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DEVELOPMENT OF A UKRAINIAN-SPEAKING QUESTIONNAIRE ON
TOLERANCE TO UNCERTAINTY FOR USE BY THE NATIONAL
POLICE OF UKRAINE

The article is devoted to the question of Ukrainian-speaking adaptation of
psychodiagnostic method "The questionnaire of tolerance to the uncertainty of
S. Badner". The research was aimed at improving the system of professional
psychological selection of personnel for the National Police of Ukraine. The
current interest in the study of the level of individual tolerance to uncertainty is
connected with research, indicates the practical significance of this construct in

various fields of activity; many authors claim that tolerance to uncertainty is



important for success in legal, medical, pedagogical and other professions.
According to research findings, tolerance for uncertainty may correlate with
intelligence, and it is also related to the factors of the "Big Five" questionnaire:
positive with openness of experience and extraversion, negative - with neuroticism.

The article describes the theoretical basis and internal structure of the
adaptation process, discloses the procedure and results of the research on the
reliability and validity of the adapted Badner's questionnaire, the obtained average
standard indicators for the general sample of police officers and defines new
standardized test norms. According to the results of the statistical analysis, a
decrease in tolerance to uncertainty among women has been identified, as well as
an age-related decrease in this indicator in the police force. The conclusion is made
that such quality of a person as tolerance to uncertainty will provide increase of
efficiency of activity of policemen, will allow them to endure unforeseen situations
better, to search for variable decisions of tasks in view, will increase stress
resistance, will strengthen productive mechanisms of psychological protection of a
person (rationalization, sublimation, displacement) and psychological readiness for
actions in special and extreme conditions. The results of the study confirmed the
diagnostic verification of the adapted questionnaire.

Keywords: tolerance to uncertainty, psychodiagnostic techniques, Ukrainian
language adaptation, reliability, validity, average normative indices, standardized
test norms.
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