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BPEJHOCHE OPUJEHTAIIVJE AJOJIECIIEHATA
N IMETO®AKTOPCKM MOJEJI IMYHOCTU

Caxxerak: [IpegMeT uctTpakuBama oBOr pajia feduHuIIe ce Kao yTBphusame aa
JIM U1 'y KOM CTelleHy 0coOuHe meTo(haKTOPCKOT MOJieNa IMYHOCTY yTUYY Ha TIp/XBaTambe
W ofdaluBabe BpeJHOCHNX OpPMjeHTalja — Xe[IOHM3MA, YTUINTAPN3Ma, aKTUBM3MA 1
anTpymsMa. Y30pak afofeclieHaTa YMHMIa Cy 832 yuyeHmKa Cpefbux mKoa y beorpany,
yspacta usmeby 15 n 19 roguna. Ilogaru o Tu4HOCTY NPUKYI/beHU ¢y TecToM NEO
FFI, cranpappusoBannm 3a ynotpedy y Cpduju. BpenHocHe opujeHTalje MCIUTUBAHE
¢y Moau(UKOBaHOM Bep31jOM OCHOBHOT MOJie/la YIIMTHMKA U3 PAHMjUX UCTPAXKMBAA.
[Moparu cy mpukywseHyu TokoM 2018. rogyae. OFHOCK 0COOMHA TMIHOCTI U BPEFHOCHUX
OpMjeHTalija aHATU3UPAHNU Cy KAHOHMYKOM KOPEIallIOHOM aHaNMu30M. ¥ Cydy30pKy
Iedaka odujeHa Cy 4eTupH Iapa 3sHauajHUX KaHOHMYKMX akTopa. IIpBu map nmao je
KaHOHMYKY KOopemnanujy .372, a 0cTaa Tpy 3HaTHO HIDKE. Y TOM, HajBayKHUjeM, IPBOM I1apy
(axTopa HMCKa CapaJ/BUBOCT U HICKA CABECHOCT, 3HAYAjHO Cy yTHUIIa/le Ha IPUXBaTabe
XeJOHNM3Ma 11 OfdalBatbe YTUINTAPU3Ma I ITPyU3Ma. Y CyOy30pKy fieBojaka IpBU Iap
(axTopa uMa Kopemnajy .426. Y ToM OFHOCY IIOCTOjI 3HAYajaH YTHUI[Aj BICOKOT HEYPOTH-
3Ma U BUCOKe Capaji/bMBOCTI Ha CHAXXHO Offdal[Barbe XeTOHN3Ma I 3HAUajHO IIPUXBaTambe
YTUIUTAPUCTUYKE BPeJHOCHE OpUjeHTaLuje.

Krpyune peun: ajjoneciieHTy, 0COOMHE TMIHOCTH, BPEFHOCHE OpMjeHTalje

YBOJI

JuneMa Koja mpaTy UCTPaKMBamha BPEeIHOCHNUX OPUjeHTallMja je fa JIM Cy OHe UCTO
IITO ¥ BPeJHOCTH, M1 aKO HICY, Y 4eMy ce pas3nukyjy. OEropop Tpeda Tpa>kuTiu Ipe cBera
Y COIIMOTIONIKO]j HAYIH, jep Cy BPeHOCTH jeflaH Off B)KHNUX (PeHOMEHa yIIpaBo Te HayKe.
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HaskanmocT 1 y conymonornju nma pasimka y CXBaTalby TOT I10jMa, I1a I lbeTOBUX pelaLija
ca BpEJHOCHMM OpMjeHTalMjaMa.

ITpema JIlupkemMy BpeJHOCTHU Cy KOHCTUTYTUBHM €/1IeMEHTY APYLITBEHOT ITOPETKA,
CIMKe APYIITBEHOT XXMBOTA Koje MoKpehy JYoBeka Ha akTMBHOCT YMjH je LIMJb Jla Ce TIPeo-
dmukyje cTBapHOCT Ha Kojy ce ofHoce (Durkheim, 2007). IIpema cxsatamuma Ilapconca
BPEIHOCTH Cy U3BOP JPYIITBEHOT HOPMAaTUBHOT ITOPETKa, IETUTUMALMja TOT IOpeTKa U
KpUTepUjyM 3a 1300p anTepHaTHBA y HeknM cutyanujama (Pesic, 2016).

Nurnexapr (Inglehart, 1997; Inglehart & Welzel, 2005) BpegHoCcTI cxBaTa Kao
cydjeKTMBHU M3pas APYLUITBEHNX MHCTUTYIMjaA IITO oMoryhaBa eMIMPIjCKy UCTPaXKM-
BA4yKYy NIPOBEPY HIUXOBOT JONPIMHOCA IPYLUITBEHNM IIPOMeHaMa. 3HaTaH Opoj U pyrux
UCTpaKuBaya fieUHMIIE BPEJHOCTH Kao CBOjCTBO KOje OCTOj| YHYTap MOjefHI, ajn
ca 3HaYajHOM IPYLITBEHOM JIeTEPMIHAHTOM KOja ce M3pakaBa ¥ IPeHOCH ITyTeM HOPMU,
odnuaja n upgeonoruje (Voicu, 2010, prema Antoci, 2019). BpegHocTy, Ipema nCTOM U3BODY,
3aIpaBO HUCY HUIITA JPYTO [0 MHAVBMYa/lIHa Ieplenyja KyITypa 1 KOIEKTMBHUX HOP-
M crennUIHNX 32 CBAKY 3ajeHUILY U MHTEPHA/IM30BAHNUX IIPOLIECOM COLlMjamm3anuje.

Y npucryny ¢peHoMeHY BpeTHOCTU MHOTM MCTPa>KMBAYNU ITOCEOHO HAIAIlaBajy
Ia cy oHe cTadM/IHe JUCIIO3NUIje Y BpeMeHy U mpocTopy (Sagiv & Roccas, 2017) mito
IPaKTUYHO 3HAYN J]a OHe ITpeBasiIase CIenypIIHe CUTYaIlMje U Jja OIUCYjy CTU OfHOC
¥ JICTO 3Hauelbe He3aBJICHO Off BpeMeHa 1 mpoctopa (Vecchione et al., 2016). Ta cBojcTBa
BpegHocTy oMoryhaBajy npensubame moHamama mojegyHala 1 COLVjaTHUX I'PyIIa U
off HocedHe BKHOCTH Cy 3a IIPOyYaBarbe IUXOBUX pejlallija ca JPYIUM COLUjaTHIM U
MHAMBUAYATHUM (PeHOMEHIMA, T1a ¥ OHOCA BPEHOCTH 1 TOHaIIamka. 3axBabyjyhn tnM
CBOjCTBMMA HEKM MICTPa)KMBA4YM MX CMATPajy KOTHUTUBHMM Pellpe3eHTalljaMa OCHOB-
HMX JbY/CKUX ITOTpPeda, Kao 1 MO>Ke/bHYM IMjbeBMMa U BofiehM IPMHIUNNMA Y )KUBOTY,
CTadWIHVIM y BpeMeHY U Y cuTyanujaMa pasmaute npupoge (Sagiv & Roccas, 2017).

Kao 1 xof MHOTUX JIpyTUX COLMjaTHUX PeHOMEHa M KO BpeJHOCTH IIOCTOje U ipy-
rauyja CTAaHOBUILTA. JeHO Of TUX je U CXBaTalbe IIpeMa KOMe Cy BPeIHOCTY (PeHOMeHU
IICUXOJIOLIKe IPUPOJie KOji MMajy iBe GyHKIuje: 1) ycMepaBambe IOHAIIAbA KA JINIHIM
WIN COLVIjaTHUM LiV/beBUMa U 2) CBECHO yCMepaBambe aKTMBHOCTH Ka 3a/J0BO/baBalby
notpeda (Gouveia et al., 2014; 2015).

Ca ncTpakMBadKor CTAaHOBMILTA ITIEJAHO, BaYKHO j€ 3aIlasUTH [ja Ce€ BPEHOCTH Ma-
HudecTyjy y Tpu popme, Kao: 1) fpyLITBeHN UeaN; 2) aKTUBHOCTH [IOjeAMHIIA Y OHOME
IITO OH >KeJIM Jia IIOCTUTHE TYM aKTUBHOCTMMA U 3) HocedHe MOTUBAIVIOHE CTPYKType
KOje TI0jefiHaIl MaHU(eCTyje y CBOM ITOHAIIamkby ¥ CBOjuM akTuBHOCTNMa (Leontiyeva,
prema Dolgova et al., 2023).

Y 3HaTHOM OpOjy pajjoBa COLMOIOIIKE IPUPOJe BPeSHOCTH ce AeduHuIy Kao
HPUXBAT/BUBYU IPYLUITBEHNU CTAHMAPAY KOjUMa Ce IeTUTUMMINy ofpehenn cucremu npy-
IITBEHMX OfHOCA. JeflaH Off ayTOpa KOju 3aroBapa Takas cTas je u Bedep (Weber, 2011),
jep BPeZHOCTI He TPeTUpa caMo Kao CydjeKTuBHe (heHOMEeHe HeTO U Kao [e0 3ajelHIYKOT
TIOT7IEefia Ha CBET M3BECHOT Opoja JbyMIN.

3HayvajaH JOIPUHOC UCTPAXNMBAbBIMA BPETHOCTI y COLMOIOIIKO] HAYI HA/MN Cy U
Hau aytopu. Meby muma u ITemmhesa (Pesi¢, 2017, str. 22), cxBaramweM 1) fa ,BpegHO-
CTH NIPEfICTaB/bajy PeMaTUBHO CTAdM/IHE U OIILITe KapaKTePUCTUKeE [PYLITBEHUX IPYIIa
KOjuMa Ce IIPUICY]je HOKe/bHOCT ofpeheHnx odnmka Muniubea, ocehama 1 BepoBama’,
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2) »CauMIbaBajy elleMeHTe JPYLITBeHe CBeCTH KOji MMajy ycMepaBajyhe fejcTBo Ha npy-
LITBEHO Jie/latbe KOMeKTUBHMX U MHANUBIYATHUX aKTepa U fa ce 3) popMmpajy 1 Memajy
II07] YTULIAjeM CafiejCTBa MCTOPHjCKIX, CUCTEMCKO-CTPYKTYPATHNUX, aKTYeTHO-APYIITBEHIX
Y MHUBYAYaIHNX YMHMTAA

3a ayTope oBOT pajia Takobe je BaxxHO U cTaHOBUIITe K/TaKXOHa KOje y CBOM pafy
Hasopu ITaBnosuh (Pavlovi¢, 2021). [Tpema TVM HaBOAMMA Y BapMjaHCY BPEHOCTH IIPU-
OPUTET Majy IbMXOBE IIOBE3aHOCTH Ca APYIITBEHNM OJHOCUMA, a/Ii U UJieje O TOMe IITa
je oXKe/bHO IOHaIIAlbe, a ITa Huje. OBe nyieje 0 MoXKe/bHOCTU IPUSIVKaBajy BpeTHOCTI
II0jMY BPEJHOCHMX OpMjeHTal/ja y TOM CTEIIeHY Jla Ce€ BPeHOCHE OpUjeHTalje MOTy
KOPUCTUTH KaO HayVH ollepaljioHa/In3alyje BPeHOCTI.

Y conmjanHoj NCUXOIOTMjU BPEHOCTY Ce CXBaTajy HEIITO ipyrauuje. Y TOj HayLu
OHe Cy 0asuyHa, pelaTUBHO CTadMTHA BepoBaka HacTala Kao Pesy/Tar colyjanusanyje,
VHAVBIJTYa/THIX MICKyCTaBa I Jie/ioBarba IPYIITBEHNX 1 KyNTypHUX dakTopa (Rokeach, 1973;
Rohan, 2000). Unmennia fa 3Ha4ajHy yIOTY y BPEFHOCTMMA MMAajy APYIITBEHN 1 KYATYPHN
(axTOpM 3HAYAJHO MPNUOIIDKABA ICUXOJIONIKE KOHIIEMIINje BPeAHOCTI COLIVIOTIONIKIM 1
omoryhaBa 3ajefHIYKa UCTPKUBAbA. Y TUM HOBMjIM CXBaTambyMa JOMUHIPA CTaB A Cy
OHe peryaTopi X1BOTa M0jeAMHala ¥ APYIITBEHNX IPYIIa, ja SUTHO yTUYY Ha JOHOLICHe
OIIyKa y cUTyaljaMa usdopa 1 ja MMajy CHa)kaH yTULAj Ha MoHamame (Antoci, 2019).

I pyru nojam 4uje 3Ha4ere y 0BOM pafiy Tpeda OfpefiTy jecy BpeTHOCHEe OpMjeHTa-
1uje. Y COLMOIOLIKO] IMTepaTypy BpeTHOCHe OpMjeHTalllje ce CMaTpajy CTadWIHO MHTe-
TPMCaHUM CTAaBOBUMA 4lje Cy MaHMpecTalyje ofpefHNIle MHAVBIYATHOT VI TPYIIHOT
HoHamamwa. ¥ cBojuM ucrpaxnsamnuma [lemmrhesa (Pesi¢, 2016, 2017) nx Kopuctu Kao
CHHOHMM 32 BPEJHOCTM, OJHOCHO K0 Ha4yJH OllepalliOHaIN3alyje BPeJHOCTI.

Ipyrauanje onpebere BpenHOCHNX OpyjeHTanja y 0Boj Hayy uma AHTtorm (Antoci,
2019). IIpema meHOM CXBaTamwy ,BPeSHOCHE OpMjeHTalje” Cy IOHallaba ycMepeHa Ka
MOCTU3akY HEeKVX I[W/beBa, Ka IIPOHaTaKehy HauMHa Jla ce OHM MCITYHe KaKo 81 ce 3aj10-
BOJBIN JPYIITBEHM 3aXTEBU U MleaN Koje BpeJHOCHe opujeHTanuje renepunry. V fame,
BpEeJHOCHE OpMjeHTalMje Cy MHTETPUCaHe Y CUCTeMe BPEHOCTH Ba)kKHE 3a IMYHOCT, jep
yTUYy Ha 1Ie0 )XMBOTHY TOK U CBe aKTVBHOCTH (IIOJIMTIYKE, EKOHOMCKE, JPYLITBeHe I
Ip.) Y KOjuMa je MOjefnHal] aHTaKOBaH.

Y oBOM HacTojamy fa ce onumile IpUpofia BpEAHOCHUX OpMjeHTalija Ba/ba IIOMEHY-
TI1 jou iBa ctaBa. IIpBu je craB Oxcane Pudak (Rybak, 2018) koja cMaTpa ja BpefHOCHe
OpMjeHTalMje Majy BUILEC/IOjHY YHYTPallllby CTPYKTYPY Ha 4MjeM BPXY Ce Hajase ufe-
a/M ¥ )KMBOTHM LM/beBU NojennHLA. CTPYyKTypa MMYHOCTY NOjeiMHIIA TOIIPUHeNa je fja
BPEJHOCHE OpMjeHTallje KapaKTepUIIle YHY TPallliba CIIPEMHOCT 3a 0daB/bame ofpehernx
aKTUBHOCTY pajiyi 3a/j0BO/beHba HEKIX OTPeda I OCTBAPUBaa LIM/beBa. Y TUI[Aj Te CTPYK-
Type MaHudecryje ce ofgpeheHoM BpcToM MoHamama mnojenuHa. bynyhu fa BpegHoCcTI
Koje IojefiMHall yCBaja TOKOM COLIMjaM3alyje oase U3 CTPYKType APYLITBA, IPOyYaBamhe
BPEIHOCHNX OpUjeHTalMja Of ocedHOT je 3Hadaja 3a pasyMeBame IIpUpofe U Ipoljeca
KOjI Ce OiBIjajy Y TOM APYILUTBY.

Hpyru je cras Jonrose u capaguuka (Dolgova et al., 2023), mpema 4ujuM MCTpaxi-
BambJIMa BPEIHOCHE OpUjeHTalMje 3a PAa3/IMKY Off BPESHOCTY YBEK IIPUITAJIAjy IIOjeIVHILY.
To mpaKkTM4HO 3HAYM JIa APYIITBEHE BPEHOCTY Y IPOLleCy MHTEPHAIN3alIMje TTOCTajy [Ieo
JIMYHE CTPYKTYpe TOjeIMHIIA M 3aTO Makbe 3aBJCe Off CIIO/bHYX U CUTYAI[MOHMX (aKTopa.
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Y conmjanHoj ICUXOIOTUj I BpeIHOCHE OpujeHTanuje ce ogpebyjy kao oy mpuH-
LYY TTOHAIIIAhA 1 IeTIoBamba y Besu ca ofpebennm nypesnma (Joksimovi¢ i Maksié, 2006;
Petrovi¢ i Zotovi¢, 2012), 0fHOCHO Kao MOHAIIAka y QYHKIUjI OCTBAPMBAhA BPETHOCTI
(Radin, 2002). 3Ha4ajaH feo UCTpa’kuBada y 0BOj HAayLM BpefIHOCHE OpUjeHTaluje CMa-
Tpa IMYHUM AVcrosnijaMa 3a onpebena nonanrama (Havelka, 1998; Rot, 2010), anu ta
CTAHOBMIITA Cy IPWINIHO M30/I0BAHA.

Haxxarnocr, 3Haueme U CafipXKaju [ojMa ,,BPeHOCHe OpujeHTannje” HICY U jeHI
npodeMi Koju cToje Ipef ucTpakuadrma. CKOpo JCTe TaKBe CHare je ¥ IpodjieM KaKaB
je OfHOC BpeHOCHUX OpUjeHTalnja 1 0COOMHA IMYHOCTH. Y JIUTepaTypu ce cMaTpa Ja
0CoOMHe TMYHOCTH JONPUHOCE MHTEPHANMMN3AIUjY BPETHOCHNX OpIjeHTaIuja usmehy
OCTaJIOT M 3aTO LITO Ce PAa3BOj M je[IHUX U IPYTUX Y 3HAYAjHOM CTEIIEHY OfBMja MICTOBpE-
MeHO. OcuM Tor 00/IMKa MCTpaKMBade 3aHMMa I JIa /I CY OCOOVHE IMYHOCTY IPeAUKTOPYU
BPEJHOCHUX OPMjeHTalMja WM CY CaMO IapajIeNIHu (peHOMEHI. AKO CY IPEANKTOPH, KAaKO
ce Taj yTUIIAj OCTBapYje, KaKBa je MPMpPOfa TOT YTUIAja, TIa VI TO /ia /I OCOdMHE Koje cafpKe
IICUXOIIATCKY BapMjaHCy MMajy HEKM YTULAj Ha HIUX.

Y nurepaTypn Koja je JOCTyIIHa MOXKe Ce BUJETH Jla IIOCTOje 3Ha4YajHe IMHeapHe Kope-
JTanyije BpeQHOCTY WM BpeHOCHNX oprjeHTanyja u3 llIsapuosor Mogerna (Schwartz, 2012)
ca ocodrHaMa 13 MOJje/a BelIMKIUX IeT 1 AjseHKoBor TpodakTopckor mogena (Eysenck,
1990). ITpema TIM pe3ynTaTiMa, 0COOMHA OTBOPEHOCT d1171a je y 3HAYajHMM KOpe/aryjama
ca BpeHOoCcTMa 13 lIIBapIjoBoOr Mofiena ,, IpuxBaTatbe IPOMeHa I ,,Ceh-TpaHCIIeIeHII-
ja“, a ocodnHa capapgpnBocT Takobe ca ,,cend-rpaHcueHaeHINjOM 1 ,,KOHPOPMIU3ZMOM
(Haslam, Whelan & Bastian, 2009; Olver & Mooradian, 2003). ¥ ucrpaxupamy Anyxa 1
Tapcuje (Aluja & Garcia, 2009), HIICKa CapafybMBOCT je HETATUBHO MOBe3aHa ca (JaKTopoM
pen, a Mo3UTUBHO ca GpakTopoM corujaiHa Moh. IIpakTUYHO ucTa HeraTHBHA TOBE3AHOCT
nocroju 1 usMebhy caBecTy 1 HaBeeHUX BpefHOCTI. Y MeTa-aHanusu Puurepa u boepa
(Fischer & Boer, 2015) y k0joj Cy aHanmM3MpaHU OFHOCK UCTHX OCOOVHA U OBYX BPETHOCTHI
modujeHe cy Takohe moBesaHocTy Beh omicaHe, aju je 3aK/by4eHO Ja OBe KOpeJalje
Bapupajy y curyanuju Behux ¢prHaHCHjCKUX, eKOHOMCKUX ¥ COLMja/THIX KPU3a.

Y Cpduju cy ncrpaskusarma OfHOCA BPEITHOCHIX OpMjeHTalMja ca 0CoOdMHaMa TNYHO-
CTU IPWIMYIHO peTKa. YMeCTO WUX, IPUCYTHA Cy UCTPAXKIBaIba OHOCA Ca IeMOTpadCKIM
CBOjCTBMMaA, KOHI[ENITMMa 0 cedu 1 cm4Ho. IIpupony oBor paja HeIMMITYHO U jeAJHO
onroBapajy uctpaxusama lllpama (Sram, 2003) u Oramesuh n Koyonemuh (Otasevié i
Kodzopelji¢, 2016). Y mpBoM of B1X, HaXKAIOCT, HY Y30paK BpeJHOCHUX OpUjeHTalLNja,
a HM y30paK 0COOMHA IMYHOCTY HIUCY MICTU KA0 Yy OBOM pajy. VMImak ommTy 3ak/bydaK
HaBeJeHOT ayTopa fa 0COOMHe IMYHOCTY MOTY MMATH IIPeAUKTOPCKY YTULIAj Ha MHTEpHA-
nu3anyjy crennduIHOT BpeHocHoT cuctema (Sram, 2003, str. 110) oy 3Ha4aja je 1 32 0BO
ucTpaxusame. Y gpyrom pany, Oramesuh u Koronersnh, ananusupas je ogxoc usmeby
UCTUX 0COOMHA JIMIHOCTI Kao y oBoM pazny (IleTodakTopcku Mofen MMIHOCTH), aTu 1
JKMBOTHMX LIM/beBa. JKMBOTHY IIM/bEBU Cy MOYK/Ia HajBayKHIj! €0 YHYTpallllbe CTPYKType
BpenHOCHUX opujerTtanyja (Rybak, 2018), amm Hucy BpegHoCHe oprjenTanyje. Ta pasmuka
JTIaKo ce 3amaska Beh 13 caMyX HasuBa TuX (eHOMeHa IIOITy T ay TOHOMU]a, Kapujepa, IapT-
HEPCKY OfHOCH, IIPUjaTe/bCTBO U CIMYHO. 3aTo mopeherma Hucy duma moryha.
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IMPEOMET, UMJb 1 OCHOBHE
XUIIOTE3E MCTPAXKVIBAIHA

IIpepmeT ucTpakuBama

[TpenMeT MCcTpaXXMBamba MOXe Ce OfPeAUTH Kao 1) yTBphuBame fja 1 1 y KOM CTe-
IeHy 0codMHe MeToPaKTOPCKOT MOJieNa MMYHOCTHY YTUIy Ha BPeTHOCHE OpMjeHTaluje
Xe[JOHM3aM, YTWINTapy3aM, aKTUBU3aM U &ITPYU3aM 1 2) aKO YTUYY, ia JIU Ce Ha OCHOBY
TOT OfIHOCA MOYKe TIPeABU/IETY IIOCTOjarbe HEeKNX Off OBJIX BPEHOCHNUX OpMjeHTaIyja.

Iwp ncrpaxnpama

OmuTy 0k UCTpaKUBakba je OTKpUBaIbe Ipypofe ofHoca usMehy ocoduna mmd-
HOCTH ¥ BPeJHOCHMX OpHUjeHTal1ja, TocedHO yTuIaja IpOCoLujalHe U IPOAeBIjaHTHe
BapyjaHce THX 0COdMHA.

Xumnorese

Maxo je y uctpaxkusarmy Ouno Moryhe mocTaBuTH BUIIIE XUIIOTE3a Makber pefja OIIIITO-
CTH, ayTOPU Cy Ce OJTYYN/IM 3a [iBe, omurte xunoTese. OHe rmace: 1) Ocodune muyHOCTI
MMajy 3Ha4ajaH I HelOCpe/jaH YTHUIIAj Ha BpeHOCHe opujeHTanyje 1 2) Y yTuiajy ocoduna
JIMYHOCTY Ha BPEJHOCHE OpUjeHTallMje He IIOCTOje Pas3/yKe 10 MOYy.

METO[

Y3opak ocodmHa TMYHOCTI

Y3opak ocoduHa IMYHOCTU YMHE 0COOMHE ITO3HATOT IeTO(aKTOPCKOT Mofea
mmaHocTy (Mc Crae & Costa, 1999). OcHOBHe iuMeH3Mje TOT MOfie/Ia Cy HeypOTUII3aM,
eKCTpaBep3uja/MHTPOBeP3lja, OTBOPEHOCT, CApa/l/bIBOCT I CaBeCHOCT. IbuxoBa cBojcTBa
omycaHa cy y nornasby Juckycuja. [Togany o mymMa IpUKyIUbeH) €y cKpaheHoM Bep3ujoM
OCHOBHOT TecCTa IpyIaroheHor Tpajarmby LIKOICKOr Yaca. [lodujeHn pesynraTu IpencTaBbajy
IIPOLIEHY T3B. JOMeHa de3 CyOnMMeH3nja y OKBUPY buX (T3B. pareTa).

Y30pak BpefHOCHMX OpUjeHTaLMja

Y nuTeparypy 0 BpeFHOCHVM OpMjeHTAI[jaMa HaBOMIM Ce fla ’JX0B dpoj Bapupa
usmeby yetnpn n 13. Hajuenthe cy y oBum ncrpaxmpamyma kopuiheHe aTpyncTindka,
aKTUBVCTIYKA, XEIOHNCTIIKA, YTUINTAPVCTIYKA ¥ PETUTMO3HA BPETHOCHA OpHjeHTaIja
(Joksimovi¢, 1992, 2001; Radovanovié, 2016) n muoru apyru. Hajsehu 8poj (12) dmo je y
paposuma Xasenke (Havelka, 1998) n 13 y nuctpaxnBamuma Pyme u capaganka (Runje
etal., 1998).
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Y 0BOM MCTpaXX1Balby aHaIM3UPaH je ofHOC u3Mehy 0coduHa MTMYHOCTI YeTUPH
BpPEeIHOCHE OpMjeHTaluje, I TO:

1) XeoHM3Ma, JePUHUCAHOT KA0 CKJIOHOCT Y>KMBAIbIMa 1 HEIIOCPEIHNM 3a10BO/b-
CTBUMA;

2) yrunnrapusMa, cxBaheHOr Kao ycMepeHOCT Ha CTULjabe MaTepyjaTHuX Jodapa
U Ka MaTepyjaHOj CUTyPHOCTH;

3) anTpymusma, lepMHMUCAHOT KaO BEMMKOYIIHOCT ¥ CIIPEMHOCT la Ce IOMOTHe
IPYTUM /bYAVIMa;

4) akTVBU3Ma, ofipeh)eHOr Kao skerba 3a MembatbeM OJHOCA Y IPYIITBY 1 OKOJIMHM.

Y30pak ucnuraHuka

Y30pak ncnuTaHMKa YMHUIN CY YYEHUI CPefIbYX IIKo/a y beorpany, y Tpu rumMHa-
31je, MIeCT CPefbUX CTPYYHNX IIKOJIA U jefHOj YMeTHMYKO] IKomu. BpcTa 1 dpoj mkoma
cy usadpaHu clIy4ajHUM U3O0POM, IPOIOPIIMOHATHO MIPUPOIMN CBUX CPelIbIX IIKO/MA Y
rpafy. Y cBaKoj LIKOIM Cy4YajHUM HOCTYIIKOM 13a0paHo je IO jeffHO Ofie/belbe Y CBaKOM
off YeTpM paspepa. ¥ usadpaHUM Ofie/bebIIMa aHKeTYPAHU CY CBU IIPUCYTHY YYCHUIIN.
Taxo ce fouto 1o ysopka o 832 yueHuka, 469 (56,4%) medaxa u 363 (43,6%) meBojaxa,
y3pacta of 15 mo 19 roguna (mpoceyas yspact 17,04).

MNucTtpymenTn

3a ucnutuBame ocoduHa mrynocty KopuinheH je ect NEO FFI? (Costa & Mc Crae,
1992) kojn je ckpahena Bepauja ocHoHOT TecTa NEO PI-R 1 kopucTy ce xayia je Ha pacro-
JTaramy KpaTKo BpeMe 3a MCIIMTuBambe. TecT yKymHo nma 60 ajTemMa ca Moryhym ofroopyuma
HYMepWYKY U3pakeHnM of 1 1o 4. Bucoku ckopoBnu Ha ajTemMyuMa omcyjy Behu creren
IIPUCYTHOCTY 0codMHa Koje TecT Mepu. Bepauja recra NEO FFI He pomryinTa nspaxaparme
pesynTarta y BUAY T3B. aljeTa HETo caMo y BUALY YKYITHOT CKopa 3a ofipehery ocodnny.

BanupHoct nurama y cydTeCcTOBMMa MepeHa je Kopelalujama ajTeM — TOTaIHU CKOp
Ha CyOTeCcTy Ipy 4eMy je U3 TOT TOTATHOT CKOPa MICK/bYUeH CKOp ajTeMa uuja ce Basu-
HOCT Tectypa. [Jodujenu xoepunujenTn kopenanuja kpehy ce uameby .40 1 .70 u mory ce
cMaTpaTty 3aj10Bo/baBajyhim.

IToysmaHOCT Mepema cBake 0COOMHe 1 OCHOBHM MOJIAIN O IUCTPUOYIIMjU OfTOBOPA
mary ¢y y Tademm 1.

Ha ocHoBy mopjataxa HaBefieHnx y Tadenm Moxe ce 3aK/bydINTH Jla CBAKM CyOTETCT
MMa 3a/10BO/baBajyhy IIOy3aHOCT 1 3a7J0BOJbaBajyhu cTelleH BapujadiIHOCTI OATOBOPA
Ha CydTecToBMMa.

Tect NEO FFI xao n ocnoBHa Bep3suja NEO Pi-R, y3 go3Bony ayTopa, afjantupanu cy
U CTAaHJApAM30BaHM 3a yIOTpedy Ha CpIICKOM roBOpHOM noapyyjy (Knezevi¢, Dzamonja-
-Ignjatovi¢ i Buri¢-Joci¢, 2010) u cmodopnu cy 3a ynorpedy y HayYHUM UCTPa>KUBabIMA.

BpennocHe opujeHTanMje Cy UCIUTUBAHE KTACUYHUM YIUTHUYKMM HOCTYTIKOM:
HAKOH KPATKOT OIMCA Cafip>kaja MCIMTAHUIM CY Ha CKaju Off 1 1o 5 03HayaBajM CTeleH

* NEO Five Factor Inventory.
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JIM'YHE IIOYKe/bHOCTY CBAKOT Off THX CafipXKaja. BICOKM CKOpOBY 03HauaBajIM Cy ¥ BUCOKe
cTeneHe nmoxxe/bHOCTH. Haunmn 1 Gopma ncnutnuBama mpey3eTu Cy U3 UCTPaKMBamba
JoxcumosuheBe 1 weHux capaguuka (Joksimovic¢ i Maksi¢, 2006) 1 Mory ce cMaTpaTu
Ba/IMAVPAHUM Y UCTPAXKMBAYKO] IIPAKCHL.

Hauun ncnutuBama 1 aHamms3a ImogaTaka

Ho,z[am/[ Y UCTpAXKNMBay NPUKYIVbEHU CY Y aHOHI/IMHOj CI/ITyauI/IjI/I N y3 IIpETXOAHY
CaIIaCHOCT y4YeHMKa Jla Y9eCTBYjy. VIcTpakuBaibe je cripoBefieHo TokoM 2018. ropmue.
Amnanmmsa nopjaraka ypabheHa je KaHOHUYKOM KOPeTaliOHOM aHaTN30M.

PE3YIITATU

Hajdorpu HaumH fa ce MpUKaXKy JOdMjeHM pesy/ITaTy je OHaj Koju AUKTIpa KopuitheHa
MeTofia aHa/M3e mogaTtaka. [To morniu te MeTofe IpBO Tpeda mpesentoBaTy Mehycodue
IIOBE3aHOCTY OCOOVHA TMYHOCTY KA0 XUIIOTETCKUX IIPeAMKTOpa BPeJHOCHNX OpYjeHTa-
uuja. OHe cy nare y Tademn 2.

ITpema nopanuma y Tademn MebycodHe moBe3aHOCTY 0COdMHA IMYHOCTH Cy BeO-
Ma HMCKe Win 9ak Heroctojehe. Taj pesynrar Huje usHeHabemwe, jep oBe ocoduHe u mo
medVHNIUjI OMUCYjy pasIMunTa CBOjcTBa MMYHOCTH. HeratuBHe kopenanuje ocodnHe
HeypOTHUIIM3aM Ca OCTAIMMa, Takobe cy ouekuBaHe.

VHTepKopenanyje BpefHOCHNUX OpujeHTanuja gate cy y Tademu 3.

Hucke n nynre mebhycodne kopenaljyje BpefHOCHUX OpUjeHTalyja, KaKO [I0Ka3yjy
HOfaIM ¥ 0BOj Tadenu, Takohe cy oueknBaHe, jep ce pagu o MehycodHo HeyTpamHnm mm
VCK/bYYMBUM CaJiPKajuMa.

Hapenna Tadena (Tadena 4) cappsxku MehycodHe nuHeapHe Kopenanuje ocoduHa
JIMYHOCTY U BPEJHOCHMX OpMjeHTallMja.

Mopa ce IpusHATH, U TTOpPEJ] YNBEHNIIE JJa CY 0COOVMHE TMYHOCTH U BPEJHOCHE
OpMjeHTalVje IPUPORHO pasnmnduTy peHoMeHu, HICKe, a u HynTe Mehycodue kopena-
Iuje HuCy dule odekuBaHe. TVUM IIpe IITO ce y IUTepaTypy 4eCTO HauIa3) Ha CTaB Ja y
BPEIHOCHMM OpMjeHTalijaMa MMa JOCTa BapujaHce IMIHOCTY. Baba MMaTu y Buay jia je
OBJIe ped 0 II0Be3aHOCTY Ha MaHM(pecTHOM HIBOY 1 fia he ogHOC M3Mel)y B1XOBUX JTaTeHT-
HUX JUMEH3Mja jaTu peanqHuje pesynrare. O TMM OJHOCHMMA MOXKE Ce 3aK/by4MBaTU TeK
HaKOH IIpUMeHe KaHOHIYKe KOpe/lalliioHe aHam3e. Ta KAHOHMYKA KOpe/TlallyiOHa aHa/3a
pabena je mocedHO 3a fevake U AeBOjKe, M II0OKa3asa je ja y CyOy30pKy fiedaka IoCToje
JeTHpy Iapa KaHOHMYKMX akropa. OBy maposu ¢akropa cy y mehycoduum penrarusBHo
HYICKIM, a/I) 3Ha4ajHUM KaHOHMYKMM Koperalujama. Y Tadenu Koja cJieny BUH ce Ja je
KaHOHMYKA KOpe/Talyja IpBOT Iapa Koj, le4aka pefia Bem4yuHe .372, a 1a 0CcTanu IIapoBu
MIMajy HIUCKE, a/Ii 3HaYajHe KAHOHMYKE KOpelaluje.

Kop meBojaka KaHOHMYKaA KOpe/laljMOHa aHa/IM3a OTKPHIA je [ja I0CTOoje f1Ba Mmapa
KaHOHMYKUX (aKTOPa, ja Kopelalyja IpBor Iapa n3Hocu .426, a gpyror .248. HapasHo,
00e KaHOHMYKe KOpeJanyje Cy CTaTuCTHIKy 3HadajHe (Tadena 5).

OcuM 0BYIX pesy/nTaTa BeoMa Cy BaXKHU U IIOfAL O KAHOHIYKUM KoeuIjeHTuMa
(¢), Kao 1 MOJALY O KOPEIALj! CBaKe [I0jefHAYHE 0COOVHE U BPeTHOCHE OpUjeHTalje
ca TuM (haKTOpMMa, jep OHU ITOKa3yjy MPpUPOJY THX ofHoca. Tu moparu cy garu y Tademu 6.
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[TpBu nmap KaHOHMYKKX (PAKTOPa je HajOObA C/IMKA U CYIITIHA OZHOCA u3Mehy Heka
ZIBa CKyTIa Bapujadi, y oBoM ciy4ajy n3Melyy ocodmHa MTMIHOCTY 1 BpETHOCHNX OpMjeH-
Tanuja. 3aTo Ba/ba MXK/BUBO MOTJIEJATH PE3yATaTe KOjy Cy HOOMjeH.

Y ckymy ocoduHa IMIHOCTH, Kafia Cy Aedaliy Y MUTamwYy, Taj npBu daxTop neduHucan
je HucKoM capajypuBothy (-.705 1 -.759) 1 HuckoM caBecHouthy (-.649 u -.632). OH ce de3
CYMIbe TaKO 1 MOXe VaeHTuUKoBaTy. Iberos map 13 ckyma BpefHOCHNX OpujeHTaLuja,
ogppeben je BucoxuM xegonnsmoM (.515 u .556), ogdanyBameM yrumurapusma (-.524 u
-.610) n anTpymsma (-.574 u -.651).

Y mpyrom mapy ¢axTop 13 MOfpy4ja IMYHOCTHU JOMUHAHTHO je ofipeheH MHTpOBep-
3ujoM (-1.077 u -.896) 1 HUTH jeTHOM OCOOMHOM Bullle. Y TOPYYjy BPeJHOCHUX OpPMjeH-
Talyja beMy ofiroBapa daxrTop geduHucaH ogdaunBameM XegoHusma (-.732 n -.691),
akTyBM3Ma (-.568 11 -.570), ma u antpyusma (-.369 u -.428). O ToM HEOOMYHOM pe3yATATY
duhe mocedHO roBopa y HapeHOM IOITIAB/bY.

Tpehu daxrop y ckymy ocoduna muasocty fedMHMINY HICKA capag/puBoCT (-.633 1
-.498), a;m u Brcoka caBecHOCT (.790 11.526). OH ce SuTHO pasnuKyje of nIpBor pakTopa y
IIPOCTOPY ITYHOCTH YIIPABO IIO TOj CaBeCHOCTIL. Iberos mmap Ko BpefHOCHIX OpujeHTaluja
je JOMVHAHTHO He(dUHICAH BUCOKUM aKTHBU3MOM. OUUITIETHO je fa je y OBOM CIy4ajy
ped 0 0cOdNTOj BPCTI aKTUBM3MA YCIIOB/bEHOj BIICOKMM Pe3y/NTaTuMa 0COOMHE CaBEeCHOCT.

Y yerBpTOM mapy akTopa Kof iedaka y IMIHOCTY TOMIHUPA HIICKA OTBOPEHOCT.
Y npocTopy BpeZHOCHMX OpujeHTanuja ToM GaKTopy je map BUCOKHU yTIINTapHU3aM.

Y cydysopKy meBojaka n30/10BaHa Cy caMo JiBa ITapa 3HAYajHIX KaHOHNIKNUX (haKTopa.
IbuxoBa cTpykrypa fara je y Tademu 7.

Y ckymny ocodnHa npBu QakTop feduHICAH je BUCOKUM HeypoTuiusmMoM (.608 un
.265) n BucokoM casecHotuhy (.777 u .651). Taj mpBu ¢axtop, cyira je CyIpOTHOCT IIPBOM
KaHOHIYKOM (haKTOPy 0COdMHA TUIHOCTI KO fledaka. Ta pasynka, 1a 1 YMbeHNnIIA /1A Taj
¢daxTop 1Ma 3HaTHO Behy Kopealyjy ca CBOjuM IIapOM U3 CKYIIa BPeIHOCHNX OpYjeHTa-
IMja Hero IITO je TO KOJ, leuaKa, Mopa ce MMaTH Y BUAY fa U ce pasyMerna IIpMpoJia OBUX
opHoca. OBOM NPU/IMKOM Tpeda jomr camo pehn fia je Beros map 13 CKyIa TUX BPeJHOCHUX
opujeHTaIja AedUHICAH CHAOKHIM OffdalinBarmeM Xefounama (-.758 1 -.767) u npuxsa-
TareM yTIWINTapUCTIYKe BpefHOCHe opujenTanuje (.539 u .587).

IIpyru daxTop Koy AeBojaka meduHMIIE CaMO HICKA Capajl/bUBOCT U HIjeffHa 0CO-
Suna BumIe. Y CKyIy BPeTHOCHMX OpMjeHTalMja 0BOM (HaKTOPY OfroBapa caMo HUCKM
antpynsam (-.987 u -.882). Taj HMCKM anTpyu3aM je U jefuHa BpeLHOCHA OpyjeHTaluja
KOja je II0Be3aHa ca PUPOJOM TOr (paKTopa 13 IPOCTOPa 0COdMHA TMIHOCTI.

IVICKYCUJA

OcCHOBHa IpeTIOCTaBKa UCTPAXKUBakba Ja Cy 0COdMHe TUYHOCTY IIPeANKTOPU
BPEIHOCHUX OpMjeHTalja IoTBpheHa je MOCTOjambeM 3HaYajHUX KAHOHMYIKUX KOpera-
irja usMeby maposa kaHOHMYKMX paKTOpPa M30MOBAHMX 1 Y CYOy30pKY Aedaka (4 mapa)
u y cydy3opKy fieBojaka (2 mapa). Hajsaxxuuje Kopenanuje cy ote n3meby mpBux maposa
tux pakropa (Mejovsek, 2008). Ananmmsupajyhn cTpykTypy TUX IPBUX apOBa, HUXOBY
MebhycoOHy OBe3aHOCT M BUCHMHY KAaHOHMYKMX KOpealija MOXKe ce TBPAUTY a Y TOM
OJIHOCY IIOCTOje TP BayKHe MIPABUTHOCTI.
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ITpBa IpaBMIHOCT je la y Y30PKY JiedaKa ITIOCTOj! 3Ha4ajaH NPEeSUKTUBHY YTUIIAj
0coduHa KOje OIICYjy ICUXOMATCKY CTPYKTYPY IMIHOCTU (HMCKA Capa/ybIBOCT U HICKA
CaBeCHOCT), Ha IIPUXBaTalbe XeJOHN3Ma U XeJOHMCTUYKOT CTVIA [IOHAIIAMka, C jefiHe
CTpaHe, 1 OfidalBambe aITPYUCTUYKNX, T1a U YTYINTAPUCTUYKUX MOHAIIaka, C [PyTe.
Y y30pKy fieBojaka Taj IIpBu Hap (akTopa nokasyje fa MoCToju IpeauKTUBAH OFHOC BU-
COKOT HEeYPOTMIM3Ma J BYICOKE CABECHOCTI Ha YTY/INTAPVICTITIKE IIPVHIINIIE Y IOHAIIAbY
U ICTOBPEMEHO BeoMa CHaXKHO O0al[MBambe Xe[IOHU3MA.

IIpyra mpaBM/IHOCT je ja Cy TM YTHMLajX OCOOMHA IMYHOCTY U KOJ iedaKa 1 KO
IeBOjaKa CTATMCTMYKM 3HaYajHY, ajayu penatubBHo Hucku. Kop meyaka poctinke 13,8%
3ajeflHMUKe BapujaHce, a Koj Aesojaka 18,1%. Kox octanux nmaposa 1 Kofi feyaka U KOf,
[ieBOjaka T yTHUIIaju 0cOOMHA CY joul craduju.

Tpeha npasunnocr je ga cy MehycodHe moBe3aHOCTM 0OCOOMHA IMYHOCTY M BPETHO-
CHUX OpMjeHTall)ja Ha HMBOY KAHOHMYKMX (PaKTOpa 3HATHO Behe Hero oBe3aHOCTH Koje
ce 3aIlakajy Ha HUBOY T3B. MaHM(pecTHUX Bapujadmu. To jacHo mpousnasu n3 nopebhema
KaHOHMYKUX Koperanuja nsmehy daxropa y jegHOM 1 [pyrom cKyIry ca KpocKopearjama
jemHMX ¥ ApyTux Bapujadian Ha MaHu(eCTHOM HUBOY.

Haxarnocr, He mocroju MHoro MoryhHocTtu mopebema oBUX pesynrara ca CIMYHUM
uctpaxuBamnMa y Cpduju. VcTpakupade HIICY MHOTO 3aHVMaJIHU TU OFHOCK BPeTHOCHNX
opujeHTanMja ¥ TMYHOCTH, Beh ofHOCH ca HeKMM eMorpadCcKuM KapaKTepUCTIKaMa.
Ul oHa MCTpaXKuBaba IJie je OCTOjao Taj MHTEpeC, Kao Ha mpumep lllpamoso (Sram, 2003),
wn Ortawmesuh n Konorrersrth (Otasevic i Kodzopelji¢, 2016), nnu ce Huje pagmio o Bpef-
HOCHUM OpMjeHTaljaMa Beh 0 HeKMM BJIXOBUM KOMIIOHEeHTaMa (JKMBOTHMM LIM/beBUMA
Ha IIPMMeP), WU Cy 0COOMHeE TMYIHOCTI duie cacBuUM Apyraduje npupoge. Hacympor Tome,
y CBeTy Cy TaKBa MCTpaXk1Bama decta. [lopebemwa, MehyTum, orexxasajy unmenue fja ce
y TUM UCTpaXMBakbUMa KOPUCTe T3B. BpegHOCHe opujeHTanuje u3 llsaprosor Mozena
(Schwartz, 2012) xoje 1 cam ayTop Ha3uBa BPeHOCTIMA, a He BPELHOCHNM OpMjeHTallM-
jaMa, KaKo VX HasyBa 1 BehuHa ucTpaxmBaua, a IbIIXOBM Ha3VBM He yIyhyjy Ha 3aK/bydak
Jia je ped 0 BpeJHOCHMM OpujeHTanyjaMa. Heku pesyntaTu y TUM UCTPaKMBamb/Ma NITaK
ce MOTy IIOPeIUTH Ca Pe3yATaTUMa y OBOM UCTPak1Baby. To ce y IpBOM pely OffHOCH Ha
ucrpaxuarme Pokac u3 2002. ronnue (Roccas et al., 2002), jep cy y mutamy ncre ocodune
JIMYHOCTH. Y TOM UCTPa’KMBalby HEYPOTHUII3aM HEMA 3HAYajHIX KOPe/Tallija HH Ca jelTHOM
BpeHOCHOM KarteropujoM u3 IlIBaprjoBor Moziera, iy IIOCTOjy TIOBE3aHOCT Capaji/bUBOCTH
(BMCOKMX CKOpOBa) ca KOHGOPMU3MOM, CaBECHOCTH ca ocTUrHyheM n ocehameM curyp-
HocTi. OCHM TOTa, Y CITPOBEIEeHNM MeTa-aHa/In3aMa OTKPUBEHe Cy 3HauajHe II0BE3aHOCTHI
excTpaBep3nje ca ocehameM curypHocTy, xeoHu3MoM, nocturayhem u ocehamwem mohun,
capaybMBOCTH Ca HOOPOUMHCTBOM, caBecHOCTH ca xefoHusMoM (Fischer & Boer, 2015;
Parks-Leduc, Feldman & Bardi, 2015). ¥ cBuM TuMm crydajeBuma KoeuIujeHTH KOpesna-
I1ja 0COOMHA 1 OBUX BPETHOCHNX II0jMOBA BapUpajy Y MHTEpBaTy Off He3HaYajHMX /10
480, mITo je mpudMIHKHO KoepUIMjeHTUMA Kopealyja TaTeHTHUX JUMeH3Nja jeJHOT I
IPYTOT CKyIla Bapyjadiu U y OBOM UCTPaKUBAIDY.

A7y OHO TITTO je BasKHMje Off TOT Mel)ycOOHOT crrarama I Hecmarama KoeuijeHara
KOpenalyja jectTe CTaB TMX UCTPaXXKMBava ¥ ayTOpa OBOT pajia Jla Cy BPEeIHOCHE OpYjeHTa-
1uje U BpegHOCTH ABa MehycoOHO cmyHa, anu umak 3Ha4ajHO pasnindnta peHoMeHa: fa
CY BPEIHOCTY PeaTUBHO CTadVJIHE 11 OIIIITE KapaKTepUCTHKe APYyIITBeHuxX rpyma (Pesic,
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2017), KOHCTUTYTUBHU elleMeHTH fpylITBeHor moperka (Durkheim, 2007) n korHuTUBHE
pelpeseHTalIje OCHOBHIX JbYACKIX oTpeda 1 Bopehu mpyHymm y sxuBoty (Sagiv & Roccas,
2017), a ma cy BpelHOCHe OpMjeHTanyje cTadyIHy MHTerpucanu craBosu (Pesi¢, 2017),
yBepema, CTaBOBM 1 ITOHAIIAbha KOja Cy y XMjepapXijcKOM OIHOCY 1 KOj/IMa YIIPaB/ba jeHa
wm Buie BpegHoCcTH (Antoci, 2019), cBojcTBa IojennHalLa, jefaH Off IJTABHUX IIOKpeTada
pasBoja mmyHOCTY 1 (haKTOpa yTHIaja Ha CBe acleKTe >k1BoTa nojeauuna (Dolgova et al.,
2023), OGHOCHO C/IO>KeHe CTPYKTYpe ITYHOCTH KOje KapaKTepHIlie YHY Tpalllba CIIPEMHOCT
3a 00aB/barbe ofpeheHNX aKTUBHOCTH pajiyl 3a10BO/betba II0TPeda 1 OCTBapMBarbe MHTepeca
KapaKTepUCTUIHNUX 3 CTPYKTYPY TMIHOCTH Kojoj mpumazajy (Rybak, 2018).

Hasemenn pesynTaTy MOTy ce CMaTpaTy HEIOYKE/bHMM U Ca JINYIHOT I Ca JPYIITBEHOT
CTAaHOBMINTA, A/l je Ta HEIIOKEe/bHOCT BUIIIE M3PakeHa KOJ aflo/ieClieHaTa MyIIKOT II0JIa.
Bricoky xeoHm3sam 1 ofidaniuBame anTpyu3Ma 1 yTUIUTApU3MA Y CaiejCTBY Ca IICMXOIATCKIM
CBOjCTBMMA JIMYHOCTY MOXKE PE3Y/ITUPATU HEMTOIITOBAKEM Pa3HUX APYIITBEHNX HOPMMI
(3aKOHCKMX /WM MOPAJIHUX), /i Hajuyenthe ce MaHMdecTyje HACMTHUM ITOHALIAbEM
(Radulovi¢, 2006, 2014). Y nuteparypyu mocToju odMMHA U HOY3[aHA UCTPAXKMBAUKA [1O-
KyMeHTall}ja 10 K0joj Cy IICMXOIIATCKe TEHMIEHIVje Y TMYHOCTY U IbMIXOBA MHTEPaKIMja ca
BPETHOCHIM OpMjeHTaIMjaMa ¥ HeKIM APYTUM IICMXOTOIKIM HeHOMeHMMa, Hajuenthy
HajBUIIE U3PAXKEHN TPEAUKTOPH JIeNMHKBEHTHOT IIOHAIIAkha HACU/IHE IPUPOJIE. 3aTO je Off
nocedHe APYNITBeHe B)KHOCTH /] Ce TIOCTOjarbe TUX TeHAEHIVja I IJXOBe ITIOBe3aHOCTI
Ca XeJOHVMCTIYKVIM [TOHAITAbYIMAa IITO PaHuje OTKPM)jy KaKo O ce TOKOM ITPEeBEHTUBHIX
MHTEPBEHI[Nja Taj OHOC MOra0 KOHTPOJIMCATY U, IITO je jOLI BaKHIje, yCMEPUTH Ka IPY-
IITBEHO MOXKe/bHUM IIOHALIAKMMA, Ha IIPUMEP Ka CIIOPTY, Hayly, yMeTHOCTH. [loBo/bHe
OKOJIHOCTM Koje oMoryhaBajy pyIITBeHO KOPUCHY aKLIMjy y CIIpedaBamy geBUjaHTHUX
HOHAIIIAba KOja Pe3y/ITUPajy 3 OfHOCA XeJOHM3MA I IICXOINATCKIX TeH/eHIyja cy: 1) mTo
ce TICMXOIIATCKe TeH/IeHIIje TaKO YO4IaBajy, 2) ITO CY MHAMKATOPH HIXOBE OpMjeHTaIje
Ka XefJOHM3MY yBeK jaCHO M3paykKeHM 1 3) IITO y Mepuozy afjoneciieHIuje, Kako IToKasyje
OBO MICTP)KIBa€, Taj OJHOC KOJ ledaka MMa caMo 13% 3ajelHMYKe BapujaHCe.

Wnaxk, Tnx 13% sajemHMYKe BapujaHCe BUCOKOT XeMOHM3MA U IICUMXOMATCKUX TeH-
JeHLMja 3ac/y>Kyjy IyHy Maxiby. Jlocafanimmba NCTpaKMBamba IOY3/IaHo Cy YTBPAWIA Jja
oHM mopemehaju ToHaNTama KOjy HACTAjy y HepUOJY afioneclieHIje IPecTajy fa MocToje
M3/TaCKOM U3 TOT TIepuofia, ako dy/y IpeMeT afleKBaTHMX [IPYIITBEHNX pearopama u
npuMeHe ogpehennx Bpcra TperMaHa. MehyTum, nopemehaju MmanudecToBanu y panom
TEeTUIbCTBY HAaCTaB/bajy /la IOCTOje TOKOM aflo/IeCleHIINje, a/li M HAaKOH M3/IacKa U3 TOT
nepuozia. Y HajTexkeM odmuKy mcrobuhe ce Kao 030M/baH HACUTHY KPYMUHAIL. 3aTO ce
pany nopemehaju nmoHamamwa 1 cMaTpajy Hajlioy3gaHMjUM II0Ka3aTe/beM ja i he oBu
nopemehaju mocraTu TpajHO CBOjCTBO MMYHOCTY. Te YyBeHe IPaBUTHOCTY OTKPMBEHE
mpe cBera uctpaxmnsamuma Mogurose u capaguuxa (Moffitt, 2003) jacHo ykasyjy Ha
BaXHOCT MCTPa)KMBatba KOPEHa [JeBMjaHTHIUX IIOHAIIAha jOLI Y PAHOM [eTUIbCTBY. VI3 TOT
CTaBa IPOM3/Ia3y HEOITXOAHOCT MCTPAKMBAKA OJHOCA 0COdVHA TMIHOCTH ¥ BPEFHOCHNX
OpMjeHTalMja ¥ Ha TUM PaHUjUM y3pacTuMa.
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3AK/bYUIIU

Y ucropuju fpylITBEHMX OfHOCA MHOTO je IpMMepa fia Cy IM4YHA CBOjCTBa MOjey-
Halla ¥ BJXOB BPETHOCHM CUCTEM JOHOCWU/IM M HAaNlpeJaK, a/li M HecaryefyBa CTpajama
JbYZICKE BPCTe.

Aytopu ce Hafajy ga he modujenn pesynraTn y oBoM cajiallimbeM OdNMKY MHCIIVPUCATI
UCTpakiBade Jja TeMe/bHMje UCTPaXKyjy OFHOCE BPEJHOCHNX OpMjeHTallja i INIHOCTH,
jep TV OIHOCM MOTy MMAaTy IINpa 110/ba flefloBaiba ¥ TeXe MOCAeNIie HEero ITO Cy TO
JeBUjaHTHA IIOHALIAMKA.

Kako je To 1 IpeTIoCTaB/beHO Y IOTa3HOj XUIIOTE3 M, MICTPaXKMBamba 0COdVHE MeTo-
(aKTOpCcKOr MOJIeNa MMTYHOCTY MMajy 3HadajaH yTHIIaj Ha IIPUXBaTatbe VTN HellpYXBaTambe
HOjeIHIX BPEHOCHNX opyjeHTanyja. [Taxmy ayTopa, MehyTim, mocedHo npusiadm ogHOC
usMeby oHMx ocoduHa Koje cafipyke IICUXONATCKy BapUjaHCY M MOjeVIHIUX Off THX BPEHO-
cHux opujeHTanuja. To ce y mpBoM pesly OIHOCH Ha YTUIIAj HUCKE CApajl/bUBOCTY M HUCKE
CaBeCHOCTH, 0COOMHA KOje y 30HM HUCKMX Pe3y/TaTa OMNUCYjy BapUjaHCy ICUXOIATCKUX
HaulHa [TOHAIIamka, Ha IIPMXBaTambe Xe[IOHNCTIYKe BPEeJHOCHE OpMjeHTaluje U OfdaIy-
Bambe AITPYyN3Ma U YTWINTAPHOCTY, 1LIITO je ¥ HajBaXKHM)U Pe3yITaT y CyOy30pKy fedaka.

Hemro Mame ma>ki-e IpUB/Iauy ¥ yTHIAj BUCOKOT HEYPOTU3Ma U BICOKE CABECHOCTH
KOJI leBOjaKa Ha yTUJINTApy3aM U CHaXKHO ofidallMBambe XeJOHU3MA.

OpnHOC BpeIHOCHMX OpMjeHTalyja ¥ 0COOMHA TMYHOCTY Ha CYyOy30pKY JieBOjaka
CafpXXM yIaji/buBO Makbe IaTO/MOLIKe BapujaHce, jep ce MaHNdeCcTyje Kao MOBUIICHN
HEeypOTHUIINM3aM J CaBeCHOCT C je[jHe CTpaHe U ofjdalyBambe XeJOHU3Ma U NIPHUXBaTabe
YTUINTAPUCTIYKE BPEJHOCHE OpujeHTanuje ¢ spyre. HapaBHO, 1 y 0BOM CiTy4ajy He MOry ce
UCK/bYYUTH IeB/jaHTHA ITOHAIIAKa, jep Y BICOKOM HEYPOTUIM3MY JOMMHIPA EMOLIMOHATHA
HeCTadWTHOCT, T1a OpMjeHTalja Ha MaTepujanHa Jodpa MoXKe IIOPUMUTY KPYIMUHATHE
odnuke. Mehytnm, unHm ce a Te Mmoryhe HeraTusHe yTuiraje 10Spo KOHTPOJIMIIIE BYCOKA
CaBECHOCT KOja jeé JOMMHAHTHO CBOjCTBO Y OBOM OJHOCY.

AyTOpM OBOT MCTpaXKMBakba HAXATOCT HUCY Oun y MoryhHOCTH fia OpraHusyjy
U CIIPOBeJy MCTa MICTpaKMBatba U Ha y3pacTuma usMmeby 10 u 14 ropuHa. To je BaxkaH
HeJloCTaTaK OBOT paja, jep du ce Tajja ca BehoM moyspgaHourhy 3Hamo fa i 1 Ha TUM
y3pacTuMa IOCTOjU CII0j IICMXOIATCKUX TeHfleHIMja U XefloHn3Ma. To je ncToBpeMeHo u
IIOBOJ, la MCTPaKMBa4M KOje OBM OJHOCHU 3aHMMAjy IapaielHO pajie MCTPaKMBarba Ha
PaHMM M a[JONIeCLIEHTCKIM y3pacTUMa.
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(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: The subject of this research is to determine whether and to what extent the
traits of the Five-Factor Model of personality influence the acceptance or rejection of value
orientations: Hedonism, Utilitarianism, Activism, and Altruism. The sample consisted of
832 adolescents —high school students in Belgrade, aged between 15 and 19. Personality data
were collected using the NEO FFI test, standardized for use in Serbia. Value orientations
were assessed using a modified version of the basic questionnaire model from previous
studies. The data were collected during 2018. The relationships between personality traits
and value orientations were analyzed using the canonical correlation analysis. In the sub-
sample of boys, four pairs of significant canonical factors were identified. The first pair
had a canonical correlation of .372, while the remaining three were considerably lower. In
this most important first pair, low Agreeableness and low Conscientiousness significantly
influenced the acceptance of Hedonism and the rejection of Utilitarianism and Altruism.
In the subsample of girls, the first pair of canonical factors had a correlation of .426. In this
relationship, high Neuroticism and high Agreeableness had a significant influence on the
strong rejection of Hedonism and a notable acceptance of the Utilitarian value orientation.

Keywords: adolescents, personality traits, value orientations

INTRODUCTION

The dilemma accompanying research into value orientations is whether they are the
same as values and, if not, what they differ in. The answer should be sought primarily in
sociological science because values are one of important phenomena exactly of this science.
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In sociology, unfortunately, there are different ways of understanding this concept, and
even its relationships with value orientations.

According to Durkheim, values are constitutive elements of the social order, images
of social life driving the man into activity, whose aim is to reshape reality to which they
refer (Durkheim, 2007). According to parsons, values are the source of the social normative
order and the criterion for choosing alternatives in certain situations (Pesi¢, 2016).

Inglehart understand values as a subjective expression of social institutions, which
enables the empirical research examination of their contribution to social changes (Inglehart,
1997; Inglehart & Welzel, 2005). A substantial number of other researchers also define
values as a feature existing inside an individual, but with a significant social determinant
that is expressed and transferred through norms, customs and ideology (Voicu, 2010,
according to: Antoci, 2019). According to the same source, values are actually nothing but
an individual perception of cultures and collective norms specific to each community and
internalized by the socialization process.

In their approach to the phenomenon of values, many researchers particularly em-
phasize that they are stable dispositions in time and space (Sagiv & Roccas, 2017), which
practically means that they go beyond specific situations and describe the same relationship
and the same meaning independently of time and space (Vecchione et al., 2016). These
features enable predicting the behaviour or individuals and social groups and are of special
importance for studying their relationships with other social and individual phenomena,
including the relationships between values and behaviours. Thanks to these features, some
researchers consider them cognitive representations of fundamental human needs, as well as
desirable goals and guiding principles in life, stable ion time and in situations of a different
nature (Sagiv & Roccas, 2017).

Just as with many other social phenomena, there are also different attitudes regarding
values. One of them sees values as phenomena of a psychological nature which have two
functions: 1) directing behaviour towards personal and social goals, and 2) conscious direct-
ing of activities towards the fulfilment of needs (Gouveia et al., 2014; Gouveia et al., 2015).

From the researchers’ perspective, it is important to notice that values are manifested
in three forms, as: 1) social ideals; 2) activities of an individual in what he wants to achieve
by those activities, and 3) special motivational structures manifested by an individual in
his behaviour and activities (Leontiyeva, according to: Dolgova et al., 2023).

In a substantial number of papers of a sociological character, values are defined as
acceptable social standards by which certain systems of social relations are legitimized.
One of the authors advocating such an attitude is Weber (Weber, 2011) because he does
not treat values solely as subjective phenomena, but also as part of the common worldview
of a certain number of people.

A significant contribution to the research of values in sociological science was also
made by our authors, including Pesi¢ (Pesi¢, 2017, str. 22). According to her: 1) “values are
relatively stable and general characteristics of social groups which are attributed desirability
of certain forms of opinions, feelings and beliefs”, 2) “values constitute elements of social
»consciousness which have a directing effect on the social acting of collective and individual
actors, and 3) “values form and change under the influence of the interaction of historical,
system-structural, current-social and individual factors”
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To the authors of this paper, another attitude is also important - that of Kluckhohn,
which is cited in the paper by Pavlovi¢ (Pavlovi¢, 2021). According to these claims, their
connections with social relations, as well as ideas about what is and what is not desirable
behaviour, have priority in the values variance. These ideas about the desirability bring
values to the concept of value orientations in terms of value orientations being uses as way
of operationalizing values.

In social psychology, values are understood somewhat differently. In that science,
they are basic, relatively stable beliefs emerging as a result of socialization, individual ex-
periences and action of social and cultural factors (Rokeach, 1973; Rohan, 2000). The fact
that an important role in values is played by social and cultural factors brings psychologi-
cal concepts of values significantly closer to sociological ones, and enables joint research.
These new interpretations are dominated by the attitude that they are regulators of the life
of individuals and social groups, that they significantly affect decision-making in situations
of choosing, and that they have a strong influence on behaviour (Antoci, 2019).

Another concept whose meaning in this paper should be determined refers to value
orientations. In sociological literature, value orientations are considered steadily integrat-
ed attitudes whose manifestations are determinants of individual or group behaviour. In
her research, Pesi¢ (Pesi¢, 2016, 2017) uses them as a synonym for values, i.e., the way of
operationalizing values.

A different determination of value orientations in this science is provided by Antoci
(Antoci, 2019). According to her, “value orientations” are behaviours oriented towards
achieving some goals, towards finding a way of their achievement in order to fulfil social
requirements and ideals generated by value orientations. Moreover, value orientations are
integrated in value systems relevant for personality because they affect the entire course
of life and all activities (political, economic, social etc.) in which an individual is involved.

In this attempt to describe the nature of value orientations, it is necessary to mention
two more attitudes. The first attitude is that of Oksana Rybak (Rybak, 2018), who believes
that value orientations have a multi-layered internal structure on the top of which are an
individual’s ideals and life goals. An individual’s personality structure contributes to value
orientations being characterized by internal preparedness to perform certain activities
for the sake of fulfilling some needs and achieving goals. The influence of this structure
is manifested through a certain type of an individual’s behaviour. Since values adopted by
an individual in the course of socialization come from the structure of society, studying
value orientations is of special importance for understanding the nature and processes
taking place in that society.

The second is the attitude of Dolgova and associates, in whose research value orien-
tations, unlike values, always belong to an individual (Dolgova et al., 2023). It practically
means that social values in the internalization process become part of an individual’s per-
sonal structure and that is why they are less dependent on external and situational factors.

In social psychology, value orientations are determined as general principles of behav-
iour and acting in relation to certain goals (Joksimovi¢ & Maksi¢, 2006; Petrovi¢ & Zotovi,
2012), i.e., as behaviours in the function of achieving values (Radin, 2002). A substantial
number of researchers in this science considers value orientations personal dispositions
for certain behaviours (Havelka, 1998; Rot, 2010), but these attitudes are rather isolated.
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Unfortunately, the meaning and content of the concept “value orientations” are not
he only problems encountered by researchers. Almost equally difficult is the problem of the
relationship between value orientations and personality traits. In literature, it is believed
that personality traits contribute to the internalization of value orientations because, inter
alia, the development of both of them to a certain extent occurs simultaneously. Apart
from this form, researchers are interested whether personality traits are predictors of value
orientations or only parallel phenomena. If they are predictors, the question arises how
that influence is achieved, what the nature of that influence is, and even whether the traits
containing the psychopathic variance have any influence on them.

From the available literature it can be seen that there are significant linear correlations
of values or value orientations from the Schwartz model (Schwartz, 2012) with the traits
from the Big Five model and Eysenck’s Three-Factor model (Eysenck, 1990). According
to these results, the Openness trait was in significant correlations with the values from the
Schwartz model “Openness to Change” and “Self-Transcendence’, while the Agreeableness
trait was also in correlation with “Self-Transcendence” and “Conformity” (Haslam, Whelan
& Bastian, 2009; Olver & Mooradian, 2003). In the research by Aluja and Garcia (Aluja
& Garcia, 2009), low Agreeableness is negatively correlated with the factor of order, and
positively with the factor of social power. There is practically the same relationship between
Conscience and the above-listed values. In the meta-analysis by Fischer and Boer (Fischer
& Boer, 2015), which analyzes the relationships between the same traits and these values,
the already-described correlations have also been obtained, but, in conclusion, these cor-
relations varied in the event of larger financial, economic and social crises.

In Serbia, research into the relationships between value orientations and personality
traits is rather rare. Instead of them, there is research of the relationship with demographic
features, concepts about oneself etc. The nature of this paper is partly and solely suited by
the papers of Sram (Sram, 2003) and Otasevi¢ and Kodzopelji¢ (Otasevi¢ & Kodzopeljié,
2016). Unfortunately, in the first of them, neither the value orientations sample nor the
personal traits sample are the same as in this paper. However, this author’s general conclu-
sion - that personality traits may have a predicting influence on the internalization of the
specific value system (Sram, 2003, str. 110) — is important for this research as well. In their
paper, Otasevi¢ and KodzZopelji¢ analyze the relationship of the same personality traits as
in this paper (the five-factor personality model), but also of life goals. Life goals are per-
haps the most important part of the internal structure of value orientations (Rybak, 2018),
but they are not value orientations. This difference is easily seen from the very names of
these phenomena, e.g., autonomy, career, partner relationships, friendship etc. That is why
comparisons were not possible.

RESEARCH SUBJECT, AIM AND MAIN HYPOTHESES

Research subject

The research subject can be easily determined as 1) establishing whether and to what
extent the traits of the five-factor personality model influence the value orientations of
Hedonism, Utilitarianism, Activism and Altruism, and 2) if they do, whether on the basis
of that relationship it is possible to predict the existence of some of these value orientations.
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Research aim

The general research aim is to discover the nature of the relationships between per-
sonality traits and value orientations, particularly of the influence of the pro-social and
pro-deviant variances of these traits.

Hypotheses

Although in this research it was possible to establish several hypotheses of the lower
rank of generality, the authors opted for two general hypotheses. They are as follows: 1)
Personality traits have an important and direct influence on value orientations, and 2) There
are no gender-based differences in the influence of personality traits on value orientations.

METHODOLOGY

The personality traits sample

The personality traits sample consists of the traits of the famous five-factor person-
ality model (Mc Crae & Costa, 1999). Basic dimensions of that model are Neuroticism,
Extraversion/Introversion, Openness, Agreeableness and Conscientiousness. Their features
are described in the chapter Discussion. The data about them were collected by the shortened
version of the basic test adjusted to the length of a school lesson. The obtained results are the
assessment of the so-called domain without sub-dimensions within them (so-called facets).

The value orientations sample

The literature about value orientations states that their number varies between 4 and
13. The most frequent value orientations used in this research are: Altruism, Activism,
Hedonism, Utilitarianism and Religiosity (Joksimovi¢, 1992, 2001; Radovanovi¢, 2016) and
many others. The largest number (12) can be found in the papers by Havelka (Havelka,
1998) and 13 I the research by Runje and associates (Runje et al., 1998).

In this research, the relationship is analyzed between personality traits of four value
orientations as follows:

1) Hedonism, defined as propensity for pleasures and immediate gratification;

2) Utilitarianism, understood as an orientation towards acquiring material goods
and towards financial security;

3) Altruism, defined as generosity and readiness to help other people;

4) Activism, defined as a desire to change relations in society and the environment.

Respondent sample

The respondent sample consisted of the students of Belgrade secondary schools namely
three grammar schools, six vocational schools and one art school. The type and number of
these schools were chosen randomly, in proportion to the nature of all secondary schools
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in the city. In each school, one class was randomly selected from each of four grades. Ion
the selected classes, all present students were surveyed. In this way, the sample was made
of 832 students, namely 469 (56.4%) boys and 363 (43.6%) girls aged between 15 and 19
(the average age of 17.04).

Instruments

In researching personality traits, the NEO FFI’ was used (Costa & Mc Crae, 1992),
which is a shortened version of the basic test NEO PI-R and is used when there is little
available time for the survey. The test has 60 items in total with possible answers numer-
ically expressed from 1 to 4. High scores on the items describe a higher degree of the
presence of the traits measured by the test. The version of the NEO FFI test does not allow
researching results in the form of the so-called facets, but only in the form of a total score
for an individual trait.

The validity of the questions in the subtests was measured by correlations item - total
score in the subtest, whereas the score of the items whose validity was tested was excluded
from the total score. The obtained correlation coefficients range between .40 and .70 and
can be considered satisfactory.

The reliability of measuring each trait and basic data about distribution of the answers
are given in Table 1.

According to the data presented I Table 1, it can be concluded that each subtest has
satisfactory reliability and a satisfactory degree of variability of the answers in the subtests.

With the authors’ permission, the NEO FFI test, as well as the basic version NEO Pi-R
were adapted and standardized for the use in the Serbian-speaking territory (Knezevi¢,
Dzamonja-Ignjatovi¢ & Puri¢-Joci¢, 2010) and are free for use in scientific research.

Value orientations were examined by the traditional questionnaire procedure: after a
brief description, of the content, the respondents marked the degree of personal desirability of
that content on the scale from 1 to 5. High scores also referred to high degrees of desirability.
The method and form of surveying were taken from the research of Joksimovi¢ and asso-
ciates (Joksimovi¢ i Maksi¢, 2006) and can be considered validated in the research practice.

Research method and data analysis

The data in the research were collected in an anonymous situation and with the stu-
dents’ previous consent to participate. The research was conducted during 2018.
The data analysis was performed by the canonical correlation analysis.

RESULTS

The best way of showing the obtained results is the one dictated by the data analysis
method used. By the logic of this method, it is first necessary to present the interrelations of
personality traits as hypothetical predictors of value orientations. They are given in Table 2.

3 NEO Five-Factor Inventory
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According to the data in Table 2, the interrelations of personality traits are rather low
or even non-existent. This result is not surprising because these traits by definition itself
describe different personality features. Negative correlations of the Neuroticism trait with
others are also expected.

The intercorrelations of value orientations are given in Table 3.

Low and zero intercorrelations of value orientations, as shown by the data in this
table, are also expected because this is a mutually neutral or exclusive content.

The following table (Table 4) contains linear intercorrelations of personality traits
and value orientations.

Despite the fact that personality traits and value orientations are naturally differ-
ent phenomena, it must be admitted that low or even zero intercorrelations s were not
expected, primarily because in literature it is often possible to find the attitude that value
orientations contain plenty of the personality variance. It should be borne in mind that
this is a correlation at the manifestation level and that the relationship between their latent
dimensions will give more realistic results. A conclusion about these relationships can be
drawn only after the application of the canonical correlation analysis. This analysis was
performed separately for boys and girls, and it showed that in the subsample of boys there
were four pairs of canonical factors. These pairs of factors are in relatively low, but significant
canonical correlations. In Table 5, it can be seen that the canonical correlation of the first
pair among boys is .372, while other pairs have low, but significant canonical correlations.

Among girls, the canonical correlation analysis revealed the existence of two pairs of
canonical factors, that the correlation of the first pair accounted for .426, and of the second
pair .248. Of course, both canonical correlations are statistically significant.

Apart from these results, of extreme importance are also the data about the canonical
coefficients (c), as well as the data about the correlation of each individual of personality
trait and value orientation with these factors because they show the nature of these rela-
tionships. These data are given in Table 6.

The first pair of canonical factors is the best picture and essence of the relationship
between two sets of variables, in this case between personality traits and value orientations.
That is why it is necessary to look carefully at the obtained results.

In the set of personality traits, in relation to boys, tat first factor is defined by low
Agreeableness (-.705 u -.759) and low Conscientiousness (-.649 u -.632). It can undoubt-
edly be identified in that manner. Its pair from the set of value orientations is determined
by high Hedonism (.515 and .556), the rejection of Utilitarianism (-.524 and -.610) and
Altruism (-.574 and -.651).

In the second pair, the factor from the area of personality traits is dominantly deter-
mined by Introversion (-1.077 u -.896) and by no other trait. In the area of value orienta-
tions, it is matched by the factor defined by the rejection of Hedonism (-.732 and -.691),
Activism (-.568 and -.570), and even Altruism (-.369 and -.428). This unusual result will
be separately discussed in the next chapter.

The third factor in the set of personality traits is defined by low Agreeableness (-.633
and -.498), but also by high Conscientiousness (.790 n .526). It significantly differs from
the first factor in the area of personality exactly by Conscientiousness. Its pair in value
orientations is dominantly defined by high Activism. In this case, there is obviously a
particular type of Activism conditioned by the high scores of the Conscientiousness trait.
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In the fourth pair of factors among boys, personality is dominated by low Openness,
In the area of value orientations, this factor is matched by high Utilitarianism.

In the subsample of girls, only two pairs of significant canonical factors were identified.
Their structure is given in Table 7.

In the set of personality traits, the first factor is defined by high Neuroticism (.608 and
.265) and high Conscientiousness (.777 and .651). That first factor is the extreme opposite
to the first canonical factor of personality traits among boys. This difference, as well as the
fact that this factor has a substantially higher correlation with its pair from the set of value
orientations than among boys, must be taken into account when understanding the nature
of these relationships. On this occasion, it is also necessary to say that its pair from the set
of value orientations is defined by the strong rejection of Hedonism (-.758 and -.767) and
the acceptance of the Utilitarian value orientation (.539 and .587).

The second factor among girls is defined only by low Agreeableness and by no other
trait. In the set of value orientations, this factor is matched only by low Altruism (-.987
and -.882). This low Altruism is also the only value orientation related to the nature of this
factor from the area of personality traits.

DISCUSSION

The main assumption of the research is that personality traits are predictors of value
orientations has been confirmed by the existence of significant canonical correlations
between the pairs of canonical factors identified in the subsample of boys (4 pairs) and in
the subsample of girls (2 pairs). The most important correlations are those between the
first pairs of these factors (Mejovsek, 2008). By analyzing the structure of these first pairs,
their intercorrelation and the level of canonical correlations, it can be asserted that there
are three important regularities in that relationship.

The first regularity is that in the sample of boys there is a significant predictive influence
of personality traits describing the psychopathic structure of personality (low Agreeableness
and low Conscientiousness) on the acceptance of Hedonism and the hedonistic style of
behaviour, on the one hand, and the rejection of altruistic, and even utilitarian behaviours,
on the other hand. In the sample of girls, that first pair of factors shows the existence of the
predictive relationship of high Neuroticism and high Conscientiousness with Utilitarian
principles in behaviour and, at the same time, very strong rejection of Hedonism.

The second regularity is that these influences of personality traits are statistically
significant, but relatively low both among boys and among girls. Among boys it accounts
for 13.8% of the common variance, and 18.1% among girls. In other pairs, both among
boys and girls, these influences of personality traits are even weaker.

The third regularity is that intercorrelations of personality traits and value orienta-
tions at the level of canonical factors are substantially higher than those observed at the
level of so-called manifest variables. It clearly derives from the comparison of canonical
correlations between the factors in the respective sets with the correlations of the respective
variables at the manifestation level.

Unfortunately, there are not many possibilities of comparing these results with similar
research in Serbia. Researchers were not particularly interested in those relationships of value
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orientations and personalities, but the relations with some demographic characteristics.
This also includes the research studies with this interest, e.g., the one by Sram (Sram, 2003)
and by Otasevi¢ and Kodzopelji¢ (Otasevi¢ & Kodzopelji¢, 2016), or it was not about value
orientations but about some of their components (e.g., life goals), or personality traits were
of a completely different nature. In contrast, such research is quite frequent throughout
the world. However, comparisons are made difficult by the facts that the above-mentioned
research uses so-called value orientations from the Schwartz model (Schwartz, 2012) which
are called values by the author himself, and not value orientations, as most researchers
call them, and their names do not lead to a conclusion that those are value orientations.
Some results in that research can will be compared with the results in this research. It pri-
marily refers to the research by Roccas from 2002 (Roccas et al., 2002) because those are
the same personality traits in question. In that research, Neuroticism has no significant
correlations with any value categories from the Schwartz model, but there is a correlation
between Agreeableness (high scores) and Conformity, between Conscientiousness and
Achievement and Security. Moreover, in the performed meta-analyses, significant correla-
tions were found between Extraversion and Security, Hedonism, Achievement and Power,
between Agreeableness and Benevolence, and between Conscientiousness and Hedonism
(Fischer & Boer, 2015; Parks-Leduc, Feldman & Bardi, 2015). In all these cases, correlation
coefficients of personality traits and these value concepts vary in the interval from minor
to .480, which is approximately to the correlation coefficients of latent dimensions of both
sets of variables in this research as well.

However, what is more important that such mutual agreement or discrepancy of
correlation coefficients is the opinion of these researchers and the authors of this paper that
value orientations and values are two similar, but still significantly different phenomena.
Namely, values are relatively stable and general characteristics of social groups (Pesi¢, 2017),
constitutive elements of the social order (Durkheim, 2007) and cognitive representations
of basic human needs and guiding principles in life (Sagiv & Roccas, 2017), while value
orientations are stable integrated attitudes (Pesi¢, 2017), beliefs, attitudes and behaviours
which stand in a hierarchical relationship and are guided by one or several values (Antoci,
2019), characteristics of individuals, one of the main drivers of the development of per-
sonality and factors of influence on all aspects of an individual’s life (Dolgova et al., 2023),
i.e., complex personality structures characterized by internal preparedness for performing
certain activities for the sake of fulfilling needs and achieving interests characteristic of the
personality structure to which they belong (Rybak, 2018).

The listed results can be considered undesirable both from personal and social
perspectives, but this undesirability is more pronounced among male adolescents. High
Hedonism and the rejection of Altruism and Utilitarianism in interaction with psychopathic
personality traits may result in the failure to observe various social norms (legal and/or
moral), but are most often manifested through violent behaviour (Radulovi¢, 2006, 2014). In
literature, there is comprehensive and reliable research documentation according to which
psychopathic tendencies in personality and their interaction with value orientations and
some other psychological phenomena, are the most common and pronounced predictors
of delinquent behaviour of a violent nature. That is why it is of special social importance to
discover the existence of these tendencies and their connection with hedonistic behaviours
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as early as possible so that such a relationship could be controlled during preventive in-
terventions and, more importantly, directed towards socially desirable behaviours, e.g.,
towards sport, science or art. Favourable circumstances enabling a socially useful action
in preventing deviant behaviours that result from the relationship between hedonism and
psychopathic tendencies are as follows: 1) psychopathic tendencies are easily observed,
2) the indicators of their orientation towards hedonism are always clearly expressed, and
3) in the period of adolescence, as shown by this research, that relationship has only 13%
of common variance among boys.

Still, these 13% of common variance of high hedonism and psychopathic tendencies
deserve full attention. Former research has reliably established that those behavioural dis-
orders emerging in the period of adolescence cease to exist after that period if they are the
subject of adequate social reactions and application of certain types of treatment. However,
the disorders manifested in early childhood continue to exist during adolescence, as well
as after the end of that period. In the worst form, they will be manifested as grave violent
crime. That is exactly why early behavioural disorders are considered the most reliable
indicator of whether these disorders will become a permanent personality trait. These
famous regularities, discovered primarily in the research by Moftitt and associates (Moffitt,
2003), clearly point to the importance of researching the roots of deviant behaviours in early
childhood. From this attitude, the need derives for researching the relationships between
personality traits and value orientations in the earlier age groups as well.

CONCLUSIONS

In the history of social relations, there are numerous examples of individuals’ per-
sonal traits and their value system bringing progress, but also unimaginable suffering of
the human species.

The authors hope that the obtained results in the present form will inspire researchers
to explore more thoroughly the relationships between value orientations and personalities,
because those relationships can have broader fields of action and graver consequences than
deviant behaviours are.

As assumed in the starting hypothesis, researching the trait of the five-factor personality
model has an important influence on the acceptance or rejection of certain value orienta-
tions. However, the authors’ attention was particularly drawn by the relationship between
those traits containing the psychopathic variance and some of those value orientations.
This primarily refers to the influence of low Agreeableness and low Conscientiousness, the
traits which in the zone of low results describe the variance of psychopathic forms of be-
haviour, to the acceptance of the Hedonism value orientation and the rejection of Altruism
and Utilitarianism, which is actually the most important result in the subsample of boys.

Slightly less attention is attracted by the influence of high Neuroticism and high
Conscientiousness among girls on Utilitarianism and strong rejection of Hedonism.

The relationship between value orientations and personality traits in the subsample of
girls contains pronouncedly smaller pathological variances because they are manifested as
increased Neuroticism and Conscientiousness on the one hand, and the rejection of Hedonism
and the acceptance of the Utilitarian value orientation, on the other hand. Of course, in
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this case it is also impossible to exclude deviant behaviours because high Neuroticism is
dominated by emotional instability, so that the orientation towards material goods may
assume criminal forms. However, it seems that these potentially negative influences are
well controlled by high Conscientiousness as a dominant trait in this relationship.

Unfortunately, the authors of this research were not able to organize and conduct the
same surveys in the age groups between 10 and 14 as well. It is an important deficiency of
this paper because otherwise it would be more reliably known whether in those age groups
there is a combination of psychopathic tendencies and hedonism. At the same time, this is
an invitation to researchers who are interested in these relationships to concurrently work
on research into early and adolescent age groups.
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APPENDIX/TTPMJIOT

Tadena 1: OcrosHu tiogauu o tioysgarocitiu cyditiecitiosa,
cpegroj 8pegHOCIiU 0gI060pa U CIAAHGAPGHOM OgCIyilatby HA C6AKOM
cydinieciniy | Table 1: Basic data on the reliability of the subtests, the mean
value of the responses and the standard deviation on each subtest

OcoburHe nuyHocTU/Personality traits
wv
~ ~ &
2c | 8c | v, B8 | -8
M «n = 2 g a o c b 5
58 | 2% g9 25 | 23
o 5 8 o3 g 0 o]
Qo = @ s 9 S 9
> o X - O Q U @2
e BACK = | g¥ | O < 5
MoyspaHoct/Reliability: Cronbach alpha 81 .82 .80 .83 .87
AputmeTtunuka cpepunHa/Arithmetic mean 1,81 2,29 2,11 2,19 2,49
CraHpappHa fesujaumja/Standard deviation | 0,68 0,52 0,51 0,55 0,63
Maxcumanuau moryhm ckop Ha cydTecTy je 48, a MuHMMAMHU 12. APUTMeTNYKA CpeIHA U CTaH-
IapfiHa OICTYIama JaTy Cy y BpegHocTuMa JInkeprose ckae. / Maximum possible score on the
subtest is 48, and minimal possible score is 12. The arithmetic mean and standard deviations are
given in the Likert scale values.
Tademna 2: Mniniepkopenayuje ocodura nuuHocimu /
Table 2: Intercorrelations of personality traits
a
S~
e | S5 | 5, | B8 | »¢
T & = 2 n o c 9]
G a % 2w 2 g 33
S 5 Qo 5 c = 5 I .=
= c |'E U =
o 9 22 Qg [ o =
= a & S a =9 o Y
FRY] s ¥ 20 g = CR=
4= HA3AL Iz g o O U 2
i U< o
V)
@ BACK |Heypotuuymsam/Neuroticism 1.000 -.349 .009 -244 -317
EkcTpaBep3mja/Extraversion -.349 1.000 -.050 108 238
OTtBopeHocT/Openness .009 -.050 1.000 -.033 -.001
Capapsbmoct/Agreeableness -244 .108 -.033 1.000 282
CaeecHoct/Conscientiousness -317 238 -.001 .282 1.000
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Tademna 3: Muiniepxopenayuje 6pegrHocHux opujenitiayuja
/ Table 3: Intercorrelations of value orientations

XepoHuzam/ | YTunutapusam/ | AKTuBM3am/ Antpyunsam/
Hedonism Utilitarianism Activism Altruism
XepnoHusam/Hedonism 1.000 -.021 -.029 -.053
Ytunutapusam/ .021 1.000 161 .078
Utilitarianism
AxTrBu3am/Activism -.029 =161 1.000 182
Antpyunsam/Altruism -.053 .078 .182 1.000

Tadena 4: Kpockopenayuje ocoduna u epegHocHux opujenitiavyuja /
Table 4: Cross-correlations of traits and value orientations

wv

~ = ~ T 4]

=€ | 35 | tan | 88 | %

e g =0 9 23

== [T o £ 3 o =

o 9o S = Q g [ @ =

= a = 9 q = a3 o .2

T2 g X £0o St | &9

T b © S< 5

O

XepoHusam/Hedonism -.091 182 -.047 -.098 -152
Ytunutapusam/Utilitarianism -.007 .051 -.089 137 .200
AkTuBmsam/Activism .013 .084 -012 258 .082
Antpymnsam/Altruism .003 .018 150 -.037 157

Taderna 5: Koedpuyujeniniu kanonuukux xopenayuja usmehy iapoea KaHOHUUKUX
daxitiopa usmehy usonosanux us 0coSUHA TUYHOCIHIU U 8PegHOCHUX OpujeHiiayuja /
Table 5: Canonical correlation coefficients between pairs of canonical factors between

isolated personality traits and value orientations

Y cyby30pKy aevaka/In the Y cyby3opky aesojaka/ln the
subsample of boys subsample of girls
Rho | Lambda | 3HauajHocT/ Rho | Lambda | 3HauajHocT/
Significance Significance
Mpswu nap paktopa/First
. 372 .720 .000 426 741 .000
pair of factors
Apyrw nap ¢aktopa/ 275 | 836 000 248 | 906 001
Second pair of factors
Tp.ehvl nap ¢akropa/Third 242 | 904 000
pair of factors
YeTBpTU Nap pakTopa/
Fourth pair of factors 1991960 000
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Tadena 6: Kanonuuku xoeuyujenitiv u cildpyxiiypa iaposa KaHOHU4KUX Haxmopa us
iogpyuja ocoduna u spegrHocHux opujeniiiauuja y cydysopky gewaxa / Table 6: Canonical
coefficients and pair structure of canonical factors from the area of traits and value
orientations in the subsample of boys*

First pair Second pair Third pair Fourth pair
Personality C r C r C r C r
Heypotusam/ Neuroticism -471 | -071 | -321 | .208 | .291 174 | -016 | -.338
ExctpaBep3uja/ Extraversion | .092 | .087 |-1.077| -896 | .016 | -.053 | .235 | .397
OTtBopeHocT/Openness 151 .090 | -295 | -231 | 431 510 | -.795 | -.790
@ HA3AL | Cananmusoct/Agreeableness | -705 | -759 | -204 | -212 | -633 | -498 | -416 | -.228
CasecHoct/Conscientiousness | -.649 | -632 | .090 | -102 | .790 | .526 | 429 | .368
= BACK BpenHocHe opujeHTauumje/
Value orientations ¢ ' ¢ ' ¢ ' ¢ '
XepoHuzam/Hedonism 515 | 556 | -732 | -691 | -340 | -368 | .297 | .278
Ytunutapusam/Utilitarianism | -524 | -610 | -.071 | -.104 | -.011 | -.011 | .857 | .785
Antpyunsam/Altruism -574 | -651 | -369 | -428 | -554 | -447 | -502 | -.439
AkTmBUM3am/Activism -095 | -218 | -568 | -570 | .818 | .762 | -.138 | -.171
Tadena 7: Kanonuuku koeguyujenitiv u clipyKitiypa KaHOHUUKUX paxiiopa y ckyily
0Cco0dUHA TUMHOCTIU U 8pegHOCHUX OpujeHiliayuja kog gesojaxa | Table 7: Canonical
coefficients and the structure of canonical factors in the set of personality traits and value
orientations in the subsample of girls
Mpsu nap akTopa/ | HApyrv nap daktopa/
First pair of factors | Second pair of factors
JInuHoct/Personality C r C r
HeypoTnsam/ Neuroticism .608 .265 -.228 -015
EkctpaBep3nja/ Extraversion -.226 -.140 529 -517
4= HA3ARD OTtBopeHocT/Openness 313 194 .399 429
Capapbmoct/Agreeableness 487 493 -617 -.651
= BACK CasecHoct/Conscientiousness 777 .651 .358 .057
BpepHocHe opujeHTauumje/Value orientations C r C r
XepoHnzam/Hedonism -758 -767 -334 -322
Ytunutapusam/Utilitarianism 539 .587 .022 -173
Antpyn3zam/Altruism 185 .367 -978 -.882
AxTtneusam/Activism 120 .280 320 104

* Kanonudku koeduimjentu (c) Cy HOHAEPY KOjit IOKA3Yjy CIIOCOOHOCT CBaKe IOjefiNHAYHe Bapuja-
Sne (ocoduHa MM BpeHOCHMX OpMjeHTalMja) a IPOTHO3KPAjy IPUPOAY ofroBapajyher ¢axropa
1 TO y CUTYALMj! KaJja Cy OCTaJle 0COdVHE MM BPEJHOCTH Ap)KaHe mof KoHTponoM. Koedurmjentn
r Cy IMHeapHe Kopenanyje usmehy sapujadmn n pakropa. / Canonical coefficients (c) are ponders
showing the ability of each individual variable (trait or value orientation) to predict the nature of the
corresponding factor, when other traits or values are held under control. The r coefficients are linear
correlations between variables and factors.
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