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Relevance of the problem: The study of junior students' hubristic motives is a
new area of scientific research, so the study of the features of younger students' self-
regulation and personality traits, depending on their dominant hubristic motivation,
is relevant.

Aim: study of the features of younger students' self-regulation, depending on
their dominant hubristic motivation.

Methodology of the research: The projective methodology "Fairy tale
Kingdom®, the Fairy Tale Test (by K. Colacclaw), methodology "Style of Self-
Regulation of Children's Behavior - SSRCB M2" V.I. Morosanova, Methodology
"Labyrinths" (author — M.S. Kurek, a modification of the method of F. Hoppe and
M. Yuknat), Technique of diagnosing the plannedness of activity. The sample
included 204 students (3-d and 4-th forms) of Gymnasium Ne 169 in Kharkiv.

Results of the research. As a result of our study the differences in the
indicators of self-regulation of primary school pupils depending on the type of
hubristic motivation were determined. The ability to modeling, programming,
evaluating, flexibility and autonomy are higher in schoolchildren with «Balanced
Hubristic Motivesy. «Dominance of the pursuit of Superiority» supposes the lowest
level of modeling, evaluation of the results and autonomy of behavior and the
highest indicators of flexibility of behavior. The ability of programming is developed
below in schoolchildren with «Expressed dominance of pursuit for superiority».
Indicators of the ability of planning activity and responsibility of self-regulation in
schoolchildren with various types of hubristic motivation are not different.

The differences in the indicators of self-regulation of primary school pupils
depending on the level of aspiration were set. In schoolchildren with inflated level of
aspirations, the lowest indicators of planning and modeling capabilities, as well as
autonomy of behavior are revealed. Planning, modeling, evaluation of results and
flexibility of behavior are highest in schoolchildren with understated level of
aspiration. Indicators of the ability of programming activity and flexibility and
responsibility of self-regulation in schoolchildren with various levels of aspiration
are not different.
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The schoolchildren with an infantile level of aspirations and moderate
dominance of the desire for superiority have the lowest planning capabilities. Pupils
with an infantile and inflated levels of aspirations and low hubristic motivation have
the lowest modeling capabilities. Striving for superiority which characterized the
first and second profiles on the background of inflated level of aspiration causes the
highest level of evaluating of activity results. Pupils with inflated level of aspirations
and low hubristic motivation have the lowest flexibility. Pupils with inflated level of
aspirations and moderate level of striving for superiority have the lowest flexibility.
Schoolchildren with inflated level of aspirations and moderate level of striving for
superiority have the lowest responsibility.

Inflated level of aspiration supposes the highest level of plannedness in
schoolchildren. Pupils with inflated level of aspirations and balanced hubristic
motives have the lowest plannedness abilities.

Keywords: hubristic motives, self-regulation, level of aspiration, striving for
excellence, pursuit for superiority.
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AxmyanvHicms i Mmema Q0CHIONCEHHA. BUBYEHHA 2YOPUCMUYHUX MOMUBIE
MONOOWIUX WIKOAADIE € HOBUM HANPAMKOM HAYKOBUX PO3BIOOK, MOMY OOCNIONCEHHS
ocobaugocmeil  camopeyiAyii ma 0COOUCMICHUX pUC MOTOOWUX WKONADIE 6
3anedxcHocmi  6i0 ix OOMIHYIOUOI 2yOpucmuyHoi momuseayii € akmyanbHum i
BUSHAYUTIO MemY OO0CTIONHCEHHS.

Memoou i eubipka docniddcenHa: npoekmusHa Mmemoouka «Kasxoee
yapcmeoy, npoeKmueHuli Kaskoeuti mecm, memoouxa «Cmune camope2ynayii
nosedinku oimei — CCIL M2», memoouxa O00CHiOxNceHHs PIGHA O00MA2aHb
«JlaGipunmuy. Bubipky cxknanu 204 monoowux wixonspa XI" Nel69.

Pesynomamu i sucnosku: B pesynomami nauio2o 0ocniodiceHHs 8USHAHATUCS
BIOMIHHOCII 8 NOKA3HUKAX CAMOpecynayii YuHi@ NOoYamKo8UX WKIL 3A1e)HCHO 610
muny 2epbionoi momusayii. Modcaugicmo MOOeNO8AHHA, NPOSPAMYBAHHS, OYIHKU,
SHYUKOCII ma A8MOHOMII uwa y WKOIAPIE 3 «30ANAHCOBAHUMU DYOYAMUY.
«Jominyeanns npacnennsi 00 nepegazuy nepeddAYAc  HAUHUNCUUL  piGeHb
MOOENIOBAHHA, OYIHKU pe3yIbmamie ma aemoHOMII NOBeOIHKU Md HAUSUWUX
NOKA3HUKIB SHYUKOCMI NOGeOTHKY. 30amHICMb NPOSPAMY8ANHS PO3POONEHA HUdICHE Y
WKONAPIG 3 «BUPAdICEHUM — OOMIHYBAHHAM  Nepeciioy8aHHs Onsl  nepesazuy.
Iokasnuku  30amuocmi  NAGHY8AHHS  OISILHOCMI — mMaA  BIONOGIOANLHOCHI
camopeynayii 8 WKoAPi 3 PI3HUMU UOAMU 20POHOT MOMUBAYI] He 8IOPI3HAIOMbCA.
Bcemanogneno 6iominHocmi y NOKASHUKAX CAMOpe2YNAYil YUHI8 NOYaAMKOBUX WKL

183



mailto:vik_tory183@ukr.net

Bicuuk XHITY imeHi I'.C. CkoBopoau. [lcuxoJioris. Bumyck 65

3A1eAHCHO BI0 Pi6Hs acnipayii. Y wKonsapie 3 3a6uyeHUM PIGHEM NPACHEHb GUSEIEHO
HAUHUMCUi NOKA3HUKU NIAHYBAHHA A MOOETIO8AHHA, A MAKONC aA8MOHOMIIO
nosedinku. IInanysanus, MOOeN08anHsA, OYIHKA pe3yivmamie ma 2HYyuKicmo
NOBEOIHKU HAUGUWA 6 WKOAAPI8 3 3aHudcenum pieHem acnipayii. Iloxasnuxu
30aMHOCII  AGKMUBHOCII MaA SHYYKOCMI ma 2cHYYKOCmi ma 6i0noeioanbHocmi
camopezynayii 6 WKOMAPI 3 PISHUMU PIGHAMU NPACHEHHS. He BLOPIZHAIOMbC.
Ulxonapi 3 oumsyum pigHeMm npacHeHb | NOMIPHe OOMIHY8AHH NPACHEHHS 00
nepesazu Mamv HAUMeHW MONCIUBOCMI NIAHYS8AHHA. YuHi 3 iH¢hanmuynumu ma
3a8ULeHUMU PIBHAMU NPASHEHb MA HU3LKOI 20pOHOT MOMUSAYIi Maloms HAUHUNCY]
Modcnueocmi  mooenmiosanns. Ilpaenyuu 00 nepesazu, AKa Xapaxkmepusyemucsi
nepwium i Opyeum Rpo@InAMu HA ML 3a6UUEH020 DI6HA Acnipayii, GUKIUKAE
Haveuwull pigeHb OYIHKU pe3ylbmamie OiAIbHOCmI. YuHi 3 3aeuujeHum pieHem
npazHeHb ma HU3bKOi 20pOUCMUYHOT MOTMUBAYIT MAIOMb HATIHUMCYY SHYYKICMb. YuHi
3 3a8UWYEHUM DiBHeM NPAacHeHb | NOMIDHUM PIGHeM NpAcHeHHs 00 nepesazu Marms
HavHuxcyy enyuxicms. Llkonapi 3 3aeuwjenum pieHem NpacHeHb Ma NOMIPHUM
pisHeM npazneHnHsi 00 nepesazu Maroms HAUHUXNCYy 6ionogioanvhicme. Hadymuii
pisens acnipayii nepedbauac Hatlguwull Pi6eHb 3aNIAHO8AHOCMI Y WKOIAPIE. Yuni 3
3a6uljeHUM pieHeM NpacHeHb Ma 30a1AHCO8AHUX pPYOYI6 MAlOMb  HAUHUINCHT
3an1anosani 30iOHOCMi.

Knrwuosi cnosa: zyopucmuyni momusu, camopezynayis, pieeHb 00Ma2aHb,
npazHenHst 00 O0CKOHALOCTI, NPACHEHHsL 00 nepesaci.

Introduction. The study of the connection between hubristic
motivation and self-regulation of junior schoolchildren is a new
problem in psychology. Hubristic motivation is the striving of the
individual to improve one's self-esteem and self-worth and is
manifested in the process of self-affirmation of personality
(Fomenko, 2018). The hubristic motive for perfection acts as the
striving for self-affirmation through the perfection of the results of
one's achievements, the orientation to self-development, the ability to
expand the sphere of one's self-realization, mastery in activity, and
the hubristic motive to achieve superiority results in achievement due
to the positive comparison of external evaluations of activity
(Fomenko, 2018). The investigation of junior students' hubristic
motives is an actual direction of scientific research, so the study of
the features of younger students' self-regulation, depending on their
dominant hubristic motivation, is relevant and determined the aim of
our study.

Research methods.

The projective methodology "Fairy tale Kingdom" for senior
preschool and primary school age was developed by us in order to
study hubristic motivation in children aged 6-10 years. The technique
allows to determine the degree of expression of striving for
superiority and striving for excellence in children. The procedure
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involves choosing one of 18 cards that depicts fairy-tale characters,
who on the one hand are fairly generalized and do not belong to any
particular fairy tale, on the other hand embody archetypal images.
Each of the characters corresponds to a certain number of points on
the scale of striving for superiority and striving for excellence.

Methodology "Labyrinths" (author — M.S. Kurek, a modification
of the method of F. Hoppe and M. Yuknat) (Khudyk, 1992). The
methodology was aimed at studying the idea of the level of
complexity of tasks that can be solved by a junior student and its
adequacy (realism), which reflects the ability to choose goals based
on a realistic assessment of their capabilities and past performance.
The experimental task consisted in the free and consistent selection
and solution of tasks by the junior student, ranked according to the
degree of complexity, and was conducted individually. The stimulus
material of the technique consists of 10 labyrinths, which differ in
the degree of complexity. 2 parallel variants were used, which
allowed the pupil to repeat the choice of the task of the already
known level of difficulty.

The procedure for conducting the study. In front of the studied
two parallel lines were cards of 12x7 cm with written numbers of
tasks: from 1 to 10 in the first, from 1a to 10a in the second lines.
The cards are arranged as the difficulty increases. The pupils
areasked to choose any card according to their abilities, after which
they will have to find a way from the "entrance” to the "exit" of the
maze. The experiment was stopped either at the request of a junior
student or after 7 elections. The number of selected cards, the result
of each task (success or failure), features of schoolcholdren behavior
were consistently registered in the protocol.

The adequacy of aspirations was diagnosed by the presence of
typical and atypical elections. Such elections were considered to be
typical, when after a successful decision a more difficult task was
chosen, and after an unsuccessful one - an easier one. Atypical
elections suppose the rise of claims after failure and reduce them
after success.

The study identified a zone of difficulty in which elections were
mainly conducted. In determining the zone of difficulty was based on
the fact that labyrinths 1-3 were considered the easiest, labyrinths 4-7
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corresponded to medium, and 8-10 - high difficulty. For each
subject, the area of complexity in which most of the elections were
concentrated was singled out.

Adequate (realistic) claims were those that were characterized
by the absence of atypical steps and elections, mainly in the middle
zone of difficulty.

Understated characterized by the presence of 2 or more cases of
increasing the complexity of elections after the failure of the task and
elections mainly in a high zone of complexity were considered
overestimated.

Inflated was characterized by underestimation, which was
characterized by the presence of 2 or more cases of reducing the
complexity of the election after the successful completion of the task
and elections mainly in the low complexity zone.

Infantile were considered claims characterized by non-formation
of the level of claims, when the success or failure of the previous
task did not affect the difficulty of choosing the next.

The Express Methodology "Children's Self-Regulation Style"
(Morosanova & Bondarenko, 2015) contains 7 pairs of statements
that allow to assess the degree of development of stylistic features of
self-regulation of child behavior: ability to planning, modelling,
programming, evaluating, flexibility, autonomy and responsibility.

Technique of diagnosing the plannedness of activity. The
stimulus material of the method is represented by 12 cards, which
show the hands of a junior pupil who perform certain actions - keep a
diary, write in a notebook, play, etc. The purpose of the research in
testing is to lay out the cards in the correct sequence, according to the
instructions: “Look carefully at these cards. They depict certain
actions of a student who came home and had to do his homework.
Help him cope with his responsibilities. Schedule the cards in turn:
what should he do consistently? Points for the task are calculated
according to the layout: first the student must choose cards with
"hand washing” and "eating", followed by the procedure of
homework (the student must "look in the diary", "open the textbook",
"perform in a notebook homework"), after choosing cards for
homework, the student can choose arbitrarily cards that depict
matters of responsibility (watering flowers, walking a dog) and
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games. In the case of reasoned comments of the subjects with the
correct layout of the cards, the maximum number of points is 12.

The sample included 204 students (3-d and 4-th forms) of
Gymnasium Ne 169 in Kharkiv. The study was conducted during two
academic years (2017-2018 and 2018-2019 academic years).

Results. According to our previous results (Fomenko, Nadyon,
Diomidova & Shukalova, 2019) the K-means cluster analysis had
revealed five typological profiles of hubristic motivation.
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Fig. 1. The cluster profiles of junior students' hubristic
motivation

Cluster Ne 1 - the pursuit of superiority is higher than the pursuit
of excellence. The profile was called "Moderate Dominance of the
pursuit of Superiority".

Cluster Ne 2 - the pursuit of superiority and the pursuit of
excellence are balanced and expressed at a moderate level. The
profile was named "Balanced Hubristic Motives".

Cluster Ne 3 - the pursuit of superiority far exceeds the pursuit
of excellence - "Expressed dominance of pursuit for superiority".

Cluster Ne 4 - low level of expressiveness of hubristic motives.
The profile was called "Low Hubristic Motivation".

Cluster Ne 5 - the pursuit of excellence far exceeds the pursuit
for superiority. The profile was named "Expressed Dominance of the
Pursuit of Excellence".

Table 1 shows the differences in the indicators of self-regulation
of primary school pupils depending on the type of hubristic
motivation.
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The ability to modeling, programming, evaluating, flexibility
and autonomy are higher in schoolchildren with «Balanced Hubristic
Motivesy.

In schoolchildren with «Dominance of the pursuit of
Superiority», the lowest level of modeling, evaluation of the results
and autonomy of behavior and the highest indicators of flexibility of
behavior are set.

Table 1
Self-regulation of primary school pupils depending on the
type of hubistic motivation

Indicators | Groups according to clusters of hubristic motivation F
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s 5 o) = 5

EE2 | 2 £ £%

82 |5 E. | s

o223 | T S22, | 2c 2

825 | Bzg | 88 858

T2 | 88 226 |28 225

T 5 c = [CE—T s L v =
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M |6 M |6 M G M G M G
Planning 4831 070 | 522 | 080 | 48 | 082 | 510 | 071 | 504 | 074 | 180
Modeling 511 | 112 | 578 | 054 | 522 | 080 | 540 | 087 | 568 | 066 | 493+
Programming | 472 | 074 | 522 | 072 | 461 | 077 | 470 | 091 | 493 | 081 | 349
Evaluation 4891 095 | 50| 0/0 | 517 | 08 | 525 | 084 | 518 | 072 | 265*
Flexibility 550 | 061 | 550 | 070 | 494 | 09 | 530 | 09 | 543 | 083 | 348**
Autonomy 489 | 095 | 550 | 061 | 500 | 089 | 545 | 088 | 536 | 077 | 461
Responsibility | 4,72 | 100 | 506 | 092 | 483 | 085 | 515 | 066 | 49 | 083 | 149

*p<0,05, **p<0,01, *** p<0,001

The ability of programming is developed below in
schoolchildren with «Expressed dominance of pursuit for
superiority».

Indicators of the ability of planning activity and responsibility
of self-regulation in schoolchildren with various types of hubristic
motivation are not different.

Table 2 shows the differences in the indicators of self-regulation
of primary school pupils depending on the level of aspiration. In
schoolchildren with inflated level of aspirations, the lowest
indicators of planning and modeling capabilities, as well as
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autonomy of behavior are revealed. Planning, modeling, evaluation
of results and flexibility of behavior are highest in schoolchildren
with understated level of aspiration.
Table 2
Self-regulation of primary school pupils depending on the
level of aspirations

Level of aspirations F
Understated | Infantile Inflated Adequate
M G M G M G M G

Plaming 514 | 0,67 | 536 | 0,79 | 467 | 086 | 498 | 0,73 | 3,55*

Modelling 562 | 0,72 | 555 | 0,80 | 486 | 131 | 550 | 0,74 | 4,46™*

Programming | 4,62 | 0,64 | 5,00 | 0,87 | 471 | 0,90 | 490 | 0,83 | 1,59

Evaluation 546 | 0,73 | 482 | 059 | 486 | 106 | 524 | 0,80 | 437**

Hlexibility 543 | 0,80 | 509 | 1,02 |533 | 0,73 | 536 | 0,73 | 0,96

Autonomy 570 | 066 | 545 | 0,80 | 467 | 0,97 | 519 | 0,76 | 9,08***

Responsibility | 4,95 | 0,78 | 4,73 | 0,88 | 476 | 1,45 | 502 | 0,74 | 1,14

*p<0,05, **p<0,01, *** p<0,0001

Indicators of the ability of programming activity and flexibility
and responsibility of self-regulation in schoolchildren with various
levels of aspiration are not different.

Figure 2 shows that pupils with an infantile level of aspirations
and moderate dominance of the desire for superiority have the lowest
planning capabilities.

F=6.,0816, p=0.000001
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inflated adequate understated infantile % 4

level of aspiration
Fig. 2. Planning depending on the type of hubristic motivation
and level of aspiration.
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Figure 3 shows that pupils with an infantile and inflated levels
of aspirations and low hubristic motivation have the lowest modeling

capabilities.
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Fig. 3. Modelling depending on the type of hubristic motivation
and level of aspiration.

The level of aspirations and type of hubristic motivation have no
influence on the indicators of programming (fig. 4).
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Fig. 4. Programming depending on the type of hubristic
motivation and level of aspiration.
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Striving for superiority which characterized the first and second
profiles on the background of inflated level of aspiration causes the
highest level of evaluating of activity results (fig.5).

F=3.1405, p=0,00065
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Fig. 5. Evaluating depending on the type of hubristic motivation
and level of aspiration.

Figure 6 shows that pupils with inflated level of aspirations and
low hubristic motivation have the lowest flexibility.
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Fig. 6. Flexibility depending on the type of hubristic motivation
and level of aspiration.
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Figure 7 shows that pupils with inflated level of aspirations and
moderate level of striving for superiority have the lowest flexibility.
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Fig. 7. Autonomy depending on the type of hubristic motivation
and level of aspiration.

Figure 8 shows that pupils with inflated level of aspirations and
moderate level of striving for superiority have the lowest
responsibility.

F=3,7648, p=0.00007
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Fig. 8. Responsibility depending on the type of hubristic
motivation and level of aspiration.

There are no significant differences in indicators of plannedness
in schoolchildren with different types of hubristic motivation (table
3).
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Table 3

Plannedness of primary school pupils depending on the type
of hubistic motivation

Indicators Groups according to clusters of hubristic motivation F
@ <}
o <5} b
S5 ) = S
E=22 | 5 s £
ESE | 2 £ Es
o L o i) € =] IS
Q3% = 83 3 ol
238 | I %> | ¢ i S
= E=T o= E 2.8 S e
550 88 A > S IS 7 I
o5 c > o 5= s S o=
o = ca9e =] B-:S 8
S < 2 X o = o2 X o X
m = u o @ a= U o w
M G M G M G M G M G
Plannedness 700 | 252 | 650 | 260 | 683 | 251 | 725 | 237 | 682 | 286 | 042

Inflated level of aspiration supposes the highest level of
plannedness in schoolchildren (table 4).

Table 4

Plannedness of primary school pupils depending on the level
of aspirations

Level of aspirations F
Understated | Infantile Inflated Adequate
M s M G M G M G
Plannedness 762 | 254 | 545 | 244 | 790 | 2,86 | 6,74 | 2,74 | 4,67*
p<0,01

Figure 9 shows that pupils with inflated level of aspirations and
balanced hubristic motives have the lowest plannedness abilities.
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F=3,7542, p=0,00007

plannedness

L o b B o o

inflated adequate understated infantile =

level of aspiration

Fig. 9. Plannedness depending on the type of hubristic
motivation and level of aspiration.

Conclusions. As a result of our study the differences in the
indicators of self-regulation of primary school pupils depending on
the type of hubristic motivation were determined. The ability to
modeling, programming, evaluating, flexibility and autonomy are
higher in schoolchildren with «Balanced Hubristic Motivesy.
«Dominance of the pursuit of Superiority» supposes the lowest level
of modeling, evaluation of the results and autonomy of behavior and
the highest indicators of flexibility of behavior. The ability of
programming is developed below in schoolchildren with «Expressed
dominance of pursuit for superiority». Indicators of the ability of
planning activity and responsibility of self-regulation in
schoolchildren with various types of hubristic motivation are not
different.

The differences in the indicators of self-regulation of primary
school pupils depending on the level of aspiration were set. In
schoolchildren with inflated level of aspirations, the lowest
indicators of planning and modeling capabilities, as well as
autonomy of behavior are revealed. Planning, modeling, evaluation
of results and flexibility of behavior are highest in schoolchildren
with understated level of aspiration. Indicators of the ability of
programming activity and flexibility and responsibility of self-
regulation in schoolchildren with various levels of aspiration are not
different.
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The schoolchildren with an infantile level of aspirations and
moderate dominance of the desire for superiority have the lowest
planning capabilities. Pupils with an infantile and inflated levels of
aspirations and low hubristic motivation have the lowest modeling
capabilities. Striving for superiority which characterized the first and
second profiles on the background of inflated level of aspiration
causes the highest level of evaluating of activity results. Pupils with
inflated level of aspirations and low hubristic motivation have the
lowest flexibility. Pupils with inflated level of aspirations and
moderate level of striving for superiority have the lowest flexibility.
Schoolchildren with inflated level of aspirations and moderate level
of striving for superiority have the lowest responsibility.

Inflated level of aspiration supposes the highest level of
plannedness in schoolchildren. Pupils with inflated level of
aspirations and balanced hubristic motives have the lowest
plannedness abilities.
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