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PERCEIVED THREATS AND THEIR INFLUENCE
ON EMOTIONAL RESPONSES TOWARDS RUSSIANS IN UKRAINE

Winiewski M., Goncharova M.A.
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In this study I wanted to check the influence of the perceived threats and military affect on the emotions that
are felt by Ukrainians towards the Russians who participate in the Donbass war zone. Test was constructed
using the theories that link perceived intergroup threats and emotions that they elicit. The participants from
the military and general population were asked to take the test in order to investigate the attitudes towards
different groups. There were three versions of the test which included demographic questions, questions
about the threat-perceptions and emotions experienced towards Russians; additionally, six criminal stories
in order to see what types of punishments would be assigned to different ethnic groups. The last part of
the test later proved to have validity problems and thus was not included into final analyses. Factor anal-
yses on threat perceptions towards Russians revealed two different threats: individual and group threats.
Significant predictors of the particular emotions in the sample were found. Individual threats and group
threats significantly predicted the level of aggression; group threats significantly predicted the level of fear

and envy and individual threats significantly predicted the level of disgust in the sample.
Keywords: intergroup conflict, perceived threats, group threats, individual threats, emotions.

he problem and the analysis of previous
studies Ukrainian — Russian relations
In the 2014, after the occupation of Crimea and
proclamation it as a Russian land, as well as in-
vasion in the Donbass area of the Russian troops,
Ukrainian perceptions of Russians are of a differ-
ent kind in comparison with one’s several years
ago. The Russian-Ukrainian conflict that had start-
ed in 2014, first of March, had a significant im-
pact on the attitudes towards Russians as a nation.
In the Ukrainians’ minds Russia became an active
aggressor after the occupation of Crimea and ac-
tive support of opposing terrorists in the war zone
in Donbass area; while on the other hand, Rus-
sia was always the closest country, where many
people were interacting freely and many families
lived in both countries simultaneously. The con-
flict has changed the way interaction is happening
nowadays. This issue is a part of modern Ukrain-
ian history that had never been explored before
and worth exploration since the conflict influences
people directly and in every aspect of their lives.
Great amounts of people are joining the army to
fight in the occupied territories. There are many
stories from the war zone that are spread all over
the media and in a daily life, that creates negative
perceptions of the Russian population. Ukraini-
ans started to develop certain associations be-
tween Russians and war and economic instability.
These perceptions are driven from the emotional
responses towards the great amount of frustration
that is present at the time when political instabili-
ty and governmental decisions change rapidly.
Study examining the attitudes of Ukrainians
towards Russians done in 2014 (from February to
May by Paniotto and Pyaskovska) had shown that
number of people willing friendly relations between
the two states, Russia and Ukraine, were 54% of
both Russians and Ukrainians. Compared with Feb-
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ruary, in Ukraine this amount decreased by 14%
(was 68%), in Russia - 5% (was 59%). Follow-up study
revealed that when comparing February survey
the number of positive-minded Ukrainians towards
Russia has fallen sharply (from 78% in February
to 52% - in May). Another study done in Ukraine
shows that most Ukrainians agree with the opinion
that Russia and Ukraine are fighting among them-
selves (supported by 63% of respondents). Instead,
most Russians do not recognize the war between the
two countries (25% agree). In the presence of Rus-
sian troops in Ukraine believe 65% of Ukrainian re-
spondents (study with 2020 respondents, data from
the report on 5 May 2016, Shpiker). Accordingly,
to the data of the research, conducted in Septem-
ber 2014, the majority (43.1%) of adult population
in Ukraine believes that the current “bloodshed in
Donbas” is to blame on Russian authorities, who pro-
vides support for armed separatists (Lippman, 2014).

In the 2015 the vast majority of respondents in
the West (66.8%) and Central (51.2%) regions had
shown support to the statement that getting more
lethal weapons might help with the conflict resolu-
tion. In other regions, respondents believe that lethal
weapons would not ease the conflict resolution in
the South (42.3%). Eastern (49.5%) regions, as well as,
the vast majority of respondents in Donbas (61.2%).
A relative majority of respondents (48.6%) support
the idea that citizens of Ukraine who supported
the Russian aggression against Ukraine, the annexa-
tion of Crimea and separatist movements in the East
and South, must be deprived of the Ukrainian citi-
zenship. The vast majority of Ukraine believes that
Russia is an aggressor state party to the conflict in
eastern Ukraine (71.8%) (Razumkov Centre, 2015).

Intergroup-relations and threat perception
in groups

In the situation of revolution or a conflict be-
tween the nations the intergroup behavior and
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relations are defined as any interaction between
the two groups, that includes any perceptions
of each other, emotions and recognitions of own
in-group (Vaughan & Hogg, 2005). Additionally,
self-identification and categorization process-
es have an impact on the behavior of the group
towards the out-group, it's definition, shared
ideas (Tajfel and Turner, 1979) and emotions.
In the close in-group, people tend to share strong
emotional feelings towards the out-group, de-
pending on the situation in which the in-group
might be harmed or benefited (Mackie, Devos &
Smith, 1999). If the in-group is hurt, emotions
would motivate the group to protect it. Emotional-
ly driven group-oriented actions are to reduce po-
tential threats that may damage the development
of that group (Vaughan & Hogg, 2005). The way
the certain events are seen by the group affect
the way they would feel about them and thus, react.
It was hypothesized that the predominant threats
to the group are symbolic and realistic (Integrat-
ed threat theory, Stephan & Renfro, 2002), which
may have certain negative impacts on the in-group
towards the out-group. The results of the study
done on the negative stereotypes of the out-group
(Stephan, Boniecki, Ybarra, Bettencourt, Ervin,
Jackson, McNatt, & Renfro, 2002) showed that
negative stereotypes were significantly predicting
both realistic and symbolic threats. A distinction
was also made between group threats and indi-
vidual threats. Realistic group threats are listed
as threats to the power of the group, it's resourc-
es and general welfare; symbolic group threats
are threats to religion, values, morality and be-
liefs (Stephan & Renfro, 2002). Realistic individ-
ual threats are threats towards one individual,
such as physical harm, economic loss, deprivation
of resources. Symbolic threats to individuals are
loos of self-esteem, honor and identity (Stephan
& Renfro, 2002). Situational factors such as small-
er land, lack of resources and military equipment,
possibility of losing close friends and family, elic-
its realistic individual threat.

Threats and emotions

There was a prediction made between
the possible link of threat-perception and emotions,
this hypothesis was supported by the results of
the study done on the American population (Neu-
berg & Cottrell, 2002). Group-level resource threats
(e.g. threat to safety, possessions, economy) would
generally elicit anger and fear, which would ac-
tivate anger/attack or escape as a response.
Group-integrity threats (e.g. reciprocity relations,
trust, values, morality, competence) would in most
cases elicit anger with a variety of emotions, such
as pity, sadness, disgust, envy; which would acti-
vate aggression, avoidance or prosocial behavior
(see Neuberg & Cottrell, 2002). Sociofunctional
approach implies that different threats will im-
pact the different emotions and action tendencies
(Neuberg & Cottrell, 2002). Threats to individual
resources would be the most important concern,
thus eliciting the strongest and extreme emotions;
less extreme impact would have the group-related
threats and then the threats to group integrity.
Consequently, certain features of the environment
(e.g. war, the amount of people/their speed from
the out-group approaching), would affect the per-

ception of the immediate threat and thus the in-
tensity of the experienced emotion. Experienced
emotions are based on the context of whether cer-
tain situation is beneficial or harmful to oneself
or the in-group (Devos, Silver, Mackie, & Smith,
2002; E. R. Smith, 1993, 1999; Mackie et al.,, 2000).
If the in-group is threatened by the out-group
it plays a direct impact on the emotions that are
going to appear towards the out-group. Addition-
ally, the bonding of the in-group identification
would be higher (Mackie, Devos & Smith, 2000).
In the study, the negative reactions (and assigned
punishments) to the out-group were measured in
relation to the group-identification. It was found
that fear and anger were mostly distinguished if
talking about the intergroup context, as it was
found that action tendencies were highly related
to the emotions that were present towards the out-
group (Mackie, Devos & Smith, 2000). They pre-
dicted negative actions and anger towards the out-
group when reminded of the symbolic and collective
resources. Additionally, active support of the anger
of the in-group would more likely to provoke acting
on it, also for the person who sees hem/herself as
a part of the group, emotions that he/she would
experience towards the out-group would differ in
the intensity accordingly to the in-group.

Current Study

I want to know whether the model of inter-
group threat would explain the emotions towards
Russians in the Ukrainian group. I hypothesize
that the perception of threat in Ukrainians would
elicit emotions as predicted by the theory. I also
want to study whether a threat has an impact on
the emotions and actions that are going to be taking
towards the out-group. One possible factor is that
Ukrainians may see Russians as a threat, moreo-
ver, soldiers who have higher threat perceptions
of Russians since they took part in the conflict is
the way to see differences in groups of participants.
In the process of conflict between the countries it
is expected that general population would be feel-
ing threatened, and the perceptions of threats in
the military group would be higher.

My hypothesis and main goal of the study

In my study, the conflict that is happening
between Ukraine and Russia would be illustrat-
ed as such: there is a political struggle, while
also cultural similarities that are present be-
tween the two countries and are threatened by
intrinsic culture of each country and self-identi-
fication. Loss of resources and lives of relatives
would represent realistic threats. Additionally,
media on both sides inflates the way the war
is perceived, creating variety of additional per-
ceived threats (e.g. loosing amounts of resources
due to Russian invasion, versus actual amounts
of resources). It might be mentioned that
the prior history between two countries, similar-
ities in culture may have the influence as well.
Accordingly, to previous research done by Za-
rate, Garcia, Garza, & Hitlan (2004), if partic-
ipants in the study think about the similarities
between them and the out-group, the out-
group would be later seen as equally powerful
and, hence, able to compete for their resources
(Stephan & Renfro, 2002). Thus, I expect that
Ukrainians would be feeling threatened.
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Methods

Sample

The overall number of participants was 60,
mostly males (N=55) with the mean age of 325
(SDage=9.62). 38 of the participants had finished
school or had completed their BA studies, while
11 had only finished middle school, 11 had finished
MA studies and 2 had had their PhD completed.

Procedure

Participants would be asked whether they
would like to take a survey in order to measure
the attitudes towards different groups. Sixty-three
questionnaires in total were completed by the two
groups of general Ukrainians and a military group.
Forty-five questionnaires were given to different
groups of Ukrainians living in the Kyiv city (using
snowball sampling method) which included students,
businessmen, lecturers and others (Mage = 30.2,
SDage =11.2). Thirty-five questionnaires were de-
livered to the 73 Maritime Center of special forces
(SPECNAZ) that carry out war operations behind
enemy lines, from the March 2014, now in Krama-
torsk base, originally from the Crimea. The military
group had diverse population of young soldiers, older
volunteers in the military and commanders (Mage =
31.7, SDage =17.6). The test was created in English and
later translated into Russian language. After com-
pleting a demographic questionnaire, participants
were asked to answer the following questions on
the perceived threat of Russians and emotions that
they have towards them. The military group com-
pleted the test in the process of being on the base at
the time in between the operations, later tests
were sent back to Kyiv by mail within a week.
Test consists of three parts and is six pages long.
It includes sixteen demographic questions. Thir-
teen threat-perception questions, emotional scale in
the next section where participants were asked to
mark to what extend they feel presented emotions
when think about Russians. At the end, the partic-
ipants were proposed to read six criminal-behav-
ior-related stories which could be seen in Appendix
A in a greater detail. The test was then translat-
ed into Russian language and checked (to see the
original test, see the Appendix B). However, due to
the possible methodological problems, limited num-
bers of participants and other factors described lat-
er, this hypothesis was not confirmed.

Measures

Intergroup Threats. In order to see whether
Russians are perceived as threatening on differ-
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ent dimensions (ex: group threats and threats to
theindividual'sresourcesandhealth)withthefive-di-
mension answer scale (from completely disagree-
to completely agree), thirteen threat-realted ques-
tions were created on the basis of integrated threat
theory (Stephan & Renfro, 2002). Explanatory
factor analyses on threat-related question was
conducted. The factorability of the 13 threat-per-
ception items was examined. Based on scree plot
two factor solution was accepted explaining 62%
of the variance Some of the questions (1, 7, 8, 9,
10 — see appendix A) were excluded due to large
crossloadings.

Intergroup emotions. In order to measure in-
tergroup emotions toward Russians 2 items per
dimension were proposed. Participants would be
asked on the scale from 1 to 5 (where 1 is not ap-
plicable, and 5 is totally applicable), whether they
feel presented emotions towards Russians. an-
ger: anger, hatred (M=3.47, SD=1.23, Cronbach’s
a=.81), disgust: disgust, squeamishness (M=2.68,
SD=1.24, Cronbach’s 0=.65), fear: fear, anxiety
(M=245, SD=1.09, Cronbach’s 0=.70), envy: envy,
jealousy (M=132, SD=.63, Cronbach’s a=.73),
respect: respect, reverence (M=132, SD=.73,
Cronbach’s 04=.93), pity: compassion, pity (M=2.5,
SD=2.69, Cronbach’s a=.28), two of the emotions
were excluded from the further analysis: guilt:
guilt and sorry for (M=1.64, SD=1.09, Cronbach’s
0=-.17), adoration: adoration, admiration (M=1.31,
SD=.84, Cronbach’s 0=.84).

Military service. In the demographic questions
section there are three military-related questions of
whether the person is currently in the military or in
the war zone, since that might have an impact on
the emotions that the out-group (Russians) may rise.

Results

First a zero-order correlations were calculated
of threats and emotions (see Table 2). The results
of the correlation revealed that disgust was highly
correlated with Individual threats, fear was mild-
ly correlated with Group threats and anger had
shown a correlation with both factors. Addition-
ally, the tendency for the respect was observed,
suggesting that the lower the perceived group
threat is, the higher the respect.

In order to test impact of threats and military
service on emotions several models of multiple re-
gression were calculated. Models for respect and
pity turned out to not be significant, thus they are
not reported.

Table 1

Summary of Factor Analyses Results for Threat Perceptions

Item Individual threats Group threats
(6) Russians are a threat to my freedom .86 .33
(3) Russians are potentially dangerous .85 .15
(4) Russians may hurt me physically .85 .34
(5) Russian person is more likely to attack me first 82 .24
(12) Russians are potentially threatening to the Ukrainian resources .29 .89
(13) Russians portray a threat to Ukrainian economy .30 .82
(2) Russians are fighting against Ukrainians on the occupied territories .16 .76
% of variance 4453 34.15
Cronbach’s a 92 .84
M 4.37 3.24
SD 0.96 1.42
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Table 2
Summary of the emotion correlations with threats
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Group threats (1)
Individual threats (2) HTE*
Anger (3) H2HE H5**
Fear (4) 33F* .14 34F*
Envy (5) -.115 .023 -.011 23
Disgust (6) 43 A48%* ,65%* 40%* .08
Respect (7) =37 -.32% -.39%* -.18 53w -.29*
Not in military/ in military -.08 =27 -.20 12 -.04 -.08 -.06
*#p <.001; *. p < .05
Table 3 Table 4

Summary of the Multiple Regression Analysis
for anger scores

Summary of the Multiple Regression Analysis
for envy scores

Variable B SE of B Variable B SE
Constant 1.00 0.73 Constant 1.74 0.46
Individual threats 0.30* 0.11 Individual threats 0.05 0.07
Group threats 0.40* 0.16 Group threats -0.12* 0.10
Military cond. -0.19 0.26 Military cond. -0.03 0.16

R2= 37; *p <.5 R2=.02; *p<.5;
Table 5 Table 6
Summary of the Multiple Regression Analysis Summary of the Multiple Regression Analysis
for disgust scores for fear

Variable B SE Variable B SE
Constant 0.21 0.79 Constant 0.20 0.76
Individual threats 0.31* 0.12 Individual threats -0.01 0.11
Group threats 0.30 0.17 Group threats 0.41* 0.17
Military cond. 0.08 0.28 Military cond. 0.33 0.27

R2=.27; *p<.5

Model for anger shows that individual threats,
group threats significantly predicted the level of
aggression in the sample, while being in the mili-
tary had no significant effect. With the proportion
of explained anger variance of 37,3%.

Analyses revealed that with proportion of ex-
plained envy variance is 2,6%, group threats sig-
nificantly predicted the level of envy in the sam-
ple, while (not)being in the military and individual
threats did not.

The results of the multiple regression for dis-
gust indicated that three predictors explained 27,
2% of variance. Analyses revealed that individual
threat significantly predicted the level of disgust
in the sample, while (not)being in the military and
group threats did not (Table 5).

Model for fear, with proportion of explained
fear variance is 13,8%, shows that group threats
significantly predicted the level of fear in the sam-
ple, while (not)being in the military and individual
threats did not (Table 6).

Discussion

Findings

The results show that certain emotions can be
linked to specific threats, which is consistent with
the previous research. Analysis shows that indi-
vidual threats and group threats significantly pre-
dicted the level of aggression, the result that cor-
responds to the previous findings about the anger
(Neuberg & Cottrell, 2002); group threats signifi-
cantly predicted the level of fear and envy (which
also corresponds with the Neuberg & Cottrell,

R2=.13; *p<.5;

2002 predictions); individual threats significant-
ly predicted the level of disgust in the sample.
In the previous studies it was shown that dis-
gust levels significantly correlated with physical
threats, however Neuberg & Cottrell (2002), ar-
gued that threats elicit variety of emotions, which
was not found in my study. It can be said, that
no other study examining phenomena of perceived
threats in Ukraine was done before.

Even though I hypothesized that actions that
Ukrainians would take towards the Russians in
the specific situations would differ substantially, it
did not have any significant results and thus that
part of the test had to be left out from the initial
analysis.

Limitations

The numbers of participants, that might have
been unsubstantial for such a long test (six pages
to fill in), as well as the groups that were tak-
ing the test were specific, meaning the results
cannot be generalized. Additionally, the groups
that have participated in the study were not con-
trolled by me and I am unable to judge where
and in which conditions the tests were completed.
It is important to remember, that the military
group in Ukraine was a volunteering group of peo-
ple, and is a special group of participants within
which lies a population of itself: with a different
level of IQ’s, ages and economical statuses. Such
a diversity may cause too many different under-
standing of the questions, attitudes and emotion-
al inside. Thus, soldiers might not have answered
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the questions in the way that was predicted
(e.g., when asked if they feel afraid, they would an-
swer that they would mark not at all), due to high
feelings of patriotism, distrust into tests and others.
These ideas may have had an effect on the respons-
es, whereas some people from other regions from
Ukraine could have reacted otherwise. Additionally,
the majority of the respondents were males in both
samples and in total only sixty questionnaires were
completed fully. If the participant perceived himself
as a Russian, he was excluded from the sample,
since he would be a part of the out-group stereo-
type and his responses would be biased.

The test was fully constructed by me, thus
reliability and validity were not checked prior
the testing. Thus it might have had an influence
on the test itself. Also, since the face validity of
the test was unknown and I did not have any in-
fluence on the way results were collected, I can-
not conclude whether the participants understood
the questions and answered them as intended.

Further studies suggestions and conclusions

My findings might give a raise to a further in-
vestigation in order to predict the future attitudes
and actions towards the Russian group as well as
possibility high levels of prejudice occurring as
the conflict between the countries. The results did
not differ for the military when compared with
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the general population. The effect might be due to
the number of the sample, however this issue has
to be explored further, since differences were ex-
pected at first. My research suggests that further
testing is needed in order to have a broader under-
standing of the life and perception of the Russians
in Ukraine. Even though some results are present,
since Russians and Ukrainians had such a long
history of relationships in between the two coun-
tries, the existing model of threat-perception might
be modified in order to find more conclusive re-
sults on the inter-group conflicts and interaction in
the war-like situation in between two culturally sim-
ilar countries. Another aspect that could be studied
in Ukrainian-Russian interactions is power asymme-
try. I suspect, that Ukraine is a lower power-group
in comparison to Russia's amount of resources and
their group size. It was shown that ethnic groups
lower in power (e.g., Ukrainians in this case) per-
ceive higher levels of threat from high power groups
(e.g., Russians) then the high power groups perceive
from low power groups (Corenblum & Stephan, 2001;
Stephan et al., 2002). Additionally, the results provide
an understanding of how the Russians are seen and
using the existing models of emotions and behavio-
ral responses (such as in Neuberg & Cottrell, 2002),
the outcomes of the war and further relationships
with the country might be predicted.
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Please read the following questions and respond honestly by underlining or writhing the answer that suits you

most.
1)  Where are you originally from ?

Ukraine — Russia — Belorussia — Georgia — Other (write)
2)  What ethnic group do you identify with
Ukrainian -- Russian -- Ukrainian-Russian — Georgian ----
3) Your age
4)Your sex male/ female
5) What is your native language

Russian — Ukrainian — Other
6) What is the highest degree or level of school you have completed?
7)  Elementary — Middle school — High school — BA — MA — Phd
8)  Are you currently

Unemployed — student —work and study — work— do not study anything — volunteer
9)  Are you currently:
Now in service — never have been in service — no longer in service
10) Do you keep track of the changes in the war and it’s progression?
Yes/No
11) Have you ever participated in the current military battle (in ATO)?
Yes/No
12) Have you ever been close in the area(20 km from the front line) of the ATO battle
Yes/No
13) Please underline to which world views you could relate more

Left — Right
14) What is your religious preferences
Orthodox — Catholic — Muslim — Judaism —Atheist/ Agnostic — Other

15) How often are you involved in the religious practices?
1(never) -2(rarely)-3(from time to time)-4(every month-every week) - 5(every day)

Next I am going to present several statements. Please, indicate to what extend you agree or disagree with them.

1) Russians display a threat to me and your my country?

1 (absolutely disagree) — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (absolutely agree)
2)  Russians are fighting against Ukrainians on the occupied territories

1 (absolutely disagree) — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (absolutely agree)
3) Russians are potentially dangerous

1 (absolutely disagree) — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (absolutely agree)
4)  Russians may hurt me physically

1 (absolutely disagree) — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (absolutely agree)

5) Russian person is more likely to attack me first

1 (absolutely disagree) — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (absolutely agree)
6) Russians are a threat to my freedom

1 (absolutely disagree) — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (absolutely agree)
7)  Russians could limit my ability to communicate with my family

1 (absolutely disagree) — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (absolutely agree)
8) Russian influences are threatening to the development of our culture

1 (absolutely disagree) — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (absolutely agree)
9) Russian are Orthodox Church is a direct threat to the Ukrainian Orthodox Church

(absolutely disagree) — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (absolutely agree)

10) Russians are a threat to the way we live now

1 (absolutely disagree) — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (absolutely agree)
11) On occupied territories Russians are dictating rules that are not driven by morality

1 (absolutely disagree) — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (absolutely agree)
12) Russians are threatening to the Ukrainian resources

1 (absolutely disagree) — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (absolutely agree)
13) Russians portray a threat to Ukrainian economy

1 (absolutely disagree) — 2 — 3 — 4 — 5 (absolutely agree)

1. Please mark to What Extend do you think that Ukrainians feel next presented emotions towards

Russians?
Whether they feel definitely not/yes
1 (not at all) 2 3 4 5 (extremely)
1 |Fear 1 2 3 4 5
2 | Anxiety 1 2 3 4 5
3 |Anger 1 2 3 4 5
4 |Hatred 1 2 3 4 5
5 |Envy 1 2 3 4 5
6 |Jealousy 1 2 3 4 5
7 |Pity 1 2 3 4 5
8 |Compassion 1 2 3 4 5
9 |Disgust 1 2 3 4 5
10 [Squeamishness 1 2 3 4 5
11 | Admiration 1 2 3 4 5
12 | Adoration 1 2 3 4 5
13 |Guilt 1 2 3 4 5
14 |Sorry 1 2 3 4 5
15 |Respect 1 2 3 4 5
16 |Reverence 1 2 3 4 5
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Biniescoknii M., I'onuaposa M.A.
Hamionansanit yHiBepcurer Bapmasu

CIIPUVIHATTA 3ATPO3 I iX BILIUB
HA EMOIIIVIHI PEAKIIIT HA POCISIH B YKPAIHI

AnoTanis

Y oMy JOCIiIKeHH] A XOTisa IepeBipnTy BILIMB CIIPUIIMAHNX 3arpo3 Ta BificbKOBOI ciry»k0u Ha eMoriii, Aki
BiuyBaloTh ykpainii, Axi OepyTb ydacTth y 30Hi Joubacy, BigHOocHO pocigH. Tect OyB nmobyoBaHMiI 3 BUKO-
PUCTaHHAM TeOPiii, 110 3B'A3YIOTh CHIPUIHATI MIKIPYIOBi 3arpo3mu Ta eMollii, AKi BOHM BUKJIMUKAIOT. Y YaCHU-
KaM BiJICBKOBOIO Ta 3araJbHOHAaPOJHOIO HaCeJEeHHs 0yJIo 3aIIPOIIOHOBAHO IIPOMITU TecCT, 100 NOCTIAUTM CTaB-
JIEHHA N0 pisHux rpym. IcHyBasm Tpm BapiaHTU TecTy, AKi BKJIIOYAJIM AeMOTpadpiuHi NUTAHHA, TUTAHHA IIPO
3arpo3y Ta eMoIlii, AKi BiquyBasau BiZHOCHO POCiAH; O TOTO 3K, IICTh KPUMiHAJBHMUX icTOPiit, 11106 mobaumTy,
ARl BUIM NOKapaHb OyAyTh NPU3HAYEH] A Pi3HMX eTHIYHMX rpyn. ParkTOpHMII aHaJi3 IIOAO0 CIPUNHATTSA
3arpo3 BiJIHOCHO POCiAH BUABUB JIBi Pi3HI 3arpo3u: Tak 3BaHI iHAMBINyaJsbHI Ta TPyHOBI 3arpos3mu. SHaleHi
ICTOTHI IPeaMKTOPY OKPeMMX eMOLiyl B rpynmi. InamBinyasbHi 3arpo3m Ta rpyIoBi 3arpo3m 3HAYHO Iepes-
Oauasy piBeHB arpecii; rpyInoBi 3arpos3n 3HAYHO Iependaday piBeHb CTPaxy Ta 3a3APOCTi, a iHaMBiAyaspHI
3arpo3y 3Ha4HO Iependadasyt piBeHb Binpasu y BubipIii.

KarouoBi cioBa: MisKrpynoBuii KOH(JIIIKT, TUIIM 3arpo3, TPYIIOBi 3arpo3y, OKpeMi 3arpos3m, eMorii.

Bunuescbkmuii M., 'omuaposa M.A.
HanyonanbHelll yHUBecuTeT Bapriassl

BOCITPMHMMAEMBIE ¥I'PO3bI I UX BJANAHNE
HA SMOIIMTOHAJIbHBIE PEARTIVIN HA POCCUSIH B YRPATHE

AnboTanusa

B aTOM nccnenoBaHuy A XoTeJa IPOBEPUTH BJVIAHNE BOCIPUHUMAEMBIX YIPO3 ¥ BOEHHOI CJIYsKOBI Ha MO,
KOTOpPBIE MCIBITHIBAIOT YKPAMHIIbI, yIacTByoIe B 30He JloHOacca, B oTHOIIeHMM poccusH. TecT ObLI 1O-
CTPOEH C JCIIOJIb30BaHMEM TEeOPMUI, CBA3LIBAIOIIMX BOCIPUHATbL MEKIPYIIIIOBLIE YIPO3bI U SMOLIMM, KOTOPHIEe
OHI BBI3LIBAIOT. Y YACTHMKAM BOEHHOIO 1 ODIIEHAPOJHOTO HACEJEHVA OBbLIO IPEJJIO¥KEHO IPOTH TECT, YTOObI
JICCJIEIOBATh OTHOIIIEHNE K pa3HbIM rpynmnaM. CyIiecTBoBa M TPY BapraHTa TeCTa, KOTOPbIe BKJIOYAJN JEMO-
rpacpuieckue BOIPOCHI, BOIPOCHI 00 yrpo3e M BMOIMM, KOTOPbIE MCIBITHIBAJIN B OTHOIIIEHNN POCCUAH; K TOMY
JKe, IIIeCTb YTOJIOBHBIX MCTOPMII, 4TOObI YBUAETh, KaKyMe BUAbI HAKa3aHUI OyAyT IpeaHa3HAUeHbI IJIA pas3-
JIMYHBIX DTHUYECKUX TPYIIL. AHAJM3 10 BOCIPUATUIO YTPO3 B OTHOIIEHUN POCCUAH OOHAPYKIJI B pasHbe
YTPO3BI: TaK Ha3bIBaeMble MHAVBMAyAJbHbIE M I'PYNIIOBBIe yrpo3bl. HalimeHBI cylllecTBeHHBIE IIPEeAVKTOPHI
OTZEeJBbHBIX SMOLMIL B rpynme. VIHAUBUAYaJ bHBIE YTPO3bl U IPYNIIIOBBlE YIPO3bl 3HAUNUTEJBHO NIpeayCMaTpl-
BaJIM YPOBEHb arpeccuy; TPYyIIoBble YIPO3bl 3HAUNTEJBHO IIPeIyCMaTPUBaJIN YPOBEHb CTpaxa M 3aBUCTH, a
VHAVBUIYaJIbHbIE YTPO3bl 3HAUNTEJIBHO IIPeJyCMaTPUBAJM YPOBEHb OTBPAIEHNA B BBIOOPKE.

KarodeBble c1oBa: MeKTPYIIIIOBON KOH(PJIVKT, TUIIBI YTPO3, TPYIIIOBbIE YIPO3bI, OTAEJbHbIE YIPO3bl, SMOIIMMN.



