi300396%0 ommzgg0bogolb edsboboosmgdgmn ymabodoamo dg5560dd0
®@5 Jobosb s 3590698 memo bgommabogmemgonmo gsddmmgdo. dgbsdsdobso,
s@bodbaemn 33mg30L dgogsgdo mdogd@ b gobool nsgbmbBomgdol 3mm39bL
@5 bgenl dgabymdl dabdo, dobsbdodsmormmo Rsmggzol ggadol dgdndsggdsl, o,
bodmenmme, 300G @0l sdomodoznnb bomggdemosbmdsl.

33mg30L byb@n IbsMggda s bLydmdsgmm 33b30magds:

1.

88

dbmmme ghmo sbosgmdmagn 3o@gammoanl gobbomgs — bLanbGgMgbm 046gdmmo
bbgomabbgs sbogmdmngn 308 gamMonlb dgMhgzs s NMMgMcABgEsMgds, MmamM 3
B@3oemfo gobgzomemgdyman gbmdmngo ©bastolb 3dmbyg, obyg gdL3cgbomea gbob
oMmm3930b 3Jmbg 353d3900L xamxda. gb Lodyemgdslb dmgg(399ws, 393maz93emabs
sbogmdmngn  maz0bgdyMgdgdo, 3obmbdmBngMgdgdo. a39Rzgbgdabs, o Gndab
dg(300m3900 LFsFdMAL s M b 330869 5L 330 s 8.3, 33emg30L bLybE Fbomaw
dgbademms Rsomgemmb mogom 6-4 Bemolb sbsgmdmago Loggbamal gfor dormosb
5 35S - EaYMBom 338 gammngdow asbbamgs. Labamagdmm 0dbgdmms 2 Brosba
3gMomob 6 ;mgge ©oymeys s Jomgdamo dgogagdel YeHmagMmdgosmgds.
dbeemm 9gb3Ggbomeno gbol oM mg930L gobboemgs - domasb LanbGgMgbm ngbg-
dmes 6oL Lbgswabbgs G0dnlb @ommzgzaolb 3dmbg do333ms Jggebads. smdmAbrs,
A3 g4b3Mgboemn gbal oM@gggal 3dmby Ka@al gbmdMaga ¢batal asbgo-
®0M9ds m0:mddob obgmoagg 3obmbbdmIngFgdom babosmmgds, MmBgmbs 3b3wg-
o bm@3al dgdmbgggedn. dgbodadobow, aobbbgsggds Momogbmdmogos (dgs-
©mB8380L MamEgbmds) s oMs - ®30bgdMng0. LonbGgMgbms, s LyFsmans bLbgs
damdafgmdgdols @MmU;

J3mazol 3mmzgams — 35393980L 0boognmemmdol gomgsmabbabgdom, g9
Bo@omms bab@oem gMmbsomo 33mg30lb 3GmgnMs. LagoMm agm mommgmeo
353930l dg3mbgggzedn gobbbzoggdmmo doamads d53d30b 8@ y3zgmagdomo ogd@0gmdab
3Mmgm306gd0bomgolb. gb godmmamgds gobsmgamabBobgdgmos dgdamda 33mg-
30bosb.

badogd@amo dgegobgds — ds333960L 398 yggmgdol AsbsBgmal BgHommdom gm-
o goMesgddbol, obgzg, dgEEmBalb  G03gdal, asdmbomgzedol  Logmdol o
356Lbgog9dmmo Lo yszgdob @smgzmoal 3Gm39bdn gobomgamabbabgdgmos 833mg-
3606 bydogd@nmmds. gb godmmamgds sa@gmag gobsmzamabbobgdgmos dgdco-
amdo 3gmggobsb.
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Abstract

The present study aimed at conducting the neuropsychological and linguistic analysis of expressive lan-
guage disorder in the population of Georgian-speaking children. 4-6-year-old children with expressive
language disorder and typical language development participated in the study (40 participants in total).
The child’s speech was assessed through formal testing and free play in informal situations.

The comparison of the two groups showed that the children with typical language development signifi-
cantly differ from the group with language disorder by articulation (t (38) = - 4,65, p<0,001), phono-
logical (t (38) = - 2,48, p<0,05), and syntactic errors (t (38) = - 3,67), length of utterance (t (38) = 3,62,
p=0,001), and the total number of errors (t (38) =- 5,36, p<0,001). The above data lead to the following
conclusion: Georgian-speaking children with expressive language disorder mostly make phonological,
syntactic and articulation errors. They also find difficult to construct complex sentences. The comparison
of the two groups did not reveal qualitative differences. Both groups made the same type of mistakes.
The only difference was the total number of errors.

Regression analysis showed that the length of utterance and the total production can only predict the type
of errors in average population.

The interpretation of the research results leads to four general conclusions: 1. Expressive language
disorder is not atypical language development disorder and only implies prolonged language acqui-
sition; 2. The deficiency profile manifested in the case of expressive language disorder depends on a
concrete language and the requirements imposed on the child by this language; 3. Phonetic, articulation,
syntactic errors and short sentences are mostly typical of Georgian-speaking children with expressive
language disorder; 4. According to Levelt’s cognitive model, the stage of grammatical and phonological
encoding and the stage of articulation of phonetic plan are the deficient links in the population of Geor-

gian-speaking children.

Key words: language disorder, linguistics, neuropsychology, the cognitive model of language.
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Introduction

Language acquisition and speech are unique attributes defining the essence of human being
and influencing many spheres of his/her activity. It has to be noted that language and speech disor-
ders are heterogeneous groups. In addition to the severity of disorder the difference may extend to
the profile of deficiency symptoms and the underlying mechanism. In spite of the growing public
and professional interest and the improvements made to the new diagnostic instrument certain dif-
ficulties are still observed. The main problem is that the symptoms of different conditions overlap,
which creates diagnostic difficulties and increases the risk of wrong diagnosis.

This requires the introduction of more sensitive markers for different disorders ensuring an
increased precision of diagnosis and effectiveness of interventions. The focus of our interest is the
linguistic and neuropsychological analysis of expressive language disorders in Georgian-speaking
children and the comparison of obtained results with the data of children with the typical language
development corresponding to their age. The comparison is made by the following linguistic com-
ponents: phonology, semantics, syntax, morphology and pragmatics.

Before describing the research strategy and the obtained results, we present a short definition
of the key terms and touch upon the steps taken in this direction to emphasize the utility of the given
research.

Language is an extremely complex phenomenon and the manifestation of any person’s inborn
ability. Language is ‘a system of abstract symbols and rule-governed structures, the specific con-
ventions of which are learned’ (3¢ymmo@0, 3mgommo & g3g3n, 2012). Language is defined in terms
of'its constituent structural components: phonology, semantics, syntax, morphology and pragmatics
(Hedge & Maul, 2006). According to the American linguists Bernard Bloch and George L. Trager,
language is a system of symbols used by a social group in the course of relationship. Its main func-
tion is to transfer information from one person to another. Language is thought to have the following
main properties: It is communicative, symbolic, structured, structured at multiple levels, productive
and dynamic (Stenberg & Stenberg, 2012).

When talking about the essence of language it is important to take into consideration the Swed-
ish linguist Ferdinand De Saussure’s ideas about the language structure. According to his view-
point, ‘Language is a system of a sign that express ideas.’ (Jeleta, 2019). It is important to look at
language in terms of the units and rules that make the system work. Saussure singled out several
concepts: lingue and parole, signifier and signified, synchronic and diachronic, syntagmatic and
associaciative, paradigmatic.

According to the first concept language is an integrate system and one the peculiarities of its
utilization is speech. The latter implies the individual’s specific activity the social manifestation of
which is language.

On the other hand, language is an association between meaning/idea and sounds. Meanings/
ideas are encoded in the mind and conveyed through sounds. According to Saussure, language is a
combination of an idea and a sound and their use during communication. It is the context where his
second concept is introduced: signified is the meaning of word and signifier is the corresponding
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combination of sounds. In addition, there are different signifiers in different languages, which de-
pend on the conventions in a specific linguistic group. The signifier and signified jointly create a
symbol of linguistic meaning. Their utilization is linear since we cannot simultaneously pronounce
two words and have to pronounce them sequentially.

In Saussure’s theory the association between linguistic signs can be syntagmatic (linear, se-
quential) or associative /paradigmatic. In the latter case, the relationship between linguistic signs
is not governed by certain rules. ‘The elements are arranged in sequence on the chain of speak-
ing.” (Jeleta, 2019). Syntagmatic relationship implies the sequential order of signs, which creates
meaning. For example, the sounds constituting a word create a syntagmatic unity. This type of
relationship is strictly controlled by corresponding rules. However, in paradigmatic or associative
relationship one sign can be replaced with another (Jeleta, 2019). For example, in paradigmatic
relationship individual sounds are related to the other sounds in such a way that their replacement
causes changes in meaning.

Saussure also distinguished synchronic and diachronic linguistics. Synchronic linguistics de-
scribes language at a specific point of time, whereas diachronic linguistics is the evolutionary study
of language from past to present.

Speech - oral expression of language. It is a complex physiological process requiring the co-
ordination of respiration, phonation, resonation and articulation. Speech is a complex physiological
and psychological process, requiring perception of speech sounds, preparation of response, activa-
tion of motor actions, control and, finally, production (Mcleod & McCormack, 2015).

Specific developmental disorders of speech and language: Difficulties caused by the lan-
guage understanding /production problems are related to the use of language in different modalities
(oral, written, signs, etc.). In such cases, language development significantly falls behind the age
norm.

According to ICD-10, definition of specific developmental disorders of speech and language
is the following: Disorders in which normal patterns of language acquisition are disturbed from the
early stage of development. The conditions are not directly attributable to neurological or speech
mechanism abnormalities, sensory impairments, mental retardation, or environmental factors. Spe-
cific developmental disorders of speech and language are often followed by associated problems,
such as difficulties in reading and spelling, abnormalities in interpersonal relationships, and emo-
tional and behavioural disorders.

Typical development of language implies the perception and production of sounds, words,
sentences and their use in correspondence with the social situation (Lyons, 2013). The objectives
to be achieved at a certain age are different and are assessed by different adapted tests. These tests
make it possible to assess the child’s achievement and determine their needs.

Some studies confirm that in language disorders a different symptom profile is characteristic of
different languages. This means that in different languages disorders are related to specific components
or their combination, which depends on the complexity of the given language. For example, in En-
glish-speaking children we observe problems with vocabulary, narration and the use of grammatical
morphemes; German-speaking children have problems with grammatical number, agreement between
parts of sentence and the complexity of verb conjugation; Swedish-speaking children find grammatical
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tense and number difficult; Italian native speakers - the use of functional words, articles and pronouns,
and for French-speaking children omission of auxiliary verbs is typical, along with the problems related
to the agreement with verb and correct use of tenses (Bavin, 2009). In addition, N. Imedadze’s study in
which the narratives of 3-5-year-old children were compared with the performance of Spanish, German,
English and Jewish children (the task was to describe a picture story) showed that a different regularity
is observed in the group of Georgian-speaking children. As opposed to Spanish and English-speaking
children, 30% of Georgian-speaking children of pre-school age use only simple (indefinite) and contin-
uous tense forms. The children of this age have no difficulty in using prepositional verb forms, prepo-
sitions of direction with the verbs of movement or expressing the direction of perceptual actions. They
can also denote causation by using the ergative case and grammatical form-contact (08gcadg, 2017).
If we look at the above data from the perspective of Levelt’s cognitive model, we will see that
different stages are deficient in different languages. According to this model, the difference between
understanding and production of language is very specific. Understanding of a language starts with
spoken or written introduction, which, later, transforms into a concept, whereas production starts
with a concept and only later takes the form of the corresponding word. The functioning of every
stage requires different speed and the process is totally automatic (See Figure 1) (Levelt, 2009).

Figure 1. Levelt’s cognitive model of language understanding and production (Levelt, 2009)
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Georgian psychologists have always been interested in the development of linguistic skills
and abilities. Already in 1953 A. Mosiava studied the psychological nature of learning to write
(dmboogs, 1953). R. Natadze worked on the ontogenesis of the formation of concept from the
context (bomadg, 1953). He also studied the acquisition of concept in the school period (bsosdyg,
1956). D. Ramishvili was interested in the psychological nature of the primacy of gesture language
(658093300, 1956). In the same year K. Mdivani conducted a study on the psychological prob-
lems of the development of writing (303560, 1956). In 1957 Baindurashvili conducted research
into naming and tried to describe its psychological nature (ds0bn@Msdgomon, 1957). In the same
year, N. Imedadze published her work on the psychological analysis of the simultaneous acquisition
of two languages by children (n3gwsdg, 1957). In the same period G. Mchedlishvili attempted to
uncover the psychological nature of speech errors - contamination and substitution. N. Chrelashvili
attempted to explain the psychological nature of the beginning of formal - grammatical variability
in a child’s speech (g6 gmadgomo, 1956). In 1962 Chrelashvili published her work on the psycho-
logical mechanism of word acquisition in ontogenesis (g®gemsdgnmo, 1962). Based on her own
research, N. Imedadze considered set as the underlying mechanism of the simultaneous acquisition
of two languages. In 1963 N. Imedadze published a work on the psychological issues concerning
the acquisition of Russian vocabulary in Georgian schools (ndgwsdg, 1963). The psycholinguistic
analysis of 3-5year-old Georgian-speaking children’s narrative and the comparison of their results
with the narratives of Spanish, German, English and Jewish-speaking children is also very import-
ant (ndgcadyg, 2017). According to N. Chrelashvili, the formation of sentences to express one’s
own ideas is not an arbitrary process (g6 gmmsodgomo, 1965). D. Ramishvili dedicated one of her
works to the psychological mechanism of the linguistic processes (®s30dzncmon, 1980).

The linguistic and neuropsychological analysis of language and speech peculiarities in Geor-
gian speaking children with typical language development and specific language development dis-
orders has not been conducted so far. This kind of research would provide important diagnostic
information through the differentiation of markers that are essential for Georgian-speaking children.
The explanation of the underlying psychological mechanism will help to decide on appropriate in-
tervention and, consequently, make children’s rehabilitation more effective.

The purpose of the study

v’ Linguistic and neuropsychological analysis of expressive language disorder in 4-6 year-old
Georgian-speaking children;

v Comparison of the results obtained through linguistic and neuropsychological analysis of ex-
pressive language disorder with the results of the children with age appropriate linguistic abil-
ities. Comparison will be made by the number of errors made in relation to specific linguistic

components: phonology, semantics, syntax, morphology and pragmatics.

Research objectives

- Linguistic analysis and comparison of language production in 4-6-year-old children with
typical language development and specific language disorders,
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- Linguistic and neuropsychological analysis of the most frequent errors in the population with
specific expressive language disorders;
- Analysis of the revealed symptoms within the framework of the corresponding cognitive model.

Research method, research participants and the procedure used

The study used the controlled observation method. Special tasks were identified to provoke
verbal behavior of research participants. During the study the children’s speech was audio recorded.

Research participants were 4-6-year-old children with normally developed linguistic abilities
and children with expressive language disorders, 40 participants in total and 20 participants per
group. Expressive language was assessed in formal and informal situations. Activities used in the
formal situation were predetermined and goal directed: the children were asked to answer the ques-
tions referring to the child’s close environment and interests (10 minutes) and to describe pictures
depicting a story (5 minutes). In the informal situation the children participated in free and creative
games (15 minutes).

Inclusion criteria

e 4-6-year-old children;

e Diagnosis of a specific expressive language disorder;

e In the control group - typical language development;

e Presence of speech production, in particular using elementary phrases.

Exclusion criteria

e  Other accompanying mental development disorders;
e Accompanying endocrine or genetic conditions.
Inclusion procedure

1. The child’s development screening and neurological assessment by a neurologist;
2. Diagnosing the child’s development by a neuropsychologist;
3. The child’s assessment by a child psychiatrist.

In case the child met the above criteria, she/he was included in the study to conduct:

o The structural/linguistic and neuropsychological analysis of the child’s verbal production.

Initial data processing

The material subjected to initial processing was an audio record of the child’s speech. Later
the audio record was converted into a transcript which was processed using the following criteria:
1. The number of the equivalents of complete words, parts of speech (separately) and the words

different from each other. The number of different words =

number of complete words

(Hedge & Maul, 2006)
number of different words
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2. Types of errors and their total number by language components (semantic, syntactic, phonetic,
pragmatic, morphological);

3. The mean length of utterance in formal and informal situations.
The length of utterance =

total number of morphemes

(Hedge & Maul, 2006)
total number of phrases

In order to process a large amount of data we later used the statistical packages SPSS-23 and
STATA, methods of descriptive statistics for intergroup and intragroup designs, mean comparison
methods (Independent Sample T-test), as well as the correlation and regression analysis. The ob-
tained data were interpreted within the framework of cognitive - neuropsychological models.

Research data
Comparison of intragroup data

1. In children with typical language development the use of nouns significantly exceeded the
number of pronouns (t (19) = 7,37, p<0,001) and adjectives (t (19) = 10,74, p<0,001). At the
same time, semantic errors exceeded articulation errors (t (19) =-4,07,) p<0,001.

Diagram 1: Significantly different pairs of the used parts of speech and the types
of errors in children with typical language development:
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In the case of expressive language disorder, the use of nouns significantly exceeded the use of
pronouns (t (19) =3,87, p<0,001) and adjectives (t (19) =7,95p<0,001). Articulation errors exceeded
phonological errors (t (19) =4,628, p<0,001) and semantic errors (t (19) =4,38, p<0,001), whereas
syntactic errors exceeded semantic errors (t(19) =4,191, p<0,001).
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Diagram 2: Significantly different pairs of the used parts of speech and the types

of errors in children with expressive language disorder:
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2. Inthe group of children with typical language development along with the increased length of
utterance significantly increased the use of pronouns (F (5) = 15,609, p<0,001), nouns (F (5) =

6,401, p<0,005) and verbs (F (5) = 18,542, p < 0,001). At the same time increased the number
of syntactic (F (5) =3,116, p<0,05) and pragmatic (F (5) = 4,629, p<0,001) errors.

In the group with expressive language disorder with the increased length of utterance signifi-
cantly increased the use of nouns (F (5) =3,153, p<0,05) and verbs (F (5) =4, 219, p<0,05). At the
same time the number of syntactic errors (F (5) = 4,061, p<0,05) also increased.

3. Inthe group of children with typical language development with the increased number of used
words significantly increased the number of pronouns (F (4) =27,146, p<0,001), nouns (F (4)
=14,702, p< 0,001), verbs (F (4) =30,955, p<0,001) and adjectives (F (4) =3, 894, p<0,05). In
addition, the number of pragmatic errors (F (4) =4,708, p<0,001) and the length of utterance (F
(4) =18,893, p<0,001) also increased.

In the group of children with expressive language disorder with the increased number of
used words significantly increased the number of pronouns (F (5) =49,472, p<0,001), nouns (F (5)
=12,029, p<0,001), verbs (F (5) =41,730, p<0,001), and adjectives (F (5) =12,788, p<0,001). At the
same time increased the number of syntactic errors (F (5) =4,304, p<0,05), morphological errors (F
(5) =39,224, p<0,05), the number of different words used (F (5) =6,630, p<0,05) and the length of
utterance (F (5) =4,345, p<0,05).

4. The length of utterance in formal and informal situations significantly differed in both groups,
i.e. in the group of children with typical language development (t(19) =3,897, p<0,001) and the
children with expressive language disorder (t (19) =4,250, p<0,001).
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Diagram 3: The ingroup showings for the utterance length in formal and informal situations
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Comparison of intergroup data

5. Assignificant difference was observed between the two groups (children with typical language
development and the group with expressive language disorder) by the number of errors (F (1)
= 15,106, p<0,001). These two groups insignificantly differed in terms of the parts of speech
used.

Diagram 4: Intergroup difference by parts of speech used and the errors made
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6. The group with expressive language disorder and the group with typical language development
significantly differed in terms of articulation errors (t (38) = - 4,65, p<0,001), phonetic errors
(t (38) = - 2,48, p<0,05), syntactic errors (t (38) = - 3,67, p<0,001), length of utterance (t (38)
= 3,62, p=0,001) and the total number of errors (t (38) =- 5,36, p<0,001.
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Diagram 5: Significant differences between the group with typical language
development and the group with expressive language disorder
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7. The intergroup analysis showed that the length of utterance in the group with typical language
development significantly exceeded the length of utterance in the group with expressive lan-
guage disorder, both in formal (t (38) =3,624, p<0,001) and informal situation (t (38) =3,569,
p<0,001).

Diagram 6: Intergroup comparison by length of utterance in formal and informal situations
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8. Regression analysis can predict the types of errors by number of completely pronounced words
and the length of utterance only in the case of typical language development (F (5) =19,782,
p<0,001).

Data interpretation

Data analysis showed that in children with typical language development and children with
expressive language disorder the number of nouns significantly exceeds the use of pronouns and
adjectives. It looks natural if we take into consideration that in Georgian the main part of the sen-
tence is the subject which is mostly a noun. Consequently, it is one of the necessary components of
the sentence without which it is deprived of meaning. In addition, the noun denotes a thing and is
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more important for the conveyance of meaning than the pronoun. The difference between the two
groups is quantitative which is reflected in the number of errors made and the length of utterance.
This enables us to conclude that the linguistic development of children with the specific expressive
language disorder follows the same regularities as typical development. We do not observe any kind
of atypical development; instead we see a prolonged acquisition of the ability, which confirms the
above idea (Bavin, 2009).

In children with typical language development semantic errors exceed articulation errors. This
is an expected result since in this age group (children from 4 to 6) the process of vocabulary enrich-
ment is still quite intense, whereas the correct pronunciation of words is supposed to be an already
achieved objective. The contrary results are observed in children with expressive language disorder
where articulation errors prevail due to the fact that the acquisition of the pronunciation of sounds
is prolonged. Data analysis shows that in the group with typical language development with the
increased utterance length also increases the number of used pronouns, nouns and verbs. This is
quite natural since to count the length of utterance the number of morphemes has to be determined
(a larger number of morphemes is related to an increased length of utterance). At the same time, a
higher number of morphemes is directly related to the number of nouns, pronouns and verbs as well
as the number of suffixes, prefixes and affixes. Therefore, the more nouns, pronouns and verbs are
used by research participants, the larger the number of morphemes and, consequently, the longer
the length of utterance is.

In the group of children with expressive language disorder the number of nouns and verbs in-
creases with the utterance length. However, the question is why the length of utterance is unrelated
to the increased number of adjectives in the group with typical language development and with
the increased number of adjectives and pronouns in the group with expressive language disorder.
This could be explained by the fact that the number of used adjectives largely falls behind the use
of nouns and verbs. Consequently, the length of utterance is less affected. The same applies to the
expressive language disorder. In this case, in addition to the above, the number of pronouns is not
related to the increased utterance length, either. This is explained by the nature of speech in children
with specific language disorder which is characterized by short sentences and the use of only nec-
essary parts of the sentence. In addition, as opposed to nouns and verbs, adjectives and pronouns
comprise a smaller number of morphemes, and, therefore, have a weaker impact on the length of
sentence.

In both groups the number of syntactic errors increased in parallel with the length of utterance,
which is quite natural as a longer utterance is related to a more complex grammatical structure, and,
therefore, places higher demands on children. Inability to meet these demands revealed itself in an
increased number of syntactic errors with longer utterances.

The ingroup data analysis shows that in both cases the utterance is longer in formal situations
compared to informal situations. The explanation is that a formal situation directly provokes the
child’s speech, whereas in an informal situation linguistic production fully depends on the child’s
will. Stemming from the above, the speech of children in informal situation is limited to short phras-
es. This regularity was observed in both groups.

The intergroup data analysis shows that in both formal and informal situations the typically
developed group produces longer utterances compared to the group with expressive language dis-
order. The result looks logical and corresponds to the utterance length showings for both groups.
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We would like to draw particular attention to the intergroup differences manifested in artic-
ulation, phonetic, and syntactic errors, the total number of errors and the length of utterance. This
difference fully corresponds to the specific nature of the Georgian language. We will discuss below
the characteristics of the Georgian language in more detail, as well as discuss the requirements they
impose on Georgian-speaking individuals.

The complex phonology of the Georgian language

Several examples

m  The scarcity of vowels and the multiplicity of consonants is typical of Kartvelian languages.
‘Caucasian abruptives’ (3 & 36 & y) are typical of the system of consonants (ggododgocmo,
1992). Such abruptive consonants are characteristic only of the Iberian — Caucasian languag-
es and are absent in modern European languages (ggodadzoma, 2007a) (gg0dtodzoema,
2007b);

m  The major phonetic phenomena in the Georgian language are assimilation, dissimilation, me-
tathesis, substitution, reduction, vowel elision, sound inclusion, merging of sounds and anal-
ogy. It has to be noted that sometimes different changes take place simultaneously in the same
word.

It is specifically the complex phonology of the Georgian language that explains a significantly
larger number of phonetic and articulation errors in the group of Georgian-speaking children with
expressive language disorder compared to the group with typical development. Examples of pho-
netic errors: iasapnisperi instead of iasamnisperi, vsuntavt instead of vsuntkavt, otskhaekvs
instead of otsdaekvs, rakhatsa instead of ragats.

The complex syntax of the Georgian language

There are 10 parts of speech in the traditional grammar of the New Georgian. These are noun,
adjective, numerals, pronoun, verb, adverb, posiposition, particle, conjunction and interjection. It
is quite difficult to form each part of speech.

Let s take the noun as an example:

«  The noun is described in terms of its meaning and form. By their content the groups of nouns
denote humans and non-humans (animate and inanimate, proper and common, concrete and
abstract, collective, names of substances and actions). At the same time the noun is the word
with a changeable form depending on the case and number. There are seven cases in the tra-
ditional Georgian language,

& When the Georgian noun changes through the compex system of cases, the stem can undergo
significant alterations, such as eliding the final vowel or apocope, sound duplication and oth-
ers. In addition, there are cases that take certain prepositions, which requires the knowledge
of more rules;

«  The number of noun can be arithmetical and grammatical. Arithmetical number is expressed by
a separate word, whereas grammatical number is attached to the form of the word (child-chil-
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dren). Grammatical and semantic numbers are also contrasied to each other. Grammatical
number is expressed with special signs, whereas semantic number is expressed through the
meaning of the word. There are two forms of grammatical number — singular and plural. There
are two forms of plural in Georgian: more frequent is the so-called eb-form (when the particle
is added to the noun) and slightly obsolete nar-tan-form. The former has seven cases, while
the latter only five. In Georgian the plural form of noun is produced differently from European
languages.

The fact that Georgian-speaking children with expressive language disorder make significantly
more syntactic errors compared to the children with typical language development can be explained
with the complex syntactic rules characteristic of the Georgian language. Examples of syntactic
errors: aris katebi (cats is) instead of the plural arian katebi (cats are), davdot instead of shevdot
(put on instead of put into).

Sentences in the Georgian language

Example:

s According to their structure Georgian sentences fall into three categories: simple, compound
and complex;

X3

2

Simple sentences can be comprised of one, two, three or four constituent parts;

X3

o8

Complex sentence can be composed of two or more components (member or subordinate sen-
tences). It can be compound coordinate or compound subordinate. In Georgian we sometimes
encounter complex sentences that include both types of subordination and they are often re-
ferred to as ‘super-complex’, and they usually have coordinating and subordinate conjunc-
tions.

The above explains why Georgian-speaking children with expressive language disorder pro-
duce significantly shorter sentences compared to the children with typical language development.
Examples with the length of sentence:

Researcher: Where is the cat hiding? A child with expressive language disorder: In the grass.
Then it is going to catch it.

Researcher: Where is the cat hiding? A child with typical language development: It has got into
the green grass and is hiding there. The cat is hiding to creep up on the bird and catch it.

Therefore, the obtained results can be fully explained by the linguistic characteristics
of the Georgian language. We can conclude that the complex phonology, syntax, the groups of
sounds difficult for pronunciation and the production of complex sentences is characteristic of the
Georgian language, which has been confirmed by Georgian linguists.

When interpreting the intergroup difference within the framework of Levelt’s cognitive model
of speech (see Figure 1), we see that the stages of grammatical and phonological encoding and the
stage of articulation of phonetic plan may represent a problem link of the model. Therefore, the lan-
guage and speech therapy plan has to consider the primacy of the given deficiency. Anyway, there
is no doubt that research results form a logical whole and can be fully explained with the specificity
of the Georgian language.
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Conclusion

The interpretation of the research results leads to four general conclusions: 1. Expressive

language disorder is not an atypical language development disorder and only implies prolonged lan-

guage acquisition; 2. The deficiency profile manifested in the case of expressive language disorder

depends on a concrete language and the requirements imposed on the child by this language; 3. Pho-

netic, articulation and syntactic errors, and short sentences are mostly typical of Georgian-speaking

children with expressive language disorder; 4. According to Levelt’s cognitive model, the stage of

grammatical and phonological encoding and the stage of articulation of phonetic plan are deficient

links in the population of Georgian speaking children.

Scientific value of the study. The present study shows the profile of children with specific lan-
guage disorder which is unique for the population of Georgian-speaking children. In addition,
it makes it possible to identify the deficient link in the cognitive structure of language in specific
language development disorders. This is achieved through the analysis of the linguistic compo-
nent in the context of modern cognitive psychology and neuropsychology. The above results
are unique and have been obtained for the first time for the Georgian-speaking population.
Practical value of the study. The given study enables us to develop an orientation model for
the assessment of the child’s language and the objective interpretation of the results. The neu-
ropsychological analysis of the obtained data will make it possible to define the cognitive
mechanism characteristic of a specific language disorder and the related neuropsychological
factors. Therefore, the research results will increase the accuracy of the diagnostic process and
contribute to the development of a precise targeted intervention plan that will make rehabili-
tation more effective.

Limitations and future developments:

1.

104

Covering only one age group. It would be desirable to select and compare different age cat-
egories from the population of children with typically developed language abilities as well
as the children with expressive language disorder. This would enable us to reveal age-related
peculiarities and regularities, as well as the type or prevalent errors in different age groups (at
an early age, among older children, etc.). One of the weaknesses of the given research is that
the age group of 4-6-year-old children was regarded as a whole and was not broken down by
sub-categories. It would be also advisable to divide the 2 —year period by 6 months and com-
pare the obtained results;

Limiting research to expressive language disorder. 1t would be informative to compare the
results of children with different types of disorders. As shown by our research, language de-
velopment in children with expressive language disorder follows the same regularities as the
typical language development, which means that the difference is quantitative (expressed in
the number of errors) rather than qualitative. It would be interesting to find out what happens
in the case of other types of disorders;

Research procedure. The research procedure was not identical due to the individual differences
between children. Each child required an individual approach. This has to be taken into consid-
eration when planning a future study;
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4.  Subjectivity of assessment. When converting an audio recording into a transcript and counting
the types of errors, length of utterances and different words, the researcher’s subjectivity has
to be taken into consideration. This kind of experience needs to be considered when planning
a future study.
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©9d9mo  @qbmdgba o6 oMab. dg3bngfgdds Smoabanl  gbLogmmmaon®o  dubgdob
33930L5L adanbgl, M3 3mbBEgJLEL, MmMBgmdns nbngomgda (3bmM3EMMdY6, ©owa
3603d36gmmmds gbagdqds s, dmabanb 3g3mbzg3q60b 3619396(300bs oy oy Hgegntigdols
®35mbsdMobom,  oomgdgmos, ymggmmgol 3oMgsm  3o300bMmmo ol Labgmemm
35693m, Bm3gedas Imdomb MBg3L mob owo bsBommal go@omgds. bbmEmgo sd0@ma
30693mbg LamdMabal s3omgdmom Mbs asgogmm, Mo oMol Labgmmm FymEGneos
> ob bmgosmyMo god@mmgdn, Mmdmgda 0bwogoobs o9 xanxob J3939%7
bgdmgdggdl. o3 dodsmoygmadom XX bLogznbol 30-006 bemgddn sGsgmon 33mag3e
Ro@ofs, Mm3gmms obobdowss, 3MbiMg@nm xanygddo s©sdnsbgdo 3mb g8 M
bm@39dL a0dm0d¢daggdgb (Gordon & Alston, 2011). gb s330M398 ogEm Laggyydzmawm
sM0gMo  33mggel, Gmdgmms d0dsboz Limmgdda LmosmYMo ©s Mmooz
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bm@3gb0L §039dalb 3033930 0ym. gB9gd&0sba bimmadal 33mag30d Limmalb 3ym@ns
9%99&096md0b 3603369mmm356 (33mmoem 3obbabrmzMs. 88 MmzgambsdMabom, mofmgdamas

593-0b bogobdsbommgdemm 3m3abool owagbomgds, MHm3mal Mebobdswa(s, bomabbosba
LBogmnl godmznmgds s Limmsedn d3mboGnnfn go@gdmlb NdEHMbggmymas LEmMgo
mGasbobsogmo 3amEMoo abygds, GmIgmoi 9x8obgdl dmemEabl ©s 35803
L399L GomabBobs s LBsgmal B03gdol 8Mogemezgmmgbgdsl (Gordon & Alston, 2011).
dgbodsdabo, sMogMmmn 33@mEMab bGsGsbs o9 Boabdo dgbzwgdacm FmbadEgdsL, MmA,
09) 330605 d930Lbsgmmo Lymmal magobgdymgdgdo, babzmmm ascgdm, suzamgdgma
Bobadommdas, xgM Limmoab 3nmEnms asg00bBmm, Mol gsbznmsmgdabzgbsi mboo
abBGogmEgl Lzmmol 530babGMs(30s.

Labgmem  FHmENGS sfogMmmbgm asdmogzmogb. dsm dmEal LanbGgmgbms ol
3893990, OHm3mgdbsoz gmAmbo s smbBmbo gbgbdnsb megnsbo Bogbdo (Gor-
don & Alston, 2011), s ®m3gmms msebobdowsz, Limmgdn, megosbmo FMmEMom,
90®396gm0bash Mopogsmumor  asbbbgogmgds, gb  gumEgMs 3o Dgdmddgrgdl
3mbBogmgqddg. 08 3mbadMgdol  oboab@nmgdmem  yumswbsmgdas dg3bogHms
05330603905, Gm3 gMor Lymmada dobbogmgdmado, ©aMgd8mmgdo gbgGgogmgdo
©5 30339003980 56056 s bnadm3zbgdsl 0mgdgb ddomdom, Mo dmbbogmggdbscs
3000939850, 3gmeg bymmado jo dobbogmadmgdal 3dsgmagomads 8330608, ©aMgd-
BM&0 (300mIL 838MM0G G MmMI0m Fgbomdmb 56 3m33gEgb&mMmmds, s gb aoMgdm
b99mJ390098L 3mbBagmggddg. obobo badlL ¢bgsdgb dgboedg 3o@gamtonlb bgmemgdal
3@bgdmdaba(s, MMImgdbag oG5 Lobommmo sbobnsmgdor s 363 bLabmbom 3zgmamyds.
0gd B396 Bobsdgs (3060gmo ©s sMsMgamamo, bgmmgbnfn gomgdm. bLymmgdal s3g306
Lobgmd5dL LEMEg© 83 b3MEgddn sELYdYEmO M6 B3040 FNYEEG NS 35bs30FMHMbydL
(Gordon & Alston, 2011). 60a6d0 ,bzmEob MoEgHMds s v806obGMamgds* (Gordon &
Alston, 2011) s38mMgdo mMasbabszogmo 3um@m@al gobosdMgdmoem LanbGgmabm
LJgdsb a3magobMIg6: aMgdmmgdgdo s nEgsmgdo BoMIMIMEL bmE3gdlb, bm@mdgdo -
3mmmEabbs ©s bbg3098L, bobzngdo - Loddmmy@ od@&ogmdal, Esdmmmb, ymggmogy
qb 30396l obgbl nbragowabis s ganaxol J3939bg. gb 3m33mMby6Ggda sysmndgdgb
LMol FPE@GNEL, HMIgmbgwss, mozob b0z, gomg3nmEcs bgdmddgogdl.

LEmEgE bimmal 3umEMGaDy boydMmabsol bdoMewm 309gbgdam &gM3abl ,Lsmabm
30M93m", 08539 - 3m0ds@l. Logmobm gocgdm Limmab FPmEMEalb J39bodMegmgo
dgagzndmos dogoRbomm. Limmob gum@Enes dmoaisegb dgbgommgdgdol Lalb@gdgdl,
Gmdmgdas b3oMo §3ggdgdlL ogsl Logmdgmaw, bogmobm ascgdm 30 5sd0sbnE
MO®0gH0mMdgdb @ 303d0M@gds.  LbmEgo  3gosamagdal, Limmob  ImbBsgmggdal,
3dmdmgdol gEHmogHonmdal bamobbo s Lobdofyg asbbabmgMagl Logmsbm gofgdmb
- 3m0ds@b (Gordon & Alston, 2011). oJgob g98mB0boMmyg, (3ombobss, Gm3 bzmemal

3G o 353 gbal sbgblb Lszmobm gocgdmbg - 3m0ds@ dy.
bgmeob gnmGMEob 3603b3gmmdody 39@Yy3gmgolb 3o@gs ghon 3gmgge, Mmdgmo(s

JoGoggm  333mg30gdb  93mozbom, s Lgmeob ImbBogmggdol  cmogmexggFgdal,
Bom3s@gdabs o d900bngMgdol mbgl gbgds (Tsereteli & Martskvishvili, 2010). 33mg30e

2010 Bgmb Ro@omms s 35bdn 224 bgmmob 39-9 3esbol 5385 dmbbsgmyg dmbsbaemyg-
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mds. 3900939835 a53mogmabs, Hm3 ol god@mMgda, Hm3mados @oadomsw 3mJdgoqdl
3mbBagmggdal m300989J@NOMB0L 8850mgdady, bimmob 3nmE Mol 3M33mbybdgdas
(Tsereteli & Martskvishvili, 2010). bLobgmmm 3am@a@s 30Ms306 3mMgms305300
03009839 nOM0b @MBaLbmsb ©s Limmes, Lszmobm mmsba, dsbbsogmgdgmo - 3603-
369mm3s60 ogd@MEgdns, Bmdmgdas ImbBogmggddy wowsm bgdmJdgmgdl ©s, sdqwsb
30dm3nbofyg, sm30mgdgmoas abgmo gogdmlb mbEnbzgmymaegs, bowss bybgdo (3bowns
© 33050m, Loy dobbogmgdmgda LadsMmmnsbgdn 5M0sb ©s bows dmbBsgmggdds
0(3056, M5 360l bogomeadamm ©s s - JgmMgbamobbmgsba. sbgm gsMgdmdo Mymm
©oEo 3sbbos, 3mbbsegmggdl 3dmbogm Nx®m 3mboGoymo NEmoghmmds ©s NROM
3gobogfom o boMmds@gdmmawsy 03Mdbmb msgo (Tsereteli & Martskvishvili, 2010).

0©530560b  J(3930L goobMgdabal gofgdmb Mmmdg az0580d6MgdL Mo dGmMbgggb-
3 gbgFol gzmmmaon bob@gdsms mgmEnsg, Mm3gmbsig aMgob 3Gsogn yzgmody
3036056 mgm@0sb MbmEgdl dom JmEob, Moy o 330560l gsbznmamgdall memdsdy
mEgbdg dgddboms (Craig, 2001). dgazadmos gogzom, GmI gzmmmgonma bob@agdal
mgmEosdo 30333960 BoM3memagbgb Mmamiz asfgdmb dg343bgemgdl, abg - dob
3Omn @ Lo, ©d LEmMgo 880@m3, Mmogbs 603339830 (ImbaMmgddn) domemdal
©mbab 0 dnabanl gbogmmmmann® 394560DL 303330, s(30mgdgmos 3o305bHMoc
3mDofEolb 30MHmzgbgdsbg dm4dgwo Lob@gdgdal Gmeo s 360d3bgmmds.

036050, IM835em0 3330 S MGMEM0S (3b5YmeL, HMI gomgdm gs©sdby398) Mmenl
SbEMmgdL J3930L Badmysmndgdabes o) gobbmMsogmgdal mzombasb@abom, 35d0bs(s
30, 09 39993900, M3 50830569830 sg@gbomma J3930L Bmabmgbomagds s3Goma
3m(3999mos. EEgbmgmdom 3963900 dgmosbsdnsmgdsdn 396 d93b30gd0m abgom
Loobgm@mdszom go8mdggdal o9 mmddmal bmosma® 0gd9ddyg, Lows domamdab
d93:0b39390bg o6 LomdHMEEEH6. domemds MHMI gMm-gMmn byMomdyYmo 3GMdmgdss,
235b (3boYmMPL sMogMmn Lmnmmmaom®n 33mg3a(3, Moboy dg(3bngMgdds MHmdg@ s
39Mmb3s s EgdmMs MoRsMmbmB3s magn dmuysmglb bogbdo ,oafmgbos” (Podepr bapow,
2000). 0bobo 59 (396@)b L8396 Logsbgsdm LGB ELE by s byFgb, HMA8 ymazgmbmonmsow
3396M030L dggEmgdam 38989330 3 smsbowsb 5 smabedwyg 353330 33gds 3dmdemgdals
2gMgbommo Im3ymmdal dgogasm; 85333980L 16% 5¢b6ndbogl, Gm3 dscn ddgda ob/s
©9d0 3om b(398796. 835Lmsb, 1990 Bgmb Ro@omgdymo 33mg30Lb dgogasm woEanboy,
™3 15-0sb 34 Bmaodwyg 3533560060 8396M039madol Logzzamasbmdal 30zgema doDqbo
LBMMgE domamdas (Pobept Bapon, 2000).

03 LEOGNLEOZOL gosbMmgds FoMmmeis a3080Md0bgdl, Gmd domopmds, Jmb-
gmod@gdo B396 606539 Bgsmo gMmm-gMmmo yzgmodg bgFombamo 3Mmdemgdss.

5530560L 30630006 930L g893gdL dmEol dmbomEmdal sbsgzo MHmal 0d dm-
B3390 800Rbgge, Bmzs Ladobim Jig3900 Rzgmmgdago Imgemabss. adol dsemds-
0mds, MM ©8dsdmd3Mgdgem 3emobgddo bbogmobsolb nbmnznwa Jgbadmms sagbommea
ob domomdmoge ngd39meal, Lsgdomm domamos, Mabaz gabyym bemgddo dmbsmoms
dmEolb sa@gbogmo s domomdogo dmddgegdgdol dgbobgd Bo@omgdymoa 33emg-
390033 (bomymayb. 393dMaxalb  Mboggmbodg@olb 333maggzemn MmdgMmE doM3nbo
mog0b  bogbdo ,,Aggression and Violence in Adolescence”, s3g6ngolb  dggGomgdema
358900l xobdMmgmmdals o(330Lbs o sz dsms JMBBEMmabs s 3Mg396(500bL
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09350858968 b oyMmbmdom, B9Mb, Mm3 14-0ob 18 bmsdwg 30¢90b 42% o
amambgdol 28% sm0sgdl, Gm3 oo Babs Bgmb as8mbzoglb Bodognce sdaMabdo-
s (Marcus, 2007). ngogg 3&mM0, gob3dMmgmmdal bGs@obGogzob gHmgbnm (3968 M-
b9 0oYMbmdom, g5635M@ 3L, Hm3 333 gemmds bGsdomuFMa 03o390L Jgmeg sgomb
35M©5(335m9d0b 30bgDgdL ImEal 15-056 24 Brsdwg sbsgol 3omgddo.

MmamMg gemoboob@o, Gmdgmai 30-bg dg@o bemalb gobdsgmmdsdn dmdomds
Lodmomm bymmobs ©d ©sdadmagfgdgmo 3msbgdol 3mbbogmggdmab, 3Mmggbmma
mdgmh@ domgabo sa3Mgboobs o domomdal  aobdom@gdol  azmagsodmdl. 3dobo
3bGom, sg@gbos ymggmmgolb 0b@gm3g@mbmbamu@ ©ad0Mabdnfmgdsl «39330M@gds,
356Lbgs3980m Lbgs domomdMog J(3939000856, MmamMgdo(zss JuMomds, gobosmaddo.

3533300 v3Mqbool JoMmggmoa 333emg36a, mas Ju@mbamo msegolb Bogbdo ,oacgbos
3533839330" 330mbggmb dgoblgbgdl, HmA3 sgMgboolb dm@ogn, gomms bLbgabogaol basbal
30y4g6gd0bs (9.6. 38EMmemo sg369b0s), dgodmgds nymb sa@qbogmo Jdgmadolb Lodmsmgdoom
80b60b dombggzobegzgb LEMogzs - 9.6. 0BLEGENIGbGMmo safgbas (Ja@bamo, 2006).
dtogamon gbogmmman, 3sm dmEol, dmms bowomsdgamo (6snmsdgoma d., 2001)
300hbg3L, H™3 abbE N3 g6Ema sg365L0nlb dmmbmgbamgds nbmngnmal Mmobpsymemaema
&9bgbz00s s 3ol Lobogmsbemm 3MMdmgdgdal gowsbyzg@edo gbdsmagds. bonmad-
300 35939 BOBL L33l 03 oM gdmMgdal, MM s3I 9L00L EMby bbgssbbgs 3MmE M@ sdo
Lb3oEaLbgsbsnMNs. boomsedgaml dm3ysgl omm3gbgdal Gm3al Fogosmomo, Loy
2369b00b S0 EMBY 50b0dbgdmes 35653, babsd ng MgmM 3obnsbgdn dgogdmgdmwbyb.
dggeob  d980ga doomn  F3300md0bImyzeMgmdaEsb  smofoggmo  aMhs s ababo
sgMgbommo §mdob byzMgdo Rsdmysmndmbgb. dg@n(z: nbobo sgmgbool &qbogbz0sl
09y03690bgb 8530653 3o, Gmzs> 930L  8MsbsoMo  Logmdzgmo o6 sMbgdmdws
(bo@n@adgaoema 3., 2001). gb o0l LEMEgE 03 goMomwal Bobsdommds, Hm3 ascgdm
3603d369mmmzsbo (33mma@ns sg@gboal dgbbagmoabab.

d9mabgab 3566ymdab dmpgemn

03080 B65dnl dobgognm, nbrogowo d3g3oL Ibmmme 3o 339mmo gsbBymdals
Logmdggmbg sbmE(309mgdl, 880@m3 0bmogowol Jig3d dobo HmIgmndg go66ymdal
gm0 ba(305. dgbadadobam, nbrngopl gobbymds vdadagdl asfzzgmmo d3g30b396.
dmos  booMmsdgomo  65dOm3dn  ,a566gmdal  SbEm3nmo  ;mgmEns”  Ji3935L  sbyg
3965m0bgdL: ,3msborm MmMasbobIgdh dmmbmzbaomgdol ©s3dsymaomagds 8@ nzmdab
306 9dg o6 dgydmnom. 0bngnwn 84@0gmdslb 0do@md dadstmaglh, Hmd ©on3dsymaammb
dmmbmgbomads. dmmbmgbomagdol @s3dsymanmgdal badysmgdsl dbmmmo bobsdwgamy,
306 93m3do 5Mbgdamo bogbgda 0dmg3z086, 5308m3 nbngznn ndnmgdamos YO0 gHNMS
©05539ofmlb  bobsdwgomgbmab, dmodmgml s  dmabdofmlb  Laabgdo, Mmdmoms(s
dmobmgbomgdol s 3dsgmaomagds dgydmos® (boomsdgomo 3., 2001). od(ze, Lobsd
23md3gegdmmgl, 0bmngnwo mogobo dmmbmgbamgdabs o Lomsbosm LoGmsgnab
dgbo@ygobo n33mgds. 3meogooMogds Mmame(z nbngowol dmmbmgbomgds, obyg -
Lo@mozos (gogdm).
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3Mb3Mg@mmn Immbmgbomadobs ©s LoGmozol ™mebbzgool ML nbongnwob
obgomo  gobBymds  943b6gds, BmBmal dgbo@ygabo J3gzoL  gobLabmE(z0gmgdmas(s
3oL bomsbom domgdo s Mbsmgdo ogsb. dgbsdsdobsw, 30300, HMI nboogowo abgm
3mg390gdslb 303sMmagl, Moy 30l gobbymdasl, 3mddgwgdol dgboggmal Logumsz0sb ©s
Logmmam bLodmddgom domgdl dgqbs@ygzabgds. o8 Bobsdommdgdl mbmmgdl «bbady
43930L 80b56396mboemmdsl s, o) 83 Joamdsl Azgbz asgobosmgdo, smdmgshgbo,
3 abggg, Hmame(z 63d0L3ngMo J3930L, 8o dmMab, sa@gbogmo J3930L/dm0banl
30bbmE (309mgdobmgal, o930 gdgmos dqbadsdobo gobbymdol 53mddgmgds, Mabay dg-
Lodsdobo Lo a300 s Ly gmmama bsdmJdgom domgdal dgbs@ygabmds ¢bos LEMgdogl
Bnb.

83M0g0m, dgazodmos 3030MamEmm, MmM3 0b60znElb oM MysmndEgds 3oM3zgemo
d0dofommgdal J(30930L gobbymds, oy dobdy ghoAmymoen o6 Imgdgogdb 3mbs-
9@ mmo dobsgsbo s goMgasbo god@mmgda (LogbmdMmozn s m3gMazoemo dgbe-
dmgdmmdgdn). safgbommo J3930L g966gmdss, Mbos goxnodmimom, Gm3 dabsgsbo s
30693560 o d@MMgdol YEmogHmngdgmadol, gMcmnsbmdol bogmdzgmbdg yomadogds.

saMgbommo 4(3930L g96bymdol mgmEnal mgembsbMoboo gosdMgds mmann@os,
50350 mo300 ndogMo qbbadgi babL Lbgedl s©sd0sbgddn va3Mmabonbszgb dogo-
6930mg05L (530900l Fmmbmgbomagdsl). baoMsdgamoa 3o BgMb: ,0bpngowl, magobo
3om0sbmdal 35638 30(3900b5 ©S 35GHGBnMML gogMm0sbgdal Immbmgbomgdal gstiws,
3369b00lb dmmbmgbomgdss od3b® (bsa®msedzaema 3., 2001). Lamdatos 4.6, 3GEMm wo
0bbEONM36G M 3Mgboadyg, s oLz bodasbabdgmoas, HMI s@sd0sbgda godmmmE@gdal
Loggydggmby bdoMow sbmM(309mgdgb sa3Mmaboem og@&ogzmdabl, Mo bbgobomgal dbm-
mmE bosbol 8nygbgdsel gaboby@gds, mzommb 0boogown 3o sd0m 39MoxgMb omgdl
LabogmEbemm dmmbmgbamgdgdol absjdsgmenmgdmoc.

03M0go@, Mbbadol gobBymdol mgmmosdy eymbmdom, BowoMsdszoma Bgmb,
A3 300530560l 5g&n3mdol ghm-gMmn s9y30mgdgma Bod@ma dmmbmgbamagdss, dog-
53 dmobmzbomgdal sMbLgdmds xgM 3oz of 3doMs obwongnwol doghm o4@nzmdal
30bbabm@(309madmo. 0bwngoml bodmgdgomm nbgomn LoGyssos Ydadggdl, Amgmacs
30b 3mbmgbamgdsbmeb dobss@bmdmngam G0l s 393306gdmmo. MHmmgbsz nboogowab
dmmbmgbomagdosms dgba@ygobo bodmazos sbow Babl, 0bngnwb 56 943658 og@&ngmdals
30b6bymds, 0g0 35LoyM, 0bsd@nm& dpagmdetgmdados. 59qosb godmdwnbag, sgMgbomeao
43939 ™3 gobbmE (309mEaL, >m30mgdgmos, Mmam s dobsgsbo Immbmazbamgds, by
53 dmobmgbomgdal dgbadsdabo Loggsns (Bmmbmgbomgdal ©s8s33symenmgdgma
™d09d&0) o 0bLEENIgbGmma dgbodmgdmmdgdo gMmIsbgol sgdmbggl. LEmMgo
53 Lo goMgdmgdol Mebbzgems dgadmads asboglb nbongowal sg@gbogma J3930L
Bobodnmmde.

0360350, 356bymdols mgmEoss a3000b@MEMqdL, HM3 nbmnznwab 8o 3mb 3G 98mma
J3930L gobbmEz0gmgds 8603369mmazbo M0l edmzowgdymo ascgdmbyg. LbmMgo
30693m sbLEG L 0bengowal J(3935L5(3 S Fmmbmzbomadaba(s.
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3566ymdob mgmMos g3ma30bmdL 0bmngowol sg@03mdal 83 bfgdsb:

dmobmgbomgds

\ 4
obbymds

Lo@goz00 J393°

\ 4
(O3]

\ 4

M3gMd(300m
LobBgds

03530MmMmo, 50bobndbogns, MmA, 83 Mmgmmoob dobgozom, o Ji3g30L go6Bgmdals
3M33mbg68gdL dmnl 3mbgmod@mEo dpamdsmgmdss, asbbymds (30ommmdl 53 3m3-
3mbg6@&qdL dmEnb 3mBLYBLMLEL BomBggsl, s M) 396 Bmbs (36mdngFmadol 3Mm(39Lqdab
®56b3mdsdo dmygebs, 356bymds noManbgds 56 JMgds (boamadgamo d., 2001).

09) dmnbgaob gbogmmmaon® 854sbobdo go66gmdals Rodmysmndgdsl s Mgs-
m0Ds(300L 8030Rbggm, 35306 dgagadmos g3ngeMaymom, Mm3, oy Lobgmem gsfgdmadn
LoBd(305 oM 0g6gds abgomn, Mmdgmas sgMgbommo J3930L 3obbmMz0gmgdsl gobeol
dgbadmgdgmbl, dgmabaolb 3gd8mbzggzgdn 360d36gmm3zboc 393306 wgds.

30093 9600 bob@gMgbm g oma, MmIgmas dMmabanlb Bbommmaoymo dybgdals
300bDM7g6sd0 ogggbdamgds: Bggb az0bes Rzqbogg J3g3oL 8033900 LadsMomnsbo o
dobomgda babg. s@sdnsbgda bdoMom MmgmMogdl sgomndgdgb, Moms gosdsMommb me-
305000 dmEomnFo ©s sbmosmu®mo Ji393900. 93 930LgdYFgdsL boaMmedzamo
gbogozolb oggcgbamgdyma 3m83mbgb@gdol Mg3sm3mbodsoznal 30bmbL MBmwgdL -
qbL 60l go6bymdob §9bgb30, Moz 0d0m gadmobe@gds, Hm3 ob (30rmdlL ©ssdgsMmb
®o3bgd500 MMM gmobbdgdmma dpgmdsmgmds 03 dguugmgdgm  gbodogn®
d0b65oMbgdL dmEol, MmImgdog 9053056L (3bmzMgdsda gdmggs (Boomsdgzoma .,
2001). 53 dmbaDFgdolb mobsbdow, godmeal, Mm3 oy Labgmmm gomgdmdo dmaby-
Lo o domomdMog d(3939L o6 Bosbamalbgdgb, dmbamogdl gondommgdom dsmo sbm-
(30960 (39306 Ld3NMm M3330 godsMmmgds. 364 Jodmmgbol mMbydg dgagzadmoas
3030dGmm, Hmd, 0g bowss dmmgHo 3mIGmOGnmoew afMdbmdl magl, sfnlb dyemabgol
Bodobomabgdgmo aoMgdm o aods@mbgdamos dgbedsdobo mamgdamgdgdai. o
d99amdn 33mg300m 53 303mmgdol 3038 30(390m, dgodmagds ©o35L33600), BMB bym-
msdo gobosMgdymn mamgdamgdgdol LobBgds 3603369mmzeb HmEl sLBYmadL Lob-
3mmm a56gdmdn ImbaMegdol J(393930. BoaaMmadgoma bamb: ,Lmosmuma gstgdm
0bogoEal Mo babosmolb ®god(3090L ©andg@b dbomb s ol dodstor god8mohgbl
MOMYMBom 8IM 30qdemgdsl, 530b Jgbe@yznbow 3mbrgds 30MHm36980b Bodmysmndgds
- 35Mgdm, sfs dbmmmm 3mMb MG Mma J(3930L gobbm@309mgdab LG dMmos, 356bymdals
ogm@ool Jobgogom, osMedge LEmMge asMgdmdo yomndwgds ssdnsbn 3noMm3zbgdow
©5 Yom0dmgds moMgdnmgdgdo, ©d LEmMgo asmgdm sbogbl 860336gmmzgseb asg-
mgbsl 035Dy, 09 0beogzool o bsbosmob Mgod3098L @oyFgML FboMmb ©s ol
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Abstract

Bullying is a growing problem all over the world. It is encountered everywhere and for this very reason
it has become a major challenge of the 21% century to study the psychological nature of bullying and
analyze the factors responsible for bullying among the adolescent population.

The purpose of the given desk research is to study the psychological mechanism of bullying and identify
the factors preventing bullying behavior. The corresponding sources made it possible to view bullying as
an integrated system and study its underlying psychological mechanism: the components of the system,
the key factors of bullying and their interaction. The research showed significant relationship between the
following three factors: personal aggression, the existence of an object of aggression and environmental
possibilities. Due to this the psychological phenomenon of bullying is viewed in the context of Anthropic
Theory of Set. According to this theory, aggression, the object of aggression (victim) and the environ-
ment allowing the person to manifest aggression are the necessary preconditions of bullying.

The given work attempts to construct a model of bullying based on the Theory of Set, a model that
represents a single system comprising various factors. The article also makes suggestions regarding the

further research into the operation of the system in question.
Key Words: bullying, bully, object of aggression — object of need satisfaction, need, set, instrumental

possibilities.

Introduction

The term bullying has numerous definitions. However, all of them refer to a repeated aggressive

behavior performed by an individual or a group against the victim who is unable to defend oneself

(Sticca, 2013). The above definition is based on Olweus’ point of view (Olweus, 1993), according

to which bullying has several specific characteristics. The bully’s motive is to insult, oppress and/

or hurt the person. The bully performs a repeated behavior and the power between the individuals
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in the given relationship is unevenly distributed. Researchers single out three types of bullying:
physical bullying, verbal bullying and the type of bullying manifested in relationship (disseminating
misinformation about the victim or discriminating the victim based on his/her characteristics).

Researchers have to take into consideration that the investigation of bullying is related to cer-
tain difficulties. First of all, we have to make sure that all research participants share the same
definition. It is advisable to attach a summarized definition of the term to every survey so that we
arrive at relatively accurate data. Another issue is the regularity of behavior. An aggressive behav-
ior is qualified as bullying only if it has a repeated character. The question is how many times one
and the same behavior has to take place to be qualified as bullying (Huang, 2015). Kubiszewski,
Fontaine, Potard and Auzoult (Kubiszewski, 2015), the students of traditional bullying, propose that
individuals can be identified as the bully/the victim only if they admit that they have participated in
this kind of relationship several times.

Research shows that bullying victims are usually depressed, irritable, have problems with so-
cial interactions and low self-esteem (Chang, 2013). According to other studies, both bullies and
the bullied have low academic achievements and often face different health problems (Kowalski,
2013).

To understand the essence of bullying it would be advisable to answer the following questions:
What happens in the adolescent’s mind after becoming the victim of bullying? What is the witness’
behavior like? Why are witnesses reluctant to talk about the cases of bullying? What do adolescents
think of bullying?

According to R. Sansone’s article published in the journal Psychiatry, the adolescents who are
the victims of bullying develop mental and somatic symptoms in response to stress which might
manifest themselves in the period of adulthood. These symptoms include irritability, depression,
suicidal ideation, eating disorders (anorexia, bulimia). Somatic symptoms include loss of appetite,
headache, sleep disturbances, abdominal pain, nausea (Sansone, 2008).

The relevant studies provide an extremely interesting analysis of the psychological conse-
quences of bullying often faced by adolescent victims. Surveys conducted in different cultures
and countries clearly point to the existence of social problems among adolescent victims. These
problems include age-inappropriate behavior and low level of independence, which may eventually
become a reason for isolation from peers (Kim YS, 2006).

There is a common opinion that it is advisable to study bullying in the group context. Most re-
searchers believe that the acts of bullying involve at least one group, because apart from the victim
and the bully, other students are also involved and their existence either makes the bullying worse
or prevents the process (Kaukiainen, 1996).

Psychological nature of bullying and its factors

It is extremely important to study the psychological nature of bullying. As stated above, most
scientists believe that bullying is more than a result of the bully — victim relationship. It is rather a
group process always based on social peculiarities which could negatively contribute to the process,
disguise it or help adaptation/adjustment to bullying (Swearer S. M., 2015). Stemming from this an
emphasis is made on the examination of social environment.
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In her article ‘Understanding the Psychology of Bullying’, Susan Swearer, Professor of Uni-
versity of Nebraska, proposes a model allowing in-depth understanding of bullying. The model
focuses on the contribution of family, peers, school and culture /community to bullying (Swearer,
S.M. 2015).

Family influence: Family characteristics are frequent predictors of adolescents’ violent be-
havior (Swearer S. M., 2015). Domestic violence, lack of parents’ involvement in adolescents’
lives and lack of parent emotional support are thought to provoke adolecents’ violent behavior or
self-victimization.

Peer influence: Bullying usually takes place among peers. Adolescents spend a lot of time
with peers either in face-to-face relationships or via social media. When examining school bullying,
it is very important to study bystander psychology. Surveys show that almost every second adoles-
cent is present while bullying incidents take place, where bystanders encourage and, sometimes, get
involved in the violent acts against peers. In 25% of incidents bystanders try to stop violence and in
54% of cases they act as distant passive observers of violence (O’Connell, 1999).

Peer behavior has been studied by a number of psychologists. In some studies bystander behav-
ior is viewed from the gender perspective. The findings show that out of the adolescents present in
violent incidents, girls more often support victims than boys (Salmivalli, 2001).

Studies conducted at different times show that with increased age bystanders get involved in
conflict less frequently and defend the victim less often. Those bystanders who get involved in a
conflict and defend the victim mostly have high social status (Salmivalli, 2001). The same research-
ers believe that when adolescents get involved in a conflict and defend the weak, they become more
self-confident.

School influence: Bullying has been most intensely researched in school environment. We
can assume that the school climate, positive or negative, is directly linked to bullying incidents.
Bryan Gendron’s (Gendron B, 2011) studies show that teachers’ inappropriate reaction to violence,
unhealthy teacher — student relationship and students’ inadequate involvement in school activities
often contribute to bullying and violent behavior. Furthermore, when school climate is negative,
students rarely inform teachers and /or school administration on violent incidents (Unnever, 2004).

Thus, the research conducted by Gendron, Unnever and other psychologists shows that an un-
friendly school environment increases bullying incidence; on the other hand, frequent acts of school
violence make the school environment less healthy (Gendron B, 2011); (Unnever, 2004).

Based on the above studies we can assume that bullying is not an independent phenomenon
isolated from external factors. Students of bullying psychology state that the context in which in-
dividuals live is extremely important and to prevent or respond to bullying it is necessary to under-
stand the school environment where adolescents spend most of their time. Just for this reason, when
talking about the environment it is necessary to understand the meaning of school culture and the
cultural and social factors having a significant impact on the individual and group behavior.

A large number of studies conducted in the 1930s shows that people develop specific norms
in specific groups (Gorton &Alston, 2011). This observation guided a lot of studies examining the
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types of social and political school norms. Research on effective schools identified school culture
as an important variable. According to the Education Commission of the States, quality education
and positive school environment start with the organizational culture which values high expec-
tations, talent and the versatility of teaching approaches (Gorton &Alston, 2011). Consequently,
many books and articles state that if we want to study school specificity and the school environment,
we should first understand school culture the establishment of which should be a main priority of
school administration.

School culture has been the focus of a number of studies. Out of them the research included
in Gorton and Alston’s book deserves special attention (Gorton &Alston, 2011). The research says
that schools and their cultures radically differ from each other. At the same time, culture has an im-
portant impact on school children. To support this statement psychologists refer to the observation
that in some schools teachers and the principal are energetic and daring and enjoy work, which
spreads to their students. In other schools teachers’ dissatisfaction is obvious and the principal
tries to hide his/her incompetence behind the mask of authoritarism, which affects the children.
There are also schools which fall under the third category where there is no joy or despair and the
school environment is empty, artificial and illusory. The types of school environment described
above are determined by the school’s organizational culture (Gorton & Alston, 2011). In the book
‘School Leadership and Administration” Gorton and Alston present an interesting model to under-
stand organizational culture. According to the model values and beliefs shape norms, norms shape
expectations and sanctions, sanctions - symbolic activities and all the listed components influence
individual and group behavior. These components shape school culture, which, on its part, is influ-
enced by external culture.

When talking about school culture we often use the term ‘classroom environment’ or climate.
Classroom climate can be understood as a sub - multitude of school culture. School culture involves
a system of beliefs which, often creates a basis for actions, whereas the classroom environment/
culture is related to interpersonal relationships. The classroom environment/climate is often deter-
mined by the quality and frequency of the relationship between teachers, students and their parents
(Gorton & Alston, 2011). This clearly shows that school culture has an important impact on the
classroom environment/climate.

The importance of school culture is also demonstrated in another study conducted by Geor-
gian researchers. The study concerns self-competence, success and level of happiness (Tsereteli &
Martskvishvili, 2010). The above study was conducted in 2010 with the participation of 5,385 9*
grade students from 224 schools. The results show that the factors increasing students’ self-efficacy
are the components of school culture (Tsereteli & Martskvishvili, 2010). School culture correlates
with the self-efficacy level. The school, classroom climate and teachers have a significant impact on
students. Consequently, it is necessary to provide the environment with clear rules and fair teachers
where students know what is mandatory and what is of secondary importance. It is more likely that
this kind of environment will stimulate positive relationship among school children and will make
them happier and more successful (Tsereteli & Martskvishvili, 2010).

The role of environment in human behavior is the focus of Urie Bronfenbrenner’s ecological
systems theory characterized by Grace Craig as the most influential theory about human develop-
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ment (Craig, 2001). In the ecological systems theory children create the environment and, at the
same time, are its product. For this very reason, when studying the level of aggression or the psy-
chological mechanism of bullying in adolescents/children, it is necessary to understand the role and
significance of the systems affecting adolescent personality.

To sum up, a large number of studies and theories demonstrate that the environment has a cru-
cial role in the formation and performance of behavior. This statement is valid even if we a priori
assume the existence of aggression as a human need. Today you can hardly find a TV news program
or talk-show on social issues which does not cover the theme of violence. The fact that violence is
a serious issue is proved by numerous sociological studies, included in Robert Baron and Debo-
rah Richardson’s book Aggression (Podept bapon, 2000). The authors focus on alarming statistics
according to which from 3 to 5 thousand children die per year in the US due to their aggressive
treatment by parents and 16 % of children report being battered by their siblings. In addition, the
research conducted in the 1990s shows that violence is the most frequent reason of 15-34-year old
black people’s deaths in the US (Pobept bapon, 2000).

The above statistics clearly shows that violence and conflict are the most serious problems
facing today’s world.

Among the stages of human development adolescence is the period characterized by risky
behavior. It is very likely that high school students will get involved in aggressive or violent behav-
ior, which is proved by research on aggression and violence among adolescents conducted in the
last years. In his book ‘Aggression and Violence in Adolescence’ Cambridge University Professor
Robert Marcus, who bases himself on the statistics of the US Health Protection and Disease Control
and Prevention Department, makes the following statement: 42% of boys and 28% of girls aged 14
- 18 reported that they had been physically abused last year (Marcus, 2007). Marcus also presents
the data from the National Center for Health Statistics which indicate that murder is permanently
ranked second among the reasons responsible for the deaths of young people between 15 and 24.

As a clinicist with over 30-year experience of work with secondary and high school students,
Richard Marcus proposes his own definition of aggression and violence according to which differ-
ently from other forms of violent behavior, like theft or vandalism, aggression always involves
interpersonal conflict.

In her book “Aggression in Children’, the Georgian researcher of child aggression Lia Kurkhu-
li reminds the reader that in addition to hurting others (hostile aggression), aggression might have
another motive which is achieving a goal through aggressive behavior (instrumental aggression)
(Jp@bymo, 2006). Many psychologists, including Shota Nadirashvili, believe that the need for
instrumental aggression is an inborn tendency which helps the individual to solve vital problems
(6onmsdgoea 3., 2001). Nadirashvili also emphasizes that the level of aggression is different
in different countries. He uses the example of Irokez tribe where the level of aggression was low
before the invasion of white people. After the invasion, from peaceful people they developed into
an aggressive tribe. Moreover, they started to behave aggressively without any apparent reason
(boomadgaea 3., 2001). The above supports the assumption that the environment is an important
construct in aggression research.
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A model of bullying from the perspective of Set Theory

According to D. Uznadze the individual’s behavior is performed only on the basis of a spe-
cific set and, for this reason, it can be understood as the realization of one of the sets of the given
individual. Therefore, the set drives the individual to perform a specific behavior. In his book ‘The
Anthropic Theory of Set” Sh. Nadirashvili proposes the following analysis of behavior: ‘Living
organisms cannot satisfy their needs without activity. Individuals carry out this or that activity to
satisfy their needs. Needs can be only satisfied through the objects in the individual’s physical en-
vironment. For this reason, the individual has to get in touch with reality, obtain and use the objects
to satisty the needs they have.” (bsofsdgoema d.,2001). However, before starting to act, the indi-
vidual undergoes changes according to the needs and the corresponding situation. The individual’s
need and the situation (environment) are both modified.

The set is formed in the individual when there is a correspondence between a specific need and
the situation. The behavior corresponding to the given set will be the one an individual is able to
perform due to his/her abilities and resources. Therefore, the individual will perform the behavior
corresponding to his/her set, the suitable situation and one’s own resources. Uznadze calls these pre-
conditions the purposefulness of behavior. If we share Uznadze’s viewpoint, we have to accept that,
just as in the case of any other behavior, the performance of aggressive behavior/bullying requires
the operation of the relevant set which has to be preceded by correspondence between the situation
and the individual’s own resources.

Thus, we can assume that the set guiding behavior in a certain direction will not be formed
in an individual unless she/he is simultaneously affected by specific internal and external stimuli/
factors and operational resources. Therefore, the set of aggressive behavior must be formed on the
basis of interaction and unity of internal and external factors.

It is logical to view aggression from the Set Theory perspective since D. Uznadze also empha-
sized humans’ predisposition to aggression (aggression need). According to Sh. Nadirashvili ‘In
addition to the need to reinforce one’s own integrity and unite with the partner, the individual also
has aggression need’ (bonfsdgoemo d., 2001). This refers to the so - called hostile and instrumen-
tal aggression. It should be also emphasized that angry people often carry out aggressive activities
only to hurt other people; at the same time, the individual who manifests aggression gets nothing in
return to satisfy one’s own vital needs.

Therefore, Sh. Nadirashvili who bases his research on Uznadze’s theory proposes that one of
the essential factors of human activity is need, but the existence of need is not enough to unfold
activity. The individual’s activity is triggered by the situation which is meaningfully related to his/
her needs. When the situation corresponding to the individual’s needs does not exist, the set for the
given activity will not be formed and the individual will remain in a passive, inactive state. Conse-
quently, for aggressive behavior to take place, there has to be correspondence between the internal
need, the situation corresponding to that need (the need satisfying object) and instrumental possibil-
ities. The coexistence of the three components may become the precondition of aggressive behavior.

Thus, the Theory of Set also confirms that the implementation of a specific behavior by the
individual largely depends on the environment. It is the environment that specifies the individual’s
need and behavior.
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The theory of set offers the following model of the individual’s activity:

Need

Situation Set Behavior

\

\

Operational

system

It has to be noted that according to the Theory of Set if there is inconsistency between the set
components of behavior, the set tries to reduce inconsistency. If conscious processes are not brought
into agreement, the set is suppressed or disappears (bsosdgaemao 4., 2001).

If the formation and realization of set is understood as the psychological mechanism of bully-
ing, we can assume that the situation in the school environment preventing aggressive behavior will
largely reduce the incidence of bullying.

Here is another interesting point that helps better understand the psychological nature of bul-
lying: We want our behavior to look fair and acceptable. People often invent theories to justify
their immoral and asocial behavior. Nadirashvili explains this human tendency with the law of the
reharmonization of the differentiated components of psyche. In other words, it is the tendency of the
set to reestablish consistent relationship between inconsistent mental elements (bso®sdgomo 3.,
2001). If we view bullying from this perspective, we will arrive at the conclusion that in the school
environment which does not encourage bullying or violent behavior students will find difficult to in-
ternally justify their asocial behavior. We can hypothetically assume that the bully feels comfortable
where the environment encourages bullying and the corresponding values prevail. If our further
research proves this hypothesis, we will be able to conclude that the value system established at
school has a serious impact on the adolescents’ behavior in the school environment. ‘The individu-
al’s development depends on which reactions will be supported by his/her social environment and
which reactions will be condemned. According to the Theory of Set, in addition to being a stimulus
for the performance of a certain behavior, the environment is where a human being develops into
the personality, it is where his/her personal values are formed. It is primarily the environment that
largely determines which human reactions are to be supported or rejected,” says Nadirashvili. That
is why we think that to develop appropriately it is necessary for individuals to be in the environment
rejecting bullying and violence.

We know from the psychology of volition that when a person finds his/her own behavior un-
acceptable in terms of moral or social needs, she/he discontinues the behavior and becomes aware
of the inconsistency between their behavior and personal needs. People often know quite well that
their behavior is immoral; they also know what they should not have done in the given situation, but
they still continue to behave immorally. The person has to make congruent a consciously selected
future behavior with the values and personal requirements that she/he serves, and which are reflect-
ed in their behavior. That is why it is necessary to work on the situation, on the one hand, and on
the person’s values, on the other hand. The adolescent’s internal value system should also tell him/
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her that bullying is unacceptable. The manifestations of bullying should not be restricted only by
situation since the set will always find the way to make bullying happen, possibly in an altered form.

Conclusion

Research into the cases of bullying and the analysis of studies devoted to this problem makes
it clear that bullying is not determined by separate factors. It is the result of the interaction of per-
sonal factors, social factors and values. It is clear that the psychological nature of bullying should
be viewed from the perspective of the general psychological mechanism of behavior. We believe
that the Anthropic Theory of Set gives a sound explanation of the components of bullying and its
mechanism.
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LodoBmmENsboE Bommomgdl 3. bawomsdgoma (1985). o J3930L 30bs6dgbmbommdabe
> 3566gymdol dogm 59&03mdalb sdzmalb boMal smds@gdmma 8ohg969dmgdl  go-
a9mobb3dgdm, smbadbamlb sqsomgdmam bos ©agds@mb LoGmsEoy® asbbymdsda
dmdagemol  sbobgol Fgbadmgdmmds (gobbbgeggdom Godbomgdmmo asbbymdabgsb),
3gebog dmbammebgmmdab/badogd&neo semdsmmdal @s mmmenbal dmbsbomagmds
MbON63gmymib(bosmgadzaomn, asbBymds ©s bgdgmmds 306mm3zbgdal od@ngmdseda,
2013).

s@bgdmmo 3obbymdals 498mygbgdom sbama asbbymdal gm@damgdol 394560B3gdals
dgdmmoagadgdgmo  ab@gm3MmgBo0d  gobbsgmommgdam  360336gmmabos, dmaswoc,
bmEgosmobszoob 3Gm3qbob, dsc dmMobl, LsdsMmmgdMog FPmEGsda dqdszsmo,
bm@m3s@ommn 96 3003060 J3930L 3963LadmgMmgmoa, asbbymdgdol gm@Iamgdal
Logombgdal s6smababsb (Nadareishvili & Chkheidze, 2015). 4o566gymdolb gm®m8ncmgdobomgal
bbgs a0bbymdal g5dmygbadal goMmormmadamn 396056@08 ©. 4bbsdolb Jnge bbgsms 8ogm
dgd860emn gob6B6ymdgdal aodmygbgdal dgbobgd asdmmddnmo 3mbadmgdgda (¢bbsdy,
35669mdab gbogmmmmans, 2009, a3. 303), GM3mgdLss 3. baoMadznmo nmgarabbabgdl
3085d30L, 0009680x3035(300L @ bm(z0smHo Mmool sm3z0bqdab dgdz9mdoom gs66ymdqdals
BmHIoMgdol  306mbDMBngFgdedy 3Ly gmmdobal  (bosomadgzomo, asbbymdal  gbo-
Joeamaos, 1985). mbws noggolb, Hm3 abgmo gobbymds, GmBgmbs oJ@&ngmdsbdy 360d3-

3 L3g3nomyE asbbomasl LagoMmadl gobbymdal, Bmame (3 sGs(36mdagcn dm@Bogzol, Jgbobgd
3. boamadgamab gg@bos (bosamsdgama 3. 1985).

4 3od@mAqda go6Bymdol 8943658y sMLgdmma dm(393mmmdss, Bm3gmms Logmdzgmdys
0436935 g566ymds, bmmm 3m33mbgbGgdo 0339 BME3amgdamo asbbymdal bLEGYJGNENma
8agbgmgdos.
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Bgmmaobo  gogmgbol 8mbogbs dgudmos, omomgdmew  3mbiMgdmo  bydogddob
396bmBamMa/bs 3mcsma dabagsbo dpamBamgmds Mbws ngmb, 530@&m8 gobsmmgdabs s
bmgosmobs300L 3Gm(39L30 (Bbadg, IMMIgda, 1977) sbgmo gadbomgdmmo gbodoznmo
Boc3mbogdbgdol 3Ds gm@mBom s 3oMmsednMo gas(39ds (Mobo Bonmsdgamo o
MBbodg a3m030Dmdg6) Mormema sbobbbgmo 0dbgds. Bmamey Bobl, Mbos gobsymdbmm
bgdmor dgd3mmogabgdam 35600b@ D, BmEgbsg asdmaygbgds ofs - Jmmosbsw s
ofs - ,dD5° gobbymds, 9Medge dobo 3M33mbgb@ado. gobomgsmabbobgdgmoas, Hm3
bbgomos, 30Mmdomom, ,Lobdmasmgdngn® gs66gmdal 0bGgMam@mabds300l baggbm@gda
©ognboMo, 393m9a - 00x M 906300904 mo 56 Lods(30Ma, PsdmEmL Godbomgdmemao
gbodognmo Bamdmbsddbol 3m®3omgdol 98 e393L 8ma(3o3L.

Bgdmm M8b0dg YHM0gMmo©s35330Mgdmma bozombal dgbobgd onbym Low-
domn: 1. bbgsms 8ng@ dgddboemn (3oGimdomsm, Lmnsmmn) asbbymdolb wdmsmm/3o-
MEs30M0 068 gM0mmodgdol dgbodmgdmmds; 2. Lyzmmemo godboMgdyma asbbymdal
Loggmdggmbg LoGmoon®o gs66gmdal gm@damgdol 894sb0bdn; 3. Lbgsms dog®
d9436bomo g566gmdalb bogmdzgmbdg 30Mmzbgdal bsgmmsmn asbbymdal ggm&mdamgdals
396mbdmMBngMgds. sbsmababmgal bogoMms omn 3oMmdomn godag3bo:

1. Lbgooms 8oge dgddboemn as66ymdgdal 0bGgFom@ndsz00b bsgombal bgdabdogHa
0b@gM3MgG o300 M3o3d0MEgds bbgewsbbzs gbojoznmo Bamdmbs]dbabs s doma
3M33mbgb@gdals  »o3LgdoMdol  Mmgdo@ngol. (3bmdomons, Gmd  megbgdsmdals
AbENb3gmympal  gPo-gMmn, sLodomson®o, 35M0sbG0  gmmobbdmdl  sbo-
mo  Logogon®o dmsgdnmmdol godboMgdym as66gmdada s®bgdamoa dm3g-
Inmmdobasb gobbbgeggdal baggmomgdsl, o6, Lbgsbsnmow, ,obodomsommo dggs-
Lgdal 39d39mdom, dgdg(36980L Lydogd@o dm(3gdmoa aomgdmb dobabosmgdemgdl
,08La53bgdLb* (Romyzooba, 2019). gb 3GmEgbo gobBymdabgnma sMebmdogMa
39496003980l 89339mdooc bmE(309m@gds ©d ,obndamsznalb ©oLEdZ9d bmMbsTn®
dyme3, obyy 3306900 30bLbgeggdem dm(3939mmmdgdl qgbgds, Gab go8m(y dscmn ob-
&gfomodgds o sMLYdNMMSL ©s393d0Mgds 3EIMEMmadsl oM BoMmImaaqbl.
sbodomagoob 83 356mbDMB0gMgd9dDg eyMbmboo Fomnmgdl 3. bawoMmsdgomo,
M3 ,bmEgosmymo go66ymdol gmm8nmgdobmgab... 30Gmgbgdsl ¢bos 3Jmbogl
godboGgdamo bmosma@o go6bymdgdo bmnsmu® gobggmmdbsms dadscrn” (Bo-
0Msdg0man, 35669mdal bodmmmagons, 1985, 3. 146). 9L ©gdmmgds 3HMdmgdnMas
Lbgoms gobbymdgdals 0b@gMmom@nbds(300b dgdmbzgzobogol, Moash smbadbme
0b@9M3Mg@o(30030  sbama  asbBymdal  gm@m3nMgds godLoMgdygmo  gs66ymdab
BobobBom 5MLgdmMdsL mambmal. smbodbmm d93mbggzedn goMmomadamos Moy
LENmosE sbomo (s 380@m3 - 3MmEbEonMsE sMemogbgdown), sMsdgm obgmo
3066ymdgdal 0b@gMmom@nbgdal sbLbsi, Gm3mgdaz sbodomsool Gofmamgdda
dbgmao magbegdnsb. g93039mEmgdm, MM Lbgosms go664mdgdal 068 gMmbamnbs30sb
a0b30b0omozm, Mmam@z LmgosmaEo gsbbymdol 3m33mMbabGgdal g38dmygbgdoom
boggmemn go66ymdal gmEmBamgdol (sbg) 5e3@so(300b 53m3mEaz0® 356M0sbE)b,
Mmdgmo Ldogd@ob (33momgdsl ammabbdmdl), o 3Omdmgdnmas bbgsms
3566gmdal  3m33mbgb@qdol Lydogd@ob gobBymdol  3m33mMby6Egdmsb sEsmsg-
LgdsEmdal dgdmbigzado;
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2. Logmoasmo godbomgdama asbbymdal bogmdzgmbg bodmson®o asbbymdal dg40-
Bl Lagoombolb ©odndsgqdobogol Mom@gbse 3Gm@yd&onmoas 3. bawomsdgamal
ImbodMgds dboma go66ymdal  gm@domgdobogal ,Bsmbymdn gsx0dboMgdaymo
03 bmgosmymo  gobbymdgdol, GHmdmgdai 306Hm36935L  Lmosma®o  gabga-
mmdgdabodn  FobbMoggdal Lobooy gdmggs”, 8603369mmmdody (Bonmsadgamao,
35669mdal gbogdmemmaons, 1985, a3. 147). Logombo sbg gsdmoyn@gds - 0gdbgds
sbamo Logoogmo 3o6bymds godbomgdama aobBymdal o6 dobo 3m33mbgbEgdal
boggmdggmdyg, 09, L& Moo’ gs66gmdal sgomb 1339 GodboGgdmmo as66-
ymds 030390L, Mm3gmboz mob dmadsl 03 LoGms30gdol dmmbmgbamgdoms wo-
395gmggomgdals Ladmsmgdoms dgbse@yzobo Jizgzomo Bobsbosmgdgmo, MHmIgmda(s
0go  3550gdboMEs" (baomadzamo, as66gmdal  gLogjmmmans, 1985, agz. 214).
35b539308, O™ 3560b 369 3560568 d0 vEMLgdNmo BodboMgdymo asbbymdal o
43930L dgbamhymbgdadgs Lomdoma (MmIgmoag dbmmmm bs@mbamn g0msmMgdgdal
3gba@y3obos), oo NRG™, Gm3 3. bsomsdgzomo 0dzg Bommomgdl, gogbomgdal
dbaogbn  LoGmoznolb  oMbLgdmdabab  ,0bogoa  mo30L  Ji3g39L  oJE e
306bymdoe  Jigmmo godbomgdnmo asbBymdol bagmdzgmdg sbm@(z0gmgdbm®
(ibidem). LEmAgE 93 ,J(3930L°, aoMs]dbal 89dsbnB3al sbLbL s sbsemnDL gbgds
30dbomgdamo asbbymdal 3m33mbgb@gdol s oMs - s@bgdmmo godboMgdaymo
3066ymdob a03myq69d0b bogdzgmbg sbaema bodszomo 3o66ymdol mmdamgdals
dgdmmagabgdamo goMnsb@on. bLogdg oaboss, GmI DmangMo dgdmbggzsda Rzqb
Babadgs oM aobbymdal domosba 3mbLbEEMMJ@al, HmIgmaz dgbadmms LEmswo
o6 5mImAbgl sbndomszoalb BmbBob goMmamgddo, sMsdge dobo 3M33mbgb@aL -
dobBGogqdal, &9bwgb3nob gs63LbadmgMgmo Jmagama - 58948 M0 JM33mbgb@ b
sbaemn g5bbymdolb gm@mdamgdabomgol godmygbgds. smbsbndbas, ™3 LoGmszonco
306bymdob  3mbLEEmamgdobmgzal  gedmaygbgds godboGgdamo gsbBymdol b
3M33mbgb@gdo, HmImgdars, aoM3zgnmbomo, gmegbgds sbomo dmzgdmemdaly
3obobosmgdmygdl. (36mdaemns, Mm3 sbgm gomsmgdsada sbndamsznal 4966gmdabgymo
394560b30 gsdsMormmem 3mdomdl. Lbgs dgdmbggzeda sbodamsznobmgal Lagomm
bogds (36mdogmo bodogzneo Ggba@baob godmygbgds, Modys J3gdmo gobandcgdo;

5 &9MBabol ,od@moma@mn” asdmygbgds dbmmme  LoGmoogmo gsbbymdal dodofo  bo-
Bodegdgmos, Hm3  qbogndzmme  Re8momm8gzb  od@memmdal  60dsbl  gogbomgdmm
a066ymdsl, Gmdgmos, ogMgomzg, dgadmgds oymb  of@memum Boamdstgmdada, oby,
MmamM3 Y439 dmgsn obdmdazns, Dgdmddgegdogl 3939y 0byg, M3 o6 gowsnd(3gLb
3mMb3Mg@mmo J3930b o8dMog Lodmaon® asbbymdaw, 964, Mmm3mMME 0L 3mobogogsznnl
358mygb9300, ngmb ,bGomobE N s oo - ,858mB0z0Mgdgma" somnmwon (Allport, 1961).
3603369mm3o605 080l gomgamabbabgds, MM gosgemgdymo Hgsmodsznab boGmsoya
356Bymdo, Jogbgoogam 080bs, mm3 J3930d0 o6 Mgomodmgds s LBmmgm 98 mgambsbdmaboo
BomBmog bl abdmboaz0ol, magolb od@mammdal sMsme abs®Bybgdl, scedgm, dgbadmms,
356 3bomdob/adsdygmmdal Imds@gdamoa bafmabbog 3o dg0dobmb. gobbymdal gm@8gdal
NEN0gMIMbs(33mgmdob bsgncmbol odmdaggdabsb gobsmgamnbbnbgdgmos 080l ©s33935(3,
M3 demmgomgdamo Mgamads(zonb dgmdsmgmdsdn sMbgdamo LoGmszoncn gobbymds
30gdboMgdob gobedn dgndmgds gosgaogl.
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3. sbodoemoznolb s, Jgbsdsdobsw, 06Ggmommadsnol dgudmgdmmdol bgdmo do-
oomgdamo dgdmbgzgzs gobLagmmmgdom 3Gmdmadnmns bbgoms gs66gmdal bo-
3d3gmdg  gobbymdol  gm@®ZoMgdabsl, Gmegbsi Ldogd@do of oMLYdMAL
godbomgdamo gbodogn@o BamImbs]dbo, Gmdgmoi d54860ws 3oGmdgdl sbo-
™o 3m(398mmdal 06@gMomEmabdsznobasmgal 86/s 0dbgdmms ds@sMgdgma 3mad-
3mbgb@onl, MmIgmoa(y sbmow dgbegdbgmoa gsbBymdal god@mmal gbdiosl dgsb-
A emgdos. sbgm dgdmbizgzeda sm30mgdgmon brgds 0bGgMommoDs(30sd0 dmbsboemg
sbodamas300b gobbbgszgdmmo 89dsbnd3nlb odgzgds.

35b339805, HM3 Im3gdgmo bagzombgdo ©s353d069dmmos bmnsmadsznol 3GHm-
39b®b, LabgmEmdm, bmEmBgdabs s doo dgdsmagbmmdadn sMbgdmma bmznsmaFo
m0oMgdamgdqdob  bydogd@do 0b6GgMBamabs(300L  735E03oLmdL, mEgbsi domo
gbogogedn sbobgolb/ s®bgdmdol gmMds ©abdmbazom®o asbbymdgdo ogmmabbdgds
(Bowomgndgomo, asbbymds s bgdgmmds 306mzbgdol sd@ogmdada, 2013). Mmam(s
0mg3s, 4. baomadgamob gg@bonm, bmosmn@a 4o66ymdolb gmmdomgdobmgol Bobsbbe
b 5MLgdmdgL GodboMmgdmmo bmgnsmaymo aobbymdgdo bmnsmn® gabgymmdoms
30300, gb 033985 Lydogd@obogal sboma momgdamgdal Lagydzgmdg (Hmdmal
sbammgool Bo@omgdgmo asbbymds 306mm3698530 o6 5MLgdmaL) 4566ymdal gm®mBnmgdals
abbbol 3MmMdmgdgdlL ddbal. moge d. baoMsdzamory (booMsdgamo, asbbymdal
gbogmmmgos, 1985) doggomnmgdl o8 bsgombob gswsbygg@nbsmzal gbodognca od@ogm-
b0l (36mdngFo mbolb 3obmbdmngFgdgdal @sdndeggdal omznmgdermdady.

bogombal LoMogmoabs ©s 3mzgdnmo bEo@nolb FmG3sGob gomzamobbobgdoom,
3bo©0s, 36 dg310398000 LemznsmnEa MoMgdamgdgdal asbbomgsol (ab. 8sg. b. dog-
F035d9,1984; . 3gdgons, 2007; . Ly@8sbadg, 2010). ,moMgdymgdalb® Gomdal
3933600m,  bgesdomnmen  Imbsobodbs  WedMmagn 068 M3 @S (300056  Imzgo@ebo
5909603gb: ,500080560L LyEgomgdobs s FabbMoggdgdol mdogd@o [dgbedmagdmals
©d My bobsdwgomol gm@®dom dmgdnmmds, 3.6.]; mofmgdymagdscs bagmdggmao
domgzbogdmmmaonfMa 0b&gM3MgE¢0fMgdmmo dmmbmgzbomgdgdos; momgdymadgdl sgzm
LoMggdmnobmdal s 0BLEENIG6G oMol asbdmBarmgds; oMgdymagds o@gamFo
8mc360/3m9303t4>3600, b3l ymyngMgds, moMgdymgdgdo  opgomytn  boabgdos,
Amdmgdas ©odme300gdgmos  5©sd0sbol dmambmgbomgdgdobs s LyMzamgdobash;
006gdmgdal, BmamE bm@dab, s@bgdmdol gmm3ds, 8obo bydogd@obogal 360d3-
bgmmgbgdas® (@.0.C., 1989, a3. 732); ,006989mgdqdL sbormm3mmmagda, 3o 3394mo
»35mbsdMobom, babmasmgdobs ©s 30MmmM36930L gowsz3gmal BgMmEomaw as0bdgdyb,
bomm Gmgs 0oMgdamads 068)9M3Mg@¢0Mogds 306Mmzbgdol  3306@9Lg6(3000, Babo
3mabdg moMgdamgdomo mE0g6@e309d0L (56985 0bs(33emgdL. gb ¢3965L36gmo, aosb-
900, Gmamdg 3mabo@ogma, dggsobgdomn s bbgs 3m33mbgb@gdowsb s3mdmmnmo,
3393600 a35bbabdmzMmmo 360b(303930L 3m33mgdbo, 3. gms3d3mbal gsbbodrgHgdaom,
BofMBmaaqbl sadosbms J3g30b gob3s30Mmdgdgm, aobbmasmgdam 3mbzggiost...”
(by@Bsbady, 2010, g3. 91). ,060bgdnmo GHswazonm (C. Kluckhohn), mocgdmmgdgdabasb,
Mmgmeg  dm@Gogozool  ob3gg@obasb, sbbzezgdgh womgdymgdoo mMagbo30gdL,
Mmam® i 0oM9dmmgdgdolb bydogddn® 3mbg5(3090L 96 smommgdal (bmzosme®o
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3066ymdgdal) bsoMmbabgmdsb..., ®m3mgdoz bmgosmabsegnal 36m9bdn yomndogdosb
LodmaeEmMydMngn aMgdymgdgdolb dgmgobgdal 3gdggmdam” (Ilcuxomornyeckuii TEKCHKOH,
2006).

Lo gombo, o9 Medgbo bomdmamagbqb maMgdamgdomo mEnsb@ (3060 smommqdl
5 330gbse d930 Fom J(3930L sdgFnl Mbon, bbgobmab gMmaw, doma 3mbs@ayo
3M33mbgb@ ol ab@gm3mg@oinabgs odmzomgdamo, Gebsi (39mm3g a0dmg3zmaszs ©o-
qodmds. dmqd3gm  &gdbEdo smomEgdablgodbomgdagme gs66ymdgdol  smddEsgo
mboMn doo Logdzgmby bLo@mooncn gobbymdalb gmMm3amgdol dgbadmgdmmdabomsbas
053538067954 mo.

090653 qdq8LImE 0353006 3MBEG9JLET0asbz0bomegm, dgbadmms,dm@nzs(300L
3m39bolb  gubgns, gho-gfma sb3gdEoom, abnzosmuEalb ©s bmnsmymal
(BoLgyemdal s WoMgdamgdal, HmBgmog MogednMzgm 98 s3dy sGedmImaqbamns)
WBgmmgbm@om, sbMmM3bgdobs o 6gdgmmdomn  domabbdgzel asdmyqbgdom, ,ao-
96»360d369mnsbgdeda”, Lndogd@n® 803bgszbgdsdo, gMmogHmsbodomgFgdol dg-
Lodmgdmmdob 39436030 @ognbsbmm. s@bodbyman 3Mmzgbo doo (aoMgasbol s Jo-
Bogobol) asg@mmnsbgdsbs ©s 3m3dabomgdamo bomdmbsddbolb - dm@ongzal d5436sL
bob dgbodmgdgmb (Bobssmdogs dgdmbzgzedn, oboognmsmaalb s bmgosma@ab
3&LEYmMn 003bg00MB0L 96 I30Mob3nMgdnmmdol gsdm, as6bymdol dg4dbs o
43930L 8d3z@s 3OmMdmgds@mmn aobmgds), Moz badmmmme asbBymdal gmEmBomgdsl
MO Mb3gmymabl. smbgMomo  3mBdabszns  sbaem BamBmbaddbl, aoM3z3gmmboma,
®03b79350L bl 306m36980L gobgnmmdgdal do@omgdgmo asbbymdgdal Lob@gdsbmsb
©5 330m Bobo dsbodomsznal dgbodmgdmmdsl odmgss, Mo bLudogd@ob gobbymdams
Lob@ 3530 Rsmgal/ab@gmommobsz0sl @s doma gbgMag@nzob/smddmagn 3m@ gbznamal
00oMgdamgdodg  aobgMzmdal  mbONbzgmymagl.  d98wamdda,  @omgdymagdobmgal
0boz0msma@mal3gMbmbsmuma gomgb@mdol 80bndgdol 3gommdady bob@gds mamg-
dnmgdo@sb sds@gdoma 9bgfag@nzob domgdol dgbadmagdmmdsal 0dgbl.

0Mbgdymo dobamal . mgmb@ngzobgymo 0bBgM3Mge00m, MafMgdnmgdgda
36bgdmdL Lado MMMogMmasMesdsgsmo gmmdom: 1) ,Lsobdmasmgdozo nwgsmgdo,
Gmdmgda  godmdndeggdnmos  Lodmgsmgdfngo  (36mdogcgdolb  dogH s 8sb3dn
s@bgdamo asbbdmgsmgdnmo Bomdmeagbgda LEMMmymMBammdady, 2) o3 o@gsomgdal
Logbmdmogo bmM33qLbAs  3Mb3MgB Mmoo v@sd0s65d0lL  J3qmgdsdn o6 bobsmdmagdda,
3) 306(036360[) 80’)@03060‘360 b@)ﬁ‘gd@‘gﬁgbn (,,xgﬁoﬁbob 80’)(93@360“), 60’)8@3608
md0dggd9b/omdMagab 8oL babmgsmgdfngn moMmgdmmadomn ngemgdol Logbmdmoga
30bbmE (309mqd0b 396 Mmog0L boddnsbmdaeda®. 538 mMal dobgwzom, ,656H3MgdL 3omm36950b
3096 LabmasmgdMogo o@gamgdol dgmzgobgds, s abobo, Gmam®(s ,xgMM3z960L/%g-
G56bob dmEgmmgda®, 0639396 @& 03mbob sed3Mab 396 80LBMsggbal, BmBmal 3Gm(39Ldn(s
bgds domo bogbmdmngn asbbm@(309mads”. Im@Eozs300L bmomagbgbolb gMoemdo
356bomgabal  ,306mgbymo  maMgdymagdgdo nbngoymun Im@ngsool Bysmmb

6

abo8oa300b Bm(393mo, goMmoyymgdamo 3oM0s6@0, 3Mod@ngnma, s3mdmusznolb babyol/
dmbadboegdgm LEdENSL BoMmBmopagbl ©s sbomn gsbBymdal BomBmdmdsl dmsabboggdl
(Boamgndznma, gobbymds s dmmmenbo , 1993).
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BomBmamanbgb, Mm3mados bgzombomumam dmmbmgbamgdgdol g33035mgb@mMas”
(JTeonTres, 1998, a3. 13-25). gobomgamabbobgdgmos, Gma: 1) Bomomgdamao s38mEab
dgbgnmgdgdo, doMomosw, 93Ystigds dm@ngolb s dm@ngsznnl, ,bogd0sbmdal cgm-
M00b" Lgmmobomgob ©sdsbsboosmgdgm 06@gM3Mg@s30L; 2) 6gdnbdngMa 3mbaznowsb
F36980bsl sz0magdgmos bmnsmyGo mofgdamagdol nboogomsmud gbodo n®
Boc3mbogdbo (0ybs(3 - »30MmM3zbmm maMgdamgdgdem”) GMobbymmdsznalb gbojm-
mmaom@o 3Om3qbob smbg@ms, Mas 3(30@gm 3oy Im98me &qdb@do.

gLy oMgdnmadol gsbbm@(30gmgdady 969 Mgomads30ady 30Lggmmdo: 1)
30b0sMgdm bgdmo (3080M9d9m §Moa396@8 30 ©. mgmbBogzol dngM mezdmydam, o3
Lo 30bMSb 8393306 9dmm, FmbabMYdoL; 2) MoMgdmmgdal Mgomodszoob dgbobagd
3bggmmds 3Om@NJ@onmon doggzehbos Lmosmymo bm@dol dndsmo, Labgmmdm,
6. 39m@mbal Jgbgmmgdol gobosmgds. dgHEG™Balb mobobdsw, bm@Bs 8mazegl (o)
©oMgdmmgdsl ©s (3) dobo Mgamodsnab/digzol Bgbl (Merton, 1971). 3o0Mmzbgds
(Babo sg@0gmds) bmM3sGonmaw (IgH@GmMbmsb, JMbymmdnmaw) Gm3 Rsomgsmmb,
s930mgdgmos: 1) 8ob LEMmse 3Jmbrglb gmzgobgdmma mamgdamgds, Mo dgbode-
30bo  ©0bs3ogymo  gLbodogmGo Bom3mbeddbol gm@mBomgdsb, 8sLdo @oMadaymadal
0b3m@m3mEmnmgdobs s godboMgdsel gmmabbdmdl; 2) 3ommzgbgds Mbros sbmE(30gmgdwgl
moMgdamgdol Hgomadsgoobszgh dodomoyym 548 0gmdal. sdobsmgol  smbadbayema
Bom8mbaddbo LMo LEGMNIGNTMgdamo, 569 yzgms bogoMm 3mMI3Mba6EG L d93(3-
390, 9605 0gmb. Bobsomdogg 398mbgggada, 3sg. bomdmbaddbal dbmmmme 3mabo@onma
3M33mbgb@ ol sMbgdmdabol mafmgdymadal, GmamE(s bmonddo sGbgdamo mgmEGaneao
3mbLEOMJGl, FomGMmEab (3Mm©bs J(3930L dd3Fal  Mmbammdsol ob/ws  J3g30bL
3M3L&0d0mmbIL 35dm0bg93L. dg0dmagds Rsnmgzammb, Hm3 30Mmzbgdal bm@mds@ommmds
00gdnemgdolb  Jobsombdn bogmmobbdggn gomemgdgdab/dmgmgbgdol bomdamgdal
(3gbodmgdmowsb  bobsdwgnmgm  aowad(3930L), 964, @aMmgdaymadol Mgomadsganl,
»g0msd@&ngmdal 3gd39mdom bEMb3gmymezal gnmabbdmdl.

894bEob Imzgdmem Bobordn oMmgdamgdsl asbgabomage dbmmmmm gMm-gHomo,
B3960 530bmzgal 3mb&qdLGMemMo, sb3gdd&nm: MaMademagds, dMsgsmmemzal (RKa«-
30, 960, 35(3MdM0omds) 360d36gmmgaba Labmasm/bmznsmuma 3mBLEENJGns. o3
035mbadMoboom, ob, go6339mmo0 3oMmdocmmdom, 35 bBmdal bmgsm 3m@gbznsmb
Bmdb. 50bndbymo bodmasm 3omgb@mds nboozomsmuM 3omgb@mdoms - gobygy-
mmdgd0b’ ©oxsdg80b s g96bMasgdolb dgmgaem BoMmImnddbgds. 53 33980086 go-
3m30boMg, oMgdmmads, a5M339Mmn M bmdom?, 8ma3o3L o gbdsmMgds momm-

BLggmmdol 8ohggbgdgmo, ob¢ 8obo gomgb@mds ©edmgo@gdamas 3MbiMagdmm gofg-
dmgdgdbs s, M3aMggmgbo, Lydngd@ob Immbmgbomadgdal ©nbsdogady (3obbbgsggdom
LeznomMo s 30mgzbamo momgdnmgdgdabasbsy 3o, EmIgmos gomgb@mda(s bocmsbowmm
06&9Mbamada(300b 398mbggzedn aomz3gnmboman GMbLLOG (30w BoaMowns).
oqy IgH@mbob 03 dgbgommgdsl gogomgamobbabgdm, Mm3 mafmgdamgds bmgosmum
bm®3adn snbobgds, Hmams Babo LEGYIGNONma 3MB3MbBybE N, 8530b bLmznary® bm@Isda
©5, dgbododabsm, mamgdamgdsdo nbrogousmuma gabgmmmdal sbabgol bamobbo be-
Bmasmgdal  ©gdmz@eGonmmdol  bofmobbbdgs ©e8mgngdama. of Bbmemme  Imgmago
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gmo  0beogzool Gobgmmmdgdl, Mobo Bysemmdomss, @oMgdamgdgdo mommgmemo
0bngoobomgol aoMm3zzggmo  30dbogzgmmdal  (Bsmo  3oGomgdmal  LEBYLOLS
> 3o dgbadsdabom Bamdmgdymon sg@0gmdol dgogasm domgdymo  boggmggdal
Bmdob byyFMgomo, 350396 JobbMoggds ©s 83 5g@&ngmdalb Mgsmadsznal &9bwgbzns)
9333900, ©a3MYY300098mo@  0MgdMmadgdol bmaswn 3omgb@mds, dsmdo (3om-
399mo 0beogool gobgnmmdgdal sbabgalb Igdmyoymmdal s bdmaswn bsboscmal
ad8m, dgbodmms o6 Jgozo300gL  3Mb3MgE Mo abrngomol J(3930L smdgmabogal
Lo 380l 30dDoggEmdsl. dm@Gogssnal 3Gmsgbn, gMo-ghma sb3dgg@oom, dgodmagds
moMgdamgdol 0boogomemamo 3omgb@mdal - gabgnmmdal godMeol 3Mm(3gbow
Roomgammb. gb aemabbdmdl gobbymdal 9696980 3mma” god@mmab (©. b6sdgbomab -
35669mdab ,Lmdngd@ o Bod@mMn®) bgmmgbymaw, (36mdogma gbodoznca og@&ngmdal
3mbsbomgmdon  gmMdamgdsl, gobbbgeggdom obgomoa ,bsGyGomyma” bLmdogdgnco
Bod@™M0basb, Hmam@oi dmmbmgbomagdss. smbodbmmo ,bgmm]dboma® god@mmab
BMOIoMgds, omMgbo asdsMB0ggd0m, dgadmgds mEo abom dndnbsmgmdwgl: 1)
00655 gdab oMb 3doM0bo 3omgb@mdablomddmsgn bomal s 3o3d0Mgds s K83gds
0bngo@dn 9339 sOLydNmo Gobgnmmdgdol 3omgbBmdsbmab (Im@ngs(300b mgmEngdda
3930 (39mgdamo gMo-gMmo doamads). sbgmo doamds asdmmobagh momMgdaymgdal
0b@gMomEnbgdsl s dobo gomgb@mdob dMsl dgdbggomn/sdbzoncn, budogd@da
1339 90Lgdgmo Gabgmmmdob s dgbadsdabn dmmbmazbamgdal gomgdyg; 2) momgdaymgdals
Loggqydggemby  dabo dgbodsdobn dmobmazbomgdobs o Gobgymmdol  gmEdoMgds.
b 3obsbzbgmo abs ozegdamgdamas Bgdgmmdal dmmosbmdoma 3Gmgbol dg-
35003 9bemmdada dgdagamo dg3g(36gdnma 3Gm35Lg0Lb GMbd(z0mbamgdsbmaeb. Labgem-
©mdM, ngmobbdgds: o) (3m©bob d9dgbs, M3 oMLgdmdL g6 3399ma, bbgsmsmgol 3bo-
d369mmzeba 3m(393mmds/ 3mbbE® 300 s go(3bmdogMgds, o Mo gsbbadmgmasgl
3oL d0domon Lodmadsm edm30EgdMmgdsl, b MoGm3 Bnnkbgzs ob Lodmasome
360933bgmmgbo s Bobgmoe (oMgdymo), by Mo@mad oggb 3oL bbgosmsmgal
35mgb@mds; 3) 3obbabemzMs 080bs, o M LoMmagdmal dm@sbs dgdmoas mofMgdymgdals
dgbodsdnbo  bBomdmgdmm  o9B03mdalb  3mbiMgdymo  dm3gdmmo  nbmogowabogal
(00mgdmgdal @obgnmmdol Ludogd@ o dggobgds), 964, Bobo dmbaommebgmo
006gdmgdal aobbabdmgMs. Bmzgdnmo goM0sb@Gobmgal L3goxnoznmas, Mm3 o3
LoGggdmol o6 Lnggomolb s 8ol FEMsLmsb ©s39330Mgdamo 3mbadonmn dgoganl
3MBE9B(305 393mM33900mn s 3MmbyiMg@&ndgdama dm39dnmmdal bobom dgbadmms g g
56 56bgdmdgl bdngd@nb 3gMbmbomuM gs8m(zamgdsda/gsobymmmdams bob@gdado.
aoboggdos, Bm3 baydamos bmnsmy@o dm393nmmdob bogmdzgmbdg nbrngomsmado
dmobmgbomgdol gm@mBomgdady, Gmdgmdsz dmdsgaemdo dgbodmms BomdmJdbsl 3
LobdMgdsEm PoMgdnmgdol dodsmm dmmbmgbomgdaobgmmo BobbMsggdomn &qbogb(zns

(0b. d398mm) s ®m3gmo 3g3amad dgbodmms asbbymdabgnm zomgb@mdow, 69
Lemgosma&o mofMgdymagds dg3bggoma bydogd& o 3omgbEmdom ©s@3z0fMmmb.

3035603690, GmI LEMGgE °@badbygmon bomabba 864 Bm@3sdn gobgmmmdal sbobgal
30B3969dgma  3obLadmgMazL gbogdmmmann@o ©odedmmmdal 3oRz96939mb bmA8sbmsb
M@0 gOHnmdabsl ©,5 dgbedadobs, @gz0(300Ls s @sbsdagymals 3GmgmznMgdals 3mEqb-
30ob/Gabgb.
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05378096 gdom LobdmasmgdMozo 356bymdgdals ab@g@mbomabsznall obe doom
Loggydggmby 3gMbmbamuMo as66ymdgdol gmEBamMgdal Lsgombl. sy ©sgmdzom,
M3 ganmobbdmdom sfs dmmosbs@ 3obbymdal, s®sdgm dobo baBaemal/3m33mbgb@nl
0b@gFomEnbsz0slb. bgdmm, sbg3g, 38bggmmdoam oM gdmmgdol dogM 3gMbmbamu@o
35mmgb@mdal dgdgbsbs s 8ol nbmogosmn® Gabgymmdo gomsgd3930dg, MG
bbgs oMogggFns, o9 ofs Labmgsmb 0bGgMmamEnbs(z00L  3Mm(zgbo.  3566ymdob
BMH306g60lb mgombsdMobom, Rzgbmgaol LanbGgMgbms Fabo gmEZaMgdals bgswon-
9893mdM0g0 bobosma (bssmgndgomon, 3566gmdol LoggMgbznsz0ol bsgombgda, 2016)
©d 030b gomgamabbobgds, Gm3 LEYmPsLmzsb gofboFgdym ©obdmbasne gs6-
Bymdab abgmo 3mboo(zns 00hRbggs, Mmgmbas: o) Lo@son®o asbbymdal dg4db6al o
8abo 3mommdom 9@ 03mdab smdgmals 3m@gbz0omo s 8) momMgdymgdal dgbadadobo
3d@&ngmdal dnwdngo dENbggmymzabogal smomgdgmo, dpafown, GodboGgdama
BmE3s 543L. sbgmn g3ob6bymds 3MI3MBg6EG b0l LEMmo s Mmegbgdswo 3M33magd@nb
3gmby bs agmb. Lamdofa aym, sbggg, Lodmoonma asbbymdal Luydogdd ol
503dMogo Bo@mMalb ,bgmmgbyMme” gmMm3omgdsdg dm@ogzsaolb 3Mmzgbdo, Mo
a9mabbdmdl d539(36gd0ma 3Gm(39Lgdal dmbsbomgmdom dab Rsdmysmndgdsl mofg-
dmmadab 9bgMag@ogob go8mygbgdoom®. nmgdss, Gm3 Lodmson® asbbymdsl dbmemme
gfhoxgMee  dgadmos  Ji3930L  bOMbggmymazs,  Lmosmabszool  s8mzsbs 3o
dndogoe moMgdnmgdgdol Logndgzgmbdg dmddgoo 306Mmgbgdal gmEMdafMgdss. go-
boggdos, M3 0ggmabbdgds Lodmoonmn asbbymdol godboMgdym asbbymdow Ros-
dmyomndgdol  sqgzomgdemmds. Logmsogco aobbymdal god@megdo dg3amd wo-
B9Mgb(305(300L Nbs ©59939809d5MMb 569 aDNLE©OL, godmogMEbgb s asb-
8@)50(3(;363610, (3 (gﬁm—atﬁmo, 3030 (39 gdaymo, 336[)000)) LoddEogmo 3sbbymdab

¥ Jgomemmmann@n  mAIbGHM36960L  Mog0096  Sbognmadme, Mbrs  gsbbbgsgwmgl: o)
Bbodogamo  od@ozmdalb  gdocmmgb ©mbgdy (HmIgmbsi Bnggnmgbgds  momgdmmadals
Loggydggmdy  3066ymdob 860l smbgFamn  3oM00b@0)  oMs(36mdagfn  aobbymdal
BoJ@™MM9d0b  gmMBamgdedo  (36mdogma  3Gm(3gLbgdal  8mbBobamagmds;  3)  bLogyoog,
356bymdol 3Gmzgbo, HmIgmoai Imozegh RoJGMEMgdal MmEMgsbadgdol, mazbgdsmdal
NBENB39mYymBabs ©s gFo 8omosb Bam8mbogdbam asmad(3930Lb oMo(3bmdag® 3Gm3gLl; a)
83 36m(39b0b dgogas domgdgmo 3GmEd@ob - bbgsmabbgs bababs o gmmdal asbbymdal
(36mMd0gHMdo-5M5(36mdngMmdal s g5(36mdogMgdommdal Lsgnmbo.

Y Bmamei(3 000d39, Mo330M3gms LoGmsonmo gobbymds ogndan bobosob s@smgdl
dobo  Ldogd@uco BogEMENL aggHgboMgdammdal sEobsideGobo bocobbal godm.
doamod 5333500 bomobbol bomdmbogdbacy bogdamabos, Hm3 mofmgdmmagdol dobss@bmdMnga
3m(3999mmdabigb go6Bymdabgmmo d08oMmormmmdal, dobdg 3mbgb@Mazonl ©s dobo
396356968 yma  dm(398mmdal FpamBatgmds (o649, 8mmmaba, Gmam®i go6bymdals
BmG3069d0b bGowos, MmMImab gobdsgmmmdeda(s, dmbarmmmbymmdalb s dodbowggmmdals
NPm0gmnddggdol Logndggmdg mommgmmo domgobal 8oB3969dmagdal Mo d0don-
Bogmdl. (boomgndgamn, asbbymds o dmmmenbn, 1993) d9486sL o moMgdmmadals
d93am3n 06@gMnmEmnDdsa(300L gos@gz0madsol egEmb Logmdgma.
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dgbodsdabo od@ngmdob 36mgLdn doombBggs. Logod®gdgemos, @3 o3 3GMm39Lbdo
303@0baMgmal: o) oM gdnmagdol dmznmmdal ©s dobssmbol ©sds@gdomon sbdgd@qdobs
©3 35036 8393306 gdmmo Jqbadmm ©sds@Ggdomo batggdmal dgbabgd nbgm@dsznals
domgds (o358 gdoma dsbams 3maboGogmo  3m33mbgbdolb ©ogqgMgbznsznobomgzab);
3) oMgdymadol 0bbEM3g6Gommdal, 969 dmmbmgbomgdol ©s33symagamgdsbs ©s
LabyEg9mo 3g9a0L EoEaMIsbosb 08sMmgdal oEsbEMMgds (Boboms Jggsbgdoma o
0539d&mM0 3Mm33mbgb®qdol ©ogqMgb30s(300bm30L); 8) dgMAgymo Ji3930m0 dmEgmol
336MMd(300 5 39Ma0LMdoL EEILEYMGdS as30mmdgdal Logmdzgmdy (3mbs@ma
3mMB83mbgb@ ol @ogamabzns300bmzgal). gobaggdns, ™I smbymoma 3Mm3gbalb aob-
353mmdado momadymagdol 06 gHomEmobgdammdol s 3gMbmbBomadsz00l bamabbo
035898L™", og658 s(30mgdgmoas 8abn 899060DI0b g@smnba300 (ab. J398mm).
Lo@ma0nmnasbbymdoblbadngd@mma/gbgGag@osznmogsd@m®ab-8mmbmabormgdals
d99mgmdn @oggMgbznsns s godbomgdamo gs6bymdol sg394&Ma 3m33mbgbEnb
Logmdgmon GMobbym®mdszns Babo 06@gbLbogmdal/domal bHmsl  gmmabbdmdl. gb
bogombo (0 oMgdymgdsbs s 8ol gbgHag@ognm Bogd@mMEMMb ©s3533069dmmmdsl
30899mobb3dgdm), gbgds (5) bogmadsw 3nMown, @umm Lbgsms, (3) goMgasbo, 3000y
d0bog b0, (g) bydagd&neow @bm/sbamo, (©) 8g@bomow 3mabodoymalabymmadszomma
dmbgdab 3gmbg Im(393mmdab (3m@bs momgdamgdal dgbobgd) Bog® babyobo sg3gd@nca
6036930 3qdgbol. o3 BMbLErmMMIs(3053n goMmadsgem bBownsw™? godboMgdaemo

" gogdbomgdady BLggmmdabsl 360d36gmmzgebos  gognmzamabbobmm, ™3 Logsoya
356bymdal LEEYJGYModn FmbggoMs o0 MdHNMB3gmymMBL MaFMgdamgdol ©s 8obn Mgo-
m0Da(300b Bmmbmazbamgdal dpamowa 3ogdamal Rsdmysmndgdsl. dpamawa 3ogdomal dgbe-
bgd dgadmgds bmmme  gogboMgdgma boImbeddbol dgdsmagbmmdada 30dLggmmo,
oEaob (36mdamos, Hm3 Bmmnsbmdamn godbamgdama Bamd8mboddbob gMmn 3m83mbyb@nl
Mg0d&momodazns b33l dobmob s 3edamgdmma, dobmeb ghmom godboMgdama gmeig
Boc3mbsddbal Mgod@mamadazasl. Rzgbl dgdmbgggada gb 0dslb 60dbagl, Hm3 momgdmmagdals
3mbLbEON 00l HmIgmndg dwpagbymalb (gomyg - moMgdnmadobmeb ©o3e3d0Mgdamo bm-
3oommo boGozns, 96 dnws, gbodogneo LogMmg - M, LoBdmmm) Mgod@mamads(zns
358m0b393L 3obmob s 353306Mgdmma dmmbmgbamgdomn ©3m3ngdnmagdals Hgsd@mamo-
Ba(300L, s 30Mngdom, dmmbmgbomgdal Hgod@momabsznal dg8mbggzedn ob 8ndsGormma
0d6gds LEmMgo Fobmeb ©szegd0Mgdama mofmgdamgdal Mgomads30sdy. smbndbymao 3o3-
dogdob godbomgds ammobbdmdl  3mabogon@obs s dggobgdomal dmamom ©s3e3d0-
900mmBb/gFMM00bMBb 539G nE 3MB3mMbgb@ ™Mb, oby mamgdmmadalb dogm sx39dG o
030bgdgdabs s, Jgbadadobow, smddfogn bstnlb dgdgbsol, Mo godboMgdamo asbbymdal
domnsbmdomn BomImbaddbal doDsdg brgds.

12 45bogqdns, Bm3 50b0dbyma GMobLbgrm®Bssaal LEMmo smbgMmabogal ©s8s8gdomo gods-
Jgomadgmo 98o3gdal s 354060D3780L Fomomgdss LagoGm. of dbmmme as33c0c Jo-
3900003500 ImmmEobolb sGgoMmzgady ImGogaznal 3Gm(3gbda - LEmEMgE dmEmEabol
8gm3s6gmdadn bomImgdl 3mabo@onma s og3gd@&a&n dm393mmmdgdalb MMmagmmndgogds,
m3gmms %06 s dgdamd - 989MxgbE M 3MmEyd@Lsi boMmdmewmggbgb (36mdaa,
3mM33mboGto  3maboGonc-oxgd@ o dm@ogzsiogmo Bamdmbsddbgda (bswstgndzama).
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35669mdob dga30bgd0mn 3m83mbgbB 0l BmmMmBamagds dgadmgds Rsnmzsmmb®, Gm3gmas,
R3gmadtog, 3mabo@oygmo 3m33mbgb@nl dgdswagbemmdsedn dmasbfmgds. dgisbgdomo
3m3gb@nb godmymazs 860d36gmmgsbos Rzqbo 3mb6@8g4LE 0L gomgamobbabgdom, HmImal
39396803 LYSdngd@&oL gomgo s@bLadmmol (bmgnsmyMo moMgdmmgds) bmdogd@do
0b@gMomEnbs(300 s ab JodsGm 3o gb@mMn s8mzogdymgdol gadbomgdss.
0538096 gm dggebgdom 3m33mbgb@l, Gmdgmdoy gHmdsbgmlb bgwads, w3o3-
domwads: 1) 3mabodogmo 3m33mbgb@ob dm393mmmds, mdgmas (8) @oMadaymagdal
3Mb6(398300L  dabss@mbol, dabo Gomdal s 3mMBLEENJ00L Tgbobgd (3mEbsl, (8)
bbgoms dogd @ofgdymadsbmseb, ob¢) dodsGorgmmdol mdngd@omsb ©s39330Mgdmma
dgbgommgdgdobs o dggobgdgdol (Bm3madag b3omow bmosmy®a LEMgmE3gdom
356306mdgdmom0m3mgds) (3mwbsb s (g)sbgmndgasbgdalbdabdgbgdabas3bmdagfmgdsl
(00693 mgdalb mdogd@ o gobgmmmdal bogndgmgdal, 564, moMgdnmon Rscmgemal
3M0&gm0amdgdol, moMgdamagdal  gobgymmdal ,,bo%mgongbﬁmgo 3(06(3393(300[)"
(3m@bs) Ima(353L. sLgmo (3MEbs oM gdmmgdgdal Bobgozom od@&ngmdal @absdggdmdal/
mgasmmdal o LoMaqgdmosbmdal EosLbEYMIdNmmdal 36HgdMdgssbai™ ammob-
b3mdL (o0 oMadymads LodsGmmolb bmmMdsdo sabsbs, ob @IMsz3mgbmdal Bogm
5000Mgdmon ob o@agbomo Ji3g30L dmgswa Bgbob LEs@mLL 0dgbl); 2) Lszmomng
dgg3obgdoomn sb3gd@o, Mmdgmoa Ldogd@olb doge Lbgsms dogH momgdamagdol dg-
3obgdal s6smabbe s Lagymsmn 0bBgMmgbadab, Lamggdemal domgdalb dgbodmgdmmdal
3mDbo(3000006 M0Mgdymgdal dgbobgd ol 33bsbdy edysmgdmm gxabgdsb ammabbdmdl.
dgg3obgdoomn LoggbyGo Gobgnmmdol sm0sMgdols babsfmg 3Mm(3gEnMss ©s dbmmme
gobgmmmdolb owggbol dgdwaa bogds ol dodsmor vx3998 Mo (98m(309d0, acdbmdgdo
530390690 mn Mmdngd@msb) @edm3ogdnmagdol Rsdmysmndgds. dgisbgds Lbgoms
(bndogdBL 808s) 3mDa300b gomzamabbobgdoo s bLsgmmsmo gosmgmal (8g@bomsc,
3Mabo@ogma, 564 bs 3mgdom s53qd@mE0 bgggMmb RsMommemmds) bagmdzgmdg bomdmagdl,
330@m3 30OMdomo, 935(39393990 BogdboMgdgmo BomImbsdbol aggMmgbznszanl
qb baggb@o Gmams 3mabo@onmo, aby sg39]&nmo baggbaEobash, Mewasb Gondgl
©3gdomse 35gsbgds 3ol dodstom Immbmazbomadomal/gemgbdmmo sdm 30ademadal
3@bgdmdal bmmme  mgmEonmen  amobbdmdl. bbgslb Logyzgdom, dggsbgdoma
ab37gd@0 »oEgdomo-nemymaznmab” 3o gammasl, bmmm sg3q4@nco ,806ws-o6 abrsb”
3989amM05b 356937336985 M0Mgdmmgdal Mgomabs(300b Igmgagdol bataqgdmosbmdal

5mbadbymo  FMmagmmnddgegdobsl  bydagd@ Mo smdsmmdal ©s FomgbGmdal Momo-
96masdmng®gdol 3Gmgbo 808nbamgmdl, ol Jgogaswss, xe8mm 3Om@ed§dn, by
ImBozEogc  BsM8mbaddbdo  abzm@m3mMamgdnma  maMgdymagds  og@&ngmdol  LGadmmo-
950bm30L Ls3domals gomabGmdsl 0dgbl.

B 0gmmobbdgds smnommoalb GMsmogonm bsd 3mB3mbgbBmsb gfMmsw dgmmby 3m33mbBgbE@ 0l
3603369mmdol godm 339ma(3.

" 8m3gdnma bagoobo 80gdsMomgds dmbarmmebgma dmgemgbol (moMgdamgdolb, Gmam®s
dgbademgdmal 3o@gamtonl, Ggomabsgns ymggmmgol 8mBsgammabss ©s303d0Mgdmmon)
bomdomgdsdn ©omB3N6gdymmdal bamobbol 360d36gmmdsbmab asbbymdol gmEmdnmgdsl
(Boamgndznma, aobbymds s Immmenbo, 1993).
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Lo gmmama 3ggebgdom e@sb@nmgdal dgdmbggzedn dob Bndstm, Mmam s bataqdmol/
Loggmal 3m3@sbo, 0bLEGMM3gbGom G Gubionl ddmby dmz93ygmmdal dadstrm,
5409y oMombgdymo, 1339 bEnmew bydagd@ogodgdamoa g8manc-amdbmdson sdm-
3000g0mmgds, dobo gobgmmmdal aobzes Abmgds, Mobs dm3yzgds moMgdymagdol
3m@ 963060 bo3gcmggdnsb Bomalb Bomgdal LyyMgamo, gb 30 Babmgol LabyMggmmdab,
359068 mdab 8060dqdsb gmnbdmdl. dgdwgan g@&od30 bataqgdmob dmadEsbo mofmadamadal
3m@gbnomol  sgd@ngmdol 8gdzgmdom  Ggemabaznalzngb LEMogzol, @gbogbznsl
dmozogb.  Lbgs  Lodyzgdom, @oMgdymagdol  Mgomodszsbmeb 383906 gdmma
LoMgqgdmol 8omgdolb dgbodmgdmmdol sMbgdmds Labn@mggmb/dgbadmmbs s s@Mbgdamen
30gm3omgmdgdlb dm@olb asbbgmabmab ©s3egdomgdnm, BEmbsbEmGmmdal ommazgzal ©s
dmanbmazbomgdol ggm@®domgdal, (36mdoem dmmgmb gmmabbdmdl, 0d gobbbzszqgdom, HmA,
3m(3999m d98mbggze3n: 8) BmbsLEMEMl smmggzedn bmosmyma Bamdmdsgemmmdal
BomBmbaddbn 3mbsBomgmadl, 3) BmbsLlbm@mmbalb ©oMmmazqzs bLmdogd@olb (36mdogmo
0d@&ngmdal dgmgal Bom8maagbl, a) ombodbyma @ ogmds dmazagb momMgdamgdals
0b@gMomEndsz00lb 3Gm3gbL s somgdgmo ©sdbzENMn asbbymdal gmM3omMgds
3Mb3M 9@ mgdnm  @ofmgdymgdsbmeb HmngMmomdolb 3Gmigbdo s dabogg
Logmdggmbg bogds, ©) 0bGgMommadszanl goMgdg woMgdnmagds 396 0gbgds
BmboLBmEAMA0L aMmm3q30Ls s 8obo smEagbol Job@odymomgdgmo God@mEo; q)
Logdg a30d3Lb oMs 633gm BmbslLEMEMANL smEagbol, 5Me8g@, d4o3y SMOMLgdmma
BmBobbmMmbol dpamdasmgmdobzgb dobbmoggdobmab (bowsmgndgamo, asbbymds o
6gd9mmds 306m36980L 54@&n3mdodn, 2013). (36mdamons, H™3 BmbabbmEmmdalb ofmmagas
30bo 50a960b 56 B0mBgg0L &gbwgb(300L 35 dlL, HMImal Mgsmabs(zns MoMgdaymgdals
dgbodsdabo 43930L 0baznsz0obmsbss o 393306Mgd4moa. Dgdmm, domo bomdmdsgmmdbal
> LEOYIGNOL gomgsmabbabgdom, ofs 0dmgbsw Lsgymmag Immbmgbomgdgdal,
38390 dm@Gogos0mo BoMdm]dbgdol o6, Mudm bmgswsw, BLodoznGo sgdnzmdab
bbgomabbgs ©mbolb 3mogbomo (goLbgoggdamo, FogMod MGmngMmmsd330Mgdaen),
503dMog0/gbgMag@&ngnmo God@megdol bmznsmamo moMgdymgdgdob bogndzgmbg
BmAH30Mgdob 3obmbdmIngMgdgdo asbabamgdmes. 360d369mmgabos, Hm3 bLmzoom@o
LobEgdolb g.6. @sBgb@mE0 gubgins (Parsons, The Social System, 2005), Hmdgmbacs,
bBmgses®, JmE©s (s, 3sm ImEab, Lodsmmmgdfogn 3nmE@n&s) qbOHNbggmymal,
365 dbmeme JMm@nenmoa 308 gMbgdal daqgbgmgdol nbgm@dssagmo oy mgmEaneo
ab3gd@gdob dgbsmBmbads o goms(39858™%, 3Medge aMgdmmgdgdol 8n0dsmo daMawn

339400 ©sdm3oadamadabs @s dgbadadabo J3930m0 89bmgb300L YDGNE3gmymes,
doomn  30dm@ng0Mgdgmo s 30Mmzgol/ddgoommdal dgbombnbgds s godmagmgdss.

1B sbgor 3gdmbggzedn asbbymdal dbmmme 3mabodoyma ©s dgysbgdomo 3m33mbBy6E 530l
o@bgdmds dgadmgds ©sLENOEIL sxgdE Mo s 3MbsGMa 3M33mbybgdal sEobome-
Bom Rsdmysmndgdammdalb mbdyg. 3m33mbgb@gdal sbgmo b3gaxags ssbEgma bEnd-
&0 Do300L 3o6BYMBIL Sbobnomgdl, MmMBgmBs(s od@03mdady (3. MEm3m®mE 0L §gMBnbgdocm
(Allport, 1961) o6 ,853m@0gz06gdgma”, sMa8ge bLoyyzgmgbm Bg8mbggzeda ,bEomab@mmn®
Bgasgmgbs dgndmgds ogmbomb.
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35669mdgdal 0gb@oga30mgds (bosmgndzama, 30mm3bgds s BmMBsGonmo 43939,
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&6geo boghg 9O YbzamymBL.

b 3369
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3MbaGoE  3m33mbgb@qdmob gfmem NbONbggmymazgb od@ngmdobomgol dbsmbab
BMOIoMgdsl, Mmdgmoi oMgdymgdgdol Mgomodsnadg dodsmogm 39356 gogds
Loggyydgmo. dmgdnmo doamdom, megmsednmggmem bndogd@obomgal, 358 boma,
3Mabogogma  dm39dnmmdol  dJmbg  LmEgosmyEo  3mbbEHYJGn - wamgdamgds,
039d@meo  sb3gd@ob  dgbedsdobsw, od@ngmdol  smdgfol wbsmlb  asbbymdabgme
gLodogn® Bs(8mbsg369330 nb3m@m3mmnmgdabs s dab bEEYJGNEMm 8agbymgdmab
MO®0gMH0350980L 35339mbao 0dgbl.

Lez0omnda(300bs s LadsMomadMogo 3nmEMob BgmMmIomgdal 3absbo magdy-
93930l boggndgzgmbg obgmn bmasgbo, ,obdmbogoncn gobbymdgdolb” gm@mdnmgdss,
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sbodamomgds s (3) 8o Logndzgmdyg, BodboMgdamao, 569y aoMebGoMgdnmaon bmm-
3s@omo 4393000 Mgodoob asbbmMogmagdaol wbONb39mymes dgmdmasm. sbgmo
30b6bymdgdals 5Gbgdmds bmnsmyMa 3mbBHmmoal 0b@gaMozomo 356056@ 0l @m3do-
bocgdal, dgbedadobow, ®ggoszonl Mabgolb dg3(30M9dalb s, dbgzy, ©gdm3EsGnab
a0bgnmomgdals Laggndggmos.
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INTERRELATIONSHIP BETWEEN FIXED AND
SITUATIONAL MENTAL ENTITIES

Vakhtang Nadareishvili
Thilisi State University

Abstract

According to our assumption, D. Uznadze’s situational set is a mental entity, similarly to attitude, person-
ality trait and fixed set. Situational set is the basis of the formation of fixed set and vice versa (i.e. it can
be a further differentiation stage of fixed set, its product).

Fixed dispositions are realized in behavior through situational set. For this purpose, situational set orga-
nizes the structural components of the fixed disposition and unites them with the actual givenness of a
specific moment. In addition, successful behavioral realization ensured by situational set improves the
characteristics of dispositional set (6on®Msdg0emn, 1985) and increases the effectiveness of adaptation
achieved through its participation.

At the high levels of mental activity, behavior is regulated with the involvement of conscious resources.
The article focuses on conscious regulation, which, for the purpose of analysis, is distinguished from the
unconscious regulation ensured by underlying set. The above resources take part in the internalization of
social values and their use for the formation of individual/personal sets.

The proposed approach confirms a) an organic relationship between different forms and types of set; b)
the possibility of their synergic relationship and mutual transformation; c) the existence of different, but
mutually supplementary sources (including the sources of socio-cultural origin, e.g. common values) en-
dowing activity with the needed energy; d) the possibility and necessity of the inclusion of D. Uznadze’s
situational set in the international theoretical and methodological context related to ‘dispositional’ con-
Structs.

Our approach is also productive for the further elaboration of the relationship between the constituents of
legal culture (e.g. legal awareness) and normative behavior when their unity is based on two, interrelated

forms of set — fixed and non-fixed disposition, i.e. ‘dispositional” and situational sets.
Key words: assimilation, interiorization, common value, set, disposition

There is a widely shared opinion that activity is regulated by joint operation of (a) fixed mental

entities or dispositions like ‘personality trait’ and ‘attitude’ (G. Allport,) ‘fixed set’ (D. Uznadze),
‘dispositional set’ (Sh. Nadirashvili) and (b) non-fixed mental entities. It is well known that D.

Uznadze confirmed the existence of non-fixed situational/momentary forms of set and its crucial

role in evoking and controlling activity, which explains the unique character of his theory.
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D. Uznadze’s situational set is not a disposition in the traditional sense of this term, which
implies its (a) formation through experience and repeated behavior, (b) involvement in the system
of cardinal attitudes determining personality, (c¢) chronic character, and (d) inborn nature. Never-
theless, D. Uznadze’s set can be considered a disposition because (a) it is the givenness preceding
activity, (b) involves preconditions/possibilities required by activity, (c) implies directedness of
activity, (d) readiness for activity, and (e) the tendency to realize readiness.

Due to the fact that the given text concerns the interrelationship between different types and
forms of mental entities falling under the category of set, in order to draw comparison between these
entities:

1. We will regard all of them as dispositions which will enable us to avoid certain inconveniences,
in particular, labeling one of the forms of set (set understood as the ‘psycho-physical readiness
for behavior’ by Uznadze) ‘dispositional set’ !, and, by doing so, questioning the dispositional
nature of other forms of set, whereas readiness is the mental state preceding and underlying
activity, implying a tendency towards activity. In this sense, as already mentioned above, sit-
uational set is a disposition despite its potential for momentary formation and the shortness of
the period before its realization in behavior;

2. At the same time, we distinguish: a) relatively stable fixed dispositions or ‘dispositional sets
which have a wide range of influence and the capacity to self-actualize (boofgndgoma,
2010); b) fixed dispositions — relatively short-lasting ‘ordinary’ fixed sets with a limited oper-
ation range and the only capacity to reactualize, and c) short-lasting, one-off, non-fixed dispo-
sitions which are limited to the existence period of specific conditions and correspond to these
condition, i.e. situational sets.

As mentioned above, the given approach clarifies the mutual transition of different forms and
types of set and the dynamics of the stages of their formation. At the same time, the proposed ap-
proach will demonstrate their organic relationship with the general category of the dispositional
mental entities of D. Uznadze’s ‘situational set’, which will make it possible to accumulate the
relevant scientific knowledge and fully use the corresponding research potential.

To analyze the relationship between different forms of set and their mutual transformation, we
intend to discuss: (a) the function of dispositional fixed set in the formation of situational set, and
(b) the function of situational set in the formation of dispositional fixed set.

There is a widespread opinion in social psychology that the already existing fixed sets take part
in the formation of a certain type of sets. For example, according to M. Baliashvili, ‘Social set, as a
form of fixed set, takes part in the formation of the actual-momentary set underlying social behavior
and undergoes modification during this process.” (dsemosdgocemon, 1980, a3. 96). Sh. Nadirashvili
further developed M. Baliashvili’s idea and stated that ‘The set formed before the actual behavior

' Sh. Nadirashvili was the first to use this term in the given context (6sofMsdgomo, 1985; 2001). In his
latest works, he, in fact, put an equation symbol between dispositional and fixed sets.

2 We will temporarily retain this term since we find it necessary to differentiate between ‘ordinary’ fixed
sets and ‘dispositional’ fixed sets (3. boofgndgamo, 2010). As for the use of the term ‘dispositional
set’ by Uznadze [)bbadg, 1964. 93 244], this issue will be discussed in a special study.
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is a mediator between any dispositional set and behavior.” (bs@o®sdgoemo, 1985, a3. 208-209).
A certain interpretation of the above stated ideas leads us to the conclusion that the realization of
any type of fixed set (including dispositional set) in behavior requires situational set. It is clear that
to support the given assumptions we need to specify the nature of ‘participation’ and ‘mediation’
as well as the corresponding psychological mechanisms. We also need to distinguish between: (a)
transformation of the fixed set into the situational set to realize the given fixed set in behavior, and
b) the use of the resources/material of fixed set to form a totally new set.

Because of the specificity of dispositional set (e.g., dispositional set is limited to past expe-
rience, has a very general/broad meaning), it cannot be fully compatible with all the specificity
of present givenness (environmental, situational, internal, need-related), which takes place in a
permanently changeable environment. In other words, dispositional set cannot ensure complete
purposefulness of behavior. We agree with Shota Nadirashvili’s statement that ‘None of the mental
entities including dispositional set as a past experience, can directly evoke the individual’s behavior.
This, necessarily, requires the formation of the actual set of behavior’ (bs@o®sdgomn, 1985, a3.
214). It is clear that ‘none of the mental entities’ refers to fixed, rather than situational formations.

It is very likely that Baliashvili’s version, according to which fixed set participates in the for-
mation of actual set, does not imply that an entire fixed set becomes part of actual set.’ This rather
means that the components of fixed set are used and combined with the new factors of the situa-
tional set which is undergoing the process of formation*. Consequently, the components of fixed set
are fully or partially used as the factors of situational set. Initially, such set is not completely struc-
tured because of the diffuse nature of its components. These components of set, as well as its new
factors, need further differentiation. They need to become mutually consistent and organized into
a whole. This is what is implied by the formation of situational set using fixed set with situational
set playing the organizing function in the process. Sh. Nadirashvili makes a convincing statement
(6onmsdgoemo, 1985) that compared to other fixed mental entities, situational set has a better po-
tential to bring the past experience and the present givenness together. If we assume that situational
set is superior in terms of ensuring purposefulness and evoking behavior, another factor we have
to consider is the potential of situational set to reflect the future. (It has to be noted that fixed set is
deprived of this kind of potential). The ability of situational set to reflect the future is ensured by the
involvement of subjective probability and expectancy (bs@scgndgna, 2013).

The proposed interpretation of the mechanism ensuring the formation of a new set using the
existing set is especially important in the context of socialization, including the formation of sets
determining normative and deviant behaviors of legal culture (Nadareishvili & Chkheidze, 2015).
The idea proposed by D. Uznadze regarding the utilization of sets formed by other individuals is a
relatively complex version of the utilization of other sets for the purpose of set formation (¢)%6sdg,
2009, a3. 304). These ideas are considered by Sh. Nadirashvili when he discusses the regularities
of set formation through imitation, identification and acquisition of a social role (bsoMsdgocma,

* Sh. Nadirashvili’s version of set as an unconscious motive requires special analysis (bsofsdgaeno,
1985).

* Factors are the givenness preceding the formation of set and creating the basis of formation, whereas
components are structural constituents of the already formed set.
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1985). It has to be mentioned that since the set able to significantly influence behavior necessarily
has to be an internal, personal state of a specific subject, it is difficult to explain how such fixed men-
tal entities can be transferred in a ‘ready-made form’ through education and socialization, which is
proposed by Sh. Nadirashvili and D. Uznadze. It seems that we have to refer to the above version
implying the utilization of the components of set rather than the entire set in its complete form. It
has to be taken into consideration that the interiorization of other people’s sets (or ‘social’ sets)
moves through different stages, from diffuse to a differentiated or situational form, and, finally, to
fixed mental entities.

Until now we have discussed several interrelated issues: 1. The possibility to directly interi-
orize the set formed by others (i.e. social set); 2. The mechanism of the formation of situational set
based on one’s own fixed set; 3. The regularities of the formation of personal set based on the set
formed by others. Further analysis requires the arbitrary differentiation of the above.

1. The problem of the interiorization of sets formed by others is always related to the consistency
problem, i.e. consistency between different mental entities and their components. According to
one of the versions, consistency is ensured by the assimilation mechanism which implies the
neutralization of the differences between a new situational givenness and the existing given-
ness, which means that ‘through assimilative evaluation the subject of cognition makes the
environment more similar to oneself.” (Aot 3g0560, 2019). The process is ensured by the un-
conscious operation of set and targets slightly different entities that fall within the assimilation
zone. For this reason, their interiorization does not create any problem. This regularity specific
of assimilation is emphasized by Sh. Nadirashvili who states that ‘In order to form social sets
<..>, the person needs to have fixed social sets related to social values’ (bsofsdgocmo, 1985,
a3- 146). Sh. Nadirashvili’s statement becomes problematic when it comes to the interioriza-
tion of other people’s sets because it implies that the formation of a new set requires the pre-
existence of fixed set. This makes it difficult to explain the interiorization not only of a totally
new, and, therefore, potentially inconsistent sets, but also the sets that hardly fall within the
assimilation zone. We would like to reiterate that we regard the interiorization of other people’s
values as the formation of one’s own set using the components of social set (i.e. as the accom-
modation version of adaptation, which implies changing the subject), which is problematic in
those cases when the components of other people’s set are inconsistent with the components of
the subject’s set;

2. The elaboration of the issue of the formation of situational set on the basis of personal fixed set
can largely benefit from Sh. Nadirashvili’s ideas about the importance of the ‘social sets that
were fixed in the past and are presented to the person in the form of striving for social values’ in
the formation of a new set (bon®sdgomn, 1985, a3. 147). This raises the following question:
Is it a new situational set that is formed on the basis of fixed sets or their components or the
actual 3 set is replaced by the fixed set which brings with itself the behavioral characteristics

5 The use of the term ‘actual” only in relation to situational set wrongly implies that fixed set cannot exist
in the actual form. In reality, similarly to other general dispositions, fixed set can also exist in the form
of actual set and affect behavior without being transformed into the situational set evoking a specific
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corresponding to the need satisfaction means applied in the situations in which the given set
was fixed (6ooMadgoeo, 1985, a3. 214). It is understandable that the latter version refers
to the retention of the set and behavior corresponding only to past situations. Moreover, Sh.
Nadirashvili emphasizes that when a situation is similar to the situation in which the set was
fixed, ‘the individual performs his/her behavior on the basis of the fixed set which has devel-
oped into actual set’ (ibidem). However, this version refers to the utilization of the components
of fixed set rather than the formation of a new situational set on the basis of the existing fixed
set that is relevant for the explanation and analysis of the given ‘behavior’ or the transforma-
tion mechanism. The issue is that in certain instances the entire construct of set might not fully
fall within the assimilation zone. In similar cases, the affective component of the construct
determining striving will be used to form a new set. It has to be noted that to form a new set
only those components of fixed set are utilized that are compatible, to a certain extent, with the
characteristics of the new entity. The mechanism of set is thought to work flawlessly in the like
conditions. However, there are some instances when assimilation can be only ensured through
conscious mental resources, which will be discussed below;

3. The above mentioned case when assimilation and, consequently, interiorization, cannot take
place becomes especially problematic while dealing with the formation of set on the basis
of other people’s sets, as there is no fixed mental entity in the subject which would create a
precondition for the interiorization of the new entity or/and involve the component which
would serve as a factor for the creation of a new set. In the case like this it becomes necessary
to assume the operation of a different assimilation mechanism involved in the interiorization
process.

It is clear that these issues are related to socialization, i.e. interiorization of norms and their
constituent social values, while dispositional sets are understood as mental forms of their existence
(6oomgndgoemo, 2013). As mentioned above, for Sh. Nadirashvili the formation of social set
requires preliminary existence of fixed social sets linked to social values. Such an assumption cre-
ates problems when an attempt is made to explain how a set is formed in the subject based on new
values as there is no analogue of that new value in the subject. It should be noted that according to
Sh. Nadirashvili (bsofsdgnmo, 1985), it is necessary to elaborate on the regularities of conscious
mental activities to answer the above question.

Having considered the complexity of the problem and the format of the given article, we do not
intend to conduct an in-depth analysis of social values (HasuaBanze H. 1984; . dgggons, 2007; ¢m.
Ly@3sbndy, 2010). However, to give a schematic, working definition of value we will only present
several out of numerous interpretations of the given concept. The value has been defined/described

behavior. From the perspective of Allport classification, it can exist as a stylistic rather than motivational
attitude (Allport, 1961). We have to take into consideration that the situational set the realization of
which is postponed, in spite of not being realized in behavior (due to which it represents a disposition),
not only retains its actual character, but can even increase in tension, i.e. reach a higher intensity of
readiness. When talking about the interchangeability of different forms of set, we should also assume that
the situational set that cannot be realized in behavior might move to the fixation phase.
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as ‘the object of person’s desires and strivings [given in the form of possibility rather than reality.
V.N.]; the bases of values are bio-psychologically interpreted needs; values have utility and instru-
mentality dimensions; value is an ideal existence, the existence of norm, values are ideal objects
independent from human needs or wishes. ‘For anthropologists values are a kind of intersection of
personality and society. When value is interpreted as the quintessence of personality, the concept of
value orientation comes to the foreground. The latter is understood as a complex of strictly defined
principles that has grown out of cognitive, evaluative and other components. According to Kluck-
hohn, it is a generalized concept determining human behavior’ (by®3560dg, 2010, g3. 91). The
existing tradition (C. Kluckhohn) distinguishes values as the motivational aspects from the value
orientations as the subjective concepts of values or the forms of attitudes/ social sets <...> which are
shaped during socialization through the acquisition of social values (Ilcuxonornueckuii J1eKCUKOH
,2000).

The question whether value orientations represent attitudes and whether they have the potential
to evoke behavior depends, among other issues, on the interpretation of their conative component,
which will be discussed in a separate study. In the given text the potential of attitudes/fixed sets to
evoke behavior is related to the question if situational set can be formed on the basis of such atti-
tudes.

If we view values in the motivational context we can assume that one of the functions of mo-
tivation is the creation of the ground for mutual assimilation and homogenization of the individual
and the social, i.e. personal/subjective values and social values which were not homogenous at the
very beginning. Such a mutual assimilation needs to be ensured in an ‘artificial’ way, i.e. through
the involvement of volition and thinking. The above process makes it possible to create motive
through the unification and combination of the external and the internal. Otherwise, the formation
of set and evoking behavior create problems due to incomplete consistency or conflict between
the individual and the social. Therefore, the process described above ensures the formation of set’.
This combination makes the new entity somewhat compatible with the system of sets reflecting the
personal values and, due to this, makes its assimilation possible. This ensures its interiorization, its
integration into the subject’s system of sets and the spread of their energy/evoking potential to the
value. Later, as the individual/personal valence is attached to the value, it becomes possible for the
system to acquire additional energy from the value in question.

If we look at the above from D. Leontyev’s viewpoint, values can be considered as existing
in three mutually transitional forms: 1) Public ideals developed by public consciousness and the
generalized ideas about perfection involved in these ideals; 2) Embodiment of these ideals in the
action or products of concrete people; 3) The individual’s motivational structures which drive the
person towards embodiment of public ideals and values in his/her activity. According to the author,
‘the person acquires social ideals which <...> evoke in the person an activity tendency in the course
of which their embodiment takes place’. From the perspective of sociogenesis, ‘the person’s values
are the source of individual motivation and the equivalents of functional needs’ (/leoHTbes, Y49A).

It has to be taken into consideration that: 1) the author’s ideas are mainly based on the inter-

¢ This form of assimilation, which has a relatively complex character, is, in fact, the initial/preparatory
stage for accommodation and predicts the formation of a new set (bostgndgoemn, 2013).
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pretation of motive and motivation from the perspective of Activity Theory; 2) irrespective of the
chosen perspective it is necessary to describe the psychological process of transformation of the
social value into an individual mental entity (at least, a personal value) which is the objective of the
present article.

When talking about the realization of values we: 1) share Leontyev’s ideas regarding the above
issue presented in the citied text; 2) consider productive the discussion about the realization of val-
ues in relation to social norms. This especially applies to R. Merton’s viewpoint according to which
norm involves (a) value, and (b) the corresponding rules of behavior/the rules of the realization of
the given value (Merton, 1971). In order to consider the person (activity) normative (according to
Merton — conforming) it is necessary for the person to 1) fully internalize the value, which implies
the formation of the corresponding dynamic entity where the value is incorporated and fixed; 2)
perform the activity aimed at the realization of the given value. For this to happen, the entity has to
be fully structured, i.e. contain all the necessary components, otherwise, only the presence of the
cognitive component, which is the pure knowledge of the value as a theoretical construct existing
in the socium, will result in the inability to evoke behavior and/or instability of behavior. It can be
assumed that the normative nature of person implies the actual realization of the events that are im-
plied in the content of the value. It means that the events will actually take place, that the possibility
will be translated into reality, that the person will ensure the realization of the value through his/her
self-activity.

In this section of the text we discuss only one dimension of the common value relevant to our
context. Common value is a social construct important for a large number of people (group, nation,
mankind). In this respect it has a general potential of acquiring valence. Such a general valence is
formed as a result of the addition and generalization of individual valences, i.e. individual values.’
Stemming from this assumption, the common value involves and agrees with every individual’s
values to a certain extent®, and due to this common values are somewhat attractive for every indi-
vidual (the desire to enjoy the benefits resulting from the status of the value holder or the activities
performed in correspondence with the values). However, because values are characterized with
general valence, they do not fully reflect the individual’s values, and, therefore, are not attractive
enough to evoke a concrete individual’s behavior. From this perspective, the motivational process
can be understood as the process of the augmentation of the individual valence in common values.
This process implies the artificial formation of the ‘energy’ factor of set (D. Uznadze’s ‘subjective
factor’), i.e. its formation through conscious mental activity, which is different from the ‘natural’
formation of set with the participation of the subjective factor of need. The artificially created fac-

7 The valence of the individual value depends on specific situations, and, above all, on the dynamics of the
subject’s needs (as opposed to social and personal values which, in the case of appropriate internalization,
are unchangeable across situations).

§ If we share Merton’s opinion, according to which common values are reflected in social norms as their
structural component, then the reflection of individual values in social norms will depend on the degree
of democracy in the society. Here we only note that the above degree or the extent of the reflection of the
individual value in the norm, determines the intensity of psychological tension in relation with the norm
and, correspondingly, the potential/risk of provoking deviance and crime.
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tor can be shaped in two different ways, which are presented below in a simplified form: 1) The
inadequate valence/evoking potential of the common value is linked and added to the valence of
the value already existing in the individual (which is in line with one of the common approaches in
motivation theories). Such an approach rules out the interiorization of the common value and the
augmentation of its valence without the corresponding individual value (‘host value”) and the need
already existing in the individual; 2) The formation of the corresponding need and the individual
value based on the common value. The second version is related to the functioning of the cognitive
processes involved in the integrate voluntary process, which includes the following stages: a) The
acquisition of knowledge — the person realizes that there are entities/constructs which are important
and meaningful for other people and becomes aware of what determines the common attitude to
this construct, why it is considered important and meaningful in general, i.e. why it has valance for
other people; b) Determining personal benefits that are brought by the behavior performed accord-
ing to common values (subjective evaluation of the common value or the expected personal benefit
from the common value). It should be mentioned that potential benefits, potential positive results of
holding a common value might not be yet represented in a concrete and salient form in the subject’s
personal experience/system of individual values. It is understandable that the above refers to the
formation of the individual need based on social entities. This individual need might determine a
future striving (need based striving) for a common value (see below) and might be later shaped as a
set valence, i.e. the social value might get charged with the corresponding subjective value.

Now is the time to go back to the internalization of social values or the formation of individual
values on the basis of social values. According to the above assumption, it is only a part/component
of set that is interiorized rather than the entire set. We also discussed the acquisition of personal
valence by common value and its transformation into the individual value which is nothing else
than the interiorization of the common value. We are interested in the stages of the process from the
perspective of set formation (bo@scgndgnma, 2016). We also assume that complete, fully shaped
fixed disposition is the condition of set which a) can form a situational set and evoke activity through
situational set; b) has a stable fixed form necessary to permanently ensure the value corresponding
activity. The set with the above potential needs to have complete and consistent components. We
also talked about the ‘artificial” formation of the subjective/behavior evoking factor of situational
set during the motivational process which implies its shaping through cognitive processes using the
energy of the common value’. It has been noted that situational set can evoke behavior only on a
one-off basis, whereas the goal of socialization is to form a person permanently acting in accordance
with common values. What we are referring to is the necessity of transforming situational set into

° To avoid methodological ambiguity, it is necessary to differentiate among the following: a) at the
highest level of mental activity (it is the level at which set formation on the basis of common values
is described) conscious processes participate in the formation of the factors of unconscious set; b)
the set driven process, per se, which involves the unconscious process of organizing the factors,
ensuring their consistency and transforming them into a whole entity; c) the issue of consciousness
of the product resulting from this process. The product is different kinds and forms of set and the
issue is whether they are conscious, unconscious or are presently unconscious, but have a potential
of becoming conscious.
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fixed set. It is assumed that the factors of situational set need to undergo a further differentiation or
specification, need to be strengthened and reinforced!'?, which, according to a common version, is
achieved through the activity corresponding to situational set. We assume that the following takes
place during this process: a) acquisition of the information about the additional aspects of the vol-
ume and content of the given value as well as the information about additional benefits related to
these aspects (additional material for the differentiation of the cognitive component); b) confirming
the instrumentality of the value which implies its relatedness to need satisfaction and the achieve-
ment of desirable results (material for the differentiation of the evaluative and affective compo-
nents); c) testing the selected behavioral model and the confirmation of its usefulness on the basis
of conditioning (differentiation of the conative component). It is clear that during the described
process increases the level of the interiorization and personification of social/common values'!, but
a more detailed description of the relevant mechanism is still needed (see below).

A further differentiation of need which is the subjective/energy-laden factor of situational set
and the transformation of the affective component of fixed set implies their intensification. The is-
sue of the relatedness of the common value with its energy factor refers to the acquisition of initial
affective signs by the entity which is (a) less personal and rather belongs to others; (b) more exter-
nal than internal; (c) subjectively alien/new; (d) mostly cognitive/informational, which implies the
knowledge of the common value. The transitional stage in similar transformation'? is the formation

10 As mentioned above, the primary situational set is diffuse due to inadequate differentiation of its
subjective factor, but even such a poorly formed entity is enough to ensure the directedness of set at the
content of the common value, focus on it and ensure the state of the permanent givenness of that value
(that is, subjective probability/expectancy as a stage of the formation of set during which the interaction
of expectancy and attractiveness results in their intensification (6sofgodgommo, 1993). The process
described above facilitates the further interiorization of the common value.

' When talking about fixation, it is important to keep in mind that getting into the structure of
situational set does not ensure the establishment of a firm link between the common value and
the need to realize this value. A firm link can be only established within a fixed entity, as it is
known that the reactualization of one of the components of an integrate/whole fixed set causes the
reactualization of another related entity which has been fixed together with the above component.
In our context it could mean that the reactualization of one of the constituents (external constituent
— the social situation related to the common value; internal constituent — the internal mental space,
e.g. an idea or a symbol) of a common value will cause the reactualization of the related need
and vice versa, i.e. the reactualized need will be directed at the realization of the related common
value. The fixation of similar interrelationship implies the existence of a firm link/unity between the
cognitive and evaluative components, on the one hand, and the affective component, on the other
hand. This means that the common value acquires the affective quality, and, therefore, the ability to
evoke behavior, which takes place on the basis of an integrate entity of the fixed set.

It is clear that a complete description of the transformation process requires the specification of the

additional mediating mechanisms and stages. Here we only touch upon the importance of expectancy in

the motivational process. It is just the state of expectancy where the interaction of cognitive and affective
entities takes place. Their joint products, further emerging from this interaction, are the composites
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of the evaluative component®® of fixed set, traditionally understood as the constituent of cognitive
component. In our context it is very important to single out the evaluative component since the em-
phasis is made on the interiorization of the entities existing outside the subject (i.e. common values)
and the fixation of an attitude, having a certain valence, towards the given value.

Returning to the evaluative component it can be said that the following is interlinked within the
evaluative component: 1) cognitive component as a givenness which implies (a) knowledge of the
content of the concept of the common value, its essence and construction; (b) knowledge of other
people’s opinions and evaluations (often viewed as determined by social stereotypes) related to the
common value; (c) awareness of the reasons for such evaluations, which implies the knowledge of
why the common value is objectively important, criteria for its importance, the ‘social concept’ of
the importance of the given value. Such knowledge is based on the presumption that the activities
corresponding to the given common value are acceptable, legitimate and useful'®. If a common val-
ue is reflected in legal norms, it means that it is acceptable for the majority and acquires the status of
the general, established rule of conduct; 2) evaluative aspect, per se, which is based on the analysis
of the evaluation of the common value by other people and the evaluation of the potential personal
benefit related to the common value. This evaluation is based on the conclusion about the impor-
tance of the common value from the perspective of subjective utility. The evaluative stage is the pro-
cedure preceding the recognition of the individual value. Formation of affective attitude (emotions
and feelings related to the object) takes place only after the establishment of the individual value.
As evaluation is based on the consideration of the viewpoints of other people (existing beyond the
subject) and personal calculations (which implies the involvement of cognitive rather than affec-
tive sphere), we have arbitrarily separated this stage of the differentiation of fixed entity from both
cognitive and affective stages, as the positive evaluation of something only theoretically implies the
existence of need-based / valence-charged attitudes. In other words, the evaluative aspect belongs
to the category of ‘positive — negative’, whereas the affective aspect belongs to the category ‘I want
— I don’t want’. After the person confirms the personal utility of the realization of a common value,
she/he perceives the common value as an instrumental entity entailing personal benefits. From now
on a completely subjectified, emotional — affective attitude is formed in the subject. She/he experi-
ences the individual importance of the common value. This is accompanied by the desire to enjoy
the benefits entailed by common value, which leads to its endowment with desirability and valence.
The next stage involves the tendency to realize the potential of the beneficial common value through
activity. In other words, the possibility of the enjoyment of benefits entailed by the realization of

known as cognitive-affective motivational entities (bsofgodgocmn, 2013). In the course of the above
interaction, the mutual strengthening of subjective probability and valence takes place. As a result, the
common value incorporated in the joint product, that is a motivational entity, acquires enough valence to
stimulate activity.

13 The importance of the fourth component in addition to the three traditional attitude components is
emphasized.

14 The above issue is related to the importance of the level of the certainty of outcome (how subjectively
probable it is that the event will take place) in the formation of set. The realization of the common value,
as a potential, is always related to the future (bootgndgaema, 1993).
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the common value creates inconsistency/imbalance between the desirable/possible and the actual
and the formation of need, which is stated in one of the well-known models. The difference be-
tween the model and our approach is that a) imbalance is created by the entities of social origin; b)
imbalance is the result of the subject’s conscious activity; (c) the activity in question involves the
interiorization of the common value. The ‘host’ value is formed in the course of interaction with
the common value and on the basis of the common value, in question; d) common value will not be
able to stimulate the distortion/restoration of balance unless it is interiorized; e) here we deal with
the striving for the balance which did not exist before, rather than the restoration of the past imbal-
ance (boamgodgoemo, 2013). It is well-known that the distortion of balance evokes the tendency
to restore the previous balanced state. The realization of this tendency is related to the initiation of
behavior consistent with the common value.

So far, we have discussed the regularities of the formation of energy/evoking factors on the
basis of social values. Therefore, instead of dealing with needs, per se, we deal with these factors
which are motivational entities and belong to different, though interrelated levels of mental activity.
It is very important that the so-called latent function of the social system (Parsons 2005), ensured
by culture, in general (including legal culture) is not limited to the preservation or transfer of the
informational and theoretical aspects of the constituents of cultural patterns'®. It also forms stable af-
fective attitudes towards the common values and the corresponding behavioral tendencies, ensures
the preservation of their effectiveness and contributes to their reinforcement. We can assume that
at the individual level the latter function is ensured by dispositional sets (bs@s®gndzoema, 2010)
which are the mental forms of the existence of common norms and values. Such dispositional sets
have the capacity to self-actualize and evoke behavior through situational set. The provision of the
material necessary for the formation of dispositional sets is ensured by the socio-cultural space.

At the highest level of mental regulation, activity is supplied with energy by social values. To
acquire the above function, the values and the related social attitudes existing in the socio-cultural
space need to be transformed into personal mental entities. Interiorization implies the endowment
of common values with primary subjective valence, the formation of need-driven attitudes towards
these values and the formation of value based entities — situational sets. Along with the formation
of fixed set, the valence of value is augmented with the participation of expectancy and through
the evaluative component of set. The common values incorporated in the given entity acquire the
function of the fully developed affective component and, jointly with the cognitive and conative
components, ensure the formation of the readiness for the activity serving as a basis for the behavior
directed at the realization of the common values. According to the given approach, at the beginning,
the social construct (i.e. common value) is presented to the subject in the cognitive form. Later, the
common value acquires the affective dimension and, consequently, the ability to evoke activity,
which is possible through its incorporation into the mental entities of set and the interaction with its
structural constituents.

15 In the case like this, if the affective and conative components are not completely formed, we can only
confirm the presence of cognitive and evaluative components. Such a specificity of components is only
characteristic of inadequately structured attitudes which, using G. Allport’s terms, might have at most
‘stylistic” influence on the performed activity rather than ‘motivational” influence (Allport, 1961).
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The goal of socialization and legal culture is to form the value-based most general ‘disposition-
al sets’ which have the capacity to (a) assimilate every new givenness falling under the normative
category, and (b) ensure fixed (i.e. guaranteed) normative behavioral reactions performed on their
basis. The existence of such sets ensures the dominance of the integrated version of a social control
with the resulting reduction of deviance related risks and is beneficial for democratic development.

The approach proposed in the given article can contribute to the synthetic utilization of the ex-
planatory potential of cognitive and set psychologies in order to analyze interrelationship between
the processes taking place in the social and personal space.
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LBmMge 93 LBsgENEMgdmsb MImomm osmman ©s 3meagdngs gobmEam smdsm
9439modg Lonb@gMgbm o 360d3bgmmgabo. gbogmsebomobals dofomsmn m3mbBgbGo
Bbodal 396bymdal mgmEns nym. LagMome 03 EOHmobmgob gb mgmEogmmo bobdgds,
B3JBMEM0350, BLogmobsmabdal Ladgmms sm@gMbs@ogsw dnokbngl (Brozek, & Slo-
bin, 1972; Graham, 1987). LEmEgE 5356 gobodommds, 3oMzgem ymgmobs, ob, Gm3 gb
LEB3mDomdo Mdomobdn Bo@oMmms. JogMsd 0dobmzgal, Gm3 bbsdal dgbgoemgdgdl
Lomoba@m 8@nafgds 3mgdmggdabs Ladgmms gbogmmmanal gomamagdda, dobo bgmeab
BomBmdaagbmgdl oo domobbdgzs @s dMdmms obdnfmam.

1950-1960-056 6emgddn godsmomm bogsmm ©ozmbogdbs s 3mmgdn 3m& byMamgddo
(396@FomyMo gLogmmmaonGo gaEmbsmolb guEMEmgddy gsbobomgdmms gs66gmdab
ogmEoob dg360gMmmo ©s, Pmm Ig@ow, ogmmmaoymmo bLEsGnbo (bormanunkos,
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2015). 89(360g6mma momgdamgds 83306 0gm, 356bymdal cgmEool o JLobEmmmmds
30 @R g33b 0b393@> nrgmErmaesdo gobogam jmmgagddo @, Pbrs 0odzeb — oM oy
bogdgmme. doMomss, 9.6. ,Lodgmms gLogmmmaonlb® bago®dm 6odsbo ol ogm, H™3
030 356Jb0B3-gb0bn B0l nEgMmEmagosl ggndbydms. 3566gmdall mgmEnsbg 580b ;m7gds
56 dgadmyds. ,Omam@(z ma30b0 BoMmImadmdom (sMsgomsma baggdggmo o6 s6Lgdmdl
3598 30mm, M3 g566ymdob gLogdmmmaons smBmzgbrs FomJLobIalb gommmbmeggnal
3606(303930b Logggydzgmdy), obg dobssmbmdMmngsm gl dodsmmemads Batdmoddbs s
Lo gdoMaba o babl gomaMmmgdmes oM dLobTabasb sdmyz0gdmaw <...> dgodmgds
30adamagmo dbmmme domJbob3al goM3zzgnm ,RO6IMNgdDg" dgdamd, Mmgbscs
35669mdol gbogmmmans €339 goxmMEIs gobzomemgdmmn mgmMoabs s bymmab
Loboo* (bormanunkos, 2014, ¢.132-133). 3 bgmmob YbogoENOHMBs yzgmongm bbgoborsb
9fms dobo - a56Bgmdal mgmeonl - gz009Mgbse Lyb@ewm ngmmmanbgdama
3Mb(393& o m@n dobos. mbbadob badgsbogm 393mJdgmads mgognsmaE Loddmos
000gMEma0dbmseb 80bndomGn  3m33GM3nbol dogomomos. sbgs o abg, wbbsdab
3080936 9d3s bbgbgdym w©obinbngddn dmobgmbglb asbbymdal mgm@aol ,dggmogs”
00gMEMA0NMI© 35FsMNYmM0 FMEHIN0Mgdgdom, s bzmmsd gobsg®mdm Bomds@gdamao
#B6gJ30mbofgds, onds oym Lagbgdom GgomuGn LogGmbg Babo gobswanmgdabes
(LOdFM™ S BOHMOEABIab, 3gmmmmanol o GLodm@gdbozolb dbasgbow) (Mmenanse, 2015).

30006 7350bs s Mgan@ndnbgdolb dgdwmaga go66ymdal mgmMasd angsgs gofMyzgmma
bods ©s dgogbm ol bomggbo Lodgmms gbogmmmansda, Gmdgmoai  smdm(3960
365(36mdogHol  30@9amEool  ondndszgdemmdal gs8m. goM33gmmo doMmdommdom
dgodmgds omggslb, Gm3 gbogmmmanolb dgbbogmol o6y mab @dmazmglb 308 gamMosl
ammobbdmdl: J(3939, 30Mm3bgds, (36mdogMgds o oMo(3bmdagfo. LEMmasbmgsba
Bmgoxabodnmmaogmo 3mbigyes oo s930emgdmow bos 3ma(393w9L. dofomawn
Laddmms mgmEogmo bob@gdgdo s®bgdomsw d0M39mo bsdoo dgdmogemamgdmbab.
365(36mdogco  gbodogn® o6 goDommmaon®  3Mm(39Lgdmeb  SbmEoMydmms, b
MoGommE dobo s@bgdmdals 3MmbLG oG o300 brgdbms. dogsmomaw, sMs3bmdogmobowdn
dodmgbom BgFomdn . z0gmBLgo sMbgdomem Fbmemme 08sL vOLEWEYdL, HmI
gbogmmmgos dg0bbogmoalb gbogozsol, Mmams Momm, gMcmnsb gbodmgadomemmaon®
36mgbl, L,Em3gmo bEnmgdoo oM ogemgds dobo  (36mbdogHo  Bsbomoom o,
23096s0 <...> glLogdmmmansdn Lagbgdom FobmbagFns gomadsfsgmo gbogmmmaoy®
3M5(36mdogMdg: sMs(36mdngHo oMol 3mEgbonMom-(36mdogma” (Brirorckuii, 1982, c.
14). . 30am@ L 3ol dGsgaom dndg3omb 19339 39gabm, Hm3, sGo3bmdogmal 358 gamGnal
3569dg, bmasxabojmmmann®o bob@gds g6 Rsnmgmagds bENmymBams. (3MmEs bbab
Boboo domonsb 306a3s 333m 30630, 9. boggmadbg3e8 Moqbo domabbdggs asbbos, Moms
30am@b3ob g98md39946gdme dMmMBmdLs s LosMJogm dsbamgddn dogzgmoas goM 3390
dgbgonmgdobsmagol  oMso3bmdogmol  dmbgdal dgbsbgd, doamed - god@mdMnzsc,
mdgogame (3aBepmHeBa, 2017). Gog of oM0ob, 0dslb ggH omdmahgb. ogogg omgdob
5. gmb@nggzobgnm 48909d0b mgmEoadby(s.

L. ®1306d@qobal gbgmmadgdo sMo(36mdogmal dgbobgd N@Gm 3mb 3G g&mmoas,
300009 30am@L3obs, 35g683 39M (3 3vm dngnhbgzm L3y N MgmEosw. 3g(3609M0b
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3BMom,  8Mo3bmdogMab (36900  gmobbdmdl  ,asb(3sL, ®m3gmdoi oM sMab
35(36mdogMgdyma dabo gs3m3bzgzn Logsbn® (Pybmmmreiin, 1940, c. 8). dsgomomac,
98m0ol  8Go(3bmdagMmds gsdmgmnbogds 803m3bgd0L sGaMmbgdmdsdn 0d bLagbabe
o9 3060l 808sMm, Mm3gmdsz 0go godmobgns. dmzmae, o 3 o3l (3© babosmdy
3360dbmd, Foa@od o6 3030, Momss gb asdmbggmma, dm3gdnmo damdsmgmds 33o-
M0go(3060©7505, MmMmamE(3 5Mo(36mdogHa. dgadmgds adgxomgdom 0mgzol, Hm3 gmo-
©o(3 5 dbadgz 9Mo(36mdagmal sbgm asgqgdsl (36mdngFmadada sMs3bmdogmal dogdal
Mboymem d(309mmdow d00hbyzbab.

dmgmy, 56 3Mbgdmdos sMo(36mdngfMol Dmasgbojmmmann®a 3mbzgyns. bod-
gmms gbogmobsmobalb mogzgomsnolb d53ga Bomdmpanboms gedsmoyem bLob@gdsb
365(36md0gMal, Bmam 3 dogmo gbodogno (3bm369d0b Logmdgmalb, Jgbsbgd dbmemme
mB6adol o dobo bymemal 3GmB8gdo dgazogws (Angelini, 2008). gb 3oMggmds 0. dsbobds
355(36mdngMs Lamsbsme (baccun, 1968). 5308 m3 aobogzgzofaz o6 s6abl, HmI Lbmmgo
080 aobes gfm-gfmo dmsgeMo 0bozoo@mma 3Mo3bmdngfal dgbabgd 3mbagMgbzonl
odoealbdo Rs@omgdabs. ogdzg 0bws dmgoblgboma o. dgmbases, Gm3gmdss moowgbo
B3emomo 3908065 53 3MobomDmma JobdGedal badyg(sbogHm gmEmdalb mMmasbobsznada.

©. 9B65dgd gOmowob dgbgonmgdgdal 3MoGogmmo sbsmada magabo mgo-
g bobGgdolb J86smdal 3ofMggmogg 983Dy 1920-006 Brgddn Bsdmobym o
1 3obob3bgem bogbgddoz gobogMmdmdws (¢bbodg, 2004). gL dmbgdMognzes, Med-
©9bod(3 oM3bmdogMals 398 gamns 3abmgalb (396@MomyGas, bmmm gbodmabe-
mabo M Jowgsz 35306 sMo(36mdngFal yggmady LgFombyma 3mbzggos oym. L3g-
30S@Y® 5bnd365L 0dbaby@gdL ob, Gm3, gsobbbgeggdom megzabo Gabo (Lodgmms)
3Mgaqdolb 9398 qbmdabash, mbbsdal 300 3mma sbsmaba bagMomme megabagsmas
00gMEmaonmo dg530Lgd9d0Lasb s Fbmemme 3g(360Mm, mman 3nE sGandgbGenadgs
©353dbgdaemo (0dg0sdy, 2013).

1300mgbs dmzmae ©d LJgdsG Mo bLsgdnb gomsmgds sbgmo gobmuom.
«Bbadg 9dgdb gbogjogzol gobzomsemgdol amggm Loggby®b, Gmdgmacs Bob LBMYSL o
30653060m3q8L dmgm 396G 5d@ngmdab. o nammabbdgds GmamE(z Azgmmgdfngo
356300980 (gLogdogno 3Gm3gLgda), abg - (3bmdogMgds. gEOmowol dmdmgmgdal
9439modg Lyybo saama ob sMob, Gm3 obdo sFo(3bmdogHn dbmmme byas@oyGew,
Mmagmey (36mdngMgdol Mofymess obsboosmgdymo. gMmmawol sMobmdogfn ogo-
39 (3bmdogMo  aob(3gdns, Gmdmgdais aobowgzbs (36mdngfgdoweb s oo dbemo
(36mdogcgdol dm3mgdamoa asbiol gm@ds Jommosm. Jsmo Fobogsbo dmbgds ©s
LEOYJG YOS (36MdogFMgdal ngagzgmdmngns. sbgoma sMs3bmdagMa abgmnzg Gbodoznca
35630005, 3obyl (36mdngFgds. gb 3mDa(zns, Bog@mMdMngzom, Maasbmawn asbznb
©5d3980L  @meggabos, Mo, @Bbadol sBMom, bmblLgbbos. s833560 EMS(36mbdogHo
gbogogalb s®Lgdmdob Jgbodmadmmdsl @bbadg 3o@gamEonmem mofmymel, dog@sd
od Bbmgds o@bgdoma bsbosmal sbomo dmdgb@gda. 3gdmm, ©dBadglh BnsRbos, MmA
FOM0obgMmo s@o36mdogHals goagds doMmmgdamaz M3 agmb, 3oL 396 godmoyqbgd
xbogozalb gob300m56Mgbab Lo zombol gowabsgmgmaw. Mmamz (36mdomos, LEMMgE gb
bogoobo gobes 9bbsdabmgol dmemm 3gGomedn Bmagmgbo. dobo gosgms dmombmagl
gbogogol ,Gomabonma” babgmdalb ©sdggdsl, Gmdgmoa gobbbgegmgds xbogdozob
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R39mmgdcogo (36mdogfa o9 oMs3bmdogmn gmmdgdobash (sbw gs6(30930ba56), Bab
MbBMJOL s gobLadmgMmegh dsm Fommagbgddo, MbGmagbgbdo s B omagbybdo.
530 9360 5LoEMgdgmo  3Md(36mdagFal  3oMggmbystim, dobo BsdmJdbol  doMmde
(36mdnggdos, 8d0&ma (36mdngMgdol gobgzomamgdsl ngo 396 0g30bL6AL; GLodoznea
mEao60ds300b badngdgm 30Mggmon Fm@mTsm ngo 3963 MMa03MoE 3odmmaqds ©d
3006 BJ@MIM0zow.

doqbgoozsm 93 ogm@ogmo  Bybabs, gbodmebsmadlb madggmo  3Modozmemo
30mbg3980 9g3L. Bbodal sBGom, BoMmBs@gdmma 339Mbommmdabol Mmoo dsMmma(s
abgfbgdws dgbgdmes 08sb, Moz gobbadmgMagl byzmmdymoa bed3@m3gdol BodmJ3bsb.
358603 0350980l d93356nE d9Job0D3L 0an 396 baoozws, ©d sbsbosmgdwms Jsb
bmeme Mofmymaomse, Hmam®s 356g360rm s@o36mdogH a56(3098L. Lobsdwgamagdan
BLogmobomadn@ mgmedosl Loddg gl aobbymdsbmaeb, Gowgsb LEMEgE ob oMol
900 sM(36mdngMo gbodoznco goddo.

sbgmos gbagdmabomabal 1BBodabgmmn dggabgds. 8ol o43b MmamE3 3Mndongmmo,
oby 3mboGoy@a Boboema. gfma dbMog, 65R3969808 8Mo(36MB0gMal GHmowabgmemao
303960b MdaMmngdmmmds, Moy 080m gsdmabs@gds, Mmm3: 1. ©sd39dmmos gbogozsdo
(36md0g@gdal ggmol domds oMbgdmmo s dmddgon aobigdal sMbgdmds s 2.
3M(36mdogHo  LygMm gs0anggdamos Mg3Ggbonm GLodogobmeb, Gmdgmo (36m-
d0gMgdosbss bsBamImgdo, o 396 asdmagds gbodozalb gobzomomgdol aod@ob
obodmmgdobmgal. gmeg IbGog, 3o66ymdal boboom, Jomnmgdymos (36985bg, HmIgma(s
3oL b Rogbs(3gmmb. bLabmasmme, 1bbady sMo(36mdngmb 4o6bymdsbomsb s0g039dL wo
03bo(3 3o 936mdL, BmMB sMo(36mdngFn Dgdg@n (369808 @s MM ngo Lagbgdoo dgadmgds
dgozommb 390 aom33g9mmdal dJmbg aobbymdol (3698000, aBbsdal dmemm Boabals
909 m0 J3gomego sbgs obsman@madamo: ,oMs(36mdogma bgdg@n (365050 (bbady,
2004).

Mbs 0mggol, ®m3 o3 3§ 3ogdal oGgamMogmmds 3o 339 odadymmmdal
0b393L. 9335655, HMI 3Mdxgbm3gbormmFo s 3Mo(36mdagfn gobbymds 396 dmasagl
363(36mdogcn 3mgmgbqdals dorgem ggmb. bbgs o9y ofoggfo, bmd sMbgdmdl (sbmggmms
gbodogs, dom sdzm gob3gdo, BogMed o6 asshbosc (36mdogMgds. sbggg sMLYdML
mg00m 9D65dob BogM smbgMomo gbogoznGa (3bmzMgdal doMggmo, 0d3mbamo g0l
©mbg, ®m3gmoa (36mdogcgdol (mdogd@ngsoab) gemgdg bmMsogmmgds s Mme3903]
Logofmgdl  aobbymdabgnm Logndggmb. 8sdobowsdy, oMsbmdogHo o6  gmggoems
B30 (36989. 530b gomgamabbobgdom, gobBymdal mgmmosdg wagndbgdom, bogoGms
365(36mdogHo bggMmb Imzmaboms abgmo 3mabogozszns 390dd3bslb, MmBgema(y dmazasl
Mgm@ 3 3ob300m, 0by - sMoasb(3ew BgbmdgbgdL (Imedadze, 2017).

3360g00, 9Dbodabmgal ofs36mdagHols 3Gmbmgds sGbgdomam Mg gbmdgbsmun
3Lbodogolb @obadmmgdal Lobgl nmgdb. gb 3&Mebz0dmmom gobobbgaggdl dob gbogm-
SbamadMn 8namdabasb, Mmdgmoi 9Mo(36mdogMal  absbosmgdobal (36mdogmg-
dobogob (36mdoema, Bggnmgdogo 39Mdm gsb3gdol gbsdy madsms 3mdl. xbbadabgmemao
306bymdal dgdmbggzedo 3o Lbgs mbBmmmgoym@o bobsdwgnmy, LEmosE Lbgsazsmo
gbodogos 3mbEgmoamgdamo. sqomgdgmos 0dalb gomzamabbobgdss, ™I xbbsdal
306bymdol o gOmaal 5Mo(36mdogMals (3696980 LEYMmosE asbbbgszgdyma mgm-
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Moo bobgdgdolb Logzebdm  3o@gamtngdos s dbmemme 3 LabEgdnb dogemo
3MBLEEY300L 3MbEgJLET0 sz sBM0. 380@m3 Jgydemgdgmns, YEMSMIME SOMM ©S
dg3390mm  BLbogmobomodnMo oMs3bmdogo gs6Bymdom. ymggm dgdmbzgzsdo mdo-
mobob LEd3mMBoddg gobbymdol (35698 gobobomgdms, Hmam®s Bbodmsbsmaba®o
365(36md0gMab Rzqbo (bodgmms) sm@gmbs@ongs.

ym3zgmo3zg gb LgBoMbYMmoE sSBMMYmYdL 83 JMb(395 (30005 @osmmal. 53sb abogs
9858 gdmEs, Mm3 gLodmsbsmabolb s Lom®dobgmmo gbogmemmgool Lbgs 8odsm-
09gmgdoms BamImdaagbmgdal 8980 bamo mgom Lod3dmboydalb bgmgmmdada g3bm-
dms gobbymdal mgmEosl, dg3mobomgol ogn Badgom smdmhAgbam odgs. ondgs 0y3b96
Lod8930 3oMaswm Rsbgomemo 333mg36Mgdo, MmImgdoz mez0bgdanmon F36Mg&w©bgb
53 dmdmgMgdoms Mmngmmdndstmmgdsl (Ansbacher, 1978; Chertok, 1981; Rollins, 1978).
dembsdmmmmb, 3G 960306 dmgmmes, Mm3 Lod3mbondn sMs3bmdagMal 3HMd-
93l gosby3z9@ms s Imbsbomy dbsMmgqgdo mez086m 3Mnbz03mem 3mbo30gdl dqo(z-
300696. 3ogM53 0b, HM3 3G (36Mmd0gFMMsb s 3o3doMgdymoa bbgaabbgs dmbodMgdabs
©d bogombdy bggmmds oyme Lsbstggdmm ogm yzgmabogol _ gb Loddmboydal
y39ms d9530bgdnab Rsbl. dwmabow, dgodmads Mymydsbmm nmgdssl, Hm3 Loddmbondo
Mog3mE 656358 gdgmoa nym. dbmeme bbgbgdymo mmb@m3gnmo Mo mamb! ogo yggmes
La3g(360gMH™ dadmommgzal 33390690500 MRS s Fob gLz o6 oy 3aMas3L magabo
3936090990 oM gdmmagds. Lod3mDamadds dmagFmo dodgn Fabzs oGS 3bmMdogMabawdo
0b@gMgbob  aom3znggdel Lodgmms 39330630 (Angelini, 2008). domonsb gonbsms
Jofommo gbogmmmann@o bzmmob (36mdsmds s, dgbadmms, 3ob mogal 303bsg 3o
30omBos. LE33MBoBob IMIa3bm sMBmgymdo JoMormmo gbogmmmgom®o bimems
dotonmosi bogdome Gomome oym bomdmeggbomo LogMmsdmMobm bsdgbogdm bo-
363990. Ladbgbotime, 90-0060 Bmgdowsb Imymmadymo, dofomswsm bggs@om®o
3m0@)039M-93mbm3ognEo  god8mmgdob Dggszmgbom, Joogmo gbogjmemmaam®o
Lgmmoab 3Bmnd&onmmds, ©s dgbsdsdabsm, bogMHmsdmEmabm (36mdsmds 3339mMsw®
©5g390m@0.

LE33MDoRIL GoMmmmE gs8mgbdem@bgb GLodmmmaon® s YBOM GoMmomm bo-
39(360gcm Labdmgsmgdada. dobo dgogagdo gobobomagl L3gznsmNMo MMas6nbgdeym
2omdofmdg Lab-gMebiobzmda (1980 b.), samgmgg - aqgM8sbnol GLogmebamabol o 3o-
©9300b  LogBmedmEmobm  3mbggg@gbz0edg Fomb3gbdo (1980 b.) o 935M030L gLo-
Joo@Foggma sbmz0s(300b yMommdabg bogy-mEmgsobdo (1981 6.) (baxramse-1lleposns, 1985).

LEd3mDoydal IGsgaman godmdobomosb dbmmme ML dmgznyzsbo. megob Bg-
Momdo LadoMmmaggmmb  3g3bogMgdoms s390g300b 3MgbogbB ol Lobgmbdg asdmAg-
bomo mabggzob@o o BLodmmabagzolbo, M. 053mdLmbo 533mdl: ,9805M0Esb Jofmemma
gbogmemgon@o bgmes dobo dgbebndbagn gobbymdal mgmEnom dgsmaw s 3gomoyMam
dg300s LogFmmedmEmobm ogn® LogMgdo <...> 3oMows Rgdmzob gb Loddmbowydo
LodEsdME EIMAYES MBS, EOMz0bYysM msdgdramadsw; BLagdmobsmnbab g g@m3sbymo
53509300b 3Mgbowgb@ab, g. sdmbol sDMom ,Lod3mbandal Jggagdo godmzgmobogds
Mdbemmal bsbgddo gMomdmogo ©s GMmogmmdsjmEmganmgdgmo  bodmdomlb Jgbod-
gdmmdol Laboo. @ado@mn Bbsdal Lzmmed sgyz0mgdmon Mbws dgobEnmmb oe-
30b0 EdEdomo Mmoo s IMobEabmb gogmgbs ©abagmum gbogjmobomadbg, bmmm
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gLbogmobsmaba dsb, megob dbGng, Jgadmgds oqb3sMMb smbmgmmgdolb go63s3emmdsdo
oaMmgomo god@gdom” (baxranze-Illeposus, 1985, ¢.146).

LAY, MBS 0mgzol, MHMT, sMo(3bmdngMol 0@ gamEonl edMdsggdol cgom-
LobGbom, dmgm Gbodmmmaon® 393609653530 oo RsgeMmmbss. GLodmabomabal,
Loem@Bobgnmo GLogmmmaonl bbgs 3mbzgx0gd0bs s BBadal mgmGool gofmwo
(Bgbadmms, 3. gobglb Jgbgmmadsms asdmzmadom), Rzgb 39MLo 3b3gdom dgbg-
Emagdsms 36ymdem  bob@gdsb, Gmdgmdoz ©sdymdeggdamoas bLsgombgdal goGom
by oMo(36mdogmol d¢bgdobs s gbdzombamgdal Bgbol dgbobgd. msobsdgommay
539093060 GLogdmmmaons Lsgdome L3g3GngNEoEss gobbymdoma GLodmabamabab
308s6m, o33 3mboGommb 3ol 39MoxgML M3oMmabdoMgdl. Mgl asds@mbgdamao
3M3608030b30 sMLgdomsm 0bENEgds LydLgBLmMNZEL o6 3gM(393@Mmo MmagEs(330L
(3939990 3gb6m3g69d0L Jgbbogmom s ImMogdemo gob(zbawgdgdom 030l momdady,
™3 3mabo@onmo 99G0gmds 3g@bomom sMo(36mbdogHmsem 808nbamgmdl (Maz sbdg 8g@o
Brab Bobosom 91339 3o 03mmbgb 3038963 9mgdds). 53 gmbbg ¢bbadolb bymemsda
sobmgnmmdom  803nbstg  gbodogncn 3Gmigbgdabs s Jigzob 9o (3EmbdogHa
Mganmsoob bobdgds@nmo mgmEanmo s gdbdgMmedqbGmmo 33tmg3s dgodmgds gHomd
bobamggdmm smdmBbogl. 3g@0(s: gb 33emg3e Yorame Mbos goamdgmmgl, Medgbowa(s
3966ymdol Dmasgbojmmmaon®o ogmGanmo bob@gdol 3m@gbzosmoa bEnmgdoms(s
o sdmbyMems.
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TBILISI SYMPOSIUM ON THE UNCONSCIOUS - A SHORT
RETROSPECTIVE

Irakli Imedadze
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Abstract

Already 40 years have passed since a large-scale Tbilisi international symposium on the unconscious
was held, which aroused a great interest in the psychological community due to the fact that all the major
issues related to the unconscious were discussed. A productive dialogue took place between the repre-
sentatives of psychoanalysis and Dimitri Uznadze’s school of psychology. The present article highlights
the key points of difference between these two approaches to the unconscious. It also covers some details
concerning the preparation of the symposium and the way it was held. Also, the article explains why the
symposium was organized in Tbilisi. The above context is used to show that D. Uznadze’s Set Theory is
the only general psychological conception in the Soviet psychology which represents a coherent system

of ideas about the unconscious psyche.

Key words: Tbilisi symposium, the unconscious, psychoanalysis, the Theory of Set.

Scientific circles, and, especially, the community of psychologists, know Georgia as the coun-
try where Dimitri Uznadze developed his general psychological theory which was further elaborat-
ed for several decades by the school of psychology founded by D. Uznadze. Even though Georgian
psychologists have hosted many national and international scientific forums, the international sym-
posium dedicated to the psychological unconscious can be considered an outstanding event. The
symposium was held in Tbilisi, October 1979. About 150 invited participants from 17 countries
and many more from different scientific centers of the Soviet Union participated in the symposium.
Today these numbers might not sound very impressive, but if we take into consideration the histor-
ical context, the fact that Georgia, as a Soviet republic was separated from the rest of the world by
the ‘iron curtain’, the forum of psychologists held at the international level acquires a very special
meaning. It has to be noted that the list of participants was not limited to the psychologists from the
so-called ‘socialist camp’, but also included guests from the western countries like Austria, the US,
West Germany, England, Ireland, Italy, Canada and France. Another interesting point is that many
participants belonged to the psychoanalytic school, i.e. the school representing a totally unaccept-
able ideology for ‘Soviet psychology’, the fact that turned the symposium into a truly unique event.
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It took Georgian psychologists five years to organize the symposium. Three volumes of the
symposium materials were published in 1978 (edited by T. Bassin, A. Sherozia and A. Prangishvili,
who also chaired the symposium meetings) (Prangishvili, Sherozia & Bassin, 1978). Volume 1V,
published in 1985, mostly contained the comments on the materials included in the three volumes
and the participants’ impressions (Prangishvili, Sherozia & Bassin, 1985). It has to be emphasized
that these four volumes have still preserved their scientific importance. The primary reason is that
they contain almost all the principal issues related to the unconscious, including almost all the
fundamental theoretical ideas about the nature of the unconscious, general research methodology
and individual research methods. The problems of the unconscious are approached from different
perspectives and concern its neurophysiological mechanisms, clinical and abnormal aspects, special
states of consciousness (sleep and dreaming, hypnosis), relationship between personality and the
unconscious, speech and the unconscious, creativity and the unconscious, etc.

After the 1910 Boston symposium, the Tbilisi symposium was the second international forum
devoted to the in-depth discussion of the fundamental issues of the unconscious. Distinguished
scientists participating in the Boston discussions expressed different opinions regarding the uncon-
scious, but there were united by one thing which was the rejection of the Freudian understanding
of the unconscious (baccun, 1968). Neither Freud nor his followers participated in the discussions.
Contrary to that, different psychoanalytic perspectives were well represented at the Tbilisi sym-
posium. Dialogues and debates with the psychoanalytic schools made the symposium especially
important and interesting. Uznadze’s Set Theory was the main opponent of psychoanalysis. It has
to be noted that in that period this theoretical system was actually considered a Soviet alternative
to psychoanalysis (Brozek, & Slobin, 1972; Graham, 1987), which was the primary reason for
arranging the symposium in Thbilisi. It should be emphasized that the representatives of Uznadze’s
school of psychology had to make enormous efforts to ensure the recognition of Uznadze’s ideas
by Soviet psychology.

The Theory of Set, its scientific and, especially, ideological status was the theme of the public
discussions held in the 1950-1960s. The articles that appeared in the same period in the central psy-
chological journal were devoted to the same debatable issues (bormanumkos, 2015). Although the
scientific value of the theory was quite obvious, the Marxist character of Set Theory was seriously
questioned by those colleagues who were experts in ‘ideology’. Incidentally, their suspicions were
not groundless. The thing is that ‘Soviet psychology’ was based on Marxism — Leninism as a polit-
ical ideology, whereas the Theory of Set was not.

‘By its origin (there is no ground to argue that the Theory of Set originated from the Marxist
philosophy) and content this direction formed and developed for quite a long time independently
from Marxism <...> We can only speak about some ‘inserts’ that appeared later when the Theory of
Set was already a developed theory and was established as a school.” (bormanuuxos, 2014, ¢.132-
133). Among other aspects, the uniqueness of the theory is in its relative freedom from an ideologi-
cal burden, which makes it an example of minimal compromise with the Soviet ideology. Anyway,
in the discussions mentioned above, Uznadze’s followers managed to ‘present’ their ideas in a
politically acceptable form and the school continued to function successfully despite a real threat of
its annihilation, which was also faced by Soviet Freidan approach, paedology or psychotechniques
(Umenanze, 2015).
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Having been recognized and legitimized, the Theory of Set found its appropriate place and
filled a certain gap in Soviet psychology which had been formed due to the absence of the category
of the unconscious. We can make a somewhat arbitrary statement that the field of psychology is the
domain of four major categories: behavior, personality, consciousness and the unconscious. Any
comprehensive general psychological conception is supposed to cover the above four categories.
The major theory of Soviet psychological systems were limited to the first three categories. The
psychological unconscious was either associated with physiological processes or the fact of its
existence was merely stated. For example, in his article on the unconscious, L. Vygotsky, actually,
limited himself to the statement that psychology studies the psyche as a complex and integrate
psycho-physiological process ‘which is not identical to its conscious part. Therefore, <...> it is
legitimate to speak of the psychological unconscious: the unconscious is potentially conscious.’
(Boirorckuii, 1982, c. 14). Vygotsky’s numerous followers also realized that a general psycho-
logical system cannot be considered perfect without the category of unconscious. Not long ago,
E. Zavershneva, a distinguished researcher, made an enormous effort to extract from Vygotsky’s
publications and archives ideas about the nature of the unconscious, but her exercise turned out
to be futile (3aBepmraeBa, 2017). One cannot find what does not exist, and the same applies to A.
Leontyev’s Activity Theory.

S. Rubinstein’s ideas about the unconscious are more concrete compared to those of Vygotsky,
but they are not developed enough to reach a theoretical level. According to Rubinstein, the uncon-
scious should be understood as ‘the experience in which the object evoking the given experience is
not conscious’ (Pyounurreitn, 1940, c. 8). The unconscious nature of emotion is manifested in the
fact that it is impossible to link it with the person or the object that has evoked the given emotion.
For example, if I am in a bad mood, and, at the same time, don’t know the reason, this state of
mind should be identified as unconscious. It can be stated without any hesitation that both Freud
and Uznadze considered the attempts of searching the unconscious in consciousness unproductive.

In short, a general psychological concept of the unconscious did not exist. After the eradication
of Soviet psychoanalysis, the only coherent system of the unconscious, in which the unconscious
is understood as the foundation of the entire mental life, can be only found in Uznadze’s and his
school’s works (Angelini, 2008) and Bassin was the first to fully comprehend it (baccun, 1968).
So, it is not surprising that he was one of the main initiators of the Tbilisi conference on the un-
conscious. We should also note A. Shorozia’s vast contribution to the arrangement of such a grand
scientific event.

D. Uznadze started to criticize Freud’s ideas in the 1920s, i.e. at the starting stage of the devel-
opment of his own theoretical system. His critical assessments were still present in the late works
(¢Dbodg, 2004). This is natural because the category of the unconscious was central for Uznadze
and psychoanalysis was the most dominant theory of the unconscious. It has to be emphasized that
as opposed to the majority of his Russian (Soviet) colleagues, Uznadze’s critical analysis was free
from ideological subjectivism and was only based on scientific and logical arguments (ndgwodg,
2013).

Here we give a brief description of Uznadze’s viewpoint. Uznadze was looking for the starting
phase of the development of psyche, the phase which precedes and determines the entire mental
activity. This implies standard experience (mental processes) as well as consciousness. The weakest

167



Irakli Imedadze

point in Freudian approach is that the unconscious is described only in negative terms, as the nega-
tion of consciousness. Freudian unconscious is the same as conscious experience, which has been
removed from consciousness and now exists in the form of experience deprived of consciousness.
Its internal nature and structure are identical to consciousness. Such unconscious is mental expe-
rience minus consciousness. This viewpoint assumes the existence of unexperienced experience,
which, according to Uznadze, is nonsense. Uznadze categorically rejected the idea of the uncon-
scious psyche and put forward new important ideas, instead. In particular, Uznadze believed that
even if the Freudian understanding of the unconscious was appropriate, it would not be productive
for the explanation of mental development. The development of psyche or mental development was
in the focus of Uznadze’s interest in the late period of his activity. He believed that the solution
of this problem required the assumption of ‘some kind of psyche’ which would be different from
its normal conscious or unconscious forms (i.e. experience), would precede and determine these
forms of experience in phylogenies, ontogenesis and actualgenesis. As far as the primary source of
the repressed unconscious, the precondition of its formation is consciousness, it cannot explain the
development of consciousness and cannot be considered the primary form of mental organization
logically or factually.

Despite such a theoretical flaw, psychoanalysis has undeniable practical achievements. In
Uznadze’s opinion, in the cases of successful treatment Freud really managed to touch upon some-
thing that determines the formation of neurotic symptoms. But he could not uncover the true mech-
anism of disease and described it only in negative terms, as repressed unconscious experience. What
psychoanalytic therapy really deals with is Set because it is a real unconscious psychological fact.

Such is Uznadze’s evaluation of Freud’s theory. It has both positive and negative aspects. One
the one hand, Uznadze showed that the Freudian understanding of the unconscious was inappropri-
ate, because 1. It assumes the existence and action of experience beyond the field of consciousness;
2. The unconscious is equated with the repressed psyche which is formed from consciousness and,
therefore, cannot be used for the explanation of mental development. On the other hand, Uznadze
pointed out the concept of set which should replace the unconscious. In general, Uznadze identified
the unconscious with set. In his opinion, the unconscious was a redundant concept and could be
replaced with the clearer concept of set. One of the subtitles in Uznadze’s last book is ‘The uncon-
scious is a redundant concept.” (¢b6sdg, 2004).

It should be mentioned that such a statement sounds a bit too much categorical. It is quite clear
that phenomenal and unconscious set does not fully overlap the field of unconscious processes. We
can think of animal psyche in this context. For example, animals experience emotions, but they
don’t have consciousness. In addition, in his works Uznadze describes the first level of mental life.
It is the level of impulsive behavior which is performed without the participation of consciousness
(objectification) and requires an underlying set itself. Therefore, the unconscious does not seem
to be a redundant concept. With this fact taken into consideration, we need a classification of un-
conscious processes which would include both conscious and unconscious phenomena (Imedadze,
2017).

Thus, for Uznadze the problem related to the unconscious can be, in fact, translated into the
justification of non-phenomenal psyche. This makes it significantly different from psychoanalytic
approach which describes the unconscious in terms of normal conscious experience. Contrary to
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the above, Uznadze’s set refers to a totally different ontological reality, totally different psyche. We
should also keep in mind that Uznadze’s concept of set and Freud’s concept of unconscious are key
categories in completely different theoretical systems and acquire meaning only within the context
of the corresponding system, as a whole. That is why, one cannot so easily replace the psychoana-
lytic unconscious with Set, even though at the Tbilisi symposium the concept of set was interpreted
as our (Soviet) alternative to the psychoanalytic unconscious.

All the above created serious obstacles to the dialogue between these two approaches. In addi-
tion, most representatives of psychoanalysis and other directions of depth psychology learned about
the Theory of Set only at the symposium. For many of them it was a real discovery. Among the
participants there were also researchers with a distinct personal viewpoint, knowledgeable about the
interrelationship between these two approaches (Ansbacher, 1978; Chertok, 1981; Rollins, 1978).
Frankly speaking, no-one expected that the symposium would solve the problem of the uncon-
scious and the participants would change their viewpoints. Nevertheless, discussions around dif-
ferent opinions and issues were definitely useful, which was clearly revealed in all the comments.
Therefore, we can say without hesitation that the symposium was definitely successful. The above
mentioned four volumes of the symposium materials are enough proof of the success. The four
volumes are still valuable for any library due to the fact that they have not lost their scientific sig-
nificance. The symposium seriously stimulated interest in the unconscious among Soviet scientists
(Angelini, 2008). It raised the awareness of the Georgian school of psychology and may have even
reached its climax. In the decade following the symposium the Georgian psychological school was
very well represented at the international level. Unfortunately, due to political and economic factors
the situation dramatically changed after the 1990s and the Georgian school’s productivity and its
international presence sharply diminished.

The psychological community as well as other scientific associations actively responded
to the symposium. The symposium outcomes were discussed at a specially organized meeting in
San-Francisco (1980), the Munich International Conference of the German Academy for Psycho-
analysis (1980) and the New-Orleans Conference of the American Psychiatric Association (1981)
(baxranze-Illeposwus, 1985).

Out of the numerous responses [ will cite only two of them. One is an excerpt from the letter
of the distinguished linguist and psycholinguist R. Jakobson to the President of the Academy of
Sciences of Georgia. ‘From now on the Georgian school of psychology with its remarkable Theory
of Set has firmly established a stable place in the international domain of ideas. <...> Personally
for me, this symposium will always remain a deep, unforgettable memory.” The President of the
German Academy for Psychoanalysis G. Ammon wrote: ‘The symposium outcomes will become
evident in the near future and will take the form of the opportunity of joint and mutually correcting
work. Dimitri Uznadze’s school must play its positive role and influence the western psychoanal-
ysis. Psychanalysis, on its part, may help it with the facts accumulated for decades.” (baxranze-
leposus, 1985, ¢V £7).

Finally, it should be noted that there is a dramatic decline in the entire science of psychology
in terms of the elaboration of the category of the unconscious. Except for psychoanalysis, other con-
ceptions of depth psychology and Uznadze’s theory (maybe P. Janet is another exception), there is
no coherent system of opinions within which a broad range of issues on the nature and functioning
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of the unconscious has been elaborated. The modern academic psychology is quite skeptical about
psychoanalysis, but it cannot offer anything productive instead. Presently dominant cognitivism
is actually limited to the investigation of the individual phenomena of subsensory and perceptual
defences and to modest statements according to which cognitive activity mainly proceeds uncon-
sciously (which, was well-known by Wiirzburg School already one hundred years ago). Given the
present state of affairs the systemic theoretical and experimental research on mental processes and
the unconscious regulation of behavior conducted for many decades by Uznadze’s school of psy-
chology might prove to be quite productive. Moreover, this kind of research needs to be continued
due to the fact that the potential of the general psychological theory of set has not been fully used
yet.
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