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The article presents the results of an empirical study of the relationship between individual and stylistic
peculiarities of a person in a choice situation. The purpose of this study is the searching dependence
conditions of choice from the psychological composition of the person making the decision, analysis of personal
properties that determine the individual peculiarity of decision-making, components of the integral property of
the individual- determination (including reflexivity, foresight).

Characteristics of personality wisdom profiles are described, which form a stable type of determination.
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Problem statement. Socio-cultural transfor-
mations in the society require from the personality
the ability to make choices in the difficult conditions
(changes in circumstances, the society, the situation
of high uncertainty, emotional stress,

The personality of the modern social situation con-
sists in the fact that human life depends on the free
choice of personality. The choice, therefore, is the cor-
respondence of the personality to the subjectivity, which
mediates all the external actions. Today’s psychologi-
cal processes of decision-making are considered as
a system-based factor of the person.

The complexity is largely due to the multidiscipli-
nary nature of the problem itself. Practically there are
no work on systematization of accumulated theoret-
ical and experimental data, from the methodological
generalization of style studies. Over the past twenty
years, this issue has practically not been solved, then
it becomes understandable and actual relevance
of the research and the results of this direction for
the search, selection, study and development of sty-
listic characteristics of the person, which manifests
itself in the decision making personality.

Style as a manifestation of a combination
of stylistic characteristics by person decision-mak-
ing can be defined as a typical, sustained response
of the individual to a particular life situation, ade-
quate to the conditions of choice and decision-mak-
ing. This approach confirms that we are dealing with
a complex multidimensional structure, and not with
one sign of the personality’s activity that dominates
the situation of choice.

Consequently, the relevance of the subject
of research, the insufficient theoretical elaboration
of a number of issues on this issue and its practical
significance led to the choice of the subject of this
study.
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Analysis of recent research and publica-
tions. The study of the problem of decision mak-
ing is presented in psychological science in various
aspects. Decision-making by the person is consid-
ered as a component of the life path of the person
(O. G. Asmolov, A. M. Bolshakov, V. S. Mukhina,
S. L. Rubinstein, etc.); an incentive to self-fulfillment
(O. O., Bodalev, O. Derkach, S. D. Maksimenko,
etc.); as a conceptual concept of decision-mak-
ing (T. V. Kornilov, O. I. Sannikov). A small number
of papers are presented research of the operational
structure of life choices, strategies for its implemen-
tation (L. I. Dementiy, S. V. Krutko, D. O. Leontiev,
O. Yu. Mandrykova). In foreign psychology, the prob-
lem of choice was devoted to the study of L. Festinger,
K. Levine, P. Schutz, and others. Personal determi-
nants were studied: within the theory of decision-mak-
ing (Yu. M. Kozeletsky, T. V. Kornilov, G. M. Solntseva,
N. A. Simon); existential-humanistic and activ-
ity directions (A. Maslow, R. May, V. A. Petrovsky,
N. V. Pylypko and others). The influence of external
factors on the life choices of the individual was also
studied: in the context of the tasks to choose the solu-
tion option (A. Tversky, D. Kanehman, H. T. Wang,
0. O.Savina), personality (A. Tversky, D. Kanehman,
H.T.Wang, O. Savin), the possibility of social conditions
of its development, when the choice as a deed forms
a personality (J.-P. Sartre, V. Frankl, M. M. Bakhtin,
0. G. Asmolov, V. P. Zinchenko); as an element of pur-
pose-setting (K. V. Vlasenko, L. A. Isikov, O. F. Kogan,
0. K. Tikhomirov, Yu. M. Shvalb, etc.).

Also in the A. I. Sannikov works considered
the complex structure of «decisiveness», formed
by four components: orientation (mood) for deci-
sion-making, ergic (activity), non-persistence (sta-
bility) and reasonableness (wisdom) in making deci-
sions by the person [3, p. 208].

33



ISSN 1813-3405. Teopis i npakTuka cy4acHoi ncuxorsorii

By proceeding to the study, we identified
the leading component of determination — «wisdom»
and suggested that the properties that make up this
component of determination are interconnected
with certain individual psychological characteristics
of the individual.

Reasonableness (wisdom) in the concept
of a person’s life-affirmation reflects the individual
maturity of the individual, thoughtfulness and weight
in the search and analysis of solutions to the situa-
tion, in the assessment of life-decision consequences
and as a component of «reasonableness» includes:

— language — consideration of possible conse-
quences, careful planning of choice and its imple-
mentation, use of strategy for achieving the goal
of the decision, pragmatism;

— reflexivity — the choice of life differs by reason-
ableness, caution, contemplation of the occurrence,
analysis of options, forecasting the consequences
of the choice;

— thoroughness — prudence involves thought-
ful steps in choosing a solution, taking into account
all the pros and cons, the elaboration of the parts
of the choice, the accuracy in the collection and anal-
ysis of information, providing a guaranteed and effec-
tive solution [3, p. 124].

From the mid-1980s to the 20th century, wisdom
was studied as a psychological phenomenon in for-
eign psychology. Domestic science turned to this
problem quite recently. The study of wisdom was
undertaken by several independent groups of scien-
tists: S. Brent and D. Watson (1980), R. Sternberg
(1985), C. Holliday and M. Chandler (1986),
C. Kitchener et al. (1989), P. Baltes, J. Smith et al.
(1990; 2008), J. Birren and L. Fischer (1990).

Psychology has not yet developed a universally
accepted definition of wisdom. Thus, wisdom is
understood as the level of mastering the basic laws
of life, as a metacognitive force, as the level of mas-
tering paradigms of life, awareness of the existence
of difficult-to-solve problems, the solution of which
requires the use of extraordinary knowledge, logic,
etc. In most definitions, the notion of wisdom is asso-
ciated with cognitive components.

In others, the interconnection of knowledge
and volitional components, communication, a rich life
experience, and personal aspects emerges in the first
place. The most famous is the definition of P. Baltes:
wisdom is an expert system of knowledge oriented to
the practical side of life, a high degree of competence
in life’s issues. In the studies of S. Brown, wisdom is
defined as a multidimensional construct that includes
self-knowledge, emotional control, altruism, knowl-
edge of life, and the like [8, c. 23].

Speaking of self-knowledge, we turn to the follow-
ing notion of reflection-a truly unique property of wis-
dom, due to which, as a «data of consciousness to
ourselvesy», a person realizes that he is endowed
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with such a unique quality, which none of the living
beings has, — the ability to recognize (Karpov, 2003).

There are the following directions in the study of this
property: the activity direction, the essence of which
is to consider reflection as a component of the struc-
ture of activity (L. S. Vygotsky, A. N. Leontiev, etc.);
research of reflection in the context of the problemat-
ics of the psychology of thinking (V. V. Davydov, Yu.
N. Kulyutkin, I. N. Semenov, V. Yu. Stepanov); stud-
ying reflexive regularities in the organization of com-
municative processes (V. S. Bibler, S. Yu. Kurganov,
O. Lipman); the analysis of reflexive phenomena in
the structure of joint activity (V. A. Nedospasova,
A. N. Perre-Clemon, V. V. Rubtsov); pedagogical
direction, whose representatives understand reflex-
ion as an instrument for organizing educational activ-
ity (O. S. Anisimov, M. E. Botsmanova, A. Z. Zak,
A. V. Zakharova); personal direction, where reflexive
knowledge is viewed as the result of comprehension
of one’s life activity (F. Ye. Vasilyuk, M. R. Ginzburg,
N. N. Gutkina, A. F. Lazursky); the genetic direc-
tion of the study of reflection (V. V. Bartsalkina, Yu.
V. Gromyko, N. I. Lurya, J. Piaget, V. I. Slobodchikov);
«System-thought-activity» approach, accord-
ing to which reflection is a form of thought activity
(A. A. Zinoviev, V. A. Lefevr, G. P. Shchedrovitsky);
metakognitive paradigm research reflexive processes
(M. Keller, M. Kapling, J. Fleivell, M. A. Holodnaya);
the study of reflection as a fundamental mecha-
nism of self-knowledge and self-understanding
(V. V. Znakov); analysis of reflexive regularities
and mechanisms of managerial activity and man-
agement in general (A. V. Karpov, G. S. Krasovsky,
V. E. Lepsky) [1, c. 240]. A. V. Karpov examines three
types of reflection, distinguished by the so-called
«temporary» principle: situational (actual), retrospec-
tive (reflection of the past) and perspective (or pro-
spective) reflection. Situational reflection provides
direct self-control of a person’s behavior in an actual
situation, comprehension of its elements, an analysis
of what is happening, the subject’s ability to correlate
his actions with the situation and coordinate them in
accordance with changing conditions and his own
condition.

Behavioral manifestations and characteristics
of this type of reflection are, in particular, the time
of reflection by the subject of their current activ-
ity; how often he resorts to an analysis of what is
happening; degree of deployment of decision-mak-
ing processes; the tendency to introspection in
specific life situations. Retrospective reflection is
manifested in a tendency to analyze past activities
and past events. In this case, the subject of reflec-
tion is the premises, motives and reasons for what
happened; the content of past behavior, as well as
its performance parameters and, in particular, mis-
takes made. This reflection is expressed, in par-
ticular, in how often and for how long the subject
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analyzes and evaluates the events that occurred,
whether he is inclined to analyze the past and him-
self in it at all. Prospective (or otherwise — pro-
spective) reflection is related not only to the func-
tion of analyzing the upcoming activity or behavior,
but also to planning as such; with the forecasting
of probable outcomes, etc. Its main behavioral char-
acteristics: careful planning of the details of their
behavior, frequency of reference to future events,
orientation to the future [2, c. 45].

The aim of the study is to analyze the results
of empirical research and to find the logical rela-
tions of the qualities of the mind and a certain range
of personality properties that accompany the man-
ifestations of decisiveness. It is planned to carry
out correlation (quantitative) analysis and differen-
tial-psychological (qualitative) analysis of the peculi-
arities of decision-making.

Research methods. The study used a system
of methods, which include: theoretical analysis of lit-
erature on the selected scientific problem; methods
of questioning, testing, questioning; statistical meth-
ods of data processing using the computer pro-
gram SPSS 17.0 for Windows (correlation analysis,
factor analysis, parametric t— Student’s criterion);
the method of qualitative analysis of the processing
of empirical data (the method of «Aces», the method
of «profiles»).

Psychodiagnostic research was carried out with
the help of methods aimed at studying the deci-
sion-making indicators, as well as on the diagnos-
tics of personality's properties hypothetically
related to decision-making: the method «Differential
diagnostics of determination»  (co-authored);
«Multidimensional scale of decision-making» —
the MSD (A.l. Sannikov), «Scale of intolerance-toler-

ance to uncertainty» — ITU-TU) (S. Badner), method
«Willed personality properties» (M.V. Chumakov)
[2, p. 146]. As students participated in the 1-2 courses
of the Odessa National Academy of Communications
named after A.S. Popov, men and women aged
20-21, a total of 44 people.

Let's consider interrelationships of indicators
of the resoluteness of an individual (measured by
the method «Differential diagnostics of determina-
tion» (DDD)) with indicators of choice, decision-mak-
ing and individual psychological properties of the indi-
vidual (Table 1).

Symptomocomplex of wisdom, qualities and qual-
ities of personality form stable types of determination.
Let’s consider them in more detail.

The results presented in Table 1 indicate the exist-
ence of the following relationships:

1. Indicator swiftness (Sw) reveals positive rela-
tionships with the following indicators: initiative (Int),
resoluteness (Res), perseverance (Per), Energetic
(Enr), Attention (Atn), Imagination (Img).

2. Risk (Rs) indicator shows a negative relation-
ship with responsibility (Res) and positive relation-
ships with the following indicators: initiative (Int),
resolve (Res), perseverance (Per), energetic (Enr),
attentive (Atn), imagination (Img).

3. Indicator tolerance to uncertainty (Tc) reveals
positive relationships with the following indicators:
initiative (Int), resolve (Res), perseverance (Per),
energetic (Eng), imagination (Img).

4. The indicator foresight (Frs) reveals posi-
tive relationships with the following indicators with
responsibility (Res), purposefulness (Pur) and a neg-
ative relationship with energetic (Eng).

5. Spontaneity (Spn) reveals a negative relation-
ship with responsibility (Res).

Table 1

Matrix of correlations of choice indicators, decision-making and individual psychological
characteristics of a person

Indicators of strong-willed personality traits
Reb Int Res Ind Prs Enr Atn Pur Img

Sw 442** 693** 528** 457 477 539**
Rs -428** 487** 530** 560** 549** 308* 364*
Tc 486** 574** 452** 472** 458** 473**
Frs 401**

Rfl -300* -399** 303*

Thg 408** -363* 363*

Spn -481**

Flb 446** 352* 376*

Av 373* 361* 461** 383* 374* 365*
As 322* 554** 560** 353* 528** 381* 596** 372* 652**
Ind 429** 468** 366* 598** 487**
Dgm -301* -496** -420%* -385** -298*

Note: hereinafter: 1) zeros and commas are not indicated; 2) * — significance level p < 0,05, ** — significance level p < 0,01;
3) conventional symbols for the indicators of the «Differential diagnostics of determination»: Sw — swiftness, Rs — riskiness,
Tc — tolerance to choice, Av — adventurousness, As — Assertiveness, Ind — independence, Frs — foresight, Rfl — reflexive,
Thg —thoroughness, Spn — spontaneity, Flb — flexibility, Th — thoroughness; Dgm — dogmatic 4) the indicators of «Willed personality
characteristics»: Reb — responsibility, Int — initiative, Res — resoluteness, Prs is perseverance, Enr — energetic, Atn — attentiveness,

Pur— purposefulness, Img — imagination.
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6. The flexibility (FIb) indicator reveals positive
relationships with the following indicators: initiative
(Int), resoluteness (Res) and perseverance (Per).

7. Indicator adventurousness (Adv) reveals pos-
itive relationships with the following indicators: ini-
tiative (Int), resoluteness (Res) and perseverance
(Per), Energetic (Eng), attentiveness (Atn), imagina-
tion (Img).

8. The indicator assertiveness (As) reveals
positive relationships with the following indicators:
responsibility (Res), initiative (Int), determination,
Independence (Ind), perseverance (Per), energetic
(Eng), attentiveness (Atn), purposefulness (Pr),
imagination (Img).

9. The indicator independence (Ind) reveals
positive relationships with the following indicators:
responsibility (Res), independence (Ind), purposeful-
ness (Pur), imagination (Img).

10.The dogmatic (Dgm) indicator reveals negative
relationships with initiative (Int), resoluteness (Res),
perseverance (Per), energetic (Eng) and imagination
(Img).

Let us consider the most striking interrelationships
of the determinants of determination of Foresight
and Reflexivity as properties of the wisdom of the indi-
vidual, which form a stable type of determination.

Foresight correlates with Purposefulness — look-
ing to the future, building concrete strategies to
achieve what is planned, miscalculating available
resources and the necessary costs.

Reflectivity is negatively correlated with
Decisiveness and Energy and positively corre-
lates with Purposefulness. Reflectivity is directed
to the experience of the past, to the analysis
of the acquired experience, to subjective evaluation
of the result obtained, to correlate with the tasks
of the current situation, to find in its «arsenal»
the necessary resources for the goal.

The Foresight correlates with the thorough-
ness (Th) — involves deliberate steps in choosing
the solution option, careful planning and considera-
tion of available resources.

Reflectivity is negatively correlated with riskiness
(Rs), tolerance to uncertainty (Tc) and adventurous-
ness (Av). And positively correlates with farsight-
edness and circumstance. From the above-de-
scribed indicators, one can see that the reflective
type of determination manifests itself in the person
in deliberate, weighted decisions, where there is no
place for risk and uncertainty.

Reflective type of determination is directed
at the experience of the past, on the analysis
of the acquired experience, the subjective evaluation
of the result obtained, the correlation with the tasks
of the current situation, finding in its «arsenal»
the necessary resources for the goal. The Foresight
type of determination, in turn, is directed to the future,
to building concrete strategies for achieving what
is planned, miscalculating available resources
and the necessary costs. It involves deliberate steps
when choosing a solution variant, careful planning
and accounting of available resources.

The results of the theoretical-empirical study allow
us to draw the following conclusions:

1. New data are received on the relationship
between the determination and the personality charac-
teristics of the decision maker. The variations of such
combinations are determined by the composition
of the personality’s resoluteness properties. Style as
a manifestation of a combination of the stylistic char-
acteristics of the personality of the decision-maker
is a typical, sustained response of the individual
to a particular life situation, adequate to the con-
ditions of choice and decision-making. The lead-
ing style-forming characteristic of the personality
of the decision-maker is determination.

Table 2

Matrix of intercorrelations of indicators of choice, decision-making and individual psychological
characteristics of a person

Indicators of personality determination components
Sw Rs Tc Frs Rfl Thg Av As Ind Dgm

Sw 300* 478** 307* -500**
Rs 654** 802**

Frs 539**

Rfl -651** -397** 405** 667** -481**

Thg -697** -357* -491**

Spn 465** -484** -323* 412** -312* -362*

Flb 336* 337* 329* -567**
Av 429**

As 380*

Ind 374* 399** 536**
Dgm -588** -514** 419** 566** -433** -320*

Note: hereinafter: 1) zeros and commas are not indicated; 2) * — significance level p < 0,05, ** — significance level p < 0,01;
3) conventional symbols for the indicators of the «Differential diagnostics of determination»: Sw — swiftness, Rs — riskiness,
Tc — tolerance to choice, Av — adventurousness, As Assertiveness, Ind — independence, Frs — foresight, Rfl — reflexive, Thg-
thoroughness, Spn — spontaneity, FIb — flexibility, Th — thoroughness; Dgm — dogmatic.
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2. Reflexive type of determination is directed
at the experience of the past, on the analysis
of the acquired experience, the subjective evalua-
tion of the result obtained, correlation with the tasks
of the current situation, finding in its «arsenal» the nec-
essary resources for the goal. The forward-looking
type of determination of the individual, in turn, is
directed to the future, to building concrete strategies
for achieving what is planned, miscalculating available
resources and the necessary costs. It involves delib-
erate steps when choosing a solution variant, careful
planning and accounting of available resources.

3. Determination is an integral characteristic
of the individual, reflects the ability to boldly and inde-
pendently take mature life decisions, selectively
using the properties of the personality as personal
resources.

Prospects for the study. Based on a combination
of different indicators of determination, the sever-
ity of individual-style personality characteristics in
the situation of choice, as well as the results obtained,
it is advisable to study the diversity of stable styles
of the personality of the decision-maker.

The creation of a classification of personality
styles in the situation of decision-making and choice
of personality is an independent and promising task.
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Ceuctyna O. M. MygpicTb sik KOMMJIEKC CTUNIbOBUX XapaKTePUCTUK OCOBGUCTOCTI, ika npunumae
pileHHsA

Y cmammi npedcmasneHo pe3yribmamu eMriipu4Ho20 OOCIOKEHHS] 83aEM0O38’sI3Ky iHOU8IOyarnbHO-CMu-
nesux ocobnusocmeti ocobucmocmi y cumyauii subopy. Memoro daHo20 O0CiOXKEeHHST cmaeg MowyK yMos8
3anexHocmi subopy 8i0 rncuxosoziyHo20 ckmady ocobucmocmi, sika npulmae pilleHHs, aHasli3 0cobucmicHUX
enacmueocmel, WO 8usHadarome iHOUBIOyaribHy C80EPIOHICMb MPUUHAMMS pilleHb, KOMMIOHEeHmIe iHme-
eparbHoi grracmusocmi ocobucmocmi — piuumocmi (y momy qucri, peghriekcusHocmi, 0aneKkoansaOHoC).

OnucaHo npogini enacmusocmet Mydpocmi ocobucmocmi, sSiKi ymeoproroms cmitKkul mur pity4ocmi.

Knroyoei cnoea: npuliHamms piweHHs, piwydicmbs ocobucmocmi, cmusb08i xapakmepucmuKku 0cobu-
cmocmi, MyOpicmab, pegbriekcusHicmb, danekoannsiOHICMb.

Csuctyna O. M. MyapocTb Kak KOMNNEKC CTUNEBbLIX XapaKTepPUCTUK IMYHOCTU, KOTOpas NPUHUMaeT
peweHune

B cmambe nipedcmasrieHbl pesyribmambl IMIUPUYECKO20 uccriefo8aHus 83auMocss3u UHOusudyarsib-
HO-cmusiesbix 0cobeHHOcmel nuYHocmu 8 cumyauuu ebibopa. Llenbio 0aHHO20 uccriedosaHus cmarl rnoucK
ycriosuli 3agucumocmu 8blbopa MCcUXo/I02u4ecKoeo cknada JIUYHOCMU, Komopasi npuHUMaem peuleHue,
aHasu3 JIUYHOCMHbIX ceolicme, onpedensrwux uHousudyarnbHoe ceoeobpasue npuHSIMuUsi peweHul, KOM-
MMOHEHMOo8 UHmMezpasbHOU XapakmepucmuKu AUYHOCMU — pewumMocmu (8 mom qucrne, peghrieKcugHocmu,
darnbHosudHOCMU).

OnucaHbl npogunu napamempog MyoOpocmu fU4HOCMU, Komopble obpasyrom ycmouduebil mur pewu-
mocmu.

Knroyeenbie cnoga: rnpuHsmue peweHus, pewuMocms JIUYHOCMU, CIMUesble XapakmepucmuKu JIUYHO-
cmu, Mydpocmeb, peghrieKCUHOCMb, 0aribHOBUOHOCMb.
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