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(TaTbe Npe/CTaBNeHbl Pe3ynbTaTbl UCCIIeA0BAHIA, NOCBALEHHOTO U3yUeHII0 CTPYKTYPbI U OYHKUWI OPraHin3aLiMOHHOr0 10BEPUA NPY NOMOLLI UCNONb30BaHNA
NPAMbIX U HENPAMbIX (KauecTBEHHbIX) METOZI0B — CEMAHTUUECKOro AuddepeHLnana u MeToaa KoHTeHT-aHanu3a. OeHomeH 0praHu3aLUnoHHoro JoBepys

NPeACTaBNeH uepe3 aHanu3 CyGbeKTUBHbIX NPEACTABAEHIIA 0 HEM U ero PN B GYHKLIMOHUPOBAHUI OPTaHU3aLMI Y COTPYAHUKOB OPraHu3alWii Pa3nuuHoro TNa.

B KauecTBe 0CHOBHOIA TN0Te3bl BbICTYNANO NPEANONoXeHHe 0 TOM, YT0 NPeACTaBNeHNA 0 CTPYKTYPe 11 GYHKLUAX 0PraHU3aLMOHHOTO A0BEPUA OyaYT pa3nuyaTbCs

y Mofedi, paboTatolinx B OPraHIN3aLMAX C er0 HU3KIM 1 C BbICOKIM YPOBHEM. Ha BbIGOPKe 13 378 COTPYAHUKOB OpraHu3aLuii pa3niuuHoro Tuna (KomMmepyeckuy,

FOCYAAPCTBEHHbIX, 06pa30BaTeNbHbIX, MeANLIMHCKIAX U AP.) YCTAHOBAEHDI Pa3Nuyua B CyGbEKTUBHbIX 00pa3ax 0praHy3al, ABAAIOLLEICA aKTYanbHbIM MECTOM PaboTb,

Y PECTIOHAIEHTOB B rpynnax ¢ NPOTUBONONOXHOI (HU3KOIA 11 BbICOKOI) OLEHKOM YPOBHA OPraHi3alMOHHOr0 J0BepUa. oKa3aHa HeNMHERHOCTb CTPYKTYPHbIX KOMMOHEHTOB

0PTaHW3aUNOHHOTO AOBEPYA: Obi BbIAENIEHbI ABE PA3NNUHbIE N0 CBOEH CTPYKTYPE rPyNMbl NPU3HAKOB WM MHANKATOPOB YPOBHA JOBEPUA B OpraHu3aLuu. BoiasneHbl

JBE OCHOBHbIE (YHKLUM BLICOKOTO YPOBHA OPraHu3aLnoHHOT0 JOBEPUA: OYHKUMA UAEANN3aLUNY OPTaHU3ALMN 1 DYHKUNA NONOKMUTENBHO IMOLMOHANbHON OLEHKY

0pTaHu3aWNi, ABNAIOLLENCA aKTYNbHBIM MECTOM PaboTbl. Pe3ynbTaTbl CCNe0BaHUA MOTYT GbiTb UCTIONb30BAHbI ANA COBEPLIEHCTBOBAHUA METOAOB NOBbILIEHNA

0PraHU3aUNOHHOTO AOBEPYUSA Kak NPEAUKTOPA OPraHi3aLMOHHOI NPUBEDKEHHOCTH U Pa3BUTHA TPYAOBOI MOTUBALIM NEPCOHANE. KPOMe TOro, N0AyUeHHbIe pe3ynbTaThl

N03BOAAIT NPUONU3NTLCA K Pa3paboTKe METOAOB IKCNPECC-ANArHOCTUKM YPOBHA OPraHi3aLOHHOr0 0BEPUA.

KnioueBble cnoBa: ncxonorua TpyAa, OpraHu3aLuoHHoe foBepue, NpeacTaBnerHna, NCMX0CeMaHTUKa, KOHTEHT-aHanu3.

his article investigates the structure and functions of organizational trust, examining the content of employees’ subjective notions about organizational trust and

it’s role in organization’s functioning. The combination of direct (R.B.Shaw's trust assessment survey) and indirect (the semantic differential scale; the content-
analysis of the checklist of trust structural components) methods was used. Using data on 378 employees of different organizations (commercial, medical, educational) we
distinguished subjective images of organization in groups with opposite estimation of organizational trust’s level. The study indicated that organizational trust’s structure
is not linear, and exposed two main functions of high level of organizational trust — idealization and positive emotional estimation both of actual organization (that is
currently place of employment). Obtained data provide basis for express-diagnostic of trust in organization and might be used for design of psychological training aiming
high organization’s efficacy.

Keywords: work psychology, organizational trust, notions, psychosemantics, content-analysis.
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[ ConmanbHag nmcuxonorus |

PraHU3aIMOHHOE JJOBEPUE — TIPO-

6neMHas 06JMACTb B OPraHU3ALU-

OHHOW TICUXONOTHU U IICUXOJIO-
THU TPYy/a, NPUBIEKAIONMAA BCe OObIIee
BHUMAHHE B MOCJIEAHNE ABAALATD JIET KaK
CO CTOPOHBI HAYYHBIX HCCIELOBATENEN,
TaK U CO CTOPOHBI MPAKTUKO-OPUEHTH-
POBaHHBIX ~ crenuanucTos  (Kympenyen-
K0, 2008; JIyuxo, 2006; Bachmann, Inkpen,
2011; Clark, Payne, 1997; Colquitt, Lepine,
Zapata, Piccolo, Rich, 2012; Mayer, Davis,
Schoorman, 1995; Mayer, Gavin, 2005;
Rousseau, Sitkin, Burt, Camerer, 1998).
[Ipy4MHAMU TAKOTO MHTEPECA BBICTYIIA-
I0T, C OZJHON CTOPOHBI, CIIELU(PUKA PA3BU-
THS COBPEMEHHOTO OOMIECTBA, A C JPYroin
CTOPOHBI — CBA3AHHBIE C 3TUM TPAHC(HOP-
MAIL[¥ COBPEMEHHO! IICUXONOTHU TPYAd
W OPraHU3AIMOHHON TICUXOJIOTUA. BKpat-
1€ MOSCHUM 00€ IPUYKHBL.

IlepBasg npuUuMHA CBA3aHA C TEM, YTO,
COTTIACHO TOYKE 3PEHNA OOMBITUHCTBA COB-
PEMEHHBIX MCCIENOBATENEN, B HACTOAIIEE
BpeMA OOIIECTBO HAXOAUTCA HA JTAIE TIe-
PEXO/1a K KYJIBTYpE 3HAHUIL, KOTOPas 00/1a-
JIA€T PAZOM YHUKAIBHBIX XdPAKTEPUCTUK,
34JIAI0INX KAUeCTBEHHO HOBBIE TPEOOBA-
HUA 9PQMEKTUBHOTO (PYHKIMOHUPOBAHUA
opranusauuil. K 9TUM XapaKTepuUCTHKAM
MOKHO OTHECTH:

1) OrpaHUYEHHYI0 BO3MOKHOCTD KOHTDOJI,
2)BBICOYAMIIYI0  CKOPOCTb  IIPOTEKAHMUA

U CMEHBI BCEX COIMAIBHBIX NPOLIECCOB,

CHIDKAIOMYIO BO3MOKHOCTD HCIIONb30-

BAHUA OIIBITA;
3)yMEHBLICHUE BPEMEHU Ul NIPUHATHA

PpELICHUIT;

4) HEOGXOIMMOCTb B3AUMOJICHCTBHA C HETPU-

BBIYHBIMH KyJIBTYPAMU.

Opranusanuy, KeIaomue MPOJAOILKATh
3((EKTUBHOE  PA3BUTHE, CTATKUBAIOTCS
C HEOOXOUMOCTBIO TIOMCKA TIPUHIHIIH-
ATBHO HOBOTO PECYPCA, KOTOPBII CMOT' Ob
IPEIOCTABUTD KAYECTBEHHOE OOECTIEUEHHNE
BCEX BHYTPHOPTaHU3ALMOHHBIX POLIECCOB
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B HOBOM Cpefie. B Ka4ecTse TaKkoro pecyp-
Ca MOXET BBICTYIIATb JoBepue. MHorue as-
TOPBI UCIIONb3YIOT B HAYYHOM JIATEPATYPE
TEPMHH <«KamuTan gosepus> (Iedepr, bep-
Hep, 2005; Jacko, 2003; ®ykyama, 2004),
O3HAYAIOLINH, YTO «B NEPUOABI JUHAMUY-
HOT'O PA3BUTUA U I'OCIOACTBA IKOHOMUKH
3HAHUIM, IOBEPHE 3AMEHACT OrPAHUYCHHYIO
BO3MOKHOCTb KOHTPOJIA. S3HAHUA — 3TO pe-
CyPC, KOTOPBIM BIAJEET YENOBEK... HAJl HUM
HE T4K JIETKO YCTAHOBUTDH KOHTPOJIb, KAK HAL
TEXHUYECKMMHU CUCTEMAMU U 0O0DYA0Ba-
Huem» (Kupxrep u ap., 2005, C. 245).

Bropasd npuyrHa aKTYyalbHOCTH TEMBI
JOBEPHS CBA3AHA C NOABICHUEM B IIOC/IEC]-
Hee BpeMA ONPEAEICHHOM TEHACHLINH
B KJIACTEPE HAYK O PaOOTAIOMEM YEIOBEKE.
DTy TEHACHLUIO MOXHO OIPEAEIUTbh KAK
BCe Gorblee CMeIeHne (POKyCca BHUMAHUA
B CTOPOHY CYOBEKTMBHO HAIOJTHEHHBIX,
CJIOKHBIX ¥ MHOTOMEPHBIX (DEHOMEHOB B
KaueCcTBe OOBEKTOB U3y4eHUs. JJOBEpHE AB-
JHETCA OJHUM M3 XaPAKTEPHBIX MOJO0OHBIX
IPUMEPOB, «KOTOPBIC IIONYYAIOT OT HC-
ceoBareneii 00pa3Hyl0 KBATU(PHKALMIO
«KATEropus  IIOBBIIEHHON  CJIOKHOCTHY,
«TOHYAMIIKE [ICUXOJOIMYECKUE ABICHUA>
U TIL, YTO CBUJIETEIbCTBYET, IIPEKIE BCETO,
0 YPE3BbIYANHON TPYAOEMKOCTH UX UCCIIE-
JIOBAHUA M3-3a BBICOKON AMHAMUYHOCTH,
MHOTO(DAKTOPHOH  3aBUCHUMOCTH U T.IL>
(Kynpertuenko, 2008, C. 9). 9r1a Tenuen-
LY TIOJYYA€T PA3BUTUE B IIOAXOZE, 4ACTO
0003HAYAEMOM B JINTEPATYPE «TYMAHUCTH-
YECKUM», I7i€ TTIABHBIA IIPEAMET U3Y4EHNUs
— 0€0024 CMBICTIOBAA PEANBHOCTD, CYIIIECT-
BYIOLIAA B OpraHu3anuy. COrlacHo JaHHO-
MY TIOZIXOZAY, KUK/Asd BHYTPEHHAA [IePEMEH-
Hag U KOKIbIA BHYTPHOPIaHU3ALOHHBIN
IPOLIECC MOTYT OBITh NOHATHI B 3aBUCHMO-
CTH OT CMBIC/IA, KOTOPBII NPUITKCHIBACTCS
UM U TPAHCIUPYETCS COTPYAHUKAMU OpIa-
HM3ALMK B TOM WK UHOM curyauun (ba-
3apos, Epemun, 2001; 3unuenko, byceirn-
Ha, 2013).
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HTaK, B KA4eCTBE OTIPABHON TOYKHU MBI
NPUHUMAEM TIONOKEHHE O TOM, 4TO (pe-
HOMEH JIOBEPHA ABJAETCA, BO-NEPBBIX, TEM
HOTEHIUATBHBIM PECYPCOM, KOTOPBII MO-
3BOJIAET OPTaHM3ALUAM IIPOJOILKATL (-
(PEKTUBHOE (DYHKIIMOHMPOBAHUE U Pa3-
BUTHE B HOBBIX YCJIOBHAX, U BO-BTOPBIX,
OTHOCUTCH K YHCIY CYOBEKTUBHO HAIOJ-
HEHHBIX (DEHOMEHOB, MMEIOMMUX BCIEICT-
BUE 3TOTO JOCTATOYHO PA3MBITHIE PAHU-
npl. OTCIOAA CNEAYET BBIBOJ — [N TOTO,
YTOOBI ONPEIEIUTD, KAK IMEHHO 3TOT Pe-
CypC MOXHO HCIIONb30BATh B KOHTEKCTE
perymuun  (PyHKIMOHUPOBAHUA OPIaHU-
3a11H, HEOOXOAMMO, TIPEXKE BCETO, OIPe-
JETUTh U OLEHUTb COAEPAKAHUE CyOb-
€KTUBHBIX IIPEACTABNEHUA O (DEHOMEHE
JIOBEPUS Y PA6OTAIONINX JIHOZIEHL.

Msydenne CymHOCTH (DEHOMEHA Op-
TAHU3AIMOHHOIO JIOBEPHA YEPE3 MPHU3MY
CYOBEKTHBHBIX TIPE/ICTABNEHUIT CYOBEKTOB
JEATENbHOCTH, Ha HAII B3IVIAJ, HEJOCTATOY-
HO TIOJHO PACKPBITO B CYMECTBYIOMUX Te-
OPETUYECKUX MOJENAX M 3MIHUPHYECKUX
UCCIIE0BAHMAX, OJHAKO OTKPBIBAET HOBBIE
METOJOJNOTHYECKUE U MPAKTUYECKUE TIEP-
CHEKTUBBL COIMTACHO ONPEAEIEHHUIO, TIPEJ-
CTABJIEHUE — 3TO OJIUH U3 BUJOB 0OPA30B,
4 UMEHHO — 00pa3 MPEAMETOB WIN ABJIE-
HWI, BO3HUKAIOMUKM HA OCHOBE IIPONLIO-
IO OnbiTa (3UHYeHKO, 2005). Baxnedmmmu
KAUeCTBAMU NPEICTABICHUN ABNAETCA CXE-
MATH3UPOBAHHOCTh U OOOOIICHHOCTD, TO
€CTb OTPAKEHNE HAUOONEE CYIIECTBEHHBIX
1 XaPAKTEPHBIX YePT YIIOMHHAEMOTO TIPEJ-
META WK ABIEHUA. TAKM 00pa3oM, U3yde-
HUE TPE/ICTABICHUI PAOOTAOMUX JIOfICH
O CTPYKTYpE M (DYHKIHAX OPraHU3AIMOH-
HOTO JIOBEPHUA MO3BOMAET BBIIETUTL CAMBIE
CYHIECTBEHHBIE, AZIEPHBIE XAPAKTEPUCTHKN
(pEHOMEHA JIOBEPUA B KOHTEKCTE OPraHH-
3AIMOHHBIX B3ANMOJIENCTBHIA, KOTOPBIE SAB-
JHIOTCA BAKHBIMU ONPEEAOMUMU (DyH-
KIMOHUPOBAHUA OPTAHU3ALMU UMEHHO 10
MPUYMHE TOTO, YTO CAMHU COTPYHUKU OpIa-
HU3AIUI CIUTAIOT MX TAKOBBIMH.

MeTos;  KOHTEHT-AHAIM3A  TI03BOJA-
€T BBIABUTD CYIIECTBYIOMUE POOIEMHBIE
00J1ACTU B TIOHUMAHUU U TPAKTOBKE JIOBE-
pus, B TO BPEMA KaK UCIOJb30BAHUE CE-
MAHTHYECKOTO AUP(PEPEHIIMATA TTO3BO-
JIET BBIABUTb M ONEPALUOHATUZNPOBATH
IIyOUHHOE COAEPAKAHUE (PEHOMEHA Opra-
HHM3ALUOHHOTO JIOBEPUS, 4 TAKKE MPOBO-
JUTb CPABHEHUA PA3HBIX OOBEKTOB MEKTY
COO0. Pe3ynpTaToM ABNAETCA CTPYKTY-
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pa B3aMMOCBA3CH U IMOJOKEHUI PA3HBIX
OOBEKTOB 0 BHYTPEHHEN MIKAJIE IOBEPHS,
KOTOpAs HE BCETJa JMHENHA U HE BCEInd
MOXET OBITb «CXBAYEHA», HATIPUMED, Me-
TOJAMH AHKETUPOBAaHMA. 062 YIOMAHY-
THIX HAMH METOZd OOBEAMHAET TO, UTO
OHM PabOTAIOT C U3YYEHUEM 3HAYCHUN U
CMBICJIOB U ABJIAIOTCA METOAAMU «KOJIMYE-
CTBEHHOI'O ¥ KAYECTBEHHOI'O MHJEKCHPO-
BaHuA 3HaueHur» (bypaauyk, Moposos,
1999, C. 299).

NccnepoBaHune

I'naBHAsd 11€b HACTOAIMIETO MCCIEI0BA-
HUSA — QHAJU3 CTPYKTYPHI U (DYHKLIHUIT Op-
TAHU3AIMOHHOIO JIOBEPUS ITIOCPEACTBOM
U3Y4EHUS COAEPKAHUSA TIPE/ICTABICHNN Pa-
6oTaromux ozeit 06 3ToM (peHoMmeHe. [
JOCTKEHUS JAHHOM 1[ETU ObUIN BbIOPAHBL
METO/l KOHTEHT-aHaIN3a U METOJl CEMaH-
TUYECKOTO U epeHnnana.

Bbi6opka

B nccineoBaHny IpUHAIN ydacTue 378
COTPYAHHUKOB OPI'aHU3ALMI PA3TUYHOIO
THIA (TOCYAAPCTBEHHBIX, KOMMEPUYECKHUX,
MEIUIMHCKUX, 00Pa30BATENBHBIX U JIP.)

M Crio1b30BAHHBIC  TICUXOAMATHOCTHYC-
CKUE METOAMKH PELIAIN CICAYIOME 3a/a-
YU IOJIYYEHNA ¥ HHTEPIPETALNYI SMIMPHU-
YECKUX JAHHBIX:

Ta6n. 1. Cxema nccnenosaHuis.

1. OueHKa ypoBHsA JOBEpUS B OPraHM3a-
1un. [ 3T0ro 6bUIA UCIIONb30BAHA Me-
TOJMKA OLICHKH YPOBHA JOBEPHA B OPIa-
nusauuu Pb. o (o, 2000).

2. OnpezienieHne  COAEPKAHUA TIPEICTAB-
JICHUI PECHOHZICHTOB O KOHKPETHOM
opranusauuu («OpraHusanus, B KOTO-
poit 4 paboTaio») U 06 WIEATBHBIX 00b-
ekrax («OpraHusanusd, Kotopas JoBe-
pser MHe», «OpraHusauud, KOTopou 4
MOIY [OBEPATH>) C LIEJIbIO OIPEACTICHUA
Pas3nIu4uil B CTPYKTYpPE OPraHU3aLMOH-
HOro jioBepus. 002 NOCHEAHUX OOBEK-
Ta — «Opra"usanys, KoTopas JOBepAeT
MHe», «OpraHusanud, KOTOpOu 1 MOIy
JOBEPATH> JAIOT BO3MOXKHOCTb OIKCA-
HUA (PAKTOPA OXMJAHUI OTHOCUTENB-
HO OTHONIEHUN J0Bepus. g 3TOro uc-
I0JIb30BAIACh METOAMKA CTAHZAPTHOI'O
25-IIKAIBHOTO  CEMAHTHYECKOTO  JIU(-
(epennuana (Cepxut, 2004).

3. BolaBnenue NPEACTABICHUIA O IIPOAB-
JICHVAX /IPU3HAKAX JIOBEPHA B OpPraHu-
3auuu. [l 3TOr0 MCIOJIb30BANACh dB-
TOpCKad aHkera «QyHKUMY, IPU3HAKUA U
CUMBOJIMKA OPIaHMU3aLMOHHOIO  JI0BE-
pus>, BKIIOUABIAA B C€O64 5 BOMPOCOB.
Tt JaHHOT'O MCCIEJOBAHN BAZKHBI TOIb-
KO JBa n3 Hux: «C yem y Bac accouumpy-
ercs (CBA3dH) HU3KUI YPOBEHb JOBEPHA
B Opranu3anyu? KakoBbl €ro NIPU3HAKY U
npossneHus?» 1 «C yem y Bac accounmpy-
ercs (CBA3aH) BHICOKUI YPOBEHD J0BEPHA
B Opranu3anuy? KakoBbl €ro NIPU3HAKY U
IPOABICHUA >

[ ConmanbHasa nmcuxomaorus |

4. Bolasnenue CyObEKTMBHOIO 00pa3a CBO-
€i1 OPraHu3aLuK (CTENEHH €ro Ipopabo-
TAHHOCTH, OTPHULIATENBHOTO WX MONOKHU-
TEJIBHOIO CMbIC/IA). [l 9TOrO B aHAIU3
OBUI BKIIOUEH JIOTOMHUTENBHBIA BOMIPOC,
C(hOPMYTMPOBAHHBINA CIEAYIOMMM 06pa-
3oM: «Ecmm 6B Bac monpocum Onmcath
OPraHu3aIuIo, B KOTOPOH Bbr pa6orae-
Te, OJIHAM CJIOBOM, TO 3TO OBLIO OBI ...
Tax nepes pecrioHIEHTOM HEABHO CTABU-
JTACh 33/1a4d COOTHECEHUA 3HAYEHUA 00D~
ekra «OpraHuzanysd, B KOTopou f pabo-
TAI0», 33/1aBAEMOE BCEH COBOKYIHOCTBIO
TPU3HAKOB OLIEHUBAEMOTO OOBEKTA, CO
3HAYEHUEM CJIOBA, KOTOPOE BBIOPAHO B
KAueCTBE OMUCAHUA. [TOCKOMBKY CTOUT
3471242 BEIOOPA TOJBKO OJHOTO CJIOBA, TO
3TO BBIOPAHHOE /U1 OIUCAHUA CIOBO Oy-
JIeT IPE3EHTUPOBATH CAMOE 3HAUUMOE I
CYOBEKTA B OIUCBIBAEMOM OOBEKTE. OHO
MOKET OBIT MONOKUTENBHBIM WK OTPU-
LIATE/BHBIM.

MinoTtesbl

B xauyecTBe OCHOBHOW TMIIOTE3bl BBI-
CTYNIWIO TNPEANONOKEHHE O TOM, 4YTO
IPE/ICTABIEHUSA O CTPYKTYPE U (PYHKIHUAX
OPraHM3ALMOHHOTO JIOBEpUA OyAyT pas-
JINYAThCS B TPYIITAX JIOAEH, pabOTAONNX
B OPraHU3AIMAX C HA3KUM U C BBICOKHAM
YPOBHEM OPIaHU3ALMOHHOIO JJOBEPHL.

CxemMa HUCCIEOBAHNUA  IIPEACTABIEHA
B Ta0m. 1.

Wcnon b3yeMble MeToANKU

AHanusupyemblii pesynbtat

CopeprkaHue

1. MeToavKa oueHKn ypoBHA fosepua P.b. Lo

PasgeneHne BIGOPKM Ha 2 YacTy | Mpynna C OLEHKOM YPOBHSA
[IOBEpVIA B OpraHmM3aLum
KaK BbICOKOrO

[pynna c oLeHKoN ypOBHA
[OBEPVA B OPraHm13aLmm
Kak H13KOro

uman

2. CTaHAapTHbIV 25-WKanbHbIN ceMaHTUYecKnin anddepeH-

CemaHTMYeCKan yH1Bepcanums
0bbekTa «OpraHun3aLus, B KOTo-
polt 4 paboTtato»

OcHOBHble pa3nnumna NpeacTaBaeHsl Ha puc. 1

[lonoxeHne oLeH1BaeMbIX 06b-
€KTOB B Bble/IeHHOM CEMaHTU-
YeCKOM MPOCTpaHCTBe

OcHoBHble pasnnuna NpefcTaBneHsbl B Tabs. 2,
Ha puc. 2-4.

C/TOBOM, TO 3TO 6bI710 6bl ...»

3. AHanu3 oTBeTOB Ha Bonpoc «Ecnv 6bl Bac nonpocunn
onvicaTb OpraH13aLuio, B KOTopoii Bbl paboTtaete, ogHUM

LK (yepes CnoBa-onmncaHms co-
M1aCHO SKCMEePTHOW OLieHKe)

CybbeKTVBHbIN 06pa3 opraHmnsa- | OCHOBHbIE pa3nuumaA NPeacTaBeHsl B Tabn. 3,4,
Ha puc. 5

CreneHb 0CO3HAHHOCTY CyObek-
TVMBHOrO 06pa3a opraHm3aLmnm

21% cnos - meTadopbl

9,9% cnos - meTadgopbl

4. AHann3 oTBETOB Ha BOMPOChI:

1) «C yem y Bac accoumnpyetca (cBA3aH) HU3KMIN YPOBEHb [0-

BEpUA B OpraHn3aLmnm? Kakosbl €ro mpr3Haku v NpOABAEHNA?»
2) «C yemy Bac accounmpyeTtca (CBA3aH) BbICOKMI YPOBEHb AO-
BEpUA B OpraHn3aLmnm? Kakosbl €ro mpr3Haku v NpOABAEHNA?»

CTpyKTypa Npr3Hakos opraHu-
3aLVIOHHOrO JOBEPYIA B Npes-
CTaBfeHNAX PABOTAIOLLVIX JToel

Cm. 1abn. 5

ISSN 2079-6617 Print | 2309-9828 Online
© Lomonosov Moscow State University, 2016
© Russian Psychological Society, 2016

96

[18 uumuposaHus:

For citation:

M.M. 3aBapueBa CTpyKTypa v GyHKLIMM OpraHi3aLyoHHOro A0BEPUA B MPeACTaBNEHNAX

COTPYAHNKOB // HalmoHanbHbI ncuxonorndeckuii xypHan. — 2016. — N2 2(22). - C. 94-104. doi: 10.11621/npj.2016.0209

Marina M. Zavartseva

(2016) Structure and functions of organizational trust in employees’

notions. National Psychological Journal, [Natsionalnyy psikhologicheskiy zhurnal], 2, 94-104.doi: 10.11621/npj.2016.0209



[ ConmanbHag nmcuxonorus |

Table 1. Research Structure.
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Method of Research

Analysis Object

Contents

1. Trust level evaluation technique by Robert B. Shaw

Sample division into two groups | Group with high estimation | Group with low estimation
of organizational trust level

of organizational trust
level

2. Standardized semantic differential with 25 scales

"The organization | am currently
employed in"

Semantic universal of the object | The basic differences are presented in the Picture 1

Evaluated objects' position in
the specified semantic space.

The basic differences are presented in the Table 2 and in
the Pictures 2-4

3. Question answering analysis ("What word would you use
to describe the organization you are employed in?")

Organization subjective image
(through the descriptive words
according to expert evaluation)

The basic differences are presented in the Tables 3 and 4
and in the Picture 5

Awareness degree dedicated to
organization subjective image

Metaphors are 21% of
answers

Metaphors are 9,9% of
answers

4. Questions answering analysis. Questions:

level? Could you list its indicators?"

level? Could you list its indicators?"

1) "What associations do you have with 'low organization trust

2) "What associations do you have with 'high organization trust

Structure of organization trust
indicators as understood by
employees

The structure is described in Table 5

Pesynbrathbi

Mexrpynnosble pasnuuusa

JI1s TIPOBEPKY THIIOTESB! BEIOOPKA OblIA
pasjeneHd Ha 2 IPYIIBL 10 NOKA3ATeIAM
METOJIMKH OLIEHKH ypOBHA joBepus Pb. Ilo:
1)rpyIia ¢ OLEHKO! YPOBHA JOBEPUA B Op-

I'dHU3ALMH, BBICTYIAIOLIEH B KAYECTBE AK-

TYaJIBHOTO MECTA PaOOTBIL, KAK HU3KOTO (<

18 6a/II0B 11O MIKATE I0BEPHE», N = 76);
2)Ipynna ¢ OLEHKON yPOBHA [OBEPUA B

OPTraHU3ALHHU KAK BBHICOKOTO (= 30 6an-

JIOB 110 WKAJIE «10BEpUe», N = 84).

Kax 1 0Xuganoch, IPeCTABICHUA O
KOHKPETHOHM OPraHU3aLUY, ABIAIOIICHCS
AKTYQJIbHBIM MECTOM PaOOTHI PECHOH/IEH-
TOB, PA3MUYAIOTCA MEXKIY COOOH B IPYIITAX
C BBICOKOH M HU3KOM OIIEHKOW JIOBEPUS.

Pasnunuus B o6pasax oLeHBaeMbiX
06beKTOB (N0 MeToAMKe
ceMaHTUYeckoro anddepeHumana)

IlepBbii METO/, AHAIN3A JJAHHBIX, IIO-
JIYYEHHBIX 110 METOJUKE CEMAHTUYECKOIO
mupdepennmana (CI) — METOL CEMaHTH-
yeckux ynusepcami (CY). CemanTnue-
CKas YHUBEPCAIUA €CTh CIUCOK BBIIEIEH-
HBIX U1 JIAHHOIO CTUMYJA OLEHOK IO
IIK41aM, OJJMUHAKOBO OIICHUBAEMBIX OOJIb-
IAHCTBOM UCIBITYEMbIX.

Kax BuaHOo 13 puc. 1, ceManTudeckue
VHUBEPCAIAN 00beKTa «OpraHu3anus, B
KOTOPOH 1 pab0TaI0», OJIYYECHHBIE B IPYII-
I1aX C IPOTUBOIOIOKHON OLIEHKOH YPOBHS

JIOBEPHA B OPTAHU3ALNH, HE UMEIOT OOIMHX
JECKPUIITOPOB. OTO O3HAYAET, UTO CYOBEK-
TUBHBIE OOPA3bl OPTaHU3AIUHM, BBHICTYIA-
IOWIEN B KAYECTBE AKTYAJIbHOTO MECTA Pa-
6OTEL, B IPYNNAX C NPOTHBONOIOKHBIMA
OLEHKAMH JIOBEPHA HE UMEIOT HUYETO 00-
LIETO.

Bropor METOA aHAIM3a IOJYYEHHBIX
JAHHBIX 1TpU oMoy metoanku CJl — me-
TOJ, IHOCTPOEHHA CEMAHTHYECKOIO IpO-
CTPAHCTBA. JIByMEPHBIE CEMAHTHYECKHE
IPOCTPAHCTBA MOIYT OBITh NOCTPOEHEL
TPU TIONAPHOM PA3TOKEHUH HA (PAKTOPEL.
[Ipy 3KCIIOPATOPHOM (DAKTOPHOM aHA-
7u3e OB BBIAENIEHBI 4 (DAKTOPA, OUH

xopowni (6,3)
cBeTnbii (6,3) bright
npuATHbIN (6,1) pleasant
CnnbHbIN (6,0) strong
YMHbIV (6,0) smart
n06pbiii (5,9) kind
poaHoi (2,1) native
KU3HepagoCTHbIN (2,1) cheerful
NOBUMBIIA %Hfavounte
af0CTHbIN (2,0) j
P 19)
aKTUBHBbIN (1,7)

Ipynna c oLieHKoii ypoBHA A0BEPHA B OPraHI3aLIM Kak BbICOKOTo
Group with high estimation of organizational trust level

U3 KOTOPBIX SABIAETCA ABHBIM apTe(haK-
TOM (B HETO BXOJUT TONBKO OJJHA IIKaNa
«BIIAKHBINA-CYXOM»). OCTAIbHBIE TPU (PAK-
TOPA: <IOJIOKUTENbHBINA-OTPULATEbHBII,
«IDYAHBI-NIETKAM> M «IIACCUBHBIN-AK-
THBHBII> OOPA3YIOT CEMAHTHYECKUE MPO-
CTPAHCTBA, B KOTOPBIX OLIEHUBAEMBIE 00D~
€KTBl UMEIOT ONPE/EIECHHDBIE KOOPAUHATEL
(. Tabm. 2, puc. 2-4). Baxneimum pe-
3Y/IBTATOM SABIAETCA BBIABIEHUE CIIEAYIO-
IIETo (haKTa — B IPYIIIE C OLIEHKON YPOBHA
JIOBEPHA KAK HU3KOTO, PEANBHBIN OOBEKT
(«Opranmsanus, B KOTOPOI f paboTaio»)
U WJIEAIbHBIE OOBEKTHl 3aHUMAIOT PA3HBIE
YETBEPTU CEMAHTUYECKOTO NPOCTPAHCTBA,

HanpsKeHHbIN (5,6) tense

6onbluon (3,1) large
XaoTuyHbIii (3,1) chaotic

Tpynna c oLeHKoit ypoBHA J0BEpUsA B OPraHM3aLMi Kak HU3KOro
Group with low estimation of organizational trust level

Puc. 1. Paznuuma n cxoacTea B olieHke obbekTa «OpraHmn3aLmna, B KOTOPOit A paboTato» Mo MeToavKe

C/l, BblisiBneHHble metogom CY.

Figure 1. The differences and the similarities found during the evaluation of the object «The

organization I am employed in» using the method of semantic differential and semantic universal in

particular.
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Tabn. 2. KOOleI/IHaTbI OoueHMBaemblx 00beKTOB B BblA€NEHHOM CEMAHTUYECKOM MPOCTPAHCTBE.

[ ConmanbHasa nmcuxomaorus |

OueHMBaeMbili 06bEKT (dakTopbl
QakTop 1: ®akTop 2: QakTop 3: DaxTop 4:
NONOKNUTENbHBIV— | aKTUBHbIN— nerknmi- BNaKHbIVi—
OTpULATENbHBbIN NacCcUBHbIN TPYLHbIN cyxom
Mpynna c oLeHKoit «OpraHwv3aums, KoTopasa JOBEPAET MHE 0,15 -0,01 0,01 0,18
YpPOBHA foBepua Kak | «OpraHv3auma, KOTOpow A MOy AOBEPATb -0,29 -0,04 -0,27 0,26
LEROL0 «OpraHw3auus, B KOTOPOW A paboTato» 1,27 0,31 0,69 -0,22
[pynna c oLeHKoit «OpraHwv3auus, KoTopasa JOBEPAET MHE -0,29 -0,03 -0,20 -0,12
ypOBHA foBepua Kak | «OpraHu3auma, KOTOpow A MOy AOBEPATb -041 -0,12 -0,35 -0,03
BbICOKOTO «OpraH13auus, B KOTOPOU A paboTalo» -0,39 -0,04 -0,07 -0,12
Table 2. Evaluated object coordinates in the specified semantic space.
Evaluated Object Factors

Factor 1: positive — | Factor 2: active - | Factor 3: easy - Factor 4: wet — dry
negative passive difficult
Group with low "The organization that trusts me" 0,15 -0,01 0,01 0,18
estimation of "The organization that | can trust" -0,29 -0,04 -0,27 0,26
organizational trust level | »r,o organization | am currently employed in" 127 0,31 0,69 -0,22
Group with high "The organization that trusts me" -0,29 -0,03 -0,20 -0,12
estimation of «OpraHwv3aupa, KOTOPOW A MOry JOBePATL» -0,41 -0,12 -0,35 -0,03
organizational trustlevel | o2 13a1 19, & koTOpOI A PaGoTaion 0,39 0,04 0,07 0,12

B TO BPEM KAK B IPYIITIE C OIIEHKOM YPOBHA
JIOBEPHS KaK BBICOKOTO BCE TPH OIEHHBA-
€MbIX OOBEKTA HAXOJATCA BCET/d B OfIHOM
YEeTBEPTH IIPOCTPAHCTBA, CPABHHUTEIBLHO

OJIM3KO JPYT K Apyry. [To/ydeHHbIe pe3yib-
TaThl TOBOPAT 00 ONPEAEAECHHON (DYHKIMN
JIOBEPHA, 4 UMEHHO — O (DYHKIIMN HICAIN-
3aL1N OPTaHU3AINH, B KOTOPOU paboTaer

NONOXMNTENbHbIN positive

PacnionoxeHue oLeHNBaeMbIX 06EKTOB B CeMAHTU4ECKOM NPOCTPAHCTBE BbiAeNeHHbIX GaKTopoB
The position of evaluated objects in the semantic space of factors

TpyaHbii difficult

«[OBEPAET MHE»

«paborato» .
I work'

oTpuuaTeNbHbIA negative

"trusts

«MOry JOBEPATL? D‘

"| can trust" "l can tr

. "trusts me"

«paboTaio» D
"l work" «AoBePART MHe»
o

«MOory [ ?t?pﬂ.rb»

Nerkun easy

D [pynna ¢ BbICOKIM ypOBHEM J0BEpUs
Group with high trust level

[pynna ¢ HU3KUM ypoBHEM JoBepUA
. G?oup with low trust level

Puc. 2. PacnonoxeHune oLeHrBaemMblx OObEKTOB B CEMaHTUUYECKOM NPOCTPAHCTBE GaKTOPOB «TPYAHbIN-

NETKNA», <NMONOXKMTENbHbBI-OTPULATENBHbIN.

Figure 2. The position of evaluated objects in the semantic space of factors «difficult — easy», «positive —

negative».

YENIOBEK, IPU CYOBEKTHBHON OIEHKE AKTy-
ABHOTO YPOBHA OPraHM3aIIUOHHOTO JIOBE-
U KaK BBICOKOTO.

Pasnnumna B o6pasax oLeHnBaeMoro
ob6bekTa (o csioBam-onucaHUAM)

Kax BugHO 13 Tabu1. 3 ¥ puc. 5., mpeobia-
JAHUE IMOJOKUTENIbHO OKPALIEHHBIX CJIOB
(O pe3ylIbTaTaM 3KCHEPTHON OLEHKU')
HAOJIONAETCA B TPYIINIE C OLEHKON Cyle-
CTBYIOIIECIO YPOBHSA JOBEPUA B OPraHM3a-
MK KAK BBICOKOTO M, HA000POT, OTPHUIIA-
TEJIBHBIE COBA TNPEOOTATATN B TPYIINIE C
OLICHKO! YPOBHA JJOBEPUA KAK HU3KOIO.
HeobX0auMO OTMETHTD, YTO 3[€Ch AHAH-
3UPYIOTCH TOJIBKO T€ CIOBA-OIUCAHUA, KO-
TODBIE BCTPEYAIUCh KAK MUHUMYM 5 pa3
cpean Beer BBIOOPKH. COIMIACHO JAHHBIM
BIL CepxuHa, HOCTOBEpHOE (T.€. HECIy-
YAIHOE) KOMUYECTBO YIIOMUHAHNN B I'PYII-
ne pasmepom ot 100 1o 992 yenosex — 5
pa3 (Cepxun, 2009).

JiA BBIABNEHUA HE CIYYaMHOCTH WC-
TIOMBb30BAHUA OOMBIIEN YACTH CJIOB-OIHCA-
HUY, HOJTYYUBLINX OJIOKUTEIbHYIO OLICHKY
METOJIOM 3KCIIEPTHOM OLIEHKU PECIIOH/ECH-
TAMH U3 IPYIIIBI C BHICOKO OIEHKOH YPOB-

Bouna ﬂpO@@a@Hﬂ IKCNEePMHASL OUeHKA BbIOCTCHHBIX CNIOB-ONUCAHULL N0 5-Mu OANIbHOLU wiKkane ¢ NPOMUBONONONCHBIMU NONHOCAMU «ompuuameﬂb%ﬂi» u

NOR0NCUMENLHBILD (1 AL —NOA0NCUMENbHbIL, 5 0ANI08 — ompuyamenshoill). Cheonessselenbie OUeHKY CL08-0NUCAHUL, NONYHeHHbe HA JKCNePMHOL
vi00pKe u3 16 uenoserx (9 4eno0sex ¢ blClM NCUXOTOUHECKUM 00DA308AHUEM U T HeN08€K C BbICUILUM (PURO02UMeCKUM 00pasosaniien). 110 cpedrum
OUEHKAM CNI08A-ONUCANUA MOJCHO PAOCAUMb HA 3 OCHOBHBIE 2PYNNbL: NOLONCUMENbHbIE CN06A (00 2 OANNI08 BKIOHUMENbHO), HelumpPanvibie (3 0ana) u

ompuyamentiivie (0m 4 6ann06).
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HA JIOBEPHUA M, HA0O0POT, UCNOIb30BAHUA
GOJIBIIEN YACTH CJIOB-ONMUCAHUI, MOTy4HB-
IINX OTPULIATE/IBHYIO OLICHKY, PECIIOH/ECH-
TAMU U3 TPYIIIBl C OLEHKOM YPOBHA [0-
BEpUA KAK HHU3KOIO Mbl IIPOBEIM PACYET
HENApaMeTPUYECKOro Kpurepus ManHa-
YUTHA MEKIY ABYMA KPAVHUMH IPYIIIAMA.
Pe3ynsraThl IPECTABIEHE B TA0. 4.

Kax BUJIHO U3 PE/CTABICHHBIX PE3Y/Ib-
TATOB, MCIIONb30BAHKUE TONOKUTEIbHBIX
CJIOB-OIKCAHUI B TPYIIIE C OLIEHKOM AKTY-
AJIBHOT'O YPOBHA OPrdHU3ALMOHHOIO 10BE-
pyA KAK BBICOKOIO M, COOTBETCTBEHHO, Ha-
060pOT, UCIONB3OBAHUE OTPUILIATENBHBIX
CJIOB-OIKCAHUI B IPYIIIE C OLIEHKOM YPOB-
HA OPraHM3ALMOHHOIO JOBEPHA KAK HU3-
KOI'O He ABJIAETCA CIyYaiHbIM COBIIAJEHNU-
€M. DTO FOBOPUT O TOM, YTO OLIEHKA YPOBHS
JOBEPUA B CBOCH OPIraHM3ALIUU KAK BBICO-
KOTO (643UPYIOMAACS Ha BBIABIEHHUH OIIPE-
JENEHHBIX NPU3HAKOB COOTBETCTBYIOLIETO
YPOBHS) CBA3aHA C OOMIEI 3MOLUOHAIBLHO
HOJIOKUTENBHON OLEHKON OPraHM3aAINH.
BaXHO TaxKe OTMETUTD, YTO BBIABICHHBIC
CJIOBA-ONMCAHKA — ITO T€ CJIOBA, KOTOPBIE
MOY4EHBl HA MAKCUMAIBHO JUDDY3HON
BBIOOPKE: PECIIOH/IEHTBI PA3HOTO BO3PACTA,
C Pa3HBIM CTAKEM PAbOTHI B OPraHU3ALH-
AX Pa3MM4HOro tyma. Ha mam B3, 31o
TMOBBIIAET JTOCTOBEPHOCTD  MOTYYEHHBIX
PE3Y/IBTATOB, MOTOMY YTO 3TO O3HAYaeT
KOHCTPYUPOBAHKUE OIPEACICHHOIO CMBbI-
CJ14, CTOAILIEIO 332 KOHKPETHBIM CJIOBOM, B
OIMCAHNY OPrAHU3ALMY Y PA3HBIX JIOACH.

Kpowme 310ro, Bce C10Ba-0NUCAHUA MOXK-
HO PAa3[e/IUTh HA YEThIPE KATEIOPUM B 3a-
BACUMOCTH OT CTENCHU OCO3HAHHOCTH
DECIIOHJCHTOM 3HAYEHUs IIOHATUA <«Oprd-
HU3ALKA, B KOTOPOI A pabOTa10». OTH YeThI-
pe KaTeropuu epedrcIeHbl HAMU B IIOPAL-
K€ BO3PACTAHUA OCBOCHHOCTH 3HAYCHHU:

1)popMabHOE  ONUCAHUE  (HATIPUMED,
«paboTa);

2)OLIEHOYHOE ONUCAHKE (HALPUMED, «MH-
TEPECHO»);

3)ONKUCaHKUEe OAHOIO IIPU3HAKA (HAIpu-
MED, «OPraHU30BAHHOCTD>);
4)meTahopa (HApUMep, «00I0TO», I0M»).
«MeTtaoprueckoe CaMOOIIUCAHUE YCTa-
HAB/IUBAET OTHOLICHUE MEKIYy OPraHu3a-
LMei U APYTOH CUCTEMOM... B 3aBUCUMOCTH
OT CHENU(PUUECKOTO ACTEKTA OPraHHU3a-
MY PENEBAHTHBIM CTAHOBUTCA CIELU(DU-
YECKUI ACIIEKT «Apyron cucreMol> (Cerpl,
2005, C. 266). IHBIMH CJTOBAMH, HCTIOMB30-
BAHHUE META(IOPUYECKOTO OMUCAHUA TIPE]-
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HOJIATAET HAMMYUE HAUOO0JIEE OCO3HAHHO-
IO CYOBEKTUBHOIO 06Pa3a OpPraHU3AIUM.
Kak BuHO M3 Tabmuipsl Ne 1, B rpymme ¢
OLEHKOH YPOBHA JOBEPUA KAK BBICOKOTO
META(OPUYECKUE ONMHUCAHUA UCTIONB3YIOT-

CAB2

pa3a yamie, 9eM B IPYIIIE C OIIEHKON

YPOBHA JIOBEPHA KAK HU3KOTO, YTO TAKKE
TOBOPHUT O 6OJIEE BBICOKOI CTENEHN OCO3-
HAHHOCTH CYOBEKTUBHOTO 06PA3d OPraHu-
3ALHN.

BblieneHne CTPYKTYpbl
opraH13aLoHHOro oBepU

OJHKUM 13 ITIABHBIX PE3y/IBTATOB KOHTEHT-
AHAIN32 JBYX BOIIPOCOB aHKEThI «DYHKIMHY,
NPU3HAKA U CUMBOJIMKA OPraHU3ALIOHHOIO
Josepust>, a UMeHHO «C yeM y Bac acconuu-
pyercs (CBA3aH) HU3KUI YPOBEHD JJOBEPHA B
opraHu3auun? Kakosbl €ro IPU3HAKA U I1PO-
apnenua’> u «C deM y Bac acconmmpyercsa
(CBA3aH) BBICOKUIT YPOBEHD JOBEPHA B Opra-

PacnonoxeHue oLeHNBaeMbIX 00bEKTOB B CEMaHTUYECKOM NPOCTPAHCTBE BbleNeHHbIX haKkTopoB
The position of evaluated objects in the semantic space of factors

naccuBHbIN passive

«paboTato»
I work'

nerkuit easy ffﬁg?&pri? - TpyaHbin difficult
«paboTaio» 1
I work! 10BEAET MHE»
«MOTy [OBEPATL? D trusts me
"l can trust" «MPry AOBEPATH»

"l dan trust'

aKTUBHBbIN active

l:‘ [pynna ¢ BbICOKMM ypoBHeM A0BepHs
roup with high trust level

- [pynna ¢ HU3KMM ypoBHEM A0BEPUSA
roup with low trust level

Puc. 3. PacnonoxeHvie oLeHMBaeMbIX OObEKTOB B CEMAHTUUECKOM NPOCTPAHCTBE GaKTOPOB «TPyAHbIN-

NErkni», «NacCnBHbIN-aKTUBHbIN».

Figure 3. The position of evaluated objects in the semantic space of factors «difficult — easy», «passive -

active».

PacnonoxeHue oLeHMBaeMbiX 06EKTOB B CEMaHTUYECKOM NPOCTPaHCTBE BbifieNeHHbIX paKTopoB

The position of evaluated objects in th

naccuBHbIN passive

«[lOBEPAET MHE»

MONOXUTENbHbIN positive "trusts me”

«AOBEPAET MHE»
"trusts me"

e semantic space of factors

<<pa60Ta|o»
"l work"

oTpuLaTenbHbIN negative

«paboraio» i —.
I work <Mdry JOBEPATL
n trust"

«MOTY JOBEPATbY
|'can trust

D "l c

aKTUBHbIN active

D [pynna ¢ BbICOKIM YPOBHeM JjoBepya
roup with high trust level

. [pynna ¢ HU3KMM yPOBHEM A0BEPUA
roup with low trust level

Puc. 4. PacnonoxeHne oLeHrBaemMbix OObEKTOB B CEMaHTUUYECKOM NMPOCTPAHCTBE HaKTOPOB «MONOXN-

TeNbHbIN-OTPULATENBHDBINY, <MACCHBHbIN-AKTUBHbIN.

Figure 4. The position of evaluated objects in the semantic space of factors «positive — negative»,

«passive — active».
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Tabn. 3. B3selleHHbI CMVCOK COB-ONMCaHWI (METOAOM YaCTOTHOIO aHasnmn3a).

[ ConmanbHasa nmcuxomaorus |

CnoBa-onucaHunsa Cp. 3Hau. Kon-Bo ynomuHaHui1 cnosa (% oT o6Liero Kon-Ba ynomMmuHaHMii)
SKcnepTHOI OLeHKN Ha BCell BbIbopke B FpynMne C BbICOKMM YPOB- | B FpyMMne C H13KUM YpOB-
(n=16) (n=378) Hem foBepusa (n = 84) Hem foBepus (n = 76)
«fjoBepue» 1,13 6 3 (50%) 0
«CeMbs» 1,19 16 14 (87,5%) 0
«KOMaHaa» 1,44 6 2 (33,3%) 0
MOJIOXKUTENbHbIE
«[IOM» 144 14 14 (100%) 0
«CTabUNBHOCTb» 1,50 6 1(16,7%) 0
«KOSINEKTUBY 2,00 1 2 (18,2%) 1(9,1%)
. «ynem» 2,94 5 2 (40%) 0
HenTpanbHble >
«MypPaBENHNK» 3,06 5 1 (20%) 1 (20%)
«XaoC» 4,25 5 0 3 (60%)
oTpuLuaTenbHble
«bapmak» 444 8 0 4 (50%)

Table 3. Ordered list of descriptive words (based on frequency ana

lysis method).

Descriptive Words

average value of

Word's number of mentions (the percentage counted from the overall number of

expert evaluation (n mentions)
=16
. the whole sample group with high group with low
(n=378) organizational trust level organizational trust level
(n=284) (n=76)
"trust” 1,13 6 3 (50%) 0
"family" 1,19 16 14 (87,5%) 0
» "team” 144 6 2 (33,3%) 0
positive
"home" 1,44 14 14 (100%) 0
"stability" 1,50 6 1(16,7%) 0
"group” 2,00 11 2 (18,2%) 1(9,1%)
"beehive" 2,94 5 2 (40%) 0
neutral -
"anthill" 3,06 5 1 (20%) 1 (20%)
negative "chaos" 425 5 0 3 (60%)

Hu3aumn? KakoBbl €ro NPU3HAKK U IIPOSIBIIC-
HUA? ABIAETCA BBYIETIEHHE OCOOON CTPYK-
TYPbl XAPAKTEPUCTUK OPrdHU3ALIMOHHOIO
Josepud. [IByM DasIMYHbIM TPYIIIAM IIPU-
3HAKOB KAK MHIMKATOPOB YPOBHA [OBEPHA

B OPraHM3AIMN TIPUCBOCHB! HA3BAHUA OJTHO-
CTOPOHHHUX U JIBYCTOPOHHNX MHIMKATOPOB.
CyObEKTHBHBIC IPU3HAKH YPOBHS 0BEPUS B
OpraHM3aINH, YTIOMIHABIIIECS PECTIOH/ICH-
TAMH C TPOTHUBONOJNOKHBIMY 3HAYCHUAMY,
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Puc. 5. CooTHowWeHMe ynommHaHua cnos-onvcanmii (n=10, yacToTa ynomMvHaHWii >5) B rpynnax ¢ pas-

JINYHOW OL|EeHKOW OpraHm3aLMoHHOro JOBEPUA.

Figure 5. The proportion of descriptive words (n=10, frequency of mentioning >5) mentioning in

groups with different organization trust level evaluation.

COOTBETCTBYIONMUMU HU3KOMY ¥ BBICOKOMY
YPOBHIO JIOBEPUSA, TIONYYWIA HA3BAHHE [IBY-
CTOPOHHUX. [IpU3HAKH, YIOMUHABIIMECA B
CJIy4ae UMb C OfIHAM YPOBHEM JIOBEPHS —
BBICOKMM WJIM HU3KMM OBUIN HA3BAHEI OJHO-
CTOPOHHUMH (CM. Ta0OML. 5).

Takum 06pa3oM, MOTYYEHHBIE PE3YIb-
TATHI CBUJICTEILCTBYIOT O TOM, UTO B IIPEI-
CTABJIEHUAX PAOOTAIOMINX JIOAEH OPraHu-
34L[MOHHOE JIOBEPUE HENMMHENHO U UMEET
PA3HOYPOBHEBBIE MPOABICHUA. TaK, HATIPHU-
Mep, OTCYTCTBUE KOH(INUKTOB B OPraHu3a-
UM HE ABIAETCA NPU3HAKOM BBICOKOTO
YPOBHS OPraHU3AIMOHHOTO JIOBEPHS, OfI-
HAKO HA/IMYKE KOH(MIMKTOB B TIPE/ICTaBIIC-
HUAX PAGOTAIOMINX JIOJEN, TOBOPHT O HU3-
KOM YPOBHE JIOBEPUA B OPrAHU3ALINH.

06c¢cyaeHne pe3ynbTaToB

Ha OCHOBAHMHM TIONYYEHHBIX DE3YIIb-
TATOB MOKHO CJEMATh BBIBOJ O TOM, 4TO
CYOBEKTUBHBIE 0OPA3bl OPrAHU3ALIMH, KK
AKTYJIBHOTO MECTa PaboTEl, B TIPYNNAX
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Tabn. 4. 3Hauvimble Pa3nmuna B COOTHOLLEHMM CNIOB-OMMCaHWIA C MPOTUBOMOSIOXKHOW OLIEHKO B rpynnax C PasnvyHbiM YPOBHEM AOBEPUA MO KPUTEPWIO

MaHHa-YnTHu.

(rpynna 1, nonox. cnosa, 17 yen.)

Cp. Panr Cp. PaHr (

rpynna 2, oTpuL.cioBa, 7 yen.)

3HauyeHue z
(p - ypoBeHb 3HaUMMOCTN)

Kon-Bo ynomunHaHui cios B rpynne
C BbICOKOW OLIeHKOW foBepusa

16,6 5

-3,303 (p =0,001)

Kon-Bo ynomviHaHuii CnoB B rpymnne
C HU3KOW OLIeHKOW JoBepusa

11,5

4171 (p=0)

Table 4. Significant differences concerning the proportion of descriptive words with opposite evaluation (between the groups with dissimilar trust levels

according to the Mann-Whitney U test).

Average rank (group 1, positive

words, 17 people)

Average rank group 2, negative
words,7 people)

Value z (p - the level of
significance)

The number of mentions in group
with high trust level estimation

16,6 5

-3,303 (p =0,001)

The number of mentions in group
with low trust level estimation

11,5

4171 (p=0)

C BBICOKMM U HHM3KUM YPOBHEM JOBEPHA
CWIBHO Pa3NUYA0TCA MExay coboil. Tax,
HECOBIAJIEHUE CEMAHTHYECKUX YHUBEPCA-
it 00beKTa «OpraHu3alyy, B KOTOPOMH
A PaboTAIo> TOBOPUT O TOM, YTO 11O TEM
IIKAJIaM, IO KOTOPBIM JIOAH JAI0T Hau60-
€€ COINIACOBAHHBIE OLIEHKH, CYOBEKTHB-
Hble OOPA3bl OPrAHU3ALMH, ABNAIOMIEHCT
AKTYQJIbHBIM MECTOM PabOTHI, CUIBLHO OT-
JUYAIOTCA B CIYYAAX C PA3HBIM YPOBHEM
OPraHU3ALMOHHOrO fioBepud. Tak, B IpyI-
T€ C OLEHKON YPOBHA JOBEPHA B OPraHU-
32111 KaK BbICOKOTO CYOEKTUBHBIN 06Pa3
OPraHU3ALMH, ABIAIOMENCA AKTYAIbHBIM
MECTOM PA6OTHI, ABIAETCA IMOLUOHANBHO
TONOKUTENBHBIM, 6OIEE OCO3HAHHBIM U
00A32TENBHO BKIIOYAET B CeOA OCOZHAHHUE
PECTIOHJIEHTOM ~ BAKHOCTH ~ COBMECTHBIX
YCUINH, €AUHCTBA Lesieit (BMeCTe C Pyru-
MU COTPYAHUKAMM) ¥ HATMYUA BO3MOKHO-
CTelt Y11 ABTOHOMHO¥ PA0OTBL

BaxHO, YTO pPE3Y/IBTATHL, MOMyYEHHBIE
IPU TIOMOIIM KOHTEHT-AHAIN3A (KOTOPBIE
TIPEATIONATAIOT  GONEE  OCO3HAHHBIE OTBE-
TBI), TIOATBEPKAAIOT 3HAUMMOCTL (DAKTOPA
COBMECTHBIX YCWINI, €AUHCTBA LENEN U CO-
JUIAPHOCTU. [TapaloKCATIbHBIM, HA TIEPBIT
B3IVIAJ, KKETCA TOT (DAKT, 4TO, HAPALY C COB-
MECTHON JIEATENLHOCTBIO U €IMHCTBOM Iie-
JIell, ele OZHON BAKHOM XapaKTEPUCTUKON
BBICOKOTO YPOBHSA JIOBEPUSA ABJIAETCA ABTO-
HOMUH, TO €CTb BO3MOKHOCTb CAMOCTOATEND-
HOTO TUIAHUPOBAHKA 1 BBIIOMHEHHA 3374, B
IPOTUBOBEC KOHTPOIIO. OffHAKO 3TOT Mapa-
JIOKC CTAaHOBUTCA TIOHATEH, ECIIA YIECTD, YTO
UMEHHO YBEPEHHOCTb B €JUHCTBE LENEN U
TOTO, YTO BCS KOMaHjid paboTaeT Ha ofmiee

Tabn. 5 [1ge rpynnbl CyObeKTUBHbIX MHAMKATOPOB (MPK3HAKOB) YPOBHA OPraHn3aLOHHOrO JOBEPUA.

Huskun yposeHb fosepus 0 | BbicoKkui ypoBeHb foBepusa
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Table 5. Two groups of organization trust level subjective indicators.

Low Trust Level 0 | High Trust Level

v /-

2 "conflicts"

S

S "gossip"

= " f

= bureaucracy

o<

9 "staff turnover"

o

<

=) Tl

solidarity

N

¢ "default on obligations"

"discharge of obligations"

"formal communication only"

"informal communication"

"control"

"autonomy”

"individual goals"

"common goals"

"unfavourable climate in the group"

"favourable climate in the group”

"unprofessionalism, incompetence"

Bilateral indicators
A

"professionalism, competence"

\. "lack of interaction experience"

"interaction experience"
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6J1aro, 2 HE B CBOMX JIMYHBIX NHTEPECAX, SB-
JEETCA TIPOABIEHUEM BBICOKOTO YPOBHA J10-
BEPUA, CIYKUT OCHOBOM JUI1 dBTOHOMHON
PAGOTHI KAAIOTO WIEHA IPYTITIBL
ITo00HBIE PE3YNBTATE HE MOIYT OBITh
HOJIHOCTBIO OOBACHEHSDI, T.K. JUIA 3TOTO He-
06XOIMMO TIPOBEZICHUE OECEBl € 00CIIe-

IPSKEHHBIA M XAOTUYHbIA. [losmydenHble
PE3yIBTAThl HOATBEPAKAAIOTCA U PE3Y/IbIa-
TaMH, IOJIYYEHHBIMM MDY IOMOLIM aHA-
/N33 CJIOB-OIIMCAHUN — CPEAU IPYIIbL €
OLICHKO! aKTYaJIbHOI'O YPOBHS OPraHU3ALH-
OHHOTO I0BEPHUA KaK HU3KOTO MPEOOIaiaIm
CJIOBA «XA0C> U «OAPJAK», KOCBEHHO CBUJIE-

[NapagoKcanbHbIM, Ha MePBbI B3MNAL, KaXeTcsa TOT GakKT, uTo, Hapaady

C COBMECTHOW AeATENbHOCTbIO 1 eANHCTBOM Liefen, elle OJHOM BaXKHOM
XapaKTePUCTUKOM BbICOKOrO YPOBHA AOBEPVA ABMNAETCA aBTOHOMUA, TO €CTb
BO3MOXHOCTb CAMOCTOATENIbHOrO MAaHUPOBAHWA 1 BbIMOHEHMA 3aaY,

B MPOTVUBOBEC KOHTPOSTIO

JIYCMBIMH C IIE/IbIO BBIBICHUS 3HAYCHHI,
CTOSIUX 32 HCIONb3YCMBIMU CIIOBAMU B
KOHTEKCTE OMUCAHMS opranu3aruu. Of-
HAKO, HECOMHCHHO, TIOfIO0HbIC PE3Y/IbTATHI
VKA3BIBAIOT HA BO3MOKHOCTH TOT'O, YTO J10-
BEPHC B OPraHU3AIMN MOXKCT BBICTYIIATD B
KA4eCTBE PECYPCa, ONPEAEIAIONETO ee -

TEJBCTBYIONIVE O HEOPIAHM30BAHHOCTH, He-
IPO3PAYHOCTH  BHYTPHUOPTAHU3AIMOHHBIX
IpOIeCCOB. VIHTEPECHBIM HPEACTABIAETCA
TOT (DAKT, YTO BBICOKUI1 YPOBEHb JIOBEPHA
B OPTAHU3AIMK HE O3HAYAET MPAMYIO IIPO-
TUBOIOJIOKHOCT XA0CY, 2 UMEHHO, OPraHH-
30BaHHOCTD U YIIOPAZIOYEHHOCTH. B rpymme

BbiCOKMI YypOBEHb AOBEPUA B OPraHm3aLvn He 03HauaeT npamyo
NPOTUBOMONOXKHOCTb XaOCY, @ UMEHHO, OPraHVW30BAHHOCTb 1 YNOPAAOYEHHOCTb.
B rpynne c oLieHKOoM YPOBHA OBEPUS KaK BBICOKOrO OpraHm3aLms oleHnBaeTcs
KaK «xOpoLLas», «CBET/as» U «MPUATHASAY, TO €CTb Kak OObEKT, Bbi3bIBAOLLAY

OAHO3HAYHO NMONOXNTENbHbIE SMOLNK

(PEKTUBHOCTb HA PA3IMYHBIX YPOBHAX Op-
TAHM3AMOHHBIX B3aUMOzencTBuil. Kpome
TOT'O, IONYYEHHBIE PE3YIBTATHI YKA3BIBAIOT
Ha BO3MOKHOCTb HCIOIb30BAHUS MOL00-
HBIX WM CXO/JHBIX 3aIaHUN JUI SKCIIPECC-
JUATHOCTUKN YPOBHA JOBEPUA B OPTAHU3A-
UL

C OLICHKOM YPOBHSI JIOBEPUSI KAK BBICOKOTO
OpraHuU3aTIHs ONEHUBACTCS KAK «XOPOIIasty,
«CBETJAS» U «TIPHSITHASD, TO ECTh KaK OO'BEKT,
BBI3BIBAIONIMI  OJHO3HAYHO ITOJIOKUTE/b-
Hble 3MOIUK. KpoMe TOro, moa4epKuBaeT-
S 3HAYMMOCTb COBMECTHBIX YCHJIMI U COB-
MECTHOH JIeATENBHOCTH — YIIOTPEOIAIOTCS

[MonyueHHada CTPYKTypa OpraH1M3aLOHHOro 4OBEPUA CBUAETENbCTBYET

O HEeNMMHENHOCTIN NpeacTaBneHnin paboTatoLLX Nohen O AOBEPUM U ero
NPOABAEHNAX B OPraHm3aLnm. 370, B CBOIO 04Yepeb, KOCBEHHO NOATBEPXKAaeT
HeobX04MMOCTb MCMONb30BaAHMA KaUeCTBEHHbIX METOA0B ANATHOCTUKN
OPraHM3aLOHHOro 4OBEPUA B IONOSHEHME K TPAANLIMOHHBIM METOAAM OMpoca

N 3KCrneprMmeHTa

B rpyme ¢ OLEHKO! YPOBHA JOBEPUS B
OPraHM3ALUN KaK HU3KOIO CYOBEKTUBHBIN
00pa3 OpraHU3AIUU  SBIAETCH 3MOLMO-
HAJIbHO OTPULIATENBHBIM, MEHEE OCO3HAH-
HbIM, BKIIOYAET B CEOS OCO3HAHHME Pa3b-
CAMHEHMA LEeedl U YCWINH COTPYAHUKOB
OPraHM3ALUN (<KAAKABIT CaM 32 Ceot») n
CYOBEKTHBHOE ONIyMIEHNE HEOPTAHU30BAH-
HOCTH, HEYNOPAAOYEHHOCTH. CyOBbEKTHB-
HBIIT 00pa3 OPTAHU3ALMY B CTy4de OLECHKA
CYIIECTBYIONIETO YPOBHA I0BEPUA B HEN KAK
HU3KOTO HECET B CEOE OTPUIIATEBHBIE Xa-
PAKTEPUCTHKU — OH ONPEAENAETCA KAK Ha-

CJIOBA-OTUCAHUSA «TOM», «CEMBbSI», <KOMaH/[2».

DTU PE3yBTaTh JAI0T BO3MOKHOCTD BbI-
JIETUTh  KOHKPETHBIE (DYHKIIMU  BBICOKO-
IO YPOBHSI OPrAHU3AIIMOHHOIO JI0BEPUA HA
WH/IBU/IyAIbHOM YPOBHE PACCMOTPEHHUS, 4
UMEHHO — (DYHKLMIO MIEATU3ALUU 1 (yH-
KIUIO  MOJOKUTEIBHON — AMOIMOHATLHOM
OLCHKM OpPTaHU3ALMU. DTO, HECOMHEHHO,
MO’KET BBICTYIIATb B KAYECTBE OA3BI JYIA T10-
BBINIEHUS MOTUBAIMOHHON BOBJICYEHHOCTH
COTPYHUKOB B IIPOLIECCHI OPTAHU3ALUOH-
HOTO (DYHKI[MOHUPOBAHUS, YPOBHS Y/IOBJIET-
BOPEHHOCTH, 4 TAKKE YPOBHA TONEPAHTHO-

[ ConmanbHasa nmcuxomaorus |

CTU K U3MEHEHUAM B opranuzanun (Tebepr,
Bepnep, 2005; Kynpertaenxo, 2008). Ecim ne-
PEHECTH IOMyYEHHBIN PE3Y/IBIAT Ha IPYILIO-
BOM 1 OPraHU3ALMOHHBIA YPOBHU PACCMO-
TPEHUA, TO B ITOM CIIy4d€ MOJIOKUTENbHAL
SMOLMOHA/IbHAA OLEHKA OPraHM3aLUHY, Ha
HAII B3IVIAL, MOXKET BBICTYIIATb B KA4ECTBE
IPEIUKIOPA TIONOKUTEIBHOIO COLMAIBHO-
TICUXOJIOTMYECKOTO KIMMATA.

JpyrumM BOKHBIM PE3Y/IBIATOM HCCIE0-
BAHYA AB/IAETCS BBIIEICHUE CTPYKTYDbI Opra-
HU3ALMOHHOTO JI0BEPHS, 4, UMEHHO — Pasjie-
JICHHE Ha OHOCTOPOHHKE U [BYCTOPOHHHUE
IPU3HAKA HHU3KOIO U BBICOKOIO YPOBHEH
Josepust. B Hay4dHOI JuTepaType yKe AdBHO
OOMENPUHATBIM ABJAETCA IOJOKEHUE O TOM,
YTO I0BEPUE 1 HELOBEPHUE ABJIAIOTCA HeE IIPO-
THBOIIOJIOKHBIMU [OIIOCAMHU OJHOTI'O KOHTH-
HyyMa, a /IByMs [IAPAJUIETIBHO PAa3BUBAIOLY-
MHCS KOHCTPYKTaMH. TAK, BBICOKHIT YPOBEHD
OPraHU3ALMOHHOIO JIOBEPUA MOXET COde-
TATBCA C BBICOKUM YPOBHEM OPIaHU3AL{MIOH-
Horo Hegosepus (Kympeityenxko, 2008). Io-
JIy4EHHbBIC HAMU PE3YJIBTAThI IIOATBEPKAAIOT
IPABOMEPHOCTD 3TOIO TONOKEHMS, 4 TAKKE
33/1A10T HATIPABJIEHUE PA3PAOOTKU NIPAKTHU-
YECKUX PEKOMEHIALMI 110 PA3BUTHIO Oprd-
HU3ALMOHHOIO JIOBEpUA VI PYKOBOAMTE-
JIeH, OPraHM3ALIMOHHBIX KOHCY/IBTAHTOB U
MEHEJLKEPOB CIYAKOBI IEPCOHAIA.

3aknwueHne

IIozBoAA MTOTM NPOBEAEHHOTO HCCIIE-
JIOBAHMA, MBI IPUXO/UM K CJIEAYIOMINM BbI-
BO/IaM. HU3KNI ypOBEHD JOBEPUA IPEATIO-
JIATAET OTPUIIATENBHYIO 3MOIMOHATBHYIO
OLEHKY, 4 TAKKE OIEHKY OpPraHU3dlUN
K4K HEYNOPAZOYEHHON U HEOPTAHU30BAH-
HOH CHCTEMBL BBICOKMIT YPOBEHD J0BEPHUS
JIA€T OCHOBAHMSA JUIA TIO3UTUBHON AMOIINO-
HATBbHOW OLIEHKU. Kpome Toro, mpu BHICO-
KOM YPOBHE OPTdHU3ALUOHHOIO JOBEPUA
PECTIOH/IEHTAMU TIOIYEPKUBAETCA 3HAYN-
MOCTb €MHCTBA T'PYIIIBI/OPraHU3AIINH,
HO/PA3YMEBAIONAS TI07] COOON CBA3H MEXK-
1y OTZIENBHBIMU WIEHAMH, TAKUE, HAIPH-
MEP, KaK €IMHCTBO IIENEN.

IIonydeHHas CTPyKIypa OPraHU3AIHN-
OHHOIO JIOBEPUA CBUJETENLCTBYET O HETHU-
HEIHOCTH TPE/CTABNEHUN PaOOTAIONX
JIOZIEN O JIOBEPUU U €T0O NPOABIECHUAX B
OPraHU3ALMN. DTO, B CBOIO OYEPEND, KOC-
BEHHO HO/JTBEPKAET HEOOXOAUMOCTD UC-
MIOb30BAHUA KAUECTBEHHBIX METOJIOB JIU-
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ATHOCTHKH OPTaHU3AIMOHHOIO JIOBEPUS B
JIOTIONHEHUE K TPAAUIIMOHHBIM METOJAM
OIPOCA U IKCIEPUMEHTA, TAK KAK HOCIE/-
HUE HE BCEIJIA MO3BOJAIOT BCKPBITH IIOJI-
JINHHOE 3HAYECHHE M CMBICI M3y4d€MOrO
SBJICHUSL.
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CoOpaHHBIE MATEPHANIBL M YCTAHOB/IEH-
HBIE  XAPAKTEPUCTUKH  OPraHU3aIIMOHHO-
IO JIOBEPUA MOTYT IIPUMEHATLCA B KAYECTBE
OCHOBBI JUIA TIOCTPOEHHSA OPraHU3aIUOH-
HBIX TPEHHHIOB T10 TIOBBIEHHUIO 3(P(EKTUB-
HOCTU OPTaHU3ALMH, A TAKKE METOIOB 3K-
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