UDC: 159.922.8

lcuxonoeis — lNcuxonoaus — Psychology

Ruslana Bilous,

PhD (Candidate of Psychological Sciences), associate professor,

Department of Psychology, Pedagogy and Philosophy,
Daria Pysarenko,

5th year student, Faculty of Psychology,

Kremenchuk Mykhailo Ostrohradskyi National University,
20, Pershotravneva Str., Kremenchuk, Ukraine

PSYCHOLOGICAL PECULIARITIES OF STUDENTS’ SOCIAL MATURITY

The article deals with psychological peculiarities of the main components of modern students’ social maturity. The
relevance of verifying the levels of social maturity is explained by the non-stable conditions of the country’s develop-
ment. The theoretical review of both domestic and foreign scientific sources on the problem of social maturity is per-
formed. This made it possible to define “social maturity” as a certain level of forming the values, knowledge, skills and
ethical qualities, which are enough for voluntary, skilful and responsible performing of all social roles formed as a re-
sult of personality development. The results of the empirical research aimed at studying the main components of social
maturity (such as activity, independence; respect for others, optimism) are presented.
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Problem statement. Unstable socio-economic con-
ditions in modern Ukraine demand the activation of con-
cerned citizens able to take part in the process of the
country’s development. This requires instilling stable and
relevant for the society ways of behaviour, critical think-
ing, and the high level of social maturity in young people.
The main condition for personality development is his/her
own social activity, oriented at learning important behav-
iour patterns and values, forming relations with the sur-
rounding people. The fact of the ambiguousness of social
skills acquisition by people with different levels of the
development of such characteristics as activity, independ-
ence, responsibility, respect for others, optimism makes
the research of social maturity of young people under the
modern crisis conditions especially urgent.

Review of recent researches and publications. The
theoretical basis of this research is the psychological con-
cepts of socialization and individualization of a personal-
ity (by G. Andreeva, E. Erikson, I. Kon, A. Petrovsky,
D. Feldstein and others); social determinations and value
relations (V. Miasyshchev, V. Yadov and others); ideas
of social development of a personality (L. Bozhovich,
L. Vygotsky, V. Zinkiski, S. Rubinstein and others); re-
search of individual psychological qualities of the devel-
opment of teenagers (B. Ananiev, G. Kreig, V. Mukhina,
M. Obozov).

The aim of the article is the overview of main ap-
proaches to the concept of social maturity in modern psy-
chology and the allocation of its psychological peculiari-
ties through the example of students.

The main task of the article is to perform the theo-
retical review of the issue of social maturity and to define
the influence of the level of the development of activity,
independence, responsibility, respect to others, and opti-
mism on the social maturity in studentship.

Major content. The issue of social maturity was the
subject of researches of such scholars as Plato, A. Adler, A.
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Balitski, V. Behterev, F. Hegel, A. Gydzovski,
M. Draganov, V. Kuzmin, A. Rean, C. Rogers, C. Jung and
others. The main criterion of social maturity, according to
Plato, is the learning of specific social rituals of the royalty of
that time, which appreciated art and the mastering of its dif-
ferent types. R. Descartes considered its development
through all customs and laws of the country. I. Kant has
formed the basis of social maturity of a personality within
the concept of “transcendental apperception”, i.e. the princi-
ple of stability and systematic organisation of actions of gen-
eral categories of empirical ego, providing internal unity of
experience, science and nature [2]. F. Hegel considered so-
cial maturity to be a subjective notion that depends not only
on the developed personality properties. It is the subjective
evaluation which allows to unlock the potential of one’s so-
cial maturity, which cannot be revealed because of the low
self-esteem.

Let us highlight the main scientific approaches of defin-
ing the social maturity: culture-based, axiological, activity-
based, and systemic. In the culture-based approach social
maturity of a personality is first of all associated with com-
prehension, acceptance and interiorization of the other soci-
ety by a person: the higher the level of mastering the culture
in a specific society is, the higher the level of the develop-
ment of social maturity is [1]. A. Rean highlights the issue of
social maturity mentioning the dependence of its content on
the specific culture [6].

According to the axiological approach, social matur-
ity of a personality can be considered as engouraging a
person to comprehend the spiritual and moral values, their
interiorization that allows him/her to be an active subject
of social relations. The ideas about the society values,
their influence on the social culture and personality’ so-
cial position are being formed during this process. In view
of this the main criterion of the development of social
maturity must be the level of mastering the system of
spiritual and moral values common for the society. Such




an approach does not conflict with the cultural one be-
cause the system of spiritual and moral values is an
obligatory part of culture and is defined by characteristic
peculiarities of a specific society-historical formation [3].

The activity-based approach involves the analysis of
social maturity from the point of view of person’s readi-
ness and the ability to perform socially useful activity.
The study of the works of the representatives of this ap-
proach (V. Zinchenko, O. Leontieva) allows to single
out the features of fully involved active subject (responsi-
bility, independence) and determine social activity as a
main indicator of personality’s social maturity.

According to the systemic approach, social maturity is
considered as a systemic quality. V. Behterev defines this
notion basing on the following components of social matur-
ity: political, labour, family-household, moral, etc. Social
maturity of a personality is studied from the point of view of
a subject, being not a set of objective characteristics in an
area of diagnostic variables, but a person with a certain
worldview as a precise microspace of individual meanings
during internally determined behaviour.

A. Balitski, A. Gudzovski, M. Draganov, V. Kuzmin
single out the subjective part of social maturity that de-
pends on the aspects based on which a person considers
himself/herself to be a self-determining subject, taking the
responsibility, being an active subject of his/her own and
social development [4].

The process of personality’s social maturity devel-
opment is revealed due to using the continuous approach
which proves the non-finished, stable and continuous
character of the process of development. By means of it
one can explain such features of the development of so-
cial maturity as non-linearity and multidimensionality. In
this regard G. Aleksandrova, L. Antsiferova, E. Kame-
neva, M. Lukichova distinguish such characteristics of the
process of social maturity development as continuity. L.
Antsiferova mentioned that a difficult and controversial
process of personality formation includes three main as-
pects of maturity (physical, social and moral-
psychological) and is not limited by the specific intervals
of time.

Therefore the main philosophical approaches make it
possible to define social maturity of a personality as a subjec-
tive phenomenon that depends on the historical and cultural
levels of society development and is not limited by time.

In psychology the notion of social maturity is studied
firstly by the representatives of behaviourism, cognitive
and humanitarian schools. In behaviourism (according to
D. Watson and E. Tolmen) social maturity is a set of pro-
grammed socially accepted behavioural reactions organ-
ized by s stable system of social habits [5]. According to
the cognitive approach social maturity is a quite high
level of the development of an ability of social under-
standing, content-creativity, forming of relevant and non-
contradictive worldview based on constructs [1].

Within the humanitarian approach the phenomenon
under research is understood as achieving a certain level
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of realization of the necessity for self-improvement, self-
actualization, as well as finding one’s place in the society
[14]. A. Adler, C. Rogers, C. Jung consider maturity from
the standpoint of the description of intra-psychological con-
ditions of subjective feelings of a person satisfied with
his/her life and himself/herself. That is why in the context of
the humanitarian psychology the research of social maturity
is associated with such personality properties as independ-
ence, self-acceptance and self-determination. However
A.Maslow and V. Frankl think that the determination of
social maturity involves not only subjective, but socially
relevant features of a personality. A socially mature person
must comprehend him/herself as «a part of the world», spe-
cific society, maintaining individuality at the same time
(G. Allport, V. Frankl, E.Fromm), improving, self-
actualizing, positively influencing the society (A. Adler,
E. Erikson, A. Maslow).

B. Ananiev, S. Rubinstein, V. Slobodchikov,
A. Rean and V. Muhina consider the conditions of the
development, qualities, processes, values of social matur-
ity when dealing with its interpretation. Particularly,
A. Rean suggests regarding self-development and self-
actualization together with the phenomenon of self-
transcendence (going beyond the limits, focusing on sur-
rounding people, on one’s social activity) [2].

Sharing the opinion of L. Kogan, E. Golovakha,
O. Poznakov, M. Lukichev, S. Vishnakov, P. Yakobson,
A. Rean, A. Gudzovski, we understand social maturity
not only from the standpoint of formal markers of sociali-
zation, but considering interpersonal development, the
distinguished qualities of a person that provide his/her
conscious, active and creative life. The result of personal-
ity formation is maturity achievement as the ability for the
independent and responsible choice taking into account
one’s capabilities and social necessities [6].

The basic nature of social maturity is fully revealed
by its structural components. Basing on the review of the
works of E. Dotsenko, N. Leonov we can distinguish the
main components of the phenomenon under research:
activity, independence, responsibility, respect for others,
and optimism [4].

Activity involves proactive approach to life, imple-
mentation of personal and social aims, ability to make a
conscious choice; assertiveness, i.e. person’s ability to
justify his/her rights, without breaking the rights of oth-
ers; straightforward and open behaviour in relations with
other people; active position in communication.

Independence is responsible for the formed identity,
ability to be independent of external influences and
evaluations, regulation of own behaviour taking into ac-
count social situations, autonomy; it includes the compre-
hension of social roles, ability to perceive other’s points
of view, tolerance.

Responsibility involves revealing one’s identity and
consequences of one’s actions according to other people’s
views and situations, ability to bear responsibility for
one’s actions to other people, the society, and oneself.




Socially oriented indicator of this component is social
responsibility for the implementation of joint goals, social
consequences of behaviour.

Respect means esteem for oneself and others through
self-acceptance and tolerance, reasonable self-esteem, real
level of ambitions.

Optimism includes the positive approach to life, con-
scious vision of the future evaluated from the standpoint
of the desired achievements and capabilities; self-belief,
trust to others and positive attitude towards them.

Hereby social maturity is a certain level of formed
values, knowledge, skills and ethical qualities, sufficient
for the voluntary, skilful and responsible performing of all
social roles in the process of personality development.

Under the conditions of political, economic and so-
cial changes in Ukraine many young people face social
difficulties and barriers. Some time is required to get
adapted to the new conditions, overcome the fears, to
form a new type of thinking, etc. So the distinguishing of
the levels of social maturity of modern young people,
especially among students, is an important task in the
context of further socialization of a personality.

The empirical research involved 60 first- and sec-
ond-year students of Kremenchuk Mykhailo Os-
trohradskyi National University, majoring in Psychology
(30 students) and Computer sciences (30 students). The
research was performed in February-March, 2016.

The following methods have been used in order to
study the influence of the levels of the development of social
maturity components on social maturity: test “Levels of per-
sonality socialization” by R. Mokshantsev, “Survey of life
positioning” by E. Bern, survey of communicative tolerance
by V. Boiko, methodology of distinguishing general self-
esteem by G. Kazantsev, methodology of distinguishing the
level of responsibility by M. Savchin and methodology
“Career anchors” by E. Schein.

The research results according to the methodology of
R. Mokshantsev have shown that 53% of students
majoring in Psychology have a low level of social
maturity, 40% of them have a high level of social
maturity. We start with the overview of the components
of the high level of social maturity. Besides the low self-
esteem is observed in 80% of students with the formed
level of maturity; 70% of students have the main life
position “Good-Good” (a person has an equal positive
attitude both towards oneself and others); 80% of students
are tolerant and 60% of them are responsible. The low
level of social maturity is characterized by the low self-
esteem (87% of students), life attitude “Good-Good”
(54% of students) and tolerance (60% of students). The
indicator of responsibility is 87% which is higher
compared to the students with the high level of social
maturity. Based on the methodology “Anchors of career”
by E. Stein we note the non-dependence of anchors of
career on the levels of social maturity: job security and
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place of living are not relevant for 88% of students,
working for people and integration of life styles are
considered to be relevant for 56% of them.

Based on the results of the methodology by
R. Mokshantsev it has been discovered that 67% of
students majoring in computer sciences have the low level
of social maturity, and only 30% have the high one. First
the components of the high level of social maturity should
be considered. The low self-esteem prevails among
students majoring in computer sciences (65%). It has been
discovered that 80% of these students have the main life
position “Good-Good”; 55% are characterised by
tolerance and 60% are responsible. The students with the
low level of socialization have equal life attitudes: “Good-
Good” (33% of them), “Good-Bad” (33% of them) and
“Bad-Good” (33% of them). Along with this 89% of them
are characterized by the medium level of tolerance, 97% -
by responsibility and 66% - by low self-esteem.
Regardless of the level of socialization the main anchor of
career among students majoring in computer sciences is
job security (for 55% of students), place of living is not so
relevant for 56% of them.

Thus, the research results allow to state that most of
students majoring in Psychology have the low level of
social maturity (53%), but 67% of students majoring in
computer sciences have the high one. At the same time
85% of students regardless of the major have the low lev-
el of self-esteem, 65% of them have a positive attitude
towards themselves and others, and 72% of the surveyed
have medium level of responsibility. 68% of students ma-
joring in Psychology regardless of the level of social ma-
turity are characterized by the high level of tolerance,
while another group of students with the low level of so-
cialization is characterized by the medium level of toler-
ance. The students do not pay attention to the stability of
the place of living. However, the students majoring in
psychology do not consider the place of work as a rele-
vant one, while it is considered to be important for the
students majoring in computer sciences.

Conclusions and prospects for the further re-
search. As a result of the carried out research the follow-
ing correlations have been justified: 1) humanities-minded
students have the lower level of socialization compared to
the students majoring in computer sciences; 2) the leading
life position of students regardless of their major is the
positive attitude towards themselves and others; low self-
esteem; medium responsibility; 3) working for people and
integration of lifestyles are important for the students ma-
joring in Psychology, and the place of employment is
relevant for students majoring in computer sciences.

The prospects for the further research involve defin-
ing the conditions of increasing the levels of students’
self-esteem and creation of training programs to improve
their level of social maturity.




JITEPATYPA

1. AugpeeBa I M. CouianpHasi ICHXOJIOTIS: MiAPYyY-
nuk / I'. M. Annpeesa. — M. : Acnexr IIpecc, 1999. —375 c.

2. I'ym3oBckast A. A. ColManabHO-TIICHXOJIOTHYECKOE
HCCJIEJOBAaHWE CTAHOBJCHUS COLMAIBHON 3penoctH /
A. A. T'ynzosckas. — Camapa : ACT, 1998. — 230 c.

3. Kamenckas E. H. CounanbHas NCUXO0JOTHUS : KOH-
CIleKT Jekuii: yaeonoe mocobue / E. H. Kamenckas. —
PocroB v/]]. : ®enukc, 2009. — 186 c.

JITEPATYPA

1. Andreeva, G. M. (1999). Sotsialna psykholohiia:
pidruchnyk [Social Psychology: a textbook]. Moscow:
Aspekt Press [in Ukrainian].

2. Gudzovskaya, A. A. (1998). Sotsialno-
psikhologicheskoe issledovanie stanovleniya sotsialnoy
zrelosti  [Psychosocial research of social maturity
formation]. Samara: AST [in Russian].

3. Kamenskaya, E. N. (2009). Sotsialnaya psikhologiya
: konspekt lektsiy: uchebnoe posobie [Social Psychology:

lcuxonoeis — lNcuxonoaus — Psychology

4. Opb6an-Jlemopux JI. E. ComiajgpHa NCHXOJOTIS:
nigpyanuk / JI. E. Op6an-Jlem6puk. — K. : JIuGinp, 2004.
—Kun.1.- 576 c.

5. TlonukanoBa M. E. Conumanmzaius JHYHOCTH /
U. E. Ilonukanosa // ®unocodus u odmectBo. — CIIO. :
ITutep, 2003. — Ne 2. — C. 84-107.

6. Cromspenko JI. JI. CoumanmbHas ICHXOJOTHS /
JI. A. Cromspenko, C. M. Campirus. — PoctoB w//I. : ®e-
Hukc, 2009. — 476 c.

4. Orban-Lembrik, L. E. (2004). Sotsialna
psikholohiia: pidruchnik [Social Psychology: textbook].
Kuiv: Libid [in Ukrainian].

5. Polikanova, I. E. (2003). Sotsializatsiya lichnosti
[Socialization of a person]. Filosofiya i obshchestvo —
Philosophy and Society, 2, 84-107 [in Russian].

6. Stolyarenko, L. D. & Samygin, S. I. (2009). Sot-
sialnaya psikhologiya [Social Psychology]. Rostov n/D. :
Feniks [in Russian].

lectures: tutorial]. Rostov n/D.: Feniks [in Russian].

Pycnana Muxonaiena binoyc,

KAHOUOam NCUXO0I02IYHUX HAYK, OOYeHm Kaghedpu ncuxonoeii, neoazoziku i ¢inocodii.
Hap’a Oneziena Ilucapenko,

cmyoenmka 5 Kypcy 3 nanpamky «llcuxonozisy,

Kpemenuyyvruii nayionanvnuti ynisepcumem imeni M. Ocmpoepadcbkozo,

eyn. Ilepwompasnesa, 20, m. Kpemenuyx, Yrpaina

ICHUXOJOTTYHI OCOBJIMBOCTI COMIAJIBHOI 3PLJIOCTI CTYJIEHTIB

HecTaGinbHICTS COIiabHO-eKOHOMIYHHUX YMOB Y Cy4acHid YKpaiHi MOCHIIIOE MOXKIIUBICTh BUHUKHECHHS CUTYAIlil,
OB’ s13aHUX 31 cTpecaMy, KOH(]IIKTaMH Ta 3MIHOIO COIIAIFHUX POJICH, 10 MOTPedye BiJ OCOOMCTOCTI HETaWHOTO MPH-
HHSTTS pilleHb, IUTAHYBAHHS CBOTO XXHTTS, BMIHHS BOJIOJITH c000I0, OynyBaTH BiJHOCHHHM 3 OTOUYIOUHMMH, a TaKOX
MAaTH SIKOCTI, III0 JIO3BOJISIOTH €(PEKTHBHO pPealli3oByBaTH ceOe B MpOoQeCiifHNX Ta comianbHUX cepax. MeToro CTarTi €
PO3IIIsI OCHOBHMX MIIXO/IB 10 HOHSTTS COLIaIbHOT 3pLIOCTI y Cy4acHii NCHUXoorii Ta BUSBICHHS 11 ICHXOJIOTTYHUX
0COOJIMBOCTEN Yy CTYAEHTIB. Y CTaTTi CUCTEMAaTHU30BaHO MOIISAM MPOBIAHUX HAYKOBIIB HIOJ0 BU3HAYCHHS MOHSITTS
couianbHOT 3piIOCTi, O J03BOJIMIO KOHKPETHU3YBATH COLIANIbHY 3PiTiCTh OCOOUCTOCTI SIK NEBHUIT piBEHb CPOPMOBAHO-
CTI YCTaHOBOK, 3HaHb, YMIiHb 1 €THYHUX SKOCTEH, JOCTATHIH /IS [OOPOBLILHOTO, YMIJIOrO Ta BiANOBIJAILHOTO BUKO-
HaHHS yCi€l CYKYIHOCTI COLIalIbHUX pOJieid, mo chopMyBaBcsi y pe3ylsibTaTi CTaHOBJIEHHS ocoOHucTOoCTi. PosrisHyTo
OCHOBHI KOMITOHEHTHU COLIaJIbHOI 3pPiJIOCTi Ta BCTAHOBJICHO BIUIMB PIBHS PO3BUTKY aKTMBHOCTI, CAMOCTIMHOCTI, BilmO-
BiJJAIFHOCTI, IIOBAary JI0 iHIINX, ONTHMI3MY Ha COLaNbHY 3pLIiCTh YV CTyIeHTChKOMY Billi. HaroxomeHo Ha akTyaisHOC-
Ti 3’sICyBaHHS PiBHIB COLIANBHOI 3pLIOCTI B YMOBaxX Cy4acHOTO PO3BHTKY KpaiHH. B ekcriepumeHTi Opaiu yqacTh CTY-
JICHTH TIEPIIOTO Ta JAPYroro KypciB KpemeHuybkoro HamioHaIbHOTO yHiBepcuTeTy iM. Muxaiiina OcTporpaachkoro 3a
HanpsMamu miArotoBku «llcuxomnoris» Ta «lHpOopMaTHka». Beporo Oyno omurano 60 crynentiB (30 mcuxomoris i 30
iHpOpMAaTHKIB). Y IOCIIIKEHHI, sIKE MIPOBOIWIOCS B JIIoToMy-Oepe3Hi 2016 poky, Oyio BUKOPHCTAHO TaKi METOIHKH:
TecT «PiBHI comiamizarii ocoductocti» P. . MokmanneBa, «OnuTyBaIbHHUK XKUTTEBOT mo3uIlii» 3a E. bepHom, onmuty-
BaJIbHUK KOMYHiKaTHBHOI TosiepanTHOCTI B. B. boiiko, MeTouka Bu3HaueHHs 3araibHOi camoouinku I'. M. Kazanme-
BOI, METO/IMKA BU3HAYCHHS PiBHs BianoBigansHOCTI 32 M. B. CaBunnum Ta Metoauka «SIkopi kap’epu» E. [llTeiina. 3a
pe3yapTaTaMy JOCHIHKEHHS! BCTAHOBJICHO: TyMaHITapii MalOTh HIKYWI piBEeHb comiaii3almii Ha BiIMiHY BiJ CTYZEHTIB
TEeXHIYHOTO HANpsAMYy MiJrOTOBKH; HE3aJEKHO Bi MPO(DITIO MiATOTOBKHU: MPOBIAHOIO KHUTTEBOIO IO3UIIEI0 CTYACHTIB €
MMO3UTUBHA Opi€HTAaIlis 0 cede Ta J0 iHIINX; HU3bKa CaMOOIIHKA; CEPEIHS BiAMOBINATBHICTD; ISl ICUXOJIOTIB aKTya-
JILHUMHU € CITYXKiHHS JIFOJISIM Ta iHTEerparlisi CTUIIIB )KUTTS, a JJs iHpOpMaTHKIB — Miclie poOOTH.

Knrouosi cnosa: comianbHa 3puUTiCTh, COIiali3allis, aKTUBHICTh, CAMOCTIHHICTh, BiIIIOBIIaIbHICTD, ITOBara A0 iH-
IITIUX, ONITUMI3M.
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IICUXOJIOT'HYECKHUE OCOBEHHOCTH COHI/IAJII;HOFI 3PEJOCTU CTYAEHTOB

HecTaOWiibHOCTE COIMATFHO-3KOHOMUYCSCKUX YCIIOBHI B COBPEMEHHON YKpaWHE YCHIMBACT BO3MOXKHOCTh BO3HHKHO-
BCHHUS CUTYAIMH, CBSI3aHHBIX CO CTPECcaMM, KOH(MIMKTAMH U M3MCHCHUCM COIMANIBHBIX POJICH, YTO TPEOYEeT OT JTMYHOCTH
HEMEUICHHOTO TPUHSATHS PCIICHUH, IUIAHUPOBAaHMS CBOCH JKH3HH, YMEHHS BIaJeTh COOOH, CTPOUTH OTHOIICHHUS C OKPY-
JKAIOIIMMH, a TAKXKe 00Ja7aTh KayeCTBaMHM, MO3BOJISIOMIUME 3()(PEKTUBHO Peain30BbIBATh ceOsl B MPOPECCUOHATBHBIX H
coabHbIX chepax. Llempro cTaThl SBIAETCS PACCMOTPEHUE OCHOBHBIX MOAXO/IOB K IMOHSATHIO COIMATIBFHOMN 3PEJIOCTH B CO-
BPEMEHHO! IICHXOJIOTHH W BBISBICHHS €€ TICHXOJOTMYECKHX OCOOCHHOCTEH Yy CTyHEeHTOB. B cTaThe cHCTeMaTH3HpOBAHBI
B3JIIBI BEAYIINX YUCHBIX OTHOCHTEIBHO ONPEeNICHIUS OHSTHS COLMAIIBHON 3PEJIOCTH, YTO TO3BOJIMIO KOHKPETH3UPOBATh
COIMANBHYIO 3PEJIOCTh JIMYHOCTH KaK OTIPEACIICHHBIN YPOBEHb C(DOPMUPOBAHHOCTH YCTAHOBOK, 3HAHWH, YMEHHH M ATHUE-
CKUX Ka4eCTB, JOCTATOYHBIN IUIS TOOPOBONBHOTO, YMEIOTO W OTBETCTBEHHOTO BBITIONIHEHHS BCEH COBOKYITHOCTH COIHAITB-
HBIX poJiel, c()OPMHUPOBABIIHICS B Pe3yIbTaTe CTAHOBICHHUS JIMYHOCTH. PaccCMOTPEHBI OCHOBHBIC KOMIIOHEHTHI COITHAITBHOM
3pENOCTH U YCTAHOBJICHO BIIMSHHUE YPOBHS Pa3BUTHS aKTUBHOCTH, CAMOCTOSITEIBHOCTH, OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, YBaXKEHUS K JPY-
MM, ONITUMHU3Ma Ha COIHAJIbHYIO 3PENIOCTh B CTYJIEHUECKOM Bo3pacTe. OTMeueHa aKTyalbHOCTh BBISICHEHHS YPOBHEH COIH-
aNbHOM 3peJIOCTH B YCIOBHAX COBPEMEHHOTO Pa3BUTHUS CTPAHBL. B dKCIIiepUMEHTEe MPUHUMAIIH YYaCTHUE CTYJEHTHI NIEPBOTO U
BTOPOTO KypcoB KpeMeHYyrckoro HalMoOHaIBHOTO yHUBepcuTeTa uM. Muxamna OcTporpackoro 1o HampaBJIEHUSM MOT0-
toBkH «Ilcuxonorusi» u «Hpopmarrkay. Beero ompomero 60 yenorek (30 ncuxosoros u 30 undopmarukos). B uccieno-
BaHMH, KOTOPOE TPOBOAMIIOCH B (eBpare-mMapte 2016 roma, OBUTH HCIOIB30BAHBI CIIEAYIONIAE METOAUKH: TECT «YPOBHH
coumanuzauuy JugHocti» P. . MokianueBa, «OnpoCHUK KU3HEHHON NO3ULMKUY 110 J. bepHy, OIpOCHUK KOMMYHUKATHUB-
HoH TonepanTHOCTH B. B. Boiiko, MeToanka onpeneneHust ooreii camoorienku . H. Ka3zanmieBoii, MeToanka omnpenecHus
ypoBHs oTBeTCTBEHHOCTH 10 M. B. CaBunHy u Metonuka «Slkopst xkapeepbl» O. ltelina. Ilo pe3ynbraTtaMm ucciaenoBaHus
YCTaHOBJICHO: TYMaHUTAPUH UMEIOT OoJiee HU3KUK YPOBEHb COLMAIM3AIMH B OTINYHC OT CTYJCHTOB TEXHHYCCKOTO HAIIPaB-
JICHUST; HE3aBUCUMO OT MPO(MII OATOTOBKH: BeAyIIeH KU3HEHHON ITO3HITEH CTYICHTOB SBIISICTCS MOJIOKUTENTBHOE OTHO-
IIeHue K cebe ¥ IPYruM; HU3Kask CaMOOIICHKA, CPEAHUM YPOBCHb OTBETCTBCHHOCTH, JUIS [ICUXOJIOTOB aKTYaJbHBI CITyKCHHE
JIFOMISIM ¥ MHTETPALUsI CTUIICH JKH3HH, a I HHPOPMATHKOB — MECTO PabOTHI.

Kniouesvie cnoea: conmanbHas 3penocTh, COLUANM3AIMS, aKTUBHOCTh, OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, CAMOCTOSTEIBHOCTD,
YBaXKEHHUE K JPYTHM, OTITUMU3M.

THooano oo pedaxyii 01.03.2016
Peyenzenm: 0. neo. n., npog. JI. B. I'epacumenko
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