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Merta. CtarTio NpUCBAYEHO BUBUYCHHIO OKPEMUX TMCUXOJIOTIYHUX PUC OCI0, SKi
MPAIOI0Th 3 cucTeMolo custody records Ta 0COOIMBOCTSM iX pearyBaHHs Ha CUTYyalli
HEBM3HAYEHOCTI. 30KpEeMa, HAaBEJCHO PE3yJbTaTH EMIIPUYHOrO AOCIIIHKEHHS,
IIPOBEICHOI0 BNPOAOBK JiTa Ta oceHl 2021 poky cepen npauiBHUKIB HanioHanbHO1
MO, JOTUYHUX 10 BUKOHAHHA (DYHKIIM KOHBOIOBAHHA Ta CIIyKOOBHX O0OOB’SI3KIB
odpiuepiB 3 mnpaB moauHu. Custody records K 1HHOBAIIMHHUI E€JIEKTPOHHUM
IHCTPYMEHT BIJCOOOJIKY Ta CIHOCTEPEKEHHS, BHUMAarae BIJ CHIIBPOOITHUKIB
MIJBUILIEHOT yBaru 0 BIACHUX NPOo(eCIMHUX JI{, 10 MOXKE CIPUYMHATH HANpPyTy Ta
IHTOJIGPAHTHICT, /10 poOOTM B  yMOBaxX HOBHM3HM Ta  HEBU3HAYCHOCTI.
KoHuentyanpHOIO TIMOTE3010 JOCTIHKEHHS CTalo MPUIYIIEHHS PO 1CHYBaHHS
CYTTEBUX BIIMIHHOCTEH M1 MO3UTUBHOIO, HETATUBHOI a00 HEUTPAIBHOIO OIIHKOIO
HEOOXITHOCTI TpaloBaTd B yMOBax 3ampoBajkeHHs custody records Ta
IHIWBIAYaJIbHUMH  CXWJIBHOCTSMH  PECIIOHJICHTIB  PO3MVISIAATH 1 OIIHIOBATH
HEBHM3HAYCHI CHUTyallii sk OaxaHi a0o, y BUIAIKy MPOSBY IHTOJIEPAHTHOCTI [0
HEBHM3HAYEHOCTI, IK HEOAa)KaH1 YU 3arpO3JIMBI.

Metoan. OCHOBHUM METOJIOM JOCIHIJIKEHHS OyJ0 00paHO IUCKpUMIHAHTHHIMA
aHani3. 3Bakaroud Ha crnenudiky BUOIPKH, MNCUXOIIarHOCTUYHA METOJUKA, IO
3aCTOCOBYBajach y JOCHIPKCHHI Maja BIAMOBIAATH METOJWYHUM PEKOMEHJAIlisM
mono BukopuctanHs B cucteMi MBC Vkpainu. Hew craB «OnuryBajabHUK
TOJIEpaHTHOCT1 10 HeBu3HauyeHocT» (Intolerance of Ambiguity Scale, IAS) Crenmi
bannepa (ykpainomoBHa ananTaiiis bapko B. 1., Ocranosuuya B. I1.).

PesyabTatu. Jl0o OCHOBHMX pE3yJNbTaTiB JOCTIIKCHHS MOXHA BIJHECTH
BCTAHOBJICHHSI BUCOKOTO PIBHS 3B’ 513Ky MK CTABJICHHSIM JI0 TIPOQeCiitHUX 000B’SI3K1IB
B yMOBax (yHKIIOHyBaHHS custody records Ta Takol XapaKTEpOJOTIYHOI PHUCOIO
OCOOHMCTOCTI SIK <«JIPKEPENIO 1THTEIEPAHTHOCTI CKIIATHICThY.

BucHoBku. 3poOMBIIM KpOK Uil TOJANBIIOTO BHUBYCHHS MpPOOJIEeMU
TOJEPAHTHOCTI JIO HEBH3HAYCHOCTI, II¢ JOCIIDKCHHS ITJAKPECIIOE HEOOX1THICTh
PO3YMIHHSI TOTO, SIK TPABOOXOPOHII CTABIATHCA A0 NpodeciiHOi MisIBHOCTI B
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yMOBax HEOOX1THOCTiI BpaxOBYBaTH HAsSBHICTh 30BHIITHLOTO HE3AJICKHOTO KOHTPOIIIO
3a Mpoliecamu, Kl BIIOyBalOThCA Y 3aKPUTIN ClieliadbHIA YCTaHOBI.

Karw4oBi cioBa: custody records, TOJepaHTHICTh 10 HEBU3HAYEHOCTI,
JpKepesia 1HTOJIEPaHTHOCTI, HOBU3HA, CKJIA/IHICTh, HEPO3B I3HICTb.

Ganna Stoyatska. Characteristic manifestations of uncertainty tolerance
in persons working with custody records.

Purpose. The article is devoted to the study of some psychological traits of
people who work with the system of custody records and the peculiarities of their
response to uncertainty situations. The results of an empirical study conducted during
the summer and autumn of 2021 among National Police officers involved in escorting
and serving as human rights officers are presented. Custody records, as an innovative
electronic tool for video recording and surveillance, requires employees to pay more
attention to their own professional actions, which can lead to stress and intolerance to
work in conditions of novelty and uncertainty. The conceptual hypothesis of the study
was the assumption that there are significant differences between positive, negative
or neutral assessment of the need to work in the custody records context and
respondents individual tendencies to consider and evaluate uncertain situations as
desirable or, in case of intolerance into uncertainty, undesirable.

Methods. Discriminant analysis was chosen as the main research method.
Taking into account the specifics of the sample, the psychodiagnostic methodology
used in the study had to comply with the guidelines for use in the system of the
Ministry of Internal Affairs of Ukraine. We used Stanley Badner's Intolerance of
Ambiguity Scale (IAS) (Ukrainian-language adaptation by Barko V.I. and
Ostapovich V.P.).

Results. The main results of the study include the establishment of a high level
of connection between the attitude to professional responsibilities in the functioning
of custody records and such a characteristic feature of personality as a "source of
intelligence complexity."

Conclusions. This study emphasizes the importance of understanding how law
enforcement officers treat professional activities in the presence of external
independent control over the processes that take place in a closed special institution.

Key words: custody records, tolerance for uncertainty, intolerance sources,
novelty, complexity, unsolvability.

Beryn. AKTyanbHICTh JIOCHIIDKEHHSI 3yMOBJIEHa pedhopMyBaHHAM
PaBOOXOPOHHOI CUCTEMH B YKpaiHi, sIKE CYNMPOBOJIKYETHCS YUCICHHUMMU
IHHOBALIMHUMHU yIIPaBIIHCHKO-MEHEKEPCHKUMH  PIIICHHSMU. 30KpeEMa,
3ampoBakeHHs B 2016 pomi y misttbHOCTI HammionansHoi nominii Ykpainu
Takoi HoBamii sk custody records (MeToguuyHi peKOMEHAIll s
1HCIIEKTOPIB 3 JOTPUMAaHHS TMpaB JIOJAHH B 130JITOpPaX THUMYACOBOTO
TpUMaHHs), OyJI0 TOKJIMKaHE Ji0epaizyBaTh MPaBOOXOPOHHY IISJIbHICTH
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B MHUTAHHSAX, TOB’S3aHUX 3 HAJaHHIM TMOJIIEHCHKUX TMOCIYT, CHPHAITH
TPAHCMAPEHTHOCTI BJIQJHOI 1IHCTUTYIIII, pO3B’I3aHHIO TPOOJEMHUX MUTAHb
y AISIBHOCTI OpraHiB MiJ] 4ac 3aCTOCyBaHHS mouineinchkux 3axoaiB (Hakasz
MBC Vxkpainu Ne 676 Big 03.08.2017). Bognovac nutaHHs MCUXOJOTTYHOT
ajanTaIlii MpamiBHUKIB 10 pOOOTH B IIMX HOBUX yMOBaxX € JOCKOHAIO HE
BHMBUYECHHUM 1 OTpeOye BCEOIUHOrO Ta MOMNIMOJIEHOTO AOCTIKEHH. MeTa
CTaTTI — MPE3CHTYBAaTU OJIMH 3 IICUXOJIOTIYHUX aCMEKTIB CTABJICHHS
IIPaBOOXOPOHIIIB 10 poOOTH B yMOBax (hyHKIIOHYBaHHs custody records.
3aBAaHHSAM JOCTIIKCHHS € JIOBEJICHHS T1MOTE3U MPO ICHYBaHHS CyTTEBUX
BIJIMIHHOCTI MiXX IO3UTHBHOIO, HETaTUBHOI a00 HEUTPAIHHOK OI[IHKOIO
HEOOX1THOCTI TpAIfOBaTH B HOBUX YyMOBax 3ampoBaKeHHS custody
records Ta 1HAWBIAYaJbHUMH CXUJIBHOCTSAMH PECIIOHJICHTIB PO3TISAIATH 1
OLIIHIOBaTHM HEBU3HAYEHI1 CUTYyallil sK OaxaHl, a0 y BHUIAJKYy MpPOSIBY
1HTOJICPAHTHOCTI /0 HEBU3HAYEHOCTI — sIK HeOakaHi a00 3arpo3JIHBI.
[IpoGaema 1HTOJIEPAHTHOCTI, HETEPNMUMOCTI JO HEBU3HAYCHOCTI
BUKJIMKA€E MTOCTIMHUMN 1HTEpEC B pi3HUX cepax ncuxosorii. YacTo HayKOBi
JNOCHIIP)KEHHA TOB’s3aHI 3 aKaJEMIYHHM CTPECOM Ta KOTHITUBHOIO
xopcTkicTio  ynepemkens (Paralkar & Knutson, 2021), (Stranovska,
Ficzere, & Hornickova, 2022), (Borracci, Ciambrone, & Arribalzaga,
2021), 3  BUBYCHHSM  CIBBIJHOIIEHHS  I1HTOJEPAHTHOCTI  JO
HEBHM3HAYECHOCTI 3 IIUTAaHHSIMH CaMOE(DPEKTUBHOCTI, CAMOOIIIHKH Ta
npooiemoro npuitHaTTa pimens (Park, Hai, Lee, & Sohn, 2019), (Yang &
Girgus, 2018), nuramHsMu mpodeciitHol MiSUTBHOCTI TMpaIliBHUKIB Ta
CTaBJICHHAM JIO IICHXOCOIiaJbHO CKIagHuX oOcraBuHax (Liou et al.,
2019), (Swami, Barron, Weis, & Furnham, 2018), HeoOxigHOCTI
npuiiMaTH pilICHHS B HEOJHO3HA4YHMX cutyaiisx (Gartner, Bussenius,
Prediger, Vogel, & Harendza, 2020), (Hancock & Mattick, 2020), (Ndoja,
Chahine, Saklofske, & Lanting, 2020), (Papanagnou, Ankam, Ebbott, &
Ziring, 2021) tomo. Takox mparHeHHS YHUKHEHHS HEBHU3HAYCHOCTI
3HaXOJSATh CBOE BIIOOPAXKEHHS y 3B’SI3KY 3 MUTAHHSIMHU PEITIHHOCTI
(Sekerdej, Kossowska, & Czernatowicz-Kukuczka, 2018), cTtaBiaeHHIM 10
pPI3HUX ETHIYHUX TPYN 1 MOB’A3aHUX 3 HUM KOHCTPYKTIB MOJITUYHOI
ebexruBHocTi (Molz & Stiller, 2021), (Swami et al., 2018), auckomdopty
Ta JYXOBHOI HEpiBHOBard, mo miacumoerbes 3 Bikom (Khodarahimi,
Ghadampour, & Karami, 2021), a0 3 TpUBOXKHHUMH TICUXIYHUMH CTaHAMHU
(Bokuniewicz, 2020). OxpemMor BaXJIHBOIO TEMOI € BHBYCHHS
CITIBBIIHOIIICHHSI BHYTPIMIHIX KOH(JIKTIB, MOB’SI3aHUX 3 JBO3HAYHICTIO 3
OJTHOTO OOKY Ta KOTHITUBHUMHU TPYIHOIIAMU, SIKI BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS IS
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BUBUYCHHS MHCIICHHS Ta MipKyBaHb 3 iHmoro (van Zyl, 2021), a takox
npoOseMu pi3HOMaHITHUX (opM IudpoBizallii, siKi BUCYBAIOTHCA SIK HOBI
BUMOI'M 10 IpaliBHUKIB y BchoMy cBiTi (Blayone et al., 2021). Bnacue,
OCTaHHS MpoOeMa 3HaKIIIa CBOE B1IOOPAKEHHS 1 B TAHOMY JTOCIIJIPKEHHI,
7€ BOHAa BHMBYAETHCA y 3B’S3Ky 13 (PYHKIIOHYBAaHHSIM CHEUHU(PIYHOTO
IHHOBAILIIITHOTO MeXaH13My NpodeciitHOT AISUTBHOCTI TPABOOXOPOHIIIB.

MeTtoau Ta npoueaypa A0CaixeHHs . J[OCTIKEHHS MPOBOIMIOCH
onHOpa3oBo. OcobnuBICTIO BUOIpKU OyJI0 HAsIBHICTH JTOCBITY pOOOTH [0
Ta micis BOpoBamkeHHs custody records. Jlo Bubipku ysivinuim 108 oci0,
JOTUYHUX 70 poboTu B yMoBax ¢yHKIIOHYBaHHsA custody records
(mpaliBHUKK KOHBOWMHOI ciykOu HarnioHanbHO1 mouinii Ta 13015TOPIB
TUMYACOBOTO TPUMAaHHA 3 PI3HUX peErioHiB YKpainu). OcCKiUIbKU
«OnuTyBaJIbHUK TOJIEpAHTHOCTI J0 HeBm3HadyeHocTi» (Intolerance of
Ambiguity Scale, TAS) C. bagnepa € wMeToauKOIO, HECTEUUPIIHOIO
BIIHOCHO cTaTi 1 BIKy (bapko & Ocranosuy, 2019), Mu He HABOAUTUMEMO
TyT F€HJIEPHO-BIKOBOT0O po3noaity BuOipku. CriiBpoOiTHUKAM OyJI0 TaK0X
3a/laHe TIMUTaHHS MPO iX BJIACHY OIIIHKY BIPOBAJKEHHs cucTemH custody
records B npoeciiiHy MisbHICTh Ta 3aJ0BOJICHICTIO CBOEIO MTPODECIHHOIO
peanizaiietr0 B HOBUX ymoBax. Ha BuOip OUI0 3ampornoOHOBAHO TpHU
BapiaHTH BIAMNOBIJICH: «Tak», «Ba)XKO BIANMOBICTH» Ta «HI». L{a mkama
cTaja rpynyr4yolo B HAIIOMY JOCIJKEHHI 1 B OJAAIBIIIOMY BUCTYIHIIA SIK
3aJie)KHa 3MiHHa B XOJA1 JHUCKPUMIHAHTHOro aHamizy. OOpaHHs
TUCKPUMIHAHTHOTO aHaji3y $SK OCHOBHOTO MaTE€MaTHKO-CTATUCTUYHOTO
METOay, OOyMOBJIEHE cHelnu(pIKo HA00OPYy 3MIHHMX JOCHIKEHHS Ta
XapakTepoM iX po3noAury. MeTow AUCKPUMIHAHTHOTO aHajiizy OyJio
3’SICYyBaHHSI TOTO, SIKI caM€ OCOOHMCTICHI OCOONMBOCTI 3a mikaiow [AS e
HANUOUIBII COPUSATIMBUMU JJIs1 (DOPMYBAHHS BIAMOBIIHOT MO3MIIT MO0
¢ynkuionyBanHsi custody records. ToOTO BCTaHOBJEHHS TOTO YH
3QJICKUTh CTaBjieHHA 10 (QyHKUioHyBaHHS custody records Bifg
XapaKTePUCTUK OCOOMCTOCTI 3a TMOKa3HMKAMH 3arajibHO1 1HTOJEPAHTHOCTI
0 HEBU3HAYCHOCTI (IHTerpajibHa IlKajga) Ta PiBHIB CHOPMOBAHOCTI
JKepesl 1HTOJIEPAHTHOCTI «HOBU3HA», «CKIQIHICTB», «HEPO3B’SI3HICTH)
(cyOmkanu). OOpoOka pe3yJbTaTiB 3AIHCHIOBAIACH Yy CTaTUCTUUYHOMY
nakeTi aHaiizy ganux Statistica 10.

Oobrosopenns pesyabratiB. Hapasi, custody records Bucrtymae sik
aBTOMAaTH30BaHa CUCTeMa Jii 13 3aTpUMaHUMHU 0CcO0aMH, 10 Tmepeadadae
YHEMOXJIMBJICHHS Ta HEJOMYILEHHS KaTyBaHb, KOPCTOKOTO, HEOICHKOTO
a00 TaKoro IO MPUHMKYE JIOJICHKY T1AHICTh, MOBOXKeHHA. DakTuyHO,
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cucTeMa € 4YacTuHOK HaillloHaJbHOrO MPEBEHTUBHOTO MEXaHI3MY,
BBEICHOr0 B Mit0 PDakyJbTaTUBHUM MPOTOKOJIOM 10 KOHBEHINi mpoTu
KaTyBaHb Ta 1HIIUX >KOPCTOKUX, HETIOJCHKUX a00 TaKUX, 10 MPUHIKYIOTh
TIJHICTh, BUJIIB MOBOJKEHHA 1 mokapaHHs (PakyJbTaTUBHUN MPOTOKOJI,
2006). Cucrema nepenbadae IOCTIHHUI KOHTPOJIb Ta (iKcalliio MoAiH, AKi
BiJI0yBa€ThCS 3 0CO00I0 3 MOMEHTY 3aTpUMAaHHS, 1]l YaC KOHBOIOBAHHS Ta
nepeOyBaHHS B YCTAHOBI THMYAacOBOTO TpUMaHHA. be3nmocepeaHbo 10
(yHKIIIOHYBaHHSI CUCTEMH JOTHUYHI CIIBPOOITHUKKA KOHBOWHOI CITykOH,
MpaIiBHUKUA 130JIITOPIB TUMYACOBOTO TPHUMAHHS, OKPEMHUX palOHHUX
BIJIJIUTIB MOJIIIIii, 1HCTIEKTOPIB 3 JOTPUMAaHHS MPaB JIIOAWHUA Y MiAPO3/LIax
HamionanpHoi momimii Ha Micugx — (custody officers). Texuiunoi
MOXJIMBOCTI IIOJ0 BTPYYaHHS B JIK0 CUCTEMH caMi MPaBOOXOPOHII HE
MaroTh, a Bcs iH(opmalrist 30epiracTbCs B €JIEKTPOHHIN 0a3i, CTBOPEHIN B
iHdpopmarniitHomy — moprtamt  Hamionamenoi — momimii  («APMOPY)
(MeToan4H1 peKOMEH ALl AJisl 1HCIIEKTOPIB 3 JOTPUMAHHS PaB JIFOJUHU
B 130JIATOpax TUMYACOBOr0 TpuMaHHs). Kpim Toro, BapTo BiA3ZHAUUTH, 11O
HamionanpHuii TpEeBEHTUBHUN  MeXaHI3M, mepeadadae  3aIMCHEHHS
PETYJISIPHUX KOHTPOJIbHUX HE3aJEKHUX BI3UTIB O OYJIb-SIKOTO MICLIS, 110
nepeOyBae MiJl IOPUCAUKIIEID Ta KOHTPOJEM ACPKaBH, JI€ YTPUMYIOTHCS
91 MOXYTh YTPUMYBATHCS 0c00H, 1mo30aBieHi Bomi (PakynsT. ipor., 2006).

Ak 3a3HauvarOTh caMmi JIOOICTM Ta BIIPOBAKyBaul cuctemu custody
records, «HasiBHICTh 30BHIIIHHOTO HE3AJIEKHOT'O KOHTPOJIIO 32 MPOIIECaMH,
Kl B1IOYBAIOTbCA Yy 3aKpUTIA CIHEMiaJbHIM YCTaHOBI, € CEPUO3HUM
CTpUMYIOUMM (PAKTOpPOM SIK JUIsl KJIIEHTIB, TaK 1 JJISI TEPCOHAIY»
(MetoauuH1 pekOMeHAALil AJsl IHCIIEKTOPIB 3 JOTPUMAaHHS MpaB JIOJIUHU
B 130JATOpax THUMYAacoOBOro TpuMaHHs). ToXX, MOXHAa 3 BIEBHEHICTIO
CKa3aTH, 10 poOoTa B yMoBax (DYHKIIIOHYBaHHS CHUCTEMH HaJIeKUTh IO
CUTyallili, AKlI MO3HAYalOThCs HEBU3HAUEHICTIO, HOBU3HOMO. [[imkoBuTa
TOJEPAHTHICTh JI0 yMOB BCEOIYHOTO KOHTPOJIO 1 Harisay MOXKe
KOHQPOHTYBAaTU 3 IHIIMMU  BJIACTUBOCTSAMH  JIIOJCHKOI  TICHUXIKH.
HeBuszHaueHiCTh CHpPUUMAETBCA SK HEMOXJIHUBICTh KOHTPOJIKO  HaT
CUTYalll€l0, CIPUNHATTS HOBUX CUTYalllid SIK MOTEHLIIHO 3arpo3inBux. B
OKpEeMHUX BHMaAKax (PaKTUYHO, MOBaA iie PO BUKOHAHHS MpodeciitHuX
000B’SI3KIB TI1]1 MOCTIHHUM HarasaoM. B mipodeciiiHiil AisIbHOCTI 1€ MOXKe
OPU3BOAUTH J10 BUPOOHMYMX TIOMWJIOK, BUTOpPaHHS, BIJICYTHOCTI
32I0BOJICHOCT1 POOOTOI0, 3HMKEHHS MPOYKTUBHOCTI, CaMOE()EKTUBHOCTI.

[Icuxomoriudi 0coOIMBOCTI 3A1MCHEHHS TPOQeCciiHOl MiIsUTBHOCTI B
yMOBaxX BIJICOHATTISAY, CIIOCTEPEKEHHS, KOHTPOJIO — OKpeMa TeMa B
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rajgy3l TCHUXOJOTTYHMX JOCHiKeHb. OCOOMUBUNA THUI PEAKTUBHOCTI B
yMOBax YyCBITOMJICHHSI (DaKTy CHOCTEPEKEHHS 1 Harjsay JAEMOHCTPYIOTh
HaM HE JuIIe JaHl XOTTOPHCBKUX €KCIEPUMEHTIB. [ HYyUKICTb,
MOJATIUBICT, SIK BUPOOHUYMX, TaK 1 KOTHITUBHUX (QYHKIIN €
3aKOHOMIpHUM €(pEKTOM B YMOBAaX HArjsay 1 KOHTPOJIO 1 YaCTO MOXKYTh
3a3HaBaTH peBepcHUX peakiii. OO0i13HaHICTh Ccy0’€kTa Tpo HALIA 1
KOHTPOJIb CIIPUYUHSIE SIK MOKPAIICHHS MPOAYKTUBHOCTI (VS PETEIBLHOCTI B
JOTPUMAaHHI MPaBWI), TaK 1 PI3HOMAHITHI TUIK aJAaNTHUBHOCTI, 30KpeMa 1
3HM)KEHHS CTApaHHOCTI.

B nanomy BUNaaKy HACTHCS PO MIMPOKE PO3YMIHHS HAIJISAY, aiDKe
icTopyudHO BiH HaOyBae pizHoMmaHITHUX (dopm. Lle i cim’s (y BurIsgi
CIMEMHOTO Harjsiay), € ¥ COLlyM Yy BUIJISIAI MOBEPHEHHS HAa HOBOMY
TEXHIYHOMY pIiBHI pemyTalliiHUX MPaKTUK CYCHIILCTBA TPAAMUIIMHOTO
tumy. KoxkeH Kpok 1 Jdisl 3alUCYIOThCs, PEIyTallisl BIUIMBA€ HA MOAAIbIIE
KUTTS Ta JKUTTS BIUIMBAa€ Ha pemyTaiiio (K s TPOMajsH, Tak 1 JJIs
npaBooxopoHiliB). IlonepenHiii TUM CycHiibCTBa, SIKMH yMOBHO MO>KHA
MO3HAYUTU SIK «CYCHIJIBCTBO 3pOCTAarO4o0i 1HAyCTpiamizallii», OyB YITKO
MO3HAYCHUN 03HAKOI 3HE0CO0sieHOCTI. [HayCcTpiadbHE CYCHiILCTBO OYJIO
MaHIECTOM CHpPOTHUBY CYCHUIBCTBY  TpPaAULIAHOMY, arpapHOMY,
TpaibanictcbkoMy. B HbOoMy ocoba Ta 11 MNOBEOIHKAa 3aBXAu Oynu
MpPO30PUMH 1 BIAKpUTUMHU JUisi oTouyroumXx. L[ mnoBeniHka craBana
COIIaJILHUM KaIliTaJIoM 1 BU3HAYaja BCE KUTTA JIIOAUHU. [HIycTpiani3aiiis,
OKpIM BCIX TpagullIfHO BH3HAHUX IMO3UTUBHUX Ta HETATUBHUX CTOPIH
PO3BUTKY, Jajda MOXJHWBICTh 3HEOCOOJICHHS, aHOHIMIi3alli. IcTopuuHi
TpaHnchopmallii, MacoBi iepeizau JTrozei 13 30U ocinocti (settlement area)
J03BOJISUTM 3QJIUIIATUA 10337y MHUHYJIE Ta KOHCTPYIOBAaTH «HYKJICApHY»
COIllaJIbHYy peryTallilo, He3aJekHy B MHHYJIOTO Ta CMHCIOBOTO
HAaBaHTAXKEHHS, HATAHOTO WOMY TPaJULIMHUM CYCHJILCTBOM. ATOMi3allis,
AHOHIMHICTh, 1HJIUBITyaJdbHE CIIOKMBAHHA Ta I1HAUBIAYAJIbHUU YCIIX,
py#HaIs TpaJuIiiHUX 3B’SI3KIB, MPUBATHICTh, TallHa MPUBATHOTO >KUTTS
CTanu Moro xapakrepHumu pucamu. Lleit Tun comiymy B XX 1 0co0IHMBO
XXI cTONITTI CTPIMKO 3MIHUBCSI CYCIUIBCTBOM, JI€ KOXKE€H MOro YJIEH HE €
BUIbHUM Big BiacHoro digital trail. IloBepHeHHsS TpagWIIHOTO
CyCHUIbLCTBA HAa HOBOMY TEXHIYHOMY pIiBHI — II€ TPEHJ CYy4acCHOCTI.
CyuacHuil QITiTaJIbHUN CBIT 3HOBY JICAHOHIMI3y€E OCOOMCTICTH 1 MOBEPTAE
COIllaJIbHY HIHHICTH 1 KamiTaja pemyTaltii.

Komu >k HOeThCs TPO TICHUXOJOTIF0 MTPOoQeciiHOl MiIsUTBHOCTI, TO
BUBYEHHSI OCOOMCTICHUX pEakilii Ha CIPUMHSATI HEOJTHO3HAYHI CTUMYJIH B
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KOHTEKCTaX 1 CHUTYyallisiX CIHOCTEPEXKEHHS 1 Harisaay €  IUIKOM
3aKoHOMIpHUM. ToMmy i1es AOCHIKEHHS MoJjsrana y 3’sCyBaHHI PIBHS
TOJIPAHTHOCTI 10 HEBU3HAUYCHOCTI CepeJl MPaBOOXOPOHIIIB, K1 MPAIIOIOTh
3 cuctemoro custody records.

ABTOpHY yKpaiHOMOBHOI ajianTailii onuTyBajJibHUKa [AS BiMi4arOTh,
mo «TojepaHTHICT, 1O HEBH3HAYEHOCTI € OCOOWCTICHOIO PHCOIO, IO
BU3HAYa€ CTaBJICHHS 1HAMBIA JI0 HEOJHO3HAYHUX, HEBU3HAUCHUX,
TPUBOXKHUX  CHUTyallll HE3aJleKHO BIJ EMOIIHHOrO 3HAKy Il€l
HeBH3HaueHOCTl. Ocoba, ToJepaHTHA O HEBU3HAUYEHOCTI, pO3rJIsiAae Oy ib-
Ky HEBHU3HAUCHY CHUTYaIlll0 SK MOXJIHMBICTh BHOOPY, PO3BHUTKY, HaOyTTs
HOBOTO JIOCBIAYy, HE BiuyBa€ ACCTPYKTHUBHOI TPUBOTH B HEBU3HAYCHUX
CUTyalllsIX, 3/1aTHA aKTUBHO 1 MPOJYKTUBHO JISATH B HUX. Y CBOIO 4epry,
oco0a, 1HTOJIEpaHTHA O HEBU3HAYEHOCTI, B CHUTYallisiX HEBU3HAYEHOCTI
(a00 HaBITh 3arpo3W 11 BHUHUKHEHHS) JIEMOHCTPYE BHCOKUN pIBEHb
TPUBOKHOCTI, HABITh SAKIIO 11 HEBU3HAYEHICTh O3HAYa€ MO3UTHUBHI 3MiHHU
B MalOyTHbOMY. I[HTOJIEpaHTHI JO HEBU3HAYEHOCTI OCOOM CXWIbHI [0
KOPCTKOI perjameHTanii ycix cdep >KUTTA, y TOMY YHCII CTOCYHKIB 1
cucteMm HaOyTTs nocBixy» (bapko & Ocrtanmosuy, 2019).

Sk BXe 3a3HayvanoCh, Mepel MPOBEACHHAM O€3M0CEPEIHBOTO
TECTYBaHHS 3a METOAMKOI0, JOCTIKYyBaHUM OyJji0 TOCTaBJCHE MUTAHHS
BIJIHOCHO 1X CTaBJIEHHS 0 3amnpoBajkeHHs custody records Ta 3arambHO1
32/I0BOJICHOCTI pOOOTOI0 B HOBUX yMOBax. BiamoBiai Ha JaHe NMUTaHHS
AHKETYBaHHS PO3MOJAUIMINCH HACTYITHUM YHHOM: TMO3UTHUBHE CTaBJICHHS
BHCJIOBUIN 55 0ci10, Baxkko BiAmoBicTH — 41, HeraTuBHE CTaBJIeHHS — 12.
[licns mpoBeneHHA TecTyBaHHS 3a MeToaukor [AS Oyno oTpumaHo

HACTYIHI CTATUCTUYHI pe3yJbTaTH (Tadu. 1):
Tabnuys 1
OnucoBa CTATHCTHKA OTPUMAHMX Pe3yJbTATIB 32 METOAMKOKW «ONUTYBAJIbHUK
TOJIEPAHTHOCTI 10 HeBu3Ha4YeHocT» (Intolerance of Ambiguity Scale, 1AS)

3aranbumnii | HoBu3Ha Craannicts | Hepo3B'si3HicTh
NMOKA3HUK
Mean 76,36 19,28 43,05 15,97
Md 78,00 20,00 43,00 15,00
Moaa 72,00 20,00 40,00 15,00
SD 14,65 7,39 10,11 6,13
S2 214,67 54,55 102,31 37,57
Min 3,00 2,00 2,00 3,00
Max 107,00 78,00 95,00 67,00
95% ClI 2,76 1,39 1,90 1,15
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PesynbpTatu 3a mMeTogukoro [AS po3noauiminuch HACTYTHUM YHUHOM
(Tabm. 2):

Tabnuys 2
PiBHI chopMOBAHOCTI TOJIEPAHTHOCTI 10 HEBU3HAYEHOCTI 32 METOANKOI0
«OnuUTyBAJIbHUK TOJEPAHTHOCTI 10 HeBU3HAYeHOCTI» (Intolerance of Ambiguity

Scale, 1AS)
HIkana Hus3vkuii Cepeonii Bucoxkui
pisend pisenyp pisenyp
3arajibHUi MOKA3HUK 3 (2,8 %) 40 (37,0 %) 65 (60,2 %)
IMoxa3uuk 1 «HoBu3Ha» 2 (1,9 %) 78 (72,2 %) | 28 (25,9 %)
IMoka3uuk 2 «CKIATHICTHY 2 (1,9 %) 11 (10,2 %) | 95 (88,0 %)
IMoka3uuk 3 «Hepo3p’si3HicTH» 3(2,8%) 67 (62,0%) | 38 (35,2 %)

3aBakaroud Ha OCOOJIMBICTh MPOBEACHOTO JOCHIDKEHHS Ta
OTPUMAaHUX JaHUX, OyJ0 TMNPUUHIATO PIIMIEHHS TPO MPOBEICHHS
JTUCKPUMIHAHTHOTO aHaii3y. Lleit 6araToBUMIpHUM MPOTHOCTUYHUN METO/T
JI03BOJISIE TIPALIIOBATH 31 3MIHHUMHU, CEPEl AKUX € CKjIajHa OaraToBUMipHa
HE3QJIC)KHA 3MIHHA, TMPEJCTaBICHa Yy TOPSAKOBUX Ta I1HTEPBAJIbHUX
1IKajnax, Ta OJHa 3aJIe’KHa 3MiHHA, MPEACTaBJIE€HAa Y HOMIHATUBHIN IIKal.
[TociyroByrounchk pexomenmamisimu Tabachnick i Fidell (Tabachnick &
Fidell, 2007), Oysio BupimIeHO, 110 TaKUH IUISX OyAe OULIBII aJeKBaTHHM,
HIK TIPOBEICHHS Cepii AKUXCh HelapaMeTPUIHUX TECTiB.

[TonepenHss mepeBipka TMPUITYIIEHb BHUSBWJIA, IO JaHI HE
BIJIMOBIJJAI0OTh 3aKOHY HOPMAJIBHOTO PO3MOALIY B MKOAHIM 31 MIKan (TECT
[Hamipo-Yinka, p<0,05). VY 1aHux, OI[IHEHUX 3a BIJICTAHHIO
Maxanano6ica (p <0,001), Oyyno BUABIECHO OJWH OaraToBapiaHTHUMN
Bukuz (0,00087), sxuit Oyno OMpUIHATO PIIIEHHS HE BUAAISATH, OCKUIBKH
I[e CyTTEBO HE BIUIMHYJO O Ha pe3ynbTaTu aHamizy. [IpumymieHHs mpo
OJHOPIIHICT AUCIepcii Oyno TMOpYyIIEHO [Jisi JABOX 3 YOTHUPbOX
MOKa3HUKIB METOJMKH, a caMe i1 moka3HukiB 1 Ta 3 (tect JleBene,
p<0,05). Mix rpynamu OyJla CTaTUCTHYHO 3Hauylla pI3HULA 32
KOMOIHOBaHMMH 3MIHHUMHU MOKa3HUKa | (1HTerpajgbHa IIKaja, 3arajibHUM
MOKA3HHUK) Ta TMOKa3HHMKa 3 (JKEpEsIo 1HTOJIEPAHTHOCTI «CKJIAIHICTBY):
cratucTuka tecty bpayna-dopcaiita mis 3miaHoi 1 — 5,325 (p = 0,026);
smiaHOI 2 — 2,002 (p = 0,144); 3mirnHoi 3 — 5,974 (p = 0,019); 3miHHOT 4 —
2,690 (p = 0,108). Takum ymHOM I 3MiHHEHX 1 Ta 3 rimore3y Ipo
PIBHICTh cepefHIX OyJjo BIIKUHYTO, a PI3HICTh CEpeaHiX Oylia BHU3HAHA
CTaTUCTUYHO HE3HAUYIIIOIO.

Hami Oyio mpoBeJeHO BllacHE AMCKPUMIHAHTHHUM aHai3. MeToaom
JTUCKPUMIHAHTHOT'O aHaJli3y, K aHAJOTOM PErpecii sl HemapamMeTPUIHUX
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JAHUX, € 3A1MCHEHHS CIIpOoOu 3’ACYyBaTH, SIKI caMe€ 3 Ha3BaHUX IMOKAa3HUKIB
BHU3HAYAIOTh CTABJICHHS JI0 3alIPOBAKECHHSI IHHOBATUBHOTO 1HCTPYMEHTY Y
npodecii. 3aBAaHHAM JUCKPUMIHAHTHOTO aHATI3y € BU3HAYCHHS TOTO, K1
3 HE3WICKHUX 3MIHHUX B HaWOUIbIIN Mipl BU3HAYAIOTh PO3MOJILI
JOCIIKYBaHUX Ha Tpymnu (ab0 3MiHY 3HA4Y€Hb 3aJICKHOI 3MIHHOI, SIKa B
HaIIOMY BUIIAJIKy MPE/CTaBJIeHAa HOMIHATUBHOIO IIKAJIOI CTaBJIEHHS 10
custody records — «Hi», «BaXXKO BiIIIOBICTHY, «TaK»).

Cepen MeTONIB JIUCKPUMIHAHTHOTO aHajizy OyJio 00paHO MUISAX
MMOKPOKOBOTO BKJIFOUEHHS Ta BUKIIOYEHHS 3MIHHHX 3 Mmozeni (forward
stepwise). B 1iboMy BuIaJIKy mporpaMa BKJIIOYAa€E A0 MOJCII Ty 3MiHHY,
gKa TIMOTETUYHO MOBUHHA MaTH HAWOUIBIINY Bary y pO3MOJILIl 3aJIeKHOT
3MmiHHOI. {010 aHamizy oTpuMaHUX pe3yibTaTiB, BapTO 3a3HAYMTH, IO
BOXKJIMBUM TIOKa3HUKOM JucKpuMiHaHTHoro anamizy € Wilks’ Lambda
(JIamOna VYinkca). B namomy Bumaaxky ned mokazHuk ckiaB 0,4753012
IpY 3HA4YCHH1 cTaTUCTUKU F-Bunanenns = 57,95628 (nns Bciei Mmojieni) Ta
craructuuHiit Baromocti p < 0,0000. Ockinbkn Wilks’ Lambda mist Bciei
MOJeN BUABWIACH CyTTeBO MeHmie 3a 0,5, ToO B IIJIOMYy TaKy MOJENb
MOXHa BBaXXaTH BJAJIOI0 MPHU PiBHI 3HAUYIIOCTI 3Ha4HO MeHmIi 3a 0,05.
OTxe 3HAWNUIO MIATBEPHKCHHS NPUITYIIEHHS PO TE, IO CYKYITHICTh
OOpaHMX HaMM HE3aJECKHUX 3MIHHUX Pa3oM BIAIrparOTh 3HAYHY POJIb Y
MOl AOCHIKYBAaHUX Ha TPYNH, a OTKE€ y BHU3HAYCHHI TOTO YU
YCHINTHAM,  HEYCIIIIHUM, a00  HEWTpaJbHUM BOHHM  BBaXKAIOTh
BIpoBaKeHHS custody records y npodeciiiny AisIIbHICTb MOJILIII.

Pe3ynbratyi MOKPOKOBOTO BKJIFOYEHHS MOCTIIHKYBAaHUX 3MIHHUX [0
MOJIeNII HaJaldu MOKJIUBICTh 3PO3YMITH, SKI caMe€ 13 HUX € OCOOJHMBO
BaroMi y craBjieHHI 10 custody records. 3acTocyBaHHS 1HCTPYMEHTY
stepwise analysis summary 1ag0 MOXJIHUBICTb BU3HAUUTH 111 TIPIOPUTETH.
[TopiBHiOtOUM BiAiOpaHi 3MiHHI 31 3HaueHHsIM Wilks’ Lambda 0,487649 Ta
3arajibHOIO cTaTucTuKo F-Bumanenns = 111,3696 oTpuMaemMo HacTymHi
pesynbsTatu. Cratuctuka F 115 okpeMoi 3MiHHOT «piBeHb c(hOPMOBAHOCTI
JoKeperna 1HTOJEPAHTHOCTI CKIIAJHICTh» BHUSBHJIACh 3HAYHO BHIIOKO 3a
cratuctuky F st Bciei mogent (111,3696 npotu 0,4753012 ), 1o o3Hayae
10 MPU BUKIIFOYEHHI I1€T 3MIHHOI 3HAYCHHS 3arajibHOi1 cTaTUCTUKU F s
Mozenl Oyjae CyTTEBO HIDKYE, HIX OoTpuMaHe Hamu. OTxe, 111 3MiHHA €
y>KE€ BaXJIMBOIO JIJI JaHOT MOJIEJNI 1 B 3HAYH1 MIp1 BU3HAYA€ OCOOJIUBOCTI
MOy JAOCIDKYBAaHUX Ha TPYIMH, TOOTO MIHJMBICTh 3HAYECHBb 3aJICKHOT
3MiHHOiI. ToMmy KOHcTaTyemo, IO 3MiHHAa «piBeHb CGHOPMOBAHOCTI
JoKepesla  1HTOJEPAHTHOCTI  CKJIAQJHICTh» B KOHTEKCTI  CTaBJICHHS
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MPaBOOXOPOHIIB 710 custody records € HaiicyTTeBimor. ToOTO 3HaAIOUYM
OCOOHMCTICHI OCOOJMBOCTI JOCTIIKYBAHOTO 3a IIE€I0 IIKAJIOK MOXHA 3
JIOBOJII BEJIMKOIO WMOBIPHICTIO MPOTHO3yBaTH HOTO CTaBJICHHS 10 POOOTH
B yMoBax (QyHKI[loHyBaHHs custody records.

B xomi awnamizy Oylo OTpUMaHO TaKOK PIBEHb 3HAYYIIOCTI
p <0,0000 me mo onHiA 3MIHHIA — «piBE€Hb CPOPMOBAHOCTI JKEpea
1HTOJICPAaHTHOCTI HOBW3Ha». B IbOMYy BHUITaJIKy 3HAYEHHS CTAaTHCTUKA F
ckianmo 57,9563 mpu cratuctuuHiii Baromocti p < 0,0366, mo Takox
MIATBEP/KYE 11 CTATUCTUYHY 3HAUyHiicte y wmozem. OnaHak, mpu
BKJIIOUEHH1 I(i€] 3MIHHOI J0 Moxem, mokazHuk Wilks’ Lambda
3MmeHmryerbest 10 0,465401, o cBiguMThH MpO 11 3arajbHy BaKIUBICT,
BTIM, HE JIEMOHCTPYE€ OKpPEMOI Baru IIi€i 3MIHHOI IpPU MNPOTHO3YBaHHI
CTaBJICHHS JI0 A1l B HOBUX YMOBaX, K1 MPEICTaBICHI 3aJI€KHOI0 3MIHHOIO.
3a3Ha4YeHI OCOOMCTICHI OCOOJMBOCTI y B3a€EMOJIl € BaXKJIUBUMH IS
MPOTHO3YBAaHHS 3HAYEHb HAIOi 3aJIEKHOI 3MIHHOI — TO3UTUBHOTO,
HEUTpPAJIbHOTO a00 HEraTMBHOTO CTAaBJICHHS 10 3amnpoBajpkeHHs custody
records.

Boanoyac Mo)kHa BHM3HAQYUTH 3MiHHI, (PAKTHYHO HE3HAYYIIl JJIs
Hamoi Mozeni. 3acTOCyBaHHs 1HCTpYMEHTY variable’s not in the model nae
MOXJIUBICTh YTBEPAUTHUCH, IO 3MIHHI «PIiBEHb C(POPMOBAHOCTI JKepesa
IHTOJIEPAHTHOCTI HEPO3B’SI3HICTH» Ta 3arajbHa 1HTOJEPAHTHICTH JO
HEBU3HAUYCHOCT! (IHTETpajibHa IIIKaJla) HE BKJIOYEHI JO0 MOJIEI.
Cratnctuka F BugBmiach HIKYOIO 3a mokasHuk 111,3696 mims Bciel
MO/IeJIl IPU CTaTUCTUYHINA BaroMocTi Buiii 3a 0,05.

BucHoBku i mepcmekTHBH. Pe3ynbraté 1IbOTO  JOCIIKCHHS
BUSIBJISIFOTH 3HAYHUI 3B’ SI30K MK 3QJIEKHICTIO CIIBPOOITHUKIB, 33 ITHUX Y
¢yHkiionyBanHi  custody records Bii ~ XapaKTEpOJOTIYHOI  PUCH
OCOOMCTOCTI «KEPEJIO IHTEJIEPAHTHOCTI CKJIAAHICTH». 3pOOMBIIHA KPOK
JUIs TOJNAJIBIIIOTO BUBUYEHHS MTPOOJIEMHU, 1€ JOCHIKECHHS MiJKPECIIOE
HEOOXIJIHICTb PO3YMIHHSI TOTO, SIK MPAaBOOXOPOHIl CTaBIATHCS [0
npodeciiHol TIsJIBHOCTI B YMOBaX HEOOXIAHOCTI BpaxOBYBaTH HASIBHICTh
30BHIIIHBOI'0 HE3AJICKHOI'0 KOHTPOJIIO 3a MPOIeCaMu, SIKi BiJIOYBalOThCS Y
3aKpUTIM CHemiaibHIA YCTaHOBI. 3BEpPTAlOYM yBary Ha pojib I[bOTO
CTpUMYIOYOro (akTtopa y TMHWTaHHI BIJICTEKEHHS JOTPUMAaHHS TMpaB
3aTpUMaHuX 1 TOMIIEHChKHUX, MOTr0 MEpPEeKEeBUM Xapakrtep, MAaHl
EMITIPUYHOTO JOCTIPKEHHS Jal0Th OUIBIN JIeTallbHE PO3yMIHHS yMOB, 3a
AKUX (DaxiBIill BUKOHYIOTH CIIY>KOOB1 000B’SI3KH.
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Bigrak, mniacymMoByKoOuUM, MO’KHA CKazaTh 10 3a METOJUKOI0
«OnuTyBaJIbHUK TOJEPAHTHOCTI 10 HeBu3HaueHOCT» (Intolerance of
Ambiguity Scale, IAS) C.bagnepa mnpuHaiiMHI JBI 3 CyOIIKan €
3HQYMMUMH TPU BU3HAYCHHI MPO(ECIHHOrO CTABJIEHHS MpalliBHUKA J10
pobot B ymoBax 3ampoBa/pkeHHS custody records. HaiiBaxauBimmoro
cepea AOCHIKYBAaHUX OCOOJIMBOCTEH € 3MIHHA «PIBEHb CPOPMOBAHOCTI
JoKeperna 1HTOJICPAHTHOCTI CKIIAJHICTh». Matoun 1H(popMalio Ipo Mipy
PO3BUTKY II1€] OCOOMCTICHOT SIKOCTI y JOCHII)KYBaHUX, y HACTYIHHX
JOCIIDKEHHSIX MOXHa Oyyno O mporHo3yBaTH €(EKTUBHICTh 3MIH Yy
CTaBJICHH1 0 pOOOTH B HOBUX YMOBAaX.
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