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The construct of trait emotional intelligence [trait EI] refers to the individual
differences in the perception, processing, regulation, and utilization of emotional in
formation. Several studies have found that trait EI was a significant moderator of
both subjective and neuroendocrine responses to stress. The present study explores
whether trait EIl also influences the anticipation of stressful events and, more
specifically, how these events are appraised. Study 1 examines self-efficacy, and
Study 2 considers both self-efficacy and challenge/threat appraisals. The results
indicate that high trait EI individuals (1) exhibit greater self-efficacy to cope and
(2) appraise the situation as a challenge rather than a threat. Several directions for
future research are outlined.

KOHCTpYKT 3MOLIMOHAIBHOTO WHTEUIEKTa Kak uepThl [uepra EI] umeer
OTHOIIEHWE K WHJIWBHUAYAJIbHBIM pPa3U4MsIM B BOCIPUSATHH, 00paboOTKe,
peryIupoOBaHUM W MCTOJIB30BAaHUU SMOIMOHAIBHONW wuH(popmanuu. Hekoropsie
UCCIIEZIOBAaHUSA OOHApYXWJIU, 4YTO OcoOeHHOCcTH El sBusioTcss 3HaYMMBIM
MOJIEPATOPOM CYOBEKTHUBHBIX M HEHWPOIHJAOKPHHHBIX OTBETOB Ha HAMpPSDKEHHE
(ctpecc). JlaHHOE wWcCcClIeAOBaHWE HANpPABIECHHO Ha u3ydyeHue BiusHUS El kak
4YepThl Ha MPEABOCXHUIIEHUE CTPECCOBBIX COOBITUH M, B OCOOCHHOCTH, KaK 3THU
coObiTus  onenuBaroTcs. HWcecnenoBanwe 1 wuccnenyer caMo3((EeKTUBHOCTD,
UccnenoBanne 2 paccmarpuBaer  caMO3(p(EKTUBHOCTh M OLICHKY
npo0sieMbl/yrpo3bl. Pe3ynbTaThl yKa3bIBalOT, YTO JIOAM C BBICOKMM ypoBHeM EI
kKak 4epThl (1) moKa3bpIBalOT OONBIIYI0 camMod(D(PEKTUBHOCTh B COBJIaJaHuu (2),
OILICHMBAIOT CUTYAIIMIO CKOpee Kak mpolsiemy, a He yrpo3y. Onucanbl HECKOJIbKO
HampaBJIeHUH st OyAyIIEero NCCIeI0BaHUs.

JlaHHOE€  HCCIIEOBAHHE  COCPENOTAYMBACTCS HAa  KOTHUTMBHBIX  OLICHKAax
CTpeccoBbIX coObITHH. PaboTa mpeacrasisieT npenBapuTeabHble CBUIAETENbCTBA, uTO El
KaK yepTra CMAr4aeT KOTHUTHUBHYIO OLIEHKY CTPECCOBBIX COOBITUA U CIIOCOOHOCTH
CIIPAaBUTHCS C HUMU.

3a mocneaHee BpEMS YBEIMYWIOCHh YUCIIO MCCIEAOBAHUNA 3MOIMOHAIBHOIO
UHTEJUIEKTa, IIpU HOTOM OHM pa3oUUINCh Ha JBa HampasieHusa. Ilepsoe
HanpaBiieHHe paccMarpuBaeT DM kak crmocoOHOCTh, BTOpOE — Kak 4epry. B
JaHHOM uccaenaoBaHuu DU paccMmarpuBaercs Kak depra. Takxke B JHTEpaType
MOKHO HaWTH JBa HAIpaBJCHUS K MpoOJieMe OIEHKH CTPECCOBBIX COOBITHH.



IlepBoe  kacaerca camMod(PPEeKTHMBHOCTH, a BTOPOE  Kacaercsi  OLEHOK
npo0OsieMbl/yrpo3bl. CamodphekTHBHOCTh OOpamaeTcs K Bepe YelioBeKa B ero/ee
CIIOCOOHOCTh OPraHU30BaTh U BBHIMOJHUTH HEOOXOIUMBIN TUTaH ACHCTBUM, YTOOBI
JIOCTUTHYTH JKellaeMbiX pe3ynbTaToB (banmypa, 1997). Yrposa - korjma uenoBek
OIICHUBAET JIAaHHYIO CUTYAIMIO KaK IMPEBBIIICHUE €ro Wiu €€ pecypchl (U TaKuM
o0pa3zoMm cojiepKaliuii BO3MOXHBIE TTOTEPH), TOT/Aa Kak mpobiieMa - Korja 4eJIOBEeK
OLIEHMWBAET CUTYAIIMIO KaK Ty, C KOTOPOM OH MOKET CIPAaBUTHCA Oaromapsi CBOeMy
auyHomy nioteHuuany (Tomaka, Blascovich, Kibler, & Ernst, 1997). Muxkomnaiizak
u xoiuteru (2000) mpencTaBuiIM MpeaBapUTENIbHBIE CBUIETENIBCTBA TOro, yTo DU
KaKk 4YepTta MOr Obl BJIMSITH Ha KOTHUTHBHYIO OIICHKY cCTpeccopa (Hampumep,
dK3aMeHaIlMOHHas ceccusi). Takum o0pa3oMm, OoJiee BhICOKME TMoka3arenu DU kak
YepThl CBS3aHHBI C MEHEE YrpOXKAIONUMU OIlCHKaMH H 0oJiee BBICOKOU
caM03()(PEeKTUBHOCTBIO, JUISI TOrO, 4YTOOBI CJIaTh AaKaJIEeMHYECKHUE DK3aMEHBI.
Opnnako U3 HcciieqoBaHus ObUIO HEACHO, DU Kak yepTa HEMOCPEICTBEHHO BIIUSET
Ha OIICHKU WJIU 3TU OTHOIICHMS PE3yJIbTaT CMEIINBaHUs NepeMeHHbIX. Hanpumep,
BO3MOXKHO, YTO MO JIOOBIM MpUYMHAM JIOAUW ¢ Oosiee BbIcOKUM OW myuiie
YYUJIUCh B TEUCHHE T'0J1a WIH MOTYYHIN OOJIBIIE COIMAIBHON TOMICPKKH, TAKUM
0o0pa3oM yMeHbIIIasi yrpo3y 9K3aMEHOB U yBEJINUMBasi caM03(PPEKTUBHOCTb.

[{ens: BBIACHUTD, CBs3aH U DM kak depTa ¢ oreHKaMu caMod(()EeKTUBHOCTH
W/ui  mpoOJIeMbl/yrpo3bl B CTAHJIAPTU3UPOBAHHBIX  YCIOBUAX, KOTOPBIMH
YHOPAaBIISIOT (JJA0OPATOPHBIX).

UccnenoBanne | HanpaBieHHO HA U3y4eHUE caM03(PhEeKTUBHOCTH.
UccnenoBanre 2 HampaBieHO HA H3ydeHHE M CaMOd(D(PEKTUBHOCTU, U OICHKHU
yIPO3BI.

ABTOPBI BBIJIBUTAIOT TUTIOTE3Y, YTO JIFOJIU C BEICOKHM ypoBHEM DU Kak uepThl
MOKaXXYT OOJbITYI0 caMO3()(PEKTUBHOCTh U OLICHUBAIOT CUTYAIUIO KaK MpoOJieMy,
a He KaK yrposy.

HccaenoBanme 1

Y4acTHUKHU U nipoueaypa

lectpaecsaT cryaeHToB OakanaBpuata (88% >KEHIMHBI; CPEAHUN BO3PACT:
19.6, cranmaptHoe oOTKIOHeHHE: 1.81). Y4UacTHHKOB B cly4ailHOM MOpsIKE
HarpaBwid Ha HelTpanbHbie (N = 28) uinn HanpsikeHHubie (N = 32) ycnoBus.

MeToauKH

Yepma smoyuonanvrozo unmeniekma [0=.95] Obuta U3MepeHa ¢ TOMOIIBIO
Trait Emotional Intelligence Questionnaire (TEIQue; Petrides & Furnham, 2003;
dpaniry3ckol agantauuu, cM. Mukonaizak u ap., 2007).

Camosgpgpexmuenocmo [6=.92] ObuTa WM3MepeHa ¢ TOMOINBIO MKal ¢ 4
NyHKTaMH, co3gaHHoro B coorBercTBuu ¢ the Guide for Constructing Self-efficacy
Scales (banmypa, 2006); UcnbiTyeMble OIEHUBATH CBOK caMOd(pPEKTUBHOCTH IO
11 mynkram ot 0 % (*“S wyBcTBYIO cebst abcomoTHO HecrtocoOHbIM™) K 100 % (‘A
YYBCTBYIO C€0sI MOJHOCTHIO CIOCOOHBIM”).

PesyabTaTnl
ANOVA 2 (ycnoBue: HeHWTpaapHOE X HanpshkEHHOE) X 2 (ypoBeHb DU Kak 4epThl:
BBICOKMM X HU3KHI) ObLI BBIMOJHEH JJisI caMOd(p()EKTUBHOCTH KaK 3aBUCUMOMU
nepeMeHHon. Pe3ynpTaThl mokazanu 3uaduMsbiil g dext ycnoue x U kak depra



[F (1,58) = 12,12, p < .001], mpencraBneHHblii Ha pucyHke 1. [IpuHMMas BO
BHHMaHHE, 4TO BiHsHUE ypoBHS DU Ha caMod(h(HEKTUBHOCTH HE OTIMYAIOCHh B
HeWTpaiabHOM YyciaoBuu [t (26) = 1.48, He YTOYHEHO]|, OHO OTJIMYAJINUCH B
HanpspbkeaHoM yenoBuu [t (30) = 3.19, p <.005]. Kpome TOro, Hy’)KHO OTMETHUTD,
YTO HE OBUIO HUKAKWX 3HAYMMBIX DPA3JIMYUi BO BJIMSIHUM YCIIOBUW Ha JIIOJIEH C
HU3KUM ypoBHeM DU [t (29) = 1.05, He yTouHEHO]|, HO OBUIM [JIs1 JIFOACH C
BbICOKMM ypoBHeM DU [t (27) = 3.92, p <.001].

HUccaenoBanue 2

Y4acTHUKHU U nIpoueaypa

Tpunuate nBa cryaenra (75% »&eHIuH; cpeaHuii Bo3pacT 18.7, cranmapTHoe

orkioHenue 0.85). VYyacTHHUKOB B CiIy4ailHOM TMOpSAKE HAa3HAYWIA Ha
HelTpanbHbie (N = 17) win Hanpsikennsie (N = 15) ycnoBue, U ObUI0 CKa3aHO, YTO
OHM JIOJDKHBI OYAYyT BBITIOJIHUTH apu(MeTHuecKyro 3ajavy (HUKaKue y4aCTHUKH
(dbakTUYeCKU HE BBINOJHWIM 3ajady). B HamnpsykeHHOM YCIOBHUM HWHCTPYKIUU
NOIYEPKUBAIM BAXKHOCTh BBIIIOJIHEHUS 3a/1a4H.

MeToauku

Yepma smoyuonanvroeo unmeniexkma (6=.70) OblUIa U3MEpeHA, ¢ IIOMOIIBHIO
kopoTkoit Bepcuu Trait Emotional Intelligence questionnaire (TEIQue-SF).

Ilpobnemvi/yepo3br OB  OLEHEHBI B COOTBETCTBUU C MPEIBLAYIIUM
uccienoBanueM (Hampumep, Tomaka u np., 1997), u BkIrOYaM Mepbl OCHOBHbBIE
Ha ouenke (PA; 3amgaua cuéra B yme jis Bac yrpo3a?) u BropudHas orneHka (SA;
Bb1 ciocoOHBI cripaBUThCS € 3aa4eil cueta B yme?), orleHeHHbIe oT 1 110 6.

Camosgppexmugnocmes y4aCTHUKOB TIPOCHIIM OIEHUTh HACKOJIBKO OHHU
CIIPaBATCS C MPEACTOALINM BBIIOJHEHUEM 3a1aun oT 1 10 11.

PesyabTaTnl
2 X 2 ANOVA Obul BBINOJIHEH C [OKa3aTeNsIMU TPOOJIEeMbl/yrpo3bl U
caM03(pPEeKTUBHOCTH KaK 3aBUCHUMBIMH TIEPEMEHHBIMH, COOTBETCTBEHHO. AHaIN3
BBISIBIIT TJ1aBHBIN 3¢ ekt ypoas DU kak ueptol [F (1,32) = 6.656, p<.05] misa
3aBUCUMOM TlepeMeHHOM mpoliieMbl U yrpo3bl (cMm. Puc. 2). A Takke TriaBHBIM
spdext DU kak yepthl mis camodddexkruBnoctu [F (1,32) = 7.888, p<.01].
BzaumoneiictBue DU kak 4yepThl U SKCHEPUMEHTAIBHOIO YCIOBUSL HE JOCTUTANIO
3HAYUMOCTH.

OO01mas uHTEepNpeTANUA NMOJYYeHHBIX TaHHBIX.

Jlannas paboTa mpencTaBisieT MpeaBapUTENIbHbIE CBUIIETENbCTBA, uTo DU
KaKk dYepra CMsIr4aeT IMO03HABATEIbHYIO OIEHKY CTPECCOBBIX COOBITUN W
CIIOCOOHOCTH K COBJIQJJaHUIO C HUMHU. XOTS JIaHHbIE HCCJEIOBAHMS SIBIISAIOTCS
TOJIbKO 3KCIUIOPDATOPHBIMU W HYXJAIOTCA B JOMNOJIHUTEIBHOW NPOBEPKE,
oOHapykeHHbI (akT, yTo DU Kak dYepra cMsrdaeT MO3HABATENbHYIO OICHKY
CTPECCOBOIO COOBITUSI M €ro MPEABOCXUIIEHUE — COrJIacyercs € pe3yJibTaToM
HEJIaBHETO J1abopaTopHOro ucciaeaoBanus Mukonaizaka u ap. (2007).
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Fig. 1. Self-efficacy as a function of condition and trait EI.
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Fig. 2. Challenge and threat appraisals as a function of condition and Trait EI. Noze. In the Y axis, positive values refer
to challenge appraisals and negative values to threat appraisals.



