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Pesrome

AKTyanbHOCTD. VIHTeIeKTyanbHas CKkpoMHOCTH (VIC) ompenensieTcs Kak CllocOOHOCTb MHANBIA IIPU3HABATD IMYHbIE
yOexxieHNst omnb0YHBIMY 6€3 OIIYIEeHMs, YTO ero Jro IoABepraeTcs yrpose. VICXofis 13 9TOro NOHMMAaHMs, paHee Obla
paspaborana KomiiekcHas mikana nHrennekryanbHoi ckpomuoctu (The Comprehensive Intellectual Humility Scale,
CIHS; Krumrei-Mancuso, Rouse, 2016), n3Mepsifolast 4eTbIpe aclieKTa: OTKPbITOCTD K IIePECMOTPY IMIHBIX YOeXKIeHMII,
OTCYTCTBME MHTE/IEKTYa/IbHOI CAMOYBEPEHHOCTHU, HE3aBIUCUMOCTD MHTE/JIEKTA OT OT0 U yBaXKUTE/IbHOE OTHOLIEHME K
a/IbTepHATUBHBIM TOYKAM 3PEHU.

Ienp. Viccnenosanue HanpasieHo Ha afanTauuio CIHS Ha pycckosasbraHOI BBIOOPKe.

Bri6opka. B nccnegoBanun yuactsosaso 300 pecronaeHTos (186 sxeHmyH u 144 My»x4mHbI) B BodpacTe ot 18 70 70 jeT.
Mertoppl. B npouecce aganrtanyy CIHS 6bl1 BBIIONHEH IepeBOJ, MYHKTOB LIKA/IBI C aHITIMICKOTO HA PYCCKMIl A3BIK
ABYX3TalHbIM MeTozioM bpucmnna (Brislin, 1986). s nposepku BamugHocTu cy6oikan CIHS monomHuTeIbHO NCIIob-
3oBanmach Meroanka HEXACO-PI-R, onennBarolas BbIPaXeHHOCT MIeCTI 6a30BBIX Y€PT TNMIHOCTIL.

Pesynbratel. [To pesynbraTaM OLEHKM 4yMcIa PAaKTOPOB IIOCPEICTBOM METOfjA MY/IbTMMEPHON aIlloCTePHOPHOIl BEpo-
ATHOCTH Bernycepa ONTMMAasIbHBIM OKa3aloch YeThIPeX(aKTOPHOE pelleHMe, YTO COOTBETCTBOBANO TEOPeTUYeCKUM
OXUJIaHUAM. MeTof IIaBHBIX KOMIIOHEHT CBUJETENbCTBOBA B IIO/Ib3y CTPYKTYPbl OPUTMHAILHON BEPCUU MOJIE/N.
BHYTpeHHAA COITTacOBaHHOCTD Obla IIpMEM/IEMOIT KaK y pyccKosA3bpraHol Bepcuy mkansl CIHS (a = 0,72), Tak n y ee
cybmkan (0,65 < a < 0,82). Cy61uKabl IO3UTHBHO KOPPEIMPOBAIN C JOOPOCOBECTHOCTDIO, JOOPOXKETATeIbHOCTBIO, OT-
KPBITOCTBIO OIBITY U YECTHOCTHIO-CKPOMHOCTDI0, u3MepeHHbIMU HEXACO-PI-R, uTO cBUJIETENBCTBYET O KOHBEPIEHT-
HOJ1 BalUJHOCTH TecTa.

BroiBoppl. Ilo mpesBapuTenbHOI OieHKe, pycckoasbraHaa agantanusa CIHS umeer yoBneTBopuTenbHbIE ICUXOMETPHU-
YecKue CBOJCTBA, YTO OTKPBIBAET MEPCIIEKTUBY /ISl €€ MCIO/Ib30BaHMA B MCC/IENOBATEIbCKMUX LEIAX U JlalbHENIero
U3ydeHMs ee TIPUKIaJTHBIX BO3MOKHOCTE.

KnioueBble cioBa: MHTE/NEKTYyalIbHAasA CKPOMHOCTb, IcuxoMeTpuka, HEXACO-PI-R, uepTsl nmyHOCTH
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CKPOMHOCTH: IICUXOMeTpUYecKle XapaKTepPUCTUKI PYCCKOA3BIYHON Bepcun. HayuoHanvHulli ncuxono2uueckuii s#ypHar,
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Abstract

Background. Intellectual humility (IH) can be defined as an awareness of one’s intellectual fallacy that does not threaten
the Ego. The Comprehensive Scale of Intellectual Humility (CIHS; Krumrei-Mancuso & Rouse, 2016) measures four as-
pects of IH: Openness to Revising One’s Viewpoint, Lack of Intellectual Overconfidence, Independence of Intellect and
Ego, and Respect for Others’ Viewpoints.

Objectives. The purpose of this study was to develop and evaluate psychometric properties of a Russian version of CIHS.
Study Participants. The participants were 300 respondents, including 186 women and 144 men aged 18 to 70 years.
Methods. The items of CIHS were translated from English to Russian using the back-translation method. We next exam-
ined the CIHS factor structure, its internal consistency, and a nomological network of CIHS assessing its correlations with
the HEXACO-PI-R, which measures six basic personality traits.

Results. The Velicer’s minimum average partial index revealed a four-factor solution turned out to be optimal, which
corresponded to our theoretical expectations. Principal component analysis supported a four-component structure suited
to the original IH model. CIHS (a = 0.72) and its subscales (0.65 < o < 0.82) showed acceptable internal consistency. The
subscales were positively correlated with HEXACO’s Conscientiousness, Agreeableness (vs. Anger), Openness to Experi-
ence, and Honesty-Humility, evidencing convergent validity of the test.

Conclusions. As a preliminary corollary, the Russian adaptation of CIHS has shown satisfactory psychometric properties,
which makes the questionnaire acceptable for research purposes and for further testing its practical implications.
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BeepeHune

M3ydenue wmHremnekryanbHoit ckpomuoctu (VC)
B IICUXOJIOTMY, C OfJHOJ CTOPOHBI, aKTYaJbHO 3a CUeT
BO3MOXXHOCTY IIpefiCKa3aHNsA IOBeNeHNA, OPUEHTUPO-
BaHHOro Ha npuobperenne komnerentHocty (Haggard
et al.,, 2018; Leary et al., 2017). C gpyroit croponsl, VIC
CITOCOOCTBYET YCTAHOBIEHWMIO MMPHBIX M YBaKUTENb-
HBIX OTHOLICHMII C JPYTUMM JTIOAbMU M HPEISATCTBYeT
muckpumuHanuu (Davis et al., 2015). B nccrnegoBanmsix
VIC npupaercs ocoboe 3HaueHre B oleHKe 3 (eKTUB-
HocTU nujepctBa. VssectHo, yTo VIC nmupiepoB MOBBI-
IIaeT yLOB/IETBOPEHHOCTDb IOJYMHEHHBIX CBOeil pabo-
TOI1, MIX CTeIIeHb IOBEPMs U YBAXKEHUA K PYKOBOLUTEIIIO,
a TaKXXe UX TOTOBHOCTb IIPOCTUTD JIUJEPY €r0 OLIMOKM
(Cojuharenco, Karelaia, 2020; Hook et al., 2015; Krumrei-
Mancuso, Rowatt, 2023; McElroy et al., 2014). B aTom ma-
He y4eT VIC Mo>keT ObITb Ba>KHBIM IIPY peLIeHNI MUpPO-
KOT'0 Kpyra IIPUK/IaJHbIX 3af1ad — OT 00pa30oBaTeNbHOTO
KOHTEKCTa 0 0TOOpa U pasBUTHUA NepCOHaNa. TUM U
00yc/IoB/IeHa He0OXOAMOCTb Pa3paboTKM MHCTPYMEH-
ToB usmepenns VIC.
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VIC xapakTepusyeTcsi 0COObIM 00XOXKIeHVEeM MH/VIBY-
f1a ¢ COOCTBEHHBIMM 3HAHVSIMI, KOTOPO€E BBIPAXKAETCS B
CIIOCOOHOCTY IIPU3HABATD CBOM YOEXK/ICHVSI OLIMOOYHDI-
MU MU 000CHOBAHHO [OIIYCKAaThb TaKyl0 BEPOSTHOCTD.
[ToMMMO MHTPAICUXUYECKOTO 3/IeMEHTa YePThI, IacTh
aBTOpOB npucsaupaioT VIC MHTeprIcUXMYeCKUI acIeKT,
KOTOPBII 3aK/II0YaeTCsi B BOCIPUATUM abT€PHATUB-
HBIX VJIM NPOTMBOIIOJIOXKHBIX TOYEK 3peHMs KaK paB-
HbIX cBouM B3rnsapaMm (Krumrei-Mancuso, Rouse, 2016;
Porter, Schumann, 2018). VccnemoBaTenu HacTanBaroOT
Ha ToM, uTo VIC He AB/IA€TCA MACCUBHOMN, yTHETEHHOI
i cnaboit mosunyert. PacnpocTpaHeHHON ABIseTCA
uziesi 0 TOM, YTO IpU3HaHMe COOCTBEHHBIX OTPaHMYeHNIT
U 3aHATVE «MMPHOM» CTOPOHBI OKa3bIBaeTCs aKTVBHBIM
feiicTBMEM, TPeOYIOIMM TOTOBHOCTH BBIJIEP>KATh KOH-
(IMKTHYIO CUTYalMIO [IA BOIUIOLEHMA JIMYHBIX LI€H-
Hoctel (Krumrei-Mancuso, Begin, 2022; Tangney, 2000).

B cooTBeTcTBMM C PeKOMEHJALMAMHU II0 pa3paboTKe
TECTOB, ObII IPOBEJleH COIepKaTe/bHBIN aHa/MN3 KOH-
pentyamusanuit VIC (Barypus, Menbankosa, 2009). Co-
rnacHo 0630py C.M. Boys u ee xomner (Bowes et al., 2023)
6o/IblIIask 4acTh aBTOPOB IPUCBaVBaeT KOHCTPYKTY [iBe
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OCHOBHbBIE XapaKTePUCTUKU: OTKPBITOCTD K IIEPECMOTPY
CBOMX yOeXX/IeHMII 1 IIpU3HAHMe TOr0, YTO 3HAHMA U HO-
3HaBaTe/IbHbIE CIIOCOOHOCT MHANBIUIA He COBEPIICHHBIL.
B ocTanpHBIX CTy4yasx B MOHATME BHOCATCA aBTOPCKIE
nobasnenns. Hanpumep, KpuTudeckoe OTHOIIEHNE K [O-
croBepHoctu nHpopmanuu (Leary et al., 2017), m060Bb
K o6yuennto (Haggard et al., 2018) n He3aBMCHMOCTD MH-
Te/IEKTa OT Dr0 KaK CIOCOOHOCTD MHAMBIA BOCIIPUHU-
Marth IPOTUBOpPeUNBbIe B3IsAbl 6e3 06uabr (Krumrei-
Mancuso, Rouse, 2016; McElroy et al., 2014). Pazmmns
B OllepallMOHANN3ALNM KOHCTPYKTA OTPa’KaIOTCA B CO-
Tep>KaHUY MEeTOIMK, YTO MPUBOAUT K HECOITIACOBAHHBIM
pesynabTaTaM SMIMPUYECKMX UCCAefoBaHuil. [laHHas
CUTYalMs, B CBOIO O4epefib, IPEeNATCTBYeT Ty4IIeMy T0-
Humannio penomena VC.

[TpeobnajaHne KOTHUTMBHOTO KOMIIOHEHTa B 4ep-
te VIC BbIpa)kaeTcsi B OTKPBITOCTY K MHPOpMALUL U
TOTOBHOCTY ITIepecMaTPUBATh BaXKHbIe NTMYHBIE yCTa-
HoBKI. VIC cBsA3aHa C mpefoyTeHieM HOBOI M Pa3HO-
croponHelt aprymenTaunu (Leary et al., 2017) u noso-
KUTETbHO KOPPENINPYeT C MHTE/IEKTOM, KOTHUTVBHO
rnOKOCTHIO, HU3KMUM [OTMAaTU3MOM U KPUTHYECKUM
mbiienneM (Danovitch et al., 2019; Leary et al., 2017).
OMOIMOHa/IbHAA COCTABANIAA Y€PThI EMOHCTPUPY-
eT OTpUIlaTe/IbHbIE CBA3M C HETaTMBHBIMM SMOUVAMU
B CUTYaIVX, KOIfa YOeX/eH)s MORBEPralTcs COM-
HEeHMIO, YTO TOBOPUT O CHJDKEHHON 0OOPOHUTETbHON
nosunyy B guckyccuax (Krumrei-Mancuso, Newman,
2020). [Monoxxutenspuast xoppensuus VIC BosHUKaeT ¢
QIBTPYUCTUYECKUMI L[eHHOCTAMU, SMIaTueil n 6sa-
rogapHocThio (Krumrei-Mancuso, 2017). IToBegenue-
ckuM npossnenuAM VIC uccnenoBarenn IpucBanBaioT
pasHble MOTMBBL. B uX 4MCIO BXOAUT MOTMBAnus K
nosHannio (Krumrei-Mancuso et al., 2020; Leary et al.,
2017), MOTUBALM K TIPEOIOICHNIO MHTE/IEKTyaIbHBIX
orpannyennit (Haggard et al., 2018) u crpemenne K
pasBututo komnerennuit (Porter et al., 2020). Orpuna-
tenbHble cBsi3u VIC HabmogaoTcst ¢ yepramu TeMHOI
Tpuaper (Cannon et al., 2020).

Hackonbko HaMm m3BecTHO, uccnegosanusa VIC B Poc-
cuu He IpoBoANCh. [ToaToMy afgantanus 1 anpobarys
mKanbl g guarnoctuky VIC pacmmpser npo6neMHoe
To71e TICUXOJIOTUN U IIPEOCTABIAET BO3MOXKHOCTH, CBA-
3aHHbBIE C MPAKTUYECKUM IpYMEHEeHNMeM HOBOTO MeTO-
ma. s peanusauym 31oit ey 6pi1a BoiOpaHa «Kom-
IJIeKCHas 1IIKaJla MHTeJIeKTyanbHol ckpoMHocTi» (The
Comprehensive Scale of Intellectual Humility, CIHS),
paspaboranHnas 9.[x. Kpympeit-Mankyso u C.B. Poys
(Krumrei-Mancuso, Rouse, 2016). B ormirane ot mkan VIC
u3 o63opa 3. Kporiescku u ero kojier (Kroplewski et al.,
2022), CIHS obnapaer deTbIpexaKTOpHOII CTPYKTYpPOIL,
Omaropjapsi 4eMy yIMTBIBaeTC MHOTOMEPHOE CTPOCHME
HC. IlcuxomeTpudeckme XapaKTepUCTUKY, U3ydeHHbIe
Ha HECKOJIbKNUX BBIOOPKaX, VIMeIM [JOIYCTUMBbIE IIOKa-
3arenu BHyTpeHHeil cormacoBaHHocT (0,70 < a < 0,89)
U peTeCTOBOJ HaJeXHOCTM (peTecToBasg KOPPeIALVA
r = 0,75 ciycta opun Mecan, r = 0,70 mocne Tpex Mecs-
1eB). B mnane koHcTpyKTHON BanupHocTy VIC nomoxu-
TeJIbHO KOPpEeIMpOBasa ¢ CYyLeCTBYIONIEN IKaJIoi TOro
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ke KoHcTpyKTa — Illkanoit MinTennexryanbaoit Ckpom-
Hoctu (r = 0,52, p < 0,001; The Intellectual Humility Scale,
IHS; McElroy et al., 2014) u He MMeJIO 3HAYMMOIL CBI3M C
camootueHkoit (r = -0,04, p = 0,32). B HacTos1ee Bpems,
[IOMVMO QHITIOSI3bIYHOJ BEPCUY, CYIIECTBYET II0/IbCKas
apantanusa CIHS (Kroplewski et al., 2022). Ona gemoH-
CTpUpYeT XOpolllye IOoKa3aTelu BHYTPeHHeN COInaco-
BaHHOCTY 10 o6ueit mkane (a = 0,86) u cybukamam
(0,63 < a<0,85).

Lenb nccnegoBaHna 1 runotesbl

Hacrosmee nccnenopanne HalpaB/IeHO Ha afJalITAIINIo0
CIHS.

Ilns oueHKM KOHCTpyKTHOM BanmupHoct CIHS 6511
BoiOpaH HEXACO-PI-R, Bxmoyamommii cy6ukany
YeCTHOCTb-CKPOMHOCTD, ¢ KoTopoit MIC umeer cemaH-
Tideckoe nepecedenne. Kpome toro, MIC xak nosunms
HeTPelB3ATOr0 OTHOIIEHUs K albTepHAaTMBHBIM TOY-
KaM 3peHUA IpeAIonaraeT TeOPeTNIeCKy CBA3HOCTD
C Y4epTOIl OTKPBITOCTY OIIBITY, YTO IOATBEPIK/IACTCS OM-
nupuyeckn (Davis et al., 2015). ITomumo rumotes o no-
noxutenbHo cBa3n VIC ¢ 4eCTHOCTbIO-CKPOMHOCTDBIO I
OTKPBITOCTBIO OIBITY IIPeAIosarajaach IOMOXKUTeIbHAA
koppensaunsa VIC ¢ [obposkenaTenbHOCTHIO U KOOPO-
coBectHOCTBIO (McElroy et al., 2014). Cy6ukana CIHS
«HE3aBUCHMOCTb MHTE/IEKTA OT JT0» OINChIBAET CIO-
COOHOCTb MHAMBUMA IMOLMOHATIBHO JUCTAHIPOBATD-
€S OT JIMYHBIX WIN YY>XKUX YOXKIEeHWIT B KOH(IMKTHBIX
CUTYaLMAX, TOSTOMY OXMZAeTca oTcyTcTBye ceasu VIC
C 3MOLVMOHAJIPHOCTBIO. Taxoke BBIIBUTAETCA TUIIOTE3a,
yto VIC cTaTucTudeckn He CBSI3aHA C 9KCTpaBepcueit
(Meagher, 2022). Oxwupaercs, yro mkana CIHS Oymer
06yaziaTh 4eThIpeXPaKTOPHOI CTPYKTYPOIl ¢ hakTOpoM
6071ee BHICOKOTO TIOPSIZIKA, KOTOPBIIL OyaeT oTpaxkaTb 00-
muii yposenb VIC. 9To npeAnonoKeHye 0CHOBAaHO Ha Te-
OpeTUYECKNX HPEACTaB/ICHIAX aBTOPOB OPUTHHAIBHO
meromuky (Krumrei-Mancuso, Rouse, 2016).

Bbi6opka

Io6poBoNbHOE ydyacTue B OHJIAH-MCCIELOBAHNN,
00BsIB/IEHIIE O KOTOPOM OBIIO OIyOIMKOBAHO B aIpere
2023 ropa B conmanbHoi cetn «BKoHTakTe», mpuuAIo
300 monbsosareneil. VIX Bo3pacT BapbupoBan oT 18 fo
70 et (M = 21, SD = 5,92). Jlons1 )KeHIIMH B BBIOOPKE —
62%.

0O60cHOBaHMe 06bema BbIOGOPKM

Omnpepenenne o6beMa BEIOOPKI OCYIIECTBISAIOCH de-
pe3 aHanus momHocTu B mporpamme G*Power (Faul
etal., 2007). IIpu pasmepe adpdexra f = 0,2 TpeboBanoch
258 y4acTHMKOB 11 gocTiokeHna 90% momuoctn n 5%
YPOBHA 3HAYMMOCTI.
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Mpouepypa

ABTOpOM OpUTMHAIbHON Bepcuy mkanbl I.Jx. Kpym-
peit-MaHKy30 6bUIO JaHO paspellleHNe B IYHOI HepeI-
CKe Ha aJlalTallMI0 PYCCKOA3BIYHOIO BapMaHTa METOIVKI
CIHS. IlIkana nepeBoAnIach Ha PYCCKMI A3BIK ABYX3Tall-
HbIM MeTofioM Bpucmna (Brislin, 1986; Fenn et al., 2020) ¢
IpMBJIeYEHNEM IBYX He3aBUCUMBIX 9KCIIEPTOB-OVIIMHIBOB.
I[Tocne obparHOro nepeBofa Mbl CPAaBHWIN IIOTyd4eHHbIE
YTBEPXK/JJEHUA C OPUIMHA/IbHBIMY ITYHKTaMy ¥ OLIEH/IN
UX COOTBETCTBME. B cmyuae paccornmacoBaHus IpoBOAM-
JIOCh OOCY>KJieHIe C y4acTueM SKCIEPTOB Y JICCIeNoBa-
Te/lell HacTosAIell paboThl, 3aTeM BHOCHINCH KOPPEKTH-
POBKM, M IIPOLEAypa NepPeBOJa MIPOBOAMIACH TIOBTOPHO.

MeTopbl 1 METOANKN

Memoouxu

Kaxpplil y9acTHUK 3aMONHAN IyII-(GOpMY, BKIIOUAIO-
Iyl MHPOPMUPOBAHHOE COITACKE, COLUAIbHO-IEeMO-
rpadumyeckite BOpOCHI U TeCTbI, IPUBEJIeHHbIE HIDKE.

Ins ouenku BpipakeHHOCTU VIC y pecriOHI€HTOB Nc-
MO7Ib30BajIach IMepeBeleHHas Ha PYyccKmil A3bIK KoM-
IIJIeKCHasA IIKaja MHTE/IEeKTYaJbHOM CKPOMHOCTU
ot 3.JIx. Kpympeit-Maukyso u C.B. Poys (Krumrei-
Mancuso, Rouse, 2016), Bx1ovatomas 4 mkaisl u3 22 yT-
BepKJeHMit. MeTofuKa Cofep>KUT CAemyIoliye IIKabl:
Hesasucumocmv unmennexma ot Iro (Hampumep, pe-
BEepPCUBHBIN IYHKT: «Korja KTo-T0o IpOTMBOPEYNUT MOUM
CaMbIM BO)XHBIM YOEXKIEHMAM, 3TO IOX0XKe Ha JINYHYIO
araxy»), Omkpoimocmo K nepecmompy ceoux ybexcoerui
(«CrankuBasich ¢ HOBOI MHGOpMAI[HeNt, s BCera OTKPBIT
IUIsL TIepeCMOTpa CBOMX Ba)XKHBIX yOeXXeHmil»), Yaase-
Hue uyscux yoesoerudi («51 MOTY OTHOCUTBCS K YeTTOBEKY
¢ 6ONBLINM YBaXKEHVEM, JaXKe eC/IU Mbl PaCXOLVIMCS BO
B3IVIAZAX Ha BaXKHbIe TeMbl») M Omcymcmeue unmen-
nexmyanvHoil camoysepenrocmu («ITo 6onpleit dacTu,
CKOpee APYyIMM eCTb 4YeMy IOYYUTbCA Y MeH:, 4eM MHe
y HUX»). YTBepX/ieH!s OLeHMBAIOTCA 10 5-0a/lIbHO
mkane JInkepra oT 1 («IIOTHOCTBIO He COIJIaceH») A0 5
(«IIOTHOCTBIO COITIaceH»). B opUrMHaIbHON aHITIOA3BIY-
HO Bepcuu Metopuku a-Kponbaxa cyOrukan cocTabs-
eT 0,82 < a0 <0,88.

B menax mccienoBaHMA KOHCTPYKTHON BajMJHOCTU
KoMmMnieKkcHOI! IIKasbl MHTEIEKTYaTbHOM CKPOMHOCTHI
ucnonb3oBaics llecTudaKkTOPHBLI TMIHOCTHBII OIPOC-
Huk HEXACO-PI-R (Ashton, Lee, 2009) B ero pyccko-
a3pr4Hoi 60-niynktHON Bepcun HEXACO-60 (Eroposa
u fip., 2019). IllecTb KOMIIOHEHTOB OTpPaXKalOT CIIeAYI0-
e YepThl TMYHOCTU: JOOPOCOBECTHOCTD, HOOpOXKe-
JIAT€IbHOCTDb, OTKPBITOCTb OIBITY, Y€CTHOCTb-CKPOM-
HOCTb, 9KCTPaBePCHs ¥ SMOILMOHATbHOCTb. BHYTpeHH A
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COIVIACOBAHHOCTDb CYOIIKa/I PYyCCKOA3BIYHOI BepCcuy Ba-
ppupyerca B guamasone 0,74 < a < 0,85.

Pe3synbraTtbl uccnegoBaHua

CrarucTudeckast 06paboTKa JaHHbIX IIPOBOM/IACE B Cpe-
zie R Studio c ucnonb3osanvem makera psych (Revelle, 2024).

DaxmopHas eanudHocmo. I1o cTaTUCTUYECKOMY KpHU-
TEpUI0 MYNbTUMEPHON aIlOCTEPMOPHON BEPOATHO-
ctu Benncepa (Velicer’s Multidimensional A posteriori
Probability, MAP; Velicer, 1976) pmaHHbBIe yKasbIBaju
B IIO/Ib3y YeTBHIPEXKOMIIOHEHTHOM CTPYKTyphl. OlLeH-
Ka CTPYKTYPBI OCYLIEeCTBIISIACh HOCPECTBOM METO/A
[IaBHBIX KOMIIOHEHT C BpallieHneM BapuMakc. Hu ogyx
U3 IIYHKTOB He OBbII yJjaJieH BBUAY JJOCTAaTOYHBIX 3HaYe-
HUIt 110 (paKTOpHBIM Harpyskam (> 0,30) u obmHOCTAM
(h?>0,15).

OpHodakTopHast MOfeNb IO pe3yabraTaM KOHQUp-
MaropHoro ¢akroproro aHamsa (KDA) nemoncTpupo-
Ba/ia Hanbosee cmaboe COOTBETCTBYUE MOJIENIN JAHHBIM:
x* (209) =1222,009, p < 0,001; TLI = 0,389; CFI = 0,447;
RMSEA = 0,127 [0,120-0,134].

YertpipexdaKkTopHasa MOfe/Nb He JOCTUTaIa KOHBEHINO-
HaJIbHBIX 3HaUeHMII o MeTpukam: X* (231) = 2062,465,
p < 0,001; TLI = 0,804; CFI = 0,828; RMSEA = 0,072
[0,064-0,080], omHAKO 3HAYMMO OOJbILE COOTBETCTBO-
BaJla JAHHBIM B CpaBHEHUU C l1-PpaKTOPHOI MOIENbIo
AX? (6) = 704,32, p < 0,001. Ha ocHOBaHMM NIpOLeAypBI
Mopudukanuy nHAekcos (¢pyukuus modindices B ma-
KeTe lavaan) 6plna mobGaBeHa CBA3b MEXAY IMYHKTaMM
1 («O6br9HO MOM ey NMydlle, YeM UJeU PYTUX JI0-
mei») u 2 («Ilo Gojblieit 4acTu, CKOpee JPYTUM eCTb
4YeMy MOYYUTHCA Y MEHsA, YeM MHe Y HUX»), YTO YBEJIN-
YIJI0 COOTBETCTBME MOJeNN JaHHbIM, Ax* (1) = 14,962,
p < 0,001, x* (202) = 502,731, p < 0,001; TLI = 0,812;
CFI = 0,836; RMSEA = 0,070 [0,063-0,078].

YerbipexdakTopHas Mofenb ¢ (aKTOpOM BTOPOro IO-
PSiKa MMeJTa MHAEKChI COOTBETCTBMS MOJIe/ JJAHHBIM,
KOTOpBIE ObUIM MOXOXKM Ha MH[EKChI deThipexdaKTop-
HoUt Mogemn: X* (205) = 520,498, p < 0,001; TLI = 0,806;
CFI = 0,828; RMSEA = 0,072 [0,064-0,079]. Pasuuiia
¢ 4eThIpex(aKTOPHOI MOJIENbI0 10 XM-KBafpary Obira
HesHauuMoit xX*A(2) = 2,8057, p = 0,2459. Bonee Toro,
(akTop, COOTBETCTBYIOLINIT CyOlikane «YBaKeHMe K
aJIbTEPHATMBHBIM TOYKaM 3PEHUs», UMeNT OTpULiaTe/Ib-
HYIO OLIEHKY AMCIIEpCHM OLIMOKM, UTO SIB/ISETCS MPHU-
3HAKOM OLIMOKM cIieluduKanmuy Mogeny (Tak HasblBae-
Mblit «cmydait XeiiByna» (Heywood case; Heywood, 1931).
B aroit curyanuu B Mopenp 3 65U10 106aB/IeHO OrpaHu-
yeHye gucrepcuu 4-ro gakropa = 0 (Farooq, 2022). Ha
pucyHKke 1 mpezicTaBieHa GpakTOpHas CTPYKTypa pyccKo-
s3pryHoN apanranyy CIHS, mogrBepsxgaroias dpaxrop-
HYIO B/IIJTHOCTD 9TOJ BepCUM LIIKaJIBL.
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Tabmmna 1 Table 1
®daxTopHsie Harpy3ku myHkToB KommnexcHoit IlIkanb Factor loadings for the Comprehensive Scale of Intellectual
WnTennexryanbHoli CKpOMHOCTH Humility items
E DaKTOpHbIe HATPY3KN O6uHOCTH g Factor loadings Co;?t?::na_
£ 2
= ®aktopl @akrop2 @akrop3 dakrop4 h? Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4 h?
1 0,71 0,58 1 0.71 0.58
2 0,72 0,56 2 0.72 0.56
3 0,46 0,29 3 0.46 0.29
4 0,62 0,41 4 0.62 0.41
5 0,46 0,26 5 0.46 0.26
6 0,66 0,46 6 0.66 0.46
7 0,72 0,63 7 0.72 0.63
8 0,57 0,49 8 0.57 0.49
9 0,68 0,52 9 0.68 0.52
10 0,70 0,50 10 0.70 0.50
1 0,56 0,45 1 0.56 0.45
12 0,55 0,39 12 0.55 0.39
13 0,47 0,29 13 0.47 0.29
14 0,74 0,60 14 0.74 0.60
15 0,69 0,53 15 0.69 0.53
16 0,77 0,64 16 0.77 0.64
17 0,72 0,56 17 0.72 0.56
18 0,78 0,64 18 0.78 0.64
19 0,67 0,47 19 0.67 0.47
20 0,68 0,52 20 0.68 0.52
21 0,72 0,54 21 0.72 0.54
22 0,75 0,60 22 0.75 0.60
Ipumeuanue: [Tyukrsr 11, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20 oTHOCSTCA K Note: Items 11, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20 refer to “Respect for Others’
cy6IiKae «yBaXUTeNbHOE OTHOLIEH e K a/IbTePHATIBHBIM Viewpoints”; items 16, 17, 18, 21, 22 refer to “Independence of
TOYKAM 3peHMsI», IYHKTHI 16, 17, 18, 21, 22 — k cy6rukare Intellect and Ego”; items 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 correspond to “Openness
«HEe3aBMCYMOCTDb MHTE/IEKTA OT JTO», IyHKTH 6, 7, 8, 9,10 — to Revising One’s Viewpoint”; items 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 12 relate to
K CyOIIKase «OTKPBITOCTD K IepecMoTpy cBoux ybexxaennit»,  “Lack of Intellectual Overconfidence”
HyHKTHI 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 12 — K cy6IIKae «OTCYTCTBUE NHTE/IEK-
TYa/IbHOJ CAMOYBEPEHHOCTI»
Tabmumna 2 Table 2
Koppenanuu mexxpy VIC u nepemennsivmu HEXACO-PI-R Correlations between IH and HEXACO-PI-R
Ilepemennas MHTenneKkryanpbHas CKpOMHOCTD Variables Intellectual humility
Jlo6poxxenarenbHOCTh 0,25 Agreeableness 0.25°
YecTHOCTH-CKPOMHOCTD 0,30* Honesty-Humility 0.30*
OMOIMOHATIBHOCTh -0,06 Emotionality -0.06
IKCcTpaBepcus -0,03 Extraversion -0.03
Ho6poc0BeCTHOCTb 0,19° Conscientiousness 0.19°
OTKPBITOCTD ONBITY 0,31 Openness to Experience 0.31°
Ipumeuanue: p*< 0,001; *< 0,01 °< 0,05 Note: p *< 0.001; < 0.01; °< 0.05
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HaodesxHocmy. BHyTpeHHS COITACOBAHHOCTb PYCCKO-
aspruHoi Bepcuyu CIHS mmena npuemnemoe 3HadeHue,
a=0,72,a 114 Bcex 4eTblpex cy6un<an MEeTOJMKN OHa BXO-
JWJIa B IMAIIa30H JOIyCTUMBIX 3HadeHui 0,65 < a < 0,82.

Banuonocmy. VIC MONOXNTETHHO KOppenupoBana ¢
BOOpOXKeMaTeIbHOCTbIO, JOOPOCOBECTHOCTDIO, OTKPbI-
TOCTbIO OIIBITY ¥ 4€CTHOCTbIO-CKpOMHOCTbI0. C aMo1u-
OHAJIbHOCTBIO M 9KCTpaBepCHell 3HAYMMBIX CBA3EN He
HabJII0a10Ch.

Ananus nonosvix pasnauvuil. Mexpy MyX4MHaMK U
JKEeHIIVTHAMM He OBUIO CTQTUCTUYECKM 3HAUMMBbIX pas-
MWYMIT 110 MOKasaTensM He3aBUCUMOCTY MHTE/IEKTa
or Jro (t = -1,122, p = 0,263, d = 0,143), oTCyTCTBUA UH-
TeJUIeKTya/IbHOI caMoyBepeHHocTH (f = 0,049, p = 0,961,
d =0,025), OTKPBITOCTH K IIepPeCMOTPY CBOMX YOEXKJeHIIT
(t = 1,045, p = 0,297, d = 0.127) u yBaXKUTEIBHOTO OT-
HOLIEHMs K a/IbTePHATHBHBIM TOYKaM 3peHus (¢ = 1,288,
p=0,199,d =0,221).

O6cypaeHue pe3ynbTaToB

B Hacrosmeit paboTe u3y4yamuch CTPYKTypa, Hafi-
€©KHOCTb U KOHCTPYKTHasg BaJUJHOCTb PYCCKOIl Bep-
cuy KOMIITIeKCHOI 1IKajIbl MHTE/IEeKTYalbHOM CKPOM-
Hoctu (Krumrei-Mancuso, Rouse, 2016). Yersipe
(dakTopa, MoyuYeHHbIe B HACTOSIIEM MCCIEJOBAHNM, Ha
TeOPeTNYeCKOM YPOBHE IOATBEP)K/IAI0T KOMIIOHEHTBI
uHTenneKkTyanpHoi ckpomuoctn (VIC) B mpepcraBsie-
Huu J.Jx. Kpympeii-Maukyso n C.B. Poys (Krumrei-
Mancuso, Rouse, 2016): OTKpBITOCTb K IepecMOTpPY
JIMYHBIX YOEX[IeHUII, OTCYTCTBUE MHTEIEKTYalIbHO
CaMOYBEpPEeHHOCTH, He3aBYICUMOCTb MHTE/ITIEKTA OT IT0 U
YBaXUTEIbHOE OTHOLIEHMEe K aJIbTe€PHATUBHBIM TOUKAM
3penns. Takas ¢pakTOpHas CTPYKTYpa HOJiep>KIBaeTCs
pesy/braTaMu IoIbcKoi agantanyy mkansl (Kroplewski
et al., 2022). B wactHOCTH, pacupeneneHe IIyHKTOB II0
cyO1kanaM pycckosasbyHoit u nonbckoit CIHS e oTmm-
YaIOTCA OT OPUTMHAIBHOTO.

XOTs B aHIVIOA3BIYHON ¥ IOJIBCKOV BEPCUAX HIKAJIbI
qeTbIpex(aKTOpHas MOJeNIb ¢ PaKTOPOM OoJIee BBICOKO-
IO [IOPsA/IKA MIMeeT XOpollee COOTBETCTBHUE JaHHBIX, B Ha-
nieM cay4dae pe3ynbTatbl KOA cBUETENbCTBYIOT B IIO/b-
3y YMEPEHHOTO COOTBETCTBMA. BO3MOXKHO, Ha CHIDKEHME
3HA4YEHMI] MH/IEKCOB COOTBETCTBYSA B HAllleM Cay4ae I0-
BV MOPANOK NPeAbABICHNA ITyHKTOB, OTHOCAIMXCA
K pasHbIM CYOIIKaIaM.

CunraeTrcs, 4To OMmNOKA B JaHHBIX, CBsI3aHHAsI C OTPU-
LJaTeIbHOI AMCTIep et 10 OHOMY U3 (PaKTOPOB, BO3HU-
KaeT B CBS3M C HEJOCTATOYHBIM 00BEMOM BBIOOPKI, Ma-
JIBIM KOJIMYECTBOM ITYHKTOB Ha KOHCTPYKT. B HacTos1eM
MCCIENOBAaHNM BOSHUKHOBEHNE «C/Tydyas XeiBya» Ipe-
MIOJIOXKUTENIBHO SIBJISIETCSI CIEICTBUEM JIyOMPYIOIINKCS
YCTIOBUII — KOBapyalLM YeThbIpeX cybuKkan u ¢pakropa
BrOoporo yposHs (Farooq, 2022).

Hacrosmas aganraius umeeT Ay 0OLIeil Kbl I10-
KasaTe/lb BHyTPeHHeN cornacoBaHHOCTH o = 0,72, KOTO-
PbIil HECKOJIBKO HMKE€ aHITIOA3bIYHON Bepcuu o = 0,88.
3HavyeHNs IO CyOIIKaIaM TakKe OKas3bIBAIOTCS HIDKE IO
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CPaBHEHMIO C OPUTMHAJIOM, YTO B CBOIO OYe€pefib IIOBTO-
psieT pesy/IbTaThl IOIbCKOM afgantanyu. Hanbonee Hus-
Kasi CTeNeHb COITIACOBAHHOCTM HabMIofaeTcsl y cyOuika-
abl OTCYTCTBME MHTE/IEKTYaIbHOM CaMOYBEPEHHOCTHU
B Hacrtoseil aganraunn (a = 0,62), IONbCKOI Bepcuu
(a0 = 0,63), aBTOpCKOI Bepcuu mkaisl (o = 0,82) u B ofi-
HOM U3 MccaenoBanuii ¢ ucnonbsopanuem CIHS (a =
0,76; Meagher, 2022).

PycckossplyHas Bepcus IIKaabl MOKas3ana B HACTO-
ALleM MCCAeJOBAaHUM NOCTaTOYHYI0 KOHBEPIe€HTHYIO
U JUBEPreHTHYI0 BanuAHOCTb. VIC 3HAUMMO IONIOXMU-
TEIbHO KOppenupoBana ¢ HoOpOXKenaTeTbHOCTPIO U
OTKPBITOCTBIO ombITy, usMepennomy HEXACO-PI-R,
9YTO TOBOPUT KaK 00 ajeKBaTHOCTM TeOPEeTHYECKUX
OIVICAHUI SMIUPUYECKUM JAHHBIM, TaK U O CXOJ/ICTBE
BOCIIPUATHA YePThl B AHIVIOA3BIYHOM U PYCCKOS3BIYU-
HoM KoHTekctax (Leary et al., 2017). Cnegyer orme-
TUTH, YTO HONOXKMUTeNbHas cBsA3b VIC ¢ mobpocoBecT-
HOCTBIO B HaCTOsAILEM MCCIENOBAaHNI COBIIaJjaeT NMILb
C YacTbIO AHIVIOA3BIYHBIX JaHHBIX. K IpuMepy, cBA3b
C 0OPOCOBECTHOCTBHIO MPOCIEXUBAETCS IPU U3Mepe-
Huy VIC mkanoit VIHTen1eKTyaabHOM CKPOMHOCTY OT
M. Xarrappa u ero xomer (Haggard et al., 2018), Ho He
BosHUKaeT npu usMepennn VIC uepes CIHS (Meagher,
2022). YmepeHHas nonoxurenpHas ¢BA3b VIC ¢ yecTHO-
CTbIO-CKPOMHOCTDIO, IOAep>KIBaeMas pe3y/lbTaTaMu
uccnenosauusa [I.E. [Tapuca u ero xomner (Davis et al.,
2015), moKasbIBaeT, YTO JaHHbIE KOHCTPYKTBI OT/IMYa-
I0TCSL APYT OT APYTa, XOTs U UMEKT 00lijee OCHOBAaHME.
OtcyTtcrBue cBasu VIC ¢ sMOIMOHATbHOCTBIO M 9KCTpa-
Bepcuell Ha 13y4aeMoli BIOOpKe TOBOPUT B II0/Ib3Y He-
3aBUCUMOCTY OTHOILIEHMIT MEX Y 3TUMU (peHOMEHaMI,
YTO B CBOIO O4Yepefib II03BOJAET Cle/IaTh 3aK/II0ueHue O
BaJIMJHOCTY aJjallTall 1ML,

HakoHel, oTcyTCTBUE 3HAUMMBIX PaslIM4uuil B BbIpa-
xeHHOCTH VIC 11O MY)CKOJI M YKEHCKOI! BBIOOPKaM IIOf-
Iep>KuUBaeT pe3ynbTaTbl opurnHanabHoi Bepcun CIHS
(Krumrei-Mancuso, Rouse, 2016).

B mepcmexTuBe HanbHEMIINX JMCCIEHOBAHMII HEOO-
XOZIMIMO TIPOBECTH OLIEHKY MHKPEMEHTHON U cojeprKa-
TE€JIbHOM BaJIMIFHOCTH, 2 TAK)Ke PETECTOBON HaJJeXKHOCTH
tecTa. KpoMe TOro, peKOMEH/yeTCsl M3MEHUTD CII0CO0
IpefbsIBAeHIsI YHKTOB CYOIIKas, CMelBas UX B CITy-
YailHOM MHOpsfIKe, YTOObI YMEHBIIUTb BAMSAHNUE MO3U-
LVIOHHBIX 9()(PeKTOB Ha pe3y/IbTATHI OLIEHKM TeCTa. ITO
MO3BOJIUT MONTY4INUTh OG0lee 0OBEKTUBHBIE U HaJe)KHbIE
IAHHbIE, YTO MIMeeT BaKHOe 3HaYeHMe /1A IPaKTU4IeCcKo-
rO IpMMeHEHN TecTa.

BbiBogpl

B HacroseM MccienoBaHuy ObIa IPOBeEfieHa OLfeH-
Ka IICUXOMETPUYECKUX XapaKTEPUCTUK PYCCKOA3BIYU-
Hoit Bepcun KommnekcHoit IlIkansl VIHTeNneKTyanbHO
Ckpomuoctu (the Comprehensive Scale of Intellectual
Humility, CIHS). [lanHble CBU/ETeIBCTBYIOT B IIO/Ib3Y
KOHCTPYKTHOJ Ba/IMJHOCTY IIKaJIbl, @ TAKOKe ITI0OKa3bIBa-
0T, 4YTO PasMEPHOCTDb AJAITHPYEMOTO TECTa COINIACYeTCs
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IIpunoxxenne

bnank meropnku KommnrekcHas mkana nnreniexkryanbHoit ckpomaoctu (The Comprehensive Scale of
Intellectual Humility, CIHS)

HMucmpyxyusa: ITpounTaiite yTBep>KaeHNA U YKa)KUTeE, B KAKOil CTEIIEH) OHM BePHbI B OTHOLIeHUN Bac.

IlIkana ouenxu:

1 — MOTHOCTBIO He COTTaceH

2 — cKopee He coITlaceH

3 — HU coIJIaceH, HU He CoIVIaceH
4 — ckopee cornaceH

5 — TOTHOCTBIO COTIACeH

10.

11

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21

22.

O6BLIYHO MOY VTN JIy4Ille, YeM UfeV APYTHX JIoeit

ITo 6ombuest YacTn, CKOpee APYTHUM eCTb YeMy HOYUUTbCA Yy MeHS, 4eM MHe Y HUX

Koryia 51 mo-HacTos1ieMy yBepeH B CBOEM MHEHWH, BEPOSTHOCTb TOTO, YTO OHO HEeBEPHOE, KpaliHe Maja

ITo 60/bIIMHCTBY IIPEMETOB 5 OY/y MOMAraThcsA Ha CBOM COOCTBEHHbIE 3HAHN, a He 00PAIaThCA 32 HOMOLIBIO K IPYTUM
ITo Ba)KHBIM BOIIPOCAM 51 BPSI[T /M IIOfAMCs1 BIIVSHUIO YY>KOTO MHEHIS

BpemeHamu, KOI7ia MHe IIOKa3bIBaJIM, 4TO 5 He IIPaB, A MOT USMEHUTD JJa>Ke BXKHbIE [/ MeH: yOexKIe s

A TOTOB M3MEHNTD CBOIO TOUKY 3PEHN 110 BAXKHOMY BOIPOCY, €CIIM Ha TO €CTh BECOMbIE apIyMEeHTBI
CrankmBasch ¢ HOBOIT MH(POPMaIMeli, A BCer/ja OTKPBIT I/ MepPecMOTPa CBOMX BaKHBIX YOeXK/ICHMI

51 TOTOB M3MEHNTD CBOM B3IVISIBI, €C/IM HA TO €CTh BECKMe IPUIMHBI

A TOTOB M3MEHNTD CBOE MHEHIE II0 BaXKHOIT TeMe, IaXke eCIIV OHO yxKe 6bII0 chOPMIPOBAHO

A yBaXkaio CrIoco6bl IPYHATHA BOXKHbIX PEIIEHNMIT, JaXKe eC/IY OHM OT/IMYAIOTCA OT MOMX

Mowu y6exzieH1A 1o BaKHBIM BOIIPOCAM PeKO MEHSIOTCSA, KOTZIa A C/IBIITY APYTHe TOYKM 3peHMA

S npuHMMalo pa3Hble TOYKM 3PEHNUA Ha BaXKHBIE JI/I MEH: TeMbI

51 MOry OTHOCUTBCS K YeTIOBEKY C GO/IBILINM yBaXKeHMeM, aXke eC/IM MbI PACXOAMMCS BO B3ILAAX HA BaKHBIE TEMBI
S MoTy IpU3HATD, YTO Y APYTUX JIOJIEN eCTh 37PaBble MBIC/IN, [JaKe C/HU B 11e/IOM C HYMM He COITIaCeH

Korza KT0-TO He cOITaceH ¢ BaYKHBIMM /7S MEHA MAEAMM, 9TO OILIyIAeTCs KaK 6yATo ObI Ha MEHs HaIasn

Kor/a KT0-TO IIPOTUBOPEYNT MOUM CaMbIM BaXXHBIM yO@XKIEHMM, 9TO [IOXOXKe Ha JIMYHYIO aTaKy

I CK/IOHeH 4yBCTBOBATH YIPO3Y, KOTAA APYTILe MOAM He COIIALIAIOTCSA CO MHOIA IO TeMaM, KOTOpbIe 04eHb /I MEHs BaXKHBI
51 MoTy yBa>KaTb IPYTUX JIIOiel, JaXKe eC/IV 1 He COT/IaCeH C HUMI 110 Ba)KHBIM BOIIPOCAM

A TOTOB yC/IBIIIATD IPYTUX, JAKE eCTN 5 He COIIACEH C HUMI

Korza KT0-TO He cOITIalIaeTcs ¢ BKHBIMIU J/IA MEHS MAEAMM, 5 4yBCTBYIO Ce6s He3HaUMTeTbHBIM

s 4yBCTBYIO cebst HUYTOXXHBIM, KOTZJa Ipyrie€ He COIIallaloTcs Co MHOI IO BaYKHBIM I MEHA TeEMaM

3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5
3 4 5

Ob6pabomxka pesynvmamos. PeBepcuBHble IyHKTHI 0003Ha4YeHbI 3Be3[jouKoil. JIa mopcdera obujero 6ajra
CYMMMPYIOTCS BCe ITyHKTBI LIKajIbl. BO3MOXXHO CyMMIMpOBaHIe [0 OTAENbHBIM CyOIIKanam (CM. HIDKe).

OTKpBITOCTD K IIEPECMOTPY TNYHBIX YOeXKeHNIL: 6, 7, 8, 9, 10.
OTcyTcTBME MHTE/UIEKTYa/IbHO CaMOyBepeHHOCTH: 1%, 2%, 3%, 4%, 5%, 12%,
HesaBucumocTp nHTemIEKTa OT Jro: 16%, 17%, 18*, 21%, 22*.

VYBa)xeHMe K a/IbTepHATUBHBIM TOYKaM 3peHus: 11, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20.
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The Comprehensive Intellectual Humility Scale, CTHS

Instructions: Read the statements and indicate to what extent they are true of you.

Rating scale:

1 — completely disagree

2 — rather disagree

3 — neither agree nor disagree
4 — rather agree

5 — completely agree

Appendix

10.

1L

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

My ideas are usually better than other people’s ideas

For the most part, others have more to learn from me than I do from them.

When I am truly confident in my opinion, the likelihood that it is wrong is extremely small
For most subjects I will rely on my own knowledge rather than seeking help from others

On important issues, I am unlikely to be influenced by other people’s opinions

At times, when I was shown that I was wrong, I could change even the beliefs that were important to me

I am ready to change my point of view on an important issue if there are compelling arguments for it
When confronted with new information, I am always open to challenging my important beliefs

I am ready to change my views if there are good reasons for doing so

I am ready to change my opinion on an important topic, even if it has already been formed

I respect the ways in which important decisions are made, even if they differ from my own

My beliefs on important issues rarely change when I hear other points of view

L accept different points of view on topics that are important to me

I can treat a person with great respect even if we disagree on important topics

I can accept that other people have valid ideas even if I generally disagree with them

When someone disagrees with ideas that are important to me, it feels like 'm being attacked

When someone contradicts my most important beliefs, it feels like a personal attack

I tend to feel threatened when other people disagree with me on topics that are very important to me
I can respect other people even if I disagree with them on important issues

I am ready to listen to others, even if I don’t agree with them

When someone disagrees with ideas that are important to me, I feel insignificant

I feel insignificant when others disagree with me on topics that are important to me

4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5
4 5

Processing the results. Reversible points are indicated with an asterisk. To calculate the total score, all points on the
scale are summed up. Summing for individual subscales is possible (see below).

Openness to revision of personal beliefs: 6, 7, 8, 9, 10.

Lack of intellectual self-confidence: 1*, 2%, 3%, 4%, 5%, 12*.
Independence of the intellect from the Ego: 16%, 17%, 18%, 21%, 22*.
Respect for alternative points of view: 11, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20.
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