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OpPIoUOG

H mapadoaoiakn avriAnyn -
[TaOAYOVTEC TTOOCWTTIKOTNTAG

loTopIKN avadpoun TNG SIapAaxng

EmTixeioNuata TV KATAOTACIAKWV
WOXOAOY WV

AVTETTIXEIONMATA TV WPOXOAOYWV TNG
TTOOOWTTIKOTNTAC

Oewpiec aTodoong

[eipapa yia TNV LTTAKON ToL Milgram
YOvVoWN TNC OLYXPOVNG £PELVAGC
YOUTTEQACUA

BIRAIOYpO®IC

i INTERNAL
FORCES !
(the person)

What predicts behavior?

The Person-Situation Debate

CONTEXTUAL
FORCES !
(the situation)




OPICUOC

H Siapaxn atrogov-KaTtaoTaong oTnV WLXOAOYIA TNG TTEOCWTTIKOTNTAG KAl OTNV
KOIVGVIKI WLXOAOYIA, AVAPEPETAI OE IO KAAOIKN AVTITTAPAOEON OXETIKA UE TO
TTOIOC TTAPAYOVTAG €ivVAI TTIO CNUAVTIKOC OTNV KATAVONON KAl TIPORAEWN TNG
AVOPWTTIVNC CLUTTEQIPOPAG: TA XAQAKTNPIOTIKA TOL ATOUOL (TTOOCWTIIKOTNTA,
E0WTEPIKA XAPAKTNPIOTIKA) N Ol KATAOTACEIC KAl TO TTEQIRAANOV GTO OTTOIO
BpiokeTal TO ATOUO.

O1 Becwpiec MooowTTIKOTNTAC oLVNBWC AoxoAoLVTAl UE TN SOUN TNC
TTOOCWITIKOTNTAC, TN Sigpyaacia, TNV avanTuén, TNV YuxorTaBoAoyia Kail TNV
aAAayn Tng ooutrepipopac (Cervone & Pervin, 2013).






H qpooU8IKN BewpIo

Ooov apopd OoTNV PLXAVAALTIKN Bewpia, O Freud avTipeTdTTidEl TOV AVOOWTTIO WG
£V YEVEI KOKO, SNAadn kaBodnyeital KLPIWS ATTO TO ACLVEIONTO, TO OTTOIO EivAal
O€EOLAAIKO, ETTIOETIKO KAI AAOYO.

AVOOTTIVN TTOOOWTIIKOTNTA: H TTOOCWTTIKOTNTA TOL EVNAIKA AvVASLETAI WG £EVa
OLVOETO CLVOAO TTPWIMV TTAISIKWYV EUTTEIRIV, PACICUEVO OTO TTWGS ALTEC Ol
eutTeipieg emme€epyalovral cLveIdbNTA KAl AoLVEIGNTA OTA SIAPOPA AVATITLEICKA
oTAdIa TOL AVOPWTTOL, KAI OTO TTWS ALTEC Ol EUTTEIRIEC SIAUOPPLVOLYV TNV
TTOOCWITIIKOTNTA.

AV TO AQTOUO &V OAOKANP®VEI TIC ATTAPAITNTES SIASIKATIEC KOBE avaTTTLEIAKOL
oTAdIoL, Ta ATTOTEAECUATA UTTOPEI VA €ivAl JIA WOXIKN KATAOTAON TTOL ATTAITE]
WOXAVAALTIKN TTOOTEYYION YIA VA ETTITELXOEI CWOTN AEITOLPYIA.



Allport (1937)

» Emaidn gpaivotav avtovonTo oOTi ol avBpwTTOol

OLUTTEQIPEPOVTAI UE TIAPOUOIO TPOTTO TTPOG
TOV £EALTO TOLG KAl SIAPOPETIKA ATTO TOLG
AAAOLG, LTTOTIBETAI OTI TIPETTEI VA LTTAPXOLY
LTTOKEIMEVA XAPAKTNPIOTIKA TTOL TTOOKAAOLY
ALTEG TIG SIAPOPES. ALTH NTAV N PACIKN
OEon TNG ETTOXNC.

Emmekreivovtag avtn tnv armoyn, o Allport
(1937) Becwpnoe OTI TA XAPAKTNPIOTIKA
LTTAPXOLV, AEITOLPYOLV e PACN
VELPOWULXOAOYIKOUG UNXAVIOUOULG, EXOLV
KOIVEG AAAQ KAl ATOUIKEG SOMEG, EIVAI OXETIKO
OTABePA e TNV TTAPOSO TOL XPOVOU, Ol
AvBpwTTol Ta avTIAauBavovTal pe akpipeia
KAl TTOOPRAETTOLY CNUAVTIKA ATTOTEAECUATA.

personality trait:

how a real person tends to think, feel,
and behave on an ongoing basis

POSITIVE PERSONALITY TRAITS NEGATIVE PERSONALITY TRAITS

adaptable arrogant
creative dishonest
empathic malicious

mindful thoughtless




OewPIa TV MeyAAwV
[levre Napayoviwy TNG
mpoowItTkoTnNTac (Big 5)

PERSONALTY . AEKTIKOTNTQ O€ EUTTEINIEG
« Ebovveibnoia
« ECoTpepeia
« [Mooonveia
Agreeableness :
* NELPWTIOPOG

GOLDBERG (1990)



lOTOPIKN avadpopun TNS dlapaxNG:

Evaptn TNC appioPNTNonc

O Thorndike TToORAAAEI TN
CLUTTEQIPOPA WG UNXAVIOTIKN
KAl aTToTEAOLEVN ATTO SIAKEITA
OTOIXEia oLbvnNBEIY, TTOL
erTnEeeadovTal amo 1a §ebouéva

LUE TO OTTOIA £EPXOVTAIl O€ ETTAPN.

1906

EUTTEIOIKEC PEAETEG (TT.X. TQOV
Hartshorne & May, Newcomb,
Allport & Vernon) amodeikvbouyv
O€ YEYOAO PABUO TN CLUPOAN
TWV KATAOTACEWY OTNV
AvVOPWTTIVN CLUTTEQIPOPA

1920-1930

Evéuvapwon ToL POAOL TV
KATAOTACIAKWY TTAPAYOVTWY
oTNV TTPOOTIABEIA TWV
KOIVAWVIKWY PLXOAOYWYV VA
SIEPELYNOOLY TTWC AVOPWTTIVA
ovTta SiETTpaayv TN pEikN TOL
OAOKAQLTWPATOCG

B’ TAYKOOUIOC TTOAEUOC



PERSONALITY ||
AND ASSESSMENT

o 1968: Kopupwon tNS aupioPntnong amo Tov Walter
Mischel oTto BIRAIO Touv «Personality and Assessmenty.

" WALTER MISCHEL

o O Mischel vTtooTNPIEE OTI N CLUTTEPIPOPT TWV
AvOP TV SeV Eival TOOO CLVETTNG OTTWC TTIOTELOLLIE,
KABWCS KATTOIOC UTTOPEI VA CLUTTEQIPEQETA
SIAPOPETIKA O€ SIAPOPEC KATAOTACEIC.



Na Tapadeyua:

1.Eival mBavo &va mmaidi va avTiypagel O€ Eva TEOT,
AAANQ va €ival EINKQIVES UE TOLG YOVEIC TOV.

2.'Eva aTopo €ival cuvnBS TTOAD KOIVAVIKO KAl PIAIKO
O€ ONEC TIC KABNUEPIVES TOL o)\)\n)\amépdcelg OMWG
oTav PpiockeTal o€ pia TTOAD €TTIONUN ETTAYYEAUQATIKN
oLVAVTNON, UTTOPEI VA €ival KAEIOTO, CIRTINAO KAl VA
LNV OLUUETEXEl EVEQYQ OTN ovlNTNON.

ALTA N BEon auPIoPATNOE TNV LTTAPEN KABOAIKWV
XAPAKTNPIOTIKWY TTROCWTIIKOTNTAG, TIOOKAAWVTAC TN
«Slapaxn ATOPOL-KATACTACNCY, N OTTOIA ETTIKEVTPWONKE
OTO AV N CLUTTEPIPOPA EENYEITAI KOAVTEQT ATTO TNV
TTOOCWTTIKOTNTA N ATTO TIC KATAOTACEIC.




Kal 71 akpIRWC onNUAIVEl
(KaTaoTaony;

OI KOTAOTACIAKOI TTAPAYOVTEC OTNV
WLXOAOYIQ €ival Ol EEWTEPIKOI/
TEQIBAAANOVTIKOI TTAPAYOVTES TTOL
eTTNEEAlOLV I CLUTTEQIPOPA
[Lazarus & Folkman, 1984]

SITUATIONAL FACTORS

Situational factors are the external factors that affect a situation. In psychology, we often
consider situational factors as the external factors that affect our personality & behavior.

COMPARISON

Situational factors are external
circumstances or environmental
influences that can impact an
individual's behavior, thoughts, or
emoaotions.

Dispositional factors refer to an
individual's inherent personality traits,
beliefs, or temperament that
influence their behavior and
reactions across various situations.

EXAMPLES

* Weather: Extreme heat, cold, or
rain can affect people's mood and
decision-making abilities.

» Social norms: Societal
expectations can dictate how
individuals behave in situations.

* Time pressure: Deadlines or
limited time to complete tasks can
lead to stress, anxiety, or hasty
decision-making.

HELPFULPROFESSOR.COM




KAtnyopieC KATAOTAOIAKWY TTAPAYOVTWV

» Eyyotnta (1m.X. SUOKOAOTEPN N APVNON O€ KATTOIOV ALTOTTPOCWTIWGS, TTAPJ
UECW EVOC YPATITOL UNVLUATOC)

AICBNUA TTPOCWTTIKNG €LOLVNG
MNapovaoia e€ovoiac/avbevTiag
[ieon xpoOvou

MepIBAANOV (KAipa, BOPLPOC, KATT.)
KataoTaoe€Ig Kpiong

VoY VvV Vv

ALVAUIKN ouadag



Ta xpovia TToL AKOAOLONCAV...

» Anuiovpyia SLO AVTITTAOAWY OTPATOTTESWYV: LTTOOTNPEIKTEC TNS CLUPROANG TNC
TTOOCWTTIKOTNTAG KAI DTTOOTNPIKTES TOL POAOL TNC KATACTACNC, AVTIOTOIXA.

> OEoeIC SIAPOPETIKNG AKPOTNTAC ATTO TIC SLO TTAELEEC KAl AAANAOKATNYOPIES YIC
adIKaloAOyNTN akEOTNTA KAl YIA TTAPEPUINVEIQ TNS AVTIOETNG BEoNG.

» Epstein (1983): H Siapaxn avtr eyKaBISpLETAI OXI IOVO AOYW TNS aduvauiag
£VPEONG KOIVOL £€6APOLG, AANNG Kal ETTEISN O SLO TTAELPEC EXOLV IOXLPT
ETTIXEIONUATA.



ETTIXEIioNuaTa TV KATAOTACIOK®V

POXOAOY WV

XaunAn ocovagea petalhd
OLUTTEPIPOPAG KAl
XAPAKTNPIOTIKGWV
TTOOCWTTIKOTNTAG (OLVNBEG

avoTarto opio: 0,30-0,40)

AUPIORATNON TNG £YKLPOTNTAG
TV EOPYACTNPIOKWV UEAETWYV KAl
TV ALTOAVAPOPWV: LLXVA
ATTOTLYXAVOULV VA ATTOTLTTIWOOLV
TN CLHTTEPIPOPA OTNV TTPAYHATIKN
N ANOY® TTApayovTIwy OTTWCS N

KOIVGVIKN €mmOLUIa

J

Ta atopa evoeEXeTal va ETTIEVOLY
OTIC APXIKEG TOLG EVTLTTWOEIG,
AKOMN KAl OTAV ALTEG gival
avakpIfeig, kal va SnuiovpyoLv
LI ALTOEKTTANPOVLHEVN
mpoPnTEia, oTNV OTToId
TTOOKAAOLY TN CLUTTEQIPOPA TTOL

AVAUEVOLY ATTO TOLG AAAOLG




AVTETTIXEIONUATA TV WPOXOAOYWV TNG
TTOOOWTTIKOTNTAG

» Ava&oToTIia TNC KATAOTACIOKOATIAC O€ EPYACTNPIAKES MEAETEC: H cLUTTEQIPOPT
€ival TTIO TTIBAVO Va €ival CLVETTNG OTAV PEAETATAI OE PLOIKEC KATAOTACEIC, TTAPA
O€ EAEYXOMEVA EPYAOCTNPICKA TTEQIBAAANOVTA.

> YTOUVOXN TNG TTPOCWTTIKOTNTAG HE TNV TTAPOSO TOL XPOVOU.

» H epevvnTikn avapopd Tou Mischel eivarl uTTePROAIKG cLvTouN (16 ceAibeg),
ETTIAEKTIKN KAl §ev AAuPavel bTTOWN OTNV TTANEOTNTA TNC TN MAKPOXPOVN £0ELVA
TNG WYLXOAOYIAG TNC TTPOCWTTIKOTNTAC.



OewpPIeC ATTOS00NC

O1 BewpieC armodooNG AOXOAOLVTAI UE TO TTWGS O
KaBEvAC Yag XPNOIUOTTOIEI TTANPOPOPIES YIA VA
KATOANEEl o€ AIMIDSEIG EENYNOEIS YIa YEYOVOTA.

(Fiske & Taylor, 1991) | g Actribution | Eame

Theory

-
- ) Structural
Learning




OewpPIeC ATTOS00NC

OTHERS = INTERNAL OURSEWES = EXTERNAL
FACTORS FACTORS

i, MosT
HAVE BEEN

THE WIND!

2

. Oguelicodbec opaAua armoboong:

OT1av eENYOLUE TN CLUTTELIPOPA TV AAAWY,

AvalNTOLLIE TTOANEC POPEC ECWTEPIKES
ATTo800¢€IG, OTTWG KivNTPA N XAQAKTNPIOTIKA
TOOOCWTTIKOTNTAG.

AVTIOETA, OTAV TTOOCTIABOLUE VA £ENYNTOLLE
TN OLUTTEQIPOPA PAGC, TEIVOLUE VA KAVOLUE
ECWTEPIKEC ATTOSOTEIG, OTTWS XAPAKTNPIOTIKG
TNC KATAOTAONG N TOL TTEPIRAANOVTOG, TA
OTTOIA ATTEXOLY ATTO TOV SIKO UAC EAEYXO.

(Heider, 1958)



OewpleC arrodoons

2. To uovreAo ouvvbiakvuavoncg Tou Kelley (1967)

H 1m0 YV oTn Bewpia armodooewV. Eva AOYIKO HOVTEAO UE TO OTTOIO TA ATOUA KQIVOLV

AV UIO OLYKEKPIUEVN EVEQYEIQ Ba TTPETTEI VA ATTOS0BEl OE KATTOIO XAQAKTNEIOTIKO TOL
ATOMOL N OTO TTEPLIBAAAOV.

YOYKEKQIMEVA, AAuBAVOLY LTTOWN TEEIS TOTTOLC OTOIXEIWV:

Anédoan

Zuvénea Alaxkprrémra Zuvaiveon .
Yrnotiunon
Xaurhy — —» (avaffimon evég
SlapopeTikoU artiou)

EEwtepixr

+Ygnnp ——» anédoom
oto epEBiopa

Ecwtepikr
+ XaunAr + XaunAf ——» anédoomn
_ oTo ep€bioua




[leloapa yIa TNV LTTAKON TOL Milgram:
KOIVAWVIKO-IOTOPIKO TTAQIOIO

» To 1961, o 27xpovoc Stanley Milgram, €TTIKOLEOG
KaBnyntnc youxoAoyiag oto Yale, ammopacioe va
UEAETNOEI TNV LTTAKON OTNV €€0LTIQA.

» [loooTTaBbNCE va KATAVONOEl TNV aTavepwTin
OLUTTEQIPOPA TV Nadi atTevavT € APAXO
TANBLOUO.

»  (QC KOIVRVIKOC WLXOAOYOG, TTIOTELE TTWGS N ATTOALTN
LTTAKONN TTOL £6EIXVAV Ol OTPATIWTEC OE EVTOAEC Sev
NTAV JOVO AOY® OTOIXEIWYV TNG TTOOTWTTIKOTNTAG
TOLC, AAAQ KAl TV TTIECTIKWV OLVONKWV.




O MIAYKOAU XWPEICE TOLC CLUPETEXOVTEC O TOEIG
KATNYOPIEG:
1. YTTakovoayv, aAAd «SIKaIONKaAVy PE TNV OAOKANPWON

EIpOUO Y|Q TOL TTEIPAPATOC
qF (']V OTTOKO n . YTTAKOLO AV, AAAA KATNYOPNOAV TOV £EALTO TOLG

. Agv LTTAKOLOAV (ETTAVAOCTATEG)

TOL Milgram

EvEioOVTAl E0TAUATA OXETIKA HE TO YIATI ALTOI TTOL
LTTAKOLO AV NTAV N TTAEIOYWNPIA.




[eioaua yIa TNV LTTAKON
TOL Milgram:
Y LUTTELCIGHICHES!

we're doing a replication-study of the
famous Milgram-experiments but we
cannoft find a representative sample of
individuals wo have never heard of
Milgrams results...

> Avoéalén TNS SLVALIRETIRES
LTTAKONG oty e€ovoia OKO}JF] KQl
O€ KOTAOTATEIS TTOL N LTTAKON
UTTOPEI VA TTOOKAAETEI BAOPRN o€
KATTOIOV.

ALTO €IXE ONPAVTIKEG Guverraeg
yla TNV Katavonon TTOAYUATIKGV
KOTAOTACEWV, OTTWG TO
OAOKAUTWUA, OTO OTTOIO
oLvNBICUEVOI AVOPWTTOI
UTTOPEC AV va SIatTPAagouy
eyK)\npoTlKeg Trpaéelg
LTTAKOLOVTAG O€ EVA PATIOTIKO
KOBeOTWC.




YOVOWN TNC OLYXPOVNG £PELVAC

SITUATION PERSONALITY
(manageable) (not manageable)

BEHAVIOR

H cuyxpovn epevva vTooTNEIEl OTI

n emépacn TNG KATaoTAoNC &ival

oLVNBWC £EICOL CNUAVTIKN UE ALTN TV
XAPAKTNPIOTIKWV TTOOCWTTIKOTNTAC. QOTOCO0,
Ol PLXOAOYOI SIATTIOTWVOLV YEVIKES TATEIC
OTAV ACIOAOYOLY CLUTTEQIPOPES TE€ SIAPOPEC
KATAOTAOEIC. T XAPAKTNPIOTIKA TNG
TTOOOWTTIKOTNTAS SiVOLV UIa EVEEIEN YIA TN
YEVIKN OLUTTEQIPOPA, AAANQ SV TTPOPRAETTOLY
TAVTA TS Ba avTidpAoEl KATTOIOC O€ HId
OLYKEKQIUEVN OTIYUN.

ETTOUEVAC, TTOOCWTTIIKOTNTA KAl TTEQICTACN
aAANAoeEapTVTal Kal aAAnAoetTnpealovTal.




e

O David Buss (2009) mapovoiace Eva TTAQICIO OTTOL
N TEOCWTTIKOTNTA KAI Ol KATAOTACEIC

1. H emidbpaon TNG TTPOCWTTIKOTNTAG OTN
CLUTTEQIPOPA e€aPTATAI ATTO TNV KATAOTAON.

\_

AaAAnAoeTNPealovTal PE TPEIS TPOTTOLC: '

f

2. O1 QvBPWTTOI CLVNOWG ETTIAEYOLY KATAOTAOEIC
TTOL TAIPIAZOLY HE TNV TTPOCWTTIKOTNTA TOLC.

\_

$

e

EVEQYEIEC TOLG KAI TN CLUTTEQIPOPA TOLC.

\_

3. O1 avBpwTttol aAAAlOLYV TIC KATAOTACEIG HE TIC

e

20XX



YLUTTEQAOUA

H emmiépaon 1NG
TTOOOWTTIKOTNTAG OTN
CLUTTEQIPOPA e€apTATAl ATTO
TNV KATAOTAON KAl TO
AvTIOTOOPO. OPICUEVA ATOUO
BpiokovTal CLXVOTEPA OF
OLYKEKQIUEVEC KOTAOTAOEIC
AOY® TV XOPAKTNPIOTIKGV
TOLG. EmmAcov, ol avBpwTTol
AANAQZOLV TIC KOTAOTAOCEIC UE TN
OLUTTEQIPOPA KA TIC
AvTISPACEIC TOLC.
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